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Assuming fundamental fermions possess a new Abelian gauge charge that depends on fla-

vors of both quark and lepton, we obtain a simple extension of the Standard Model, which

reveals some new physics insights. The new gauge charge anomaly cancellation not only

explains the existence of just three fermion generations as observed but also requires the

presence of a unique right-handed neutrino νR with a non-zero new gauge charge. Further,

the new gauge charge breaking supplies a residual matter parity, under which the fundamen-

tal fermions and νR are even, whereas a right-handed neutrino NR without the new charge

is odd. Consequently, light neutrino masses in our model are generated from the tree-level

type-I seesaw mechanism induced by νR and from the one-loop scotogenic contribution ac-

commodated by potential dark matter candidates, NR and dark scalars, odd under the

matter parity. We examine new physics phenomena related to the additional gauge boson,

which could be observed at colliders. We analyze the constraints imposed on our model by

current experimental limits on neutrino masses, neutral meson oscillations, B-meson decays,

and charged lepton flavor violating processes. We also investigate the potential dark matter

candidates by considering relic density and direct detection.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics has been remarkably successful in describing the

fundamental particles and their interactions. However, the discovery of neutrino oscillations [1, 2]

and the observation of a dark matter (DM) relic density that makes up most of the mass of galaxies

and galaxy clusters [3, 4] thus call for physics beyond the SM. Additionally, the SM cannot explain

the existence of just three fermion generations, as observed, and several flavor puzzles in both

quark and lepton sectors [5].
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On the other hand, the canonical seesaw mechanism is popularly accepted for generating ap-

propriate small neutrino masses [6–14]. This is achieved at the tree level by introducing three

heavy Majorana right-handed neutrino singlets ν1,2,3R into the SM. However, in its simple form,

this mechanism does not naturally address the issue of DM unless some DM stability condition or

parameter finetuning is ad hoc imposed. Although the neutrino mass and DM may be uncorrelated,

it is worth exploring scenarios where both issues can be addressed in the same solution. Precisely,

this happens in the scotogenic mechanism, where light neutrino masses arise at the quantum level

via loops involving dark messengers that may also be suitable for DM particles [15]. The most

economical version of the scotogenic mechanism requires a couple of fermionic singlets and an inert

scalar doublet, which are odd under an assumed symmetry, Z2. The assumed symmetry stabilizes

the lightest odd particle and provides either a fermion or scalar DM particle. Moreover, nonzero

neutrino masses can also be generated through a hybrid mass mechanism comprising seesaw and

radiative mass mechanisms, known as scoto-seesaw [16, 17].

It is well known that the SM is based on the gauge symmetry SU(3)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y .

The first factor, SU(3)C , is the ordinary QCD symmetry, while the second factor, SU(2)L, is the

symmetry of weak isospin Ti (i = 1, 2, 3). The last factor, U(1)Y , is called the weak hypercharge

symmetry, which ensures the algebraic closure between electric charge Q and the weak isospin Ti.

Further, the value of hypercharge Y is chosen to describe observed electric charges via Q = T3+Y .

Notice that the charges Q, Ti, and Y are universal for every flavor of neutrinos, charged leptons,

up-type quarks, and down-type quarks. An interesting question relating to these charges is whether

their universality causes the SM to be unable to address the issues. The present work does not

directly answer such a question. Instead, we look for a new Abelian gauge charge depending on

flavors of both quark and lepton, which naturally solves the issues.

To achieve this aim, we extend the gauge symmetry of SM by including a new Abelian gauge

symmetry, called U(1)X , such that the new Abelian gauge charge, X, is dependent on the flavor

(through a generation index a) of both quarks (via the baryon number B) and leptons (via the

lepton number L). Additionally, we require that quark generations, as well as lepton generations,

carry the new gauge charges either the same or opposite in sign to reduce degrees of freedom in

the model for simplicity. We also suggest that the new gauge charge of the third quark (the first

lepton) generation should differ from that of the first and second quark (the second and third

lepton) generations. Thus, we find the expression for the new gauge charge in the following form,

X = 3z[Bia
2(a−1) + Lia(a−1)], (1)
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where z is an arbitrary nonzero parameter and i is the imaginary unit.1 Notice that X is Hermitian

because ia(a−1) = (−1)a(a−1)/2 is always real. Interestingly, the anomaly cancellation of the new

gauge charge explains the existence of just three fermion generations, as observed. It also requires

the presence of a unique right-handed neutrino νR with a non-zero new gauge charge. Further,

the new gauge charge breaking supplies a residual matter parity, for which the SM fermions and

νR are even. In contrast, a right-handed neutrino NR without the new gauge charge is odd.

These naturally motivate the generation of light neutrino masses from the tree-level type-I seesaw

mechanism induced by νR and from the one-loop scotogenic mechanism accommodated by NR and

dark scalars odd under the matter parity. We investigate the resulting model with a minimal scalar

content in detail and analyze the constraints imposed on the model by current experimental limits

on neutrino masses, neutral meson oscillations, B-meson decays, and charged lepton flavor violating

(cLFV) processes. We also examine new physics (NP) phenomena related to the additional gauge

boson, which could be observed at colliders, and investigate the DM candidates by considering relic

density and direct detection.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we present our model and discuss its essential

aspects, such as gauge symmetry, particle content, charge assignment, and residual matter parity.

We also examine the mass spectrum of fermions, scalars, and gauge bosons, then determine the

couplings of physical gauge fields with fermions. Collider bounds from the additional gauge boson

are discussed in Sect. III. In Sect. IV, we analyze the constraints imposed on the model by current

experimental limits on neutral meson mixings, B-meson decays, and cLFV processes. The DM

candidates are investigated by considering relic density and direct detection as in Sect. V. Finally,

we summarize our results and conclude this work in Sect. VI.

II. THE MODEL

A. Gauge symmetry and fermion content

As mentioned above, our model is based on gauge symmetry,

SU(3)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y ⊗ U(1)X , (2)

in which the first three factors are precisely the gauge symmetry of SM, and the last factor is the

additional Abelian gauge symmetry with the charge X to be determined in Eq. (1). The SM

1 In recent work, we considered such a charge for flavor questions but not DM [18].
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fermion multiples possess new gauge charges dependent on generations via an index a, as shown

in Table I.

Multiplets laL = (νaL, eaL)
T eaR qaL = (uaL, daL)

T uaR daR

U(1)X 3zia(a−1) 3zia(a−1) zia
2(a−1) zia

2(a−1) zia
2(a−1)

TABLE I: U(1)X charges of SM fermions, where a is a generation index.

Interestingly, the new gauge charges of fermion generations are periodic in a with a period

of 4. Indeed, with a = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, · · · , then X = z, z,−z, z, z, z,−z, z, · · · for the quark

generations and X = 3z,−3z,−3z, 3z, 3z,−3z,−3z, 3z, · · · for the lepton generations. Hence, it is

convenient to express the number of fermion generations Nf as Nf = 4m−n, where m = 1, 2, 3, · · · ,
and n = 0, 1, 2, 3. Considering the gauge anomaly [SU(2)L]

2U(1)X , we obtain

[SU(2)L]
2U(1)X ∼

∑
doublets

XfL =

 6z(m− 1) if n = 1

6zm if n = 0, 2, 3
. (3)

This anomaly is canceled if and only if m = n = 1. Thus, the number of fermion generations is

precisely three, Nf = 3, as observed.

With Nf = 3 and the fermion content as in Table I, two anomalies,

[Gravity]2 U(1)X ∼
∑

fermions

(XfL −XfR) = −3z, (4)

[U(1)X ]3 ∼
∑

fermions

(X3
fL

−X3
fR
) = −27z3, (5)

are not canceled yet. To cancel these anomalies as well as generate appropriate neutrino masses

(see below), we introduce two right-handed neutrinos,

νR ∼ (1,1, 0,−3z), NR ∼ (1,1, 0, 0), (6)

into the theory as fundamental constituents. The fermion content of our model and their quantum

numbers are displayed in Table II, where we conveniently define two kinds of generation indices,

like α, β run over 1, 2 for the first two quark generations, while x, y run over 2, 3 for the last two

lepton generations; generically, a, b run over 1, 2, 3 according to Nf = 3.

We note to the reader that the arguments for the existence of only three fermion generations

we present here are similar to those in our recent work [18] but different from those in the 3-

3-1 model [19–27] and our previous works [28–31], which involve the QCD asymptotic freedom
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Multiplets SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)X Z2 Multiplets SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)X Z2

l1L =

ν1L

e1L

 1 2 −1/2 3z + lxL =

νxL

exL

 1 2 −1/2 −3z +

e1R 1 1 −1 3z + exR 1 1 −1 −3z +

qαL =

uαL

dαL

 3 2 1/6 z + q3L =

u3L

d3L

 3 2 1/6 −z +

uαR 3 1 2/3 z + u3R 3 1 2/3 −z +

dαR 3 1 −1/3 z + d3R 3 1 −1/3 −z +

ϕ =

ϕ+

ϕ0

 1 2 1/2 0 + No data ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆

νR 1 1 0 −3z + NR 1 1 0 0 −
χ1 1 1 0 2z + χ2 1 1 0 6z +

η =

η0

η−

 1 2 −1/2 3z − ρ =

ρ0

ρ−

 1 2 −1/2 −3z −

TABLE II: Particle content of proposed model, α = 1, 2, x = 2, 3, and z is arbitrarily nonzero.

condition. Specifically, the solution we are considering in Eq. (6) is entirely different from that

in our recent work whose three right-handed neutrinos possess XνaR = (3z,−3z,−3z) [18], as well

as the conventional U(1)B−L extension in which three right-handed neutrinos have (B − L)νaR =

(−1,−1,−1) or (B − L)νaR = (−4,−4, 5) [32, 33], for a = 1, 2, 3.

B. Gauge symmetry breaking and matter parity

To break the gauge symmetry, we introduce two scalar singlets χ1,2 and a scalar doublet ϕ under

SU(2)L. The singlets χ1,2 break U(1)X down to a residual symmetry, labeled R, and the doublet

ϕ that is identical to the SM scalar doublet breaks SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y down to the electromagnetic

symmetry U(1)Q as usual. We would like to emphasize that the χ1 is necessarily presented to

generate the mixing between the first two quark generations and third quark generation through

nonrenormalizable operators like q̄αLϕχ1d3R, for recovering Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa (CKM)

matrix, while χ2 is included to provide Majorana mass for the right-handed neutrino νR through

a coupling νRνRχ2, responsible for tree-level neutrino mass generation. The scalar multiples and

their quantum numbers are also listed in Table II. Additionally, these scalar multiples develop
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vacuum expectation values (VEVs),

⟨χ1⟩ =
Λ1√
2
, ⟨χ2⟩ =

Λ2√
2
, ⟨ϕ⟩ =

 0

v√
2

 , (7)

satisfying Λ1,2 ≫ v and v = 246 GeV for consistency with the SM.

As a normal transformation, we write the residual symmetry of U(1)X as R = eiδX with δ to

be a transforming parameter. Because R conserves the vacuums of χ1,2, we have R⟨χ1,2⟩ = ⟨χ1,2⟩,
implying eiδ2z = 1 and eiδ6z = 1 or δ = κπ/z for κ integer, thus R = eiκπX/z = (−1)κX/z. From

the fifth and eleventh columns of Table II, it is easy to see that if κ = 0, then R = 1 for all fields

and every z, which is the identity transformation. Additionally, the minimal value of |κ| that is

nonzero and still satisfies R = 1 for all fields is 2. Hence, the residual symmetry R is automorphic

to a discrete group, such as Z2 = {1, u} with u = (−1)X/z and u2 = 1. Further, since the spin

parity ps = (−1)2s is always conserved by the Lorentz symmetry, we conveniently multiply the

discrete group Z2 with the spin parity group S = {1, ps} to obtain a new group Z2 ⊗S, which has

an invariant discrete subgroup to be

Z2 = {1, p} (8)

with p = u × ps = (−1)X/z+2s and p2 = 1, and thus Z2 ⊗ S ∼= [(Z2 ⊗ S)/Z2] ⊗ Z2. Because

[(Z2 ⊗ S)/Z2] = {{1, p}, {u, ps}} is conserved if Z2 is conserved, we hereafter consider Z2 to be a

residual symmetry instead of Z2, for convenience. Under Z2, all the SM fields, νR, and χ1,2 are

even (p = 1), whereas NR is odd (p = −1), as presented in the sixth and last columns of Table II.

The right-handed neutrino νR, through the type-I seesaw mechanism, yields a rank 1 mass

matrix (see below), which makes only a nonzero neutrino mass inappropriate with the experiment

[5]. Therefore, we introduce two additional scalar doublets, η and ρ, for which η couples l1L to

NR while ρ couples lxL to NR, and both are odd under Z2. This induces appropriate neutrino

masses through the scotogenic mechanism [15], as described by loop-level diagrams in Fig. 1. The

quantum numbers of η and ρ are displayed in the last two rows of Table II, respectively. Of course,

η and ρ have vanished VEVs, preserved by the matter parity.

C. Gauge and scalar sectors

The gauge bosons acquire masses via the kinetic terms of scalar fields,
∑

S(D
µS)†(DµS)

with S = ϕ, χ1,2 when the gauge symmetry breaking occurs. Here, the covariant derivative

is defined as Dµ = ∂µ + igstpGpµ + igTjAjµ + igY Y Bµ + igXXCµ, in which (gs, g, gY , gX),
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(tp, Tj , Y,X), and (Gpµ, Ajµ, Bµ, Cµ) denote coupling constants, generators, and gauge bosons

of (SU(3)C , SU(2)L, U(1)Y , U(1)X) groups, respectively. Because the SM scalar doublet ϕ is not

charged under U(1)X , while the new scalar singlets χ1,2 do not transform under SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y ,

there is no tree-level mixing between the SM Z boson and the new gauge boson Z ′.2 Hence, we

obtain the SM gauge bosons W±, A, Z and the new gauge boson Z ′ with their masses as

W± =
1√
2
(A1 ∓ iA2), m2

W =
g2v2

4
, (9)

A = sWA3 + cWB, mA = 0, (10)

Z = cWA3 − sWB, m2
Z =

g2v2

4c2W
, (11)

Z ′ = C, m2
Z′ = 4g2Xz2(Λ2

1 + 9Λ2
2), (12)

where the Weinberg’s angle is defined by tan(θW ) = gY /g, as usual. Additionally, we have labeled

tW ≡ tan(θW ), sW ≡ sin(θW ), cW ≡ cos(θW ) for short.

The scalar content includes normal fields (ϕ, χ1,2) that induce gauge symmetry breaking and

dark fields (η, ρ), so the scalar potential can be decomposed into two parts, such as V = V (ϕ, χ1,2)+

V (η, ρ,mix), in which

V (ϕ, χ1,2) = µ2
1ϕ

†ϕ+ µ2
2χ

∗
1χ1 + µ2

3χ
∗
2χ2 + λ1(ϕ

†ϕ)2 + λ2(χ
∗
1χ1)

2 + λ3(χ
∗
2χ2)

2

+(ϕ†ϕ)(λ4χ
∗
1χ1 + λ5χ

∗
2χ2) + λ6(χ

∗
1χ1)(χ

∗
2χ2) + (λχ3

1χ
∗
2 +H.c.), (13)

V (η, ρ,mix) = µ2
4η

†η + µ2
5ρ

†ρ+ λ7(η
†η)2 + λ8(ρ

†ρ)2 + λ9(η
†η)(ρ†ρ) + λ10(η

†ρ)(ρ†η)

+(ϕ†ϕ)(λ11η
†η + λ12ρ

†ρ) + λ13(η
†ϕ)(ϕ†η) + λ14(ρ

†ϕ)(ϕ†ρ)

(χ∗
1χ1)(λ15η

†η + λ16ρ
†ρ) + (χ∗

2χ2)(λ17η
†η + λ18ρ

†ρ)

+[λ19(ϕη)(ϕρ) + µ(η†ρ)χ2 +H.c.], (14)

where the couplings λ’s are dimensionless, whereas µ’s have a mass dimension. Additionally, λ, λ19,

and µ are assumed to be real. The necessary conditions for this scalar potential to be bounded from

below and yielding a desirable vacuum structure are µ2
1,2,3 < 0, |µ1| ≪ |µ2,3|, µ2

4,5 > 0, λ1,2,3,7,8 > 0,

and others for the scalar self-couplings, which are derived from V > 0 when two or more than two

of scalar fields simultaneously tending to infinity.

Expanding the neutral scalar fields around their VEVs as ϕ0 = (v + S + iA)/
√
2, χ1,2 =

(Λ1,2+S1,2+ iA1,2)/
√
2, η0 = (Rη + iIη)/

√
2, and ρ0 = (Rρ+ iIρ)/

√
2, and then substituting them

2 A kinetic mixing effect between the U(1)Y,X gauge fields, which is defined by − 1
2
ϵBµνC

µν , has omitted due to the

smallness of the mixing parameter ϵ. Indeed, since the SM fermions and additional scalar doublets are charged

under the U(1)Y,X groups, the kinetic mixing effect can be generated at one loop level at low energy. The parameter

ϵ in this case is defined by ϵ = gY gX
24π2

[∑
f (YfL + YfR)Xf ln

mr
mf

+ 2
∑

s YsXs ln
mr
ms

]
, where mr is a renormalization

scale and f runs over every fermion of the SM with mass mf , while s = η, ρ [34]. Then, we easily estimate

|ϵ| ∼ 10−3 ×
(

|z|gX
0.1

)
ln

[(
mr

1016 GeV

) (
102 GeV

mf

)]
∼ 10−3.
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into the scalar potential, we get the potential minimum conditions,

2λ1v
2 + λ4Λ

2
1 + λ5Λ

2
2 + 2µ2

1 = 0, (15)

2λ2Λ
2
1 + λ4v

2 + λ6Λ
2
2 + 3λΛ1Λ2 + 2µ2

2 = 0, (16)

λΛ3
1 + (2λ3Λ

2
2 + λ5v

2 + λ6Λ
2
1 + 2µ2

3)Λ2 = 0. (17)

Hence, we obtain a mass-squared matrix of CP -even normal scalars (S, S1,2) as

M2
S =


2λ1v

2 λ4vΛ1 λ5vΛ2

λ4vΛ1
1
2(4λ2Λ1 + 3λΛ2)Λ1

1
2(2λ6Λ1Λ2 + 3λΛ2

1)

λ5vΛ2
1
2(2λ6Λ1Λ2 + 3λΛ2

1)
1

2Λ2
(4λ3Λ

3
2 − λΛ3

1)

 . (18)

Since v ≪ Λ1,2, the elements in the first row and column of M2
S are significantly smaller than

those in the rest. This allows us to use the seesaw approximation to diagonalize M2
S and separate

the light state S from the heavy states S1,2. Taking a new basis as (H,H1,H2) for which H is

decoupled as a physical field, we get

H ≃ S − ϵ1S1 − ϵ2S2 (19)

with its mass to be

m2
H ≃ 2λ1v

2 − (ϵ1λ4Λ1 + ϵ2λ5Λ2)v. (20)

Here, the mixing parameters are given by

ϵ1 =
[λ(λ4Λ

3
1 + 3λ5Λ1Λ

2
2)− 2(2λ3λ4 − λ5λ6)Λ

3
2]v

2[3λ2Λ3
1Λ2 + λ(λ2Λ4

1 − 3λ3Λ4
2 + 3λ6Λ2

1Λ
2
2)− (4λ2λ3 − λ2

6)Λ1Λ3
2]
, (21)

ϵ2 =
[3λ(λ4Λ

2
1 − λ5Λ

2
2)− 2(2λ2λ5 − λ4λ6)Λ1Λ2]vΛ2

2[3λ2Λ3
1Λ2 + λ(λ2Λ4

1 − 3λ3Λ4
2 + 3λ6Λ2

1Λ
2
2)− (4λ2λ3 − λ2

6)Λ1Λ3
2]
, (22)

which are small as suppressed by v/Λ1,2. The remaining states H1 ≃ ϵ1S + S1 and H2 ≃ ϵ2S + S2

mix by themselves via a 2× 2 submatrix. Diagonalizing this submatrix, we get two physical fields,

H1 = cξH1 − sξH2, H2 = sξH1 + cξH2, (23)

with corresponding masses,

m2
H1,2

=
1

4Λ2

{
4λ3Λ

3
2 − λΛ3

1 + (4λ2Λ1 + 3λΛ2)Λ1Λ2

∓
√
[4λ3Λ3

2 − λΛ3
1 − (4λ2Λ1 + 3λΛ2)Λ1Λ2]2 + 4(2λ6Λ2 + 3λΛ1)2Λ2

1Λ
2
2

}
. (24)
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The mixing angle ξ is given by

t2ξ =
2(2λ6Λ2 + 3λΛ1)Λ1Λ2

4λ3Λ3
2 − λΛ3

1 − (4λ2Λ1 + 3λΛ2)Λ1Λ2
. (25)

The mass of Higgs boson H is in weak scale like the SM Higgs boson, so H is identified with

the SM Higgs boson, whereas H1,2 are the new Higgs bosons, heavy in the Λ1,2 scale. We note

that the presence of the mixing parameters ϵ1,2 not only results in deviations of the couplings of

the SM Higgs boson to the SM fermions and gauge bosons from the ones predicted by the SM

but also opens windows for new-physics search. Hence, these parameters are generally constrained

by the measurements of the discovered Higgs production cross section, its decay branching ratio,

and the null results in current searches at the LHC [5]. Imposing an individual bound ϵ1,2 <∼ 0.2

[35–37], we obtain Λ1,2
>∼ 1.23 TeV, given that the relevant scalar couplings are of the same order

of magnitude.

For the CP -odd normal scalars A and A1,2, we directly obtain a massless eigenstate, GZ = A,

which is identical to the Goldstone boson eaten by the SM Z boson. On the other hand, the scalars

A1,2 mix by themselves via a 2× 2 matrix. Diagonalizing this matrix, we get two relate fields,

GZ′ =
Λ1A1 + 3Λ2A2√

Λ2
1 + 9Λ2

2

, A =
3Λ2A1 − Λ1A2√

Λ2
1 + 9Λ2

2

, (26)

in which GZ′ is a Goldstone boson eaten by the new neutral gauge boson Z ′, whereas A is a

physical pseudoscalar with a heavy mass at the Λ1,2 scale,

m2
A = −λ(Λ2

1 + 9Λ2
2)Λ1

2Λ2
. (27)

The requirement of positive squared mass implies the parameter λ to be negative.

For the dark fields Rη,ρ and Iη,ρ, they mix in each pair, such as

V ⊃ 1

2

(
Rη Rρ

) M2
η

µΛ2√
2
+ λ19v2

2

µΛ2√
2
+ λ19v2

2 M2
ρ

Rη

Rρ


+
1

2

(
Iη Iρ

) M2
η

µΛ2√
2
− λ19v2

2

µΛ2√
2
− λ19v2

2 M2
ρ

Iη

Iρ

 , (28)

where M2
η = µ2

4 +
λ11
2 v2 + λ15

2 Λ2
1 +

λ17
2 Λ2

2 and M2
ρ = µ2

5 +
λ12
2 v2 + λ16

2 Λ2
1 +

λ18
2 Λ2

2. Defining two

mixing angles θR,I as

t2R,2I =

√
2µΛ2 ± λ19v

2

M2
ρ −M2

η

, (29)
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we obtain four physical fields,

R1 = cRRη − sRRρ, R2 = sRRη + cRRρ, (30)

I1 = cIIη − sIIρ, I2 = sIIη + cIIρ, (31)

and their masses,

m2
R1

≃ M2
η +

(
√
2µΛ2 + λ19v

2)2

4(M2
η −M2

ρ )
, m2

R2
≃ M2

ρ − (
√
2µΛ2 + λ19v

2)2

4(M2
η −M2

ρ )
, (32)

m2
I1 ≃ M2

η +
(
√
2µΛ2 − λ19v

2)2

4(M2
η −M2

ρ )
, m2

I2 ≃ M2
ρ − (

√
2µΛ2 − λ19v

2)2

4(M2
η −M2

ρ )
, (33)

given that µΛ2 ∼ λ19v
2 ≪ M2

η,ρ ∼ M̄2 and M̄ ∼ O(1) TeV.

Concerning the charged scalars ϕ±, η±, and ρ±, we directly obtain a massless eigenstate, G±
W ≡

ϕ±, which is identical to the Goldstone boson eaten by the SM W boson, while η± and ρ± mix by

themselves via a 2× 2 matrix. From here, we obtain two charged physics scalars with their masses

to be heavy at the Λ1,2 scale, such as

H±
1 = cθη

± − sθρ
±, m2

H±
1
≃ M2

η +
λ13

2
v2, (34)

H±
2 = sθη

± + cθρ
±, m2

H±
2
≃ M2

ρ +
λ14

2
v2, (35)

assuming µ ≪ Λ1,2. The mixing angle θ is small, given by

t2θ ≃
√
2µΛ2

M2
ρ −M2

η

. (36)

Last, but not least, we comment that the mass splitting between the neutral and charged

scalar components of the two scalar doublets η and ρ contributes to the oblique parameter T at

one-loop level, thus the ρ0 parameter, for the electroweak precision tests, i.e., ∆ρ ≡ ρ0 − 1 ≃
αT ≃ 1

16π2v2
[F(m2

H±
1

,m2
R1

) + F(m2
H±

2

,m2
R2

)], where the loop function is defined as F(x2, y2) =

x2 + y2 − 4x2y2

x2−y2
ln x

y [38, 39]. It is checked that the contribution agrees with the 1σ range of the

global fit ρ0 = 1.00031± 0.00019 [5] if the mass splitting is around 10 to 60 GeV.
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D. Fermion mass

When the scalar multiplets develop VEVs, fermion masses and mixing between different fermion

generations are generated through Yukawa interactions. For charged fermions, they are given by

L ⊃ hdαβ q̄αLϕdβR + hd33q̄3Lϕd3R +
hdα3
Λc

q̄αLϕχ1d3R +
hd3β
Λc

q̄3Lϕχ
∗
1dβR

+huαβ q̄αLϕ̃uβR + hu33q̄3Lϕ̃u3R +
huα3
Λc

q̄αLϕ̃χ1u3R +
hu3β
Λc

q̄3Lϕ̃χ
∗
1uβR

+he11 l̄1Lϕe1R + hexy l̄xLϕeyR +
he1y
Λc

l̄1Lϕχ2eyR +
hex1
Λc

l̄xLϕχ
∗
2e1R +H.c., (37)

where h’s is dimensionless, ϕ̃ = iσ2ϕ
∗ with σ2 to be the second Pauli matrix, and Λc denotes a NP

(or cutoff) scale that defines the effective interactions. Additionally, the mixing between the first

two quark generations and third quark generation arises only from nonrenormalizable operators.

This induces the CKM elements Vcb and Vub to be naturally small in agreement with the experiment

[5]. From the above interactions, we obtain mass matrices for down-type quarks, up-type quarks,

and charged leptons,

[Mq]αβ = −hqαβ
v√
2
, [Mq]33 = −hq33

v√
2
, [Mq]α3 = −hqα3

vΛ1

2Λc
, [Mq]3β = −hq3β

vΛ1

2Λc
, (38)

[Me]11 = −he11
v√
2
, [Me]xy = −hexy

v√
2
, [Me]1y = −he1y

vΛ2

2Λc
, [Me]x1 = −hex1

vΛ2

2Λc
, (39)

where q = u, d. Diagonalizing these mass matrices by the bi-unitary transformations, one by one,

we get the mass of the relative particles, such as

diag(md,ms,mb) = V †
dL
MdVdR , (40)

diag(mu,mc,mt) = V †
uL

MuVuR , (41)

diag(me,mµ,mτ ) = V †
eL
MeVeR , (42)

in which VdL,R
, VuL,R , and VeL,R are unitary matrices, respectively linking the physical states,

d′ = (d, s, b)T , u′ = (u, c, t)T , and e′ = (e, µ, τ)T , to the respective gauge states, d = (d1, d2, d3)
T ,

u = (u1, u2, u3)
T , and e = (e1, e2, e3)

T , namely

dL,R = VdL,R
d′L,R, uL,R = VuL,Ru

′
L,R, eL,R = VeL,Re

′
L,R. (43)

The CKM matrix is then given by VCKM = V †
uLVdL .

For the neutrinos, their Yukawa interactions are given by

L ⊃ hx l̄xLϕ̃νR +
1

2
fν̄cRνRχ2 + k1 l̄1LηNR + kx l̄xLρNR − 1

2
MN N̄ c

RNR +H.c., (44)
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νyL νR νR νxL

φ0 φ0

χ2

×
ν1L NR NR νxL

η0

φ0 φ0

ρ0

×
ν1L NR NR ν1L

η0

φ0 φ0

ρ0 χ2

η0

×
νyL NR NR νxL

ρ0

φ0 φ0

η0 χ2

ρ0

FIG. 1: Scoto-seesaw neutrino mass generation governed by matter parity, where x, y = 2, 3 are

generation indices.

where hx, f , and k1,x are the coupling constants and MN is the Majorana mass of the fermion NR.

From here, we obtain a mass Lagrangian at the tree level as

L ⊃ −1

2

(
ν̄aL ν̄cR

) 0 MD

MT
D Mν

νcbL

νR

+H.c., (45)

where a, b = 1, 2, 3 are generic generation indexes, and MD = − v√
2
(0, h2, h3)

T is a Dirac mass

matrix, while Mν = −f Λ2√
2
is a Majorana mass. Because of Λ2 ≫ v, i.e., Mν ≫ MD, the mass

matrix in Eq. (45) can be diagonalized by using the seesaw approximation to separate the light

states (νaL) from the heavy state (νR), such as

L ⊃ −1

2
ν̄aL(m

tree
ν )abν

c
bL − 1

2
Mν ν̄

c
RνR +H.c., (46)

in which the seesaw-induced neutrino mass matrix is given by

(mtree
ν )ab = −(MD)a1(M

T
D)1b

Mν
, (47)

which corresponds to the tree-level diagram (left-upper) in Fig. 1. Notice that mtree
ν is a neutrino

mass matrix of rank 1, yielding only one massive light neutrino.

In addition to the seesaw contribution, the light neutrino masses in our model receive a scoto-

genic contribution from the loop-level diagrams (right-upper and lower) in Fig. 1 with the dark
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fields η, ρ, and NR. In mass base, these loop diagrams are determined by the following Lagrangian,

L ⊃ k1√
2
ν̄1L(cRR1 + sRR2 + icII1 + isII2)NR

+
kx√
2
ν̄xL(−sRR1 + cRR2 − isII1 + icII2)NR − 1

2
MN N̄ c

RNR +H.c.

−1

2
m2

R1
R2

1 −
1

2
m2

R2
R2

2 −
1

2
m2

I1I
2
1 − 1

2
m2

I2I
2
2 . (48)

Therefore, the loop-induced neutrino mass matrix can be written as

(mrad
ν )ab = FηηMN (K)a1(K

T )1b+FρρMN (K)a1(KT )1b+FηρMN [(K)a1(KT )1b+(K)a1(K
T )1b], (49)

where K = (k1, 0, 0)
T , K = (0, k2, k3)

T , and the loop factors Fηη,ρρ,ηρ are

Fηη =
1

32π2

c2Rm
2
R1

ln
M2

N

m2
R1

M2
N −m2

R1

−
c2Im

2
I1
ln

M2
N

m2
I1

M2
N −m2

I1

+
s2Rm

2
R2

ln
M2

N

m2
R2

M2
N −m2

R2

−
s2Im

2
I2
ln

M2
N

m2
I2

M2
N −m2

I2

 , (50)

Fρρ =
1

32π2

s2Rm
2
R1

ln
M2

N

m2
R1

M2
N −m2

R1

−
s2Im

2
I1
ln

M2
N

m2
I1

M2
N −m2

I1

+
c2Rm

2
R2

ln
M2

N

m2
R2

M2
N −m2

R2

−
c2Im

2
I2
ln

M2
N

m2
I2

M2
N −m2

I2

 , (51)

Fηρ =
1

64π2


m2

R2
ln

M2
N

m2
R2

M2
N −m2

R2

−
m2

R1
ln

M2
N

m2
R1

M2
N −m2

R1

 s2R +

m2
I1
ln

M2
N

m2
I1

M2
N −m2

I1

−
m2

I2
ln

M2
N

m2
I2

M2
N −m2

I2

 s2I

 . (52)

In summary, the total light neutrino mass matrix involving both type-I seesaw and scotogenic

contributions is given by

(mtot
ν )ab = (mtree

ν )ab + (mrad
ν )ab, (53)

and thus, its mass eigenvalues can be defined as

diag(m1,m2,m3) = V T
νL
mtot

ν VνL , (54)

where VνL is a unitary matrix, connecting the physical neutrino states ν ′L = (νeL, νµL, ντL)
T to

the gauge neutrino states νL = (ν1L, ν2L, ν3L)
T as νL = VνLν

′
L. The Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-

Sakata (PMNS) matrix is then given by VPMNS = V †
νLVeL . It is stressed that mtot

ν is a neutrino mass

matrix of rank 3, yielding three massive light neutrinos appropriate to experiment [5]. Additionally,

in a simplified framework, i.e., h2 = h3 and k1 = k2 = k3, m
tot
ν is a rank 2 mass matrix, generating

only two massive light neutrinos, which are still sufficient to explain the observed neutrino masses

[5].

Based on the results obtained in Eqs. (29), (32), and (33), it is clear that both the mixing

angles-squared θ2R,I and the dark scalar mass splittings, |m2
Rα

− m2
Iα
|/m2

Rα,Iα
with α = 1, 2, are
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proportional to λ2
19v

4/M4
η,ρ ≪ 1, assuming µΛ2 ∼ λ19v

2 and Mη,ρ ∼ M̄ ∼ O(1) TeV. This gives us

an estimate for the loop-induced neutrino masses, such as [mrad
ν ]11,xy ∼ v4(kλ19)

2MN/(32π2M̄4) ∼
0.1× (MN/TeV)(kλ19/10

−4)2 eV, provided that M̄ ∼ O(1) TeV and k ∼ ka for a = 1, 2, 3. Taking

the experimental value mν ∼ 0.1 eV, the above estimate implies MN ∼ 1 TeV and kλ19 ∼ 10−4.

Additionally, [mrad
ν ]1y,x1 ∼ [mrad

ν ]11,xy×sR,I , so they are small too. On the other hand, the seesaw-

induced neutrino mass in Eq. (47) is proportional to h2v2/fΛ2, given that h ∼ hx for x = 2, 3,

so the experimental value mν ∼ 0.1 eV indicates h ∼ 10−5.9 that is close to the Yukawa coupling

constant of the electron if f ∼ 0.1 and Λ2 ∼ 10 TeV.

E. Fermion-gauge boson interaction

The interaction of gauge bosons with fermions arises from fermion kinetic terms,
∑

F F̄ iγµDµF ,

where F runs over fermion multiplets. The covariant derivative is defined, in terms of physical

fields, as Dµ = ∂µ + igstpGpµ + igsWQAµ + ig(T+W
+
µ + H.c.) + ig

cW
(T3 − s2WQ)Zµ + igXXZ ′

µ,

where T± = (T1 ± iT2)/
√
2 is weight-raising/lowering operator, respectively. Hence, the gluons,

the photon, and the SM Z-like boson interact with normal fermions as in the SM. The charged

currents of the quarks are also not modified, but that of the leptons is now given by

L ⊃ − g√
2
ν̄iLγ

µ[VPMNS]ijejLW
+
µ +H.c. (55)

Here and in further investigation, we use indices i, j = 1, 2, 3 to label physical states, such as

νi = νe, νµ, ντ , ei = e, µ, τ , ui = u, c, t, and di = d, s, b for i = 1, 2, 3.

Because the X-charge is not universal for every flavor of neutrinos, charged leptons, up-type

quarks, and down-type quarks, in contrast to the usual charges as Q, T3, and Y , our model predicts

flavor-changing processes at tree level in both the quark and lepton sectors, associated with the

new gauge boson Z ′, in addition to flavor-conserving processes. Using the unitary condition,

V †
uL,RVuL,R = V †

dL,R
VdL,R

= V †
eL,RVeL,R = V †

νLVνL = 1, we get the relative interactions,

L ⊃ −zgX(ūiγ
µui + d̄iγ

µdi − 3ēiγ
µei − 3ν̄iLγ

µνiL − 3ν̄Rγ
µνR)Z

′
µ

+ΓνL
ij ν̄iLγ

µνjLZ
′
µ + [(ΓuL

ij ūiLγ
µujL + ΓdL

ij d̄iLγ
µdjL + ΓeL

ij ēiLγ
µejL)Z

′
µ + (L → R)], (56)

where i, j are summed, and we have defined

ΓqL
ij = 2zgX [V ∗

qL
]3i[VqL ]3j , ΓℓL

ij = −6zgX [V ∗
ℓL
]1i[VℓL ]1j , (57)

for q = u or d and ℓ = e or ν. The terms of the first line in Eq. (56) describe the flavor-conserving

interactions, while the remaining terms give rise to the flavor-changing interactions for i ̸= j.
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III. COLLIDER BOUNDS

The new neutral gauge boson Z ′ predicted by our model is heavy at the TeV scale and couples

to both quarks and leptons. In this section, we will focus on the flavor-conserving interactions of

Z ′ with fermions and investigate the potential for discovering Z ′ at two significant experiments:

the large electron-positron (LEP) collider [40–42] and the large hadron collider (LHC) [43–45].

A. LEP

At the LEP, when the mass of the Z ′ boson is larger than the largest collider energy (approxi-

mately 209 GeV for LEP-II), it is not directly generated in electron-positron collisions. However,

it can still be detected indirectly through the processes e+e− → f̄f mediated by Z ′, where f are

various SM fermions, by observing the deviations from the relative predictions of the SM. For

convenience, we parametrize such processes by effective four-fermion contact interactions, such as

Leff =
1

1 + δef

1

m2
Z′

∑
A,B=L,R

CZ′
eA
CZ′
fB
(ēγµPAe)(f̄γ

µPBf), (58)

where δef = 1(0) for f = e(̸= e), PL,R = 1
2(1∓ γ5), and CZ′

fL,R
are chiral gauge couplings of Z ′ with

f . Notice that all the SM fermions are vector-like under U(1)X . From the interactions in Eq. (56),

we extract the relative couplings, namely

CZ′
e = −CZ′

µ,τ = CZ′
νe = −CZ′

νµ,ντ = 3CZ′
u,c,d,s = −3CZ′

t,b = −3zgX . (59)

All lower limits of the scale of these contact interactions, labeled Λ±
ff , have been reported by

LEP-II, in which Λ+
ff for CZ′

eA
CZ′
fB

> 0 and Λ−
ff for CZ′

eA
CZ′
fB

< 0 [40]. The strongest constraint for

our model, where µ and τ have the same X charges and e has the X charge of opposite sign, comes

from the channel e+e− → µ+µ−(τ+τ−) with Λ−
µµ ≥ 16.3 TeV [42]. Hence, we obtain a relevant

constraint as

mZ′

|z|gX
>∼ 13.79 TeV. (60)

B. LHC

At the LHC, the Z ′ boson can be directly generated in hadron colliders through the channel

q̄q → Z ′ and subsequently decayed to quark pairs (dijet) or lepton pairs (dilepton), where the most

significant decay channel is Z ′ → l̄l with l = e, µ because of well-understood backgrounds [43, 45]
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and that it signifies a boson Z ′ having both couplings to quarks and leptons like our model. Using

the narrow width approximation, the cross section for the relevant process is given by [46]

σ(pp → Z ′ → l̄l) ≃ 1

3

∑
q

dLq̄q

dm2
Z′
σ̂(q̄q → Z ′)BR(Z ′ → l̄l), (61)

where the parton luminosities are written as dLq̄q/dm
2
Z′ , which can be extracted from Ref. [47],

and σ̂(q̄q → Z ′) is the peak cross-section approximated as σ̂(q̄q → Z ′) ≃ (CZ′
q )2π/3. The branching

ratio of Z ′ decaying into the lepton pair is given by BR(Z ′ → l̄l) = Γ(Z ′ → l̄l)/ΓZ′ with Γ(Z ′ →
l̄l) ≃ mZ′(CZ′

l )2/12π and

ΓZ′ ≃ mZ′

12π

∑
f

NC(f)(C
Z′
f )2 +

mZ′

8π
(CZ′

νe )
2, (62)

assuming that the decay channels of Z ′ into right-handed neutrinos and new scalars negligibly

contribute to the total width of Z ′. Above, f denotes the SM charged fermions, Nf is the color

number of the fermion f , Θ is the step function, and the relevant couplings are given in Eq. (59).

In the left panel of Fig. 2, we plot the cross section for process σ(pp → Z ′ → l̄l) as a function of

Z ′-boson mass according to three distinct values of the product |z|gX . Additionally, we include the

upper limits on the cross section of this process as a black (gray) curve, which is observed by the

ATLAS-2019 for Γ/m = 3% [43] (the CMS-2019 for Γ/m = 0.6% [45]). It is clear that the lower

bounds on the Z ′-boson mass are 4.41, 4.93, and 5.21 TeV corresponding to |z|gX = 0.05, 0.08,

and 0.11. Further, in the right panel of this figure, we show the lower bound of Z ′-boson mass

defined by the ATLAS (CMS) for a range of |z|gX as the black (gray) curve. We also add the

lower bound on the Z ′-boson mass obtained from the LEP-II (brown curve) for comparison. The

available regions for the Z ′-boson mass lie above these curves. It is easy to see that the constraints

from the ATLAS and CMS are much stronger than one from the LEP-II.

IV. FLAVOR ANOMALIES

Without loss of generality we align the quark mixing to the down quark sector and the lepton

mixing to the neutral lepton sector, i.e., VdL = VCKM and V †
νL = VPMNS, so VuL = VeL = 1.

Additionally, we assume VuR,dR,eR ≃ VuL,dL,eL since the current experiment does not define these

right-handed fermion mixing matrices and the gauge symmetry under consideration that contains

the baryon and lepton numbers may obey a left-right symmetry at high energy.

We would like to note that the CKM matrix can be parameterized by three mixing angles

θ12,13,23 and the CP -violating phase δ [48]. Further, these mixing angles can be defined via the
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FIG. 2: Left panel: dilepton production cross-section as a function of Z ′-boson mass for various

values of the |z|gX product. The black (gray) curve shows the upper bound on the cross section

obtained from ATLAS (CMS) [43, 45]. Right panel: the black (gray, brown) curve denotes the

lower bound on the Z ′-boson mass obtained from ATLAS (CMS, LEP-II). The parameter space

according to shaded regions is excluded.

Wolfenstein parameters λ,A, ρ̄, η̄ [49–51], i.e.,

sin θ12 = λ, sin θ23 = Aλ2, sin θ13 = Aλ3
√
ρ̄2 + η̄2/(1− λ2/2). (63)

The values of the Wolfenstein parameters and known input parameters associated with quark flavor

phenomenology, which will be used in our numerical study, are listed in Table III.

Input parameters Values Input parameters Values

λ 0.22519(83) [52] A 0.828(11) [52]

ρ̄ 0.1609(95) [52] η̄ 0.347(10) [52]

mu 2.16(7) MeV [5] md 4.70(7) MeV [5]

mc 1.2730(46) GeV [5] ms 93.5(8) MeV [5]

mt 172.57(29) GeV [5] mb 4.183(7) GeV [52]

fK 155.7(3) MeV [53] mK 497.611(13) MeV [5]

fBd
190.0(1.3) MeV [53] mBd

5279.72(8) MeV [5]

fBs
230.3(1.3) MeV [53] mBs

5366.93(10) MeV [5]

N(Eγ) 3.3× 10−3 [54] CSM
7 (µb = 2 GeV) −0.3636[54–56]

TABLE III: Numerical values of known input parameters for quark flavors.



18

A. Meson oscillations and quark transitions

Since the quark generations are not universal under the additional gauge group U(1)X , the

present model predicts flavor changing processes in the quark sector associated with the additional

gauge boson Z ′, such as the neutral meson oscillations K0–K̄0 and B0
d,s–B̄

0
d,s at the tree level, and

the quark transition b → s at both tree and loop levels, as descried by Feynman diagrams in Fig.

3. The effective Hamiltonian relevant for these processes can be written as [57]

Hquark
eff =

∑
X=K,Bd,Bs

C2
X(O2

X +O′2
X + 2OXO′

X)− 4GF√
2
V ∗
tsVtb

∑
Y=7,8,9

CY (OY +O′
Y ), (64)

where GF is the Fermi constant, Vts,tb are the CKM matrix elements, and the primed operators

O′
X,Y are chirally flipped counterpart of unprimed operators OX,Y , i.e., PL ↔ PR.

dj di

Z′

dc
i dc

j

(a) Tree-level diagrams for CK,Bd,Bs
.

b di di s

Z′

γ

b di di s

Z′

g

(b) One-loop diagrams for C7 (left) and C8 (right).

b s

Z′ l

lc

b di di s

Z′

γ l

lc

b di s

Z′Z′
l

l

lc

(c) Tree-level, penguin, and box diagrams for C9.

FIG. 3: Diagrams for quark flavor-changing processes induced by Z ′, where di(j) = d, s, b for

i(j) = 1, 2, 3 and l = e, µ.

The operators and Wilson coefficients in the first summation in Eq. (64) are given by

O(′)
K = d̄γµPL(R)s, O(′)

Bd
= d̄γµPL(R)b, O(′)

Bs
= s̄γµPL(R)b, (65)

CK = ΓdL
12 /mZ′ , CBd

= ΓdL
13 /mZ′ , CBs = ΓdL

23 /mZ′ . (66)
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Hence, the contribution of NP to the neutral meson mass differences is estimated as [58, 59]

∆mNP
K =

2

3
Re[C2

K ]

[
1

2
−
(

mK

md +ms

)2
]
mKf2

K , (67)

∆mNP
Bd

= ∆mZ′
K (CK → CBd

,mK → mBd
,ms → mb, fK → fBd

), (68)

∆mNP
Bs

= ∆mZ′
K (CK → CBs ,mK → mBs ,md → mb, fK → fBs). (69)

The measurement results and SM predictions for the meson mass differences are respectively label

as ∆mExp
Bd,s,K

and ∆mSM
Bd,s,K

, and their current values are presented in Table IV. For the B0
d,s–B̄

0
d,s

meson systems, at 1σ range, we have ∆mSM
Bd

/∆mExp
Bd

= 1.0712(1 ± 0.0535) and ∆mSM
Bs

/∆mExp
Bs

=

1.0566(1±0.0458). Imposing ∆mExp
Bd,Bs

= ∆mSM
Bd,Bs

+∆mNP
Bd,Bs

, we obtain the following constraints,

∆mNP
Bd

∆mExp
Bd

∈ [−0.1286,−0.0139],
∆mNP

Bs

∆mExp
Bs

∈ [−0.1050,−0.0082]. (70)

With the K0–K̄0 meson system, since the lattice QCD calculations for long-distance effect are

not well controlled, we require that the present theory contributes about 30% to ∆mK , i.e.,

∆mSM
K /∆mExp

K = 1(1± 0.3), which then translates to a constraint as

∆mNP
K

∆mExp
K

∈ [−0.3, 0.3], (71)

taking ∆mExp
K = ∆mSM

K +∆mNP
K .

Observation SM prediction Experimental value

∆mK 0.467× 10−2 ps−1 [60] 0.5293(9)× 10−2 ps−1 [5]

∆mBd
0.543(29) ps−1 [61] 0.5069(19) ps−1 [5]

∆mBs
18.77(86) ps−1 [61] 17.765(6) ps−1 [5]

BR(B̄ → Xsγ) 3.40(17)× 10−4 [54] 3.49(19)× 10−4 [5]

RK 1.00(1) [62] 0.949+0.042+0.022
−0.041−0.022 [63, 64]

RK∗ 1.00(1) [62] 1.027+0.072+0.027
−0.068−0.026 [63, 64]

TABLE IV: The SM predictions and experimental values for quark flavor changing observables.

The second summation in Eq. (64) relates to the quark transition b → s, for which the relevant

operators are defined as

O(′)
7 =

e

16π2
mb(s̄σ

µνPR(L)b)Fµν , (72)

O(′)
8 =

gs
16π2

mb(s̄σ
µνT aPR(L)b)G

a
µν , (73)

O(′)
9 =

e2

16π2
(s̄γµPL(R)b)(l̄γµl), (74)



20

with e to be the electromagnetic coupling constant, e = gsW , and l = e, µ. For the Wilson

coefficients CY , we decompose each of them as the sum of four distinct pieces, namely CY =

Ctree
Y + C loop

Y + Cpenguin
Y + Cbox

Y for which the superscripts indicate the style of relative diagrams.

At the scale µZ′ = O(mZ′), we obtain

C loop
7 (µZ′) ≃ − 2m2

W

9g2V ∗
tsVtb

1

m2
Z′
(Γ∗dL

12 ΓdL
13 + CZ′

s ΓdL
23 − 2Γ∗dL

32 CZ′
b ), (75)

C loop
8 (µZ′) ≃ −3C loop

7 (µZ′), Ctree
9,l (µZ′) ≃ − 32m2

Wπ2

e2g2V ∗
tsVtb

ΓdL
23C

Z′
l

m2
Z′

, (76)

Cpenguin
9,l (µZ′) ≃ − m2

W

9g2V ∗
tsVtb

1

m2
Z′

(
Γ∗dL
12 ΓdL

13 ln
m4

d

m4
Z′

+ CZ′
s ΓdL

23 ln
m4

s

m4
Z′

+ Γ∗dL
32 CZ′

b ln
m4

b

m4
Z′

)
, (77)

Cbox
9,l (µZ′) ≃ − m2

W

2e2g2V ∗
tsVtb

1

m2
Z′
(Γ∗dL

12 ΓdL
13 + CZ′

s ΓdL
23 + Γ∗dL

32 CZ′
b )(CZ′

l )2. (78)

Here, we use ’t Hooft gauge ζ = 1 for calculating the diagrams. With the diagrams in subfigure

3b, we calculate on shell, i.e., q2 = 0, p2s = m2
s, and p2b = m2

b . Since ms ≪ mb, we set the s quark

mass to be zero, ms = 0, and keep the b quark mass at the linear order, i.e., m2
b = 0. Additionally,

we calculate in the limit m2
di
/m2

Z′ ,m2
l /m

2
Z′ ≪ 1 since mdi,l ∼ O(1) GeV ≪ mZ′ ∼ O(1) TeV, for

simplicity. Notice that under this limit other loop diagrams associated with the Goldstone boson

GZ′ are suppressed by factors m2
di
/m2

Z′ ,m2
l /m

2
Z′ ≪ 1, hence we can safely ignore the box diagrams

associated with the Goldstone boson GZ′ and keep only the ones associated with the new gauge

boson Z ′.

In the presence of NP, the B̄ → Xsγ branching ratio is given by [65, 66]

BR(B̄ → Xsγ) =
6αem

πC

∣∣∣∣V ∗
tsVtb

Vcb

∣∣∣∣2 [|C7(µb)|2 + |C ′
7(µb)|2 +N(Eγ)

]
BR(B̄ → Xceν̄), (79)

where αem is the electromagnetic fine structure constant, αem = e2/4π, and C is the semileptonic

phase-space factor, and N(Eγ) is a nonperturbative contribution, estimated at the level of around

4% of the branching ratio [54], and BR(B̄ → Xceν̄) is the branching ratio for semileptonic decay.

The coefficients C
(′)
7 (µb) are evaluated at the matching scale µb = 2 GeV by running down from

the higher scale µZ′ = O(mZ′) via the renormalization group equations. These coefficients can be

split as

C7(µb) = CSM
7 (µb) + CNP

7 (µb), C
′
7(µb) = CNP

7 (µb), (80)

in which CSM
7 (µb) is the SM Wilson coefficient, calculated up to next-to-next-leading order of QCD

corrections, while CNP
7 (µb) is the NP Wilson coefficient, calculated at leading order [66] as

CNP
7 (µb) = κ7C

loop
7 (µZ′) + κ8C

loop
8 (µZ′) + ∆current

Z′ (µb). (81)
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The last term in Eq. (81) results from the mixing of new neutral current-current operators,

generated by the exchange of Z ′ with the dipole operators O7,8,

∆current
Z′ (µb) = − 2m2

W

m2
Z′g2V ∗

tsVtb

∑
A,f

κfLAΓ
∗dL
23 CZ′

f +
∑
A

κ̂dLAΓ
∗dL
21 ΓdA

31

 (82)

for A = L,R, and f = u, c, t, d, s, b. The coefficients κ and κ̂ are NP magic numbers and their

numerical values are given in Ref. [66]. Considering the ratio among the experimental and SM

values for this branching ratio (see Table IV), we obtain a constraint at 1σ range as

1 + 2
|CNP

7 |2 + CSM
7 Re[CNP

7 ]

|CSM
7 |2 +N(Eγ)

= 1.0265(1± 0.0739). (83)

The RK and RK∗ lepton flavor universality testing ratios measured by LHCb Collaboration (see

Table IV) are defined in terms of the Wilson coefficients C l
9 = Ctree

9,l +Cpenguin
9,l +Cbox

9,l in the range

of squared dilepton mass q2 = [1.1, 6.0] as [67]

RK

RSM
K

=
1 + 0.48Re[Cµ

9 ] + 0.06|Cµ
9 |2

1 + 0.48Re[Ce
9 ] + 0.06|Ce

9 |2
, (84)

RK∗

RSM
K∗

=
1 + 0.36Re[Cµ

9 ] + 0.06|Cµ
9 |2

1 + 0.36Re[Ce
9 ] + 0.06|Ce

9 |2
, (85)

where RSM
K,K∗ are the SM predictions for RK,K∗ . The numerical values for RK,K∗ predicted by SM

and measured by experiment are shown in Table IV.

Doing numerical analysis for the observables mentioned above, we use the known input param-

eters listed in Table III and scan the free parameters in ranges |z|gX ∈ [10−3, 1] and Λ1,2 ∈ [1, 50]

TeV. Results are shown in the plane of Λ1 versus Λ2 (left panel) and mZ′ versus |z|gX (right panel)

in Fig. 4, where the blue points satisfy all the constraints. The left panel demonstrates that the

viable points are limited in the ranges 1 TeV ≤ Λ1
<∼ 39.32 TeV and 1 TeV ≤ Λ2

<∼ 13.14 TeV.

Additionally, the behavior of Λ1 and Λ2 is inverse, namely if the value of Λ1 increases then Λ2

decreases and vice versa. Further, we find a relevant constraint as

57.09 TeV <∼ 2
√

Λ2
1 + 9Λ2

2 ≡
mZ′

|z|gX
<∼ 78.92 TeV. (86)

The lower bound in Eq. (86) is more stringent and quite larger than the one determined in Eq.

(60). In the right panel, to obtain a lower bound for mZ′ , we include the results from the ATLAS,

CMS, and LEP-II, which are shown in the right panel of Fig. 2. We see that the viable points are

limited in the ranges

mZ′ >∼ 4.64 TeV, |z|gX >∼ 0.059. (87)
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FIG. 4: The correlations between the Λ1 and Λ2 VEVs (left panel), and between the mass of new

gauge boson mZ′ and the product |z|gX (right panel). The collider bounds presented in Fig. 2

are included to the right panel for completeness.

B. Charged-lepton flavor violation

With the assumption VeL,R = 1 then Γ
eL,R

i,j = 0 for i ̸= j, the model under consideration does not

predict cLFV interactions mediated by Z ′. However, the Yukawa couplings hx and ka associated

with the neutrino mass generation (see Fig. 1) can generate cLFV processes at one-loop level, such

as ei → ejγ and ei → ej ējej (3ej) decays with ei,j = e, µ, τ for i, j = 1, 2, 3, and µ − e conversion

in nuclei. In addition, the decays τ → µγ and τ → 3µ receive contributions from both the seesaw

and scotogenic mechanisms, whereas the decays τ/µ → eγ and τ/µ → 3e and the µ− e conversion

only include to the scotogenic contribution.

For the radiate lepton decays ei → ejγ, their branching ratios (BRs) are approximately given

by [68–71]

BR(µ → eγ) =
48π3αem

G2
F

|G21
D |2BR(µ → eνµν̄e), (88)

BR(τ → eγ) =
48π3αem

G2
F

|G31
D |2BR(τ → eντ ν̄e), (89)

BR(τ → µγ) =

(
48π3αem

G2
F

|G32
D |2 + 3αem

32π

v4

M4
ν

h22h
2
3 |S(us)|2

)
BR(τ → µντ ν̄µ), (90)

where the parameter us is defined by us = M2
ν /m

2
W . The dipole form factors Gx1,32

D for x = 2, 3
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are related to the scotogenic contribution and are defined as

Gx1
D =

s2θkxk1
64π2

 1

m2
H±

1

G(u1)−
1

m2
H±

2

G(u2)

 , (91)

G32
D = − k3k2

32π2

 s2θ
m2

H±
1

G(u1) +
c2θ

m2
H±

2

G(u2)

 , (92)

with the parameters u1,2 = M2
N/m2

H±
1,2

< 1. Above, the loop functions have the form:

G(u) = 1− 6u+ 3u2 + 2u3 − 6u2 lnu

6(1− u)4
, S(us) = 3usG(us). (93)

Additionally, it is well known that BR(µ → eνµν̄e) ≃ 1, BR(τ → eντ ν̄e) ≃ 0.178, and BR(τ →
µντ ν̄µ) ≃ 0.174 [5].

For the leptonic decays ei → 3ej , there are four types of one-loop diagrams to be γ-penguin,

Z-penguin, H-penguin, and box diagram, in both the scotogenic and seesaw contributions [68–

71]. However, the contribution of the H-penguin diagrams is suppressed by the smallness of the

involved Yukawa couplings. Additionally, the leading order scotogenic contribution of Z-penguin

diagrams is proportional to the square of the charged lepton masses and thus negligible compared

to the scotogenic contribution of the γ-penguin and box diagrams, see Ref. [69] for more details.

Therefore, the branching ratios for these processes can be calculated as [68–71]

BR(µ → 3e) =
6π2α2

em

G2
F

{
|H21

ND|2 + |G21
D |2

(
16

3
ln

mµ

me
− 22

3

)
+
1

6
|B21|2 − 4

[
H21

NDG
21
D − 1

6
(H21

ND − 2G21
D )B21

]}
BR(µ → eνµν̄e), (94)

BR(τ → 3e) =
6π2α2

em

G2
F

{
|H31

ND|2 + |G31
D |2

(
16

3
ln

mτ

me
− 22

3

)
+
1

6
|B31|2 − 4

[
H31

NDG
31
D − 1

6
(H31

ND − 2G31
D )B31

]}
BR(τ → eντ ν̄e), (95)

BR(τ → 3µ) =
6π2α2

em

G2
F

{
|H32

ND|2 + |G32
D |2

(
16

3
ln

mτ

mµ
− 22

3

)
+
1

6
|B32|2 − 4

[
H32

NDG
32
D − 1

6
(H32

ND − 2G32
D )B32

]}
BR(τ → µντ ν̄µ)

+
α2
em

32π2s4W

v4

M4
ν

h22h
2
3

{
|SBox(us) + c2WSZ(us) + 2s2WSγ(us)|2 + 2s4W |SZ(us)− Sγ(us)|2

+2s2W [SBox(us) + SZ(us)]S(us)− 6s4W [SZ(us)− Sγ(us)]S(us)

+s4W |S(us)|2
(
ln

m2
τ

m2
µ

− 11

4

)}
BR(τ → µντ ν̄µ), (96)

where the non-dipole form factors Hx1,32
ND are generated by non-dipole photon penguins, whereas
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the form factors Bx1,32 are induced by box-type diagrams, which have the form:

Hx1
ND =

1

3
Gx1

D |G(u)→H(u), H32
ND =

1

3
G32

D |G(u)→H(u), (97)

Bx1 = − s2θkxk
3
1

128π3αem

 c2θ
m2

H±
1

B(u1)−
s2θ

m2
H±

2

B(u2)−
2c2θ
m2

N

B(u1, u2)

 , (98)

B32 =
k3k

3
2

64π3αem

 s4θ
m2

H±
1

B(u1) +
c4θ

m2
H±

2

B(u2) +
s22θ
m2

N

B(u1, u2)

 . (99)

Above, the loop functions are defined by

H(u) =
2− 9u+ 18u2 − 11u3 + 6u3 lnu

6(1− u)4
, B(u) = 1− u2 + 2u lnu

2(u− 1)3
, (100)

B(u1, u2) = − u1u2
2(1− u1)(1− u2)

− u21u2 lnu1
2(1− u1)2(u1 − u2)

− u1u
2
2 lnu2

2(1− u2)2(u2 − u1)
, (101)

SBox(us) = − us
2(1− us)

(
1 +

lnus
1− us

)
, SZ(us) = − us

4(1− us)

(
5 +

2 + 3us
1− us

lnus

)
, (102)

Sγ(us) =
us(7u

2
s − us − 12)

24(1− us)3
− u2s(12− 10us + u2s)

12(1− us)4
lnus. (103)

Next, we consider µ−e conversion in nuclei based on the framework of our model. This process

receives contributions from γ-, Z- and H-penguin diagrams [69]. However, the leading order

contribution from the Z-penguins is proportional to the square of the charged lepton masses and

thus negligible compared to the γ-penguin contribution. Additionally, the H-penguin contribution

is suppressed by the smallness of the involved Yukawa couplings. Therefore, the µ− e conversion

is dominated only by the γ-penguin diagrams. Further, we concentrate on the coherent conversion

processes in which the final state of the nucleus N is the same as the initial one, and then the

matrix elements of ⟨N |q̄γµγ5q|N ⟩, ⟨N |q̄γ5q|N ⟩, and ⟨N |q̄σµνq|N ⟩ vanish identically. In this case,

the µ− e conversion rate (CR) in a target of atomic nuclei, relative to the muon capture rate, can

be calculated as [72, 73]

CR(µ− e,N ) =
peEem

3
µG

2
Fα

3
emZ

4
effF

2
p

8π2ZΓcapt

∣∣∣Z (
2gγLV (u) + gγLV (d)

)
+N

(
gγLV (u) + 2gγLV (d)

)∣∣∣2 , (104)

where Z and N are the number of protons and neutrons in the nucleus, Zeff is the effective atomic

charge, Fp is the nuclear matrix element, and Γcapt is the total muon capture rate. The numerical

values of these parameters for the nuclei used in current or near future experiments can be found in

[73] and references therein, such as [Z,N,Zeff, Fp,Γcapt × 1018(GeV)] = [22, 26, 17.6, 0.54, 1.70422],

[79, 118, 33.5, 0.16, 8.59868], and [82, 125, 34.0, 0.15, 8.84868], for titanium (Ti), gold (Au), and lead

(Pb), respectively. In addition, pe and Ee are the momentum and energy of the electron, which
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are set to mµ in the numerical evaluation. The effective couplings gγLV (q) for q = u, d are associate

with a left-handed leptonic vector current, generated by photon penguins,

gγLV (q) =

√
2

GF
e2Qq(H

21
ND −G21

D ), (105)

with Qq to be the electric charge of the quark q. We note that in Eq. (104) a right-handed leptonic

vector current is not generated at one-loop level, i.e., gγRV (q) = 0, because the new scalar doublets

η and ρ only couple to the left-handed lepton doublets l1L and lxL, respectively.

cLFV process Current bound Future sensitivity

BR(µ → eγ) 3.1× 10−13 [74] 6.0× 10−14 [75]

BR(τ → eγ) 3.3× 10−8 [76] 3.0× 10−9 [77]

BR(τ → µγ) 4.4× 10−8 [76] 1.0× 10−9 [77]

BR(µ → 3e) 1.0× 10−12 [78] 1.0× 10−16 [79]

BR(τ → 3e) 2.7× 10−8 [80] 5.0× 10−10 [77]

BR(τ → 3µ) 2.1× 10−8 [80] 4.0× 10−10 [77]

CR(µ – e, Ti) 4.3× 10−12 [81] 1.0× 10−18 [82]

CR(µ – e, Au) 7.0× 10−13 [83] No data

CR(µ – e, Pb) 4.6× 10−11 [84] No data

TABLE V: Current experimental bounds and future sensitivities for the BRs and CRs of cLFV

processes.

In Table V we present the current experimental limits and future sensitivities for the BRs and

CRs of cLFV processes. First of all, we can estimate that the seesaw contributions are negligible,

∼ 10−31 for BR(τ → µγ) and ∼ 10−32 for BR(τ → 3µ), compared to their experimental bounds,

∼ 10−8 [76, 80], taking h2,3 ∼ 10−5.9 and Mν ∼ 1 TeV, as implied from the neutrino mass

generation. Regarding the scotogenic contributions to these BRs, they are strongly suppressed

by the largeness of charged odd-scalar masses and/or the smallness of the Yukawa couplings.

For example, take mH±
1,2

∼ mN ∼ 1 TeV, the current experimental bounds and expected future

sensitivities on these BRs can be satisfied if k2,3 <∼ 1. Whereas, if mH±
1,2

∼ mN ∼ 0.1 TeV,

the maximum allowed Yukawa coupling must be lowered to 0.1.3 For the remaining decays, the

scotogenic contribution is suppressed by not only the largeness of charged odd-scalar masses and/or

the smallness of the Yukawa couplings but also either the small mixing among η± and ρ± or the

degeneracy among charged odd-scalar masses. Since the present work is considering the mixing

3 The lower bound on charged scalar mass, imposed by LEP, is in the range [70, 90] GeV [85].
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among η± and ρ± to be small, it is natural to assume that the charged odd-scalar masses are not

degenerate. In Fig. 5, we present the strongest constraints for the magnitude of Yukawa couplings

k1,2,3, generally denoted k, which come from the cLFV processes considered above. Here, we

randomly seed the free parameters in ranges as k ∈ [10−3,
√
4π], mN,H±

1,2
∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV, and

require the small mixing, i.e., |θ| ∼ 0.5× arctan(v2/|m2
H±

2

−m2
H±

1

|) < π/16. This figure show that

the current experimental bounds, indicated by the solid red lines, constrain k <∼ 0.8. Further, the

future sensitivities for these processes, indicated by the dashed red lines, imply the upper bound

of k must be lowered to 0.2.

FIG. 5: BRs and CR as a function of the magnitude of Yukawa coupling k. The solid and dashed

red lines indicate the current bounds and future sensitivities, respectively. The parameter space

according to shaded regions is excluded.

V. DARK MATTER

Our model contains two potential candidate kinds for DM: dark singlet fermion (NR) and dark

doublet scalar (R1,2, I1,2). This section focuses on studying the viable DM candidate, either NR

or R1, which is assumed to be the lightest of the dark fields. Additionally, in the limit Λ1,2 ≫ v, µ
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then the mixings in the scalar sector are tiny, i.e., ϵ1,2, θR,I , θ ≪ 1, thus these mixings can be safely

neglected in the calculation here. In addition, this section assumes Λ1 ≃ Λ2 ≡ Λ for simplicity.

A. Fermion dark matter

Assuming that NR is the lightest among the dark particles, i.e., MN < mR1,2 ,mI1,2 ,mH±
1,2
, thus

NR is absolutely stabilized by the residual matter parity Z2 and responsible for DM. Since NR

is a gauge singlet, NR ∼ (1, 1, 0, 0), its production mechanism in the early Universe depends on

the magnitude of Yukawa couplings ka, which couple NR with SM leptons and the dark doublet

scalars, η and ρ. As mentioned in the last paragraph of Section II.D., the scotogenic contribution to

neutrino mass is appropriate to the experiment if kλ19 ∼ 10−4 and MN ∼ 1 TeV, where k ∼ ka for

a = 1, 2, 3. Hence, if λ19 is made small, then k can be enhanced and vice versa, and it is not possible

to obtain k smaller than O(10−4) even if λ19 is O(1). In other words, the viable DM candidate

NR is significantly coupled to the normal matter in the thermal bath of the early Universe. Note

that the dark doublet scalars are always in thermal equilibrium with the SM plasma since they

are coupled to the Higgs and gauge portals via the couplings λ11,12,13,14 and/or gX . Hence, the

freeze-out mechanism works, determining the DM relic density and implying the DM’s nature as

a weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP).

The computation of the DM relic density ΩDMh2 and DM-nucleon spin-independent (SI) cross

section at tree level σSI is performed with the micrOMEGAs-6.0.5 [86, 87]. Regarding input

parameters, we randomly seed k and mNR
in ranges as k ∈ [10−3,

√
4π] and mNR

∈ [0.5, 1.2]

TeV, which are similar in cLFV studies. The mass of dark charged Higgs bosons H±
1,2 is also

seeded in the range [0.5, 1.2] TeV, but with additional constraint m2
H±

2

> v2/ tan (π/8)+m2
H±

1

, also

inspired by cLFV studies. They suggest that the DM relic density can be mostly governed by the

(co)annihilation of H±
1 , R1, I1, whereas the fields H±

2 , R2, I2 contribute insignificantly. Otherwise,

the coupling gX is chosen to satisfy quark flavor studies, i.e., |z|gX >∼ 0.059; for instance, we set

|z| = 1 and gX = 0.08. In addition, the Higgs scalar coupling λ19 is modified by the values of k

and mNR
due to the following constraint obtained by loop contribution to active neutrino mass,

kλ19 ∼ 10−4 [TeV1/2]/
√
mNR

. It is worth stressing that if mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV, there are

two resonances in relic density, since the (co)annihilation of H±
1 , R1, I1 through s-channel H1,2

mediation. Therefore, the Higgs couplings λ2,3,6 and λ which affect to mH1,2 are chosen such

that either mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV or mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV. We also assume that λ11,12,13,14 ∼
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O(10−2 − 10−1).4

FIG. 6: The correlations between Yukawa coupling k and mass of fermionic DM mNR
satisfying

the 3σ range of CMB observation for DM relic density [88] with mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV (left panel)

and mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV (right panel). The parameter ∆m ≡ mH±
1 ,R1,I1

−mNR
denotes the

degeneracy in mass. The solid and dashed red lines represent the upper limits k <∼ 0.8 and

k <∼ 0.2 obtained from current and future cLFV constraints, respectively.

The left panel of Fig. 6 corresponds to case mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV, in which the correlations

between Yukawa coupling k and fermionic DM mass mNR
fulfilling 3σ the constraint of relic

density for DM by CMB observation ΩDMh2 = 0.11933 ± 0.00091 [88], are demonstrated. Here,

the correlations are plotted for each mass difference between dark particles H±
1 , R1, I1 and DM

candidate NR, ∆m = mH±
1 ,R1,I1

− mNR
. We firstly focus on the cases ∆m ∈ [1, 20] GeV and

∆m ∈ [20, 50] GeV, which imply there are nearly degeneracy between mNR
and mH±

1 ,R1,I1
. Hence,

the relic abundance of the lightest dark particle NR is determined by not only its annihilation but

also the annihilation of particles like H±
1 , R1, I1. The diagrams in subfigure 7b are coannihilations

of NR with dark scalar particles into a lepton and a gauge boson or Higgs boson. The annihilation

of the coannihilation partners directly into Higgs bosons, via gauge interactions into SM particles,

or via DM-mediated t-channel into leptons, is described by diagrams in subfigure 7c. We see that

the values of Yukawa coupling k not only tend to increase with mNR
but also with ∆m. For

instance k varies in the following ranges [0.52, 0.973], [0.772, 1.17], [0.97, 1.272] and [1.02, 1.281] for

∆m ∈ [1, 20] GeV, ∆m ∈ [20, 50] GeV, ∆m ∈ [50, 100] GeV and ∆m ∈ [100, 150] GeV, respectively.

However, to satisfy the current constraint from cLFV studies, k <∼ 0.8 (shown as the solid red line),

4 It is checked that if we choose larger values for the Higgs couplings, i.e., λ11,12,13,14 ∼ O(10−1 −1), then the viable

parameter space for fermionic DM scenario is relaxed. However, the scalar DM scenario is ruled out since it cannot

account for the observed DM relic density.
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the only scenario with lowest mass degeneration ∆m ∈ [1, 20] GeV is shown to be adapted, but

cannot explain the future constraint k <∼ 0.2 (denoted as dashed red line). In particular, this case

satisfies the current cLFV constraint k <∼ 0.8 only if mNR
∈ [0.5, 0.979] TeV. Thus, the model

within the mass degeneration between fermionic DM mNR
and other dark particles ∆m ∈ [1, 20]

GeV, the viable range of k and mNR
satisfying both constraints of relic density [88] and current

cLFV studies are k ∈ [0.52, 0.8] and mNR
∈ [0.5, 0.979] TeV, but does not reach the future cLFV

limit k <∼ 0.2.

NR νi

Rα, Iα

NR νi

NR ei

H±
α

NR ei

(a) Annihilations of fermion DM into SM leptons.

H±
1

Z,H,W

e

NR e, ν1

R1, I1 W,Z

νi

NR ei, νi

H±
1

Z,H,W

H±
1 /R1, I1

NR e, νi

R1, I1 Z,H,W

R1, I1, H
±
1

NR νi, e

(b) Coannihilations of fermion DM with dark scalar particles.

H±
1 , R1, I1 H,Z,W

H∓
1 , R1, I1 H,Z,W

H±
1 , R1, I1 SM

γ,Z, Z′

H∓
1 , R1, I1 SM

H±
1 SM

W

R1, I1 SM

H±
1 , R1, I1 SM

H,Hα

H∓
1 , R1, I1 SM

H±
1 , R1, I1 W,Z,H

H±
1 , R1, I1

H∓
1 , R1, I1 W,Z,H

H±
1 , R1, I1 e, νi

NR

H∓
1 , R1, I1 e, νi

(c) Annihilations of coannihilation partners.

FIG. 7: Annihilations and coannihilations govern the DM relic density, where α = 1, 2.

Moving to the right panel of Fig. 6 where mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV, we see that the behaviors
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in the low mass degeneracy cases ∆m ∈ [1, 20] GeV and ∆m ∈ [20, 50] GeV change remarkably,

in compared to corresponding ones in the left panel. We find two distinct resonances according

to mNR
∼ mH1,2/2, which are relate to the (co)annihilation of H±

1 , R1, I1 via s-channel with

H1,2 to be mediators such as H+
1 H−

1 , R1R1, I1I1 → W+W−, HH. Indeed, when fermionic DM

mass mNR
attains around a half of mediators mH1,2/2, the relic density usually turns to be very

suppressed since the annihilation cross section is proportional 1/(m2
H1,2

− 4m2
NR

). However, the

other contributions, such as the diagrams of subfigure 7b and the last one in subfigure 7c, trigger

relic abundance related to 1/k2. Thus, if k is small enough, these contributions will give large values

for relic density, and then the ΩNR
h2 can attain desirable values. Moreover, the case ∆m ∈ [20, 50]

GeV gives correlated points satisfying cLFV constraint k <∼ 0.8, in contrast to the left panel. It is

worth noting that both scenarios ∆m ∈ [1, 20] GeV and ∆m ∈ [20, 50] GeV even adapt the future

cLFV constraint k <∼ 0.2. Consequently, the right panel implies a better explanation for current

and future cLFV constraints besides fulfilling CMB observation for DM relic abundance [88].

Next, we discuss the direct detection searches for the fermion DM NR. Although there are no

direct interactions between NR with SM quarks at the tree level, NR can have effective couplings

with various SM particles, such as the photon, Z boson, and Higgs boson, at the one-loop level.

Additionally, the Z-boson exchange leads to an effective axial-vector interaction, which gives rise

to a spin-dependent DM-nucleon scattering and is dominant if the couplings between Higgs and

the dark scalars are very small. Since the constraint of spin-dependent DM-nucleon scattering is

relatively less constrained than the SI scattering, we focus here on the SI DM-nucleon scattering

exchanged by the Higgs boson, as described in Fig. 8.

q q

NR NRei, νi

H

H±
α , Rα, Iα H±

α , Rα, Iα

FIG. 8: Diagrams for DM-nucleon scattering, where α = 1, 2.

The effective Lagrangian describing the scattering of NR with quarks is given by

Leff = CSImq(N̄
c
RNR)(q̄q), (106)
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where the effective coupling of NR to quarks are calculated as

CSI ≃ − k2

16π2m2
HMN

(
λ11I(m2

H±
1
,M2

N ) + λ12I(m2
H±

2
,M2

N )

+
λ11 + λ13

2
I(M2

η ,M
2
N ) +

λ12 + λ14

2
I(M2

ρ ,M
2
N )

)
(107)

with loop function is calculated in the limitmei,νi/mH±
α /Rα,Iα

≪ 1, given by the following expression

I(a, b) = 1− a−b
b ln a

a−b for a > b. Then, the SI cross section for the interaction of NR with a proton

is given by

σp
SI =

4m2
p

π

(
MNmp

MN +mp

)2

C2
SIf

2
p , (108)

where fp represents the scalar form factor, fp = 0.326 [89].

With the constraints obtained above, i.e., k <∼ 0.8, mNR
∈ [0.5, 0.9] TeV, and ∆m ∈ [1, 20]

GeV, we estimate the SI NR-nucleon cross section σNR
SI ≤ O(10−49 − 10−48) cm2. This predicted

σNR
SI is in agreement with the current upper experimental limits from XENONnT [90], LZ [91], and

PandaX-4T [92].

B. Scalar dark matter

We now turn our attention for the scalar DM scenario, which is assumed as R1, i.e mR1 <

mNR
,mR2 ,mI1,2 ,mH±

1,2
. Since there are small mass splittings between DM candidate R1 and other

scalar dark particles I1 and H±
1 by the terms including λ19, as shown in Eqs. (32)–(34), thus the

relic abundance of R1 is affected mostly by the coannihilation channels with I1 and H±
1 . Similarly

in the previous case of fermionic DM NR, we also study the DM phenomenology in two separate

cases, mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV and mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV. In addition, depending on input parameter,

the scalar DM mass mR1 can be either degenerated with mNR
, i.e. mR1 − mNR

= ∆m ∈ [1, 20]

GeV or non-degenerated with mNR
.

In Fig. 9, we see that the left panel of the case mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV illustrates a different

behavior in comparison to the right panel of the case mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV. Indeed, in the left

panel, the relic density increases almost linearly with mR1 . In contrast, the relic density in the

right panel depends more significantly on mR1 with two resonances according to mR1 ≃ mH1/2

and mR1 ≃ mH2/2. This behavior is similar to that of fermionic DM NR. On the other hand, the

relic density ΩR1h
2 under the mass degeneration case between mR1 and mNR

is entirely overlapped

on that of the non-degeneration case in both panels. This situation is different than Fig. 6, thus

implying that the mass degeneration between mR1 and mNR
is not vital for the scalar DM scenario.
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FIG. 9: The relic abundance of scalar DM R1 as a function of its mass mR1 . Left panel is for the

case mH1,2/2 > 1.2 TeV and right panel is for the case mH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2] TeV. The dot-dashed

black lines represent the 3σ range of CMB observation [88]. Both the panels are plotted in two

cases, non-degeneration (blue points) and degeneration (green points) between mR1 and mNR
.

Besides, we obtain the range of mR1 satisfying CMB observation [88] is mR1 ∈ [0.6, 0.71] TeV for

left panel, whereas in the right panel, there are two satisfying distinct regions of mR1 which are

mR1 ∈ [0.59, 0.68] TeV and mR1 ∈ [0.793, 0.798] TeV.

In contrast with the case of fermion DM NR, the SI cross section for the scattering of scalar DM

on nucleon σR1
SI can be induced exactly at the tree-level via exchange of Higgs bosons H and H1,2.

It is important to note that there are also contributions from Z exchange to this process since R1

has non-zero hypercharge. However, as mentioned before, the masses of R1 and I1 are split by

small term depending on λ19 ̸= 0 (see Eqs. (32)–(33)), therefore the σR1
SI contributed by Z will

be kinematically forbidden, consequently making the Higgs boson effect becomes dominantly. The

predicted σR1
SI is plotted as the function ofmR1 in Fig. 10, where we have choosemH1,2/2 ∈ [0.5, 1.2]

TeV. We comment that the values of σR1
SI meet the upper experimental limits of XENONnT [90],

LZ [91] and PandaX-4T [92], in which σR1
SI is lower than 2 to 3 orders in magnitude. In addition,

the Fig. 10 also presents the comparison of predicted σR1
SI with the future sensitivity projections

including LZ/XENONnT [93, 94], DARWIN [95] and PandaX-xT [96]. This hints that the σR1
SI can

satisfy the constraint of LZ/XENONnT with whole range of mR1 , whereas for relaxing PandaX-xT

and DARWIN limits, we obtain mR1 ≥ 0.53 TeV and mR1 ≥ 0.72 TeV.
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FIG. 10: The SI R1-nucleon cross section σR1
SI as a function of mR1 . The figure is plotted for two

cases, non-degeneration (blue points) and degeneration (green points) between mR1 and mNR
.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have explored an extension of the SM, where the SM gauge symmetry is extended by the

Abelian gauge symmetry group U(1)X , for which the X charge depends on flavors of quarks and

leptons, in contrast to the usual charges like the electric charge and the hypercharge. We have shown

that the proposed model can provide simultaneously possible solutions for several puzzles of the SM,

including the observed fermion generation number, the neutrino mass generation mechanism, the

existence of DM, and the flavor anomalies in both the quark and lepton sectors. The new physics

effects of the new gauge boson Z ′ at the LEP and LHC experiments have also been examined.

We have determined the viable parameter space related to the additional gauge symmetry, which

satisfies all the current experimental constraints, such as the mass of new gauge boson mZ′ >∼ 4.64

TeV, the product of charge parameter and coupling constant |z|gX >∼ 0.059, the VEVs of new

scalars 57.09 TeV <∼ 2
√
Λ2
1 + 9Λ2

2
<∼ 78.92 TeV. Regarding DM, the model predicts two potential

candidates, the dark Majorana fermion NR and the dark scalar R1, with their masses, MN ∼ 0.5

– 0.9 TeV and MR1 ∼ 0.6 – 0.8 TeV. Besides, the magnitude of Yukawa couplings related to the

neutrino mass generation is estimated as h ∼ 10−5.9 and k <∼ 0.8 for the seesaw and scotogenic

mechanisms, respectively.



34

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This research is funded by Vietnam National Foundation for Science and Technology Develop-

ment (NAFOSTED) under grant number 103.01-2023.50.

[1] T. Kajita, Nobel lecture: Discovery of atmospheric neutrino oscillations, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016)

030501.

[2] A. B. McDonald, Nobel lecture: The sudbury neutrino observatory: Observation of flavor change for

solar neutrinos, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016) 030502.

[3] WMAP collaboration, Nine-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) Observations:

Cosmological Parameter Results, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 208 (2013) 19 [1212.5226].

[4] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, Astron. Astrophys. 641

(2020) A6 [1807.06209].

[5] Particle Data Group collaboration, Review of Particle Physics, PTEP 2022 (2022) 083C01.

[6] P. Minkowski, µ → eγ at a Rate of One Out of 109 Muon Decays?, Phys. Lett. 67B (1977) 421.

[7] M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond and R. Slansky, Complex Spinors and Unified Theories, Conf. Proc.

C790927 (1979) 315 [1306.4669].

[8] T. Yanagida, Horizontal symmetry and masses of neutrinos, Conf. Proc. C7902131 (1979) 95.

[9] S. L. Glashow, The Future of Elementary Particle Physics, NATO Sci. Ser. B 61 (1980) 687.

[10] R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Neutrino Mass and Spontaneous Parity Violation, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 44 (1980) 912.

[11] R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Neutrino Masses and Mixings in Gauge Models with

Spontaneous Parity Violation, Phys. Rev. D23 (1981) 165.

[12] G. Lazarides, Q. Shafi and C. Wetterich, Proton Lifetime and Fermion Masses in an SO(10) Model,

Nucl. Phys. B181 (1981) 287.

[13] J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, Neutrino Masses in SU(2) x U(1) Theories, Phys. Rev. D22 (1980)

2227.

[14] J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, Neutrino Decay and Spontaneous Violation of Lepton Number, Phys.

Rev. D25 (1982) 774.

[15] E. Ma, Verifiable radiative seesaw mechanism of neutrino mass and dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 73

(2006) 077301 [hep-ph/0601225].

[16] J. Kubo and D. Suematsu, Neutrino masses and CDM in a non-supersymmetric model, Phys. Lett. B

643 (2006) 336 [hep-ph/0610006].

[17] N. Rojas, R. Srivastava and J. W. F. Valle, Simplest Scoto-Seesaw Mechanism, Phys. Lett. B 789

(2019) 132 [1807.11447].

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.030501
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.030501
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.030502
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/208/2/19
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.5226
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(77)90435-X
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4669
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-7197-7_15
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.912
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.912
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.165
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90354-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.774
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.774
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.077301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.077301
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.11.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0610006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.12.014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11447


35

[18] D. Van Loi, P. Van Dong, N. T. Duy and N. H. Thao, Questions of flavor physics and neutrino mass

from a flipped hypercharge, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) 115022 [2312.12836].

[19] M. Singer, J. W. F. Valle and J. Schechter, Canonical Neutral Current Predictions From the Weak

Electromagnetic Gauge Group SU(3) X u(1), Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 738.

[20] J. W. F. Valle and M. Singer, Lepton Number Violation With Quasi Dirac Neutrinos, Phys. Rev. D

28 (1983) 540.

[21] F. Pisano and V. Pleitez, An SU(3) x U(1) model for electroweak interactions, Phys. Rev. D 46

(1992) 410 [hep-ph/9206242].

[22] P. H. Frampton, Chiral dilepton model and the flavor question, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 2889.

[23] R. Foot, H. N. Long and T. A. Tran, SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)N and SU(4)L ⊗ U(1)N gauge models with

right-handed neutrinos, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) R34 [hep-ph/9402243].

[24] P. V. Dong, H. N. Long, D. T. Nhung and D. V. Soa, SU(3)(C) x SU(3)(L) x U(1)(X) model with two

Higgs triplets, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 035004 [hep-ph/0601046].

[25] P. V. Dong, H. N. Long and D. T. Nhung, Atomic parity violation in the economical 3-3-1 model,

Phys. Lett. B 639 (2006) 527 [hep-ph/0604199].

[26] P. V. Dong, D. T. Huong, N. T. Thuy and H. N. Long, Higgs phenomenology of supersymmetric

economical 3-3-1 model, Nucl. Phys. B 795 (2008) 361 [0707.3712].

[27] P. Van Dong and D. Van Loi, Scotoelectroweak theory, 2309.12091.

[28] C. H. Nam, D. Van Loi, L. X. Thuy and P. Van Dong, Multicomponent dark matter in

noncommutative B − L gauge theory, JHEP 12 (2020) 029 [2006.00845].

[29] P. Van Dong, T. N. Hung and D. Van Loi, Abelian charge inspired by family number, Eur. Phys. J. C

83 (2023) 199 [2212.13155].

[30] D. Van Loi and P. Van Dong, Flavor-dependent U(1) extension inspired by lepton, baryon and color

numbers, Eur. Phys. J. C 83 (2023) 1048 [2307.13493].

[31] D. Van Loi, C. H. Nam and P. Van Dong, Phenomenology of a minimal extension of the standard

model with a family-dependent gauge symmetry, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 095018 [2305.04681].

[32] J. C. Montero and V. Pleitez, Gauging U(1) symmetries and the number of right-handed neutrinos,

Phys. Lett. B 675 (2009) 64 [0706.0473].

[33] P. Van Dong, Interpreting dark matter solution for B-L gauge symmetry, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023)

115022 [2305.19197].

[34] M. Bauer and P. Foldenauer, Consistent Theory of Kinetic Mixing and the Higgs Low-Energy

Theorem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022) 171801 [2207.00023].

[35] D. Buttazzo, D. Redigolo, F. Sala and A. Tesi, Fusing Vectors into Scalars at High Energy Lepton

Colliders, JHEP 11 (2018) 144 [1807.04743].

[36] X. Cid Vidal et al., Report from Working Group 3: Beyond the Standard Model physics at the

HL-LHC and HE-LHC, CERN Yellow Rep. Monogr. 7 (2019) 585 [1812.07831].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.115022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12836
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.738
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.540
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.540
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.46.410
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9206242
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.R34
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9402243
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.035004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.06.077
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0604199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.11.035
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.3712
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.12091
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.00845
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11365-6
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11365-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.13155
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-12198-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.13493
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.095018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.03.065
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0473
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.115022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.115022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.19197
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.171801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00023
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)144
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.04743
https://doi.org/10.23731/CYRM-2019-007.585
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.07831


36

[37] CMS collaboration, Search for a new scalar resonance decaying to a pair of Z bosons in proton-proton

collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV, JHEP 06 (2018) 127 [1804.01939].

[38] W. Grimus, L. Lavoura, O. M. Ogreid and P. Osland, A Precision constraint on multi-Higgs-doublet

models, J. Phys. G 35 (2008) 075001 [0711.4022].

[39] H. E. Haber and D. O’Neil, Basis-independent methods for the two-Higgs-doublet model III: The

CP-conserving limit, custodial symmetry, and the oblique parameters S, T, U, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011)

055017 [1011.6188].

[40] M. Carena, A. Daleo, B. A. Dobrescu and T. M. P. Tait, Z ′ gauge bosons at the Tevatron, Phys. Rev.

D 70 (2004) 093009 [hep-ph/0408098].

[41] ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL, SLD, LEP Electroweak Working Group, SLD

Electroweak Group, SLD Heavy Flavour Group collaboration, Precision electroweak

measurements on the Z resonance, Phys. Rept. 427 (2006) 257 [hep-ex/0509008].

[42] ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL, LEP Electroweak collaboration, Electroweak Measurements in

Electron-Positron Collisions at W-Boson-Pair Energies at LEP, Phys. Rept. 532 (2013) 119

[1302.3415].

[43] ATLAS collaboration, Search for high-mass dilepton resonances using 139 fb−1 of pp collision data

collected at at , Phys. Lett. B 796 (2019) 68 [1903.06248].

[44] ATLAS collaboration, Search for new resonances in mass distributions of jet pairs using 139 fb−1 of

pp collisions at , JHEP 03 (2020) 145 [1910.08447].

[45] CMS collaboration, Search for resonant and nonresonant new phenomena in high-mass dilepton final

states at
√
s = 13 TeV, JHEP 07 (2021) 208 [2103.02708].

[46] E. Accomando, A. Belyaev, L. Fedeli, S. F. King and C. Shepherd-Themistocleous, Z’ physics with

early LHC data, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 075012 [1010.6058].

[47] A. D. Martin, W. J. Stirling, R. S. Thorne and G. Watt, Parton distributions for the LHC, Eur. Phys.

J. C 63 (2009) 189 [0901.0002].

[48] L.-L. Chau and W.-Y. Keung, Comments on the Parametrization of the Kobayashi-Maskawa Matrix,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 53 (1984) 1802.

[49] L. Wolfenstein, Parametrization of the Kobayashi-Maskawa Matrix, Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 1945.

[50] A. J. Buras, M. E. Lautenbacher and G. Ostermaier, Waiting for the top quark mass, K+ —> pi+

neutrino anti-neutrino, B(s)0 - anti-B(s)0 mixing and CP asymmetries in B decays, Phys. Rev. D 50

(1994) 3433 [hep-ph/9403384].

[51] CKMfitter Group collaboration, CP violation and the CKM matrix: Assessing the impact of the

asymmetric B factories, Eur. Phys. J. C 41 (2005) 1 [hep-ph/0406184].

[52] UTfit collaboration, New UTfit Analysis of the Unitarity Triangle in the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa scheme, Rend. Lincei Sci. Fis. Nat. 34 (2023) 37 [2212.03894].

[53] Flavour Lattice Averaging Group (FLAG) collaboration, FLAG Review 2021, Eur. Phys. J. C

82 (2022) 869 [2111.09849].

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)127
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01939
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/35/7/075001
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.055017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.055017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.6188
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.093009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.093009
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0408098
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2005.12.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0509008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.07.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06248
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08447
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)208
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02708
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.075012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.6058
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1072-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1072-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/0901.0002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.1802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.51.1945
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.3433
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.3433
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9403384
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02169-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406184
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12210-023-01137-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.03894
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10536-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10536-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09849


37

[54] M. Misiak, A. Rehman and M. Steinhauser, Towards B → Xsγ at the NNLO in QCD without

interpolation in mc, JHEP 06 (2020) 175 [2002.01548].

[55] M. Misiak and M. Steinhauser, NNLO QCD corrections to the B̄ → Xsγ matrix elements using

interpolation in mc, Nucl. Phys. B 764 (2007) 62 [hep-ph/0609241].

[56] M. Czakon, U. Haisch and M. Misiak, Four-Loop Anomalous Dimensions for Radiative

Flavour-Changing Decays, JHEP 03 (2007) 008 [hep-ph/0612329].

[57] G. Buchalla, A. J. Buras and M. E. Lautenbacher, Weak decays beyond leading logarithms, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 68 (1996) 1125 [hep-ph/9512380].

[58] F. Gabbiani, E. Gabrielli, A. Masiero and L. Silvestrini, A Complete analysis of FCNC and CP

constraints in general SUSY extensions of the standard model, Nucl. Phys. B 477 (1996) 321

[hep-ph/9604387].

[59] P. Langacker and M. Plumacher, Flavor changing effects in theories with a heavy Z ′ boson with family

nonuniversal couplings, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 013006 [hep-ph/0001204].

[60] A. J. Buras and F. De Fazio, 331 Models Facing the Tensions in ∆F = 2 Processes with the Impact

on ε′/ε, Bs → µ+µ− and B → K∗µ+µ−, JHEP 08 (2016) 115 [1604.02344].

[61] A. Lenz and G. Tetlalmatzi-Xolocotzi, Model-independent bounds on new physics effects in

non-leptonic tree-level decays of B-mesons, JHEP 07 (2020) 177 [1912.07621].

[62] M. Bordone, G. Isidori and A. Pattori, On the Standard Model predictions for RK and RK∗ , Eur.

Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 440 [1605.07633].

[63] LHCb collaboration, Test of lepton universality in b → sℓ+ℓ− decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023)

051803 [2212.09152].

[64] LHCb collaboration, Measurement of lepton universality parameters in B+ → K+ℓ+ℓ− and

B0 → K∗0ℓ+ℓ− decays, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 032002 [2212.09153].

[65] P. Gambino and M. Misiak, Quark mass effects in anti-B —> X(s gamma), Nucl. Phys. B 611

(2001) 338 [hep-ph/0104034].

[66] A. J. Buras, L. Merlo and E. Stamou, The Impact of Flavour Changing Neutral Gauge Bosons on

B̄ → Xsγ, JHEP 08 (2011) 124 [1105.5146].

[67] C. Cornella, D. A. Faroughy, J. Fuentes-Martin, G. Isidori and M. Neubert, Reading the footprints of

the B-meson flavor anomalies, JHEP 08 (2021) 050 [2103.16558].

[68] A. Ilakovac and A. Pilaftsis, Flavor violating charged lepton decays in seesaw-type models, Nucl. Phys.

B 437 (1995) 491 [hep-ph/9403398].

[69] T. Toma and A. Vicente, Lepton Flavor Violation in the Scotogenic Model, JHEP 01 (2014) 160

[1312.2840].

[70] D. N. Dinh and S. T. Petcov, Lepton Flavor Violating τ Decays in TeV Scale Type I See-Saw and

Higgs Triplet Models, JHEP 09 (2013) 086 [1308.4311].
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