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A new 1/N expansion for mass matrices of charged leptons and quarks is proposed in a compos-
ite model. The number N is shown to be the number of fermion generations. From the phenomeno-
logical analysis of mass matrices the generation number N is estimated to be 3—6.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mass hierarchy among the charged-fermion genera-
tions is one of the very difficult problems to understand in
the present particle physics. Though we have some
models beyond the so-called standard model
[SU3),®SU(2), ® U(1)y gauge theory], e.g., grand unified
theories (GUT’s), supersymmetric (SUSY) GUT, tech-
nicolor model, composite model, etc., the hierarchy has
not yet been sufficiently interpreted in any model. The
hierarchy is numerically represented by the following
mass ratios among three generations:

(first: e,u,d) (second: u,s,c)
(second: u,s,c) (third: 7,b,t)

~1072, (1.1)

where the mean mass value for the nth generation is de-
fined as

(nth: a,b,c)=(mzmpym,)">.

The order of 1072 in (1.1) is strikingly small as compared
with the ratios {ground states) /(first excited states) and
(first excited states)/(second excited states) among the
levels of hadrons. On the other hand, it is strikingly
large, when we compare it with the ratios of QCD scale
parameter A.~200 MeV to the characteristic energy
scales of the new models noted above, i.e.,

Anew model order of Ac / Anew model

AGUTZ 1015 GeV 5 10"16

Asusy ~Agur <1076
(1.2)

Atechnicolor > 10> GeV < 103

Acomposite Pe 10° GeV < 10—*

In theoretical aspects the hierarchy would be represented
by that of the couplings of fermions with Higgs mesons.
The question “What is the origin of the hierarchy?,” how-
ever, is still an open question. I think that no model has
yet succeeded in finding any reasonable answer for the
question.

From the phenomenological viewpoint the mass matrix
for quarks was extensively studied by Fritzsch.! He pro-
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posed the following form of the mass matrix for three
quark generations:

0 4 0
Mp=|A" 0 B (1.3)
0 B C
with (4’| =|4| and |B’| = |B|. The Fritzsch mass

matrix has been reexamined in new experimental informa-

tion? about the Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix.® In these
analyses the relations
4]~ |4 ~(mymy)'”?,
|B| ~|B'| ~(mym3)/?, (1.4)
C~mj3 |

are derived, where m; (i =1,2,3) indicates the mass of
quark in the ith generation. The Fritzsch mass matrix
can easily be extended to the form
E 4 D
Mg~ 4" F B, (1.5)
D' B' C

where

17273
m
1= 01 m e [22]

m;

|E| ~my, (1.6)
| F|~m,.

For the choice of |D |~ |D'| ~[(m,/m;)""?*m; the
matrix has a form similar to that presented by Wolfen-
stein® in the discussion of CP violation. In any case, the
mass-matrix elements for quarks seem to be expanded by
the order parameter

172
my ]

msj

1/2
m

mj

~

(1.7)

What does it mean? Matsumoto is trying to interpret this
expansion as 1/Ny expansion,’ where Ny means the di-
mension of hypercolor gauge interaction [SU(Ng)] in a
composite model.
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In this paper we shall investigate the mass matrix
represented by the form (1.5) with the constraints (1.6) in
a composite model proposed in an earlier work.® (Hereaf-
ter we shall refer to this paper as I.) In I we derived the
mass relation’

my(mg—my)+my(my, —m:)+m (m,—mg)=0 (1.8)

in the approximation of m,=m, =m4=0, which predicts
a reasonable value for the top-quark mass, i.e.,

m,~47+15 GeV . (1.9)

In the argument of I, however, any reason for reproducing
the mass hierarchy was not presented. We would like to
show that the characteristic order for the hierarchy given
in (1.7) would be represented by the number of fermion
generations in this model.5—3 '

In Sec. II we shall briefly review the composite model
presented in I for the needs of discussion. Violation of
maximal symmetry introduced in I and its effects for
charged-fermion masses will be discussed in the context of
the 1/N expansion in Sec. IIl. In Sec. IV explicit exam-
ples of mass matrices for the three-generation case and for
the four-generation case will be presented in the 1/N ex-
pansion. Phenomenological analysis of charged fermions
according to the matrix represented by (1.5) and (1.6) will
be done and the results will be compared with the form
expected from the 1/N expansion in Sec. V. In Sec. VI
we shall comment on the meaning of N, couplings of fer-
mions with scalar bosons, and loop corrections.

II. MODEL FOR COMPOSITE LEPTONS,
QUARKS, AND HIGGS MESONS

The basic idea of the model has been represented in I
and related papers.””® The following fundamental constit-
uents (¢!, t9, and S° for composite leptons, quarks, and
Higgs mesons are introduced under the basic gauge in-

teraction :
G =SUQB)yg XSUB)cXxXSUR); XSUR)g XU(M)p_r:

SUB)y SU@B), SUQR), SUQRi Nz_, JP

e 3 320 1@ -1 37
iy 3 3 2) 1) T 7@
S° 3 3 1 1 0o ot

where SU(3)y and SU(3),, respectively, stand for the hy-

percolor and color interactions, the subscripts L and R

represent left-handed and right-handed, respectively,
Ng_; and J? are, respectively, the B —L number and
spin-parity of the particles. The SU(2) doublet ¢/ and 7
are, respectively, described in terms of the charge doublets
t1=(tl(0))’tl(—1)) and tq=(tq(2/3),tq(_l/3)), where Q in
"9 and 17'9 stands for electric charge of ¢t/ and 9. Our
model is L-R symmetric.

Leptons ("), quarks (19), and mesons needed in discus-
sions for fermion masses are represented by the following
SU(3)y-singlet bound states:

leptons and quarks scalar bosons

Yox =155 0o=5°5°"

Py =1%(S°50); w,;=S°50°s°
. (2.2)
l,ba_”(:t;a({(SOTSOT)3(SOTSOT)3}§ w_lzs‘OTSOTSOT

where a =/ or g, X =L or R, and (44 )5 and { BB}; stand
for the (3,3) representation of (SU(3)y,SU(3),), while
Higgs mesons with the (2,2) representation of (SU(?2),,
SU(2)g ) generating fermion masses are given by

¢*=t{t{ (a=lorgq), (2.3)

where it is noted that 77 and 7%, respectively, belong to
the doublets of SU(2)g and SU(2); in the notations of L
(For details for bound states, see 1) The important point
of the model is noted by the fact that ¥, ¥?, and w,,
respectively, have a series with the same quantum num-
bers for the gauge interactions G except for the S° num-
ber, whereas ¢’ and ¢? have no such series. As was dis-
cussed in I, the existence of w,-meson series can induce
the spontaneous violation of S° number by the condensa-
tion of S° bosons in the vacuum and all w, can have
nonzero vacuum expectation values. Following the dis-
cussion of I, we introduce the maximal symmetry. We
‘may image the world, where S° bosons condense infinitely
and the S° number has no meaning at all. In other words,
all physical values do not depend on the S° number. In
the symmetric limit we get the most important result of I,
that is, all @, have an equal vacuum expectation value
(w). (For details, see Sec. III of 1) In the derivation of
(), the cutoff number N for |n| of w, was also intro-
duced. An interpretation of N was done in Sec. X of I
and will be touched upon again in the final section of this
paper. Since all the mass-matrix elements for ¥¢ (a =1 or
g) derived from the couplings of ¥f and w,(g;¥ fw; _ Y9
become equal in the maximal-symmetric world, ¢¢ are
rewritten in terms of mass eigenstates represented with
one heavy-mass eigenstate W3 and N-fold massless eigen-
states ¥4 (n=1,2, ..., N) as follows,
N

a 1 iy a
=— ; for a heavy-mass state ,
0 m—l i=§N_ U7 y
N (2.4)
+
vi= > C"J} for N-fold massless states ,
i=—N_
where n =1,2,...,N and the relations
N+
2 Ctn=O ’
i=—N_
N (2.5)
+
2 Cim*cin=8nm
i=—N_

should be satisfied because of the orthogonality and the
normalization among ¥, (n=0,1,...,N). In 2.4) N
and N _ are, respectively, given by the maximum integer
less than (N +41)/2 and that less than N /2. We have N-
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fold massless-fermion generations.
Fermions acquire masses from the couplings ¢° (a =/
and ¢) written down as

N+ o
S 3 00y (2.6)
i=—N_a=(lq)

As was shown in I, charged-fermion masses for the nth
generation corresponding to W, [f=1I(—1), ¢(%), and
g(—+)] are described in terms of two terms as

mM=4"4+B™ , (2.7)

where A }") arises from the coupling given by (2.6) after
the condensation of ¢° occurs, and B™ represents the
common term for three charged fermions in the same gen-
eration.®” Tt is noted that the formula (2.7) should not be
applied to the lowest generation (first generation) because
the SU(3), corrections for (2.7) are considerably large for
the first generation (e,u,d). For the second and third gen-
erations we obtain the relations given in (1.8) and predict
the top-quark mass around m,~47+15 GeV.

In I the above discussion was made under the assump-
tion that the maximal symmetry is realized exactly.
Everyone will ask the question “Is the symmetry really
exact?’ From the next section we shall consider the viola-
tion of the maximal symmetry and discuss the charged-
fermion masses including mixing among different genera-
tions once more.

III. VIOLATION OF MAXIMAL SYMMETRY
AND 1/N EXPANSION

The introduction of the maximal symmetry takes a very
important role in the discussion given in the previous sec-
tion. We noted that such a symmetry may be natural if
S° bosons condense infinitely and the S° number (N s°)

has no meaning at all. That is to say, in the ideal world
where the symmetry is exact, an w, meson with an arbi-
trary S° number (Ngo=3n) can be found with an equal
probability in the vacuum and an w, meson can change it-
self into w,  with an arbitrary S° number with an equal
transition probability. In the discussion of I, however, the
cutoff for the $° number of w,, such as |n | <N, is also
introduced. Now we would like to question whether the
maximal symmetry and the finite cutoff N are compatible
with each other. Mathematically the answer is yes. As
was shown in Sec. III of 1, it is realized by introducing the
symmetry under all permutations among ®, bosons in ef-
fective potential Vg(w). How is it physically? When the
cutoff for n is introduced, we should consider that the
condensation of S° bosons in the vacuum is not infinite
but finite, because if the condensation is infinite, there is
no trivial reason to flee from the possibility that S° bo-
sons make w, mesons with #» >N in the vacuum. In the
world with a finite N we can suspect that the change of
S° number will not be so simple as all changes occur in an
equal weight in the ideal world. We should take account
of the finite-size effect by means of the cutoff N, that is,
violation of the maximal symmetry.

Now let us study the maximal-symmetry violation ac-
cording to the statement that the maximal symmetry be-
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comes exact in the limit of N— . A simple example of
the realization of such a violation will be represented by
the power expansion of the order 1/N (Ref. 9), that is,
every physical quantity can be written as a power series
such as

F(N)=F94+ ¥ F"N~"/n!, 3.1)
n=1
where '
FO= A}im F(N),
(3.2)
n
FO_ i 4EWA)

N—w d(1/N)" ~

In (3.2) F9 and F'™should be finite.

Here let us study such a type of the violation effect in
charged-fermion masses. We cannot use the relations de-
rived in I

gij{w;_;)=g{w) forall (i,j), (3.3)

where g;; are defined by the effective coupling of the in-
teraction

>3 Seybion i -
a i J

Considering that n =0 of w, is always the center of the
variation range (—N <n <N) for the finite N and the ef-
fective potential V() is symmetric under the exchange
of n with —n, we may postulate that the relations
| (0, ) | = |{w_p)| will be satisfied and the difference
of {(w,) from the value of the symmetric limit
(0),|{w,)—{w) |, will become large as |n | becomes
large. We should also take account of a similar situation
for the coupling constant such that |g; —g | will become
large as |i| and/or |j| become large, where g denotes
the symmetric limit of g, i.e., limy_, ., g;;=g. From the
above considerations we shall make a model according to
the following ansatz:

N
giloi_))—glo)= 3 gf'N°",

n=n 0

(3.4)
min >
where |g,~(j")| < oo are independent of N and n ., will be
an integer which becomes large as |i| and/or |j| be-
come large. We can easily see that all the differences ex-
pressed in (3.4) vanish in the maximal-symmetric limit,
i.e, N— . The contributions of ¢° mesons, A4 }") and
B™ defined in (2.7), can also be represented in terms of
the 1/N expansion. We may therefore write the mass-
matrix elements of charged fermions as

N
(Mp)yy—(MF™)y= 3, C{PN~", (3.5)°

where (#7™);=g(w) is taken into account. Now the
eigenstates given in (2.4) are no longer eigenstates of the
mass matrix. We shall, however, see in the next section
that the separation into ¥§ and ¥§ in (2.4) is useful in
making realistic models for fermion mass matrices.
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IV. CHARGED-FERMION MASSES IN THE 1/N EXPANSION

As noted in Egs. (1.5), (1.6), and (1.7), phenomenology seems to suggest the following form for the quark mass matrix
for N generations:

O(X—2N=D) ... O(x~V=1)
My=my o ox-%) ox~?) |, @.1)
oX~3 ox~?%» oxhH :
O(X—(N—l)) e O(X_z) O(X"l) 1

where O(X ~™) means that the order of the matrix element is the same as or smaller than X ~™ and my is the mass of
the Nth-generation quark. In (4.1) X is estimated to be ~(m,, _1/m,)"/2. Here let us consider realistic examples satisfy-
ing the above form.

(1) Example for N =3. The mass matrix is given as

my; mayy mao my_y [2)
mis my mio miy_ )

A= mep Mo Mg Mo Yo |- “.2)
m_p, m_y m_jy m_j_1 | |¥_

Since in the maximal-symmetric limit (N— o) all m;; | for z;& j become equal, i.e., g{w), it is convenient to define the
variables

€;=my;—g{w) 4.3)

in the following discussion. Following the definitions given in (2.4), we perform the unitary transformation by means of
the unitary matrix U as

=vtwu, ' (4.4)
where
0 s —1V2 5
1/V2 —5 0 5
U= V3 -1 0 1 (4.5)
0 s V2 3

The exp11c1t form of .# is given in Appendix A. We can make an example realizing the matrix expected from (4.1) by
taking the following matrix elements:

622——-(122N +b22N +C22N +O(N_4) 5
€_1_1=apN7'4+b_; N 24c_,_ N*4+OWN"%, (4.6a)
€_1=—auN"'+b, N7 24c, [N34+ONTY,

€1=by N 2+cy N +dy N4+ 0(N?),

€_10=—byN2+c_1 (N7 +d_;oN~*+0(N75),
(4.6b)
620=b21N—2+C’20N_3+d20N_4+0(N_5) 5

€_n=—byN24c_yN*+d_yN~*4+0N7%),

en=cyN>+d N *+e ;,N°+O(N9),
€oo=CooN "> +dooN ~*+eqoN 5+ O(N~6) (4.6¢)
610=C10N—3+d10N~4+eloN_5+O(Nf6) s ’
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where the Hermiticity €; =¢j; is postulated and the following relations must be satisfied:

bypy+b_;_1+2Reb,_ =0,
Ca1+c_11—C_10—C20=0,
coo—c11—2Imcp=0,

d“ +d00——2Red10=0 .

In (4.7) ReX and Im X, respectively, denote the real part and the imaginary part of X. We can write .# as

eN~> dN—* ¢'N-3® DN—*
~ |d*N—* N—* BbBN-? CN73
A= wN-3 prN-2 gN-! BN-2|°

D*N—* C*N~3 B*N~* AN

where

=%(a22+a_,_1——2Rea2 1)

b=——=(b_j_—byp+2Imb,_,+4b3),

21/5

c=vlcn+c_i_1+2Rec;_; —2Relcy; +ep0+c_19-+c_11)+C1+coo+2Recyo] ,

’

1 * * * *
c =7(C—11+020—C21 —cZlyo),

d= 2‘/5 ——=(d5+dLy—d—dty—dy+de+21Imdy,) ,
e=5(ey +egp—2Reey) ,
4=g(w),

1 ‘
B:—m(bzz—b_l__l+21mb2_1+4b21) N

C:%[czz—f-c_l_l +2Recy; +2Im(cy +cyo+c_114+¢_10)

D=——= \/i ——=(dy +di —d3—dLp+dy —dyp+21Imd,) .

2

We can, of course, add N~! terms to (4.6b) and N !
terms and N 2 terms to (4.6¢c). The choice of (4.6), how-
ever, has an interesting hierarchy, that is, the order of €;j
is determined in terms of the distance from the geometri-
cal center of the mass matrix as shown in Fig. 1. We see
that the orders of ¢; on the same circle are the same.
That is to say, the finite-N effect becomes large, as the
distance from the center becomes large. This choice
seems to realize the expectation expressed in (3.5) for the
finite-size effect of the mass matrix. Provided that we put
[e11] =]coo| =|cio], all €; on the same circle have the
equal absolute value up to the higher-order terms in the
1/ N expansion.

It is also interesting that the mixings of W§ with ¥§
(n5£0) can be neglected because the order of off-diagonal
terms inducing the mixings (B, C, and D) are two order of
N ~! smaller than those expected in (4.1).

(2) Example for N =4. For ¢; (i =2,1,0,—1,—2) we
can define the matrix described by €; =m;; —g{w) as

—cy1—coo—2Recypo] ,

PPN

€. & 20
E & &

| | * (cepter 8)”
802 8‘01\_/800 80-1

\

€, & —E&, £

\ \_/

FIG. 1. Geometrical center of matrix .#,.

4.7)

(4.8)

4.9
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€2 € €0 €1 €
€12
M= | €p € (4.10)
€_12
€_2 €22

The geometrical center of the matrix is at €p. According
to the idea similar to that for N =3, that is, all €;; on the
same circle with the center at €y have the same order of
1/N expansion, we can make an example reproducing the
(4.1)-type mass matrix by means of the following choice
of eij:

€p=aN~'4+b,N"24+O(N7?),
€_, ,=aN~'4+b_,N24+0(N7?3),
€_y=—aN"'—3(by+b_,)N>+O(N7?),

(4.11a)

€=bN"24c )N 34+d ,N~*+0O(N ),
€_1_2= —bN—Z+C_1_2N~3+d_1_2N~4+0(N—5)

(4.11b)
6_12=bN—2+C_12N—3+d_12N—4 N
€1_r= —bN-z+C1_2N~3+d1_2N_4+O(N—5) N
€0=—bN "24coN 3 4+d)yN *+O(N75),

(4.11c)
60_2=bN—2+C0_2N_3+d0_2N—4+0(N_5) 5
611=dN_4+e11N~5+f11N_6+0(N_7) N
€_1_1=dN*+e_; {N°+f_, [N"*4+ON77),
€11= —'dIN_4+31_1Nv5+f1_.1N‘6+0(N~7) ,

(4.11d)
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€lo=eN—5+f10N_6+O(N_7) Y

4.11e)
€-_1=—eN >+ fo N~ °+O(N"7),
€0=fN"8+ON"), 4.11)
where the Hermiticity €j; =e}"j is postulated and the rela-
tion

(C12_0—1—2)"‘((;1-—2_"C—IZ)"‘(COZ_CO——Z):O (4.12)

must be satisfied. (For details, see Appendix A.) Taking
the unitary matrix U as

1 1
— —_ —_—

0 0 V'3/10 5 Ve

1 1 1
B L
ve vz VPP 0 53

1

U= |V2/3 0 V'2/15 0 75 |

ve V2 V5

1 1
0 0 —Vv'3/10 ~5 s

(4.13)

we obtain the mass matrix expected in (4.1).

As shown in the examples for N =3 and 4, we can see
that the mass matrix satisfying the form of (4.1) for the
arbitrary number of N will be reproduced by using the
maximal-symmetry violation. Now we may expect that
the generation number N will be estimated from the
phenomenological analysis of mass matrices since X in
(4.1) should be N in our model.

V. PHENOMENOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF CHARGED-FERMION MASS MATRIX AND 1/N EXPANSION

In general we may write a mass matrix for N generations as

a;ym; (Zu(mlmz)l/z

Qaznm;
My =
aNl(mlmN)1/2

From the standpoint of the 1/N expansion we postulate

My /My, _1~O(N?)
and (5.2)
a,-j NO( 1) .

At present we have some information on the mass matrix
for the low-lying three generations. Then we shall per-

ay_in(my_imy

ay(mimy)”?

yizz |- (5.1)

ayyvmpy

r
form the phenomenological analysis by using the mass
matrix

a(m1m2)1/2 ,yt(mlma)l/Z

xm
M= |a*(mym;y)'? ym, B(mym3)'/?
y(m,m3)1/2 B*(m2m3)1/2 ms;

(5.3)
From the ansatz of (5.2) we can write three eigenvalues as
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AM=~B|1—|4|?

m
— m;,
mj

hzz(y—lﬁlz)[l_’ﬁ,lz[—nmi’—'_»,Alz[:z_:Hmz,
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In general all parameters in (5.3) can be different from
three charged-fermion series corresponding to e series
(e,u,7), u series (u,c,t), and d series (d,s,b). We, howev-
er, have too many parameters to determine from the
presently available experimental data. Then we shall per-
form the analysis under the following constraint: x, y, a,

(5.4) B, and vy are common for three series, but m;, m,, and
m; are different among the three. Under this constraint
hom |1+ 82 my L my my, m,, and mj are described in terms of other parame-
3= ms L4 ms ters (x,y,a,B,7) and real masses of leptons and quarks
2 (Ay,Ap,A3). Furthermore, we may put
mj
+(y—|Bl2)IB,12lm—3] lms, x=y=1 (5.6)
where except the cases for x =0 and/or y =0, which are not
realistic in the idea of the 1/N expansion. Now the pa-
A=(a—B*y*)/(y—|B|?, rameters @, f3, and ¥ can be estimated from the experi-
(5.5) mental constraints for the quark mixing matrix, which is
B=x—|y|’~(—|BID|4]>. given by
|

0.9730+£0.0007  0.231+0.003 <0.02 u
(d,5,b) | 0.231+£0.003 0.9715+0.00011 0.04—0.07 (5.7

<0.008 0.04—-0.07 0.9980+0.0011 | |¢

For the convenience of analysis we looked for the solution for (@,f3,y) in the range where a, B, and ¥ are real and
0.1< |a|, |B|,and |y | <1. The region from 0.1 to 1 is taken under the consideration that three eigenvalues are posi-
tive and off-diagonal matrix elements do not change the order of 1/N. The CP phase is neglected here. We find the fol-
lowing four possible solutions for («,3,7);

(0.6,0.9,0.3) (solutionl),

(—0.65,—0.7,0.1) (solution2),
(@.B,Y)=1(_0.2,0.8,0.3) (solution3),

(—1/3,—0.83,—0.1) (solution4),

(5.8

where quark masses are changed in the range,'°
m,=5%1, m,=1300—1400, m,=45000—52000,
mg=8-—11, my;=170—190, m,=4800—5300 ,

where all values are in GeV. Here let us reconstruct the mass matrices of the three series for these four solutions. They
are given as

1.1x1073 1.4%x107% 9.8x1073
Me~1.4X10°X 0.51 0.65 |, solution 1,
1
9.2x107% —7.1x107% 3.0x1073
~1.7x10°x 0.13 —0.25 |, solution 2,
1
8.6X10~*% —2.6x1073 8.8x1073
~1.6 103X 0.20 0.36 |, solution 3,
1
7.5x107% —4.5x1073 —2.7x1073
~1.6X10°X 0.25 —0.41 , solution 4 ,
1
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3.5%10™* 4.8x1073 5.6x1073

My ~4.3 X 10* X 0.19 0.39 |, solution 1,
1
3.0x107*% —2.5x107% 1.7x1073
~5.1x10*x 5.1x102 —0.16 |, solution 2,

1
2.7%X107% —9.3%x10~* 4.9%x1073

~5.0x10*x 7.9% 1072 0.23 , solution 3,
' 1

2.9%x107*% —1.9%x107% —1.7x107?

~4.9% 10*x 0.11 —0.28 , solution 4 ,
’ 1
(5.9)
6.2Xx1073 3.3x107% 2.4x107?
M g=4.TX 10> X 0.22 0.42 |, solution 1,
1 1
5.7x107% —1.3%x1072? 7.5%x1073
~4.7X10*X 7.6x1072 —0.19 |, solution 2,
1
6.4%x1073 —5.4%x107% 2.4x1072
~4.6 10> X 0.11 0.27 |, solution 3,
] 1
6.6x1073 —9.8%x107% —8.1x107?
~5.0x10°% 0.13 —0.31 , solution 4 ,
1
1.3x107% 1.3x10™% 1.1x1072
(M )~6.6X10°X 0.28 0.47 , solution 1,
1
1.6 1073 6.2%x10™% 3.4x1073
~7.4%10°%X 7.9% 1072 0.20 |, solution 2,
' 1
1.1x10™% 2.4x1073 1.0x1073
~7.2%10°% 0.12 0.28 |, solution 3,
1
1.1x1073% 4.3x1073 3.4x1073
~7.3X 103X 0.15 0.33 , solution 4 ,
1
where the last matrix {.# ) is defined by the matrix elements
(MDY= | (M) ()i (M) | 1 (5.10)

Since four mass matrices derived from four solutions are not very much different from each other except signs of matrix
elements, we cannot choose one from the four. It is interesting to compare the matrix {.# ) with the following matrix
expected from the 1/N expansion: ‘ '
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N-* N=3 N2 1.2x1072 3.7x107% 0.11
N—2 N-l|= 0.11 0.33|, N=3,
1 1
3.9%107% 1.6x1072 6.3x1072
= 6.3%x1072 0.25 |, N=4,
1
1.6 1073 8.0x1073 4.0x107?
= . 4.0 1072 0.2 , N=5,
1
7.7Xx107* 4.6x107° 2.8X107%|
= 2.8x1072 1.7 , N=6
1

We may say that the matrix elements except (.# )3 are
almost represented by the right order of 1/N expected
from (4.1) for the choice of N =3—6. The smallness of
()3 comes from the small value of y. Since this situa-
tion seems to be common for all (# ()3 (f =e,u,d), the
choice M 3~y(m,/m;)>*m; by Wolfenstein* seems to
be better. In the details of the three matrices we also see
that the orders of the elements for .#; and .# (,, especial-
ly those in .#, and .#,, are a little smaller than those ex-
pected in the 1/N expansion. We should, however,
remember that in the lowest generation (e,u,d) the SU(3),
(QCD) corrections are not negligible. Actually the viola-
tion of chiral symmetry by quark-antiquark condensation
in QCD is well known and also one color-gluon exchange
contribution®’ has to be taken into account. We should
not take a little deviation from the 1/N expansion in the
matrix elements connecting with the lowest generation,
i.e., #; and #;, sO seriously.

If we take off all constraints introduced in the above
analysis, we may find other solutions which would be
better from the standpoint of the 1/N expansion. We,
however, note that the first constraint (i.e., a, 3, and y are
common in three series) has a meaning if we require that
the mass relation (1.8) be kept. That is to say, if a;; de-
fined in (5.1) is common in three series, the relation (1.8)
is satisfied between arbitrary two generations. We can
easily see that the differences of the order 1/N among
(@esBesVe)s (@ysBu,Yu), and (ag,B4,74) do not change
(1.8) in the lowest order of 1/N.

VI. COMMENTS AND DISCUSSION

We shall briefly comment on the meaning of the finite
N. As was noted in early works,>® we conjecture that
there will be some sublevels between the energy of order 1
GeV and the Planck mass (~ 10!° GeV). In this idea® the
S° boson is represented as a bound state with fermionic
substructure. Such a bound state will naturally have a
nonzero finite size characterized by the inverse of the
characteristic energy scale (Ag,) for the interaction con-
structing the S%boson bound state from fundamental fer-

mions. In that case S° bosons cannot condense infinitely
in the finite region characterized by the inverse of the

[

characteristic energy scale of SU(3)y interaction (Ag) be-
cause of the Pauli exclusion principle among fermions.!!
As was shown in I, N is determined from the following
equation for the mean S° number of the vacuum |0°):

N
(Ngo)=3 3 n(0°|a,(0)a,(0)]0°)

n=1

~O(Ap,/Ag)) (6.1)
where a,(0) and a,:r (0) stand for the annihilation and
creation operators of w, meson with zero momentum.
The order of (AHZ/AH)3 in (6.1) implies the maximum
number of S° bosons which can stay in the vacuum
without overlapping in each other. Provided that we put

(0°|a,(0)a,(0) | 0°) ~n! with I>0, (6.2)
(6.1) can be read as
N
S n' NP (Ag,/Ap) . (6.3)
n=0
We obtain
N~(Ag, /AP +2 . (6.4)
Obviously we see
lim N—w (6.5)
AHZ'—->w

That is to say, the maximal symmetry is realized in the
structureless limit for S° bosons. We can also see that the
order of new sublevel Ay, is estimated from (6.4). It
should be remarked that the A H, dependence of N induces
the Ay, dependence of other physical constants. For in-

stance, the vacuum expectation value {w) estimated in I
as

(a))z%(ZN—{-l)_‘ , (6.6)
where s and k are, respectively, the coupling constants of
the three-point vertex and the four-point vertex in
Vetr(w), must have the Ay, dependence if h and k are in-
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dependent of AHz‘ We may consider that the mass of the

heaviest fermion, Ng{(w), becomes infinite (order of
Planck’s mass) in the maximal-symmetric limit realized
by Agy,— 0 (N— o). From (6.6) the relation

lim (Ng{w)~gh/k)— (6.7)
HZ_’°°
is required. This indicates that coupling constants must
have different Ay, dependences. This fact is quite mean-

ingful, as we remember the important result derived in I,
that is, coupling constants must have some hierarchy for
realizing the realistic model at low energies, e.g., the
Weinberg-Salam model and very light masses of neutri-
nos. Relation (6.7) just tells us such a situation. We shall
study the hierarchy among coupling constants from the
standpoint of the 1/N expansion in the next step.

At present we do not know how the maximal- symmetry
violation should be introduced. In general the violation is
represented with the S%-number dependence of all cou-
pling constants. As a simple example we can introduce
the violation only by requiring the S°number conserva-
tion to Vg(w) which determines the vacuum. How we
should describe the maximal-symmetry violation is left as
an open question in this paper.

We should also answer the following question: Is the
maximal-symmetry violation really needed or not?” We
may say, “yes,” because mechanisms generating masses
given in (2.6) and (2.7) cannot mduce any mass differences
among the massless eigenstates if gi'=g, for all i are re-
quired in the symmetry. That is to say, the terms A" f
(2.7) become equal for all n, because they are evaluated as

N, )
A= 3 g0’ |Cl|X¢N)

i=—N—
=go{d’) , (6.8)

where 3 | C/'|?=1 in (2.5) is used. Similar considera-
tions can be adopted to B(" ), Cons1der1ng that constraint
g o =gy for all { is a natural ansatz in the maximal-
symmetric world, we have to introduce the symmetry
violation.

Here let us comment on the effective coupling of ¥;
with w,. Since Y7, ¥/, and o,, respectively, belong to
(2,1), (1,2) and (1,1) representations of [SU(2),, SU(2)g],
there is no direct coupling among ¢{, ¥iz, and @,. The
effective coupling among them arises from the diagram as
shown in Fig. 2, where V, denotes the vector meson ex-
pressed as the excited state of w, meson. It is required in
Fig. 2 that

m=j—k, m'=i—k .

Then the effective coupling constant g;; for the vertex
¥ lw; _ j¥j is estimated as follows in the lowest-order dia-
gram:

8ij~ Zg (") gjghi
X 2 2 hiw—Vj,m,m’AH
m m'

28 _kymOi—kym > (6.9)

WL,

w
r==@ <&

Lk

wa

L]

Vin

FIG. 2. The lowest-order diagram contributing to the effec-
tive coupling among ¥{z, ¥ir, and w;_;.

where the masses of vector mesons and cutoff for the loop
momentum are estlmated to be the order of Ay, gok) are
defined in (2.6), and gjk and h,,m m'» respectively, stand
for the coupling constant for the ¢,, Y%, and V;_; vertex
and that for the V,,, V,,», and w, vertex. ConSIdermg
that g% ~g" and A2}, ,..~h®" as for the order of N° in
the 1/N expansion, we can reduce (6.9) to

8ij~8 ~Ngo(g"h®Y(¢*) Ay~ (6.10)

In comparison with the mass terms arising from the ¢%-
meson condensation (go{¢?)), we have

glw)

~N( V)Zth< )A —
go(¢?) 8 @it

(6.11)

This equation indicates that the masses derived from the
effective couplings of » mesons with fermions is one or-
der of N larger than that of ¢* mesons, when we put
(g"h°Y{w)Ay—2~0(1). From the above evaluation
we can recognize that every sum over S°-number index
without any constraint raises one order for N. At present
we do not clearly say that such a fact would have any
connection with the 1/N expansion.

In this paper we proposed the 1/N expansion of mass
matrices for charged fermions. If the expansion is really
meaningful, we will see the effect of the expansion in oth-
er observables. We shall investigate not only the theoreti-
cal aspect of the expansion but effects in other observables
as well.

APPENDIX A: MASS MATRIX .#,
The mass matrix M . is defined by
M =U U, (A1)

where (#.);;=€;=m;;—g{w). For N=3 .#, is
described by the following matrix elements:
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(M )11= 73 (€11—€10— €01 +€00)

~ 1

T = —(€1y— €11 — - -

(A 2 2‘/5(612 €11— €10+ €11 —€gr+ €1 +€0—€Ep—1)
~ 1

(//e)w:*5(512—51—1—602**60_1) ,

~ 1
M) a=—=(€ € € €1_1—€p—€p1 —€00—€o—1) »
(A s V3 12+ €11+€0+ €11 —€p—€Ep1 —€Egp—€Eo—1

s 1
(M =5 (€n—€y—€xp+€y_1—€pn+€11+€10—€ 1 —Epp+€p1 +Eqo—€p—1+€E_12—€_11—€_jo+€_1_1),
. (A2)

~ 1 ’
M)y = — —= —€_1— €1_1—€ €0_1+€_ €_1-1),
(A g3 21/-2-(622 €_1—€pt€_1—€nt+e€_1+€E_p+E_1
(M = 5len+en+en+e_1—(€+€11+€10+€1_1+Eq+€o1+Ep+€0_1)+E_12+€_11+€_10+€_1_1],
(M )y=7€p—€_1—€_p+e_i_y),
~ 1 .
M =——= €)_|—€_1p—€_11—€_10—€_1_1),
(M )ag 2‘/5(622+€21+€20+ 2—1—€_1p—€_11—€_j0—€_1_1)
(]e)44=%(6224‘621+620+€2—1+512+611+€10+61—1+€02+€01+500+€0-1+5—12+€—-11+€—10+€—1—1) »
and other elements ./’/?Eﬁ (j > i) can be obtained by the replacement of all €,, with €y, in (A ¢)ij> where the unitary ma-
trix U is given in (4.5). For N =4 with U given in (4.13) the matrix elements of .# are written as
(-/7/5)11=‘é‘(€11+€—1—1+6{—1+€—11)—‘31‘(€10+€01+€0—1+5—10)+%foo,
~ 1 1
M =——— —€_1_1—€1_1+€_ —=(€g1—€p—1) »
(A 12 2‘/3(611 €_1—1—€11+ 11)+‘/§( 01—€o—1)

~ 1 ) 1
(‘///e)u:m"(€12+€—1—2+61—2+€—12)~T\/?(fn'*‘f—l—x+61—1+€—11+€10+€_1o)

1 2 2
- 7—§(602+€0—2)+ 37—;(601 +€o—1)+—3—‘/§€oo ,

~ 1 1
(M= —T—=(€pn—€1_2+€_p—€_1 )+ —=(€pr—€_2),
2V73 V73

(-/%5)222%(611+€—1—1—51—1—€—11) )
(A3)

3 ' 1
(M Ip=——=(ep—€_j_r+€_r—€_p)+—=(e1—€_1_1+€_1—€_11+€0—€_10) »
2V'15 V15

(M u=75(€+€_1_r—€_p—e_,),
(je)u:%(622+6—2—2+€2—2+6—22)+%(6114"6—1—1+501+€—10+610+€o—1+61—1+E—11+500)

- ‘;‘(621+€—1—2+€20+€o—2+€oz+€—20+€2—1+€1—2+€—21 +e_pte__i+€p),
(M )= — £(622—5—2—2“62—2+6—2z)+ -1““(612—6—1—2—61—2+6—12+€oz—€0_2) ,
2V’5 V15

(M )ag= %(622"‘ €_ 2 2—€_2—€_3),

and elements (.7,) ji_(j > i) are derived from the same replacement defined in the case of N =3, and uninteresting ele-

ments (.#);5 and (# )s; are omitted from the above equation.

APPENDIX B: EIGENFUNCTIONS AND MIXING MATRIX FOR EQ. (5.3)

The eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues given in (5.4) are given as
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1
my 172 A*B m, 372
~N,"'| —4* — ,
‘/JA.I 1 » m2] y_|B'2 mZ]
C* m, 172 B*A*B*_nﬂ_ m, 172
m, y—|B|* my | ms
172 m m 172 AB m 3/2
1 2 1 1
A|— +B*C|— | |— —_
] g [ms HmJ 81 ]
P, =N, ! 1 , (B1)
m, . m, 172
_ * * . 2 e 1 &
|B +B*(y lBl)lm +y4 mz” ms]
m ‘ m m 172
x| TP _ 2 22
{m] LB— 8] m3}|m3;
m 172 m 372
~N,—! 2 _ 2y | 22
Y, ~=N; [m3 ] +By—|B]| ){ms ] ,
1
where
_a—Bv*"
—|B|*’
B=x—|y|*~(y—|B|H|4]|?, (B2)
_aB—y*y '
—1B|?”’

and N;, N,, and N; are the normalization constants. It is noted that all the above evaluations are done in the assump-
tion given in (5.2) and the relation C+y* =84 holds. The Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) matrix is written in terms of
a,f3,y and eigenvalues (A{,A5,A3 and A{,A),A3) as

Ry, R‘lzzeiea—!-ﬁ?le —i(6g+6,) Ruﬁ i(6, +HB)+R Ve —i6,
UKM= ——ﬁgle —ie"—RB}' i(9ﬁ+9.y) Rzz(@) . R g;/e t(9a+9,y)+R2ﬁzei95 , (B3)
—i(6_+6 i, 6, 6 —if
—-—Raﬁ i(6,+6g) Rglet.y ——R?{ i(6,+6,) RB i0g R3’3

where ¥, Ui, x =y =1 are taken, and

2y 2y 2
Ru—-l—-J-é—-l-—(l————'———-l——(r[-—rl Y 1020m 2 r it 472y 4 LALA= BT )(5r12+6r1r'1+5r'12)]

4B

2 2 2
+ ALEL ¢ it A —rir

2B ’

2 ——
L= ] [(n )[H—(rl +r1r1+r12)+—l—l—(1——l—i——(r +7r1 )2]

R$ =
27 (1= B81B]2

(2: 11/2 '
PPy Hriry” =2rriry) |,
2(1_'3[2) 2T+ 27172

—‘[(l—lf;[l;y)lB]l/z l(rr—rl)l1+(r12+r1r1+r12)+ A (;B B )("1+7‘1)2

~
U,

+———l——]-——(r22r’1 +r'1r'22 —2rry?)

1
20— 81D NEETTE

(ryry—rirylry l ,
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__lellBl

Ry3= rirs—rart L —r e — (3 LALA LB (2 2
(1—|B|»VB 2B

B 2 ’ ’
TSR R
~Y__LZ_L — 1 [ IBJZ ro__ IBIZ ’ 3 1y 13
RU—\/E 172 1_[3,271r2+1—'B'2r2r1 _[BIZ[(rl—rl)rz —(rZ_rZ)rl )]
A|Ur2=r?)
+———~—I | 21 (A= |B|Fira— | B|?rar 1]+_—I—|LB|—("2 —r3%)ryr ] ’ (B4)

A 2 1_‘ 2 ’ ’ ’ 2 — 2 ’ ’
R”(@)ZI-J‘L—L—I—(zBﬁ )<r1—r,)2 1+2(r,2+r1r1+r12)+Lu—A (iB B )(5r12+6r1r1+5r12)

2 2
—?(FEBTIEI—Z)_(rZhrIZ ? [1+2(722+r2r'2 +r’22)+mj‘l‘3|"§|7)(5r22+6r27"2 +5r5%) ]

21 p2
+‘L4J§é£-l—{[(r1 — P —r i) - (ry — 1y e 2y — i 2r))]

——%[rxrz—f—r'lr'z—rzrl —r1r2+2(r2 +r22)r1r1+2(r1 +r1 )rzrz]}

1 [B2Ua®>+ y|D 2, 2 2 2, g2, 2
)— ( )
+(1—|B|2)B 1—|/3|2 riri(ry*+r; |B|°|y | rara(r“+r]
dalBlv] | |,2p 0L g2 2 |,
+ (1— 8| 9B Firary 1_|B‘2r1r1 | B|%ry2+r)
+,r'12r'2r2 1__[—13—|2r1r,luﬁlzr'22+r22) e i@ ,

» a _J_J_I_]_
R3Y= (riry—rirydry,

|ﬁ | 2)1/2B

2
8 ——l-]——— y—75) ll+(r22+r2r’2+r'22)+—@—(r2+r’2)2]

R23‘—(1_IB)2)1/2(" 2(1_IB|2)
_1Bll4 20— |B|»'”2 _Bllrl

(r} r2 Hrir2—2r%r,) —

(riry—rir2)ry,

2B (1—|B|H*B
2 2
R =1———iﬂ——(r — 52 |14 20ry 2 rorh +752) + ———]—B—l— (57524 6FyrY +5752)
33 2(1_“3]2) 2—F3 2 272 +F 41— B2 2 2F2 2
2 2 2
+“LA—LJ£L("2—"'2)("1 ry—r] "2)—m_("1"2-"'1"'2 2,
2B 2B
and other elements are derived by using the relations
E}:R,-’}(r,-«—»rj’ ),
where
F=M/ADY2 ry = (/A2 P = (A /A2, Py = (M /)12, ' (B5)

and ®=6,+0g+ 0, are used, where 6, g, and 0, are defined by a= | a | eio"‘, B=|B |‘eie”, and y= |y | eioy, respective-
ly. In the above evaluations the higher orders of r; and r; are neglected. The KM phase® (8) and Maiani phase'? (§') are
given as
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_ Ry(1— Ry |O(R LRSP—RERYD

sind= sin® ,
| Ra1 | | Riz||R13]|R3 |
ins’ (1— | Ry | R R $E—RERY)) in®‘
sind’ = , ,
| Ri2||R23|[Ry3 |
where
R;j=(Ugm)yj -

(B6)
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