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Recent works show that the original Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) form of fermion mixing
matrix exhibits some advantages, especially when discussing problems such as unitarity
boomerangs and maximal CP violation hypothesis. Therefore, the KM form of fermion
mixing matrix is systematically studied in this paper. Starting with a general triminimal
expansion of the KM matrix, we discuss the triminimal and Wolfenstein-like parametriza-
tions with different basis matrices in detail. The quark-lepton complementarity relations
play an important role in our discussions on describing quark mixing and lepton mixing in

a unified way.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As it is well known, the mixing between different gen-
erations of fermions is one of the most interesting
issues in particle physics. For quarks, the mixing
matrix is described by the Cabibbo[cabibbo]-Kobayashi-
Maskawalkm](CKM) matrix Vekm, and in the lepton
sector, it is described by the Pontecorvo[pontecorvol-
Maki-Nakawaga-Sakata[mns|] (PMNS) matrix Upyns,
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Before more underlying theory of the origin of the

mixing is found, parametrizing the mixing matrices
properly is helpful to understanding the mixing pat-
tern and search for deviations from the standard model
both theoretically and experimentally. A commonly
used form of the fermion mixing matrix is the stan-
dard parametrization proposed by Chau and Keung
(CK) [ek]
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where s;;=sin6,; and ¢;; =cosb,; (i,7=1,2,3) are the
rotation angles, and dck is the CP-violating phase in
the CK parametrization.

Recently, it has been pointed out in many
works [boomerang, recentwork, koide| that the orig-
inal Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) [km] matrix is conve-
nient when discussing problems such as unitarity
boomerangs [boomerang] and maximal CP violation
hypothesis [maximalcp]. The original KM mixing matrix
is given by
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in which s; =siné;, ¢;=cosb; (i=1,2,3) are Euler
angles, and dkn is the CP-violating phase in the KM
parametrization.

If neutrinos are of the Majorana type, there should
be an additional diagonal matrix with two Majorana
phases P = diag(e’®'/2 €**2/2 1) multiplied to Eqgs. (2)
and (1) from the right. In this paper, we consider
the neutrinos as Dirac neutrinos, and the presentation
of formalisms for Majorana neutrinos can be derived
straightforwardly by including the additional phases. In
the following, we omit the subscript CK and KM since
we deal with only the KM form. We also denote para-
tlle quark sector with superscript @@ and in
ofl sdctor with superscript L if necessary (except
fbr thf CP- iolating phases in expressions with the con-
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sideration of concinnity, and bearing in mind that 6%
appears in Voxy while 6© appears in Upyins ).

The magnitudes of the CKM matrix elements have
been well determined with [pdg]

0.97428 £ 0.00015 0.2253 4 0.0007  0.0034775-09915
0.22524£0.0007  0.9734575:09012  0.041010 505+
0.008621 000030 0.040310050%  0.99915210-006032

With [Vidl, [Vasl, [Via| and |V.p| as input parameters,
one can easily get the ranges for the angle parameters as

07 = 0.227370:0005, 0 = 0.038370 0015, 0% =
0.015415:00%8 69 =90.33° 4 57072857, (4)

The last equation apparently implies that the KM phase
convention is consistent with the maximal CP viola-
tion hypothesis.

For lepton mixing, the ranges for the PMNS
matrix elements have been also constrained by (at 3¢
level) [gonzalez]

0.77—0.86 0.50—0.63 0.00—0.22
0.22—0.56 0.44—0.73 0.57—0.80 |. (5)
0.21—0.55 0.40—0.71 0.59—0.82

Since the data are not accurate enough here, we do not
calculate the parameters for leptons as what we do for
quarks. Instead, the numerical results are presented in
Sec. III and Sec. IV where unified description of quark
mixing and lepton mixing are discussed.

When studying mixing, it is useful to parametrize
the matrix according to the hierarchical structure of
the mixing to reveal more physical information about
the underlying theory. The Wolfenstein parametriza-
tion for quarks is a famous example of this type, where
Vekw is parametrized as [wolf]
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The up-to-date fit for the Wolfenstein parameters
gives [pdg]

A=0.2253+0.0007,  A=0.80870532,
p(1=X2/24..)=013210053, n(1-X/2+..)=
0.34140.013 . (7)

The Wolfenstein parametrization is actually an expan-
sion of Vo around the unit matrix basis with A as the
expanding parameter. In this type of parametrization,
the choice of the parameters and where to put them are
arbitrary, making the meaning of the parameters subtle
to some extent. For example, the CP-violating phase §
is not independent, i.e., it is determined by two para-
meters 7 and p with tand =7/ p. Therefore it would be
better to expand the mixing matrix using small para-
meters with explicit physical meaning. A good choice

is the idea of triminimal parametrization [triminimal]
with an approximation as the basis matrix to the lowest
order. The triminimal expansion of the quark and lepton
mixing pointed out a new way to parametrize the mixing
matrix with all angle parameters small, and with the
CP-violating phase parameter free from others. The
paratdeters are completely determined when the basis
matrix is chosen.

For quark mixing, the unit matrix is very simple
while the matrix suggested in Ref. [lisw] given by

V2+1 V2-1 0

V6 V6

V21 V241 (8)
V6 V6

0 0 1

is more close to experimental data so that they are both
good choices.

In lepton sector, it has been common to choose
the bimaximal matrix [bi] and/or the tri-bimaximal
matrix [tri] as the basis matrices

1/v2 1/v2 0
-1/2 1/2 1/v2 |, Upi =
1/2 —1/2 1/y2

1/V3 0

SUNVE 1/VE 13 | (9)

1/V6 —1/v3 1/v2
Although the former one is not favored by present exper-
imental data as the later one, it looks more symmetric
with also a possible connection with the unit basis in
quark mixing [glcparabi]. The tri-bimaximal basis is
very close to experimental data and can serve as a good
approximation for lepton mixing.

Although it seems that the mixing of quarks and
leptons are unrelated with each other, there indeed exist
phenomenological relations between mixing angles called
quark-lepton complementarity (QLC) [qglc]. For KM
parameters, the QLC relations still stand [recentwork,
zheng],

0F +0f =

Vi =

Upi =

2/V6

T T
4’ 4’
It has been discussed that the quark mixing matrix
and the lepton mixing matrix can be parametrized in
a unified way with the QLC relations [unified]|. How-
ever, the discussions in Ref. [unified] are based on the
CK phase convention. Since the KM form of mixing
matrices is promoted in many works, a detailed study
of it is necessary, and unified parametrizations in KM
phase convention may be helpful in both theoretical and
phenomenological studies.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, the
general expressions of triminimal expansion of the KM
matrix are presented. In Sec. III, we study the trimin-
imal parametrization with unit matrix and bimaximal
matrix as the basis for quarks and leptons respectively.

09 + 0% = 09 ~ 0% ~0 . (10)



Wolfenstein-like parametrizations are also discussed and
numerical results of the parameters are presented. In
Sec. IV, triminimal and Wolfenstein-like parametriza-
tions are discussed in tri-bimaximal pattern. We show
that the expansions converge much faster in both quark
sector and lepton sector. In both Sec. III and Sec. IV,
QLC relations play an important role in our discus-
sions of parametrizing Vexy and Upyns in a unified
way. Finally, we present our conclusions in Sec. V.

II. THE GENERAL RESULTS OF TRIMINIMAL

EXPANSION OF KM MATRIX

The idea of the triminimal parametrization [triminimal]
is to express a mixing angle in the mixing matrices as
the sum of a zeroth order angle ° and a small pertur-
bation angle € as

01=00+e1, Os=09+¢€s, O3=03+es.

(11)

With the deviations €;, one can expand the mixing
matrices in powers of ¢; while different choices of 69
lead to different matrices as the zeroth order of the
expansion. Generally, to the second order of ¢;, the
mixing matrix is expanded as
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where s? =sin 69 and ¢? = cos 6.
The rephasing invariant quantity J [jarlskog] given
by

J =Im(V11 Vaa V15 V5Y) =57 $983¢1 CoC38Ind (13)

is independent of phase convention, making it impor-
tant when discussing CP violation. Expanding J with
€; to the second order gives

J Jo(1 + €1 (3 cot 2609 + csc269) 4+ 2 e cot 2 09 +

2egcot29g+ze% (9cos 269 —5) csc?6?
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4 ey e5cot 269 cot 269

2¢1€3(3cos2694 1) cot 269 csc26?)+ O(D),
(14)

+

which Jy = (59)% 59 53 ¢c? 3 cdsin 6.

The general form Eqgs. (12) and (14) look quite
complicated since they are simple expansions in mathe-
matics. We can simplify the general expansion by taking
69 =0 because #) is small in both quark and lepton
sectors. In this case, the result is

in
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and the Jarlskog parameter reduces to
J =sin 6 (e3 c ¢3(59)2 59 + €2 €3 cV(59)? cos 2 69 —
éel e3sin 269 (s§ —3sin36Y)) .

(16)

These expressions for mixing matrix and Jarlskog para-
meter are still complicated, making it difficult to capture
physical meanings from them. A good choice of the
zeroth order matrix Vj will simplify the parametrization
greatly, lead to fast convergency of the expansion, reflect
the physical insight of a parametrization, and provide
hints for underlying theory producing the mixing.
Therefore, in the following two sections, different basis
matrices will be applied to make the expansions sim-
pler and useful for both theoretical and experimental
analysis.

III. PARAMETRIZATION OF KM MATRIX WITH
UNIT AND BIMAXIMAL BASIS MATRICES

A The triminimal expansion

Since Ve is close to the unit matrix shown by Eq. (3),
we can naturally set

9= 080 =90, )
and consequently have

=09 =0.2273+5:901L 9 = 99 = 0.0383 19011,
¢ =09 =0.015415:9908 (18)
which show that (¢?)2~ e ~ €S, In most cases the

approximation to the second order of ¢; is enough. How-
ever, in order to keep the consistency of magnitudes in

the expansion, we display all terms of O((¢%)3) in our
parametrization, which is given by
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where the rephasing of quark fields
c—ce™, s—se™, b—be(™t) (20)

is implied to make the lowest order be unit matrix.

Before moving on to lepton sector, we need to talk
about the QLC relations in Eq. (10) here. In terms of
triminimal parameters, it is natural to rewrite Eq. (10)
as

™

oo+ =2, -

00 +038 =7, 059=03" =0, (21)
and recognize all eiQ and €F as small deviations. There-
fore, corresponding to the choice in quark sector
Eq. (17), we have

0
H?L = 98L = Za
in lepton sector. Similar redefinition of lepton fields

09F =0 , (22)
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is also implied to adjust the phases. To the second order
of €, lepton mixing matrix is expanded as
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As we expect, the zeroth order is the bimaximal matrix
Upi.

B Wolfenstein-like parametrization

We now compare the triminimal parametrization with
the Wolfenstein parametrization in quark sector. Since
the original Wolfenstein parametrization takes the same
phase convention as the standard CK form [unified],
which implies different choice of parameters, especially
the CP-violating phase 4, it is complicated to arrive at
the Wolfenstein parametrization from the triminimal
expansion of KM matrix by adjusting the phases of the
fields. Therefore, we only keep the original Wolfenstein
expanding parameter \, which satisfies A =sin HlQ ~ 6? —
(er)?

e and introduce two new parameters with

FX=sinfS~e?, hX=sinf~c . (25)

The CP-violating phase d has clear physical meaning
so we naturally keep it. Finally, by substituting them
into Eq. (19), we obtain a new Wolfenstein-like param-
etrization, given by

)\2

-5 A e
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(26)
which is a new simple form of quark mixing matrix
given in our recent work [ginnan]. Direct calculation of
I =|Vial, hA3=|Vy| and | f + €797 h| A2 = |Vp| with
the latest data (3) and (7) gives

A=0.225340.0007, h=0.3037951  r=0.75470-922
6Q = 90.970_4‘4404,2_770 5 (27)

which are slightly different from the results in
Ref. [ginnan] where previous data are used. This new
form of quark mixing matrix preserves the hierar-
chical structure of the mixing. More importantly, it
is convenient for numerical analysis, especially for con-
straint of the CP-violating phase. Along with unitarity
boomerangs it may be useful to study the presence of
new physics.

To get unified Wolfenstein-like parametrizations for
quark and lepton mixing, we need to use the QLC rela-
tions Eq. (10), of which the first two equations lead to
the choice of the parameters in the lepton sector as

0L =7 /4 —arcsin \, 0L =r/4—arcsin f)\2, (28)

i.e., parameters A and f, which we introduce in quark
sector are also employed in lepton sector. The other two
parameters are one angle parameter related to 84 and
a CP-violating phase 6”. Since the experimental data
for the small angle % is not accurate enough, we can
either set 84 =n\ or 6% =1’ X\? depending on the value
of |Ues|. We now discuss these two cases separately.

Case 1: 05 =n )\

The lepton mixing matrix can be expanded in order
of A as

\
ro| = Nle —
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IV. PARAMETRIZATION OF THE KM MATRIX IN
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With the modulus of the element U.3 in Eq. (5) and
the results for A and f in Eq. (27), the new parameter
is constrained by 0 < n < 1.923.

Case 2: 05 =n' X2

In this case the expansion looks simpler since n’ only
starts to appear in O(A\?) terms:
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However, we have a larger range in this case with 0 <
n' < 7.912.

To the lowest order the Jarlskog parameter in both
quark and lepton sectors is given by

J9=Im(Vis Ve Vi, Vi) = fh A¥sin 69,

e 1 :
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The last two equations correspond to the two cases
respectively.

expanded to the second order of €F is given by
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With Eq. (21) as our guide, we get the zeroth order of
mixing angles in the quark sector as

\/361,93@0, 099 =0. (34)

In this case the deviations are

H?Q = arcsin
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according to Eq. (4). Thus EZ-Q ~0(1072), and we have
a faster convergent expansion for quark mixing as
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Consistent with the results in Ref. [lisw], the QLC rela-
tions relate the tri-bimaximal matrix in the lepton sector
with V4 in the quark sector, noting that they are both
more close to experimental data compared with the
bimaximal matrix and unit matrix.

B Wolfenstein-like parametrization

Similarly with Sec. III, we now discuss the corresponding
Wolfenstein-like parametrizations in both quark sector
and lepton sector in a unified way with the help of
QLC relations. For quark mixing, we can employ p=
6? as expanding parameter and introduce two coeffi-
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To good accuracy, we expand the PMNS matrix to
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As we can see here, the expanding parameter is p~ 3 6 3 6 2
O(1072), making the expansion converge fast as we s 1 s 1 s
mentioned before, and indicating that Vi is indeed a V6 V3 V3 V6 V2
good choice of basis matrix. .
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For the corresponding Wolfenstein-like matrix in *% *m
lepton sector, by using the QLC relations in Eq. (10), 9 9 i5 )
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2 15 !
L_T _ V21 L_T_ 5 +——— —_— 1
6‘1—4 (arcsin NG + p), 92—4 sp. (40) 2\/6 /3 26 2\/— \/— \/— \/—
+ o). (12)

We still need to retain the CP-violating phase 6 and
to introduce a new parameter 7 (or 7). Here similar
discussions as in Sec. III are needed depending on the
value of |Us.

Case 1: 05 =71p

A larger range for the parameter is obtained as 0 < 7’ <
125.987. If we would like to control the parameters to
be O(10~ 1), the former case is a better choice. However,
further neutrino oscillation experiments are needed to
determine |U.3| and the parameters we adopt here.



The Jarlskog parameters in tri-bimaximal pattern
are given by

JQ = Im(Vus Vew u*b ‘/cﬂ;) =
1 l(3—2\/7) st p®sin @,
61\ 6
R Tpsin &~
JE=Im(Uea U3 U3 MQ):W’
_ 7' p?sindl

T = (U Ui Uz Ujo) = 55

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, by using triminimal and Wolfenstein-
like expansion techniques, we study in more detail the
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix in both quark and lepton
sectors. Our motivation is based on the consideration of
the convenience the KM form exhibits when discussing
some problems such as unitarity boomerang and max-
imal CP violation.

In the previous two sections, we choose the unit
matrix and V{ as basis matrices for quark mixing,
while bimaximal and tri-bimaximal matrices for lepton
mixing. Naturally, a question arises here: which pat-
tern is better, bimaximal, or tri-bimaximal? On one

The unified description of fermion mixing we get
here results from the QLC relations in the KM form,
and these relations are only approximately valid; thus,
one may doubt the validity of the results. Actually, we
can discuss this in a reversed way. By regarding these
parameters for quarks and leptons as independent from
each other, we can determine the parameters with data
from quark experiments and lepton oscillations sepa-
rately, and check the QLC relations. Even if the QLC
relations violate, these parametrizations still stand sep-
arately in the quark sector and lepton sector. Thus, our
study is helpful in understanding the mixing phenome-
nologically and may provide useful tools in searching for
a profound theory on the fermion masses and mixing.
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