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A bstract

W e show that assum ing ferm ion generations to be given by a gauge
symm etry plusa certain H iggsm echanian for tsbreaking, the known
em pirical features ofquark and lepton m ixing can be largely explained,
Including in particularthe fact that them ixing (CKM ) m atrix elem ent
U 3 reponsble for the muon anom aly in atm ospheric neutrinos is
nearm axin aland m uch larger than their quark counterparts Vg, and
Vis, while the comer elem ents for both quarks (Vyp;Vig) and leptons

Ue3) are all very am all. The m echanisn also gives autom atically a
hierarchical ferm ion m ass spectrum which is intin ately related to the
m ixing pattem.
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T he quark m ixing pattem asm easured by the C abibo-K cbayashiM oskaw a
CKM ) matrix is now quite wellknown. The latest databook E}] gives the
absolute values of the m atrix elem ents as:
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Infom ation on the corresponding m atrix for leptons is beginning also to
em erge from recent experin ents on neutrino oscillations. In particular, the
result from atm ospheric neutrinos g, 3, 4, 5] show s that the m ixing anglke
between and the heaviest 3 state is nearm axim al, while the absence of
oscillation e ects in som e reactor experin ents, in particularCHOO Z [B], in —
plies that them ixing of . to the sam e heaviest state 3 israther an all. From

solar neutrino data, the picture is not yet entirely clear. O fthe 3 traditional
solutions, nam ely (i) the snallangle M SW , (i) the large angle M SW , and
(iil) the long wave-dength (or vacuum , or just—so) oscillation (LW O ), both (i)
and (i) are under pressure from the latest Superkam iokande data on day-
night variation and ux [], which seem to have a slight preference for (iii),
but the situation is still far from settled. On can conclude at present only
that the angk between . and the second heaviest state , is either quite
anall (i) or again near maxinal ({){ (). As a result, a CKM matrx is
suggested roughly of the form :
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where, for reasons which w illbe apparent later, we have nserted for U, the
value suggested by the LW O solution (ii) . If CP -violations are ignored, the
elem ents denoted by ? are obtainable by unitarity from the others.

In these m ixing m atrices, one notices som e very outstanding features:

(@) The o diagonal elem ents In the quark CKM m atrix are all sn all or
very an all;



(o) The comer elem ents in both the quark and lpton m atrices are all very
much am aller than the others;

(©) TheU 3 elem ent In the ¥pton m atrix ismuch @bout a factor 20) larger
than its quark counterparts, nam ely Vg, and V.

These features, together w ith the actual values that the elem ents take, cry
out urgently for a theoretical explanation.

W hatwew ish to show in thispaper isthat allthe above features together
w ith the hierarchical fermm ion m ass spectrum can very sinply be explained
and even sam iquantitatively calculated in tem s of a few param eters if one
assum es generation to be an SU (3) gauge symm etry soontaneously broken
In a particularm anner. This cbservation is abstracted from a recently pro—
posed schem e we called the D ualized Standard M odel © SM ) B, 9]based on
a nonabelian generalization of electricm agnetic duality {1(]. Here we shall
do the follow ing. First, we shall distill and sin plify the argum ents to such
an extent as to m ake them echanisn , we hope, com pltely transparent. Sec—
ondly, we shallm ake clear that the m ain m echanisn is independent of the
concept of duality, thus fireeing it from our own theoretical bias, so that if
one prefers (which we ourseles do not for reasons to be given later) one can
cbtain sin ilar results by grafting the proposed m echanisn on to som e dif-
ferent, not necessarily dual, schem e. Thirdly, we shall present a new , m ore
system atic, t together with a m ore detailed com parison with experin ent
using the latest data whilk m aking som e points of detail not noted before.

T he idea that generation origihates from a (soontaneously broken) hor-
zontal gauge symm etry is not new . The am pirical fact that ferm ions seem
to occur In 3 and only 3 generations suggests SU (3). In analogy to the elec—
troweak theory, we then propose to assign keft-handed fem ions to the fun-—
dam ental triplet representation and right-handed femm ions to singlts. For
breaking the sym m etry, a possibbility isto introduce 3 SU (3) triplets ofH iggs

eds, say “j;a= 1;2;3, wih lnhearly independent, say m utually orthogo—
nal, vacuum valies, nam ely that @ ® = 0;a6 batvacuum . Furthem ore,
w e stipulate that the 3 H iggs triplktsbe Yndistinguishable’ so that the action
has to be sym m etric under their pemm utations, although the vacuum need
not be thus symm etrici,

1In the D SM , these proposals are given som e raison d’étre shce there the ’sare related
to fram e vectors in U (3), but one need take no acocount of that if one so prefers.



A possbl potential for these H iggs elds is then:
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and x;vy;z all real and positive, satisfying:
x° + y2+ z2=1: )

Such a vacuum breaks the pem utation symm etry of the ’'s, and also the
SU (3) gauge symm etry com plktely. A s a resul, all the vector gauge bosons
in the theory acquire a m ass, eating up allbut 9 of the H iggsm ode§_:.

N ext, given the above assignm ents of SU (3) representations to the left-

and right-handed fem ions, the Yukawa couplings take the fom :
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which is symm etric under pem utations of @ as required. A s a result, the
treeJdevel m ass m atrix for each ofthe 4 ferm iontypes T (ie. whether U-or
D ype quarks, or charged lptons (L) or neutrinos NN)) is of the follow Ing
factorized fom : 0 1
X
m/ 8 y& @iba); ®)
z

w ih a;b;cbeing the Yukawa couplings Yy,;. O £m ore relevance to the m ass
goectrum is the m atrix m m ¥ which takes the fom :
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2The ’sin fact break a larger U (3) symm etry, giving thus 9 m assive vector bosons.



Thisisofrank 1, having only one nonzero eigenvalie w ith eigenvector (x;vy;z)
the com ponents ofw hich, being H iggs vev’s, are lndependent of the farm ion—
type T . Hence we have already at tree-level (i) that the fermm jon m ass spec—
trum is hierarchical w ith one generation m uch heavier than the other two,
(i) that the CKM m atrix giving the relative orentation between the eigen-
vectors of the up— and down-type fem ions is the identity m atrix. Both of
these conditions give sensibble zero-order approxin ations, at least for quarks,
to the experin ental data.

C onsider next 1-loop corrections. It is not hard to see that the corrected
form jon massm atrix m ®will rem ain in a factorized om . T he reason is that
only those loops nvolving the generation-changing gauge and H iggs bosons
can a ect the factorization, and of these the gauge bosons couplk only to
the kft-handed fermm jons while the H iggs bosons have couplings which are
them selves factorizable. Indeed, it appears that the factorized m ass m atrix

w il survive to all orders in perturbation. A s a result, we have:
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where the corrected vector (x%yv%z% depends both on the ferm ion-type and
on the energy scale. At the 1-loop Jevel, the vector &%y%z°% rem ains real so
that there isno C P wviolation at this level.

T he scale-dependence ofm ° above is a special case ofam assm atrix w hich
rotates w ith the energy scale. In itself, this is not unusual since already
in the standard fom ulation of the Standard M odel, such a rotation of the
ferm ion m assm atrix w ill result in the renom alization group equation from a
nondiagonalCKM m atrix [11], although thee ect there isam alland therefore
usually neglected. W hen the e ect ofthe rotation is appreciable, as it can be
In ourpresent case, then care hasto be exercised In itsphysical Interpretation.
W hen them assm atrix doesnot rotatew ith scale, asin Q CD where the scale-
dependence induced by gluonic corrections appears as an overall avour-
Independent factor, there is of course no di culty in identifying the m asses
and state vectors of the physical states. The m atrix can be diagonalized at
any scale giving a set of eigenvectors independent of the scale although the
eigenvalues them selves w ill in generalbe scale-dependent. T hese eigenvectors
can then be taken unam biguously as the state vectors of the physical states
while them ass ofeach physical state can be de ned asthe running eigenvalue



m ; () corresgponding to the state iwhen taken at the scale equalto itsvalue,
nam ely as the solution to the equationsm ;( ) = . However, if the m ass
m atrix rotatesw ith scale, then its eigenvectors are also scale-dependent and
it becom es unclear how the physical state vectors are to be de ned. One
m ay be tem pted to de ne the eigenvector for the value m ; at the scale
satisfying theequationm ; ( ) = asthe state vector for the physical state i,
but the state vectorsde ned In thisway w illnot bem utually orthogonal, thus
contradicting the ansatz that they represent physically independent quantum
states.

T he solution we propose to adopt in this paper, which is in fact the only
one we can think of, is as follows. W e rmun the mass matrix m down in
scale until we have for its highest eigenvalue m 3 a solution to the equation
mi3( ) = . This value at this scale we de ne as the mass m 53, and the
corresponding eigenvector the state vector v; of the heaviest generation.
Below that energy, the state 3 no longer exists as a physical state, and only
the two lighter generations survive, the state vectors of which have to be
orthogonal to v3. W e de ne therefore the m ass m atrix at energies below
ms asthe 2 2 submatrix i ofm in the subspace orthogonalto w. To

nd now the m ass and state vector for generation 2 we ollow with M the
sam e procedure as for 3 with m and run M down in scale until we nd
a solution to the equation M, ( ) = , whith value we callthe massm,
and the corresponding eigenvector at that scale the state vector v, of the
generation 2. T he state vector ofthe lightest generation 1 isnow also de ned,
as the vector orthogonalto both v; and v,, whik them ass of 1 w ill obtain
by repeating the above procedure, nam ely by running down in scale the
expectation value hv; m jv; i until its value equals the scale. In this way,
each m ass is evaluated at its own appropriate scale whik the physical state
vectors of the 3 generations are allm utually orthogonal, as they should be.

Applying the above procedure to the factorized massmatrix m ° in {1Q),
one sees that for the heaviest generation ferm ion oftype T, themassm 5 is
m Y and the state vector vs is x%y%z°%, both taken at the scale  satisfy-
ing the condition m 2 ( ) = . At that scak, the subspace orthogonal to v
has zero m ass eigenvalues, and it is as yet unclear which vector n i should
corresoond to the second and which the lightest generation. However, as
the scale lowers fiirther, the vector x%v%z" rotates to a di erent direction
giving nonzero com ponents In the orthogonal subspace and hence a nonzero
elgenvalue to M °. O ne can then de ne this nonzero value asm ) ( ) and pro—



cede as above to determ ine the (honzero) massm, and state vector v, of
the seocond generation. At the sam e tin e one determ Ines the state vector v;

of the lightest generation. The triad of state vectors so determ ined for the
3 generations are as shown in Figure ;. The m ass of the lightest generation
can also be found by running the scale down further. A sa resul, all 3 gen—
erationsw illacquire nite m assesby this Yeakage’ m echanian , but them ass
goectrum w ill be hierarchical, m eaning that m 3 m, m ;, qualitatively
as experin entally cbserved. Further, since a trdad of state vectors for the 3
generations have now been de ned for each femm ion-type, CKM m atrix el
am ents can be evaluated as the direction cosines between the state vectors
of the various up— and down-type farm ions. And since the loop corrections
are in general di erent for up—and dow n-types, the resulting m atrix w illbe
nondiagonal giving nonzero m ixing.

Figure 1: The trad of state vectors for the 3 generations of farm ions.

O ne sees therefore that In the present fram ework w ith a factorized m ass
m atrix, nearly all the lnform ation on fermm ion m xing and much of that on
the ferm jon mass spectrum are encoded in a single 3-ector &%y%z% i
generation space, one for each fem ion-type. This vector rotates w ith the
energy scale and as the scale changes, it traces out a tractory on the unit
sohere. By studying the shape of these tra fctories and the soeed at which
x%v%z% moves along them , one will be able to deduce properties of the
CKM m atrix and the ferm ion m ass spectrum .



Let us then exam ine in m ore detailhow loop correctionsa ect the vector
x%v%z% . A s already noted, only those Joop diagram s involving generation—
changing bosons can rotate the vector x%vy%z"%.A clser exam ination then
reveals [12] that ofthe various 1-loop diagram s, only 3 give rotations, nam ely
those In Figure 2, where a fi1ll line denotes a ferm ion, a wriggly line a
generation-changing gauge boson and a dashed line a generation-changing
H iggs boson of the type © detailed above. O f these rem aining diagram s,
Figures2 (@) and () give rotations of orderm = ¢ where | isthe sm allest
H iggs vev) and are constrained by experin ent to be negligbl for the follow -
Ing reason. A s noted before, in breaking the generation SU (3) symm etry,
the corresoonding gauge bosons all acquire m asses of order or higher than
g o, g being the gauge coupling. T he exchange of these bosons will lead to

avour-changing neutral current FCNC) e ects at low energies of the order
g°=g ¢)* 1=¢.Present experin entalboundson FCNC e ects, such asan
anom alous K 1, Ks mass di erence, will thus lead to very stringent lower
bounds on the value of o, which is currently ofthe order 100 TeV [13]. Hence
the rotation due to Figures @) and (o), even for the top quark ofm ass 180
GeV, is only of order 10 ® and therefore entirely negligble. There rem ains
then only the H iggs loop diagram (c) to be considered.
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Figure 2: O ne loop diagram s rotating the ferm ion m assm atrix.

T he rotation from the diagram (c) has been evaluated {[2] and gives:
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and 2= pFf+ pf+ F beihg the Yukawa coupling strength. By iterating this
orm ula, one can com pute the trafctory traced out by the vector %y%z°)
given any niialvalie.

T he choice of an initial value of the vector x%yv%z%, which xes the tra—
“ectory it is on, depends In principle on the origihalvev’s x;vy;z of the H iggs

elds, them asses ofthe H iggsbosons, and also the Yukawa coupling strength

, the Jast of which depends In tum on the fem ion-type. O ne can thus at-
tam pt a global t to the em pirical CKM m atrix and ferm ion m ass spectrum
w ith these quantities as param eters. T his was the approach adopted in [12]
and a good t hasbeen obtained. In this paper, however, we shall consider
only a particular solution suggested by the t in [[2] which we believe m ay
have a desper m eaning than is as yet fillly understood, nam ely when the
Yukawa ocoupling strength  is the sam e for all fem J'on—types:f. In this case,
the vector &%vy%z% runs on the sam e trafctory with the same speed for
all ferm jon-types which di er thus only in the positions that their physical
states occupy on the com m on tractory. This sin pli es the problem consid—
erably and renders the m echanian very transparent since the whole sstup
now dependson only 3 (wal) param eters, nam ely the comm on Yukawa cou-
pling strength and a comm on (hom alized) Initialvector xr;yr;2zr) at some
(high) arbitrary scale. W ith these, aswe shall see, one can already explain
sem iquantitatively nearly all the features of quark and Jpton m ixing noted
above, whik m aking as well som e rough estin ates for the lower generation
ferm ion m asses given the m asses of the heaviest generation.

Before we proceed to a form al t of the data with the 3 rem aining pa—
ram eters, ket us rst exam Ine the problm qualitatively to try to anticipate
the form that such a twilltake. From @1) and (2), one sees that (1;0;0)
and Pl—§ (1;1;1) are both xed points on the tra fctory, and that when going
down in energy scale, the vector x%y%z°% runs away from (1;0;0) towards
pl—g (1;1;1). X will run, of course, faster in the m iddl than near the xed
points, at a speed the actual value of which depends on the Yukawa coupling
strength

Consider rst the form jon m asses of the two highest generations, where
one recalls that In the present set-up m asses of the seocond generation arise

3N otice that the nom alization of the m ass m atrix is not calculable perturbatively if
the coupling is lJarge as in the D SM schem e, and has thus to be regarded In generalas a
di erent param eter from the Yukawa coupling in the present fram ework.



only by Yeakage’ from the highest generation. It follow s then from the cbser-
vation In the above paragraph that those situated near the xed pointswill
aocquire proportionately an aller m asses from  Yeakage’ since the rmunning is
there lesse cient. G iven now the em pirical pattem thatm =m < m ¢=m <
m =m ,whilem:> my> m , namely the heavier the m ass the an aller the
Yeakage!, i seam s advisable n attem ptinga tto placem . 2irly close to the
high energy xed point (1;0;0), so thatm, and m being lower In m ass and
hence further away from the xed point will Yeak’ m ore of theirm asses into
their sescond generation states. The resulting arrangem ent for the 2 highest
generation states of the 3 fem ion-types U;D ;L would then roughly be as
shown i Figure3.

For neutrinos N , the consideration is a little m ore com plicated. W hat
enter In the Yeakage’ argum ent of F igure 3 are the D irac m asses M ,r but
neutrinos can also have a M ajprana m ass B f:. The physical masses m |
for the 3 generations of neutrinos are given by the see-saw m echanisn as
M 21=B . Experim entally, if neutrino m asses are assum ed to be hierarchi-
cal, as they must be in the present setup, the data on atm ospheric neu—
trinos B, 3, 4] give a (physical) m ass to the heaviest neutrino 5 of order
m?, 103 102 eV?. Forthe second generation neutrino ,, solar neutrino
data suggest a (physical) m assofeitherm?  10° eV ? ifone takestheM SW
solution 2], orm? ~ 10 ev? if one takes the IW O solution {§]. In the
M SW case, onecbtansthenM ,=M | 0:18 0:31,while in theIW O case
M =M | 0010 0018. Thisratio ortheM SW case ismuch bigger than
the corresponding gures for the other 3 ferm ion-types U;D ;L, which in the
present set-up m eans also bigger Yeakage e ciency’. Indeed, the Yeakage’
required by the M SW solution is so big that one is easily convinced by a few
trial calculations that i cannot be accom m odated here even if is allowed
to take a very di erent value from the other 3 fem ion-types. On the other
hand, the Yeakage e ciency’ required by the LW O solution, which is only
som ew hat bigger than that of the U type quarks, can be readily acoom m o—
dated. Since the D iracm asses of neutrinos (dependent on B ) are em pirically
unknown, the heaviest state ; can iIn principle be assigned any location on
the tra gctory so long as it gives a correct Yeakage e ciency’ to reproduce

“In order r the Yeakage’ m echanisn to work ©r neutrinos as or the other ferm ion—
types, they have also to be D irac ferm jons w ith their left-handed com ponents form ing
a triplet of the horizontal SU (3) symm etry and their right-handed com ponents SU (3)
sihglets having a comm on M a prana m ass.



themassratioM ,=M .. One cbviouspossibility isto locate ; close to tbut
this willm ake the Jgpton CKM m atrix very sin ilar to that of the quarks. A
m uch m ore Interesting possibility isto place ; fardown the sam e tra fctory,
as illustrated in F igure 3, where since the vector &%y?%z% is now pressing
agaimnst the Iow energy xed point Pl—g (1;1;1) the Yeakage e ciency’ isagan

reduced, say com pared to D -type quarks and charged lptons, as required.
W e choose to consider this second possibility.

Neutrino 1

F igure 3: Trafctory traced out by the vector &%y%z%.

A sexplained above, giving the locations on the tra pctory ofthe 2 highest
generation states in the present sst-up also xes the triad of state vectors of
all 3 generations. It is then a sinple m atter to evaluate the CKM m atrix
the elem ents of which are just the direction cosines between the triads ofthe

10



U —and D -type quarks, or else for leptons, between the triads of the charged
leptons L and the neutrinos N . G iven that in F igure 3, the quarks aremuch
closer In Jocation than the Jeptons, so also w illbe their triads in orentation.
It follow s then mm ediately (@) that the CKM m atrix ismuch closer to the
dentity for quarks than for Jeptons, a qualitative fact clearly bome out by a
com parison between the em pirical CKM m atrices (@) and ).

To study further the details of the various elem ents, it is convenient to
consider the lim it when the locations on the trafctory of the 2 highest gen—
erations are close together so as to m ake use of som e fam iliar form ulae In
elem entary di erential geom etry. This is seen In F igure 3 to be a reasonable
approxin ation at least forthe 3 ferm ion-typesU;D ;L. In this case, the triad
of state vectors in F igure i, becom es the so-called D arboux triad {16] with
(i) v3 belng the (radial) vector nom al to the surface (sphere), () v, the
tangent vector to the curve (tra gctory), and (iii) v, the vector orthogonalto
both. And the CKM m atrix becom es just the rotation m atrix ofthe D arboux
triad on transgporting it along the trafctory from the U to the D location
for quarks, or from the L to the N Ilocation for lptons. To rst order in
the disgplaan ent, this rotation m atrix is given by a variant of the welkbknown
SerretFrenet ormula:

0 1
1 g S gsC
CKM & 45 1 nS & (13)
g S n S 1

Forour special case of a curve on a unit sphere the geodesic torsion vanishes
g = 0 and the nom al curvature is constant , = 1. As a resul, one
conclides imm ediately (o) that the comer elem ents of the CKM m atrix,
being of at least second order In the the displacem ent s, are much sn aller
than the others, and (c) that the 23 and 32 elem ents, being proportional to
the ssparation between t and b for quarks and between and ; for leptons,
are much am aller for the quark than for the lpton CKM m atrix. Agai,
as already noted at the begihning, these predictions are strongly bome out
by experin ent. The other two o -diagonalelam ents depend on the geodesic
curvature ¢ which depends In tum on both the tra fctory and the location
on i, and w illbe harder for the present m echanisn to predict.
O ne sees therefore that, even w ithout perform ing any calculation, one
is already able to explain qualitatively m ost of the outstanding features in
the m xIng pattem and the hierarchicalm ass spectrum of both quarks and

11



JIptons. W hat rem ainsnow isto attem pt an actual tw ith our 3 param eters
and see ifone gets reasonable quantitative agreem ent. W e propose to proceed
as follow s. O fthe quantities we can calculate, the m ost accurately m easured
experin entally are the 2 mass ratiosm .=m ;m =m and the Cabibbo angle
Ve Vis- W e shall therefore determ Ine our 3 param eters by tting the
experin ental values of these 3 quantities. H aving then decided on a tragc—
tory for the (om alized) vector (x%y%z% as encoded in som e intitial value
X1;y1721), and on the value of the Yukawa coupling strength  which gov—
ems the speed w ith which the vector runs along the tra fctory, we can then
Just ollow the procedure given above to calculate the other param eters. W e
have to input the O irac) m asses of the heaviest generation. For the U —and
D -type quarks and charged Jptons, we take from {L]:

me= 1738Ge&V; myp=4247GeV; m = 1777GeV; 14)

the chosen value form, being the geom etric m ean of the given experin en—
tal lim its. W ith these inputs, we calculate the masses of c and and the
quark CKM m atrix elem ents V¢ and V3, adjisting the values of the Yukawa
coupling strength  and the initial values of the vector x;;vr;zr) untilwe
obtain the experin ental values given in 1], nam ely:

me.=11 14GeV; m = 1056Me&V; V,iVuaq= 0217 0224: (15)

T his requires running the vector &%y%z% num erically w ith the formula (12)
from the niialvalie (x:;yr;2z:) down to the ssocond heaviest generation for
each ferm ion-type. W e take typically around 500 steps for each decade of
energy to achieve about 1 percent accuracy, nom alizing the vector %y z°%
again at every step. The quantities and m. which in prncipl also run are
taken here, for lJack of anything better, to be constants, any slow variations
ofwhich, we believe, would be m asked In practice by adjustm ents of the fiee
param eters to t the valuies n @5). W ith the values of and x;;yr;z; 0
cbtained, we can then m ake predictions for other quantities.

W e distinguish two categories of such predictions. The rst requires only
the munning between the heaviest and second heaviest generationswhich cat-
egory is expected to be m ore reliable given that our param eters have been
detem ined from rmunning in the sam e range. These predictions include all
the CKM m atrix elam ents forboth quarks and Jptons, and them asses ofthe
strange quark m 4 and the Yight-handed neutrino’ B . A list of such predic—
tions on the CKM m atrix elm ents is given in Tablk 1) where the bredicted
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central value’ is obtained by puttingm . = 1738 G &V, the experim ental cen—
tralvalue, m . = 1241 G&V, the geom etric m ean of the experin ental lim is,
and % Vs + Vg) = 02205, the (arthm etic) m ean of the experin ental Iin its,
giving for the ventralvalues’ ofthe tted param eters:

= 3535; xr = 0:9999984;y; = 00017900;z; = 0:0000179; ae)

where the initial value of the vector (X:;yr;zr) is taken arbitrarily at the
scale 0f 20 TeV . The bredicted range’ is obtained by varying m  w ithin the
quoted experin ental ervor of 52 G&V, and m. and V. s;Vy within their
experin ental lin its quoted in {13) above, and corresponds to the range of
the tted param eters:

= 3393 3:688; % = 0:9999959  0:9999994;

yr = 00010800 0:0028500; z = 0:0000075 0:0000391: a7

T he agream ent between prediction and experin ent for the quark CKM m a-
trix in Tabl i is seen to be good for all entries.

For neutrinos, as explained above, we need to Input the physical m asses
of the two heaviest generations. Taking these as:

m? =35 10°ev? m? =43 107ev?; (18)
which are the best t values to the latest SuperK am iokande data given in
[5, 71, one obtains the entries for the Jepton CKM m atrix in Tablk . On the
other hand, if one varies these nput m asses w thin the range pem itted still
ezltherby EIEA-\] Orby BI ES/ :?]:

m? = @12 30 10ev? m? = (06 79) 10°%ev?; (19)

3

while keeping the centralvalues {1§) ofthe tted param eters, one cbtains:
U3 = 06434 0:7108; Us= 0:0617 00814; U, = 02221 02352: (20)

The agreem ent w ith experim ent is again seen consistently to be good, ex—
cept for U, . Notice in particular, by com paring w ith the quark m atrix, the
close agream ent w ith the outstanding features @) { (c) of the em pirical m ix—
Ing m atrices noted at the beginning. The elem ent U3 is an all as required
by [Blwhilke U ; responsible for themuon anom aly in atm ospheric neutrinos
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is near m axin al corresponding to sin?2 > 0:97. As or U, the m g
angle nvolved in oscillations of solar neutrinos, we recall from (13) above
that, of the m ixing elam ents in the CKM m atrix, this elem ent corresoond-—
ng to the Yeodesic curvature’ 4 is the one m ost sensitive to details in the
present schem e, being dependent both on the tra pctory and on the location
on it. Tt is therefore not surprising that, though still of a reasonabl order of
m agnitude, it does not com e out as well as the others.
In addition, one predicts:

mg=173 5Mev; B = 300 (223 418) TevV: (21)

The value of m 4 given is the running m ass taken at the scale equal to its
value and cannot be directly com pared w ith the values given in the data
tables, eg. 100 —300 M eV taken at 1 GeV [7] or 70 —170 M &V taken at
2 Gev [L], but is seen to be reasonabl. The predicted value for B, which
is of course experim entally yet unknown, is interesting in that i is much
Iower than usualGUT estin ates and leads to much m ore accessble rates for
neutrinoless double beta decays, only 2{3 orders ofm agnitude low er than the
present lim it.

T he other category ofpredictions requires running fiurtherdown in energy
scale down to the lightest generation with param eters xed by tting the
two heavier generations. F irst, being extrapolations on a logarithm ic scale,
they are in any case not expected to be reliable except as rough order-of-
m agnitude estin ates. Secondly, forquarks, nonperturbative Q CD corrections
are In portant below 12 G&V, which are hard to estin ate. Nevertheless if
one persists, assum ing still and my to be constants, one obtains:

m,=200Me&V; my= 15M&V; m.= 6M&V; m 2 10° ev; (22)

1

to be com pared w ith the experim ental num bers:

m,=15 5Me&V; mg=3 9M&V; mc= 051Me&vV; m < 10&Vv: 23)

1

W hilem 4 and m . m ay be considered reasonable given the expected naccu-—
racy andm , hasofoourse no di culty in satisfying the experim entalbound,

the predicted value form , is som e 2 orders out. It should be stressed, how -
ever, that the predicted value form , isde ned asthe running m ass taken at
the scake equalto its value, and it is unclar w hether it should be com pared
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Quantity || E xperim entalR ange P redicted P redictedR ange
Centralv alue
Vua] 09745 09760 0:9753 09745 0:9762
Vus] 0217 0224 (02207)
Vo] 0:0018 0:0045 00045 00043 00046
Vead 0217 0224 (02204)
Ves] 09737 09753 0:9745 09733 09756
V] 0036 0042 00426 00354 0:0508
V] 0004 0013 00138 0:0120 0:0157
VisT 0035 0042 00406 00336 0:0486
Vo] 0:9991 0:9994 09991 0:9988 0:9994
V=V 008 002 0:1049 00859 0:1266
Vea=Vis T < 027 03391 03149 03668
VaVeaJ 00084 0:0018 00138 00120 00156
VRN 056 083 06658 0:6528 06770
VesJ 000 015 00678 00632 0:0730
Ve ] 04 07 02266 02042 02531

Tabl 1: Predicted CKM m atrix elem ents for both quarks and Jeptons
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w ith the quoted experim ental value de ned at the scale of 2 G&V . Indeed,
if one sim ply calculates the expectation value In the u-state of the running
massmatrix m % at G eV scale, one cbtains a value of order only 1 M €V, but
it is also unclear whether this is the num ber to be com pared to the quoted
experin ental value. Barring this am biguiyy, which applies also to m 4, the
com parison to experim ent at an order-ofm agnitude level is not unreason—
abk as the m asses do at kast ollow the clkar hierarchical pattem seen In
experin ent.

O ne oconcludes therefore that sim ply by assum Ing that generations orig—
inate in an SU (3) gauge symm etry broken in the particular m anner of @),
one can already explain them ain em pirical features in them ixing pattem to—
getherw ith the hierarchicalm ass spectrum ofthe Standard M odel ferm ions.
An in portant feature of the m echanian is that the m ixing pattem and the
hierarchicalm ass spectrum are Intim ately related. In particular, one recalls
that or neutrinos, themass ratiom ,=m , between the two heaviest gener-
ations cannot be as large as that required by the standard M SW solutions
to the solar neutrino problam , or othemw ise one nds no solution with the
present m echanisn , which adm its only m ass ratios of the order of that re-
quired by the vacuum or long wave-length (W O) solution. Hence, if the
preference of the recent SuperK am iokande data for the LW O ) solution (iii)
ism aintained, i would lend support to thism echanian .

Further, one has recovered here the bulk of the phenom enological output
of what we called the D ualized Standard M odel © SM ) w ithout having in—
troduced at all the concept of nonabelian duality on which that scheme is
based fI3]. The only phenom enological consequence of DSM so far studied
which has been m issed by the considerations here is the possbl explana-
tion of coam ic ray air showers beyond the G reisen—Zatsspin-Kuzm in cuto .
T here seem s thus a valid case to consider the present m echanian on isown
Independently of the original Yual tenets of the D SM . Indeed, one m ight
attem pt to go a step further and bypass even the particular sym m etry break—
ing schem e embodied in the H iggs potential B), or the m ain e ect of that
was really just to m ake the m ass m atrix factorize and rotate with respect
to the energy scale. If one can devise som e other schem e In which a sim ilar
situation attains, then an analogous conclusion is likely to be achievabl for
explaining the em pirically observed m ixing pattem.

W e ourselves, however, adhere to our preference for the original D SM
schem e. The reason isthat not only doesthe dynam icalm echanian exam ined
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In this paper arise naturally there as a consequence of the dual fram ew ork,
but even the very existence itself of a broken SU (3) gauge symm etry and
ofthe H iggs elds required for its breaking em erges autom atically from the
concept of nonabelian duality. Indeed, if one accepts this conospt, then the
niches for Yenerations’ and H iggs elds’ would in any case already exist in
the Standard M odel, and ifthey are not assign these their seem Ingly natural
physical roles, they would stillhave to be acocounted for in som e otherm anner,
which m ay not be easy to com e by.

Lastly, it should be stressed that although the m ain features of ferm ion
m assand m ixing pattemsare shown to ollow from the dynam icalm echanisn
descrbed in this paper, no consideration has been given here for possbly
other predictions ofthe sam em echanian violating experin ent. Forthe D SM
schem e, som e considerations have been given to these questions, but if this
m echanisn is grafted on to som e other speci ¢ schem e, such questions w ill
of course have to be readdressed.
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