arXiv:1004.3243v1 [hep-ph] 19 Apr 2010

SHEP-10-15

SUSY SU(5) with singlet plus adjoint matter and A4 family symmetry

Iain K. Cooper^1, Stephen F. King^2 and Christoph Luhn^3

School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Southampton, Southampton, SO17 1BJ, U.K.

Abstract

We propose a supersymmetric (SUSY) SU(5) Grand Unified Theory (GUT) including a single right-handed neutrino singlet and an adjoint matter representation below the GUT scale and extend this model to include an A_4 family symmetry and a gauged anomaly-free Abelian group. In our approach hierarchical neutrino masses result from a combined type I and type III seesaw mechanism, and the A_4 symmetry leads to tri-bimaximal mixing which arises indirectly. The mixing between the single right-handed neutrino and the matter in the adjoint is forbidden by excluding an adjoint Higgs, leading to a diagonal heavy Majorana sector as required by constrained sequential dominance. The model also reproduces a realistic description of quark and charged lepton masses and quark mixings, including the Georgi-Jarlskog relations and the leptonic mixing sum rules s = r cos δ and a = −r^2/4 with r = θ_C /3.

1E-mail: ikc1g08@soton.ac.uk 2E-mail: sfk@hep.phys.soton.ac.uk 3E-mail: christoph.luhn@soton.ac.uk

1 Introduction

There has been much evidence to suggest that the Standard Model (SM) is not a complete description of particle physics and needs extending. Arguably one of the most important pieces of experimental evidence for physics beyond the SM is the measurement of small but non-zero neutrino mass, leading to theories of neutrino mass and mixing. In the seesaw mechanism, a natural explanation for such tiny neutrino masses is provided by the exchange of a heavy particle leading to Majorana neutrino masses suppressed by the large mass of the exchanged particle. The heavy particle in the seesaw mechanism must be a colour singlet but can be an electroweak singlet fermion with zero hypercharge, an electroweak triplet Higgs scalar with two units of hypercharge, or an electroweak triplet fermion with zero hypercharge, corresponding to the type I [1], type II [2], or type III [3] seesaw mechanisms, respectively. In this letter we shall combine the seesaw mechanism of types I and III in a new way to yield a hierarchical spectrum of neutrino masses.

However the seesaw mechanism is not by itself enough to account for the discovery that, in contrast with the smallness of the quark mixing angles, two out of the three leptonic mixing angles are large. This unexpected observation calls for a deeper theoretical understanding of the physics underlying the structure of fermion masses and mixings. It is well known that solar and atmospheric data are consistent with a simple form of the leptonic mixing matrix U, known as tri-bimaximal (TB) mixing [4]:

U_{T B} =

√_2 3 1√ 3 0 −^{1√}_6^{1√}_3 −^{1√}_2 −^{1√}_6^{1√}_3^{1√}_2 . (1)

The simple form of this matrix can be interpreted as a clue that points towards some underlying family symmetry G_f , related to particular transformations which leave the mass matrix diagonalised by U_{T B} invariant. There has been much recent work based on this idea that the postulated TB symmetry can arise from a family symmetry [5– 25]. The approaches taken in the literature may be separated into two distinct classes, distinguished by the breaking of the family symmetry [26]: direct models, based on A_4, S_4, or larger groups containing these as subgroups [27, 28], have part of the family symmetry preserved at low energies and this forms some or all of the neutrino flavour symmetry; indirect models, usually based on Δ(3n^2) or Δ(6n^2) [29], have entirely broken family symmetries (in the neutrino sector), and the neutrino flavour symmetry appears accidentally.

Finding an explanation for the distinctly different mixing patterns of leptons as compared to quarks is even more important in the context of Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) [30, 31], where the fermionic matter is unified at high energies into either a single representation, as in SO(10) [32] or E_6 [33], or into two representations, as in

SU(5) [34] or SU(4)_{P S} × SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R [35]. The minimal GUT [34] is based on the Lie group SU(5), where one family of right-handed down quarks and left-handed leptons are unified in a 5 and the rest of the family are in a 10. Three copies of each of these representations then constitutes the full fermionic matter content of minimal SU(5). It is well known that gauge coupling unification fails in this regime, however if promoted to a supersymmetric (SUSY) GUT [36] with two Higgs multiplets, H_5 and H_5, then unification occurs at a scale of roughly 2 × 10^{16} GeV [37].

It is clear that neutrino masses are zero at the renormalisable level in minimal (SUSY) SU(5) as in the minimal SM. However, in both the SM and SU(5), as pointed out by Weinberg [38], one may invoke a non-renormalisable dimension-5 operator at or above the GUT scale to generate neutrino masses. Such an operator at the GUT scale may be sufficient to describe the solar neutrino mass scale, but not the atmospheric neutrino mass scale. In order for neutrinos to obtain mass consistent with atmospheric mixing in a (SUSY) SU(5) model, the seesaw mechanism is a very attractive possibility, however this requires some extra matter or Higgs to be added below the GUT scale. The choice of additional matter or Higgs is very ad hoc since the SU(5) theory does not specify the nature of this extra matter and only requires that it be anomaly-free. A popular choice is to add three right-handed neutrinos which arise from singlet SU(5) representations. However the number of singlets is not predicted in SU(5), and it is possible to add just a single right-handed neutrino to describe the atmospheric mass scale [39]. In order to describe both atmospheric and solar neutrino masses with two large mixing angles using the type I seesaw mechanism two right-handed neutrinos are sufficient [40]. However, within SU(5) GUTs, there are other possibilities.

It has been pointed out that, in (SUSY) SU(5) GUTs, non-fundamental matter multiplets have decompositions which include both fermion singlets and fermion triplets suitable for the type I and III seesaw mechanism, the smallest such example being the adjoint 24 representation [41–43]. The decomposition of a matter 24 under the SM gauge group SU(3)_c × SU(2)_L × U(1)_Y involves an SU(2)_L singlet ρ_0 = (1, 1)_0 as well as a triplet ρ_3 = (1, 3)_0, thus leading to a combination of a type I seesaw with a type III seesaw [3]. However, assuming the simplest Higgs sector, the ρ_0 and ρ_3 are constrained by SU(5) to give equal contributions to the neutrino mass matrix, up to an overall constant, resulting in a rank one neutrino mass matrix and only one non-zero neutrino mass. This problem may be addressed by allowing additional couplings to a Higgs 45 [43], but here we shall consider a different possibility.

In this letter we consider a SUSY SU(5) GUT with one single right-handed neutrino singlet superfield N plus one adjoint matter superfield ψ_{24} below the GUT scale. The model combines a type I seesaw mechanism from the single right-handed neutrino N below the GUT scale [39] with a type I plus type III seesaw mechanism from the ρ_0 and ρ_3 components contained in a single adjoint matter superfield ψ_{24} below the GUT scale [43]. The seesaw mechanism in our model therefore results from three distinct diagrams as shown in Fig. 1. In order to describe TB mixing we also include an A_4

Figure 1: Schematic diagrams of the type I (left) and combined type I + type III (right) seesaw mechanisms present in the model. The seesaw messenger states are N and the ρ_0, ρ_3 components of ψ_{24}. L is the SU(2)_L doublet contained in the 5 of SU(5).

family symmetry, plus an anomaly-free gauged U(1) symmetry. Instead of using an adjoint Higgs representation H_{24} to spontaneously break SU(5) to the SM gauge group, we shall assume implicitly that the GUT group is broken by geometrical effects in extra dimensions. However the theory here is formulated in four dimensions and we simply assume that it could subsequently be uplifted to a higher dimensional setting (as in, for example, [44]). The absence of H_{24} is crucial in forbidding the mixing between the righthanded neutrino N and ψ_{24}, leading to no mass mixing between N and ρ_0 and hence a diagonal heavy Majorana sector as required by constrained sequential dominance (CSD) [45]. The flavon vacuum alignments arise from the elegant D-term mechanism [46]. The model also reproduces a realistic description of quark and charged lepton masses and quark mixings, including the Georgi-Jarlskog relations [47].

The remainder of this letter is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the SUSY SU(5) model with singlet plus adjoint matter below the GUT scale. Section 3 describes the full version of the model, including an A_4 family symmetry, a gauged U(1) symmetry plus two discrete Z_2 symmetries, and lists the operators allowed by these symmetries, resulting in the mass matrices for quarks, charged leptons and neutrinos. We conclude in Section 4.

2 SUSY SU(5) with singlet & adjoint matter

In this Section we consider a SUSY SU(5) GUT with one single right-handed neutrino arising from a singlet representation N below the GUT scale plus one extra adjoint matter representation ψ_{24} with mass also below the GUT scale. The matter contained in the ψ_{24} is degenerate thus avoiding problems with gauge coupling unification. The model represents a new way to achieve a hierarchical neutrino mass spectrum arising from a type I plus type III seesaw mechanism, as we now discuss.

The superpotential describing the neutrino sector takes the form

W = c_iF_iψ_{24}H_5 + p_iF_iNH_5 + 1 2 m_N NN + 1 2 m Tr (ψ_{24}^2), (2) with the F_i denoting the three families of 5s. N is a single right-handed Majorana neutrino superfield and ψ_{24} the additional adjoint matter superfield. The seesaw diagrams illustrated in Fig. 1 then yield the light neutrino mass matrix,

M^{ij}_ν = c_ic_jv^2_u ( 1 4m_{ρ3} + 3 20m_{ρ0} ) + p_ip_j m_N v^2_u . (3)

Here v_u is the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) Higgs field H_u which corresponds to the SU(2)_L doublet within the SU(5) Higgs H_5. The numerical factors of the two terms in parentheses are obtained by writing ψ_{24} = ρ̃_aT^a, where ρ̃_a are the 24 components of the ψ_{24} and T^a are the 24 appropriately normalised generators of SU(5) [30]. As can be seen from Eq. (2), the Majorana masses for the seesaw messengers ρ_0 and ρ_3 are identical, i.e. m_{ρ0} = m_{ρ3} = m, while N has an independent mass m_N . Note that we have not introduced an adjoint Higgs H_{24} which would break the degeneracy of the components in the ψ_{24} and, more importantly, allow a mixing term Nψ_{24}H_{24} leading to a mass mixing between N and ρ_0. Note also that c_i and p_i are independent dimensionless coefficients (where i and j are family indices); this independence is crucial to obtaining a rank two mass matrix and thus two non-zero neutrino masses.

As c_i and p_i are uncorrelated parameters, Eq. (3) does not in general conform to the TB structure of the neutrino mass matrix. It is the aim of this letter to obtain TB neutrino mixing as a consequence of a discrete family symmetry in this type of model. To this end, in the next Section, we augment the adjoint SUSY SU(5) model with the tetrahedral family symmetry A_4.

3 SUSY A_4 × SU(5) with singlet & adjoint matter

In this Section we uplift the model in Eq. (2) to include a tetrahedral family symmetry. We work in the basis of [15] in which two A_4 triplets a = (a_1, a_2, a_3)^T and b = (b_1, b_2, b_3)^T give a singlet through the combination a_1b_1 + a_2b_2 + a_3b_3. The basic idea is to unify the three families of 5s into an A_4 triplet F ∼ 3, and in order for Eq. (2) to remain invariant, to introduce extra A_4 triplets called flavons φ_i to break the A_4 symmetry and generate the Yukawa couplings.

Table 1 shows the chiral superfields present in the model. As mentioned above, the three 5s of SU(5) are embedded in a triplet of A_4, while the three 10s are singlets. The ψ_{24} is an A_4 singlet as is the right-handed neutrino N. We have fundamental Higgs fields H_5 and H_5; introducing another Higgs in the 45 representation, H_{45}, enables the implementation of the Georgi-Jarlskog mechanism [47] to obtain the well known GUT scale mass relations m_e ∼^{md}_3 , m_μ ∼ 3m_s and m_τ ∼ m_b. These give phenomenologically successful predictions of down quark and charged lepton masses when evolved down to the electroweak scale.

Field ψ_{24} N F T_1 T_2 T_3 H_5 H_5 H_{45} φ_{123} φ_{23} φ_3 ξ ξ^′ φ_1 SU(5) 24 1 5 10 10 10 5 5 45 1 1 1 1 1 1 A_4 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 1 3 U(1)_R 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 U(1) −1 2 0 4 1 0 0 0 2 1 −2 0 −1 −4 q_1 Z^1_2 − − + + + + + − − − − − + − + Z^2_2 + + + + + − + + + + + − + + +

Table 1: Matter, Higgs and flavon chiral superfields in the model. The U(1) charge q_1 can take any value which prevents φ_1 from significantly interacting with the other fields of the model, for instance q_1 = −^{126}_{24} as discussed below.

The U(1)_R represents an R-symmetry. Its Z_2 subgroup gives rise to the standard R-parity which forbids unwanted operators contributing to proton decay and keeps the lightest SUSY particle a good candidate for cold dark matter. Moreover, U(1)_R is essential in forbidding F -term contributions to the flavon superpotential which otherwise could dominate the relevant D-term operators used for obtaining the desired vacuum alignment (see below and the discussion in [46]). The U(1) and the two Z_2 symmetries constrain the structure of the Yukawa matrices in the quark and charged lepton sectors. The standard MSSM μ-term^1 μH_uH_d is forbidden by the first of the Z_2 symmetries as well as by U(1)_R, allowing for a natural solution to the μ-problem of the MSSM using a GUT singlet from the hidden sector of Supergravity theories [48].

The flavon fields φ_i, ξ and ξ^′ break the A_4 symmetry and constrain the form of the lepton and down quark Yukawa matrices. The vacuum alignments of the triplet flavon VEVs that we assume in this model are displayed in Table 2. They are achieved using the D-term vacuum alignment mechanism discussed recently in [46]. This mechanism is ideally suited for models such as this in which the flavons are used to generate the neutrino flavour symmetry as an indirect result of the A_4 symmetry as discussed in [26]. Moreover, the D-term vacuum alignment mechanism does not involve the introduction of extra “driving fields” in the superpotential and does not impose any restrictions on the model other than the requirement that higher order terms in the flavon potential do not spoil the vacuum alignment arising from the D-terms. This has been demonstrated to arise in a fairly generic way in [46] providing that the model also respects a U(1)_R symmetry and involves no superfields with R = 2 which, like driving fields, could appear linearly in the superpotential and lead to large terms in the flavon potential. The present model involves only fields with R = 0, 1 and so the D-term flavon potential will not receive large corrections from the superpotential. Since the D-term vacuum alignment mechanism is generic and does not provide any other restrictions on the model than

1Where H_u is the SM doublet of H_5; and H_d is a linear combination of the SM doublets in H_5 and H_{45}.

Flavon VEV VEV alignment ⟨φ_1⟩ (1, 0, 0)^T ⟨φ_3⟩ (0, 0, 1)^T ⟨φ_{23}⟩^{1√}_2 (0, 1, −1)^T ⟨φ_{123}⟩^{1√}_3 (1, 1, 1)^T

Table 2: The vacuum alignments of the triplet flavons used in the model. Without loss of generality, the alignments are given without phases; the relative sign between ⟨φ_{23}⟩_2 and ⟨φ_{23}⟩_3 is relevant, though the actual position of the minus sign is mere convention.

those stated, in this letter we shall simply assume that this mechanism is in operation, leading to the stated alignments for φ_{123}, φ_{23}, φ_3, φ_1.

In order to avoid the massless Goldstone boson associated with the spontaneously broken U(1) symmetry, we assume it to be gauged.^2 In addition to the particle content specified in Table 1 we must then introduce extra matter to cancel the respective gauge anomalies. The cubic SU(5) anomaly requires the introduction of a Higgs field H_{45} whose U(1) charge is determined by the mixed SU(5) − SU(5) − U(1) anomaly to be q(H_{45}) = −^{53}_{24} . Finally the cubic U(1) anomaly can be removed in many ways; for example, choosing q_1 = −^{126}_{24} we can add three extra A_4 × SU(5) singlets with U(1) charges^5_{24} ,^{25}_{24} ,^{51}_{24} . Assuming that H_{45} has the same Z_2 charges as H_{45} while the three extra A_4 × SU(5) singlets are neutral under both Z_2 symmetries, we have checked that these additional fields lead to only negligible contributions to the fermion mass matrices discussed below, provided they get VEVs of order ϵΛ or smaller, see Eq. (8).

3.1 Allowed terms

The neutrino sector is composed of Dirac and Majorana mass terms which take the form in the superpotential:

W_ν = φ_{123} Λ cF ψ_{24}H_5 + φ_{23} Λ pF NH_5 + φ^2_3 2Λ y_N NN + ξ^4 2Λ^3 y^′_N NN + φ^2_{123} 2Λ yTr ( ψ_{24}^2 ) , (4)

with Λ a heavy mass scale and c, p, y_N , y^′_N , y dimensionless coupling constants. When the flavons get their VEVs the superpotential in Eq. (4) reproduces that in Eq. (2) but with constrained couplings c_i and p_i leading to TB mixing.

The superpotential terms of the down quark and charged lepton sector are given as

2If it were not gauged, Goldstone boson masses could arise from explicit U(1) breaking in the hidden sector which could generate soft SUSY breaking terms involving only flavon fields where such terms explicitly violate the U(1). However such terms could jeopardise the D-term alignment mechanism so here we prefer to gauge the U(1) to avoid any potential problems.

follows W_d ∼ φ_{23}ξ^2 Λ^3_d

T_1F H_5 + φ_{123}ξ^2 Λ^3_d

T_2F H_5 + φ_{23}ξ Λ^2_d

T_2F H_{45} + φ_3 Λ_d

T_3F H_5, (5)

where Λ_d is the relevant messenger mass. The flavon ξ plays a role similar to a Froggatt- Nielsen field [49], except that it is not the sole contributor to the generated mass hierarchy, here combined as it is with the triplet flavons.

Finally the up quark sector Yukawa superpotential terms take the form W_u ∼ (ξ^′)^2 Λ^2_u

T_1T_1H_5 + ( φ^2_3ξ Λ^3_u + ξ^5 Λ^5_u ) (T_1T_2 + T_2T_1)H_5 + φ_{23}φ_3ξ^2 Λ^4_u

(T_1T_3 + T_3T_1)H_5 + ξ^2 Λ^2_u

T_2T_2H_5 + φ_{123}φ_3ξ^2 Λ^4_u

(T_2T_3 + T_3T_2)H_5 + T_3T_3H_5. (6)

It should be mentioned that the messenger mass in this sector, Λ_u, may in principle be different from that in the down quark sector. The field ξ^′ is introduced specifically to generate the T_1T_1 term to the required order.

3.2 Fermion mass matrices

After spontaneous breakdown of the A_4 family symmetry by the flavon VEVs, the superpotential terms of Eqs. (4), (5) and (6) predict mass matrices for the respective sectors. In the following, order one coefficients in the quark and charged lepton sectors are omitted (including flavon VEV normalisation factors). Regarding the scale of the flavon VEVs we define η_i = ⟨|φ_i|⟩ Λ , (7)

where φ_i = φ_{123}, φ_{23}, φ_3, ξ or ξ^′. In order to get the hierarchical structure of the quark and charged lepton mass matrices we assume^3

η_{123}, η_{23}, η_ξ′ = ϵ^2 and η_3, η_ξ = ϵ, (8)

where the numerical values for ϵ depend on the messenger scale of the relevant sector. We note that we have given the superpotential terms of the quark and charged lepton sectors up to and including O(ϵ^5).

In the Higgs sector, it is not the H_5, H_5 or H_{45} which get VEVs but their SM doublet components. These are the two MSSM doublets H_u (corresponding to H_5) and H_d (corresponding to a linear combination of H_5 and H_{45}); they originate below the GUT scale and remain massless down to the electroweak scale. The non-MSSM states all

3It is possible to have a hierarchy in the flavon VEVs since the scales at which their mass terms are driven negative can vary [46].

acquire GUT scale masses, including the linear combination of H_5 and H_{45} orthogonal to H_d. Electroweak symmetry is broken after the light MSSM doublets H_{u,d} acquire VEVs v_{u,d} and they then generate the fermion masses.

In the following all quark and charged lepton mass matrices are given in the L-R convention, i.e. the mass term for a field ψ is given in the order ψ_LM_{LR}ψ_R.

3.2.1 Neutrino sector

In our model the light neutrino masses arise from a combination of type I and type III seesaw. Due to the absence of a H_{24} the heavy seesaw messenger particles N and ρ_0 do not mix as can be seen from Eq. (4). Thus the 2 × 2 Majorana mass matrix of the heavy right-handed SU(2)_L singlets is automatically diagonal. Furthermore, the seesaw messenger responsible for the type III contribution, ρ_3, cannot mix with N as they furnish different SU(2)_L representations. In CSD the (approximate) diagonal nature of the seesaw particles is usually a necessary extra assumption which often lacks a fundamental explanation. In our adjoint model, however, it is directly built into the theory by not including H_{24}. Therefore our model represents a very natural realisation of CSD.

In the Dirac neutrino sector of Eq. (4), the spontaneous breaking of the A_4 family symmetry by the flavon VEVs ⟨φ_{123}⟩ and ⟨φ_{23}⟩ gives

L_ν = cη_{123}v_u √ 3 (ν_e + ν_μ + ν_τ ) ( ρ^0_3 2 − √ 3 20 ρ_0 ) − pη_{23}v_u √ 2 (ν_μ − ν_τ )N + h.c. , (9)

where the numerical factors of ρ^0_3 and ρ_0 are determined from the normalised SU(5) generators in the adjoint representation [30]. Upon application of the seesaw formula of Eq. (3) we find the effective left-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix

M_ν =

2c^2v^2_u 15yΛ

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

+ p^2v^{2u} 2(y_N + y^′_N η^4_ξ /η^2_3)Λ

0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 −1 1 . (10)

Since any matrix diagonalisable by Eq. (1) may be written as^4 m_1φ^′_1 (φ^′_1)^T /|φ^′_1|^2 + m_2φ_{123}(φ_{123})^T /|φ_{123}|^2 +m_3φ_{23}(φ_{23})^T /|φ_{23}|^2 [26], we may readily read off the masses and state that

M^{diag}_ν =

0 0 0 0 m_2 0 0 0 m_3

, with m_2 = 2c^2v^{2u} 5yΛ , m_3 = p^2v^2_u (y_N + y^′_N η^4_ξ /η^2_3)Λ

. (11)

Hence the model predicts one massless left-handed neutrino and thus a hierarchical neutrino mass spectrum.

4φ^′_1 ∝^{1√}_6 (−2, 1, 1)^T .

3.2.2 Down quark and charged lepton sector

In the down quark and charged lepton sector, the superpotential of Eq. (5) predicts a mass matrix of the form (with messenger mass Λ_d in η_i)

0 η_{23}η^2_ξ −η_{23}η^2_ξ η_{123}η^2_ξ η_{123}η^2_ξ + k_f η_{23}η_ξ η_{123}η^2_ξ − k_f η_{23}η_ξ 0 0 η_3 v_d, (12)

where k_f is the Georgi-Jarlskog factor (in the case that f = e, the mass matrix must also be transposed):

k_f = { 1 for f = d, −3 for f = e.

Inserting the ϵ suppressions of the flavon VEVs from Eq. (8) the down quark mass matrix becomes M_d ∼ 0 ϵ^3 −ϵ^3 ϵ^3 ϵ^2 −ϵ^2 0 0 1 ϵ v_d, (13) whilst the charged lepton mass matrix reads

M_e ∼ 0 ϵ^3 0 ϵ^3 −3ϵ^2 0 −ϵ^3 3ϵ^2 1 ϵ v_d. (14)

Here we assume the numerical value ϵ ∼ 0.15. Upon diagonalisation, these give mass ratios of ϵ^4 : ϵ^2 : 1 for the down quarks and^{ϵ4}_3 : 3ϵ^2 : 1 for the charged leptons. These ratios are in good agreement with quark and lepton data and also predict GUT scale mass relations of m_e ∼^{md}_3 , m_μ ∼ 3m_s and m_τ ∼ m_b as desired. In the low quark angle approximation, left-handed down quark mixing angles θ^d_{12} ∼ ϵ, θ^d_{13} ∼ ϵ^3 and θ^d_{23} ∼ ϵ^2 are also predicted in agreement with data (assuming an approximately diagonal up sector which we obtain in the next Section). The corresponding charged lepton mixing angles are θ^e_{12} ∼^ϵ_3 , θ^e_{13} ∼ 0 and θ^e_{23} ∼ 0.

The Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix is not of exact TB form but receives small corrections from charged lepton mixing. In particular, the reactor angle deviates from zero by θ_{13} ∼^{1√}_2^ϵ_3 [50]. Furthermore, since θ^e_{13} ∼ θ^e_{23} ∼ 0, two sum rules for lepton mixing are respected [50, 51]. Expressed in terms of the (r)eactor, (s)olar and (a)tmospheric deviation parameters defined as sin θ_{13} =^{r√}_2 , sin θ_{12} =^{1√}_3 (1 + s), sin θ_{23} =^{1√}_2 (1 + a) [52], the sum rules read s = r cos δ and a = −r^2/4 [18], with δ being the leptonic Dirac CP phase.

3.2.3 Up quark sector

Eq. (6) may be expanded after A_4 symmetry breaking and is responsible for up quark masses: η^2_ξ′ η^2_3η_ξ + η^5_ξ −η_{23}η_3η^2_ξ η^2_3η_ξ + η^5_ξ η^2_ξ η_{123}η_3η^2_ξ −η_{23}η_3η^2_ξ η_{123}η_3η^2_ξ 1 v_u. (15) Taking the VEV hierarchy as in Eq. (8), but now adopting the messenger scale Λ_u ≈ 3Λ_d, we obtain a mass matrix with an expansion parameter ϵ ∼ 0.05,

M_u ∼ ϵ^4 ϵ^5 −ϵ^5 ϵ^5 ϵ^2 ϵ^5 −ϵ^5 ϵ^5 1 v_u. (16)

and an up quark mass hierarchy ϵ^4 : ϵ^2 : 1. As the mass matrix of Eq. (16) is diagonal to a good approximation, the up quark mixing is negligible. An important consequence of this observation is that the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) mixing arises predominantly from the down quark sector, with the Cabibbo angle being θ_C ∼ θ^d_{12} ∼ ϵ.

4 Conclusions

In conclusion, minimal (SUSY) SU(5) represents an attractive route to unification, but the Weinberg operator cannot account for neutrino mass and mixing, and the seesaw mechanisms all require extra matter or Higgs below the GUT scale. An appealing possibility, considered here, is to extend SUSY SU(5) by assuming a single right-handed neutrino singlet and an adjoint matter representation below the GUT scale, including an A_4 family symmetry as well as a gauged anomaly-free U(1). Hierarchical neutrino masses result from a combined type I and type III seesaw mechanism, and TB mixing arises indirectly from the A_4 family symmetry.

One attractive feature of this scheme is that the mixing between the single righthanded neutrino and the matter in the adjoint can be forbidden by not including the H_{24}, leading to a diagonal heavy Majorana sector as required by CSD. The flavon vacuum alignments arise from the elegant SUSY D-term mechanism. The model also reproduces a realistic description of quark and charged lepton masses and quark mixings, including the Georgi-Jarlskog relations.

Corrections to TB mixing in the lepton sector come solely from the 1-2 mixing of the left-handed charged leptons, resulting in a PMNS matrix which is within the experimentally allowed limits. In particular the model respects the sum rules s = r cos δ and a = −r^2/4 with r = θ_C /3.

Acknowledgments

We thank Pavel Fileviez Perez for discussions in the initial stage of this work. SFK and CL acknowledge support from the STFC Rolling Grant ST/G000557/1. SFK is grateful to the Royal Society for a Leverhulme Trust Senior Research Fellowship and a Travel Grant.

References

[1] P. Minkowski, Phys. Lett. B 67, 421 (1977);

T. Yanagida, in Workshop on Unified Theories, KEK report 79-18 (1979) p. 95; M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond, R. Slansky, in Supergravity (North Holland, Amsterdam, 1979) eds. P. van Nieuwenhuizen, D. Freedman, p. 315;

S. L. Glashow, in 1979 Cargese Summer Institute on Quarks and Leptons (Plenum Press, New York, 1980) p. 687;

R. Barbieri, D. V. Nanopoulos, G. Morchio and F. Strocchi, Phys. Lett. B 90, 091 (1980);

R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 44, 912 (1980).

[2] M. Magg and C. Wetterich, Phys. Lett. B 94, 61 (1980);

J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 22, 2227 (1980); C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B 187, 343 (1981);

G. Lazarides, Q. Shafi and C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B 181, 287 (1981); R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. D 23, 165 (1981).

[3] R. Foot, H. Lew, X. G. He and G. C. Joshi, Z. Phys. C 44, 441 (1989).

[4] P. F. Harrison, D. H. Perkins and W. G. Scott, Phys. Lett. B 530 (2002) 167 [hep-ph/0202074];

P. F. Harrison and W. G. Scott, Phys. Lett. B 535 (2002) 163 [hep-ph/0203209]; P. F. Harrison and W. G. Scott, Phys. Lett. B 557 (2003) 76 [hep-ph/0302025]; C. I. Low and R. R. Volkas, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 033007 [hep-ph/0305243].

[5] W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, JHEP 0508 (2005) 013 [hep-ph/0504153];

W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, JHEP 0601 (2006) 018 [hep-ph/0509239]; R. N. Mohapatra, S. Nasri and H. B. Yu, Phys. Lett. B 639 (2006) 318 [hep-ph/0605020];

Y. Koide, Eur. Phys. J. C 50 (2007) 809 [hep-ph/0612058]; M. Mitra and S. Choubey, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 115014 [arXiv:0806.3254].

[6] W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, Phys. Lett. B 572 (2003) 189 [hep-ph/0305046];

A. Adulpravitchai, A. Blum and C. Hagedorn, JHEP 0903 (2009) 046 [arXiv:0812.3799].

[7] E. Ma and G. Rajasekaran, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 113012 [hep-ph/0106291];

E. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 031901 [hep-ph/0404199]; G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio, Nucl. Phys. B 720 (2005) 64 [hep-ph/0504165]; S. L. Chen, M. Frigerio and E. Ma, Nucl. Phys. B 724 (2005) 423 [hep-ph/0504181]; K. S. Babu and X. G. He, hep-ph/0507217; E. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 057304 [hep-ph/0511133];

B. Adhikary, B. Brahmachari, A. Ghosal, E. Ma and M. K. Parida, Phys. Lett. B 638 (2006) 345 [hep-ph/0603059];

G. Altarelli, F. Feruglio and Y. Lin, Nucl. Phys. B 775 (2007) 31 [hep-ph/0610165]; E. Ma, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 22 (2007) 101 [hep-ph/0610342];

M. Hirsch, A. S. Joshipura, S. Kaneko and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 151802 [hep-ph/0703046];

M. Honda and M. Tanimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys. 119 (2008) 583 [arXiv:0801.0181]; Y. Lin, Nucl. Phys. B 813 (2009) 91 [arXiv:0804.2867];

C. Csaki, C. Delaunay, C. Grojean and Y. Grossman, JHEP 0810 (2008) 055 [arXiv:0806.0356];

M. C. Chen and S. F. King, JHEP 0906 (2009) 072 [arXiv:0903.0125]; G. Altarelli and D. Meloni, J. Phys. G 36 (2009) 085005 [arXiv:0905.0620].

[8] G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio, Nucl. Phys. B 741 (2006) 215 [hep-ph/0512103].

[9] H. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 655 (2007) 132 [hep-ph/0612214];

Y. Koide, JHEP 0708 (2007) 086 [arXiv:0705.2275].

[10] H. Ishimori, T. Kobayashi, H. Okada, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, JHEP 0904 (2009) 011 [arXiv:0811.4683].

[11] J. Kubo, A. Mondragon, M. Mondragon and E. Rodriguez-Jauregui, Prog. Theor.

Phys. 109 (2003) 795, Erratum-ibid. 114 (2005) 287 [hep-ph/0302196]; S. L. Chen, M. Frigerio and E. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 073008 [Erratum-ibid. D 70 (2004) 079905] [hep-ph/0404084];

F. Feruglio and Y. Lin, Nucl. Phys. B 800 (2008) 77 [arXiv:0712.1528].

[12] A. Blum, C. Hagedorn and M. Lindner, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 076004 [arXiv:0709.3450];

A. Blum, C. Hagedorn and A. Hohenegger, JHEP 0803 (2008) 070 [arXiv:0710.5061];

A. Blum and C. Hagedorn, Nucl. Phys. B 821 (2009) 327 [arXiv:0902.4885].

[13] M. Frigerio, S. Kaneko, E. Ma and M. Tanimoto, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 011901 [hep-ph/0409187];

K. S. Babu and J. Kubo, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 056006 [hep-ph/0411226]; Y. Kajiyama, E. Itou and J. Kubo, Nucl. Phys. B 743 (2006) 74 [hep-ph/0511268].

[14] K. S. Babu, E. Ma and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 552 (2003) 207 [hep-ph/0206292];

E. Ma, H. Sawanaka and M. Tanimoto, Phys. Lett. B 641 (2006) 301 [hep-ph/0606103];

S. Morisi, M. Picariello and E. Torrente-Lujan, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 075015 [hep-ph/0702034];

F. Bazzocchi, S. Morisi and M. Picariello, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 628 [arXiv:0710.2928];

G. Altarelli, F. Feruglio and C. Hagedorn, JHEP 0803 (2008) 052 [arXiv:0802.0090]; F. Bazzocchi, M. Frigerio and S. Morisi, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 116018 [arXiv:0809.3573];

P. Ciafaloni, M. Picariello, E. Torrente-Lujan and A. Urbano, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 116010 [arXiv:0901.2236];

T. J. Burrows and S. F. King, Nucl. Phys. B (in press) [arXiv:0909.1433].

[15] S. F. King and M. Malinsky, Phys. Lett. B 645 (2007) 351 [hep-ph/0610250].

[16] A. Aranda, C. D. Carone and R. F. Lebed, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 016009 [hep-ph/0002044];

F. Feruglio, C. Hagedorn, Y. Lin and L. Merlo, Nucl. Phys. B 775 (2007) 120 [hep-ph/0702194];

M. C. Chen and K. T. Mahanthappa, Phys. Lett. B 652 (2007) 34 [arXiv:0705.0714]; P. H. Frampton and T. W. Kephart, JHEP 0709 (2007) 110 [arXiv:0706.1186]; A. Aranda, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 111301 [arXiv:0707.3661]; P. H. Frampton and S. Matsuzaki, Phys. Lett. B 679 (2009) 347 [arXiv:0902.1140].

[17] D. G. Lee and R. N. Mohapatra, Phys. Lett. B 329 (1994) 463 [hep-ph/9403201];

R. N. Mohapatra, M. K. Parida and G. Rajasekaran, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 053007 [hep-ph/0301234];

C. Hagedorn, M. Lindner and R. N. Mohapatra, JHEP 0606 (2006) 042 [hep-ph/0602244];

Y. Cai and H. B. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 115005 [hep-ph/0608022]; M. K. Parida, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 053004 [arXiv:0804.4571]; H. Ishimori, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys. 121 (2009) 769 [arXiv:0812.5031];

F. Bazzocchi, L. Merlo and S. Morisi, Nucl. Phys. B 816 (2009) 204 [arXiv:0901.2086];

G. J. Ding, Nucl. Phys. B 827 (2010) 82 [arXiv:0909.2210]; B. Dutta, Y. Mimura and R. N. Mohapatra, arXiv:0911.2242; D. Meloni, J. Phys. G 37 (2010) 055201 [arXiv:0911.3591];

H. Ishimori, T. Kobayashi, H. Ohki, H. Okada, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, arXiv:1003.3552.

[18] C. Hagedorn, S. F. King and C. Luhn, arXiv:1003.4249.

[19] S. F. King and C. Luhn, Nucl. Phys. B 832 (2010) 414 [arXiv:0912.1344].

[20] C. Luhn, S. Nasri and P. Ramond, Phys. Lett. B 652 (2007) 27 [arXiv:0706.2341];

C. Hagedorn, M. A. Schmidt and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 036002 [arXiv:0811.2955].

[21] I. de Medeiros Varzielas, S. F. King and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 644 (2007) 153 [hep-ph/0512313].

[22] I. de Medeiros Varzielas, S. F. King and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 648 (2007) 201 [hep-ph/0607045];

F. Bazzocchi and I. de Medeiros Varzielas, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 093001 [arXiv:0902.3250].

[23] S. F. King and M. Malinsky, JHEP 0611 (2006) 071 [hep-ph/0608021].

[24] S. F. King and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 520 (2001) 243 [hep-ph/0108112];

S. F. King and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 574 (2003) 239 [hep-ph/0307190]; I. de Medeiros Varzielas and G. G. Ross, Nucl. Phys. B 733 (2006) 31 [hep-ph/0507176].

[25] S. F. King, Rept. Prog. Phys. 67 (2004) 107 [hep-ph/0310204];

R. N. Mohapatra et al., Rept. Prog. Phys. 70 (2007) 1757 [hep-ph/0510213]; R. N. Mohapatra and A. Y. Smirnov, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 56 (2006) 569 [hep-ph/0603118];

C. H. Albright, arXiv:0905.0146;

G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio, arXiv:1002.0211.

[26] S. F. King and C. Luhn, JHEP 0910 (2009) 093 [arXiv:0908.1897].

[27] C. S. Lam, Phys. Lett. B 656 (2007) 193 [arXiv:0708.3665];

C. S. Lam, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 121602 [arXiv:0804.2622]; C. S. Lam, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 073015 [arXiv:0809.1185].

[28] C. Luhn, S. Nasri and P. Ramond, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007) 123519 [arXiv:0709.1447];

S. F. King and C. Luhn, Nucl. Phys. B 820 (2009) 269 [arXiv:0905.1686].

[29] C. Luhn, S. Nasri and P. Ramond, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007) 073501 [hep-th/0701188];

J. A. Escobar and C. Luhn, J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 013524 [arXiv:0809.0639].

[30] P. Langacker, Phys. Rept. 72 (1981) 185.

[31] GUT review in C. Amsler et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Lett. B 667 (2008) 1.

[32] H. Fritzsch and P. Minkowski, Annals Phys. 93 (1975) 193.

[33] F. Gürsey, P. Ramond and P. Sikivie, Phys. Lett. B 60 (1976) 177.

[34] H. Georgi and S. L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 438 (1974).

[35] J. C. Pati and A. Salam, Phys. Rev. D 8 (1973) 1240.

[36] S. Dimopoulos, S. Raby and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. D 24 (1981) 1681;

S. Dimopoulos and H. Georgi, Nucl. Phys. B 193 (1981) 150; L. E. Ibáñez and G. G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B 105 (1981) 439; N. Sakai, Z. Phys. C 11 (1981) 153;

M. B. Einhorn and D. R. T. Jones, Nucl. Phys. B 196 (1982) 475; W. J. Marciano and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982) 3092.

[37] P. Langacker, in Proceedings of the PASCOS90 Symposium, (World Scientic, 1990);

J. Ellis, S. Kelley, and D. Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett. B 260, (1991) 131; U. Amaldi, W. de Boer, and H. Fürstenau, Phys. Lett. B 260, (1991) 447; P. Langacker and M. Luo, Phys. Rev. D 44, (1991) 817; C. Giunti, C. W. Kim and U. W. Lee, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 6, (1991) 1745.

[38] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 1566 (1979).

[39] S. F. King, Phys. Lett. B 439 (1998) 350 [hep-ph/9806440];

S. Davidson and S. F. King, Phys. Lett. B 445 (1998) 191 [hep-ph/9808296]; S. F. King, Nucl. Phys. B 562 (1999) 57 [hep-ph/9904210].

[40] S. F. King, Nucl. Phys. B 576 (2000) 85 [hep-ph/9912492].

[41] E. Ma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, (1998), 1171, [hep-ph/9805219].

[42] I. Dorsner and P. Fileviez Perez, JHEP 0706 (2007) 029 [hep-ph/0612216];

P. Fileviez Perez, Phys. Lett. B 654 (2007) 189 [hep-ph/0702287]; P. Fileviez Perez, H. Iminniyaz and G. Rodrigo, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 015013 [arXiv:0803.4156];

S. Blanchet and P. Fileviez Perez, JCAP 0808 (2008) 037 [arXiv:0807.3740]; P. Fileviez Perez, H. Iminniyaz, G. Rodrigo and S. Spinner, arXiv:0911.1360.

[43] P. Fileviez Perez, Phys. Rev. D 76, 071701 (2007) [arXiv:0705.3589].

[44] C. H. Albright and S. M. Barr, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 013002 [hep-ph/0209173].

[45] S. F. King, JHEP 0209 (2002) 011 [hep-ph/0204360];

S. Antusch and S. F. King, New J. Phys. 6 (2004) 110 [hep-ph/0405272]; S. Antusch, S. Boudjemaa and S. F. King, arXiv:1003.5498.

[46] R. Howl and S. F. King, Phys. Lett. B 687 (2010) 355 [arXiv:0908.2067].

[47] H. Georgi and C. Jarlskog, Phys. Lett. B 86, 297 (1979).

[48] G. F. Giudice and A. Masiero, Phys. Lett. B 206, 480 (1988).

[49] C. D. Froggatt and H. B. Nielsen, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 277 (1979).

[50] S. F. King, JHEP 0508 (2005) 105 [hep-ph/0506297];

I. Masina, Phys. Lett. B 633 (2006) 134 [hep-ph/0508031]; S. Antusch and S. F. King, Phys. Lett. B 631 (2005) 42 [hep-ph/0508044]; S. Antusch, P. Huber, S. F. King and T. Schwetz, JHEP 0704 (2007) 060 [hep-ph/0702286].

[51] S. Antusch, S. F. King and M. Malinsky, Phys. Lett. B 671 (2009) 263 [arXiv:0711.4727];

S. Antusch, S. F. King and M. Malinsky, JHEP 0805 (2008) 066 [arXiv:0712.3759]; S. Boudjemaa and S. F. King, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 033001 [arXiv:0808.2782]; S. Antusch, S. F. King and M. Malinsky, Nucl. Phys. B 820 (2009) 32 [arXiv:0810.3863].

[52] S. F. King, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 244 [arXiv:0710.0530].