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The flavour puzzle remains as one of the most intriguing enigmas of particle physics.
A priori, there is no apparent reason for the existence of three identical families of
fundamental fermions in Nature. Moreover, the high number of free parameters in the
flavour sector, along with their particular hierarchical patterns, suggest the existence
of new physics that provide a dynamical explanation for the flavour structure of the
Standard Model: such a theory describing the complicated flavour sector in terms of
simple and natural principles is called a theory of flavour.

In this thesis, we propose and study theories of flavour which generically hint to a
multi-scale origin of flavour. First we explore the idea of fermiophobic models, where
the fermion mass hierarchies and the smallness of quark mixing are explained via the
mechanism of messenger dominance. The general idea is that the chiral fermions of
the Standard Model are uncharged under (part of) an extended gauge symmetry, which
also forbids the presence of Yukawa couplings for chiral fermions. These are generated
effectively due to the presence of hierarchically heavy messengers, including vector-like
fermions and/or heavy Higgs doublets. The heavy messengers may also induce effective
couplings for the chiral fermions to TeV-scale gauge bosons associated to the spontaneous
breaking of the extended symmetry, leading to a predictive phenomenology connected
to the origin of flavour hierarchies.

First we apply this idea to an extension of the Standard Model by a U(1)" local
abelian factor, where we seek to provide a significant contribution to the anomalous
magnetic moment of the muon via exchange of a heavy Z’ ~ (1,1,0) boson, and we
find an interesting correlation with a suppression of the Higgs decay to two photons.
Then we apply the same idea to a twin Pati-Salam symmetry which provides a TeV-scale
vector leptoquark U; ~ (3,1,2/3) that can explain the so-called B-physics anomalies.
We find that this model can be tested due to the correlated enhancement of key low-
energy observables, and also via direct production of the new heavy degrees of freedom
at the LHC.
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Secondly, we leave behind the ideas of messenger dominance and fermiophobic mod-
els to study the possibility that the Standard Model originates from a non-universal
gauge theory in the ultraviolet. We argue that one of the most simple ways to achieve
this is by assigning a separate gauge hypercharge to each fermion family at high ener-
gies, spontaneously broken down to the usual weak hypercharge which is the diagonal
subgroup. This simple framework denoted as “tri-hypercharge” avoids the family repli-
cation of the Standard Model, and could be the first step towards a deep non-universal
gauge structure in the ultraviolet. If the Higgs doublet(s) only carries third family hy-
percharge, then only third family renormalisable Yukawa couplings are allowed by the
gauge symmetry. However, non-renormalisable Yukawa couplings for the light families
may be induced by the high scale scalar fields which break the three hypercharges down
to the usual weak hypercharge, providing an explanation for fermion mass hierarchies
and the smallness of quark mixing. Interestingly, in order to explain neutrino mixing,
it is useful to introduce right-handed neutrinos which carry non-zero hypercharges (al-
though their sum must vanish), which then turn out to get Majorana masses at the
lowest scale of symmetry breaking, that could be as low as a few TeV. In fact, we find
that the model has a rich phenomenology via Z’ bosons if the new physics scales are rel-
atively low: from flavour-violating observables to LHC physics and electroweak precision
observables.

Finally, we propose a gauge unified origin for gauge non-universal frameworks such
as the aforementioned tri-hypercharge theory. The model consists on assigning a sep-
arate SU(5) group to each fermion family. However, assuming that the three SU(5)
groups are related by a cyclic permutation symmetry Zs, then the model is described by a
single gauge coupling in the ultraviolet, despite SU(5)? being a non-simple group. First,
we show a general SU(5)3 “tri-unification” framework where gauge non-universal theo-
ries of flavour may be embedded, and secondly we construct a minimal tri-hypercharge
example which can account for all the quark and lepton (including neutrino) masses and
mixing parameters, with the five gauge couplings of the tri-hypercharge group unifying
at the GUT scale into a single gauge coupling associated to the cyclic SU(5)% group,

and we study the implications for the stability of the proton in such a setup.
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Preface

“The purpose of a storyteller is not to tell you how

to think, but to give you questions to think upon.”
— Brandon Sanderson, The Way of Kings

Physics thrives on crisis'

. This is probably the most important lesson that one can
extract from the history of (particle) physics. During the last few hundred years, we
have witnessed how every apparent failure of the contemporaneous theories has led to
abrupt developments in our understanding of Nature. The Standard Model of particle
physics is no exception: in spite of its remarkable success, it leaves several open problems
and puzzles that very likely hint to a path towards a more fundamental understanding
of Nature. Despite my own experience forces me to be humble, this is the reason for
writing this thesis: the honest hope that I will be able to learn something about Nature
that has not yet been revealed to us.

Among the various open questions of the Standard Model (SM), the flavour puzzle
may be one of the most perverse. In contrast to other shortcomings of the SM, the flavour
puzzle does not point to any particular energy scale for the new dynamics that might be
behind the origin of flavour. Most of the proposed theories rely on a priori undetermined
flavour scales, which may be anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale,
giving its name to this thesis.

However, this is no reason to be negative: the origin of flavour may still be around
the corner, waiting to be discovered in particle physics experiments that test the origin
of flavour from the bottom-up. In fact, one of the findings of this thesis is that flavour
might originate from several new physics scales that may cover several orders of mag-
nitude from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale, suggesting a possible multi-scale
origin of flavour. If the lower layer of new physics is low enough, we might be seeing its
first signals in the form of anomalies in low-energy flavour observables that hint to new
flavour-specific interactions, or that suggest the breaking of accidental flavour symme-
tries of the SM such as lepton flavour universality. This thesis is therefore motivated
by the spirit of model building, in the sense that I humbly believe that I can provide
something new and significant to the already vast set of theories that try to explain the

unknown. Moreover, I remain optimistic that my theories may be tested in the current

'Quoting the great sentence by Steven Weinberg in [8].
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or upcoming generation of particle physics experiments, and this motivates the lengthy
phenomenological analyses that you will find along the following chapters.

In Chapter 1 I will perform a somewhat lengthy introduction to the Standard Model,
focusing on its open questions and on the particular role of flavour. Among other topics,
I will discuss the full set of free parameters of the SM, I will introduce the type I seesaw
mechanism as a possible origin of neutrino masses and I will discuss the approximate
flavour symmetries of the SM, which are of great importance for flavour model building.
I will also motivate here the need for a theory of flavour, and I will introduce the a
priori undetermined flavour scales of a theory of flavour in the illustrative example of
Froggatt-Nielsen models.

In Chapter 2 I will introduce the LEFT and the SMEFT, which are very useful
effective field theories for phenomenological analyses of heavy new physics. I will discuss
key flavour observables which show experimental anomalies, hinting to a consistent
departure from the SM emerging from an underlying theory of flavour. I will highlight
the significance of these anomalies and the emerging puzzles regarding theory prediction
or experimental determination that put the BSM interpretation of these observables
under question. I will also introduce a significant set of observables which are so far
not anomalous, but are correlated to the anomalous observables in well-motivated BSM
scenarios, hence being important for testing the proposed models. Regarding the so-
called B-physics anomalies, I will highlight an emerging BSM scenario that is preferred
by current data, which will be later on realised by the explicit theory of flavour discussed
in Chapter 4.

In Chapter 3 I will study a class of local U(1)" extensions of the SM, where chiral
fermions are uncharged under the U(1)" but an exotic family of vector-like fermions is
not, providing effective Z’ couplings for chiral fermions via mixing. This feature gives
the name fermiophobic to this class of models. I will show how a simplified fermiophobic
framework can explain the (g — 2), anomaly via the basic idea of chiral enhancement,
correlating the enhancement of (¢ — 2), with a suppression of Higgs diphoton decay.
Afterwards, I will study a theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ that can explain the
origin of the SM flavour structure via the mechanism of messenger dominance. This
theory connects the origin of Yukawa couplings in the SM with the origin of effective Z’
couplings for chiral fermions, hence connecting the origin of flavour hierarchies in the
SM with the low-energy phenomenology of the model. We conclude that ultimately the
(9 — 2), anomaly cannot be explained in the context of this theory of flavour due to a
correlated enhancement of B(7 — p7). Nevertheless, we find that the flavour structure
of the model allows for the Z’ boson to be as light as 1 TeV, within the reach of current
particle physics experiments.

In Chapter 4 I will study a twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour which contains a TeV
scale vector leptoquark Uy ~ (3,1,2/3). The model features a fermiophobic framework

as well, where both the effective Yukawa couplings for chiral fermions and their effective
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U, couplings originate again from mixing with heavy vector-like fermions. The mecha-
nism of messenger dominance plays a fundamental role here to simultaneously explain
the fermion mass hierarchies and deliver the flavour structure required to explain the
B-physics anomalies. I will show that one vector-like fermion family is not enough to
achieve such flavour structure, but indeed three vector-like fermion families are required.
In this case, the model predicts a plethora of low-energy signals in flavour observables,
several of them fundamentally related to the origin of fermion mass hierarchies and
mixing. The model can also be tested via direct searches of the new heavy degrees of
freedom at the LHC, including the vector-like fermions, the U; leptoquark, and a coloron
g ~ (8,1,0) and Z’ gauge bosons.

In Chapter 5 I will study the possibility that the Standard Model originates from a
non-universal gauge theory in the ultraviolet. I will argue that one of the most simple
ways to achieve this is by assigning a separate gauge hypercharge to each fermion fam-
ily at high energies, broken down to the usual weak hypercharge which is the diagonal
subgroup. This simple framework avoids the family replication of the SM, and could
be the first step towards a deep non-universal gauge structure in the UV. If the Higgs
doublet(s) only carry third family hypercharge, then only third family renormalisable
Yukawa couplings are allowed by the gauge symmetry. However, non-renormalisable
Yukawa couplings for the light families may be induced by the high scale scalar fields
which break the three hypercharges down to the SM hypercharge, providing an explana-
tion for fermion mass hierarchies and the smallness of CKM quark mixing. I will show
that in order to explain neutrino mixing, it is useful to introduce right-handed neutrinos
which carry non-zero hypercharges (although their sum must vanish), which then turn
out to get Majorana masses at the lowest scale of symmetry breaking, that could be as
low as a few TeV. Indeed, I will motivate that the model has a rich phenomenology via
Z' bosons if the flavour scales are relatively low: from flavour-violating observables to
LHC physics and electroweak precision observables.

In Chapter 6 I will propose a gauge unified origin for gauge non-universal frameworks
such as the aforementioned tri-hypercharge theory. The model consists on assigning a
separate SU(5) group to each fermion family. However, assuming that the three SU(5)
groups are related by a cyclic permutation symmetry Zs, then the model is described
by a single gauge coupling in the UV, despite SU(5)® being a non-simple group. In
this manner, SU(5) “tri-unification” reconciles the idea of gauge non-universality with
the idea of gauge coupling unification, opening the possibility to build consistent non-
universal descriptions of Nature that are valid all the way up to the GUT scale. First, 1
will show a general SU(5)? tri-unification framework where gauge non-universal theories
of flavour may be embedded, and secondly I will construct a minimal tri-hypercharge
example which can account for all the quark and lepton (including neutrino) masses and
mixing parameters, with the five gauge couplings of the tri-hypercharge group unifying
at the GUT scale into a single gauge coupling associated to the cyclic SU(5)% group. I

will study the implications for the stability of the proton in such a setup.
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Finally, in Chapter 7 I will summarise my own findings and the main results ex-
tracted from each chapter. I will also motivate next possible steps in my research and
give my own view about the future ahead of us in particle physics. I hope the reader
finds interesting the particular approaches to the flavour puzzle discussed here, along
with all the related phenomenology and discovery prospects. And on top of everything,
I hope the reader enjoys as much as I did when learning and thinking about the work

included in this thesis.



Chapter 1

Flavour in the Standard Model
and beyond

“The standard theory may survive as a part of the ul-
timate theory, or it may turn out to be fundamentally
wrong. In either case, it will have been an important

way-station, and the next theory will have to be better.”

— Sheldon L. Glashow

In this chapter we provide an introduction to the Standard Model (SM) of particle
physics, with special attention to the flavour sector and its particular properties (for
a more complete review see e.g. [9-12]). The SM is a mathematical model of Nature
built upon fundamental principles. It provides a simple framework in which the different
fundamental components of matter and their interactions can be understood. At the
end of the chapter, we will show that despite its remarkable success in describing the
vast majority of experimental data, the SM cannot be the ultimate theory of Nature: it
leaves several experimental and theoretical questions unanswered, motivating us to go

beyond.

1.1 The basics of the Standard Model: Fundamental Prin-

ciples and particle content

The SM was built to understand the strong, weak and electromagnetic interactions
observed in Nature, along with the fundamental matter components which experience
such interactions at the quantum level. As such, the SM is a quantum field theory based
on the principles of locality, causality and renormalisability. In the SM, the concept of
symmetry plays a central role. The SM postulates that Nature is invariant under the
spacetime (Poincaré) symmetries and under the so-called SM gauge (local) symmetry
group

SU3)e x SU2) xU(1)y . (1.1)
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Field SU@M3). SU©2)L Uy

QL1=:< “L1> 3 216
dra

UR1 3 1 2/3

dm 3 1 ~1/3

Liy = ( g2 ) 1 2 —1/2
€r1

Rt 1 1 1

QL2 = ( uL2 ) 3 2 1/6
drs

UR2 3 1 2/3

dRr2 3 1 —~1/3

Lo = ( VL2 > 1 2 ~1/2
€r2

€R2 1 1 -1

Qrs = ( UL ) 3 2 1/6
drs

URS3 3 1 2/3

dps 3 1 ~1/3

Lz = ( YL > 1 2 ~1/2
€r3

€R3 1 1 -1

TABLE 1.1: The fundamental fermions of the SM and their transformation properties
under the SM gauge group. We show explicitly the two components of the SU(2)y,
doublets, while colour indices are implicit.

Each of the components of the SM gauge group is associated with a quantum number
to be preserved in Nature. SU(3). is associated to the so-called color, while U(1)y
is associated to the so-called hypercharge. Remarkably, SU(2);, acts over fermions as
the left-handed chirality of the Lorentz group® (subgroup of the full Poincaré spacetime
symmetry). This will have important implications for the fermion content of the theory.
Electric charge U(1)qg is contained within the so-called electroweak symmetry group
SU2)L xU(1)y.

The SM further postulates the existence of fundamental spin-1/2 fermions, under-
stood as Dirac four-component spinor fields ¢(x) = ¢(x), @ 1(z)r containing both the
left-handed and right-handed? chiralities of the Lorentz group, which are related via the
parity symmetry. The left-handed and right-handed components of a Dirac four-spinor

can be extracted as two-component Weyl spinors via the chiral projectors

1— 145
2 2

"However, the SU(2) 1 gauge symmetry of the SM should not be confused with the SU(2)r, symmetry
of the Lorentz group, as they are fundamentally different. An example of this is the Higgs doublet, which
transforms as a doublet under the SM SU(2)r but is a spin-0 scalar under the Lorentz symmetry.

2With the exception of the right-handed chirality of neutrinos, as discussed later in this section.

V=P =~ =P =

v, (1.2)
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14243 and 4 are the gamma matrices (also called Dirac matrices), with

where 75 = iy
w=0,1,2,3 being a Lorentz index.

The fundamental fermions undergo particular transformation properties under the
SM gauge group, as given in Table 1.1. Each fundamental fermion comes in three copies,
with identical transformation rules under the SM gauge group. Remarkably, the left-
handed components of fundamental fermions transform as doublets under SU(2),, while

the right-handed components transform as singlets,

Q(z _ u%i a a 1.3
Li — a » URi» Ri» ( : )

Li

VLi
L= , CRj.
eLi

In this manner, parity is explicitly violated within the SM, and we say that the SM is
a chiral theory®. As anticipated before, fundamental fermions come in three identical
copies that we denote as flavours, such that ¢ = 1,2,3. The fermions in the first line of
Eq. (1.3) all carry colour a = r,g,b (red, green, blue), in such a way that they can be
arranged as a triplet under SU(3).,

q=| ¢ |, (1.4)

where ¢ = up;,dp; ,ur; ,dg; since SU(3). does not discriminate by chirality nor flavour.
These “colourful” fermions are denoted as quarks. In this manner, the quark content
of the SM consists of three up-type quarks uj g; and three down-type quarks dj g, all
carrying colour but discriminated by their different hypercharge, plus their left-handed
components are arranged in SU(2); doublets as per the first line in Eq. (1.3). The
remaining fermions are called leptons, and they transform as singlets under SU(3).,
hence carrying no color. We discriminate between charged leptons er, r; and neutrinos
vr;. The latter will be shown to carry zero electric charge, in contrast with the former.
In this manner, we have identified the different charged sectors of the SM fermions,
each of them including three identical flavours. Remarkably, we have chosen not to
introduce the right-handed counterpart of the neutrino fields: it would transform as a
complete singlet under the SM, vg ~ (1,1,0), therefore it would not experience any
gauge interaction and would be an unphysical field so far. We will come back to the
discussion of right-handed neutrinos when we introduce the origin of fermion masses in
the SM.

Having discussed the transformation properties of fundamental fermions under the

3The fundamental reason for the SM to be a chiral theory is a mystery, related to the question of
why Nature has chosen the particular symmetry group in Eq. (1.1) and not any other.
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SM gauge group, we proceed to explicitly include for completeness the gauge transfor-

mations of a generic fermion () under each component of the SM gauge group,

Uy @ ¢(x) = exp [—iYyby (2)] (z), (1.5)
SU2)L: Y(x) — exp[—iT07 (z)] ¢¥(x), (1.6)
SU@B)c: tY(z) — exp [—it* 05 (x)] ¥(x), (1.7)

where repeated indices are always taken as summed. Y is the generator of the hy-
percharge U(1)y group, such that Y, is the hypercharge of the v fermion. T with
a = 1,2,3 are the generators of SU(2)y, while t* with « = 1,...,8 are the generators
of SU(3).. When acting upon a doublet representation of SU(2)r, T% = 0%/2 where
0% are the Pauli matrices, while when acting upon singlets T* = 0. This way, the two
different components of a SU(2)r doublet can be discriminated by their third compo-
nent of weak isospin T3: by convention, up-quarks and neutrinos carry T3 = 1/2, while
down-quarks and charged leptons carry T35 = —1/2. For the case of SU(3)., the triplet
representations transform with ¢t = \*/2, where A% are the Gell-Mann matrices, while
singlet representations transform as t* = 0.

The particular choice of fermion transformation properties and hypercharge assign-
ments under the SM gauge group is not arbitrary. We will see that the transformation
properties of the SM fermions are motivated by experimental evidence (such as the
fact that only quarks experience the strong interaction), plus the requirement to cancel
gauge anomalies, which is crucial for any consistent quantum field theory. Any other
choice would be incompatible with experimental data, or require the addition of extra,
unseen fermions, being again incompatible with experimental evidence. Nevertheless,
there is no fundamental reason to have three copies for each fermion (flavours), since
gauge anomaly cancellation occurs in the SM for each individual family. The most
simple choice would be to have only one family formed by one up-quark, down-quark,
charged lepton and neutrino. However, the experimental data tell us that three families
do exist, with identical transformation properties under the SM gauge group.

Postulating the existence of a gauge symmetry naturally predicts the existence of
the so-called gauge bosons: physical, fundamental and massless particles with spin-
1, transforming as four-vectors V,, (4 = 0,1,2,3) under the Lorentz group. Gauge
bosons act as mediators of interactions among spin-1/2 fermions. The gauge bosons
are ultimately associated to the generators of the gauge group and live in the adjoint
representation, as we shall see. Therefore, in the SM we have 8 massless gluons Gy, ~
(8,1,0) which mediate the strong interactions, with o = 1, ..., 8, associated to SU(3)..
We also have three gauge bosons Wi ~ (1,3,0) with a = 1,2, 3 associated to SU(2),
and one gauge boson B, ~ (1,1,0) associated to U(1)y.
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1.2 Gauge sector

Having introduced the gauge symmetry of the SM, the fundamental fermions and their
transformation rules, now we are led to write a Lagrangian in order to study the dy-
namics of this system. We require our Lagrangian to preserve the Poincaré symmetry of
spacetime plus the gauge symmetry of the SM. Following common practice, we start by
introducing kinetic terms for all fermion fields and gauge fields, so they can propagate
through spacetime. The resulting Lagrangian is

1 « 14e% 1 a va 1 v . A
Loauge = = G, G = JWi, W — 2B, B + iy oy (1.8)
f

where ¥ = 1149 is the adjoint Dirac spinor. The sum over fermions runs for all the

different fields in Table 1.1. The so-called strength tensors are given by

G, = 0,GY — 0,G5 + gsfapp GGy, (1.9)
Wﬁl/ = aMWS - aVW;j + gLeach/leyc, (110)
By = 0uBy — 0By, (1.11)

where gs; and gy are the coupling constants of SU(3). and SU(2)r, respectively. The
commutator between generators of a Lie group provides the structure constants?. For
SU(3)e, [t* 7] = ifap,t” provides the antisymmetric structure constants f,g,. For
SU((2)r, [T T = ieqpeT¢ where €upe is the completely antisymmetric three-index ten-
sor.

One can check that the strength tensor of the abelian factor is gauge invariant.
In contrast, the strength tensors of the non-abelian factors are not gauge invariant, in
this case only the product of two strength tensors contracted over all indices is gauge
invariant®. This ensures that the kinetic gauge terms preserve the SM gauge symmetry.
However, one can check that the fermion kinetic terms introduced in Eq. (1.8) are
not gauge invariant by simply applying the transformations in Eqgs. (1.5-1.7). We can
obtain gauge invariant fermion kinetic terms by replacing the derivative in Eq. (1.8) by

a covariant derivative,
Dy = 0, —igst* Gy, —igrtT*Wy —igyY By, (1.12)

The covariant derivative transforms as an adjoint of the complete gauge group, and

therefore the gauge boson fields live in the adjoint representation.

4We remind the reader that the vector space of generators of a Lie group, with the commutator
between generators as inner product, provides the so-called Lie algebra of the given group.

5Remember the infinitesimal gauge transformations of gauge boson fields Vi = Vi — é@uaa(az) -
faveViia® (z) for SU(N) gauge bosons and V,, — V,, — %aua(ac) for U(1) gauge bosons, where o!® (z) < 1
are arbitrary functions of spacetime.
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One can check that the resulting Lagrangian,

1

(o] vo 1 a va 1 v . A
Lyauge = =GR, G = JWi, W — 2By, B +Z%?¢fﬂ[h¢h (1.13)

is invariant under the SM gauge group. As a consequence of imposing gauge invariance,
the Lagrangian now contains interaction terms coupling fermions with gauge bosons.
For example, after expanding the covariant derivative, one can find a term gy@'y“Buw
in the Lagrangian, coupling fermions to the hypercharge gauge boson. This is the beauty
of the gauge principle: just by imposing gauge symmetry arguments, we can reproduce
complicated interactions between fermions and gauge bosons observed in Nature. Since
all the SM families have the same gauge symmetry transformations, the interactions
among the SM fermions and gauge bosons are universal in flavour. In other words, all
the fermion flavours have exactly the same interactions with the gauge bosons. This fact
translates into the appearance of a global flavour symmetry (exact in the gauge sector

at the classical level) as
UBY =U(B)g xUB)L x UB)y x U(3)a x U(3)e. (1.14)

This flavour symmetry of the SM is denoted as accidental, because it is not imposed
nor postulated, but simply arises as a consequence of having three identical families of
fermions.

Due to the non-abelian nature of the SU(3). and the SU(2) 1, symmetries, the kinetic
terms for the corresponding gauge fields also generate self-interactions. These terms
play a crucial role in the explanation of several key features of the strong interactions,
such as confinement and asymptotic freedom [13-17]. The strong interactions mediated
by gluons lead to composite subatomic particles made by quarks, that we denote as
hadrons. Hadrons consist of baryons, made of three quarks, and mesons, made of
a quark-antiquark pair. Some remarkable examples of baryons are the proton and
neutron, which interact as well via the strong force in order to build the atomic nuclei.
A dedicated review of the strong interactions is beyond the scope of this thesis, but we
refer the interested reader to Ref. [18].

The Lagrangian included so far would be enough to describe a classical theory. The
quantisation of gauge fields involves a number of subtleties, related to the fact that the
quanta (gauge bosons) are massless spin-1 particles with just two degrees of freedom
embedded in a vector field that has four. The usual solution consists in modifying the
Lagrangian by adding a gauge-fixing term, £ = Lgauge + LaF, in order to get rid of
the extra degrees of freedom that would lead to an inconsistent quantum field theory.
The quantisation of non-abelian gauge theories, like SU(3). and SU(2)r, also requires
the addition of auxiliary anticommuting spin-0 fields, usually denoted as ghost fields.
However, these fields are unphysical, as they never appear as external fields but only in
internal lines of Feynman diagrams, and are just required for consistency of the quantum

field theory [19]. It can be shown that a quantum field theory with these ingredients
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is renormalisable (see e.g. [20]). This means that the ultraviolet divergences appearing
from quantum corrections (loops) can be absorbed by an appropriate redefinition of the
parameters and fields in the classical Lagrangian. In this manner, all physical observables
can be reliably calculated.

All things considered, so far we have constructed a consistent and renormalisable

gauge theory described by the following Lagrangian
ACSM = »Cgauge + ACGF + »Cghosts ) (1-15)

where massless gauge bosons interact with massless fermions. Notice that the fact that
the SM is a chiral theory, i.e. that left-handed and right-handed fermions transform
differently under the gauge group, implies that conventional Dirac mass terms violate
gauge invariance. Therefore, all fermions should indeed be massless. In a similar manner,
all gauge bosons associated to unbroken gauge symmetries are massless. This description
of the SM introduced so far, based only on fundamental principles, gauge symmetry
and fundamental fermions, is however not realised in Nature. Quarks need to become
massive in order to provide the observed spectrum of hadrons, plus charged lepton
masses have been measured to be non-zero with good precision [21]. Moreover, data
suggest that the electroweak part of the SM, SU(2)r x U(1)y, is somehow broken down
to electric charge U(1)g, and as a consequence of such a process, linear combinations
of the W and B), bosons become massive, leading to the mediators of the weak force
Wff and Z,. The massless photon is recovered as the linear combination of Wg’ and
B, associated to the unbroken U(1)g. In the next two sections, we introduce the
mechanism responsible for breaking the electroweak symmetry, leading to the weak and
electromagnetic interactions, along with the masses of (most) fundamental fermions.
This will involve the addition of extra terms to the renormalisable Lagrangian, leading
to

Lsm = Lgauge + LarF + Lghosts + Lscalar — Lyukawa - (1.16)

1.3 Scalar sector and electroweak symmetry breaking

In the previous sections, we have built a consistent and renormalisable quantum field
theory based on the SM gauge symmetry. However, such a theory only contains massless
gauge bosons, making it impossible to explain the weak interactions observed in Nature.
Nevertheless, in 1964, Peter Higgs, Francois Englert and Robert Brout proposed a mech-
anism that allows to spontaneously break a gauge symmetry, giving mass to the gauge
bosons associated to the broken generators [22,23]. This mechanism was later applied
by Weinberg and Salam [24-26] to the electroweak part of the SM originally proposed
by Glashow [27], leading to its spontaneous symmetry breaking down to U(1)g. The
idea consists in constructing a theory with a fully symmetric Lagrangian, but whose
vacuum is not invariant under the symmetry. This can be achieved in a rather minimal

way by introducing in the theory a complex spin-0 field, transforming as a scalar under
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the Lorentz group. This so-called Higgs field will develop a vacuum expectation value
(VEV) that will trigger the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak symmetry.

Since we need to break SU(2)r, the Higgs should transform non-trivially under it.
The most simple choice is to postulate that the Higgs field transforms as a doublet under
SU(2)r. In a similar manner, we want to break U(1)y, so the Higgs field must carry non-
zero hypercharge. Finally, it should carry no color in order to preserve SU(3)., which
describes the strong interaction. With these considerations, a particularly appealing

choice is H ~ (1,2,1/2). We can parameterise such a Higgs doublet as

H:(qﬁ) . (1.17)

Interestingly, the component ¢ of the doublet carries T3 = —1/2 (and Y = 1/2), meaning
that if such component develops a VEV, then the electroweak symmetry is spontaneously
broken but a gauge U(1) associated to the linear combination 73+ Y remains unbroken.
Indeed, such a gauge U(1) can be associated to the electromagnetic interactions or
quantum electrodynamics (QED), giving rise to the massless photon. The most general

renormalisable Lagrangian for the Higgs doublet can be written as
Lscalar = (D,uH)T (DHH) —V(H), (118)

where the first term is the Higgs kinetic term. Just like in the fermion sector, the
covariant derivative has been introduced to render the kinetic term gauge invariant.

When applied to the Higgs doublet, the covariant derivative reads

O.a

DMH = <8M —igL 9

a . 1
W —zgy2BM> . (1.19)

On the other hand, gauge invariance and renormalisability also allow the inclusion of a

scalar potential with the form
— 2 gyt i)’
V(H) =myH H+)\(H H) ) (1.20)

containing a mass term for the Higgs doublet and a self-interaction term.

The vacuum state of the theory can be obtained by minimising the scalar potential

o
OH | p=(m)

<

3
SM Usm
Fa%M 1.21
V2 V2 (121)

:m%{

where

1 (0
(H) = 7 < - ) (1.22)

is the VEV of the Higgs doublet, and we can take vgy to be real and positive without

loss of generality. It is straightforward to check that for m%] > 0, the condition in

Eq. (1.21) provides just one real minimum at vgyy = 0. However, for m%[ < 0, the
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FIGURE 1.1: Higgs scalar potential for the case m% < 0 in terms of the neutral
component of the Higgs doublet, ¢. Figure taken from [28].

potential has two real and positive extrema

vsm =0, vsM =\ (1.23)

If A < 0, the potential is not bounded from below, making it impossible to define the
ground state. Instead, if we impose A > 0, then vgy = 0 corresponds to a local maximum
while vy = 1/ —m3%; /A > 0 corresponds to the global minimum of the scalar potential,
that we identify with the ground state. As depicted in Fig. 1.1, there is an infinite set
of degenerate configurations for the neutral component ¢ that lead to the same vacua.
Choosing one of those vacua triggers the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak gauge

symmetry,

SU@2)L x U(l)y — U(l)g, (1.24)

where, as anticipated before, the unbroken U(1) is associated to the electromagnetic
force, in such a way that only electrically charged fermions carry non-zero charges under
U(1)g. We can study which generators of the subgroup SU(2), xU(1)y are left unbroken
by applying the generators to the vacuum (H) and verifying whether it is left invariant

or not. The vacuum is left invariant by a generator G if
¢““(H) = (H), (1.25)
which, for an infinitesimal transformation (« < 1) leads to

e “C(H) ~ (14 iaG) (H), (1.26)
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Field U; dl V; €;
Ulygqg 2/3 —-1/3 0 -1

TABLE 1.2: Electric charges of fundamental fermions, related to weak isospin and
hypercharge via Eq. (1.32). i = 1,2, 3 is the flavour index.

which implies G(H) = 0. In this case, we say that “G annihilates the vacuum”. We can

now apply all four generators of the electroweak gauge group to the vacuum. We find

TI(H):U;(H):;<(1) é)(;ﬂ>:1 \Z% ;E(O>Broken (1.27)
Ty(H) = T2 (H) = % ( ? ( ) \2}24 ( ) Broken, (1.28)
T5(H) = %<H> = % < (1) ( ) v\;% ( ) Broken, (1.29)

Y (H) = Yu(H) = {H) = 5 ;54 ( ) Broken. (1.30)

In this manner, we confirm that the electric charge operator () is associated to the

combination of generators of SU(2);, x U(1)y that leaves the vacuum invariant,

QH)=(T5+Y)(H) = <U23+YH> <H>:;<(1] 8) ( vSiOM ) = ( g) Unbroken .
V2
(1.31)

Therefore, as anticipated before, the electric charge operator generating U(1)q is given
by
Q=T1T3+Y, (1.32)

which immediately allows to extract the electric charges of fundamental fermions as per
Table 1.2.
We find that electric charge is indeed unbroken after SSB. This is a consequence of
choosing the neutral component of the Higgs doublet as the one that develops the VEV.
In the following, we will show how gauge bosons associated to (combinations of)
the broken generators of SU(2)r, x U(1)y get a mass. When expanding the covariant

derivative applied to the vacuum of the Higgs doublet, we obtain
W3 2w, 0
D (H)= {0, — sz V2 v -iZB, (1.33)
V2 WT - 2 vsm/ V2
__Usm ( _Z%pr )

V2 \ i%WE—i%B,
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where we have defined W, = (Wﬁ — zWﬁ) /v/2. With this, we can expand the kinetic
term of the Higgs doublet in Eq. (1.18), obtaining

2,2 2 2 - g
9LY3Mm U5m 1 Iy o Ir b
D, (H) DMH) = ZL8Myy yyr SSMZ (g 3 '
(Du(H))' D (H) = == =W, 24< " “)<—gygL 9%><W3“>
(1.34)

It directly follows that the gauge bosons W, and WJ, which we associate with the
charged bosons WJ and W, get a mass term after SSB. The gauge bosons B), and Wg’
also get mass terms, indicating a mass mixing. In order to obtain the mass eigenstates

we need to diagonalise the off-diagonal matrix above, obtaining

2.9 2 1 0 0 AH
D EN DR EY = ILYSM e 4 YSM 2
(Du(H)'D(H) = SESWIwr + S0 (A, 2, ) 0 (gi+9))\ 2" )"

(1.35)

where
A\ cosby  sinfy B, \ cos Oy B, + sin GWW/::’ (1.36)
Z, ~\ —sin Ow cos Oy ij ~\ —sin Ow By, + cos QWWS ’ ‘

where the mixing angle is commonly denoted as the “weak mixing angle” or the “Wein-

berg® angle”, and is given by

gy

JoE+ a2

In conclusion, expanding the kinetic term of the Higgs doublet reveals that the W/jt

sin Oy = (1.37)

bosons and the Z,, boson, given as linear combinations of the original gauge bosons of
the massless theory, become massive gauge bosons after SSB. Their mass can be readily
extracted from Eq. (1.35) as

1 USM 1
M —— M - = 2 2 = — . 1.38
W = 59LUSM z 5 VIL T 9y = 5 g —-9Lvsm (1.38)

Instead, the A, boson (also known as the photon) remains massless, associated to the

unbroken generator of U(1)q with gauge coupling

1) (1.39)

JE+ g2

which is commonly expressed as apy = €?/(47) and denoted as the fine-structure con-
stant. We can see that the masses of the Wiﬁ and the Z, bosons are not independent

but instead they follow the tree-level relation

MI%V
——=1. 1.40
M2 cos? Oy (1.40)

p

5 Although it appeared for the first time in the 1961 paper by Glashow [27].
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The tree-level relation in Eq. (1.40) is a consequence of the so-called custodial symmetry.
The Higgs potential V(H) is invariant not only under the SM symmetry, but it is also
accidentally invariant under a global SO(4) = SU(2)r, x SU(2)g transformation. This
can be easily seen by parameterising the Higgs doublet in terms of a four-dimensional
vector of real scalar fields, H = (Hi, Ho, H3, Hy), and noting that one has for the terms
in the potential

(H'HY=H-H, (1.41)

which is invariant under four-dimensional rotations. After SSB, the accidental symmetry
SU(2)p x SU(2)r gets spontaneously broken down to the diagonal subgroup. This
symmetry is the reason for the tree-level relation among the gauge boson masses given in
Eq. (1.40). However, the custodial symmetry is not a true accidental symmetry of the full
Lagrangian, and gets explicitly broken by the gauging of the U(1)y symmetry (and also
by the different Yukawa couplings of up-quarks and down-quarks, to be introduced in
Sections 1.4 and 1.6.1). Thanks to the smallness of the hypercharge gauge coupling and
the smallness of most Yukawa couplings, these breaking effects are small and custodial
symmetry remains as a good approximate symmetry. A consequence of this is the fact
that the Wlf and Z,, bosons have similar masses. Another consequence is that one
obtains just small departures from p = 1 at higher orders in perturbation theory. Since
these corrections are small, extensions of the SM that explicitly break the custodial
symmetry, altering the tree-level relation in Eq. (1.40), typically receive very strong
bounds from the experimental measurements of the p parameter, which has been tested
to be in good agreement with the SM prediction [21].

A careful reader might have noticed that after SSB, our physical system seems to
have more degrees of freedom than before SSB. Indeed, massless gauge bosons carry
two degrees of freedom, while massive gauge bosons carry three. What is the origin
of these extra degrees of freedom, associated to the now massive Wj[ and Z,, bosons?
The Goldstone theorem [29] states that the spontaneous breaking of a symmetry leads
to the appearance of a set of massless bosons, one for each of the broken generators.
These are the so-called Goldstone bosons. Interestingly, when the broken symmetry is
a gauge symmetry, the Goldstone bosons “get eaten” by the gauge fields and become
their longitudinal components, providing enough degrees of freedom for a massive gauge

boson. This can be easily seen if we parameterise the Higgs doublet in the following way

H = ¢S 0 . (1.42)
%(USM + h)

where the Goldstone bosons, ¢* (a = 1,2, 3), related to excitations along the minima of
the scalar potential, are isolated in the exponential factor. It is clear that the Goldstone
bosons are no longer physical: we can use the local SU(2);, gauge invariance to rotate
away the Goldstone bosons, which effectively consists in setting ¢® = 0 in Eq. (1.42).

This rotation corresponds to the choice of a specific gauge that receives the name of
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unitary gauge. In this gauge, the Higgs doublet then reads

1 0
() s

In this manner, the unphysical Goldstone bosons had been rotated away, their three
physical degrees of freedom absorbed by the now massive Wj and Z,, gauge bosons.
Nevertheless, we notice the existence of a physical scalar field associated to the radial
excitation of the Higgs doublet, h. If we expand the kinetic term in Eq. (1.18) with the
Higgs doublet in the unitary gauge, then we find that the field A couples at tree-level
to the massive gauge bosons Wj[ and Z,,, with couplings proportional to their squared
masses, but it does not couple to the massless photon. Indeed, the neutral scalar h is a
key prediction of the model: the Higgs boson.

Finally, if we write the scalar potential of Eq. (1.20) in terms of the Higgs boson
via Eq. (1.43), we obtain

V(h) = 1 2p2 4 m% B3+ m% h4_m%U§M

= 1.44
h ZUSM 8’U§M 8 ’ ( )

2

which reveals that the Higgs boson acquires a mass proportional to its VEV, m% =
2>\U§M, as well as cubic and quartic self-interactions that are proportional to its mass.
The Higgs boson predicted by the SM was discovered at the LHC in 2012 [30,31], and
its mass is now a well known quantity m; = 125.25 £ 0.17GeV [21]. In this manner,
the Higgs self-couplings are completely fixed in the SM at tree-level in terms of its
mass. However, testing this key prediction of the SM is difficult: The HL-LHC will
only probe order one departures from the SM prediction [32], and pushing the energy
frontier further will be required in order to gain one order of magnitude in precision [33].
Finally, the constant term in Eq. (1.44) contributes to the energy of the vacuum, so it
becomes a contribution to the cosmological constant of the Universe. However, this
contribution turns out to be 56 orders of magnitude larger (and with the opposite sign)
than the observed value of the cosmological constant, which is required to be introduced
in the equations of General Relativity in order to explain the accelerated expansion of
our Universe. This implies that there should be an incredibly fine-tuned cancellation
between —m%ng /8 and a bare vacuum energy parameter that can be introduced in the

Lagrangian, leading to the worst fine-tuning problem of the SM [8, 34, 35].

1.4 Yukawa sector

We have now built the Standard Model as a consistent QFT based on gauge symmetry,
where the electroweak part of the SM group is spontaneously broken via the Higgs
mechanism down to QED, and the Wj and Z,, bosons become massive and mediate
the weak interactions. In this section, we shall explain how most of the fundamental

fermions of the SM also become massive via the Higgs mechanism (except for neutrinos
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that will remain massless). The particular representations of fundamental fermions and
the Higgs doublet under the SM gauge group allow to introduce the following terms in
the SM Lagrangian,

Lyukawa = y%@mﬁum + yfj@LinRj + yfjfLiHeRj +h.c., (1.45)

where H = io?H* is the conjugate of H with well-defined transformations (doublet
of SU(2) with Y = —1/2), 4,5 = 1,2,3 are flavour indices and yfj’d’e are completely
generic 3 X 3 complex matrices. The interaction terms above, and usually also the
matrices y?j’d’e containing the coupling constants, are denoted as the Yukawa couplings
of the SM. After the Higgs doublet develops a VEV, the Yukawa couplings above provide
mass terms for charged fermions along with couplings to the Higgs boson. Working in

the unitary gauge as introduced in Eq. (1.43), we obtain

Lyukawa = \}i(USM +h) |yisuriurs + yfj\}iJLide + yfj\}?éLieRj +h.c. (1.46)
Remarkably, neutrinos do not obtain mass terms nor couplings to the Higgs boson, so
they remain massless: this is a consequence of the absent of right-handed neutrinos in
the SM. On the other hand, it is definitely remarkable that the same mechanism that
gives masses to the gauge bosons (SSB), also gives masses to the charged fermions.
Now, in general the three Yukawa matrices are not diagonal, but rather completely
generic 3 X 3 complex matrices. In order to obtain mass eigenstates and eigenvalues, the
Yukawa matrices in Eq. (1.46) must be brought to diagonal form. Since all mass terms
in Lyukawa are of Dirac type, this must be done by means of biunitary transformations:
Given a general complex matrix M, there exist two unitary matrices V and V' (verifying
VVT = V1V =T and V'Vt = VIV’ =) such that

VMV'T =M, (1.47)

where M is diagonal. This general result can be applied to the Yukawa matrices of
Eq. (1.46). From a physical point of view, independent transformations rotate the left-

handed and right-handed spinors from the interaction basis to the mass basis, obtaining

1 . . _
Cvaeawa = ﬁ(vSM +h) [uLVJLVuLy V) Vagur + deVyi Va, vV Vapdr;  (148)

+er Vi, Ve, v Vi Vepens| +hc.,

where rather than including a large number of flavour indices, we have defined three-
component fermion vectors containing the three flavours as fr, = (fr1, fro, ng)T and
fr = (fr1, fr2, fr3)", where f = u,d,e. Thanks to the unitary property of the rotation

matrices, one can check that Lyukawa reémains invariant, but written in the form of
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Eq. (1.48) one can identify the diagonal Yukawa matrices as

Vupy“ Vil = diag(yu, ye, ve) , (1.49)
Va,y'V,) = diag(ya, v, ve) . (1.50)
VeLerjR = diag(ye, Y, Yr) (1.51)

along with the mass eigenstates

ur, ur1 UR URL
cr, = VuL UL s CR = VuR UR2 ’ (152)
tr, ur3 tr UR3
dr, dr1 dr dRr1
s, | =Va, | dra |, sp | =Vap | dr2 |, (1.53)
br, drs br dRs3
er ern eR €R1
pr | =Ver | er2 | pr | =Ver | er2 |- (1.54)
I, ers TR €R3

One can notice that the different flavours of mass eigenstates enjoy a dedicated notation,
as they receive particular names by convention. The first family of charged fermions
is formed by the up-quark, the down-quark and the electron. The second family is
formed by the charm-quark, the strange-quark and the muon. Finally, the third family is
formed by the top-quark, the bottom-quark and the tau. The three flavours of neutrinos,
massless in the SM, remain aligned with the original interaction eigenstates and are given
names associated to the flavours of charged leptons: electron neutrino, muon neutrino
and tau neutrino.

After diagonalising the Yukawa matrices, the mass eigenstates of charged fermions

obtain a well-defined mass given by

UsSM

Mo = yaﬁ . (1.55)

The masses of charged leptons can be measured in the experiment, while the masses
of quarks can be estimated by QCD methods from the masses of hadrons. The Higgs
VEV wvgy can also be extracted from the experiment such that the physical Yukawa
couplings y, can be univocally determined. The interactions of the Higgs boson with
charged fermions are proportional to the physical Yukawa couplings y,, which are gen-
erally different for each fermion. Given that the gauge sector is flavour universal, the
Yukawa couplings are the only source of flavour physics in the SM. This is translated
to the fact that the Yukawa couplings break the accidental U(3)° flavour symmetry of
the SM introduced in Eq. (1.14). More about this will be discussed in Section 1.9.
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Particle physics experiments are sensitive to the physical mass eigenstates of fermions,
therefore it is important to write the SM gauge interactions in the mass basis. For the
particular case of the weak interactions mediated by the Wﬁt bosons, we will see that

fermion mixing originated from the Yukawa couplings plays a fundamental role.

1.5 Weak interactions and CKM mixing: flavour violation

Having completed the SM with the scalar and Yukawa sectors, now we are ready to
write the weak interactions for fundamental fermions as the final step of our description
of the SM. We are interested on the terms of the covariant derivative related to the
physical bosons Wlf, Z, and A,

Lgauge D (\[J:[W“Jr +h.c. ) (gL cos HWJg — gy sin GWJ}:) ZF +edm AN (1.56)

where
J/j_ ULy dL+VL’y”€L, (1.57)
1_ - _ 1_
JS = UL YL = dL’YudL + VLWL — SeLYueL (1.58)
s 1 ? . 1
J, = guL’YuuL + édL’YudL - §VL’Y;¢VL - §€L’Yp€L (1.59)
2_ - _
+ FURVAUR — ng%dR — ERVuER
2 _ 1 /- - _ _
Jt = 3 (Urypur + URYUR) — 3 (dedL + dRVMR) — (ervuer + ervuer) - (1.60)

and e = g sinfy = gy cosbfyy is the gauge coupling of QED, univocally determined
by g1, and gy via Eq. (1.39). The equations above are written in terms of interac-
tion eigenstates, defined as three-component vectors containing the three flavours as
fo = (fr1, fre, f3)* and fr = (fri, fro, fr3)T, where f = u,d,v,e. We can notice
already that QED interactions and the neutral currents mediated by Z, are flavour uni-
versal: the rotations Vy, and V}, cancel by unitarity for every term in the Lagrangian.
The fundamental reason for Z, interactions being flavour universal is that all mass
eigenstates of a given electric charge originate from the same SU(2);, x U(1)y repre-
sentations, otherwise Z,, would mediate flavour transitions at tree-level. For QED (and
QCD), the fundamental reason is the flavour universality of the kinetic terms in the
canonical basis, which imposes the universality of the interactions related to the unbro-
ken symmetries. Remarkably, the SM was not proposed as a minimal theory to explain
the observed phenomena, but rather as a non-minimal model that predicted the neutral
currents mediated by the Z, boson as a smoking-gun signal. Weak neutral currents were
discovered in 1973 at the Gargamelle experiment of CERN [36].
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We now focus on the charged currents mediated by W, and we rotate fermion

l,L )
states from the interaction basis to the mass basis
— 9L 7 pt
Lo = = (uryudr + vpyper) WHT +hee. (1.61)
V2
gL

- (@ V], Vay vudi + 72Ve, yuén ) W 4 hic.,
where f denotes mass eigenstates. We notice that the charged currents are sensitive

to the product of left-handed quark mixing matrices, that is denoted as the Cabbibo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matriz [37,38],

Verm =V, Vi, - (1.62)

On the other hand, since neutrinos are massless in the SM, the rotation matrix V,, is
unphysical in the SM, as it can be absorbed by redefining the neutrino states.

In contrast, the neutral currents mediated by Z,,, along with the QED and QCD in-
teractions, all couple fermions with their conjugate counterparts, such that the rotation
matrices cancel by unitarity. Therefore, the right-handed rotation matrices Vi, dp ep,

along with V., , are all unphysical in the SM: no interaction is sensitive to them. As a

L
consequence, these interactions are flavour universal and do not mediate flavour tran-
sitions at tree-level. In the lepton sector, this is denoted as lepton flavour universality
(LFU) in the SM: gauge interactions do not discriminate between the different lepton
flavours, up to small corrections given by the different masses of charged leptons.

The rotation matrices V,, and Vj;, are not physical themselves, but rather their
product Vg as per Eq. (1.62) is physical. This way, the charged currents provide tree-
level flavour transitions proportional to the off-diagonal elements of the CKM matrix,
leading to flavour physics. Remarkably, in the absence of Yukawa couplings, fermion
mixing would vanish and the charged currents would not mediate family transitions.
As anticipated, Yukawa couplings in the SM are the only source of flavour physics.
Moreover, we shall see that the CKM matrix contains one physical complex phase,
meaning that weak interactions break the so-called CP symmetry that relates particles
and antiparticles.

As a final remark, when one goes beyond the SM, it is possible that the new interac-
tions are sensitive to each of the individual rotation matrices that connect the interaction
and mass basis, such that they become physical. This can happen even in an effective
field theory framework such as the SMEFT [39].

1.6 The flavour puzzle

1.6.1 Parameters of the SM: mass hierarchies and quark mixing

The Higgs VEV wgy can be extracted from the Fermi constant Gp = 1.1663788(6) X

1075 GeV 2 [21], which has been accurately measured from the process of muon decay
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FIGURE 1.2: Fermion mass hierarchies between the different families and charge sec-
tors.

into an electron and two neutrinos. The resulting value is
~1/2
ven = (V2Gr) " = 246.21964(6) GeV (1.63)

which sets the energy scale for the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak symmetry.
The Yukawa interactions of the Higgs doublet with charged fermions introduce most of
the free parameters of the SM: 3 charged lepton masses, 6 quark masses, 3 mixing angles
for the CKM matrix and the C'P-violating phase. The masses of charged leptons can
be directly measured in the experiment, while the masses of quarks can be estimated by
QCD methods from the masses of hadrons (which can be measured in the experiment
as well). The determination of these parameters provides a hierarchical spectrum of
fermion masses. At low energies, the masses of charged fermions can be approximately

described in terms of the Wolfenstein parameter A ~ 0.225 as [21]

UsM 3.3 USM 7.5 USM
me ~ ——, Me ~ A7 —— 5 My ~ AP —= ) 1.64
! V2 ‘ V2 b V2 ( )
o AZBUSM L ABOUSM L ATOUSM 1.65
’ V2 ’ V2 I V2 ( )
My ~ 30 USM my, ~ Aro UM 84 USM (1.66)

V2 2o et e

Although the specific values of fermion masses depend on the energy scale, as they
experience RGE running, the mass ratios of fermions from different families but in the
same charged sector are constant. For example, m./m; ~ X33 is RGE-independent, and
similar ratios can be constructed for each charged sector. It is clear this way that the

third family is the heaviest, while the first and second families are hierarchically lighter,
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up-quarks down-quarks charged leptons
my  172.69 £0.30 GeV  my 4187055 GeV  m,  1.77686 + 0.12 GeV
me  1.27+£0.02GeV  my 934755 MeV  m,  105.6583755(23) MeV
my 2161039 MeV  mg 4677015 MeV  m.  0.51099895000(15) MeV

TABLE 1.3: Numerical values for charged fermion masses in the SM [21]. The u-,
d-, and s-quark masses are the MS masses at the scale 1 = 2 GeV. The ¢ and b-
quark masses are the MS masses renormalised at their MS mass scale, i.e. = m.,mp
respectively. The ¢t-quark mass is extracted from event kinematics. Charged lepton
masses are measured in low-energy experiments.

with the first family being lighter than the second, as highlighted in Fig. 1.2. These
hierarchies are difficult to understand due to the fact that the three fermion families
are identical objects under the gauge symmetry. There also exist hierarchies between

charged sectors, i.e. among fermions that transform differently under the gauge group:

e In the third family, top is heavier than bottom and tau, while bottom and tau

have a mass of a similar order of magnitude.

e In the second family, charm is heavier than strange and muon, while strange and

muon have a mass of a similar order of magnitude.

e In contrast, in the first family the down-quark is the heaviest, while the up-quark

is heavier than the electron.

The hierarchies between charged sectors are, however, affected by RGE running. We

introduce the specific numerical values of low-energy fermion masses in Table 1.3.
Quark mixing is accounted by the CKM matrix, which is a 3 x 3 complex and

unitary matrix. In all generality, such a matrix would contain 3 moduli and 6 phases,

however 5 of them can be reabsorbed by quark field redefinitions,
u’L — emiuiL , di el , VéJKM — Vé{(Mei(“i_ﬁj) , (1.67)

such that only one phase remains physical. In this manner, the CKM matrix can be
parameterised by three moduli associated to mixing angles, and one C P-violating phase.

Of the many possible conventions, a standard choice has become [40]

1 0 0 C13 0 513€_i6CKM ci2 s12 0
Vekm = | 0 ca3  sa23 0 1 0 —s12 c12 0
0 —S823 (€23 —Slgei(scKM 0 C13 0 0 1
(1.68)
€12€13 512€13 s13e~0cKM

10CKM

_ i
= | —s12c13 — €12523513€" KM c19c23 — 512523513€ §23C13 )

512823 — C12C23513€"0CKM 19893 — S12C03513€/00KM €23C13
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where s;; = sin6;;, ¢;; = cos6;; and dckwm is the phase responsible for all C'P-violating
phenomena in flavour-changing processes in the SM. The violation of the CP symmetry
in the charged currents leads to different interactions for particles and antiparticles.
CP violation was experimentally discovered in neutral kaon decays in 1964 [41], and
observed in recent years in B meson decays [42] and in the charm sector [43].

The angles 6;; can be chosen to lie in the first quadrant, so that s;;,c;; > 0. A
global fit to the mixing angles and C'P-violating phase in Eq. (1.68) reveals [21]

sin f12 = 0.22500 4 0.00067 , sin f13 = 0.00369 4 0.00011, (1.69)
sin fg3 = 0.0418275-0008° dcxm = 1.144 4 0.027. (1.70)

It follows that the CKM matrix is hierarchical, described by s13 < so3 < s12 < 1 where
the largest angle 019 is traditionally known as the Cabibbo angle [37], and the CP-
violating phase is of O(1). To exhibit more clearly the hierarchy of the CKM matrix, it

is convenient to adopt the Wolfenstein parameterisation, where we define [21]
S$12 = A, So3 = ANZ, $13€"0CKM = AN (p +in), (1.71)

where the Wolfenstein parameter A = s15 ~ 0.225 is associated to the Cabibbo angle,
and is also used to parameterise charged fermion masses as per Eqs. (1.64-1.66). We

now write the CKM matrix in the Wolfenstein parameterisation up to O(\*), obtaining

1-2%/2 A AX3(p —in)
Vekm = -\ 1—22/2 AN? + 0. (1.72)
AN(1—p—in) —AN? 1

A global fit of recent data to the Wolfenstein parameters (assuming the unitarity con-

straints of a three generation CKM matrix) reveals [21]

A = 0.22500 + 0.00067 A=0.826T001% (1.73)
p = 0.159 + 0.010, n = 0.348 + 0.010.

Finally, it is also common to denote the different elements of the CKM matrix by the

quark transitions associated to them in the charged currents,

Vud Vus Vub
Vekm = | Vea Ves Vo | - (1.74)
Via Vis Vw

We also introduce the Jarlskog invariant [21,44]

J =Tm(VisVap VL Vi) = craciscozsiasiases sin doxm (1.75)

= (3.087013) x 1075,
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which is a quantitative measure of C'P violation in weak interactions independent of con-
ventions. In the parameterisation of Eq. (1.74), we highlight key off-diagonal elements

associated to the mixing angles, and their scaling with A\ as
Vas ~ sz~ A, Vs~ XL Vig ~ sz~ A% (L.76)
The specific numerical values for the magnitude of each CKM element |V,3| are [21]

0.97373(31) 0.2243(8) 0.00382(20)
Vexm| = | 0.221(4)  0.975(6) 0.0408(14) |, (1.77)
0.0086(2)  0.0415(9)  1.014(29)

where for V,;, and Vj,;, we show the results obtained from exclusive meson decays’. We
note here that the CKM elements are commonly used as input in flavour physics calcu-
lations. However, if NP afflict the observables used in the experimental determination
of the CKM elements, then this NP infection would be translated to flavour physics
computations, making the results unreliable. Alternative approaches to circumvent this
issue have been proposed in the literature [45].

Finally, the remaining parameters of the SM include the gauge couplings g, gr, and
gy. gs can be extracted via QCD methods as long as a confinement scale is provided
[46], which is usually given via the pion decay constant fr = 130.19(89) MeV or the
Q™ baryon mass, mqg- = 1672.45(29) MeV, [21,46]. The couplings g; and gy are
commonly extracted from the mass of the Z boson, Mz = 91.1876(21) GeV, and from
the fine-structure constant, agy(Mz) = 127.916 +0.015 [21], obtaining (using tree-level

expressions)
gs(Mz) = 1.217(5),  gr(Myz) = 0.64842(3), gy (My) = 0.35804(3).  (1.78)

For a more precise calculation, see the values computed at NNLO in Ref. [47]. The
smallness of the gauge couplings ¢g; and gy allows to perform reliable perturbative
calculations in quantum field theory for QED and weak interactions at low energies.
This is not the case for gs, which is larger and grows via RGE at low energies due to
asymptotic freedom. It is also common to express the gauge couplings as a; = 91‘2 /A,
such that [21]

as(Mz) =0.1179(9) , ar(Mz) = 0.033458(3) , ay (Mz) = 0.0102012(17) .
(1.79)
In principle, one may add a gauge invariant topological term for each of SU(3).,
SU(2)r and U(1)y to the Lagrangian of the gauge sector (1.13), leading to three extra
parameters. The so-called 6qcp and fgy(2), may be observable due to non-perturbative

instanton effects, while 6y, is unphysical [48,49]. Given that SU(2), acts chirally

"We note that there exists tension between the inclusive and exclusive determinations of V,;, and Vb,
and also a small deficit in first row unitarity of the CKM matrix. This is briefly discussed in Section 1.7.
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on SM fermions, it is possible to absorb fgi7(2), via a chiral rotation associated to an
anomalous (but classically conserved) U(1) (say e.g. U(1)p41), meaning it is unphysical
as well®. In contrast, since QCD acts vector-like over SM quarks, fqcp cannot be
rotated away and is responsible for C'P violation in QCD interactions. However, from
experimental constraints on the neutron EDM one derives’ |fqcp| < 10710 [51]. We
denote such apparent (and unexplained) absence of C'P violation in the QCD sector as
the strong C'P puzzle, which will be briefly introduced in Section 1.7.

The last parameter of the SM is the mass of the Higgs boson mjy, = 125.254+0.17 GeV
[21]. All things considered, the SM contains 19 parameters: the three gauge couplings
and %cn, nine fermion masses and four quark mixing parameters, the Higgs VEV and
the mass of the Higgs boson. This is already a rather large set of parameters for a
fundamental theory. Going beyond the SM, the parameter counting is enlarged when

massive neutrinos are considered.

1.6.2 The origin of neutrino masses and mixing

In the decade of the 1990s, a series of neutrino experiments showed conspicous discrep-
ancies with the neutrino flux predictions of the SM. In 1998, the Super-Kamiokande
collaboration discovered evidence that neutrinos do oscillate in flavour [52-54], explain-
ing the discrepancies in the observed fluxes of atmospheric neutrinos. In 2002, the SNO
collaboration further confirmed the evidence for neutrino oscillations, reporting that so-
lar neutrinos do also oscillate in flavour [55]. The neutrino flavour oscillations can only
be realised in Nature if there exists neutrino mixing, which can only happen if at least
two neutrinos are massive. Neutrino oscillations have become a confirmed discrepancy
between the experiment and the SM, which cannot account for the existence of massive
neutrinos without being extended.

Going beyond the SM, the most simple way to obtain a mass term for neutrinos is
to introduce right-handed neutrinos that transform as complete singlets under the SM,
Ngj ~ (1,1,0). Given that for all the other fermions both chiralities are present in
Nature, it seems natural to think that right-handed neutrinos do also exists. With this
addition, one can write Yukawa couplings between neutrinos and the Higgs doublet in
a similar manner as for charged fermions. As a toy example, let us consider that only
one left-handed neutrino flavour vj, exists in Nature, transforming as a doublet under
SU(2)1, along with his left-handed charged lepton partner L; = (vp,er)T. Now let

us introduce one right-handed neutrino N ~ (1,1,0). We are now free to write the

8 Although Osu(2), becomes observable (but its effects are generally very suppressed) in specific BSM
scenarios where both baryon and lepton number are broken [50]. An example of this are gauge unified
frameworks such as SU(5) spontaneously broken to the SM, where all group factors get the same 6
parameter and gy (2), becomes observable via AB = AL = =£1 processes (further suppressed by the
scale of grand unification) [49].

“Formally speaking, only the linear combination fqcp = Oqep + Arg[Det (Y, Yy)] is invariant under
quark chiral rotations, and hence physically observable.
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following gauge invariant coupling in our Lagrangian,
L, D y’LLHNg +h.c. (1.80)

However, the fact that Ng is a complete singlet under the SM allows to introduce a bare

mass term in the Lagrangian that preserves gauge invariance,
. 1 _
L, =y"LLHNR + 5MRNgAfR +h.c., (1.81)

where N§ = CNE, with C' = i7"y? denoting the charge conjugation operator. This
new term is called a Majorana mass: it violates all U(1) charges by two units, including
lepton number. In this manner, only SM singlet fermions can receive a Majorana mass,
and are denoted Majorana fermions. In principle, My is not subject to any symmetry
and could take any value. One possible choice is to take Mr = 0. In this case, the
neutrino becomes massive via a Dirac mass term once the Higgs doublet gets a VEV, in
the usual way. However, in order to obtain a very tiny neutrino mass m, ~ O0(0.05¢eV),
as suggested by data, one would need a very small Yukawa coupling as y” ~ 1072, This
process can be generalised to three neutrino generations, and having complete freedom
over the Yukawa couplings y;;, one could fit all neutrino oscillations data with Dirac
neutrinos. However, this mechanism does not seem very natural: the flavour sector of the
SM becomes even more puzzling with incredibly tiny Yukawa couplings and Majorana
masses set to zero by hand (or by imposing the conservation of lepton number). A more
appealing solution is to consider that Mg is non-zero and then extract the physical

masses of neutrinos. One can write all the couplings in Eq. (1.81) in matrix form as

1 _ 0 mp V¢
= — 1) C L
L, 5 ( v, Ng ) ( B . ) ( Ny > + h.c. (1.82)

where we have exchanged the Higgs doublet by its VEV and expanded the product of
SU(2)r, doublets, such that mp = y”vgm/ V2. Since the right-handed neutrino is an
electroweak singlet, the Majorana mass of the right-handed neutrino My may be orders
of magnitude above the electroweak scale. It follows that mp < Mg, and in this case

we can extract in all generality the smaller eigenvalue of the mass matrix above as

mh

m, o~ My (1.83)

Assuming that y” is of O(1), which is the natural expectation, we find that Mpr =~
O(10'5 GeV) is required in order to obtain m, ~ O(0.05eV). This is known as the seesaw
mechanism: the left-handed neutrino is very light because its right-handed counterpart
is very heavy. More exactly, the left-handed neutrino gets a tiny effective Majorana mass
through mixing with the heavy Majorana neutrino, propitiated via the Higgs Yukawa
coupling. Since Majorana particles are their own antiparticle, active neutrinos being

Majorana particles leads to key phenomenological predictions such as neutrinoless double
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beta decay [56], which are currently being tested. It is also intriguing the fact that the
mass scale of right-handed neutrinos is close to the scale of Grand Unification Theories,
where the gauge couplings of the SM may unify into a single gauge coupling (see a
longer discussion in Section 1.7). So far we have only discussed a simplified example of
the so-called type I seesaw mechanism, firstly introduced in 1977 by Peter Minkowsky
[57], although many more versions had been proposed since then, including low scale
variations (see e.g. [58]) where the right-handed neutrinos may be much lighter. Many
more seesaw models beyond type I are available in the literature, containing different
types of BSM particle content, most notably the type II seesaw containing a scalar
triplet [59] and the type III seesaw containing a fermion triplet [60]. Given that the
right-handed neutrinos of the traditional type I seesaw mechanism are much heavier
than the electroweak scale, we may integrate them out to parameterise their low-energy
effect in terms of an effective, non-renormalisable operator with energy dimension 5,

c

n (LS H)(LpH) + h.c., (1.84)

denoted as the Weinberg operator [61], which violates lepton number explicitly in two
units. The heavy cut-off scale is associated with Mg, while ¢ = (y*)2. A similar operator
arises from other neutrino mass models in the literature that generate Majorana masses
for the active neutrinos, just with different matching conditions for A and c¢. This way,
such an operator can be incorporated into the SM in order to account for Majorana
neutrino masses, while remaining agnostic to the details of the neutrino mass mechanism
in the UV.

The type I seesaw mechanism can be easily generalised to three generations of
neutrinos. If we introduce two right-handed neutrinos, then two neutrinos will become
massive and one will remain massless, which is compatible with current data. The new

Lagrangian is given by
o~ 1 _
L, = y;Lr;HNg; + §MRjkNngRk +h.c., (1.85)

where i = 1,2,3, j,k = 1,2. Note that since Nr; and Ngo share the same quantum
numbers, they are related by a global U(2) symmetry. We can take advantage of this
symmetry to rotate away the mixing term Mp1o without loss of generality (the conse-
quence is simply an unphysical redefinition of the couplings y;; and Mp;; with respect

to the original basis). Then we can write the Lagrangian in matrix form as

C
(o 5 ) (e v ) (o ) e (150

)T

L, =

N

where now vy, = (vp1,vre,vr3)" contains the three left-handed neutrino interaction

eigenstates, Ng = (Np1, Nro)T contains the two right-handed neutrinos, and we have
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defined the following matrices in flavour space

— g UM 1.87
mp yz_y \/i ( )

M
Mp = ( R 0 ) . (1.88)
0 Mg

Provided that mp < Mg, the seesaw formula in Eq. (1.83) can be generalised to a
matrix product
my, =~ mpMpg'm],. (1.89)

After applying the seesaw formula above, we obtain m, as a non-trivial and symmetric
3 x 3 matrix full of y; couplings of O(1) that we can use to fit neutrino oscillations
data. The precise values of the neutrino masses are still unknown, however their squared
mass splittings, Am?j =m? — m?, can be extracted from oscillations data. The mass
ordering of neutrino masses is unknown as well: it could be normal with Am3; > 0, or
inverted with Am3, < 0, although the former is currently preferred by data. Indeed,
if one neutrino is massless, then normal ordering reveals that the mass of the heaviest
neutrino is ms = /Am2; ~ 0.05 eV, as anticipated before.

In analogy with the CKM matrix in Eq. (1.62), one can define a mixing matrix

Upnmns describing lepton mixing in terms of left-handed rotations as,
Upmns = V) Ve, (1.90)

where V,,, is obtained from diagonalising m,, in Eq. (1.89), while V, is obtained from di-
agonalising the charged lepton Yukawa couplings. In analogy with the quark sector, due
to PMNS mixing charged currents mediate tree-level flavour-changing transitions in the
lepton sector, that would violate lepton flavour universality. However, such transitions
only exist because neutrinos are massive, being very suppressed due to the very tiny
neutrino masses. Notice that a non-trivial Upyns can be obtained via both neutrino
mixing or charged lepton mixing: only the product Upyng = VJLVeL is physical with
the known interactions.

However, it can be shown that due to their large mass splittings, charged leptons
in weak interactions are always produced as states with well-defined mass, since any
admixture of e, p and 7 mass eigenstates is always produced incoherently or cannot
maintain coherence over macroscopic distances [63] (except at extremely high energies,
not accessible to current experiments). In this manner, from the observational point of
view, the PMNS matrix is carried over to the neutrino state, which is produced as a
coherent admixture of neutrino mass eigenstates |v;) (where i = 1,2,3), such that the

produced neutrino is |vo) = Upyins [Vi). The states |vq) are denoted by convention as

910

“interaction eigenstates”"”, associated to the mass eigenstates of the charged leptons,

that we can detect in the experiment (such that a = e, p, 7). By solving the Schrédinger

19Sometimes also denoted as “flavour eigenstates”.
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Normal Ordering Inverted Ordering

sin 619 0.550 £ 0.011 0.550 £0.011
sin fo3 0.672 £ 0.014 0.754 £ 0.014
sin 613 0.1492 + 0.0020 0.1491 + 0.0019
5PMNS/7T 1291_812 1531_8%%
Am3
Am?
10ij12 +2.50715:926 —2.48675:92

TABLE 1.4: Numerical values for neutrino oscillation parameters taken from the global
fit [62]. Uncertainties in the mixing angles have been symmetrised and assumed to be
Gaussian distributed.

equation, one can check that the produced neutrino evolves into an admixture of inter-
action eigenstates. Finally, at the detection point, the wave function collapses into a
well-defined interaction eigenstate and the associated charged lepton is detected. There-
fore, the interaction state at the detection point can be different from the interaction
state originally produced. This is the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations'.

Just like the CKM matrix, Upyins is described by three mixing angles and six CP-
violating phases. If neutrinos are Dirac particles, then only one C'P phase dpyNg is
physical, which has not yet been measured with enough precision. Instead, if neutrinos
are Majorana, one has less freedom to absorb complex phases via field redefinitions, such
that Upyng contains three physical C P-violating phases. Therefore, the flavour sector
now contains 26 parameters if neutrinos are Dirac, or 28 if they are Majorana. Neutrino

mixing angles can be parameterised as [62,65]

1 LA
\/i’ 13 \/i’

while the exact numerical values are given in Table 1.4, which shows also the measured

values of the mass splittings Amgj =m? — m?

Oscillation experiments with atmospheric neutrinos are particularly sensitive to the

tan 623 ~ 1, tan 912 ~ (1.91)

angle 23, which is commonly denoted as the atmospheric angle. In a similar manner,
f12 is denoted as the solar angle and 613 is denoted as the reactor angle. In contrast
with quark mixing angles, neutrino mixing angles are large and seemingly anarchic,
with the smaller angle 613 being of the same order as the Cabibbo angle. The reason of
why neutrino mixing is so different from quark mixing is unknown, maybe suggesting
a deeper understanding of both in a UV theory that goes beyond the simplified seesaw
mechanism introduced here. Such a theory could explain the very complicated flavour
sector of the SM+neutrinos in terms of simple and natural principles: this is called a

theory of flavour.

HEor a review of neutrino oscillations as a quantum mechanical phenomenon, see e.g. [64].
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1.7 Other open questions in the SM

Beyond the flavour puzzle, there are several hints for an extended framework beyond

the SM from both the theoretical and the experimental side:

e Quantum gravity: The SM, being a quantum field theory, explains all the fun-
damental interactions observed in Nature except for gravity. General Relativity is
a successful theory of gravity at the classical level, but the SM must be extended
in order to include a theory of quantum gravity, which would be crucial to un-
derstand physical phenomena like the singularity of black holes or the (possible)
singularity at the beginning of our Universe. However, attempts to quantise grav-
ity via the traditional methods of quantum field theory have failed so far. Since
quantum gravity effects are only expected to become manifest around the Planck
scale Mpianck ~ 10 GeV, the SM can be understood as an effective field theory
of Nature that provides a good description of low energy physics, well below the

Planck scale.

o Dark Matter: According to cosmological observations (described in the frame-
work of General Relativity), the SM only accounts for 25% of matter in our Uni-
verse, where we understand matter as massive particles experiencing the gravity
force. The remaining 75% of matter could correspond to BSM particles, new color-
less matter that does not interact electromagnetically, the so-called Dark Matter.
A well-motivated candidate for Dark Matter were WIMPs, particles with masses
around the EW scale interacting via SM-weak-like interactions, although they have
not been detected so far. Axions are a well-motivated candidate as well, also con-
nected with the strong C'P puzzle. However, notice that Dark Matter is a problem
related to our understanding of gravity in the Universe: since we believe that a
further theory of gravity beyond GR exists, at least to account for quantum grav-
ity, it is possible that such a theory can properly describe the observed Universe
without the need of DM. In this case, DM would be an artifact of GR being not
the final theory of gravity in Nature. It is also possible that Dark Matter is made
by BSM particles which however do not interact with the SM particles at all, hence
making it difficult to test their properties.

e Accelerated expansion of the Universe: An Universe consisting of SM matter
and cold Dark Matter is expected to experience a decelerated expansion. However,
cosmological observations show that the Universe is experiencing an accelerated
expansion. This can only be accounted for within the equations of General Rela-
tivity by adding a cosmological constant term, which is associated to the energy
of vacuum itself. The SM does provide a contribution to the vacuum energy (see
the end of Section 1.3), however this contribution turns out to be 56 orders of
magnitude larger (and with the opposite sign) than the observed value of the cos-

mological constant. This implies that there should be an incredibly fine-tuned
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cancellation between the SM contribution and a bare vacuum energy parameter
that can be introduced in the Lagrangian, leading to the largest fine-tuning prob-
lem of the SM [8,34,35]. In the absence of an explanation for the accelerated ex-
pansion of the Universe, the cosmological constant is associated with an unknown
Dark Energy component that constitutes roughly 70% of the energy density in our

Universe.

Horizon and flatness problems of the standard cosmology: Cosmology
aims to describe the history of the Universe in terms of the known theories of
physics. General Relativity describes the evolution of the Universe and their dif-
ferent components (SM matter, Dark Matter, radiation and Dark Energy), while
the SM describes the interactions among particles that are crucial to understand
the early Universe, when all particles were interacting in a thermal plasma. The
so-called ACDM model provides an overall successful description of most cosmo-
logical observations. However, it fails to provide a proper explanation for the
observed isotropy and homogeneity of the CMB [66]. For example, photons from
the last scattering surface coming from different directions were not in casual con-
tact in the past, yet they show the same temperature today. This is known as
the horizon problem. Cosmological observations also suggest that the Universe is
geometrically flat [66] (the metric of the spatial sections is close to that of the
euclidian plane R3). However, General Relativity predicts that if the Universe is
flat now, it should have been incredibly flatter in the very early Universe, imply-
ing a large fine-tuning of the energy density of the Universe during the very first
instants of time. This is known as the flatness problem. Both problems cannot
be understood within the ACDM framework based on the SM. A well-motivated
explanation is the inflationary model, which requires the addition of a new scalar,
the inflaton field, which couples to SM particles. However, the inflationary model

has not yet been experimentally confirmed.

Matter-antimatter asymmetry: The SM interactions are C'P invariant, mean-
ing that matter and antimatter experience the same interactions, with the excep-
tion of the C' P-violating phase in the CKM matrix that breaks C'P in the charged
currents mediated by I/V#i However, this amount of C'P violation is not enough
to explain that our observed Universe is mostly made of matter. Assuming that
in the early Universe matter and antimatter were initially produced in a similar
amount (as inflationary models generally suggest [67]), then in order to explain
the matter-antimatter asymmetry of our Universe the SM has to be extended. It is
possible however that the starting conditions of our Universe as a dynamic system
included more matter than antimatter, or that the matter-antimatter asymmetry
is generated at the end of inflation through the decay of the inflaton: this only
deepends into our lack of understanding about the origin of the Universe and the

origin of matter, calling for a more fundamental theory that can describe the very
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first instants of time (when quantum gravity effects were non-negligible), in order

to shed light over the initial conditions of the Universe.

e Hierarchy puzzle of the Higgs mass: The Higgs field responsible for elec-
troweak symmetry breaking in the SM is quadratically sensitive to NP scales.
Notice that this is not the case for fermions, whose masses are protected by chiral
symmetry [68,69], or the W* and Z bosons, whose masses are protected by elec-
troweak symmetry. In the presence of NP, the Higgs mass would receive radiative

corrections proportional to the new energy scale, i.e. m% — m% + 5m% where

Afp
1672’

omi ~ (1.92)
if the NP couple to the Higgs (otherwise the corrections are still quadratically
divergent but they carry further loop suppression). We have introduced Axp as
the NP scale where new degrees of freedom become manifest. Given that we
expect new degrees of freedom to account for neutrino masses, one could consider
Anp ~ Mgeesaw ~ 10° GeV. In this manner, one would expect the Higgs to be
very heavy due to the large corrections provided by Mgeesaw [70,71]. In order to
preserve its mass at the electroweak scale, one should introduce a large cancellation
between the bare mass m% and the large correction (5m,%. This is called fine-
tuning. The situation is even worse if one considers NP degrees of freedom at
the Planck scale Mpianae ~ 10 GeV, where quantum gravity becomes manifest,
and an even larger fine-tuning is needed. In other words, the Higgs hierarchy
puzzle is also the question of why the electroweak scale and the Planck scale are
so far from each other: a puzzle of hierarchies. The Higgs hierarchy puzzle could
be solved by invoking new physics that screen the Higgs mass from heavier NP
scales. Examples of this are Supersymmetry [72,73] (a symmetry imposing that
each fermion has a boson partner and viceversa) and composite Higgs models [74]
(the Higgs boson is not an elementary particle, but a bound state of some more
fundamental, strongly-interacting fermions). Ideally, these NP should be manifest
close to the electroweak scale in order to ameliorate the fine-tuning of the Higgs
mass. Given that flavour observables are sensitive to NP far above the TeV scale,
it is remarkable that no signals of NP addressing the hierarchy puzzle have been
found so far. Is there any suppression mechanism of FCNCs in the UV that
prevents NP from showing up? This is known as the NP flavour puzzle, and
motivates that NP might approximately preserve some flavour symmetry in order
to suppress FCNCs (see Section 1.9).

e Strong CP puzzle: In principle, QCD could violate C'P invariance. The QCD
Lagrangian allows for the addition of a topological gauge invariant term accounting
for C'P violation, parameterised via the free parameter gQCD- However, from non-
observation of the neutron EDM, we know that |fgcp| < 10710 [51], meaning

that either C'P is conserved by the strong force or its violation is extremely small.
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FIGURE 1.3: Compilation of experimental anomalies in low-energy observables and
their pull in standard deviations. Experimental measurements are shown in blue, the
SM predictions are shown in orange. Figure available in the website of Patrick Kop-
penburg: https://www.nikhef.nl/ pkoppenb/anomalies.html.

Given that C'P is largely violated in the quark sector by the weak interaction,
explaining the non-observation of strong C'P violation in QCD is challenging.
Ultimately, the puzzle is related to why 6qcp is so small when the other source
of CP violation in the SM, dckm, is of O(1): another puzzle of hierarchies. A
well-motivated solution is the existence of an axion field, as a pseudo-Goldstone
boson from a spontaneously broken Peccei-Quinn global symmetry. Such a particle
would naturally ensure gcp = 0 [75], and it could also behave as Dark Matter in

our Universe [76].

o Experimental anomalies: Despite the remarkable success of the SM in explain-
ing the vast majority of particle physics data, some observables remain in tension
with the SM predictions. An illustrative compilation of selected experimental

anomalies can be found in Fig. 1.3, for a review see e.g. [77]. However, no single
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tension is significant enough to claim the discovery of NP. We discuss the flavour-
related anomalies in detail in Chapter 2. For the moment, we just highlight the
anomalous magnetic moment of the muon (g —2),,, which is in 5.1c tension'? with
the SM [78,79]. The Ry ratios are in 3.30 tension with the SM [80], suggesting
the breaking of lepton flavour universality in B-meson decays. The recent data
in B(BY — K*vv) obtained by Belle II is in 2.8¢ discrepancy with the SM as
well [81]. There is also a substantial tension in b — suu data, although these
observables are afflicted by large QCD uncertainties [82]. The CDF collaboration
reported a very anomalous measurement of the let boson mass [83], although this
measurement is in tension with current and previous data by LHC, LEP and Teva-
tron. The Cabibbo angle anomaly [84] is related to a deficit of unitarity in the first
row of the CKM matrix, and the determinations of V,; and V, via exclusive and
inclusive meson decays do not agree with each other [21]. There are several hints
for new resonances at the LHC, mainly in di-photon channels at 95 GeV [85, 86]
(this one is supported by mild excesses in both ATLAS and CMS data, plus an
old excess at LEP), 151 GeV [87] and 670 GeV [88]. Finally, there are mild devia-
tions in electroweak precision observables (EWPOs) that worsen the global fit of
the SM to electroweak data, for example the 20 tensions in the forward-backward

asymmetry of Z — bb and the asymmetry observable in Z — e*e™ [89).

e Hubble tension: Beyond the above anomalies in particle physics experiments,
there exists a long-lasting discrepancy in the different cosmological determinations
of the Hubble constant, Hy, which measures the current expansion rate of our
Universe [90,91]. More accurately, the early time determinations (e.g. from the
CMB) are in roughly 50 tension with the late time determinations obtained from
observing stars such as superonovae and cepheids. This hints to a possible failure
of the cosmological model ACDM, which nevertheless provides a very successful
description of many other observables. Given that ACDM is supported on SM
physics, it is possible that the solution to the long-lasting Hubble tension may be
due to the presence of BSM physics.

1.8 Gauge unification and flavour

Beyond the aforementioned open questions of the SM, charge quantisation, namely why
the proton and the electron have equal but opposite electric charges despite being ap-
parently very different in nature, has been a mystery since the early days of quantum
mechanics. With the advent of the SM, this question has escalated to explain the par-
ticular quantum numbers and transformation properties of known elementary particles

under the SM gauge group, and the relative strength of their interactions.

12We discuss (g—2), in detail in Section 2.3.3. However, we note already that different SM predictions
for the hadronic vacuum polarisation, that enters into the determination of (¢ — 2),, are in tension.
Namely, the predictions from lattice QCD do not agree with the data driven predictions obtained from
eTe™ — hadrons data.
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FIGURE 1.4: Two-loop RGE of the inverse gauge couplings o, ! = 47/g2 in the SM
(dashed lines) and the MSSM (solid lines). In the MSSM case, the sparticle masses are
treated as a common threshold varied between 750 GeV and 2.5 TeV, and as(Mz) is
varied between 0.117 and 0.120. Figure taken from [72].

With great elegance and simplicity, a Grand Unified Theory (GUT) postulates that
the plethora of different charges and interactions of the SM is just a low-energy manifes-
tation of a deeper underlying unity. Therefore, in the ultraviolet, the separate parts of
the SM gauge group are merged into an unique gauge symmetry, and SM fermions are
unified into representations under the GUT gauge group. GUTs rely on the assumption
that SM gauge couplings evolve in the UV and join each other, via RGE running. In
the SM they approach but do not quite unify, although they unify in the Minimal Su-
persymmetric SM (MSSM) at the very high scale Mgyt ~ 106 GeV [92], see Fig. 1.4.
This scale is suspiciously close to the heavy scale Mgeesaw ~ 10 GeV of right-handed
neutrinos in the type I seesaw mechanism.

The minimal'® gauge group where the SM forces may unify is SU(5) [93], which we
introduce here as it will be greatly discussed in Chapter 6 of this thesis. One can check

that SU(5) contains the generators of SU(3) and SU(2) as

I e 1o 0| 0
& = ( 20 ; , T — 0 T , (193)
50‘

where a = 1,...,8 and a = 1,2,3, with A\* and 0% being the Gell-Mann and Pauli
matrices, respectively. The only remaining generator of SU(5) commuting with ¢* and
T is

Ty = Ndiag(—1/3,-1/3,-1/3,1/2,1/2) = NY , (1.94)

which we associate to SM hypercharge up to a normalisation factor. The normalisation

factor is chosen by convention so that all SU(5) generators satisfy Tr(TaTg) = 30as,

13The other simple rank 4 algebras beyond SU(5) do not work since they do not have complex
representations.
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where A, B = 1,...,24. Therefore, one can check that Tr(TyTy) = % if N = \/g This
normalisation factor is commonly absorbed in a redefinition of the coupling strength gy .

The adjoint representation of SU(5) may be decomposed under the SM as
24 =(8,1)0®(1,3)g® (1,1)0 & (3, 2)—5/6 5> (575)5/6 . (1.95)

Beyond gluons and the electroweak gauge bosons, we also find 12 exotic gauge bosons
commonly denoted as X ~ (3,2)_5/5 and X* ~ (3,2)5,5'*, which are associated to
the remaining generators of SU(5). The X (*) gauge bosons become massive after spon-
taneous breaking of the SU(5) group down to the SM, which usually proceeds via a
fundamental scalar in the adjoint representation getting a VEV in the SM singlet com-
ponent.

The chiral fermions of the SM do also unify into representations of SU(5). For a
given family of SM chiral fermions described by two-component Weyl spinors, the lepton
doublet and the C' P-conjugate down-quark singlet are combined into a 5, and the quark

doublet is combined with the C'P-conjugate up-quark and lepton singlets into a 10'?,

ds. 0 up  —ug Uy dy

B dy . —uy 0 Uy ug  dg

5 =\ d; , 10; = 7 ug  —ug 0wy dy , (1.96)
v —up  —ug —uy 0 €
e —d, —d, —dp —e°

i
where ¢ = 1, 2, 3 denote the three fermion families of the SM. It is clear then than in the
SU(5) grand unified model, the three fermion families remain as three identical copies
under the gauge symmetry. Remarkably, the hypercharges of chiral fermions are no
longer seemingly arbitrary values (constrained by the cancellation of gauge anomalies),
but are rather associated to a discretely valued and traceless generator of SU(5) as given
in Eq. (1.94). As a consequence, the generator of the residual group U(1)q is given as
a linear combination of generators of SU(5), namely Q = T3 + Ty, therefore being
discretely valued and traceless as well. Given the fermion representations in Eq. (1.96),
this enforces the charge of the down quark to be 1/3 of the charge of the electron, and
the charge of the up quark to be 2/3 the charge of the positron, explaining the observed
quantisation of electric charge.

The Higgs doublet of the SM is embedded into a 5 representation that allows to

write Yukawa couplings as

Lyukawa = Y;410;10;5 + V110,55, + h.c. (1.97)

YWe note that 2 = 2 because the fundamental representation of SU (2) is pseudo-real, but commonly
we will still show the bar in 2 for the sake of clarity.

15For this reason, this convention where all fermions are described by two-component left-handed Weyl
spinors (CP-conjugate right-handed fermions are actually left-handed) is very convenient for model
building studies, in contrast with the convention of four-component left-right Dirac spinors which is
more common for phenomenological studies. Both conventions are described in Appendix A.
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Important consequences are that the up-quark Yukawa matrix is symmetric, while the
down-quark and charged lepton Yukawa couplings both emerge from Y;?e and verify
Y% = (V). This means that down quarks and charged leptons are predicted to have
the same mass at Mgyt ~ 106 GeV where SU(5) is spontaneously broken. However,
this unification of Yukawa couplings is so far inconsistent with experimental data and
further model building needs to be done [94], plus Yukawa couplings remain hierarchical
for the different families as in the SM, leaving the flavour puzzle unanswered or even
worsened. Moreover, note that the SU(5) theory says nothing about neutrino masses,
since right-handed neutrinos remain singlets as in the SM.

The fact that some quarks and leptons are unified in the same representations means
that the X*) gauge bosons can transform quarks into leptons and viceversa, giving them
the name of leptoquarks. In particular, this leads to the striking prediction of proton
decay, which is in tension with current data unless the GUT symmetry is spontaneously
broken at very high scales, compatible with Mgyt ~ 106 GeV [95] (see a more complete
treatment of gauge boson-mediated proton decay in Section 2.3.11). Notice that colour-
triplet Higgs scalars contained in 55 commonly mediate proton decay as well, requiring
their masses to be very heavy. This is in conflict with the fact that the SM Higgs
doublet contained in 55 lives at the electroweak scale, since one would naturally expect
fields within the same multiplet to have masses at the same scale. This inconsistency is
denoted as the doublet-triplet splitting problem.

Beyond SU(5), the next simple unification framework is based on the gauge group
SO(10)'6 [96,97], which is rank 5. Here all 15 chiral fermions of a given family'” are
unified into a single 16-dimensional spinor representation, including one SM singlet that
is associated to a right-handed neutrino. The SM Higgs doublet is then embedded into
a 10 representation, which allows to write a common Yukawa coupling for all fermions
within the same family. This is phenomenologically unsuccessful and requires the ad-
dition of further Higgs bosons and model building. The SO(10) group may be broken
down to the SM in various steps, which include SU(5) and the Pati-Salam gauge group
SU(4). x SU(2)r, x SU(2)gr [100]. Despite not being a grand unified theory, the latter
predicts the quantisation of hypercharge as well via Y = (B — L)/2+T3z'®, the restora-

tion of parity and the unification of quarks and leptons within the same representations,

5Notice that the Lie group with 16-dimensional spinor representations is formally Spin(10), and by
SO(10) we refer to its Lie algebra.

"Indeed even in SO(10) one still needs three fermion representations, one for each SM fermion family.
Naively, all SM+3vr fermions (48 Weyl spinors) can be unified into the fundamental representation
of SU(48) without introducing exotic fermions (beware of gauge anomalies) [98,99]. However, with
increasingly big unification groups the possibilities for embedding the SM in them grow in a seemingly
exponential way [98]. For this reason, one might argue that models based on very large gauge groups are
not as attractive as those based on smaller ones: they contain many subgroups, therefore a significant
tuning of the scalar sector parameters would likely be needed in order to have the correct symmetry
breaking.

8Note that baryon number minus lepton number B — L is associated to a discretely valued and
traceless generator of SU(4). (up to a 1/2 normalisation factor).
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with leptons being the “fourth colour” (including right-handed neutrinos),

Up Ug Up V
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where i,j = 1,2,3 are flavour indices. The SM Higgs doublet is embedded as H ~
(1,2,2) which again provides a common Yukawa coupling for all fermions within the
same family as in SO(10). As shown, the correct description of fermion masses and
mixings is usually a challenge for the GUT program and for many BSM theories. In
Chapters 4 and 6 we will propose models based on modifications of Pati-Salam and
SU(5) respectively, that are able to describe fermion masses and mixings successfully

along with explaining their hierarchical patterns.

1.9 Flavour symmetries of the SM and beyond

Flavour dynamics in the SM are encoded as processes or parameters that break the
flavour symmetry U(3)°. The flavour symmetry may be of great importance in order to
understand the precise structure of the Yukawa couplings, which in the SM are just free
parameters, and might provide some insights about possible underlying flavour dynam-
ics, which may be connected to the origin of flavour in the SM. Therefore, understanding

U(3)® and its possible breaking by NP is fundamental for flavour model building.

1.9.1 U(3)°: the accidental symmetries of the SM

We have built the SM as a theory where each fundamental fermion comes in three
flavours that transform in the same way under the gauge group, the only difference
between fermion flavours being their masses. As mentioned in Section 1.2, this fact

translates into the appearance of an approximate, global flavour symmetry
UBY =UB)g xUB)L x UB)y xU(3)ax U(3)e. (1.100)

Given that U(3)® = SU(3)5 x U(1)®, we can replace the flavour symmetry by

U(3)° = SU(3)) x SU(3); x U(1)°, (1.101)

where
SU(3)3 = SU(3)q x SU(3)u x SU(3)4, (1.102)
SU(3)2 = SU(3)r, x SU(3)., (1.103)

U1 =U(1)p x U)p x U)y x U(L)pg X U(1)e, - (1.104)
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Out of the five U(1) charges, we identify baryon number (B), total lepton number (L),
SM hypercharge (which is gauged), the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) symmetry whereby the Higgs
doublet and the dp;, er; fields have opposite charges, and finally U(1),, corresponds to
a global phase of ep; only.

The Yukawa couplings of the SM break the flavour symmetry in Eq. (1.100). How-
ever, one can always rephase all quark fields by the same phase, which is associated
to a global U(1) in the quark sector that remains unbroken by the Yukawa couplings.
This is the abelian symmetry associated to baryon number. The fact that there are no
right-handed neutrinos in the SM implies that the three charged lepton masses are the
only physical parameters of the lepton sector, associated to the diagonal entries of the
lepton Yukawa matrix. We are always free to rephase the three diagonal charged lepton
bilinears by three independent phases, associated to the three global abelian symme-
tries of the three lepton family numbers. Therefore, we conclude that the global flavour
symmetry of the SM is broken by the Yukawa couplings down to (not displaying the

gauged hypercharge which of course remains unbroken)

UB)Y = U(l)p x U, x U, x U1z, , (1.105)

€

where the lepton family numbers, L., L, and L., contain the total lepton number L as
the diagonal subgroup. These accidental symmetries have fundamental consequences:
the proton is stable in the SM, and lepton flavour violating processes such as y — ey
are forbidden. However, given that these symmetries are accidental, nothing forbids us
to write operators with energy dimension higher than four (non-renormalisable) which

break these symmetries. Two examples are the following,

%(Eg‘iﬁ)(hﬁ) +he., (1.106)
o (QLQL) QL) (L.107)

The careful reader may have noticed the Weinberg operator already introduced in
Eq. (1.84) (generalised to three generations in Eq. (1.106)), that generates Majorana
neutrino masses and violates lepton number in two units. The operator in Eq. (1.107)
violates both baryon number and lepton number in one unit, and can mediate proton
decay for particular flavour indices. B-violating operators such that (1.107) are pre-
dicted by GUTs, as mentioned in Section 1.8. Indeed, the proton has been observed
to be extremely stable [95], setting strong bounds on the cut-off scale of the operators
(1.107).

The global symmetries in Eq. (1.105) are anomalous, meaning that they are only
preserved at the classical level. In fact, they are explicitly broken by non-perturbative
quantum effects such as the sphaleron process [101]. Even though this symmetry break-
ing effects are negligible at low energies (or equivalently at low temperatures), they may

play an important role in the early Universe when temperatures where very high. For
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example, they could play a role in the origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry (see
a brief discussion in Section 1.7), or when one aims for the construction of an extended
gauge sector. Out of the four remaining U(1) factors, only the subgroup corresponding
to one of the combinations of lepton family numbers U(1)r,-r, (o, 8 = e, u, 7 with
a # ) remains anomaly-free in the SM [102]. Interestingly, if one includes three right-
handed neutrinos, singlets under the SM gauge group (which could account for neutrino
masses as described in Section 1.6.2), the global accidental anomaly-free symmetry of
the theory is extended to [103]

U5 % UW) £z, x U(D)p-L, - (1.108)

These accidental, anomaly-free symmetries will get either partially or totally broken
once we include all the details from the neutrino sector. For instance, we know from
the measured values of the PMNS matrix that the U(1)r,—r, x U(1)r,—r, symmetry
is broken. On the other hand, the U(1)p_1, symmetry would be broken if neutrinos are
Majorana particles.

Even though the Yukawa couplings indeed break the flavour symmetry as per
Eq. (1.105), the smallness of the Yukawa couplings in the SM leads to a small breaking of
the flavour symmetry. Notice that if the Yukawa couplings were absent, the flavour sym-
metry would remain unbroken and the SM would be a flavour conserving theory. This
has important consequences for flavour physics in the SM: flavour-changing charged
currents (FCCCs) are suppressed by the smallness of the CKM mixing, and flavour-
changing neutral currents (FCNCs) only appear at loop-level and are suppressed as well
by small CKM elements. Another extra suppression enters in FCNCs: notice that if
all quarks in a given sector (up or down) were degenerate, the flavour-changing W*-
couplings in Eq. (1.61) would vanish. A consequence of this is the fact that FCNCs in
the down (up) sector are proportional to mass-squared differences between the quarks
of the up (down) sector. For FCNCs that involve only quarks of the first two genera-
tions, this leads to a strong suppression factor related to the light quark masses, and
known as Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) suppression [104]. This extra suppression
factor allowed Glashow, Iliopoulos and Maiani to explain kaon mixing and predict the
existence of the charm quark, giving an upper bound for its mass.

Instead, going beyond the SM, FCNCs can occur at tree-level, with negligible sup-
pression. However, the large suppression of FCNCs predicted by the SM turns out to be
very well realised in Nature: rare decays of mesons and meson-antimeson mixing have
been tested to agree well with the SM. Given that there are good reasons to expect
new physics beyond the SM near the TeV scale (see Section 1.7). Why do we see no
deviations in flavour physics observables, which are sensitive to very high NP scales?

In the following we provide a few examples of flavour symmetries proposed to dictate
the flavour structure of NP in order to make it compatible with current bounds from

flavour observables.
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FIGURE 1.5: Reach in new physics scale of present and future facilities, from generic
dimension-six operators. The colour coding of observables is: green for mesons, blue
for leptons, yellow for EDMs, red for Higgs flavoured couplings and purple for the top
quark. The grey columns illustrate the reach of direct flavour-blind searches and EW
precision measurements. The operator coefficients are taken to be either ~ 1 (plain
coloured columns) or suppressed by MFV factors (hatch filled surfaces). Light (dark)
colours correspond to present data (mid-term prospects, including HL-LHC, Belle II,
MEG II, Mu3e, Mu2e, COMET, ACME, PIK and SNS). Figure taken from [106].

1.9.2 Minimal Flavour Violation

A possibility to accommodate relatively light NP with flavour physics observables arises
from the understanding of U(3)® and its breaking in the SM: if the SM Yukawa couplings
remain as the only breaking source of U(3)%, this guarantees that low-energy flavour
changing processes deviate only very little from the SM predictions. In this scenario,
denoted as Minimal Flavour Violation (MFV) [105], flavour transitions mediated by NP
enjoy a similar suppression as they do in the SM. This ameliorates the strong flavour
bounds over the scale of NP, as shown in Fig. 1.5, allowing the possibility of TeV-scale
NP as suggested by the Higgs hierarchy puzzle.

Let us now formulate this principle in a formal way. Given that in the SM the flavour
symmetry U(3)% is only broken by the Yukawa couplings, we can formally recover flavour
invariance by promoting the Yukawa matrices to dimensionless auxiliary fields, spurions,
transforming under SU(3)2 x SU(3)7 as

Yo~ (3,3, Dsu@p,  Ya~(3,1,3)su@z,  Ye~ (3, 1)gy@m)z- (1.109)
In this manner, the Yukawa interactions

[:Yukawa = Yu@LﬁuR + YdQLHdR + YIBZLHeR (1110)
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now preserve the flavour symmetry, with quarks and charged leptons transforming as
triplets under their corresponding SU(3) factors. Having the freedom of the SU(3)2 x

SU (3)% symmetry, we can use unitary transformations to rotate to the particular basis
Yo =V,  Ya=X i,  Ye=A, (1.111)
where )\, 4. are diagonal matrices,

Ay = diag(yu, Ye, vt) » g = diag(ya, ys, vb) Ae = diag(ye, yp, y-) - (1.112)

As an example, we may apply the MFV hypothesis to effective operators describing
NP effects in an EFT framework. We define that our effective field theory satisfies the
criterion of MFV if all higher-dimensional operators, constructed from SM and Yukawa
spurions, are invariant under C'P and (formally) under the flavour group U(3)5. In other
words, MFV requires that the dynamics of flavour violation are completely determined
by the structure of the ordinary Yukawa couplings. This requirement translates into
the fact that all relevant flavour non-diagonal operators in the EFT are proportional
to powers of Y, Y,l. Since the SM Yukawa couplings are small for all fermions except
for the top quark, one obtains (YuYJ )ij ~ ytzVC“ﬁMVéJKM For example, for a four-quark
operator violating fermion number by two units (AF = 2), like the operators which

contribute to meson-antimeson mixing processes, one obtains

Oiji = (@Li()\Fc)iﬂuQLj) (@Lk()\Fc)kw“Qu) , (1.113)
where we have defined

(YuYJ)iJ ~ thVélﬁMVéJKM i #7,

1.114
0 1=7. ( )

(Arc)ij = {

It is clear now that the factor (Apc)i; provides CKM suppression for the flavour-violating
operators as in the SM. This would explain the absence of NP signals in the flavour
observables of the quark sector, allowing relatively light NP as long as their flavour
structure is SM-like. The MFV hypothesis can also be extended to the lepton sector.
However, since the mechanism responsible for neutrino masses is unknown at present,
there is no unique way to introduce the MFV principle in the lepton sector. For the
realisation of MFV in a scenario inspired in the type I seesaw mechanism, see e.g. [107].
The MFV prescription imposes that the flavour structure of NP is SM-like. From

the point of view of a theory of flavour, this means that the new flavour dynamics
addressing the flavour puzzle are very heavy, leaving as a low-energy remnant the flavour
structure of the SM and relatively light MFV NP. In this sense, the MFV hypothesis
suggests that the a priori unknown scales of the theory of flavour (A and (¢r)) are
very heavy, possibly close to the seesaw scale Myeesaw ~ 101 GeV or to the GUT scale
Mcaut ~ 10'6 GeV, where we definitely expect BSM physics to manifest. This is an
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interesting idea: NP following the flavour structure of the SM may manifest at relatively
low energies, as required in order to solve the Higgs hierarchy puzzle and other open
questions of the SM. In contrast, the new flavour dynamics from the theory of flavour,

that would break explicitly U(3)%, would manifest at much higher scales.

1.9.3 U(2)° and a multi-scale origin of flavour

Although the MFV hypothesis is successful in suppressing flavour-violating NP effects,
it also predicts large flavour-universal NP effects. Notice that the Higgs boson has its
largest fermion coupling with the top-quark, and NP addressing the Higgs hierarchy
puzzle are usually coupled to both. If we would introduce TeV-scale NP coupled to the
top-quark and the Higgs boson, the MFV prescription would also impose couplings to
the light quark generations. However, TeV-scale NP coupled to light quark generations
are strongly constrained by direct searches at the LHC, see e.g. the direct reach band in
Fig. 1.5 or the CMS summary plots in Ref. [108]. This usually pushes the scale of MFV
NP above 10 TeV, worsening the fine-tuning of the Higgs mass.

In contrast with the MFV prescription, one may consider NP that dominantly couple
to the third family. This is interesting from the point of view of a theory of flavour:
just like the third family Yukawa couplings are the largest, flavour dynamics connected
to the origin of flavour might be dominantly coupled to the third family. Remarkably,
direct LHC bounds over NP that predominantly couple to the third family are much
weaker than those over flavour-universal NP.

We can formally establish this hypothesis by imposing that in the theory of flavour,

only third family Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable level,

Lyukawa = Y1Q rsHuprs + yoQr3Hdrs + yr LrsHeps . (1.115)

The Yukawa couplings above break the usual U(3) flavour symmetry of the SM down
to [109-112]
U2 =U(2)g x U(2)r x U(2)y x U(2)g x U(2)e . (1.116)

Given that the Yukawa couplings of first and second family fermions are very small
compared to the third family, the SM with massless first and second family fermions
is a good first order description of the SM fermion spectrum. In that case, the U(2)®
symmetry would be exactly preserved at the classical level. In reality, the small Yukawa
couplings of first and second family fermions provide small breaking effects of U(2)® that
we can parameterise via the spurion formalism. In the Yukawa matrices of the quark
sector, we introduce a spurion transforming as Vg ~ (2,1,1) under U(2)g x U(2), X
U(2)4. Similarly, we introduce AY, ~ (2,2,1) and AY, ~ (2,1, 2), obtaining

AY, Vo \= - AYy Vo \—
[’%{ukawa = ( © ) QLHUR + ( d @ ) QLHdR . (1117)
0 Yt 0 Yb
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FIGURE 1.6: Multi-scale picture for a theory of flavour: vs3 denotes the low scale where
U(2)° is approximately preserved, and the hierarchy ms/mj3 is explained. vio denotes
the higher scale where U(2)® is explicitly broken and the hierarchy m; /ms is explained.

The spurion Vy parameterises the small breaking of U (2)5 that provides V4 and V. The
U(2)® hypothesis cannot distinguish between them, but this is not a bad approximation
given that V ~ A2 and Vi, ~ A3, In a similar manner, the U(2)® hypothesis cannot
distinguish between first and second family masses: further dynamics in the UV must
provide the splitting of the spurions AY,, AY; and Vg into first and second family
contributions. This is an interesting idea: light NP at the TeV-scale may approximately
preserve U (2)5 and explain the smallness of V., and V;, along with the mass hierarchies
between light families and the third family, i.e. mgy/mg, while m;/mg, the difference
(and alignment) between Vi, and V,; and the Cabibbo angle are explained in the UV
via heavier dynamics that explicitly break U(2)°. This naturally leads to the idea of a
multi-scale picture behind the origin of flavour: the theory of flavour could be a non-
universal theory broken in (at least) two hierarchical steps down to the SM [113], as in
Fig. 1.6. The approximate U(2)° flavour symmetry may arise accidentally if the theory
of flavour is based on a non-universal gauge group [3,5,113-127].

However, we notice that the U(2)® hypothesis does not give any information about
the flavour hierarchies between different charged sectors, e.g. my/m;y, which are left to be
reproduced via small dimensionless coefficients. This is unsatisfactory given that some
hierarchies like m;/m; are significant, suggesting the need to incorporate a dynamical
mechanism to generate these hierarchies in theories of flavour based on U(2)°. In a
similar manner, the U(2)® hypothesis does not give any predictions about the alignment
of the CKM matrix.

From a phenomenological point of view, the U(2)® hypothesis dictates that NP may
couple non-universally to the third family but universally to the lighter generations. In
particular, couplings to light generations can be absent in the interaction basis, only
generated via fermion mixing. This latter case provides an efficient suppression of the
production of NP degrees of freedom at colliders, relaxing bounds from LHC, while large
NP in the third family (that could address the Higgs hierarchy puzzle) are allowed. If
NP couplings to light generations are present, U(2)° protects from the appearance of

the most dangerous FCNCs at tree-level, since they involve flavour transitions between
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the first and second families!?. Flavour transitions between the (left-handed) third fam-
ily and light families are allowed, but they carry the CKM suppression of V, and V.
Flavour transitions between right-handed fermions, if mediated by NP approximately
preserving U(2)®, are naturally suppressed with respect to left-handed flavour transi-
tions. This is a very desirable feature, given the tight bounds over FCNCs involving
right-handed fermions (see Section 2.3.4).

Finally, we remark that in a realistic framework, the spurions in Eq. (1.117) would

be promoted to physical scalars that provide non-renormalisable operators of the form

. AY,, 4 AYy
[,q’d_5 = c% QLlH’LLRg + c? Q HUR] + e QLszR3 + o Q HdRJ )

Yukawa — 23A i 13A iy
(1.118)
such that
 AY, Vo A o Vo
Cn = | 7 A 13/\@ Qufup+ | “ha PR |Q HAR, (1.119)
0 Yt 0 UYp

where 4, j = 1, 2. If the physical scalars Vg, AY, and AY, develop a VEV spontaneously
(minimally) breaking the global U(2)® symmetry, then the effective Yukawa couplings
involving light families are naturally suppressed by the heavy scales Ag, 4. The coeffi-
cients ¢4y, ¢ and " could naturally be O(1), while g, and ¢4 need to be small in
order to reproduce the remaining flavour hierarchies that U(2)° cannot explain.

A similar formalism can be applied to the charged lepton sector. However, the
U(2)° hypothesis, if extended to the neutrino sector, would naively predict a third
family neutrino much heavier than the others, with small mixing. This is at odds with
neutrino oscillation data that suggests large and seemingly anarchic neutrino mixing,
therefore requiring to introduce an extra mechanism in the theory of flavour in order to

account for a proper description of neutrino masses and mixing.

1.10 Towards a theory of flavour: from the Planck scale

to the electroweak scale

The complicated flavour sector of the SM leaves several questions unanswered:

e Why three families of fermions, transforming as identical copies under
the SM gauge group? One may argue that we need at least three quark families
to have CP-violating phases in the CKM matrix [38], and we need less than
nine quark families to preserve the asymptotic freedom of QCD [13]. But this is
equivalent to arguing that all experimental data suggests the existence of three

families of fermions, see e.g. the invisible decay width of the Z boson [21]. It is

1911 the complete theory of flavour, heavier NP would eventually break explicitly U (2)® to explain the
origin of the flavour structure that involves first and second family fermions. Such NP may potentially
mediate the most dangerous 1-2 FCNCs, however they would be heavier in a multi-scale picture of
flavour, allowing to pass the stringent bounds from flavour observables.
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clear that these a posteriori explanations are unsatisfactory as they do not provide

any fundamental principle to understand why Nature has chosen the number three.

e Why the three identical families of fermions interact so differently with
the Higgs, leading to a hierarchical pattern of charged fermion masses
and CKM mixing?

e What is the origin of the very tiny neutrino masses and lepton mixing?

e Why quark mixing and lepton mixing are so different, namely why the
CKM matrix is almost diagonal while the PMNS matrix is seemingly

anarchic?

We highlight that the gauge couplings of the SM in Eq. (1.78) are not far from O(1).
Even the tree-level mass of the Higgs boson is O(vgy ), such that the quartic coupling A
of the scalar potential (remember my;, = v/2\vgyr) is not much smaller than O(1). This
is what one would expect from a fundamental theory based on naturalness arguments:
the free parameters take arbitrary values of the same order of magnitude, and any
hierarchy or cancellation is explained in terms of dynamical mechanisms. There is no
apparent reason for the parameters of a fundamental theory to greatly differ from each
other, since they all appear in a similar way as free parameters of the renormalisable
Lagrangian. Nevertheless, the flavour sector apparently is not guided by naturalness
principles: rather than being of the same order, both the charged fermion masses and
the CKM mixing angles follow hierarchical patterns. The high number of free parameters
in the flavour sector, maybe too many for a fundamental theory of Nature, along with
their particular hierarchical patterns, may be hinting at the existence of new physics
that provide a dynamical explanation for the flavour structure of the SM: such a theory
describing the complicated flavour sector of the SM in terms of simple and natural
principles is called a theory of flavour.

The lack of understanding of the flavour sector of the SM has classically being
denoted as the flavour puzzle. We stress here that this is not a problem of the SM,
which works perfectly well with the input of the flavour parameters, but rather a puzzle
of Nature for us to identify the dynamical mechanism behind these parameters in terms
of our mathematical models. After the discovery of neutrino masses, the flavour sector
is enlarged with extra flavour parameters accounting for neutrino masses and mixing,
which now do become a problem of the SM: the inability of the SM to account for
the observed physical phenomenon of neutrino oscillations, making the flavour puzzle
difficult to ignore.

This thesis is devoted to the flavour puzzle: the development and study of new
models to understand the origin of flavour in the SM, along with their phenomenology
and discovery prospects. Flavour physics phenomenology will also play a central role,
as it would not be unreasonable that a theory of flavour beyond the SM leads to new
flavour specific interactions connected to the dynamical mechanisms behind the origin

of flavour.
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Vri >

(a) (B)

FiGURE 1.7: Left: Renormalisable Yukawa couplings in the SM. Right: Effective
Yukawa couplings arising from non-renormalisable operators containing insertions of
flavon fields ¢.

Given that most of the Yukawa couplings are much smaller than O(1), a good start-
ing point to model them in a more natural way would be to assume that Yukawa cou-
plings in the SM are effective remnants of a UV theory. In this manner, they would carry
the natural suppression of non-renormalisable operators. For example, let us consider
that a symmetry beyond the SM forbids the SM Yukawa couplings at renormalisable
level?’. One example would be the global U (1)py flavour symmetry?! of Froggatt-Nielsen
(FN) models [133], which is spontaneously broken by the VEV of a SM scalar singlet
¢, that we denote as the flavon field. For the moment, we shall remain agnostic to
the particular UV theory, but we will assume that the flavon field ¢ transforms in the

appropriate way under the BSM symmetry, allowing to write dimension-5 operators as

d=5 c =&
‘CYukawa = ng)Fl’L H¢R + h.c. ) (1120)

where ¥, denotes a generic SU(2), fermion doublet of the SM, ¢r denotes the accom-
panying SU(2);, fermion singlet, and H couples to down-quarks and charged leptons
while H couples to up-quarks. The heavy scale A is the cut-off of the EFT, associated
to new degrees of freedom present in the UV theory. When the flavon field ¢ develops
a VEV spontaneously breaking the BSM symmetry, the operator in Eq. (1.120) provides
an effective Yukawa coupling as

_
EYukawa - C<iF> \IJL H¢R + h.c. (1121)
F

20We note that the flavour puzzle can be addressed without invoking new symmetries, e.g. in extra
dimensional frameworks (see e.g. [128,129]), however we will not consider this approach in this thesis.
For a review about different approaches to the flavour puzzle, see e.g. [130].

2INote that spontaneously broken discrete flavour symmetries are also possible, for a review of mass
matrices in such a framework see [131,132].
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In contrast with the SM, now the Yukawa couplings are obtained from non-renormalisable
operators built with the insertion of the flavon field, as in Fig. 1.7. Assuming (¢r) < Ap,
the effective Yukawa coupling in Eq. (1.121) is naturally suppressed from unity, with the
dimensionless coefficient ¢ being naturally of O(1). At the level of our EFT framework,
we have the freedom to assign a numerical value to the ratio (¢r) /Ap. A convenient

choice is

(oF) _
SRS (1.122)

where A ~ 0.225 is the Wolfenstein parameter already introduced in Section 1.6.1. In
the Froggatt-Nielsen framework, all SM fermions and ¢ may carry charge assignments
under the global U(1)pn symmetry. By convention, we assign -1 FN charge to ¢ without

loss of generality. In this manner, the effective Yukawa couplings of SM fermions may

be given by
<¢F> |QFN(@L7;)+QFN(URJ')+QFN(ﬁ)| L
Lyukawa = Czuj (AF> QLiHURj (1123)
larn (Qr)+arn (drj)+aen (H)|
+ c;jj <<f§>> QriHdg; (1.124)
<¢F> |QFN(ELi)+QFN(3Rj)+‘IFN(H)‘ .
—}—cfj (AF> LLiHeRj + h.c., (1.125)

where i,7 = 1,2,3. With the assignment of Eq. (1.122), each entry in the effective
Yukawa matrices carries an individual suppression via powers of the Wolfenstein param-
eter, A%, where « is determined in terms of the FN charge assignments of SM fermions

and the Higgs doublet. As a concrete example, we take the following set of charges:

QFN(QLi) = (37 2, 0) ) QFN(URi) = (47 1, 0) ) (1'126)
qFN(dRi) = (4, 3, 2) y qFN(ZLi) = (5, 3, 0) s (1.127)
qrN(eri) = (3,2,2), grn(H) = 0. (1.128)

This choice leads to the following parametric suppression of the Yukawa couplings:

)\7 )\4 )\3 UR1
'CYukawa:(QLl @L2 @L?)) )\6 )\3 )\2 UR2 H (1129)
)\4 A 1 UR3

DYDY dr1

+(QL1 QLo @L?)) PRI dro | H (1.130)
A3 A2 ) \dgs
A AT AT (em

+(ZL1 Tio ZLg) AN N | |eps | H+hc., (1.131)
A2 a2 ) \eps

where we have omitted the dimensionless coefficients c?j’d’e, naturally expected to be of
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O(1). The Yukawa matrices above are hierarchical and approximately diagonal (the
off-diagonal entries are small), therefore, in good approximation, the physical Yukawa
couplings obtained after the diagonalisation will scale with powers of A as the diagonal
entries above. In this manner, one can check that our simplified FIN model performs a
good description of charged fermion masses.

Fermion mixing is approximately given by the ratios of off-diagonal over diagonal
entries, upper off-diagonal entries for left-handed mixing and lower off-diagonal entries
for right-handed mixing. In this manner, we obtain Vi, ~ A2, Vip ~ A3 and Vs ~
A /A3 ~ X for the CKM mixing. Remarkably, our toy FN model predicts non-vanishing
charged lepton mixing, although too small to account for PMNS mixing, that must
therefore come dominantly from the neutrino sector. The model also predicts significant
right-handed fermion mixing, such as s38 ~ . In this manner, the Yukawa matrices in
Egs. (1.129-1.131) are an example of Yukawa textures broadly compatible with current
data. Other examples include texture zeros, where one or more of the entries in the
effective mass matrices may be filled with zeros. For a systematic study of possible
textures for the charged fermion and neutrino mass matrices, we refer the reader to
Refs. [134-136].

We notice that the description of the flavour sector does not point to any particular
scale for (¢r) and Ap: the explanation of the SM flavour structure is successful as long
as the ratio (¢p) /Ap is held fixed, but the independent scales of flavour (¢r) and Ap
may be anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale.

This is not just a feature of the FN mechanism, but common to most theories of
flavour based on BSM symmetries where Yukawa couplings are explained via effective
operators. In particular, this applies to all the theories of flavour that will be explored
in this thesis.

In the FN setup, the tree-level exchange of a radial mode of ¢ provides NP contri-
butions to meson mixing observables that are compatible with current data only if the
mass of ¢ is above ~ 105 TeV [137,138] (note that this is the approximate bound that
recent studies of successful FN models reveal, despite the obvious dependence on the
charge assignments of fermions under the FN symmetry), thus setting the NP scales of
the model far above our current reach for direct detection. Going beyond the FN setup,

one may find different arguments to fix the a prior: undetermined flavour scales:

e Motivated by gauge coupling unification, one may suggest that the very heavy scale
where the gauge sector gets simplified and described by a single gauge coupling
is also the scale where the new dynamics that explain and simplify the flavour
sector become manifest [139-147]. This hypothesis is also supported by the heavy
scale for the origin of neutrino masses suggested by the seesaw mechanism, and
in good agreement with the prescription of Minimal Flavour Violation [142]. In
particular, in recent years it has been noted the possibility that modular forms,

motivated by string theory, could play an important role to explain the flavour
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sector [148-153]. Modular symmetries can be incorporated to GUTs in order to

build elegant theories of flavour at very high energy scales [154-158].

e New flavour dynamics addressing the flavour puzzle may leave its imprints in
flavour observables, which are sensitive to scales far above the TeV. In this di-
rection, experimental anomalies in observables that suggest new flavour-specific
interactions [78,79], or the breaking of lepton flavour universality [159], could be
indirect signals of a theory of flavour. This suggests that the NP flavour scales
may be closer to the electroweak scale, within the range for detection in current
experiments. In particular, TeV-scale leptoquarks or Z’ bosons would mediate new
interactions to explain the flavour anomalies, with the flavour structure of their
couplings to fermions dictated by the theory of flavour and connected to the origin
of Yukawa couplings in the SM [1,2,160-169].

o Another interesting possibility is that the theory of flavour consists of multiple
NP scales, that may cover a wide range of energy from the Planck scale to the
electroweak scale. This is realised in multi-scale theories of flavour [2,3,5,113-127,
163, 169], where a first layer of NP explains the flavour hierarchies my/mg and
the smallness of CKM mixing, while a second layer explains the flavour hierarchy
m1/ms and the Cabibbo angle. The lower layer of NP also offers the opportunity
to connect the theory with the flavour anomalies [2,115,119,120, 169, 170], while
the higher layer may provide a gauge unified framework [5]. The explanation of
neutrino masses and PMNS mixing could be incorporated at low energies via a
low scale seesaw mechanism [3,5,117], or at very high energies as a new step
in the multi-scale picture [169]. Some examples of multi-scale theories of flavour
predict an approximate U (2)° flavour symmetry [3,5,113-126], but their exist other
alternatives such as [2,163,169] based on the idea of messenger dominance [171].
Remarkably, the various steps of symmetry breaking may offer the opportunity to
connect the theory with other subjects like quark-lepton unification, the origin of
matter-antimatter asymmetry [172] or the unification of electroweak and flavour
symmetry [120, 121], and might be tested via cosmological observations of the
different phase transitions in the early Universe associated to the several steps of

symmetry breaking [173].

In this thesis, we propose and explore theories of flavour of the last kind, which may be
connected to other open problems of the SM via the different layers of the multi-scale
picture. Moreover, these theories enjoy a rich phenomenology and have the potential
to be discovered in the current or next generation of particle physics experiments. In
Chapter 3 we discuss a class of fermiophobic U(1)" extensions of the SM, where the
flavour structure of the SM is explained via the mechanism of messenger dominance [171],
and we seek for an enhancement of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. In
Chapter 4, we explore a twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour also based on messenger

dominance, where the origin of flavour hierarchies is connected to the effective couplings
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of a TeV-scale vector leptoquark U; ~ (3,1,2/3) that explains the so-called B-physics
anomalies. In Chapter 5 we propose a gauge non-universal embedding of the SM in which
a separate weak hypercharge is assigned to each fermion family. If the Higgs doublet(s)
only carries third family hypercharge, then the third family is naturally heavier and
flavour hierarchies arise naturally after the spontaneous breaking of the tri-hypercharge
group. Finally, in Chapter 6 we show how gauge non-universal frameworks like the tri-
hypercharge theory, among others, may emerge from a gauge unified group containing
one separate SU (5) for each family, where the three SU(5) groups are related by a cyclic
permutation symmetry that ensures a single gauge coupling at the GUT scale and the

unification of all SM fermions into a single representation.
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Chapter 2

Testing a theory of flavour: EFT

formalism and flavour observables

“Soon I knew the craft of experimental physics was
beyond me - it was the sublime quality of patience -
patience in accumulating data, patience with

recalcitrant equipment - which I sadly lacked.”

— Abdus Salam

In order to test a new physics model, such as a theory of flavour, it is usually convenient
to integrate out the new heavy degrees of freedom to obtain the low energy Effective
Field Theory (EFT) of the model. In this context, we will introduce the Standard Model
Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) that extends the SM via non-renormalisable operators
which capture the NP effects originated by heavy physics above the electroweak scale.
We will also introduce the Low Energy Effective Field Theory (LEFT) that contains the
effective Lagrangian below the electroweak scale, and is useful to study NP contributions
to low-energy observables. Finally, we will introduce and discuss particular flavour
observables that suggest the presence of NP, and are well motivated from the point of

view of a theory of flavour.

2.1 The Standard Model Effective Field Theory

The SMEFT is the effective field theory that contains the SM Lagrangian (1.16) plus all
possible higher dimensional operators invariant under the SM gauge symmetry (1.1). In
this thesis, we will only consider operators in the SMEFT up to dimension six. In fact,
a few SMEFT operators have already been introduced in Chapter 1. One example is the
dimension five Weinberg operator (1.84) that violates lepton number explicitly in two
units, and provides Majorana masses for active neutrinos. Remarkably, the Weinberg
operator is the only dimension five operator that one can write with SM fields. Another
example is the dimension six operator in Eq. (1.107), which breaks both lepton number

and baryon number in one unit and can mediate the decay of nucleons.
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We introduce the SMEFT Lagrangian as
d<6 d<4
ﬁSK/IEFT - £ Welnberg Z A2C QZ ) (21)

Although in Eq. (2.1) we have included one high cut-off scale for every operator, in
principle each operator can contain different contributions from different UV models
associated to different NP scales. Notice also that the SMEFT Wilson coefficients C; ()
depend on the energy scale u, and hence experience renormalisation group evolution
(RGE) effects. We will take the latter into account by using dedicated software such as
DsixTools 2.1 [174].

In Appendix D.1, Table D.3 [39], we list all dimension six SMEFT operators conserv-
ing baryon and lepton number, while the dimension six operators that violate baryon
and lepton number are listed in Table D.2. We highlight Higgs-bifermion operators
(class-3) and purely Higgs operators (class-7), which are useful to study contributions
to electroweak precision observables, while the baryon number violating operators in
Table D.2 are useful to study nucleon decay. Finally, we also highlight the set of baryon
number conserving four-fermion operators (class-8), which are relevant for the study of
flavour observables.

When referring to effective operators through this chapter, we denote lepton flavour
indices as a = e, u, 7, and quark flavour indices as ¢ = 1,2, 3, in such a way that greek
indices denote lepton flavours while latin indices denote quark flavours.

Finally, we comment that a more general EFT than the SMEFT do exists, the
so-called Higgs Effective Field Theory (HEFT). SMEFT contains one Higgs doublet
field as prescripted in the SM, however scenarios where the observed Higgs boson does
not belong to an elementary exact SU(2);, doublet are still allowed within the current
experimental accuracy. Those may be described by the HEFT where the Higgs boson
is treated as a gauge singlet and the Goldstone bosons are treated separately. However,
in this thesis all the UV models proposed contain at least one exact Higgs doublet
performing EW symmetry breaking, with the canonical SM being a low scale limit in
all cases, therefore all the NP effects will be well captured by the SMEFT framework.

2.2 The Low Energy Effective Field Theory

The LEFT is the effective field theory that describes low energy scales u < My, at

which the electroweak gauge invariance is broken and the remaining gauge symmetry is

SU(3). x U(1)g. The effective Lagrangian containing operators up to dimension six is
given by

L =2 c —4GF Cilp 2.2

LErT = £qED + Lacp — Z (22)

where —4G 1 /+/2 is a conventional normalisation factor that allows to easily compare the

strength of the NP effect with that of the weak interactions, both generally contributing
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to the Wilson coefficients C;j(p). Throughout this thesis, we will commonly consider
= my as our low-energy scale, since we will consider several observables related to
B-meson physics.

In Appendix D.2, Table D.4 [175], we list baryon and lepton number conserving
operators up to dimension six, while in Table D.5 we list baryon and/or lepton number
violating operators up to dimension six. We highlight the four-fermion operators in
Table D.4, distinguished by their different chiralities, which will play an important role
for the study of flavour observables.

We provide tree-level matching conditions between the operators in the SMEFT
and the LEFT [175] in Appendix D.3. Notice that particular operators in the LEFT
do not get any contributions from the SMEFT at tree-level, therefore they can only get
suppressed contributions (e.g. via RGE) from dimension six NP operators preserving
SU2)L x U(1)y.

2.3 Flavour observables

In the following, we discuss key flavour observables that are in tension with the SM
and might be connected to a possible theory of flavour. We denote these observables
as anomalies. We also discuss several observables that get modified as well in NP
scenarios that explain the anomalies. These observables offer the possibility to test and

discriminate between the different NP explanations.

2.3.1 Ry and b — sup

Lepton flavour universality (LFU) is a key prediction of the SM: all lepton flavours ex-
perience gauge interactions in the same way, up to corrections related to the different
masses of charged leptons!. After the discovery of neutrino oscillations, we know that
LFU is not an exact symmetry of Nature. However, the breaking effects of LFU via
lepton mixing are suppressed by the very tiny neutrino masses, being generally unob-
servable with current experimental precision. In this manner, the observation of LFU
breaking in low-energy processes would be a clear indication of new physics.

Although purely leptonic observables so far show no significant hints of violation
of LFU (see e.g. LFU in 7 decays in Section 2.3.10), semileptonic observables are also
sensitive to the breaking of LFU. In contrast with purely leptonic modes, they can be
afflicted by substantial QCD uncertainties, however it is possible to build very clean
observables in terms of ratios of semileptonic processes. In this direction, the Ry (.

ratios were proposed
B(B—= K®Wutyu~)
R *) — . 2.3
K B(B — K®eter) (2:3)

Within the SM, lepton universality predicts Ry = 1 for q?e[1.1,6] GeV?, where ¢?

denotes the dilepton invariant-mass squared, up to corrections of order 1% [176] due to

!These corrections are most relevant for processes involving 7 charged leptons, which are heavier.
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the different masses of muons and electrons. Notice that the b — sup transition is a
FCNC in the SM, therefore being generally loop suppressed, GIM suppressed and CKM
suppressed. This strong suppression makes these processes particularly sensitive to new
physics.

It turns out that the experimental measurements of the Ry(.) ratios showed devi-
ations from the SM for almost eight years. In particular, the Rx ratio alone reached
a 3.1o tension with the SM in the LHCb update of 2021 [177], and several deviations
sitting at the 20 level showed up in Rg~ [178] and other LFU ratios involving kaons.
These measurements suggested the presence of NP contributions interfering with the
SM contribution and mainly coupled to muons, leading to Ry < 1.

This pattern was supported by other semileptonic observables, including B(B —
K®utp™), B(B; — ¢utp~) and the angular observable PZ, all of them afflicted how-
ever by significant hadronic uncertainties [179]. Remarkably, the very clean leptonic
decay B(Bs — u™p~) was also in good agreement with the muon deficit observed in
R+ [180]. This consistent set of anomalies was easy to accommodate in the context
of a theory of flavour: new dynamics connected to the origin of the Yukawa couplings
Ye < ¥y, might as well couple preferentially to muons. In this direction, we proposed a
simplified phenomenological model based on a fermiophobic Z’ boson [1] where effective
couplings to SM fermions were obtained via mixing with a fourth family of vector-
like fermions. This simplified model could not only explain Ry(., but also (g — 2),
simultaneously, and was motivated by a theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ [163]
already proposed in the literature to explain Ry (.. Later on, we considered a complete
theory of flavour based on a twin Pati-Salam gauge group that contains a TeV scale
U ~ (3,1,2/3) vector leptoquark [169]. This theory could potentially explain Ry () via
U exchange, along with the R ) anomalies which also suggest a consistent breaking
of LFU (see Section 2.3.2). We concluded that such a theory could not explain the
anomalies in its minimal version, but with extra model building efforts we showed that
the theory was able to simultaneously explain both Ry ) and Rp) while remaining
compatible with all experimental data [2]. The anomalous measurements of R (. that
motivated these efforts were [177,178]

. B— Kutp)
glirel _ Bl — (.84610-044 2.4
K B (B N K€+ ) —0.041 » ( )
B(B— K*utu™)
R[l.*l,ﬁ =0. 69+0 16
K B(B—>K*e+e ) 0.12>

where ¢ €[1.1, 6] GeV? denotes the dilepton invariant-mass squared. As of 2021, the
global average of the theoretically clean observable B(Bs — u™ ™) was (see e.g. [181])

B(Bs — pp) = (28+0.3) x 1077, (2.5)

to be compared with the SM prediction B(Bs — p ™ )sm = (3.67 £ 0.15) x 1079 [182].

In order to describe these measurements at the level of the LEFT, it is convenient to
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define a new basis of LEFT operators beyond the San Diego basis [175] that discriminates
operators by the chirality of quarks and by the vector-like or vector-axial components

of muons, leading to the following effective Lagrangian:

4G e

where

Op" = (57, PLb) (In*'p) (2.7)
O = (57 PLb) (1" v5p) - (2.8)

We have omitted semileptonic scalar and tensor operators from Eq. (2.6). The former
provide a chiral enhancement of B(Bs; — ptp™) which is at odds with current data,
and the latter are not generated at tree-level from dimension six SMEFT operators.
Similarly, primed operators Og*" and Of" are obtained by exchanging P, by Pg in
Egs. (2.7) and (2.8), however these operators involving right-handed quarks are as well
disfavoured by current data. Notice also the different normalisation factor of Eq. (2.6)
with respect to Eq. (2.2), highlighting the CKM suppression of the b — spuu transition.
For simplicity, in Eq. (2.6) we suppressed the scale dependence of the Wilson coefficients,
that have to be evaluated at p = my,.

The Wilson coefficients C5M = 4.27 and C$)! = —4.17 [183] encode the SM contri-
butions, while C5* and C}}' are associated to NP. Performing a combined x? fit of the
observables R (.) and B(Bs — put ™) one obtains the parameter space of C§* and C{
preferred by NP, as can be seen in Fig. 2.1a. As of 2021, scenarios involving only C4*
or C}{' could describe the experimental data up to 20 precision, while left-handed NP
CH' = —C1" were in excellent agreement with experimental data and preferred over the
SM hypothesis by more than 4c.

In late 2022, a reanalysis of the Ry (. ratios by LHCb revealed that backgrounds in
the electron channel had been misidentified in all previous analyses. After this systematic

effect was taken into account, the collaboration updated the R, ratios as [185]

B(B— Kp*p~)
R[l.l,G] _ — 0‘9494-0.047 2.9
K B(B — K6+€*) —0.046 » ( )
B(B— K'p'p~)
R[l-*lvﬁ} — — 1.027-"—0.077
K B(B N K*e+e_) —0.073 >
with correlation factor p = —0.017. This way, the R (. ratios are now in good agreement

with SM lepton universality, although some space for NP is still left. The CMS collabora-
tion presented a precise new measurement of B(Bs — pt ™) in 2022 as well [186], which
is in good agreement with the SM. When combined with the existing measurements by
LHCb and ATLAS, the global average now reads (see e.g. [187,188])

B(Bs — pp~) = (3.28 4 0.26) x 1077, (2.10)
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FIGURE 2.1: Allowed regions in the plane C§* vs C{{' to 1o accuracy derived by using
2021 (left) and 2023 (right) data on Ry, Ri+ and B(Bs — uu~). The green (left)
and red (right) contours denote the 1o, 20 and 30 regions of the x? fit. The left plot is
taken from [184]. The right plot is our own work (originally presented in [2]), and the
black dot denotes the best fit point with Ax?/dof a2 0.56.

which is in good agreement with the SM prediction B (B — pp™) gy = (3.67£0.15) x
1079, albeit leaving some space for NP. The expressions for the observables of interest
R[Il('l’ﬁ}, R[Il{'*l’ﬁ} and B(Bs; — ptp~) in terms of the Wilson coefficients C{* and Cff
are [189] (we do not include expressions for the lower ¢ interval for Ry (., where NP

contributions are suppressed)

R[1_176] . R[l'l’ﬁ] 1 + 0.24Re(C’§‘“) — 026Re(C¥§) + 0.03(|Cg”|2 -+ |Cﬁ§t 2)
K

= . (211
KSMEY 1 0.24Re(C8°) — 0.26Re(C2) 4 0.03(|C<e)* + [C5 ) (211)
Rl16l _ pli1g 1+0.18Re(Cy") — 0.29Re(Ciy) + 0.03(|C4"* + |C1' ) (2.12)
K KESMUT 4 0.18Re(CE9) — 0.29Re(CS8) + 0.03(|C8e)? + |Ceef?)
- - o |2
B(BS_>M+M ):B(Bs—>u+u )SM 1+C—§§4 (2.13)
10

In Fig. 2.1b we show the parameter space in the plane (C§", C1{") preferred by the
2023 Ry (» ratios and the 2023 average of B(Bs — p*p~). We also display the result
of a combined y? fit to the three observables as the red ellipses, denoting 1o, 20 and
30 intervals. Our results show that a small but non-zero value of C{§' is still preferred
by B(Bs — p 7). On the other hand, C§* is compatible with zero, but small positive
and negative values are still allowed by the new R (. ratios at lo.

In particular, we highlight that left-handed NP C§*" = —C1{" are not far away from

the 1o region, and our 1-dimensional fit reveals

Clt = —Ct = [-0.0111,—0.1425]  (10), (2.14)
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with a best fit value of C§* = —C1}' = —0.0725 with Ax?/dof ~ 0.58. Although left-
handed NP are still allowed by the new data, the WCs are much smaller than those
preferred by 2021 data (see Fig. 2.1a).

Finally, we highlight that although the anomalies in Ry (.) have disappeared, strong
hints for NP still remain in b — suu observables such as B(B — K®utpu=), B(B, —
¢pt ) and the angular observable P.. However, the significance of these anomalies
depends on assumptions about the unknown QCD uncertainties that affect these ob-
servables. Although some analyses suggest that the tension in B(B — K () utp”) can
reach the 4o level (see e.g. [179]), these claims should be taken with care. The remaining
anomalies in b — sup data could be explained by a lepton universal contribution to the
operator Cy, provided that the NP effect is Cg ~ 1 [82] (roughly one fourth of the SM
Cy). We denote such contribution as C§/. It could be generated via a Z’ boson with
flavour universal couplings to leptons, or it could also be generated via RGE effects pro-
vided by leptoquarks that couple preferentially to third family fermions, such as those
proposed to address R+ (see Section 2.3.2). Remarkably, the scenario most preferred
by current data involves a large C{ plus a small LFU-violating left-handed contribution
cpr = —cfit [52),

Cf = -1.101075 (LFU),  Cf* = -Ci' = —0.08T00% (LFUV). (2.15)

We will see that this scenario is very well motivated from the point of view of a theory of
flavour, as it could arise from leptoquarks with hierarchical couplings to charged leptons,

following the pattern of SM Yukawa couplings y. < y, < yr.

2.3.2 Rp- anomalies and their interpretation in a theory of flavour

Even though the Rj.(.) ratios are now in good agreement with the SM, strong hints for
the breaking of LFU are still present in b — cfv transitions. Here one can construct
relatively clean LFU ratios of B mesons decaying to D) mesons and a lepton-neutrino

pair. Particularly interesting are the R, ratios,

B(B — D¥7p)

B(B — DWiw)|,_, . ’

Ry = (2.16)

which test the universality of the decays into taus with respect to the decays into light
charged leptons. In the following, we display the arithmetic average of existing SM

predictions given in [80],
RIM =0.208+0.004, R =0.254 +0.005. (2.17)

In contrast with the Ry (. ratios, the SM prediction of R is smaller than unity due
to the large mass of tau with respect to the light charged leptons. The uncertainties

sit at the level of a few per cent (slightly larger than those of the Ry« ratios), due to
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FIGURE 2.2: Experimental picture of the Rp) anomalies as of Summer 2023, along
with the HFLAV average SM prediction. The horizontal bands are 1o (68% CL) bands,
whereas the solid ellipses correspond to Ax? = 1 (61% CL) contours. In particular, the
solid red ellipse corresponds to the Ax? =1 (61% CL) contour for the global average,
while the dashed red ellipse corresponds to the 3o contour for the global average. Figure
taken from the website of HFLAV.

uncertainties in the lattice QCD determinations of hadronic form factors [190-192]. It
is important to mention that, despite the recent progress, the lattice QCD results for
the B — D* form factors show tensions among each other and with experimental data,
hence requiring further investigation.

The R+ ratios were firstly measured by the BaBar collaboration in 2012 [159,193],
who presented experimental values of Rp and Rp« larger than the SM prediction by
about 2-30. Since then, new measurements by the Belle collaboration [194-197] and by
the LHCD collaboration [198,199] have shown small deviations from the SM, consistent
with the BaBar measurements, but no singular measurement has been significant enough
to claim evidence for new physics. Nevertheless, the global picture shows a consistent
pattern of deviations where Rp and Rp~ are both larger than the SM predictions. As
of Summer 2023, the global average by HFLAV of all official measurements of the R

ratios reads [80]
RPFMAY = 0.357£0.029,  RPEFMAY =0.284 £0.013. (2.18)

These values exceed the SM predictions given before by 20 and 2.2¢, respectively. Con-
sidering the Rp-Rp~ correlation of p = —0.37, the resulting combined deviation from
the SM is at the level of 3.30, as shown in Fig. 2.2. We note that in the near future,


https://hflav-eos.web.cern.ch/hflav-eos/semi/summer23/html/RDsDsstar/RDRDs.html
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we expect experimental input from the Belle II? collaboration to confirm or exclude the
existing pattern of deviations.

Other b — cfv observables beyond Rp.) have been measured, namely R/, [200]
and Ry, [201], which are affected by larger experimental uncertainties. They are con-
sistent with the current deviations in R+, but they are not yet precise enough to shed
light on the b — c¢fv LFU puzzle.

In order to describe the b — c7 transition at the level of the LEFT, we introduce

the following effective operators,

Losery = _4G\/§F‘/cb [(1 + [C] TTSQ*) o] T (2.19)

S,RL TT32% S,RL 71327
+leni ] o] e
where the Wilson coefficients are at the my, scale. In the effective Lagrangian of Eq. (2.19),
we have omitted operators which will not be relevant for the NP models presented in

this thesis. The Rp) ratios are described in terms of the NP Wilson coefficients as,

V,LL 7732 |2 V,LL TT32% S,RL TT32%
Rp = R '1 + |[Cii] +1.5Re { (1 + [Crit ] ) [l } (2.20)
S,RL TT32% 2
+1.03Hcyedu] ] :
32+|2 32+ 32+
Rp+ = R} ‘1 +[Chhd ] +012Re { (1 + et ) (el } (2.21)
S,RL T732x |2
+0.04 || :

where the numerical coefficients are obtained from integrating over the full kinematical
distributions for the B — D) semileptonic decay [202,203]. Notice that the vector

V,LL| 77321 . - .

zzédu} predicts that both Rp and Rp~ are similarly modified by NP,

such that their deviations from the SM follow ARp = ARp+, where a fit to b — cTv
V.LL]TT32% S RL1TT32t

data prefers [C’Uédu] = 0.08 £ 0.02 [204]. Instead, the scalar operator {Oyédu}

predicts a larger enhancement of Rp with respect to Rp~, such that ARp > ARp~,

32
where a fit to b — crv data prefers [CS’RL] T 017 £ 0.05 [204]. The preferred

vedu
NP candidates to generate these operators and explain the R ) anomalies are vector

operator {(9

and/or scalar leptoquarks, which generally avoid tree-level contributions to the most
dangerous AF = 2 processes.
If confirmed, the R(.) anomalies suggest the existence of NP dominantly interacting

with taus rather than with light charged leptons, leading to a 10-20% enhancement over

2We note here that the Belle II collaboration presented their first preliminary measurement of Rp«
simultaneously at the Lepton-Photon 2023 and SUSY 2023 conferences, being compatible with the
existing pattern of deviations, although this measurement is not significant enough to extract any further
conclusions.
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the SM prediction in the tau channel. Notice that the b — c¢fv transition is a tree-level
charged current in the SM. Therefore, relevant NP contributions to the Rj.) ratios
very likely have to be tree-level and associated to the TeV scale, otherwise the NP effect
would be completely screened by the SM contribution. This is in contrast with the Ry (.)
ratios, which are sensitive to heavier NP scales due to loop, GIM and CKM suppressions.

The Rp+ ratios and the still anomalous b — sup data are commonly denoted as
the “B-anomalies”. During the time when the Ry ratios showed tensions with the
SM, deviations in both LFU ratios R and Ry were consistently understood in
the framework of a theory of flavour. New dynamics connected to the origin of the SM
flavour structure might very well couple hierarchically to SM fermions, following the
behaviour of SM Yukawa couplings. Given that in the SM y. < y, < ¥, then if the
new dynamics follow the same hierarchical pattern, it would be natural to see a large
effect in the Rj.) ratio, followed by a hierarchically smaller effect that modifies the
Ry (+) ratios. From the point of view of a theory of flavour, the fact that the Ry
ratios are now consistent with the SM only means that the new dynamics coupling to
muons are smaller than we expected. In other words, if the theory of flavour predicts
generic NP couplings 8, < -, then the new data on R (., only means that 3, is smaller
than we expected, but still completely consistent with the expected hierarchical pattern.
However, if 3, is indeed connected to the origin of y,, then eventually a deviation in
Ry (+) from the SM prediction should be seen with further precision. Model building
in this direction will be considered in Chapter 4 via a theory of flavour containing a
Ui ~ (3,1,2/3) vector leptoquark.

2.3.3 (g9 —2), anomaly

Independent of the anomalies in B-physics data, there also exists a possible discrepancy
with the SM prediction in the experimentally measured anomalous magnetic moment
a = (g —2)/2 of the muon. The long-lasting non-compliance of a, with the SM was
first observed by the Brookhaven E821 experiment at BNL [205]. More recently, this
discrepancy has been confirmed by the FNAL experiment [78,79],

Aalt = oS — oSMR = (249 + 48) x 1071, (2.22)

a result 5.10 larger than the SM prediction obtained by the muon g-2 theory initiative
[206]. However, this SM prediction is based on data from ete™ — hadrons [207-209],
and does not include the lattice QCD results by the BMW collaboration for the hadronic
vacuum polarisation [210], which reduce the tension to the 1.8c level,

AaBMW — 2P _ gSMBMW _ (105 + 59) » 10711, (2.23)

Note that the results of BMW have been confirmed by other lattice collaborations [211-
213], but only in the so-called “intermediate window” [214], which represents only a third

of the total contribution to the hadronic vacuum polarisation. Apparently, the hadronic
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prediction (White Paper), the data driven prediction considering only the recent CMD-3
data, the BMW lattice prediction, and the experimental measurements including FNAL
and the current world average (see more in the main text). Figure taken from the slides
of Graziano Venanzoni for the EPS-HEP2023 conference.

vacuum polarisation predicted by BMW also worsens the SM fit to EWPOs [215]. The
situation becomes even more puzzling if we consider the most recent measurement of
ete™ — hadrons by the CMD-3 collaboration [216], which would render the data driven
prediction closer to the measurement, however the recent results obtained by CMD-3 are

Te~ experiments. This complicated

in conflict with more than 20 years of data from e
situation regarding the theory prediction of (g — 2), is illustrated in Fig. 2.3.

While we wait for new data and theory improvement to establish a clear picture,
it is interesting to study the BSM interpretation of the result in Eq. (2.22). Moreover,
although the BMW prediction is still in rough agreement with the experimental value,
with the increasing precision in the experimental measurement is possible that a small
tension at the 20 level emerges in the near future.

Any BSM contribution to (g9—2), involves both left-handed and right-handed muons,
hence relying on a chirality flip, which can be provided by the muon Yukawa coupling
in the SM. Given the smallness of y, in the SM, only light NP such as a sub-GeV
Z' [217] can explain the anomaly in this manner. However, such NP are difficult to
connect to a theory of flavour, plus the parameter space is becoming very constrained
(see e.g. Ref. [218] for a review of new physics in (g —2),). Because the deviation from
the SM prediction is as large as its electroweak contribution, heavy NP at or above the
TeV scale must possess an enhancement factor. This can be provided via the mechanism
of chiral enhancement, meaning that the chirality flip does not originate from the small
muon Yukawa coupling but rather from a larger coupling of other particles to the SM

Higgs. Models of this kind include the MSSM, where chiral enhancement is connected


https://indico.desy.de/event/34916/contributions/150287/attachments/84171/111449/gv_eps220823_s_pdf.pdf
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to tanf [219], models with generic new scalars and fermions [220-225], and also models
with the scalar leptoquarks S; ~ (3,1,1/3) and/or Ry ~ (3,2,7/6) [226-230] which
provide a m;/m,, chiral enhancement.

Another interesting class of models involves the addition of extra vector-like fermions
charged under a new U(1)" gauge group. The SM fermions remain uncharged under
U(1), such that the massive Z’ boson does not couple directly to SM fermions, only
through possible mixing between vector-like fermions and SM fermions. This feature
gives the name of “fermiophobic” to this class of models [1,162,231-236], which were
able to connect (g — 2), with Ry in the past [1], and will be further discussed in
Chapter 3. We will see that such models can be connected as well with the origin of
Yukawa couplings in the SM [163], providing a connection between the (g —2), anomaly

and the origin of the flavour structure of the SM.

2.3.4 Meson mixing

In the SM, charged current weak interactions provide meson-antimeson transitions for
neutral mesons, which are commonly denoted as AF = 2 processes because they change
fermion flavour in two units®. This mixing provides a misalignment between meson
flavour and mass eigenstates, that was firstly observed throught the oscillations of neutral
kaons [237]. The meson mixing process is highly loop, CKM and GIM suppressed in the
SM, being sensitive to very high NP scales. Given that no significant deviation from the
SM has been found so far in meson mixing observables, they set very strong bounds over
the scale of NP contributions. The effective Lagrangian to describe meson-antimeson

mixing contains the following 4-quark operators

5 5
Lap—s =Y CITQIT +>"CI7 Q1" (2.24)

i=1 i=1

where

QI =(qFvud (@) | (2.25)
Q8" =(qhal)apdy). (2.26)
Q4" =(ahal)(@nat) (2.27)
Q4" =(a%a™) (@) . (2.28)
QU =(q%a))(qLaR) . (2.29)

where a and 8 are colour indices, g and ¢’ refer to the two different quark flavours in
the neutral mesonic system, and the tilde operators are obtained by replacing L <+— R
everywhere. Note that some of the operators in the basis above are not included in
the San Diego basis of the LEFT, however they match into operators of the San Diego

basis via Fierz rearrangements. In Fig. 2.4, we show the very strong bounds from meson

3This is in contrast with semileptonic processes, which change flavour in one unit AF = 1.
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FIGURE 2.4: Summary of the 95% CL lower bound on the NP scale A for strongly-
interacting NP in the U(2)° scenario (left) and in the flavour anarchic NP scenario
(right). Results from all the neutral meson systems are shown. Figure taken from [240].

mixing observables over the Wilson coefficients in Eq. (2.24), under the assumption
of anarchic flavour structure (right panel) and U(2)° flavour structure (left panel) for
the NP contributions (see Section 1.9.3). The figures highlight the high reach of flavour
observables over NP scales, but the fact that such reach is significantly reduced in flavour
symmetry frameworks, such as MFV and U(2)?, gives hints about the possible flavour
structure of NP. In contrast, in the case of anarchic flavour structure, the bounds can
reach scales as high as 10° TeV for the imaginary part of the Wilson coefficients of
scalar operators. Remarkably, the largest bounds come from K — K mixing observables,
followed by D — D, By — B4 and By — By in decreasing order [238,239)].

B, — B, mixing

For the NP models presented in this thesis, By — By is particularly interesting because
is sensitive to models featuring 2-3 flavour transitions. The most relevant observable is
the mass difference AM,, which controls the frequency of the B, — B, oscillations. The
experimental value is known very precisely, see for example the most recent HFLAV
average [80], which is dominated by the updated measurement by LHCb [241]. How-
ever, the SM prediction historically suffered from larger uncertainties, and we need a
precise knowledge of the SM contribution in order to quantify the impact of possible
contributions from new physics. The theoretical determination of AMj; is limited by
our understanding of non-perturbative matrix elements of dimension six operators. The
matrix elements can be determined with lattice simulations or sum rules. As discussed
in Ref. [242], the 2019 FLAG average [243] is dominated by the lattice results [244-246],
and suffers from an uncertainty just below 10% with the central value being 1.80 above
the experiment,

AMELAG’lQ — (1131—885) AMS‘?XP . (230)
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If one considers the value above as the SM prediction for AM;, then NP models with
positive contributions to AM; (which is the common case for Z’ and leptoquark models
suggested to explain the B-anomalies), have very small room to be compatible with the

experimental value at the 20 level. Instead,
AMerE — (1.044000) AMEP, (2:31)

was computed in [242] as a weighted average of both the FLAG’19 average [243] and sum
rule results [247-249]. The weighted average shows better agreement with experiment,
and a reduction of the total uncertainty (see the further discussion in [242]). The
Average’19 result for AM, leaves some room for positive NP contributions at the 2o
level. We extract an upper bound over the NP contribution by considering the lower
limit of the 20 range, AMSM ~ 0.9AMP hence

AMSM + AMNP O'QAMEM + AMNP

N NP SM
AM;;Xp ~ AMSSM ~1= AMS S OllAMS . (232)

In other words, AM, ﬁ"eragellg allows for roughly a 10% positive NP correction over the SM
value. This is in line with the 10% criteria commonly considered in the literature, which
are possibly motivated by AM f"erage/lg as well. As a specific NP example, the bound in
Eq. (2.32) translates directly over the Wilson coefficient C?* P

effective operator as

. Let us normalise the

CY op
Lps = _7Q15 (2.33)
The bound over §(AM;) then translates to a bound over C%* p 8
(AM;) AM, — AMM OF e " (2.34)
S(AM) = =8 — s 1= NP <11, 2.34
’ AMM Ol sn CPlsn

where in the second step we have assumed real and positive Wilson coefficients. The

SM contribution to the Wilson coefficient reads

292
_ Gpmyy

Cbs —
Llsm 272

(VisVas)? So(ar) , (2.35)

with Sp(z¢) = 2.37 [250]. This way, we obtain the numerical bound

1
S o3 (2.36)
NP ™ (225 TeV)

bs
1

which is in good agreement with the (220 TeV)~2 bound obtained in [242] from AM/Average’19,

Instead, if we consider AMY LAG19 a5 the SM prediction, the resulting bound is
1
AMYY <0.0526 AMPM = CF| < — (2.37)
NP ™ (330 TeV)
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which is again in good agreement with the bound presented in [242].

We finally note that NP mediators proposed to address the B-anomalies usually
receive strong constraints from AM,. In particular, Z’ bosons and other neutral medi-
ators like colour octets usually contribute at tree-level to AMj, and particular suppres-
sion mechanisms are sometimes implemented in order to ameliorate the bounds. On
the other hand, leptoquark mediators contribute to AM, at 1-loop, enjoying a natural
suppression. Because of this, leptoquarks are the preferred NP explanation of the R

anomalies, where a NP scale not far above the TeV is required.

2.3.5 b— s7tT

We treat the b — s77 transition separately from the muon and electron channels dis-
cussed in Section 2.3.1, because the tau channel remains much more unexplored and

allows for larger NP contributions. We introduce the effective Lagrangian

4G * « TT TT TT TT
Lysrr = \/QFVZme 4E7£/[ (CM + €305 + (CR" + CT5)OT;
(2.38)
+C5O0F +CpOF | +he.,
where
05" = (57, PLb) (To#1) | 5 = (sPgb) (77), (2.39)
10 = (57 Prd) (TyHys7) OF =(sPgb) (Ty57) , (2.40)

where for simplicity we suppressed the scale dependence of the Wilson coefficients, which
are at the scale p = my. With these definitions, the expressions for the observables of

interest in the b — s77 transition read [189]

T T 2
14 Cig n Cr Mg,
Ciq(l)\/[ C%\/[ 2mz (my, + my)

+<1_4mz>|cg Mg, [

B(Bs — 77) = B(Bs — TT)SM{

2.41
M%S C'IS(I)V[ 2m (my + my) } ( )

2 2
B(BT — K*rr) =109 (2.2 €57+ C3M +6.0[Cly + ORI +83|CFP

+8.9|CF|? + 4.8Re[CLT(CFT + CSM)*] + 5.9Re[CF (CTF + cf%*]) ,

(2.42)

where we use B(Bs — 77)sm = (7.73 £ 0.49) x 10~7 [182]. The numerical values for the
NP contributions to Bt — K*77 decays are taken from [251].

It is interesting to introduce the matching between the operators in the basis of
Eq. (2.38) and the San Diego LEFT basis. In particular, the operators C§” and C7j are
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LHCD (36fb™!) (current) < 6.8 x 1072 (95% CL) [252]
LHCb (50 fb~1) < 1.3 x 1073 (95% CL) [253]
LHCb (300 fb~1) <5x107* (95% CL) [253]

B(Bs — 77)

BaBar (424 fb™!) (current) < 2.25 x 1073 (90% CL) [254]
Belle IT (5 ab™!) < 6.5 x 1075 (95% CL) [255]
Belle IT (50 ab™1) < 2.0 x 1075 (95% CL) [255]

B(BT — K*tr7)

TABLE 2.1: Current and projected bounds for B(Bs — 77) and B(BT — K'77) as
given by the experimental collaborations.

related to [C’;gLL]”% and [CC‘ZQLR]Q?’” via

27 V,LLyr723 V,LR23
orm=——__ ([C": T cy T 2.43
9 O‘EM‘/tj;V;fb ([ ed ] +[ de ] ) ) ( )
27 V,LR123 V.LL1r723
CTT — C ) TT _ C 9 TT
10 aEM‘/;;;‘/tb ([ de ] [ ed ] ) Y

while the operators [C’;%LL}TTQS and [C’fd’LR]TT23 are related to CZ™ and C}’ via

27 S,RR1r723 S,LR17723
Clm = —— ([C7 =2 — [C27 T 2.44
S OCEMV{;V%I) ([ ed ] [ ed ] ) ) ( )
2 S,RR 7723 S,LR17723
CF = — = ([05Fymm23 4 [0S ERj7723)

Even though the current experimental bounds over B(Bs — 77) and B(B — K77) are
weak, specific NP models that address the R, anomalies predict a large enhancement
of these processes that might be testable in the near future. The enhancement is larger
in models featuring scalar operators, in particular for B(Bs — 77), since these provide
a significant chiral enhancement. Current bounds and future projections given by the
experimental collaborations are given in Table 2.1.

Beyond the direct bounds obtained by the experimental collaborations, in [4] we
studied alternative flavour observables that have the potential to provide indirect bounds
over b — s7t7. We present these results in the following section, along with their appli-

cation to the well motivated example of the vector leptoquark Uy ~ (3,1,2/3).

2.3.6 7p, /71,: the U; ~ (3,1,2/3) vector leptoquark example

Beyond the direct bounds obtained by the experimental collaborations over b — s77
observables, in [4] we studied alternative flavour observables that have the potential to
provide indirect bounds over b — s77. Our study highlights that NP effects in b — s77
operators also affect the lifetime ratio of Bs; and By mesons. If we assume no NP effects

in the By lifetime, we have

By _ <TB5> <1 + F(BS_>TT)NP>_1 ’ (2.45)
SM

F(BS>SM
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where we define I'(Bs — 77)xp = ['(Bs — 77T)total — I'(Bs — 77)sm, which encodes
the NP contribution to the partial decay width. The expression for I'(Bs — 77 )total
can be extracted from Eq. (2.41). The SM prediction for the lifetime ratio can be
found in Ref. [256], and it depends on non-perturbative parameters in the Heavy Quark
Expansion as well as on the size of SU(3); breaking between the Bs and the By system.
We employ the central values and errors for the expectation values of the next-to-leading
power matrix element in the By field from [257]. Concerning the size of SU(3) s breaking,
estimates using Heavy-Quark Effective Theory relations [256,258] and preliminary lattice
QCD estimations [259,260] are affected by large errors. To be very conservative, we use

the central values from [258] and assign 100% errors. With this, we obtain:

TBy

(TBS> —1.02+0.02, T(Bs)sm = 0.597F0 006 ps ™, (2.46)
SM

that has to be compared with the current experimental HFLAV average [80],

(TBS> = 1.001 + 0.004. (2.47)
"Ba ) HRLAV 2022
At the current status, we find good agreement between the SM predictions and the
lifetime average, albeit with large uncertainties due to the unknown SU(3) breaking.
We note that in the literature, it has been discussed the impact of using the values
from a different set of non-perturbative parameters in the lifetime ratio [256,261], which
yield to a large shift. However, it has to be noticed that the values for these parameters
change a lot depending on whether higher dimensional operators are considered or not,
hinting at non-trivial correlations. This is not observed in [257], that we adopt as our
reference. We can now extract an indirect limit over NP contributions to B(Bs — 77)

from the lifetime ratio. Using Eq. (2.45), we obtain
B(Bs — 77)np < 5.5 x 1072, (2.48)

at the 95% CL, which has to be compared with the direct bound from LHCb [252],
namely B(B; — 77)np < 6.8 x 1073, Currently, the direct bound over B(Bs — 77)xp
obtained by the LHCDb collaboration is 40% better than the indirect bound obtained
from the lifetime ratio.

We then repeat this comparison with the projected sensitivities. The results are
shown in Table 2.2. For the experimental measurement, we explore the possibility that
the error will reduce to 1 per mille. For the SM prediction, we explore two hypotheses
corresponding to either no change in the central value or a substantial reduction of it,
towards a strong indication of small SU(3) ¢ breaking. In hypothesis H1, we assume that
the SU(3) breaking parameters could be measured to a 10% precision, as possible in
the foreseeable future using lattice QCD, but retaining the current central values, while

in H2 we impose no SU(3); breaking up to the per mill level. The LHCb collaboration
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B(BS — TT)NP
Assumptions Input TB,/TB, LHCb (50fb~1) [ LHCb (300 fb~T)
() =1.020(5)
H1 TBd SM 1.7(6) - 102
(Z) =1001(1)
( d>e"p <1.3-1073 <5-107*
Be) = 1.001(1)
H2 szd SM <926-10-3
<E)exp =1.001(1)

TABLE 2.2: Projected bounds at 95% CL for B(Bs — 77)np obtained from the lifetime
ratio 7p_/Tp, are confronted against the projected bounds from LHCb [253]. For the
projections in the lifetime ratio, we assume that the uncertainties will reduce to 1 per
mille in the experiment. We display different results under two different hypothesis
for the SM prediction: that the central value will remain as the current one and the
SU(3)F breaking parameters could be measured to a 10% precision (H1), and that the
central value will shift to match the experiment and there is no SU(3)r breaking up
to the per mille level (H2).

provides two expected upper bounds for B(Bs; — 77): a first projection is based on a
luminosity of 50 fb~!, which in contrast to the expectations in [253] will be reached
only after 2032. The second upper bound from the LHCb collaboration is based on an
expected luminosity of 300 fb~!, which with respect to the expectations in [253], will be
reached only after 2041. This shows that improved measurements and predictions of the
lifetime ratios have the potential of improving the current bound on B(Bs — 77), while
waiting for LHCDb to collect the necessary statistics to obtain even more stringent bounds.
This motivates extra efforts from both the theoretical and experimental communities to

investigate 7p,/7p, as a potential channel to constrain NP effects.

Application to the vector leptoquark U; ~ (3,1,2/3)

The U; ~ (3,1,2/3) vector leptoquark is a well motivated mediator to explain the Rp
and Rp~ anomalies [262-269]. A gauge U; leptoquark is predicted by the Pati-Salam
group [100], that provides a natural connection with quark-lepton unification. Moreover,
explanations of the R ) anomalies via exchange of the Uy vector leptoquark had been
shown to be naturally connected with the origin of flavour hierarchies and the flavour
structure of the SM [2,115-117,119,120,169,170]. In this direction, we will provide in
Chapter 4 of this thesis a theory of flavour containing a TeV scale Uy leptoquark that can
explain the B-anomalies [2]. Remarkably, the contributions of the U; vector leptoquark
to Ry are correlated to an enhancement of b — s77, hence potentially undergoing the
constraints from 7p,/7p, described before.

At an effective scale A higher than the electroweak scale, the Uy interactions are
well described in the context of the SMEFT as:

1 [cebi apij wBii apij
l L (o) + Q) —(QCLI’Q”(QL@) —|—h.c.)]. (2.49)

U
LspmerT 2 Az | o
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FIiGURE 2.5: Parameter space of Wilson coefficients motivated by the U; vector lep-
toquark explanation of Rp) (see main text). The green, yellow and grey regions
represent the 1o, 20 and 3o regions preferred by Ry, respectively. Orange contours
represent the direct bounds from B(Bs; — 77), while the black contour represents the
indirect bound obtained from 7p_ /7p, and the purple contour represents the direct
bounds from B(BT — KT 77). Solid (dashed) contours denote current (projected) 95%
CL exclusions, except for the two projections for B(B, — 77) by LHCb: 50 fb™! (or-
ange dashed) and 300 fb~' (orange dash-dotted). Dash-dotted black lines represent
two interesting benchmark scenarios motivated in the main text.

The matching between the relevant LEFT and SMEFT Wilson coefficients reads:

2

L] ) = T (N g (2.50)
ST ) = 2T ) gy

CH]7™ () = 7 CT(N) g 2.51)
5T () = AT s

where the factors ] " and 7" encode the running from the high scale A = 1TeV and are
evaluated with DsixTools 2.1 [174], obtaining n{/ ~ 0.96, ng" ~ 1.57 n{¥ ~ 1.03 and

ng” ~ 1.64. The operators in Eq. (2.51) match into C§” = —C7j and Cg" = —C}’ via

. S LR17TT23
Eq. (2.43) and Eq. (2.44), respectively. The presence of the scalar operator {C’ec’l }

)
which ultimately provides C§" = —C7F’, delivers a chirally enhanced contribution to
B(Bs — 77) connected to the size of C7723. If CT723 = 0, then B(Bs; — 77) is still

substantially enhanced by the presence of C§™ = —CTj, but chiral enhancement is lost.
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In Fig. 2.5 we explore the parameter space of SMEFT Wilson coeflicients in the

model, highlighting two particularly motivated benchmark scenarios. The case C77?3 =

0”23 is a good benchmark for 4321 models featuring TeV scale third family quark-
lepton unification [115-117,119,120,262-264], while the case 6’”23 = 0 is a good bench-
mark for the flavour universal (fermiophobic) 4321 model [2,169,267,268], including the
twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour [2] introduced in Chapter 4 of this thesis.

Given that U; is a vector leptoquark, the leading contribution to AM; arising at 1-
loop depends on the specific UV completion. For the well-motivated case of 4321 models,
the contribution to AM; is dominated by a vector-like lepton running in the loop, and
the most stringent constraints can be avoided as long as the mass of the vector-like
lepton is around or below the TeV scale [2,263,268]. Similarly, the U; leptoquark also
avoids tree-level contributions to b — svv transitions. In this manner, the model is able
to address R and the enhancement of B(Bs; — 77) becomes a key prediction.

Due to chiral enhancement, B(Bs — 77) is particularly sensitive to scenarios with
large ‘ ”23‘ but current direct bounds from LHCb cannot yet test the preferred region
by the benchmark case 0”23 CZTQ?’ Remarkably, in the near future we expect the
indirect bound from the lifetime ratio 7p_/7p, [4] to constrain a significant region of the
parameter space preferred by 0”23 CFI;?S, while the parameter space preferred by
(3’”23 = 0 is expected to remain unconstrained. In the longer term, projected direct
measurements of B(Bs — 77) and B(BT — KT 77) have the potential to test most of
the parameter space preferred by Rp and Rp«.

In conclusion, the lifetime ratio 7p,/7p, could be able to discriminate between
different U; models explaining R in the near future, setting strong constraints over
models featuring TeV scale quark-lepton unification [115-117,119,120,262-264], while
the twin Pati-Salam model [2] is expected to remain as the only viable theory of flavour

containing a U; leptoquark that explains the ) anomalies.

2.3.7 b— svv

The process b — svv is correlated to the enhancement of b — c7v in particular NP sce-
narios via SU(2)y, invariance. Given the significant bounds over b — svv enhancement,
this transition allows to discriminate between different NP models proposed to address
the Rp(.) anomalies. We define the relevant Lagrangian to describe b — svv transitions

as
4G

£b—>su1/ = \/—

plus the primed operators that involve the exchange L — R in the quark fields, however

Vo Vi (Cu np T Cv SM> (527.b1) (Vm VL) +h.c. (2.52)

these operators are highly constrained by data so we do not consider them. The universal
SM contribution reads

Cusm = —g—LXt, (2.53)
T

where X; = 1.48 £0.01 [270], and oy, = g7 /(4) as defined in Eq. (1.79). In the context
of models explaining R, we expect the NP to couple mostly to the third family (this
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structure is also well motivated from the point of view of a theory of flavour, as we
shall see), therefore we will assume that all Cfi 15\113 are negligible except for C7p. It is

interesting to study the deviation from the SM due to the NP effects. In this direction,

we define
2
BB — K®up) 1| + O |7 1
SB(B — K™ = x| - = 2.54
(B = K™wp) B(B — K®ui)a 3|7 M 3’ (2.54)
where current data sets the following bounds [271,272]
6B(B — K®ui) < 2.6 (1.7) (90% CL). (2.55)

We note however that in Summer 2023 the Belle II collaboration presented the following
measurement [81]
SB(BY — Ktvi) =384+ 1.5, (2.56)

which shows a 2.8¢ tension with the SM prediction. When combined with the previous
measurements by Belle and BaBar [271,272] the significance is reduced to the 2.2 level.
In any case, current data implies that b — svv cannot be enhanced much above the SM
prediction, while in the previous sections we have shown that b — s77 is enhanced several
orders of magnitude above the SM prediction in models that explain R ). Therefore,
b — svv sets important constraints to NP models where b — svv and b — c7v are
strongly correlated. This is the case for the S3 ~ (3,3,1/3) scalar leptoquark®. Instead,
the Uy ~ (3,1,2/3) model avoids tree-level contributions to b — svv, but contributions
at 1-loop can be relevant (although they depend on the specific UV completion, see
e.g. Section 4.6.6).

Remarkably, the Belle II collaboration is expected to measure B(B — K®vw) up
to 10% of the SM value [255], hence confirming the anomaly hinted in [81] and testing
most of the remaining NP models which contribute to b — svv either at tree-level or

1-loop.

2.3.8 Purely leptonic CLFV processes

Processes involving violation of family lepton number via charged lepton transitions are
strongly constrained by data. In order to study CLFV decays of the type €5 — €
and e5 — e-ele-, where o # 3, we define the following effective Lagrangian built from

a oA

operators in the San Diego basis of the LEFT,

AG R o 8w
Lieptonic LFV = — W [mﬂ [Cev]aﬁ egot eng +mg [067]5 “ eﬁa“ epFu (2.57)
afac _ afaa B
[T @el) @ied) + (Ol (@fel) (@ne)

“Notice that in the S; ~ (3,1,1/3) leptoquark model, the explanation of R, via [CV’LL

vedu
receives constraints from b — svv as well, but these constraints can be avoided if Ry («) are explained

via scalar and tensor operators (which involve right-handed couplings) [184].

] TT32%
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V.LR aoafl _ V.RR afaa _
+ [CEME]T (@) (@rtel) + [CLRE]TT (el (ekte)

S afoa B s Baoa _
+ |CERETT (e e (@ten) + [CERE]TTT (e (et et

+h.c.,

where all Wilson coefficients are dimensionless, including those of the dipole operators.
In terms of this basis of effective operators, the branching fraction of the e; — e,y decay

is given by (neglecting small corrections proportional to the lightest lepton mass) [273]

_ _ 4G F 2 2 2
Bles — ean) = (&) amms ([l + 1€ ) . 259
where 73 is the lifetime of the 8 = e, u, 7 charged lepton. All the processes of the form
eg — €q7y , namely u — ey, 7 — puy and 7 — ey are predicted by well motivated BSM
models, and this has motivated an intensive search by the experimental collaborations.
In the absence of any NP signal so far, strong bounds are set over the various branching

fractions. The bound over the y — ey process is particularly strong as [21]
B(p~ — e ) <3.1x 107 (90% CL), (2.59)

having the largest reach in NP scale out of all LF'V processes, and having a NP reach
comparable to that of K — K mixing observables, as shown in Fig. 1.5. The processes

involving tau lepton decays remain so far less constrained as [21]
B(r™ — p ) <4.2x107% (90% CL), (2.60)

B(t™ = e ) < 3.3 x 1078 (90% CL). (2.61)

These processes are interesting because they test scenarios with NP mostly coupled to
the third family that predict 2-3 and 1-3 charged lepton mixing. A well motivated
example are theories of flavour based on the U(2)° flavour symmetry (see e.g. [3]).

In order to describe the e; — e, el e, branching fractions, it is useful to introduce

auxiliary variables,

BT

Cy = T + HCEV(;RR} afeal” (2.62)
o2

Cy = HC&SéREB + HCX;LL] apaa” , (2.63)

Cy = [[CLHE] aaas|” , (2.64)

Cy = |[cmR) g (2.65)

Cs = |e[Ce)| (2.66)

Co = e[Cey]@"\2 : (2.67)
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C: = Re :e [Cer]*? (:CX(;LL affaa ) } (2.68)
Cs = Re :e Cu P ( cyr) ““) ] (2.69)
Co = Re :e [Cer]*? ( L] o M) ] (2.70)
Cio = Re {e C.)P ([ceVéLR] caal ) } , (2.71)

where e = /Aragy is the QED gauge coupling (also associated to the elementary
electric charge). Having defined these auxiliary variables, the branching fraction of
the ey — e Leles, process is given by (neglecting small corrections proportional to the

a oo

lightest lepton mass) [273]

B(eﬁ — e ele” ) =2(C1 + CQ) + (C3 + C4) + 32

(e 2age?

m3 11
B
I — 2.72
og< a) 41(05—1-06) (2.72)
+16(Cr + Cs) + 8(Cy + Cho) -

Notice the significant enhancement factor log(m% /m?2) that enters the branching fraction
when the dipole operators are present (although it becomes negligible if dipoles are
generated at 1-loop level). The various processes ej 5 — €a ere,, namely u — 3e,
7 — 3p and 7 — 3e are also well motivated by BSM models, and have been searched by

the experimental collaborations with no positive signal so far. The bounds read [21],

B(u~ —eete”) <1.0x 10712 (90% CL), (2.73)
Bir~ = u putp)<21x1078 (90% CL), (2.74)
B(r— —eete) <2.7x1078 (90% CL). (2.75)

Again the bound over the muon decay process is the strongest, just below B(u~ — e~ ),
while the bounds over the tau decay processes are weaker. Before concluding, we notice
that current experiments are seeking to improve the current bounds over the CLFV
processes outlined in this section. We first highlight the future bounds over © — ey and
i — 3e projected by the MEG II and Mu3e collaborations (highlighting the impressive
bound projected by Mu3e) [274,275]

By~ —e ) <6x1071 (90% CL) , (2.76)
B(u~ —eete”)<10710 (90% CL) . (2.77)

Bounds over the processes involving tau decays are expected to be improved by the

Belle II collaboration, which provides the following projections [255]

Bt~ = py) <4x1071° (90% CL), (2.78)
Bir— = p ptp) <3x10710 (90% CL), (2.79)
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B(tm = e y) <107 (90% CL), (2.80)
Bt~ —weetem) <5x 10710 (90% CL). (2.81)

The impressive efforts by the experimental collaborations will allow to test very well

motivated BSM scenarios, including specific theories of flavour presented in this thesis.

2.3.9 Semileptonic CLFV processes

Violation of family lepton number via charged lepton transitions is also possible in
semileptonic processes. We are particularly interested in b — se,eg processes, where
a # [, which are predicted in several NP scenarios addressing the anomalies in Rp)

and/or b — sup data. We define the effective Lagrangian as

ﬁbﬁseaeﬁ 4\C/;7F thVts a4EM [Caﬁoaﬂ + Co‘ﬂoaﬁ
(2.82)
+C2Po 4 Ca%aﬂ] +hec.
where
057 = (53 Prb) (e | 037 = (sPrd) (e%¢”) (2.83)
075 = (57, Prb) (éav“%eﬁ) , 0% = (5Pgb) (5“7565) : (2.84)

plus primed operators which are obtained by exchanging L <— R in the quark bilineals.
Having defined the relevant set of effective operators, the branching fraction of the

process B; — eqeg is given by [189]

7'BS a
B(Bs = cacs) = o5 0 Gl 13, VaVii /£ (mp, ma, mg) (2.85)
Bg

2 2

m
y {[mQBS y—— mﬁ)z] . ‘(Cgéﬂ _ Céaﬂ)(ma —mg) + (Cgﬂ — C,saﬂ)mbﬁ

2}
where f(a,b,c) = [a® — (b— ¢)?][a® — (b+ ¢)?], and we use fp, = 230.3 £ 1.3 MeV [276],

7B, = 1.515 £ 0.005 ps [21] and Mp, = 5366.92 + 0.10 MeV [21] as input values.

Assuming only vector operators, the branching fraction of the processes B —

2

m
+mE, — (Mo —mg)? - ‘(C?o‘* — C1) (Mo +mg) + (O3 — Oy —Fe—
mp + Mg

K®eqep are given by [189)]

cof 4 clof|” (2.86)

s+ ’aﬁ\ 4+

* _ -9 B
B (B — K )eaeﬁ) =10 (a?{( ) )

s’ — ’“5) a8

K ()

B rap|?
K() Cry —Cf ),
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afl a?ﬁ b?ﬁ c%ﬁ d?ﬁ a?{ﬁ b?{ﬁ c?f d?{ﬁ
ep | 7.8(9) 7.8(9) (6) 34(6) 20(2) 20(2) 0 0
er | 3.8(4) 3.9(4) 18(2) 18(2) | 12.7(9) 12.7(9) 0 0
pr | 4.1(5) 3.6(4) 18(2) 17(2) | 12.5(1.0) 12.9(9) 0 0
(a)
oo [l gk i | W W
epw | 0O 0 12(1) 12(1) | 26.2(4) 26.2(4) O 0
er | 0O 0 5.5(6) 5.5(6) | 15.0(2) 15.0(2) 0 0
pr | 0 0 52(6) 58(7)|14.4(2) 155(2) 0 0

(B)

TABLE 2.3: Values for the multiplicative factors defined in Egs. (2.86) and (2.87). The
quoted uncertainties are at the 1o level. Table taken from [189].

while if we assume only scalar operators, the expression for the branching fractions is
given by [189]

2
B (B — K(*)eaeg) =107 (e?ﬁ*) Cgﬂ /aﬁ‘ + faﬂ aﬂ + C}aﬁ‘ (2.87)
2
o, ot et ot - ).

The numerical values for the factors a®” h?ﬁ*) are given in Table 2.3 for the various

(%)
processes. We will not consider the scgnarlo with both vector and scalar Wilson coeffi-
cients because it is not predicted by any of the NP models proposed in this thesis, but
we refer the interested reader to [189].

Out of the different b — se,eg transitions, processes of the form b — st are very
interesting because they receive contributions in particular theories of flavour proposed
in this thesis, see more in Chapter 4. Current bounds over these processes exclude

branching fractions larger than 107> [277,278],

B(Bs — %) < 3.4 x 107° (90% CL), (2.88)

B(B" — K*7%uT) <225 x 1077 (90% CL). (2.89)

Remarkably, the LHCb collaboration is expected to improve the bounds over the pro-
cesses above by one order of magnitude after Upgrade II [253]

B(Bs — muF) <3 x107% (90% CL), (2.90)

B(B* — K*7%u%) <107 (90% CL). (2.91)

The hadronic tau decay 7F — pu*¢ can be modified as well in models addressing
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the B-anomalies. We include its branching fraction in the presence of left-handed NP
currents [279],

G2 f?2m3 m2\ 2 m2 222
+ + TrhpleMs ) é V,LLH

- = TR 2] (1422 ’ 2.92
B(r ©=o) 6 m2 + m2 Hced } , (2.92)

where 7, = (290.3 +0.5) x 1077 5, fy ~ 225 MeV and m3/m2 = 0.33 [21]. The current
bound is B (7 — up) < 8.4 x 1078 (90% CL) [280], which is expected to be improved by
the Belle II collaboration to B (1 — u¢) < 2 x 107 (90% CL) [255].

Before concluding, we highlight the process Kj; — pe that provides strong con-
straints over the vector leptoquark Uy ~ (3,1,2/3) of the Pati-Salam model [100]. We
introduce the effective Lagrangian

G w e (- _ o, _
Lo dye = —TgVuqus [CE (57 Prd) (inte) + CF4 (57, Prd) (iy*vse)] (2.93)

where the Wilson coefficients C{, and C%'3, equivalent to the B-physics coefficients Cy' g

and C but for the kaon s stem, are related to operators from the San Diego basis via
10 y p g

e 2 V,LL7ue V,.LR121ue e 2 V,LR121ue V.LL1ue
C";V = VubV* <[Ced ]M 21 + [Cde ]21“ ) ’ C#A = VubV* ([Cde ]21N - [Ced ]M 21) .

(2.94)

The branching fraction of the K — pe process is given by [281]

m2 ? € €
G%|vubv;;\2< —m5> (I8 12 + |Cs5 ) (2.95)
K

2.2
Tip, fiemymo

+,F)
B(K — preh) i

where myo = 497.611+£0.013 MeV, fx = 155.7+£0.3 MeV, and 7, = (5.116 £0.021) x
1078 s [21]. The very strong bound over B (K — uTeT) was obtained by the BNL
collaboration [282]

B(Kj — pte) < 4.7 x 10712 (90% CL). (2.96)

which naively pushes the breaking scale of the traditional Pati-Salam group [100] above
the PeV [283]. In this manner, realistic model building based on low-scale implementa-
tions of the Pati-Salam gauge group faces the challenge of ameliorating this constraint,
which can be achieved e.g. if the Uy ~ (3, 1,2/3) vector leptoquark is mostly coupled to
the third family.

2.3.10 Universality in 7 decays

As discussed in Section 2.3.2, the Rp() anomalies suggest the breaking of LFU in
semileptonic b — clv processes, hinting at NP interactions that discriminate between
the tau and light charged leptons. In this direction, it seems sensible to ask whether the

decays of taus into light charged leptons are sensitive to this kind of NP.
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By comparing the measured decay widths of leptonic or hadronic tau decays which
only differ by the flavour of the final charged lepton, one can test experimentally that
the W+ interaction is indeed universal to good approximation, i.e. that g, = Iy = Ye,
where g, denotes the couplings of leptons to the W+ boson. In this manner, tau decay

rates provide a powerful test of lepton flavor universality via the ratios [279]

gr . B(T — 6(,&)1/1;)/8(7' — e(u)ylj)SM %
(%(a)e a [ B(p — evp)/B(u — evd)sy } : (2.97)

One can build similar ratios to test LF'U in tau decays to light mesons and one neutrino,

9r _ [B(r = 7v)/B(T — 7v)sum 3

<9> = B B e (2.98)
gr\ _ [B(r = Kv)/B(r = Kv)sm >

(%)K - [B(K — o) /B(K — MD)SM} (2.99)

where we have not included the hadronic (g,/ge) ratios because the meson decays to
electrons are strongly helicity suppressed, leading to less precise experimental measure-
ments. NP contributions to the three ratios above can be described via the following

effective Lagrangian (containing operators from the San Diego basis)

4GF

afiph B
Lrwww = = |[CRH ] )@ ed) (2.100)

" V,LL afll B -
+ Z <6Q3VUC[ + {Cuedu} > (VgVMeé)(dLryuuL)
[0
603V + [CVEE Y (e (507" h
+Z 043Vu5 + vedu (VLFYMeL)(SL’y UL) + -C.,
(03
where we have neglected operators containing right-handed fields, plus scalar and tensor
Lorentz structures, as they are all strongly constrained by current data. We have also

included the SM contributions for the semileptonic Wilson coefficients. We find the

following theoretical predictions for the LFU ratios in terms of the Wilson coefficients
1
2) 2

2) ’
1
( o e+ el
gr )

above,

aBe(u)T
Zaﬁ <5Oc7'656(p) + ’ |:C,Ye’LL:|

Ju(e afle
#( ) ¢ Zaﬁ (504/1,55@ + ’ |:CIYéLL:| H

(2.101)

}04711 2

= ) (2.102)

]aull 2> ’

9u
e S (sonvia | [t




80 Chapter 2. Testing a theory of flavour: EFT formalism and flavour observables

ar21 |2 2
£ (i + [fel] ™)
. (2.103)
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vedu
Current data over the various LFU ratios in tau decays is in good agreement with the

SM. By averaging the three (gr/g,) ratios, the observed bound is [80]

(”) — 1.0003 + 0.0014 . (2.104)
Gy (+r+K

Therefore, given the R (., anomalies suggesting NP that discriminate between taus and
light charged leptons, one could ask why the (g,/ gu(e)) ratios show no deviations so
far. Regarding the hadronic ratios, the NP invoked to address the anomalies usually
have very small couplings to light quarks, therefore suppressing the contributions to
(9r/9u)n+K- Regarding the purely leptonic ratios, the point is that the NP proposed to
address Ry« , such as leptoquark mediators, provide semileptonic operators at tree-level
but purely leptonic operators only arise at 1-loop, therefore suppressing the contributions

33t
V’LL}TT that is well

to (g9r/9u)e. It is also worth mentioning that the operator [Ouedu
[Cﬂ/LL}TTe()

motivated in models that address R mixes via RGE running into
Therefore, the ratios (¢-/gu)e+r+x can still provide significant bounds over models
addressing R, and very likely some deviation in (g,/ Ju(e)) should be seen in the

future with more experimental precision, if indeed the Rp.) anomalies are due to NP.

2.3.11 Proton decay

Proton decay is a crucial prediction of Grand Unified Theories, which we will explore
in Chapter 6 of this thesis by using the tools outlined here. We will focus on the golden
channel p — eT7% which drives the phenomenology in many well-motivated GUTs. We
focus as well in the contributions mediated by the superheavy gauge bosons arising after
spontaneous breaking of the GUT group. When the heavy leptoquarks are integrated
out, we obtain dimensions six operators violating both baryon and lepton number in
one unit, but preserving B — L. SMEFT operators of this type are listed in Table D.2
for the Warsaw basis, although here we shall choose to work in a different basis more

. . 5
common in proton decay studies®,

OF0 = AP e (WS Qpai) (e§1uQnr) »  OF7° = AT e (uG 7" Qi) (A vy Lty
(2.105)
OFF = A3e*™ e (A5 Qi) (S uLaj) ,  OF = A3 e (dS A" Qani) (VE ¥4 Qaj)
(2.106)

5Note that here we are actually working with 4-component Dirac spinors but removing the chiral
left-right notation, and C' denotes charge conjugation.
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where a, B, A = 1,2, 3 are colour indices, a,b = 1,2 are SU(2), indices and 7,5 = 1,2,3
are flavour indices. The effective operators 096 and O¢76 are generated when we
integrate out the X ~ (3,2)_5/ leptoquarks. This is the case of theories based on the
gauge group SU(5). In contrast, the effective operators Of;f and O%;5 are generated
when we integrate out the X' ~ (3, 2), 5 leptoquarks. This is the case of flipped SU(5)
theories [284,285], while in SO(10) models both X and X’ are present. In this manner,
A1 = gour/(V2Mx) and Ay = ggur/(V2My:), where Mx, My: ~ Mgyt are the
masses of the superheavy gauge bosons and ggur is the single gauge coupling of the
theory at the GUT scale.

The operators in Egs. (2.105) and (2.106) are written in the interaction basis. In the
mass basis, the relevant effective operators leading to the p — e*7¥ decay are expressed
as [48]

04 = CLeP WG ug) (€Cpd) (2.107)

O = Cre®™ (uGrus)(d5e) (2.108)
where the Wilson coefficients are given by

Cr = A} [(VEV) VIV + (VEVaVoran) M (VEVaVEa) ™ (2.109)

Cr = MV V )" VIV + A (VEVaVE ) (VI Va VeV VI VEVOM, (2.110)

where the V) matrices refer to fermion mixing in the () sector. The partial decay

width of the p — e* 7" process is then given by [286,287]

2 2
m m a 2
T'(p — etn0) ?pw (1— Tf2°> A7 2G0T x [A%L\CLIZ‘<7r0|(ud)LuL|p>’ (2.111)
P GUT
(n°

2
2 Cl? () (w) sl ]
where aguT = géUT/Zlﬂ, A, ~ 1.247 accounts for the QCD RGE from the My scale to

my, [286], and Agy(g) accounts for the short-distance RGE from the GUT scale to Mz,

given by .
Mz<Mas<McuT U
Q; MA+1 b
Asr(r) = H H { i (My) } ? (2.112)

%

where b; and 7;zr) denote the f-function coefficients and the anomalous dimensions
respectively, computed for the various intermediate scales M 4 that may contain the given
model. The v;1,(g) are computed as loop corrections to the effective operators 0%26 and
(’)3‘%26 (vertex corrections and the self-energy corrections), which can be done by following
the algorithm in Appendix A of Ref. [287]. Therefore, most model dependence is carried
by the Agr(g) factors and by the C, and Cr coefficients.

The following form factors [288]

(79 (ud) Lug |p) = 0.134(5)(16) GeV?, (2.113)
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(7% (ud) gur|p) = —0.131(4)(13) GeV?, (2.114)

correspond to the (9%:6 and O%ZG operators, respectively, and the errors (shown in the
parenthesis) denote statistical and systematic uncertainties. The lifetime of the proton

is finally computed as 7, ~ 1/T'(p — e*7%). In many cases, the following estimation

4
AJG[YT

, (2.115)
aéUT"@

Ty R
provides a very good approximation to the more accurate results obtained via Eq. (2.111),

as the technicalities of the full calculation usually lead to just O(1) variations.

2.3.12 Connection between R and b — s/

In Section 2.3.2 we have sketched the connection between R and Ry (.) that becomes
manifest in a theory of flavour. However, the connection between the Rj.) anomalies

and b — sll goes beyond Ry [289]. Let us assume that the R, anomalies are

VLL:| TT32T .

dominantly explained via the NP operator {Ouedu in Eq. (2.19), which involves

only left-handed fermions. At the level of the SMEFT, semileptonic decays involving
only left-handed quarks and leptons are described by the two SU(2), invariant operators

321
[Qg)]”23 and [Qg)}”%. At low energies, these operators provide [(’)l‘fesqf ] "

plus

TT23 TT23
[O&LL} and [(’)X C’lLL] . The latter leads to dangerous contributions to b — svv,

= This is a prominent SMEFT scenario which predicts

unless [Clg;)]”% =

V.LL TT32%
[ vedu }

31T
[Céq)] 23

V,LL]T23 . _
~ [Ced’ } , that then matches into a large contribution to C§™ = —C{j

LL TT32% . .
correlated to [C’V’ } . In other words, this scenario correlates an enhancement of

vedu
the Rp.) ratios to a significant enhancement of b — s77.

Due to RGE effects, the large Wilson coefficients Cj7 = —C7j then mix into a
universal contribution to Off, with the leading diagram being an off-shell photon penguin

TT23
involving the insertion of [(’)Z}LL]

(or equivalently OF7 and O7j with the relation
C3™ = —C7}), see Fig. 2.6a. This provides a sizable C{, which is known to provide
an excellent fit to the anomalies in b — sup data without entering in conflict with
the SM-like R (. ratios. Therefore, this scenario provides a correlation between an
enhancement of the R ratios and b — sf/, which greatly improves the global fit to
the latter [82,290]. The scenario [C’g)]”% = [C’éj)]”% can be obtained by integrating
out a heavy singlet vector leptoquark U; ~ (3,1,2/3) [291], or alternatively several
copies of scalar leptoquarks Ry ~ (3,2,7/6) [292] or Sy + S5 [293,294].

In Fig. 2.6b it can be seen that the region of parameter space where Rp.) is en-
hanced to explain the experimental values agrees nicely with the region preferred by
b — spp data. Remarkably, the inclusion of a small LFUV contribution C§* = —C1{,
which contributes to Ry(.) without being in conflict with the recent update by LHCb,

further improves the global fit to all existing data.
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FIGURE 2.6: Left: Off-shell photon penguin diagram mixing [OZ}LL into a lepton

universal contribution to Of. The crossed dot indicates the insertion of a 4-fermion
operator. Right: Parameter space of C§ and LFUV C§" = —C1}' in the particular
SMEFT scenario [C’é;)]”z‘n’ = [C’g‘;’)]”23 that correlates Ry with b — sf¢ (see main
text). The blue region is preferred by R at 20, while the yellow region is preferred
by the updated, SM-like Ry («) ratios at 20. The green region is preferred by the global
fit of b — sup (contours denote 1o, 20, 30 respectively), and the contours get modified
to the red ellipses if Rp(.) are included in the global fit. Plot taken from [82].

In conclusion, low-energy data on semileptonic B-decays suggests the existence of a
V,LL:| 7132}
vedu

lous b — sup data, plus a small LFUV contribution C§* = —C%{}' that slightly diminish
R~y without being in conflict with current data. In Chapter 4, we will show that this

large contribution to [O which simultaneously explains R+ and the anoma-

scenario arises naturally from a theory of flavour involving two copies of the Pati-Salam

gauge group [2].
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Chapter 3
Fermiophobic Z' models

“The most important step a man can take. It’s not the
first one, is it? It’s the next one. Always the next step,

Dalinar.”

— Brandon Sanderson, Oathbringer

In this chapter we discuss a class of well-motivated extensions of the SM that contain
a Z' boson which does not couple directly to SM fermions, only through mixing via
heavy vector-like fermions. This mixing controls the size of the Z’ couplings to SM
fermions, which can then be large or very small in a natural way. Such a setup provides
a framework where flavour anomalies can be explained with Z’ masses ranging from a
few GeV to a few TeV, and it can be connected to a natural origin of the SM Yukawa

couplings and the flavour hierarchies.

3.1 Introduction

The 2021 updates of Ry [177] (see Section 2.3.1) and (g — 2), [78] (see Section 2.3.3)
by LHCb and FNAL, respectively, increased the mounting evidence for new physics
preferentially coupled to muons, suggesting the breaking of lepton flavour universality.
This motivated model building efforts to understand the so-called flavour anomalies in
terms of extensions of the SM. Beyond the well-motivated case of the Uy ~ (3,1,2/3)
vector leptoquark (see Chapter 4), scalar leptoquarks or Z' ~ (1,1,0) bosons were
promising candidates for the explanation of the Ry (.) anomalies, see e.g. the dedicated
study of Ref. [187].

Scalar leptoquarks could just be added by hand to the SM Lagrangian, providing
a renormalisable theory. This setup, however, is not very predictive: a large number
of possible leptoquark couplings are allowed in the renormalisable Lagrangian, not re-
stricted by any principle, but rather the model builder usually assumes that only the
minimal set of couplings required for the flavour anomalies are non-zero. Moreover,
such a scalar leptoquark apparently does not give any hints about the possible solution

to long-standing puzzles in fundamental physics, but actually it does the opposite: the
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flavour sector is enlarged by an extra number of leptoquark couplings with arbitrary
values motivated by phenomenology, worsening the flavour puzzle, and the hierarchy
puzzle is enlarged with the mass of another relatively light fundamental scalar that is
quadratically sensitive to NP corrections.

In contrast to scalar leptoquarks, Z’ bosons cannot be added by hand to the SM
Lagrangian if one seeks for a renormalisable theory. Instead, massive Z’ bosons generally
arise from extra U(1) gauge groups, spontaneously broken by the VEV of a scalar(s)
singlet ¢, such that Mz ~ ¢’ (¢). Moreover, the couplings of the Z’ to chiral fermions
are given by their charges under the extra U(1), constrained by the requirement of can-
celling gauge anomalies. This provides a more predictive framework than that of scalar
leptoquarks, featuring an extension of the SM gauge group that might be connected to
more fundamental questions like the origin of flavour.

However, Z' bosons explaining the Ry (. anomalies contribute at tree-level to Bs —
B, meson mixing, requiring the bsZ’ coupling to be rather small, while the uuZ’ coupling
then need to be rather large to explain Ry (.. Beyond opening some questions about
the naturalness of the framework, these conditions might be difficult to achieve within
the stringent constraints from gauge anomaly cancellation [295-303]. All these concerns
are solved if the SM fermions are not charged under the extra U(1), but only vector-
like fermions are charged, which then mix with the SM fermions via Yukawa couplings
provided by the new scalar singlet ¢. This is called a fermiophobic Z' model [162,233].
The setup is naturally anomaly-free and allows effective couplings to SM fermions that
are controlled by the mixing angles, connected to ratios of the form (¢) /M; where M;
generically denotes the masses of the vector-like fermions. The case (¢) < M; provides
naturally small mixing angles, hence the effective Z’ couplings are naturally small as
well, while the case (¢) /M; ~ 1 provides mixing angles and Z’ couplings not much
smaller than O(1).

The situation of the (g —2),, anomaly is not very different: both scalar leptoquarks
and Z’ bosons can explain the anomaly (see also models with just new scalar content
and/or vector-like fermions [223-225,304]). The Z' models can largely be classified
depending on the origin of the chirality flip that occurs in the loop. The traditional Z’
model involves a chirality flip on the muon line, requiring the Z’ boson to be light, below
the GeV range [217]. Another option involves Z’ models that include TuZ’" couplings,
such that a chirally enhanced contribution to (g — 2), is obtained via the ratio m,/m,,
[305]. However, a much larger chiral enhancement is required for heavy Z’ explanations
of (g9 —2),. Fermiophobic Z’ models provide a very efficient solution: a heavy vector-
like lepton of the fermiophobic model gets a Yukawa coupling to the SM Higgs doublet.
This coupling provides a chiral enhancement of (g —2),, via the ratio M, £/ my,, with the
“chiral mass” of the vector-like lepton M{ naturally of the order of the top mass. The
vector-like lepton mixes with muons, such that the Z’ boson mediates the new chirally
enhanced contribution to (g — 2), [231,232,234-236,306-308].
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FIGURE 3.1: Legacy plot with simultaneous explanation of the 2021 Ry and (9—2),
anomalies in the fermiophobic Z' model of Ref. [1]. All points in the plot are made
compatible with the central values of the 2021 Ry . anomalies via a varying My
mass. Shaded regions are excluded except for the green region, which is preferred by
the (g — 2), anomaly at lo.

This way, the class of fermiophobic Z' models provided a well-motivated solution
to the Ry(+) and (g — 2),, anomalies separately. In Ref. [1] we presented a novel study
showing that both anomalies could be addressed simultaneously in a fermiophobic Z’
framework with a minimal number of couplings, as shown in Fig 3.1. Moreover, fermio-
phobic Z' models can also be naturally connected to the origin of Yukawa couplings
in the SM [163]. The basic idea is replacing the SM Higgs doublet by a pair of Higgs
doublets charged under the new U(1), while SM fermions remain uncharged, in such a
way that SM Yukawa couplings for SM fermions are forbidden but generated effectively
through the presence of heavy messengers, including the vector-like fermions. The same
mechanism generates effective Z’ couplings for SM fermions, hence connecting the origin
of Yukawa couplings and flavour hierarchies with the origin of the low-energy flavour
anomalies. In this manner, the flavour anomalies fix the usually undetermined NP scales
of the theory of flavour to the TeV, within the reach of current experiments. Notice that
this is not the case for similar constructions based on scalar leptoquarks [164,167], where
the mass of the leptoquark needs to be at the TeV scale but the scales of the theory of
flavour may be anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale. We shall see
that both the origin of flavour hierarchies and hierarchical Z’ couplings are explained
via the hierarchical masses of heavy messengers, known as the mechanism of messenger
dominance [171]. Despite the elegance of the theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’, it

was never shown whether this model could actually account simultaneously for fermion
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masses and for both flavour anomalies Ry (., and (g — 2),, while remaining compatible
with all known data.

In spite of the vanishing of the Ry (., anomalies that motivated our previous work [1],
(9—2), remains as a possible hint for new physics. As shown in Section 2.3.3, even in the
case that the BMW computation is capturing well the SM prediction, a small tension of
almost 20 with the increasingly precise experimental measurement may arise. Therefore,
in Section 3.2 of this chapter we will present a minimal version of the fermiophobic Z’
model that can explain the (g —2), anomaly. In Section 3.3 we will present a theory of
flavour based on the fermiophobic Z’ model, and study whether the (¢ — 2),, anomaly
can be explained in this framework while being compatible with all constraints. Finally,
we will assess the experimental constraints over the theory of flavour independently of
the (g — 2), anomaly, to extract lower bounds over the undetermined NP scales of the

flavour model.

3.2 Fermiophobic Z' model for the (¢ — 2), anomaly

3.2.1 The model

The fermiophobic model features a U(1)" gauge group under which the chiral fermions
of the SM are uncharged, as shown in Table 3.1. The model includes a SM singlet scalar
¢ that gets a VEV to spontaneously break the U(1)" symmetry, leading to a Z’ boson
with mass My ~ ¢’ (), where ¢’ is the gauge coupling of the U(1) group. The model
also includes a so-called “4th family” of vector-like leptons, including doublets L4, Lpa
and singlets er4, €p4 with the same charge under U(1)’. The mass terms for the various

fermions are then given by the following renormalisable Lagrangian

L = yZ@Llﬁ upj +y5QriHdr; + y5LriHer;
+yiLiaHepy + U5eraH Ly
+ l’f(ﬁfui}u + !Ef¢§L4€Ri

+ MFLp4Lrs + M{€rsers + hc.,

(3.1)

where H = iooH' and i = 1,2,3. Out of the various terms in the Lagrangian above,
those in the first line provide Yukawa couplings for chiral fermions in the usual way,
leading to the known masses of chiral fermions after the Higgs doublet gets a VEV. In

contrast, the vector-like leptons get mass from two different sources:
o Firstly, from the arbitrary vector-like masses M} and M.

o Secondly, from Yukawa terms involving the SM Higgs doublet, i.e. y§Lr4Hegy
and §Z§L4FI Lpa, which get promoted to fourth family mass terms M{ and Mf
relating the vector-like doublet and singlet once the Higgs doublet acquires a VEV,

s

=

MZLC = yi ) (32)

S
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Field SU(3). SU©2), Uy UQY

QL 3 2 1/6 0
URi 3 1 2/3 0
dp; 3 1 1/3 0
L 1 2 120
E€R; 1 1 -1 0
Lra, Lrs 1 -1/2 1
€L4,€RA 1 1 -1 1
¢ 1 1 0 1
H 1 2 12 0

TABLE 3.1: Particle assignments under the SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y x U(1)" gauge
symmetry, with ¢« = 1,2, 3.

M = (3:3)
We shall denote these mass terms as “chiral masses” to make a distinction with the
arbitrary vector-like mass terms. Perturbation theory naively requires y < /4mr ~
3.5 for generic Yukawa couplings in the renormalisable Lagrangian, therefore the
chiral masses above naturally live at the electroweak scale, setting an effective
bound M{ < 600 GeV in order to preserve the perturbativity of the model.

Bounds over vector-like leptons generally require their physical masses to be larger
than 200 GeV [309], therefore without loss of generality we work in the regime m, <
Mg, , ME,, where Mg, and Mg, are the physical masses of the fourth family (vector-like)
leptons. In this regime, the physical masses Mg, and Mg, are obtained by diagonalising

the following mass matrix,

EPA €R4
Ly MF M§ |, (3.4)
era| ME Mg

via two unitary rotations that we generally parameterise by the mixing angles sin #¥ =
s¥ and sin 0}% = sIE%. We shall see that the presence of the chiral masses, especially
M, 40 , is of fundamental importance to explain the (g —2),, anomaly. We anticipate that
the terms in the third line of Eq. (3.1) mix chiral lepton doublets Lj; with the partner
doublet Ly, and the chiral lepton singlets eg; with the partner singlet er4, leading to
effective Z’ couplings for the SM chiral leptons as discussed in the next subsection. The
presence of chiral masses for the fourth family leptons in the Lagrangian also leads to

mixing between the conjugate (tilde) leptons L4 and €74 and the chiral leptons of the
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SM, however in the regime vgy < M, 4L *“ where we shall (mostly) work, this mixing will
be suppressed by the small angles sf and sg, such that it can be neglected.

3.2.2 Fermion mixing and effective Z’ couplings

For the sake of simplicity, we assume a minimal mixing framework which provides the
minimal set of couplings needed to address the (g—2), anomaly’. This requires that the
vector-like leptons only mix with Lo and with egpo. Such a minimal mixing framework
could be enforced for example by a Zs discrete symmetry under which only vector-like
leptons and Ly, ere are not even. We also assume vgyy << M, 4L ¢ such that the physical
masses of vector-like leptons are well approximated by Mg, ~ M} and Mg, ~ M§. In
this regime, for the purpose of extracting the effective Z’ couplings we can neglect the
mixing angles sf and s% introduced in the previous subsection. We shall see that this
approximation holds for all the parameter space relevant for (g — 2),.

In the mass insertion approximation where (¢) < M}, M, the mixing angles are
well approximated by sk, ~ 2% (¢) /MF and s§, ~ 2% (¢) /MS, see also the diagrams in
Fig. 3.2. However, it might be necessary to go beyond the mass insertion approximation,
where sk, s§, < 1, since the explanation of the (g — 2),, anomaly might require larger
mixing angles, which are naturally obtained in the regime (¢) /M. f *“ ~ 1. In this case,
the mass insertion approximation breaks and we need to work in a large mixing angle
formalism (see Appendix B). We always work in the regime where m, < (¢), i.e. we do
not consider Z’ masses lighter? than 1 GeV. In this regime, the mixing induced by the

couplings in the third line of Eq. (3.1) is well captured by the following mixing angles
pling q p Y g g ang

Sy = :CQL <¢> , 054 = M4L > (3-5)
V(@h(9)” + (MF)? V(@k (9)? + (MF)?
w5 (9) M
S5y = . oy = , (3.6)
T Vs o) + o) s o+ gy

L . oLe L L . .
where s5;° = sin 05;°, c5;° = cos0;°. Assuming that we have freedom over the various

parameters (¢), :1:5’6 and M 4L . we have complete freedom over the numerical values of
the mixing angles sgf. Notice that this mixing modifies the expression for the muon
mass as m, ~ y,ckcs,vsm/v2. However, due to the smallness of the muon Yukawa
coupling in the SM, it is possible to recover the experimental value of the muon mass
as long as ck,c§, > 0.0006, which only excludes extremely large mixing angles with sine
close to unity.

Before any mixing, the Z’ boson only couples to the vector-like leptons as

Lz Dy (ZL4'Y“LL4 +erav"ers + Lray"Lra + ?L47“5L4) Z, . (3.7)

1For a complete framework also connected with the origin of the SM flavour structure see the theory
of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ in Section 3.3.

2We shall see that this choice is also motivated by the strong bounds on kinetic mixing for light Z’
bosons with masses below 1 GeV.
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FIGURE 3.2: Diagrams in the model which lead to the effective Z’ couplings in the
mass insertion approximation.

We then define the following matrices in lepton flavour space
Dy = diag(0,0,0,1), (3.8)
such that
Ly =4 <ZL’7”DLLL +ep7" Deer + Lpay* L + §L47”5L4) Zy, (3.9)

where we have defined L and er as 4-component vectors containing the leptonic inter-
action eigenstates.

Now we define the mixing transformations

1 0 0 O
L.e L.e
L, 0 ¢y 0 so;
Voif = 0 261 1 204 . (3.10)
0 —S2Lf 0 cgf
Therefore, after the mixing, the Z’ couplings read
Ly =4¢ (?L’Y“DILL/[A + QR’y“Dée’R + ER47“ZR4 +§L47“€L4) Zl/“ (3.11)
where
1 0 0 0
Le\2 L L
Le\T L, 0 (s 0 —sy5 €4
D/L,e = (V24 e) Dy eV = 0 ( 0 ) 1 0 (3.12)
2
0 —siiehi 0 (e3p)

where L and €’ are the 4-component vectors containing the leptonic mass eigenstates
defined as
L’ L7
1=VoiLe,  egr="Vy er. (3.13)

From Eq. (3.11), it is clear that the Z’ boson now has effective couplings to muon pairs,

Lz D [gﬁuﬁLﬂ“ Ly + gfuﬁR’Y“ R+ 95l L' Ly + gipe rav"epy (3.14)

+ (gﬁEsz’Y“Lle; + AR € + h-C-)} z,
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where
Le\2 L.R Le\2
gﬁ,}R =4 (3248) ) 9gg = g <6246) ) (3.15)
L.R Le L,
9uE = —9's35 ¢5 - (3.16)

As we shall see, the effective couplings gﬁER are of crucial importance for the explanation
of the (g —2), anomaly. Notice that the tilde leptons L4 and €74 do not mix with SM

leptons in the regime vgy < M, 4L *“ where we can neglect the mixing angles sf and sg.

3.2.3 Higgs diphoton decay

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the Yukawa terms in Eq. (3.1) involving the SM
Higgs field and the vector-like leptons give rise to the chiral masses M and M, ¢ which
will be crucial for accommodating (g — 2), with the experimental measurements. On
the other hand, the chiral masses are also expected to give an extra contribution to the
decay of the SM Higgs to two photons, a key process that played a major role in the
discovery of the Higgs boson at the LHC. In the following, we check whether the current
data on Higgs diphoton decay can set any constraints over the chiral masses.

Firstly, within the SM, chiral fermions (Fig. 3.3a) and W* bosons (Figs. 3.3c, 3.3d)
contribute to the decay channel h® — v [310]

2,3 2
My

(6%
L(R° = y7)sm = sba= | Fi(tw) + Y NepQ3Fija(77)| (3.17)
256m2vg) Fesu

where N.¢ = 1 (leptons), 3 (quarks) and Qs is the electromagnetic charge of the fermion
f, with the loop functions defined as

Fi(r)=2+31r+37(2—71) f(7), (3.18)
Fip(r)=-2r[1+1-71) f(7)], (3.19)
where
i = 4m?/m3 (3.20)
and

larcsin (1/ﬁ)]2 , if 7 >1,

= W (1EVIZT) 2 if <1 .

—= — | —im| , T :
4 1-yV1I-7

Note here that for large 7, Fy /5 — —4/3. The dominant contribution to I'(h% = y9)sm

is the contribution of the W= bosons,

F1<Tw) ~ 833, (322)
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FIGURE 3.3: Diagrams contributing to the Higgs diphoton decay, h® — 7y, where
fom = w4, d;, e, 0 =1,2,3 and E4 2 denotes the “4th family” (vector-like) leptons.

and it interferes destructively with the top-quark loop that dominates the contribution
from SM chiral fermions,
N Qi F jo(1e) =~ —1.84. (3.23)

Now we add the contributions of the vector-like leptons (Fig. 3.3b) with physical masses
Mg, and MFg,. The couplings of the physical fourth family leptons to the SM Higgs
boson are obtained by rotating the Yukawa couplings in the second line of Eq. (3.1) by
the same transformations that diagonalise the matrix in Eq. (3.4), parameterised by the

mixing angles SER. We obtain [311-313],

Al m3
F(h0—>77) 755 2h Fi(mw) + Z NCfQ?Fl/Q(Tf) (3.24)
SM feSM
2
Mccfcg Mcsfsg M sEsE + MCCECE
F L R L RF
M 12 (TE,) + M, 12 (TE,)

We can see that the new contributions proportional to the chiral masses are suppressed
by the physical masses of the fourth family (vector-like) leptons Mg, ,. In the regime
vsM K M4L’e, we obtain Mg, ~ M} and Mg, ~ M}, along with sf’R < 1, such that
I'(h® — v7) is given by the more simple form

2 3

D(R = 77) mege

o3 Fi(tw) + Y NepQ3Fi o(1y) (3.25)
M

feSM
MC ME

ML Fyjo(T0,) + ﬁ}ﬂm (Tea)

2

Although in the phenomenological analysis we work with the exact expression in Eq. (3.24),

we find that all the parameter space motivated by the (g — 2),, anomaly is within the
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regime vgy << M, 4L “ well described by the equation above. Therefore, the new contri-
butions to R’ — v+ mediated by the fourth family leptons are suppressed by the heavy
vector-like masses M, 4L *“. Moreover, these new contributions generally interfere destruc-
tively with the most sizable contribution of the W= bosons, decreasing I'(h® — +v). Let
us now compare with the experimental results for the h” signal strength in the h® — ~v
channel,

R, = L(h” = v7) | (3.26)

L'(R0 = y7)sm

where current data reveals R53G72023 = 1.10 + 0.07 [21], and future projections show
that ATLAS and CMS could reduce the uncertainties down to the per cent level after
the high luminosity phase of the LHC [314,315].

Finally, we comment that the vector-like leptons do not only contribute at 1-loop
level to the h% — v decay, but they also modify the R’ — Z~ mode which has been
recently observed at the LHC [316]. However, in our scenario where we consider vector-
like leptons with similar quantum numbers as the SM leptons, notice that the Z couplings
are suppressed with respect to electromagnetic couplings (roughly by 1 — sgw ~ 0.08).
Moreover, it has been shown that the doublet and the singlet fermions have opposite
trends in terms of the interference pattern with the SM amplitudes [317]. Therefore,
the two effects tend to cancel each other and h® — Zv remains SM-like to an excellent
approximation. We note however that this strong suppression does not arise in models

where the vector-like leptons carry exotic hypercharges [318].

3.2.4 (g—2), anomaly

As discussed in Section 2.3.3, the current picture of (¢ — 2), is very puzzling. The
SM prediction based on data from ete~ — hadrons [206] is in 5.10 tension with the
most recent experimental measurement by FNAL [79]. Numerically, we obtain (see
Section 2.3.3)

Aak = a9 — oSME = (249 +48) x 10711, (3.27)

where a = (g — 2)/2. In contrast, the SM prediction by the BMW lattice collaboration
is in agreement with the experiment at the 1.8¢ level,

AaBMW — 2P _ gSMBMW _ (105 + 59) » 10711, (3.28)

While we wait for new data and theory improvement to establish a clear picture, it is
interesting to study the BSM interpretation of the results above. Although the BMW
prediction is still in rough agreement with the experimental value, with the increasing
precision in the experimental measurement is possible that a small tension at the 20

level is established in the near future.
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L, €R4

Lo e €R2

FIGURE 3.4: Dominant and chirally enhanced contribution to (g — 2), in the fermio-
phobic Z’ model. The Higgs insertion provides a chiral mass M{ for the fourth family
(vector-like) lepton after electroweak symmetry breaking, such that the low-energy
process involves the emission of a photon (not shown).

In our model, in the regime vgy < M, f *“ where we can neglect the sg r Mixing, the
NP contribution to (g — 2), is given as [319,320]

Ady = _J% [ (o] + ot ) Pz a2 + (|okil* + ol ) POOME/22)

+Re [g5, (95,) "] GOm2/MZ) +Re [gk5 (98%) ] Anf‘faw%l /M%)] ,
(3.29)

where Mp, ~ M} is the physical mass of the vector-like lepton mostly aligned with the
fourth family doublets. The loop functions are given by
5z — 1423 + 3922 — 382 — 1822 logx + 8

F(z) = ) : (3.30)

23 + 3z — 6xloga — 4

Gle) = 2(1 — z)3

(3.31)

Since the loop functions satisfy G(z) < 0 and F'(x) > 0, the contributions proportional
to G(x) and F(z) in Eq. (3.29) interfere negatively. However, for a chiral mass M of
O(vsm), as naturally expected, the term proportional to M{ in Eq. (3.29) is dominant
and positive due to G(x) < 0, matching the required sign to explain the deviations in
Egs. (3.27) and (3.28). This dominant contribution arises from the diagram in Fig. 3.4,

and given that naturally Mf > my,, we can approximate Aa, as

2

Aau =" 87T2M%/

* MC
L (R 4 L 2
Re 955 (9%) | G ((Mf/pp)?) (3.32)
We see that the relevant couplings to address the (g — 2), anomaly are gﬁ}ER, which are
connected to the mixing angles of the model via Eq. (3.16). For the parameter space
relevant for (g — 2), we find M{ > My. In this case, we have |G(z)| ~ O(1), and we

can neglect the order 1 factor of the loop function in order to extract My as a function
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VuL HL.R

HL(R)

VuL ML R HL(R)

(a) (B)

FIGURE 3.5: Z’ exchange diagrams contributing to neutrino trident production (left)
and 1-loop contribution to Z — pu involving the Z’ and the heavy vector-like leptons
(right).

of the relevant parameters of the model and Aa,,, obtaining

m2

C
2 1 N2 (D)2 e 2 Mg
Mz ~ 8§r2Aa, (9) (534> (854) .

- (3.33)

In Fig. 3.6 we study the parameter space of s, and s§, while fixing Mz via the
relation (3.33) above, where we take the central value of Aaﬁ“. We also take ¢/ ~ 1
for simplicity, as a natural benchmark value. In this manner, all the points in Fig. 3.6
address the central value of the 50 (g — 2), anomaly with respect to e"e™ — hadrons
data. We also highlight the parameter space excluded by the neutrino® trident produc-
tion v, v* — v,utp” [321-324] (see also Fig. 3.5),

OSMANP _ 4 8% M3, (1+ 43%/1/)(9;% + gﬁu) + (gﬁu - gﬁu)
- = 2 /2 152 )2
OSM 5 VA (]. + SW) +1

<0.83+£0.18. (3.34)

We notice another constraint arising from LHC measurements of the Z decays to four
muons, with the second muon pair produced in the SM via a virtual photon [325, 326]
and in our model via the Z’, pp — Z — 4u. This process sets constraints in the region
5GeV < My < 70 GeV, however we note that these constraints mostly overlap with
neutrino trident production [233,324, 327, 328|, and hence we neglect it. We further
notice a 1-loop contribution to the precisely measured Z — up decay with the Z’ and
the vector-like leptons running in the loop, as shown in Fig. 3.5. We find the following
modifications of the Z couplings due to the Z’ loop:

Z L \2
Tnwmr g 4 (9ur) K(MZ /M%) (3.35)
e, 167 ’

plus a similar modification of the right-handed coupling obtained by setting L — R
everywhere. The loop function K is given by [329]

44+7r 2+ 3w 2(1 + z)?
— + log

K(z) = o Ty [log zlog(1 + z) + Lis(—z)] , (3.36)

3Note that muon neutrinos also get effective Z’ couplings in our model, along with muons.



Chapter 3. Fermiophobic Z' models 97

- o

0.100

S54 0.010f i

0.001f —— .
[ g — \‘\ @L\ Kd
MY =200 GeV
L | ME =200 GeV
10_4 - el P

0.010 0.100
L
So4

1074 0.001

FI1GURE 3.6: All the parameter space shown in the plot is compatible with the central
value of Aag‘ . My varies through the parameter space because it is related to the
mixing angles and to Aaft via Eq. (3.33). Shaded regions are excluded at 95% CL, while
the dot-dashed line shows the projection for R, that might be reached by ATLAS and
CMS after HL-LHC [314,315].

where Lis(z) = — [ dtlog(1 — t) is the di-logarithm. In Eq. (3.35) we use the electron
Z couplings as a convenient normalisation, as they are not affected by NP. We find
that LEP measurements [89] allow for per mille deviations from unity in the ratios of
Eq. (3.35), however in our model the Z’ loop is suppressed by small mixing angles and /or
by a heavy Z’ mass, leading to no constraints at 95% CL over the relevant parameter
space shown in Fig. 3.6.

Another relevant constraint originates from kinetic mixing between the abelian
groups U(1)y and U(1)". The vector-like leptons in the model are charged under both
U(1)s, generating kinetic mixing at 1-loop as € ~ 3gy ¢’ log(Mg/u)(327?), where u is a
renormalisation scale. Typically this provides ¢ ~ 0.01. Kinetic mixing of this size is
bounded in the sub-GeV region of My [330], which we hence neglect in our analysis,
and also around the Z-pole mass, which we exhibit as the purple region excluded in
Fig. 3.6.

As shown in Fig. 3.6, Higgs diphoton decay constrains large mixing angles when the
Z' boson is relatively light. The reason is that large mixing angles require (¢) /M. f “
(remember My ~ (¢)), such that if My is light then M4L “ are also light and the NP
contributions to h® — v in Eq. (3.25) are no longer suppressed. In contrast, if M is
heavy then (¢) /M 4L *“ ~ 1 can be achieved with M, 4L “ > vgy and the NP contributions
to Higgs diphoton decay remain suppressed. Notice that for all the parameter space

in Fig. 3.6 at least one of the mixing angles is small, except for the region of heavy
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Z'. This implies that at least one of the vector-like masses M} and M§ (or both) is
heavy, such that at least one of the angles sf’ r that diagonalise Eq. (3.4) is small. This
allows us to neglect the presence of the conjugate (tilde) fermions EPA and €4 in the
phenomenological analysis, as anticipated at the beginning of this section, because their
Z' couplings to SM fermions are further suppressed by the small mixing angles sﬁ R
All in all, we show in Fig. 3.6 that our model can address the Aaf} anomaly for
Z' masses ranging from the GeV scale to the few TeV range. The nature of the sine
and cosine functions does not allow effective Z’ couplings larger than 1, which requires
My < 3.6 TeV in order to fit the central values of Aaf}, but one can always take ¢’ larger
than 1 or increase Mf above its natural values M, 40 ~ 200 GeV up to the perturbative
limit M{ = 600 GeV if one seeks to explain Aa}} with even heavier Z’ masses. In this
case, the bounds from Higgs diphoton decay should remain similar because even though
we increase M, a heavier Z’ is needed as well and therefore heavier M, 4L “ are also
required to obtain large mixing angles. Of course if we consider the BMW prediction,
AaE’MW, we can further improve the agreement with the experiment and we have even
more freedom in the parameter space due to the smaller shift required with respect to
Aaf}. The HL-LHC projections by ATLAS and CMS over Higgs diphoton decay show
that the uncertainties in R, could be reduced down to the per cent level [314,315],
testing a significant region of parameter space in the model as shown by the dot-dashed
line in Fig. 3.6 (assuming that the central values match the SM prediction). We find
that the whole parameter space of the model that can explain the central value of Aaf}

can be tested if h® — v~ is measured to the few per mille precision.

3.3 Theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ boson

In the previous section we introduced a simplified fermiophobic Z’ model that can
address the (g—2), anomaly. In the following we will show how this simple construction
may emerge from a complete theory of flavour, where the same mixing that generates
the effective Z’ couplings will generate effective Yukawa couplings for the SM fermions,

connecting the origin of the flavour hierarchies with the origin of flavour anomalies.

3.3.1 The renormalisable Lagrangian for charged fermions

In contrast with the simplified model introduced in the previous section, here we con-
sider a complete “fourth” family of vector-like fermions (including a vector-like neutrino)
charged under U (1), while chiral fermions remain uncharged. Notice that SU(2); dou-
blet and singlet fermions now carry opposite charges under U(1)’, as shown in Table 3.2.
We preserve the SM singlet scalar ¢ that gets a VEV to spontaneously break the U(1)’
symmetry, leading to a Z’ boson with mass Mz ~ ¢’ (¢), where ¢’ is the gauge coupling
of the U(1)" group. However, we exchange the SM-like Higgs of the simplified model
by a pair of Higgs doublets equally charged under U(1)’. The fact that the Higgs dou-
blets are charged under U(1)’ while the chiral fermions are not forbids SM-like Yukawa
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Fiell SUGB3). SU@2). U1y U(1)
QL 3 2 1/6 0
UR; 3 1 2/3 0
dri 3 1 -1/3 0
Li; 1 2 -1/2 0
€Ri 1 1 -1 0

Qra. Qra 3 2 1/6 1

QL4,UR4 3 1 2/3 -1

dra,dpa 3 1 -1/3 -1

LL4,LR4 1 2 —1/2 1
éL4,eR4 1 1 -1 -1
Z7L4,VR4 1 1 0 -1
o 1 1 0 -1
H, 1 2 —1/2 1
Hy 1 2 1/2 1

TABLE 3.2: Particle assignments under the SU(3). x SU(2);, x U(1)y x
symmetry in the theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ | where i = 1,2, 3.

U(1) gauge
couplings, in contrast with the simplified model presented in the previous section. The

renormalisable mass terms involving charged fermions are then given by

ren

6 = Ui HuQrivra + Y{s HaQridra + y HaL Licra

+ Yl HuQryurs + Y3 HaQradri + v HaLae s

+ %Q $QLiQrs + 2L Ly + xldlipaup, + xﬁl¢gL4dm + zfperier;

+ MPQ Qs+ MFLaLps + M{Traups + Mfgmdm + Mfersers + hoc.,
(3.37)

where ¢ = 1,2,3. Notice that the fact that both Higgs doublets are equally charged
under U(1)" while carrying opposite hypercharges not only forbids the SM-like Yukawa
couplings, but also enforces a natural type II two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) that
forbids tree-level FCNCs mediated by the Higgs doublets. The terms in the fourth line of
the Lagrangian above are the arbitrary vector-like masses of the fourth family fermions.
The terms in the third line provide mixing between chiral and vector-like fermions
mediated by the singlet scalar ¢ when it acquires a VEV. Once chiral and vector-like
fermions mix, the terms in the first and second lines provide effective Yukawa couplings
for chiral fermions as y ~ (¢) /M, which are able to explain the origin of naturally small
Yukawa couplings in the SM. As usual for a theory of flavour, the NP scales (¢) and M
may be anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale, as long as the ratios
(¢) /M are held fixed. However, flavour anomalies like (g —2), might suggest that these
NP scales are actually close to the TeV, as we shall consider here. In fact, the Z’ boson
only couples originally to vector-like fermions, but obtains effective couplings to chiral
fermions via the same mixing that provides the effective Yukawa couplings, leading to

a predictive phenomenology as we shall see.
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3.3.2 Neutrino masses and the type Ib seesaw mechanism

The renormalisable Lagrangian for neutrinos includes the mass terms
L™ =y HyLiivra + G HaLLiVg, + MY Uravrs + h.c. (3.38)

where C' denotes charge conjugation. Notice the unusual Yukawa coupling as the second
term above, breaking lepton number and involving the second Higgs Hg, hinting that
this is a different version of the usual type I seesaw mechanism. Indeed, one may have
noticed that the choice of two Higgs doublets with opposite hypercharge but equal
charges under U(1)" forbids the usual Weinberg operator (ng )(LLH), but allows for

an alternative Weinberg operator involving the two Higgs doublets
70 ~
EWeinberg = C;-/j (LLiHu)(LLde) + h.c. (3.39)

By simply assuming M} > (H,q) and integrating out the vector-like neutrino, one
obtains the operator above and the coefficients ¢j; as

1 L~
Cij = MY (vad%a + i) - (3.40)

After the Higgs doublets develop VEVs (H, 4) = v,.4/v/2, the Weinberg operator pro-

vides an effective mass matrix for active neutrinos as

Uy Vg _

my = o (VAT + Tavja) (3.41)
The Yukawa couplings above provide enough freedom to fit the observed PMNS mixing
and neutrino mass splittings [62,65], for both normal and inverted orderings. Of course

if we arrange the various mass terms of Eq. (3.38) in matrix formalism as

1 _ LY
L — 5( L 7% vra )M ( Vi) ) +h.c., (3.42)
VL4
where
Lgl L€2 ng VR4 ’754
Ly 0 0 0 yhH. T4Hq
A | Lz 0 0 0 ysiHy PHa| _ [ Osxs mMpD3x |
Lis 0 0 0 Y5 Hy g}'&f[d Mhoys Myaxe
VG YGH. ysH, Y5 H, 0 MY
Ve PaHa @Ha GHa My 0

(3.43)
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and now we apply the seesaw formula assuming My > (H, 4), then we obtain the same

result as
T Vg

D= oMY (yfz@ﬁ + @1543/}/4) : (3.44)

my, =~ mDMgflm

This mechanism is denoted as type Ib seesaw mechanism [331]. Note that in Ref. [331]
it was considered the possibility that the couplings y;, are small, as they originate from
an operator breaking lepton number. This scenario leads to a low scale seesaw with
potentially large violations of unitarity of the leptonic mixing matrix. However, in this
chapter we refrain to discuss further the neutrino sector, and instead we focus in the

following on the origin of charged fermion masses and the associated Z’' phenomenology.

3.3.3 Effective quark Yukawa couplings and messenger dominance

We may arrange the plethora of quark mass terms in Eq. (3.37) into a more convenient

matrix formalism as

UR; dpi
= @ i )| w4 ( Qo Qo i )| dge | 4e
Qra Qra
(3.45)
where ¢ = 1, 2,3 and
UR1 UR2 UR3 UR4 C51?%4
Qri| O 0 0 yiH, 27
MY — Qpro| 0 0 0 Yo Hy 33(52¢ : (3.46)
Qrs| 0 0 0 Y3y $3Q¢
Qra| v Hu yHH, yisH, 0 Mf

| ate 2% aje My 0

with M9 given by replacing u — d everywhere in the matrix above. Notice that since the
upper 3 x 3 block of Eq. (3.46) contains zeros, the rotations of the first three families are
so far unphysical. As a consequence, the Z’ couplings to the first three families remain
zero under such rotations. Therefore, we are free to rotate the first three families as we
wish, in other words we are free to choose a convenient basis to start the diagonalisation
process. For example, we are allowed to rotate Q71 and QQr3 to set x% to zero and then
rotate Qr2 and Qr3 to set x% to zero. We can apply similar rotations to ur; and uprs
to set yj; to zero, and then we rotate urs and ugs to set yjs to zero. We can repeat
these rotations in the down sector to set y$; and y$, to zero. We can rotate as well
Qr1 and Qrs to set yly to zero (note that in general y¢, # 0 since the quark doublet

rotations have all already been used up), and a similar rotation goes also for ug; and



102 Chapter 3. Fermiophobic Z' models

upe to switch off zif;. Finally, we rotate dg; and dgrs to switch off xﬁl. In this basis, the

matrices M* and M? become respectively

UR1 UR2 UR3 UR4 C?1?%:4
Q1| O 0 0 0 0
Qus| 0 0 0 yyH, 250
Qra| O 0 yi3Hy 0 Mf
ZL4 0 59  x5P My 0

dr1 dr2  dpg3 dra  Qra
QLI 0 0 0 yilﬁlHd 0
Qs 0 0 0  ylHs 250
Qrs| O 0 yff?,Hd 0 Mf
dal 0 2l 2  MI 0

There are several distinct mass scales in the mass matrices above: the VEVs of the Higgs
doublets (H, 4), the VEV of the scalar singlet (¢) and the vector-like fourth family mass
terms M, f wd Assuming the latter are much heavier than all the VEVs, we may integrate
out the fourth family to generate effective Yukawa couplings for chiral quarks, as in
the diagrams of Fig. 3.7. This is denoted as the mass insertion approximation, which

provides the following effective Yukawa couplings for chiral quarks (see Appendix B)

00 0 0 0 0
(¢) (¢)
meg =y (Hu) =1 00000 g )+ |0 gyt gy mL<Hu>,
4
0 0 =yl 0 y5uzs ysues
(3.49)
00 0 0 yiyz§ yis
mdg =~y (Hy) = 9y a a 44 |19y
ef ¥ (Ha)=10 0 0 MQ< O+ 0 ydad ydxd Mg< 4) -
4
0 0 25y, 0 y§yaf yiaas
(3.50)

By imposing the dominance of the doublet messenger fermions over the singlet messenger

fermions [171], i.e.
M2 < MM, (3.51)

then the first matrices in Egs. (3.49) and (3.50) will dominate over the second ones,

explaining the heaviness of third family quarks and the smallness of the CKM elements
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FI1GURE 3.7: Diagrams in the model which lead to the effective Yukawa couplings for
second and third family fermions (¢, = 2,3) in the mass insertion approximation.

Vo and V. In contrast, the Cabibbo angle is naturally larger and connected to the
ratio y¢, /y4,. Notice that in order to reproduce the smaller mass hierarchy in the down
sector, we expect Mj < Mf such that V., and V,; originate mostly from down-quark
mixing. In addition, notice that the effective Yukawa matrices in Egs. (3.49) and (3.50)
consist of the sum of two rank 1 matrices, so the first family quarks are massless so far.
Indeed, first family quark masses are protected by an accidental U(1)? flavour symmetry,
that could be minimally broken in the UV to generate the tiny masses of the up-quark
and down-quark, suggesting a multi-scale origin of flavour as discussed in Section 1.10.
A simple way to achieve this is to introduce a heavy Higgs messenger uncharged under
U(1)" as h(1,2,1/2,0), which does not get a VEV. The addition of such field allows to

write new terms in the Lagrangian as

Ly D }Q?@LiﬁuRj + Yi?@Lihde + Y;;fLihGRj (3.52)
1
+ §M,fhhf + f*h¢H, + fhTpHy + h.c.,
where the couplings f*“¢ carry mass dimensions, and we generally assume f%%¢ ~ Mj.

Assuming (H, q) < (¢) < M}y, we are able to obtain effective Yukawa couplings for

chiral quarks in the mass insertion approximation via the diagrams in Fig. 3.8,

yiv — yu UL@ 7 (3.53)
v v M}%

vy = vagalol (3.54)
) ) M}%

which need to be added to the effective mass matrices in Egs. (3.49) and (3.50). The
new Higgs needs to be much heavier than the vector-like quarks in order to explain the
smallness of first family quark masses, i.e. the messenger dominance of Eq. (3.51) is

extended to
MP < M < M{ < M. (3.55)

Although Egs. (3.53) and (3.54) generate 3 x 3 effective Yukawa matrices, the messenger
dominance above implies that the matrices in Egs. (3.49) and (3.50) dominate, explaining
not only second and third family quark masses but also CKM mixing originated mostly

from the down sector. The matrices in Egs. (3.53) and (3.54) suppressed by the smaller
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FiGURE 3.8: Diagrams in the model which lead to the masses of the up-quark and
down-quark in the mass insertion approximation.

QL >

ratio (¢) /My, provide masses for the up-quark and down-quark, along with tiny 1-2 and
1-3 right-handed mixing in both the up and down sectors. Tiny 1-2 and 1-3 left-handed
mixing in the up sector is negligible with respect to the larger down-quark mixing, giving
a negligible contribution to the CKM matrix. Given that the masses of the up-quark
and down-quark are very similar, the Yukawa couplings Y% and Y can fit both masses
with O(1) values.

Finally, notice that since the new Higgs is not charged under U(1)’, no effective Z’
couplings for first family quarks are generated, hence the first family can be ignored for

phenomenological purposes.

3.3.4 Effective quark Yukawa couplings beyond the mass insertion ap-

proximation

The mass insertion approximation discussed in the previous subsection works generally
very well due to the smallness of Yukawa couplings in the SM, and is very useful for
illustrative purposes. However, the mass insertion approximation breaks for the top
Yukawa coupling which requires (¢) /]\Lf2 ~ 1. Therefore, for the top-quark we need
to go beyond and work in a large mixing angle formalism, as described in Appendix B.
Assuming (H, q4) < (¢), M. f’u’d we can block-diagonalise the matrices in Eqgs. (3.47-

3.48) via the transformations

10 0 0 1 0 0 0
01 0 0 0 & o s
u,d d 24 24
Vit = i owa | V2T . (3.56)
00 s 0 0 1 0
0 0 —sf e 0 —syy' 0 ey
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where
Q= 75 () | i 5 (9) |
(8 @)+ (g) (a5 + ()
(3.57)
wd i (9)

T ) () ()

The 3-4 and 2-4 rotations above introduce zeros in the fifth rows and columns of
Eqs. (3.47-3.48), by absorbing the 2% (¢) factors into a redefinition of the vector-

i

like masses as

312 =\ ) + (M2)", (3.59)
et = \/ (a3 (8))" + (25%40))" + (a0, (3.59)

which are indeed the physical masses of the vector-like fermions valid for arbitrary (¢)
and MP"? (as long as (H,q4) < (¢) , M%), Therefore, in the basis (primed) obtained
after applying the rotations in Eq. (3.56) the fourth family is effectively decoupled, and

the total mass matrices are

Upy Upy  Ups  Ups QR4
Q' 0
N
M" = ng 0 , (3.60)
QL3 YasHu 0
Q L4 iy

with M¢ given by replacing u — d everywhere in the matrix above. The effective

Yukawa couplings y;uéd are given by

00 0 0

vy = (V1) V3V, (3.61)
00 0 ys oy,
0 0 yH, 0
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00 0 yHy
ol I | v (3.62)
00 0 y§Hy
0 0 ykHy O
After performing the algebra we obtain,
0 0 0 0 0 0
Mmeg = yi5 (Hu) = 0 0 0 (Hu) + [ 0 ysys8y Y24Co453y (Hu)
0 0 ylschyss 0 yicsisty yhicsichyst,
(3.63)
00 0 0 yiyssy yiacdssiy
mgﬁ:y£?<Hd>= 00 0 (Ha)+ | 0 y8,s9, Y84¢545% (Ha) .
0 0 yhel,ss, 0 ydcfisd, viichicdsd,

(3.64)
where, if we take the limit (¢) < M2*%in Eq. (3.57) to obtain sﬁ’“’d ~ .ZL‘ZQ’u’d (¢) /M2,
then the results in the mass insertion approximation as shown in the previous subsection
are recovered. However, we shall continue working in the large mixing angle formalism
to account for (¢) /M. 4Q ~ 1 as required to address the large top Yukawa coupling.

Since the angles sgf need to be small in order to explain the smallness of Vi, we are
left with 536;24, the Higgs VEVs (H,, 4) and the couplings yZéd to fit the top and bottom
masses. The hierarchy my,/m; could be explained either by having an unnaturally small
yffg ~ 0.01 coupling, or by assuming that the ratio of Higgs VEVs tan 8 = v, /v is large.
We follow this second path, taking a large 3-4 mixing 33Q4 ~ 1/+/2 in order to explain the
large top Yukawa. By taking tan 5 = v, /vg =~ 30 we have yff3 ~1and yy ~ V2 ~ 14,
which are reasonable values. Notice that 33Q4 ~ 1//2 requires M 4Q ~ (@), hinting to the
existence of a relatively light vector-like quark, within the reach of the LHC.

The smallness of m,. and ms can be naturally explained by taking small mixing
angles sggld. In particular, we find s%, ~ 0.01 and s¢, ~ 0.02 to deliver a good fit of
me and mg. In this manner, we expect sgf of similar order because they live at the
same scale. Therefore, given that only 3:?4 is large while all the other angles are small,
we can apply the limit (¢) < M}’ 4 to recover the expressions in the mass insertion

approximation as

0 0 0 0 0 0
meg = Y5 (Hu) = | 0 0 0 (Hu)+ | 0 yhay Y43 j\jz (Hu)
4
0 0 ylsclissy 0 gyl yhycdal

(3.65)
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U U U
Yll Y12 Yv13

ooy v |,
h
Yiies YiseS Y,
00 0 0 yhzy  ylad |
¢
mig =yld(Hy)=] 0 0 0 (Ho)+ | 0 ydad  ydad J<W<Hd>
4
0 0 Z/il3cg453€1 0 yg403Q43762l y&@%xg
(3.66)
vd o vd o Yh
¢
ol ovd v | rig.
h

d Q d Q d Q
Yiicgy Ysheg, Yszesy

where we have also included the contributions from the heavy Higgs messengers that
provide the mass of the up-quark and down-quark, plus negligible up-quark mixing and

right-handed down-quark mixing.

3.3.5 Effective charged lepton Yukawa couplings

Having discussed in detail the origin of quark mass hierarchies and mixing, we now build

the charged lepton sector in a similar way. We construct the full charged lepton mass

matrix as
€Ri
L= ( Lpi Ly eéra ) M®| ey | +he, (3.67)
Lps
where
€R1 €R2  €R3 ers  Lra
Lif 00 0 0 0
ME — L 00 0 yuHa O (3.68)
L) 00 0 ysHa %o
Lpg) 0 0 y$sHy 0  MFE
era|l 0 250 250 Mg 0

where we have already taking advantage of the upper 3 x 3 zeros to perform suitable
rotations of the first family fields that introduce extra zeros in the full mass matrix
without loss generality, as we did in the quark sector (see Egs. (3.47-3.48) and the

discussion therein). Here we work directly in the large mixing angle formalism as in
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Section 3.3.4, because we are seeking for large mixing angles in the charged lepton sector
that will contribute to large Z’ couplings for (g — 2),. Assuming (Hg) < (¢) ,Mf’e we

can block-diagonalise the matrix in Eq. (3.68) via the transformations

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 O
01 0 0 0 0 s5
‘/'3L47€ — ’ ‘/264 — 24 24 7 (369)
0 0 i sk 0 0 1 0
0 0 —syi cff 0 —s54 0 3y
where
(o) 5 (p)
S34 = = ) 5;4 = 2 (3.70)
2 2 2 2’
V(@ () + (MF) Vs (6)? + (M)
x5 ()

The 3-4 and 2-4 rotations above introduce zeros in the fifth row and column of Eq. (3.68),

by absorbing the xf’e (¢) factors into a redefinition of the vector-like masses as

Nk =/ (ak (8))* + (ME)?, (3.71)
NI§ = /(25 (8)° + (x5 (6)) + (M), (3.72)

in complete analogy with the situation in the quark sector. Therefore, in the basis
(primed) obtained after applying the rotations in Eq. (3.69) the fourth family is effec-
tively decoupled, and the total mass matrix is similar to the up-quark mass matrix in

Eq. (3.60). The effective Yukawa couplings can then be readily extracted as

0 0 0 0 0 0
meg = yi5 (Ha) = | 0 0 0 (Ha) + | 0 y5,s5 Y54C54554 (Ha) -
0 0 yi3csisty 0 Y54c5us5s  Y5aC5uC54554

(3.73)
Notice that the electron remains massless so far, however it can get a mass at the scale
of the up-quark and down-quark masses via the heavy Higgs h, in complete analogy
with the quark sector as discussed in Egs. (3.53-3.54) and paragraphs therein. However,
in order to explain the smallness of the electron mass with respect to the masses of first
family quarks, we would need a small dimensionless coupling at the 10% level. This
could be avoided by adding another Higgs h’ a bit heavier than h which generates the
smaller mass of the electron, without generating any effective couplings to the Z’ boson,
such that the related phenomenology is dominated by the 2-3 sector. Therefore, in the

following we ignore the first family and proceed with our discussion of the 2-3 sector.
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Given that we have enforced tan 5 = v, /vy ~ 30 in our discussion of the quark
sector, we need s§4 ~ 0.3 to explain the tau mass, and s5, ~ 0.02 to explain the muon
mass. Therefore, the charged fermion mass hierarchies are explained by the messenger
dominance M} < M, which then predicts that s§, is of a similar order than s§,. By
taking s§, ~ 0.02 and assuming yf; ~ y5, ~ 1, we obtain a significant 2-3 left-handed
charged lepton mixing as s55 ~ s5,/ s§4 ~ 0.07. Similarly, by taking y5, ~ 1 we obtain
significant 2-3 right-handed charged lepton mixing as s5§ ~ s§,/s%, ~ 0.07. This non-
vanishing 2-3 mixing will be very relevant for the low-energy phenomenology. On the
one hand, it will generate effective couplings to left-handed muons necessary to give a
contribution to (g — 2),, which would otherwise vanish, and on the other hand it will

induce lepton flavour-violating transitions such as 7 — .

3.3.6 Effective Z' couplings

Since all chiral fermions are uncharged under U(1)’, in the interaction basis the massive

Z' boson only couples to the fourth family vector-like fermions,

Ly D4d (@LDQ’Y“QL + urDyy*ur + dpDgy"dr + Ly Diy" L, + ZRDZ’Y“ER) Z,,
(3.74)
where we are ignoring couplings to the conjugate (tilde) fermions, because so far they
do not mix with chiral fermions and so are not relevant for the low-energy phenomenol-
ogy. We are also ignoring couplings to vector-like neutrinos, assuming that they are
very heavy and decoupled from low-energy phenomenology, as suggested by the type Ib
seesaw mechanism implemented in Section 3.3.2. We have defined 4-component vectors
including the four families (3 chiral families plus the fourth vector-like), and the Dy,
matrices are defined as
Dg = Dy, = diag(0,0,0,1), (3.75)

D, = Dyq = D, = diag(0,0,0,—1). (3.76)

The same rotations that diagonalise the full mass matrices in Sections 3.3.4 and 3.3.5
need to be applied now in order to go to the basis of mass eigenstates. For illustrative
purposes, one can see the diagrams in Fig. 3.2 that provided effective Z’ couplings in
the mass insertion approximation for the simplified model. In contrast, here we shall
work in the more general large mixing angle formalism, even though most of the mixing

angles turn out to be small. Up to the effects of chiral fermion mixing, we obtain

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
L L
(V") Do.LVii™ = ore  onon | (3.77)
00 (s55) —Csaq 834
L L
0 0 —chs§"  (cHM)?
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0 0 0 0

er\2 €R .ER €R .€R ¢R

pudeudent p pudey ude _ 0 (s5%) S04 534 C34Coq 824
( 24 34 ) u,d,e V24 34 = = er en er o R/ en\2 en
0 syis3y (o s3f) —c3f (eoff ) s3]

€R R R €R(,.ER\2 .6R €R ,CR\2

0 c3fcofsof  —csf(caff) ss) (cafcsy)

(3.78)

Notice that the same mixing that provides the effective Yukawa couplings also leads to
effective Z' couplings for chiral fermions. In the left-handed sector only the third family
(and fourth) couples to the Z’ so far, but effective couplings to the second family are
introduced when 2-3 chiral fermion mixing is considered, splitting the SU(2); doublets

and leading to

(Va1 Vo ™) Doy, Vi Vit ™ (3.79)
0 0 0 0
o (st (s st s ssr it
0 —(sP)cdsyds  (sFemh? —GsGeurd |
0 cFsgspr —c§ysGychk (c5))?
(VaiVas )1 De, Vi Vi (3.80)
0 0 0 0
10 (s§us55)? —(s§a)cof ol chustysoh
0 —(s§y)2c5ss5% (shyc5h)? —cy 55,5k
0 C§48§43§§ —C3€45§4C§§ (C§4)2

The origin of first family masses is connected to the much heavier Higgs messengers that
are uncharged under U(1)’, providing no effective Z’ couplings to first family fermions.
These would arise via chiral fermion mixing, but will be further suppressed by powers
of small mixing angles so that we can safely neglect them. When we include 2-3 chiral

fermion mixing for right-handed chiral fermions, the expressions for the D ma-

uRr,dR,€R
trices become very lengthy. Since only the charged lepton sector is relevant for (g —2),,

we shall include below the explicit Z’ couplings for charged leptons as

G = —9' (55655 — c5f 557 s55)%, (3.81)
g7y = —g'(s3s55 + c5fs5f c55)° (3.82)
Gpir = 9 (8555 — S s3ff 98 (5 855 + 5 s5f c5) . (3.83)
G = 9T S (5857 — 555 s58) (3.84)
97 = 'SR (37 55 + 3 5k s (3.85)
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gip = —g (c55csh)?, (3.86)

defined as in the Lagrangian of Eq. (3.14). In the next section we shall study the

phenomenology of the model, with particular attention to the lepton sector and (g —2),,.

3.4 Phenomenology of the flavour model

3.4.1 B, — B, mixing

The effective Z’ couplings of the flavour model in the previous section naturally con-
tribute to flavour-violating 2-3 transitions. Assuming that the CKM mixing originates
from the down sector as discussed in Section 3.3.3, and neglecting the small Z’ couplings
to right-handed quarks which are suppressed by the heavier messengers, then the model
predicts a significant tree-level contribution to the operator Q% contributing to B, — B

meson mixing (see Section 2.3.4). We obtain the bound

(b)) (d3)2Va)’ |
MZ T MG S B TVe

b = (3.87)

The mixing angle 33Q4 needs to be large in order to explain the heaviness of the top mass.

which translates to the lower 95% CL bound Mz /g’ > 750 GeV via By — By meson
mixing. In contrast, if we take yl ~ v/2 then we require s§24 ~ 1//2 as discussed in
Section 3.3.4, which translates into a bound My /g' > 4.5 TeV.

In particular, perturbativity of the Yukawa coupling yis < 47 imposes 33?4 > 0.285,

3.4.2 B-physics: Ry and Bs; — uu

In our model, the effective Z’ couplings are connected to the origin of flavour hierarchies
in the SM. Therefore, the effective Z’ couplings break lepton flavour universality in a
similar manner as the usual Yukawa couplings do in the SM. Our Z’ is mostly coupled to
third family left-handed fermions, while couplings to light fermions are induced via small
chiral fermion mixing in the left-handed sector, or via small mixing angles connected to
the origin of second family masses in the right-handed sector. The smallest Z’ couplings
are then found for first family fermions, suppressed by powers of small mixing angles.

This explicit breaking of lepton flavour universality was suggested as a possible
explanation of the Ry (., anomalies [163], but it was soon concluded that providing
a significant contribution to the Ry(.) ratios was either in conflict with the combined
bounds from By — B, meson mixing and 7 — 3p [332], or required the vector-like leptons
to mix predominantly with muons rather than taus, disposing of the natural explanation
of charged lepton mass hierarchies [163].

After the recent update by LHCb [185], the Ry (. ratios are now in agreement
with the SM but leaving some space for NP contributions. In our model, we can safely

neglect very small contributions to O§¢ and Offj, and consider only the contributions
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to the operators O§" and Of}' obtained as (see Section 2.3.1 for the definition of the

operators)

cm____ 2 V2 (9h9k + ak9fh,) 3.38)
’ apm(VipVis)* 4G M2, ’ '
o V2 (~gkgk, + ghgl.) 5.59)

10 apm(VipVis)* 4G F M3, . .

The Ry (. ratios are then computed via Eqgs. (2.11-2.12). The effective Z’ couplings
above involving second family fermions are generally suppressed by small mixing angles,
in such a way that for the typical configurations of mixing angles in the model (see Sec-
tions 3.3.4 and 3.3.5) we obtain at 95% CL Mz /g" = 350 GeV. The Wilson coefficient
CI§" also contributes to B(Bs — pu), however we find the obtained bounds to be gen-
erally smaller than those from R (.), obtaining for the typical benchmark of the model
My /g Z 270 GeV at 95% CL. Going beyond the benchmark discussed in Sections 3.3.4
and 3.3.5, as it might be required by the (g — 2),, anomaly, these bounds could become
more significant if we consider larger mixing angles in the charged lepton sector. In
this manner, we do not expect that our model can provide significant contributions to
b — spp without entering in conflict with the R (. ratios.

Given that the Z’ boson is mostly coupled to third family fermions, we have studied
the enhancement of b — s77 and b — svv. However, in both cases we find that any
significant enhancement is in tension with bounds from Bs; — B mixing over the 567’
coupling. For example, we find that B(B — K(*)VD) can be enhanced just by a 10%
factor over the SM prediction (similar to the conclucion of [333]), making impossible
to provide a significant contribution that ameliorates the 2.8¢0 tension in the recent

measurement by Belle IT [81].

3.4.3 Collider searches

The Z' boson is produced at the LHC mainly via the partonic process bb — Z’, because
couplings to light quarks are heavily suppressed by powers of small mixing angles. Then
it decays mostly to third families fermions, and to a lesser extent to second family
fermions. Other modes such as Z’ — W+tW ™ and Z’ — Zh arise from Z — Z' mixing.
Assuming kinetic mixing is not generated at tree-level (e.g. if U(1)y and U(1)’ originate
from different semi-simple groups), then Z — Z’' mixing may still be generated at 1-loop
mediated by H, 4 and the VL fermions which are charged under both U(1)s (as discussed
in Section 3.2.4), or via the VEVs of H,, 4 but carrying a suppression of ~ M%/M?2,. In
either case, we find the modes Z/ — WW and Z’ — Zh to be sufficiently suppressed
and the bounds extracted from the experimental searches [334,335] are not competitive
with those obtained from the Drell-Yan modes.

We have prepared the UFO file of the model using FeynRules [336], and then
we have computed the Z’' production cross section from 13 TeV pp collisions using
Madgraphb [337] with the default PDF NNPDF23L0. We estimated analytically the decay
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width to fermion modes as

_ N,
D(Z' = fafp) = 51=Mzr ((9f,)” + (9f.1,)%) - (3.90)

where N, = 3 (quarks), 1 (leptons). We assume that decays into vector-like fermions
are kinematically forbidden or suppressed, and we treat the top-quark separately due to

its larger mass,

Hzﬁw=;MN%FHﬁﬂG—mw G—ma, (3.91)

and finally the branching fraction is estimated as B(Z' — fof3) = (2" = fofs)/T(Z' —
all). In the natural benchmark for the flavour model we find the total decay width to be
narrow Iz /My ~ O(1%), as the Z’ couplings to light families are generally suppressed
and decays to VL fermions are kinematically forbidden. In the next section we will
tune s5f to be large in order to get a larger coupling to muons, in this case we find
Uy /Mg ~ 5%.

We compute the total cross section by applying the narrow width approximation
olpp = Z' = fofp) = olpp — Z")B(Z' — fofs). We confront our results with
the limits from the most recent light dilepton resonance searches by ATLAS [338] and
CMS [339] in order to obtain 95% CL exclusion bounds. However, given that the Z’ is
mostly coupled to third family fermions, the bounds from ditau [340] and ditop [341]
searches generally dominate over the light dilepton searches. For the benchmark values
motivated in Sections 3.3.4 and 3.3.5 to explain the origin of flavour hierarchies, we
obtain that the most stringent bounds come from ditau searches (despite the lesser
integrated luminosity of this analysis), leading to Mz > 1.1 TeV for ¢’ ~ 1 at 95% CL.
However, as we shall see in the next subsection, if we increase the mixing angles of the
lepton sector in our seek for explaining (g —2),, the light dilepton searches become more
constraining than ditau and ditop searches.

Finally we comment on vector-like fermion searches. In order to explain fermion
mass hierarchies, we expect most of the vector-like fermions to be much heavier than
the Z' boson, and only @4 and L4 may live at the TeV scale. Current bounds on
vector-like quark masses lie around 1 TeV, however the strongest bounds are usually
model dependent (see e.g. [342]). Therefore, while Ly most likely escapes detection, (4
is produced at the LHC via gluon fusion and may be observable through its decays to

third family quarks.

3.44 (9—2), and B(t — uy)

As discussed in the simplified model, if we want to provide a significant contribution to
(9 — 2), mediated by a relatively heavy Z’ boson, then we need vector-like leptons to
couple to the SM Higgs in order to provide a chiral enhancement. This was achieved

in the simplified model via a coupling of the form L;4Heps, which is forbidden in the
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FicUre 3.9: Effective Higgs Yukawa couplings for the fourth family vector-like leptons
in the theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z'.

Field  SUB3). SUQ). Uy UQ) Z

€15, €R5 1 1 -1 0 ()
o, 1 2 12 1 ()

TABLE 3.3: New fields required to obtain a significant chiral mass for fourth family
vector-like leptons in the theory of flavour. The rest of fields in the model (shown in
Table 3.2) are even under Zs.

theory of flavour due to the non-zero U(1)" charges of the Higgs doublets. Nevertheless,
we can obtain effective couplings to Hy via non-renormalisable operators of the form
¢Lr4Hgers. Such operators may be provided by adding an extra vector-like lepton
singlet uncharged under U(1)’, i.e. €5 and ers with vector-like mass M¢. After ¢
develops a VEV, we obtain effective couplings in the mass insertion approximation as
shown in Fig. 3.9. Going beyond the mass insertion approximation but preserving the

assumption (Hy) < (¢), one of the effective couplings is explicitly given by

PR 10
V(@ (00)2 + (M)

2zL4Hd6R4 . (392)

However, given that we are working in the large tan 8 regime in order to explain the
mp/my hierarchy, we expect (Hg) ~ O(GeV), too small to provide a significant chi-
ral enhancement. A cheap solution consists in adding another Higgs doublet H) ~
(1,2,1/2,1), along with a Z, discrete symmetry that only discriminates €r5, ers and
the new Higgs H), such that these new particles only play the role of providing the
effective couplings in Fig. 3.9 (see also Table 3.3). We assume that the new Higgs gets
a VEV (H)) =~ O(100GeV). Then if (¢) ~ M¢, the effective coupling in Eq. (3.92) is
well approximated by y£, and we assume the usual perturbativity constraint yg < V.
Of course, with three Higgs doublets we have v%M = v + v?l + vf, where in our case
Vg < vy, V. Notice that we remain protected from FCNCs in the Higgs sector thanks
to the U(1)’ charge assignments and the Z, discrete symmetry.

After the Higgs doublet H), gets a VEV, the effective coupling L4 H)jeps in Eq. (3.92)

provides a chiral mass M{ for the fourth family (vector-like) leptons. A similar coupling
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for the conjugate fermions €4 H c,zf/ Rra provides a chiral mass M ¢ reproducing the frame-
work of the simplified model in Section 3.2. As in the simplified model, the presence of
chiral masses for fourth family (vector-like) leptons leads to mixing between the conju-
gate leptons L Rr4 and €74 and the chiral leptons of the SM. The dominant contributions
to (g — 2), are indeed proportional to the chiral masses as (see also the top panels of
Fig. 3.10)

m2

Aoy~ g [Re 95, (98, ) | G(ME, /03

C.E.E | yiC.E E
My spsp+ Mjcrcp
my

MY cEck +MCSLSR
my

(3.93)

+Re [9k5, (9f,) | G(ME,/ME)

Notice that the couplings gﬁg are proportional to the mixing angles 55 p Obtained after
diagonalising Eq. (3.4). For the simplified model discussed in Section 3.2, these mixing
angles where suppressed since all the relevant parameter space was fulfilling vgy << M, 4L e
for at least one of the vector-like masses. However, notice that in the flavour model the
Z' dominantly couples to third family left-handed fermions, and couplings to right-
handed fermions or second family left-handed fermions are generally suppressed. This
implies that in order to provide a significant contribution to (¢ — 2),, we will need to
work in a regime of large mixing angles where both Mf’e ~ (¢) with (¢) ~ 1 TeV.
Notice that smaller (¢) would be in tension with B, — B, meson mixing, while larger
(¢) would suppress the contribution to (g — 2),. We need as well both M{" and M¢
close to perturbativity limits in order to obtain the largest contribution to (g —2),. In
this regime, we find that both M} and M{ may be not much larger than M and Mf,
such that the mixing angles 55 r may be large and the effective couplings gﬁgs cannot
be neglected, contrary to the case of the simplified model.

In contrast with the simplified model, due to the presence of Z’ couplings for both
third and second family fermions, in the flavour model a significant contribution to
B(T — py) arises, connected to the contribution to (¢ — 2), and to the chiral masses

ME and ME, namely (see also central and bottom panels in Fig. 3.10)

E E
M cR+M4 sbsk

mu

(3.94)

« m5 *
B(r — py) s l 9ke, (98s,) G(ME, /MZ)

102474 T M2,

MY sEsE + M CLCR

+9ke, (9F,) G(ME, /M)

My

C.E.E | 2jC E.E

My cienp+ My sisp
my

+|gfiz, (9ks,) G(ME, /ME) =

M sFsk + Mccfcg
my,

+00T, (9%5,) G(ME, /M)

] |

Contributions to related LFV processes such as 7 — 3u also arise, however we find

T — py to provide the leading constraints in the regime of large chiral masses M{ and
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FIGURE 3.10: Leading contributions to (¢9—2), and B(7 — pv) in the theory of flavour
with fermiophobic Z’. The effective couplings of the vector-like fermions Ej o to the
SM Higgs boson lead to a chiral enhancement of both (g — 2),, and B(r — pv), and a
photon is emitted (not shown).

M, ¢ where we shall work.

As shown in Fig. 3.11, the large contribution to 7 — py is the dominant constraint
over the parameter space, ruling out the possibility of having a significant contribution
to (g9 — 2), in the theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’. Higgs diphoton decay also
constrains the region of parameter space preferred by Aafj (the 50 deviation with respect
to eTe™ — hadrons data). Notice that reducing M{ and Mf ameliorates the bounds
from 7 — py but also reduces the contribution to (¢ —2),. Note that in the parameter
space motivated by (¢g—2),, the leading LHC constraint is the dimuon Drell-Yan channel
due to the large s5 ~ 0.5 required, while for its natural value s5§ =~ V,; the ditau Drell-
Yan channel is more competitive as mentioned.

The crucial difference with respect to the simplified model is the presence of flavour-
violating p17 couplings to the Z’ boson. The (g —2), anomaly could be addressed if the
vector-like leptons mix dominantly with muons, but this is not possible in the theory
of flavour since we need at least one of the vector-like leptons to mix with taus in

order to obtain their effective Yukawa coupling. Nevertheless, it is possible that with
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FIGURE 3.11: Parameter space s, vs s5¥ for Mz = 1 TeV (left) and Mz = 2 TeV
(right) with chiral masses close to the perturbativity limit as shown in the panels. The
green (lighter green) region is preferred at 1o (20) by Aaf} (ete™ — hadrons) while
the yellow region is preferred at 1o by Aap™W. The rest of the shaded regions are

excluded at 95% CL, with the leading constraint given by B(7 — ) as shown by the
grey-shaded region.

further model building one could achieve a cancellation in 7 — py while preserving the
enhancement of (g —2),, however this probably involves the addition of more fields and
symmetries, enlarging the number of free parameters, making the model less predictive
and disconnecting the explanation of (¢g—2),, from the origin of flavour hierarchies, going

against the spirit of the model.

3.4.5 Parameter space in the flavour model

For the first time, we have considered the possibility of addressing the (g —2),, anomaly
within the framework of a complete theory of flavour with a fermiophobic Z’ boson.
Although our analysis reveals that a significant contribution to (¢ — 2), is in tension
with B(7 — w7y), the dangerous contributions to LE'V processes are much reduced if we
neglect the chiral masses of vector-like fermions M, 40 and M. 40 , which anyway required an
extension of the original flavour model. The model as presented in Section 3.3 remains
a well-motivated possibility to explain the origin of the SM flavour structure, and it is
interesting to study the allowed parameters and the experimental bounds over the NP
scales of the model.

As motivated in Section 3.4.1, the stronger bounds from B, — B, meson mixing are
very sensitive to the value of the mixing angle 89?4. As presented in Section 3.3.4, if we
assume Y ~ V2, then we expect 33Q4 ~1/ V2. In this case, Bs — By meson mixing leads
to the most stringent bounds over My /g" as shown in Fig. 3.11a, such that for natural
values of ¢’ we would expect to find My above 4 TeV. We find pp — Z' — 77 to be the
leading LHC constraint over the parameter space, and 7 — py to be the leading signal
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FIGURE 3.12: Parameter space My vs ¢ for 53?4 = 1/v/2 (left) and 53?4 = 0.285 (right).
The shaded regions are excluded at 95% CL.

in LFV processes. pp — Z' — pp , b — spp and 7 — 3u are further suppressed due to
the small right-handed mixing angles or small 2-3 mixing.

If we push y% close to perturbativity bounds (i.e. yi =~ v/47), then we can fit the
top mass via 33Q4 ~ 0.285 and reduce the bounds from B, — By mixing. As shown in
Fig. 3.11b, in this case the bounds from pp — Z’ — 77 and b — supu are also suppressed
due to the smaller Z’ couplings to bottom quarks, while the bounds from 7 — p~y remain
the same. In this case, for natural values of ¢’ we could have My as low as 1 TeV.

We conclude that in any case, the flavour structure of the fermiophobic Z’ flavour
model allows for relatively low Z’ masses, within the reach of current and upcoming

experiments.

3.5 Conclusions

In this chapter we have studied fermiophobic Z’ models, which were a well-motivated
class of SM extensions to address flavour anomalies in Ry and (g —2), [1]. We have
shown that a simplified fermiophobic Z' model is still able to explain large deviations
in (g —2), with Z’ masses ranging from the GeV to the few TeV. The main idea is
that the Z’ boson only couples originally to vector-like fermions, which then mix with
chiral fermions providing effective Z’ couplings that can be controlled by the size of the
mixing angles. The vector-like leptons obtain chiral masses at the electroweak scale via
couplings to the SM Higgs (although their physical mass is dominated by the vector-
like mass terms), which provide a chiral enhancement of (g — 2),. Interestingly, this
enhancement is correlated to a suppression of the Higgs decay to two photons, where
further experimental precision could test the full parameter space of the model.
Afterwards, we went beyond the simplified framework to propose a complete theory

of flavour containing a fermiophobic Z’ boson. The flavour structure of the SM is
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explained via messenger dominance [171], such that third family fermion masses are
obtained from mixing with TeV scale vector-like fermion doublets while second family
fermion masses and small CKM mixing are obtained from mixing with heavier vector-
like fermion singlets. This mixing also provides effective couplings for chiral fermions to
the Z’ boson, leading to a predictive phenomenology at low energies connected to the
origin of flavour hierarchies. First family fermion masses are explained via a heavy Higgs
doublet that gets an small effective VEV via mixing with the much lighter Higgs doublets
that perform electroweak symmetry breaking. The heavier Higgs does not couple to the
Z' boson and therefore does not introduce effective Z’ couplings for first family fermions,
protecting the model from the appearance of the most dangerous FCNCs. Finally, the
origin of tiny neutrino masses and PMNS mixing is addressed via the type Ib seesaw
mechanism [331].

Obtaining an effective chiral mass for vector-like leptons in the flavour model re-
quires the addition of an extra vector-like lepton and a Zs discrete symmetry. However,
we have found that in the flavour model, the enhancement of (g — 2), is correlated
as well with a chiral enhancement of B(7 — py), which renders impossible to obtain
large contributions to (g —2),. It is remarkable that the simplified model works fine for
(9—2),, while the full flavour model fails, questioning the BSM interpretation of (g —2),
within a theory of flavour.

Finally, we have dropped the extra dynamics introduced to obtain chiral masses
for the vector-like leptons, in order to study the parameter space of the flavour model
without addressing (¢ — 2),. We have found that the leading constraint is generally
Bs — Bs meson mixing, followed by ditau searches at the LHC and B(r — uy). We
conclude that the flavour structure in the model allows for Z’' masses as low as 1 TeV
for natural values of the gauge coupling, within the reach of current and upcoming

experiments.
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Chapter 4
Twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour

“Make everything as simple as possible, but not simpler.”

— Albert Einstein

In this chapter, based on Refs. [2,6,7], we introduce a theory of flavour consisting of two
copies of the Pati-Salam gauge group, broken in two steps down to the SM. The last step
of the symmetry breaking can be as low as the TeV scale, giving rise to a Uy ~ (3,1,2/3)
vector leptoquark which explains the B-anomalies. This model will connect the origin
of Yukawa couplings and flavour hierarchies of the SM with the effective couplings of

the vector leptoquark that explain the B-anomalies.

4.1 Introduction

The picture of anomalies in B-meson decays, including the discrepancy in the Ry (.
ratios that lasted until late 2022 (see Section 2.3.1), led to important model building
efforts by the community during the last eight years, in order to interpret these anoma-
lies as a low-energy signal of a consistent BSM model. Leptoquarks were identified
as excellent NP candidates for the B-anomalies, because unlike other mediators they
avoid dangerous contributions to B — B, meson mixing observables at tree-level. Dif-
ferent scalar leptoquarks were proposed to address either Ry (.) or R () separately (see
e.g. [164,184,292-294,343,344]). Interestingly, the vector leptoquark U; ~ (3,1,2/3)
was identified as the only single mediator capable of addressing both the R (., and
R+ anomalies simultaneously [184]. Given that both anomalies suggested the depar-
ture from lepton flavour universality, it was soon realised that the U; explanation of the
B-anomalies could be connected to the origin of the flavour structure of the SM (see
Section 2.3.2).

However, the gauge nature of U; requires to specify a UV completion that explains
its origin. The original ideas by Pati and Salam (PS) [100], led to tensions with unob-
served processes such as Kj — pe (see Section 2.3.9). Instead, an interesting proposal
was firstly laid out in the Appendix of [345], and more formally later in [267], following

the idea introduced in [346] that colour could appear as a diagonal subgroup of a larger
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Ba

FiGURE 4.1: The model is based on two copies of the Pati-Salam gauge group
SU(4)ps x SU(2)r x SU(2)r. The circles represent the gauge groups with the in-
dicated symmetry breaking. The twin Pati-Salam symmetry is broken down to the
4321 symmetry at high energies Mpjen 2= 1 PeV, then the 4321 group is further broken
to the SM at the TeV scale Moy ~ O(TeV).

SU(3 + N) x SU(3)" local symmetry restored at high energies. The particular choice
N =1 leads to the so-called “4321” gauge symmetry,

Gusa1 = SU(4) x SU(3), x SU(2)1 x U(1)y, (4.1)

which can be broken at the TeV scale while satisfying the experimental bounds [262,263,
267,268], provided that at least the first and second families of SM fermions are singlets
under SU(4). This breaking leads to a rich gauge boson spectrum at the TeV scale,
containing the vector leptoquark U; along with a massive colour octet ¢ ~ (8,1,0)
and a massive Z' ~ (1,1,0) with suppressed couplings to light SM fermions. Vector-
like fermions need to be introduced in order to obtain effective couplings for (at least)
second family fermions to U;. The model, though it is not minimal, is very predictive and
leads to a rich phenomenology in both low-energy and high-pr searches. However, the
flavour structure of the model was rather ad-hoc, and it was hinted that the 4321 gauge
group could be the TeV scale effective field theory of a complete model addressing more
open questions of the SM. Given that both the Ry (.) and Rp) anomalies suggested a
departure from LFU consistent with the idea of a theory of flavour (see Section 2.3.2),
it was soon realised that the U; explanation of the B-anomalies, and in particular the
4321 model, could originate from a theory of flavour.

The very first theories of flavour containing a TeV-scale U; to explain the B-
anomalies [115,117,119,120] were based on the flavour deconstruction of the SM gauge
group, predicting an accidental U(2)% flavour symmetry (see Section 1.9.3). Instead,
the twin Pati-Salam theory [169] was proposed from a completely different perspective.
Unlike the alternative models in the market, the twin PS model treats all three fermion
families in the same way, and does not require to perform a very aggressive family
decomposition of the SM (avoiding dangerous contributions to electroweak precision ob-
servables). The basic idea is that all three families of SM chiral fermions transform under
one PS group, while families of vector-like fermions, which are required in any imple-
mentation of the 4321 model, transform under the other one. The first PS group, broken
at a high scale, provides Pati-Salam unification of all SM quarks and leptons, while a

fourth family of vector-like fermions transforms under a second PS group, broken at the
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TeV scale to the SM, as shown in Fig. 4.1. The full twin Pati-Salam symmetry, together
with the absence of a standard Higgs doublet, forbids the usual Yukawa couplings for
the SM fermions. Instead, effective Yukawa couplings arise through the mixing between
SM fermions and vector-like partners. The same mixing leads to U; couplings for SM
fermions which could address the B-anomalies. This way, B-anomalies and the flavour
puzzle are dynamically and parametrically connected. In this manner, the twin Pati-
Salam model features a fermiophobic framework where both B-anomalies and flavour
hierarchies are explained via the mechanism of messenger dominance [171], as in the Z’
model of Chapter 3.

The origin of second and third family masses and mixing is connected with the TeV
scale dynamics and first PS breaking that address the B-anomalies, while the origin of
first family masses and mixing is connected to the heavier scale of second PS breaking.
In this manner, the twin Pati-Salam model is an example of a multi-scale origin of flavour
as introduced in Section 1.10, however without the need to family decompose the SM as
all the alternative theories do. Furthermore, the twin PS model predicts dominantly left-
handed U; currents as preferred by the current picture of B-anomalies [82,269], while the
alternative proposals [115-117,119,120] predict large couplings for right-handed third
family fermions, which lead to tight constraints from high-ppr searches [269].

In this chapter we study the phenomenology of the simplified twin PS model pro-
posed in [169] to address the B-anomalies, which turns out to be incompatible with
low-energy data. Afterwards, we perform further model building and present an ex-
tended version of the model that can explain the most updated picture of B-anomalies
and address charged fermion masses and mixings, while being compatible with all ex-
isting data. The model [2,6,7] was initially built to connect both Ry ) and Rpe),
however we will show that the model is also compatible with the 2022 updates of Ry ()
by LHCDb, which are consistent with the SM. Nevertheless, the connection is not lost:
eventually some deviations in Ry« should be seen with more precision if our model is
indeed realised in Nature at the TeV scale to explain the R ) anomalies.

The layout of the remainder of the chapter is as follows. In Section 4.2 we introduce
the simplified twin Pati-Salam model as presented in [169], featuring only one vector-
like family coupled to Uy, and we show the origin of fermion masses and mixing in this
model. In Section 4.3 we show the tree-level SMEFT matching of 4-fermion operators
in the model, relevant for phenomenological analyses. Then in Section 4.4 we show
that the simplified model is unable to explain R, while being compatible with the
stringent constraints from By — B, mixing. Instead, in Section 4.5 we present a new,
extended version of the twin Pati-Salam model including three vector-like families and
a discrete flavour symmetry, which is successful to address the B-anomalies while being
compatible with all the experimental constraints. The phenomenological analysis and
the discussion of the results are shown in Section 4.6, highlighting promising signals to

test the model in low-energy observables and high-pr searches, along with a study of
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the perturbativity of the model. Section 4.7 includes a comparison of our predictions

with alternative models in the market. Finally, we conclude the chapter in Section 4.8.

4.2 Simplified twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour

4.2.1 The High Energy Model

In the traditional Pati-Salam theory [100], the chiral quarks and leptons are unified into
SU (4) ps multiplets with leptons as the fourth colour (red, green, blue, lepton),

Up  Ug  Up
1/)1'(4, 2, ]_) = = (Q“Lz) s (42)
dp dy dp e )
(2
_ un ud up V€
V6(4,1,2) = g " = (ug,d;,u;,eg) : (4.3)
dy dy dy e

J
where ¢); contains the left-handed quarks and leptons while ¢{ contains the C'P-conjugated
right-handed quarks and leptons (so that they become left-handed'), and 4,j = 1,2,3

are family indices. We consider here two copies of the Pati-Salam symmetry [169],

Gloa X Glfy = (SU)ps x SU2)], x SU2)R) x (SU#)Hs x SU@) x SU@)F) -
(4.4)
The matter content and the quantum numbers of each field are displayed in Ta-
ble 4.1. The usual three families of chiral fermions originate from the second PS group

G1L,, broken at a high scale, and transform under Eq. (4.4) as
¢1,2,3(1a1>1;4a2>1)a wiQ,S(lalal;Zvl’i)' (45)

This simplified version of the theory includes only one vector-like family of fermions
originating from the first PS group, whose SU(4)L¢ is broken at the TeV scale, and

transforms under Eq. (4.4) as

¥4(4,2,1;1,1,1), ¥4(4,2,1;1,1,1), +5(4,1,2;1,1,1), +5(4,1,2;1,1,1).
(4.6)
On the other hand, according to the matter content in Table 4.1, there are no stan-
dard Higgs fields which transform as (1,2, 2) under G11,, hence the standard Yukawa
couplings involving the chiral fermions are forbidden by the twin PS symmetry. This
is what we call a fermiophobic model, in complete analogy with the fermiophobic Z’
model discussed in Chapter 3. For the third and second families, these will be generated

effectively via mixing with the fourth family of vector-like fermions, which only have

!The reader who is not familiar with this notation based on left-handed 2-component Weyl spinors
can find the connection with the traditional 4-component, left-right notation in Appendix A.
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Field SU4)Ls SU(2)L SU@2)L SU@WE, su@)il Su@2)i

1,23 1 1 1 4 2 1

¥ 03 1 1 1 4 2

o 4 2 1 1 1 1

P4 4 2 1 1 1 1
$ 4 1 2 1 1 1

P 4 1 2 1 1 1

¢ 4 2 1 4 2

b 4 1 2 4 1 2

H 4 2 1 4 1 2

H 4 2 4 2

H' 1 4 1 2

i 1 2 1 1 2

P 1 2 1 1 2

TABLE 4.1: The field content under G1,, x G11,, see the main text for details. We do
not include here extra content related to the origin of first family fermion masses and
mixing, to be discussed in Section 4.2.4.

quantum numbers under the first PS group, Gf,,. This mixing is facilitated by the non-
standard Higgs scalar doublets contained in ¢, ¢, H, H in Table 4.1, via the couplings,

L =y Hs + yb Hpgthf + 2dthiths + 235 95005 + M aths + MY 505 (4.7)

plus h.c., where ¢ = 1,2,3; x,y are dimensionless coupling constants and M, f Y are
the vector-like mass terms. These couplings mix the chiral fermions with the vector-
like fermions, and will be responsible for generating effective Yukawa couplings for the
second and third families (the origin of first family Yukawa couplings is discussed in
Section 4.2.4 and involves the second PS group). Moreover, the same mixing leads to
effective couplings to TeV scale SU (4)53 g gauge bosons which violate lepton universality

between the second and third families, as we shall see.

4.2.2 High scale symmetry breaking

The twin Pati-Salam symmetry displayed in Eq. (4.4) is spontaneously broken to the
4321 symmetry at the high scale Mpyjen, > 1PeV (the latter bound due to the non-
observation of K — pe [282,283]),

Glhos X GiLy — Guzar = SUA)bg x SUB)H x SU©2)LT x U(1)y. (4.8)
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We can think of this as a two part symmetry breaking:
(i) The two pairs of left-right groups break down to their diagonal left-right subgroup,
via the VEVs (®) ~ vg and (®) ~ vg, leading to the symmetry breaking,

SU(2)i x SUQR)I — su@)itt,  SU@)L x Su@2)i — su@2)LH. (4.9)

Since the two SU(4) ps groups remain intact, the above symmetry breaking corresponds

to2

Gloo X G2y — Guaze = SU(4)hg x SU(4)Hg x SU2)IHT x sU(2)LHT. (4.10)

(ii) Then we assume that the second PS group is broken at a high scale via the Higgs
H’ in Table 4.1, which under Gy499 transforms as

uby, ub, ud, v
H1,4,1,2)=| # "H 74 , (4.11)

d?_]/ d(;_l/ dg{/ eH/

and develops a VEV in its right-handed neutrino (neutral) component, (vg/) > 1PeV,
leading to the symmetry breaking

Gaaza — Guzo = SU(A)bg x SUB)H x SUQ)IH x U1y, (4.12)

where SU (4)Hs is broken to SU(3)I! x U (1), (at the level of fermion representations,
chiral quarks and leptons are split 47 — (3,1/6)" @ (1,-1/2)'7), while SU(2)%L!
is broken to U (1);:;1 and the abelian generators are broken to U(1)ys, where Y/ =
T g_ . + T 31 E I The broken generators of SU (4){315 are associated with PeV-scale gauge
bosons that will mediate processes at acceptable rates, beyond the sensitivity of current
experiments and colliders. Instead, the further symmetry breaking of Gy321 will lead to
a rich phenomenology at the TeV scale, as we shall see. We anticipate that SU(2 )I i
is already the SU(2)r of the SM gauge group, while SM color and hypercharge are
embedded in SU(4)Lg x SU(3)H x U(1)y

On the other hand, the Yukon scalars ¢ and ¢ in Table 4.1, responsible for mixing
chiral and vector-like fermions, decompose under Gim X GQEQ — Gyq99 — Gy391 as

¢(47271717§71) - ¢(47171 @371) - ¢3(47§7 1o 3, _1/6) ® ¢1(47 1,193, 1/2>7

$(4,1,2;4,1,2) — $(4,4,1,1 D 3) — $3(4,3,1,1/6) ® ¢1(4,1,1,—1/2),
(4.13)

2We note that the mechanism for generating first family masses discussed in Section 4.2.4 suggests
that the scale of SU(2)} x SU(2)1" — SU(2)" breaking may be below the scale of SU(4)Fg breaking.
However, this has no implications for the conclusions of this chapter.
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plus extra ¢3 and ¢ with different values of Y’ associated to the breaking of the
SU (2)?11 triplet, that we ignore because they do not couple to fermions. The de-
composition above is of phenomenological interest, as the Yukons ¢3, ¢3 will couple
to quarks while ¢, ¢ will couple to leptons, allowing non-trivial mixing between SM
fermions and vector-like fermions. They will also lead to a non-trivial breaking of G4391
down to the SM.

The Higgs scalars H and H in Table 4.1 decompose under Gy x GIL, — G301 as
(we skip the G 4429 decomposition here for simplicity)

H(4,2,1:4,1,2) — H,(4,3,2,2/3), Hy(4,3,2,-1/3), H.(4,1,2,-1), H,_(4,1,2,0),

H(4,1,2;4,2,1) — H.(4,3,2,1/3), Hy(4,3,2,-2/3), H,(4,1,2,0), H,,(4,1,2,1),

(4.15)
where the notation anticipates that a separate personal Higgs doublet contributes to
each of the second and third family quark and lepton masses, as we shall see. Models
with multiple light Higgs doublets face the phenomenological challenge of FCNCs arising
from tree-level exchange of the scalar doublets in the Higgs basis. Therefore we assume
that only one pair of Higgs doublets H, and H,; are light, given by linear combinations
of the personal Higgs,

H, = &y Hy + BuHe + FuHo, +0uH,, ,  Hy= GqHy + BaHy + FaHr + 04H,,
(4.16)
where o, 4, Bfu’d, Vu,d>» gu,d are complex elements of two unitary Higgs mixing matrices.
The orthogonal linear combinations are assumed to be very heavy, well above the TeV
scale in order to sufficiently suppress the FCNCs. We will further assume that only the
light Higgs doublets H,, and Hy get VEVs in order to perform EW symmetry breaking,

(Hy) = vy, (Ha) = v, (4.17)

while the heavy linear combinations do not, i.e. we assume that in the Higgs basis the
linear combinations which do not get VEVs are very heavy. The discussion of such Higgs
potential is beyond the scope of this work, for the interested reader a deeper discussion
was made in Section 3.4 of [169]. We shall just anticipate that the situation is familiar
from SO(10) models [347], where there are six Higgs doublets arising from the 10, 120
and 126 representations, denoted as Hyo, Hi20 and Hygg, two from each, but below
the SO(10) breaking scale only two Higgs doublets are assumed to be light, similar to
H, and H, above in our case. Another example is the PS3 theory of flavour [115],
also proposed to address the B-anomalies, where the Higgs (15,1,1)3 and (1,2, 2)3 are
assumed to give rise to a specific set of light doublets. In any case, we shall invert the

unitary transformations in Eq. (4.16) to express each of the personal Higgs doublets in
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FIGURE 4.2: Diagrams in the model which lead to the effective Yukawa couplings in
the mass insertion approximation, ¢,j = 2, 3.

terms of the light doublets H,, Hy,

Hy=a0,H,+.., Hy=a¢Hg+.., Hr=v4Hg+.., H, =vH,+ ..,

H.=p,H,+.., Hs=p3Hq+ ..., Hu:(Sde-f—..., H,,H =0y Hy + ...,
(4.18)
ignoring the heavy states indicated by dots. When the light Higgs H,, and H; gain their
VEVs in Eq. (4.17), the personal Higgs in the original basis can be thought of as gaining
effective VEVs (H;) = ayv,, etc... This approach will be used in the next subsection

when constructing the low energy quark and lepton mass matrices.

4.2.3 Effective Yukawa couplings and fermion masses for the second
and third family

We have already remarked that the usual Yukawa couplings involving purely chiral
fermions are absent in the twin PS model. In this subsection, we show how they may
be generated effectively via mixing with the vector-like fermions.

We may write the mass terms and couplings in Eq. (4.7) as a 5 x 5 matrix in flavour
space (we also define 5-dimensional vectors as 1 and @Z)g),

cren = o MYy§ + hee., (4.19)

mass

7/’35(1/11 Y2 b3 Yy %)’ 1/)25(% vy Yy g ¢4>T» (4.20)

I A S )
il 00 0 0 0
o=
ae= ¥l 0000 (4.21)
s 00 0  yuH a3,
vl 0 0 ypH 0 M
g5 0 2 alpe MYT 0
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where the extra zeros have been achieved via suitable rotations of 1, 9§ (i, =1,2,3),
that leave unchanged the upper 3 x 3 block (for further details see Section 3.3.3 and
the discussion therein). There are several distinct mass scales in this matrix: the Higgs
VEVs (H) and (H), the Yukon VEVs (¢) and ($) and the vector-like fourth family masses
M 1’ , M f - Assuming the latter are heavier than all the VEVs, we may integrate out
the fourth family to generate effective Yukawa couplings for chiral quarks and leptons,
as in the diagrams of Fig. 4.2. This is denoted as the mass insertion approximation (see
Appendix B).

However, from the diagrams in Fig. 4.2 one can anticipate that the heavy top
mass requires (¢) /MZ) ~ 1, and thus it is necessary to go beyond the mass insertion
approximation and work in the large mixing angle formalism (see Appendix B). We shall
block-diagonalise the mass matrix in Eq. (4.21) in order to obtain the effective Yukawa

couplings for the chiral families,

s WS W P
Y| 0
/
Y — | Vel O, (4.22)
V5| giﬁ
A e
0 0 0 M 0

v

where g}’% is the upper 4 x 4 block of the mass matrix in this basis. The key feature of
Eq. (4.22) are the zeros in the fifth row and column which are achieved by rotating the

four families by the unitary 4 x 4 transformations,

10 0 0
V= Vih = oL 00 (4.23)
34 " ) .
0 C3q4  S34
0 _Séﬂ C?sp4

10 0 0 10 0 0

0
0
Vi = vV 01 0 0 0 ¢ 0 s
¢ — V34 Vo4 — ¢ ¢ )
00 ¢ s4 0
, 0

0 0 —sgfi cgﬂ v v

—S3q 0 ¢y
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(c) . (c) (c) (c) . ..
where we have defined s;ﬂ = sin 0;@ ) c;ﬂ = cos Hili , with the mixing angles and the

physical masses of the vector-like fermions given by

s = =5 () , S = ) (424
JE5@) + ()’ V@) + ()’

v _ 243 (9) 0 = (e ) )

¥ = , = /(24 () + (MP)", (4.25)

U J@E@) + (5@ () ¥l ()

i =@ @) + (@5 @) + ()’ (4.26)

Notice that we recover the expressions in the mass insertion approximation when (¢) <
M, and in this case the mixing angles above are given by the usual NP scales ratios of
a theory of flavour, (¢) /M (see Section 1.10). As long as these ratios are held fixed to
explain the SM Yukawa couplings, the independent scales (¢) and M may be anywhere
from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale. In our model, however, we shall see that
some of these scales will be fixed to the TeV via the connection with the B-anomalies,
leading to a testable theory of flavour with significant low-energy implications.

Now we apply the transformations in Eq. (4.23) to the upper 4 x 4 block of (4.21),
obtaining effective Yukawa couplings for the chiral fermions as the upper 3 x 3 block of

the mass matrix in the new basis,

Ez/;jfkgxg = wliTVQﬁygﬁVJcl//; +h.c., (4.27)
WE =Vl W = Veeus, (4.28)

where i,j = 1,2,3. We obtain

YT Ps Y'S V'S 'S V'S
£(5Y‘fi}k,3><3 _ 1/;i| 0 0 0 H+ eil 0 0 e 0 H
ol 00 0 Pl 0 S24 Y24 €24 534 Y24
Y5l 00 034 s 34?/?3 Y5 0 07’3&43%4 y;ix €34C24 834 Y34

(4.29)
plus hermitian conjugate. Until the breaking of the twin PS symmetry, the matrix
above is Pati-Salam universal, so all fermions of the same family share the same effective
Yukawa couplings. If we impose the dominance of the doublet messenger fermions over

the singlet messenger fermions, as we did in Chapter 3,
My < My, (4.30)

then the first matrix in Eq. (4.29) generates larger effective third family Yukawa cou-

plings, while the second matrix generates suppressed second family Yukawa couplings
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and mixings. This way, the hierarchy of quark and lepton masses in the SM is re-
expressed as the hierarchy of scales in Eq. (4.30). Remarkably, the hierarchical relation
in Eq. (4.30) will lead to small couplings of ¢ chiral fermions (eventually SM SU(2)p,
singlets) to SU(4)Lg gauge bosons, hence obtaining dominantly left-handed U; cou-
plings. The couplings of the ¢ fermions will be suppressed, connected to the origin
of second family fermion masses, and this way the tight high-py constraints that afflict
other U; models can be relaxed (see more in Section 4.6.8).

On the other hand, since the sum of the two matrices in Eq. (4.29) has rank 1,
the first family will be massless, which is a good first order approximation. Indeed, the
masses of first family fermions are protected by an accidental U(1) symmetry that will
be broken at much higher energies via new dynamics connected the second PS group,
providing the small masses of first family fermions as discussed in the next subsection.

After the symmetry breaking of the twin PS group to G4321, the Yukawa couplings
CL‘;Z)4, xf; 43 and vector-like masses M, f , M ip * remain universal up to small RGE effects,
however the Yukons decompose in a different way for lepton and quarks as per Eq. (4.13).
Due to this decomposition, the mixing angles in Eq. (4.29) are now different for quarks
and leptons. The VEVs of the Yukons break the remaining SU(4) symmetry relating
quarks and leptons, but the Yukawa couplings still exhibit an accidental SU(2)g sym-
metry relating u¢ and d° quarks. Hence, the mixing angles s and s, are the same for
up and down quarks, and we define ¢¢ = u® d°. On the other hand, the Higgs fields
H and H decompose as personal Higgs doublets for the second and third fermions as
per Eqgs. (4.14) and (4.15). The personal Higgs are introduced in order to break the
accidental symmetry SU(2)g in the Yukawa couplings, otherwise the mass matrices in
the up and down sector would remain identical at tree-level. A similar discussion applies
to charged leptons and neutrinos, and personal Higgses apply in the same way. Mass
terms for second and third family fermions will be obtained after the personal Higgs
develop VEVs (H,) < (¢), which also play the role of breaking EW symmetry in the
SM, see Section 4.2.2. This way, Eq. (4.29) decomposes for each charged sector as the

following effective mass matrices,

u'§u§ W 't g u's
u _ | Q1 0 0 0 Q1 0 0 0
ff — <Ht> + c c <H > + h.C.,
¢ Q:2| 0 0 QO v Qé’ 0 5343{5% 334?{341/) ‘
Qs 0 0 s3jyss Q3] 0 c3 3%43/34 C34 5%4934 ( )
4.31
ds dy  ds dsds d's
! 10 0 0
Mi — [ Q1 0 0 0 )+ | @l . . H,) +hec.,
off @ 0 0 QO¢ ) Q3 0 534(7{;&4 534%5}4 He)
Q3] 0 0 s3yss Q4 0 Sishiys st

(4.32)
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¢ Lo 0o 0 Ly 0 0 0
= H.) + . . H,)) +hec.,
off 2100 0 ) oo st sl |
Lyl 00 s§4y43 Lé’ 0 054354%?4 054334%13#4
(4.33)

where the Yukawas yfg and y%b 4,34 aT€ Pati-Salam universal, and we have approximated
all cosines related to ¢ fields to be 1 due to the hierarchy of vector-like masses in
Eq. (4.30). We obtain a similar Dirac mass matrix for neutrinos, to be discussed in the
next subsection.

Due to the fact that vector-like fermions are much heavier than SM fermions, the
fourth row and column, that we have intentionally ignored when writing Eqs. (4.31),
(4.32) and (4.33), can be decoupled from the 3 x 3 upper blocks, which we can diagonalise
via independent 2-3 transformations for each charged sector V34, Vik and Vi. Similar

c

transformations apply for SU(2)r singlet fermions u€, d°, e, in such a way that the

mass matrices in Eqs. (4.31), (4.32), (4.33) are diagonalised as

VQ%M:HVQ%CT = dl&g(o, me, mt) ) (434)
V2%MSHVZ%CT = dlag(07 ms, mb) ) (435)
VZ%MSHV;;T = diag(0, my,, m;) . (4.36)

The CKM matrix is then given by

1 0 0
dt u .d u od d u U od 1 0 0
Vo = VasVas = 0 C93Co3 1 523523 Co3823 —C23823 | = | 0 Vo Vu |.
0 — (033353 - 033333) 43095 + 533533 0 Vis Vi
(4.37)
We do not address the mixing involving the first family nor the C' P-violating phase since
so far first family fermions remain massless, as previously discussed. We are however

required to preserve Vi, as [21]
Vip = (40.8 £ 1.4) x 1073 ~ s — 525, (4.38)

where in the last step we have approximated the cosines to be 1. We will not fit Vi,
Vip and Vs up to the experimental precision, as corrections related to the first family
mixing (and C P-violating phase) are required.

In the following we explore the parameters in the mass matrices of Eqgs. (4.31),

(4.32), (4.33), and their impact over the diagonalisation of the mass matrices:

o In very good approximation, the mass of the top quark is given by the (3,3) entry
in the first matrix of Eq. (4.31), i.e.

UsSM

_ Q0 1
= 534943 Tttan 28 V2’

my ~ sSyls (Hy) (4.39)
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where we have applied (H;) = ayv, as per Eq. (4.18), with

1
vy = sin B8 = s (4.40)

V2 N \/1+tan_25 \@’

as in usual 2HDM. If we consider tan 8 ~ 10 and a,, ~ O(1), then we obtain

Q % USM _  USM

me & 334y43ﬁ =y ok (4.41)

From the expression above, it is clear that very large mixing s% ~ 1 is required

in order to preserve a natural yff?), and to avoid perturbativity issues in the top
Yukawa. Moreover, we will see that maximal values for 336?4 are also well motivated
by the Rp) anomaly, leading to a clear connection between B-physics and the

flavour puzzle only present in this model.

e In the bullet point above, the effective top Yukawa coupling in the Higgs basis
has been estimated as y; ~ 1. By following the same procedure, we can see that
all fermion masses can be accommodated with natural parameters. Remarkably,
we obtain that all the effective Yukawa couplings are SM-like in the Higgs basis,

explaining the observed pattern of SM Yukawa couplings at low energies.

e The mixing between left-handed quark fields arise mainly from the off-diagonal
(2,3) entry in the quark mass matrices, which is controlled by sgz. This mixing

can be estimated for each sector by the ratio of the (2,3) entry over the (3,3) entry,

ie.
q¢, H q° H
gy S ST L o1y, S ST o)
S34¥a3 (He) M s5Yaz (Hp) ™ (4.42)

obtained under the assumption sgz ~ sgi, which is reasonable given that both
are suppressed by the same scale M, f “ Therefore, the model predicts that Vg
originates mainly from the down sector, while the mixing in the up sector is small,
suppressed by the larger mass hierarchy of the up sector. The specific values of
the mixing angles can be different if we relax sgz ~ sgz, but the CKM remains

down-dominated in any case.

e The charged lepton sector follows a similar discussion as that of the quark sector.
If 33Q4 ~ 1, then s&, is expected to be large as well and we obtain (H,) ~ m..

Under the assumption s$; ~ s§, the charged lepton mixing is predicted as

c ¥
S54Yoy (H m
05, ~ 242)47% ~ L~ OVy). (4.43)
s5aYaz (He)  Mr

A particularly interesting situation arises when s§; > s$;, where a larger 65,

contributing to large atmospheric neutrino mixing is obtained. In this scenario,
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Field SU4)Ls SU(2)L su@2)L su@l, su@)lt sue)id Zs

—
—
—

P1,2,3 1 1 1 4 2 1 (-)s (+), ()
Y o3 1 1 1 4 1 2 (=), (), (+)
s 1 2 1 4 1 1 (+)
s 1 2 1 4 1 1 (+)
¢ 1 2 1 4 2 2 (+)
P 1 2 1 4 2 2 (+)
h 1 2 1 1 1 2 (-)
i 1 2 1 1 2 1 (+)
[ 1 1 2 1 1 2 (+)
SE 1 1 1 15 1 1 (+)

TABLE 4.2: Fields participating in the origin of first family fermion masses and mixing.

interesting signals in CLFV processes such as 7 — 3u or 7 — py arise, mediated
at tree-level by SU (4)535 gauge bosons. This is obtained if xff; > wff; , without the

need of any tuning.

o Unlike private Higgs models [348-351], the personal Higgs VEVs are not hierar-
chical, all of order 1-10 GeV, with the exception of the top one whose VEV is
approximately that of the SM Higgs doublet, as discussed above. The reason is
that the fermion mass hierarchies arise from the hierarchies Sg)4 > 5126: , s}fi , which
find their natural origin in the messenger dominance MZ} < MZ’C of Eq. (4.30).
The latter simultaneously leads to dominantly left-handed leptoquark currents,

which is an interesting connection only present in our model.

4.2.4 First family fermion masses and comments about neutrino masses

So far we have shown how the masses and mixing of second and third family fermions
arise in the twin PS model, via dynamics connected to the SU(4)%Lg group broken at
the TeV scale. The first family remains massless so far, protected by an accidental
U(1) symmetry. In this section we introduce small breaking of such symmetry via
dynamics connected to the second PS group SU (4)11[!3, broken at a much higher scale
Mmuign 2 1 PeV. In this sense, our model is a multi-scale theory of flavour where
the different flavour hierarchies are explained by hierarchical NP scales, in the spirit
of other theories of flavour such as [3,114-121], which are commonly connected with
the B-anomalies as well. However, all those alternative theories require the family
decomposition of the SM group to obtain an approximate U(2)° flavour symmetry (see
Section 1.9.3). In contrast, our model achieves the same goals without the need of
family decomposing the SM nor claiming U(2)?, but rather via mixing between SM and
vector-like fermions controlled by the mechanism of messenger dominance [171], this
way providing an alternative and novel approach to connect the B-anomalies with the

origin of the flavour structure of the SM.
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In order to explain first family masses, we add an extra family of vector-like fermions
that we call the “fifth” family, transforming in the fundamental of SU(4)Hs but being
a singlet under SU(4)Ls. We also introduce a non-standard Higgs field, as shown in
Table 4.2. This choice ensures that the new vector-like family will mix with chiral
fermions, including the first family, without providing couplings of the first family to
the TeV scale SU (4){;5 gauge bosons that are relevant for B-physics.

We also introduce a discrete symmetry Zs to distinguish the first family and the
new Higgs h, in order to achieve a texture zero in the (1,1) entry of the effective Yukawa
matrices. Such a texture has been suggested to explain the empirical relation Vs ~
Vma/ms [352], delivering a Cabibbo angle that mostly originates from mixing in the

down sector. The new terms in the renormalisable Lagrangian are
L5 = yshtorf + ys s + ais@uts + ah PEQUS + Mywss + Mg USug, (4.44)

plus h.c., where ¢ = 2,3. Note that ® gets a VEV spontaneously breaking SU (2)£ and
SU (2)? down to their diagonal subgroup at very high energies. We can arrange these

couplings in matrix form along with those of Eq. (4.21), obtaining

vEoows s v Ya Y§ s
1| 0 0 0 0 0 yish 0
Ys] 0 0 0 yHH 0 0 ahd

At | vsl 0 0 0 yyH =3¢ 0 xyd (4.45)

AR 0 yhH 0 M 0 0
g 0wl @ M{T 0 0 0
vs| yhh 0 0 o 0o 0 M
9l 0 ahd ah® 0 0 M0

Assuming (h),(P) < Mg’ Y effective Yukawa couplings for the first family can be

extracted in the mass insertion approximation as

U s U5 U W5 s
u ) c c o
Efffk’gx‘q’: vil Ow ¥ 00 %th Y1 0 Z/ibsxgz 9%595?3 <¢>ch+h.c.,
Yo 1'12/)5y%)1 0 0| M o] 0 0 0 M
Y3| 3505 0 0 P3| 0 0 0
(4.46)

which needs to be added to the matrix in Eq. (4.29) in order to obtain the full set of
effective Yukawa couplings. One can see that such effective Yukawa couplings provide
masses for the first family, and their hierarchical smallness with respect to the second

and third family fermions can be explained if we extend the messenger dominance in
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Eq. (4.30) to include the fifth family,

(@) (D) () (0)
af M S M S

<1. (4.47)

In this manner, the hierarchies of quark and charged lepton masses in the SM Yukawa
couplings are re-expressed as the hierarchy of scales in Eq. (4.47). This is not just
a reparameterisation of the hierarchies, since it involves extra dynamics and testable
experimental predictions, such as the vector-like fermion spectrum with Mf ~ 1 TeV
as motivated to explain the Rp.) anomalies.

The Higgs h decomposes at low energies as a type II 2HDM, where h,, ~ (1,2, —1/2)
and hg ~ (1,2,1/2) get effective VEVs like the personal Higgs as (h,) = €,(H,) and
(hg) = eq(Hg). These VEVs split the up-quark and down-quark masses, which would
otherwise be degenerate due to the twin PS symmetry. However, the down-quark mass
and the electron mass remain degenerate so far. They can be split simply by introducing
a Higgs transforming in the adjoint representation of SU(4)Hy, &15 ~ (15,1,1)y, that
gets a VEV to split the masses of the fifth family fermions. This allows to write the
couplings

LI D AV ehsipsérs + AV YEders + he. (4.48)

These couplings result in quark-lepton mass splittings proportional to the generator
TH = diag(1,1,1,-3)/(2v/6) leading to different contributions to the fifth family quark

and lepton masses,

AV (€15) A (€15)
ME =My 2500 L= Y 32 BB 4.49
5 T 56 5 5 /6 (4.49)
c c ’[’bc c c ¢C
ME =M+ A" 1s) e = M} _ 32 ) (4.50)

2V6

If the mass terms proportional to (£15) dominate over the original mass terms, then
they can be responsible for the smallness of the electron mass compared to the down-
quark mass. Notice that the VEV (£15) breaks SU (4)gs at very high scales, providing
a natural suppression for the first family masses. We also mention that an alternative
mechanism was presented in [169], where the mass of the fifth family is split via a non-
renormalisable operator containing the Higgs H’ and ﬁ/, which then combine into an
adjoint of SU(4)Hy as discussed in [353] to give the desired splitting proportional to
TH.

Finally we comment on the origin of neutrino masses in our model. In principle,
neutrinos get a Dirac mass matrix similar to that of up-type quarks, hence predicting

my,. = my as usual in Pati-Salam models, along with a hierarchical pattern of neutrino

masses with small mixing. However, the singlet neutrinos v can get a further Majorana
mass matrix via non-renormalisable operators containing the Higgs H’ and H' that break

SU(4)Hy. By means of adding a Zg family symmetry broken by a Majoron scalar, it was
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shown in [169] that the tiny masses of active neutrinos can be obtained via a type I seesaw
mechanism featuring single right-handed neutrino dominance [354, 355]. One right-
handed neutrino is much heavier than the others, getting a mass at the heavy scale (H')
which has to be close to the GUT scale in order to explain the tiny neutrino masses. The
hierarchies of Majorana masses for right-handed neutrinos then cancel the hierarchies of
the Dirac neutrino matrix, allowing to reproduce the PMNS mixing matrix with large
mixing angles. Note that this type of mechanism are common in Pati-Salam models.
However, we will see later that the explanation of the B-anomalies pushes the twin
PS model close to the boundary of the perturbative domain, requiring that SU (4){315 is
broken not far above 1 PeV. This seems in tension with (H’) ~ 10'6 GeV as in the seesaw
mechanism of [169], suggesting the implementation of a low scale seesaw mechanism.
Given that in our model the origin of neutrino masses is independent of the low-energy
phenomenology explaining the B-anomalies, we leave a further discussion about the
origin of neutrino masses for the future. In a similar manner, given that the origin of
first family masses is related to dynamics at the very heavy scale of SU(4)§DIS breaking,
with negligible impact for low-energy phenomenology, in the rest of this chapter we will

neglect first family fermion masses and focus on B-physics phenomenology.

4.2.5 The low energy theory Gj32;

In this section we shall discuss the G301 theory that breaks down to the SM symmetry
group at low energies G4321 — Gsm, achieved via the scalars ¢3(4,3,1 @ 3,—1/6) and
¢1(4,1,1 ® 3,1/2) developing the VEVs

7o 0
(¢3) = el o= o |- (4.51)
0 0
V2 v
0 0 0 NG

where v1, v3 < 1TeV, and analogously for ¢3 and ¢; developing VEVs 3 and 71, leading
to the symmetry breaking of G4301 down to the SM gauge group,

SU4)bg x SUB) x SU@2)IH x U(1)yr — SU(3). x SU(2)p, x U(1)y . (4.52)

Here SU(4)%¢ is broken to SU(3)L x U(1)§_; (at the level of fermion representations,
vector-like quarks and leptons are split 4/ — (3,1/6)! @ (1,—1/2)!), with SU(3)! x
SU(3)IT further broken to the diagonal subgroup SU(3)!*1!  identified as SM QCD.
On the other hand, SU(2)1™! remains as the SM SU(2)1. The abelian generators are
broken to SM hypercharge U(1)y given by Y = TL , +Y' = TL , + TH , + TI5.
The physical massive scalar spectrum includes a real colour octet, three SM singlets and
a complex scalar transforming as (3,1,2/3). The heavy gauge boson spectrum includes
a vector leptoquark Ul' ~ (3,1,2/3), a colour octet gL ~ (8,1,0) also identified as

coloron, and a ZL ~ (1,1,0). The heavy gauge bosons arise from the different steps of
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the symmetry breaking,

SUAELy = SUB)IxUu),_,  =U"3,1,2/3), (4.53)
SUB)x SUEB) — SUB)ITT = 4,(8,1,0), (4.54)
UL, xUQ1)y = U1y = Z,,(1,1,0). (4.55)

The gauge boson masses resulting from the symmetry breaking in Eq. (4.30) are a

generalisation of the results in [267,345],

1
My, = \ﬁgﬂ/v% + UgQ, )
My =/ g% + g3vs, (4.56)

V3 2 1
MZ/:7 gi+§g% v%—i—gvg,

where we have assumed U3 ~ vs and ©; ~ vy for simplicity. The mass of the coloron
depends only on v3, and the scenario v3 > v leads to the approximate relation M, =~
V/2My,. This way the coloron, which suffers from stronger high-py constraints, can be
slightly heavier than the vector leptoquark, as the latter is the only one required to be
light in order to explain the Rp~ anomalies.

In the original interaction basis, the heavy gauge bosons couple to left-handed

fermions (including VL left-handed fermions) via the interactions®
% (Qi"La +hc.) Uy + e, (4.57)
949 93
j ( LT Qu — gi’QI&“T"Qi> 9 (4.58)
4
V3agagy (1 4 Loy 9% o 9% i /
ﬁ? 8@40'#@4 — 5[/40'“.[/4 — @Q,LO"MQZ + TQEL,LO'#LZ Z/J . (459)

Similar couplings are obtained for right-handed fermions, although the small mixing
between right-handed fermions and VL fermions heavily suppresses the couplings of
Uy to right-handed fermions. This is not a trivial result, as these mixing angles are
small because they are connected to the origin of second family fermion masses (see
Section 4.2.3). Therefore, the couplings of U; to right-handed fermions can be safely
neglected. This way, the U; couplings will be dominantly left-handed, which can alleviate
the stringent bounds from high-pr searches, in contrast to the alternative models in the
literature based on the family decomposition of the SM [115-117,119,120]. Similar
couplings are obtained for the VL partners in the conjugate representations, however
those couplings are irrelevant for the phenomenology since the conjugate partners do not

mix with the SM fermions. The couplings of the coloron and Z’ to chiral fermions remain

3Notice that we continue working in the 2-component notation introduced in Appendix A
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FIGURE 4.3: Diagram in the model which leads to the effective U; couplings in the
mass insertion approximation.

flavour universal, in contrast to the left-handed sector, hence providing no meaningful
phenomenology for flavour processes.

The gauge couplings of SU(3). and U(1)y are given by

o= 9198 PR (4.60)

S g Vo + 2
where g4 32,1 are the gauge couplings of G4321. The scenario g4 > g32,1 is well motivated
from the phenomenological point of view, since here the flavour universal couplings of
light fermions to the heavy Z’ and ¢’ are suppressed by the ratios ¢1/g4 and g3/94,
which will inhibit the direct production of these states at the LHC. In this scenario,
the relations above yield the simple expressions gs ~ g3 and gy ~ g1 for the SM gauge
couplings.

A key feature of the gauge boson couplings in Eqgs. (4.57-4.59) is that, while the
coloron 9;@ and the ZL couple to all chiral and vector-like quarks and leptons, the vector
leptoquark Uj" only couples to the fourth family vector-like fermions. However, the
couplings in Eqs. (4.57-4.59) are written in the original interaction basis. We shall

perform the transformation to the decoupling basis (primed) as per Eq. (4.23),

Leee — % T Viatdiag (0,0,0,1) Vi{ LU, + hee., (4.61)
where «, 8 = 1,..,4 and the indices of the matrices are implicit. We obtain an effective

coupling for the third family due to mixing with the fourth family,

cEee — %Q'}&Hdiag(o, 0, s$s5) LiU, + hie., (4.62)
where we have omitted the fourth column and row for simplicity. The diagrams in
Fig. 4.3 are illustrative, however it must be remembered that the mass insertion approx-
imation is not accurate here due to the heavy top mass, instead we have to work in the
large mixing angle formalism as presented in Section 4.2.3. In principle, the couplings in
Eq. (4.62) can simultaneously contribute to both LFU ratios Ry« and R once the
further 2-3 transformations required to diagonalise the quark and lepton mass matrices

are taken into account. At low energies, these transformations provide different effective

4 Although these couplings can be relevant for direct production at high-pr of the coloron and Z'.
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U; couplings for the different components of the SU(2)r, doublets®,

0 0 0
gauge _ 94 .- Q L .u -~
L u
0 0 sgys3ycys
0 0 0
94 5t Q L .d e Q. .L .d e A
+ ==diot | 0 $34534893853 S34834893¢53 | €;U1, +h.c.
V2 0 s skcd.sc, s sk cd,cs
34534C23523  534534C23C23

It is clear now that the effective leptoquark couplings that contribute to LFU ratios
arise due to the same mixing effects which diagonalise the mass matrices of the model,
yielding mass terms for the SM fermions. Therefore, the flavour puzzle and the B-
physics anomalies are dynamically and parametrically connected in this model, leading
to a predictive framework.

Following the same methodology, we obtain the coloron and Z’ couplings in the

basis of mass eigenstates,

ceavee — 9495 gt gpua (4.64)
g g3 '
92
K 2 20 2 20
X 0 - (053) i—% + (.93@43%3) <s3Q4> 5354, djgy +(d—u),
2 2 2 2
0 (3:?4) 593¢33 <3§240§l3) - (C:%;Cg:s) 5*%
V3 gagy 5
E%a;thge I d‘ifo_u (465)
V2 g1
i 0 0
993
2 2 2 2 .
X 0o - <05l3) 9%15 +3 (33Q43§l3) 3 (3??4) $93C93 djZy, 4 (d = u) ,
2 2 2
1 1
0 6 (33Q4> 593¢33 6 (33Q4Cgs) - (03Q40§3) ggjlz
o _ V3910¥ 1o (4.66)
Z'e \/§ g1 %
97
@ 2 ’ 2 02
2 .
X 0 (c53) 39713 -3 (5§43§3) —3 (3§4) $53C53 &jZy, + (e —v) .
2 2 2 2
0 ~3 (3§4) 53353 —3 (854053) + (054053) 307

The flavour-violating couplings of U; in Eq. (4.63) are all proportional to mixing
between chiral fermions. In principle, such mixing is of order V in the down sector, and

of order 0.1V, in the up sector (see the discussion in Section 4.2.3). The small mixing

®Notice that first family fermions get couplings to U; as well via powers of small CKM-like mixing
angles, such that they are suppressed enough to be neglected for the phenomenology.
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in the up sector leads to a small Uy 2-3 coupling, possibly too small for R .), however
a deeper analysis is required as we shall see in the next few sections. Moreover, flavour-
violating couplings involving the coloron and Z’ could be sizable in the 2-3 down sector,
since the CKM mostly originates from the down sector in this model. We shall study
whether this is compatible or not with the stringent constraints coming from B, — B,

meson mixing observables.

4.3 Matching the twin Pati-Salam model to the SMEFT

In order to systematically study the low-energy phenomenology of the twin Pati-Salam
model, here we include the set of 4-fermion operators obtained at tree-level after inte-

grating out the heavy Uy, Z’ and ¢/,

2 (1)198i3 T (1)12B%3 apij apBij
£4—frmin:_|:0 Ql + Q
i == 2= [ Q2]+ ][]
LA L @) 9L T ()] 0k aBoX aB6X
+HE@) Q]+ ] Q] + e a1 L e
where we have chosen latin indices for quark flavours and greek indices for lepton
flavours. The SMEFT operators above can be matched to the LEFT via the formalism
introduced in Appendix D, and then they enter directly in the expressions for low-energy

observables introduced in Chapter 2. In our model, the Wilson coefficients are given by

oBij _ g 1 .
)] cwmﬁjﬂ 207Eii€ap G| = SCuBaBys. (468)
zgkl 1 ijkl 1
[ i } CyKilkjk — 6Cg//€ij/€kz + Cz&ij&ki » [052)] = ZCg/Hizﬁjk, (4.69)
[Cy]*P = C'Zfaﬁ&s/\ ; (4.70)

where we have defined

¢y — 9% | _ 9195 vy Cpr — PIA9Y Y (4.71)

AMZ 295 M2 4g? M2,
We consider all the fields in (4.67) to be mass eigenstates, as the effects of fermion
mixing are encoded into the Ui (Bia), ¢’ (kij) and Z' (&;;,€ap3) couplings given in
Egs. (4.63-4.66) for the simplified model. For the extended model of Section 4.5, the

same set of SMEFT operators applies, just changing the expressions for the couplings
by those of Egs. (4.110), (4.112), (4.116-4.118).

4.4 Phenomenology of the simplified model

4.4.1 Ry and Rpe

New contributions to the R and Ry« ratios arise in our model via tree-level con-
tributions mediated by the U; vector leptoquark as in Fig. 4.4, see also the SMEFT
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FIGURE 4.4: U;-mediated tree-level diagrams contributing to b — spu (left panel) and
b — crv (right panel).

matching of the model in the previous section, along with the expressions for R .) and
Ry given in Chapter 2. After integrating out U, we observe the following scaling in

terms of mixing angles of the model,

‘ARD(*)

2
x (s§453Q4) S93Chs (4.72)

2
ARg| oc (s515)) " (s53)" 358 (4.73)

From Eq. (4.72) it can be seen that our contribution to R, is proportional to the
mixing angle 6%;. Such angle is naturally small in our model, roughly O(0.1V,;) as
per Eq. (4.42), due to the fact that the CKM originates mostly from the down sector.
As a consequence, the contribution to R is suppressed. On the other hand, the
contribution of Uy to Ry is further suppressed by the O(V,;) mixing angles 64, and
055, for a total expected suppression of O(V3).

4.4.2 B, — B, mixing

Flavour-violating couplings involving the coloron and Z’ could be sizable in the 2-3 down
sector, since the CKM originates mostly from the down sector in this model. The general
description of B, — B, mixing in terms of effective operators is included in Section 2.3.4.
Given that the flavour-violating couplings in our model are dominantly left-handed, after
integrating out the heavy gauge bosons we obtain effective contributions to C:Ifs only.
The bounds are highly constraining over this model because both the coloron and
7' mediate tree-level contributions to AM;, which interfere positively with the SM
prediction, while the latter is already larger than the experimental result. We estimate
that, in order to satisfy the bound AMNP/AMSM < 0.11 (95% CL), the 2-3 down-quark

mixing needs to satisfy ‘3%‘ < 0.1V, if the 3-4 mixing is maximal 336;24 ~ 1.
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FIGURE 4.5: Left: Regions compatible with Rp.) and Ry (2022 and 2021 data) in
the plane (33Q4, 534), the heavy gauge boson masses are fixed as depicted in the panel.
Right: Regions compatible with Ry and Ry (2022 and 2021 data) in the plane
({¢1),(¢3)), which allows to explore the spectrum of heavy gauge boson masses. The

mixing angles are fixed as depicted in the plot. In both panels the blue regions are
excluded by the AM; bound, see Eq. (2.36).

4.4.3 Parameter space of the simplified model

As anticipated in the previous sections, the contribution of the vector leptoquark to the
R +) anomalies is strongly suppressed by a naturally small mixing angle 055 ~ m./my,
leading to a suppression of 0(0.1Vy). In Fig. 4.5a it can be seen that for a typical
benchmark mass My, = 3TeV, a large s43 > 4V, is needed in order to give a significant
contribution to the Rj) anomaly, provided that the 3-4 mixing is maximal.

The contribution to R (. also suffers from an overall suppression of O(V3). We can
go beyond the natural value of 63, by increasing the mixing angle sy (i.e. increasing the
fundamental Yukawa xéﬂc , or reducing the VL mass M, f C), which controls the overall size
of the off-diagonal (2,3) entry in the effective mass matrices of Egs. (4.31) and (4.32).
This way, we can explore the parameter space of larger 2-3 mixing angles, provided that
the experimental value of V,;, is preserved through Eq. (4.38), which relates both quark
mixings 0%, and 6%;. We further assume S3Q4 = sk and sd; = s§3 for simplicity, both
assumptions are well motivated due to the underlying twin Pati-Salam symmetry.

Our results are depicted in Fig. 4.5a for a spectrum of heavy gauge boson masses
compatible with high-pp searches (see Section 4.6.8). We find that for the given bench-
mark, a small region of the parameter space is compatible with the 2022 data of Ry (),
however the 1o region of R is not compatible with AM,. This version of the model
was already unable to explain the 2021 data of both LFU anomalies due to the large
constraints from tree-level Z’ and coloron contributions to AM,.

In Fig. 4.5b we have varied the VEVs of ¢3 and ¢1, effectively exploring the pa-

rameter space of gauge boson masses, in line with Eq. (4.56). However, we find that
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the stringent constraints from AM; are only alleviated when (¢3) > 8 TeV, which cor-
responds to a coloron with mass My 2 50TeV and a vector leptoquark with mass
My, =z 34 TeV, too heavy to address Rp).

We conclude that the model in this simplified version is over-constrained by large
tree-level contributions to AM; mediated by the coloron and Z’. Such FCNCs arise due
to the 2-3 CKM mixing having its origin in the down sector. Moreover, the same small
2-3 mixing angles suppress the contribution of the model to Rp.). However, we shall
show that the proper flavour structure to be compatible with all data is achieved in the
extended version of the model presented in Section 4.5, which is successful to address

the B-anomalies.

4.5 Extending the simplified twin Pati-Salam theory of

flavour

In this section we present an extended version of the simplified twin Pati-Salam model,
featuring extra matter content and a discrete flavour symmetry. This new version can
achieve the proper flavour structure required to be compatible with all data, solving the
problems of the simplified twin Pati-Salam model discussed in Section 4.2. Firstly, we
will introduce the extended version of the model. Secondly, we will revisit the diagonal-
isation of the mass matrix, leading to the fermion masses and to the new couplings with
the heavy gauge bosons. Finally, we will study the phenomenology, showing that the
model is compatible with all data while predicting promising signals in flavour-violating

observables, rare B-decays and high-pr searches.

4.5.1 New matter content and discrete flavour symmetry

As firstly identified in [268], when one considers a 4321 model with all chiral fermions
transforming as SU(4) singlets (fermiophobic framework), three vector-like fermion fam-
ilies can achieve the proper flavour structure to explain the B-anomalies. Such flavour
structure can provide a GIM-like suppression of FCNCs, along with large leptoquark
couplings that can contribute to the LFU ratios. Hence, as depicted in Table 4.3, we
extend now the simplified model by two extra vector-like families, to a total of three

vector-like families charged under SU(4)%,

¢4,5,6(47 27 17 17 17 1)(1,1704) 7@4,5,6(17 §> 17 17 17 1)(1,1,043) ’
- B (4.74)
¢Z75,6(47 17 2a ]-a 17 1)(1,1,04) ’wc4,5,6(47 17 27 17 17 1)(1,1,043) )
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Field SU4)Lg SU©2) SU©2)L SUu@lH, su@)it su@)l Zy
V123 1 1 1 4 2 1 a, 1,1
Yo 3 1 1 1 4 1 2 a, o?, 1
Y456 4 2 1 1 1 1 1,1, «
Va5 4 2 1 1 1 1 1,1, a3
V556 4 1 2 1 1 1 L1«
V56 4 1 2 1 1 1 1,1, a3
¢ 4 2 1 4 2 1 1
o, ¢ 4 1 2 4 1 2 1, o?
H 4 2 1 4 1 2 1
H 4 1 2 4 2 1 1
H' 1 1 1 4 1 2 1
H 1 1 1 4 1 2 1
@ 1 2 1 1 2 1 1
P 1 1 2 1 1 2 1
Q15 15 1 1 1 1 1 1

TABLE 4.3: The field content under Glyy x GIL, x Z4, see the main text for details.
Fields transform under Z4 via powers of o = €?™/2. We do not include here extra content
related to the origin of first family fermion masses and mixing, which is discussed in
Section 4.2.4.

where it can be seen that the so-called fourth, fifth® and sixth VL families originate from
the first Pati-Salam group, being singlets under the second. They are indistinguishable
under the twin Pati-Salam symmetry in Eq. (4.4), however a newly introduced Z4 flavour
symmetry discriminates the sixth family from the fourth and fifth, via different powers
of the Z, charge a = ¢™/2. This way, the total symmetry group of the high energy
model is extended to

The new Z,4 discrete symmetry is introduced for phenomenological purposes, as it will
prevent fine-tuning, reduce the total number of parameters of the model and protect from
FCNCs involving the first family of SM-like chiral fermions. Moreover, Z4 will simplify
the diagonalisation of the full mass matrices and preserve the success of the effective
Yukawa couplings for SM fermions given in Section 4.2.3, with specific modifications.
The origin of the chiral fermion families is still the second Pati-Salam group, however

now they transform in a non-trivial way under Zq4,

w1,2,3(17 1,1:4,2, 1)(04,1,1) ) ¢§,273(17 1,1; Z? 175)(a,a2,1) : (476)

5Note that we have relabeled the fifth VL family in this section with respect to the fifth family of the
simplified model that provides first family fermion masses and mixing, which should then be relabeled
to a different notation in the extended model. However, since the presence of this family does not induce
any couplings to SU(4)55 gauge bosons, it has no low-energy phenomenological implications and we
shall omit it throughout this section.
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Finally, the scalar content is extended by an additional scalar €215 which transforms in
the adjoint representation of SU(4)Lg, whose VEV (Qy5) = T{;v15 splits the vector-like
masses of quarks and leptons, where T = diag(1,1,1,—3)/(2V6).

We also include an additional copy of the Yukon ¢, denoted as ¢, featuring o?
charge under Z4. The simplified Lagrangian in Eq. (4.7) is extended by the new matter

content to

Lren =y Hpl + yiy Hbath§ + ol i, + 2y DS + xls psovs
+ ed1 g + iy DEOVS + Miytbathy + MYy w505 + Mgtbeths + Mg U§Ug
+ N2 50atba + A5 v66 + MNEQusSvs + N850 + hec.
(4.77)

where i = 2,3 and a,b = 4,5 (terms ¢ = 1 and a, b = 6 forbidden by Z4). The symmetry
breaking and the decomposition of the various fields proceeds just like in the simplified
model, see Section 4.2.2, however the VEVs of the additional scalars ¢/ and Q15 play a
role in the spontaneous breaking of the 4321 symmetry, and the corresponding gauge

boson masses become (assuming v 3 & U1 3 ~ v’1.3 for simplicit
) ) ) Yy

1 4
My, = 2g4\/3v% + 3v§ + 30%5 ,

V3
My = E\/gz + g3vs, (4.78)

1 /3 2 /

4.5.2 Effective Yukawa couplings in the extended model

In this section, we diagonalise the full mass matrix of the extended model, following
the same procedure as in Section 4.2.3, but including the extra matter content of the
extended model. We may write the mass terms and couplings in Eq. (4.77) asa 9 x 9

matrix in flavour space (we also define 9-dimensional vectors as 1, and (o] below),
156 = o MYY5 +h 4.79
4,56 — ¢a 7/15 +h.c., ( : )

Vo= (1 Yo 3 s s Y U] YE TC;)Ty (4.80)
U= (Y v U5 U5 YE W Pa s Us ) (4.81)
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I S T SN U5 Y6
1| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0zl
o] 0 0 0 WH ¢H 0 0 a%é 0
¥ 0 0 0 yuH ypH 0 ahie al 0
A | vl 0 o yhH 0o 0o 0o M ML o0
ws| 0 0 yhH 0o 0 0 MY, MZ* o0 |
vg| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 MZ*
o0 e d ahd ML ME 0 0 0
e o alF ale MY ML 0 0 0 0
T T 0 0 0 MY 0 0 0
(4.82)

where the diagonal mass parameters Mﬁ’é&% are split for quarks and leptons due to
the VEV of Q15,

2v/6 2v/6

where a = 4,5,6. Similar equations are obtained for the ¢ sector, however in the ¢

ML =MY —3

aa — aa

Mg, = Mg, +

aa —

(4.83)

sector the mass splitting is minimal due to (€15) being of order a few hundreds GeV
while MY, are much heavier due to a generalisation of the messenger dominance in
Eq. (4.97). The zeros in Eq. (4.82) are enforced by the Z4 symmetry, except for the zero
in the (2,7) entry which is obtained by rotating 2 and 13, without loss of generality
thanks to the zeros in the upper 3 x 3 block (see Section 3.3.3 and the discussion therein).

The matrix in Eq. (4.82) features three different mass scales, the Higgs VEVs (H)
and (H), the Yukon VEVs (¢), (¢), (¢/) and the vector-like mass terms M;% and M:fbc.
We can block diagonalise the matrix above by taking advantage of the different mass

scales. Firstly, we diagonalise the 2 x 2 sub-blocks containing the heavy masses M;@ and

,‘Z)c
Mab’
M2 0 M2 MY -
o |=VEl L v (4.84)
0 M5 M54 M55
Mf 0 L[ ME M Tt
— V45 " ‘/2157
0 Mf Mg, M

and similarly in the ¢ sector. The 4-5 rotations above just redefine the elements in
the 4th, 5th, 7th and 8th rows and columns of the full mass matrix, leaving the upper
3 x 3 blocks unchanged (plus we are allowed to introduce now the zero in the (2,7)

entry by performing the rotation of ¥ and 13). Then we perform a further sequence
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of rotations to go to the decoupling basis, where no large elements appear apart from
the diagonal heavy masses (i.e. those terms in the seventh, eighth and ninth rows and
columns involving the fields ¢ and ¢ are all absorbed into a redefinition of the heavy
masses), and we obtain a block-diagonal matrix similar to that of Eq. (4.22) but enlarged
with the fifth and sixth vector-like families. The total set of unitary transformations is
given by

Vy = ViV VsV Vis Vi (4.85)

Ve = Vig Vi Vi Vi Vo Vi Vi = Vi Vi (4.86)

The mixing angles controlling the unitary transformations can be obtained in the large
mixing angle formalism (see Section 4.2.3) as

S34 = x <f3> ) 53%4 = <(Zl> ) (4.87)
V(@ (0a)" + (2)° et ¢1> L
s = Ty <Z’3> sk = <¢2’1> : (4.88)
Vit 00)” + ()" V(e 020)" +
SBQS _ C3Q43735 <¢3> 7 855 _ 0341'35 <¢1> 7
V (Bt (63))° + (a8 (0s))° + (M2)? V(s (60)° + (a3 (00)° + (ME)?
(4.89)
SlQG _ qupfi <¢3> ’ 51L6 _ qupG <¢1> 7 (490)
V(s (65))° + (M) V(s 00))® + (a1f)?
Sgi _ , if2 <2¢T3> —, 552 _ m42 <¢1> — (4.91)
V(s @) + () V(s @) + ()
ng _ ng <%> ng _ :Ifjf; <$1>
V(@% @9) + (2% 39)° + (M) V(@ @0)* + (a3 @0)° + (M)
(4.92)
W@ = /(2 (00)” + (M), it =/ (at (60) + (M (4.93)
W2 =\ (b (6) + (@ (60)" + (M8)°, NEE =\ (ath (0) + (x35 (61))" + (ME)?, (4.99)
312 =/ (et (0 + (127, st = (et o0))” + (00 (4.95)
38 = (@l @) + (o @)+ (M) W = (et B0) + (mzfg‘ @)+ (M{)".
(4.96)

The transformations in the ¢ sector shown in Eq. (4.86) can be described by VgﬁCVQﬁC
in good approximation, whose mixing angles are given above. This approximation is
accurate as far as the mixing involving the 5th and 6th ¢ fields is further suppressed by
a generalisation of the messenger dominance in Eq. (4.30) to three vector-like families,
namely

ME" < ME" ~ ME" < MY, < MY, MY . (4.97)

The hierarchy above will preserve most features of the simplified model, including large

third family Yukawa couplings arising from mixing with 4 fermions, and small second
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family Yukawa couplings arising from mixing with ¢§ fermions. The couplings of U
to chiral fermions will remain dominantly left-handed, since the couplings to ¢ chiral
fermions (or equivalently right-handed fermions) will remain suppressed by small mixing
angles. On the other hand, the hierarchy M4Q4’L < M5Q5’L will provide hierarchical
couplings of U to third family and second family fermions, so we anticipate a small
contribution to Ry () and a large contribution to Ry .

We obtain the effective Yukawa couplings for SM fermions by applying the set of
unitary transformations in Eqgs. (4.85) and (4.86) to the upper 6 x 6 block of Eq. (4.82),
in the same way as in Eq. (4.27). In this basis (primed), the mass matrix for each
charged sector reads (assuming a small l’g%, see Section 4.6.3 for the motivation, and

approximating cosines in the ¢¢ sector to be 1),

ultlz u/g ulg u/i u/g u/zc))
10 0 0 110 0 0
gff: Q/l’ O 0 <Ht>+ Q/l’ Q q° w Q ¢° w <Hc>+h.c.,
Q| §25Y53 Q| 0 C25524Y24  C95934Y24
Q51 0 0 s3ys Q51 0 3y 5%4934 C34 5%4@34
4.98
d/(lj d/g d/g dli: dlg d/g ( )
! /
d 0 0 0 0 0 0
M = | @l O |y + | 0 0 | +he.,
Q) 0 0 s35ys3 Q3 0 Co5524Y24  C25534Y24
Q31 0 0 s3yss Q51 0 0343341/34 0345343/34 1,99
6/? e/g e/g 6/% 6/% elg ( ’ )
L'l 0o 0 0 L 0 0 0
a=| 4 D famy e 0 O O ) e
ol 00 5%52/%3 o 0 0%55%13%4 0%533213/%}4
3 00 534Y43 3 0 C34554Y34  C34554Y34
(4.100)

which are diagonalised by 2-3 rotations, and the CKM matrix is obtained via Eq. (4.37).
The first family masses and mixings can be obtained by adding a heavier family of vector-
like fermions that originates from the second PS group, as shown in Section 4.2.4,
however this has no implications for low-energy phenomenology. The mass matrices
above are of similar form to Eqs. (4.31), (4.32), (4.33), just featuring an extra off-
diagonal component in the (2,3) entry of the first matrix in each sector, arising from
mixing with the 5th family. This new term can be used to partially cancel the down-
quark 2-3 mixing while simultaneously enhancing the up-quark mixing to preserve the

CKM, involving a mild tuning:

o Let us impose that the total (2,3) entry in the down-quark mass matrix is small,
i.e.

s \yé@,! (Hp) + cFs,95, (H) ~ 0. (4.101)

Following the discussion of Section 4.2.3, a natural benchmark is (H,) ~ m; and

ngyéﬁ (Hg) =~ mg, hence

m
—8% ’yg@,‘mb—l—ms ~0= ‘yé@,‘ =0 =

. (4.102)
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On the other hand, the mixing angle 5525 is very relevant for the B-decays and
related phenomenology, and we obtain the typical value 3525 ~ 0.2 in Section 4.6,
featuring another connection between the flavour puzzle and B-physics in our

model. With this input, we obtain
\ygf’gl ~ 0(0.1). (4.103)

In particular, the benchmark in Table 4.5 suppresses the down mixing with the
choice y;fg = —0.3, obtaining s¢; ~ O(10~3) which is enough to control the strin-

gent constraints from Bs — B, meson mixing (see Section 4.4.2).

e At the same time that ygjg partially cancels the down mixing, it leads to large up
mixing which preserves the CKM. Let us now estimate the 2-3 mixing in the up
sector as the ratio of the (2,3) entry over the (3,3) entry in the up-quark mass

matrix,

—5525 ‘ygsl (Hy) + c§5sg4y§4 (He) _ 52Q5 ‘yé@,‘ (Hy) +me

Q| v
~ S35 |Ysz| ~ O(Va)
5?%13/}1&3 (Hy) it ) ‘

(4.104)
where we have considered yff?) =1, 33?4 ~ 1, as required to explain the top mass (see
the discussion in the first bullet point in Section 4.2.3) and we have neglected the
m./my small factor. This way, we have taken advantage of the new contribution
via the 5th family (and of the different hierarchies m./m; and ms/mys) to cancel

the dangerous down-quark mixing while preserving the CKM via up-quark mixing.

e The situation in the lepton sector is similar due to Pati-Salam universality of the

parameters, i.e.

—sg ‘ygg‘ (Hr) + C%5S§Zy§p4 (Hp) _ —s55 ’yépg‘ (Hr) +my,

5§4y}f3 (Hr) mr

~ shs yss| ~ O(Vay)

(4.105)
However, the leptonic mixing angles SSZ and sgz are smaller than the quark ones if
we assume the phenomenological relation (¢3) > (¢1). This leads to (H,) being
above the scale of the muon mass, which predicts a quick growth of lepton mixing
in the scenario s§, > s$;. This can be easily achieved in natural benchmarks. In
this scenario, interesting signals arise in LF'V processes such as 7 — 3p or 7 — vy,

mediated at tree-level by the Z’ boson, see Section 4.6.4.
Other than the bullet points above, the mass matrices in Eqs. (4.98), (4.99), (4.100)
lead to similar predictions as those of the simplified model in Section 4.2.3.
4.5.3 Vector-fermion interactions in the extended model

In this section we shall compute the vector-fermion couplings involving the heavy gauge

bosons Uy, ¢’, Z' for the extended twin Pati-Salam model. We omit the couplings of the
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vector-like partners in the conjugate representations v, and ¢, since they do not mix

with SM fermions.

U, couplings

In the original interaction basis, the vector leptoquark couples to the heavy SU(2)p

doublets via the left-handed interactions’,

g _ % (QlouLs+ QlouLs + QloulLs +hee.) UL, (4.106)
where similar couplings to the heavy SU(2)r singlets 1¢ are also present, however
they lead to suppressed couplings to SM fermions due to the messenger dominance
in Eq. (4.97). This way, we obtain dominantly left-handed U; couplings in good approx-
imation. Now we shall apply the unitary transformations in Eq. (4.85) to rotate the

fields from the original interaction basis to the decoupling basis (primed),

coee — %Q’LVQf}Mdiag(O, 0,0,1,1, )V LU} + hc., (4.107)
where

Vo = VRVEVRVIVE Vi = VEVEVEVEVE . (4.108)

The 4-5 rotations are different for quarks and leptons due to (€215) splitting the mass
terms of the vector-like fermions. They lead to a non-trivial CKM-like matrix for the
U, couplings,
Coo —SOLq 0
Wio = V2V = ( S0, Cog O ) : (4.109)
0 0 1
where sg, , depends on the angles s% and si, obtained from the diagonalisation in
Eq. (4.84). The unitary matrix W can be regarded as a generalisation of the CKM
matrix to SU (4)%;5 or quark-lepton flavour space. Similarly to the CKM case, the Wig
matrix is the only source of flavour-changing transitions among SU (4){35 states, and it
appears only in interactions mediated by U;. In this sense, the vector leptoquark U;
is analogous to the SM W bosons. Similarly, the Z’ and ¢’ are analogous to the SM
Z boson, and we will show that their interactions are SU(4)}¢ flavour-conserving at
tree-level. In analogy to the SM, we will denote U; transitions as charged currents and
Z', ¢’ transitions as neutral currents. As in the SM, FCNCs proportional to the W
matrix are generated at loop level. This mechanism was firstly identified in [268] for a
similar 4321 framework.
The same mixing that leads to the SM fermion masses and mixings, see Eq. (4.108),

also leads to effective U; couplings to SM fermions which can contribute to the LFU

"Notice that we continue working in the 2-component notation introduced in Appendix A.
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ratios,
Q L
S1RSTRE 0 0
16°16
gauge _ 94 - Q L Q .L I TTh
U = ﬁ Z'O-l" 0 CGLQSQE)SQE) SQLQ825534 L]Ul +h.C., (4110)
0 _SQLQS§24S%5 CGLQS§248§/4

where we have considered that S%L are small, see Sections 4.5.2 and 4.6.3. The first
family coupling can be diluted via mixing with vector-like fermions, which is parame-
terised via the effective parameter e (see Section 4.6.4 for more details). The couplings
above receive small corrections due to 2-3 fermion mixing arising after diagonalising the
effective mass matrices in Eqgs. (4.98), (4.99), (4.100). It can be seen from Eq. (4.110)
that a large (2,3) coupling f.,, arises now, proportional to the large sines S0,0 s§4 and
s%. This solves one important issue of the simplified model, where the flavour-violating
couplings .., and By, where connected to small 2-3 mixing angles, suppressing the con-
tributions of U; to the LFU ratios. In any case, the leptoquark couplings that contribute
to B-decays arise due to the same mixing effects which diagonalise the mass matrices of
the model, yielding mass terms for the SM fermions. This way, the flavour puzzle and
the B-anomalies are dynamically and parametrically connected in this model, leading to
a predictive framework. Notice that thanks to the connection with the flavour puzzle,
our U; couplings are dominantly left-handed, in contrast with the alternative theories
in the market [115-117,119,120].

Coloron couplings and GIM-like mechanism

In the original interaction basis, the coloron couplings are flavour-diagonal, featuring

the following couplings to SU(2), doublets,

2
L5 = % (QZ&“T“@; + QLa"TQs + QLT Qs — ?QI&“T“Q,) g, (4.111)
4

where ¢ = 1,2, 3. Now we rotate to the decoupling basis by applying the transformations

in Eq. (4.108), (assuming small 9:;)/’5 as discussed in Section 4.6.3) obtaining

L5 = %Q’I&“T“ (4.112)
(%) - (%) 4 0 0
x 0 (2) - (%) 4 0 9
0 0 <53Q4)2 — (C3Q4)2 %

Here Vfg cancels due to unitarity and due to the coloron couplings between vector-
like quarks being flavour universal in the original basis of Eq. (4.111). Therefore, as
anticipated, the CKM-like matrix Wi does not affect the neutral currents mediated by
¢’ (and similarly for the Z’ boson). The coloron couplings in Eq. (4.112) receive small

corrections due to 2-3 mixing arising after diagonalising the effective mass matrices in
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Egs. (4.98), (4.99), (4.100), predominantly in the up sector due to the down-aligned
flavour structure achieved in Section 4.5.2. We obtain similar couplings for SU(2)r,
singlets, however their mixing angles are suppressed by the messenger dominance in
Eq. (4.97), and so they remain as in the original interaction basis to good approximation.

The coloron couplings of Eq. (4.112) are family universal if
33Q4 = s% = 3?6, (4.113)

leading to a GIM-like protection from tree-level FCNCs mediated by the coloron. The
condition above was already identified in [268], denoted as full alignment limit. However,
we have seen that maximal 33Q4 ~ 1 is well motivated in our model to protect the
perturbativity of the top Yukawa, by the fit of the R anomaly, and furthermore it
naturally suppresses 536;25 via a small 03Q4. The caveat is that if the condition in Eq. (4.113)
is implemented, then s% and 8525 would also be maximal, leading to large couplings to
valence quarks which would blow up the production of the coloron at the LHC. This fact
was already identified in [268], where large 33Q4 was also suggested by the B-anomalies,

and this motivated a partial alignment limit,
52Qs = S(f?e, (4.114)

which suppresses FCNCs between the first and second quark families, proportional to
the largest off-diagonal elements of the CKM matrix. FCNCs between the second and
third families still arise, however we are protected from the stringent constraints of
B, — B, meson mixing due to the down-aligned flavour structure achieved in Section 4.5.2.
Finally, FCNCs between the first and third families are also under control, as they are
proportional to the smaller elements of the CKM matrix.

The GIM-like condition of Eq. (4.114) translates, in terms of fundamental parame-

ters of our model, into

w35 (b3) _ 25 (¢3) (4.115)

S o)+ (18)" (ot (o) + (1)

which could be naively achieved with natural couplings and M, 59 , M(? being of the same

order, as allowed by the messenger dominance in Eq. (4.97). The couplings and vector-
like mass terms can also be chosen differently, as far as Eq. (4.115) is preserved. At the
moment, the GIM-like mechanism is accidental. However, Eq. (4.115) suggests that the
sixth and fifth family, and also the first and second families, might transform as doublets

under a global SU(2) symmetry, enforcing the parametric relations of Eq. (4.115).
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Z' couplings

We can follow the same procedure to extract the couplings of the Z’ boson to chiral

fermions,
iy gg‘lgfiYleTUu (4.116)
T B :
X 0 § (32Q5>2 - (C2Qs)2 % 0 Qi 2
o ENORET
o — _gg‘lgglyylf(—,u (4.117)
% (Sfﬁ)z - (Cf(a)Q % 0 0
x 0 3 (sh) = (k)" 4 0 LyZ
0 0 () (ch) " 52

where the up-quark couplings above receive small corrections due to 2-3 mixing arising
after diagonalising the effective mass matrices in Eqs. (4.98), (4.99). However, larger
2-3 charged lepton mixing is possible (see Section 4.5.2), obtaining for charged leptons:

ORI COR 0 0
* 0 L(sh) — (ch) e 1[5 ()] s | 2020,
’ L[k — (5] 5 4 (sh)? — (ch)*

at first order in s§; and taking c§3 ~ 1. The flavour-violating couplings above can
lead to interesting signals in LF'V processes such as 7 — 3u and 7 — py, see more in
Section 4.6.4.

In order to suppress LFV between the first and second lepton families, a similar

condition similar to Eq. (4.114) but for leptons can be implemented,
sk = sk (4.119)

Remarkably, if the condition of Eq. (4.114) is fulfilled, then Eq. (4.119) would also be
fulfilled in good approximation thanks to the underlying twin Pati-Salam symmetry, the

small breaking effects given by the splitting of vector-like masses via (€15).
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Observable Experiment /constraint Th. expr.
[C% 0™ (Rpe) 0.08 = 0.02 (68% CL) [184] (4.120)
Co" = —C1f (R3%E) [—0.31,—0.48] (68% CL) [181]  (4.121)
Co" = —Ci (R2%3) [-0.01,—-0.14] (68% CL)(2.14)  (4.121)
S(AM,) < 0.11 (95% CL) [242] (2.34)
B (1 — 3p) < 2.1 x 1078 (90% CL) [357] (2.73)
B(t — puy) < 5.0 x 1078 (90% CL) [358] (2.58)
B(Bs — ) < 3.4 x107° (90% CL) [277] (2.85)
B(B* — KTr*uT) < 2.8 x107° (90% CL) [278] (2.86)
B(t — uo) < 8.4 x107® (90% CL) [280] (2.92)
B(Kp — pteT) < 4.7 x 10712 (90% CL) [282] (2.95)
(97/Gep) t4m I 1.0003 4 0.0014 [80] (4.147)
B(Bs —1t717) <5.2x 1073 (90% CL) [252] (2.41)
B(B— Krtr7) <2.25 x 1073 (90% CL) [254]  (2.42)
B(BT — K*vp) /B (BT = Ktvi)g, 2.8+ 0.8 (68% CL) [81] (2.54)
B(B — K*vv) /B(B — K*viv)gy, < 2.7 (90% CL) [271,272] (2.54)

TABLE 4.4: Set of observables explored in the phenomenological analysis, including
current experimental constraints.

4.6 Phenomenology of the extended model

The twin Pati-Salam model features a fermiophobic low-energy 4321 theory with a
rich phenomenology. Although extensive analyses of general 4321 models have been
performed during the last few years, the vast majority of them have been performed in
the framework of non-fermiophobic 4321 models [115, 170,262,263, 356]. Instead, the
twin Pati-Salam model offers a fermiophobic scenario with a different phenomenology.
Being a theory of flavour, extra constraints and correlations arise via the generation of
the SM Yukawa couplings and the prediction of fermion masses and mixing, including
striking signals in LFV processes. Moreover, the underlying twin Pati-Salam symmetry
introduces universality (and perturbativity) constraints over several parameters, which
are not present in alternative models. These features motivate a dedicated analysis.
We will highlight key observables for which the intrinsic nature of the model can be
disentangled from all alternative proposals. All low-energy observables considered are
listed in Table 4.4, with references to current experimental bounds and links to theory
expressions.

The benchmark points BP1 and BP2 in Table 4.5 address the R, anomalies
and are compatible with the 2021 and 2022 data on Ry(.), respectively, plus all the
considered low-energy observables and high-pp searches. They provide a good starting
point to study the relevant phenomenology, featuring typical configurations of the model,

and allow us to confront the 2021 picture of the model versus the new situation with
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Benchmark Output
9 35 B¢ 0.5 59 0.978 My, 37829 GeV
93,21 1,0.65,0.36 A2, A8 2.5 1.1 sk 0.977 Mgz 2414.3 GeV
z¥, 2 zY) 0.4 s& =52 0207, 017" sb  0.042556
ah =l 0417035 2l 1 sk = sk 0.1455 sdy0.001497
M}, 320 GeV MY 5 TeV 50,0 0.7097 55 -0.111
MY, 780 GeV Ysassaos 03,1,1,1 MY 1226.8 GeV Vg 0.04106
MY, 1120 GeV (Hy) 177.2 GeV ME 1238.7 GeV m;  172.91 GeV
M -700 GeV (H,) 26.8 GeV NI 614.04 GV m.  1.270 GeV
MY, 50 GeV (Hy) 4.25 GeV NIE 845.26 GeV.  my  4.180 GeV
(¢3) 0.6 TeV (H,) 2.1 GeV Mg 1234.6 GV m,  0.0987 GeV
(¢1) 0.3 TeV (H,) 1.75 GeV NI 859.4 GV m,  1.7765 GeV
(s) 0.4 TeV (H,) 4.58 GeV My, 2987.1 GeV  m,  105.65 MeV

TABLE 4.5: Input and output parameters for the benchmark points BP1 and BP2,
* indicates BP1 while ** indicates BP2, otherwise both benchmarks share the same
parameters. BP1 is compatible with 2021 data on Ry (.), while BP2 is compatible with
the 2022 updates by LHCb.

LFU preserved in p/e ratios. Moreover, they fit second and third family charged fermion
masses and mixings, featuring a down-aligned flavour structure with @(0.1) x— 7 lepton
mixing. The latter is more benchmark dependent, with the common range being s55 =
[Veb, 5Vep]. The case s§53 ~ 0.1 is interesting because it leads to intriguing signals in LFV
processes, as we shall see. BP1 and BP2 also feature x;% ~ x% and M5Q’L ~ MGQ’L,
providing a GIM-like suppression of 1-2 FCNCs.

In the forthcoming sections we will assume the couplings of the fundamental La-
grangian to be universal, such as xgﬁ and 3;35, however their universality is broken by
small RGE effects which we estimate in Section 4.6.7 to be below 8%. We neglect the
small RGE effects and preserve universal parameters for the phenomenological analysis,
in order to simplify the exploration of the parameter space and highlight the underlying

twin Pati-Salam symmetry.

4.6.1 Rpe and Ry

In our model, the left-handed WCs | :edu]”m and C§" = —Cl§' are obtained at tree-

level after integrating out the heavy gauge bosons, with the overall contribution being

dominated by U; tree-level exchange as in Fig. 4.4,

* TT 2771/7 7723
[ uedu] %2 (mb) = V‘; {Cl(;)} (A) ) (4120)
2w 3)7 1123 1)1 #u23
C§* (my) = —C1g (mp) = —mng ([Cl(q)} (A) + {Cl(q)} (A)> , (4.121)

where the negligible RGE effect is encoded as n7 ~ 1.00144, n{f ~ 0.974 and has
been computed with DsixTools 2.1 [174] for A = 1TeV. Notice also the tree-level
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matching of the twin Pati-Salam model to the SMEFT in Section 4.3. In order to
be compatible with the SM-like R () ratios, constraints over C§* = —C{}' are shown
in Table 4.4. Similarly, in order to explain the R, anomalies there is a preferred
region for the [C%,, ] coefficient, as shown in Table 4.4. The full EFT description of
these observables (including the definition of the Wilson coefficients) plus a discussion
of current experimental data can be found in Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2.

In terms of fundamental parameters of the model, the deviations from the SM in

the LFU ratios scale as follows,

3
ARpe| o |(25) o8 (4.122)
3
|AR (| o xéﬂ ($g5> ) (4.123)

where we have fixed the vector-like masses and the 4321-breaking VEVs to the values
of our benchmark in Table 4.5. This way, the Yukawa couplings above control the
contributions to most of the relevant phenomenology, including the LFU ratios. The
Pati-Salam universality of 1:%’4 and CL‘%% provides here a welcome constraint, not present in
other 4321 models. In particular, one can see that both Rp.) and Ry () are connected

via the same parameters and deviations in both are expected, while in general 4321
¥

models (such as the fermiophobic model of Refs. [267,268]) the analog of a single x,
decomposes into several parameters for quarks and leptons, which decouple Ry (., from
Ry

Following from Egs. (4.122) and (4.123), the cubic dependence of Ry (. on .’L’g5
anticipates that we can suppress the contribution to Ry ), while preserving a large
contribution to R thanks to its linear dependence on 3512%. As a consequence, the
yellow band of parameter space preferred by 2022 R (.) is just shifted below the orange
band of 2021 Ry(. in Fig. 4.8b. The 2022 R, band is compatible with Rp.) at 1o
only in a narrow region of the parameter space. This is encouraging, given the fact that
the model was built to address the 2021 tensions in both LFU ratios. However, in order
to explain R+, small deviations from the SM in the R (. ratios are unavoidable, to be
tested in the future via more precise measurements of LFU by the LHCb collaboration.
Moreover, lower central values for Rp.) are also expected.

Remarkably, the fact that the twin Pati-Salam model only generates the effective
operator (¢ry,br) (Try*vr-r) implies that both Rp and Rp+ are corrected in the same
direction and with the same size, i.e. ARp = ARp«. Instead, non-fermiophobic 4321
models also predict the scalar operator (¢.br)(TrvrL), which leads to a larger correction
for Rp than that of Rp« (about 5/2 larger for the PS® model, see Eq. (27) in [115]).

Current data is equally compatible with both according to recent global fits [269].
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FIGURE 4.6: Left: Off-shell photon penguin with tau leptons in the loop that generates
CY, a contribution to the lepton universal operator (933“ that participates in b — s/
transitions. Right: CY as a function of J:g% via Bq. (4.124), with z¥, varied in the
range [1, 3.5] as preferred by Rp. (blue region), with the rest of parameters fixed as in
Table 4.5. The grey (light grey) region denotes the 1o (20) contour of CY as preferred
by a global fit to b — s¢¢ data taken from [359]. The yellow (orange) band denotes the

lo region preferred by ng({% (R??(Ql)) The blue and red stars denote BP1 and BP2
respectively.

4.6.2 Off-shell photon penguin with tau leptons

} 7723

23
As discussed in Section 2.3.12, the SMEFT scenario {C’( )}TT = {0(3) correlates

I
R with a large contribution to C§™ = —C7(j, which then mixes into ; lepton universal
contribution to the operator Cy via RGE effects. The U; model is an specific example of
this scenario, where the same leptoquark couplings that explain R ., are correlated to
those in b — s77 due to SU(2)y, invariance. The specific contributions to b — s77 will
be explored in Section 4.6.6, but in this section we explore the impact of the universal
contribution to Off, denoted as CY, over the anomalous b — sup transition. The
contribution of U; to C§ originates from a 1-loop off-shell photon penguin diagram
with tau leptons running in the loop, shown in Fig. 4.6a. Notice that this diagram is
similar to that of Fig. 2.6a but exchanging the insertion of the 4-fermion operator by
the insertion of the U; leptoquark in the loop, plus adding new contributions provided

by the vector-like leptons of our model running in the loop. We finally obtain
2 2 2
Vén 9 2my
o/ V7 Sy S BarBiy + 1o
P v, " |, | P
2m2 ]5 5 )
E4PbE )
giME | T

which is explicitly correlated to b — s77, as well as to Ry since SU(2)y, invariance

implies Bs; = By, for the U; couplings. Therefore, the scaling is [CY| o (:cg4)3x12/’5,

2]\4(%1 ] /BSEs ﬁbEr (4'124)

+ log

just like Rp.). Notice that the contribution of our model to C¥ differs from those of
alternative models in the literature [291] due to the vector-like leptons Ej4 5 running in

the loop. Unfortunately, due to the flavour structure of our model, the contributions via
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vector-like leptons interfere negatively with the leading contribution via the tau loop,
and hence our overall contribution to CJ is generally smaller than in the alternative
models. The contribution from FEj is negligible, but the contribution from Ej5 reduces
CY by a 20% factor of the tau loop contribution.

In our model, R+ and Ry« are correlated, as can be seen from Eqs. (4.122) and
(4.123). Therefore, C¥ is not only correlated with Ry, but also with Ryy. Given
that deviations from 1 in Ry (., are now constrained by the new LHCb measurements,
our final contribution to C§ is constrained to be C§ ~ —0.4, as can be seen in Fig. 4.6b.
However, global fits of b — s/ data (see e.g. [82,188,359]), mostly driven by anomalies in
Br(B — Kpup), Br(Bs — ¢up) and Pi(B — K*uu) (see the discussion in Section 2.3.1),
prefer a larger value CgU ~ —0.8. Therefore, we conclude that our model is not able
to fully address the anomalies in b — sff via the off-shell photon penguin, although
our contribution to C ameliorates the tensions. Performing a more ambitious analysis
would require to make assumptions about the hadronic uncertainties afflicting Br(B —
Kpp), Br(Bs — ¢up) and PL(B — K*puu), which is beyond the scope of this work.

However, we notice that in principle our model has the ideal structure to the address

all the anomalies in B-physics, i.e. we reproduce the preferred scenario presented in [82]

* ]TT32

(see also Section 2.3.12) where a large contribution to [C}_,,

addresses Rp.) and
ameliorates tensions in b — suu data, while a small contribution to C§* = —C{{
further improves the overall fit. Even though our contribution to C§ does not reach the
preferred values by the global fits, it improves the overall description of b — suu data

with respect to the SM.

4.6.3 B,— B, mixing

In the extended twin Pati-Salam model, tree-level contributions to Bs — By mixing via
2-3 quark mixing are suppressed due to the down-aligned flavour structure achieved
in Section 4.5.2. A further 1-loop contribution mediated by U; has been studied in
the literature [263,268,360] for other 4321 models, and vector-like charged leptons are
known to play a crucial role. In Ref. [268], a framework with three vector-like charged
leptons was considered, however the loop function was generalised from the SM W+ box
diagram, so the bounds were expected to be slightly overestimated. Instead, in [360] the
proper loop function was derived, but a framework with only one vector-like charged
lepton was considered. For this work, we have generalised the loop function of [360] to
the case of three vector-like leptons. The 1-loop contribution to the effective Wilson
coefficient C%* (see Section 2.3.4) mediated by Uj reads,

loop gg

| =
NP (87 My, )

> (BiaBra) (5§55bﬁ> F(za,28), (4.125)
a,B

where o, 8 = u, T, E4, E5 run for all charged leptons, including the vector-like partners
(except for electrons and the sixth charged lepton which do not couple to the second

or third generation), and x, = (ms/My,)?. The contribution corresponds to the box
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FIGURE 4.7: U;-mediated 1-loop diagrams contributing to B, — B, mixing. The indices
a, B run for all charged leptons including vector-like, i.e. 1o = (ur, 7, Era, EL5)-

diagrams in Fig. 4.7. The product of couplings B%, 5. has the fundamental property
> Biabra =0, (4.126)
(e

which arises from unitarity of the transformations in Eq. (4.108). This property, similarly
to the GIM mechanism in the SM, is essential to render the loop finite. However, the
property holds as long as the 2-3 down mixing and 33% are small. In particular, 33Q5 is
naturally small in the scenario 53Q4 ~ 1, as it is suppressed by the small cosine ch4, see
the definition of 33Q5 in Eq. (4.89). Ultimately, the mixing angle 33Q5 is controlled by the
fundamental parameter m},’%, and we obtained that :r}f5 < 0.09 is required to pass the
AMj bound.

The loop function reads

F(za,5) = <1 + xafﬁ) Blza, 23)., (4.127)
where
1 2] z%log x
B(tq,25) = Ta 06 %o el (4.128)

(I —a) (1 —zp) " (wg — xa) (1 — 23) (o —xp) (1 - x%) '

In this manner, the loop function is dominated by the vector-like partners because they
are much heavier than chiral charged leptons. In particular, in the motivated scenario
with maximal s§4, the couplings with the fourth family S{p, Oy, are suppressed by the
small cosine (:3{“4. This way, the loop is dominated by Ej5 in good approximation. We
obtain the effective loop function in this scenario by removing all constants in z, g,

which vanish due to the property (4.126),

- z(r+4)(=1+ 2% —2rlogx)

F(x) = F(z,2) = 2F(x,0) + F(0,0) = - . (4129)
4(x—1)
and in this approximation the contribution to C’{’S reads
b = I (g ) Pl (4.130)
1 NP (87’[’MU1>2 skx bEs5 Es5) - .
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FIGURE 4.8: Left: §(AM;) (Eq. (2.34)) as a function of the 5th vector-like mass term.

ads is varied in the range xj; = [0.3, 0.35] ([0.4, 0.45]) preferred by R202% (R2021),

obtaining the yellow (blue) band. The grey region is excluded by the AM; bound, see
Eq. (2.32). Right: Parameter space in the plane (ac;ﬁ, x;/%) compatible with Ry
and Ry at 1lo. The remaining parameters are fixed as in Table 4.5 for both panels.
The dashed lines show contours of constant C§. The blue region is excluded by the
A M, bound, the region excluded only due to the contribution via the 5th lepton is also

shown in lighter blue for comparison. The blue and red stars denote BP1 and BP2
respectively.

The loop function grows with xg,. However, in the limit of large bare mass term M5L
the effective coupling S, 52Q5 vanishes (since large MZ also implies large M5Q due
to the Pati-Salam symmetry), hence both the contribution to C?* and Rp) go away.
In Fig. 4.8a we plot 6(AM,) defined in Eq. (2.34) in terms of M, and we vary 3312/’5 in
the ranges compatible with R ) and R??(Zf) (R?(Q*l)) We can see that the AM; bound
requires a vector-like lepton around 1.5-2 TeV in the 2022 case, while 2021 data was
pointing to a vector-like lepton with a mass around 1 TeV.

In Fig. 4.8b we show that Eq. (4.130) is indeed a good approximation, up to small
interference effects between the 4th and 5th family contributions in the small ajgﬁ region,
where the fourth lepton is lighter. We also show the parameter space compatible with
AM, and the LFU ratios in our benchmark scenario. In particular, AM; turns out to

be the strongest constraint over the parameter space other than Ri?(%?).

4.6.4 LFV processes

T — 3p

The partial alignment condition of Eq. (4.119) allows for Z’-mediated FCNCs in 7p
processes, due to the fact that the model predicts significant mixing between the muon
and tau charged leptons. This is a crucial prediction of the twin Pati-Salam theory of
flavour, not present in general 4321 models. Of particular interest is the process 7 — 3pu,

which receives a tree-level Z’-mediated contribution that grows with the 74 mixing angle
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FIGURE 4.9: Left: B(r — 3u) as a function of the 2-3 charged lepton mixing sine
s55. The purple region denotes the Z’ contribution while the blue region denotes the
U; contribution, for both we have varied 3312/)5 = [0.3,0.35] which is compatible with
R%&%. Right: B(t — pvy) as a function of xil. The purple region denotes the Z’
contribution for which we have varied s55 = [V, 5Vep]. The blue region denotes the Uy
contribution, for which we have varied x12/15 = [0.1,1]. The grey regions are excluded by
the experiment, the dashed lines show the projected future bound. The red star shows
BP2.
s93. Beyond the latter, 7 — 3u also receives a Uj-mediated 1-loop contribution
v, LI WTH# | loop 393 * 2 7
1

The effective coupling p,, is proportional to 355 =~ (0.1, which provides a further sup-
pression of O((sk)?) that renders the loop negligible against the much larger tree-level
Z'-mediated contribution [CXéLL] #TW‘Z,, that is obtained from the tree-level matching
to the SMEFT in Section 4.3. The typical benchmark s ~ 0.1 naturally suppresses the
wupZ' coupling, keeping the Z’ contribution to 7 — 3 under control, and simultaneously
protects from Z’ — pp dilepton searches at the LHC (see Section 4.6.8).

As depicted in Fig. 4.9a, the Z’ contribution dominates over the U; contribution,
and the regions of the parameter space with very large s§; are already excluded by
the experiment. We have chosen to plot the results of the 2022 case only, since this
observable depends mostly on s§; and there is little variation with 2021 data. The
Belle II collaboration will test a further region of the parameter space [255], setting
the bound s5; < 2.8V, if no signal is detected. In general 4321 models (such as [262,
263,267,268]) the p — 7 mixing is unspecified, so only the small U; signal is predicted.
Therefore, the large Z’ signal offers the opportunity to disentangle the twin Pati-Salam
model from alternative 4321 proposals.

As depicted in Fig. 4.11b, 7 — 3 is the most constraining signal over the parameter

space out of all the L'V processes, provided that the 2-3 charged lepton mixing is O(0.1).
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FIGURE 4.10: U; (left panel) and Z’ (right panel) 1-loop contributions to 7 — uy.
Photon lines are implicit. The index ¢ runs for all down-quarks including vector-like,
i.e dr; = (sp,br,Dr4, Dr5), while a runs for all charged leptons including vector-like,
i.e. gLa = (ML; TL, EL4, EL5).

T — KUY

The dipole operator [O|*" receives 1-loop contributions in our model via both U; and
zZ',

[Cer T = [Cen]"T Iy, + [Cer*T] 51 (4.132)
where c
[Cev]W|U1 (A) = _327;2 Zﬁ:}uﬁw [G1(x;) — 2Ga(x)] , (4.133)
Cy -
(CorlT] 1 () = —5575 zajgmgwc:(xa) , (4.134)

where ¢ = s,b, Dy, D5 and o = p, 7, Ey4, E5. The loop functions are given by [234,263,360]

[ 2-5 4 — 13z + 322 ]
Gr(x) = x| =2 oga — 2T (4.135)
12(x—1) 4(x—1)
[ 4z —1 2 — 5z — 322 |
Ga(x) ==z xillxlog:c - 53}73? , (4.136)
2(z—1) 4(x—1)
~ S5t — 1423 + 3922 — 38x — 1822 logx + 8
= . 4.1
Glz) 12(1 — o)t (4.157)

The running of the dipole operator from A = 2 TeV to the scale y ~ m, is given by
[Cey|FT(m+) = 0.92[Ce,]#(A), as estimated with DsixTools 2.1 [174]. Neglecting the
muon mass, the branching ratio B(7 — py) is given by Eq. (2.58).

Provided that the 3-4 mixing is maximal, the U; loop is dominated by the 5th vector-
like quark, and in this situation the couplings 57, uﬁ D7 are controlled by ng. The Z’
loop is dominated by chiral leptons, in particular by the 7 lepton, since the coupling
& is maximal while &, is suppressed. In this scenario, the overall Z’ contribution is
controlled by &, which grows with the p — 7 mixing angle s53, and the variation via xg%
is minimal.

In Fig. 4.9b we can see that the Z’ contribution dominates the branching fraction
in the range of large xéﬁ motivated by R, leading to the predictions for B (1 — uy)
being one/three orders of magnitude below the current experimental limit depending on
the value of s§5. We have also included the bound projected by Belle II [255], which will
partially test the parameter space. In the 4321 models of [267,268] the u — 7 mixing
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FIGURE 4.11: Left: B(B, — 7+u~) as a function of z%,. The yellow (blue) band is
obtained by varying x4; in the range x4, = [0.3, 0.35]([0.4, 0.45]) preferred by R2%%2
(ng(ﬂ)) The grey region is excluded by the experiment, the dashed line shows the
projected future bound. Right: Parameter space in the plane (mgﬂ, x;/})) compatible
with Ry and Ry« at 1lo. The remaining parameters are fixed as in Table 4.5. The
dashed lines show contours of constant CY. The regions excluded by LFV violating

processes are displayed. The blue (red) star shows BP1 (BP2).

is unspecified, so only the blue U; signal is predicted. For non-fermiophobic models,
this signal is largely enhanced via a chirality flip involving the bottom quark in the
loop [262,263,356,360,361], predicting a larger signal B (7 — uy) ~ 10~8. Instead, our
7' signal lies below, offering the opportunity to disentangle the twin Pati-Salam model

from all alternative proposals.

B; > Tu, B— Ktp and 7 — po

The vector leptoquark U; mediates tree-level contributions to flavour-violating (semi)
leptonic B-decays to (kaons), taus and muons. The experimental bound for By — 7p
was obtained by LHCD [277], while for B — K 7u experimental bounds are only available
for the decays BT — K*7u [278]. The process T — u¢ receives tree-level contributions
from both Uy and Z’. However, 7 — ¢ turns out to be suppressed by the small effective
couplings S, o 52Q5S%5 and £ x (5595)2, so that we find B (7 — pu¢) ~ 1079, roughly
two orders of magnitude below the current experimental bounds, and just below the
future sensitivity of Belle II [255].

As can be seen in Fig. 4.11b, B, — 77~ implies the strongest constraint over the
parameter space out of all semileptonic LF'V processes involving 7 leptons, followed by
BT — KT77u~ and 7 — p¢. The present experimental bounds lead to mild constraints
over the parameter space compatible with Rpy.). As depicted in Fig. 4.11a, the 2021
region for By — 77~ was partially within LHCb projected sensitivity, but the 2022

region will mostly remain untested.
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Input Output
field  Zg Mg 900 GV ME 1211 GeV
Ve Ve 1 M, 1100 GeV M 834 GeV
Ve, Y5 -1 66 (X) -700 59 0.298
_x -t 2l (X) 680 sk 0.967

NGNS 15,25 cosf  0.045

TABLE 4.6: Left: Charge assignments under Z, that allow the desired mixing. Right:
Benchmark parameters which lead to a dilution € < 0.1.

Ky — pe

The LFV process K; — pe sets a strong bound over all models featuring a vector
leptoquark Uy coupled to the first and second families. In our model, the contribution
is proportional to the couplings ’ BaelBsy, ? (see the tree-level matching to the SMEFT
in Section 4.3 and the EFT description of K — pe in Section 2.3.9). The first family

coupling Bge can be diluted via mixing with vector-like fermions, which we parameterised

via the effective parameter € in Eq. (4.110), so that s ~ 5%8%66.

This can be done by adding an extra sixth-primed vector-like family transforming in
the same way as the sixth family under the twin Pati-Salam symmetry, but discriminated
by a flavour symmetry which we assume as Zy for simplicity (we could use the Zj4
symmetry of the model as well), which forbids mixing between the sixth-primed family
and any chiral family. Instead, mixing between the sixth and sixth-primed fermion

families is allowed via a twin Pati-Salam singlet charged under the new Zs, i.e.
Lmix = Tee X6 + xlﬁﬁx*wﬁﬂg +h.c. (4.138)
The mass terms of the sixth and sixth-primed fields are split via 215 in the usual way,
Lonass = (M + N8Ty5005) 6 ts + (MY, 4+ A8 T15Q15) 106 + h 4.139
mass = (Mgg + A15T15805) Vet + (Mgg + Al T15805) Y66 + h.c. (4.139)

After (15 and the singlet x develop VEVs, we obtain the following mass matrices for

quarks and leptons

Q6 Qs Lg Lg
»Cmass + 'Cmix = @6 Mg% Ze6 <X> + Z6 MGLG T66 <X> + h.c. s (4.140)
—y -
Qs| s (x) Mg, Ls| wg6(x) Mgy

where we have defined
M = M+ 12 (Qus) ,  M& = M, 3 M
66 66 15) 5 66 66 96

A58
26 ( (Sus) (4.141)
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FIGURE 4.12: Left: B(Ky — puTe¥) (Eq. (2.95)) as a function of € (see main text

for details). @y is varied in the range x4, = [0.3, 0.35] ([0.4, 0.45]) preferred by R2023

(R3%2%), obtaining the yellow (blue) band. Right: LFU ratios originated from 7 decays
(Eq. (4.147)) as a function of the mass of the vector leptoquark My, , sin 0y, is varied
in the range sinfrg = [0,0.9] and g4 = 3.5. The remaining parameters are fixed as in
Table 4.5 for both panels, and current exclusion limits are shown.

Nt L Nt
ME, = MY, + NG (), M =M, - 327\/6 () . (4.142)
The mass matrices in Eq. (4.140) are diagonalised by different unitary transformations
in the quark and lepton sector, ‘/'6%, and V6%,, in such a way that the U; couplings are

given by

94 : . L
Lo =75 (QF @ )wViddiag(l, 1)V ( 7 ) Ul +h.c. (4.143)

If we define

Qy Lt _ cosfs  sinbg
Voo Voo = ( —sinfg cosbg ) ’ (4.144)

then the first family U; coupling receives a suppression via cos g as
Bae = s%leG cos 6 . (4.145)

which is identified with the suppression parameter € in Eq. (4.110),
€ = cos bg. (4.146)

We can achieve values of cosfg smaller than 0.1 without any aggressive tuning of the
parameters, obtaining the mild suppression desired for K; — pe as per Fig. 4.12a. A
suitable benchmark can be found in Table 4.6. Interestingly, this mechanism does not
affect the Z’ and ¢’ interactions, as the unitary matrices Vﬁg, and Vﬁ% cancel in neutral
currents. This allows the GIM-like protection from 1-2 FCNCs to remain in place for
both the quark and lepton sectors via 81Q6 = SzQs and sfy = sk, without entering in
conflict with K; — pe nor with B-physics.

In Fig. 4.12a we can see that for the 2022 case, some region of the parameter space
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is compatible with Kj — pe without the need of diluting the coupling. Instead, for
the benchmark values BP1 and BP2, a mild suppression is required. This signal is
a direct consequence of the underlying twin Pati-Salam symmetry and the GIM-like
mechanism, which lead to quasi-degenerate mixing angles s% ~ sl that are equal to
their 25 counterparts, and as a consequence (4. # 0. Therefore, it is not present in
other 4321 models [262,263,267,268,356].

4.6.5 Tests of universality in leptonic tau decays

NP contributions to R commonly involve large couplings to tau leptons, which can
have an important effect over LFU ratios originated from tau decays. Such tests are
constructed by performing ratios of the partial widths of the tau lepton decaying to
lighter leptons and/or hadrons. We find all ratios in our model to be well approximated
by (see the tree-level matching to the SMEFT in Section 4.3 and the EFT description
of 7 LFU ratios in Section 2.3.10),

( gr ) ~1—0.079Cy | By |2, (4.147)
e ) o1nt ik

where 3y, = cosfrg assuming maximal 3-4 mixing. Therefore, it can be seen as a
constraint over the S, coupling, and hence is not directly related to Ry so we do
not plot two bands here. The high-precision measurements of these effective ratios only
allow for per mil modifications, see the HFLAV average [80] in Table 4.4. As depicted in
Fig. 4.12b, this constraint sets the lower bound My, > 2.2 TeV for sinf.o = 1/v/2 and
g4 = 3.5. This bound becomes more restrictive for cos g ~ 1, or equivalently S, ~ 1,
for which we find My, 2 3.3TeV if g4 = 3.5 and My, 2 2.9TeV if g4 = 3. The latter
case, more constrained by data, is predicted by non-fermiophobic 4321 models such as
PS? and variants [115,170, 262,263, 356].

4.6.6 Signals in rare B-decays
B, - 7rand B — K771

As anticipated in Section 4.6.2, the enhancement of R via the U; leptoquark is
correlated to an enhancement of b — s77 via SU(2)r, invariance of the U; couplings
to fermions. The respective branching fractions are of order 1077 in the SM and mild
upper bounds have been obtained by LHCb [252] and BaBar [254], respectively. See
Section 2.3.5 for a further discussion of these observables.

In Fig. 4.13, we plot the branching fractions as a function of xéﬂ, while :cgf) is varied
in the ranges compatible with 2021 and 2022 R .), respectively. We find that the
predictions are far below the current bounds, however they lie closer to the expected
future bounds from LHCD and Belle IT data [253,255]. This prediction is different in non-
fermiophobic 4321 models [262,263,356], where these contributions are chirally enhanced
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FIGURE 4.13: The branching fractions B (Bs; — 77 77) (left) and B (BT — Kt7t77)
(right) as a function of %, with x4 varied in the range x4 = [0.3, 0.35] ([0.4, 0.45))

preferred by R?gf% (R?(Ql)) obtaining the yellow (blue) band. The rest of the parame-

ters are fixed as in Table 4.5. Current exclusion limits are displayed, along with their
future projections. The blue (red) star shows BP1 (BP2).

due to the presence of scalar operators, and all the parameter space is expected to be
tested in the BT — K777~ process by Belle II, see the full discussion in Section 2.3.6.

The lifetime ratio 7p, /7, introduced in Section 2.3.6 can potentially provide signif-
icant direct bounds over B (Bs; — 77 77) in the future [4], which can discriminate as well

between the twin Pati-Salam model and non-fermiophobic 4321 models, see Fig. 2.5.

B — Kvv

The U; leptoquark does not contribute at tree-level to b — svv transitions, and the
tree-level exchange of the Z’ is suppressed due to the down-aligned flavour structure of
the model. However, loop-level corrections can lead to an important enhancement of the
channel B — Kv,v, [263]. We parameterise corrections to the SM branching fraction
as in Eq. (2.54), where the EFT and the Wilson coefficients are defined in Section 2.3.7.

We only obtain sizable contributions in the 77 channel due to the flavour structure

of the model, and we split the NP effects into Z’ and U; contributions as follows,

T 1 V2

S A G (4:145)

The U; contribution at NLO accuracy reads [360]

2
i~ CREE 4 QMIQJ > (BiaBra) (Biv,)” F2a, 75) (4.149)
1 o)

where the second term arises from the semileptonic box diagram in Fig. 4.14a, and
the first term encodes the RGE-induced contribution from the tree-level leptoquark-

mediated operator [CZ&LL]TT%, computed with DsixTools 2.1 [174] as
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FIGURE 4.14: Box and penguin diagrams contributing to B — Kvrv. The index «
runs for all charged leptons including vector-like, i.e. £, = (¢, 71, Fra, Frs5), and the
index j runs for all up-type quarks, including vector-like uy; = (cr,tr,Ura,ULs). See
more details in the main text.

2
RGE 9z
CZ,’U1 = 0.0472ML2[1 BorBsr - (4.150)

The Z' contribution to NLO accuracy reads

TT 394% 3 QZ 2
vy [fbsfwur (1 51602 &orvr (4.151)

93
1672

Begs BoEs v, Gag=1(TE;s, T2, xR)] ;

where zp, = (ME/My,)?, vz = MZ, /M, and xr = Mp/Mg with Mg being a
scale associated to the radial mode hy/(3,1,2/3) arising from ¢3;. The first term in
Eq. (4.151) corresponds to the tree-level contribution plus a 1-loop Z’ correction to
the leptonic vertex. The coupling &, is suppressed by the small down mixing angle
045 =~ 0.001, leading to per cent corrections to B(B — K®ui). The second term in
Eq. (4.151) corresponds to a 1-loop correction to the flavour-violating Z’ vertex, with
Ui, the fifth vector-like lepton F5 and hy running in the loop, see Fig. 4.14b. The loop
function is given by [263,360]

5 3 5
Gag=1(71,72,23) ~ —71 + —- (xg - > <ln xr3 — ) . (4.152)

4 2 2 2
In the twin Pati-Salam framework, we expect extra radial modes associated to 5371 and
$371, however they only couple to right-handed chiral fermions and hence they cannot
contribute to €] \p which involves only left-handed chiral fermions.

Both 1-loop contributions are dominated by the fifth vector-like charged lepton and
grow with its bare mass, MZ¥. This way, the overall contribution to B — Kvv can be
sizable, yielding up to O(1) corrections with respect to the SM value, as depicted in
Fig. 4.15.

For low M¥, the enhancement of 6B(B — K *)y1) corresponds mostly to CESE. For

large M5L, however, we have seen that stringent constraints from By — B, meson mixing
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FIGURE 4.15: 6B(B — K"up) (Eq. (2.54)) as a function of the 5th family vector-
like mass term. z3s is varied in the range z% = [0.3, 0.35] ([0.4, 0.45]) preferred by

R3%2% (R202}), obtaining the yellow (blue) band. The hatched region is excluded by

the AM; bound, see Eq. (2.32). The grey region is excluded by current experimental
measurements, the dashed line indicates the projected future bound.

play an important role, see Section 4.6.3. This constraint is depicted as the hatched
region in Fig. 4.15, correlating B — Kvv and AM;, a feature which has not been
highlighted in previous analyses. In particular, AM; rules out the region where 683(B —
K (*)VD) can reach values close to current experimental limits, making impossible to
address the 2.8¢0 anomaly in B(B* — KTvw) suggested by the recent Belle IT data [81].
Nevertheless, the Belle II collaboration is expected to measure B(B — K (*)m?) up to
10% of the SM value [255], hence testing all the parameter space of our model.

Our signal of B — K® v also offers a great opportunity to disentangle our twin
Pati-Salam framework from non-fermiophobic 4321 models and from the PS® model
[115, 262, 263, 356], as they predict a much smaller signal (see Fig. 4.4 of [263] and

compare their purple region with our Fig. 4.15).

4.6.7 Perturbativity

The explanation of the R anomaly requires large mixing angles 53Q4 and s&,, which
translate into a sizeable Yukawa coupling 3375?4’ thus pushing the model close to the
boundary of the perturbative domain. Perturbativity is a serious constraint over our
model, since we need the low-energy 4321 theory to remain perturbative until the high
scale of the twin Pati-Salam symmetry. When assessing the issue of perturbativity, two

conditions must be satisfied:

o Firstly, the low-energy observables must be calculable in perturbation theory. For
Yukawa couplings, we consider the bound xgﬂ < V/4m. Regarding the gauge cou-
pling g4, standard perturbativity criteria imposes the beta function criterion [362]
|Bga/ 94| < 1, which yields g4 < 47v/3/1/28 ~ 4.11.
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e Secondly, the couplings must remain perturbative up to the energy scale of the
UV completion, i.e. we have to check that the couplings of the model do not face a

Landau pole below the energy scale of the second PS breaking, namely p =~ 1 PeV.

The phenomenologically convenient choice of large g4 is not a problem for the extrap-
olation in the UV, thanks to the asymptotic freedom of the SU(4) gauge factor (see
Fig. 4.16). To investigate the running of the most problematic Yukawa x&, we use the
1-loop renormalisation group equations of the 4321 model. For the gauge coupling beta
functions By, = (dg;/dp)/ 1 we have [268]

131 19 8n

(47)* By, = ——-gb . (4m)* By, = (—6 - ;) g5, (4.153)
19 40  4n

(47)° By, = —gg?,’, (47)? B, = (—3 + ;“) g1 (4.154)

where ng = 3 is the number of vector-like fermion families. The Pati-Salam universality

of the Yukawas x is broken by RGE effects which we quantify through the equations

7 1 15
(47)? Bro = 23:Q:1:TQ:EQ + QxQxTLxL + ga:Q/\15/\15 +2Tr (mQ:z:TQ) xQ
] 0 s (4.155)
1291@“@ 5920Q — 4g31Q — £ 91TQ
5 3 15
(4 ) Bz, = :UL:UTLJUL + QxLxTQ:UQ + §£L'L)\15)\15 4+ 2Tr (xLa:TL) xr
3 0. s, (4.156)
- Zgle - 592% §9495L7
21 3 1
(471-)2 /6/\15 = Z}\15)\15)\J{5 + 5)\1511322%@ + 5)\15$TL$L + 4Tr <)\15)\]£5) A5
9, 15, (4.157)
- 592)\15 - ZQ4>\15,

where any contributions from the Yukawas of the personal Higgs, yf’a, are negligible as
they are all 1 or smaller.

The running of the effective Yukawa couplings is protected, as the top Yukawa is
order 1 and all of the others are smaller, SM-like (see the discussion in Section 4.5.2).
This feature is different from [268] which was not a theory of flavour, causing the top
mass to be accidentally suppressed by the equivalent of 036)24 in our model, hence requiring
a large, non-perturbative top Yukawa to preserve the top mass. Instead, in our model
the effective top Yukawa arises proportional to the maximal angle 53Q4, rendering the top

Yukawa natural and perturbative. The matrices of couplings x¢g 1 and A5 are defined
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F1GURE 4.16: RGE of the gauge couplings in our benchmark scenario from the TeV
scale to the scale of the twin Pati-Salam symmetry u ~ 1 PeV.
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FIGURE 4.17: RGE of the fundamental Yukawa couplings in our benchmark scenario
(Table 4.5) from the TeV scale to the scale of the twin Pati-Salam symmetry p ~ 1 PeV.
The left panel shows the x;pa Yukawas which lead to the mixing between SM fermions
and vector-like partners. The right panel shows the A5 Yukawas which split the vector-
like masses of quarks and leptons.

as (assuming small :c;f% as discussed in Section 4.6.3)

2 00 A, % 0
zp=| 0 2% 0 |, As=( 0 s 0 |, o=@ L. (4158)
0 O :c},f’4 0 0 Ap

The Yukawas :L‘;pg, and x% are not dangerous as they are order 1 of smaller. The prob-
lematic Yukawa is xéﬁl, which is required to be large in order to address Rp), and it
is also connected with the physical mass of the fourth family lepton as per Eq. (4.93).
Large )\?5 is also required to obtain a large splitting of vector-like masses, which provides
a large 0 as required by Rp.).

Fig. 4.17 shows that the Yukawas of our benchmark scenario remain perturbative

up to the high energy scale u =~ 1 PeV, thanks to the choice of a large g4 = 3.5. However,
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FIGURE 4.18: Left: Spectrum of new vector bosons and fermions in our benchmark
scenario (BP, Table 4.5) around the TeV scale. Right: Main decay channels of the
new vectors Uy, ¢’ and Z’ in BP. Addition (+) implies that the depicted channels have
been summed when computing the branching fraction B(BP). i = 1,2 and a = 5, 6.

we have checked that the Landau pole is hit when wéﬂ > 2.5, hence this region should
be considered as disfavoured by the perturbativity criteria.

The small RGE effects that break the Pati-Salam universality of the Yukawa cou-
plings are below 8% in any case, hence the universality of the couplings is preserved at

the TeV scale to good approximation.

4.6.8 High-p, signatures

General 4321 models predict a plethora of high-pr signatures involving the heavy gauge
bosons and at least one family of vector-like fermions, requiring dedicated analyses
such as those in [263,268,363]. In particular, our model predicts a similar high-pr
phenomenology as that of [268], which also considers effective U; couplings via mixing
with three families of vector-like fermions. However, the bounds obtained in the high-
pr analysis of [268] are mostly outdated. Moreover, certain differences arise due to the
underlying twin Pati-Salam symmetry in our model, plus the different implementation
of the scalar sector and VEV structure. In contrast, the most recent high-pr studies of
the 4321 model assume a non-fermiophobic framework [263,363], where the heavy gauge
bosons have large couplings to right-handed third family fermions. In this manner, some
of the bounds in [263,363] are overestimated for our model. This motivates a dedicated
high-pr analysis of the twin Pati-Salam model.

We have included the particle spectrum of our benchmark scenario in Fig. 4.18a,
as a typical configuration for the masses of the new vectors and fermions. Table 4.18b
shows the main decay channels of the new vector bosons, which feature large decay
widths I'/M due to all the available decay channels to vector-like fermions, plus the
choice of large g4 = 3.5 close to the boundary of the perturbative regime.

In this section, we revisit some of the most simple collider signals, including coloron

dijet searches and Z’ dilepton searches. We will also comment on U; searches, coloron
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ditop searches and vector-like fermion searches. We will point out the differences between
our framework and general 4321 models, motivating a further dedicated high-pr analysis

of the twin Pati-Salam model.

Coloron signals

The heavy colour octet has a large impact over collider searches for 4321 models, and
its production usually sets the lower bound on the scale of the model. In our case, the
heavy coloron has a gauge origin, hence the coloron couplings to two gluons are absent
at tree-level, reducing the coloron production at the LHC. Moreover, in the motivated
scenario (¢3) > (¢1), the coloron is slightly heavier than the vector leptoquark at
roughly My ~ V2My,, helping to suppress the impact of the coloron over collider
searches while preserving a slightly lighter U; to explain the B-anomalies. In the scenario
g4 > g31, the coupling strength of the coloron is roughly g4, which receives NLO
corrections via the K-factor [364,365]

2

2 —1/2
g g
16;172 +8.92 16;2> » 9y = KNLogs - (4.159)

Knro = (1 +2.65

We have computed the coloron production cross section from 13 TeV pp collisions
with Madgraphb [337] using the default NNPDF23L0 PDF set and the coloron UFO model,
publicly available in the FeynRules [336] model database®. We verify in Fig. 4.19a that
coloron production is dominated by valence quarks, even though the coupling to left-
handed bottoms is maximal while the coupling to valence quarks is suppressed. The
coloron couples to light left-handed quarks (see Eq. (4.112)) via the mixing 52Q5 ~ 5?6
of 0(0.1), which interferes destructively with the flavour universal term, allowing for a
certain cancellation of the left-handed couplings to light quarks. However, this partial
cancellation is not possible for the flavour—universal couplings to right-handed quarks.

We estimate analytically the branching fraction to all SM quarks excluding tops, and
then we compute the total cross section via the narrow width approximation. Finally,
we confront our results with the limits for a gg-initiated spin-1 resonance provided
by CMS in Fig. 10 of [366] (with acceptance A ~ 0.5). The results are displayed in
Fig. 4.20a, where we have varied the coupling to light left-handed quarks x4, and fixed
the rest of parameters as in Table 4.5. We find bounds ranging from My > 2.5TeV
when kyq &~ 0 and My > 3TeV when k4 =~ g2/g3. These bounds are slightly milder
than those obtained in [263], the reason being that in [263] right-handed bottom quarks
are assumed to couple maximally to the coloron, while in our model this coupling is
suppressed.

We expect to find more stringent bounds in resonant coloron production with tt
final states, due to the maximal couplings of the coloron to the third generation SU(2)y,

quark doublet. According to the recent analysis in [263], our benchmark scenario would

8https://feynrules.irmp.ucl.ac.be/wiki/LeptoQuark
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FIGURE 4.19: Production cross sections via 13 TeV pp collisions for the coloron (left)
and Z’ (right), via their typical couplings to valence quarks (blue) and bottoms (or-
ange). The choice of {g,q, = 0.006 corresponds to a mixing angle 5?6 ~ 0.2.
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FI1GURE 4.20: Left: Total cross section for the coloron dijet channel in the narrow
width approximation, with |k4,| varied in the range |kqq] = [0, g2/93], where ¢ = Q1, Qa.
The remaining parameters are fixed as in Table 4.5 for both panels. The exclusion
bound from CMS is shown in green. Right: Parameter space in the plane (x3¢4, x%)
compatible with the LFU ratios. The dashed lines show contours of constant C§. The
regions excluded by the collider searches considered are included. The blue (red) star
shows BP1 (BP2).

lie below current bounds, due to the large decay width I'ys /My ~ 0.5 provided by extra
decay channels to TeV scale vector-like quarks. The limit over the coloron mass is roughly
3.5 TeV, however this bound might be overestimated again for our model due to the
different couplings of the coloron to right-handed third family quarks. Reconstructing
the tt channel requires a dedicated analysis and a different methodology, which is beyond

the scope of this work.

7' signals

For the Z’ boson, the flavour universal couplings to valence quarks are more heavily
suppressed than those of the coloron, via the small ratio g /g3. Therefore, cancellation
between the term proportional to s% ~ 3?6 and the flavour universal one is not possible

here. In contrast with the coloron, the large left-handed couplings to bottoms can play
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FIGURE 4.21: Total cross section for ditau (left) and dimuon (right) production via

a heavy Z’ in the narrow width approximation, with z;bS varied in the range :c12b5 =

(0.3, 0.35] ([0.4, 0.45]) preferred by R2%23 (R3%2}), obtaining the yellow (blue) band.

The exclusion bounds from ATLAS are shown in green.

a significant role in Z’ production. The production cross section is estimated via the
same methodology as for the coloron above. We do not consider any NLO corrections in
this case, following the methodology of [363]. In Fig. 4.19b we show that the production
via bottoms is larger than the production via valence quarks for a light Z’, however the
production via valence quarks is larger for Mz > 2TeV, and shall not be neglected as
it commonly happens in the literature (see e.g. [363]).

We estimate the branching fraction to muons and taus, and we compute the total
decay width via the narrow width approximation. We confront our results with the
limits from the dilepton resonance searches by ATLAS [338] for muons and Fig. 7 (c)
of [340] for taus. We display the results in Figs. 4.21a and 4.21b. In Fig. 4.20b we
see that these processes, along with coloron dijet searches, mildly constrain the region
of large xg’g). Ditau searches are more competitive than dimuon searches or coloron
dijet searches despite the lesser integrated luminosity, due to the branching fractions
to muons and light quarks being suppressed by smaller mixing angles S%L ~ 0(0.1).
In contrast, the ditau channel is enhanced by maximal 3-4 mixing, and sets bounds of
roughly Mz > 1.5TeV, see Fig. 4.21b.

U, signals

Leptoquark pair-production cross sections at the LHC are dominated by QCD dynamics,
and thus are largely independent of the leptoquark couplings to fermions. Therefore,
we are able to safely compare with the analyses of Refs. [263,363]. A certain model
dependence is present in the form of non-minimal couplings to gluons, however these
couplings are absent in models where U; has a gauge origin. According to Fig. 3.3
of [263], current bounds over direct production exclude My, < 1.7 TeV, and the future
bound is expected to exclude My, < 2.1TeV if no NP signal is found during the high-
luminosity phase of the LHC.
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An important constraint over U; arises from modifications of the high-pr tail in the
dilepton invariance mass distribution of the Drell-Yan process pp — 777~ + X, induced
by t-channel U; exchange [184,263,345,363]. This channel is well motivated by the Uy
explanation of Rp.), which unavoidably predicts a large b7U; coupling. The scenario
Bt = 0 considered in the study of [263,363] fits well the twin Pati-Salam framework,
up to a re-scaling of the U; coupling strength as gy — gUBbLT, in order to account for
the fact that our ﬂbLT coupling is not maximal but ﬂbLT ~ ¢y, ~ 0.67 in our benchmark
scenario, obtaining gy &~ 2.3. According to the left panel of Fig. 3.3 in [263], the 3 TeV
leptoquark of our benchmark easily satisfies the current bounds, but is within projected
limits for the high luminosity phase of LHC. Finding U; much below 3 TeV is in tension
with pp — ¢’ — tt as explained before, due to the approximate relation My =~ V2My,
that entangles the masses of U; and the coloron (although the pp — ¢’ — tt bound is
probably overestimated for our dominantly left-handed model).

The twin Pati-Salam model could provide a good U; candidate for the 30 excess at
CMS [367] pointing to a 2 TeV U; leptoquark in the well motivated channel pp — U; —
77, once the extra decay channels to vector-like fermions are considered, assuming that

the bound from pp — ¢’ — tt is indeed overestimated for our model.

Vector-like fermions

The presence of vector-like fermions is of fundamental importance to discriminate be-
tween the different implementations of the 4321 model addressing the B-anomalies. A
common constraint arises from AF = 2 transitions at low energies, which require that
the vector-like charged lepton that mixes with muons is light (see Fig. 4.8a). The natural
mass of the quark partner of Lz should not lie far away due to the approximate Pati-
Salam universality, the small breaking effects given by the VEV (€15). In particular,
in our benchmark scenario we obtained M¥ ~ 0.8 TeV and M, “ ~ 1.2TeV. The flavour
structure of the model naturally predicts that both Q)5 and Ls have sizable couplings to
the third generation of SM fermions.

The twin Pati-Salam model features also L4 and ()4 as a relevant pair of vector-like
fermions, which mix maximally with the third generation in order to obtain the large
couplings required for R ), and also to explain the top mass without perturbativity
issues. This implies that their bare mass terms in the original Lagrangian are small,
therefore their physical masses are dominated by :c;f’4 (¢3,1), see Eqgs. (4.87) and (4.93).
In the motivated scenario (¢3) > (¢1) which slightly suppresses the production of the
coloron, we found L4 to be very light, roughly 600 GeV in our benchmark. Instead, Q4
can lie above 1 TeV, being roughly 1.2 TeV in our benchmark. The couplings of L4 to
SM fermions are smaller than those of Ls, but it is dominantly coupled to third family
fermions.

Interestingly, CMS recently performed a search for the vector-like leptons of the
4321 model [368], finding a 2.8¢ preference for a vector-like lepton with a 600 GeV mass,

however the analysis assumes electroweak production only and maximal couplings to the
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FIGURE 4.22: Examples of main decay channels for vector-like fermions.

third family. If Z’-assisted production is included, Ls with 800 GeV mass could be a
good candidate for the anomaly. Furthermore, L4 at 600 GeV could also provide a good
fit once non-maximal couplings are considered, however this requires verification in a
dedicated analysis. Non-fermiophobic 4321 models, such as [262,263], predict a heavier
vector-like lepton, while [268] also predicts Ls at around 800 GeV but a heavier Ly.
Regarding the sixth vector-like fermions Lg and Qg, we expect them to have similar
masses as Ly and @5 in order to preserve the GIM-like protection from 1-2 FCNCs, they
are feebly coupled to first family fermions but not to the second nor third families.
Current bounds on vector-like quark masses lie around 1 TeV, however the strongest
bounds are usually model dependent. Our vector-like quarks are pair produced through
gluon fusion and through the decay of the coloron, which is very likely to be kinematically
allowed. Their decays leave a large number of third generation fermions in the final state,
following a similar pattern as the one discussed in [268], see the example diagrams in
Fig. 4.22. The twin Pati-Salam model naturally predicts light vector-like quarks with
masses around 1 TeV, which is a feature not present in all other 4321 models and may

motivate specific searches.

4.7 Comparison with alternative models

Table 4.7 includes a simplified set of observables that allows to disentangle the twin
Pati-Salam model from the ones that are already in the market. A further discussion

can be found in the two following subsections.

4.7.1 Non-fermiophobic 4321 models

The twin Pati-Salam model is built as a fermiophobic framework, where all chiral
fermions are singlets under the TeV scale SU(4). This is a crucial difference between
our model and the non-fermiophobic 4321 models [262,263, 356,360, 361] and their UV
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twin PS fermiophobic 4321 Ps3 non-fermiophobic 4321
Refs. this thesis [267,268] [115,170] [262—-264, 3506]
Theory of flavour Yes No Yes No
Ry ARp = ARp+ ARp = ARp-~ ARp > ARp- ARp > ARp-
B(r — 3u) 1078 <1071 1079 -
B(T — wy) 107° <1071t 1078 1078
B(t — ue) 107 10711 10710 10710
B(Bs — 1) 1076 1077 1073 107°
B(Bs — 77) 107° - 103 1073
B(B — K771) 107° - 10~* 107*
dB(B — K®up) (2.54) 0.3 - 0.2 0.2
vector-like fermion families 3 3 1 1
High-pr constraints Mild Mild Tight Tight

TABLE 4.7: Main observables to distinguish the twin Pati-Salam model from other
proposals. The numbers are only indicative, as these predictions may vary along the
parameter space of the different models. The dash (-) indicates that the observable
was not considered or numbers were not given in the corresponding references. In the
high-pr row we broadly refer to how constrained is the model by high-pr searches [269].

completions (including the PS? model [115]), where the third family of chiral fermions
transforms under the TeV scale SU(4). This implies large left- and right-handed third
family couplings to SU(4) gauge bosons. By contrast, in our theory of flavour, the
right-handed couplings of SM fermions to U; (and also to Z’ and ¢') arise via small
mixing angles connected to the origin of second family fermion masses, hence the twin
Pati-Salam model predicts dominantly left-handed U; couplings. The low-energy phe-
nomenology between both approaches is radically different.

In terms of the charged current anomalies R, the twin Pati-Salam model only
predicts the effective operator (¢17v,br)(Trv*vr1), and hence both Rp and Rp- are
corrected in the same direction and with the same size. In contrast, non-fermiophobic
4321 models also predict the scalar operator (¢.br)(Trvrr). Due to the presence of this
operator, the NP effect on ARp is larger than on ARp- (about 5/2 larger for the PS?
model, see Eq. (27) in [115]).

Another key observable is B — Kvv, for which the twin Pati-Salam model predicts a
larger branching fraction that will be fully tested by Belle II. Instead, non-fermiophobic
4321 models predict a smaller branching fraction, see Fig. 4.4 of [263] and compare
their purple region with our Fig. 4.15. Moreover, in our analysis of B — Kvv we have
highlighted correlations with By — By mixing due to the loops being dominated by the
same vector-like charged lepton, a feature which is missing in the analysis of [263].

Regarding the rest of the observables, broadly speaking the twin PS model pre-
dicts larger branching fractions for LE'V processes. The exception is 7 — p7y, which is
enhanced in non-fermiophobic models via a chirality flip with the bottom quark run-
ning in the loop. The rare decays B; — 77 and B — K77 are chirally enhanced in

non-fermiophobic models due to the presence of scalar operators connected to the third
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family right-handed couplings. The LHCb and Belle II collaborations will test signifi-

cant regions of the parameter space to disentangle the different 4321 approaches.

The lifetime ratio 7p, /7, introduced in Section 2.3.6 can potentially discriminate as

well between the twin PS model and non-fermiophobic 4321 models [4], see Fig. 2.5.
High-pp searches also offer a window to disentangle both approaches, since most of

the constraints afflicting non-fermiophobic 4321 scenarios are relaxed in the dominantly

left-handed scenario of the twin PS model. Particularly relevant are also the different

implementations of vector-like fermions.

4.7.2 Fermiophobic 4321 models

To our knowledge, the only fermiophobic 4321 model proposed in the literature is that
of Ref. [267], whose phenomenology was studied in detail in [268]. This model presents
a simplified fermiophobic scenario with a rather ad-hoc flavour structure motivated by
the phenomenology, including an ad-hoc alignment of SM-like Yukawas and VL-chiral
fermion mixing. Furthermore, [267] does not address the question of quark and lepton
masses (is not a theory of flavour), unlike the model proposed here. It lacks quark-
lepton unification of SM fermions and leads to a less predictive framework than the twin
Pati-Salam model.

The twin Pati-Salam model leads to an effective fermiophobic 4321 model at the TeV
scale. However, the underlying twin PS symmetry implies correlations of key parameters,
leading to extra constraints and correlations between observables, which are not present
in the analyses of [267,268]. For example, R, and Ry are correlated here due to
the universality of xg% and xgﬂ, leading to quasi-universal mixing angles S%L and S%L.
By contrast, such mixing angles are free parameters in [267,268] and one can explain
R+ without giving any contribution to Ry(.). As a consequence, a dedicated analysis
was required to show that R ) can be explained in the twin PS model while being
compatible with the recent data on Ry (., as we did in this chapter.

Since the twin Pati-Salam model is a theory of flavour, while [267,268] is not, new
signals are predicted in LF'V processes connected to the origin of fermion masses and
mixings. The twin PS model predicts non-vanishing p7 mixing, leading to striking
signals in 7 — 3p and 7 — pvy close to current experimental bounds, as summarised in
Figs. 4.9a and 4.9b. The large contributions to the branching fractions of 7 — 3u and
T — py are mediated by the Z’ boson, see the purple region in Figs. 4.9a and 4.9b. In
contrast, in simplified fermiophobic 4321 models [267,268] only a much smaller 1-loop
Ui-mediated signal is predicted. This signal was not computed in Refs. [267,268] as it
is very small compared to the experimental bounds, but we have computed it here for
the sake of comparison, and it is depicted as the blue region in Figs. 4.9a and 4.9b. In
a similar way, we obtain B(7 — u¢) two orders of magnitude larger than in [267,268]
due to the 7u mixing predicted by the twin Pati-Salam model.

Finally, the fermion mixing predicted by the twin Pati-Salam model avoids current

constraints coming from CKM unitarity, AF = 2 and electroweak precision observables
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as presented in [369]. The reasons are the absence of SM-like Yukawa couplings for chiral
fermions in the original basis (as they will be generated indeed via this mixing), along
with the fact that vector-like quark SU(2);, doublets and SM quark SU(2)y, singlets
do not mix, hence the vector-like quark doublet remains unsplit. Remarkably, this
is different from [267,268], where mixing between the chiral quark singlets and the
vector-like (right-handed) quark doublet was induced due to the presence of the SM-
like Yukawa couplings for chiral fermions, leading to possible splitting of the vector-like
quark doublet, which constrains the mixing angles for third family quarks according to

the analysis in [369].

4.8 Conclusions

We have proposed the twin Pati-Salam model as a multi-scale theory of flavour able to
explain the origin of the flavour structure of the SM, connecting the origin of the SM
Yukawa couplings with the origin of the couplings to fermions of a TeV scale vector
leptoquark U; that explains the anomalies in B-physics. The basic idea of this model is
that all three families of SM chiral fermions transform under one PS group, while families
of vector-like fermions transform under the other one. Vector leptoquark couplings
and SM Yukawa couplings emerge together after mixing of the chiral fermions with
the vector-like fermions, thereby providing a direct link between B-physics and fermion
masses and mixings. In this manner, the twin Pati-Salam model features a fermiophobic
framework in complete analogy with the fermiophobic Z’ models of Chapter 3, such
that both the B-anomalies and the flavour hierarchies are explained via the mechanism
of messenger dominance [171]. Remarkably, the need to explain the low-energy B-
anomalies fixes the NP scales of flavour (¢) and M (which a priori could be anywhere
from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale) to live close to the TeV scale, at least
those involving the origin of second and third family fermion masses.

Firstly, we presented a simplified version of the model where second and third family
fermion masses originate from mixing with a “fourth” vector-like family of fermions
charged under SU(4)Lg, broken at the TeV scale. SU(2) doublet vector-like fermions
with masses around the TeV scale are assumed to have a large mixing with left-handed
third family fermions, in order to provide their effective Yukawa couplings. In the
spirit of messenger dominance [171], hierarchically heavier SU(2);, vector-like fermion
singlets mix with second and third family right-handed fermions, in order to provide
second family fermion masses and the small V., CKM element. The origin of first family
fermion masses and their mixing is connected to vector-like fermions charged under the
second PS group, broken around the much heavier PeV scale, completing the multi-scale
picture for the origin of flavour.

However, with only a single vector-like family charged under SU (4){;5, the model
is unable to explain the B-anomalies in a natural way, as it does not achieve the re-

quired flavour structure to avoid constraints by By — B, meson mixing mediated by the
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heavy neutral vectors of the model. We then extended the simplified model to include
three vector-like families, together with a Z, discrete symmetry to control the flavour
structure. This version of the model allows for larger flavour-violating and dominantly
left-handed U; couplings as required to address Ry, thanks to mixing between a fourth
and fifth vector-like families which also mix with the second and third generations of
SM fermions. A sixth vector-like family is included to mix with the first SM family,
for the sake of suppressing any FCNCs involving first and second family fermions. The
mechanism resembles the GIM suppression of FCNCs in the SM, featuring a similar
Cabbibo-like matrix which is present in leptoquark currents, but not in neutral currents
mediated by the coloron and Z’.

This version of the model can explain the R, anomalies at 1o while being com-
patible with all data, however we expect small deviations from the SM on the R
ratios, to be tested in the future via more precise tests of LFU by the LHCb collabora-
tion. In contrast to the alternative models, our model predicts dominantly left-handed
Ui couplings to fermions, leading to ARp = ARp+. The contribution to R is corre-
lated as well with an universal contribution to the operator Oy, that further improves
the overall fit of the model to b — suu data.

Non-negligible p7 mixing is predicted by the theory of flavour, leading to interesting
signals in 7 — 3u and 7 — py, mostly due to Z’ exchange, which are close to present
experimental bounds in some region of the parameter space. Signals in LF'V semileptonic
processes mediated by Uy at tree-level are found to lie well below current experimental
limits, with the exception of K — e which constrains a small region of the parameter
space. However, this tension can be alleviated if the first family U; coupling is diluted
via mixing with vector-like fermions. Tests of LFU in tau decays set important bounds
over the mass of U; depending on its coupling to third family fermions. Contributions of
U, to the rare decays B; — 77 and B — K77 are broadly below current and projected
experimental sensitivity. Instead, the rare decay B — K®uvw offers the opportunity
to fully test the model in the near future, since Belle II is expected to cover all the
parameter space compatible with the B-anomalies. Remarkably, the model can be easily
disentangled from all other proposals via the previous set of observables, as discussed in
Section 4.7.

Apart from the aforementioned low-energy predictions at LHCb and Belle II, the
model is also testable via high-pr searches at the LHC. The study of the 1-loop con-
tribution of vector leptoquark U; exchange to B, — B, mixing revealed that the fifth
vector-like lepton has to be light, around 1-2 TeV, to be compatible with the stringent
bound from AMj,. This is easily achieved in the twin Pati-Salam model, where light
vector-like fermions are well motivated in order to naturally obtain the large mixing
needed to fit the R anomaly, and also to fit the heavy top mass without perturba-
tivity issues. In particular, the fourth and fifth charged leptons are suggested as good
candidates to explain the CMS excess [368], but further study is required in this direc-

tion. Vector-like quarks are found to lie not far above 1 TeV in the suggested benchmark,
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hence motivating specific searches at LHC to be performed. Regarding the heavy vec-
tors, dijet searches and dilepton searches set mild bounds over the mass of the coloron
and Z’, respectively. The more stringent bound over the scale of the model arises from
the ditop searches in [263,363], which push the mass of the coloron to lie above 3.5 TeV,
however those bounds could be slightly overestimated for our model as they are obtained
for different 4321 scenarios. Finally, the mass range for U; is compatible with current
bounds, and mostly lie within the projected sensitivity of the high luminosity phase of
LHC. A good fit for the 30 CMS excess in U; searches [367] could be provided if the
extra decay channels to vector-like fermions are considered, assuming that the bound
from ditop searches is indeed overestimated.

As we have shown, the twin Pati-Salam model predicts the NP scenario preferred
by the global fits [82] in order to explain B-physics data, and connects explicitly the
effective Uy leptoquark couplings with the origin of Yukawa couplings in the SM. The
model exhibits a rich flavour phenomenology with key observables that will allow to
disentangle it from all other proposals, along with a TeV-scale phenomenology that can

be probed in the near future by high-pr experiments at the LHC.
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Chapter 5

Tri-hypercharge: a path to the

origin of flavour

“You're telling me that people at CERN dug out millions
of tons of earth just to smash tiny particles?” Kohler
shrugged. “Sometimes to find truth, one must move

mountains.”

— Dan Brown, Angels & Demons

In this chapter, based on Ref. [3], we introduce a theory of flavour based on assigning
a separate gauged weak hypercharge to each family of chiral fermions. Assuming that
the Higgs doublet only carries third family hypercharge, then only third family fermions
get renormalisable Yukawa couplings, explaining their heaviness. Light charged fermion
masses and CKM mixing may arise from non-renormalisable operators, connected to the
new scalar fields that break the three hypercharge groups down to SM hypercharge. We
shall conclude that neutrino masses and mixing may be explained via the addition of
vector-like singlet neutrinos that carry cancelling family hypercharges. Finally, we will
see that this model has a rich phenomenology if the new physics scales are low, including

flavour-violating observables, LHC physics and electroweak precision observables.

5.1 Introduction

Theories of flavour may involve new symmetries (global, local, continuous, discrete,
abelian, non-abelian...) beyond the SM group, possibly broken at some high scale down
to the SM. Traditionally, new gauge structures beyond the SM have been considered to
be flavour universal, as grand unified theories (GUTs) which usually embed all three fam-
ilies in an identical way, or even extended GUTs which embed all three families in a single
representation (usually along with extra exotic fermions). Alternatively, there exists the
well-motivated case of family symmetries which commute with the SM gauge group, and

are then spontaneously broken, leading to family structure. However, there are other
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less explored ways in which the SM gauge group could be embedded into a larger gauge
structure in a flavour non-universal way. In particular, the family decomposition of the
SM gauge group (including a hierarchical symmetry breaking pattern down to the SM)
was first proposed during the 80s and 90s, with the purpose of motivating lepton non-
universality [370-373] or assisting technicolor model building [374-376]. However, the
natural origin of flavour hierarchies in such a framework was not explored until more
recently in [113,114,118]. Here it was proposed that the flavour non-universality of
Yukawa couplings in the SM might well find its origin in a flavour non-universal gauge
sector, broken in a hierarchical way down to the SM. Interestingly, model building in
this direction has received particular attention in recent years [115-117,119-121]. With
the exception of Ref. [121], the remaining recent attempts have been motivated by the
need to obtain a TeV scale vector leptoquark from Pati-Salam unification in order to
address the B-anomalies'. Therefore, all these setups share a similar feature: a low scale
SU(4) gauge group under which only the third family of SM fermions transforms in a
non-trivial way. In contrast, in this work we want to explore the capabilities of flavour
non-universality to address the flavour puzzle in a more minimal, simple and bottom-up
approach.

We propose that the SM symmetry originates from a larger gauge group in the UV

that contains three separate weak hypercharge gauge factors,
SU@B)e x SUR2)L xU(L)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)ys , (5.1)

which we will denote as the tri-hypercharge (TH) U(1)3- gauge group. We will associate
each of the three hypercharge gauge groups with a separate SM family, such that each
fermion family ¢ only carries hypercharge under the corresponding U(1)y, factor. This
ensures that each family transforms differently under the gauge group U(1)3., which
avoids the family repetition of the SM, and provides the starting point for a theory of
flavour. For example, assuming that a single Higgs doublet only carries third family
hypercharge, then only the third family Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable
level. With two Higgs doublets carrying third family hypercharge, we show that the
naturalness of the scheme increases. This simple and economical framework naturally
explains the heaviness of the third family, the smallness of Vi and Vi, and delivers
Yukawa couplings that preserve an accidental and global U(2)® flavour symmetry acting
on the light families, which is known to provide a good first order description of the SM

spectrum plus an efficient suppression of flavour-violating effects for new physics [110].

!'Remarkably, flavour non-universality is not the only way to connect the TeV-scale Pati-Salam vector
leptoquark addressing the B-anomalies with the origin of flavour hierarchies, see the twin Pati-Salam
theory of flavour discussed in Chapter 4 of this thesis, which considers the mechanism of messenger
dominance [171]
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Remarkably, this appears to be the simplest way to provide the U(2)® flavour symmetry?.
The masses of first and second family fermions, along with the CKM mixing, then appear
as small breaking sources of U(2)% that arise after the cascade spontaneous symmetry
breaking of U(1)3. down to SM hypercharge, which can be parameterised in a model-
independent way in terms of spurions. In a realistic model, the spurions will be realised
by a choice of “hyperon” scalars which transform under the different family hypercharge
groups, breaking the tri-hypercharge symmetry. We will motivate a specific symmetry
breaking chain where dynamics at a low scale, which could be as low as the TeV, explain
the flavour hierarchies mgy/mg, while dynamics at a heavier scale explain mj/ms. This
symmetry breaking pattern will sequentially recover the approximate flavour symmetry
of the SM, and provide a natural suppression of FCNCs for TeV new physics, while
the rest of flavour-violating effects are suppressed by a naturally heavier scale. In this
manner, the tri-hypercharge gauge group is an example of a multi-scale origin of flavour
as introduced in Section 1.10. Moreover, later in Chapter 6 we shall see that the tri-
hypercharge gauge group, among other gauge non-universal theories, may arise from a
gauge unified framework.

The chapter is organised as follows. In Section 5.2 we introduce the TH gauge
group, along with the fermion and Higgs doublet content of the model. We discuss the
implications for third family fermion masses along with the mass hierarchy between the
top and bottom/tau fermions. In Section 5.3 we study the origin of charged fermion
masses and mixing in the TH model, firstly via a spurion formalism which reveals model-
independent considerations, and secondly by introducing example models with hyperons.
In Section 5.4 we study the origin of neutrino masses and mixing in the TH model. In
particular, we discuss the impact of the U(2)% flavour symmetry over the dimension-5
Weinberg operator, and afterwards we provide an example type I seesaw model where
neutrino masses and mixing can be accommodated. In Section 5.6 we perform a prelim-
inary exploration of the phenomenological implications and discovery prospects of the

U(1)3 theory of flavour. Finally, Section 5.7 outlines our main conclusions.

5.2 Tri-hypercharge gauge theory

The tri-hypercharge gauge group is based on assigning a separate gauged weak hyper-

charge to each fermion family,

SU(S)C X SU(Q)L X U(l)yl X U(l)y2 X U(l)y3 , (52)

2An alternative way to deliver U(2)® consists in decomposing SU(2)z only and taking advantage of
the fact that right-handed rotations remain unphysical in order to remove the remaining U (2)®-breaking
entries of the Yukawa matrices (see the complete review of Ref. [122]). Another example [300] considered
an extension of the SM by a U(1)y, gauge group under which only third family fermions (and the Higgs)
are hypercharge-like charged, where U(1)y, commutes with SM hypercharge, leading to an accidental
U(2)°.
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Field SU(3). SUQ2). U(ly, U(ly, U(ly,

Q1 3 2 1/6 0 0
us 3 1 ~2/3 0 0

¢ 3 1 1/3 0 0
L 1 2 —1/2 0 0
€€ 1 1 1 0 0
Qs 3 2 0 1/6 0
us 3 1 0 ~2/3 0

¢ 3 1 0 1/3 0
Ly 1 2 0 —1/2 0
¢ 1 1 0 1 0
Qs 3 2 0 0 1/6
us 3 1 0 0 ~2/3

¢ 3 1 0 0 1/3
Ls 1 2 0 0 ~1/2
e 1 1 0 0 1

TABLE 5.1: Charge assignments of the SM fermions under the TH gauge group. @;
and L; (where i = 1,2, 3) are left-handed SU(2), doublets of chiral quarks and leptons,
while u¢, d$ and €f are the C'P-conjugate right-handed quarks and leptons (so that they

1)

become left-handed?).

in such a way that the i¢th fermion family only carries Y; hypercharge, with the other
hypercharges set equal to zero (see Table 5.1), where Y = Y1 +Y2+Yj3 is equal to SM weak
hypercharge. Anomalies cancel separately for each family, as in the SM, but without
family replication. The TH gauge group is broken down to the SM via appropriate SM
singlet scalars, which however carry family hypercharges. We denote these fields linking
the family hypercharges as hyperons. The TH group could be broken down to the SM

in different ways, however we motivate the following symmetry breaking pattern,

SU(3)C X SU(Q)L X U(l)yl X U(l)y2 X U(l)y3
2 SU3)e x SU2), x UL)yyay, x U(L)y, (5.3)
vig SU(?))C X SU(Q)L X U(l)yl_;,_yﬁ_y,3 .

This choice is well supported by symmetry arguments that will have phenomenological
consequences: At high energies, the TH group discriminates between the three SM
fermion families, explicitly breaking the approximate U(3) flavour symmetry of the
SM. At a heavy scale vy2, the first and second hypercharges are broken down to their
diagonal subgroup, and the associated Z’ boson potentially mediates dangerous 1-2
FCNCs. Nevertheless, the gauge group below the scale vq3 preserves an accidental U (2)?
flavour symmetry. The groups U(1)y,+v, X U(1)y, are broken down to their diagonal
subgroup (SM hypercharge) at a scale vy3, and the associated Z’ boson is protected from
mediating the most dangerous FCNCs thanks to the U(2)° symmetry. In this manner,

the most dangerous FCNCs are suppressed by the heavier scale vis, while the scale

3The reader who is not familiar with this notation based on left-handed 2-component Weyl spinors
can find the connection with the traditional 4-component, left-right notation in Appendix A.
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v93 can be very low with interesting phenomenological implications. We will see that
dynamics connected to the scale v will play a role in the origin of the family hierarchy
m1/msg, while dynamics connected to the scale vog will play a role in the origin of ma/ms.
The distribution of the various scales in the model reproduces what we would expect
in a multi-scale theory of flavour based on U(2)5, as anticipated in Section 1.9.3 and
in Fig. 1.6. Despite the apparently complex gauge sector of the tri-hypercharge setup,
consisting of five arbitrary gauge couplings, in Chapter 6 we shall see that such a theory
may arise from a gauge unified framework.

Provided that the SM Higgs only carries third family hypercharge, H(1, 2)(0707_ 1
then only third family Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable level and an
accidental U(2)° flavour symmetry acting on the light families emerges in the Yukawa
sector,

L = y;QsHuS + ypyQ3Hd§ + y, LsHe§ + h.c. (5.4)

where H is the C'P-conjugate of H. This setup already provides an explanation for the
smallness of light fermion masses with respect to the third family, along with the small-
ness of quark mixing, as they all must arise from non-renormalisable operators which
minimally break the U(2)° symmetry. Although this is a good first order description of
the SM spectrum, the question of why the bottom and tau fermions are much lighter
than the top remains unanswered, and assuming only a single Higgs doublet, a tuning
of order 2% for the bottom coupling and of 1% for the tau coupling would be required.
Given that my , o Amy while m. o< A®my, this setup also requires to generate a stronger
fermion hierarchy in the down and charged lepton sectors with respect to the up sector,
unless the tuning in the bottom and tau couplings is extended to the second family. As
we shall see shortly, the U(1)3- model (and very likely a more general set of theories
of flavour based on the family decomposition of the SM group) predicts a similar mass
hierarchy for all charged sectors.

Due to the above considerations, it seems natural to consider a type Il two Higgs

doublet model (2HDM), where both Higgs doublets only carry third family hypercharge,
Hu(172)(070,%)7 Hd(1,2)(0707_%) ) (5'5)

where as usual for a type II 2HDM, FCNCs can be forbidden by e.g. a softly broken Zs
discrete symmetry or by Supersymmetry (not necessarily low scale), which we however
do not specify in order to preserve the bottom-up spirit of this work. In any case,
tan 8 = v, /vg ~ A~2 & 20, which is compatible with current data (see e.g. [377,378]),
will provide the hierarchy between the top and bottom/tau masses with all dimensionless
couplings being O(1). Such an overall hierarchy between the down and charged lepton
sectors with respect to the up sector is extended to all families, providing a better

description of second family charged fermion masses as we shall see.
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5.3 Charged fermion masses and mixing

5.3.1 Lessons from the spurion formalism

In all generality, we introduce U(2)°-breaking spurions ® in the Yukawa matrices of

charged fermions

@2%701_%2 (I)(_%ﬁ%,_l%) @(_%7?7%) U%

‘C:(Ql Q2 Q3) (I)(ga_ga_ﬁ) (5(0731_2) @(07_676) ué Hu
@(%7())_%) @(07§1_§) 1 u3
A

H@ @ @e-h-hh o0 -1 ek (4] (50
®(-1,0,1)  @(0,-3%,1) 1 3
q)( %707%> q)(%v_laé) (I)(%,O,—%) e'i

+ (L1 Lo Ls) | @(-1,3,3) @(0,-%,2) @(0,3,—3)| | €| Ha +hec.,
®(-1,0,1) @(0,-1,1) 1 €3

where each spurion carries non-trivial charge assignments under U(1)3.. In an EFT
approach, each spurion above can be matched to specific ratios of hyperons ¢; over EFT
cut-off scales A;, i.e.

b =

P1..-On
A Ay

where we have suppressed dimensionless couplings. The choice of hyperons and A; above

(5.7)

carries all the model dependence.
Assuming that the cut-off scales A; of the EFT are universal, i.e. that all A; are
common to all charged sectors, then the spurion formalism reveals some general consid-

erations about the origin of charged fermion masses and mixing:

o The same spurions (up to conjugation) appear in the diagonal entries of all matri-
ces. Therefore, unless texture zeros are introduced in specific models, this means
that the masses of second family fermions are likely to be degenerate up to di-
mensionless couplings, and the same discussion applies to first family fermions.
This motivates again the addition of the second Higgs doublet or an alternative
mechanism in order to generate the hierarchy between the charm mass and the

lighter strange and muon masses.

o The same spurions appear in the (2,3) entries of the up and down Yukawa matrices.
Therefore, the 2-3 mixing in both the up and down sectors is expected to be of a
similar size, giving no predictions about the alignment of the CKM element V.

The similar argument applies to 1-3 mixing and V.

o The spurions in the (1,2) entry of the up and down matrices are different. There-
fore, specific models have the potential to give predictions about the alignment of
the CKM element V.

o The same spurion (up to conjugation) that enters in all (2,2) entries also populates

the (2,3) entry of the charged lepton Yukawa matrix. Similarly, the same spurion
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(up to conjugation) that enters in all (1,1) entries also populates the (1,3) entry
of the charged lepton Yukawa matrix. In general, this predicts left-handed p — 7
(e — 7) mixing of O(ma/ms3) (O(mi/ms3)), unless texture zeros are introduced in
specific models (see Section 5.3.2). This leads to a sizable enhancement of LFV
7 — p and 7 — e transitions above the SM predictions, mediated by heavy Z’

bosons in the model (see Section 5.6).

e The spurions in the lower off-diagonal entries of the Yukawa matrices all carry inde-
pendent charge assignments, so right-handed fermion mixing is model-dependent

and can be different in all charged sectors.

In the following, we go beyond the spurion formalism and introduce different sets of
hyperons. As we shall wee, the hyperons will provide small U(2)%-breaking effects via
non-renormalisable operators, leading to the masses of first and second family charged
fermions, along with CKM mixing. In the next few subsections, we will describe example

scenarios which provide a good description of charged fermion masses and mixing.

5.3.2 From spurions to hyperons

The physical origin of the spurions of the previous subsection will correspond to new
Higgs scalar fields that break the U (1)3Y symmetry, which we call hyperons. The hyperons
induce small U(2)%-breaking effects at the non-renormalisable level that will lead to the
masses and mixings of charged fermions. As the most straightforward scenario, we could
promote the spurions in the diagonal entries of the matrices in Eq. (5.6) to hyperons,
along with the off-diagonal spurions in the upper half of the down matrix*. In an EFT
approach, the set of hyperons that we have assumed generates the following Yukawa
matrices,
AT ¢§I§’°’%)/A u

0 %’2’ DN oo 00 /A (32) o (58

0 1 3
7(=3.0,3) 552 (=5:0.5)

Po13 /A ¢d1 /A ¢q13 /A di
+(Q1 Q2 Q3) 0 ¢K27 3:3) /A ¢ 0,—5:3) /A (dé) Hy (5.9)
0

L5 =(@Q1 Q2 Q3)

q23 dg
7 _l707l WUy T o c
(I I Is) ¢2132 2)/A o 0 1 ¢§123 ) /A €1 " L
+ 1 2 3 7 272 727 2 65 4 +h.oc.,
8 5%3 /A ¢e23 /A €5

(5.10)

where the universal scale A is the high cut-off scale of the EFT, and we ignore the O(1)

dimensionless couplings of each entry. Although we have chosen only the specific set

“Notice that the same spurions enter in both the (1,3) and (2,3) entries of the up and down matrices
in Eq. (5.6).
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of hyperons shown, leaving some zeros in the matrices, these zeros may be filled in by
higher order operators with dimension larger than 5, which so far we are ignoring.

When the hyperons develop VEVs, assumed to be smaller than the cut-off scale
A, then each entry of the matrix will receive a suppressed numerical effective coupling
given by ratios of the form (¢) /A, whose values can be assumed arbitrarily. Having the
freedom to choose arbitrary VEVs for each hyperon, the Yukawa matrices above could
provide a good first order description of charged fermion masses and CKM mixing. We
choose to fix various (¢) /A ratios in terms of powers of the Wolfenstein parameter
A ~ 0.225, obtaining

6 3 c
A O3 )\2 u}; Vs
L=(u uz ug)[ 0 A X us | == (5.11)
0 o0 1) \u§) V2

ASONEN\ fdf\

+(di dy dy) [0 AP Az [d5)A22E (5.12)
0 o0 1) \d&) V2
A6 0 AB\ fe§ Vs

+(e1 ez e3)[ 0 A A |e5 | N—= +he. (5.13)
0 0 1)\ V2

As anticipated from the spurion formalism, the alignment of V., and V,;, is not predicted
by the model. In contrast, the model predicts a relevant left-handed p— 7 (e —7) mixing
connected to the same hyperon that provides the second family (first family) effective
Yukawa couplings. Thanks to the addition of the second Higgs doublet, the model
successfully explains third and second family fermion masses with O(1) dimensionless
couplings. The down-quark and electron masses are also reasonably explained, although
the up-quark mass is naively a factor O(A~!-5) larger than current data. Notice that so
far we are only assuming one universal cut-off scale A, while in realistic models several
cut-off scales A may be associated to different messengers in the UV theory, which could
provide a larger suppression for the up-quark effective coupling. Therefore, within the
limitations of our EFT approach, the description of charged fermion masses given by
the set of Eqgs. (5.11-5.13) is very successful.

As an alternative example, one could also consider a model where the (1,1) spurion
in Eq. (5.6) is not promoted to hyperon, but instead all the spurions in the (1,2) and
(2,1) entries are promoted, so that the Yukawa matrices show an exact texture zero in
the (1,1) entry,

12 _ 1 151

O ¢ 6’3’_2) ¢(_6’0’6) uc

£d§5_(Q Q 2 1.1 ulg21 1 q03_11 ¢
— 1 2 Q3) (%71 6 2 qbézéw 2) ¢(273 6’6) ug Hu (5'14)

u q u

0 0 3

O éIZé»_%vé) (13(1)707%) c

q 1
+(Q1 Q2 Q3)| (~3-%3) 0-3.3 0,-3,1) S| Hy (5.15)

d21 23 ¢q23 g
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0, el 0 (e
+ (Ll L2 L3) (_17%7%) (07 272 727 2 e% Hd —|—h.C., (5.16)
¢e210 ¢£230 ‘1582 e

where we have omitted the high cut-off A suppressing each dimension-5 operator above.

The VEV over A ratios of the new hyperons can be fixed by the requirement of addressing

first family fermion masses, obtaining Yukawa matrices with texture zeros in the (1,1)

5 3 ué
(5)5 )\3 /\2 rlz Usm
,Cz(ul u9 U3) A A /\ Uy (5.17)
0 § V2

0 )\4 >\3 USM
+(d1 dy d3) [\ )\3 )\2 AQ (5.18)
0

0 C
+(e1 ez e3) | At )\3 )\3 5 AZBM Ly e (5.19)
0 o 1)\ V2

which provide an even better description of first family fermion masses than the original

entry as

simplified model. Notice that in this scenario, a sizable left-handed e — 7 mixing is no
longer predicted.

We conclude that the most straightforward choices of hyperons, motivated by the
spurion formalism, already provide a good description of charged fermion masses and
mixings. However, these simplified models leave some questions unanswered. Given
that we are assuming the symmetry breaking highlighted in Eq. (5.3), we notice that
there are no hyperons breaking the first and second hypercharges down to their diagonal
subgroup, and we would expect those to play a role in the origin of fermion hierarchies
and mixing. Moreover, in the simplified models introduced so far, several hyperons
display unexplained large hierarchies of VEVs whose values are assumed a posteriori to
fit the fermion masses. Given that all these hyperons participate in the 23-breaking step
of Eq. (5.3), we would expect all of them to develop VEVs at a similar scale, rather than
the hierarchical scales assumed. This motivates further model building. In the following

subsections we discuss a couple of example models which address these issues.

5.3.3 Model 1: Minimal case with three hyperons
We introduce here the following set of three hyperons,

19 ) (07_171) ( ) 70)
¢£2 >3 ) ¢q23 0oy ¢q126 6 (5.20)
Following the EFT approach of the previous subsection, we now analyse the effective

Yukawa matrices obtained by combining the SM charged fermions, the Higgs doublets

and the hyperons, in a tower of non-renormalisable operators preserving the U (1)5Y gauge
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symmetry,
Phodrss  bq1adeas Pqiades\ [u
L=(Q1 Q2 Q3)| dgadems Pea3 Pq23 uy | Hy (5.21)
Ga100e230q23  Drasdyas 1 U3
Godis  bq12des  bq12oges\ [dS
+ (@1 Q2 @3) | dZ1a0es b3 Pq23 ds | Hy (5.22)
¢q12¢223 ¢¢2123 1 ds
Porobms Puiadeas Doiadraz (e
+ (L1 Lo Ls) | 010003 de2s Pr23 €3 | Ha +hec., (5.23)
G123 P 1 s

where the powers of A in the denominator and the dimensionless couplings of each entry
are not shown. Once the hyperons above develop VEVs, we obtain very economical and
efficient Yukawa textures for modeling the observed pattern of SM Yukawa couplings. In
particular, the masses of second family fermions arise at dimension 5 in the EFT, while
first family masses have an extra suppression as they arise from dimension-8 operators.
Regarding CKM mixing, 2-3 quark mixing leading to V,; arises from dimension-5 oper-
ators, while V,; has an extra mild suppression as it arises from dimension-6 operators.
In all cases, right-handed fermion mixing is suppressed with respect to left-handed mix-
ing. This is a highly desirable feature, given the strong phenomenological constraints
on right-handed flavour-changing currents [238,239] (see Section 2.3.4), which may be
mediated by heavy Z’ bosons arising from the symmetry breaking of U(1)3..

In good approximation, quark mixing leading to Vs arises as the ratio of the (1,2)

and (2,2) entries of the quark matrices above, therefore we expect

(Pq12)
A

~ Vus @ A, (5.24)

where A = sinfc ~ 0.225. In a similar manner, we can fix the ratio (¢q23) /A by

reproducing the observed Vi,

«’53\23’) ~ Vi A2 (5.25)

Given that both (¢q23) and (¢p23) play a role in the last step of the symmetry breaking
cascade (see Eq. (5.3)), it is expected that both VEVs live at a similar scale, although
they are not expected to be degenerate but differ by an O(1) factor. This way, we are

free to choose
(Pra3)  me
A my

~ N3, (5.26)

which, given that (H,) provides an extra suppression of O(A\?) for down-quarks and
charged lepton Yukawas, allows to predict all second family masses with O(1) dimen-
sionless couplings. In contrast with the simplified models of Section 5.3.2, this model
provides all the 23-breaking VEVs at the same scale, plus a larger 12-breaking VEV,
following a mild hierarchy given by wva3/v12 ~ A. This way, the symmetry breaking of
the U(1)3 gauge group proceeds just like in Eq. (5.3), as desired.
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Having fixed all the hyperon VEVs with respect to A, now we are able to write the

full mass matrices for each sector in terms of the Wolfenstein parameter A,

NP AN T A,

L= (ur uz ug) AT A3 N2| |u§| == (5.27)
AN 1) \ug) V2
XN e\

-l-(dl do dg) A2 A3 N2 dg N —= (5.28)
Aoar 1) \dg) V2

A0 A0\ res\
+ler en es) [ A0 A3 23] [es | A22Y 4 (5.29)
)\12 )\6 1 eg \/i

We can see that this setup provides a reasonable description of charged fermion masses
and mixing. Although the up and down-quark masses are slightly off by O(\) factors,
we remember that we are only assuming one universal cut-off scale A, while in realistic
models several scales A may be associated to different messengers in the UV theory,
further improving the fit of first family quark masses, as discussed in Section 5.3.2. All
things considered, the description of fermion masses seems very efficient, considering the
limitations of our EFT framework.

However, the model does not predict the alignment of V,,;. Moreover, we also notice
that right-handed s — d mixing is just mildly suppressed as silg ~ O()\?) in this model.
Given the stringent bounds over left-right scalar operators contributing to X — K meson
mixing [238,239] (which might arise in this kind of models as we shall see in Section 5.6),
the scale v1s can be pushed far above the TeV if V, originates from the down sector.
From a phenomenological point of view, it would be interesting to find models which
give clear predictions about the alignment of V., and ideally provide a more efficient
suppression of right-handed quark mixing. We shall see in the next subsection that this

can be achieved by minimally extending the set of hyperons of this model.

5.3.4 Model 2: Five hyperons for a more predictive setup

Model 1 proposed in the previous subsection, despite its simplicity and minimality,
does not give clear predictions about the alignment of the CKM matrix. Heavy Z’
bosons arising from the symmetry breaking of U(1)3 have the potential to mediate
contributions to K — K meson mixing, which could set a lower bound over the scale
of U(1)3-breaking, but such contributions depend on the alignment of V5. Moreover,
the largest contributions to K — K mixing depend both on the alignment of V,,; and on
right-handed s — d mixing, which is just mildly suppressed in Model 1. Therefore, we
propose here a similar model with slightly extended hyperon content that can account
for a clear prediction about the alignment of V., plus a more efficient suppression of

right-handed fermion mixing. We consider here the hyperons

11 11 101 111 11
¢§g§27 2), ¢$E, 6’6); ¢[(1136’076)7 <7551126’ 372), Pela 0, (5.30)
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With this set of hyperons, the effective Yukawa couplings in the EFT are (suppressing

as usual powers of A and dimensionless couplings)

O210e3 bq130q23bi2s  bq13\ [uf
L=(Q1 Q2 Q3)| ¢Z20g1304230023 be23 Pq23 Ué H, (5.31)
u3

DA oPq130e23 1230423 1

P210b03 Doz g3\ [dS
+ (@1 Q2 Q3) | P2130g23 Pras  Pg23 (dg) Hy (5.32)
bq13  Pgs 1 ds
%212@23 ¢21~2@23 ¢§12¢323 e§
+ (L1 Lo Ls) (@2}12@23 P23 Pe23 ) (65) Hq +h.c. (5.33)
Pe100t0s Dl 1 €5

Following the same approach as with Model 1, we assign the following powers of A to

the VEV over A ratios in order to reproduce fermion masses and CKM mixing,

(be23) _ (Pq13) _ys  (Pa23) 2 (Ga12) _ya (derz) (5.34)

A A A A A

Although it would seem that in this scenario there exists a mild hierarchy between 23-
breaking VEVs of O(A?), since ¢g12 only appears in the 12 entry of the down matrix, it
would be very reasonable that the dimensionless coupling in that entry provides a factor
A suppression, such that all 23-breaking VEVs live at the same scale. The largest VEV
is still the 12-breaking one, which is now associated to the hyperon ¢.12, and the mild
hierarchy between scales remains as v12/va3 >~ X\. With these assignments of VEVs over

A ratios, the Yukawa textures are given by

A8 N3 g v
L= (ur uz ug) A0 X3 N2| [ 2 (5.35)

AN ug
R AN A

(dy dy ds) [ A A3 A2 [ d5 | A22M (5.36)
A oao1) \gg) V2
AN N\ e\

+(er en es) [ AT X3 N3] [es | A2 4he (5.37)
Aooaso1 ) \ef) V2

Just like in Model 1, this model provides a compelling description of all charged fermion
masses and mixing. Notice that this scenario provides a very efficient suppression of
right-handed fermion mixing. Moreover, it is clear that here Vs mixing originates from
the down sector, providing a more predictive setup than Model 1, which will be useful
for phenomenological purposes as discussed in Section 5.6.

Finally we comment that the Higgs doublets and hyperons can mediate FCNCs
such as K — K mixing. In the present model, this may arise from tree-level exchange of
¢d412 hyperons which can mediate down-strange transitions. Such a coupling originates
from Q1¢q12d5Ha/A which will lead to a suppressed down-strange coupling of order
Mgy /A ~ 1072 (taking A ~ 100 TeV as expected if vog ~ O(TeV)). Assuming the mass
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of the hyperons to be at the scale va3, then we expect these FCNCs to be under control.
Since we assume a type II 2HDM, tree-level Higgs doublets exchange contributions are
forbidden, and FCNCs mediated by the Higgs doublets can only proceed via their mixing
with hyperons, carrying therefore an extra suppression via the mixing angle, along with
the suppression of hyperon couplings already discussed. In more general models of this
kind, such contributions to K — K mixing could be even further suppressed depending
on the order of the operator and the alignment of V5, and in all generality we expect all
hyperon couplings to be suppressed by at least a factor vgy /A ~ 1073, A more detailed
study of the phenomenology of the scalar sector in this general class of models is beyond

the scope of this chapter.

5.4 Neutrino masses and mixing

5.4.1 General considerations and spurion formalism

The origin of neutrino masses and mixing requires a dedicated analysis due to their
particular properties. We start by introducing U (2)®-breaking spurions (carrying inverse

of mass dimension) for the Weinberg operator

(I)(}v(l)v_l) @(%7%7—1) (I)(%a(l)?_%) Ll
EWeinberg = (Ll L2 L3) (I)(?vﬁa_}) (I)(O,},—%) (I)(07§7_§) LQ HuHU7
(I)(ﬁvov_i) (D(O7§7_§) 1 L3 (5 38)

which reveals that, as expected, the U(2)® approximate symmetry is naively present in
the neutrino sector as well. As a consequence, one generally expects one neutrino to be
much heavier than the others, displaying tiny mixing with the other neutrino flavours.
In the spirit of the type I seesaw mechanism, one could think of adding a U(1)3 singlet
neutrino as N(0,0,0). Such a singlet neutrino can only couple to the third family active
neutrino at renormalisable level, i.e. Ly D L3H,N + myNN, where all fermion fields
are written in a left-handed 2-component convention. This way, the coupling LoH,N,
which is required for large atmospheric neutrino mixing, can only arise at the non-
renormalisable level. Therefore, it is expected to be suppressed with respect to L3 H,N.
This seems to be inconsistent with large atmospheric neutrino mixing, at least within
the validity of our EFT framework. As anticipated before, this is a consequence of the
accidental U(2)® flavour symmetry delivered by the TH model.

Given such general considerations, we conclude that in order to obtain neutrino
masses and mixing from the type I seesaw mechanism, it is required to add SM sin-
glet neutrinos that carry tri-hypercharges (but whose hypercharges add up to zero).
These neutrinos will allow to introduce U (2)%-breaking operators similar for all neutrino
flavours, providing a mechanism to obtain the adequate neutrino mixing in a natural
way. In order to cancel gauge anomalies, the most simple option is that these singlet
neutrinos are vector-like. In the following subsection we include an example of successful

type I seesaw mechanism based on this idea.
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5.4.2 Example of successful neutrino mixing from the seesaw mecha-

nism

In the following, we provide an example scenario which reproduces the observed pattern
of neutrino mixing, as a proof of principle. According to the discussion in the previous
subsection, in order to implement a type I seesaw mechanism that delivers large neutrino
mixing, we need to add vector-like neutrinos that carry tri-hypercharges (but whose
hypercharges add up to zero). We also need to introduce hyperons that will provide small
Dirac mass terms for the active neutrinos in the form of non-renormalisable operators.
Under these considerations, we start by adding the following vector-like neutrino® and
hyperon

Nt ™, N el (539
where the charge assignments are chosen to provide large atmospheric neutrino mix-
ing. This way, we can write the following non-renormalisable operators along with the

Majorana and vector-like masses of Natm,

1 ~ —
LNatm > (¢atmL2 + ¢atmL3)HuNatm + Latm LSHuNatm (540)
Aatm A

atm

+ ¢023 Natm Natm + Ge23Natm Natm + MN,om Natm Natm

where we have ignored the O(1) dimensionless couplings, and the hyperon ¢£§7,%) i
already present in both Model 1 and Model 2 for the charged fermion sector. Notice that
Natm provides the couplings Ly, O LsHyNatm + LoH, Ny, as required to explain
atmospheric mixing. Notice also that the conjugate neutrino NN, unavoidably couples
to L3 as ¢atmL3HyNaim, but not to Ly because we have not included any hyperon
providing this dimension-5 operator.

In a similar spirit, we introduce another vector-like neutrino and other hyperons in
order to obtain large solar neutrino mizing

N(i’i’_%) , N(_iv_i1%) , qb(_%v_%vl)’ gb(yzgi?_i’%) , (541)

SO sol sol

which provide the following non-renormalisable operators and mass terms,

1 3
Lo S (beraLt + detala + dyrsLs) HuNeog + 222
Asol A

L3HuNsol (542)

sol

+ ¢501N501Nsol + &solﬁsolﬁsol + MNSMNSOlNSOl )
11
where we have ignored again the O(1) dimensionless couplings, and the hyperon qbifQ 20)
is already present in Model 2 for the charged fermion sector. The hyperon ¢,13 (which
will eventually populate the (1,3) entry of the effective neutrino mass matrix) is not

required to obtain non-zero reactor mixing, which would already arise from the other

5We remind the reader that in our convention, all fermion fields including Naym and Nagm are left-
handed, see Appendix A.
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operators, but it is required in order to have enough free parameters to fit all observed
neutrino mixing angles and mass splittings. We could have included the U(1)3. singlet
neutrino N(0,0,0), but as discussed in the previous subsection, its contributions to
the Weinberg operator may be suppressed by its large Majorana mass my, resulting
in possibly negligible contributions to the seesaw mechanism. We are therefore free
to assume that such a neutrino N(0,0,0), if exists, is in any case decoupled from the
seesaw, while the atmospheric and solar SM singlet neutrinos Nutm and Ngop could yield
dominant and subdominant contributions, resulting in a natural normal neutrino mass
hierarchy as in sequential dominance [354,355,379].

Notice that the vector-like neutrinos Nytm and Ny, get contributions to their masses
from the VEVs of the hyperons ¢35 and ¢, respectively, which we denote generically
as veg since they both take part in the 23-breaking step of Eq. (5.3). In addition, Nyt
and Ngo get contributions to their masses from the unspecified vector-like mass terms,
that we generically denote as My1,. Now we arrange all the couplings of the neutrino

sector into Dirac-type mass matrices and Majorana-type mass matrices, i.e.

Mo Nam Nt Nutm
N ¢e12
| o 0 I 2L el

mDL - L2| 0 0 Hu ) mDR — L2’ ?\671; Katm Hu y (543)

¢~7u13 M sol Natm

Pl R A L 43 g
Mp =1 Nei| ¢ 0 | =waslaxa, Mr=| Nyl ¢ 0 | =wveslaxz,

Natm 0 §Z~)Z23 Natm ‘ 0 ¢€23
(5.44)
Mpr=| Ns| Mn,, 0 ~ Myilaxa, (5.45)

Wa‘tm 0 MNatm

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and we have ignored O(1) dimensionless couplings.
In Egs. (5.44) and (5.45) above, we have considered the following approximations and

assumptions:

o We have neglected O(1) dimensionless couplings generally present for each non-
zero entry of Eq. (5.44). With this consideration, we find M = Mpg after the
hyperons develop their VEVs. Furthermore, since the two hyperons appearing in
My, and Mp participate in the 23-breaking step of Eq. (5.3), we have assumed
that they both develop a similar VEV (¢y23) & (pso1) = O(v23). For simplicity we
take them to be equal, although the same conclusions hold as long as they just

differ by O(1) factors, as naturally expected.
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e For simplicity, we have assumed a similar vector-like mass for both neutrinos in
Eq. (5.45), i.e. ]\4]\[501 ~ MNatm = MVL-

With these definitions, the full mass matrix of the neutrino sector M, can be written in

a compact form as

v N N
M= |4 0 Mo mog z( o mD), (5.46)
N‘ mp, M; Mip mp My
N| mp, My Mg

where we have defined v as a 3-component vector containing the weak eigenstates of
active neutrinos, while N and N are 2-component vectors containing the SM singlet neu-
trinos Natm, Nsol and conjugate neutrinos Naim ,Nsol, respectively. Dirac-type masses
in mp, , may be orders of magnitude samller than the electroweak scale, because they
arise from non-renormalisable operators proportional to the SM VEV. In contrast, the
eigenvalues of My are not smaller than O(vq3), which is at least TeV. Therefore, the
condition mp < My is fulfilled in Eq. (5.46) and we can safely apply the seesaw formula

as
m, = mpMy'm}, (5.47)

T
= (mp, mpy )( T )(%H )M
= {mDLm%ngg — mDLm};RMVL — mDRm%LMVL + mDRm%Rvgg} % .

a3 — My,

Given the structure of mp, and mp, in Eq. (5.43), the products above involving mp,
lead to a hierarchical m, matrix where only the entries in the third row and column are
populated and the others are zero. In contrast, the product m DleT)R provides a matrix
m,, where all entries are populated. Therefore, if My, > vo3, then the effective neutrino
matrix becomes hierarchical, rendering impossible to explain the observed pattern of
neutrino mixing and mass splittings with O(1) parameters. Instead, if My, is of the
same order or smaller than va3, i.e. My, < v23, then the resulting matrix is in any case a
matrix where all entries are populated, which has the potential to explain the observed
patterns of neutrino mixing.

This argument holds as long as mp, is populated by zeros in at least some of the
entries involving L1 and Ls, like in our example model. Instead, in the very particular
case where both mp, and mp,, are similarly populated matrices and of the same order,
then the terms proportional to Myy, in Eq. (5.47) can provide an effective neutrino mass
matrix where all entries are populated. In this case, My, > w93 is possible. Nevertheless,
even in this scenario we expect Myt, not to be very large, since the smallness of mp,
and mp,, (that arise from non-renormalisable operators) may potentially provides most

of the suppression for the small neutrino masses. Furthermore, this scenario involves
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the addition of several extra hyperons with very particular charges, making the model
more complicated, so we do not consider it.
Given the above considerations, we proceed the calculation by expanding the term

mpmp vz in Eq. (5.47)

T
My, ~ MppMp V23 (5.48)
[ty de12de12 Pe126v13
A2 ) A2 ) A2 )
S0 sol _ _ sol _
_ ¢512¢512 (bitm 512 ¢atm¢atm + ¢el2¢u13 HuHu
- A2 A2 A2 2 A2 .
sol ~atm ~sol atrg 9 sol V23
¢5122¢)V13 ¢atn’é¢atm + ¢)€122¢)V13 ¢3tnl ¢V213
Asol Aatm sol Aatm Asol

Given the symmetry breaking pattern of the model shown in Eq. (5.3), we take (¢e12) =~
O(v12) and ($,13) = (G3) = (Patm) = (Pso1) = O(v23)°. Motivated by our discussion of
the charged fermion sector (see Section 5.3), we consider the relation vez/vi2 ~ A. By

inserting such VEVs, we obtain

000 1 1 A
H,H H,H
my~[ 0 1 1 | vy “2 11 A v23#, (5.49)
01 1 Adtm A A N2 AZAL)
If Agqoy = Aatm, we observe that there exists a mild hierarchy of order A\?> between

the 12 and 23 sectors in the matrix above. Considering the dimensionless coefficients
that we have ignored so far, the numerical diagonalisation of m, would require some
parameters of ((0.01) in order to explain the observed neutrino mixing angles and
mass splittings [62,65]. The situation can be improved if we assume a mild hierarchy
between cut-off scales Aygm/Asol = A, obtaining to leading order for each entry (ignoring

dimensionless coefficients),

—_ = =

A viu
% V23 A2 y (5.50)

1
my, ~ 1

A atm
where we have introduced the SM VEV as (H,) = vsy (ignoring the factor 1//2).
Considering now the dimensionless coefficients in the matrix above, we find that numer-
ical diagonalisation can accommodate all the observed neutrino mixing angles and mass
splittings [62,65] with O(1) parameters, and we are able to reproduce both normal and
inverted ordered scenarios.

Notice that we have been driven to a scenario where the vector-like neutrinos get
Majorana masses from the VEVs of hyperons in the model. Furthermore, the vector-
like masses necessarily have to be of the same or smaller order than the VEVs of the
hyperons in order to explain the observed pattern of neutrino mixing. Therefore, in the
particular example included in this section, the vector-like neutrinos get a mass at the

scale vog of the 23-breaking step in Eq. (5.3), which could happen at a relatively low

5In the calculations that follow, we assume for simplicity that these VEVs are equal. However, the
same conclusions hold as long as the VEVs vary by O(1) factors, which is the natural expectation.
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scale as we shall see in Section 5.6. As a consequence, the vector-like neutrinos involved
in the seesaw mechanism are expected to be relatively light, and the high energy cut-
offs of the EFT Aum and Ay are expected to provide most the suppression of light
neutrino masses. We conclude that, due to the U(2)° flavour symmetry provided by the
TH model, we have been driven to a low scale seesaw in order to predict the observed

pattern of neutrino mixing.

5.5 Symmetry breaking and gauge mixing

We are assuming that the symmetry breaking of the tri-hypercharge gauge group down
to the SM follows the following pattern

SU(S)C X SU(Q)L X U(l)y1 X U(l)y2 X U(l)y3

2 SU3)e x SU2)L x Uy, 4y, x U(1)y, (5.51)
v—2§ SU(3)C X SU(2)L X U(l)y1+y2+y3
MSUB). xU(1)g- (5.52)

Therefore, first and second hypercharges are broken at a high scale down to the diagonal
subgroup, and then the remaining factors U(1)y,+y, x U(1)y, are broken down to SM
hypercharge. In this process, heavy Z’' bosons arise, with their masses connected to the
different scales of symmetry breaking. Given that the tri-hypercharge gauge group is
based on a family decomposition of SM hypercharge, the heavy Z’ bosons can poten-
tially mix with the SM Z boson, even if kinetic mixing is absent. This mixing breaks
custodial symmetry, having significant phenomenological implications if the NP scales
are not very heavy. Therefore, in the next subsections we study the several steps of
symmetry breaking, including electroweak symmetry breaking, and extract the masses

of the massive neutral gauge bosons that arise in this process.

5.5.1 High scale symmetry breaking

Assuming that the 12-breaking scale is far above the electroweak scale, at very high
energies we consider only the factors U(1)y; x U(1)y, with renormalisable Lagrangian
(neglecting fermion content and any kinetic mixing” for simplicity),

1 1
L= —ZFIEPF“”(U - EF,SE)F’“’(Q) + (Dp12)" D12 — V(d12) , (5.53)

where for simplicity we assume only one hyperon ¢12(q, —¢q), which develops a VEV
(¢12) = v12/+/2 spontaneously breaking U (1)y, x U(1)y, down to its diagonal subgroup.

The covariant derivative reads

D,u = (9# — 'L'glilel,u - igg}/QBgu . (554)

"Considering kinetic mixing in the Lagrangian of Eq. (5.53) only leads to a redefinition of either the
g1 or g2 couplings in the canonical basis (where the kinetic terms are diagonal).
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Expanding the kinetic term of ¢12, we obtain mass terms for the gauge bosons as

BY By

2 q"Vi9 Y

M= Byl g —g102 | - (5.55)
Boul —9192 95

The diagonalisation of the matrix above reveals
v, 2%
M2 — q 212 Y12u| 0 0
Ziy| O g} +33

: (5.56)

in the basis of mass eigenstates given by

Yiou \ _ cosfs  sinfyo Bi, ] B a
( Zigu — \ —sinfyo cosbis By, ) sinfp = m (5.57)

Therefore, we obtain a massive gauge boson Z{, , at the scale v, while Y] +Y5 associated
to the gauge boson Y1, remains unbroken. These results are trivially generalised for

the case of more hyperons. The covariant derivative in the new basis is given by

. 9192 .
D,=0,— Zi(n +Y2)Yio, — i ( ) Zl?# (5.58)
V9t + 95 Vm+@ Vm+g

= Oy — ig12(Y1 + Y2) Y1z, — i (—g1sin 012Y1 + g2 cos 012Y2) Z1, .

The fermion couplings in Eq. (5.86) are readily extracted by expanding the fermion
kinetic terms applying Eq. (5.58).

5.5.2 Low scale symmetry breaking

The renormalisable Lagrangian of a theory SU(2)r x U(1)y;4v; X U(1)y; with H(2) 1
5]
and ¢23(1)(q,—q) reads (neglecting fermion content and kinetic mixing, although we will

consider the effect of kinetic mixing at the end of the section),

1 12 v(12 3 v 1 a v
Loion = _4F;Su ) prv(12) _ 4F( ) prv(3) _ ZWMVWL/{L (5.59)
+ (DyH) D" H + (Dpuhas)* D" dos
- V(H7 ¢23) )

where the covariant derivatives read
. o° .
D, H = (0, — lQL?W[f - Z%B3M)H, (5.60)

D3 = (O — 1912 B2, + i93qB3;.) 23 (5.61)
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and ¢% with a = 1,2,3 are the Pauli matrices. The Higgs doublet develops the usual

electroweak symmetry breaking VEV as

1 0
(H) = 7 ( vt > , (5.62)
while the hyperon develops a higher scale VEV as
V23
(pa3) = ok (5.63)

which spontaneously breaks the group U(1)y,+v, XU (1)y, down to its diagonal subgroup.
Expanding the following kinetic terms with the expressions of the covariant deriva-
tives of Egs. (5.60) and (5.61), we obtain

(DuH) D*H + (D u23)* D" o (5.64)
wy' By By
_ USMIL yy i CVE | W, g3 0  —grgsr?
o4 H B 0 2 =
124 912 91293

Bs,| —grgsr® —gi29s g3 + gir?

where 7 = 5% < 1, we have defined W), = (W +iwz)/ V2, and we denote M2, as
the off-diagonal matrix above. Given the two different scales in the mass matrix above,

we first apply the following transformation

Wi 1 0 0 Wi Wi
YA | = 0 cosfas sinfas Bl5 | = | cosfasBl, + sinfy3BY :
XH 0 —sinfyz cosbas Bg‘ —sin 0%3{‘2 + cos 6’2335

(5.65)
where
Sinfay = —N2 (5.66)
V9t + 93
and we denote the rotation in Eq. (5.65) as Vjp,,, obtaining
Wi yH XH
2,2
o q~v53 W- ’ 2,,42 _ ,,,.2 _ ,,42
Vo, M2 i = 4723 3ul 9L grgy grgx , 5.67
23+ gauge ¥ fa3 2 Y,u| _ngYTZ 912/7,,2 , ngng,Q , ( )
Xyl —grgxr®  gvgxr®  gg+gxr
where Y* is the SM hypercharge gauge boson with gauge coupling
gy = — 29 036, (5.68)

\ 912 + 93
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where the numeric value depicted is evaluated at the electroweak scale, and X* can be

interpreted as an effective gauge boson with effective couplings

2
g
gx = ——— | gr =\ 9% + 93 , (5.69)
2 2
\/ 912 T 93

to the Higgs boson and to ¢s3, respectively. In this basis, the covariant derivatives read

a

. O gy gX
D,H = (0, — sz?WS - iju - Z7XH)H, (5.70)
Duqbgg = (au - ingXu)¢23 . (571)
The mass matrix in this basis can be block-diagonalised by applying the following trans-
formation
Ar sinfy cosbw O i%3 cos Oy Y + sin Oy W'
(ZO% | = | cosby —sinfy 0 Y | = —sinOyY* +cosOy Wi |,
XH 0 0 1 XH XH
(5.72)
where the mixing angle is identified with the usual weak mixing angle as
sin Oy = ) S— , (5.73)
V9 + 9t
and we denote the rotation in Eq. (5.72) as Vj,,®, obtaining
VGW V923Mg2;auge(v9w V923)Jr (5'74)
AM ( Z())M Xt

2 [ (29 0 (g +a)r?  —axyJeE +agir?t |

X 0 —gxy\/g2 +g3r* gt +gkr?

where we have already identified the massless photon. Now we diagonalise the remaining
2 x 2 sub-block in the limit of small 2. We obtain

Zy =cosbz_z (—sinOwY,, + cos Oy W3,) + sin 072y, Xu (5.75)

Zys, = —sinly_z (—sinOwY, + cosOwWsy) +coslz_z X, (5.76)

where to leading order in 72

sin QZ—Z§3 ~

2
\/912/ +9%9X 2 g3 €os fos ( Mg ) (5.77)
= 5 ) )
9r Voi +ai \M

Z33
®Notice that this is not the usual SM convention, because we have ordered W} and Y}, differently.
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We can see that the SM Z boson carries a small admixture of the X, boson, which

provides a small shift to its mass as

2
2 2 a2 0
g g5cos® o [ M
M7 ~ ¢*vis (g% + g%) (7“2 - 7"4> = (Mz)* [1-2 ( 3 ) (5.78)

g% (9% +91) \ Mz,
2 2.2 2 9% 2 0 2 g3 cos® O3 [ My 2
Mz, =~ q"vygF <1 + gr ) = (Mzgg) 1+ (& + ) (M0£3) (5.79)
where

USM
Mg = TW’ Mgé?) == q023m7 (580)

are the masses of the Z boson in the SM and the mass of the Zj; boson in absence of
7 — Z4s mixing, respectively. All these results can be generalised for the case of more
hyperons or more Higgs doublets.

As expected, the SM Z boson mass arises at order r2, with a leading correction from
7 — Z mixing arising at order r%. Instead, the Z}; boson arises at leading order in the
power expansion, with the leading correction from Z — Z},; mixing arising at order r2.
Remarkably, the presence of Z — Z}; mixing always shifts the mass of the Z boson to
smaller values with respect to the SM prediction.

The equations obtained match general results in the literature [300,380,381], which
consider scenarios where the starting point is a matrix such as Eq. (5.67) with gp = gx.
Our equations match those of these papers when gr = gx (and taking into account that
we need to perform an extra rotation a3 to arrive to Eq. (5.67)).

In the case that a kinetic mixing term sin XF,S},Q)F,S?;)Q is included in Eq. (5.59),

then one can repeat the calculations of this section to finally obtain

2
: g3 cos b3 . MY
sinfy_z, = -—2(1—siny) (0 , (5.81)
23 \/m MZ§3
where now
2 2
sec sec
cos flgs = BEEX =, v = 91205 °°¢ X . (5.82)
\/9%2 + g3 (sec x — tan x) \/ng + g3 (sec x — tan x)
1 —siny
My, = %+ 63 () . 5.83
Zl, qv23\/912 t95 (11 sin x (5.83)

Assuming that the kinetic mixing parameter sin y is small compared to unity (e.g. loop
generated, as it happens when the tri-hypercharge model emerges from a semi-simple
embedding such as the SU(5)? tri-unification theory of Chapter 6), then the dominant

effect is always the original gauge mixing and kinetic mixing can be neglected. As
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an example, the hyperon ¢o3(1)(, 4 charged under both U(1) groups generates ki-
netic mixing at 1-loop as dsiny/dlogu = —g1293¢°/(167%), which leads to sinx(u) =
91293¢° log(mi%/u?)/(167r2). For the natural benchmark gi2 ~ 1/3/2gy and g3 ~ v/3gy
motivated in Section 5.6.1, along with typical values ¢ = 1/2 and mg,, = 1TeV, we
obtain sin x(Mz) ~ 0.002.

Neglecting the small Z — Z), mixing, the fermion couplings of the Zj; gauge boson
given in Eq. (5.87) are obtained by expanding the fermion kinetic terms in the usual
way, using the covariant derivative (where T3 is the third-component SU(2) isospin,

and we do not include the terms associated to charge currents nor QCD interactions)

D,=0,—1i {eQA“ + (T3gr, cos Oy — gy sin Oy (Y1 + Ya + Y3)) Zg (5.84)

+ (—912 sin (923(Y1 + YQ) + g3 cos 0231/3) Zégu} ,

which is an excellent approximation for all practical purposes other than precision Z
boson phenomenology. In that case, one has to consider that the couplings of the Z

boson to fermions are shifted due to Z — Z)3; mixing as

0

géLfL = (géLfL) + sin GZ_Zégg%gL , (5.85)

where g?, I are the fermion couplings of Z4s in the absence of Z — Z); mixing, as given in
23
Eq. (5.87), and similarly for right-handed fermions by just replacing L by R everywhere.
We can see that in any case, the shift in the Z boson couplings is suppressed by the
small ratio (M9 /M2, )2
23

5.6 Phenomenology

5.6.1 Couplings of the heavy 7’ bosons to fermions

In Sections 5.3 and 5.4 we have discussed examples of U(1)3. models which provide
a compelling description of all fermion masses and mixings, and we have highlighted
model-independent features which are intrinsic to the U(1)3 framework. We have as-
sumed that the symmetry breaking pattern of the U(1)3. group down to the SM is
described by Eq. (5.3), in such a way that at a high scale v12, the group U(1)y, x U(1)y,
is broken down to its diagonal subgroup. The remaining group U(1)y;+y, X U(1)y; is
broken down to SM hypercharge at a lower scale va3. The hierarchy between the scales
v12 and vog generally plays a role on the origin of flavour hierarchies in the SM, although
in specific models we have found that a mild hierarchy vo3/v12 ~ A is enough.

A massive gauge boson 71, is predicted to live at the higher scale v12, displaying
intrinsically flavour non-universal couplings to the first two families of SM fermions.
Similarly, another massive boson Zj, lives at the lower scale veg, displaying family
universal couplings to first and second family fermions, while the couplings to the third

family are intrinsically different. In the following, we show the coupling matrices in
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family space (obtained from Egs. (5.58) and (5.84)), ignoring fermion mass mixing,

. —3a1 sin 912 0 0 ,
Lz, DYy, p¥r g 0 gacostiz 0 | p pZYy,, (5.86)
0 0 0
sin012 = L, COs 912 = 9723
V9t + 93 V9t + 95
. —Jd12 sin 023 0‘ 0 ,
Lz DYy b p?" 0 —g12sin b3 0 VL,RZy3,,  (5.87)
0 0 g3 cos 923
sin (923 = 12 COS 923 = 93

o+ a3 o+ a3

where Yy, . is the SM hypercharge of 9, r”, where 1 is a 3-component column vector
containing the three families. Explicitly, ¢; = iL, iL, with Yy, = 1/6, —1/2, and
YR = ulé, d, eiR with Yy, = 2/3,—-1/3, —1, respectively, ignoring couplings to the SM
singlet neutrinos!'’ discussed in the Section 5.4. In order to include fermion mass mixing
we need to define the SU(2);, doublets and singlets accordingly, see Eqs. (5.91-5.93).

Notice that the couplings to right-handed fermions are larger since their hyper-
charges are larger in magnitude than those of left-handed fermions. The SM hypercharge
gauge coupling gy (Mz) ~ 0.36 is entangled to the g; couplings via the relations

91293 9192

gy = —F/—, g12 = —F/—.
V912 + 93 \ 97 + 93

The expressions above reveal a lower bound on the gauge couplings g; = gy. Throughout

(5.88)

this work we have considered a bottom-up approach where the U (1)‘;’/ model is just the
next step in our understanding of Nature, which reveals information about the origin
of flavour, but nevertheless is an EFT remnant of a more fundamental UV-complete
theory. In this spirit, we have studied the RGE evolution of the gauge couplings g;,
obtaining that for ¢;(TeV) ~ 1 the model can be extrapolated to the Planck scale (and
beyond). Instead, for g;(TeV) ~ 2, a Landau pole is found at a scale O(10* TeV), which
anyway seems like a reasonable scale for an UV embedding, given that we expect the cut-
off scale of the effective Yukawa operators (see Section 5.3) to be around O(10? TeV)
in order to provide the required suppression for charged fermion masses. Therefore,
in order to protect the perturbativity of the model, we avoid considering g; > 2 in the
phenomenological analysis. Nevertheless, we highlight a natural scenario where the three
gauge couplings have a similar size g1 ~ g2 ~ g3 ~ v/3gy, which could be connected to
a possible gauge unification, as we shall see in Chapter 6. This benchmark is depicted

as a dashed horizontal line in Figs. 5.1 and 5.2.

9Note that we have departed from our 2-component and purely left-handed notation, used in the rest
of the chapter, to use instead a 4-component left-right notation, which is more familiar in phenomeno-
logical studies. The connection between both conventions can be found in Appendix A.

'%Note that such low scale SM singlet neutrinos may be observable at colliders via their gauge couplings
to Zj3, which can be obtained from the covariant derivative in Eq. (5.84).
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TABLE 5.2: Tree-level SMEFT matching for 4-fermion operators in the U(1)3 model.

5.6.2 Tree-level SMEFT matching for 4-fermion operators

In order to write the tree-level SMEFT matching for 4-fermion operators in our model,
we write the Z’ couplings of Egs. (5.86) and (5.87) in a more compact form as
Eint =

Z Z(ﬁzfjfﬂuszim + 5{]‘?{)’“ij§3“) . (5-89)

f=qtude ij
The Wilson coefficients of SMEFT operators @, (see Appendix D.1) are then given in

Table 5.2 as a function of the couplings K,{j, ij and the auxiliary variables

1 1

—_— 023 = ——.
2 2
2M2, 2M2,

12 23

Cio = (5.90)

In general, the TH model predicts non-trivial fermion mixing in all charged sectors,
and we shall take this into account by defining the SU(2)y, doublets and singlets in the
SMEFT accordingly, i.e.

q, = (Viu, Viidi )", L= (Vv Vie )T, (5.91)
% = Vi uly, Iy =V dy, (5.92)
ek = Vlieq (5.93)

Notice as well that different implementations of the TH model may lead to different

fermion mixing (see Section 5.3), therefore only the different mixing matrices above
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need to be exchanged when studying the different implementations of the model.

With the above considerations, the model can then be matched to the LEFT as
shown in Appendix D.3, and the contributions to low-energy observables can be com-
puted via the EFT formalism introduced in Chapter 2.

Finally, we note that beyond 4-fermion operators, Higgs-bifermion and purely bosonic
SMEFT operators are also induced via Z — Z}; mixing. We do not include them in this
section because we discuss electroweak symmetry breaking and Z— Zj; mixing separately
in Section 5.5.2.

5.6.3 The high scale boson Zi,

In any implementation of the U(1)3. model, Z1, is expected to mediate sizable tree-level
transitions between first and second generation left-handed quarks, either in the up or
down sectors depending on the alignment of the CKM matrix predicted by the specific
model. Furthermore, our analysis in Section 5.3 reveals that U(1); models generally
predict non-vanishing charged lepton mixing and mixing among right-handed quarks.
This way, contributions to KX — K and D — D meson mixing (Section 2.3.4), along with
CLFV processes such as p — ey (Section 2.3.8), have the potential to push the scale
v19 far above the TeV.

Being more specific, for Model 1 described in Section 5.3.3 we find the stringent
bounds over v to come from the scalar and coloured operator (E%d%)@%d%) obtained
after integrating out Z{, at tree-level (and applying a Fierz rearrangement), which
contributes to K — K mixing. Model 1 predicts the up and down left-handed mixings
to be similar up to dimensionless couplings, which must therefore play some role in the
alignment of the CKM matrix. In either case, mildly suppressed right-handed s — d
mixing s”llg ~ O(\?) is predicted. If Vs originates mostly from the down sector, then
K — K mixing imposes the stringent bound M z, > 170 TeV for gauge couplings of
0(0.5). Instead, if the dimensionless coupling provides a mild suppression of O(0.1)
in left-handed s — d mixing, such that Vs originates mostly from the up sector, then
the bound is relaxed to M z1, > 55 TeV. We find bounds from D — D mixing to be
always weaker, even if Vs originates from the up sector, since right-handed up mixing
is strongly suppressed in Model 1.

In contrast with Model 1, Model 2 described in Section 5.3.4 provides a more pre-
dictive scenario where V¢ originates unambiguously from the down sector. Here right-
handed quark mixing is more suppressed, obtaining scll§ ~ O(N\%). Nevertheless, K — K
mixing still imposes the strongest bounds over the parameter case, as can be seen in
Fig. 5.1. In this case, the lower bound over the mass of Z{, can be as low as 10-50 TeV,
depending on the values of the gauge couplings. We find the CLFV process u — ey
to provide a slightly weaker bound over the parameter space, because charged lepton
mixing is generally suppressed with respect to quark mixing in Model 2. We find the

bound from p — 3e to be very similar to the bound from p — ev.
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FIGURE 5.1: Parameter space of the high scale breaking, where M z;, is the mass of

the heavy Z], gauge boson and g, g2 are the gauge couplings of the U(1)y, and U(1)y,
groups, respectively. For simplicity, we assume ¢; and gs to be similar, and the non-
generic fermion mixing predicted by Model 2 in Section 5.3.4. Shaded regions in the
plot depict 95% CL exclusions over the parameter space. The dashed line represents
the natural benchmark g1 ~ g ~ g3 ~ v/3gy motivated in the main text.

5.6.4 The low scale boson Z),

Given that the high scale symmetry breaking can be as low as 10-20 TeV for specific
models, and considering the hierarchy of scales vo3/v12 ~ A suggested by these specific
models in Section 5.3, it is possible to find the low scale breaking vo3 near the TeV. Since
Z4s features flavour universal couplings to the first and second families, the stringent
bounds from K — K mixing and ;1 — e7y are avoided, in the spirit of the GIM mechanism.
This way, Zj3 can live at the TeV scale, within the reach of the LHC and future colliders.

Any implementation of the U(1)3 model predicts small mizing between Z5, and the

SM Z boson given by the mixing angle (see Section 5.5.2)!!

2
_ gscosths Mg (5.94)

Sil’lez_Z/ == )
23 2 2 \ MY,
\V9y T 9L 53

where MY and M 053 are the masses of the Z and Zj; bosons in the absence of mixing,

respectively, and gy, is the gauge coupling of SU(2)z. This mixing leads to a small shift

HTn this section we only discuss the impact of Z — Z5; gauge mixing, while kinetic mixing is found
to be negligible as long as the kinetic mixing parameter is smaller than O(1) (see Section 5.5.2).
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on the mass of the Z boson, which has an impact over the electroweak p parameter

introduced in Section 1.3,

. ME 1

- MZcos20y ) 27
_ 2 VSM
1 — g5 cos? t3 TR

23

(5.95)

which is predicted as p = 1 at tree-level in the SM. This is a consequence of custodial
symmetry in the Higgs potential, introduced as well in Section 1.3, which is explicitly
broken in our model via Z — Z}, mixing leading to deviations in p. The fact that in our
model Mz is always shifted to smaller values leads to p > 1 at tree-level. Given that
Mz is commonly an input experimental parameter of the SM used in the determination
of gy and gr, the downward shift of My with respect to the SM prediction would be
seen from the experimental point of view as an upward shift of My, with respect to
the SM prediction. Nevertheless, the experimental picture of My, is puzzling after the
recent measurement by CDF [83]. This measurement points towards My being larger
than the SM prediction with high significance, but it is in tension with the combination
of measurements by LHC, LEP and Tevatron D0 [21]. Neglecting the recent CDF
measurement for the moment, current data'? provides p = 1.0003+0.0005 [21] (assuming
that both the oblique parameters T' and S are non-zero, as we expect in our model).
We obtain the approximate bound g3/Mz < 3.1 TeV at 95% CL, which translates to an
approximate bound over the mixing angle of sinf,_ z;, < 0.001.

Z — Zbs mixing also shifts the couplings of the Z boson to fermions, leading to an
important impact over Z-pole EWPOs if Zj, lives at the TeV scale. We find bounds
coming from tests of Z boson lepton universality and flavour-violating Z decays not to
be competitive with the bound from p. The electron asymmetry parameter A., which
already deviates from the SM by almost 20 [89], is expected to deviate further in our
model. Nevertheless, we expect our model to improve the fit of AbFB, which is in tension
with the SM prediction by more than 20 [89]. In conclusion, the global effect of our
model over EWPOs can only by captured by performing a global fit, which we leave
for future work. Global fits of EWPOs in the context of other Z' models have been
performed in the literature, see e.g. [384-386], which obtain 95% CL maximum values
of sinfz_ » ranging from 0.002 to 0.0006 depending on the model. We expect our model
to lie on the more restrictive side of that range. We do not expect our model to explain
the anomalous CDF My measurement, because predicting such a large My, via large
Z — Z4s mixing would lead to intolerably large contributions to other EWPOs, worsening
the global fit.

The massive Zs boson has sizable couplings to light quarks and light charged lep-

tons unless g3 is very large, which we do not expect based on naturalness arguments and

'2The current world average (without the latest CDF measurement) of My, does not consider the
very recent My update by ATLAS [382]. Given that the central value and the uncertainty of this
measurement are just slightly reduced with respect to the 2017 measurement [383], we do not expect a
big impact over the world average.
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FIGURE 5.2: Parameter space of the low scale breaking, where My, is the mass of
the heavy Zj; gauge boson and g3 is the gauge coupling of the U(1)y, group. The
gauge coupling g12 is fixed in terms of g3 and gy via Eq. (5.88), and we consider the
non-generic fermion mixing predicted by Model 2 in Section 5.3.4. Shaded regions in
the plot depict 95% CL exclusions over the parameter space, with the exception of the
green (light green) region which is preferred by a global fit to b — suu data at 20
(30) [82]. The dashed line represents the natural benchmark g; ~ go ~ g3 ~ V3gy

motivated in the main text. The dashed-dotted line represents the contour where
B(t — 3p) = 10712,

also to protect the extrapolation of the model in the UV, as discussed in Section 5.6.1.
Consequently, on general grounds we expect a significant production of a TeV-scale Zj4
at the LHC, plus a sizable branching fraction to electrons and muons. We have pre-
pared the UFO model of Zj; using FeynRules [336], and then we have computed the
Z43 production cross section for 13 TeV pp collisions using Madgraphb5 [337] with the
default PDF NNPDF23L0. We estimated analytically the branching fraction to electrons
and muons, and we computed the total decay width via the narrow width approxima-
tion. We confront our results with the limits from the most recent dilepton resonance
searches by ATLAS [338] and CMS [339] in order to obtain 95% CL exclusion bounds.
The bounds from ditau [340] and ditop [341] searches turn out not to be competitive
even for the region of large g3, where the bound from the p EW parameter is stronger.
Our results are depicted as the black-shaded region in Fig. 5.2. As expected, the bounds
become weaker in the region g3 > 1 where the couplings to light fermions become mildly
suppressed. In the region of small g3 we find the opposite behavior, such that LHC
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Zbs decay mode B

tt ~ 0.28
uu + cc ~ 0.14
tc+ ¢t ~107%
_bb ~ 0.08
dd + 3s ~ 0.04
bs + 5b ~107%
tr— ~ 0.25

ete”+putp~ ~0.12
T+t ~107°
vy ~ 0.08

TABLE 5.3: Main decay modes of Z); for the natural benchmark ¢; ~ g ~ g3 ~
V3gy. We assume that decays into SM singlet neutrinos are kinematically forbidden
or suppressed.

limits can exclude Zj; as heavy as 6-7 TeV. After combining the LHC exclusion with
the bounds coming from the p EW parameter, we conclude that we can find Zj4 as light
as 3.5 TeV for g3 = 1, while for the benchmark g; ~ \/§gy we obtain M zl, > 5 TeV.

Given that Zjs has sizable couplings to electrons, we have studied the bounds over
contact interactions obtained at LEP [387]. For our model, the most competitive bounds
arise from contact interactions involving only electrons. Assuming vector-like interac-
tions, the bounds by LEP are only sensitive to regions with very small g3, where the
couplings of Zj; to electrons (and muons) are larger, but can exclude Zj; masses beyond
10 TeV. However, we expect this bound to be slightly overestimated for our model, since
the interactions of Zj; are not exactly vector-like due to the different hypercharge of ey,
and ep, as depicted in Eq. (5.87). Nevertheless, the bounds over chiral operators are
much weaker than the bound over the vector-like operator, and a dedicated reanalysis
of the data would be required in order to obtain the proper bound for our model, which
is beyond the scope of this work. Therefore, we prefer to be conservative and depict the
largest bound of the vector-like operator as the purple region in Fig. 5.2.

We have also considered implications for B-physics. The heavy boson Zj; has a siz-
able left-handed by, s;, coupling and an approximately vector-like and universal coupling
to electron and muon pairs. Given these features, a Zj, with a mass of 2 TeV mediates
a meaningful contribution to the effective operator Ogg (with ¢ = e, i), where sizable
NP contributions are preferred according to the most recent global fits [82], without
contributing to the SM-like Ry (., ratios [185]. However, as depicted in Fig. 5.2, the
region where the model could address the anomalies in b — sup data are in tension
with the bounds obtained by dilepton searches, as expected for a Z’ which has sizable
couplings to light quarks. Nevertheless, we can see that a relevant Cge ~ 0.1 can be
obtained for a heavier Zj, in the region where g3 < 0.5, as in this region couplings to
light fermions are enhanced.

B(Bs — pp) is also enhanced above the SM prediction due to both Zj; and Z

exchange diagrams. In the region of small g3 the Zj; exchange dominates, while for
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large g3 the Z exchange dominates. As anticipated before, the couplings of the Zj,
boson to muons are approximately, but not completely, vector-like. Therefore, a small
contribution to the operator Off is generated in the region of small g3, where Zj,
couplings to muons are larger, leading to Zj5 exchange being dominant. However, in the
region of large gs, the flavour-violating coupling $1.br, Z53 mixes into SpbrZ via Z — Zjg
mixing. This provides an effective contribution to O} mediated by the Z boson that
enhances B(Bs — pu) above the SM prediction. Overall, the region excluded at 95% CL
by the current HFLAV average [80] (including the latest measurement by CMS [186]) is
depicted as blue-shaded in Fig. 5.2. It is clear that the resulting bound is not currently
competitive with that from the p EW parameter which constrains the size of Z — Zj4
mixing.

The flavour-violating structure of Zj, fermion couplings leads to sizable contribu-
tions to B, — Bs meson mixing [242] and CLFV processes involving 7 — y transitions and
T — e transitions, although well below existing experimental limits. 7 — p(e) transitions
arise from mixing angles connected to the flavour hierarchy O(ma/ms) (O(m1/ms)), see
Section 5.3.1. As an example, in Fig. 5.2 we depict the contour for B(7 — 3u) = 10712,
We find 7 — py to be more competitive than 7 — 3 only in the region g3 > 1.

Beyond indirect detection, in the near future Zj; could be directly produced at
the LHC, HL-LHC and future colliders such as FCC or a high energy muon collider.
The particular pattern of Zj; fermion couplings will allow to disentangle our model
from all other proposals. For the natural benchmark g; ~ g2 ~ g3 ~ \3gy, Zb;
preferentially decays to top pairs and ditaus, as can be seen in Table 5.3. Furthermore,
Zys preferentially couples and decays to right-handed charged fermions, given their larger
hypercharge with respect to left-handed charged fermions, and this prediction may be
tested via suitable asymmetry observables. Similarly, decays to down-type quarks are
generally suppressed with respect to (right-handed) up-type quarks and charged leptons,
given the smaller hypercharge of the former. Due to the modification of EWPOs, our
model can also be tested in an electroweak precision machine such as FCC-ee. An
alternative way of discovery would be the detection of the hyperon scalars breaking
the U (1)%, group down to SM hypercharge, since the hyperons participating in the
23-breaking may be as light as the TeV, however we leave a study about the related
phenomenology for future work. In the same spirit, the model naturally predicts SM
singlet neutrinos which could be as light as the TeV scale (see Section 5.4.2), with

phenomenological implications yet to be explored in a future work.

5.7 Conclusions

In this chapter we have proposed a tri-hypercharge (TH) embedding of the SM, based
on assigning a separate gauged weak hypercharge to each family. The idea is that each
fermion family ¢ only carries hypercharge under a corresponding U(1)y, factor. This

ensures that each family transforms differently under the TH gauge group U(1)3., which
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avoids the family repetition of the SM and provides the starting point for a theory of
flavour.

The three family specific hypercharge groups are spontaneously broken in a cascade
symmetry breaking down to SM hypercharge. We have motivated a particular symmetry
breaking pattern, where in a first step U(1)y, x U(1)y, is broken down to its diagonal
subgroup at a high scale v12. The remaining group U(1)y,+y, X U(1)y, is broken down
to SM hypercharge at a scale vo3. This symmetry breaking pattern sequentially recovers
the accidental flavour symmetry of the SM, providing protection versus FCNCs that
allows the NP scales to be relatively low. Dynamics connected to the scale vio play
a role in the origin of the family hierarchy mj/ms, while dynamics connected to the
scale va3 play a role in the origin of mgy/mg. The hierarchy of scales va3/v12 generally
plays a role on the origin of flavour hierarchies as well, although we have found that a
mild hierarchy ve3/v12 ~ A is enough for specific implementations of the model, where
A >~ 0.225 is the Wolfenstein parameter.

Assuming that the SM Higgs only carries third family hypercharge, then only the
third family Yukawa couplings are allowed at renormalisable level. This explains the
heaviness of the third family, the smallness of V., and V,; quark mixing, and delivers
an accidental U(2)® flavour symmetry in the Yukawa sector acting on the light families,
which provides a reasonable first order description of the SM spectrum. However, U(2)°
does not explain the hierarchical heaviness of the top quark with respect to the bottom
and tau fermions. Furthermore, we have proven that the model generates a similar
mass hierarchy for all charged sectors, being unable to explain the heaviness of the
charm quark with respect to the strange and muon without small couplings. We have
motivated the addition of a second Higgs doublet as a natural and elegant solution,
which allows a more natural description of the hierarchies between the different charged
fermion sectors.

We have explored the capabilities of the U(1)$- model to explain the observed hier-
archies in the charged fermion sector, via the addition of non-renormalisable operators
containing U(1)3-breaking scalars which act as small breaking effects of U(2)%. After
extracting model-independent considerations from the spurion formalism, we have pre-
sented example models where all charged fermion masses and mixings are addressed.
Following a similar methodology, we have studied the origin of neutrino masses and
mixing in the TH model. We have shown that due to the U(1)3. gauge symmetry, the
implementation of a type I seesaw mechanism naturally leads to a low scale seesaw,
where the SM singlet neutrinos in the model may be as light as the TeV scale. We have
provided an example model compatible with the observed pattern of neutrino mixing.

As usual for theories of flavour, the NP scales (¢) and A that explain the origin of
flavour hierarchies in the SM may be anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak
scale, provided that the ratios (¢) /A are held fixed (see Section 1.10). Intriguingly, a
preliminary phenomenological analysis shows that current data allows relatively low NP

scales. The heavy gauge boson Z}, arising from the 12-breaking displays completely
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flavour non-universal couplings to fermions, and generally contributes to AF = 2 and
CLFV processes. The size of the most dangerous contributions are however model-
dependent. In selected specific models provided in this chapter, we have found that the
most dangerous contributions to K — K mixing and p — ey are strongly suppressed,
allowing for Zi, to be as light as 10-50 TeV. Therefore, the lightest gauge boson Zj,
arising from the 23-breaking can live at the TeV scale, within the reach of LHC and
future colliders, since Zj; avoids bounds from K — K mixing and p — ey thanks to an
accidental GIM mechanism for light fermions.

We find the gauge boson Z}; to have a rich low-energy phenomenology: mixing with
the SM Z boson leads to implications for the W boson mass and EWPOs, plus we expect
contributions to flavour-violating processes involving the third family, such as 7 — 3u(e)
and By — By meson mixing. After our preliminary analysis, we find that current data
allows Zj, to be as light as 3-4 TeV in some regions of the parameter space, the strongest
bounds coming from dilepton searches at LHC along with the contribution to the p EW
parameter. In the case of discovery, the particular pattern of Zj, couplings and decays
to fermions will allow to disentangle our model from all other proposals. However,
most of the phenomenological consequences are yet to be explored in detail: a global
fit to EWPOs and flavour observables will allow to properly confront our model versus
current data. An alternative way of discovery would be the detection of the Higgs scalars
(hyperons) breaking the U(1)3- down to SM hypercharge, however we leave a discussion
about the related phenomenology for future work. In the same spirit, the model naturally
predicts SM singlet neutrinos which could be as light as the TeV, with phenomenological
implications yet to be explored. The tri-hypercharge gauge group may be the first step
towards understanding the origin of three fermion families in Nature, the hierarchical
charged fermion masses and CKM mixing, revealing the existence of a flavour non-
universal gauge structure encoded in Nature at energies above the electroweak scale.

Despite the apparent complexity of the gauge sector of the tri-hypercharge gauge
group, consisting of five arbitrary gauge couplings, in Chapter 6 we shall see that such

a theory may arise from a gauge unified framework.
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Chapter 6

Tri-unification: the origin of
gauge non-universal theories of

flavour

“As a child, I considered such unknowns sinister.
Now, though, I understand they bear no ill will.

The Universe is, and we are.”

— Solanum in Outer Wilds

In this chapter, based on Ref. [5], we propose a grand unified framework consisting on
assigning a separate SU(5) to each fermion family. The three SU(5) groups are related
by a cyclic permutation symmetry Zs, such that the model is described by a single gauge
coupling in the UV, despite SU(5)? being a non-simple gauge group. We motivate that
such a tri-unification framework may embed gauge non-universal theories, such as the
tri-hypercharge model proposed in the previous chapter to address the origin of flavour.
In this manner, we discuss a minimal tri-hypercharge example which can account for
all the quark and lepton (including neutrino) masses and mixing parameters, with the
many gauge couplings of the tri-hypercharge group unifying at the GUT scale into a
single gauge coupling associated to the cyclic SU(5) group.

6.1 Introduction

Flavour non-universal gauge embeddings of the SM gauge group were first proposed
during the 80s and 90s. Back then, it was already highlighted that these frameworks may
have many applications, such as motivating lepton non-universality [370-373] or assisting
technicolor model building [374,375]. Other applications include addressing tensions
with the SM in electroweak precision data [376], or explaining the baryon asymmetry of
the Universe due to the presence of non-universal SU(2) factors embedding the usual

SU(2), [172]. More recently, such non-universal gauge structures had been shown to
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explain the flavour structure of the SM if spontaneously broken in a desired way. Most
notable examples include the SU(2)3 model [124-126], the SU(3)2 model (which is
only able to explain the smallness of quark mixing) [388] and the tri-hypercharge model
U(1)3 [3] discussed in Chapter 5.

However, these theories explain the flavour structure of the SM at the price of
complicating the gauge sector with the introduction of extra, arbitrary gauge couplings.
The existing UV completions are all based on variations of the Pati-Salam gauge group
[115-117,119-122], leaving up to nine arbitrary gauge couplings in the UV. In contrast,
here we shall attempt to construct a gauge unified framework from which gauge non-
universal theories may emerge at relatively low-energies, opening the possibility to build
consistent non-universal descriptions of Nature that are valid all the way up to the scale

of grand unification. For this we propose a non-supersymmetric SU(5)? framework,
SU(5)1 x SU(5)2 x SU(5)3, (6.1)

together with a cyclic symmetry Zs that relates the three SU(5) factors. This is a gen-
eralisation of SU(5) grand unification [93] in which we assign a separate SU(5) group
to each fermion family. The cyclic symmetry that relates the three SU(5) factors en-
sures that at the GUT scale the three gauge couplings are equal, such that the gauge
sector is fundamentally described by one gauge coupling. Therefore, although SU(5)3
is not a simple group, it may be regarded as a unified gauge theory. Gauge unified the-
ories including different gauge factors for each fermion family were first sketched in the
early days of the GUT program [389-391], and were later considered in supersymmetric
scenarios' during the 90s and 2000s, where the main motivations were achieving GUT
symmetry breaking without adjoint fields [392,394], solving the doublet-triplet splitting
problem [395], or unifying all chiral fermions into the same representation [393].

In contrast with the previous work, here we propose our non-supersymmetric SU(5)3
tri-unification framework as a realistic origin for gauge non-universal physics at lower
scales, that had been shown to have many applications for model building purposes as
described before. As a proof of concept, in this chapter we will discuss SU(5)% as an
embedding of the tri-hypercharge model [3], showing that it is possible to unify the
various gauge couplings of tri-hypercharge into a single gauge coupling associated with
the cyclic SU(5)? gauge group. We also study proton decay in this example, and present
the predictions of the proton lifetime in the dominant et 7" channel.

The layout of the remainder of the chapter is as follows. In Section 6.2 we discuss
a general SU(5)? tri-unification framework for model building. In rather lengthy Sec-
tion 6.3 we analyse an example SU(5)? unification model breaking to tri-hypercharge,
including the charged fermion mass hierarchies and quark mixing, neutrino masses and

mixing, gauge coupling unification and proton decay. Section 6.4 concludes the chapter.

'However it is worth mentioning that supersymmetric SU (5)3 scenarios suffer from rapid proton
decay via dimension-5 operators generated by coloured triplet Higgs exchange [392,393], which have
large couplings (of order unity) to first generation fermions as a consequence of the discrete symmetry
(e.g. cyclic symmetry) that enforces a single gauge coupling at the GUT scale.
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Field SU(5)1 SU(5)2 SU(5)3

) 5 1 1
Fy 1 5 1
Fy 1 1 5
T 10 1 1
T 1 10 1
T; 1 1 10
Q19 24 24 1
Q13 24 1 24
Qo 1 24 24
H, 5 1 1
H, 1 5 1
H; 1 1 5

TABLE 6.1: Minimal content for the general SU(5)? tri-unification framework. Due to
the cyclic symmetry, there are only four independent representations, one for each of
the fermions F;, T; and one for each of the scalars €2;;, H;.

6.2 General SU(5)? framework for model building

The basic idea of tri-unification is to embed the SM gauge group into a semi-simple

gauge group containing three SU(5) factors,
SU((5); x SU(5)2 x SU(5)3, (6.2)

where each SU(5) factor is associated to one family of chiral fermions ¢ = 1,2,3. More-
over, we incorporate a cyclic permutation symmetry Zs that relates the three SU(5)
factors, in the spirit of the trinification model [396]. This implies that at the high en-
ergy GUT scale where SU(5)? is broken (typically in excess of 10! GeV) the gauge
couplings of the three SU(5) factors are equal by cyclic symmetry, such that the gauge
sector is fundamentally described by one gauge coupling. Therefore, although SU(5)? is
not a simple group, it may be regarded as a unified gauge theory. Moreover, the cyclic
symmetry also ensures that all SM fermions belong to a single irreducible representation
of the complete symmetry group.

The motivation for considering such an SU(5)? with cyclic symmetry is that it allows
gauge non-universal theories of flavour to emerge at low energies® from a gauge universal
theory, depending on the symmetry breaking chain. In the first step, SU(5)% may be?
broken to three copies of the SM gauge group SM?. Then at lower energies, SM? is broken
to some universal piece Gypiversal consisting of some diagonal subgroups, together with
some remaining family groups G1 x G2 x G's. If the light Higgs doublet(s) transform non-
trivially under the third family group G3, but not under the first nor second, then third
family fermions get natural masses at the electroweak scale, while first and second family

fermions are massless in first approximation. Their small masses naturally arise from

28U(5)? tri-unification may provide a unified origin for many gauge non-universal theories proposed
in the literature to address different questions beyond the flavour puzzle, see e.g. [172,376].

3This first step of symmetry breaking is optional, but may be convenient to control the scale of gauge
unification as discussed in Section 6.3.4.
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the breaking of the non-universal gauge group down to the SM, which is the diagonal
subgroup, and an approximate U(2)° flavour symmetry emerges, which is known to
provide an efficient suppression of the most dangerous flavour-violating effects for new
physics [110,397].

At still lower energies, the non-diagonal group factors G1 x G2 X G are broken down
to their diagonal subgroup, eventually leading to a flavour universal SM gauge group

factor. This may happen in stages. In particular, the symmetry breaking pattern
G1 X G2 X Gg — G1+2 X G3 — G1+2+3 (6.3)

may naturally explain the origin of fermion mass hierarchies and the smallness of quark
mixing, while anarchic neutrino mixing may be incorporated via variations of the type
I seesaw mechanism [3,117].

Minimal examples of this class of theories include the tri-hypercharge model [3],
already discussed in Chapter 5, where the universal (diagonal) group consists of the
non-Abelian SM gauge group factors Guniversal = SU(3). x SU(2)r while the remain-
ing groups are the three gauge weak hypercharge factors G1 x Ga x Gg = U(1)y; X
U(1)y, X U(1)y;. Another example is the SU(2)3 model [116,124-126, 370373, 375],
where Gupiversal = SU(3): X U(1)y and G1 X G2 x G5 = SU(2)p1 x SU(2)2 x SU(2) 3.
There also exists the SU(3)2 model [388] (which is only able to explain the small-
ness of quark mixing), where Guniversal = SU(2)r x U(1)y and G X Gy x G3 =
SU(3)c1 X SU(3)c2 x SU(3)¢3. Variations of these theories have been proposed in recent
years, several of them assuming a possible embedding into (variations of) a Pati-Salam
setup [115,117,119-122].

All these theories share a common feature: they explain the origin of the flavour
structure of the SM at the price of complicating the gauge sector, which may now contain
up to nine arbitrary gauge couplings. We will motivate that SU(5)? as the embedding of
general theories Gunjversal X G1 X G2 X GG resolves this issue, by unifying the complicated
gauge sector of these theories into a single gauge coupling. The main ingredients of our

general setup are as follows:

e The presence of the Z3 symmetry, which is of fundamental importance to achieve
gauge unification, imposes that the matter content of the model shall be invariant
under cyclic permutations of the three SU(5) factors. This enforces that each
SU(5) factor contains the same representations of fermions and scalars, i.e. if
the representation (A, B, C) is included, then (C,A,B) and (B, C, A) must be

included too.

o Each family of chiral fermions ¢ is embedded in the usual way into 5 and 10 repre-
sentations of their corresponding SU (5); factor, that we denote as F; = (dS, ¢;) ~ 5;
and T; = (g;, u§, e§) ~ 10; as shown in Table 6.1. This choice is naturally consistent

)

with the Z3 symmetry.
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e In a similar manner, three Higgs doublets H;, Ho and Hj3 are embedded into 5

representations, one for each SU(5); factor. Notice that in non-universal theories
of flavour it is commonly assumed the existence of only one Higgs doublet Hj,
which transforms only under the third site in order to explain the heaviness of the
third family. This way, the SU(5)? framework involves the restriction of having
three Higgses rather than only one, but we will argue that if the Zz symmetry is
broken below the GUT scale, then only the third family Higgs Hs may be light
and perform electroweak symmetry breaking, while H; and H» are heavier and
may play the role of heavy messengers for the effective Yukawa couplings of the

light families.

Higgs scalars in bi-representations connecting the different sites may be needed to
generate the SM flavour structure at the level of the Gunjversal X G1 X G2 X Gj3
theory, e.g. (2,2) scalars in SU(2)3 or (Y, —Y) scalars in tri-hypercharge (the so-
called hyperons). These can be embedded in the associated bi-representations of
SU(5)3, e.g. (5,5) scalars, (10,10) scalars and so on. In Appendix C we tabulate
all such scalars from SU(5)3 representations with dimension up to 45, along with

the hyperons that they generate at low energies.

Finally, three scalar fields in bi-adjoint representations of each SU(5), €;;, sponta-
neously break the tri-unification symmetry. The three €);; are enough to perform
both horizontal and vertical breaking of the three SU(5) groups at the GUT scale,
down to the non-universal gauge group Guniversal X G1 X G2 x G3 of choice that
later explains the flavour structure of the SM (e.g. tri-hypercharge or SU(2)3).
Another possibility that we will explore is breaking SU(5)? first to three copies of
the SM (one for each family) and then to Guniversal X G1 X G2 X G3 in a second

step.

To summarise, the general pattern of symmetry breaking we assume is as follows?,

SU(5)% — SMy x SMy x SM3 (6.4)
— Guniversal X G1 X G2 X G3 (6.5)
— Guniversal X G142 X G3 (6.6)
— SMj4943, (6.7)

where the SM? step is optional but may be convenient to achieve unification. In partic-

ular, the first step of symmetry breaking makes use of three SM singlets contained in

€;;, while the second step may be performed via the remaining degrees of freedom in

the €2;;, depending on the details of the low energy gauge theory that survives. The two

“One should note that none of the individual groups, SU(3), SU(2) or U(1), in each SM; group
correspond to the SM’s SU(3)., SU(2)r or U(1)y. The latter emerge after symmetry breaking from the
diagonal sub-groups of the former. Nevertheless, we will denote each (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)), as SM;

and the total (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))® group as SM? for the sake of brevity.
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final breaking steps are performed by Higgs scalars connecting the different sites that
need to be specified for each particular model.

Beyond the general considerations listed in this section, when building a specific
model one needs to choose the symmetry group Guniversal X G1 X G2 X G35, and add
explicit scalars and/or fermion messengers that mediate the effective Yukawa couplings
of light fermions.

Finally, one needs to study the Renormalization Group Equations (RGEs) of the
various gauge couplings at the different steps all the way up to the SU(5)? scale where
all gauge couplings need to unify. This is not a simple task, but we shall see that the
relatively light messengers required to generate the effective Yukawa couplings, along
with the presence of the approximate Zs symmetry at low energies, may naturally help
to achieve unification. In the following, we shall illustrate this by describing a working
example of the SU(5)? framework based on tri-hypercharge (see Chapter 5), where the
various gauge couplings of the tri-hypercharge model unify at the GUT scale into a

single gauge coupling.

6.3 An example SU(5)? unification model breaking to tri-
hypercharge

In the following we discuss an example of the tri-hypercharge model, i.e. Guniversal =
SU(3)e. x SU(2), and G1 x Ga x Gg = U(l)y; x U(1)y, x U(1)y, (see Chapter 5),
originating from the SU(5)? tri-unification framework. In this example, the basic idea
is that SU(5)? breaks, via a sequence of scales, to the low energy (well below the GUT
scale) tri-hypercharge gauge group with a separate gauged weak hypercharge for each

fermion family,
SU(5)3 — -+ = SU(3)e. x SUQ2)p x U(l)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)y, . (6.8)

In Chapter 5 it was shown that the low energy tri-hypercharge model can naturally
generate the flavour structure of the SM if spontaneously broken to SM hypercharge in
a convenient way. The minimal setup involves the vacuum expectation values (VEVs)

of the new Higgs “hyperons”

Pqr2 ~ (1,1)(~1/6,1/6,0): Pg23 ~ (1,1)(0,-1/6,1/6) Pea3 ~ (1,1)(0,1/2,-1/2) - (6.9)

At the GUT scale, the hyperons are embedded into bi-5 and bi-10 representations
of SU(5) expressed as @Z;-’F, which must preserve the cyclic symmetry, as shown in
Table 6.2. Although this involves the appearance of many hyperons (and other scalars)
beyond the minimal set of hyperons that we need, we shall assume that only the desired
hyperons get a VEV (and the rest of scalars may remain very heavy). Moreover, the

SU(5) framework also poses constraints on the possible family hypercharges of the
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Field SU(5)1 SU(5)2 SU(5)3

Iy

z}atm
Z:sol

2Cyclic
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TABLE 6.2: Fermion and scalar particle content and representations under SU(5)3. F;
and T; include the chiral fermions of the SM in the usual way, while y;, £’s and =’s
(highlighted in yellow) are vector-like fermions, thus the conjugate partners must be

considered. ’s, H’s and ®’s are scalars.



226  Chapter 6. 'Tri-unification: the origin of gauge non-universal theories of flavour

hyperons, as collected in Appendix C. For the SU(5)3 setup, it is convenient to add

bq13 ~ (1,1)(~1/6,0,1/6) » b3 ~ (1,1)(1/2,0,-1/2) » (6.10)

which are anyway required by the cyclic symmetry, to the set of hyperons which get a
VEV.

The hyperons allow to write a set of non-renormalisable operators that provide
effective Yukawa couplings for light fermions, as described in Chapter 5 by working in an
EFT framework. However, in our unified model, we need to introduce heavy messengers
that mediate such effective operators in order to obtain a UV complete setup. For this,
we add one set of vector-like fermions transforming in the 10 representation for each
SU(5) factor, i.e. x; ~ 10; and y; ~ 10;. We shall assume that only the quark doublets
Qi ~ (3,2)16, and Q; ~ (3,2)_y g, are relatively light and play a role in the effective
Yukawa couplings, while the remaining degrees of freedom in y; and ; remain very
heavy,

Xi ~10; = Qi ~ (3,2)y, , Xi ~10; = Q; ~ (3,2)_y6, - (6.11)

We shall see that Q; and Q; also contribute to the RGEs in the desired way to achieve
gauge unification. The full field content of this model also includes extra vector-like
fermions > and = as shown in Table 6.2. These play a role in the origin of neutrino
masses as discussed in Section 6.3.2.

Finally, beyond the minimal set of Higgs doublets introduced in Section 6.2, we
shall introduce here three pairs of 5, 5 and 45 Higgs representations preserving the
cyclic symmetry. The doublets in the 5 and 45 mix, leaving light linear combinations
that couple differently to down-quarks and charged leptons in the usual way [94], which
we denote as H{.

Therefore, below the GUT scale we effectively have three pairs of Higgs doublets
H¥ HE and HY 4 such that the u- and d- labeled Higgs only couple to up-quarks
(and neutrinos) and to down-quarks and charged leptons, respectively, in the spirit of
the type II 2HDM. This choice is motivated to explain the mass hierarchies between the
different charged sectors, as originally identified in Chapter 5, and could be enforced
e.g. by a Zy discrete symmetry. We assume that the third family Higgs Hy 4 are the
lightest, they perform electroweak symmetry breaking and provide Yukawa couplings
for the third family with O(1) coefficients if tan § ~ 20. In contrast, we assume that
the Higgs H{' ’d, Hy ! have masses above the TeV (but much below the GUT scale) and
act as messengers of the effective Yukawa couplings for the light families.

In detail, we assume that the SU(5)? group is broken down to the SM through the

following symmetry breaking chain

SU(5)% 2895, SM; x SMy x SM3 (6.12)
I SU(3)14943 X SU(2)14243 x U(1); x U(1)e x U(1)3 (6.13)

_%2_) SU(3)1+2+3 X SU(2)1+2+3 X U(1)1+2 X U(l)g (614)
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FI1GURE 6.1: Diagram showing the different scales of spontaneous symmetry breaking
in our example model (see also Egs.(6.12-6.15)), along with the accidental, approximate
flavour symmetries (U(3)® and U(2)®) that arise at low energies.

1}2—3> SU(3)1+2+3 X SU(2)1+2+3 X U(1)1+2+3 . (6.15)

The SU(5)% breaking happens at the GUT scale, while the tri-hypercharge breaking
may happen as low as the TeV scale, as allowed by current data (see Section 5.6), while
the SM? breaking step is optional but may be convenient to achieve unification, and may
be regarded as free parameter. This second breaking step is performed by the SU(3);
octets and SU(2); triplets contained in §2;;. See also Fig. 6.1 for an illustrative diagram.

We shall show that within this setup, achieving gauge unification just requires fur-
ther assuming that three colour octets that live in €);; are light, while the remaining
degrees of freedom of the bi-adjoints remain very heavy. Before that, we shall study in

detail how our model explains the origin of the flavour structure of the SM.

6.3.1 Charged fermion mass hierarchies and quark mixing

In this section we shall discuss the origin of charged fermion mass hierarchies and quark
mixing at the tri-hypercharge layer. In contrast with Chapter 3, here we shall specify
the UV origin of the effective Yukawa couplings as we intend to build a UV-complete
GUT model. In this manner, we will show a much more complete framework for the
generation of the SM flavour structure than in Chapter 5, where an EFT framework
with a common cut-off scale for all effective Yukawa couplings was considered.

The Higgs doublets in the cyclic 5 and 45 split the couplings of down-quarks and
charged leptons in the usual way [94]. We denote as H¢ the linear combinations that
remain light, with their effective couplings to down-quarks and charged leptons given
by

UH{T,F; — yf Hiqud§ + yf Hi'tef, (6.16)

where
yl=yP +y?®,  yf =P -3y, (6.17)

We focus now on the following set of couplings involving the hyperons, the vector-

like fermions y; and the light linear combinations of Higgs doublets,
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+yt HYTT, + 5 HITF, + fi HYH!SE + f& HH]f, (6.18)

where 7,7 = 1,2, 3, f;;’d have mass dimension and the rest of the couplings are dimen-
sionless. After integrating out the heavy vector-like fermions x;, X; and Higgs doublets

H ? ’2d, we obtain the following set of effective Yukawa couplings,

o G013 o P23 Pq12 o $q13
11 12 13
Mg MH; Mg, Mg,

1
b3 Pqi2 be23 bgo3 | (U4
L = (ql Q2 Q3) Cgl MH% MQI cY cld

HY (6.19)

U b3 Pq13 o Pe23 Pg23 o
31 32 33
My Mg, 2 Myy Mg,

a4 P13 4 B3 bqi2 4 Pg13
‘11 M €12 Moe M. €13 M
HE HY HQ2 Qs
a4 Q03 Pq12 4 D3 4 Pq23 U
+(@1 2 g3)|ch (& 23 H. (6.20)
Mg Mg, Mg Ma, [ \g2) °
o br13 Dq13 o Gr23 Pg23 o
31 32 33
MHf MQl MHg MQ2
b3
c$ 0 0
11 Mg ! y
+ (6 Ly f3) . . P es | HY +h.c., (6.21)
C
2 €
0 O 633
u,d,e

where the dimensionless coefficients ¢ are given by

ij

u f%?) u fé%

u
Y1 574 T12Y2 7, L1323
MH1 MH2
u u
ct = | za1yy i () /i T2323 (6.22)
) U U ’ :
J MH1 MH2
u U
r31Y7 Jis 32y /3 ()
u u
MH1 MH2
d fl?, d f2ds d
17 7d L12Y2 7 g L1323
MH1 MH2
d d
= oyl g tB g (6.23)
] 1 ng QM%Q 31 > :
d d
Sﬂ3lyil L 1‘32y§i 2 yg
M¢ Mé
H1 H2
fls o 155
e : e e e
cf; = diag Yingd Yy Y5 ) - (6.24)
1 2

It is clear that third family charged fermions get their masses from O(1) Yukawa

couplings to the Higgs doublets Hy ’d, where the mass hierarchies my, - /m; are explained
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FIGURE 6.2: Diagrams in the model which lead to the origin of light charged fermion
masses and quark mixing, where i = 1, 2.

via tan 8 ~ A2, where A ~ 0.224 is the Wolfenstein parameter. In contrast, quark
mixing and the masses of first and second family charged fermions arise from effective
Yukawa couplings involving the heavy messengers of the model, once the hyperons de-
velop their VEVs. The heavy Higgs doublets Hi“? and Hy* play a role in the origin of
the family mass hierarchies, while the origin of quark mixing involves both the heavy
Higgs and the vector-like quarks @Q; and Q;, as shown in Fig. 6.2. We fix the various
(@) /M ratios in terms of the Wolfenstein parameter \ ~ 0.224

(Da23) )2 (Da13)  y3 (r3) 3 ©az) (0e23)  \6
MQi ’ MQi ’ MH;,d ’ MQi ’ MHT,d

(6.25)
We notice that the tiny masses of the first family are explained via the hierarchies of
Higgs messengers

MHg,d << MH;J,,CI << MH;,L,d 5 (6-26)

in the spirit of messenger dominance [171]. In other words, the heavy Higgs doublets
H* and HY can be thought of gaining small effective VEVs from mixing with Hy a4
which are light and perform electroweak symmetry breaking, and these effective VEVs
provide naturally small masses for light charged fermions. This is in contrast with the
original spirit of tri-hypercharge, where the m;/mo mass hierarchies find their natural
origin due to the higher dimension of the effective Yukawa couplings involving the first
family (see e.g. Section 5.3.3). However, we note that in the SU(5)3 framework, the three

pairs of Higgs doublets H;' =

are required by the Z3 symmetry, hence it seems natural
that they play a role on the origin of fermion masses. Moreover, the introduction of
these Higgs provides a very minimal framework to UV-complete the effective Yukawa
couplings of tri-hypercharge, which otherwise would require a much larger set of heavy
messengers that are not desired, as they may enhance too much the RGE of the gauge

couplings, eventually leading to a non-perturbative gauge coupling at the GUT scale.
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The numerical values for the ratios in Eq. (6.25) provide the following Yukawa

textures (ignoring dimensionless coefficients)

A6 N3 g
L=(q q@ )| X2 A2 | [us | vsm (6.27)
AN 1)\
)\6 )\4 )\3 i
+(@ g a3) (AT A3 N2 [d5 | Ao (6.28)
AN 1) \dj
X000\ /e
+ (0 Ly L)l 0 A 0 [e5] A\ vsm +hec, (6.29)
0 0 1) \e§

where wvgy is the usual SM electroweak VEV and the fit of the up-quark mass may
be improved by assuming a mild difference between Mpyw and M - In general, the
alignment of the CKM matrix is not predicted but depends on the choice of dimensionless
coeflicients and on the difference between Mpy and M - Any charged lepton mixing
is suppressed by the very heavy masses of the required messengers contained in x; and
X, leading to the off-diagonal zeros in Eq. (6.29), in such a way that the PMNS matrix
must dominantly arise from the neutrino sector, as we shall see. We notice that a mild
hierarchy of dimensionless couplings y§/y¢ ~ A'* may be needed to account for the
mass hierarchy between the down-quark and the electron.

The larger suppression of the (2,1), (3,1) and (3,2) entries in the quark Yukawa
textures ensures a significant suppression of right-handed quark mixing. This is a very
desirable feature, given the strong phenomenological constraints on right-handed flavour-
changing currents [238,239]. This way, we expect the model to reproduce the low energy
phenomenology of Model 2 in Chapter 5, where the VEVs of the 23 and 13 hyperons
may be as low as the TeV scale, while the VEVs of the 12 hyperons may be as low as
50 TeV or so. In this manner, we provide the following benchmark values for the mass

. . =
scales involved in the flavour sector®

(Pg3) = (bq13) = (be23) = (pe13) ~ O(5TeV), (6.30)
(pg12) ~ O(50TeV), (6.31)
Mo, ~ O(100 TeV) , (6.32)
Myppa ~ O(100 TeV) (6.33)
M, i ~ O(10% TeV) . (6.34)

H,
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FIGURE 6.3: Diagrams leading to effective Yukawa couplings in the neutrino sector.

6.3.2 Neutrino masses and mixing

Explaining the observed pattern of neutrino mixing and mass splittings in gauge non-
universal theories of flavour is usually difficult, due to the accidental U(2)® flavour
symmetry predicted by these models, which is naively present in the neutrino sector as
well. However, exotic variations of the type I seesaw mechanism have been shown to
be successful in accommodating neutrino observations within non-universal theories of
flavour, see Refs. [3,117]. Here we will incorporate the mechanism of [3] (also described
in Section 5.4 of this thesis), which consists of adding SM singlet neutrinos which carry
family hypercharges (although their sum must of course vanish). These neutrinos can
be seen as the fermionic counterpart of hyperons, as they will connect the different
hypercharge sites, therefore breaking the U(2)° flavour symmetry in the neutrino sector.
In this manner, these neutrinos allow to write effective operators which may provide
a successful pattern for neutrino mixing. However, the particular model presented in
Section 5.4 incorporates SM singlet neutrinos with 1/4 family hypercharge factors, which
cannot be obtained from SU(5)3, at least not from representations with dimension
smaller than 455 according to a search with GroupMath [398].

Following the recipe of Section 5.4, we start by introducing two right-handed neutri-
108: Natm ~ (1,1)0,2/3,—2/3) and Ngo1 ~ (1,1)(2/3,0,—2/3), Wwhich will be responsible for
atmospheric and solar neutrino mixing, respectively. These neutrinos are embedded in
Y3 ~ (1,10,10) and X135 ~ (10, 1,10) representations of SU(5)3, respectively. We also
need to add the cyclic permutation Ncycic embedded in Y19 ~ (10,10,1) to preserve
the cyclic symmetry of SU(5)%. However, we find that if the “cyclic” neutrino contained
in 319 is much heavier than the other neutrinos, then we can ignore it as it decouples
from the seesaw, and we recover the minimal framework of Section 5.4. Finally, in order
to cancel gauge anomalies, we choose to make these neutrinos vector-like by introducing
the three corresponding conjugate neutrinos.

The next step is adding hyperons that provide effective Yukawa couplings and Majo-
rana masses for the singlet neutrinos. These are summarised in the Dirac and Majorana

mass matrices that follow (ignoring the O(1) dimensionless couplings and the much

5We note that all VEVs and masses listed here may vary by O(1) factors, as naturally expected,
without affecting our final conclusions.

5Since these singlet neutrinos can be seen as the fermionic counterpart of hyperons, the search for
SU(5)® hyperon embeddings shown in Appendix C shows that no neutrinos with 1/4 family hypercharge
factors are found from SU(5)® representations with dimension up to 45.
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heavier cyclic neutrinos)

N nT N 1 N
Ngol Natm : ;gl) atm
m = L1| 0 0 ﬂ m _ Ll| qulg(i7 6 0 ﬂ
P Lol 00 A PR T GCRRD 0-bd | g
Ls| 55" gl 7(1_2230 2) ((133 2 2
3 u3l u32 L3| ¢u3137 '3 ¢u372 373
(6.35)
NSOI Natm Nsol Natm
nT ~(_é707‘é) _ 44
ML - NSOI ¢S°15 ’ 0 ’ MR = Nsol‘ ¢§ol3,073) 04 4 ,
N ~07_é7é 07_,7,
Natm 0 ¢E(itm 33 Natm‘ 0 ¢E(Ltm 3 3)
(6.36)
Mip=| Nel| My, 0 |, (6.37)
Natm 0 MNatm

where the heavy scale M is associated to the mass of the heavy vector-like fermions
§o ~ (1,1)0,0,0)> €23 ~ (1,1)(0,1/2,—1/2) (Plus cyclic permutations), which are embedded
in the representations Zp ~ (1,1,1) and E93 ~ (1,5,5) (plus conjugate, plus cyclic
permutations) of SU(5)3. Example diagrams are shown in Fig 6.3. We now construct

the full neutrino mass matrix as

v N N
vl 0 mp, Mmp ( 0 mp >
M, = L R = , 6.38
YT N mb, My Mg mp My (039
N| mp, Mpp Mg

where we have defined v as a 3-component vector containing the weak eigenstates of
active neutrinos, while N and N are 2-component vectors containing the SM singlets
N and conjugate neutrinos N , respectively. Now we assume that all the hyperons
in Egs. (6.36-6.37) get VEVs at the scale vy3 of 23 hypercharge breaking according to
Eq. (6.14), and we have into account that (¢413) / (¢423) ~ A as obtained from the
discussion of the charged fermion sector in Section 6.3.1. It is also required to assume
My, s Mn,... < v23 in order to obtain the observed neutrino mixing with the textures
of Egs. (6.36-6.37).

Dirac-type masses in mp, , may be orders of magnitude smaller than the elec-
troweak scale, because they arise from non-renormalisable operators proportional to the
SM VEV. In contrast, the eigenvalues of My are not smaller than O(ve3), which is at

least TeV. Therefore, the condition mp < My is fulfilled in Eq. (6.38) and we can safely
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apply the seesaw formula to obtain, up to O(1) factors,
1 1 A v
my, ~ mDMlle}; ~| 1 1 1 | vy M (6.39)
Al 1

This is the same texture that was obtained in Section 5.4, which is able to accommodate
all the observed neutrino mixing angles and mass splittings [62,65] with O(1) parameters
once the dimensionless coefficients implicit in Eq. (6.39) are considered. Remarkably,
the singlet neutrinos Nuym and Nyo get masses around the TeV scale (veg3) and contribute
to the RGE, while the cyclic neutrino is assumed to get a very heavy vector-like mass

and decouples, as mentioned before.

6.3.3 Energy regimes, symmetries and particle content

Having discussed how the flavour structure of the SM is dynamically generated by the
tri-hypercharge layer, now we discuss in detail the symmetries and particle content of

our model at each energy regime between the GUT and electroweak scales.

Regime 1: SU(5)% breaking scale — (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))® break-
ing scale

As a result of SU(5)? breaking, each of the fermion representations F; and T; becomes
charged under an SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) factor. Regarding the rest of the fields, most
get masses at the Mgyt ~ vgyur unification scale and decouple. We will assume that
only those explicitly required at low energies remain light. For instance, out of all the
components of the €;; scalars, only the ©; and A; states, belonging to the adjoint
representations of SU(3); and SU(2);, respectively, remain in the particle spectrum.
Similarly, only some SM singlets in the ®; scalar fields are assumed to be present at
this energy scale. For instance, this is the case of ®yo3, contained in q)g%), a (1,5,5)
representation of SU(5)3, as shown in Table C.1. These representations eventually
become the tri-hypercharge hyperons at lower energies. Similarly, the @Q; vector-like
quarks in the y; and X; multiplets are also assumed to be present at this energy scale.
The full fermion and scalar particle content of the model in this energy regime is shown
in Table 6.3.

Regime 2: (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))? breaking scale — ¢ scale

The (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))® gauge symmetry gets broken by the non-zero VEVs of
the ©; and A, scalars. The ©; octets break SU(3); x SU(3)2 x SU(3)3 — SU(3)142+3 =
SU(3)¢, while the A; triplets play an analogous role for the SU(2) factors. We assume
these two breakings to take place simultaneously at vgys = (©;) = (4;), slightly below
the GUT scale, where we expect Zs to remain exact in order to ensure the degenerate

VEVs of ©; and A;. As a result of this, the remnant symmetry is the tri-hypercharge
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TABLE 6.3: Fermion and scalar representations under (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))* in
energy regime 1. Fermions highlighted in yellow belong to a vector-like pair and thus
have a conjugate representation not shown in this table.

group (see Chapter 5), SU(3). x SU(2)r, x U(1)y; x U(1)y, X U(1)yy:

(SU(3) x SU2) x U1))? 2289 617(3). x SU2)1, x U(L)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)y,

(6.40)
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TABLE 6.4: Fermion and scalar representations under SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y, X
U(1l)y, x U(1)y, in energy regimes 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. Some states in this table get
decoupled at intermediate scales and are not present at all energy regimes, see text for
details. Fermions highlighted in yellow belong to a vector-like pair and thus have a
conjugate representation not shown in this table.

The gauge couplings above (gs; and gr,, with ¢ = 1,2,3) and below (gs and gr) the

breaking scale verify the matching relations

951 982 953
\/931932 + 931933 + 932933

=gs, (6.41)
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gr, 91, 9L
2 2 12223 7 2 IL (6.42)
\/ngng + 91,914 + 97,914
which are equivalent to
oz;ll + ozs_gl + as_gl =a;!, (6.43)
ozzll + ozzg + ozzgl = ozzl , (6.44)

with o; b = 47/ g?.

The main difference with respect to the original tri-hypercharge model proposed
in Chapter 5 is that a complete ultraviolet completion for the generation of the flavour
structure is provided in our setup. As already explained in the previous two Sections, we
achieve this with the hyperons and vector-like fermions present in the particle spectrum,
which originate from SU (5)3 representations. We assume Nycjic as well as the conjugate
representation Ncychc to be decoupled at this energy scale. Similarly, the A; triplets are
also assumed to get masses of the order of the SM?3 breaking scale and decouple. The

resulting fermion and scalar particle content of the model is shown in Table 6.4.

Regime 3: £ scale — H; scale

The next energy threshold is given by the £ singlets, responsible for the flavour structure
of the neutrino sector, with masses Mg ~ 100 GeV. At this scale, the & as well as the &9,
&13, €23 and their conjugate representations are integrated out and no longer contribute
to the running of the gauge couplings. The gauge symmetry does not change and stays
the same as in the previous energy regime. The resulting particle spectrum is that of

Table 6.4 removing the £ singlet fermions.

Regime 4: H, scale —+ H, scale

At energies of the order of M ™ 10* TeV, the H}' @ scalar doublets decouple from
the particle spectrum of the model. Again, the gauge symmetry does not change. The
particle spectrum at this stage is that shown on Table 6.4 removing the £ singlet fermions
and the Hy' @ scalar doublets.

Regime 5: H, scale — @), © scale

At energies of the order of M ua4 ~ 100 TeV, the Hy @ scalar doublets decouple from
2

the particle spectrum of the model. As in the previous two energy thresholds, the gauge

symmetry remains the same. The particle spectrum at this stage is that shown on

Table 6.4 removing the £ singlet fermions and the H ? ’2d scalar doublets.
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Field SU(3). SU(2)r U(l)y,, U(l)y,

an 3 2 5 0
u 3 1 —2 0
ds 3 1 3 0
A 1 2 —1 0
e 1 1 1 0
o 3 2 § 0
u§ 3 1 ~2 0

g 3 1 3 0
0y 1 2 -3 0
€5 1 1 1 0
03 3 2 0 :
u§ 3 1 0 ~2

¢ 3 1 0 3
l5 1 2 0 -3
€5 1 1 0 1
Natm 1 1 % 75
Niol 1 1 2 —=
HY 1 2 0 3
HY 1 2 0 -1
P03 1 1 % - %
be23 1 1 5 —3
P13 1 1 =5 g
¢q23 1 1 _g g
¢u13 1 1 _g g
¢u23 1 1 -3 3

TABLE 6.5: Fermion and scalar representations under SU(3). x SU(2)y X U(1)y,, X
U(1)y, in energy regime 7. Fermions highlighted in yellow belong to a vector-like pair
and thus have a conjugate representation not shown in this table.

Regime 6: Q, © scale —» SU(3). X SU(2) X U(1)y; X U(1l)y, X U(1)y,
breaking scale

At Mg S M H the @Q); vector-like quarks and the ©; colour octets decouple from the
particle spectrum of the model. As in the previous two energy thresholds, the gauge
symmetry is not altered. The particle spectrum at this stage is that shown on Table 6.4
removing the £ singlet fermions, the H f ’2d scalar doublets, the @); vector-like quarks and
the ©; colour octets.

Hyperons are responsible for the breaking of the tri-hypercharge symmetry. In a first
hypercharge breaking step, U(1)y, x U(1)y, X U(1)y, gets broken to U(1)y,, x U(1)y;,
where Y12 = Y] + Y3, by the non-zero VEV of the ¢412 hyperon, viz = (¢q12) ~ 50 TeV:
102, GU(3). x SU(2) x ULy, x U(L)y,

(6.45)

SU(B)C X SU(Q)L X U(l)yl X U(l)y2 X U(l)y3
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The gauge couplings above (gy, and gy,) and below (gy;,) the breaking scale verify the

matching relation

9y 9y;
ﬁ = 9y, (6.46)
\/ 9v; + Iy,
which is equivalent to
ay! +ay =ayl . (6.47)

The “12 hyperons” ¢y12, ¢q12 and ¢,12 get masses of the order of (gbqlg) and decouple at
this stage. We also assume the ©; colour octets get a mass Mg ~ Mg and are integrated
out at this scale scale as well. The resulting fermion and scalar particle content is shown
in Table 6.5.

Regime 7: SU(3). X SU(2)r X U(1)y, X U(1)y, X U(1)y, breaking scale
— SU(3). x SU(2) x U(1)y,, X U(1)y, breaking scale

The SU(3). x SU(2), x U(1)y,, x U(1)y, gauge symmetry also gets broken by hyperon
VEVs, leaving as a remnant the conventional SM gauge symmetry with Y = Yo+ Y3 =
Y1 4+ Y5 + Y3, In this case, the hyperons responsible for the breaking are ¢;13, ¢r23, Pq13
and ¢g23, which get VEVs of the order of vog ~ 5 TeV:

(Pr13,23),(Pq13,23)

SUB3)exSU2)r, xU(1)y,, x U(1)y, SU3)exSU(2)r, xU(1)y (6.48)

The gauge couplings above (gy;, and gy;) and below (gy) the breaking scale verify the

matching relation

% = gy, (6.49)
\V Iv1, + 9y,

which is equivalent to
a;/llz + cfgl =ay’. (6.50)

All the remaining hyperons as well as the neutrino mass messengers Ny, and Ny (as
well as their conjugate representations) decouple at this stage. The resulting particle

spectrum is that of a two Higgs doublet model, with universal charges for all fermions.

Regime 8: SU(3). X SU(2)r X U(1)y,, X U(1)y, breaking scale
— SU(3). x SU(2); x U(1)y breaking scale

Finally, at the scale vgy, the electroweak symmetry gets broken in the usual way, by
the VEVs of the Hy 4 scalar doublets:

()

SU(@3). x SU(2)1, x U(1)y SU(3)e x U(1)em (6.51)
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Regime Gauge group b; coefficients
! e (F-s8-% 08 -F -0 8)
2 SU(3)e x SU2)L x U(1)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)y, (o, 112 122 %)
3 SU(3)e x SU(2), x U(1)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)y, (0, 11104 104 g)
4 SU(3)e x SU2)L x U(1)y, x U(1)y, x U(1)y, (o, 10 19 104 g)
5 SUM)ex SUR)L x ULy, x U(l)y, x U(1)y, (0,3.%,2.%)
6 SU(3)e x SU2)L x U(1)y, x U(L)y, x U(1)y, (-4.-3,%,%.%)
7 SU3)e x SU(2)1 x U(1)yy, x U(1)y, (-7,-3,4,%)
8 SU(3)e x SU(2)1, x U(1)y (-7.-3,%)

TABLE 6.6: b; coefficients of our model. See Section 6.3.3 for details on the gauge
symmetries and particle content at each energy regime.

6.3.4 Gauge coupling unification

In order to ensure that the gauge couplings of our model do indeed unify into a single
value at some high energy scale, we must solve their one-loop RGEs, which take the

generic form [399]
dgi _ g
dlnp 16727

(6.52)

The b; coefficients depend on the specific group G;, with gauge coupling g;, and the

representations in the model. They are given by

11 4 1
b; = Y Cy(Gi) + 3 Kk Sao(F;) + 6 1 52(5;) - (6.53)

Here 1 is the renormalization scale, C3(G;) is the quadratic Casimir of the adjoint
representation of G; and Sy(F;) and S2(S;) are the sums of the Dynkin indices of all
fermion and scalar non-trivial representations under G;. Finally, k = 1(1/2) for Dirac
(Weyl) fermions and n = 2 (1) for complex (real) scalars.

We computed the b; coefficients of our model, taking into account not only the gauge
group for each energy regime, but also the particle content, since a particle decouples and
does not contribute to the running at energies below its mass. The gauge symmetries
and particle content at each energy regime are described in detail in the previous section,
whereas our results for the b; coefficients of the model are given in Table 6.6. Finally,
we display results for the running of the gauge couplings in Fig. 6.4. This figure has

been obtained by fixing the intermediate energy scales to

o3 = 5 TeV, vi2 = 50 TeV Mg = 100 TeV
Mo =100 TeV, Mpyua=400TeV,  Myua=4- 10* TeV (6.54)

M =10" GeV,  ygys = 6-10' GeV.

The nine gauge couplings of the SM? group unify at a very high unification scale MqyT ~
1017 GeV, slightly above the SM? breaking scale, with a unified gauge coupling gauT ~
1.44. We note the important role played by three ©; colour octets embedded into €2;;,
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FIGURE 6.4: Running of the gauge couplings. The red lines correspond to the SU(3)
gauge couplings, the blue ones to the SU(2) gauge couplings and the black/grey ones
to the U(1) gauge couplings. A zoom-in with the high-energy region close to the
unification scale is also shown. These results have been obtained with ve3 = 5 TeV,
vi2 = 50 TeV, Mg = 100 TeV, MH;,d =400 TeV, MH;L,d =4-10* TeV, Mg = 100 GeV
and vgys = 6 - 1016 GeV.
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FIGURE 6.5: Running of the gauge couplings. Colour code as in Fig. 6.4. These results
have been obtained with vgyps = 5+ 1015 GeV (left) and vgys = 4 - 1017 GeV (right).
The rest of the intermediate scales have been chosen as in Eq. (6.54).

and by the Q; vector-like quarks which also act as heavy messengers of the flavour theory,
which are crucial to modify the running of the SU(3) and SU(2) gauge couplings in order
to achieve unification. We also highlight that the discontinuities in Figs. 6.4 and 6.5
are due to the gauge coupling matching conditions that apply at the steps in which
the U(1)y group is decomposed into two (first discontinuity) and three hypercharges
(second discontinuity) and in which the SU(3) and SU(2) groups are decomposed into
one for each family (third discontinuity).

Even though the Zz symmetry gets broken at the SM? breaking scale, it stays
approximately conserved at low energies, down to the tri-hypercharge breaking scale,

and only the running of U (1)y; is slightly different from that of the other two hypercharge
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FIGURE 6.6: Mgyt as a function of vgys (left) and agyy (right). The SM? breaking
scale vgys varies in these plots, while the rest of the intermediate scales have been
fixed to the values in Eq. (6.54). The shaded grey region is excluded by the existing
Super-Kamiokande 90% C.L. limit on the p — et 7 lifetime, 7(p — e*7°) > 2.4 . 1034
years [400], whereas the horizontal dashed line corresponds to the projected Hyper-
Kamiokande sensitivity at 90% C.L. after 20 years of runtime, 7(p — e*7°) > 1.2-103°
years, obtained in [401]. See Section 6.3.5 for details on the proton decay calculation.
Finally, the shaded yellow region on the left-hand plot is excluded due to Mgyt < vgys-

groups. In fact, the gauge couplings of the U(1)y, and U(1l)y, groups almost overlap
and cannot be distinguished in Fig. 6.4. This can be easily understood by inspecting
the b; coefficients on Table 6.6. Then, the matching conditions at v1o = 50 TeV split the
low energy gy,, and gy, couplings, which become clearly different: gy,,(v12) ~ 0.59 and
gys(v12) = 0.79. Finally, at vaz = 5 TeV one recovers the standard SU(3). x SU(2)r, X
U(1)y gauge group, which remains unbroken down to the electroweak scale.

In order to study how unification changes with the scale of SM? breaking, USVER
we consider the values vgys = 5 - 10" GeV and vgyp = 4 - 10'7 GeV and fix the
rest of the intermediate scales as in Eq. (6.54). Results for the running of the gauge
couplings in these two scenarios are shown in Fig. 6.5. On the left-hand side we show
the case vgs = 5 - 10' GeV whereas on the right-hand side we display our results
for vg\s = 4 - 10'7 GeV. In the first case, our choice of SM? breaking scale leads to
unification of the gauge couplings at a relatively low scale, Mgy ~ 1.8 - 10'6 GeV.
This is potentially troublesome, as it may lead to too fast proton decay, as explained
below. In contrast, when the SM? breaking scale is chosen to be very high, as in the
second scenario, unification also gets delayed to much higher energies. In fact, we note
that with our choice vgys = 4- 10'7 GeV, gauge coupling unification already takes place
at the SM? breaking scale, Mgyt & vqys. In this case, SU(5)3 breaks directly to the
tri-hypercharge group SU(3). x SU(2)r, x U(l)y; x U(1)y, x U(1)y, and there is no
intermediate SM? scale. Finally, the impact of vgys is further illustrated in Fig. 6.6.
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Gauge group v, coefficients ~v;r coefficients
SM3 (2, 9, 3—3,0,070,0,070) (2, 9 5—5,0,0,0,0,0,0)
SU3)e x SU2)L x ULy, x U(1)y, x U(1)y, (2.%.%.0,0) (2.3.45.0,0)
SU@3)e x SU@2)p x UL)ys, x U(1)y, (2.4.2.0) (2.3, 4.0
SU(3)e x SU(2) x U(1)y (2, o ;Lg) (27 9 %>

TABLE 6.7: Anomalous dimension coefficients 7,1, g for proton decay operators in our
model. These are computed as 1-loop quantum corrections (vertex corrections and self-
energy corrections via the various gauge bosons at each intermediate scale) to the proton
decay operators 04=6 and O%=6 defined in Eqgs. (2.107) and (2.108). We compute them
by following the algorithm of Appendix A in Ref. [287].

Here we show the relation between Mgur, vgys and a(_;bT = 47/ géUT. These two
plots have been made by varying vgys and all the other intermediate scales fixed as in
Eq. (6.54). The left-hand side of this figure confirms that larger vgys values lead to
higher unification scales and smaller gaps between these two energy scales. The right-
hand side of the figure shows the relation between the unified gauge coupling and the
GUT scale. Again, the larger Mgyt (or, equivalently, larger vgys) is, the larger ggur
(and smaller aé%JT) becomes. In particular, in this plot gguT ranges from ~ 1.30 to
~ 1.53.

6.3.5 Proton decay

As in any GUT, proton decay is a major prediction in our setup. In standard, non-
supersymmetric SU(5) the most relevant proton decay mode is usually p — e*7®. This
process is induced by the tree-level exchange of the X ~ (3,2)_5/5 (and complex con-
jugate X* ~ (3,2)5/5) gauge bosons contained in the 24 (adjoint) representation. Inte-
grating out these heavy vector leptoquarks leads to effective dimension-6 operators that
violate both baryon and lepton number, as described in Section 2.3.11. The resulting

proton life time can be roughly estimated as

4
(6.55)

v O‘éUng ’
where mx is the mass of the heavy leptoquark, m, ~ 0.938 GeV is the proton mass and
acuT = gayr/(4m) is the value of the fine structure constant at the unification scale.
One can easily estimate that for mx = 10'7 GeV and ggur ~ 1.5, the proton life time
is 7, ~ 10%® years, well above the current experimental limit, 7(p — e*7%) > 2.4-10%*
years at 90% C.L. [400]. Therefore, a large unification scale suffices to guarantee that
our model respects the current limits on the proton lifetime. In fact, such a long life
time is beyond the reach of near future experiments, which will increase the current

limit by about one order of magnitude [401].
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A more precise determination of the p — e*7¥ decay width is obtained by following
the formalism of Section 2.3.11 and applying Eq. (2.111). One needs to know the f-
function coeficients (b;) given for our model in Table 6.6, along with the anomalous
dimensions (7;7,(g)) of the proton decay operators, given for each intermediate scale of
our model in Table 6.7.

Given that in our model we have three SU(5) groups, we actually have three gen-
erations of the usual SU(5) leptoquarks, coupling only to their corresponding family of
chiral fermions. However, since the three SU(5); groups are all broken down to their
SM; subgroups at the same scale, in practice the model reproduces the phenomenol-
ogy of a flavour universal leptoquark as in conventional SU(5), albeit with the specific
fermion mixing predicted by our flavour model as shown in Section 6.3.1. The effect
of fermion mixing is encoded via the coefficients C, and Cg defined in Egs. (2.109)
and (2.110) in all generality. In our especific model, their expression is obtained by just

setting Ay = 07, i.e.
Cr = (VIVa)  (VEV) ™ + (ViViVeran) " (VAVaVE )™ (6.56)

Cr = (VEV) (VEVOM, (6.57)

where Vegn = ViiVy. Notice that even though our flavour model predicts non-generic
fermion mixing, the alignment of the CKM matrix is not univocally predicted but relies
on the choice of dimensionless coefficients. Assuming the CKM mixing to originate
mostly from the down sector we find C7 ~ 1.946 and Cgr ~ 0.999, while if the CKM
mixing originates mostly from the up sector we find Cf, >~ 1.946 and Cr ~ 0.974. Both
cases lead to very similar low-energy phenomenology regarding proton decay.

We show our numerical results for the p — e*7¥ lifetime in Fig. 6.7. Again, Vg3
varies in the left panel of this figure, while the rest of intermediate scales have been
chosen as in Eq. (6.54). The right panel shows an equivalent plot with the p — e*7°
lifetime as a function of Mgyr. This figure provides complementary information to
that already shown in Fig. 6.6. In both cases we have used the precise determination
of the lifetime in Eq. (2.111), but we note that the estimate in Eq. (6.55) actually
provides a very good approximation, with 7,/75PP € [0.5,1.2] in the parameter region
covered in Fig. 6.7. The current Super-Kamiokande 90% C.L. limit on the p — e x®
lifetime, 7(p — eT7%) > 2.4 - 1034 years [400], excludes values of the GUT scale below
Mgut ~ 1.3-10'6 GeV, while the projected Hyper-Kamiokande sensitivity at 90% C.L.
after 20 years of runtime, 7(p — eT7%) > 1.2 10% years [401], would push this limit
on the unification scale in our model to Mgyt ~ 2 - 10'% GeV. Therefore, our model
will be probed in the next round of proton decay searches, although large regions of the

parameter space predict a long proton lifetime, well beyond any foreseen experiment.

"This is due to the fact that Az is associated to the X’ ~ (3,2)_1/6 gauge bosons which are not
present in SU(5) frameworks, as discussed in Section 2.3.11.
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FIGURE 6.7: 7(p — e*7¥) as a function of vgys (left) and Mgy (right). The SM?
breaking scale vgygs varies in these plots, while the rest of the intermediate scales have
been fixed to the values in Eq. (6.54). The shaded grey region is excluded by the existing
Super-Kamiokande 90% C.L. limit on the p — e*7¥ lifetime, 7(p — e*7%) > 2.4 103
years [400], whereas the horizontal dashed line corresponds to the projected Hyper-
Kamiokande sensitivity at 90% C.L. after 20 years of runtime, 7(p — e*7%) > 1.2.10%°
years, obtained in [401].

6.4 Conclusions

In this chapter we have discussed SU(5)3 with cyclic symmetry (“tri-unification”) as
the possible gauge unified origin of many gauge non-universal theories at low energies.
The SU(5)% with cyclic symmetry setup consists of a single gauge coupling and unifies
all SM fermions into a single irreducible representation. When spontaneously broken,
such framework may lead to gauge non-universal theories and family structure. These
theories are known to have many applications for model building purposes, and more
recently have been proposed as a possible explanation for the flavour structure of the
SM.

As a proof of concept, we have developed an SU(5)? tri-unification example that
is spontaneously broken to the tri-hypercharge gauge group discussed in Chapter 5,
which dynamically generates the flavour structure of the SM (including the neutrino
sector). We have shown how the five gauge couplings of tri-hypercharge unify into
the single gauge coupling of the cyclic SU(5)% group, by assuming minimal multiplet
splitting, together with a set of relatively light colour octet scalars that also play a role in
spontaneous symmetry breaking. The approximate conservation of the cyclic symmetry
at low energies is also crucial to achieve gauge unification, plus the heavy messengers
required to generate the flavour structure also modify the RGE in the desired way,
highlighting the minimality of the framework.

We have also studied proton decay in this example, and presented the predictions of

the proton lifetime in the dominant e*7° channel. If SU(5)3 breaks to tri-hypercharge
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in one step, then we have shown that gauge unification happens at a very high scale
Mgyt ~ 107 GeV, predicting a long proton lifetime well beyond any foreseen exper-
iment. In contrast, if we assume that SU(5)? first breaks to three SM groups (which
then break to tri-hypercharge), then the scale of SM? breaking becomes essentially a free
parameter that allows to lower Mgur, predicting a proton lifetime to be possibly ob-
servable at Hyper-Kamiokande. In this manner, the signals on proton decay may allow
to test the model at high scales, while low energy signals associated with tri-hypercharge
enable the model to be tested by collider and flavour experiments.

More generally, as a take home message, we conclude that SU(5)3 tri-unification
reconciles the idea of gauge non-universality with the idea of gauge coupling unification,
opening up the possibility to build consistent non-universal descriptions of Nature that
are valid all the way up to the scale of grand unification. This is remarkable given that
gauge non-universal theories are known to predict a rather complicated gauge sector
consisting of many arbitrary gauge couplings. Our work opens the possibility to take
these theories seriously all the way to the GUT scale, providing a consistent framework
were new phenomenology such as cosmological imprints of the spontaneous symmetry
breaking may be studied, being complementary to the low energy signals predicted by

the gauge non-universal layer of physics.
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Chapter 7

Final thoughts and the future
ahead

-“After decades of flavour model building, we understood
nothing about the origin of flavour.”

-“Maybe it is you that understood nothing!”

— Graham G. Ross, to a comment from
1

Alvaro de Rujula in a physics conference
If you are reading this, and you went through the whole thesis before reaching these
lines, thanks! Despite all the sacrifices, I had my best time while writing this and I
hope I could somehow transmit you my personal view of physics throughout all those
lengthy chapters. You may be wondering now what are the final conclusions, maybe
you are wondering if I learnt something about Nature after writing all those pages. The
honest truth is that I do not have many definite conclusions, though. Nature is not
giving much hints right now about her unsolved mysteries, and the flavour puzzle is no
exception. As I tried to introduce in Chapter 1, the new dynamics connected to the
origin of flavour might be hidden anywhere from the Planck scale to the electroweak
scale, giving its name to this thesis.

Unlike other solutions to open puzzles in Nature, such as TeV-scale SUSY and the
QCD axion, the flavour puzzle does not point to any particularly accessible energy scale
or region in the parameter space, with most solutions being decoupling theories where
everything can always be very heavy, recovering the low-energy phenomenology of the
Standard Model. Some even think that there is no puzzle to solve at all, claiming that
all flavour parameters are “technically natural” (in the sense that they are stable under
radiative corrections [68]), or that we may never understand what is Nature hiding
behind the flavour puzzle, at least not in humanity’s lifetime. In this thesis, however, 1
hope I managed to convince you that this is not my view of particle physics. I believe

that sooner or later we will find that an existing (or yet to be written) well-motivated

I e . . . . .
Michele Frigerio, private communication.
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theory is realised in Nature, just as it has happened several times in the past when it
was thought as well that (particle) physics was over. Even if nothing is found, we will
still have learnt more about our Universe, just by failing once more. My work on this
thesis was motivated by this spirit.

In Chapter 1 I did a somewhat lengthy introduction to the SM, focusing on its open
questions and on the particular role of flavour. Surprisingly, while doing this I learnt
about fermion unification in GUTs, about custodial symmetry, about the open problems
in cosmology, about the Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism and many more things. Then in
Chapter 2 I discussed key flavour observables which show experimental anomalies or
which are correlated in well-motivated BSM scenarios to the anomalous observables,
hence being important for discovery prospects. I included the EFT description of these
observables in terms of the LEFT, which can then be easily matched to the SMEFT,
both being very useful EFTs for phenomenological studies. During this writing, I learnt
not only about these observables but also about the aforementioned EFTs, and most
notably I learnt how difficult it can be to keep updated the experimental data of several
(flavour) observables during the few-months period of writing a PhD thesis. I will always
remember this when I have the urge to ask experimentalists about timelines in their data
analyses.

In Chapter 3 I studied a class of local U(1)" extensions of the SM, where chiral
fermions are uncharged under the U(1)" but an exotic family of vector-like fermions is
charged, providing effective Z’ couplings for chiral fermions via mixing. This feature
gives the name fermiophobic to this class of models. Despite the many theoretical
puzzles behind the (g — 2), anomaly, I decided to study its BSM interpretation and I
provided a very simple U(1)" fermiophobic scenario where the solution to (g — 2), is
correlated to a suppression of the decay of the Higgs boson to two photons, which can
test the validity of this scenario with the sufficient experimental precision. The basic
idea is the chiral enhancement provided by vector-like leptons that couple to the SM
Higgs doublet. Afterwards, I considered a theory of flavour with fermiophobic Z’ that
can explain the origin of the SM flavour structure. In this model, both the effective
Yukawa couplings of second and third family chiral fermions along with their effective
7' couplings arise via mixing with the heavy vector-like fermions, hence connecting the
origin of Yukawa couplings in the SM with the low-energy phenomenology of the model.
First family masses are then implemented via a heavy Higgs doublet that gets a small
effective VEV via mixing with the Higgs doublets that break the electroweak symmetry.
The mechanism of messenger dominance [171] points to several NP scales in the UV,
hinting to a multi-scale origin of flavour. If the U(1)’ factor is broken at a relatively
low scale, then there could be some signals in low energy observables that could test
the model. A connection with the (g —2), anomaly requires a minimal extension of the
model in order to obtain an effective coupling of the vector-like leptons to the SM Higgs,
however we find that ultimately it is not possible to address the anomaly in the flavour

model due to a correlated chiral enhancement of B(7 — u7y). Nevertheless, by dropping
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the extra content required for (g — 2),, we have found that current data allows for the
Z' boson to be as light as 1 TeV, with the leading constraint being B, — B, mixing. By
exploring this model I learnt about messenger dominance, and I learnt how heavy Higgs
doublets can be an alternative to vector-like fermions in order to play the role of heavy
messengers that UV-complete the effective Yukawa operators of a theory of flavour. 1
also learnt about Higgs diphoton decay and its future projections at HL-LHC, and of
course I learnt about chiral enhancement and its crucial relation with (¢ — 2),. This
work was motivated by a previous work made in 2021 where we connected both the
R+ and (g — 2),, anomalies in a fermiophobic Z’ framework [1].

In Chapter 4 I studied a twin Pati-Salam theory of flavour which contains a TeV-
scale vector leptoquark Uy ~ (3,1,2/3) [2]. This twin Pati-Salam symmetry is broken
down to the SM in a two-step process, such that in an intermediate step at the TeV scale
the model is described by a 4321 gauge group [267]. This two-step pattern of symmetry
breaking hints to a multi-scale origin of flavour. The model features a fermiophobic
framework as well, where both the effective Yukawa couplings for chiral fermions and
their effective U; couplings originate again from mixing with heavy vector-like fermions.
The mechanism of messenger dominance plays a fundamental role here in order to simul-
taneously explain the fermion mass hierarchies and deliver the flavour structure required
to explain the so-called B-anomalies. I discovered that one vector-like fermion family
is not enough to achieve such flavour structure, but indeed three vector-like fermion
families are required. In this case, the model predicts a plethora of low-energy signals in
flavour observables, several of them fundamentally related to the origin of fermion mass
hierarchies and mixing. The model can also be tested via direct searches of the new
heavy degrees of freedom at the LHC, including the vector-like fermions, the U; lepto-
quark, and a coloron ¢’ ~ (8,1,0) and Z’ gauge bosons. While doing this work I learnt
much about low-energy flavour observables and their description in an EFT framework,
via performing a lengthy phenomenological analysis involving each low-energy process
correlated to the explanation of the B-anomalies. I also learnt more about very use-
ful tools for phenomenological studies, including DsixTools [174], Madgraph5 [337],
FeynRules [336] and package-X [402].

In Chapter 5 I studied the possibility that the SM originates from a non-universal
gauge theory in the UV. We argue that one of the most simple ways to achieve this is
by assigning a separate gauge hypercharge to each fermion family at high energies [3],
broken down to the usual weak hypercharge which is the diagonal subgroup. This
simple framework avoids the family replication of the SM, and could be the first step
towards a deep non-universal gauge structure in the UV. If the Higgs doublet(s) only
carry third family hypercharge, then only third family renormalisable Yukawa couplings
are allowed by the gauge symmetry, explaining their heaviness. The light fermions are
massless in first approximation, delivering an accidental U(2)® flavour symmetry in the
Yukawa couplings. The small masses and mixing of the light charged fermions are

then introduced via non-renormalisable operators, as a minimal breaking of the U(2)®
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symmetry. These non-renormalisable operators depend explicitly on the scalars linking
the different hypercharge groups (hyperons), which get VEVs in order to break the “tri-
hypercharge” symmetry down to SM hypercharge. In minimal models with simple sets
of hyperons, we found that a mildly hierarchical breaking of tri-hypercharge naturally
explains the mass hierarchies between first and second family charged fermions, which
naturally arise via several mass insertions of the hyperons. In this manner, the tri-
hypercharge gauge model also hints to a multi-scale origin of flavour. We also found
that in order to explain neutrino mixing, it is useful to introduce right-handed neutrinos
which carry non-zero hypercharges (although their sum must vanish), which then turn
out to get Majorana masses at the lowest scale of symmetry breaking, that could be as
low as a few TeV. Indeed, the model has a rich phenomenology if the NP scales are low:
from flavour violating observables to LHC physics and electroweak precision observables.
We observe that the Z’ boson contributing to the most dangerous FCNCs is naturally
heavier, while a second Z’ boson may be as light as a few TeV because it is protected
by the U(2)% symmetry. The most promising discovery channels for this Z’ boson are
dilepton searches at the LHC and electroweak precision observables, which are altered
via an unavoidable Z — Z’ gauge mixing. During this project, I learnt much about
model building, including the different implementations of the type I seesaw mechanism
and the different textures for neutrino mass matrices. I also learnt about the very
interesting physics of electroweak precision observables and about gauge mixing and/or
kinetic mixing.

Finally, in Chapter 6 I proposed a gauge unified origin for gauge non-universal frame-
works such as the aforementioned tri-hypercharge theory. In this manner, such theories
may be taken seriously all the way up to the GUT scale. The model consists on assigning
a separate SU (5) group to each fermion family. However, assuming that the three SU(5)
groups are related by a cyclic permutation symmetry Zs, then the model is described by
a single gauge coupling in the UV, despite SU(5)3 being a non-simple group. Moreover,
the cyclic symmetry in such a framework also ensures that all SM fermions belong to
a single representation of the complete group. First, I discussed a general SU(5)3 “tri-
unification” framework for model building, where gauge non-universal theories of flavour
may be embedded. Secondly, I constructed an explicit, minimal tri-hypercharge example
model originating from SU(5)? tri-unification, which can account for all the quark and
lepton (including neutrino) masses and mixing parameters. I achieved the successful
unification of the five gauge couplings of the tri-hypercharge group into a single gauge
coupling associated to the cyclic SU(5)? group, and I also studied the implications for
the stability of the proton in such a setup. During this project, I learnt much about
model building, about the group theory of SU(5) and about proton decay. I also learnt
much about UV-completing the effective Yukawa couplings of a theory of flavour via
different sets of various vector-like fermions and/or scalar fields. I also increased my
knowledge in the very interesting physics of gauge unification and RGE, along with the

model building helpful to achieve the successful unification of gauge couplings.
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So this is all, isn’t it? During my PhD I have studied a bunch of theories of flavour
and explored the discovery prospects if (some of) the new physics scales are low. A
significant part of my thesis work was originally motivated by the Ry anomalies,
that turned out to disappear when I was just starting my final year of PhD. The flavour
anomalies that remain are mostly under question, either in the theory side such as (g—2),,
and b — sy, or in the experimental side such as R (»), where an upcoming measurement
by the BaBar collaboration might lead to a decrease in the overall significance [403].
Nevertheless, more data keeps coming from the various particle physics experiments, and
new anomalies in well-motivated channels such as the recent measurement of B(B* —
K*vv) by Belle II [81] may eventually establish as solid evidence for physics beyond
the Standard Model. The origin of flavour may still be around the corner, waiting to
be discovered in particle physics experiments that test the origin of flavour from the
bottom-up.

Additionally, in recent years cosmological observations, especially the detection of
gravitational waves, have been suggested as a possible way to test BSM scenarios that are
inaccessible to current particle physics experiments. For example, in the tri-hypercharge
model discussed in Chapters 5 and 6, the hierarchical breaking of U(1) gauge factors in
the early Universe may produce (metastable) cosmic strings if the symmetry breaking
happens at very high scales, with the associated emission of a characteristic signal of
gravitational waves. In the same spirit, if the breaking of the U(1) factors is associated
to first order phase transitions in the early Universe, a characteristic multi-peaked signal
of gravitational waves may be within the reach of current and upcoming gravitational
waves observatories. This opens the possibility of testing multi-scale theories such as
those proposed in this thesis, among others, which may explain some of the most fun-
damental open questions of the Standard Model. These cosmological probes may be
complementary to the existing searches at particle physics experiments, such that the
origin of flavour could be tested from the top-down and from the bottom-up. The future
ahead of us is exciting, with the possibility of testing theories that were thought inacces-
sible, such as the type I seesaw mechanism and Grand Unified Theories. I am strongly
convinced that only by learning and studying the many faces and aspects of Nature we
will obtain a better understanding of our Universe, and I hope that in the near future I
can study the many open questions in fundamental physics, propose new theories that
address these problems and test such new theories up to whatever new physics scales

are possible, all the way from the Planck scale to the electroweak scale.
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Appendix A

Four-component and

two-component spinor notation

In this appendix, we introduce the two-component notation taking all fermions as left-
handed Weyl spinors, which is common in the literature for model building studies. We
show the connection with the four-component, left-right notation, highlighting explicit

examples.

A.1 Two-component spinors

In the chiral spinor representation, a (4-component) Dirac spinor ¥ consists of two

independent (2-component) Weyl spinors 7, and g with well-defined chirality,

\p:(%) (A.1)

The spinor fields 7, and v transform under the Lorentz group SO (1,3) = SU(2), x
SU(2)r as (2,1) and (1, 2), respectively, and by convention we denote 1y, as the left-
handed Weyl spinor and ¥r as the right-handed Weyl spinor. Notice that if ¢ is a
left-handed spinor, then the hermitian conjugate @DE is a right-handed spinor. In a
similar way, if w}r% is a right-handed spinor, then wTR is a left-handed spinor. Therefore,
any particular fermionic degrees of freedom can be described equally well using a left-
handed Weyl spinor or a right-handed one. Given this relation, it is tempting to get rid
of chiral subscripts and write our quantum field theory in terms of Weyl spinors with

the same chirality. Let us redefine the Weyl spinors as

onzen 0= ). .

In this notation, 1 is a left-handed spinor and ¢ is a left-handed spinor as well. ¥¢ is
usually referred as the C'P-conjugate of the original right-handed spinor ¥, because the
CP transformation maps Weyl spinors to their own hermitian conjugate, and this is the

reason behind the ¢ superscript in the notation. However, notice that in general 1) and ¢
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are fundamentally independent degrees of freedom, not related by any c transformation
despite what the notation may suggest. Majorana fermions are a remarkable exception,
for which the two spinors are related through hermitian conjugation, i.e. ¥¢ = 1.

In our quest to describe our chiral fermions via left-handed Weyl spinors (rather
than with 4-component, left-right Dirac spinors), it is convenient to introduce the adjoint

Dirac spinor ¥ and the gamma matrices in the 2-component formalism,
_ 0 ot
U=l = (g gl 7”:<aﬂ 0)’ (A3

with
o= (LF), o= (1,-F), (A.4)

where & = (01, 092,03) contains the Pauli matrices. In the chiral representation, left-

handed and right-handed Dirac spinors in 4-component notation are given by

\IJLEPL@:<%’>, \IIREPR\IJ:<¢OCT>, (A.5)

where P, p = (1 F75)/2 are the usual chiral projectors.
In terms of SM fermions (and right-handed neutrinos), this formalism allows to
relate the 4-component, left-right spinors with the 2-component left-handed spinors as

)CP

(QZ?LZ) = (QLiaLLZ') ) (ufvdfvyicvezq — (uRivdRi)VR’iaeRi) 3 (A6)

where ¢ = 1,2,3 is a flavour index. Notice that the SM quantum numbers of ¢¢ are
flipped with respect to those of ¥r. In theories with vector-like fermions, the relations

above can be generalised to

(QaaLa) = (QLavLLa) y (@mfa) 61; (@RaaiRa) ) (A7)

¢ gc ¢ _c\CP — ¢ ¢ o) — (= T ~
(ua,da,ua,ea) — (uRavdRaaVRmeRa)a Uﬁvdﬁ,%}eﬁ = (ULq,dLasVLa,€La ) - (A8)

where a is a flavour index that runs for the given vector-like fermion generations of the
specific model. We note that in 2-component notation, the bar for vector-like fermions
has nothing to do with any transformation, but just denotes the conjugate fermion
partner, which carries the opposite quantum numbers.

We highlight that the 4-component Dirac notation with explicit chiral indices is com-
mon for phenomenological studies, while the 2-component notation in which all spinors
are left-handed is common for model building. The reason is that the 2-component no-
tation is useful to describe extended gauge groups or grand unified theories like SU(5),
where left-handed fermions 1 unify with conjugate right-handed fermions ¢ in the same
representations. It is also useful for supersymmetric theories [72]. For extended reviews

of 2-component notation, we recommend [404,405].
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As an example of these relations between 4-component and 2-component notations,
in the following we transform fermion kinetic terms, Yukawa couplings and the Weinberg

operator from 4-component to 2-component notation.

A.2 Kinetic terms and gauge interactions

In 4-component notation, the fermion kinetic terms in the Lagrangian are generically
given by
Lyin D i@L’yuDu\I/L + ’L'ER’)/MDH\I/R . (A9)

Let us now obtain the kinetic terms in 2-component notation by using Eq. (A.5),

WD =i (0 v )9D () (A.10)
=i(0 yfar )D, ( ‘é’ > = iplah Dy, (A.11)

U DU =i (4° 0 )wDH( w?j ) (A.12)
—i( ot 0 )Du< 1;; ) — ot Dt (A.13)

As an example, the couplings of the generic quarks Q; and df to the Z, boson would be

given as

L7, > (90Qle"Qi + gaedio"d!) 2, . (A.14)

However, in the literature it is common to heavily abuse the notation and write o*, o* —
Y, i.e.
L2, (9@ Qi + gaedir" ;") 2, (A.15)

We advise the reader to remember that in 2-component notation the gamma (also called
Dirac) matrices must be formally exchanged by o# and o*.
A.3 Yukawa interactions

In 4-component notation, the SM Yukawa interactions for a generic fermion family are
given by
Lyukawa = ¥i; Vi HV rj + h.c., (A.16)

where remember that H ~ (1,2,1/2). In 2-component notation

0 c * c
Lyukawa = Yij ( 0 lbj ) H ( wJCT ) +h.c = qu/);wajT + y]zQ;Z)ZHTw] : (A17)
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Then in 2-component notation it is convenient to redefine the Higgs doublet as H(1,2,1/2) —
H(1,2,—-1/2)! (and exchange the Yukawa matrix by its hermitian conjugate), such that
the Yukawa couplings are

Lyukawa = Yijbi Y + h.c. (A.18)

In this manner, the SM Yukawa couplings for each fermion family are given by
Lyukawa = Yi5QiHu§ + yQiHd5 + y§ LiHe§ + h.c., (A.19)

where H = iooHT is the C'P-conjugate of H.

A.4 'Weinberg operator
In 4-component notation, the Weinberg operator (see Eq. (1.84)) is given by?
ﬁ%\?e?nberg = Cij (Eglﬁ) (L[Jﬁ) + h.C., (AQO)

where we have absorbed the cut-off scale in the dimensionful coefficients ¢;;. We need

to apply charge conjugation C' to the 4-component Dirac spinor,
T q][)c
vl =0V = ( ot ) : (A.21)

in order to obtain

‘C%\?e?nberg =Cij (I_’gzﬁ> (LLjﬁ) +h.c. = ¢ {( L; 0 )fNI] {ﬁ( Loj )] +h.c. (A.22)

= Cij (Llﬁ) (Ljﬁ) + h.c.

'Notice that in doing this one has to be careful with the implicit SU(2)r indices of the Yukawa
operator.

2Remember that we now define the Higgs doublet as H ~ (1,2, —1/2) which is more convenient for
the 2-component notation.
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Appendix B

Large mixing angle formalism and

mass insertion approximation

In this thesis, we study several models where heavy vector-like fermions mix with the
chiral fermions of the SM. For illustration purposes, let us assume the following generic

terms in the mass Lagrangian,

Emass D) x1§4¢¢3$4 + Mfi/’z@zl +h.c. 3 (Bl)

where we work in a 2-component notation with left-handed Weyl fermions, as discussed
in Appendix A. The heavy vector-like “fourth” family fermion obtains mass from the
arbitrary vector-like mass term M, f . Besides, in the example above, a scalar SM singlet
couples the heavy vector-like fermion to a third family chiral fermion. Once the scalar
singlet develops a VEV, (¢), the first term in Eq. (B.1) provides mixing between the
third and fourth family (left-handed) fermions. In all generality, we obtain (see [168] for
further details)

35:?4 (@) 3 + Mf% —
2 2
S + (o)
where in the last step we have normalised the vector in order to obtain
. 2 2
i1y =/ (at (@)’ + (a17) (5.3

as the physical mass of the vector-like fermion. We can identify the mixing angles as

iy (8) wstha + M{'athy = (28, (6) s + M) 0y = M

4>

(B.2)

3?4 _ méﬂ (®) : 03114 _ MZ} _ (B.4)
S @) + ()’ (@) + ()’
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FiGure B.1: Example of effective Yukawa coupling in the mass insertion approxima-
tion.

This way, the mass eigenstates are given by
ha=cha+shbs, s = chybs — i (B.5)

In this manner, we have obtained an accurate description of fermion mixing valid in all
regimes: this is called the large mixing angle formalism.
Notice that if the vector-like mass is much larger than the VEV of the scalar singlet,

ie. (¢) < M, ip , we may approximate the mass eigenstates of physical fermions as

Pa ~ by + sy, D3~ by — sy, (B.6)
where (@)
P P
Soq T <1, B.7
34 34 Mi/, ( )

such that in good approximation 1ﬁ4 ~ 4 and 7723 ~ 103, and the physical mass of the
vector-like fermion is given in good approximation by M, f . This is denoted as the mass
insertion approximation.

More generally, along with the mass terms of the Lagrangian in Eq. (B.1), in the
models studied in this thesis we shall also find couplings that connect chiral and vector-

like fermions via Higgs doublets,

Lonass D Yss Hpa§ + iy dthsthy + MY sty + hec. (B.8)

In the regime (H) < (¢) ,MZ’ , which is accurate to describe models with heavy NP
much above the electroweak scale, the first term in Eq. (B.8) provides an effective Higgs

Yukawa coupling for the third family fermion via the mixing mediated by ¢, i.e.
Ui HOaS ~ iy H (b + s530a)05 — yiysyy Hibavs (B.9)

Therefore, the effective Yukawa coupling is given by

Ys = yisshy = Uiy T34 () : (B.10)
V@) + ()’

where 5%4 is given in the large mixing angle formalism by Eq. (B.4). By taking the
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limit (¢) < M, Zf above, one can find the effective Yukawa coupling in the mass insertion

approximation as %)
o ¥ Y

Ys = y43$34M71, : (B.11)
This Yukawa coupling can also be extracted from the mass insertion diagrams in Fig. B.1.
This process can be easily generalised to vector-like fermions which mix with CP-
conjugate right-handed fermions ¢¢. Notice that with the set of couplings introduced so
far, the conjugate fermions 1, and ¥ do not mix with chiral fermions (only the fermions
14 and ¥§ do mix with chiral fermions). They would mix if Yukawa couplings of the
form nyH 410§ are introduced in the Lagrangian, as discussed in Chapter 3, although

such mixing is usually negligible in the regime (H) < (¢), M, 1’ )






261

Appendix C

Hyperons from SU(5)?

Gauge non-universal theories of flavour are usually spontaneously broken down to the

SM via the VEVs of scalar fields in bi-representations of the different sites.

In the

case of the tri-hypercharge model (see Chapter 5) such fields carry family hypercharges

that add up to zero, and we call them hyperons. The embedding of hyperons into the

SU(5)3 tri-unification framework proposed in Chapter 6 constrains their possible family

hypercharge assignments.

Tables C.1 and C.2 list all possible hyperon embeddings in

SU(5)3 representations with dimension up to 45. These tables have been obtained with
the help of GroupMath [398].

Hyperon

SU (5)® representations

N|= W=

=
N}

o=

QN Wi W[w oo
oIN Wik Njw ofu

o O o O

wln N[= W=

o=

o
.
\
—

,(1,5,45),(1,45,5),(1,45,45),(24,5,5),(24,5,45),(24,45,5),(24,45,45)
,(1,5,45),(1,45,5),(1,45,45),(24,5,5),(24,5,45),(24,45,5),(24,45,45)
(1,10,40),(1,15,15),(1,35,35),(1,35,40),(1,40,10),(1,40,35),(1,40,40),
(24,10,10),(24,10,15),(24,10,35),(24,10,40),(24,15,10),(24,15,15),(24,15,40),
(24,35,10),(24,35,35),(24,35,40),(24,40,10),(24,40,15),(24,40,35),(24,40,40)
(1,10,10),(1,10,15),(1,10,40),(1,15,10),(1,15,15),(1,15,40),(1,35,35),
(1,35,40),(1,40,10),(1,40,15),(1,40,35),(1,40,40),(24,10,10),(24,10,15),
(24,10,35),(24,10,40),(24,15,10),(24,15,15),(24,15,35),(24,15,40),(24,35,10),
(24,35,15),(24,35,35),(24,35,40),(24,40,10),(24,40,15),(24,40,35),(24,40,40)
(1,10,10),(1,15,15),(1,35,35),(1,40,40),(24,10,10),(24,10,15),(24,10,40),
(24,15,10),(24,15,15),(24,35,35),(24,35,40),(24,40,10),(24,40,35),(24,40,40)
(1,24,24), (24,24,24)
(1,35,35),(1,40,40),(24,35,35),(24,35,40),(24,40,35),(24,40,40)
(1,45,45), (24,45,45)
(1,45,45), (24,45,45)

(1,10,10),

)
)

TaBLE C.1:

Hyperons charged under two individual hypercharge groups and their

SU(5)3 origin. All SU(5)3 representations that involve up to 45 and 45 of SU(5) are
included. Other hyperons can be obtained by reordering the hypercharge values or by
conjugating the SU(5)3 representations.
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Appendix C. Hyperons from SU(5)?

Hyperon

SU (5)® representations

Wl
Wl

Wl
=

[SIE
[SIEN

W=
=

W=
@i

wi=
[N

[N
|
win

I |
NIw DG DU WIN =
| | |

W= N W= N W= N
SN Wik N 2N Wik Nlw

wlvo
|
Wi

o=

wn

olm
|

o= o= Wl
Wik Nlw oo

Wl

o=

|
—

oluo

o=

o=

oot IR Wl

oo

DN Wik W

(5,5,10),(5,5,15),(5,5,40),(5,45,10),(5,45,15),(5,45,35),(5,45,40),(45,5,10),
(45,5,15),(45,5,35),(45,5,40),(45,45,10),(45,45,15),(45,45,35),(45,45,40)
(5,5,10),(5,5,15),(5,5,40),(5,45,10),(5,45,15),(5,45,35),(5,45,40),(45,5,10),
(45,5,15),(45,5,35),(45,5,40),(45,45,10),(45,45,15),(45,45,35),(45,45,40)
(5,5,10),(5,5,15),(5,45,10),(5,45,15),(5,45,40),(45,5,10),
(45,5,15),(45,5,40),(45,45,10),(45,45,15),(45,45,35),(45,45,40)
(5,5,24),(5,45,24),(45,5,24),(45,45,24)
(5,10,10),(5,10,40),(5,15,35),(5,15,40),(5,35,15),(5,40,10),(5,40,15),
(5,40,40),(45,10,10),(45,10,15),(45,10,40),(45,15,10),(45,15,35),(45,15,40),
(45,35,10),(45,35,15),(45,35,40),(45,40,10),(45,40,15),(45,40,40)
(5,10,10),(5,10,15),(5,10,35),(5,10,40),(5,15,10),(5,15,15),(5,15,35),
(5,15,40),(5,35,10),(5,35,15),(5,35,40),(5,40,10),(5,40,15),(5,40,35),
(5,40,40),(45,10,10),(45,10,15),(45,10,35),(45,10,40),(45,15,10),
(45,15,15),(45,15,35),(45,15,40),(45,35,10),(45,35,15),(45,35,35),
(45,35,40),(45,40,10),(45,40,15),(45,40,35),(45,40,40)
(5,10,10),(5,10,15),(5,10,40),(5,15,35),(5,15,40),(5,35,10),(5,35,15),
(5,35,40),(5,40,10),(5,40,15),(5,40,40),(45,10,10),(45,10,15),(45,10,35),
(45,10,40),(45,15,10),(45,15,15),(45,15,35),(45,15,40),(45,35,10),(45,35,15),
(45,35,35),(45,35,40),(45,40,10),(45,40,15),(45,40,35),(45,40,40)
(5,10,40),(5,15,35),(5,15,40),(45,10,40),(45,15,35),(45,15,40),(45,40,40)
(5,10,45),(5,40,45),(45,10,45),(45,15,45),(45,35,45),(45,40,45)
(5,10,45),(5,35,45),(5,40,45),(45,10,45),(45,15,45),(45,35,45),(45,40,45)
(5,24,45),(45,24,45)

(5,24,45),(45,24,45)
(5,40,45),(45,35,45),(45,40,45)
(10,10,45),(10,15,45),(10,40,45),(15,10,45),(15,40,45),(35,35,45),
(35,40,45),(40,10,45),(40,15,45),(40,35,45),(40,40,45)
(10,10,45),(10,15,45),(10,40,45),(15,10,45),(15,15,45),
(15,40,45),(35,40,45),(40,10,45),(40,15,45),(40,40,45)
(10,10,24),(10,15,24),(10,35,24),(10,40,24),(15,10,24),(15,15,24),(15,40,24),(35,10,24),
(35,15,24),(35,35,24),(35,40,24),(40,10,24),(40,15,24),(40,35,24),(40,40,24)
(10,10,24),(10,15,24),(10,40,24),(15,10,24),(15,15,24),(15,40,24),
(35,35,24),(35,40,24),(40,10,24),(40,15,24),(40,35,24),(40,40,24)
(10,24,40),(35,24,35),(35,24,40),(40,24,35),(40,24,40)
(10,40,45),(15,40,45),(40,40,45)
(10,45,45),(15,45,45),(35,45,45),(40,45,45)

TAaBLE C.2: Hyperons charged under the three individual hypercharge groups and
their SU(5)? origin. All SU(5)3 representations that involve up to 45 and 45 of SU(5)
are included. Other hyperons can be obtained by reordering the hypercharge values or
by conjugating the SU(5)? representations.
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Appendix D

EFT operators and tree-level

matching

In this appendix, we list the SMEFT and LEFT operators in the Warsaw and San
Diego basis, respectively, including the tree-level matching conditions between SMEFT
and LEFT Wilson coefficients.

D.1 The SMEFT operators

This appendix lists the SMEFT operators up to dimension six in the so-called Warsaw
basis. The operators were listed in Ref. [39]. They are reproduced in Tables D.1-D.3

since we make significant use of them in this thesis.

D.2 The LEFT operators

This appendix lists the LEFT operators up to dimension six in the so-called San Diego
basis. The operators were listed in Ref. [175]. They are reproduced in Tables D.4 and

D.5 since we make significant use of them in this thesis.

D.3 Tree-level matching conditions

This appendix includes the tree-level matching conditions between the Warsaw basis of
SMEFT operators and the San Diego basis of LEFT operators. This matching condi-
tions were listed in Ref. [175]. They are reproduced in Tables D.6-D.18 since we make
significant use of them in this thesis. In all cases, we use C' to denote SMEFT Wilson
coefficients.

Note that electroweak symmetry breaking is modified in the SMEFT by the presence

of dimension-six operators. The scalar field can be written in the unitary gauge as [175]

1 0
= ( [+ corpin] h + v ) ) (D-1)
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where

1 3Cyv2
CHkin = <CHI:I - 4CHD) VEM » v = (1 + g)\SM> USM (D.2)

The rescaling of h in Eq. (D.1) is necessary for h to have a conventionally normalised
kinetic energy term, and the VEV v in the SMEFT is not the same as vgy in the SM
Lagrangian due to the dimension-six contributions to the Higgs interactions Qr, Qg
and Qg p, which contribute to the scalar potential and kinetic energy terms.

One also needs to perform gauge field and gauge coupling redefinitions to yield

gauge kinetic terms and mass terms that are properly normalised and diagonal

Gﬁ = Q;f (1 + CHGU%) , Wl{ = Wi (1 + CHWU%) , BM = BM (1 + CHBU%) , (D.B)

93 = g3 (1 + CHa ’U%) s G2=92 <1 + Caw U%) s 1= 0 (1 +CuB U%) ,  (D.4)

and

(&)=

The neutral gauge boson mass eigenstates Z* and A" in the above equation depend on

5 -5+ s¢\ (W3
c c+ ;25 > <B:> 5 €= CHWBU%“- (D.5)

[ ]\l e

the weak mixing angle § through

— — /2
cosf=c=—2__|1-SN 33 gé )
NG ES 2 92 \91 + 95
. 91 €9 (9531
sinf =5 = I+ == || (D.6)
2 91 \91+93

Vi + 95
The massive gauge bosons of the SM receive NP contributions to their masses as

2 =22
MW = 792VT;

4
1 1 €
Mz = (3+71) 0% (1 + QOHDU%) + 5910207 (D7)

In the above equations, Gf}

, Wl{ , and B, and g3, g2, and g; are the gauge fields and
coupling constants in the SM (without NP contributions), while g;j‘, Wlf, and B, and
Js, g9, and g are the gauge fields and coupling constants modified by NP contributions
from dimension-six SMEFT operators. Note that products of gauge couplings and gauge
fields gg,Gﬁ‘ = §3Q;?, ggW/f = EQW/{ and g1B,, = g8, are unchanged by the above
redefinitions. In a similar manner, one can check that the effective couplings € and g,

are given by

1 _
=7, sinfd — 3 cos 0 Gy v% Cryw B,
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9 | =2
= —— = Z25C . D.8
sin @ cos 0 g, L HWB] (D-8)

The fermion couplings to the massive gauge bosons Wff and Z, in the SMEFT take the

usual form
g . _ )
L= —%{WI]{/L\)—F}LC.} — 922,55 . (D.9)

However, notice that the couplings of the massive gauge bosons to fermions get modified

via dimension-six SMEFT operators,

]{/L\} = [I/Vl]prpr'yueLr + [Wq]prULp'YudLr + [WR]prﬂRp’YMdRra

Jg = [ZVL]prng’Y#VLr + [ZeL]prELp’V'ueLr + [ZeR]prERpryueRr

+ [ZULLDTELP’Y#ULT + [ZUR]pTERpVHURT + [ZdL]praLp’Y'udLr + [ZdR]praRp'Y'udRra
(D.10)
where
1
[Wl}pr = 6 %0(3)] [Wq] |:6p7" + TCHq] y [WR}p’r = |:2U%CHud:| 5
pr pr
[ 1
[ZVL}P"' = |0pr 2) Cgl 9 TCI(L?I:|
1 [ . 1
—5 %)~ ichl - Qv%cﬁz} O el = |8 (45) - O
L pr

[ 1 2_ [ 2_
(Zulpr = 5pr 9 g ) TC 2 TOHq:| g [Zuglpr = |Opr (—332) - 2’UTCHH:| )
1
3

1
32) _ 21}%0;1;1] .
(D.11)

1 :
Zoslr = o (-5 +5) ~ 3 Tc;;; 530« aalr = [br (+

Here [Wilpr, [Welpr and [Wg]y- are the couplings of Wi to (Zrpyterr), (Grpy'drr),
and (Zrpy*drr), respectively, and [Zy],. are the couplings of Z, to (1,7#¢,) for ¢ =
vp,er,er,ur, uRr,dr,dr. Note that the couplings in Eq. (D.11) are written in the weak-
eigenstate basis, so the SM contribution is proportional to Kronecker-delta symbols. The
dimension-six 12 H2D operators in the SMEFT give the 1/A? contributions proportional
to coefficients C' in Eq. (D.11). Interestingly, in spontaneously broken SMEFT, W:[
couples to the right-handed charged current (Wrpy"dry) with coupling [Wg],. due to
the dimension-six operator Q.4 - In general, the modified couplings of the massive
gauge bosons give NP contributions to LEFT operators, as shown in Tables D.6-D.18
which contain the tree-level matching conditions.

We also note that for the tree-level matching we assume the same normalisation for
SMEFT and LEFT operators.
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AL=2 (LL)HH + h.c.
Q5 eijeu(lg;)Clkr)Hng

TABLE D.1: Dimension-five AL = 2 operator Q5 in SMEFT (Weinberg operator).
There is also the Hermitian conjugate AL = —2 operator Qg, as indicated by + h.c.

in the table heading. Subscripts p and r are weak-eigenstate indices. Table taken
from [175].

AB = AL =1+ h.c.
Qaugt | €*P7€9(d],Cupy) (L, Cljr)
Qqque | €777 (¢85, Capjr) (u],Cer)
Qqqql Eaﬁveizejk(qgipcqﬁjr)(quksClét)
Qduue e*P(df,Cup,)(ulCey)

TABLE D.2: Dimension-six AB = AL = 1 operators in SMEFT. There are also
Hermitian conjugate AB = AL = —1 operators, as indicated by + h.c. in the table
heading. Subscripts p, r, s and t are flavour indices. Table taken from [175].
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1:Xx3 2: HS 3: H*D? 5:2H?3 + h.c.

Qa | FAPCGMGEGSH  Qy | (HTHY  Quo | (HTH)O(HTH) Qe | (HTH)(le.H)
Qz | FAPCGMGEG Qup | (H'DH)' (HIDLH)  Quir | (HH)(@yu,H)
Qw | LKW W oW K Qu | (H'H)(gyd, H)
Qﬁ/ EI.]KW}{I/WVJ/)WPK';J,

4: X2H? 6:92XH + h.c. 7:2H2D

Qua | HIHGAGY™ Qv | (o e)r HWL, Qi (17D WH) (1771,)
Qug | HHGAGY  Qus | (,0"e,)HB,, QW | @i DLE) @)
Quw | HHWLW™  Qua | (go" T*u,)H G}, Qe (17D H) (eer)
Qui | HHHWLWH  Quy | (qomu)r BWL, o) (YD H)(@7"ar)
Qus | HHBLB"  Qup | (30" u)H By, QW | @\ DLH) (g )
Quz | HHBLBY Qi | (@o™TAd,)HGE, Qta (H'i'D  H)(@pn"u,)
Quwp | HIFTHWLB™  Quy | (@0 d)r HWI, Qna (H'i'D ,H)(dyy d,)
Quip | HITTHWLB™  Qup | (Go d,)H By, Qrua + hoc. | i(H'D,H)(ayy*d,)

8: (LL)(LL) 8: (RR)(RR) 8: (LL)(RR)

Qu (1) (Lsyule) Qee (@ er)(esuer) Qe (Lp7"1r) (Esyuer)

Wl @) @) Quu (tpy"uy ) sy, Qu (L") (s ypue)

9 @ )@t a)  Qaa | (dpyds)(deyuds) Qu | (") (dyudy)
AV | G @a) Qe | (@ten) (@) Qe | (@"a)Esrer)
QD | G (@) Qe | (@ er)(dsvudy) Wl @) @)

QL (" ur ) (dyyucty) @ | @™ TAar) (s T )
QW | (@ Thu)([deT4dy) QU | (@ ar) (dsyuds)
QW | (@ TAg) ey, TAdy)
8: (LR)(RL) + h.c. 8: (LR)(LR) + h.c.
Qg | Ber)dsar)) Qg | (@ur)esn(dhdn)
QU | (@T u)eji(@ETAdy)
QE;;u (Ber)ej(@w)
QD | Bower)en(@ior w)

TABLE D.3: The 76 dimension-six operators that conserve baryon and lepton number in
the SMEFT. The operators are divided into eight classes according to their field content.
The class-8 four-fermion operators are further divided into subclasses according to their

chiral properties.

Operators with + h.c. have Hermitian conjugates.

p,r,s,t are flavour indices indices. Table taken from [175].

The subscripts
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vv + h.c. (vv)X + h.c. (LR)X + h.c. X3
(VngVLr) OD'Y (VEPCU/WVLT)FMV Oe"/ ELP(TMU()‘RT Fl“’ OG fABCG;?VGEPGEM
Ou,’y aLpUHUuRr Ew 05 fABCéSVGUBPG;?N

Od'y deUquRr Fuu
m A A
OuG ’U,LPCI"WT URyr G;w

OdG JLPG'”"TACIRT Gﬁy

(LL)(LL) (LL)(RR) (LR)(LR) + h.c.
OVEE (PLp*vir) (PLsYuVet) OV.LR (PLp7"vir)(ErsVuert) OIRE (erperr)(ELsert)
oLt (eLp¥*err)(ELsyuert) OLME (ELp¥*err)(ErsYueRt) OZFR (eperr)(ULsure)
oYLE (PLpY*vie)(ELsyuert) oYL= (TLpY"vie) (@Rs YV URe) OLEE | (eL,0M epy)(UiLs0pmtine)
OVEL | (v ver) (ansvuuse) ot (Lo vir) (drsyudre) o5 (ELpere)(dLsdry)
oyt (P17 vLr) (dLsvudir) oyLr (ELpr*ers) (@rsVutunt) O™ | (Cpoer)(dLsoumdry)
ONFE | (erpyens)(@Lsyuun) o5t (@7 err)(drsyudrr) O%in | rpern)(drsun)
oVt (érpy*ers)(drsyudre) OYLR (drpy"urr)(ERsVuere) OLEE | (o0t epe) (dLsowure)
OVLL | (D yter, ) (drsyuurs) + hec. onrR (drpy"drr)(BrsVuent) O5LRR (@rpupre)(ULsure)
oV.LL (@rpy*ur,y)(GLsyuuLt) O,‘,/csg (VLpy*err)(drsyuune) + hec. OSSER | (G, T g, ) (s T ure)
O}i/,;LL (drpy*dre)(drsVudre) OYLLE (@rpy*ur,)(URsYuURe) OSLER (drpure)(drsdry)
OVI"LL (drpyur,)(drsyudre) OVS.LR (UL " TAure) (Grs v T ure) OSS’RR (urpTup,)(drsTAdRe)
OVHEE | (u T up,) (e TAd) 04y ™" (27" urr)(drsyudre) 0S| (duydnr)(drsdre)
(RR)(RR) ot (arp V" T ure) (drsy, T4 dRe) O3 R | (drpyTAdR,)(drsT dre)

OVRR ((; 'YM@ )(8 Y€ ) OVLLR ((ZLP"/#de)(l Rs'YuuRt) OfﬁdﬁR (aLder)( Uth)

ce °Rp Rr)\€RsYu€Rt _

v.RR _ OLH L (Ao T ) arey T um) O™ | (i, TAd ) (s T4 up)
Oezl (eRp’\/HeRT)( S’YuuRt) V1.LR _

VRE _ Oua’ (drpy"drr)(dRsYudre) =
O (erpy*ery)( Rs*y#th) VLR . (LR)(RL) + h.c.

V.RR . . Odd (de"/uT dLr)(dRS’YuT drt) SRL | /= ,
Ouii (@rpY"urr)(UrsYutiRt) VLR OS5 | (erperr)(UrsuLt)

V,RR * S Oudin (arpy"dre)(drsyuure) +hoc. SRL | (> 7
O4d (dRp"/HdRr)(d ’Y/Lth) VS.LR - O (ELIICRT)(ddeLt)

V1,RR . Ouddu (ﬁLPV"TAdLr)(dRs’YurTAuRt) +h.c. S,RL | (- 7
Oua’ (@rpY"upr)(dRsVudre) Oa | (Prpers)(drsurt)
OV8.RR (uRp'y“T uRT)(dRS'yuT drt)

TABLE D.4: The operators for LEFT of dimension three, five, and six that conserve
baryon and lepton number, and the dimension-three and dimension-five AL = +2

operators. The dimension-three AL = 2 operator O, is the Majorana-neutrino mass
operator, while the dimension-five AL = 2 operator O, is the Majorana-neutrino
dipole operator. There are 5 additional dimension-five dipole operators (LR)X. The
80 dimension-six operators consist of 2 pure gauge operators X3 and 78 four-fermion
operators 1%, which are further divided by their chiral structure. The 9* operator
superscripts V', S, T refer to products of vector, scalar, and tensor fermion bilinears,
and the additional two labels L or R refer to the chiral projectors in the bilinears.
Operators with + h.c. have Hermitian conjugates. The subscripts p,r, s,t are flavour
indices. Table taken from [175].
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AL =4+ h.c.
OEL)/LL (VzpCVLT) (V{SCVLt)
AL =2+ h.c. AB = AL =1+ h.c. AB = —AL=1+h.c.
(O (vF,CvLr) (Ensert) Ot | eapy (gL CAL AT Cr) O™ | eapy (il Cd],) (@ d],)
OEéLL (VEPOUHVVL”‘)(ERgo'IIVeLt) Ogulz;L €apy (d CULT)(“zzceLt) OdedR €aBy (U’Lp CdL7 )(VL:: Rt)
OféLR (Vng”Lr)( s€Rt) OiuI;iR Gaﬁv(“Lp Cqu)(d’YTceRt) OgdiR eaﬁw(d%p )(VL.sU‘Rt)
OSEE | (W, Crpy)(ipsure) Ol | eapy (dSTCul, ) (ufCep,)  Ogir™ eaawdﬁCd‘zr)(ém )
OLEL | (WF,Cot vy (tipsoumurs)  Opit | eapy(ufh Cul, )(d]ECeyy)  Opi" | €apy(d3ECd}, ) (Ep.d],)
OfﬁLR (l/Lp 7“)( URt) OguﬁL €afy (dRp Cu?{r)(uLs Cth) Ode;R €apfy (uRp Cd?fr )(7Lsd’1y'£t)
ot (VLp vir)(drsdr) Ogu};L Eaﬂw(daTcuRr)(dvTcth) O:isng Eaﬂw(d(ﬁz?Cd ) (Ersdp)
ONFE | WE Corvr,) (dpsoyndre)  OGE" | eapy(dEE Cdy, ) (u}t Cryy)
oS (W, Crp)(drdry) O™ | eap (T Cuf, ) (ul Cegy)
Oigi (VLp 'r)( sULt)
OfedL«f (VL CUHUPLr)( U;w“Lt)
O3 (W, Cern)(drsty)
Oli/eif (VLpnyueRr)( SVuuLt)
OVER 1 (T Cy¥ery)(drsvutine)

TABLE D.5: The LEFT dimension-six four-fermion operators that violate baryon
and/or lepton number. All operators have Hermitian conjugates. The operator su-
perscripts V', S, T refer to products of vector, scalar, and tensor fermion bilinears, and
the additional two labels L or R refer to the chiral projectors in the bilinears. The
subscripts p,r, s,t are flavour indices. Table taken from [175]

AL =2 vv + h.c.
‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching

O,

%n,,(ny—kl)‘ 6 ‘ %0511%
pr

TABLE D.6: Dimension-three AL = 2 Majorana neutrino mass operators in LEFT.
There are also Hermitian conjugate AL = —2 operators OF, as indicated in the table
heading. The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of
neutrino flavours n,,, and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT with n,, = 3.
The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].

AL =2 (vv)X + h.c.
‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching

Ops | Anu(n, —1)| 3 | 0

TABLE D.7: Dimension-five AL = 2 Majorana neutrino dipole operators in LEFT.
There are also Hermitian conjugate AL = —2 operators Ovv’ as indicated in the table
heading. The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of
neutrino flavours n,, and the third column is number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3.
The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT, which vanishes. Table
taken from [175].
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(LR)X + h.c.
Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
Leptonic
Oey ni 9 % <—Cepx/7g/s + C‘;,?C) U
Nonleptonic

Ouﬂr ni 4 % <CupZ’V8 + CI;?C) T
Oay TL?I 9 % _Cdpvrvg + C%EE U
Oua n? 4 %ngv’f
OdG n?l 9 %C%%*UT
Total | 2n2 +2n2 | 26

TABLE D.8: Dimension-five (LR)X dipole operators in LEFT. There are also Her-
mitian conjugate dipole operators (RL)X, as indicated in the table heading. The

operators are divided into the leptonic and nonleptonic operators.

The second col-

umn is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of charged lepton flavours n.,
u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type quark flavours ng, and the third column is the
number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3, n, = 2 and ng = 3. The last column is the
tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. 5 and ¢ are defined in Eq. (D.6). Table taken

from [175].

TABLE D.9:

X3

‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching

Oa 1 1 Ca
(95 1 1 Ca
Total ‘ 2 ‘ 2 ‘

Dimension-six triple-gauge-boson operators in LEFT. The tree-level

matching coefficient of each operator is equal to the coefficient of the corresponding
operator in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].
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(LL)(LL)
Number SM ‘ Matching
Leptonic
Ot inZ(n, +1)? 36 C = ity (2 (2] = stz (Dl 120
o —2
OXéLL %ng(ne + 1)2 36 Cp’f‘{st - 49sz [ZeL]p'r [ZeL]st - zlgT?g [ZeL]pt [ZCL}ST
V,LL 2,2 95 * 9%
Oue neny, 81 Cp'ilst + Cstl;lm” - ﬁ [Wl]pt [Wl]rs - MiZé [ZV]pr [ZHL]st
Total n?n? + in2(n. +1)?
+ tn2(n, + 1) 153
Semileptonic
1 3 97
Ol‘//{LLL nl%ni 36 C<l; + C(lq) - % [ZV]pr [ZUL}st
prst prst
V,LL 1 3 g2
Olld nl%nz 81 C(l; - C(l; - % [ZV]p'r [ZdL]st
prst prst
1 3 92
OZ;,LL nzni 36 C(l;t - C(l;t - ]ZTZé [ZSL}pr [ZUL]st
prs prs
V,LL 1 3 92
Oed ngn?l 81 C(lg + C(l; - gﬁzg [ZBL}pr [ZdL]st
prst prst s
Ol‘,/ég’f +h.c. 2 X NeNyNyNyg 2 x 54 QC(‘;; - 21!312&, Wil,, (Waly,
prst
Total (n2 +n2)(n2 +n3)
+ 2neny,nyng 342
Nonleptonic
1 3 7
OL/{LLL %”i(nz + 1) 10 C<q()1t + C(q()If - 2?\?% [ZUL]pT [ZUL}st
prs prst
V,LL 1 3 g2
O s + 1) 45 Clay +Clan = 55z (Zaulyr Zas)e
prs prs
Opa " nZn} 36 | C +C% —CQ -0 + &G + 30
prst _ stpr prst stpr . ptsr srpt
_ijfwé [Wq}pf, [W(JL«S NLC - gﬁzzf [ZUL]pT [ZIIL]st
O nZn} 36 409 +4CG) — - W, W7,
ptsr srpt w
Total 2n2n? + inZ(n? +1)
+ In2(n2+1) 127

TABLE D.10: Dimension-six four-fermion operators: two left-handed currents in LEFT.
The (LL)(LL) operators are divided into leptonic, semileptonic, and nonleptonic oper-

ators. The semileptonic operator O, ;.

V-LL and its Hermitian conjugate (’)l‘,/é{;f f are both

present. All other operators are Hermitian. The second column is the number of opera-
tors for an arbitrary number of neutrino flavours n,, charged lepton flavours n., u-type
quark flavours n,,, and d-type quark flavours ng, and the third column is the number
in the SM LEFT with n, = 3, n, = 3, n, = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is the
tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].
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(RR)(RR)
‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
Leptonic
— =7
O;/EZRR ing(ne + ]‘)2 36 Cpf‘it - 4972% [ZER]pr [ZGR]st - zlgT?ZT [ZG’R]pt [ZER]ST
Semileptonic
O(E,/;LRR nz”% 36 p ut - ]\4222 [ZER]pr [ZUR]st
rSs zZ
—3
0" nin; 81 Cea, = s Zenlye (Zanl
Total n2(nZ +n2) 117
Nonleptonic
=32
OXﬁRR %n% (’I’Li + 1) 10 Cqu}sbt — 29722 [ZUR]pr [ZUR]st
—2
O™ 3ng(ng +1) 45 Cad, = 5172 [Zanpr (Zan]
OV LAR 22 36 | CU) — 52 (Wil Wal'y & — 2% [Zusl,, [Z
ud NNy udt T oMZ [ R]pt [ R]rs N, T Mz [ UR]p'r [ dR]st
prs L
O, nng 36 O — 5 [Wrl,, [Wall,
prst w
Total | 2n2n2 + In2(n2 +1)
+ 3n3(n2 +1) 127

TABLE D.11: Dimension-six four-fermion operators: two right-handed currents in
LEFT. The (RR)(RR) operators are divided into leptonic, semileptonic, and nonlep-
tonic operators. The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number
of charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type quark flavours ng,
and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3, n, = 2, and

ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken
from [175].
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(LL)(RR)
Number ‘ SM Matching
Leptonic
Ol\//éLR ngng 81 Oplrest - 1\9/[72; [ZVLW [ZeR]st
—2
OX,ZLR ng 81 Cplrest — % [ZeL]p'r [ZeR]st
Total n2(n? +n2) 162
Semileptonic
Oy n;n; 36 Cpi}ét - IaTZg [ZV]p'r‘ (Zur]st
—2
O;/(}LR nl%n?l 81 CpleGt - 1(\]/[7% [ZV]pr [Zdl?,]st
V,LR 2,2 _ 9z
6 NNy, 36 Cplrifst ]\42% [ZSL]pr [ZUR]St
V,LR g
Oed ngn?l 81 Cp'lr‘%t - ](\]47% [ZSL]pr [ZdR]St
V,LR 2,2 97
Oue NNy, 36 Cp?”it - Mizg [ZUL]pr [ZER]st
V,LR 2,2 9y
Ode nend 81 Cp?it — F% [ZdL]p'r‘ [ZE’R]st
—2
Ol/ésf +h.c. 2 X NeNyNyuNg 2 x b4 7216122 [Wl]m, [WR];
Total (2n2 +n2)(n2 + n?)
+ 2nenynyng 459
Nonleptonic
1 =)
OXULLR ni 16 Cj(g‘ét - 1\9472; [ZUL]pT [ZUR]st
OV8.LR nt 16 C(SZ
prst
—2
O™ nZn} 36 | CG = 1 (Zu)r (Zan).
prst
OVSLE n2n2 36 )
prst
V1,LR 1 G2
Odu TLZTL% 36 C(Q'l)Lt - ]\94725 [ZdL]pr [ZUR]st
prs
OXE’LR ninz 36 C((?Lt
prs
V1,LR 1
Oddl ny 81 C(q<)1 1672 [ZdL]p'r (Zar]
prst
V8,LR 8
oV nd 81 o®)
prst
V1,LR g2 *
O?/ddzR +h.c. 2 x n2n? 2 x 36 —2]\9/125‘/ Wal,, Wk,
OYSE L he. 2 x n2n? 2 x 36 0
Total 2(nd +nj+4nZn?) | 482

TABLE D.12: Dimension-six four-fermion operators: left-handed times right-handed
currents in LEFT. The (LL)(RR) operators are divided into leptonic, semileptonic,
and nonleptonic operators. Semileptonic operators O
(’)Zdld’ﬁR and (’)Zfd’{:R all come with additional Hermitian conjugate operators. All other
operators are Hermitian. The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary
number of neutrino flavours n,,, charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark flavours n,,
and d-type quark flavours ng, and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT
with n, = 3, ne = 3, n, = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level matching

coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].

vedu

V.LR

and nonleptonic operators
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(LR)(RL) + h.c.

‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
Semileptonic
OfﬁRL nzni 36 0
o™ n2n3 81 | Cledg
S,RL prot
O NeNy My Nd 54 Cledq
prst
Total | n2(n2 4+ n2) + nenynyng | 171

TABLE D.13: Dimension-six four-fermion operators: (LR)(RL) scalar bilinears in
LEFT. There are also Hermitian conjugate operators, as indicated in the table heading.
All of the operators are semileptonic operators. The second column is the number of
operators for an arbitrary number of neutrino flavours n,, charged lepton flavours n.,
u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type quark flavours ng, and the third column is the
number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3, n, = 3, n, = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is
the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].
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(LR)(LR) + h.c.

Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
Leptonic
OS,RR In2(n2 +1) l45 | 0
Semileptonic
OF;FR nZn? 36 | —Clegs
prst
oL nen;, 36 | —C,
OS,RR - prst
e ngng 81 0
oL.nn n2n? 81 0
Ofégf NeTy My Mg 54 C’l(elgu
prst
Ofe’g‘f NeTy My Mg 54 C’l(f;u
prst
Total | 2n2(nZ 4+ n2) + 2nen,nyng | 342
Nonleptonic
OSLRR inZ(n? +1) 10 0
OI8.RR inZ(n? +1) 10 0
Ofé’RR ninﬁ 36 C’éi)qd
prst
Ofg’RR n? nfl 36 C’éi)qd
prst
OSLRR In3(n2 +1) 45 0
OgS’RR %nfl(ng +1) 45 0
S1,RR (1)
Ouddu nini 36 _Cquqd
stpr
S8,RR (8§
Ouddu n TLZ 36 _Cquqd
stpr
Total 4n2n? +nZ(n2 +1)
+n3(n? +1) 254

TABLE D.14: Dimension-six four-fermion operators: (LR)(LR) scalar and tensor bi-
linears in LEFT. There are also Hermitian conjugate operators, as indicated in the
table heading. The operators are divided into leptonic, semileptonic, and nonleptonic
operators. The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of
neutrino flavours n,, charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type
quark flavours ng, and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3,
ne = 3, ny, = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in

SMEFT. Table taken from [175].
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AL =4 + h.c.
‘ Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching

O | iz - | 6 | 0

TABLE D.15: Dimension-six AL = 4 operators in LEFT. There are also Hermitian
conjugate operators, as indicated in the table heading. The second column is the
number of operators for an arbitrary number of neutrino flavours n,, and the third
column is the number in the SM LEFT with n,, = 3. The last column is the tree-level
matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].

AL =2+ h.c.
Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
Leptonic
O3S LL 31y (ny 4 1)n? 54 0
oL.LL in,(n, — 1)n? 27 0
O5LR in,(ny, 4+ 1)n? 54 0
Total 31, (3n, + 1)n2 135
Semileptonic

O3 LL 31y (ny + 1)n? 24 0
oL.LL in,(n, — 1)n? 12 0
OSLR in,(ny 4+ 1)n? 24 0
O I, (ny, +1)n? 54 0
onrr sny(ny, — 1)n? 27 0
Of&LR %ny(nl, + 1)n3 54 0
05é55 NeNyTy Mg 54 0
Ol Ny M 54 0

fééf NeNy Ny Mg 54 0

Xéfj NeNy Ny Mg 54 0
(’),‘//cjgf NNy Ny Ny 54 0
Total %ny(?m,, + 1)(n2 4+ n?) + dnenynyng | 465

TABLE D.16: Dimension-six AL = 2 operators in LEFT. There are also Hermitian
conjugate operators, as indicated in the table heading. The operators are divided into
leptonic and semileptonic operators. The second column is the number of operators for
an arbitrary number of neutrino flavours n,,, charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark
flavours n,,, and d-type quark flavours ng, and the third column is the number in the
SM LEFT with n, = 3, n. = 3, n, = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level
matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken from [175].
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AB =AL =1+ h.c.

Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching
S,LL 5
Ouia Ny 54 | —Cqqqt — Cqqq
prst rpst
S,LL 9
Odiru NeNatly, 36 | —Cyqqr — Cyqql
prst rpst
S,LR 1
Ouuﬁl §ndnu (nu - l)ne 9 0
OdS&uR nenind 36 —Cqque — Cqque
prst rpst
S,RL 1
O%UI%L 3NNy (ny — 1)ne 9 0
3 2
Oduu NNy, Nd 36 C’duql
S,RL prst
’ 2
Odud MMy 54 7Oduql
S,RL 1 prst
Od(’iu Qnd(nd - ]-)nuny 18 0
S,RR 2
Oduu NeNdny, 36 Cduue
prst
Total %ninynu + 5ndnen3 — NgNeNy — %ndnynu 288

TABLE D.17: Dimension-six AB = AL = 1 operators in LEFT. There are also Her-
mitian conjugate AB = AL = —1 operators, as indicated in the table heading. The
second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of neutrino flavours
ny, charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type quark flavours ng,
and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT with n,, = 3, n. = 3, n,, = 2, and
ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT. Table taken
from [175].

AB = —-AL =1+ h.c.

Number ‘ SM ‘ Matching

O5L Ina(n? — 1)n, 24 0
OS&@R Ny Nung 54 0
(’)‘i’lﬁR %nd(nd — Dnyn, 18 0
Oi’isR %nfl(nd — 1ne 27 0
O~ Ln3(ng — 1)ne 27 |0
OE&I;R nununz 54 0
(’)gc’lg”R ing(n? — 1)ne 24 0
Total gnzne + gnl,nflnu — nﬁne — %ndnynu — %ndne 228

TABLE D.18: Dimension-six AB = —AL = 1 operators in LEFT. There are also
Hermitian conjugate AB = —AL = —1 operators, as indicated in the table heading.
The second column is the number of operators for an arbitrary number of neutrino
flavours n,,, charged lepton flavours n., u-type quark flavours n,, and d-type quark
flavours ng, and the third column is the number in the SM LEFT with n, = 3, n., = 3,
Ny = 2, and ng = 3. The last column is the tree-level matching coefficient in SMEFT.
Table taken from [175].
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