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ABSTRACT: A mechanism for the masses of third, second, and first generation charged
fermions at the tree, 1-loop, and 2-loop levels, respectively, is proposed. The fermionic self-
energy corrections that lead to this arrangement are induced through heavy vector bosons of
a new gauged flavour symmetry group Gr. It is shown that a single Abelian group suffices
as Gr. Moreover, the gauge charges are optimized to result in relatively smaller flavour
violations in processes involving the first and second generation fermions. The scheme is
explicitly implemented on the Standard Model fermions in an anomaly-free manner and is
shown to be viable with observed charged fermion masses and quark mixings. Constraints
from flavour violations dictate the lower limit on the new physics scale in these types
of frameworks. Through optimal flavour violation, it is shown that nearly two orders of
magnitude improvement can be achieved on the lower limit, leading to the new physics scale
> 103 TeV in this case. Further improvements are possible at the cost of the down quark
mass deviating more than 3¢ from its value extracted from lattice calculations. Options for
inducing tiny masses for light neutrinos are also discussed.
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1 Introduction

The numerous and varied magnitudes of Yukawa couplings have been a perplexing and
embarrassing feature of the Standard Model since its inception. Although technically nat-
ural, these couplings seem like an ad hoc arrangement to account for the observed flavours,
their interchanging interactions, and their masses. It is desirable to have a mechanism
that renders at least some of these parameters calculable. Radiative induction is one such
possibility, in which some of these couplings are absent at the leading order in perturbation
theory and are generated through loops |1, 2|. This aligns with the observed mass pattern,



as the mass hierarchies between two subsequent generations are roughly of the order of the
loop suppression factor, (472)~1.

What could be a minimal setup based on the radiative mass generation mechanism
leading to a realistic flavour spectrum? Two requirements guide the efforts to answer this
question. Firstly, the framework must lead to accidentally vanishing masses (or correspond-
ing Yukawa couplings) for some generations at the leading order. Secondly, it must possess
suitable interactions that induce their non-zero values through quantum corrections. It is
straightforward to see that the Standard Model (SM) by itself is not sufficient to enable
this. Even if the first n generations (n < 3) are arranged to be massless by some means, the
full action possesses a perturbative global U(n)® symmetry that prevents the generation of
masses for these fermions at higher orders. This was realized in the very early attempts
[2-7] and highlighted the need for new interactions violating such a symmetry. Scenarios
extending the SM based on new interactions, being mainly of Yukawa type [8-30] or gauge
type [31-36] have been proposed. It has been observed that the latter typically provides a
more concise and economical alternative from the perspective of overall calculability and
predictivity. An extreme example of this is a framework proposed in [33], in which the
ambitious implementation turns out to be so predictive that it is discarded by the observed
masses and mixing parameters of the charged fermions.

The realistic gauged extensions offering radiative masses for the first and second-
generation fermions have been recently worked out in [35, 36]. The symmetry groups
investigated as gauged flavour symmetries are abelian Gp = U(1) x U(1) [35] and non-
abelian Gr = SU(3) [36]. Two noteworthy outcomes common to these investigations are:
(a) both the second and first generations receive non-zero masses at 1-loop itself, and their
intergenerational mass hierarchy can be attributed to the gauge boson mass ordering; and
(b) they are compelled to possess O(1) flavour violating couplings, forcing the new gauge
bosons’ masses ~ 10 GeV or heavier. Both these features primarily depend on the struc-
ture of Gp. For example, the choices of Gp in [35, 36] lead to more or less universal
values of flavour changing neutral current couplings, namely @;;, between the ith and jth
generations. On the other hand, the present experimental limits from quark and lepton
flavour violations are more stringent in the 1-2 sector than in the 2-3 or 1-3 sectors. This
suggests that it would be desirable to have |Q12| < |Q23], |@13] to somewhat relax the lower
limit mentioned in point (b) above. This has phenomenological and technical advantages
in terms of observability and naturalness, respectively.

Given the points mentioned above, natural questions arise: Is there a choice of G that
induces the masses of only the second generation at one loop and the first generation at two
loops? Can it accommodate flavour violation in an optimal amount such that the bound
on the new gauge boson can be lowered further? The present work attempts to investigate
these questions systematically. We begin with the simplest choice Gp = U(1), as it extends
the SM with only one gauge boson and obtains the conditions for the charges of the three
generations of fermions under this symmetry, such that they obtain masses at successive
orders in perturbation theory. In this way, an interesting correlation is found between the
loop-induced first-generation mass and flavour violation in the 1-2 sector, such that the
latter vanishes completely in the limit of a massless first generation. This correlation is



then exploited to obtain the optimum amount of flavour violations, remaining consistent
with the observed masses of the first-generation fermions.

We begin with a toy framework in the next section and discuss conditions under which
Gr = U(1)p can lead to masses for different generations at different orders in perturba-
tion theory. Section 3 discusses an interplay between the loop-induced masses and flavour
changing couplings at each order. In section 4, we provide an explicit example of U(1)p
charges demonstrating these features. The framework is then implemented in the standard
model in a phenomenologically viable manner in section 5 and constraints arising mainly
from flavour violations are discussed in section 6. We also discuss possibilities to accom-
modate massive neutrinos within this framework in section 7 before concluding in section

8.

2 The framework

We first describe a mechanism leading to the third, second and first-generation fermion
masses at tree, 1-loop and 2-loop levels, respectively, using a general framework. Consider
three generations (i = 1,2,3) of chiral fermions f;, and fj; charged under a local flavour-
dependent U(1)p symmetry with charges qr; and qg;, respectively. Additionally, consider
a pair of vectorlike fermions, namely F i g, neutral under the U(1)p. Under a chiral gauge
symmetry like an electroweak symmetry of the SM, f]. and fF, are to transform differently
while Fj and F}, are to transform identically. Only the vectorlike fermion has a symmetry-
preserving mass.

2.1 At tree level

Once the chiral and U(1) symmetries are broken, the fermion mass Lagrangian is assumed
to take the following form at the leading order:

~Ln = pri friFh + pri Fp frs +mp FLFh+hee. |
- o
= Fra M) frg +hc., (2.1)

with f/L(R)4 = FJQ(R) and a = i,4. The 4 x 4 matrix M(©) is given by

M(o) _ (( 033 (,U«L)3><1> ’ (2.2)

KR)1x3 MF

with pr = (ur1, pre, pr3)? and pr = (@R, ftre, r3). The specific form of interactions in
L, can be arranged by promoting p, g as spurions and assigning them appropriate charges
under the full symmetry of the theory. Both py and pgr break U(1)p, while at least one
of them also breaks the chiral symmetry depending on the choice of the gauge charges of
Fi, R

In the physical basis, obtained by fr r = Z/lg?g f’L7 p» one finds that only one of the
chiral generation obtains non-vanishing mass due to the specific structure of M(®. The
bi-unitary diagonalisation leads to

Ut MO O = DO = Diag, (o, 0, mg)),mgp)) . (2.3)



An analytical simplification is possible in the so-called seesaw approximation, p r < mp.
The unitary matrices can be expressed as

(0) Uik =Pk 2
U r= (p(Lo)gUéo%z . > +0(p7) (2.4)
where
P = —n;uL, o) = —n;uR, (2.5)

are three-dimensional column and row vectors, respectively. U £03% are 3 X 3 unitary matrices
defined from
UV MO ) = Diag. (o,o,mgo)) : (2.6)

Here, M is an effective 3 x 3 matrix obtained by integrating out the heavy vectorlike
fermion pair. Explicitly,

0 1
Mz'(j) = g MR (2.7)

As can be seen, M is essentially a product of two vectors and, therefore, is a rank-1
matrix.

The simple form of M allows one to determine the U g?}i analytically. This can be
obtained by finding the eigenvector corresponding to the only non-vanishing eigenvalue of

M© and determining the other two eigenvectors from orthogonality. We find

_ Mo _BLipyg BL1
(0) o T
_ Hri __HL2Mp3 1%
U, = VNy N VN3 [ (2.8)
0 |ML1|2+WL2|2 ML3
VNo VN3

where N 23 are normalization constants that can be determined by normalizing each of the
three columns. VL[IQ] represents an arbitrary unitary rotation in 1-2 plane, which remain
undetermined due to degeneracy among the first two masses. A similar expression for U 1(%0 )
holds with replacement uy — p¥.

In the physical basis, the U(1)r gauge interactions are given by

—Lx = gx Xy ((Qg)))aﬁ ?La’Y“fL,B + (QS))aﬁ ?Ra’Y“fRB) ) (2.9)
where
oy =uy (qLdR 8) U, (2.10)
and
qr = Diag. (q11, 912, q3) , qr = Diag. (qr1, qr2, qrs3) - (2.11)

For flavour non-universal g7, r, the gauge interactions are not flavour diagonal in the physical
basis. This plays a pivotal role in inducing the masses of the remaining fermions at higher
orders in perturbation theory.



2.2 At 1-loop

The 1-loop corrected fermion mass matrix can be parametrized as

MD = MO L 5O (2.12)
where
SM© = (9 50 7 OF (2.13)

and ¢ captures contributions from the 1-loop diagrams involving fermions and the X-
gauge boson in the loop. It is evaluated as (see for example [35])

2
0 g 0 0
o) = X 3O )ar Q) BolMx, ). (2.14)
v
Here,
m?l In ; — mg In =%
Bolma, my] = Ac +1 — 7‘22 — @ (2.15)
a b

is a loop integration function evaluated in the dimensional regularization scheme at the
renormalization scale (), and

2
Ac=-—7g +Indr. (2.16)
€

Using eqs. (2.4,2.5,2.6) in (2.13), it is straightforward to show that [35]
)
5/\45 e 5M(0) 4 =X qLiqr; M( ) (Bo[Mx,mé = BO[MX7mz(10)]) ) (2.17)
and 5/\/1514 = 5M51(2 = 0. The vanishing fourth row and column of 5./\/11(?) are due to the fact

that the vectorlike fermions are chosen neutral under U(1)z. The resulting M), therefore,
can be written as

0
M = [ OMD )y s (2.18)
UR mp
The diagonalization of M™) leads to
U( T pma )Z/I(l) = D) = Diag. (O mg ),mg ), (1)> . (2.19)
Here, mgn) is a mass of i'" fermion at n*® order. Interestingly, we find mgl) = 0 and only

the second generation mass is induced at the 1-loop level. This is demonstrated below.
In the seesaw limit, the unitary matrices block diagonalizing M) given in eq. (2.18)
can be approximated as

AR
Ug}z ~ ( LR LR | (2.20)
= Lphe

with p(L)R = ,0(0) Substituting the above in eq. (2.19), one finds the effective 1-loop

corrected 3 x 3 mass matrix
M(}) ( ) +6 M( )

v 1

(2.21)



such that
vV MO U = Diag. (0,m{",m{) . (2.22)

It can be noticed that the terms proportional to A, in s cancel, rendering the loop-

ij
induced mass finite and calculable.
We now show that M) always leads to one massless state. Substituting eq. (2.17) in

(2.21), it can be simplified to
M) =M 1+ Caviary) , (2.23)

where C' = %(Bo [Mx, mgo)] — By[Mx, mflo)}). It can then be seen that one of the columns
of M) is not independent. For example,
Mi(ll) _ 9r1 — 4R3 [R1 Mi(21) n 4r2 — 4R1 HR1 M¢(31)a (2.24)
qRr2 — 4R3 HR2 qRr2 — 4R3 HR3
for i = 1,2,3. A similar relation also holds between the rows of M) with ¢z and pg
replaced by qr and pr, respectively. This implies, for the most general choices of ¢ and
qr,, that the 1-loop corrected effective mass matrix is of rank-2 and, therefore, one of the
states remains massless. In case of the degenerate g g, ijl) remains proportional to Mi(jo)
leading to only one massive state as expected.
Although obtaining analytical expressions for U S;% can be a complicated exercise, the
first columns of Ug}% can be derived rather easily. We carry out this by finding the eigen-
vector corresponding to the vanishing eigenvalue of MM MM and MMOTAFM) - The former

gives the first column of Ug) while the latter gives the same of U }(31). We find,

U(l) 1

%11)1 1 MI1 qL3—qr1
UL21 = T~ W qr2—qrs . (2'25)
g N _ﬁw

L31 HI3 9L2—4qL3

Similar expression with a replacement L. — R holds for U 1(%1). As can be seen, the massless
state is a non-trivial combination of all three fermion flavours in general and, therefore,
can pick up a mass at a higher order in perturbation theory in a similar way the second-
generation mass is induced at 1-loop.

2.3 At 2-loop

Repeating the analysis carried out in the last subsection, we now estimate the first genera-
tion mass which gets induced through the next order correction to M®). Such a correction
can be parametrized as

M3 — D + sMD , (2.26)
with
sMW =V 51 DT (2.27)



and o) is given by an expression similar to eq. (2.14). Explicitly,

o) = 2 3@ )ar (@) D Bold,miM], (2.28)
v
where
qL,r 0
QO =Upn ( o 0) Uy k- (2:29)

is the charge matrix in the new physical basis obtained after 1-loop.
Again, one finds 5./\/1&14) = 5/\4512 = 0 for the same reason mentioned previously in the
context of SM©). The correction to 3 x 3 upper left block is explicitly computed as

2 *
1 1
M) = 4 IX griar; (u< )>M (u,g)), m{V Bo[Myx,m{V]. (2.30)

Altogether, M is given by

1
M2 — ((5M( axs ML ) 7 (2.31)
HR mp
with
oMy = oMY + oM} (2.32)

Further simplification can be achieved in the seesaw approximation. Substituting eq. (2.20)
in eq. (2.30) and after some straightforward algebraic simplification, we find

2
OMG = X qrian; | S (U)a(UR)5emi) Bo[Mx,m{) — M Bo[Mx, m]

4
k=23
(2.33)
This leads to
5M(1) 4 2 qLiqR; (M( )(Bo[Mx,my”] — 2Bo[Mx, mp))
* 1
+ 3 W)Yy sml) BolMx, m), )]) : (2.34)
k=23
for the 3 x 3 matrix appearing in M),
The diagonalization of M(?) proceeds as
U}JQ)T M U}g) = D? = Diag. (m(2) méQ),mg ), mf)) , (2.35)

leading to two-loop induced non-zero mass for the lightest fermion. As before the unitary
matrices can be expressed as

(2) (2)
Z/If}%% ( (2)UTL’R(2) _pL’R) : (2.36)
’ PLrUrr 1



The form of M®) in eq. (2.31) implies p(L{)R = (LO’)R. Using the above in eq. (2.35), the
effective 3 x 3 mass matrix at 2-loop is obtained as

@) _ 2700 (1)
MY =M + oMy, (2.37)
leading to
U MO UR = Diag. (m, m{,m{?) . (2.38)

From eqs. (2.34,2.37) and some algebraic simplification using eq. (2.22), we finally
obtain the following effective fermion mass matrix:

2
M(JQ) M(O) ( + ﬁ qri ar; (Bo[Mx,m{"] — BO[MXamFD)

+ (5M(0) <1 + r qri 9Rj B(][Mx,mgl)]>

93 Dy @y (1) (1) (1)
I sy (U U mS? (BolMx, miY) — BolMx, m$?]) . (2:39)

The first term in the above is a usual tree-level contribution. The second and third
terms parametrize the next-to-leading order contribution. These terms are proportional
to qriqr; M;; © . They, along with the tree-level contribution, lead to only two non-vanishing
masses. The next-to-next-to-leading order effects arise from the fourth and fifth terms in
eq. (2.39) which gives rise to first-generation mass.

The singular part of M(?) | as can be read from eq. (2.39), is given by

Div. (M) o quiar; MY o s <U£O)>i3 (U )); my. (2.40)

(0)

This contribution is of rank-1 and proportional to ms . The divergent part can be removed
through renormalizing mgo) as the latter is present as a parameter in the theory at tree
level. The contribution to the first and second-generation masses arising from eq. (2.39) is,

therefore, finite and calculable.

3 Symmetry deconstruction

It is insightful to understand how the assumed structure of the mass Lagrangian and gauge
interactions lead to the masses for three generations of chiral fermions at successive orders
in perturbation theory by inspecting the associated symmetries. As we show in this section,
this helps in finding out the exact nature of the gauge interactions and the parameters in
the mass Lagrangian which can lead to desired flavour spectrum.

First, in the absence of £,, and Ly, the kinetic terms (along with any other flavour
universal gauge interactions such as the ones present in the SM) are invariant under a global
U(3)r x U(3)r symmetry. Nonvanishing p7, and g break this symmetry as it can be seen
from L,, in eq. (2.1). However, one can choose an appropriate U(3)r, r rotations in order
to bring iy, g in the form (0,0, x) where “x” denotes some nonzero number. Therefore, the
mass terms in eq. (2.1) leads to

w70, ur#0
L tlal L'

U(3)LXU(3)R U(Q)LXU(Q)R. (31)



It is this accidental U(2)r, x U(2)g symmetry which gives rise to two massless states, iden-
tified as the first and second-generation fermions. In the physical basis, fr g = Ug’)g fL.Rrs
this symmetry of £,, can be seen more easily.

Next, if the full theory is invariant under this U(2)y, x U(2)g then the nonzero masses
for the lighter generations of fermions cannot be generated at any order in perturbation
theory. In the present framework, breaking of this symmetry is achieved through the gauge
interaction Lagrangian Lx given in eq. (2.9). Lx does not respect U(2)r x U(2)p if and
only if

QY= U} aL.r UL, # Diag. (¢,4,4') (3:2)

where Q(LO)R is upper-left 3 x 3 block of the matrix Qg))R given in eq. (2.10). For the flavour

non-universal qr, g, the charge matrices in the physical basis, Q(LO,)R, are not diagonal in
general and hence they break U(2)y, x U(2)gr. The breaking of U(2), x U(2)r appears in
the mass Lagrangian at 1-loop. The corrected mass matrix Mi(j1 , however, possesses again
an accidental U(1)y, x U(1)g subgroup of the original symmetry,

at 1-loop
E—

U(Q)L X U(Q)R U(l)L X U(l)R, (33)

leading to a massless state. Again, this symmetry is easier to express in the physical basis.
It is defined by the transformations,

fri— €L fry, fr1— R fr. (3.4)

Subsequently, to give rise to non-vanishing mass for the first generation at higher loops
involving X-boson, this symmetry must be broken in Lx. In the new physical basis after
1-loop correction, the relevant charge matrix is:

1 1 1
Qin=ULit aLrULh- (35)
Invariance of gauge interaction under transformations (3.4) would imply (Q(LI)R> b= (Q(LI)R) 5

0. Non-vanishing (Q(Ll)R)lllg, therefore, are required to generate first-generation mass at

2-loop. Computing explicitly Q(Ll)R, we find

(@0, = s -am) (), (01), - (69, (619,
N (qLi/_Nq(quL)gfq—MQL_Q;]M) (Zi; <Ug)>32 B % <Ug)>22> ' 3

Here, the first line is obtained using the orthogonality of the columns of U ]gl) while the
second line follows from the expression eq. (2.25). Similarly,

1) (qr2 — qr1)(qr3 — qr1) <ML1 1) HL1 (1(1) )
= — U —— U , 3.7
(QL )13 v N (QL3 — QL2) nr3 ( L )33 nro ( L )23 ( )

and

*

(0, = = (), (08°), = s (017, (), 9

32



Similar expressions can also be obtained for (Q?) ~ following the steps outlined above.
ij

For qr3 # qr2, it is noted that ( g))lglg vanish in the limit: g1 — qro or g1 — qr3
or 1 — 0. Therefore, complete flavour non-degenerate gy g and non-vanishing (11, r)1
are necessary to break the accidental U(1)r, x U(1)g symmetry. The breaking of the latter
appears at 2-loop and leads to suppressed but non-vanishing mass for the lightest fermion.
Hence, at 2-loop,
at 2-loop
—

U xU(L)r U , (3.9)

where U(1)g, is a global fermion number which remains as an unbroken symmetry at least
at the perturbative level in this setup.

Also, it can also be noticed from the L,, that if any of the ur; or ug; is zero, then
the corresponding f7, or fp, does not mix with the rest of the fermions. As both the
mass Lagrangian and gauge interactions are invariant under a U(1); or U(1l)r (under
which f’L( Ry et f’L( R)i)’ such a symmetry remains unbroken by the quantum corrections,
leading to a massless fermion at all orders. Therefore, it is necessary to have all pur; and
(1 r; nonvanishing in the present framework.

Two important observations that emerge from the above discussions are:

e Complete non-degeneracy in the flavour charges is necessary to induce the second
generation mass at 1-loop and the first generation mass at 2-loop level. In addition, all
ur; and pg; are required to be non-vanishing. As a consequence, the flavour changing
current mediated through the X-boson is inherently present in the framework.

e Up to 1-loop corrected mass Lagrangian, the strength of flavour changing current in
1-2 and 2-3 sectors, are parametrized by (Q(Ll)) and (Q(Ll))%, respectively. Phe-

12
nomenologically, it is desired to arrange ‘ < (Ll)> 12‘ < ‘ (Q(Ll))23 , as the experimental

constraints from flavour violating processes in 1-2 sector are relatively more severe.
As can be seen from eq. (3.6), this can be arranged if

lgre — qr1| < lqrs —qr2| or |qr3 —qri1| < |qrs — qr2l, (3.10)

and
lueil < lpral, lpesl- (3.11)

The same applies to the parameters with . — R in the subscripts.
These observations play a decisive role in fixing the exact nature of U(1)r as we discuss in

the next section.

4 An explicit example of gauge charges

We now discuss a possible choice for the flavour-dependent gauge charges and their im-
plications on the loop-induced masses in the toy framework. Without losing much of the
freedom in choosing flavour-specific charges, an easy way to ensure that the U(1) is non-
anomalous is to consider U(1)r as a vectorlike symmetry, i.e. qr; = qr; for each i. This

~10 -



choice is sufficient to cancel [U(1)¢]® and mixed gauge-gravity anomalies. Non-chiral nature
of U(1)r by itself does not forbid the bare mass terms like T/LZ fRr; whose presence in £,, in
eq. (2.1) can spoil the radiative mass generation mechanism and, therefore, an additional
chiral symmetry may be needed. In the case of the SM, as we show in the next section, the
gauge symmetry of the model itself can be utilised to serve this purpose.

Once qr; = qgr; are chosen, one of the three charges can be fixed to a non-zero number
without losing the generality. Based on this fact and the points summarized at the end of
the previous section, we choose:

qir=qri=1—¢€, qr2=qra=1+¢€, qr3=qr3=—2, (4.1)

with 0 < € < 1. Also, we have chosen the charges such that Tr(qr g) = 0. This makes it
easier to cancel some of the mixed gauge anomalies when this toy framework is generalised
to be integrated with the SM. For ¢ < 1, the strength of flavour violation in 1-2 sector can
be relatively suppressed as argued in section 3. Explicitly, for this choice, one finds from
egs. (3.6,3.8):

(Q(Ll)>12 N 2|€] %(Uél)):,)Q_%(Uél))ﬂ . (4.2)
(@), v (o), (),

When the condition, eq. (3.11), is applied, |e] < 1 leads to ’( (;))12‘ < ‘(Q(Ll)>23‘.

However, for € = 0, one obtains a massless generation of fermions and therefore € needs to

be suitably optimized.

It can be seen that ¢ = 1 reproduces an all-flavour version of the famous L, — L
symmetry which we used for radiative generation of masses previously [35]. Although, its
generalisation in terms of charges given in eq. (4.1) looks ad-hoc, it can be shown to arise
naturally in the effective theory from U(1) x U(1) gauge theory with well-defined charges
and kinetic mixing. This is explicitly demonstrated in Appendix A. The free parameter €
can be associated with the kinetic mixing in this case. We also show that the underlying
U(1) x U(1) symmetries, when combined with a flavour universal abelian symmetry like
hypercharge, can be recast into U(1); x U(1)2 x U(1)3 such that only one generation of
fermions is non-trivially charged under each U(1). Models of this variety have been recently
proposed in [37, 38| although not from the perspective of radiative mass mechanism.

To explicitly demonstrate that the choice of gauge charges in eq. (4.1) leads to the de-
sired pattern of fermion masses and flavour violating couplings, we numerically compute the
2-loop corrected mass matrix M) from eq. (2.39) for an example set of input parameters.
For the latter, we consider gx = 0.5, Mx = 10 TeV, mp = 10 Mx, ur = (e£1,0.3,1) %,
pr = (€r1,0.3,1) TeV, v = 246 GeV and @@ = M. The mass ratios my/ms, ma/mg for
different values of € and €1 = eg; = €; are displayed in the left panel of Fig. 1. As it is
anticipated, mi/ms decreases as € or €; become smaller. ms/ms is not very sensitive to e
as the hierarchy between mo and mgs is mostly governed by the loop factor. Similarly, the
contours of the ratio |Q§22)|2 / |Qg:23)|2 are shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

— 11 —



Figure 1. Left panel: contours of m;/ms3 = 1076, 107%, 10~3 (black) and my/m3 = 10~ 10~13
2 2
(blue). Right panel: contours of ’Qg)‘ /‘Q(Qi)‘ =1072,0.1 and 1.

10+ 0.6¢
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Figure 2. Left panel: Fermion masses at tree, 1-loop and 2-loop level for ¢ = €11 = eg; = 0.2 and
for the remaining parameters as specified in the text. Right panel: For the same parameters, the
magnitudes of QZ(-;L).

As it can be seen, 107% > my/m3 > 10~* typically prefers € in the range 0.05-0.5
for generic values of €;. This leads to ]Q%)P < 0.1 |Q%)|2 as desired. Nevertheless, |Q§22)|
cannot be made arbitrarily small as it requires very small € and ¢;. As discussed in the
previous section and also confirmed by Fig. 1, this corresponds to the almost massless first

generation. By fixing € = €¢; = 0.2, we also show the absolute values of three masses and
(
msg at the leading order, ]Q&%) | is undefined. The latter gets fixed at 1-loop. Fig. 2 shows

flavour violating couplings |Q )] in Fig. 2 at n loop. Due to degeneracy between m; and

that the masses and |Ql(]" | receive only small corrections at the next order and the ordering
between them remains unchanged.
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Fields SU(3)C X SU(2)L X U(l)y U(l)F

QLi (3,2,%) (1—€1+e-2)
UR; (3,1,%) (1—€14¢—2)
dRri (3,1,-3) (1—¢€1+¢€—2)
Ly (1,2,-1) (1—¢€1+¢—2)
eRi 1,1,-1) (1—€14¢—-2)
VRi (1,1,0) (1—€14¢-2)

UL,R (33 1, %) 0

DL,R (371a _%) 0

EpLg (1,1,-1) 0

Hyi (1,2,-1) (1—¢€1+e-2)
Hy (1,2,1) (1—614+¢€—2)
i (1,1,0) (1—614+¢€—2)

Table 1. List of fields and their flavour-universal SM and flavour-dependent U(1)z gauge charges.

5 Integration with the standard model

This section discusses the integration of the above scheme with the SM and its viability in
reproducing the observed charged fermion spectrum. We continue to work with the gauge
charges as displayed in eq. (4.1) and apply them universally to all the SM fermions.

5.1 Implementation

It is straightforward to implement the underlying mechanism for the SM fermions, leading to
loop-induced mass hierarchies for the charged fermions. The left chiral fields are generalised
to include the electroweak quark and lepton doublets, Qr; and Lp;. Similarly, the right
chiral SM fields include ug;, dr; and eg;. For the vectorlike fermions in each sector, we
choose Ur, r, Dr g and Er, g which under the SM gauge symmetry transform in the same
way as uR;, dr; and eg;, respectively. The role of uy; is played by three pairs of electroweak
doublets scalars H,; and Hg while terms proportional to ug; are to originate from three
SM singlet scalars n;. The three generations of chiral fermions and scalars have flavour
non-universal charges identical to the ones mentioned in eq. (4.1). The field content of the
model and their charges under the SM and U(1)r gauge symmetries are summarized in
Table 1.

The presence of three generations of v with U(1)p charges as listed in Table 1 is es-
sential to retain the vector structure of U(1)p symmetry which, as discussed in the previous
section, ensures the cancellation of the cubic U(1)r and mixed gauge-gravity anomalies. It
also implies vanishing U(1)y x U(1)% anomaly. Moreover, the choice Tr(qr, g) = 0 leads to
cancellation of anomalies associated with SU(2)2 x U(1)r and U(1)?- x U(1)p. The field
content and gauge charges given in Table 1, therefore, lead to a theoretically consistent
framework.
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The renormalizable and gauge invariant Yukawa and mass Lagrangian involving the
fermions can be written as

~Ly = yu; Qri Hui Ur + Ya; Qri Ha; Dr + ve; Lri Ha; Er
+ Yo UL ni uri + yg; Donf dri + yl; ELny eri
+ mUUL Ur + meL Dr + mEEL Er + h.c.. (5.1)

As usual, the direct mass term for the three generations of fermions is forbidden by the chiral
structure of the SM gauge symmetry even if they are allowed by U(1)r. The non-trivial
transformation assigned to the Higgs fields under the new gauge symmetry also forbids the
direct Yukawa couplings between the left- and right-chiral fields of the SM. The fermionic
current associated with the flavour non-universal gauge interactions, £Lx = jk X, is given
by

=gx | D awifri fui+ D arifri" fri| (5:2)
f=Q,L f=u,d,e
with the choice of qr; and gg; as listed in Table 1.

The most general non-vanishing vacuum of 7; breaks the U(1)p completely. As usual,
the electroweak symmetry is to be broken by the U(1)em preserving vacuum expectation
values (VEVs) of Hy;, Hg; which also contribute to the breaking of U(1)r. We parametrize
these VEVs as

yri (Hypi) = ppis Yy (i) = 1 (5.3)
with f = u,d, e and (He;) = (Hg;). The condition Y-, ([(Hui)|* + |(Hai)|?) = (246 GeV)?
typically implies that jir; are at most of the order of the electroweak scale while there is no
such restriction on the magnitudes of //ﬁ.

It can be seen that the substitution of eq. (5.3) in (5.1) makes the latter take the
precise form of the interactions depicted in eq. (2.1). The M©) given in eq. (2.2) has
been replicated for f = u,d,e with pr; — pp; and pg; — lei‘ Using the results derived in
section 2, one finds the 2-loop corrected effective 3 x 3 matrix for the charged fermions as

2
g
(MJEQ))“ = (M}O))i, <1 + ﬁ qi qrj (bo[Mx, m'3] — bO[MvaF]))

) J

2
(0) Ix 1)
+ (5Mf )ij <1 + A2 i 4R; bO[MXamf?)])

2
g 1 1)\ % 1 1
+ o 4w 4 (U (UpR)jami) (o[Mx,mi)) = bolMx,mp)]) . (5.4)

for f = u,d,e. The corresponding mass matrices at the tree-level and one-loop are given
by
1
M) = = i sy 5.5
(M), = = msibl. (5.5
and
(M}”)zj = (M}O))i. (1+Crariqryj) » (5.6)
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2
respectively, with Cy = fTXz(bO [MX,mSCOS)] — bo[Mx,mp]).
Egs. (5.4,5.5,5.6) are straightforward generalisation of eqs. (2.39,2.7,2.21). mﬁg) ap-
pearing in these equations is the i*" eigenvalue of M}n) and can be computed using the
given expressions. Similarly, U J(‘? and U }2 can be evaluated from the diagonalisation of

M ](01) following the usual definition, eq. (2.22). by is the finite part of the function By as
defined in the MS scheme and is given by

mg In g—é —mj In g—§
bo[ma,'mb] =1- m2 — m2 . (57)
a b

5.2 Test of viability

In order to demonstrate that M ](02) obtained in eq. (5.4) can lead to realistic charged fermion
masses for f = u,d, e and the quark mixing parameters, we carry out a numerical analysis
following the method developed and described in detail in our previous work [35]. The
essential points of the same are outlined in Appendix B for the convenience of the reader.

We set gx = 0.5 and optimize the x? function for several values of € and a few example
values of Mx. The remaining 23 parameters are left to be optimized considering some
usual constraints, see discussion in Appendix B. The entire exercise is carried out for the
following two scenarios:

e Case A: Ordered pir; and //ﬁ, i.e. for f =u,d,e, we impose
lupil < lugal < lpgsl, and  [uh | < [uhol < Wl (5.8)

e Case B: Strongly ordered pg4; and /. In this case in addition to the conditions in eq.
(5.8), we impose

||

‘Nél2|

|Md1!
|Md2!

< 0.1, and

<0.1. (5.9)

Both these conditions help in achieving phenomenologically favoured ordering in flavour
violations as discussed in section 4 and provide a transparent connection between the flavour
violation in 1-2 sector and the parameter €. Case B, in particular, points out a parameter
space in which the strongest constraints from the K 0_K? oscillations can be evaded more
effectively, as we show later in the next section.

The results of minimized x? for different values of ¢ and My for both the above cases
are displayed in Fig. 3. The fits corresponding to x2. < 9 can be considered acceptable,
as none of the observables is more than 30 away from its mean value. Keeping this in
consideration, the noteworthy observations from Fig. 3 are the following.

e The fits in all cases disfavour ¢ < 0.15. We find that for the smaller values of e,
the first-generation masses do not get fitted to their experimentally extracted values
within their 3o ranges. This is in agreement with expectation discussed in section 4.
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Figure 3. The obtained x2; as a function of ¢ for three sample values of Mx with conditions
categorized under case A (left panel) and case B (right panel).

e In case A, the fit improves with larger values of e. In fact, for Mx > 10 GeV,
excellent fits can be achieved corresponding to anin < 1 for € > 0.5 implying that all

the observables can be fitted within their 1o ranges. Also, improvement in fits for a
given € is observed with larger Mx.

e In contras to the above, anin < 5 cannot be achieved for any value of € and My in
case B. We find that with conditions in eq. (5.9) the mass of the down quark remains
2.30 away from its central value irrespective of the other parameters.

From the above observations, it is evident that the mechanism can be implemented on the
SM in a phenomenologically consistent manner only if € > 0.15. This exact lower limit then
implies a finite amount of flavour violation in the 1-2 sector, which we discuss in detail in
the next section.

To demonstrate the efficiency of the fits and behaviour of the fitted parameters, we
give two explicit benchmark solutions in Table 2. The Solution 1 (S1) falls within case
A. Solution 2 (S2) corresponds to strongly ordered pg; and g, in case B. They are also
chosen with optimized values of ¢ and My from the perspective of flavour violation, as
will be revealed in the next section. It can be seen that all the observables, except my,
are fitted excellently. my remains more than 20 away in both the cases. Therefore, future
improvements in the uncertainty in mg can have a significant effect on the viability of these
types of solutions.

The values of € and M x for the chosen benchmark solutions and numerical values of all
the remaining 25 real parameters at the minimum of y? are listed in Table 4 in Appendix
B. The most noteworthy aspect of the values of the various parameters in both cases is
that all py; and u}i are spread in the range of only two orders of magnitude at most. This,
when interpreted in terms of eq. (5.3), implies that all the fundamental Yukawa couplings
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Solution 1 Solution 2

Observable Oexp Oin Pull Oin Pull
my [MeV] 1.27+05 1.26 —0.02 1.27 0
me [GeV] 0.619 + 0.084 0.614 —0.06 0.617 —0.02
mg [GeV] 171.7 £ 3.0 171.8 0.03 171.7 0
mq [MeV] 2.90 + 1.24 0.16 —2.21 0.02 —2.32
ms [GeV] 0.055 + 0.016 0.056 0.06 0.055 0
my [GeV] 2.89 + 0.09 2.89 0 2.89 0
me [MeV] 0.487 + 0.049 0.489 0.04 0.487 0
m,, [GeV| 0.1027 £+ 0.0103 0.1025 —0.02 0.1025 —0.02
m, [GeV] 1.746 + 0.174 1.746 0 1.742 —0.02
|Vius | 0.22500 4+ 0.00067  0.22499  —0.01  0.22500 0
[Vip| 0.04182 4+ 0.00085  0.04182 0 0.04182 0
Vs | 0.00369 & 0.00011  0.00369 0 0.00369 0
Jop 3.08 x 107° 3.08 x 107° 0 3.08 x 107° 0
o 4.9 5.4

Table 2. Two benchmark solutions of best-fit from cases A and B, respectively. Oexp denote
the extrapolated values of the respective observables at the renormalization scale Q = Mz . The
reproduced values of the observables at x2 . are listed under Oy, and the corresponding pulls are
given which indicates the amount of deviation from the mean Ocyp, value.

can be of O(1) in this kind of model. Obviously, the hierarchies in the observed masses are
then attributed to the very intricate and carefully arranged structure of the theory. It is
also noticed that the vectorlike fermions must stay close to the U(1)p breaking scale. This
is to avoid large seesaw suppression in the masses of the third-generation fermions. This is
more apparent in the case of top quark mass, which forces my ~ pu!5. Relatively light my,
and m, are arranged through mp > pl; and mg > .4, respectively.

6 Phenomenological constraints

The most significant constraint on the new physics in the present setup is expected to come
from flavour changing neutral current (FCNC) interactions of the SM fermions. They can
arise in two ways: (i) through a direct mediation by X-boson which has flavour changing
couplings, and (ii) through Z-boson and mixing of the SM fermions with the vectorlike
ones. The first is parametrized by eq. (5.2) in the physical basis of the quarks and charged
leptons as
Homox (K1), Fuir s+ (XF), Turt sy ) 6.1
f=u,d,e Y Y
with
Xg,R = UﬁR 4rL,R Ug,R ) (6.2)
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and U g p being the unitary matrices that diagonalize the corresponding 2-loop corrected

MJ(?) given in eq. (5.4) such that Ufr M}Q) U}é = Diag.(m 5”1)7 5‘22)’ 5“3))

The current associated with the Z-boson in the physical basis is obtained as

o g

_ d 5 _ . 9
17 = S cosu (yéf,g UraY'urs — YVapdraY'drs — Vap€rayers — 2sin” Oy J5m> :

(6.3)
where J&, is flavour diagonal electromagnetic current. The 4 x 4 coupling matrices are

given by
1an-
Y=gt (138 0) e (6.4)
0 0
Using the seesaw expansion, eq. (2.36), one finds
s i,
V= b+ 0(51). (6.5)
F

Apparently, the off-diagonal elements are suppressed by heavy-light mixing. For the values
of uy and mp given Table 4, one finds that the FCNCs induced by the Z-boson remain
suppressed in comparison to that induced by the X-boson. Therefore, we focus on the
current parametrized by eq. (6.1) and derive the constraints on My arising from the
following most relevant observables.

6.1 Meson-antimeson oscillation

The most stringent limits on quark sector FCNC couplings arise from the neutral meson-
antimeson oscillations, namely M 0_77° transitions, where M = K, By, Bs, D. To evaluate
these constraints in the context of the present model, we follow the methodology developed
and discussed in detail in our previous work [35]. The effective four-fermion operators
obtained by eliminating the X-boson are given by
of T

Lx 3 X X (6.6)
where jg( is already specified in eq. (6.1). This can be compared with the effective Hamil-
tonian, HST = Z?:l C,Q + Z?Zl C’}MQZ that parametrizes AF = 2, M 077" transitions
in terms of the familiar Wilson coefficients [39]. Through this, we can identify the respec-
tive Wilson coefficients C?w and é’}w in terms of flavour violating couplings present in the
underlying model. At the matching scale Q = My, we find:

= B 100, 0= S 08), " k=18 (), (10
K M2 L L)a 7 K M)Q( R)o] 0 YK M2 L)1g \ )49
2 r 12 2
1 _ 9x d A1 QX 5 _ d
Cba = Mi)% .<XL>13. » Op, = M2 [(XR) } > OB, =~ M2 (XL)B (XR) 13
2 r 12 2
1 _ 9x d 1 gx d gx d d
Cb. = Mi)% .(XL>23. » Op. = W [(XR)ZZJ ’ CBS _4MX (XL>23 (XR>23 ’
b = B (X0l Ch =I5 (X0, Oh = 495 (X, (KB . (67)
M}( 12 M2 12 M)2< 12 12
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Figure 4. Magnitude of ReC} computed for the best-fit points for different values of ¢ and for
Mx = 105 GeV (left panel) and Mx = 107 GeV (right panel). The shaded regions are excluded by
the present limits at 95% confidence level.

The rest of the C}i\/[ and é}\/[ are vanishing at @@ = Mx.

Next, all the coefficients are evolved using appropriate renormalization group equations
(RGE) from Q = Mx to Q = 2 GeV for KOK’ system [40], to @ = 4.6 GeV for Bg’s—ﬁgs
system [41], and to Q = 2.8 GeV for DD’ system [39]. It is seen that the running induces
non-vanishing values for C’ﬁ/[ while 612\/7[3 and Cﬁ/’;’ remain zero. Following this and using
the expressions in egs. (6.2) and (6.7), we numerically compute the values of all the non-
vanishing Wilson coefficients at their relevant low-energy scales for each point displayed in
Fig. 3. These values are then compared with the present experimental limits obtained by
the UTFit collaboration [39].

Among all the C]iw and C'le computed in the present model, we find that the strongest
limits on Mx are almost entirely driven by ReC}lf’. To demonstrate this, we give their
values as a function of € for Mx = 105 and My = 107 GeV in Figs. 4 and 5, respectively.

We also provide these estimations for cases A and B as discussed in the previous section.
As it can be verified from both the figures, the flavour constraints can be efficiently evaded
for smaller values of € in all the cases. Moreover, case B corresponding to strongly ordered
pai and p;; reduces considerably the size of C% and C%. We find that the present limits
on C’}l( permit only € < 0.15 for case A and Mx = 10° GeV which is already disfavoured
by the large X?mn, see Fig. 3. It is seen that case B for the same My can lead to solutions
with acceptable x2. and allowed ReC}lf. For My = 10" GeV, both cases A and B can
lead to viable solutions as can be read from Figs. 3, 4 and 5.

We find that the minimum mass the X-boson requires to evade the constraints from
meson-antimeson oscillations, without relying on strongly ordered pig; and pl;, is Mx =
3 x 109 GeV for viable spectrum of charged fermion masses and quark mixing parameters.
The strong ordering can further reduce it to Mx = 10% GeV. Example solutions for each
are already given in Table 2 and 4. For these solutions, we compute all the non-vanishing

~19 —



e Case A

0500 ° Case B ‘ ;o '-,-_v:-‘;,\»ﬁ

Figure 5. Magnitude of ReC? computed for the best-fit points for different values of ¢ and for
Mx = 105 GeV (left panel) and Mx = 107 GeV (right panel). The shaded regions are excluded by
the present limits at 95% confidence level.

¢, and C’}W and list them in Table 3. All of them satisfy the present experimental limits.
It can also be seen that the strength of Wilson coefficients corresponding to the flavour
violation in the 1-2 sector is typically smaller than those in the 2-3 sector, as aimed by
small € in the present framework.

6.2 u to e conversion

The X-boson, through its flavour-conserving couplings with u and d quarks and flavour
violating couplings with e and u leptons, can induce p to e conversion within nuclei at
tree-level. The branching ratio for such a transition in the nucleus field is computed in [42].
It is given by

2G7
BR[u — o] = 5 (VO)? (1gf 2+ loff ) (68)
cap

where the dimensionless couplings are given by

d
g(Lp\)/,Rv = 29(59,RV + g(L\)/,RV ; (6.9)

with g(Lqi}d})W are to be identified as

2
= 2 o 3[04, (45,
9rv 7GFM)2(( L)122 L 11+ R )l

ot = ﬁf;; (X 5 [(07), + (x5, ] (6.10)

in the underlying model [43]. The functions V®) and weapt in eq. (6.8) are integral involving
proton distribution in the nucleus and muon capture rate by a given nucleus, respectively.
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Flavour observables

Experimental limit

Solution 1

Solution 2

ReCL [-9.6,9.6] x 10713 —5.0 x 10716 —8.4 x 10716
ImC} [-9.6,9.6] x 10713 —1.7 x 10730 1.5 x 1072
ReC [—9.6,9.6] x 10713 —7.2x1071  —47x 10716
ImC'% [9.6,9.6] x 10713 2.5 x 10730 3.3 x 10730
ReC¥ [—3.6,3.6] x 10715 —3.2x1071° —3.4x 10715
ImC [~1.8,0.9] x 10717 8.3 x 10732 4.1 x 10729
ReC3, [-1.0,1.0] x 10714 —2.7x 10715 —2.8 x 10715
ImC? [~1.0,1.0] x 10~ 6.8 x 10732 3.4 x 10729
ICE,| <23x107H 6.6 x 10718 3.3 x 10718
Ck,| <23x10°1 2.0 x 10717 2.9 x 10717
IC3,| <21x10718 3.0 x 10717 2.5 x 10717
IC3 | <6.0x 1071 5.0 x 10717 4.2 x 10717
ICE.| <1.1x107? 1.3x 1071 3.9 x 10715
ICh.| <1.1x107? 2.8 x 10715 5.2 x 10714
IC5.| <1.6x107! 5.0 x 1071 3.7x 1071
C2 | <45x 1071 8.1x 1071 6.2 x 10714
ICh] <72x1071 6.9 x 10716 1.3x 1071
C} <7.2x10718 6.9 x 10716 3.9x 107

(&>
|CH| < 4.8 x 1071 2.8 x 10715 2.8 x 10714
|C3)| <4.8x1071 3.0 x 10715 3.1x 1071
BR[u — €] <7.0x10713 5.1 x 10717 3.2x 1071
BR[y — 3¢] <1.0x 10712 2.9 x 10719 2.0 x 10717
BR[T — 3] <21x1078 5.3 x 10719 2.8 x 10717
BR[T — 3¢] <2.7x1078 6.4 x 10722 7.2 x 10720
BR[u — ev] <4.2x10713 6.1 x 1072 2.9 x 10719
BR[T — 1] <4.4x1078 6.1 x 10722 2.4 x 10719
BR[T — e7] <33x10°8 7.3 x 107 1.9 x 10722

Table 3. The magnitudes of the various Wilson coefficients (in GeV~2 unit) for the AF = 2
processes in the quark sector and branching ratios for the lepton flavour violating process calculated
for solutions 1 and 2. The corresponding experimental limits are also listed.

The SINDRUM II experiment [44] has obtained the most stringent limit on p-e con-
version, which uses 197Au nucleus. For the latter, V® = 0.0974 m,5/ % and Weapt = 13.07 x
105! are estimated [42]. Using these values and substituting egs. (6.9,6.10) in eq. (6.8),
we estimate BR[u — ] for each point displayed in Fig. 3 corresponding to My = 10% GeV.
The results are displayed in the left panel of Fig. 6. We also estimate the same for the two
benchmark solutions and list them in Table 3.

It can be seen that both cases A and B predict similar magnitude for BR[i — e]. This
is expected as the manipulation that differentiates between these two does not affect the
flavour violating couplings in the lepton sector. € > 0.15 which leads to viable solutions in
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Figure 6. Left panel: BR[u — €] in %7Au nucleus for various values of € and for Mx = 10°
GeV estimated from the best-fit solutions. Right panel: The same for the lepton flavour violating
observable BR[u — e7].

both cases implies BR[u — €] < 7 x 107! which is two orders of magnitude smaller from
the present limit from SINDRUM II. Therefore, the present framework does not seem to

be constrained from p to e conversion.

6.3 li — 3lj and li — lj’)/

The other flavour violating processes in the lepton sector include I; — 3l; and I; — ;.
The first is mediated by the X boson at tree-level in the present scenario, while the latter
arises at one loop. The tri-lepton decays can be estimated as [43, 45|
4,5
IxMy,
Ll — 3] ~
i i) 76873 My

+3 <](Xev)ﬁ ’

[4Re ((XeV)ji (Xea)ji (Xe‘/);j (XBA);J)

2) (\(Xev)jj\2+](xe,4)jj\2)] , (6.11)

+ ’(XEA)ji

where, X,y and X.4 are the vector and axial-vector couplings of the new gauge boson,
respectively. In terms of the current in eq. (6.1), they are defined as:

1

S (Xf £ X5) . (6.12)

XeV,eA =

Similarly, to compute the branching ratios for the radiative decays, l; — l;y, we use
[46]:

2\3 4
Tl L _% 1_mlj My, 72 712 6.13
b=t = S5 (1= ) Do (1P + I6hP) (613)
l; X
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Here, o is the fine-structure constant. The coefficients ¢] and Clz are matched to the flavour
violating couplings as

=3 Q [(Xg);k (XR)aw yrr + (XD (XT) gy
k

+ (XR)jk (XD)iw yre + (X0, (XR)iw YLR | - (6.14)

Similarly, (:Z2 can be obtained by swapping L and R in the coupling matrices. ); denotes
the electric charge of lepton l;. The loop functions yrr, Yrr, YR, and yrr are given in
[46].

Using eqs. (6.11) and (6.13), we can estimate the branching ratios of u — 3e, 7 — 3p,
T — 3e, u — ey, T — wy and T — ey in the present model. We find that, for My > 10°
GeV, none of them is sizable enough to provide any meaningful constraint on the underlying
model. Their estimated values for the benchmark solutions are provided in Table 3. It can
be noticed again that due to the optimum arrangement of the flavour violating couplings,
the flavour violation in the 1-2 sector is typically smaller or of the same size as that in the
2-3 sector. This can be considered as an improvement over the previous setups [35, 36| in
which the trend is the opposite. We also give evaluated values of BR[u — ey] for Mx = 10°
GeV and several values of € in Fig. 6.

In summary, the most stringent phenomenological constraint on the model comes from
the KO-K* oscillation, which requires the new gauge boson mass at least 103 TeV or higher.
As discussed in the previous section, the vectorlike quarks and leptons also tend to remain
closer to this scale. In this scenario, all the other phenomenological constraints such as
those from the direct searches and electroweak precision tests can be trivially satisfied. The
reader may refer to [35] for a detailed discussion on this.

7 Neutrino masses

Although the primary focus of the study has been the charged fermion mass spectrum,
we elucidate how the underlying framework can be extended to accommodate the neutrino
masses. The main observational features [47-49] that make the latter different are: (a)
the overall mass scale of neutrinos is several orders of magnitude smaller than that of the
charged fermions, and (b) neutrinos are relatively less hierarchical since m,9/m,3 ~ 0.2 for
my1 = 0 and myo/mys =~ 1 for the quasi-degenerate neutrinos. As we outline below, the
present framework can be extended in two qualitatively different ways to account for the
neutrino masses with the aforementioned features. They are along the same lines of the
usual SM extensions for the neutrino masses.

7.1 Majorana option

Neutrinos can be of Majorona nature, leading to a presence of the lepton number violation
in the framework. Assuming that the scale characterizing this, namely Ay, is greater
than the electroweak as well as U(1)r breaking scale, the neutrino masses can be best
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described by the usual dimension-5 operator [50]. In the present framework, such operators
are obtained as
(1) e

c. _ _
Ldim—5 DO QI;JLN (LLzHuz) (HZ; i]) + m{ﬁ (LLzHu]) (HZ; %j) + h.c.. (71)

The first operator can be obtained from a full theory by integrating out fermions neutral
under the SM and U (1) p gauge symmetries. This is identical to the type I seesaw mechanism
[51-54]. The ultraviolet completion for the second operator requires either U(1)p neutral
fermions charged under the electroweak symmetry (type III seesaw [55]) or complex scalars
charged under both the electroweak and new gauge symmetry (type II seesaw [56-58]). It
is straightforward to verify that none of these extensions leads to additional contributions
to the anomalies.

Consequent upon the electroweak symmetry breaking, the neutrino masses are given
by
(mu)ij = % Hui P (72)
where ¢;; represent coeflicients appearing in eq. (7.1) scaled appropriately by the Yukawa
couplings y,;. With the most general ¢;;, all the three neutrinos obtain tree-level masses,
suppressed by Arn. This is following both the features (a) and (b) mentioned at the begin-
ning of this section. Moreover, the coefficients also provide enough freedom to reproduce
the viable leptonic mixing parameters. A more predictive and insightful approach to the
latter would require additional symmetries and /or structure for the specific UV completion,
and it is a subject of elaborate model building.

7.2 Dirac option

Alternatively, the neutrino masses can also be introduced in an identical way it is done for
the charged fermions in the framework. This minimally requires three Weyl fermions, vg;,
with U(1)r charges (1 —€,1 + €, —2) and a neutral vectorlike pair Ny, r. The former is
already present in the original model from an anomaly cancellation requirement, see Table
1. All of these are singlet under the SM gauge symmetries. At the leading order, the Dirac
neutrino mass matrix is obtained as

(M), = = it (73)

where i = yui(Huy), 1, = y..(nf) and my is the Dirac mass for the pair Ny r. The
above leads to one massive light neutrino state.

Because of the universal seesaw-like structure present in this framework, the smallness
of the neutrino mass can be attributed to large my. Identifying the massive neutrino state
with the atmospheric neutrino oscillation scale [49], one finds

0.05eV ) (H,)
~ 2 x 1017 4
my &2 x10 Gev( 3 ><1OOTeV) <1OOGeV ’ (7.4)

where we have considered all the dimensionless parameters of order one. Apparently, the
issue of unnaturally small neutrino Yukawa couplings in the ordinary extension of the SM
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with Dirac neutrinos transforms into the issue of large hierarchy, my > my p g, in the
present framework.

The solar neutrino mass scale can arise in the setup when the higher order corrections
are introduced to the M,EO). The same expression, eq. (5.4), would apply in this case with
appropriate changes. However, some tuning may be required as the desired magnitude of
my2/mys3 is larger than the typical loop suppression factor. It is also possible to avoid this
by introducing two or more copies of Ny g and multiplets of vg; such that the tree-level
neutrino mass matrix has rank more than one. In this case, both the solar and atmospheric
scales are generated at the tree level and are expected to be not-so-hierarchical.

8 Summary and further issues

What distinguishes the framework of radiative fermion masses from other models of flavour
hierarchies is its ability to provide at least some of the fermion masses as calculable quanti-
ties. Here, calculability means that these masses can be fully or partially expressed in terms
of quantities that can be measured independently in experiments, at least in principle. Such
quantities must arise from new physics interactions, as the standard model alone cannot
accommodate the radiative mass mechanism. This opens up an avenue for model building
aimed at constructing viable and predictive models for radiative mass generation. In the
present work, we systematically explore the new gauge sector that can enable this.

It is shown that the SM extended with just a single abelian gauge symmetry is sufficient
to provide a suitable framework for the radiative induction of the masses of the lighter
generations. The Yukawa sector at the tree level can be engineered to possess a global U(2)%
symmetry corresponding to the massless first and second generations. This symmetry does
not commute with the flavour-dependent gauge symmetry, and it gets broken completely
if all three generations of the SM fermions are charged differently under the latter. This
then generates the masses of the second generation at one loop and of the first generation
at two loops. The 2-loop corrected mass matrix can be completely expressed in terms of
tree-level mass matrix and the gauge charges and gauge boson mass, as shown in eq. (2.39).
This offers significant advancements over our previous attempts in this direction, in which
the masses of both the lighter generations were induced at one-loop and inter-generational
hierarchy was attributed to specific ordering in the gauge boson masses. These models also
required enlarged gauge sector in comparison to the one presented here.

Large flavour changing neutral currents mediated by the gauge boson of new gauge sym-
metry are inherently present in this kind of framework. They put the strongest constraint
on the scale of new physics. As we have shown in this study, the flavour changing couplings
can be ordered in such a way that their strengths in the 1-2 sector are the smallest. This
is phenomenologically favourable since the most stringent constraint on flavour violations
comes from the 1-2 sector, in particular, from K 0.’ mixing and p-e conversion in nuclei.
The smallness of flavour changing couplings in 1-2 is proportional to the difference between
the charges of the first and second-generation fermions under the new gauge symmetry.
The latter cannot be made arbitrarily small, as complete degeneracy in these charges leads
to the strictly massless first generation. This correlation is then explored to find the op-
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timum strength of flavour violation through a comprehensive numerical analysis, and we
find that the down-type quark sector predominantly governs this optimization. If the down
quark mass is to be reproduced within the 3o range of its present value extracted from the
lattice computation, then the mass of the U(1)r gauge boson can not be lower than 103
TeV provided that all the flavour constraints are satisfied. This lower limit is smaller by
nearly two orders of magnitude in comparison to our previous frameworks proposed along
the same lines [35, 36].

It is remarkable that extending the SM with a single abelian gauge symmetry can
enable its gauge sector to support radiative mass generation for lighter fermions. However,
there are areas where this framework requires further improvement. For example,

e Calculability is not fully achieved because the Yukawa sector of the theory still con-
tains numerous couplings. These couplings may be reduced if U(1)p is replaced with
a gauge symmetry under which the three generations transform as an irreducible rep-
resentation (see, for example, [36]). However, this would enrich the gauge sector,
and it remains to be seen whether the salient features of the minimal gauge sector
presented here can be retained. Another option to reduce Yukawa couplings to some
extent is to implement this scheme in models that provide quark-lepton unification
[59-61] at high energies.

e The lowest scale of new physics remains at 10% TeV. While this scale, or even a larger
one, does not hinder the core mechanism discussed here, the significant separation
between it and the electroweak scale poses a challenge. This separation can be man-
aged at the expense of fine-tuning in the generic case. However, in more ambitious
theories where the parameters of the scalar potential are also calculable, this becomes
a concrete problem.

We believe that the above issues require a set of systematic investigations to establish
further the validity and robustness of the radiative mass generation scheme.
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A On the origin of the gauge charges

A choice made in eq. (4.1) for the charges of underlying abelian flavour symmetry can
simply be obtained from kinetic mixing. Consider two U (1) symmetries with gauge bosons
X {‘ o and the gauge interactions

Lo =gVl it LXD + 9@ ¢ it 11 X2, (A1)
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where f’ stands for both f; and ff. An appropriate choice for the charge matrices is
¢V = Diag.(1,1,-2), ¢® = Diag.(1,—1,0). (A.2)
Next, consider the kinetic terms of these gauge bosons with non-vanishing kinetic mix-
ing [62]

1
—Lyin = 4F;SV)F(1)W + ZF’S?’)F@)W + gFﬁ)F@)W ’ (A.3)

with Fﬁ,cf) denote the field strength of the gauge boson X /Sa). The kinetic terms can be
diagonalized by a linear transformation

x M 10 x W
(8- () (). "
P X X

This removes the kinetic mixing from the kinetic terms, which then reappear in the gauge
interactions. Substituting (A.4) in eq. (A.1) leads to

( ) _
—Lg =gV (qff) Xg qf?) Fir fL XD+ gPgD Tt L X (A.5)

Setting ¢V = gx, Xg(2)/g(1) = € and X,Sl) = X, one obtains the desired charges given
in eq. (4.1). By setting Mx, > Mx, the effects of the gauge interactions associated with
X ,S gauge boson can be decoupled from the effective theory.

The two U(1) symmetries with flavour non-universal charges in eq. (A.2) along with
any flavour universal U(1) can be recast into U(1); x U(1)y x U(1)3 such that only 7*®
generation is charged under U(1);. To see this, consider gauge interactions:

3
S 9@ g Tt fL X (A.6)
a=1
with ¢(1):() as already given in eq. (A.2) and ¢®) = Diag.(1,1,1). A rotation
X = XM =Ras X, (A7)

can be performed to redefine the gauge bosons such that in the new basis, the gauge
interactions become

3
S @G Tt X (A.8)
a=1
The new couplings are then given by
74" = Rag g Vql), (A.9)

where R is an orthogonal matrix.

For a specific choice, \/ég(l) = \/59(2) = \/39(3) =g, and

11 1
oy

R = N R R (A.10)
—./2 0 XL
3 V3
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one finds,
7§ = §Diag.(1,0,0), §@¢® = jDiag.(0,1,0), §®¢® = 7Diag.(0,0,1). (A.11)

Therefore, the three abelian symmetries of the underlying theory can be put in a form
such that each generation is exclusively charged under only one U(1) with equal strength
of interactions. Recently, this kind of framework has been put forward under the name of
“tri-hypercharge” [37] or “deconstructed hypercharge” [38|.

B Details of numerical analysis

It can be seen from the Lagrangian in eq. (5.1) that the parameters my, mp and mpg
can be made real by absorbing their phases into the fields Uy, Dy and Ey, respectively.
Similarly, rephasing of Qr;, Lri, uri, dr; and eg; can get rid of unphysical phases of ¥y,
Yeir Yuis Yy and yL;, respectively. The parameter yg3 can also be made real by rephasing
Dpg. Furthermore, we assume that all the VEVs are real. The gauge sector has three
real parameters, gx, € and My, out of which gx can be fixed to some particular value
without loss of generality and the remaining two parameters then control the strength of
loop corrections. Hence, the model has 25 real parameters, i.e. real ¢, Mx, my, mp,
ME, iy Peir s iy Hogs fa3 and complex pigr, pae. These can be used to reproduce 13
observed quantities which include 9 charged fermion masses, 3 quark mixing angles and a
Dirac CP phase in the quark sector.

The fitting of observables is carried out using the x? optimization procedure. The x?

i _oi \?
2 th = “exp
_ 1
X Z( . ) , (B.)

i

function is defined as

where ¢ = 1,..,13 represents the thirteen observables. Oéh is the theoretically computed
value of the i*" observable in terms of the input parameters listed above. We carry out
this computation at the renormalization scale Q = My as discussed in section 5. Oéxp (%)
are the corresponding mean (standard deviation) value extracted from the experiments and
evolved at @ = My. The values of charged fermion masses are taken from [63| and quark
mixing parameters from [64]. Note that for the charged lepton masses, we use conservative
10% uncertainty, as done before in [35, 36, 65]. All these values are listed in the second
column in Table 2 for convenience and comparison.

While performing the optimization, we also ensure that various parameters do not take
unrealistic values. For example, the perturbativity limits would imply yz; < V4r. Since
(Hyi) contributes to the electroweak symmetry breaking, one expects (Hy;) < 246 GeV.
Therefore, we impose that pp < VAT x 246 GeV. Similarly, ,u’fi < V4w My is also im-
posed, since these parameters break the U(1)r symmetry and hence their values cannot be
significantly higher than the underlying symmetry breaking scale. The masses of vectorlike
fermions do not break any symmetry, and hence they are kept unrestricted.

The fitted values of various input parameters for two example solutions as discussed
in section 5.2 are displayed here in Table 4. Both the solutions correspond to the lowest
possible allowed values of € for which x2,. <5.
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Parameters Solution 1 Solution 2

Mx 3 x 10° 106
€ 0.178 0.285

my 5.6653 x 106 6.2838 x 106
mp 4.9336 x 108 1.5524 x 109
mg 8.2489 x 106 3.9884 x 10°
Lt —9.6518 1.2821
L2 9.9336 —7.2968
L3 —3.7757 x 102 4.6534 x 102
Wy 6.9209 x 10° 1.1248 x 10°
o —1.6434 x 10° —1.4161 x 106
s —1.8288 x 106 1.4585 x 106
Hd1 —1.8003 x 10" +4 2.4815 1.9233 + i 1.9146
Hd2 2.9553 x 10" — ¢ 1.6954  —3.2718 44 1.9150 x 10*
Hds3 —2.2993 x 102 2.2572 x 102
1y —7.1617 x 10° —4.8001 x 10*
T 7.2368 x 10° 4.8498 x 10°
T 4.4255 x 10° 1.4044 x 105
fel 2.5748 x 10! —1.3349 x 10!
Le2 —2.6008 x 10! —1.5363 x 10!
Lhe3 —4.7027 x 10! 2.1028 x 10!
hy —1.3925 x 10° 3.6639 x 104
s —1.4093 x 10° —7.9852 x 10*
s —1.4252 x 10° —2.1704 x 10°

Table 4. Optimized values of various input parameters obtained for two example solutions displayed
in Table 2. All the values of dimension-full parameters are in GeV.
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