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A bstract

W eshow thatassum ingferm ion generationstobegiven by agauge

sym m etry plusa certain Higgsm echanism foritsbreaking,theknown

em piricalfeaturesofquarkand lepton m ixingcan belargelyexplained,

includingin particularthefactthatthem ixing(CK M )m atrixelem ent

U�3 responsible for the m uon anom aly in atm ospheric neutrinos is

nearm axim aland m uch largerthan theirquark counterpartsVcb and

Vts,while the cornerelem ents forboth quarks(Vub;Vtd)and leptons

(Ue3) are allvery sm all. The m echanism also gives autom atically a

hierarchicalferm ion m assspectrum which isintim ately related to the

m ixing pattern.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9901440v1


Thequarkm ixingpatternasm easuredbytheCabibbo-Kobayashi-M oskawa

(CKM )m atrix isnow quite well-known. The latestdatabook [1]gives the

absolutevaluesofthem atrix elem entsas:
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Inform ation on the corresponding m atrix for leptons is beginning also to

em erge from recentexperim entson neutrino oscillations. In particular,the

result from atm ospheric neutrinos [2,3,4,5]shows that the m ixing angle

between �� and the heaviest�3 state isnearm axim al,while the absence of

oscillation e�ectsin som ereactorexperim ents,in particularCHOOZ [6],im -

pliesthatthem ixingof�e tothesam eheavieststate�3 israthersm all.From

solarneutrino data,thepictureisnotyetentirely clear.Ofthe3 traditional

solutions,nam ely (i)the sm allangle M SW ,(ii)the large angle M SW ,and

(iii)thelong wave-length (orvacuum ,orjust-so)oscillation (LW O),both (i)

and (ii) are under pressure from the latest Superkam iokande data on day-

nightvariation and 
ux [7],which seem to have a slightpreference for(iii),

butthe situation isstillfarfrom settled. On can conclude atpresentonly

that the angle between �e and the second heaviest state �2 is either quite

sm all(i) or again near m axim al(ii){(iii). As a result,a CKM m atrix is

suggested roughly oftheform :

0

B
@

jUe1j jUe2j jUe3j

jU�1j jU�2j jU�3j

jU�1j jU�2j jU�3j

1

C
A =

0

B
@

? 0:4� 0:7 0:0� 0:15

? ? 0:56� 0:83

? ? ?

1

C
A ; (2)

where,forreasonswhich willbeapparentlater,wehaveinserted forUe2 the

valuesuggested by theLW O solution (iii).IfCP-violationsareignored,the

elem entsdenoted by ? areobtainableby unitarity from theothers.

In thesem ixing m atrices,onenoticessom every outstanding features:

(a) The o�-diagonalelem ents in the quark CKM m atrix are allsm allor

very sm all;
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(b)Thecornerelem entsin both thequark and lepton m atricesareallvery

m uch sm allerthan theothers;

(c)TheU�3 elem entin thelepton m atrix ism uch (abouta factor20)larger

than itsquark counterparts,nam ely Vcb and Vts.

These features,togetherwith the actualvaluesthatthe elem ents take,cry

outurgently fora theoreticalexplanation.

W hatwewish toshow in thispaperisthatalltheabovefeaturestogether

with the hierarchicalferm ion m ass spectrum can very sim ply be explained

and even sem i-quantitatively calculated in term sofa few param etersifone

assum es generation to be an SU(3)gauge sym m etry spontaneously broken

in a particularm anner. Thisobservation isabstracted from a recently pro-

posed schem ewecalled theDualized Standard M odel(DSM )[8,9]based on

a nonabelian generalization ofelectric-m agnetic duality [10]. Here we shall

do the following. First,we shalldistilland sim plify the argum entsto such

an extentasto m akethem echanism ,wehope,com pletely transparent.Sec-

ondly,we shallm ake clearthatthe m ain m echanism isindependent ofthe

concept ofduality,thus freeing itfrom ourown theoreticalbias,so thatif

oneprefers(which weourselvesdo notforreasonsto begiven later)onecan

obtain sim ilar results by grafting the proposed m echanism on to som e dif-

ferent,notnecessarily dual,schem e. Thirdly,we shallpresenta new,m ore

system atic,�t together with a m ore detailed com parison with experim ent

using thelatestdata whilem aking som epointsofdetailnotnoted before.

The idea thatgeneration originatesfrom a (spontaneously broken)‘hor-

izontal’gaugesym m etry isnotnew.The em piricalfactthatferm ionsseem

to occurin 3 and only 3 generationssuggestsSU(3).In analogy to theelec-

troweak theory,we then propose to assign left-handed ferm ionsto the fun-

dam entaltriplet representation and right-handed ferm ions to singlets. For

breakingthesym m etry,apossibility istointroduce3SU(3)tripletsofHiggs

�elds,say �(a);a = 1;2;3,with linearly independent,say m utually orthogo-

nal,vacuum values,nam ely that ��(a)�(b) = 0;a 6= batvacuum .Furtherm ore,

westipulatethatthe3Higgstripletsbe‘indistinguishable’sothattheaction

has to be sym m etric under their perm utations,although the vacuum need

notbethussym m etric.1

1In theDSM ,theseproposalsaregiven som eraison d’̂etresincetherethe�’sarerelated

to fram e vectorsin U (3),butoneneed takeno accountofthatifoneso prefers.
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A possiblepotentialfortheseHiggs�eldsisthen:

V [�]= � �
X

(a)

j�(a)j2 + �

8
<

:

X

(a)

j�(a)j2

9
=

;

2

+ �
X

(a)6= (b)

j��(a):�(b)j2; (3)

forwhich a generalvacuum can beexpressed as:
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with

� =
q

�=2�; (5)

and x;y;z allrealand positive,satisfying:

x
2 + y

2 + z
2 = 1: (6)

Such a vacuum breaks the perm utation sym m etry ofthe �’s,and also the

SU(3)gaugesym m etry com pletely.Asa result,allthevectorgaugebosons

in thetheory acquirea m ass,eating up allbut9 oftheHiggsm odes2.

Next,given the above assignm entsofSU(3)representationsto the left-

and right-handed ferm ions,theYukawa couplingstaketheform :
X

(a)[b]

Y[b]
� a
L�

(a)
a  

[b]

R ; (7)

which issym m etric underperm utationsof�(a) asrequired.Asa result,the

tree-levelm assm atrix foreach ofthe4 ferm ion-typesT (i.e.whetherU-or

D -type quarks,orcharged leptons(L)orneutrinos(N))isofthe following

factorized form :

m /

0
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x

y

z

1

C
A (a;b;c); (8)

with a;b;c being the Yukawa couplingsY[b]. Ofm ore relevance to the m ass

spectrum isthem atrix m m y which takestheform :

p
m m y = m T

0

B
@

x

y

z

1

C
A (x;y;z): (9)

2The �’sin factbreak a largerU (3)sym m etry,giving thus9 m assivevectorbosons.
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Thisisofrank1,havingonlyonenonzeroeigenvaluewith eigenvector(x;y;z)

thecom ponentsofwhich,being Higgsvev’s,areindependentoftheferm ion-

typeT.Hence we have already attree-level(i)thattheferm ion m assspec-

trum is‘hierarchical’with onegeneration m uch heavierthan the othertwo,

(ii)thattheCKM m atrix giving therelative orientation between the eigen-

vectors ofthe up-and down-type ferm ions is the identity m atrix. Both of

theseconditionsgivesensiblezero-orderapproxim ations,atleastforquarks,

to theexperim entaldata.

Considernext1-loop corrections.Itisnothard to seethatthecorrected

ferm ion m assm atrix m 0willrem ain in a factorized form .Thereason isthat

only those loopsinvolving the generation-changing gauge and Higgsbosons

can a�ect the factorization,and ofthese the gauge bosons couple only to

the left-handed ferm ions while the Higgs bosons have couplings which are

them selvesfactorizable. Indeed,itappearsthatthe factorized m assm atrix

willsurvive to allordersin perturbation.Asa result,wehave:

p
m 0m 0y = m

0
T

0

B
@

x0

y0

z0

1

C
A (x0;y0;z0); (10)

where thecorrected vector(x0;y0;z0)dependsboth on theferm ion-type and

on theenergy scale.Atthe1-loop level,thevector(x0;y0;z0)rem ainsrealso

thatthereisno CP-violation atthislevel.

Thescale-dependenceofm 0aboveisaspecialcaseofam assm atrixwhich

rotates with the energy scale. In itself,this is not unusualsince already

in the standard form ulation ofthe Standard M odel,such a rotation ofthe

ferm ion m assm atrix willresultin therenorm alization group equation from a

nondiagonalCKM m atrix[11],althoughthee�ectthereissm allandtherefore

usually neglected.W hen thee�ectoftherotation isappreciable,asitcan be

inourpresentcase,thencarehastobeexercised initsphysicalinterpretation.

W hen them assm atrixdoesnotrotatewith scale,asin QCD wherethescale-

dependence induced by gluonic corrections appears as an overall
avour-

independentfactor,there isofcourse no di�culty in identifying the m asses

and state vectorsofthe physicalstates. The m atrix can be diagonalized at

any scale giving a setofeigenvectorsindependentofthe scale although the

eigenvaluesthem selveswillin generalbescale-dependent.Theseeigenvectors

can then betaken unam biguously asthestatevectorsofthephysicalstates

whilethem assofeach physicalstatecan bede�ned astherunningeigenvalue
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m i(�)corresponding tothestateiwhen taken atthescaleequaltoitsvalue,

nam ely as the solution to the equations m i(�) = �. However,ifthe m ass

m atrix rotateswith scale,then itseigenvectorsarealso scale-dependentand

it becom es unclear how the physicalstate vectors are to be de�ned. One

m ay be tem pted to de�ne the eigenvector for the value m i at the scale �

satisfying theequation m i(�)= � asthestatevectorforthephysicalstatei,

butthestatevectorsde�ned inthiswaywillnotbem utuallyorthogonal,thus

contradictingtheansatzthattheyrepresentphysically independentquantum

states.

Thesolution weproposeto adoptin thispaper,which isin facttheonly

one we can think of,is as follows. W e run the m ass m atrix m down in

scale untilwe have foritshighesteigenvalue m 3 a solution to the equation

m 3(�) = �. This value at this scale we de�ne as the m ass m 3,and the

corresponding eigenvector the state vector v3 of the heaviest generation.

Below thatenergy,thestate3 no longerexistsasa physicalstate,and only

the two lighter generations survive,the state vectors ofwhich have to be

orthogonalto v3. W e de�ne therefore the m ass m atrix at energies below

m 3 as the 2� 2 subm atrix m̂ ofm in the subspace orthogonalto v3. To

�nd now the m ass and state vector for generation 2 we follow with m̂ the

sam e procedure as for 3 with m and run m̂ down in scale untilwe �nd

a solution to the equation m̂ 2(�) = �,which value we callthe m ass m 2

and the corresponding eigenvector at that scale the state vector v2 ofthe

generation 2.Thestatevectorofthelightestgeneration 1isnow alsode�ned,

asthevectororthogonalto both v3 and v2,while them assof1 willobtain

by repeating the above procedure, nam ely by running down in scale the

expectation value hv1jm jv1i untilits value equals the scale. In this way,

each m assisevaluated atitsown appropriate scale while the physicalstate

vectorsofthe3 generationsareallm utually orthogonal,asthey should be.

Applying the above procedure to the factorized m assm atrix m 0 in (10),

one seesthatforthe heaviestgeneration ferm ion oftype T,the m assm 3 is

m 0
T and the state vectorv3 is(x

0;y0;z0),both taken atthe scale � satisfy-

ing the condition m 0
T(�)= �. Atthatscale,the subspace orthogonalto v3

haszero m asseigenvalues,and itisasyetunclearwhich vectorin itshould

correspond to the second and which the lightest generation. However,as

the scale lowersfurther,the vector(x0;y0;z0)rotatesto a di�erentdirection

giving nonzero com ponentsin theorthogonalsubspace and hencea nonzero

eigenvalueto m̂ 0.Onecan then de�nethisnonzero valueas m̂ 0
2(�)and pro-
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cede as above to determ ine the (nonzero) m ass m 2 and state vector v2 of

thesecond generation.Atthesam etim eonedeterm inesthestatevectorv1
ofthe lightestgeneration. The triad ofstate vectorsso determ ined forthe

3 generationsareasshown in Figure1.Them assofthelightestgeneration

can also befound by running thescaledown further.Asa result,all3 gen-

erationswillacquire�nitem assesby this‘leakage’m echanism ,butthem ass

spectrum willbe hierarchical,m eaning thatm 3 � m 2 � m 1,qualitatively

asexperim entally observed. Further,since a triad ofstate vectorsforthe 3

generations have now been de�ned foreach ferm ion-type,CKM m atrix el-

em ents can be evaluated asthe direction cosinesbetween the state vectors

ofthe variousup-and down-type ferm ions. And since the loop corrections

arein generaldi�erentforup-and down-types,theresulting m atrix willbe

nondiagonalgiving nonzero m ixing.

3

2

v3

v1

v2

Figure1:Thetriad ofstatevectorsforthe3 generationsofferm ions.

Oneseesthereforethatin thepresentfram ework with a factorized m ass

m atrix,nearly allthe inform ation on ferm ion m ixing and m uch ofthaton

the ferm ion m ass spectrum are encoded in a single 3-vector (x0;y0;z0) in

generation space,one for each ferm ion-type. This vector rotates with the

energy scale and asthe scale changes,ittracesouta trajectory on the unit

sphere. By studying the shape ofthese trajectoriesand the speed atwhich

(x0;y0;z0) m oves along them ,one willbe able to deduce properties ofthe

CKM m atrix and theferm ion m assspectrum .
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Letusthen exam inein m oredetailhow loop correctionsa�ectthevector

(x0;y0;z0).Asalready noted,only thoseloop diagram sinvolving generation-

changing bosonscan rotatethevector(x0;y0;z0).A closerexam ination then

reveals[12]thatofthevarious1-loop diagram s,only 3giverotations,nam ely

those in Figure 2, where a full line denotes a ferm ion, a wriggly line a

generation-changing gauge boson and a dashed line a generation-changing

Higgsboson ofthe type �(a) detailed above. Ofthese rem aining diagram s,

Figures2(a)and (b)give rotationsoforderm 2=�20 (where �0 isthesm allest

Higgsvev)and areconstrained by experim entto benegligibleforthefollow-

ing reason. As noted before,in breaking the generation SU(3) sym m etry,

the corresponding gauge bosons allacquire m asses oforder orhigher than

g�0,g being the gauge coupling. The exchange ofthese bosonswilllead to


avour-changing neutralcurrent(FCNC)e�ectsatlow energiesoftheorder

g2=(g�0)
2 � 1=�2

0
.Presentexperim entalboundson FCNC e�ects,such asan

anom alousK L � KS m assdi�erence,willthuslead to very stringentlower

boundson thevalueof�0,which iscurrently oftheorder100TeV [13].Hence

the rotation due to Figures(a)and (b),even forthe top quark ofm ass180

GeV,isonly oforder10�6 and therefore entirely negligible. There rem ains

then only theHiggsloop diagram (c)to beconsidered.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure2:Oneloop diagram srotating theferm ion m assm atrix.

Therotation from thediagram (c)hasbeen evaluated [12]and gives:

d

d(ln�2)

0

B
@

x0

y0

z0

1

C
A =

5

64�2
�
2

0

B
@

~x01
~y0
1

~z0
1

1

C
A ; (11)

with

~x0
1
=
x0(x02 � y02)

x02 + y02
+
x0(x02 � z02)

x02 + z02
; cyclic; (12)
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and�2 = jaj2+jbj2+jcj2 beingtheYukawacouplingstrength.Byiteratingthis

form ula,onecan com pute the trajectory traced outby the vector(x0;y0;z0)

given any initialvalue.

Thechoiceofan initialvalueofthevector(x0;y0;z0),which �xesthetra-

jectory itison,dependsin principleon theoriginalvev’sx;y;z oftheHiggs

�elds,them assesoftheHiggsbosons,and alsotheYukawacouplingstrength

�,the lastofwhich dependsin turn on the ferm ion-type. One can thusat-

tem pta global�tto theem piricalCKM m atrix and ferm ion m assspectrum

with these quantitiesasparam eters.Thiswastheapproach adopted in [12]

and a good �thasbeen obtained.In thispaper,however,we shallconsider

only a particularsolution suggested by the �tin [12]which we believe m ay

have a deeper m eaning than is as yet fully understood,nam ely when the

Yukawa coupling strength � isthe sam eforallferm ion-types.3 In thiscase,

the vector (x0;y0;z0) runs on the sam e trajectory with the sam e speed for

allferm ion-typeswhich di�erthusonly in the positionsthattheirphysical

statesoccupy on thecom m on trajectory.Thissim pli�estheproblem consid-

erably and renders the m echanism very transparent since the whole set-up

now dependson only 3 (real)param eters,nam ely thecom m on Yukawa cou-

plingstrength � and acom m on (norm alized)initialvector(xI;yI;zI)atsom e

(high)arbitrary scale. W ith these,aswe shallsee,one can already explain

sem i-quantitatively nearly allthefeaturesofquark and lepton m ixing noted

above,while m aking aswellsom e rough estim atesforthe lowergeneration

ferm ion m assesgiven them assesoftheheaviestgeneration.

Before we proceed to a form al�tofthe data with the 3 rem aining pa-

ram eters,letus�rstexam ine the problem qualitatively to try to anticipate

theform thatsuch a �twilltake.From (11)and (12),oneseesthat(1;0;0)

and 1p
3
(1;1;1)areboth �xed pointson thetrajectory,and thatwhen going

down in energy scale,the vector(x0;y0;z0)runsaway from (1;0;0)towards
1p
3
(1;1;1). It willrun,ofcourse,faster in the m iddle than near the �xed

points,ataspeed theactualvalueofwhich dependson theYukawa coupling

strength �.

Consider�rstthe ferm ion m assesofthe two highestgenerations,where

one recallsthatin the presentset-up m assesofthe second generation arise

3Notice that the norm alization ofthe m ass m atrix is not calculable perturbatively if

the coupling islarge asin the DSM schem e,and hasthusto be regarded in generalasa

di�erentparam eterfrom the Yukawa coupling � in the presentfram ework.
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only by ‘leakage’from thehighestgeneration.Itfollowsthen from theobser-

vation in theaboveparagraph thatthosesituated nearthe�xed pointswill

acquire proportionately sm aller m asses from ‘leakage’since the running is

therelesse�cient.Given now theem piricalpattern thatm c=m t< m s=m b <

m �=m �,while m t > m b > m �,nam ely the heavierthe m assthe sm allerthe

‘leakage’,itseem sadvisablein attem ptinga�ttoplacem t fairly closetothe

high energy �xed point(1;0;0),so thatm b and m � being lowerin m assand

hencefurtheraway from the�xed pointwill‘leak’m oreoftheirm assesinto

theirsecond generation states. The resulting arrangem entforthe 2 highest

generation states ofthe 3 ferm ion-types U;D ;L would then roughly be as

shown in Figure3.

For neutrinos N ,the consideration is a little m ore com plicated. W hat

enter in the ‘leakage’argum ent ofFigure 3 are the Dirac m asses M �i,but

neutrinos can also have a M ajorana m ass B 4. The physicalm asses m �i

for the 3 generations ofneutrinos are given by the see-saw m echanism as

M 2
�i
=B . Experim entally, ifneutrino m asses are assum ed to be hierarchi-

cal,as they m ust be in the present set-up,the data on atm ospheric neu-

trinos [2,3,4]give a (physical) m ass to the heaviest neutrino �3 oforder

m 2
�3
� 10�3 � 10�2 eV 2.Forthesecond generation neutrino�2,solarneutrino

datasuggesta(physical)m assofeitherm 2
�2
� 10�5 eV 2 ifonetakestheM SW

solution [14],orm 2
�2
� 10�10 eV 2 ifone takesthe LW O solution [15].In the

M SW case,oneobtainsthen M �2=M �3 � 0:18� 0:31,whilein theLW O case

M �2=M �3 � 0:010� 0:018.Thisratio fortheM SW caseism uch biggerthan

thecorresponding �guresfortheother3 ferm ion-typesU;D ;L,which in the

present set-up m eans also bigger ‘leakage e�ciency’. Indeed,the ‘leakage’

required by theM SW solution isso big thatoneiseasily convinced by a few

trialcalculationsthatitcannotbe accom m odated here even if� isallowed

to take a very di�erentvalue from the other3 ferm ion-types. On the other

hand,the ‘leakage e�ciency’required by the LW O solution,which is only

som ewhatbiggerthan thatofthe U-type quarks,can be readily accom m o-

dated.SincetheDiracm assesofneutrinos(dependenton B )areem pirically

unknown,the heavieststate �3 can in principle beassigned any location on

the trajectory so long asitgives a correct‘leakage e�ciency’to reproduce

4In orderforthe ‘leakage’m echanism to work forneutrinosasforthe otherferm ion-

types,they have also to be Dirac ferm ions with their left-handed com ponents form ing

a triplet ofthe horizontalSU (3) sym m etry and their right-handed com ponents SU (3)

singletshaving a com m on M ajorana m ass.
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them assratioM �2=M �3.Oneobviouspossibility istolocate�3 closetotbut

thiswillm akethelepton CKM m atrix very sim ilarto thatofthequarks.A

m uch m oreinteresting possibility istoplace�3 fardown thesam etrajectory,

asillustrated in Figure 3,where since the vector (x0;y0;z0)isnow pressing

againstthelow energy �xed point 1p
3
(1;1;1)the‘leakagee�ciency’isagain

reduced,say com pared to D -type quarksand charged leptons,asrequired.

W echooseto considerthissecond possibility.

Electron

Muon

Tauon
Top

Charm

Up

Bottom

Strange

Down

Neutrino 3

Neutrino 2

Neutrino 1

z

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0
0.1

0.2
0.3

0.4
0.5

0.6
0.7

0

0.5

1

x

y

Figure3:Trajectory traced outby thevector(x0;y0;z0).

Asexplained above,givingthelocationson thetrajectory ofthe2highest

generation statesin thepresentset-up also �xesthetriad ofstatevectorsof

all3 generations. It is then a sim ple m atter to evaluate the CKM m atrix

theelem entsofwhich arejustthedirection cosinesbetween thetriadsofthe
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U-and D -typequarks,orelseforleptons,between thetriadsofthecharged

leptonsL and theneutrinosN .Given thatin Figure3,thequarksarem uch

closerin location than theleptons,so also willbetheirtriadsin orientation.

Itfollowsthen im m ediately (a)thatthe CKM m atrix ism uch closerto the

identity forquarksthan forleptons,a qualitativefactclearly borneoutby a

com parison between theem piricalCKM m atrices(1)and (2).

To study furtherthe details ofthe variouselem ents,itisconvenient to

considerthelim itwhen thelocationson thetrajectory ofthe2 highestgen-

erations are close together so as to m ake use ofsom e fam iliar form ulae in

elem entary di�erentialgeom etry.Thisisseen in Figure3 to bea reasonable

approxim ation atleastforthe3ferm ion-typesU;D ;L.In thiscase,thetriad

ofstate vectors in Figure 1 becom es the so-called Darboux triad [16]with

(i) v3 being the (radial) vector norm alto the surface (sphere),(ii) v2 the

tangentvectortothecurve(trajectory),and (iii)v1 thevectororthogonalto

both.And theCKM m atrixbecom esjusttherotation m atrixoftheDarboux

triad on transporting italong the trajectory from the U to the D location

for quarks,or from the L to the N location for leptons. To �rst order in

thedisplacm ent,thisrotation m atrix isgiven by a variantofthewell-known

Serret-Frenetform ula:

CK M �

0

B
@

1 � �g�s � �g�s

�g�s 1 � n�s

�g�s � �n�s 1

1

C
A : (13)

Forourspecialcaseofa curveon a unitspherethegeodesictorsion vanishes

�g = 0 and the norm alcurvature is constant �n = 1. As a result, one

concludes im m ediately (b) that the corner elem ents ofthe CKM m atrix,

being ofatleastsecond orderin thethedisplacem ent�s,arem uch sm aller

than theothers,and (c)thatthe23 and 32 elem ents,being proportionalto

theseparation between tand bforquarksand between � and �3 forleptons,

are m uch sm aller for the quark than for the lepton CKM m atrix. Again,

asalready noted atthe beginning,these predictionsare strongly borne out

by experim ent.Theothertwo o�-diagonalelem entsdepend on thegeodesic

curvature�g which dependsin turn on both thetrajectory and thelocation

on it,and willbeharderforthepresentm echanism to predict.

One sees therefore that,even without perform ing any calculation,one

isalready able to explain qualitatively m ostofthe outstanding features in

the m ixing pattern and the hierarchicalm assspectrum ofboth quarksand
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leptons.W hatrem ainsnow istoattem ptan actual�twith our3param eters

and seeifonegetsreasonablequantitativeagreem ent.W eproposetoproceed

asfollows.Ofthequantitieswecan calculate,them ostaccurately m easured

experim entally arethe2 m assratiosm c=m t;m �=m � and the Cabibbo angle

Vcd � Vus. W e shalltherefore determ ine our 3 param eters by �tting the

experim entalvaluesofthese 3 quantities. Having then decided on a trajec-

tory forthe (norm alized)vector(x0;y0;z0)asencoded in som e intitialvalue

(xI;yI;zI),and on the value ofthe Yukawa coupling strength � which gov-

ernsthespeed with which thevectorrunsalong thetrajectory,wecan then

justfollow theproceduregiven aboveto calculatetheotherparam eters.W e

haveto inputthe(Dirac)m assesoftheheaviestgeneration.FortheU-and

D -typequarksand charged leptons,wetakefrom [1]:

m t = 173:8 GeV; m b = 4:247 GeV; m � = 1:777 GeV; (14)

the chosen value form b being the geom etric m ean ofthe given experim en-

tallim its. W ith these inputs,we calculate the m asses ofc and � and the

quark CKM m atrix elem entsVus and Vcd,adjustingthevaluesoftheYukawa

coupling strength � and the initialvalues ofthe vector(xI;yI;zI)untilwe

obtain theexperim entalvaluesgiven in [1],nam ely:

m c = 1:1� 1:4 GeV; m� = 105:6 M eV; Vus;Vcd = 0:217� 0:224: (15)

Thisrequiresrunning thevector(x0;y0;z0)num erically with theform ula(12)

from theinitialvalue(xI;yI;zI)down to thesecond heaviestgeneration for

each ferm ion-type. W e take typically around 500 steps for each decade of

energy toachieveabout1percentaccuracy,norm alizingthevector(x0;y0;z0)

again atevery step.Thequantities� and m T which in principlealso run are

taken here,forlack ofanything better,to beconstants,any slow variations

ofwhich,webelieve,would bem asked in practiceby adjustm entsofthefree

param eters to �tthe values in (15). W ith the values of� and xI;yI;zI so

obtained,wecan then m akepredictionsforotherquantities.

W edistinguish two categoriesofsuch predictions.The�rstrequiresonly

therunningbetween theheaviestand second heaviestgenerationswhich cat-

egory isexpected to be m ore reliable given thatourparam eters have been

determ ined from running in the sam e range. These predictions include all

theCKM m atrix elem entsforboth quarksand leptons,and them assesofthe

strange quark m s and the ‘right-handed neutrino’B . A listofsuch predic-

tionson the CKM m atrix elem entsisgiven in Table 1 where the ‘predicted

12



centralvalue’isobtained by putting m t = 173:8 GeV,theexperim entalcen-

tralvalue,m c = 1:241 GeV,thegeom etric m ean oftheexperim entallim its,

and 1

2
(Vus+ Vcd)= 0:2205,the(arithm etic)m ean oftheexperim entallim its,

giving forthe‘centralvalues’ofthe�tted param eters:

� = 3:535; xI = 0:9999984;yI = 0:0017900;zI = 0:0000179; (16)

where the initialvalue ofthe vector (xI;yI;zI) is taken arbitrarily at the

scaleof20 TeV.The‘predicted range’isobtained by varying m t within the

quoted experim entalerror of� 5:2 GeV,and mc and Vus;Vcd within their

experim entallim its quoted in (15)above,and corresponds to the range of

the�tted param eters:

� = 3:393� 3:688; xI = 0:9999959� 0:9999994;

yI = 0:0010800� 0:0028500; zI = 0:0000075� 0:0000391:
(17)

The agreem entbetween prediction and experim entforthequark CKM m a-

trix in Table1 isseen to begood forallentries.

Forneutrinos,asexplained above,we need to inputthe physicalm asses

ofthetwo heaviestgenerations.Taking theseas:

m
2

�3
= 3:5� 10�3 eV 2

; m
2

�2
= 4:3� 10�10 eV 2

; (18)

which are the best �t values to the latest SuperKam iokande data given in

[5,7],oneobtainstheentriesforthelepton CKM m atrix in Table1.On the

otherhand,ifonevariestheseinputm asseswithin therangeperm itted still

eitherby [2,4]orby [3,5,7]:

m
2

�3
= (1:2� 30)� 10�3 eV 2

; m
2

�2
= (0:6� 7:9)� 10�10 eV 2

; (19)

whilekeeping thecentralvalues(16)ofthe�tted param eters,oneobtains:

U�3 = 0:6434� 0:7108; Ue3 = 0:0617� 0:0814; Ue2 = 0:2221� 0:2352:(20)

The agreem ent with experim ent is again seen consistently to be good,ex-

ceptforUe2.Noticein particular,by com paring with thequark m atrix,the

close agreem entwith the outstanding features(a){(c)ofthe em piricalm ix-

ing m atrices noted atthe beginning. The elem ent Ue3 issm allasrequired

by [6]whileU�3 responsibleforthem uon anom aly in atm osphericneutrinos
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is near m axim alcorresponding to sin22� > 0:97. As for Ue2,the m ixing

angle involved in oscillations ofsolar neutrinos,we recallfrom (13) above

that,ofthe m ixing elem ents in the CKM m atrix,thiselem entcorrespond-

ing to the ‘geodesic curvature’�g isthe one m ostsensitive to detailsin the

presentschem e,being dependentboth on thetrajectory and on thelocation

on it.Itisthereforenotsurprising that,though stillofa reasonableorderof

m agnitude,itdoesnotcom eoutaswellastheothers.

In addition,onepredicts:

m s = 173� 5 M eV; B = 300 (223� 418)TeV: (21)

The value ofm s given is the running m ass taken at the scale equalto its

value and cannot be directly com pared with the values given in the data

tables,e.g. 100 -300 M eV taken at1 GeV [17]or70 -170 M eV taken at

2 GeV [1],butisseen to be reasonable. The predicted value forB ,which

is ofcourse experim entally yet unknown,is interesting in that it is m uch

lowerthan usualGUT estim atesand leadsto m uch m oreaccessibleratesfor

neutrinolessdoublebetadecays,only 2{3ordersofm agnitudelowerthan the

presentlim it.

Theothercategoryofpredictionsrequiresrunningfurtherdown in energy

scale down to the lightest generation with param eters �xed by �tting the

two heaviergenerations. First,being extrapolationson a logarithm ic scale,

they are in any case not expected to be reliable except as rough order-of-

m agnitudeestim ates.Secondly,forquarks,nonperturbativeQCD corrections

are im portant below 1-2 GeV,which are hard to estim ate. Nevertheless if

onepersists,assum ing still� and m T to beconstants,oneobtains:

m u = 200M eV; m d = 15M eV; m e = 6M eV; m �1 � 2� 10�15 eV; (22)

to becom pared with theexperim entalnum bers:

m u = 1:5� 5M eV; md = 3� 9M eV; me = 0:51M eV; m �1 < 10eV:(23)

W hile m d and m e m ay be considered reasonable given the expected inaccu-

racy and m �1 hasofcoursenodi�culty in satisfyingtheexperim entalbound,

thepredicted valueform u issom e2 ordersout.Itshould bestressed,how-

ever,thatthepredicted valueform u isde�ned astherunning m asstaken at

thescaleequalto itsvalue,and itisunclearwhetheritshould becom pared
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Quantity E xperim entalRange Predicted PredictedRange

CentralV alue

jVudj 0:9745� 0:9760 0:9753 0:9745� 0:9762

jVusj 0:217� 0:224 (0:2207)

jVubj 0:0018� 0:0045 0:0045 0:0043� 0:0046

jVcdj 0:217� 0:224 (0:2204)

jVcsj 0:9737� 0:9753 0:9745 0:9733� 0:9756

jVcbj 0:036� 0:042 0:0426 0:0354� 0:0508

jVtdj 0:004� 0:013 0:0138 0:0120� 0:0157

jVtsj 0:035� 0:042 0:0406 0:0336� 0:0486

jVtbj 0:9991� 0:9994 0:9991 0:9988� 0:9994

jVub=Vcbj 0:08� 0:02 0:1049 0:0859� 0:1266

jVtd=Vtsj < 0:27 0:3391 0:3149� 0:3668

jV �
tbVtdj 0:0084� 0:0018 0:0138 0:0120� 0:0156

jU�3j 0:56� 0:83 0:6658 0:6528� 0:6770

jUe3j 0:00� 0:15 0:0678 0:0632� 0:0730

jUe2j 0:4� 0:7 0:2266 0:2042� 0:2531

Table1:Predicted CKM m atrix elem entsforboth quarksand leptons
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with the quoted experim entalvalue de�ned atthe scale of2 GeV.Indeed,

ifone sim ply calculatesthe expectation value in the u-state ofthe running

m assm atrix m 0atGeV scale,oneobtainsa valueoforderonly 1 M eV,but

itisalso unclearwhetherthisisthe num berto be com pared to the quoted

experim entalvalue. Barring this am biguity,which applies also to m d,the

com parison to experim ent at an order-of-m agnitude levelis not unreason-

able as the m asses do atleast follow the clear hierarchicalpattern seen in

experim ent.

One concludestherefore thatsim ply by assum ing thatgenerationsorig-

inate in an SU(3)gauge sym m etry broken in the particularm annerof(3),

onecan already explain them ain em piricalfeaturesin them ixingpattern to-

getherwith thehierarchicalm assspectrum oftheStandard M odelferm ions.

An im portantfeature ofthe m echanism isthatthe m ixing pattern and the

hierarchicalm assspectrum areintim ately related.In particular,onerecalls

thatforneutrinos,them assratio m �2=m �3 between the two heaviestgener-

ationscannotbe aslarge asthatrequired by the standard M SW solutions

to the solar neutrino problem ,or otherwise one �nds no solution with the

present m echanism ,which adm its only m assratiosofthe orderofthatre-

quired by the vacuum or long wave-length (LW O) solution. Hence,ifthe

preferenceoftherecentSuperKam iokandedata forthe(LW O)solution (iii)

ism aintained,itwould lend supportto thism echanism .

Further,onehasrecovered herethebulk ofthephenom enologicaloutput

ofwhatwe called the Dualized Standard M odel(DSM )withouthaving in-

troduced at allthe concept ofnonabelian duality on which thatschem e is

based [10]. The only phenom enologicalconsequence ofDSM so farstudied

which has been m issed by the considerations here is the possible explana-

tion ofcosm icray airshowersbeyond theGreisen-Zatsepin-Kuz’m in cut-o�.

Thereseem sthusa valid caseto considerthepresentm echanism on itsown

independently ofthe original‘dual’tenets ofthe DSM .Indeed,one m ight

attem pttogoastep furtherand bypasseven theparticularsym m etry break-

ing schem e em bodied in the Higgspotential(3),forthe m ain e�ectofthat

was really just to m ake the m ass m atrix factorize and rotate with respect

to the energy scale.Ifonecan devise som e otherschem e in which a sim ilar

situation attains,then an analogousconclusion islikely to beachievablefor

explaining theem pirically observed m ixing pattern.

W e ourselves,however,adhere to our preference for the originalDSM

schem e.Thereasonisthatnotonlydoesthedynam icalm echanism exam ined
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in thispaperarise naturally there asa consequence ofthe dualfram ework,

but even the very existence itselfofa broken SU(3) gauge sym m etry and

ofthe Higgs�eldsrequired foritsbreaking em ergesautom atically from the

conceptofnonabelian duality.Indeed,ifone acceptsthisconcept,then the

nichesfor‘generations’and ‘Higgs�elds’would in any case already existin

theStandard M odel,and ifthey arenotassign thesetheirseem ingly natural

physicalroles,theywouldstillhavetobeaccounted forinsom eotherm anner,

which m ay notbeeasy to com eby.

Lastly,itshould be stressed thatalthough the m ain featuresofferm ion

m assand m ixingpatternsareshown tofollow from thedynam icalm echanism

described in this paper,no consideration has been given here for possibly

otherpredictionsofthesam em echanism violatingexperim ent.FortheDSM

schem e,som e considerationshave been given to these questions,butifthis

m echanism isgrafted on to som e otherspeci�c schem e,such questionswill

ofcoursehaveto bereaddressed.
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