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Abstract

A scotogenic model can radiatively generate the observed neutrino mass, provide a dark matter

candidate, and lead to rare lepton flavor-violating processes. We aim to extend the model to

establish a potential connection to the quark flavor-related processes within the framework of

scotogenesis, enhancing the unexpectedly large branching ratio (BR) of B+ → K+νν̄, observed

by Belle II Collaboration. Meanwhile, the model can address tensions between some experimental

measurements and standard model (SM) predictions in flavor physics, such as the muon g − 2

excess and the higher BR of Bs → µ−µ+. We introduce in the model the following dark particles:

a neutral singlet Dirac-type lepton (N); two inert Higgs doublets (η1,2), with one of which carrying

a lepton number; a charged singlet dark scalar (χ+), and a singlet vector-like up-type dark quark

(T ). The first two entities are responsible for the radiative neutrino mass, and χ+ couples to right-

handed quarks and leptons and can resolve the tensions existing in muon g − 2 and Bs → µ−µ+.

Furthermore, the BR of B+ → K+νν̄ can be enhanced up to a factor of 2 compared to the SM

prediction through the mediations of the dark T and the charged scalars. In addition, we also

study the impacts on the K → πνν̄ decays.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Under an enormous number of experimental tests and with great success in most of them,

the standard model (SM) has been established as a very good effective theory at and below

the electroweak scale. However, certain empirical observations, such as the existence of

neutrino mass and dark matter (DM), still await definitive resolutions. In addition, a long-

standing issue in the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of muon (muon g − 2), observed

in BNL [1] and further confirmed by Fermilab experiments [2], strongly hints at possibly a

new interaction in the lepton sector.

Recently, the Belle II Collaboration with 362 fb−1 of data has observed the first evidence

of B+ → K+νν̄ decay, and the resulting branching ratio (BR) is reported as [3]:

B(B+ → K+νν̄) = [2.3± 0.5 (stat) +0.5
−0.4 (syst)]× 10−5 = (2.3± 0.7)× 10−5 . (1)

When combined with earlier results measured by BaBar [4, 5] and Belle [6, 7], the weighted

average is given by B(B+ → K+νν̄) = (1.3±0.4)×10−5. Compared to the SM prediction of

B(B+ → K+νν̄)SM = (4.92±0.30)×10−6 [8], the current data shows a 2.7σ deviation. This

difference hints at the possibility of some peculiar interactions, predominantly manifesting

in the b → sνν̄ or b → s + invisible transitions [9–24], rather than in b → sℓ−ℓ+ that is

subject to strict constraints from B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+ decays.

A primary motivation of this study is to extend the existing scotogenic model [25] to

enhance the di → djνν̄ decays and muon g−2 while simultaneously explaining the observed

neutrino data and dark matter relic density. To radiatively generate Majorana neutrino

mass in a scotogenic model, lepton number-violating couplings are essential. Such violation

of the lepton number could stem from the leptonic right-handed Majorana neutrino mass

term, like in the type-I seesaw mechanism [26–29]. However, to prevent the mass scale of the

introduced Majorana fermion from reaching an undetectable energy scale when the Yukawa

couplings are of O(mτ/v), either the Majorana fermion does not carry a lepton number [25]

or a Dirac-type neutral fermion should be used instead [30]. In other words, the new heavy

fermion mass term is unrelated to or retains the lepton number conservation. Therefore,

within the framework of scotogenesis, the lepton number symmetry should be violated in

some scalar coupling, for instance, a non-Hermitian quartic term, where the involved exotic

scalar field carries a dark charge and is assigned a lepton number as proposed in the Ma

model [25]. Since the lepton number symmetry will be restored when the scalar coupling,
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which violates the lepton number, approaches zero, it can be considered as a technical

naturalness if the scalar coupling is small [31].

If we focus on leptonic processes, one Higgs doublet, which carries a dark charge and

lepton number, associated with 2 or 3 dark right-handed Majorana fermions in the Ma

model can successfully account for the neutrino data observed from the neutrino oscillation

experiments [25]. For simplicity, we will refer to a scalar carrying a dark charge as an inert

scalar. As a result, this model has implications for rare leptonic decays, such as µ → eγ,

µ → 3e, µ − e conversion in nucleus processes [32, 33], and DM candidate [25]. However,

due to the absence of the lepton quantum number in quarks, the lepton number-carrying

Higgs doublet in the Ma model has no interactions with the quarks. This remains true even

with the introduction of a new heavy quark carrying a dark charge; otherwise, the lepton

number violation will occur in the quark Yukawa couplings, leading to the breakdown of

Rp-parity, defined as Rp = (−1)3B+L+2S, where B, L, and S denote the baryon, lepton, and

spin quantum numbers of a particle.

To incorporate the effects responsible for the loop-induced neutrino mass into the rare

flavor-changing neutral-current (FCNC) B and K decay processes, a suitable extension of

the Ma model is called for. We, therefore, aim to identify a minimal extension that not only

addresses the issues of neutrino mass, DM relic density, and muon g−2 but also significantly

enhances the BRs in the di → djνν̄ decays.

We find that the essential part to achieve our goal is the introduction of an inert Higgs

doublet in the absence of the lepton number association. To preserve the lepton number

conservation in the Yukawa sector, it is imperative to replace the Majorana-type neutral

fermion used in the Ma model with a vector-like Dirac-type neutral lepton. Furthermore,

to establish the connection between the SM quarks and the particles within the dark sector

through the non-leptonic inert Higgs, it is necessary to introduce a new quark with an

appropriate dark charge. For the sake of gauge anomaly-free conditions, the minimal choice

of the new dark quark is an SU(2)L singlet vector-like up-type quark.

Since the non-leptonic inert Higgs is an SU(2)L doublet, the Yukawa couplings only in-

volve the left-handed SM quarks. In other words, when di → djνν̄ are enhanced, the effects

contributing to Bs → µ−µ+ align with the SM contribution and could result in constructive

interference and pushing its BR above the current experimental data. To address the con-

straint arising from Bs → µ−µ+, a right-handed quark current used to cancel the effect from
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the left-handed current in the b → s transition becomes helpful. What is more is that in

fact, the SM predicts B(Bs → µ−µ+) = 3.78+0.15
−0.10 × 10−9 [8], slightly higher than the current

experimental measurement B(Bs → µ−µ+) = (3.01± 0.35)× 10−9 [34]. The introduction of

right-handed quark currents helps alleviate this tension.

Because the right-handed quarks and leptons in the SM and the introduced dark quark

are SU(2)L singlet, we can employ an SU(2)L singlet electrically charged dark scalar to

couple these particles. As a result, the right-handed currents for the b → s transition can be

generated from one-loop Feynman diagrams. Moreover, through mixing with the inert Higgs

doublet, the left- and right-handed leptons can couple to the physical inert charged scalars.

This results in the corrections to lepton g − 2 being linear in the lepton mass. Therefore,

the muon g − 2 can be significantly enhanced in the model. Based on the above analysis,

the additional dark particles introduced in the model to explain the neutrino measurements

and the muon g− 2, to fit B(Bs → µ−µ+), and to enhance the di → djνν̄ processes are: the

non-leptonic inert Higgs doublet, the singlet vector-like up-type dark quark, and the singlet

dark-charged scalar.

The paper is structured as follows. We set up the scotogenic model and derive the Yukawa

and relevant gauge couplings in Sec. II. Utilizing the obtained Yukawa couplings and scalar

mixings, we formulate the loop-induced neutrino mass matrix and lepton g − 2 in Sec. III.

The constraints from b → sγ and |∆F | = 2 arising from box diagrams are analyzed. In

addition, the effective Hamiltonian for di → dj(νν̄, µ
−µ+), which arises from the Z-penguin

diagrams, is derived in this section. Based on the new interactions, the BRs for B → K(∗)νν̄,

K → πνν̄, B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+, and Bs → µ−µ+ are computed in Sec. IV. The detailed numerical

analysis and discussions of the phenomenological results are shown in Sec. V. The findings

of this study are summarized in Sec. VI.

II. THE MODEL AND COUPLINGS

As stated in the introduction, the Majorana neutrino mass can be radiatively generated in

the scotogenic model if lepton number violation originates from the coupling of the leptonic

inert Higgs doublet to the non-leptonic inert Higgs and the SM Higgs doublets in the scalar

potential. Moreover, by introducing an SU(2)L singlet vector-like up-type quark, we can

have interesting phenomenological contributions to the FCNC B and K decays. Therefore,
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to investigate the impacts of new physics on the processes of di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+) while avoiding

the strict constraints from the B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ+µ− decays, we extend the SM by

adding two Higgs doublet η1,2, one charged scalar χ±, and singlet vector-like neutral leptons

NL,R and up-type quarks TL,R, one for each chirality.

It is found that with appropriate charge assignment to the new particles, a global U(1)X

dark symmetry exists in the model. Since a Z ′-guage boson is not necessary for the study, we

do not gauge the U(1)X symmetry. For clarity, we show the representations and assignments

of U(1)X charge and lepton number as follows:

η1 ∼ (2, 1, qX , 0) , η2 ∼ (2, 1, −qX ,−2) ,

NL,R ∼ (1, 0, qX , 1) , TL,R ∼ (1, 4/3, qX , 0) , χ+ ∼ (1, 2, qX , 0) ,
(2)

where the numbers in the parentheses denote in sequence the SU(2)L representation, the

U(1)Y charge, the U(1)X charge, and the lepton number. We note that both η2 and N

carry the lepton number. Moreover, to ensure the stability of a DM candidate in the model,

we assume that the U(1)X is exact, and the η1,2 are assumed to have no nonzero vacuum

expectation values (VEVs). Hence, the masses of the dark-charged scalars do not originate

from the electroweak symmetry breaking.

We will focus on the loop-induced quark flavor-changing processes in this work. Details

of the scalar potential, the scalar mixings, and the scalar mass spectra are presented in

Appendix A. The main free parameters associated with the scalar sector are the masses of

the inert charged Higgs bosons.

A. Yukawa couplings

Based on the representations and charge assignments in Eq. (2), the Yukawa couplings

for the new particles are given by:

−LY =Ly1 η̃1NR + Ly2 η̃2N
C
L + ℓR yℓ NLχ

− +mNNLNR

+QL y
R
T η̃1TR + dR yL

T TLχ
− +mTTLTR +H.c. ,

(3)

where the flavor indices are suppressed, L and QL denote respectively the left-handed lepton

and quark doublets in the SM, η̃j = iτ2η
∗
j , N

C = CN̄T is the charge conjugation of N , and

mN (mT ) is the mass of N (T ). After electroweak symmetry breaking, we introduce the

unitary flavor-mixing matrices V ℓ
R,L and V q

R,L to diagonalize the charged lepton and quark
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mass matrices. Since the neutrinos are still massless at the tree level, we can absorb the

lepton flavor-mixing matrices to the Yukawa couplings y1,2,ℓ. If we rotate away the weak

phase of y1, both y2 and yℓ in general contain complex parameters. Thus, y2 can lead to a

complex Majorana neutrino mass matrix through radiative corrections. Using the physical

charged and neutral scalar states defined in Eqs. (A5) and (A9), the lepton Yukawa couplings

can be obtained as:

−Lℓ
Y =νL y1NR (cϕ(S1 − iA1)− sϕ(S2 + iA2))

+ νL y2N
C
L (sϕ(S1 + iA1) + cϕ(S2 − iA2))− ℓL y2N

C
L η−2

− ℓL y1NR

(
cθH

−
1 − sθH

−
2

)
+ ℓR yℓ NL

(
sθH

−
1 + cθH

−
2

)
+mNNLNR +H.c. ,

(4)

where θ denotes the mixing angle between η±1 and χ±. Besides the masses of neutral scalars,

we will show later that the loop-induced Majorana neutrino mass matrix depends on y1,2

and the angle θ.

Before electroweak symmetry breaking, the weak phases of yR,T
T can be rotated away by

redefining the phases of the quark fields uL and dL,R. After the symmetry breaking, when

the quark-flavor mixing matrices are introduced for diagonalizing the quark mass matrices,

we can redefine V u
L y

R
T as yR

T in the ūLy
R
T TRη

0∗
1 term. As a result, the term related to

the left-handed down-type quark becomes d̄LV
†yR

T TRη
−
1 , where V = V u

L V
d†
L represents the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. In terms of physical quark and scalar states,

the Yukawa couplings of the new quark in the model are expressed as:

−Lq
Y =uL y

R
T TR [cϕ(S1 − iA1)− sϕ(S2 + iA2)]

+ d̄
(
CRk

Ti PR +CLk
T PL

)
TH−

k +mTTLTR +H.c.
(5)

Here, C
R1(2)
T = −cθ(sθ)Y

R
T , and C

L1(2)
T = sθ(cθ)Y

L
T , with

YR
T = V †yR

T , YL
T = V d

R yL
T . (6)

From Eq. (5), it can be seen that the down-type quarks only couple to the charged Higgses.

Although the Yukawa couplings yR,L
T can be tightly restrained by the up-type quark processes

mediated by the scalars Si and pseudoscalars Ai, such as D − D̄ mixing, the constraint is

essentially close to that from the K − K̄ mixing. Without loss of generality, we will focus

on the charged Higgs-mediated phenomena.

If the up-type quarks in the weak eigenstates are initially aligned with their physical states

(i.e., V u
L = 1), we then have V = V d†

L , which is well-determined in experiments. Since there
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is no information on the right-handed quark flavor mixings, V d
R is essentially an unspecified

unitary matrix. To reduce the number of free parameters, we adopt the assumption that

V d
R = V d

L . Indeed, the assumption can be realized in the left-right symmetric model or model

with a Hermitian quark mass matrix. The unique CP-violating phase in the quark sector

then arises from the Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) phase in the CKM matrix. We will apply

the assumption in the numerical analysis.

B. Gauge couplings

In addition to the Yukawa couplings, the alternative interactions essential for the study

of the FCNC B and K decays are the gauge couplings of the photon (Aµ) and Z-boson to

T , χ±, and η+1 . Being an SU(2)L singlet and charged under U(1)X , T does not mix with

the SM quarks or couple with the W boson.

To obtain the relevant guage interactions, we write the covariant derivatives of T , χ± and

ηi as:

DµT = (∂µ + iQTg
′Bµ)T ,

Dµχ
+ = (∂µ + ig′Bµ)χ

+ ,

Dµη1 =

(
∂µ + i

g

2
τ⃗ · W⃗µ + i

g′

2
Bµ

)
η1 ,

(7)

where the hypercharges of YT = 4/3 = 2QT , Yχ+ = 2 and Yη1 = 1 have been explicitly used.

Because η2 does not couple to quarks, we refrain from showing its gauge couplings. Using

the weak mixing angle, defined by cos θW = g/
√

g2 + g′2 and sin θW = g′/
√
g2 + g′2, and

the relation of g sin θW = g′ cos θW = e, we parametrize the photon and Z-boson states as:

Aµ = cWBµ + sWW 3
µ ,

Zµ = −sWBµ + cWW 3
µ ,

(8)

with cW ≡ cos θW and sW ≡ sin θW . The gauge couplings of Aµ and Zµ to the heavy new

quark can be found as:

LTTV = −eQT T̄ γµTA
µ − g

2cW

(
−2QT s

2
W

)
T̄ γµTZ

µ . (9)

Note that as T is a vector-like quark, it has a vectorial coupling to the Z gauge boson.
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For the gauge couplings of the charged scalars H±
i , they can be obtained as:

LH−H+V = ieAµ

2∑
i=1

(H+
i ∂µH

−
i −H−

i ∂µH
+
i )

+ i
g

2cW
cZijZ

µ
(
(∂µH

−
i )H

+
j −H−

i ∂µH
+
j

)
, (10)

where cZ11 = c2θ−2s2W , cZ12 = cZ21 = cθsθ, and cZ22 = s2θ−2s2W . Because η±1 and χ± mix together

and belong to different SU(2)L representations, the Z couplings to these charged Higgs fields

are not diagonal. We note that the gauge couplings of scalars Si and pseudoscalars Ai to the

Z gauge boson can be expressed as Lkin ⊃ g/(2cW ) (Ai∂µSi − Si∂µAi)Z
µ. From the results

shown in Appendix A, Si and Ai are degenerate due to the U(1)X symmetry. Therefore,

these bosons cannot be the DM candidates; otherwise, the scalar boson scattering off the

nucleon, SiN → AiN or its inverse process, mediated by the Z gauge boson will lead to too

large a cross section that has already been excluded by the DM direct detection. Thus, the

neutral Dirac fermion N is the DM candidate in this model. Utilizing the Yukawa couplings

in Eq. (4), the annihilation cross section of NN̄ → fSMf̄SM can accommodate the observed

DM relic density when mN ≲ 600 GeV, as detailed in Ref. [30].

III. LOOP-INDUCED PROCESSES

In the following, we examine various loop-mediated processes that receive additional

contributions from the new particles in the model.

A. Radiative neutrino mass and muon g − 2

According to the lepton Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (4), the Majorana neutrino mass

matrix elements mediated by the neutral scalars and N can be obtained as:

mν
ij =

sin(2ϕ)

32π2
yijmN

[
m2

S1

m2
S1

−m2
N

ln

(
m2

S1

m2
N

)
− m2

S2

m2
S2

−m2
N

ln

(
m2

S2

m2
N

)]
, (11)

where we have included the pseudoscalar Ai contributions, used the mass relationmAi
= mSi

,

and defined the symmetric Yukawa couplings yij in flavor indices as yij = y∗1iy
∗
2j + y∗2iy

∗
1j.

For illustration purposes, we take mS1 = 600 GeV, mS2 = 800 GeV, mN = 300 GeV,

ϕ ∼ O(10−7), and y1,2 ∼ O(10−2) which is the order of τ lepton Yukawa coupling in the

SM, and obtain mν
ij ∼ O(10−2) eV. To have more impacts on the lepton flavor-violating
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processes, such µ → eγ, µ → 3e, and µ − e conversion, one can take y1,2 of O(1) while

keeping ϕ ∼ 10−11 or λ5 ∼ O(10−10). In the limit of λ5 = 0, the lepton number symmetry

is restored. Therefore, a small λ5 can be regarded as technically natural [31].

When considering the scheme with y1 ∼ O(1), one might anticipate significant effects on

di → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+) from box diagrams, where the T -quark, N -lepton, and charged Higgses

run inside the loops. However, unlike the Z-penguin diagrams that induce dimension-4 di-

s-Z∗ couplings, the effective operators arising from the box diagrams for di → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+)

are of dimension-6. In other words, the effective Wilson coefficients resulting from y1 are

suppressed bym2
W/m2

T . Consequently, the lepton Yukawa couplings cannot have a significant

effect on the quark flavor-changing processes.

Using the Yukawa couplings in Eq. (4), the radiative corrections to the muon magnetic

dipole moment mediated by H+
1,2 and N can be obtained as:

∆aµ = −mµs2θ
16π2

mN Re(yℓ2y
∗
12)

(
J1(wH+

1
)

m2
H+

1

−
J1(wH+

2
)

m2
H+

2

)
, (12)

where wH+
i
≡ m2

N/m
2
H+

i

, and J1 is a loop integral, defined as:

J1(w) =
1 + w

2(1− w)2
+

w lnw

(1− w)3
. (13)

Because η+1 and χ+ couple to the left-handed and right-handed leptons, respectively, the

resulting ∆aµ is proportional tomµ. The mass insertion factor occurring in theN propagator

further enhances ∆aµ. In addition, without introducing χ+, the contribution to ∆aµ from

η+1 would always have a negative sign. Assuming mH+
1

= 600 GeV, mχ+
1

= 800 GeV,

mN = 300 GeV, sθ = 0.1, and Re(yℓ2y
∗
12) = 0.2 as an illustration, we obtain ∆aµ ≃ 2.2×10−9.

The above numerical estimate demonstrates that the model can readily accommodate

the observed neutrino mass and the muon g − 2 anomaly. Since the purely lepton-related

processes in the model are similar to the study in Ref. [30], a detailed analysis can be found

therein. This study primarily focuses on exploring rare quark flavor-changing processes.

B. b → sγ

Due to the precision measurement of b → sγ decays, the new physics effects contributing

to b → s(νν̄, ℓ−ℓ+) are severely constrained. In this subsection, we examine the influence of

new couplings on the b → sγ decays.
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The effective Hamiltonian for b → sγ(∗) from photon-penguin diagrams mediated by H±
1,2

and T can be parametrized as:

HNP
b→sγ = k2 s̄ γµ (ALPL + ARPR) bAµ + s̄ σµν (BLPL +BRPR) b Fµν , (14)

where kµ is the momentum of the emitted photon, and Fµν is the field strength tensor of

the electromagnetic field. For an on-shell photon, i.e., k2 = 0, only the dipole operators

contribute. By dimensional analysis, since AL and AR are associated with vector currents

and the chiralities in the initial and final states of quarks are the same, AL and AR are

proportional to 1/m2
T if T -quark is the heaviest particle in the model. As a result, the

processes b → s ℓ− ℓ+ from the off-shell photon are indeed suppressed and negligible.

The situation for the dipole operators is more complicated. By dimensional analysis,

BL,R can depend on mb/m
2
T and 1/mT , where mb arises from the application of the equation

of motion or chirality flip in the b-quark propagator. Since ms ≪ mb, we take ms ≈ 0.

In terms of the weak states of η+1 and χ+, one can easily understand that the contribution

from each of η+1 and χ+ results in the dependence of mb/m
2
T . Since η+1 and χ+ only couple

to the left-handed and the right-handed quarks, respectively, to flip the chirality of the b-

quark in the tensor-type weak currents, the mass effect of b-quark must appear. Hence, the

dimension-4 Hamiltonian mediated by η+1 /χ
+ leads to BR,L ∝ mb/m

2
T .

When considering the mixing effect of η+1 and χ+, the chirality flip in the tensor-type

current is automatically satisfied. Moreover, instead of the mb effect, a mass insertion factor

appears in the propagator of T that runs in the photon-penguin loop. Consequently, the

contributions from the η+1 -χ
+ mixing are expected to be BL,R ∝ cθsθ/mT , which are larger

than those from the individual η+1 and χ+ contributions. The dominant effects of BL,R can

then be expressed as:

BL =
(2 +QT )cθsθ

32π2mT

Y L
T2Y

R∗
T3

(
J1(zH+

2
)− J(zH+

1
)
)
,

BR =
(2 +QT )cθsθ

32π2mT

Y R
T2Y

L∗
T3

(
J1(zH+

2
)− J(zH+

1
)
)
,

(15)

with zH+
i
≡ m2

H+
i

/m2
T . To avoid the constraint on YR,L

T from b → sγ, we can either consider

sθ to be sufficiently small or mH+
1

∼ mH+
2

for a subtle cancellation in J1(zH+
2
) − J(zH+

1
).

For numerical illustration purposes, we rewrite Eq. (14) in terms of the standard magnetic
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dipole operators as:

HNP
b→sγ = −GFV

∗
tsVtb√
2

(
CNP

7 O7γ + C ′NP
7γ O′

7γ

)
, (16)

O
(′)
7γ =

emb

4π2
s̄ σµνPR(L) b F

µν .

The SM results are CSM
7γ ≈ −0.3 and C ′SM

7γ ≈ 0. Using the typical values of the parameters:

mT = 1.2 TeV, mH+
1
= 0.6 TeV, mH+

2
= 0.8 TeV, sθ = 0.1, and Y L

T2Y
R∗
T3 ∼ Y L

T2Y
R∗
T3 ∼ 0.1, we

obtain |C(′)NP
7γ /CSM

7γ | ∼ 0.19. As no anomalous signals are found in the b → sγ processes,

we can simply suppress C
(′)NP
7γ without further limiting the Yukawa couplings YR,L

T , which

are the primary factors contributing to the |∆F | = 1 and |∆F | = 2 (F = K, Bd, and Bs)

processes in the model.

C. |∆F | = 2 from box diagrams

Among loop-induced FCNCs involving the down-type quarks, the essential and most well-

measured processes are K and Bq (q = d, s) meson oscillations, characterized by the mass

differences between their mass eigenstate, denoted by ∆mK,Bq . To evaluate the impact of

new physics effects in the model on the |∆F | = 2 processes, we derive the ∆mF , including

the SM contributions, as follows.

dj

di dj

di
η+

1 (χ+)

η+
1 (χ+)

T T

dj

di
dj

di
η+

1

χ+

TL

TR TR

TL

(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Selected Feynman diagrams for |∆F | = 2 processes.

Since there is no FCNC coupling at the tree level, the |∆F | = 2 processes have to arise

from the box diagrams, and the representative Feynman diagrams are sketched in Fig. 1,

where the left-handed plot shows the mediation of η+1 -η
+
1 and χ+-χ+, and the right-handed

plot shows that of η+1 -χ
+. Since the four fermions in the external legs of the box diagrams
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lead to dimension-6 operators, the associated effective coefficients in the induced Hamiltonian

have to be proportional to 1/m2
T . Although a m2

T factor appears at the propagators of T

via the mass insertions, the dependence of 1/m2
T is not changed in Fig. 1(b) because the

denominator of the loop integrand has an eighth power of momentum in four-dimensional

momentum integral. Therefore, the final result still shows the dependence of 1/m2
T . Using

the Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (5), the effective Hamiltonian for |∆F | = 2 can be

obtained as:

HNP(|∆F | = 2) =
c4θ

4(4π)2m2
T

(Y R
TiY

R∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
1
) diγµPLdj diγ

µPLdj

+
c4θ

4(4π)2m2
T

(Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
2
) diγµPRdj diγ

µPRdj

− c4θ
(4π)2m2

T

(
Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj Y

R
TiY

R∗
Tj

)
J2(zH+

1
, zH+

2
) diPLdj diPRdj ,

(17)

where all involved Feynman diagrams have been considered, the small contributions from

the dependence of sθ and mb are neglected, and the flavor index pairs (i, j) = (2, 1), (3, 1),

and (3, 2) correspond to the K, Bd, and Bs mesons, respectively. The loop integral function

J1 is the same as that in Eq. (13), and J2 is given by

J2(w, x) = − 1

(1− w)(1− x)
− 1

w − x

[
w lnw

(1− w)2
− x lnx

(1− x)2

]
. (18)

The mass differences between the heavy and light neutral K/Bq mesons are defined as:

∆mK = 2 Re(MK
12) = 2 Re(⟨K̄|H(|∆S| = 2)|K⟩) ,

∆mBq = 2 |MBq

12 | = 2 |⟨B̄q|H(|∆S| = 2)|Bq⟩| .
(19)

To estimate the matrix elements of MK
12 and M

Bq

12 contributed from the new physics effects,

we apply the results obtained in Ref. [35], where the QCD renormalization group effects

from a high energy scale to a low µ scale are included. To apply the results from Ref. [35],

the |∆F | = 2 Hamiltonian is parametrized by

H(|∆F | = 2) =
G2

F

16π2
m2

W

∑
i

Ci(µ)Qi , (20)

12



where the operators Qi are defined as [35]:

QVLL
1 = (diγµPLdj)(diγ

µPLdj) , (21a)

QLR
1 = (diγµPLdj)(diγ

µPRdj) , (21b)

QLR
2 = (diPLdj)(diPRdj) , (21c)

QSLL
1 = (diPLdj)(diPLdj) , (21d)

QSLL
2 = (diσµνPLdj)(diσ

µνPLdj) . (21e)

Here we have suppressed the color indices. Since the matrix elements of the operators VRR

and SRR are the same as those of VLL and SLL, we do not explicitly show these operators in

Eq. (21). The master formula for the meson-antimeson matrix element is expressed as [35]:

MF,NP
12 =

G2
F

16π2
m2

W

F 2
FmF

3

[
PVLL
1

(
CVLL

1 + CRLL
1

)
+ P LR

1 CLR
1 + P LR

2 CLR
2

+P SLL
1

(
CSLL

1 + CSRR
1

)
+ P SLL

2

(
CSLL

2 + CSRR
2

)]
,

(22)

where Pα
i include the non-perturbative bag parameters and QCD running factors, Cα

i denote

the effective coefficients at the high energy scale, and FF is the decay constant of meson F .

The values of Pα
i are shown in Table I [35]. We note that with the exception of PVLL

1 , the

values of Pα
i in the K meson are one order of magnitude larger than those in the Bq meson

due to the factor of m2
F/(mdi + mdj)

2. This factor in K is approximately 20 times larger

than that in Bq.

TABLE I: Values of Pα
i used to estimate the matrix elements of the K, Bd, and Bs mesons.

PVLL
1 PLR

1 PLR
2 PSLL

1 PSLL
2

K 0.48 −36.1 59.2 −18.1 −32.2

Bd 0.84 −1.62 2.46 −1.47 −2.98

Bs 0.94 −1.83 2.78 −1.66 −3.37

From Eq. (17), the involved four-fermion operators are QVLL,VRR
1 and QLR

2 . Using the

master formula in Eq. (22), the resulting mixing matrix element for F transition to F̄ can

13



then be written as:

MF,NP
12 =

F 2
FmF c

4
θ

48π2m2
T

[
P V LL
1

4

(
(Y R

TiT
R∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
1
) + (Y L

TiT
L∗
Tj )

2J1(zH+
2
)
)

− PLR
2

(
Y R
TiY

R∗
Tj

) (
Y L
TiY

L∗
Tj

)
J2(zH+

1
, zH+

2
)

]
.

(23)

In order to combine the SM contributions, we write the SM results as [36]:

MK,SM
12 =

G2
Fm

2
W

12π2
F 2
KmKB̂K

[
λ2
cξ1S0(xc) + λ2

t ξ2S0(xt) + 2λcλtξ3S0(xc, xt)
]

M
Bq,SM
12 =

G2
Fm

2
W

12π2
λ2
tF

2
Bq
mBqB̂BqξBS0(xt) ,

(24)

where λk = V ∗
kiVkj; ξ1,2,3 = (1.87 ± 0.76, 0.5765 ± 0.0065, 0.496 ± 0.047) [37] and ξB =

0.5510 ± 0.0022 [38, 39] are the QCD correction factors, and B̂F is the renormalization

scale-independent bag parameter. With xf ≡ m2
f/m

2
W , the S0 functions are read as [36]:

S0(xc) = xc ,

S0(xt) =
4xt − 11x2

t + x3
t

4(1− xt)2
− 3x3

t lnxt

2(1− xt)3
,

S0(xc, xt) = xc

(
ln

xt

xc

− 3xt

4(1− xt)
− 3x2

t lnxt

4(1− xt)2

)
.

(25)

Accordingly, the transition matrix element by combining the SM result and the charged-

Higgs mediated effects is given by MF
12 = MF,SM

12 + MF,NP
12 . Using Eq. (19), we can obtain

∆mF .

D. Z-penguin induced di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+)

As alluded to earlier, the di → djℓ
−ℓ+ processes mediated through the photon-penguin

diagrams have negligible contributions due to the 1/m2
T suppression. Box diagrams, medi-

ated by T and N and governed by the Yukawa couplings y1, can also induce di → djℓ
−ℓ+.

However, similar to the |∆F | = 2 case, the induced dimension-6 four-fermion operators

of didjℓ
−ℓ+ are suppressed by 1/m2

T . Therefore, the primary contributions to di → djℓ
′ℓ′

(ℓ′ = νℓ, ℓ
±) in the model are predominantly from the Z-penguin diagrams. The dominant

Feynman diagram is depicted in Fig. 2.

Analogous to Eq. (14), the loop-induced didjZ
∗ vertices generally contain structures

of vector and tensor currents. Through dimensional analysis and consideration of quark
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ν, ℓ+

ν, ℓ−

di dj

Z

T

H+
1,2

FIG. 2: Dominant Z-penguin Feynman diagrams for di → dj(νν̄, ℓ
−ℓ+).

chirality, it can be found that the effective coefficients associated with the tensor currents are

proportional to cθ mdi/m
2
T and sθ/mT , where the former corresponds to the contributions

from η+1 (χ
+), and the latter is from the mixing of η+1 and χ+. As the tensor operator

djσµνdiZ
µν relates to the transition momentum kµ = pi− pj, roughly of the order of mdi , its

contributions to di → djℓ
′ℓ′ are indeed suppressed by cθ mdiO(mdi)/m

2
T and sθO(mdi)/mT .

Hence, we can neglect the effects of the tensor operators.

Furthermore, when all Feynman diagrams, including self-energy diagrams, are considered

to cancel the ultraviolet divergences, the dominant effects of Fig. 2 arise from the vector

currents. Retaining the same chirality in the initial and final quarks requires a double mass

insertion in the T -quark propagator; thus, the suppression factor of 1/m2
T is replaced by the

factor of m2
T in the induced effective coefficients. As a result, the effective Hamiltonian for

di → djℓℓ′ can be derived as:

HNP
di→djℓ′ℓ′

= −
√
2GF djγµ

(
CL

ZjiPL + CR
jiPR

)
di ℓ′γ

µ
(
cℓ

′

V − cℓ
′

Aγ5

)
ℓ′ , (26)

where cℓ
′
V = I3ℓ′ − 2s2WQℓ′ and cℓ

′
A = I3ℓ with I3ℓ′ being the third weak isospin of ℓ′, and the

induced coefficients CL,R
Z and loop integral function JZ are given as:

CL
Zji =

2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2
Y R
TjY

R∗
T i JZ

(
zH+

1

)
,

CR
Zji =

2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2
Y L
TjY

L∗
T i JZ

(
zH+

2

)
,

JZ(x) =
1

1− x
+

x lnx

(1− x)2
.

(27)

When x → 0 and x → 1, the asymptotic values of JZ(x) are 1 and 1/2, respectively.
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Therefore, if we take the scheme of sθ ≪ 1, the primary free parameters in the matrices

CL,R
Z are YL,R

T .

IV. OBSERVABLES IN RARE B AND K DECAYS

Based on the Z-mediated interactions shown in Eq. (26), we discuss their contributions

to the rare B and K decays in this section. The processes of interest inlcude B → K(∗)νν̄,

K+ → π+νν̄, KL → π0νν̄, Bs → µ−µ+, and inclusive B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ decays. Since the

influence on the angular observables of B → K∗ℓ−ℓ+ is found to be insignificant for the

parameters that enhance the BR of B+ → K+νν̄, we do not discuss them in this study.

A. B → (K,K∗)νν̄

Combining Eq. (26) with the interactions in the SM, the effective Hamiltonian for b → sνν̄

is written as:

Hb→sνν̄ =
4GF√

2

α

2πs2W

[(
V ∗
tsVtbXt −

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

)
s̄γµPLbν̄γµPLν

−
√
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

s̄γµPRbν̄γµPLν

]
,

(28)

where the neutrino flavors are suppressed, α = e2/4π, Xt = 1.481 ± 0.009 [40], and Cν
SM =

2GFα/(
√
2πs2W ). The q2-dependent differential decay rate of B → Kνν̄ is obatined as:

dΓ

dq2
(B̄ → Kνν̄) =

dΓSM

dq2
(B → Kνν̄)

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF (C

L
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtbXtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (29)

Since the new interactions are lepton flavor-conserving and involve only the vector currents,

we can factorize the new physics effects as a q2-independent scalar factor. Therefore, the

ratio of BR in the model to the SM prediction can be simplified as:

Rν
K =

B(B+ → K+νν̄)

B(B+ → K+νν̄)SM
=

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF (C

L
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtbXtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (30)

Using the form factors of B̄ → K∗ defined in Appendix B, the partial differential decay
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rate for B → K∗νν̄ is

dΓ

dq2
(B → K∗νν̄) =

G2
Fα

2

256π5s4Wm3
B

q2
√
λK∗

∣∣∣∣∣V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GF

Cν
SM

(CL
Z23 − CR

Z23)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

H2
V,0

+

∣∣∣∣∣V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2
(H2

V,+ +H2
V−
)

−4Re

((
V ∗
tsVtbXt +

√
2GFC

L
Z23

Cν
SM

) √
2GFC

R
Z23

Cν
SM

)
HV,+ HV,−

]
,

(31)

where the q2-dependent λK∗ and polarization factors HV,0(±) of K
∗ are defined as [10]:

λP (q
2) = m4

B +m4
P + q4 − 2m2

Bm
2
P − 2m2

P q
2 − 2m2

Bq
2 , (32a)

HV,0(q
2) =

8√
q2
mBmK∗A12(q

2) , (32b)

HV,±(q
2) = (mB +mK∗)A1(q

2)∓
√
λK∗

mB +mK∗
V (q2) , (32c)

with A12(q
2), A1(q

2), and V (q2) being the B̄ → K∗ transition form factors. In our numerical

estimates, we use the B̄ → K form factors obtained from the lattice QCD calculations [41,

42], and the B̄ → K∗ form factors obtained from the combination of light-cone sum rule and

lattice QCD calculations [43]. To illustrate the influence of new physics, we define analogous

to Eq. (30) the ratio:

Rν
K∗ =

B(Bd → K∗0νν̄)

B(Bd → K∗0νν̄)SM
. (33)

B. K+ → π+νν̄ and KL → πνν̄

The effective Hamiltonian for d → sνν̄ in the model is written as:

Hd→sνν̄ =Cν
SM

∑
ℓ=e,µτ

[(
V ∗
csVcdX

ℓ
NNL + V ∗

tsVtdXt −
√
2GFC

L
Z21

Cν
SM

)
s̄γµPLd

−
√
2GFC

R
Z21

Cν
SM

s̄γµPRd

]
ν̄ℓγµPLνℓ ,

(34)

where Xℓ
NNL denotes the contributions from the charm quark with the QCD corrections

calculated up to next-to-next-to-leading (NNL) order [44, 45], and the two-loop electroweak

corrections also included [46]. Using the results formulated in Refs. [40, 47], the BRs of the
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K+ → π+νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄ decays can be obtained respectively as:

B(K+ → π+νν̄) = κ+(1 + ∆EM)

[(
ImXeff

λ5

)2

+

(
Re(V ∗

csVcd)

λ
Pc(X) +

Re(Xeff)

λ5

)2
]

,

B(KL → π0νν̄) = B(KL → π0νν̄)SM

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
2GF Im(CL

Z21 + CR
Z21)

Im(V ∗
tsVtd)XtCν

SM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(35)

where ∆EM = −0.003 is the electromagnetic radiative corrections, and κ+ = (5.173±0.025)×
10−11(λ/0.225)8. Here Pc(X) = P SD

c (X) + δPc,u = 0.405 ± 0.024 denotes the charm-quark

loop contributions, in which the short-distance part is given by [40]:

P SD
c (X) =

1

λ4

(
2

3
Xe

NNL +
1

3
Xτ

NNL

)
= 0.365± 0.012 , (36)

and the long-distance contribution is estimated as δPc,u = 0.04± 0.02 [48]. The factor Xeff

that combines the SM and new physics effects is:

Xeff = V ∗
tsVtdXt −

√
2GF

Cν
SM

(CL
Z21 + CR

Z21) . (37)

Similar to Rν
K,K∗ , we will explore the new physics effects contributing to rare K decays by

using the ratio of the BR in the model to the SM prediction, defined as:

Rν
π =

B(K → πνν̄)

B(K → πνν̄)SM
, (38)

where π = π+(π0) when K = K+(KL).

It is worth mentioning that the new physics effects on B+ → K+νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄

can be factorized as a multiplicative factor as shown in Eqs. (30) and (35). Since we adopt

V d
R = VCKM in this study, the multiplicative factor in both equations indeed is approximately

the same when the Yukawa couplings follow the hierarchy of y
R(L)
T1 ≪ y

R(L)
T2 ≪ y

R(L)
T3 due to

the constraints from the |∆F | = 2 processes. If the small CP phase of Vts is neglected, the

new physics effect in Eqs. (30) and (35) can be expressed as:

(CL
Z23 + CR

Z23)

V ∗
tsVtb

≈ Im(CL
Z21 + CR

Z21)

Im(V ∗
tsVtd)

≈ 2QT s
2
W c2θ

16π2

[(
yRT3 +

yRT2

Vts

)
yRT3 +R → L

]
. (39)

That is, we obtain Rν
K ≃ Rν

π0 in the model. We will explicitly demonstrate the relationship

in the numerical analysis.
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C. B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+

The effective Hamiltonian for the inclusive and exclusive b → sℓ−ℓ+ decays, including

the loop matrix element effects that arise from the tree- and penguin-induced four-quark

operators, is given as:

Hb→sℓ−ℓ+ = −4GF√
2

α

4π
V ∗
tsVtb

[ ∑
k=9,10

(
Ceff

k Ok + C ′eff
k O′

k

)
− 2mb

q2
Ceff

7 O7

]
. (40)

The effective operators in the model are

O(′)
9 =

(
s̄γµPL(R)b

) (
ℓ̄γµℓ

)
, (41a)

O(′)
10 =

(
s̄γµPL(R)b

) (
ℓ̄γµγ5ℓ

)
, (41b)

O7 = (s̄iσµνq
νPRb)

(
ℓ̄γµℓ

)
, (41c)

and the effective coefficients, combining the SM contributions and the effects from the new

Z-penguin diagrams, are given as:

Ceff
9 = Ceff,SM

9 +

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓVC
L
Z23 , (42a)

C ′eff
9 =

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓVC
R
Z23 , (42b)

Ceff
10 = Ceff,SM

10 −
√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
L
Z23 , (42c)

C ′eff
10 = −

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
R
Z23 , (42d)

with Cℓ
SM = GFαV

∗
tsVtb/(

√
2π). The SM results, obtained by ignoring the q2-dependence

at the energy scale of µb = 4.2 GeV, are Ceff,SM
9 ≈ 4.114, Ceff,SM

10 ≈ −4.193, and Ceff
7 =

Ceff,SM
7 ≈ −0.2957 [49]. Their detailed NNLO results can be found in Refs. [50–52].

Since the new Z-mediated contributions to the angular observables of B → K∗ℓ−ℓ+ are

insignificant for the effects that enhance the di → sνν̄ processes, our attention focuses on

the contributions to the B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ and Bs → µ−µ+ processes, where both processes

play a crucial role in constraining the parameters related to the b → s transition. Applying

the interactions in Eq. (40), the differential decay rate for b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+ as a function of
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s = q2/m2
b can be obtained as:

Γ(b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+)

ds
=
( α

4π

)2 G2
Fm

5
b

48π3
|V ∗

tsVtb|2 (1− s)2

[(
4 +

8

s

)
|Ceff

7 |2 + (1 + 2s)
(
|Ceff

9 |2

+|C ′eff
9 |2 + |Ceff

10 |2 + |C ′eff
10 |2

)
+ 12Ceff

7 Re(Ceff
9 + C ′eff

9 )

]
.

(43)

Notably, O(′)
9 and O7 do not contribute to the chirality suppression process Bs → µ−µ+.

The BR for Bs → µ−µ+ arising from O(′)
10 is given as [56–58]:

B(Bs → µ−µ+) = τµ−µ−
G2

F

π

∣∣∣∣αV ∗
tsVtb

4π

∣∣∣∣2 F 2
Bs
mBsm

2
µ

√
1− 4m2

µ

mBs

|C ′
10 − C10|2 , (44)

where τµ−µ+ is the effective lifetime of Bs in the time-dependent Bs → µ−µ+ decay and is

related to the width difference between heavy and light Bs mesons. The simplified relation

can be written as τµ−µ+ = τBs/(1 − ys) with 2ys = τBs∆Γs = 0.128 ± 0.007 [53] and τBs

being the Bs lifetime. The Wilson coefficients C
(′)
10 are C ′

10 = C ′eff
10 and

C10 = ηeff
0.315x0.78

t

s2W
−

√
2GF

Cℓ
SM

cℓAC
L
Z23 , (45)

where ηeff = 0.9882± 0.00024 represents the QCD and electroweak corrections [54, 55].

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

There are only seven observables measured from the neutrino oscillation experiments.

Therefore, the free parameters in the one-loop induced neutrino mass matrix given in

Eq. (11), such as mS1,2,N , ϕ, and y1i,2i, cannot be completely fixed. More related pro-

cesses, such as ℓi → ℓjγ, µ → 3e, µ− e conversion, and muon g− 2, should be included and

analyzed together. Since the mN , ϕ, and y1i,2i parameters are irrelevant to the semileptonic

B and K decays, we don’t repeat the numerical analysis of the neutrino physics and lepton

flavor-violating processes in this work. The relevant study with detailed analysis can be

found in Ref. [30]. Hence, we focus on the contributions from the parameters yR,L
T , mH+

1,2

and their mixing angle θ, and mT .

A. Numerical inputs and parameter constraints

As discussed earlier, the weak phases of yR,L
T can be rotated away; therefore, six free

parameters are involved in the quark Yukawa couplings. To satisfy the perturbativity re-
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quirement, we assume their upper limits to be |yR,L
Ti | <

√
4π. According to the fact that

∆mK ≪ ∆mBd
< ∆mBs and ∆mexp

Bd
/∆mexp

Bs
∼ ∆mSM

Bd
/∆mSM

Bs
∼ λ2 with λ ≈ 0.225 being

one of the Wolfenstein parameters, we further restrict the upper bounds on the parameters

to be |yR,L
T3 | ≲ 3.5, |yR,L

T2 | ≲ 1, and |yR,L
T1 | ≲ 0.5 in the numerical calculations.

For the mass limit of the heavy quark T , we adopt the constraints based on the stop

searches in R-parity conserving supersymmetry (SUSY). The data, obtained with an inte-

grated luminosity of 139 fb−1 at
√
s = 13 TeV by ATLAS [59], show that mass below 1 TeV

has been excluded when the neutralino mass is around 100 GeV. Since the lightest neutral

inert scalar cannot be the DM in the model, i.e., mS1,2 > mN , the inert charged scalar should

also be heavier than N . Thus, to reduce the number of free parameters in our numerical

analysis, we fix the masses as follows: mT = 1.2 TeV, m2
H+

1

/m2
T = 0.3, and m2

H+
2

/m2
T = 0.4.

For the scenario with a small mixing angle θ, we fix sθ = 0.1 in the numerical estimates.

With the above-specified values of mT and mH+
1,2
, more than six experimental observables

are required to determine the allowed ranges of yR,L
T . Since we want to consider the processes

of B → K(∗)νν̄ and KL → π0νν̄ as predictions in the model, they should be excluded from

the inputs. Based on the discussions in Secs. III and IV, the experimental inputs can be

∆mK,Bq , Bs → µ−µ+, B → Xsℓ
−ℓ+, K+ → π+νν̄ as well as the CP asymmetry in the

B → J/ΨK decay, denoted as SJ/ΨK0 . Thus, we can use these seven observables to put

bounds on the six free parameters. Their SM predictions and current experimental values

are shown in Table II. The SM results for B → K(∗)νν̄ used in our numerical estimates

are [8]

B(B+ → K+νν̄) = (4.92± 0.30)× 10−6 ,

B(Bd → K∗0νν̄) = (10.13± 0.92)× 10−6 . (46)

As a comparison, the lattice QCD results obtained in Ref. [60] are B(B+ → K+νν̄) =

(5.06± 0.14± 0.28)× 10−6 and B(Bd → K∗0νν̄) = (9.05± 1.25± 0.55)× 10−6.

To determine the ranges of the free parameters that are consistent with the chosen ex-

perimental data, we employ the minimum chi-square approach, where the weighted χ2 is

defined as follows:

χ2 =
∑
i

(Oth
i −Oexp

i )2

σ2
i

. (47)

Here Oth
i and Oexp

i represent the central values of the i-th observable predicted by the model
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TABLE II: The experimental measurements and the SM predictions.

Obs. ∆mK · 1015 [GeV] ∆mBd
· 1013 [GeV] ∆mBs · 1012 [GeV] SJ/ΨK0

Exp. [34] 3.482± 0.006 3.332± 0.013 11.688± 0.004 0.699± 0.017

SM 5.8± 2.4 [61] 3.618+1.052
−0.987 [39] 11.053+3.618

−2.237 [39] 0.831± 0.116 [39]

Obs. B(Bs → µ−µ+) · 109 B(b → Xsℓ
−ℓ+) · 106 B(K+ → π+νν̄) · 1011 B(KL → π0νν̄) · 1011

Exp. 3.01± 0.35 [34] 5.8± 1.3 [34] 11.4+4.0
−3.3 [34] < 2× 10−9 [62]

SM 3.78+0.15
−0.10 [8] 4.15± 0.7 [63] 8.60± 0.42 [8] 2.94± 0.15 [8]

and measured in experiments, respectively. The weight factor σ2
i = (σSM

i )2 + (σexp
i )2 [64]

combines the uncertainties from both SM predictions and experimental data.

With the assumed values of masses and ranges of Yukawa couplings, the minimum value

of the weighted χ2 for the seven observable inputs is χ2
min = 0.23, while the χ2 value in

the SM is χ2
SM = 4.93. The best-fit parameter values are yL,min

T ≃ (0.032, 0.150, 0.893) and

yR,min
T = (0.024, 0.111, 0.813). To clearly understand the parameter correlations, we show

contours of the χ2 function in the planes of yRT3-y
R
T2, y

R
T3-y

R
T1, y

L
T3-y

L
T2, and yLT3-y

L
T1 in Fig. 3(a)-

(d), where the shaded areas represent probabilities of the χ2 distribution within 68.27%,

95.45%, and 99.73% confidence level (CL), respectively. Note that when two parameters are

selected as variables for the two-dimensional contours, the other parameters are held fixed

at their best-fit values.

B. Numerical analysis of observables in rare B and K processes

Based on the results in Figs. 3(b) and (d), it is seen that the ranges of yR,L
T1 are localized

in narrow regions at around yR,min
T1 and yL,min

T1 . To efficiently illustrate numerical results

for the studied processes in two-dimensional contour plots, we always fix yRT1 = yR,min
T1 and

yLT1 = yL,min
T1 . Since the areas within 2σ CL in the yRT3-y

R
T2 and yLT3-y

L
T2 planes with yR,T

T3 > 0

have similar patterns and regions of parameters, we will demonstrate the observables in the

rare B andK meson decays in the yRT3-y
R
T2 and yLT3-y

R
T3 planes. When we vary the parameters

in the planes of yRT3-y
R
T2 and yLT3-y

R
T3 within the above-mentioned contour regions, the other
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FIG. 3: Probabilities of χ2 distribution within 68.27%, 95.45%, and 99.73% shown in the planes

of (a) yRT3-y
R
T2, (b) y

R
T3-y

R
T1, (c) y

L
T3-y

L
T2, and (d) yLT3-y

L
T1.

parameters including yR,L
T1 are fixed at yR,min

T and yL,min
T .

According to Rν
K and Rν

K∗ defined in Eqs. (30) and (33), the contours for Rν
K (dashed)

and Rν
K∗ (dot-dashed) in the yRT3-y

R
T2 plane are shown in Fig. 4(a), with the values Rν

K =

(1, 5, 1.8, 2.0) and Rν
K∗ = (0.9, 1.0, 1.1, 1.2). The results indicate that Rν

K can reach up to

a factor of 2, while the influence of new physics effects in the model on B → K∗νν̄ is mild.

Additionally, we show the BR of Bs → µ−µ+ within the 1σ error of the experimental value

in dotted curves. As stated in the introduction, a tension exists between the experimental

data and SM prediction for B(Bs → µ−µ+). Interestingly, the Z-penguin diagrams mediated

by the inert charged scalars can resolve this tension and significantly enhance Rν
K . For

comparison, we show the χ2 contours within the 3σ CL in the plot.
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FIG. 4: Contours in the yRT3-y
R
T2 plane for the observables of (a) Rν , Rν

K∗ , and B(Bs → µ−µ+)

and of (b) Rν
π+ and Rν

π0 , where values of the parameters other than yRT3,T2 are taken to be their

best-fit values at χ2
min. In the plots, ±σ denotes that the experimental data within one standard

deviation are applied. Plots (c) and (d) resemble plots (a) and (b), but in the yLT3-y
R
T3 plane.

From the definition in Eq. (38), we show the contours for Rν
π+ (dot-dashed) and Rν

π0

(double-dot-dashed) in the plane of yRT3 and yRT2 in Fig. 4(b), with the values Rν
π+ =

(0.9, 1.3, 1.8) and Rν
π0 = (1.2, 1.4, 1.8, 2.0), where the values of Rν

π+ correspond the current

experimental data with the 1σ error. The results indicate that Rν
π0 = 2 can be achieved

within the 3σ CL in the model, and the BR for K+ → π+νν̄ can be enahnced up to the

+1σ upper value of B(K+ → π+νν̄) ≃ 15.4× 10−11 at yRT2 ∼ 0.3 and −0.2.

In Figs. 4(c) and (d), we project the allowed parameter space onto the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane

the same physical quantities as those shown in Figs. 4(a) and (b), where yL,RT3 are the only
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Yukawa couplings that can be of O(1) in our setting. Note that the contour of the +1σ upper

value Rν
π+ = 1.8 is outside the range, and we use Rν

π+ = 1.6 instead. It is observed that

the contours of these observables in the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane exhibit distinct patterns. Rν

K∗ and

B(Bs → µ−µ+) behave like hyperbolic curves, while Rν
K and Rν

π exhibit circular patterns. In

Fig. 4(b), the Rν
π0 = 1.2 and 1.4 contours do not overlap with the parameter region within

the 3σ CL; however, the Rν
π0 = 1.2 and 1.4 contours do cross over the region when viewed

in the yRT3-y
L
T3 plane of Fig. 4(d).

According to the results in Fig. 4, we observe that when y
R(L)
T3 ∼ y

R(L),min
T3 , Rν

K,π+,π0 can

be significantly enhanced and that B(Bs → µ−µ+) can fit the experimental central value.

Thus, it is interesting to explore the dependence of the considered processes on the yR,L
T2

parameters, with the other parameter values fixed at yR,min
T and yL,mini

T . For illustration

purposes, we show the contours as functions of yLT2 and yRT2 for R
ν
K,K∗ and B(Bs → µ−µ+) in

Fig. 5(a) and for Rν
π+,π0 in Fig. 5(b). From the plots, it is evident that each observable in the

selected values of contours can match the area within the 3σ CL. However, from Fig. 5(a),

the curves of Rν
K∗ = 0.9 and 1.2 do not overlap with the contours of Bs → µ−µ+ in the

Rν
K-enhanced region within the 1σ error. The same behavior is also shown in Fig. 4(c).

Hence, Rν
K∗ can be strictly bound by the measurement of B(Bs → µ−µ+).

FIG. 5: Contours in the yLT2-y
R
T2 plane for the observables of (a) Rν , Rν

K∗ , and B(Bs → µ−µ+)

and of (b) Rν
π+ and Rν

π0 , where the parameter values, except for yL,RT2 , are set to be y
R(L),min
T . In

the plots, ±σ denotes that the experimental data within one standard deviation are applied.

To examine the correlations between observables, we need to vary all parameters si-
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multaneously instead of merely varying two parameters as before. Based on the above

analysis, except for y
R(L)
T1 , which are fixed at the values of y

R(L),min
T1 , we set the ranges of the

other parameters around y
R(L),min
T . We scan the parameters assuming a normal distribution

with y
R(L),min
T as the mean and setting the standard deviations as σ(y

R(L)
T2 ) = y

R(L),min
T2 and

σ(y
R(L)
T3 ) = 0.1. In addition to the 1σ experimental constraints shown in Table II, we further

require that χ2 − χ2
min ≲ 3.84.

Using 107 sampling points, Fig. 6 shows the scatter plot depicting the correlations between

Rν
K and Rν

M with M = K∗, π+, π0 at 95% CL. As alluded to before, the result of Rν
K ≃ Rν

π0

given in Eq. (39) is numerically verified. Both ratios can be enhanced up to a factor of 2.

As expected, due to the introduction of right-handed quark currents, which are used to fit

the observed BR for Bs → µ−µ+, the influence of new physics effects on Rν
K∗ in the model

is mild. It is observed that both Rν
π+ and Rν

K increase simultaneously when Rν
K ≲ 1.4.

Subsequently, when Rν
K > 1.4, Rν

π+ decreases as Rν
K increases. This behavior of Rν

π+ can be

understood as follows. The imaginary part of Xeff , which also contributes toKL → π0νν̄ and

is defined in Eq. (37), increases linearly with Rν
K . However, the real part of Xeff decreases

after Rν
K ≃ 1.4. Since K+ → π+νν̄ is dominated by the CP-conserving effect, this leads to

a decrease in B(K+ → π+νν̄) for Rν
K > 1.4, although the BR of the CP-violating process

KL → π0νν̄ continues to increase. Since the resulting B(Bs → µ−µ+) can be within 1σ

errors of experimental data for any value of Rν
K in the region of (1.2, 2.2), the scatter plot

for the correlation between B(Bs → µ−µ+) and Rν
K is not shown. In all interesting regions of

Rν
K , the Z-penguin diagrams mediated by the charged Higgs bosons can alleviate the tension

observed in Bs → µ−µ+ between the experimental measurement and the SM prediction.

VI. SUMMARY

Scotogenesis, typically used for lepton-related phenomena such as neutrino mass and

dark matter candidate, is rarely studied in the context of the quark flavor-related processes.

Moreover, the minimal scotogenic model [25] cannot accommodate the muon g−2 anomaly.

To apply the mechanisms in a scotogenic model to the quark FCNC processes and preserve

the characteristic features of scotogenesis, we propose in this work a scotogenic model whose

dark particles include a neutral Dirac-type dark lepton, two inert Higgs doublets with one

carrying a dark charge, a charged singlet dark scalar, and a singlet vector-like up-type dark
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FIG. 6: Scatter plot illustrating the correlations between Rν
K and Rν

M with M = K∗, π+, and π0.

quark. As demonstrated above, each of these particles plays a crucial role in this study.

With appropriate dark charge assignments, the model has a dark U(1) symmetry with

which the scalar and pseudoscalar in the same inert Higgs doublet are degenerate in mass.

Consequently, the inert scalars cannot be dark matter candidates. Nevertheless, the singlet

dark neutral lepton does not couple to the Z boson and the SM Higgs boson, and can self-

scatter into the SM particles through the Yukawa couplings; thus, it can be dark matter in

the model.

With the introduction of a dark up-type quark, the SM quarks can couple to this dark

quark via the non-leptonic inert Higgs doublet. As a result, the loop-induced Z-penguin

diagrams make significant contributions to the B+ → K+νν̄ and K → πνν̄ processes.

Furthermore, with the introduction of a singlet dark-charged scalar, not only can muon

g − 2 be enhanced, but also the right-handed quark current for the b → s transition can

be induced. As a result, the tension in Bs → µ−µ+ between the experimental measurement

and the SM prediction can be resolved.
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Appendix A: Saclar potential and masses of scalars

The scalar potential for the SM Higgs H, η1,2, and χ+ is written as:

V =VSM + V (H, η1, η2, χ
±) ,

VSM =− µ2
HH

†H + λH(H
†H)2 ,

V (H, η1, η2, χ
±) =µ2

1η
†
1η1 + µ2

2η
†
2η2 + µ2

3χ
−χ+ + (µχη

T
1 iτ2Hχ− +H.c.) + λ1(η

†
1η1)

2

+ λ2(η
†
2η2)

2 + λ3(η
†
1η1)(η

†
2η2) + λ4(η

†
1η2)(η

†
2η1)

+
(
λ5(H

†η1)(H
†η2) + H.c.

)
+ λ6(H

†η1)(η
†
1H) + λ7(H

†η2)(η
†
2H)

+ λ8(H
†H)(η†1η1) + λ9(H

†H)(η†2η2) + λ10(χ
−χ+)2

+ (χ−χ+)(λ11H
†H + λ12η

†
1η1 + λ13η

†
2η2) .

(A1)

It can be seen that the non-self-Hermitian terms are the λ5 and µχ terms, where the former

violates the lepton number by two units and plays an important role in the radiative gener-

ation of the Majorana neutrino mass, and the latter leads to the mixing between η±1 and χ±.

In addition to the leptonic Yukawa couplings shown in Eq. (3), the tiny neutrino mass can

be achieved when λ5 ≪ 1. To spontaneously break the electroweak gauge symmetry, we take

µ2
H , λH > 0 as in the SM. The masses of η1,2 can be irrelevant to the electroweak symmetry

breaking, and we thus require µ2
1,2(λ1,2) > 0. Using the charge assignment shown in Eq. (2),

the scalar potential in Eq. (A1) has an unbroken global U(1)X symmetry. To preserve the

global U(1)X symmetry, the VEVs of η1,2 are kept zero. Therefore, the components of the

three doublet scalars are parametrized as follows (j = 1, 2):

H =

 G+

1√
2
(v + h+ iG0)

 , ηj =

 η+j
1√
2
(η0j + iaj)

 , (A2)
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where G±,0 are the Goldstone bosons, v is the VEV of H, and h is the SM Higgs boson.

From Eq. (A1), η±2 does not mix with the other charged scalars. Its mass is given by:

m2
η±2

= µ2
2 +

λ9v
2

2
. (A3)

Because η±1 mixes with χ± via the µχ term, their mass-squared matrix is found to be:

(η−1 , χ
−)

m2
11 m2

12

m2
12 m2

22

 η+1

χ+

 ,

with m2
11 = µ2

1 +
λ8v

2

2
, m2

12 =
µχv√
2
, m2

22 = µ2
3 +

λ11v
2

2
. (A4)

The mass matrix can be diagonalized by a 2× 2 orthogonal rotation defined by H+
1

H+
2

 =

 cθ sθ

−sθ cθ

 η+1

χ+

 , (A5)

where cθ ≡ cos θ and sθ ≡ sin θ. As a result, the mass eigenvalues and the mixing angle are

obtained as:

m2
1(2) =

m2
11 +m2

22

2
± 1

2

√
(m2

22 −m2
11)

2 + 4(m2
12)

2 ,

s2θ = − 2m2
12

m2
2 −m2

1

, (A6)

where s2θ ≡ sin 2θ.

Since the terms (H†ηj)
2 are forbidden by the U(1)X symmetry, the scalar η0j and pseu-

doscalar aj are degenerate in mass. Although the λ5 term would mix η01(a1) and η02(a2), it

will not lift the degeneracy. To obtain the mass spectrum of the neutral scalar bosons, we

write the mass matrices for (η01, η
0
2) and (a1, a2) as follows:

m2
S =

 m̄2
11 m̄2

12

m̄2
12 m̄2

22

 , m2
A =

 m̄2
11 −m̄2

12

−m̄2
12 m̄2

22

 , (A7)

where the matrix elements are:

m̄2
11 = µ2

1 +
v2

2
(λ6 + λ8) ,

m̄2
22 = µ2

2 +
v2

2
(λ7 + λ9) ,

m̄2
12 =

v2

2
λ5 . (A8)
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Analogous to the case of the charged scalar mass matrix, each of the two 2×2 mass-squared

matrices can be diagonalized by the corresponding orthogonal matrix O(θζ) (ζ = S,A)

through O(θζ)m
2
ζO

T (θζ), where

O(θζ) =

 cos θζ sin θζ

− sin θζ cos θζ

 . (A9)

Since the matrix elements in m2
A are the same as those in m2

S except for the sign change

in the off-diagonal elements, we therefore take θS = −θA ≡ ϕ. The eigenvalues of m2
S are

found to be:

m2
S1,2

=
1

2

[
m̄2

11 + m̄2
22 ±

√
(m̄2

22 − m̄2
11)

2 − 4(m̄4
12)

]
. (A10)

For the physical pseudoscalars A1,2, we have m2
A1(2)

= m2
S1(2)

. The mixing angle ϕ is defined

by:

sin 2ϕ = − λ5v
2

m2
S2

−m2
S1

. (A11)

Since the λ5 term violates the lepton number and eventually leads to the Majorana mass,

its value has to be sufficiently small, i.e., λ5 ≪ 1. As a result, the off-diagonal mass matrix

element |m̄2
12| is suppressed and the mixing angle ϕ ≪ 1.

Appendix B: Form factors for B̄ → (K,K∗)

The q2-dependent form factors for B̄ → K are defined through the following relations:

⟨K(p2)|Vµ|B̄(p1)⟩ = f+(q
2)

(
Pµ −

P · q
q2

)
+

P · q
q2

f0(q
2) qµ,

⟨K(p2)|Tµνq
ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =

fT (q
2)

mB +mK

(
P · q qµ − q2Pµ

)
, (B1)

where P = p1+ p2, q = p1− p2; Vµ = s̄γµb, and Tµν = s̄iσµνb. For B̄ → K∗, the form factors

are parametrized as:

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Vµ|B̄(p1)⟩ =i
V (q2)

mB +mK∗
εµαβρϵ

∗αP βqρ ,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Aµ|B̄(p1)⟩ =2mK∗A0(q
2)
ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ + (mB +mK∗)A1(q
2)

(
ϵ∗µ −

ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ

)
− A2(q

2)
ϵ∗ · q

mB +mK∗

(
Pµ −

P · q
q2

qµ

)
,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|Tµνq
ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =− iT1(q

2)εµαβρϵ
∗αP βqρ ,

⟨K∗(p2, ϵ)|T 5
µνq

ν |B̄(p1)⟩ =T2(q
2)
(
ϵ∗µP · q − ϵ∗ · qPµ

)
+ T3(q

2)ϵ∗ · q
(
qµ −

q2

P · qPµ

)
.

(B2)
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Here ϵ denotes the polarization vector of K∗, Aµ = s̄γµγ5b, and T 5
µν = s̄iσµνγ5b. It is useful

to define additional form factors A12(q
2) and T23(q

2):

16mBm
2
K∗A12(q

2) = (mB +mK∗)(m2
B −m2

K∗ − q2)A1(q
2)− λK∗(q2)

mB +mK∗
A2(q

2) , (B3)

8mBm
2
K∗T23(q

2) = (mB +mK∗)(m2
B + 3m2

K∗ − q2)T2(q
2)− λK∗(q2)

mB −mK∗
T3(q

2) . (B4)
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