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A bstract

A general operator expansion is presented for quark and lepton m ass m atrices in
uni ed theories based on a U (2) avor symm etry, w ith breaking param eter of order
Vg MMy, P rqnt W hile solving the supersym m etric avor-changing prob-—
Jem , a general form for the Yukaw a couplings follow s, leading to 9 relations am ong the
ferm ion m asses and m ixings, 5 ofwhich are precise. T he com bination ofgrand uni ed
and U (2) sym m etries provides a sym m etry understanding for the anom alously sn all
valuesofm y=m . andm =m . A tto the ferm ion m ass data leads to a prediction for
the angles of the CKM unitarity triangle, which willallow a signi cant test of these
uni ed U ) theories. A particular SO (10) m odelprovides a sin ple realization of the
general operator expansion. T he lighter generation m asses and the non-trivial struc—
ture ofthe CKM m atrix are generated from the exchange ofa singlke U (2) doublt of
heavy vector generations. T his m odel suggests that CP is spontaneously broken at
the uni cation scale | in which case there is a firther reduction in the num ber of
free param eters.
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1 Flavor In Supersym m etry

1.1 Femm ions

Is it possible for the pattem of ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles to be explained In a

qualitative and quantitative way by a suitable extension ofthe sym m etries of the Standard

M odel? D egoite great e ort, the answer to this fiindam ental question rem ains elusive. In

this paper we explre the combined consequences of vertical grand uni ed symm etries,

which Jead to the successful prediction of gauge coupling uni cation 1], and horizontal
avor sym m etries, which act on the three uni ed generations.

Them easured values of the bottom quark and the Ilepton m asses are com patible w ith
their equality at a uni cation scale ], establishing a nice consistency w ith the heaviness of
the top quark in the case ofa supersym m etric theory 1. O n the otherhand, the interpreta—
tion ofthe light m asses and ofthem ixing angles constitutes a form idable challenge. Several
relations have been noticed In the past, som etin es jisti ed on a theoreticalbasis, lke, eg.,
Vusi’ mg=m )™ BL,m ’ 3mgandmg’ 3m. Bl or VuVal’ @my=m ) Bl in-
volring the m asses and the CKM m atrix elem ents renom alized at the uni cation scale.
Apparently m issing, however, is a coherent overall picture based on a m nimnum num ber
of assum ptions and capabl of experin ental predictions. Ref. []] is an attempt in this
direction.

W e ==k grand uni ed and avor symm etries acting on the three generations, , and
soontaneously broken by a sest of elds , so that the Yukawa interactions can be built up
asan expansion n =M whereM isthe cuto ofan e ective theory:

[ H 0+ M—+ =) F @)

and H contains the H iggs doublts. T his expansion should yield the cbserved hierarchical
structure of the ferm ion m asses and m ixings, hence the keading tem in ) should not give
m asses to the lighter generations nor should it give rise to quark m ixing. The structure
of @) should be su ciently constrained so that there are f&w relevant param eters and a

quantitative t to the data should lead to predictions for quantities that can be m easured.

1.2 Scalars

In supersymm etric theories there are m ass and interaction m atrices for the squarks and
sleptons, kading to a rich avor structure. In particular, if ferm ions and scalars of a given



charge have m ass m atrices which are not diagonalized by the sam e rotation, new m ixing
m atrioces, W , occur at gaugino vertices. The squark and skpton m ass m atrices w ill be
constrained by the grand uni ed and avor symm etries and arise dom nantly from
y
[ Y@+ M—+ F—l— 292z bo: @)
where a super eld notation has been used and z is a supersymm etry breaking spurion,
taken dinensionless, with z=m 4.

Equation (1) must contain a large interaction which generates the large top quark
Yukawa coupling. Sice (1) and @) are govemed by the sam e symm etries, it ©llow s that
at least som e of the scalars of the third generation are lkely to have m asses very di erent
from their rst and second generation partners:m3 mi, m®, wherem? isthe average
scalarm ass squared {13]. Such a m ass splitting does not lead to excessive avor-changing
e ects provided the new m ixing m atrices have elam ents volving the third generation
which are no greater than thosse ofthe CKM matrix, V : W 33K Vai;jand W 3K V33 where
i= 1;2 {[1]. If the approxin ate equality holds, then there are contributions to avor-
changing processes which are interesting { we call this the \1,2| 3" signal {i2].

O n the contrary, In generalthere should be considerable degeneracy between the scalars
ofthe rsttwogenerations:m3 m? m?.ForCabbbo-lkem xing forW ,, the observed
CP violation In the K system requires {I3]

m; mi_ 10° m

< 3
m 2 sin 300G ev ©)

In the charge 1=3 sector, where isthe relevant CP violating phase. In the lepton sector,
the corresponding lin it from ! e and ! e conversion is m m?)=m? < 107
(m =100G &V ) {13]. These constraints we refer to as the \l| 2" problem [12].

W e conclude that the avor symm etry should yield m ixing of the third generation w ith
the lighter two which is at m ost CKM -like, giving a possble \1,2| 3" signal, whilke in the
light sector it should yield an all ferm ion m asses and sn all scalar m ass spolittings, solving
the \l| 2" problem . W e nd that allthese featuresare satis ed by aU (2) avor sym m etry
In which the lighter two generations transform as a doublt and the third generation as a

YA (possbly partial) list ofpapersthat haveused avor sym m etriesto constrain the generation structure
ofboth the ferm ion and sferm ion m asses isgiven in Ref. Eﬂ]. T his is altemative to the view that the Yukawa
coupling and the supersym m etry breaking sectors are decoupled and that the sferm ion m asses are aln ost
degenerate, In generation space, due to som e particular dynam icalm echanisn !E}:].



trivial singlet: ¢= =2 + 3, providing the symm etry breaking param eter is govermed by

Vg  Mg=My m.=m .

2 U (2) and its B reaking

In a grand uni ed theory, for exam ple based on the group SO (10), the maxinal avor
group is U (3), w ith the three generations transform ing as a triplet. This avor group will
be strongly broken by the large top Yukawa coupling to U 2), which is the avor group
studied In this paper. The three generations are taken to transform as2 1,

Taking the H iggs bosons to be avor singlts, the Yukawa interactions transform as:

(3 3); (3 a); (a p):

W e assum e that the quark and Jepton m assm atrices can be adequately described by tem s
n (1) up to linear order in the elds £, \ avons", non trivialunder U (2). Hence the only
relevant U (2) representations for the ferm ion m assm atrices are 1, 2, $S® and A%®, where
S and A are symm etric and antisym m etric tensors, and the upper indices denote a U (1)
charge opposite to that of .. The transfomm ation properties of these elds under the
uni ed gauge group is discussed in the next section. The odbserved hierarchy of ferm ion
m asses of the three generations leads usto a avor symm etry breaking pattem

Ul um ! o @)

o that the generation m ass hierarhies m 3=m , and m ,=m ; can be understood in tem s of

the two symm etry breaking param eters  and °.

Ferm ion m asses linear in  can arise only from : h 2i=M and hS%?i=M s, giving
Yukaw a m atrices of the formm 0 1
@ S A
1

In theheavy 2 2 space. Thebreaking isnecessary to describbe Vg, whik g isnecessary
ifU ) alone is to solve a possble \1,2| 3" avorchanging problem . In theories w ithout

“T his is to be contrasted w ith previous attem pts to address the issue of avor in supersymm IeDUy using

a U () avor symm etry, where the symm etry breaking param eter was taken to be V4 j ms=my
4,151,

=
]



q
s, the symm etry breaking param eter is of order m s=m, to acoount for the strange

quark m ass. This kads to excessive contrbutions to ¢ , unlkss the m ass splitting m 2
m?, is taken to be considerably less than m?, as in fi4, 15]. On the contrary, the U (2)
symm etry breaking parameter ' 3%J’ m =my leads, via @), to a scalarm ass splitting
m2 m?)=m? 2 10°.The constraint of 3) is just satis ed: the \1| 2" problm has
becom e an interesting \1| 2" signature.

In principk there are a variety of options for the last stage of sym m etry breaking in

(4) . W e assum e
T he theory contains one of each ofthe elds #;S% and A%,

The non zero vevs of 2, S® and A% each participate in only one stage of the
symm etry breaking in {4).

In thebasiswhere 2= 0 ( )and '= 0,5% = O ( ) and allother com ponents of S vanish
{ ifthey were non—zero they would break U (1) at order , which isexcluded by @ﬂ) . Hence,
these assum ptions in ply that the last stage of the avor symm etry breaking of () must
be accom plished by A 2 of order °.

To linear order in £=M , the symm etry breaking pattem {4) leads to Yukawa m atrices
in up, down and charged Jpton sectors of the fom :

1
0o 90

o E

0 1

@om o

Such a pattemn agrees qualitatively well w ith the observed quark and lepton m asses and
m ixings, w ith three exosptions:

m m me.

This may not be a puzzle. Ik could result as a consequence of hy, the light H iggs
which ocouples to the D =E sectors, having a an all, order m ,=m , com ponent of the
H iggs doublkt in the uni ed multiplet H . Such Higgs m ixing could be understood
In tem s of symm etry breaking in the H iggs sector, and would reduce the Yukawa
matrices P~ by a anall factor, , relative to the Yukawa m atrix 7.

m=m ¢ ms=Mmypy,m =M

mm.m? mgn mi;m.m =m?2.



N either the U (2) sym m etry nor H iggsm ixing appears to give a form ion m ass hierarchy
which is Jarger in the U sector than in the D =E sectors. Hence the central question
which this U ) fram ework must address isW hy do 5, and Y, vanish at order and °

respectively?

3 SU (5) Analysis

3.1 Suppression of %,.,

The centralissue ofwhy J, and 3, vanish atorder and °, regpectively, can be answered
using SU (5), which is contained In allgrand uni ed symm etry groups. To linear order In
the =M , the expansion (1) in the case 0£SU (5) U (2) has the fom

TsH T+ T3HF, 5)
i a a a 6
to T HT.+ T3 "HF.+ Fs "HT, 6)
1
to T S®™H + A®H )T, + T, S*H + A%H )F, @)

where T and F are 10 and 5 representations ofm atterand H and H are 5 and 5 represen-
tations of H iggs, necessary for acosptable third generation m asses. In generalthe ;S and
A multiplets can transform as any SU (5) representation with zero vality and containing
one, ormore, SM siglkts. The interactions of @), {§) and ) are understood to include
all possible SU (5) invariants. The second operator of ) leads to the weltknown SU (5)
m ass relation [, 3]

mp=m @)
at the uni cation scale.

T he couplings [2]2;12 arise from the T,Ty, tem s of {]), while the couplings 22",.E12 arise
from the T.Fy tem s. These tem s are distinguished because T T possesses a de nie
symm etry, 55+ 45, ©r com ponents containing a H iggs doublet, while T F doesnot. The
vanishing of },,, at order ; % is inm ediate if the SU (5) representations of S and A are
such that SH and AH do not transform as 5 and 45 respectively. For exam ple, sihce A °H
is antisymm etric In avor, it couples to T,Tp only if it is conjugate to the antisym m etric
product of10 10, which isa 45. For 22",.E12 tobenon—zero at order ;% SH and AH must
transform as 45 and 5, orthe multiplets S;A must transform as 75, 1 regpectively. This



In plies that EZ;E arise from SH 5, Jrading to the G eorgiJariskog ] m ass relation

mg
m =3mg 1 — ©)
ms

B

at the uni cation scale. Sin ilarly, 7,
determm inantalm ass relation

arise from AH 5, leading to the highly successfiil

MMg=mMm M, (10)

at the uni cation scale. In any grand uni ed theory where the avor symmetry U (2)
com pletely solves the supersym m etric avor-changing problem , SU (5) provides a sym m etry
understanding for the vanishing of J,,, at order ;9 and leads to the G eorgiJdarlskog
relation (9) and the determ inantal relation (1() as direct, necessary consequences.

32 Higher order origin for 3,.,

The SU (5) theory of the previous subsection, described by §), @) and 1), qualitatively
acoounts for all form ion m asses and m ixings, w ith the exosption that m, = 0, which is
a consequence of the SU (5) and avor symm etries lading to T,A%H T, = 0. Form, to
be non-zero at higher order n =M , additional elds must be added. W e choose to
do this by introducihg a eld y which is a trivial avor singkt and an SU () 24. The
subscript Y is then to recall that the vev h y 1 hasto break SU (5), so that it points in the
hypercharge direction Y . T he observed value form , kradsto =M 002, hencewe
need only keep tem s in the expansion at order ( =M )? which give kading contributions
to them asses. These relevant tem s are

1
3 (T, @ PHTo+ T,S® yHTp+ T,A®® (HTY) 11)

The rst operator gives an order 2

the sam e order which arises from the diagonalization ofthe U m assm atrix In the heavy 23
sector. The second and third operators kead to contrbutions to 3., at order and °

resoectively.

contribution to m .=m , augm enting a contribution of



3.3 G eneral Consequences

The Yukawa m atrices which ollow from this expansion In SU (5) and U (2) breaking, via
the operators of &), 6), {1) and (1), are

0 1
5 0 0 0
=% Z% 12)
0 1
0 1
B 0 : 0 C
TE=R 0 w3 & 13)
0 1
where \ " represents unknown couplings of order unitf, and follow s from H iggs

m ixing, if the light H iggs doublet h contains only a an all part of the doublt In the SU (5)
muliplet H . Yukawa m atrices of this form can be diagonalized perturbatively to give a
CKM m atrix [16]

0 5 5 1
B 1 Sz g,e g, g
V==g§s, 4,¢ e s 14)
S),S s 1
where s
\Y m m
S]::L>2 = ¢ _ —d 1 d (15)
Vis mg 2m ¢
and s
V. m
= 2= (16)
Vcb m .

wihm, andm ., asmg and m 4, renom alized at the sam e scale.
These Yukawa m atrices lead to the qualitative results shown in Tablsd and 3. Since
’ ! ' 002 and "’ 0:004, the cuto sca]e,M,js30| 50 tin es larger than the
uni cation scale, at which SU () breaks and U 2) is broken to U (1). The scak of avor
U (1) symm etry breaking is about an order of m agnitude beneath the uni cation scale.
Sihce the 13 avor cbservabls are given in temm s of 4 an all param eters, the 9 ap—
proxin ate predictions can be taken to bem ¢;m ,;m o;m ¢;m 4 from Tabled and the 4 CKM
param eters from Table 4. O fthese 9 approxin ate relations, it is straightforward to see

*Thesemay di erinD and E sectors. If ? is non-singlet under SU (5), then the 23 and 32 entries are
all arbitrary; whereas if it is singlet there are only three Independent Yukawa couplings describing these
entries.
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Tabl 1: Qualitative predictions for quark and kpton m asses in uni ed U (2) theories

v Vead | Vup]
Veol| 323 | Vo

Tabl 2: Qualitative predictions for CKM m atrix elem ents in uni ed U (2) theories

that 5 are In fact precise, having no dependence on the unknown coe cients labelled by
\ ". Three of these are m ass relations between the D and E sectors: the SU (5) mp=m
relation of (§), the G eorgiJarlskog relation of (9), and the determ inantal relation of (1Q).

T hesem ass relations are corrected by higher din ension operators involving the y eld,
Jleading to uncertainties of 2 | 3% . In addition, Eq. () receives a correction of relative order

from the diagonalization of the D =E -m assm atrices In the heavy 23 sector. These m ass
relations are also corrected by loops at the weak scale w ith intemal superpartners, asare all
entries in the Yukawa m atrices {12) and {13). Fortan 3, we estim ate these corrections
to be Jess than 2% , whereas, for large tan , they can be signi cantly larger [17].

The naltwo precise relations are those of (15) and @6). These Hllow purely from
the zero entries of (12) and {13), together w ith the antisymm etry of the 12 entries, and
an approxin ate perturbative diagonalization of the Yukawa m atrices. T he zeros and anti-
symm etry ofthe 12 entries are upset by higher din ension operators only ifaddiionalU (2)
breaking elds are present. The approxin ate diagonalization m eans that these relations
are corrected at order and %= respectively.

Theuni ed U (2) scham e described above providesa sin ple sym m etry fram ew ork leading
to the pattems of Tablks, and 2, and requiring the 5 precise relations of @), (), @), {5)



and (6). In this section we have used SU (5) as the uni ed symm etry, as it is su cient to
reach our conclusions; this SU (5) theory m ay be embedded in a uni ed U (2) theory with
larger gauge group.

34 The Q P roblem

Each of the precise relations of the previous subsection, ®), @), 4Q), €% and {4), are
apparently in good agreem ent w ith the data. W ith the exception of @), which receives
large radiative corrections from the top Yukawa coupling, these relations involve at least
one quantity which is not known from experim ent to better than 20% orm ore. H owever,
there is a combination of these quantities which hasbeen determm ined, using second order
chiral perturbation theory for the pssudoscalar m eson m asses, to 3.5% accuracy

Q==—24" =227 008 a7
1

=
oS

=
AN

w ith a possbl ambiguity related to an experin ental discrepancy conceming the !
decay [18].

W e ndthisvalue forQ oon icts with the precise relations of the previous subsection.
Combining ) and (10) leads to a detem nation of

mg 1lm me
—eo =D 1418 =25 18)
mgy Om . m
in plying that Q is Jarger than 25 by an am ount that depends on m ,=m 4. Usihg &), {0),
@4), but not ), one nds
0 11 | | 0 1
S 8 -1 -1ls__ s S 8
Vu m, 1 1 * mem ‘ m m 1
- 2Rk = = Ze Py o076 “2E—§
Vcb md l m\él Q m mc b md l mg
d d
19)

where .; , and y; are renom alization factors discussed in section :'ﬁ, and have been eval-
uvated for ;M ;) = 0:117, and we have used the muinning massesm . = 127 G&V and
my = 425 GeV. The experin ental value or ¥ 1,=Vgj= 0:08 002 ensures that m,=m 4
cannot be too an allin the U ) fram ework, thusm aking the prediction for Q even larger.
How should this Q problem , which is a feature of m any textures, be overcom e in the
U (2) fram ework? W e have argued that the precise relations receive corrections at m ost of
order 003, and yet the con ict between 1(17) and (18,19) requires that!(18) bem odi ed

9



by 20% . W e believe that the m ost probably resolution of this puzzle is the order tem s
In the 23 and 32 entries ofthe D and E Yukawa m atrices. Suppose they have a size c ,
where ¢ is a num ber of order uniyy. T he 23 diagonalization then leads to corrections ofthe
G eorgiJarlskog relation (§) which can be about 2¢ *. In combining @) and {10) to cbtain
the relation (1§) form ,=m 4, onemust square ), hence the correctionsto (1§) are of order
4c?,sothatc 2 isquite su cient to resolve the discrepancy. W e shall com e back to this

point in section 6 J.

4 SO (10) Analysis

4.1 P relim inaries

T he rest of this paper concems uni ed theories based on the gauge group SO (10). This is
the an allest group which leads to a uni ed generation, and it gives theories of avorwhich
are considerably m ore constrained than thosebased on SU (5). T he three generations are
taken to transform as (16, 2 1): = 3. To lnear order In the =M expansion,

&), @) and (%) are replaced by,

sH 3 (20)
1 a
+ M— 3 “H 4 (21)
1 ab ab
+ M— 2 STH + AH ) 4 22)

w here the H iggs doublets w hich couple to m atter are taken to transform as (10, 1) under
SO (10) U (2). The elds ?;S% and A% could transform as1, 45,54 or210 under SO (10),
and, for any particular choice, each of the above operators are taken to include all SO (10)
invariants. By comparing ¢€@), 1) and £2) with @), @) and (}) one nds that SO (10)
Jeads to a reduction In the num ber of operators by a factor of 2, 3 and 2, respectively. For
©0) this is not signi cant because the e ect of the reduction is negated by H iggs m ixing:
for the third generation, the interaction @0) together w ith H iggsm ixing, leads only to the
relation my, = m ,as in SU (5). However, for both ¢1) and £2) the reduction can have
signi cant consequences for ferm ion m asses.

If ? transfom sasan adpint ofSO (10), 1) containsthree SO (10) Invariant cperators
according to which eld the adpint is taken to act on. Forexampl, 1) can be expanded

{W e do not discuss neutrino m asses in this paper. They involve, in the right handed neutrino m ass
sector, a di erent set of operators from the charged ferm ion m ass sector.

10



as .
M—[(3a)H at 3(°H) .+ 5H (7 ,)] 23)

w here the parentheses show the action ofthe adppint . In fact, of these three Invariants
only two are independent. T he adpint vev gives the quantum number of the eld i acts
on. Since the quantum num ber of the H iggs doublet m ust be just the negative sum of the
corresponding quantum num bers of the two m atter ferm ions there isno loss ofgenerality in
dropping one ofthe operators. IfS orA transfom sasan adpint, then the avor symm etry
reduces the two independent SO (10) invariants to a sihgl one, so £2) becom es

1 ab ab
Ve 2ESTHgt RTGHD) p @4)

w ith the understanding that the ad pint acts on the m atter 16 next to i.
If 2,S% or A% transfom s as an adpint, there is in general a com plex param eter,
or equivalently 9, which descibes the ordentation of the vev in group space:

X+ Yor® L)+ Ty @5)

where X isthe U (1) generator not contained In SU (5), Y is hypercharge, B L isbaryon
num berm inus Jepton num ber and Tz is the neutralgenerator of SU )z . In thispaperwe
do not discuss the superpotential interactions w hich determ ine the vacuum . Sin plem odels
can lead to vevs which ponnt precisely in theX ;Y; 8 L) or By directions {19]. As i the
SU (B) case, one w ill also have to Include possbly relevant tem s of order 1=M 2asi (_1:]1) .

4.2 The direct SU (5) extension

The SU (5) theordes discussed in the previous section can be obtained in a straightforward
way from SO (10) by prom oting, for exam ple,

s (@75) ! s%2210) ©26)
A1) ! A®(@;45) @7)
a3@1;24) ! 2@5) 8)
;s 24)! 4 @5) 29)

w ith vevs taken to point in the sam e direction In group space as in the SU (5) theory.
In both theories, m;; (m g,.) comes from a singke operatorat order  (%9,and J, ( 7,)

arises from a di erent operator at order (° ). Henoe, these entries do not kad to any

11



up-down relations. The only di erence is that the SO (10) version of the theory involves
a factor 3 reduction In the number of independent couplings lnear n ®. The vev h %i
gives V4 and must Jead to sizable correctionstom ¢ and m  to solve the Q problm . A
non-zero value forVy, requires that ¢ be an SO (10) adpint rather than singlet, so that, in
general, theh #i=M contributions to the Yukawa m atrices are described by three com plex
param eters, the two independent couplings of 23) and . H owever, non-trivial predictions
could result if there is a reduction in the num ber of free param eters, as discussed In the
next subsection.

4.3 Theories with adjint 2 and $%

In this subsection we Introduce an altemative class 0£ SO (10) theories, which doesnot lead
to the SU (5) theory of section 3. The elds 2 and S% cannot be SO (10) singlets, since
they would lead to unacceptable values for Vg, and form ;; , respectively. In the rest of
this paper, we consider the next sin plest case where they are both SO (10) adjpints, and
A is singlt or adpint. In general, the orientation of each ad pint vev involves a com plex
param eter @5). H owever, these are strongly constrained by phenom enology :

Ve 6 0 =) °s 0 (30)

T hree Interesting special casesareh 21/ X ;Y;Tag .

22 =) =0 (1)

This is the only possbility for which 2) avoids giving m . at order , however this
ordentation does not give a contribution tom 5, at order either.

v ® =) A @) or A@45); with , =0 32)

A1) gives ,° = OwhikeA (45) gives 1, = 0 (9).

m,6 0 =) ., 60 33)
The y eld, necessary for eventual non—zero values of 3,.,, willonk givem , 6 0

if its vev breaks SU (5).

12
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Figure 1: Scaks of sym m etry breaking vevs appropriate to the class of theories discussed in
sect. 3 or in subsect. 44 (@) and in subsect.4.3 (o) respectively

T his class of theories clearly requires a new ingredient: W hat is the origin of 5, = =
0 ( )? IfA is a singkt, there is also the need for an origin for 1, = 0 (9. These new
Ingredientsm ust still suppress 3,.,,. These di culties have arisen because the vevs FA (1)1
and hSi/ B L pressrve a u $ d interchange symm etry. This is a clear indication that
SO (10) should be broken to SU (5) at a m ass scake larger than these vevs. This is done
m ost easily by ntroducing an adppint y withh y i/ X having a m agnitude not far from
the cuto M , forexample M =3. T he scales of the vevs In the classes of theories which we
have discussed in this paper are shown in Figure .

The term s in @021,22) should be replaced w ith

X

£, — H 34
sho 3 (34)
1 X

+ — 5 %, — H 35
VERE R a (35)

l X X
+ = s, = 4+ A%F, = § 36
M > M ‘M b 56)

where the functions f; contain term sto allorders In  y =M , and each tem represents all
possible SO (10) nvariant contractions.

This generalization of the theory inplies that ° 6 0 of 3U) is no longer required.
However, (31,32,33) are still required, and the orientation of the S and A vevs necessary
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for the vanishing of 3,.,, at order ;° Jeads to the G eorgi-Jariskog () and determ inantal
@0) m ass relations, respectively. W e stress that this is not the sam e group theory which

gives the G eorgiJariskog relation in SU (5). Thevev hS??i/ B L correspondsto a xed
linear com bination of vevs ofan SU (5) 1 and 24 which would occur only as an accident in

SU B). In facttheu :d :e Clkbsch ratibosaredierent { 0 :1 :3 from @B L)fEX ) In
SO (10),and 0 :1 : 3 orthevev ofa 45 in SU (5). W enotethath$?i/ B L can occur
even if the dom inant breaking of SO (10) isviah x ito SU (). A Iso thisvev In the B L

direction is usefiil for understanding why the H iggs doublets could have escaped acquiring

m asses at the uni cation scale R0I.

N on-zero values for 22;12 atorder ;° aregenerated by

X

R Ve H 37)

+ a Sab Yf5

1
M 2
44 Yukawa M atrices
W e have discussed U (2) theores of avor based on SU (5) and SO (10). A 1lthese theories
Jead to the qualitative pattem of quark and lepton m asses and m ixings shown in Tables 1

and 2. They all possess 9 approxin ate m ass relations of which 5 are precise as discussed
In section (3.3). The Yukawa m atrices for these theories can be w ritten In the form

0 1
. 0 0 0
=% 0 % x Z% (38)
0 v 1
0 1
L0 0 0
PEI=8 % @1; 3)  @ixe) § (39)
0 (Yd;Ye) 1

where x;;y; = O (1). A llparam eters are in general com plex, although the phasesof , , °

and the comm on phase of x;, y;, relative to that of , do not a ect the quark and lpton
m asses and m ixings. In the 22 entry, + 3 ( 3) corresponds to the group theory of B L
(the 45 of SU (5)).

D i erent theories in this class are lJargely distinguished by the restrictions placed on the
23 entries, which are not constrained in the generalcase. T he structure of the other entries
is ram arkably rigid, and is detem Ined by just 6 param eters.

D iagonalization of these m atrices leads to expressions, before standard RG scalings 1]
from high to low energies for

14



1. the 6 light m asses, relative to the heavy ones

m.m ®

= = (@0)
m g m g4 m.m
7 = 2 41)
b
2
mym. m )
: = 42)
mi m.m
m S (A0 A
o c Oel( u o ou) X Va (43)
me
m n
— = T kv 44)
m
m m L n
—— 1 —d = é( + at aq) XV4 45)
my m s
where | &, %1 %, 1 &, x ! xettandy; ! yvietiwih , % ,

and x;;y; now real. Th view ofthe Q probkm, the ? tem s have been kept in ¢4)
and {45), even though they are non—leading order.

2. theVexy matrix @4) with 15), {4) and
s = e ¢ xe "] 4o)
! (GO u)t @7)
T he fermm ion m asses and m ixings therefore depend on 9 independent param eters:
, forthe third generation;
5 combiationsof €, *% ~, ,%;%, 4, Vi i) Prmemmsm,,m =m ,Vyand ;
®and forthe rst generation m asses.

This Jads to 4 precise predictions’.

P articular theories of this type w ill be distinguished by the values for the param eters
X,;y; ofthe 23 and 32 entries. In general SU (5) theories, these entries depend on 6 com plex
param eters, whereas, in general SO (10) theories, there are only 3 com plex param eters.
Further predictivity w illbe possible if

KIfthe correction tem s in [44) and 45) are neglected, there are only 8 independent param eters and
the G eorgiJarlskog relation is recovered as the 5th precise relation. However, In view of the Q problem,
the 9th param eter is needed.
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h iliesh theX ;Y;B L orsg directions,

CP is spontaneously broken in the sectorwhich involves the lightest generation, m ak—
ing the three relevant param eters real,

the operators are generated by the FroggattN ielsen m echanisn ' §2], as this produces
particular SO (10) contractions. Forexam ple, the three operators of 23) are generated
by the exchange ofthe heavy states (16,2), (144,1) (144,2)and (16,1), respectively.

In section § we discuss a sinple SO (10) FroggattN felsen m odel .n which %= , = #
and the s=t xi, i, Vir 1) is reduced to three param eters. Even though the theory still
dependson 9 independent param eters, the form ofthe Yukawam atrices lkeadsto a som ew hat
m ore constrained t to the ferm ion m ass data. In thism odela form for the phases can be
chosen, which m ight arise In a theory w ith spontaneous CP violation, such that the num ber
of Independent param eters of the Yukawa m atrices is reduced to 6, leading to extrem ely
tight predictions.

5 P redicting the anglesofthe CKM unitarity triangle

By means of the precise relations, Egs. (14,15,16), which are a pure consequence of the
U ) symmetry and Egs. §/41), which, on the contrary, ollow from the 1l1SU (5) U Q)
or SO (10) U () symm etry, i is possble to predict the values of the angles of the CKM
uniarty triangle, de ned asusualas

V.V

= arg( —2H,) (48a)
Vuqud
V.,V

= arg ( i (48b)
thvtd
V.V

= arg( 219 48c)
VCbVOd

G iven Eq. {{4), the ollow ing approxin ate expressions hold for these angles

= 49a)
s,

= am@ el @)
s

12
= (49¢c)

In tem s of the CP viclating phase appearing In the CKM m atrix.
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m. 0:511 M eV Vs 0221 0002
m 1057 M &V Vo3 0:038 0004 | *
m 1777 M &V Var=VeJ 0:08 0:02 *

Q 227 08 ¥ I 226 0:02)10°

Me)icey | 175 B55)MeV | *|| mp,=ps’ 0464 0018
MJn. | 127 005Gev pEfB 200 40)Mev | *
Mo)m, | 425 045Gev By 08 02 *
Mmy)n, | 165 10Gev sM ) 0117 0006 | *

Tablk 3: List of the input physical observablks

To ocbtain these angles, one observes that the sides ofthe unitarity triangle V.,=Va,jand
=V jcan both be expressed, as n Eq. (19), as functions of m ,=m 4, or given m ., m,,
Q and M ;). In the sam e way, one can express Vs Eq. 0415/16), in tem s ofm ,=m 4
and the CKM phase . Or Prgiven ¥473 one can express the CP vioclating param eters
in K physics, g ,and theB B mixihgmass, m 5 , htemsofm,=m4and .A tof
these quantities w ill then detem ine a range of values form ,=m 4 and  or, via Egs. {49),
fortheanglks , , .A fulllist ofphysical quantities which include also the ones relevant
to this t is given .n Tablk 3 R3]. Since the uncertainties in these cbservables are very
di erent, hereafter we x the wellm easured ones, those w ithout an asterisk In Table §:, to
their centralvallesand we t the ram aining ones. In thisway the uncertainties are slightly
underestin ated.

A ssum ing thatboth ¢ and m p, are fully accounted forby theusualSM box diagram s,
we take for them

x = 47 10e 7By J 422 10° 236Red?) (50)
e Pog 2
msg, =50 10 ——— st 51
Ba 180M ev VeaTp oL
where
. = d:;s:b
Jg T ViViVi Vi gy= gy end = I U1’ si,sh,s’s ¢ (52)

P_
These expressions for ¢y and m p, involve the quantitiess By and B fz, which we take
as further observables, \m easured" on the lattice.
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hputs constrained | unconstrained

m =M eV 175 55 1537 153 35
. 0038 0:004| 0:039229° | 0038 0004
0:0015

VurVa] 008 002 | 0075 0013 0075 001g

< To 226 226 @:742)
Bg 08 02 086 0:16 0:8
m p,=ps’ 0:464 0:464 037" 25
F Bfy=Me&V | 200 40 178 18 200
sMz) 0417 0:006] 0118 0:00§ 0:118  0:005

Tablk 4: Fitin the uni ed U ) theories with (\constrained") or w ithout (\unconstrained")

inclusion of ¥ and m p_ in the inputs

The results of the ts are shown in Tablk 4. Asmentioned in sect. 14, both x and
m g, may be a ected by superpartner loops at the weak scale. For this reason, we have
considered both a twhere ¢ and m , are incluided in the Inputs (\constrained") as
wellasa twhere they are not (\unconstrained"). In the last case, we sin ply calculate, as
a result ofthe t, the expected contributionsto x and m gy, from the SM box diagram s.
W e nd Infact that such contrbutions can deviate from the m easured values of x and
m g, In absolute m agnitude and for the central values of By and P EfB indicated in
Tabk 4, In a signi cant way. Notice In particular that in the \unconstrained" t, namely
the one not ncluding ¢ and m p_ am ong the Inputs, the sign of x is not determ ined.
A smentioned, these ts allow the prediction of the CKM unitarty triangle, shown in
Figs.? for the correlation between sin2 and sin2 at 90% c.l. Fig.2a also includes the
current range of values obtained by doing a t of the available infom ations (Vusd Vol
VoVl x» M 5., Bk, EfB ) by a general param etrization ofthe Vexy m atrix In the
SM .No such tispossblewihout the nclusion of ¢ and m g_, which explainswhy the
SM range is not included in Fig.Zb.
At the sam e tin e, one obtainsm ,=m 4 = 0:76' ;Y and m ,=m 4 = 076", 5, in the con-
strained and unconstrained ts respectively. T hese values can be compared with m ,=m 4 =
0553 0043, as obtained from chiral perturbation theory and som e supplem entary hy—
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@ (b)

Figure 2: (a) 90% contour pbts from the constrained t (x and m p, included) for the
SM (hite area), the uni ed U (2) theories (light and dark shaded area), the m odelof sect. §
w ith free phases (darker area) and w ith m axin alphases (cross); (o) as in Fjg.:Za from the
unconstrained t (g and m p, excluded)

pothesis [18].

6 An explicit SO (10) U (2) m odel

6.1 De nition and basic form ulae

W ithin the stated assum ptions, everything that hasbeen said so far is generaland isbased
on an operator analysis. In this section we describe an explicit SO (10) U 2) model. O ne
purpose forthis isto show that the Q problm can be solved. This requires a m odelw here
all the corrections of relative order to Egs. (8,9,10) are fully under control. Th tum, this
w ill allow us to detail the num erical t ofthe known data and the predictions for ssveral
cbservables in  avor physics.
W e seek a special realization ofthe superpotential in Egs. $4,35,36,37) generated from

a renom alizable theory, where the non-renom alizable operators arise from the exchange
of heavy vector-lke fam ilies (the so called \FroggattN ielsen" elds). A m ininum choice
nvolves one doublkt under U ), ¢+ ~_, transform ing as 16 + 16 under SO (10). The
m ost general, renom alizable, invariant superpotential involving these vector m uliplets,
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Figure 3: D jagram s generating the Yukawa coupling superpotential in the SO (10) U @)
m odel

the usual chiral m ultiplkts, the Higgs ten-plkt, the avon elds 2@5), S**@45), A1)
and the adpint eds x and vy, ntroduced in section 4, is

f= SH 3+ %H .+ .M %+ ¢ %+ 4y %+ % 3+ 5® +2a% ) (53)

w here, as usual, din ensionless couplings and SO (10) contractions are left understood.

On Integrating out the heavy ©+ ~_ states, one generates, from the diagram s shown
in Fig.3, a particular case of the superpotential 34,35,36,37) . W ith respect to this general
form , the term bilinear in the eld 2 is absent and only som e contractions of the SO (10)
indices occur. Also inportant is the fact that the superpotential 34,35:36,37) contains
an in nie tower of ( x =M )"-operators, which are all under control in this case. This is
weloom e, In view ofthe fact, already m entioned, thath y i=M isnot far from unity. In the
follow ngwetreath y i=M exactly and we give explicit ormuleto rstorderinh i=M ,
but we control the size of the higher order tem s.

To be abl to write down explicit form s for the Yukawa m atrices in this case, we only
need to know the SO (10) properties of the U (2) doublet °. For the tin e being we take
it to be an SO (10)-adpint w ith is vev point In a generic SU (3) SU 2) U (1)-pressrving
direction T, so thath 4 h iT.
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Follow ing the line of the discussion in the previous section, it is straighforward to w rite
down explicit expressions for the Yukawa m atrices. A fler trivial rescalings, one gets

0 1
. 0 0 0
v=F T z% (54a)
0 rTg 1
0 1
. 0 0 0
b= 8 O rdez% (54b)
0 rTQ l
0 1
0 0 0
E B 0 C
= & 3 <L, § (54c)
0 rT. 1
where
h i 1+ 5 1 3
r= —; x= ; = —— ; (55a)
hSi 1 3 16 1+
h i h i
/ A; / Ryl (55b)
M M

and the nom alization of T is Inm aterial since it can be reabsorbed In r.

T hese Yukaw a m atrices have to be com pared w ith the general form given n Egs. (38,39).
Notice that = ?and that allthe coe cients x ;, y; of order unity are now detem ined
by the param eters r and x. In particular, all combinations of din ensionless couplings
occurring in the diagram s of F ig. 3 have been rescaled away. By rede ning the phases of
them atter super elds, it ispossible tom ake the param eters , , ®and r realand positive.

In general ,x and are complx, so that, from now on

EON

L& x ! oxet; P8 56)

wih real

6.2 Solving the Q roblem

Forany choice of T it isnow possbletouseEqg. (64) tom akea tofthedata.Beforedoing
that, Jet us discuss again the problem of the corrections to the G J relation (). N otice that
Egs. @) and {1Q), which we have used in sect., ram ain unchanged.
A s a consequence of the diagonalization of $4) in the 23 sector, Eq. (9) getsm odi ed
as
m m g m g4 m

—=3 1 — +
m my mg m

©7)
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where fm =m ) isan additional contrbution that depends, In particular, on the choice
of T . From Eqgs. @4/45), after specialization to $4), it ollow s that

m . . .
=3 x PP T SWTod= 6x X MuTo ¥ (58)
wherewehaveused Ty, = 3L and Tq+ Te= 2T,.From Eg (4), the param eter x can
be bound as 1
T .
x =2 Yok (59)
Ty Fujr

while the combination r can be cbtained from m.=m .} by means ofEq (@43), where the
term proportionalto ° = can be safely neglected for the purposes of this discussion.
T herefore, from (58),

|
1=2 1=2 1=2"
6 m. Tq m . Ty

j m ax A + — — — 60
J3 a —_— chb]STu m. . T, m (60)
w here the Inequality is saturated form axin alphases.
Using (67) instead of () gives
mS
— =25 @a 2) (61)
mgy
instead of (1§), so that, from {17),
1 2
Q=25 x—— (62)
124

Q. |

To see the oconsistency of this expression wih Q = 227 008, we plot in Fig.'4a the
contours ofQ n in Q ( = nax)asfunction ofm ,=m 4 and ofa param eter which de nes
the general superposition of SO (10) generators: T = X cos + Y sin . This plot is only
weakly sensitive to the valuesofm, m¢, Vo ™ z), then xed to their central values.
A sapparent from this gure,Q aslow as22:7 008 canbecbtaned ifT =Y orT =B L
for values of m ,=m 4 com patble with 3,,=V4j plotted In Fig.4b. This is con med and
m ade explicit by the overall t discussed in the next subsection.

6.3 Parameter t

A general t ofthe data can be m ade based on Egs. @0{47), specialized as in G4) with
T=Y orT =8B L.By ausualanalysis, and aredetem ned by m andm , allow ing
a prediction form, In tem sof ¢ and tan
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Figure4: @) contourpbtofQ iy versusm,=mgand InT =X ocos + Y sn forcntal
valles ofm ¢, My, Vo sMz)i ©) VuVepjversusm,=mgq or M) = 0117 0003
and centtalvaluies ofmy, m ., Q

For the renom alization rescalings R1], we use in particular

¥

s o

1

e
a alJYt

3‘5
o

(63)

where ,,, arethe scaling factors from the weak scale to Iow energy, :f 12,3 are the gauge
couplings renom alizations from the GUT scak to the weak scale and y: is the scaling
factor, still from the GUT to the weak scalk, due to the top Yukawa coupling. Eq. (63) is
approprate for the Iow tan case, to which we stick In the follow ing. O ne m otivation for
this is to be sure that the weak scale threshold corrections m entioned in section 3.3 do not
nvalidate the analysis.

The 16 cbservables in Table 3 depend on 14 param eters: the 10 free avor param eters,
the ratio ofthe two electrow eak vevs v,=vy, S’p ng and Bg , so that the thas2 degrees
of freedom . Having xed the m ore precisely m easured quantities to their central values,
the other 6 cbservables are then tted by varying the 4 rem aining independent param eters
Whith we choosetobe 4, m ,=m 4, cos(® ~) and oosA) . O ne should note that the errors
in the input observables are m ostly theoretical.

The results of the t are shown in Tabls § and § respectively for the param eters of
them odel, asde ned in Egs. $4,56) with T = Y and for the 6 Input physical cbservables
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free phases m ax phases
2. =do.f 0:67=2 2:1=5
001623005 | 00174 00002
00201 0006 00205 0:001
0 0:00414 0:00414
r (T Ty )2 19555 210 007
X 2560 120 0035
ws(® M) 02227 0
cos("+ ") 0:05°7° 1
cos” 096" % +1

Tabl 5: Param eters of the m ode], as determ ined from the t, for T = Y wih fiee phases

or m axim alphases

whose central values are allowed to vary. The t does not determ ine the relative sign of
sin (® ~y and sin { + ~), but this ambiguiy does not a ect n a signi cant way any of
the cbservables listed in Tabk'§ and'4. The twih T = B
allw ithin the uncertainties quoted in Tablk 5, §.

A sapparent from TableH, allthe values ofthe phases *, ", ~ are com patble w ith being
maxinal At kast or ~ and * this is clearly Indicated by the t iselfand it is suggestive
of spontaneocus CP violation. W ith this in m Ind, we havemade a t wih allphases xed
at m axin al values, =2, "= 0, ~ = for T = Y. In this cass, having still xed
all the inputs w ithout an asterisk in Tabl 3 at their central values, only
free param eter to  t the six observabls in Tabk 4. A though this procedure m ay require
In provem ents In the determ nation ofthe errors, which m ay be underestin ated, the success
ofthis t is apparent from Tables 5, §. Tn tum, this allow s a determ ination of the CKM
m atrix w ith a sn alluncertainty in each ofthe param eters, even an aller than in the general
case discussed in the previous section. This is also shown @ Fig 2a, db, both for the

case of free phases and for the case of m axin al phases. A s to the value of m ,=m 4, this

L gives results which are

/\:

s rEm ains as

is essentially unchanged from the general case when the phases are kft free, whereas, for

m axin alphases, m ,=m 4 = 0:606 0:022.
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hputs free m ax
m =M &V 175 55 158 28 155 6
VI 0038 0:004| 00391 00025 0:0407  0:00%
V=V 008 0:02 0075 250% 00611  0:001
b — 14
Bfg=Mev | 200 40 1795 187 85
By 08 02 08477 091 045
. 04117 0£006] 0:119 0005| 0114 0001

Tabk 6: Results ofthe tfor T = Y with fire phases or m axim al phases

7 Conclusions

W e have studied supersym m etric theordes of avor bassd on a avor group U (2), wih
brea]ajng pattem U 2) ! U (@) !0 0, and symm etry breaking param eters m=m and
0 m gm s=m12). T hese param eters are su ciently an all that the quark and J¥pton m ass
m atrices are dom inated by tem s up to linear order in  and ° and must therefre arise
from st 4 types of interactions: 5 sH + (1=M )( 5 2 .+ ,5% .+ LA%® )H,wih
S = +38% and A® = A®. Allwing the most general breaking of U (2) to U (1), by
hS22i;h %ioforder , and assum ing that the nalU (1) isbroken only by hA'?i of order °,
a sin ple symm etry origin is found fora highly successfiil texture. This sym m etry structure
also solves the supersymm etric avor-changing problem , while strongly suggesting that the
exchange of superpartners at the weak scale w ill lead to observable rare avor-changing and
CP violating e ects In future experim ents. It is interesting that such a sinple symm etry
structure sin ultaneously provides a very constrained structure for the Yukawa m atrices,

and an acosptable form for the scalarm ass m atrices.

U (2) and its hierarchical breaking, U 2) ! U (1) !O 0, are su cient to qualitatively
understand all the observed an all ferm ion m ass ratios and m ixing anglks, except the large
m=m ratio and the observation that the m ass hierarchies in the up sector are larger
than those In the down and charged lpton sectors. However, the combination of U (2)
and grand uni ed symm etries allow a symm etry understanding for the large m =m . and
m .=m , hierarchies, which Involve a an all symm etry breaking param eter, , the ratio of
the SU (5) breaking scale to the UV cuto of the theory. Furthem ore, these sym m etries
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enforce a correlation between these m ass hierarchies and them ass relationsm = 3m ¢ and
m.m =m?=mgm s=mk2) at the uni cation scale { these m ass relations are a necessary con—
sequence of requiring Jargem =m . and m .=m , ratios. h Tabls'l and 2 we give qualitative
expressions forthe 13 avor cbservables of the standard m odel In tem s of 4 an all param —
eters ;% and , a Higgs m ixing param eter which allows Jarge m=m,. Hence uni ed
U (2) theories give 9 approxin ate relations. O fthese 9 relations, 5 are precise, receiving
corrections which are higher order in the sym m etry breaking param eters. These are the
relations (15) and (16) for ¥V, =VsJjand Vyu=Visj whith follow purely from the texture
dictated by the U (2) symm etry, and the three uni ed m ass relations 8), (9) and (10) for
Myp;Mg;Mg N tetm sofm ;m ;m..

These results follow from a general operator analysis and apply In a w ide classofuni ed
U (2) theories. Th section 3 we described a class of SU (5) theordes, while in sections'4 2 and
4 3 we discussed two classes of SO (10) theordes, distinguished by the SO (10) transform ation
properties of 2;S% and A%, A Ilthese theories Jead to the sam e constrained o for the
Yukawa m atrices, which successfiilly acoounts for the known quark and Jepton m asses and
m ixings, provided the CKM unitarity trianglk is constrained so that sh2 and sh2 Iie
in the shaded (dark+ light) region of Figure 4. This is a crucial prediction of the uni ed
U (2) theordes. Theuni ed U 2) theories also predictm ,=m 4 = 0:35{0:90 at 90% con dence
evel.

T he light quark and lepton m asses, and the non-trivial structure for the CKM m atrix,
arise from non-renom alizable operators of the expansion In the e ective theory. In sec—
tion & we propose a speci ¢ SO (10) model in which these non-renom alizable operators
are generated by the exchange of a U (2) doublt of heavy vector generations. This is the
sim plest uni ed U 2) theory that we know . The Yukawa m atrices at the uni cation scale
feel SU (5) breaking only via the m ass of the heavy vector generations and the orientations
ofthe and S vevs, which transform as SO (10) adpints. W hen t to the data, thistheory
produces a som ew hat tighter prediction for the CKM unitariy trianglke com pared to the
generaluni ed theorks, as seen from the dark shaded region of F igure 2.

An interesting feature of this m odel is that the t to the data show s that the three
Independent physical phases which enter the Yukawa m atrioces are constrained to be close
to mulkiples of =2, suggesting a spontaneous origih for CP violation via the vevs which
break the avor and grand uni ed symm etries. In this case, the Yukawa m atrices depend
on jist 7 param eters, and a t to data produces precise predictions forsin2 , sh2 and
Vur=VaJ. The scalar m ass m atrices of thism odel are m ore restricted than In the general
unied U ) theories, allow ng a calculation of the m ixing m atrices at gaugino vertices.
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T he resulting predictions for the supersym m etric contrbutions to avor and CP viclating
observables w illbe reported elssw here.
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