arXiv:1704.06993v1 [hep-ph] 23 Apr 2017

The discrete charm of flavour and CP violation

G C Branco and M N Rebelo

Centro de Física Teórica de Partículas – CFTP and Dept de Física Instituto Superior Técnico – IST, Universidade de Lisboa (UL), Av. Rovisco Pais, P-1049-001 Lisboa, Portugal

E-mail: gbranco@tecnico.ulisboa.pt and rebelo@tecnico.ulisboa.pt

Abstract. We point out that in the Standard Model (SM) there is no explanation why |V23|^2 + |V13|^2 is of order 10^{−3}. A framework is described for explaining this small mixing, involving the introduction of vector-like quarks. A symmetry is introduced so that at a first stage VCKM = 1I and only the third generation of quarks acquires a mass. It is shown that when interactions of vector-like quarks are taken into account a realistic quark mass spectrum is generated together with a correct VCKM matrix.

1. Introduction The closely related questions of Flavour and CP Violation are two of the major open problems in Particle Physics. Discrete symmetries have played a major role in the development of Particle Physics. The symmetries C, P, CP and T are all violated in Nature. Yet, they are very important, since they are conserved by electromagnetic and strong interactions. Only CPT is not violated, as far as we know today. Parity is explicitly violated in the Standard Model (SM), but in the SM CP can be violated explicitly in the Yukawa sector provided that there are three or more fermion generations. Spontaneous CP violation, can only occur if the scalar sector of the SM is extended. The first model of spontaneous CP violation was proposed by Lee [1] in the context of the SM extended with one additional Higgs doublet, in order to accommodate the experimental evidence for CP violation in the quark sector at a time when it was not yet known that there were more than two generations of quarks. Models with two Higgs doublets have a very rich phenomenology [2, 3] and they provide very interesting candidates for physics beyond the SM, which have the potential of being tested at the LHC. There is, by now, clear experimental evidence that the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix is complex [4]. Therefore, in any model of spontaneous CP violation, with the breaking of CP arising from a CP violating vacuum, it must be possible to generate a complex CKM matrix from the vacuum phase, in order to conform to experiment. This makes it non-trivial to have viable models of spontaneous CP violation. The simplest realistic model of spontaneous CP violation, involves the addition to the SM of a vector-like isosinglet quark and a complex singlet scalar [5, 6, 7]. Models with several Higgs doublets have potentially large Higgs mediated flavour changing neutral currents. Experimental data show that the latter are extremely suppressed thus implying the need for a mechanism to avoid, in a natural way, sizeable effects. One option is to use a symmetry that eliminates these currents at tree level, this is the natural flavour conservation paradigm [8, 9]. In alternative it is possible to use a symmetry that leads to tree level effects suppressed by small entries of V_{CKM} [10]. These are the so-called BGL models which have been extended later-on

[11, 12] and where the suppression conforms with the experimental evidence.

At present, all experimental results on quark mixing and CP violation in the quark sector, are in essential agreement with experiment. However, there is plenty of room for New Physics. CP violation has profound implications for cosmology, since CP breaking is one of the required ingredients [13] in order to generate the observed Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe (BAU). By now, it is clear that in the SM it is not possible to generate sufficient BAU. One of the reasons for this is the smallness of CP violation in the SM. This is a clear indication that there should be additional sources of CP violation, beyond the one present in the SM. The great challenge is to find out where are the new sources of CP violation and how they could be detected. In the quark sector, an interesting possibility may arise if vector-like quarks are added to the spectrum of the SM [6, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. These quarks can have bare masses in the Lagrangian, since their mass terms are invariant under the gauge symmetry. They may also receive their mass from the couplings to SU(2) singlet scalars, once these acquire a vacuum expectation value (vev). In any case, they mix with the standard quarks, and the 3 × 3 unitarity of the CKM matrix can be violated. These violations of 3 × 3 unitarity lead in general to Z-mediated Flavour-Changing-Neutral-Currents (FCNC) at tree level, which are naturally suppressed. In spite of this suppression, these FCNC, like B_d −B_d mixing, B_s −B_s mixing and D^0 − D̄^0 mixing [32], can contribute to processes which in the SM only occur at loop level.

Another possible source of CP breaking is leptonic CP violation. It is well known that in the SM neutrinos are strictly massless, so the discovery of neutrino oscillations, implying that at least two of the neutrinos have mass, is a clear experimental evidence of Physics Beyond the SM. Let us assume that one adds three right-handed neutrinos to the SM. Then the most general renormalizable Lagrangian must include Majorana-type bare mass terms for the right-handed neutrinos, together with Dirac neutrino masses, leading to the seesaw mechanism [33, 34, 35, 36, 37] of type one, providing an elegant explanation for the smallness of the neutrino masses. In this scenario, there are three types of CP violation which may arise: CP violation at low energies of Dirac type, CP violation at low energies of Majorana type and CP violation at high energy which provides a very attractive scenario of Baryogenesis through Leptogenesis [38]. At low energies one may detect leptonic CP violation of Dirac type through neutrino oscillations, which is one of the major tasks for future experiments. Majorana CP phases are difficult to detect at low energies but they affect double-beta decay. An important question is whether there is a relationship between leptonic CP violation at low energy and CP violation entering in Leptogenesis. It has been shown that in general such a relationship does not exist [39, 40] unless one introduces leptonic flavour symmetries.

2. Comparing the Quark and Leptonic Sectors In the SM, the flavour structure of Yukawa couplings is not constrained by the gauge symmetry which implies that the Yukawa matrices are 3 × 3 general complex matrices. This leads to the existence of 36 parameters in the quark flavour sector. It is clear that there is a large redundancy, since in the quark flavour sector we have only ten physical parameters, namely the six quark masses plus the four physical parameters of the CKM matrix. In the lepton sector, one encounters an entirely analogous situation in the case of massive Dirac neutrinos. In the case of Majorana neutrinos, one has two extra CP violating phases which reflect the Majorana character of neutrinos. This large flavour redundancy is due to the freedom that one has to make weak basis (WB) transformations which, for the quark sector, can be written:

d^0_L → U^′d^0_L, u^0_L → U^′u^0_L, d^0_R → V^′d^0_R u^0_R → W^′u^0_R (1)

As previously mentioned, the Yukawa matrices are arbitrary complex matrices. However, one can make a weak basis transformation so that both Y_u, Y_d become Hermitian matrices. In the context of specific anzätze with texture zeros it is common to consider Hermitian matrices (see, for example, [41]) yet, this need not be the case [42]. The large redundancy in Yukawa couplings renders it specially difficult to extract from the data some flavour symmetry, in a bottom up approach. Even if such symmetry exists, in what WB would the symmetry be apparent? There is a specially convenient WB where one of the quark mass matrices (M_d or M_u) is diagonal real and the other matrix is Hermitian. It can be readily seen that in this basis the number of free parameters in the quark mass matrices equals the number of physical measurable parameters, namely the six quark masses and the four physical parameters in V_{CKM} .

The discovery of neutrino oscillations providing experimental evidence for non-vanishing neutrino masses, brought further intriguing aspects to the Flavour Problem. Why are the pattern of fermion mixings so different in the quark and lepton sectors? Do we understand why lepton mixing is large? Do we understand why quark mixing is small? An important difference between the quark and lepton sectors has to do with experiment. In the quark sector the V_{CKM} matrix is overdetermined, in the sense that once we measure V_{us}, V_{ub} and V_{cb} through strange particle and B-meson decays, there is a large amount of physical quantities like B_d −B_d, B_s −B_s mixings, the strength of CP violation in the kaon sector as well as CP violation in the B sector, with the measurement of the angles β and γ, which within the SM, have to be fitted through a single parameter, namely the CP violating phase entering in the parametrization of V_{CKM} . This is to be contrasted to the situation encountered in the lepton sector.

Let us assume that neutrinos are Majorana particles and consider the effective neutrino mass matrix at low energies. The leptonic mass terms are then of the form:

Lmass = − 1 2 ν^0_L^T C^{−1}m_ν ν^0_L − ℓ^0_Lm_ℓℓ^0_R + h.c. . (2)

The neutrino mass matrix is a complex symmetric matrix, with six real parameters and three phases. If we work in the WB where the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal and real, the number of independent parameters of the neutrino mass matrix is equal to the number of physical quantities derived from it, to wit, three neutrino masses, and six parameters - three mixing angles and three CP violating phases - appearing in the leptonic mixing matrix. It has been pointed out that it is not possible to completely determine the neutrino mass matrix from viable experimental measurements [43]. This motivated the authors of Ref. [43] to consider a restricted class of neutrino mass matrices with zero textures consistent with all experimental data and to explore their phenomenological implications. The imposition of these textures is based on the underlying idea that they are linked to a flavour symmetry. The effective neutrino mass matrix written in Eq. (2) must be generated through physics beyond the SM. The seesaw framework is a simple and elegant possibility. The authors of Ref. [44] studied seesaw realisations of the texture zeros proposed in [43]. Implications for CP violation in the leptonic sector at high energies, and in particular for leptogenesis, of these seesaw realizations were analysed in [45]. With two right-handed neutrinos only, zero textures allow to establish a connecting link between the sign of the baryon asymmetry of the universe and the sign of the CP violating parameter which will be measured in low energy neutrino oscillations [46]. With three right-handed neutrinos these signs cease to be correlated [47] but a connection still exists. In this respect the Casas and Ibarra parametrisation [48] is very useful to show that zeros in the Dirac type neutrino mass matrix, in the basis where the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal, lead to orthogonality relations such that for some of the textures the variables relevant for leptogenesis can be fully determined in terms of low energy parameters and heavy neutrino masses [49, 50, 51]. An alternative way of reducing the number of free parameters in the Lagrangian is by means of discrete symmetries, such as for example an A_4 symmetry [52, 53] (for a review see [54]), leading, once again, to definite predictions. In general without a flavour model the three CP violating phases appearing at low energies and the three phases relevant for high energy leptonic CP violation, and in particular Leptogenesis, are not related [39, 40].

3. The Origin of CP Violation In the SM with three or more generations, CP violation may originate at the Lagrangian level with complex Yukawa couplings, as it has been pointed out by Kobayashi and Maskawa [55]. The most elegant way to show this consists of separating the Lagrangian of the SM in two parts:

L = L_{CP} + Lremaining (3)

L_{CP} consists of the gauge part of the Lagrangian which necessarily conserves CP. One can then consider the most general CP transformation which leaves L_{CP} invariant. Applying this CP transformation to Lremaining one can easily derive that the necessary condition for CP invariance for any number of fermion generations is [56]:

Tr [H_u, H_d]^3 = 0 (4)

The condition of Eq. (4) is automatically satisfied for one or two generations. For three generations Eq. (4) is a necessary and sufficient condition for CP invariance and it can be expressed in terms of quark masses and mixing:

tr [H_u, H_d]^3 = 6i (m^2_t − m^2_c ) (m^2_t − m^2_u) (m^2_c − m^2_u) × ×(m^2_b − m^2_s) (m^2_b − m^2_d) (m^2_s − m^2_d) ImQ_{uscb} (5)

where Q stands for a rephasing invariant quartet of V_{CKM} , defined by Q_{αiβj} ≡ V_{αi}V_{βj} V^∗_{αj} V^∗_{βi} (α ≠ β, i ≠ j). Another scenario for the generation of CP violation is the one put forward by Lee [1] about the same time that the KM mechanism [55] was proposed. The idea is that CP is a good symmetry of the Lagrangian but the vacuum is not CP invariant.

In general a realistic model of Spontaneous CP violation has to fulfil the following conditions. i) The model should have a natural suppression mechanism for FCNC both in the scalar and vector sectors.

ii) The vacuum CP violating phase phase should be able to generate a complex CKM matrix. This requirement arises from the fact that experimentally there is clear evidence that the CKM matrix is non-trivially complex even if one allows for the presence of New Physics.

The minimal viable model of spontaneous CP violation involves the following extension of the SM:

i) Introduction of at least one vector-like quark with charge either -1/3 or +2/3. ii) Introduction of one complex scalar field, singlet under the gauge group, which we denote S. With the above mentioned addition to the SM, one achieves spontaneous CP violation through a non-trivial phase in the vev of the scalar isosinglet S. For definiteness, let us assume that we have introduced a down type vector-like quark. This leads to a 4 × 4 quark mass matrix in the down sector and the quark mixing matrix becomes a 3 × 4 matrix, leading to deviations of 3 × 3 unitarity in the CKM matrix connecting standard quarks and also to Z-mediated FCNC in the down sector. One of the nice features of this class of models is the fact that both deviations of 3 × 3 unitarity and tree level FCNC are naturally suppressed by the ratio of masses m^2/M^2 of standard quarks and of the heavy isosinglet quark. Recall that since the mass term of the vectorlike quark is gauge invariant, its value can naturally be much larger than the electroweak scale.

There is mixing between standard quarks and the vector-like quark which in turn generates at low energies a complex 3 × 3 effective down quark mixing. Upon diagonalisation of the quark mass matrices, this leads to a complex 3 × 3 CKM matrix, in agreement with experiment. As mentioned above there are naturally suppressed FCNC at tree level which in spite of this suppression can contribute to B_d − B_d and B_s − B_s mixings.

4. Generating a Viable Model of Quark Mixing with Vector-Like Quarks In the SM the Yukawa couplings Y_u, Y_d, responsible for generating the up and down quark mass matrices, are two independent complex matrices. As a result, we show next that there is no reason for having the CKM matrix close to the identity, even if one takes into account the strong hierarchy of quark masses. In order to prove this result we shall consider the extreme chiral limit, where only the top and the bottom quarks have a mass.

4.1. The Extreme Chiral Limit In the EC limit the up and down quark mass matrices are two rank one matrices which can be written as :

M_d = U^d_L^† diag(0, 0, m_b) U^d_R, M_u = U^u_L^† diag(0, 0, m_t) U^u_R (6)

Note that no generality is lost in writing in Eq. (6) the quark masses in a given ordering, taking into account that a permutation which would change these positions could always be incorporated in the matrices U^{d,u}_{L,R} .

Keeping in mind that at this stage the first two generations are massless, one can make an arbitrary redefinition of the massless quarks through a unitary transformation with the following form: W_{u,d} = [ X_{u,d} 0 0 1 ] (7) where X_{u,d} are 2 × 2 unitary matrices. One can then show that the quark mixing matrix V_{CKM} is an orthogonal matrix mixing only the third and second quark generation, parametrised by an angle α which is entirely arbitrary in the EC limit. It is clear that in the SM the smallness of |V_{23}|^2 + |V_{13}|^2 has no relation with the fact that the quark mass ratios are small. The experimentally observed smallness of |V_{23}|^2 + |V_{13}|^2 may be an indication of the need of a flavour symmetry.

5. Obtaining Small Mixing Through a Symmetry Let us introduce the following Z_6 flavour symmetry in the SM:

Q^0_{L1} → e^{iτ} Q^0_{L1} Q^0_{L2} → e^{−2iτ} Q^0_{L2} Q^0_{L3} → e^{−iτ} Q^0_{L3}

d^0_{R1} → e^{−iτ} d^0_{R1} d^0_{R2} → e^{−iτ} d^0_{R2} d^0_{R3} → e^{−2iτ} d^0_{R3} (8)

u^0_{R1} → e^{iτ} u^0_{R1} u^0_{R2} → e^{iτ} u^0_{R3} u^0_{R3} → u^0_{R3}; Φ → e^{iτ} Φ; τ = 2π 6 where the Q^0_{Lj} stand for the left-handed quark doublets, d^0_{Rj} and u^0_{Rj} denote right-handed quark singlets and Φ is the scalar doublet. The Yukawa interactions can be written:

L_Y = [ −Q^0_{Li} Φ Y_d d^0_{Rj} − Q^0_{Li} Φ̃ Y_u u^0_{Rj} ] + h.c., (9)

As a result of the Z_6 symmetry, the Yukawa couplings have the following flavour structure:

Y_d =

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 × , Y_u = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ×

(10)

which leads to V_{CKM} = 1I, at this stage.

5.1. Generation of Quark Masses for the First Two Families We show next that one may generate masses for the first two generations, through the introduction of vector-like quarks. For definiteness, we introduce three down (D^0_{Li}, D^0_{Ri},)and three up (U^0_{Li}, U^0_{Ri},) vector-like quarks which are singlets under the gauge group. The Yukawa interactions can now be written:

L_Y = [ −Q^0_{Li} Φ (Y_d)_{iα} d^0_{Rα} − Q^0_{Li}Φ̃ (Y_u)_{iβ} u^0_{Rβ} ] + h.c., (11)

where the index i runs from 1 to 3 while the indices α and β run from 1 to 6. We introduce the following generic bare mass terms

L_{b.m.} = [− D^0_{Lj} (η_d)_{jα} d^0_{Rα} − U^0_{Lk}(η_u)_{kβ} u^0_{Rβ} ] + h.c. (12)

The Z_6 symmetry is extended to the full Lagrangian, and we further introduce a complex scalar singlet denoted S. Soft-breaking terms are introduced in the scalar sector to avoid a massless Goldstone boson and also to solve the domain-wall problem. The couplings of the scalar singlet to the quark singlets can be written:

L_g = [− D^0_{Lj}[(g_d)_{jα}S + (g^′_d)_{jα}S^∗] d^0_{Rα} − U^0_{Lk}[(g_u)_{kβ}S + (g^′_u)_{kβ}S^∗] u^0_{Rβ} ] + h.c. (13)

After gauge symmetry breaking one obtains:

L_M = [ − v √ 2 d^0_{Li}(Y_d)_{iα} d^0_{Rα} − v √ 2 u^0_{Li}(Y_u)_{iα} u^0_{Rα} − D^0_{Li}(μ_d)_{iα} d^0_{Rα} − U^0_{Li}(μ_u)_{iα} u^0_{Rα} ] + h.c. (14)

In a more compact form one can write:

L_M = − ( d^0_L D^0_L ) M_d ( d^0_R D^0_R ) − ( u^0_L U^0_L ) M_u ( u^0_R U^0_R ) (15)

where M_d, M_u are 6 × 6 matrices

M_d = ( m_d ω_d X_d M_d ) M_u = ( m_u ω_u X_u M_u ) (16)

These mass matrices can be diagonalised through unitary transformations: ( d^0_L D^0_L ) = ( A_{dL} B_{dL} ) ( d_L ) ≡ U^d_Ld_L ( u^0_L U^0_L ) = ( A_{uL} B_{uL} ) ( u_L ) ≡ U^u_Lu_L ( d^0_R D^0_R ) ≡ U^d_Rd_R ( u^0_R U^0_R ) ≡ U^u_Ru_R (17)

One can then write the charged currents as:

L_W = − g √ 2 ( u^0_Lγ^μd^0_L ) W^+_μ + h.c. = − g √ 2 (u_LV γ^μd_L) W^+_μ + h.c. (18) with V = A^†_{uL}A_{dL}. The neutral gauge couplings are:

L_Z = g cos θ_W Z_μ [ 1 2 ( u_LW^uγ^μu_L − d_LW^dγ^μu_L ) − sin^2 θ_W ( 2 3 uγ^μu − 1 3 dγ^μd )] (19)

with W^d = V^†V and W^u = V V^†. In the quark mass eigenstate basis the SM-like Higgs couplings, and the couplings of the would-be Goldstone bosons G^+, G^0 can be written:

L_{Mh} = − √ 2G^+ v [u_LV D_dd_R − u_RD_uV d_L] −i^{G0}_v [ d_LW^dD_dd_R − u_LW^uD_uu_R ] −^h_v [ d_LW^dD_dd_R + u_LW^uD_uu_R ] + h.c.

(20)

The vector-like quarks transform in the following way under Z_6:

D^0_{L1} → e^{−3iτ} D^0_{L1} D^0_{L2} → e^{−2iτ} D^0_{L2} D^0_{L3} → e^{−iτ} D^0_{L3}

D^0_{R1} → e^{−2iτ} D^0_{R1} D^0_{R2} → e^{−3iτ} D^0_{R2} D^0_{R3} → D^0_{R3} (21) U^0_{L1} → e^{−iτ} U^0_{L1} U^0_{L2} → U^0_{L2} U^0_{L3} → e^{iτ} U^0_{L3}

U^0_{R1} → U^0_{R1} U^0_{R2} → e^{−iτ} U^0_{R2} U^0_{R3} → e^{2iτ} U^0_{R3}; S → e^{iτ} S; τ = 2π 6 Diagonalisation of the quark mass matrices is performed through:

U^{d†}_L M_d U^d_R = D_d ≡ diag(d_d, D_d) (22)

with: U_L = ( K R S T ) (23)

Unitarity of U_L implies KK^† = 1I − RR^† as well as K^†K = 1I − S^†S. Deviations of 3 × 3 unitarity are small since R and S are suppressed by the ratio m/M. The matrices K_d, K_u can be computed from an effective Hermitian squared matrix given by:

H_{eff} = (mm^† + ωω^†) − (mX^† + ωM^†)(XX^† + MM^†)^{−1}(Xm^† + Mω^†) (24)

To an excellent approximation K is the matrix that diagonalises H_{eff} :

K^{−1}H_{eff} K = d^2 (25)

We assume that the 6 × 6 matrix M_d has a Froggatt-Nielsen structure [57]:

M_d = μ

0 0 0 0 0 λ^2z 0 0 0 0 λy 0 0 0 1 λx 0 0 0 0^{C1}_λ^{D1}_{λ2} 0 0

A_2 λ B_2 λ C_2

λ 0^{D2}_{λ2} 0

A_3

λ 0^{C3}_λ 0 0^{D3}_{λ2}

, (26) with μ ≈ m_b. This leads to the following structure for H_{eff} :

H_{eff} ∼ λ^6rz^2 λ^5uyz −λ^3c_3z λ^5u^∗yz λ^4r^′y^2 −λ^2c_2y −λ^3c^∗_3z −λ^2c^∗_2y 1 − λ^2r̂

(27)

with:

r = |a_3|^2 + |c_3|^2 r^′ = |a_2|^2 + |b_2|^2 + |c_2|^2 r̂ = |c_1|^2 + |c_2|^2 + |c_3|^2 + (c_1 + c^∗_1)x (28) u = a^∗_2a_3 + c^∗_2c_3

a_i = A_i D_i , b_i = B_i D_i , c_i = C_i D_i It can be shown that a realistic V_{CKM} is generated with:

|V_{cb}| ≈ K_{23}λ^2 |V_{ub}| ≈ K_{13}λ^3 (29)

where the K_{ij} are of order one, namely K_{23} = c_2y and K_{13} = c_3z.

The general FCNC structure was analysed in detail [58] for this model, including loopinduced FCNC. The decay channels of the vector-like quarks were also studied, together with the possibility of discovering them at the LHC.

6. Conclusions We emphasise a flavour fine-tuning problem present in the SM, which results from the fact that there is no reason to have a V_{CKM} matrix close to the identity, even taking into account the strong hierarchy of quark masses. We describe a solution to this fine-tuning problem which involves the introduction of a flavour symmetry and the introduction of vector-like quarks of charges (-1/3) and (2/3), together with a complex singlet scalar. Prior to the introduction of the vector-like quarks V_{CKM} equals the identity, but in the presence of vector-like quarks, a correct quark mass spectrum and a realistic CKM mixing matrix is obtained. We also point out that in realistic models, some of the vector-like quarks are at the reach of second run of LHC.

Acknowledgements The authors thank the local organising committee of the Symposium Discrete 2016 for the stimulating scientific atmosphere and the warm hospitality in Warsaw, and acknowledge financial support from the National Science Centre, Poland, the HARMONIA project under contract UMO-2015/18/M/ST2/00518 (2016-2019) to participate in the Symposium and in the 1st Harmonia Meeting that took place immediately after the Symposium. Special thanks go to Maria Krawczyk. Our work is partially supported by Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia (FCT, Portugal) through the projects CERN/FIS-NUC/0010/2015, CFTP-FCT Unit 777 (UID/FIS/00777/2013) which are partially funded through POCTI (FEDER), COMPETE, QREN and EU.

References

[1] Lee T D, 1973 “A Theory of Spontaneous T Violation,” Phys. Rev. D 8 1226. [2] Gunion J F, Haber H E, Kane G L and Dawson S, 2000 “The Higgs Hunter’s Guide,” Front. Phys. 80 1. [3] Branco G C, Ferreira P M, Lavoura L, Rebelo M N, Sher M and Silva J P, 2012 “Theory and phenomenology of two-Higgs-doublet models,” Phys. Rept. 516 1 [arXiv:1106.0034 [hep-ph]].

[4] Botella F J, Branco G C, Nebot M and Rebelo M N, 2005 “New physics and evidence for a complex CKM,” Nucl. Phys. B 725 155 [hep-ph/0502133].

[5] Bento L and Branco G C, 1990 “Generation of a K-M phase from spontaneous CP breaking at high-energy scale,” Phys. Lett. B 245 599.

[6] Bento L, Branco G C and Parada P A, 1991 “A Minimal model with natural suppression of strong CP violation,” Phys. Lett. B 267 95.

[7] Branco G C, Parada P A and Rebelo M N, 2003 “A Common origin for all CP violations,” hep-ph/0307119. [8] Glashow S L and Weinberg S, 1977 “Natural Conservation Laws for Neutral Currents,” Phys. Rev. D 15 1958.

[9] Paschos E A, 1977 “Diagonal Neutral Currents,” Phys. Rev. D 15 1966.

[10] Branco G C, Grimus W and Lavoura L, 1996 “Relating the scalar flavor changing neutral couplings to the CKM matrix,” Phys. Lett. B 380 119 [hep-ph/9601383].

[11] Botella F J, Branco G C and Rebelo M N, 2010 “Minimal Flavour Violation and Multi-Higgs Models,” Phys.

Lett. B 687 194 [arXiv:0911.1753 [hep-ph]].

[12] Botella F J, Branco G C, Nebot M and Rebelo M N, 2011 “Two-Higgs Leptonic Minimal Flavour Violation,” JHEP 1110 037 [arXiv:1102.0520 [hep-ph]].

[13] Sakharov A D, 1967 “Violation of CP Invariance, c Asymmetry, and Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe,” Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 5 32 [JETP Lett. 5 (1967) 24] [Sov. Phys. Usp. 34 (1991) 392] [Usp. Fiz. Nauk 161 (1991) 61].

[14] del Aguila F, Chase M K and Cortes J, 1986 “Vector-like fermion contributions to ,” Nucl. Phys. B 271 61. [15] Branco G C and Lavoura L, 1986 “On the Addition of Vector Like Quarks to the Standard Model,” Nucl.

Phys. B 278 738.

[16] Lavoura L and Silva J P, 1993 “Bounds on the mixing of the down type quarks with vector - like singlet quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 47 1117.

[17] Branco G C, Morozumi T, Parada P A, and Rebelo M N, 1993 “CP asymmetries in B0 decays in the presence of flavor changing neutral currents,” Phys. Rev. D 48 1167.

[18] Barenboim G, Botella F J, Branco G C and Vives O, 1997 “How sensitive to FCNC can B0 CP asymmetries be?,” Phys. Lett. B 422 277 [hep-ph/9709369].

[19] Barenboim G, Botella F J and Vives O, 2001 “Tree level FCNC in the B system: From CP asymmetries to rare decays,” Phys. Rev. D 64 015007 [hep-ph/0012197].

[20] Barenboim G, Botella F J and Vives O, 2001 “Constraining models with vector - like fermions from FCNC in K and B physics,” Nucl. Phys. B 613 285 [hep-ph/0105306].

[21] Aguilar-Saavedra J A, 2004 “Effects of mixing with quark singlets,” Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 035003 Erratum:

[Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 099901] [hep-ph/0210112].

[22] Aguilar-Saavedra J A, Botella F J, Branco G C and Nebot M, 2005 “The Size of chi = arg (-V(ts) V*(tb) V*(cs) V(cb)) and physics beyond the standard model,” Nucl. Phys. B 706 204 [hep-ph/0406151].

[23] Botella F J, Branco G C and Nebot M, 2009 “Small violations of unitarity, the phase in B^0_s − B̄^O_s and visible t → cZ decays at the LHC,” Phys. Rev. D 79 096009 [arXiv:0805.3995 [hep-ph]].

[24] Higuchi K and Yamamoto K, 2010 “Flavor-changing interactions with singlet quarks and their implications for the LHC,” Phys. Rev. D 81 015009 [arXiv:0911.1175 [hep-ph]].

[25] Botella F J, Branco G C and Nebot M, 2012 “The Hunt for New Physics in the Flavour Sector with up vector-like quarks,” JHEP 1212 040 [arXiv:1207.4440 [hep-ph]].

[26] Fajfer S, Greljo A, Kamenik J F and Mustac I, 2013 “Light Higgs and Vector-like Quarks without Prejudice,” JHEP 1307 155 [arXiv:1304.4219 [hep-ph]].

[27] Aguilar-Saavedra J A, Benbrik R, Heinemeyer S and Pérez-Victoria M, 2013 “Handbook of vectorlike quarks:

Mixing and single production,” Phys. Rev. D 88 094010 [arXiv:1306.0572 [hep-ph]].

[28] Ellis S A R, Godbole R M, Gopalakrishna S and Wells J D, 2014 “Survey of vector-like fermion extensions of the Standard Model and their phenomenological implications,” JHEP 1409 130 [arXiv:1404.4398 [hep-ph]].

[29] Alok A K, Banerjee S, Kumar D, Sankar S U and London D, 2015 “New-physics signals of a model with a vector-singlet up-type quark,” Phys. Rev. D 92 013002 [arXiv:1504.00517 [hep-ph]].

[30] Ishiwata K, Ligeti Z and Wise M B, 2015 “New Vector-Like Fermions and Flavor Physics,” JHEP 1510 027 [arXiv:1506.03484 [hep-ph]].

[31] Bobeth C, Buras A J, Celis A and Jung M, 2016 “Patterns of Flavour Violation in Models with Vector-Like Quarks,” arXiv:1609.04783 [hep-ph].

[32] Branco G C, Parada P A and Rebelo M N, 1995 “D0 - anti-D0 mixing in the presence of isosinglet quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 52 4217 [hep-ph/9501347].

[33] Minkowski P, 1077 “μ → eγ at a Rate of One Out of 10^9 Muon Decays?,” Phys. Lett. 67B 421. [34] Yanagida T, 1979 KEK. in Proc. of the Workshop on Unified Theory and Baryon Number in the Universe March.

[35] Glashow S L, 1980 “Quarks and Leptons - Plenum. in Cargèse”, Lvy M et al. (eds.) New York, p. 707. [36] Gell-Mann M, Ramond P and Slansky R, 1979 “Complex Spinors and Unified Theories,” Conf. Proc. C 790927 315 [arXiv:1306.4669 [hep-th]].

[37] Mohapatra R N and Senjanovic G, 1980 “Neutrino Mass and Spontaneous Parity Violation,” Phys. Rev.

Lett. 44 912.

[38] Fukugita M and Yanagida T, 1986 “Baryogenesis Without Grand Unification,” Phys. Lett. B 174 (1986) 45. [39] Branco G C, Morozumi T, Nobre B M and Rebelo M N, 2001 “A Bridge between CP violation at low-energies and leptogenesis,” Nucl. Phys. B 617 475 [hep-ph/0107164].

[40] Rebelo M N, 2002 “Leptogenesis without CP violation at low-energies,” Phys. Rev. D 67 013008 [hep-ph/0207236].

[41] Ramond P, Roberts R G and Ross G G, 1993 “Stitching the Yukawa quilt,” Nucl. Phys. B 406 19 [hep-ph/9303320].

[42] Branco G C and Silva-Marcos J I, 1994 “NonHermitian Yukawa couplings?,” Phys. Lett. B 331 390. [43] Frampton P H, Glashow S L and Marfatia D, 2002 “Zeroes of the neutrino mass matrix,” Phys. Lett. B 536 79 [hep-ph/0201008].

[44] Kageyama A, Kaneko S, Shimoyama N and Tanimoto M, 2002 “Seesaw realization of the texture zeros in the neutrino mass matrix,” Phys. Lett. B 538 96 [hep-ph/0204291].

[45] Kaneko S and Tanimoto M, 2003 “Neutrino mass matrix with two zeros and leptogenesis,” Phys. Lett. B 551 127 [hep-ph/0210155].

[46] Frampton P H, Glashow S L and Yanagida T, 2002 “Cosmological sign of neutrino CP violation,” Phys.

Lett. B 548 119 [hep-ph/0208157].

[47] Branco G C, Gonzalez Felipe R, Joaquim F R, Masina I, Rebelo M N and Savoy C A, 2003 “Minimal scenarios for leptogenesis and CP violation,” Phys. Rev. D 67 073025 [hep-ph/0211001].

[48] Casas J A and Ibarra A, 2001 “Oscillating neutrinos and muon —¿ e, gamma,” Nucl. Phys. B 618 171 [hep-ph/0103065].

[49] Branco G C, Rebelo M N and Silva-Marcos J I, 2006 “Leptogenesis, Yukawa textures and weak basis invariants,” Phys. Lett. B 633 345 [hep-ph/0510412].

[50] Branco G C, Emmanuel-Costa D, Rebelo M N and Roy P, 2008 “Four Zero Neutrino Yukawa Textures in the Minimal Seesaw Framework,” Phys. Rev. D 77 053011 [arXiv:0712.0774 [hep-ph]].

[51] Björkeroth F, de Anda F J, de Medeiros Varzielas I and King S F, 2015 “Leptogenesis in minimal predictive seesaw models,” JHEP 1510 104 [arXiv:1505.05504 [hep-ph]].

[52] Hagedorn C, Molinaro E and Petcov S T, 2009 “Majorana Phases and Leptogenesis in See-Saw Models with A(4) Symmetry,” JHEP 0909 115 [arXiv:0908.0240 [hep-ph]].

[53] Branco G C, Gonzalez Felipe R, Rebelo M N and Serodio H, 2009 “Resonant leptogenesis and tribimaximal leptonic mixing with A(4) symmetry,” Phys. Rev. D 79 093008 [arXiv:0904.3076 [hep-ph]].

[54] Altarelli G and Feruglio F, 2010 “Discrete Flavor Symmetries and Models of Neutrino Mixing,” Rev. Mod.

Phys. 82 2701 [arXiv:1002.0211 [hep-ph]].

[55] Kobayashi M and Maskawa T, 1973 “CP Violation in the Renormalizable Theory of Weak Interaction,” Prog.

Theor. Phys. 49 652.

[56] Bernabeu J, Branco G C and Gronau M, 1986 “Cp Restrictions On Quark Mass Matrices,” Phys. Lett. 169B 243.

[57] Froggatt C D and Nielsen H B, 1979 “Hierarchy of Quark Masses, Cabibbo Angles and CP Violation,” Nucl.

Phys. B 147 277.

[58] Botella F J, Branco G C, Nebot M, Rebelo M N and Silva-Marcos J I, 2016 “Vector-like Quarks at the Origin of Light Quark Masses and Mixing,” arXiv:1610.03018 [hep-ph].