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We propose a multiscalar singlet extension of the singlet-triplet Higgs model capable of explaining
the SM fermion mass spectrum and mixing parameters. Our model is based on the A (27) family
symmetry, supplemented by cyclic symmetries, which are spontaneously broken thus yielding the
observed hierarchy of the SM charged fermion masses and quark mixing angles. The masses of the
light active neutrinos are produced by type-II seesaw mechanism mediated by the neutral component
of the SU(2)r scalar triplet. The model symmetries lead to the extended Gatto-Sartori-Tonin
relations between the quark masses and mixing angles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite its great experimental success, the Standard Model (SM) does not answer several fundamental questions such
as, for instance, the number of fermion families and the observed pattern of fermion masses and mixing angles. While
the quark mixing angles are very small, thus implying a quark mixing matrix close to the identity matrix, two of the
leptonic mixing angles are large, and one is small, i.e, of the order of the Cabbibo angle, indicating that the leptonic
mixing matrix is significantly different from the identity matrix. This aforementioned experimental fact suggests a
different kind of New Physics in the neutrino sector in comparison with the quark sector. The Daya Bay [3], T2K
[], MINOS [5], Double CHOOZ [6] and RENO [7] neutrino oscillation experiments, have brought clear evidence that
at least two of the light active neutrinos have non-vanishing masses. These experiments have provided important
constraints on the neutrino mass squared splittings and leptonic mixing parameters [§]. On the other hand, the SM
does is unable to explain the large hierarchy of fermion masses, which is extended over a range of about thirteen orders
of magnitude, from the neutrino mass scale up to the top quark mass. This, the so-called “flavor puzzle” which is
left without an explanation by the SM, motivates the introduction of various SM extensions with larger scalar and/or
fermion sectors with extended gauge group and discrete flavour symmetries in order to get viable and predictive
fermion mass matrix textures that explain the SM fermion mass spectrum and fermionic mixing parameters. Using
discrete family symmetries in several theories corresponding to extensions of the Standard Model allow to successfully
explain the observed pattern of charged fermion masses and mixing angles (recent reviews on discrete flavor groups
are provided in Refs. [9HI4]). In this line of thought, several discrete groups have been employed in those extensions
of the SM, such as Ss [15H47], A, [A8H80], S, [81H95], D4 [96HI04], Qe [I05HIIH], 77 [II6HI25], Tys [126HI29], T’
DBIIIﬂZHd a Dﬁ%mmmm A(54) [174], A(96) [IT5HITT], A(6N?) [I78-180], 3(26 x 3) [181], %(72 x 3) [182]
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An extra motivation to use discrete flavor symmetries is that these can arise from the underlying theory, e. g., string
theory or compactification via orbifolding. In particular, from the heterotic orbifold models one can generate the
D4 and A(54) flavor symmetries [I94HI98]. Furthermore, magnetized/intersecting D-brane models can generate the
A(27) flavor symmetry [194H198].

In this paper we propose a predictive multiscalar singlet extension of the singlet-triplet Higgs model, capable of
explaining the current SM fermion mass spectrum and fermionic mixing parameters. In our model we use A (27) family
symmetry supplemented by other auxiliary cyclic symmetries, whose spontaneous breaking at very large energy scale,
produces predictive and viable textures for the fermion sector, which in a natural benchmark scenario with just two
free quark sector parameters, allows to reasonably reproduce the experimental values of the ten physical observables of
the quark sector. The model symmetries yield extended Gatto-Sartori-Tonin relations between the quark masses and
mixing angles consistent with the low energy quark flavor data. In our model the masses of the light active neutrinos
are generated from a type-1I seesaw mechanism mediated by the neutral component of the SU(2), scalar triplet. The
experimental values for the physical observables of the lepton sector are also successfully reproduced for both normal
and inverted neutrino mass hierarchy. We use the A(27) discrete group, since it is the smallest non trivial group of
the type A(3n?) and is isomorphic to the semi-direct product group (Z} x Z§) x Zs.

The layout of the remainder of the paper is as follows. In section [[T] we describe the model-setup. In section [[T]] we
present the implications of our model for the quark sector observables. Section [[V] discusses the masses and mixings
in the lepton sector. Our conclusions are provided in section [V| A concise description of the A (27) discrete group is
presented in Appendix [A]

II. THE MODEL

We propose an extension of the singlet-triplet Higgs model where the full symmetry G features the following sponta-
neous symmetry breaking chain:

g = SU(3)C X SU(2)L X U(l)y X A(27) X Zlﬁ X Z24
“Aint

SUB)c x SU (2);, x U (1)y
Yo
SUG)e % U (1), &)

where the scale of spontaneous breaking of the A (27) x Z14 X Za4 discrete group, namely A;y,; is assumed to be much
larger than the Fermi scale, thus implying the hierarchy A;,: > v, where v = 246 GeV.

The fermion assignments under the group A (27) X Z1g X Za4 are:

QL ~ (10,2,6_ sg"”,1) ) Gor ~ (10,2,6*%, 1) , g ~ (1o0,1,1),
UiR ™~ (10,0@5?’1) ) UgR ~ (11,176%7 1) , ugr ~ (lo,0,1,1),
dip ~ (1071,653,1) , dog ~ (12,07e3?7e%) ; dsp ~ (10’0763?7_1) ’
L ~ (3,1,1), lir ~ (10,0767?,1'6_7?) , lar ~ (11,0,6%,6_4?)
lsp ~ (1270,6%{,—’&.67%). (2)

The scalar sector of the model is composed of an SM Higgs doublet ¢, an SU (2) scalar triplet A with lepton number
equal to —2 and hypercharge equal to 1 and eighteen scalar SM singlets, i.e, S, o, p, 7, T, X1; Xa2s Y15 Pa2; &5 iy Pi
(i =1,2,3). Of these fifteen only S has a non-vanishing lepton number, which is set to 2, to allow the quartic scalar
interaction S¢TA¢. Then the S is required to have vanishing hypercharge. The A (27) X Z15 X Za4 assignments for
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Table I: Fermion assignments under A (27) X Z1g X Zaa.
1Al o | p | m | T x| X [§] ¢ S 1o |9
A(27)|10,0|10,0 10,_1 12,_1 10,_0 1li0 11,_0 11,‘1 3| 3 3 |lool|l20
Zig | 1| 1 e FleSleTleFle®|le®|1] =1 | -1]1]|-1
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Table II: Scalar assignments under A (27) X Zig X Z2a.
the scalar sector are:
¢ ~ (10,071a1)a S~ (10,071a1)a g~ (10,176_%7 1) ) P~ (12,176_%a 1) )
n o~ (10,0;67%36% ) T~ (11,0767%’77;%) ) X1~ (11,0767%767%>
_im _im _2im
X2 ~ (11,138 g,e 1 ) ) é.N (Svlal)a CN (3a_176 ) ’ A~ (10,07171)a
. L
Y~ (10,0717_2)a Yo ~ (1270a_1712) (3)
We decompose the scalar fields around their VEVs as
+ At A++
s 1
o= . A= V2 . S =vs+ —(Sr+1S7). 4
75 0+ +in®) ) va +AY+idg -4 )7 V! ). @

Since all singlet scalars acquire vacuum expectation values (VEVs) at a scale much larger than the electroweak
symmetry breaking scale, they are very heavy and thus the mixing angles of these scalar singlets with the scalar
fields ¢, A and S are very suppressed by ratio of their VEVs, which is a consequence of the method of recursive
expansion proposed in Ref. [202]. Consequently, we can neglect the mixing angles between these scalar fields, and at
energies scales < O(1) TeV, it is enough to consider the low energy scalar potential of the model, studied in detail
in Ref. [203], where it was demonstrated that the Majoron 7); resulting from the spontaneous breaking of the lepton
number symmetry is given by the following linear combination

Vg (v2 + 4v2A) St + 21}2A’U7T0 —v2uaAY (5)
nr =
\/v?g (v2 + 4’02A)2 + 4v2v} + v+

In order to be consistent with the invisible Z-decay and the precision electroweak measurements one requires va << vg
and va << v = 246 GeV, respectively. We note that without S our model at low energies would reduce to the triplet
Majoron model [204], ruled out by the invisible Z-decay data.

We assume the following VEV pattern for the A (27) triplet SM singlet scalars &, ¢ and ®:

v _ v Y
<£>_\/§(1,1,1), <§>_\/§(1,0,1), () =g (0,1,0), (6)

which is a natural solution of the scalar potential minimization equations for the whole region of parameter space, as
shown in detail in Refs. [167, [168]



With the above particle content, the following Yukawa terms arise:
W W o? W LY (2 W SO
Ly = ys3 Q3L¢U3R + Ya3 Q2L¢U3RA2 + Yag ‘12L¢U2RA4 + Y11 61L¢U1Rﬁ

PT4 (D) 8

+yé:& q3L¢d3RAZ +y§3)Q1L¢d3R AG t Yoo ‘12L¢d2R G +y$)q1L¢d23 AG Jry11 q1L¢d1R
o (120€),,  haTEL + 40 (1106) ol + 40 (1006),,  lan Sk + 40 (06, le”}fE?
o (TL0€),, "Aﬂ? +y§”>( ngzL) . CAZ +y§”)( ZUQAIL) . %

oyl >( ngzL)BSl ig + (”)( zagAlL)332 %—ic (7)

where the dimensionless couplings are presumably O(1) parameters. Furthermore, as it will be shown in Sect.
the quark assignments under the different group factors of our model will give rise to SM quark mass textures where
the Cabbibo mixing as well as the mixing in the 1-3 plane emerges from the down type quark sector, whereas the up
type quark sector generates the quark mixing angle in the 2-3 plane.

In a generic scenario the Yukawa couplings are complex. However, not all of them are physical. Some phases can
be rotated away by the phase rotation of the quark and lepton fields. The conditions for the rotation away of the
Yukawa phases by the redefinition of the phases oy of the fermion fields are:

art (02—t + e =0, 208 (1) — g + et =0 ®
arg (yélzj)) —Ogyp + Quyy, =0, arg (911 ) Qg + Qe =0,

arg (yé?)) — Qgy, + g, =0, arg (y(?)) — Qg T Adyr =0,

arg (yé?) — Qg +0g,, =0, arg (y QD)) Qg + g, =0,

arg (zﬁ”) — gy + Qayp =0,

yél)) —Q + Alyp = 0)

( yz(ll)> _alL+al1R :Oa
arg (yél)) —aq, + oy, =0, (9)

y§1,’2),3,4) + 20y, = 0. (10)

/N

ygl)) —ai, o, =0, arg

oy

1
y§)> -y, +og,, =0, arg

As seen, in the quark sector all the Yukawa phases can be rotated away. Thus, all the Yukawa coupling of the
quark sector can be set real. In the sector of the charged leptons there is one physical phase. This can be the
phase of one of the Yukawa couplings: y§ ?5 45> while y() is always real. In the neutrino sector all the Yukawa
phases are physical. Consequently, the observed CP violation in the quark sector will arise from complex vacuum
expectation values of the gauge singlet scalars charged under the discrete symmetries of the model. Thus, the
spontaneous breaking of the discrete symmetries of our model, gives rise to the observed CP violation in the quark
sector. This mechanism of generating CP violation in the fermion sector from the spontaneous breaking of the
discrete groups is called Geometrical CP violation and has been implemented in other models, such as, for example,
in Refs. [95] 142} [145] [149] 151, 155, 199], 200]. A concise review of group theoretical origin of CP violation is provided
in Ref. [20I]. The geometrical CP violation can have implications for leptogenesis, see, for example, Ref. [142].

Let us comment on the role of each discrete group factor of our model. We were searching for such discrete groups,
which would allow us at minimal cost to reach viable textures for the fermion sector, consistent with the observed
pattern of fermion masses and mixings. We found that A (27) x Zi6 X Zay is a good candidate, since the Z;6 and
Z54 symmetries give rise to the hierarchical structure of the charged fermion mass matrices that yields the observed
charged fermion mass and mixing pattern. At the same time, it is worth mentioning the properties of the Zy groups
in particular, the Z16 symmetry is the smallest cychc symmetry that allows us to build the Yukawa terms, g, Lqﬁul RX®

and g, ; ¢dy RF? of dimension twelve from an p insertion on the gq; L(Z)ul r and g, ¢d1r operators. These are crucial



to get the required \® suppression (where A = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters) in the 11 entry of the quark
mass matrices to naturally explain the smallness of the up and down quark masses. In addition, it is noteworthy that
the small value of the up and down quark masses naturally arises from the aforementioned quark Yukawa terms of
dimension 12. Along with this, we use the Zy4 discrete symmetry since it is the smallest cyclic symmetry that contains
both the Zs and Zg symmetries that glue 3 and 74 with dsg, respectively, which is crucial for generating the right
value for the bottom quark mass and for the quark mixing angle in the 1-3 plane, without tuning the corresponding
Yukawa couplings.

Besides that, as the hierarchy among charged fermion masses and CKM parameters emerges from the spontaneous
breaking of the A (27) x Z1 X Za4 discrete group, we set the magnitudes of the VEVs of the SM singlet scalar fields
T, 0,1, Ty X1s Xa2s €1, P25 &iv ¢ (1= 1,2,3) with respect to the Wolfenstein parameter A = 0.225 and the model cutoff
A, as follows:

[va| ~ foc| ~ [ve| ~ |vo| ~ |vp| ~ [on] ~ Jur| ~ oy, [~ Jog, [~ Jvg, | ~ [og, [ ~ |ve] ~ AA. (11)

It is straightforward to show that the aforementioned assumption is consistent with the minimization conditions of
the scalar potential (see, for instance, Refs. [164] [166]). To show that, it is sufficient to consider the quartic scalar
couplings of order unity and the mass coefficients of the bilinear mass terms of the same order of magnitude.

In the standard basis, the mass terms are given by
- . 1
Ly =drMydgr + urMyug + I Mlg + iﬁLMV(VL)C + h.c, (12)

where the mass matrices Mg, ;, are determined by the Yukawa couplings @ and will be studied in what follows.

III. QUARK MASSES AND MIXINGS

The quark Yukawa interactions of Eq. and the relation given by Eq. , give rise to the following SM quark
mass matrices are:

agU))\S 0 0 v agD))\S ale))\G aéD)/\6
M, = 0 o' VN | —= M, = 0 a”N o

4 )
2 (
0 0 aY V2 0 0 aPN®

v

Ev (13)

where A = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters, v = 246 GeV the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking and

K3
follows that the Cabbibo mixing as well as the mixing in the 1-3 plane emerges from the down type quark sector,

whereas the up type quark sector generates the quark mixing angle in the 2-3 plane.

v (1 =1,2,3,4) and a;-D) (j = 1,2,3,4) are O(1) parameters. From the SM quark mass textures given above, it

The hierarchical structure of the quark mass matrices in the form of different powers of A-parameter is a conse-

quence of the symmetries of our model. If this hierarchical structure correctly reproduces the experimentally observed
quark mass hierarchy we expect that all the dimensionless parameters are az(-U’D) ~ 1. As we will see, the values of
these parameters, obtained from a fit to the quark masses and mixing angles, are compatible with this expectation.
This observation, in particular, justifies the simplifying assumption aELD) = agD) allowing analytical diagonalization
of the quark mass matrices. We do not use this simplification in our numerical analysis, but adopt it in order to

derive certain analytical formulas, which help reveling some properties of our model. With the simplified assumption
(D) (D)

a, ' =a; ' we can write the quark mass matrices (13 in the form
Ay 0 0 ApX* Ap Fp
M,=| 0 By Cy |, Mg=| 0 Bp 0 [, (14)
0 0 FU 0 0 C'D
with
Ap = alPAL Bp=aPN-L 0p=aPN-L, Fp=aPA-L,
D 1 \/5 D 2 \/i D 3 \/§ D 5 \@
Av = VXL By=a'N cu=dPN, Fy=a" L (15)

V2 V2



In general, these mass matrices are complex and these can be diagonalized by the unitary matrices U,z r) and
Ug(r,r) such that

Md - diag (md, mg, mb) - ULLMdUdRa Mu - diag (mua Mme, mt) = U:rLLMuUuR- (16)
In order to find the CKM matrix defined as
VOKM _ ULLUdL (17)

we proceed in the standard way and consider the matrices 1\7Id1\7[T = UZILMdMZUdL and MuML = ULLMMMLUuL,
which are useful for derivation of U, and Uyy,. As one can be verified, the associated CP phases to the hermitian
matrix MdMZI can be factorized as MdMIl = PdmdmIlPIl where mdmji is a real symmetric matrix and Py =
Diag (1,e~"*P1, @Dz ) where

ap, = aa, —ap, with as, =arg(Ap) and ap, =arg(Bp)

ap, = ap, —ac, with ap, =arg(Fp) and ac, =arg(Cp). (18)

As usual we can write Ugy, = P3O%. Explicitly, the real orthogonal matrix O? is given by

_\/(|CD2—BD2)(|0D2—mg)(BD|2—mg) \/(|0D2—BD|2)(CD|2—m§)(mg—BD|2) \/(|CD2—BD|2)(m§—|cD2)(mg—BD2)

D1 D-> D3
0 = \/ (190]?=m3) (m}~1Bp|*) (m2~|Bo?) \/ (IC01°=m2) (m}~1Bp[*) (1Bo | ~m?) \/ (mg=1Cp ) (m2-1Bp*)(1Bol~m3)
D, D> Dy
\/(lCDlzmg)(miCD|2)(|BD|2"L3) _\/(|0D2m3)(mf|CD2)(m§BD2) \/(|0D2m§)(ch2m3)(m§BD2)
D1 D2 Ds
(19)
with
D, = (|CD|2 - |BD|2) (my —m3) (m3 —mj),
Dy = (ICof = |Bol*) (m} — m?) (m? —m3),
Dy = (ICof = |Bol*) (mf = m?) (m} —m3) . (20)

As seen from ((19)), there is a condition on the parameters my, > |Cp| > ms > |Bp| > mgq.

In the up quark sector, analogously to the down quark sector, we obtain that MuML = PumumLPL where mumL
is a real symmetric matrix and P, = Diag (1, 1, e_mU) where

ay = acy — ARy, with a¢, =arg(Cy) and ap, =arg(Fy). (21)

Then, we choose appropriately U, = P, O, where

Lo 0 1 [mi—m2—|Cu + R, . 1 [mi—m2+|Cul — R,
O.=1|0 cosb, sinb, |, cosf,=— 5 . sinf, = — .
i V2 mi —m? V2 mi —m2
0 —sin#, cosb,
(22)
with R, = \/(m% +m2 — |Cu*)? — 4m?m2, and the condition my > |Cy| > m, to be satisfied.
Then, we obtain the CKM mixing matrix in the form
of, Of, Ofs

CKM — . _ia — . _ia _i . _ia
\% = | 0% cosO,e P — O sinf,e”P> Of, cos f,e7**P1 — O, sin e~ P> 0% cos O,e™*P1 — 04, sin O, e~ P2

04, sinf,e7"p1 + 04, cosO,e71¥P2 04, sin e~ 21 + 0%, cos 0,792 Oy sinf,e~1P1 4+ O, cos §,,e~14D>
(23)



where ap, = ap, — ay. Note that this mixing matrix depends on four free parameters |Cy|, |Cp|, |Bp| and

one effective CP violating phase to be adjusted in order to reproduce the CKM matrix elements. However, as one

can verify, the correct value of the Cabbibo angle is obtained with the following values of the model parameters
2 2 2 2 2 2

|Cul” =mZ +myme, |Cp|” =mj and |Bp|” = m; — mymg. Then, we have

2 _
2
mq 1m m mg [m
Vuc;KM ~ 14 = g , VL%‘KM ~ ¢ VthM ~ c (24)
Mg 2mz my mg \l My

These approximate relations, valid in our model, are in agreement with the well known extended Gatto-Sartori-Tonin
relations [206H217).

After these notes on some properties of our model derived from the explicit analytical expression for the quark
spectrum and CKM mixing matrix we carry out a numerical analysis without imposing ale) = agD). We find that
the experimental values for the physical quark mass spectrum [2I8| [219], mixing angles and CP violating phase [205]
can be reproduced for the following benchmark point:

al? ~ 1.252, a$V) ~ 1415, al’) ~ 0.989, al”) ~ 0.802, a{?) ~ 0.579,
a$?) ~ 0.570, a$P) ~ 1.416, a{?) ~ 0.583, al?) ~ 0.163 + 0.403i. (25)

Naturally, ten free parameters fit perfectly ten observables, but what is important is that the absolute values of all the

parameters are \aEA)| ~ 1. This means that the hierarchies existing in the quark spectrum and mixing is reproduced
by the symmetries of the model resulting in the particular texture of the quark mass matrices without the need

of manual introduction of a hierarchy in the free parameters al(-A). We only mildly tune these parameters to perfectly
reproduce the quark masses and mixing.

The result of the fit in Eq. suggests several simplified benchmark scenarios:

S-5 (5 parameters): ale) = agD) agU) = aéU) =1, agD) = aéU). (26)

)

Best-fit values:  al) ~1.43, o) ~0.80, o!? ~058, o ~0.57, ]agm\ ~ 0.44.
S-4 (4 parameters): aiD) = a(lD) = aéD), agU) = agU) =1, a:gD) = aéU). (27)
Best-fit values: agU) ~ 1.42, aELU) ~ (.81, agD) =~ (.58, ‘agD)‘ ~ 0.43.
S-3 (3 parameters): agD) = agD) = aéD), agU) = agU) = aflU) =1, agD) = agU). (28)
Best-fit values: agU) ~ 1.42, agD) ~ 0.58, aéD)’ =~ 0.43.
S-2 (2 parameters): ale) = agD) = aéD), a:(LU) = aéU) = aflU) = a:(),D) = agU) =1 (29)
Best-fit values: a(lD) ~ (.58, ’aéD)‘ ~ (0.31.
Observable|S-5 S-4 S-3 S-2 Experimental value
my(MeV)| 116 |1.16 |1.16 |1.16 1.4570:5¢
me(MeV) | 641 635 634 448 635 £ 86
mi(GeV) | 174 174|174 |174 172.1+£0.6 £0.9
ma(MeV) | 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.9 29045
ms(MeV) | 59.2  [60.1 [60.1 |60.1 57.7715°%
mp(GeV) | 285 |2.82 [2.82  [1.99 2.82700%
sin 012 0.225 0.220 |0.220 |0.220 0.225
sin 623 0.0407 |0.0411 |0.0507 |0.0507 0.0412
sin 613 0.00352|0.00351{0.00351|0.00351| 0.00351

Table III: Values of the CKM parameters and quark masses in our model compared with the experimental ones. The columns
label S-P correspond to the different benchmark scenarios, where P stands for the number of free parameters. The quark masses
are given at the My scale.



As seen from Tab. [T the 5- and 4-parameter scenarios S-5 and S-4 fit perfectly the experimental data. Even the
2-parameter scenario S-2 does not contradict the data. In view of this fact it becomes tempting to think that the
conditions (26)), (27)), [28), (29), imposed as additional constraints, actually originate from some symmetry compatible
with our model, but missed in the present study. We will address this possibility elsewhere.

IV. LEPTON MASSES AND MIXINGS

Analyzing the lepton sector of the model we adopt a simplifying benchmark scenario with particular assumption about
the model parameters

yil) = yy), yél) = —yél), Vp, = Acos A, Vp, = V/AsingjA, vy = AA, (30)
where sin6; ~ O()\). This scenario is compatible with the VEV hierarchy and, as we will show, features a nice
simple relation between the reactor mixing angle and the Wolfenstein parameter.

In what follows we limit ourselves to this scenario considering the relation as additional constraints on our
model parameter space. On the other hand it is possible that the relations (30) arise in our model framework as a
consequence of some unrecognized symmetry or can be attributed to a particular ultraviolet completion of the model.
From the lepton Yukawa terms in Eq. we find the charged lepton mass matrix M; defined in . It can be

written in the form

1 11 1 cosf; 0 —siné,
27
M, = RlLSlLDiag (me, My, m.,-), Ry, = — 1 w w? s w=e€3, S = 0 1 0 s (31)
V3 ) .
1 w* w sind; 0 cos#,
where the charged lepton masses are given by:
Mme = agl))\gi my, = ag))\5 Y m, = agl))\gi. (32)

\/ﬁ’

(1 =1,2,3) are O(1) dimensionless parameters.

V2
()

In the standard basis (12) the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonalized with U;;, = R;1S; so that U}LLMIUZL =
SlTR}LLRlLSl - Diag(m., m,, m.) = Diag(me, m,, m;).

Here a

The neutrino mass matrix, derived from the Yukawa terms in Eq. @, is given by:

a, b, ¢,
MI/ = by d]/ by (33)
¢, b, a,
where
8 8 8 8
_ v YUy b — W) _ () Vely d, = 2 4
Gy =Y V29 VA, v =Ys J2A9 vA, Cv =Yy A9 A, v =13 A9 VA- (34)

Diagonalization of neutrino mass matrix Ul M, U% = M = diag (m1, ma, m3) is realized by U, = U, 4u, so that

ay+cy V2b, 0 707
M = u:r/muul*n m, = \/ibu d, 0 ’ U7T/4 = 0 1 0 ’ (35)
1 1
0 0 Ay — Cp ﬁ 0 ﬁ

where

cosf, sinf, 0
u, = | —sinf, cosf, 0 |. (36)
0 0 1



with

8b
tan26, = L
dl/ —ay —Cy
and the neutrino masses given by

m; = (a, +¢) cos? 0, +d, sin? 6, — v/2b, sin 26,,,
me = (a, +¢,) sin? 6, + d, cos® 0, + V/2b, sin 26,),

m3 = Gy — Cy,

Considering the PMNS mixing matrix, defined as V = U;LUV, we find its matrix elements:

Vi, = \/zcosel cos 8, [1 - gtanﬁl — g tand, (1 —|—wtan91)] ,

1 w
Vis = —— cosf 9y[1 tan 6, + V2t HV(Ifft 0)}
12 \/gcos | COS +wtanf; + V2 tan 5 anf,;

W

Vis = ———=sind,
13 NG l
2
w
Vor = —% cosf, {14—\/5‘5&110,,},

w 1
Vog = —cosf, |1 — —tanb,|,
RV [ V2 }

42

w

Vog = —,

Va1 = —icosﬁl cosf, [1 +v2tanb, + V2w? tan 6, (\/i—tanﬁl,)} ,
V6

w 1
Vs = ——cosf;cosf, |1 — —tanf, — w? tan 6 1+v2ta 6, },
s = L contreont, 1= g~ 1+ V0, )
Vi = —gcosﬁl.

V2
In the standard parametrization of the PMNS matrix we have the generic relations

|Vas|” .9 Via

s 2 2 2
Sin 913 = |V13| Sin 023 = Sin 912 = .
’ 1— Vi’ 1— |Vig)

Examining Egs. and we get a nice relation between the reactor and atmospheric angles:

1/2

sin® o3 = —_—
1 —sin 913

(39)

(41)

which satisfies the experimental data in Tables [[VV| within ~ 1o both for normal hierarchy (NH) and inverted
hierarchy (IH). As seen from Egs. and the model has only two free parameters 6; and 6,, to fit four neutrino

sector observables: three angles 015,023,015 and the CP-violating phase d¢p.

On the other hand, according to Egs. , , there are three parameters a,,b,,c, to fit two observables Am3;
and Amgl /130 which means the model has no limitations on the neutrino mass squared differences. Any of their

experimental values can be reproduced exactly. That is why in Tables [[V][V] we do not show model values for these

two observables.

Then we fit only the neutrino mixing angles 6;; and the CP-violating phase dcp. The latter can be conveniently

extracted from the neutrino mixing matrix using the Jarlskog invariant

Jop = Im [Va3 Vi3 V12 Vos)

(42)



and its equivalent definition [233] in the standard parametrization

1
Jop = 3 sin 2615 sin 2053 sin 2013 cos #1353 sin dcop.

Observable Model value Experimental value

lo range ‘ 20 range | 3o range

Am3; [107°eV?] (NH) - 7.5570-2¢ 17.20 — 7.94|7.05 — 8.14
Am3; [107%eV?] (NH) — 2.50 + 0.03|2.44 — 2.57|2.41 — 2.60
Scp [°] (NH) 233 218738 | 182 — 315 | 157 — 349
sin? 012/107* (NH) 3.2 3.2070:2% 2.89 — 3.59(2.73 — 3.79
sin® f23/107" (NH) 5.11 5.477020 |4.67 — 5.83|4.45 — 5.99
sin? 013/10~2 (NH) 2.170  |2.16070:0%5(2.03 — 2.34]1.96 — 2.41

10

(43)

Comparing Egs. and as well as taking into account , we find an expression for sindcp in terms of
the model parameters 6; and 6,.

Table IV: The model values shown in the table correspond to the results of the best fit for the mixing angles and CP violating
phase for normal hierarchy. The 1 — 30 experimental ranges [§] are also shown for comparison.

Experimental value

Observable Model value
lo range | 20 range | 30 range
Am3, [107%eV?] (TH) - 7557020 17.20 — 7.94(7.05 — 8.14
Amis [107%eV?] (IH) — 2.42100% 12.34 — 2.47|2.31 — 2.51
dcp [°] (IH) 233 281723 | 229 — 328 | 202 — 349
sin 012/107* (TH) 3.20 3.2070-2% 2.89 — 3.59|2.73 — 3.79
sin? 023/107* (TH) 5.11 5511018 14.91 — 5.84|4.53 — 5.98
sin® 013/1072 (TH) 2.223  |2.220170074(2.07 — 2.36]1.99 — 2.44

Table V: The model values shown in the table correspond to the results of the best fit for the mixing angles and CP violating
phase for inverted hierarchy. The 1 — 30 experimental ranges [8] are also shown for comparison.

In Tables we show the best-fit values of the mixing angles sin® 6;; and the CP-violating phase dcp corresponding
to the model parameters

NH: 6; = 12°, 0, =~ —65°,
IH: 6, ~12.2°, 6, ~ —65°. (44)

Varying the angles 6,, 6, within ~ lo range of the experimental values of sin? 0;; we find that in the benchmark
scenario our model predicts

—3.0x1072 < Jep < —2.40 x 1072, 230° < Sep < 236° (45)

for both the normal and inverted neutrino mass spectrum.

The two Majorana phases, a and 3, can be calculated through the invariants [229-232]
Iy =Im[Vi1Vio], I =Im [V} Vis], (46)

which in the standard parametrization of the PMNS matrix can be written in equivalent forms as follows:
Iy = cos 012 sin 015 cos? 613 sin (a/2), Iy = cos B2 sin 613 cosB13sin (8/2 — dop). (47)

Comparing these two equivalent definitions and taking into account Egs. , and we find for the Majorana
phases

a~32°, B~ 55° (48)
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for both the normal and inverted neutrino mass hierarchies.

Another important observable, to be considered, is the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter of neutrinoless
double beta decay (0vg8) defined as:

Mee =

(49)

3

§ : 2
miVM .

i=1

In our model the mass parameter, me., depends on the two model parameters 6,,, 6; and lightest neutrino mass m;
for the normal and mg for inverted hierarchy by virtue of

may = \/Am3, +m3, ms = 1/Am2; +m?  normal hierarchy,
my = \/Am%3 + AmZ, +m3, my = /Am3;+m3, inverted hierarchy. (50)

In Figs. [1] we show the conventional plots for correlations between the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter
me. and the lightest active neutrino mass for the normal (left plot) and inverted (right plot) neutrino mass hierarchies.
The arrays of black points in these Figures were generated in our model by randomly variating the model parameters
0, and 6; around their best-fit values (@) inside the 30 experimental range of the mixing angles 6;; (see Tables.
The lightest active neutrino mass was randomly varied in the range 0 < m; < 0.2 €V for the normal and 0 < mg < 0.1
eV for the inverted neutrino mass hierarchy. As seen from Figs. [1| the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter
Mee lies within the limited ranges. Numerically they are

0.001eV < mg. <0.05eV NH (51)
0.02 eV < mee < 0.05eV IH. (52)

Note that in our model the parameter m.. is bounded from below even in the case of normal hierarchy. These values

h: 1
0.500 | ] o500l
// //!
= 0.100 - = 0.100 p
E [ v/ E :
$ 7 3
€ 0050} 18 ooso ‘
----------- o 11 4 o i P
0.010 . 0.010 |
0.005 A AN . 0.005 | ]
0.001 0.005 0.010 0.050 0.100 0500 1 0.001 0.005 0.010 0.050 0.100 0500 1
mq[eV] —_—

Figure 1: Effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter m.. as a function of the lightest active neutrino mass m; for the normal
(left pannel) and inverted (right pannel) neutrino mass hierarchies. The green and brown horizontal lines are the upper bounds
0.1 ¢V and 0.16 €V from the KamLAND-Zen [222] and GERDA “phase-11” [223], 224] experiments, respectively. The vertical
blue, magenta, orange and gray lines are the upper bounds on the lightest neutrino mass from the combination of Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) radiation and Baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) data [225], Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) radiation as well as lensing observations [226], Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) Observations [227]
and Katrin experiment [228], respectively. The black curve corresponds to the predictions of our model.

are within the declared reach of the next-generation bolometric CUORE experiment [220] or, more realistically, of
the next-to-next-generation ton-scale Ov(3S-decay experiments (for a recent review see for instance Ref. [221]). The
currently most stringent experimental upper bound me. < 160 meV is set by Tlo/”f F(136Xe) > 1.1 x 1020 yr at 90%
C.L. from the KamLAND-Zen experiment [222].

Finally, let us briefly comment on the lepton flavor violating process, ¢ — e 7y, which may be phenomenologically
dangerous for the models with the SM triplet scalars [235H238]. Our model is this very case: it has the triplet A
with the decomposition shown in Eq. @ The contribution of the singly AT and doubly A*TT charged scalars to the
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branching ratio (BR) of this process was found in Ref. [234]. In our model this contribution can be written in the

form
2 4
<200 GeV) (53)

ma++

1 4
BR(g—en)~45x107% [ ———
( ) ( NG A9>

where V is the PMNS mixing matrix. We assumed for simplicity ma+ = ma++ for the masses of the singly and doubly
charged scalars. Note that the PMNS matrix elements, depending in our model only on the 8, and #; parameters,
have already been fixed numerically (44) from the fit to the experimental data on the neutrino mixing angles. The
neutrino masses are related by Eq. (b0) to the lightest neutrino mass my or ms for NH or IH, respectively. From
Eq. we find the model prediction

(V*MLMUVT)

ep

BR (1 — e ) < 1.1 x 1072 Model (54)

for the range of the parameters: 0 < my < 0.2 eV for NH and 0 < m3 < 0.1 eV for IH as well as 80 Gev < m{" GeV
and va < 5 GeV. The latter upper bound comes from the precision measurements of the SM p-parameter. The lower
limit for the mass of the singly and doubly charged Higges mZ+ derives from various low and high energy data [205].
The current experimental bound BR(u — e v) < 4.2 x 107*% [205] is significantly weaker than the model prediction
(54). Therefore, the model easily passes this phenomenological test.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We constructed a multiscalar singlet extension of the singlet-triplet Higgs model, which explains the observed pattern
of the quark and lepton masses and mixing by imposed symmetries and the field content. The model incorporates
the A (27) family symmetry, which is supplemented by the Z15 x Za, discrete group. The observed hierarchy of SM
charged fermion masses and mixing angles is produced by the spontaneous breaking of the A (27) x Z16 X Za4 discrete
group at a very high energy-scale. The light active neutrino masses arise from a type-II seesaw mechanism mediated
by the neutral component of the SU(2), scalar triplet. The obtained physical observables for both quark and lepton
sectors are compatible with their experimental values. In the quark sector, there is a particular scenario inspired by
naturalness arguments, which allowed us to reduce the number of the model parameters from ten to four. Even in
this restricted scenario the model was able to accurately fit the ten observables of the SM quark sector. Moreover we
found in the model a natural benchmark scenario with just two free parameters allowing to reasonably reproduce the
experimental values of these ten observables.

The model is also successful in the neutrino sector, reproducing the mixing angles within 2 and 3o of their most
recent experimental values. The inverted hierarchy is slightly favored by the model. The model predicts the effective
Majorana neutrino mass parameter of neutrinoless double beta decay in the range 0.001(0.02) eV < me. < 0.05 eV
for the normal (inverted) neutrino spectrum. We found the Jarlskog invariant and leptonic Dirac CP violating phase
in the ranges —3.0 x 1072 < Jop < —2.40 x 1072 and 230° < dop < 236° both for normal and inverted neutrino mass
spectrum. In principle, we can also accommodate dark matter, adding to our model two complex scalar singlets, ®;
and ®, with lepton number L = 1, as was done in Ref. [203]. In this work, we do not pretend to address the dark

matter problem, which is beyond the scope of this paper and will be addressed elsewhere.
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Appendix A: The product rules of the A(27) discrete group

The A(27) discrete group is a subgroup of SU(3) having 27 elements divided into 11 conjugacy classes. It has the
following 11 irreducible representations: one triplet 3, one antitriplet 3 and nine singlets 15 ; (k, = 0,1,2), where k



13

and [ correspond to the Z3 and Z4 charges, respectively.

3®3 = 35, ®35,®34
303 = 35, ®35,®34

2 2 2
33 =) 1L,0®Y 1Y 1
r=0 r=0 r=0

1o @1 = lpik/mods e+ mod3 (A1)

Denoting (x1,y1,21) and (22, y2, 22) as the basis vectors for two A(27)-triplets 3, one finds:

(3®3)gs1 = (z1y1, T2Y2, T3Y3)

(B@3)g,, = % (T2y3 + T3Y2, T3Y1 + T1Y3, T1Y2 + T2Y1)
(B®3)z, = % (T2y3 — w3Y2, T3Y1 — T1Y3, T1Y2 — T2Y1)
(3®3), , = 2y +w sy +w asys,
(3@3), | = z1yz +w”rays +wwsy,
(3®3) 1., = T1Yst w¥ oy + w'T3Ye, (A3)

where r = 0,1,2 and w = ¢/ . More details on the A(27) discrete group are provided in Refs. [9] [164] [165]
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