arXiv:2412.18550v1 [hep-ph] 24 Dec 2024

Fermion masses and mixings and charged lepton flavor violation in a 3-3-1 model with
inverse seesaw

A. E. Carcamo Hernandez, 23 * D. T. Huong,® T H. N. Long,> % * and Daniel Salinas-Arizmendi® - ¢

! Departamento de Fisica, Universidad Técnica Federico Santa Maria Casilla 110-V, Valparaiso, Chile
2Centro Cientifico-Tecnoldgico de Valparaiso, Casilla 110-V, Valparaiso, Chile

8 Millennium Institute for Subatomic Physics at the High-Energy Frontier,
SAPHIR, Calle Ferndndez Concha No 700, Santiago, Chile

4 Institute of Physics, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology, 10 Dao Tan, Ba Dinh, Hanoi, Vietnam

5 Subatomic Physics Research Group, Science and Technology Advanced Institute,
Van Lang University, Ho Chi Minh City 70000, Vietnam

S Faculty of Applied Technology, School of Technology, Van Lang University, Ho Chi Minh City 70000, Vietnam
(Dated: December 25, 2024)

We propose a 3-3-1 model augmented with A4 flavor symmetry to address fermion mass hierarchy,
mixing patterns, and charged Lepton Flavor Violating (cLFV). The model incorporates an inverse
seesaw mechanism to explain the small active neutrino masses through sterile neutrinos. Discrete
symmetries, including Za, Z5, Z3, Z4, Z7 and Zi distinct mixing for the quarks and neutrinos .
The model successfully predicts observed fermion masses and mixing patterns. Additionally, the
constrained parameter space, particularly in the lepton sector, allows for potentially observable
cLFV processes like ;1 — ey.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite the remarkable consistency of the Standard Model (SM) predictions with the experimental data, several
issues remain unresolved. One such issue is the nonzero neutrino masses, confirmed by various neutrino oscillation
experiments [1-3]. Additionally, the SM fails to account for the observed dark matter relic abundance and the
matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe [4]. Furthermore,the SM cannot explain the existence of three fermion
generations, the quantization of the electric charge, and the hierarchical structure of charged fermion masses. These
shortcomings necessitate a more comprehensive theory, of which the SM may be considered a low energy effective
theory. The SM also fails in to explain the significant disparity between quark and lepton mixing patterns. While the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix [5, 6] quantifies the misalignment between up- and down-quark Yukawa
couplings, exhibiting a hierarchical structure with dominant diagonal elements, the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata
(PMNS) matrix [7] deviates significantly from diagonality. The discovery of neutrino oscillations has established the
existence of lepton flavor violation. However,the SM predicts negligible rates for such processes [8—11], like pu — e7.
To address this discrepancy and other shortcomings, various theories beyond the Standard Model (BSM) have been
proposed. These BSM models, such as low-scale seesaw models, often predict enhanced rates for LEFV decays, bringing
them within the reach of current and future experiments.

The assumption of underlying BSM physics to explain the SM fermion mass hierarchies and mixing patterns [12—
55] may provide valuable clues to the nature of new physics (NP). The extension of the SM gauge symmetry to a
higher weak isospin symmetry SU(3)y, is a well-known framework for addressing the number of fermion generations,
commonly referred to as the 3-3-1 model when including color and electric charges [56-59]. In addition to explaining
the number of fermion families, this new gauge principle offers potential solutions to fundamental questions such as
electric charge quantization [60-63|, the strong CP conservation [64-66]. Furthermore, it naturally addresses issues
related to neutrino mass generation [67-82|, flavor physics [83-94], dark matter stability [95-113], and even cosmic
inflation and baryon asymmetry[114-116].

The A, discrete flavour group has been used widely in the literature, due to its high predictive power and since it

provides a nice description of the SM fermion mass and mixing pattern [12-55]. We adopt the A4 group as discrete
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flavor symmetry of the SU(3)c x SU(3)r x U(1)x 3-3-1 model, leveraging its unique three-dimensional irreducible
representation to naturally accommodate the three fermion families. The spontaneous breaking of symmetries gen-
erates the SM fermion mass and mixing patterns. The absence of exotic electric charges in fermion sector allows for
low-scale linear or inverse seesaw mechanism, generating tiny neutrino masses and potentialy testable sterile neutrino
at the SU(3), x U(1)x breaking scale. Our model employs the inverse seesaw mechanism to generate light neutrino
masses, thus making the model testable at the colliders.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we present the proposed model. Section III analyzes
the implications of the model for quark masses and mixings. Lepton masses and mixings are discussed in Section IV.
The scalar and gauge sectors of the model are detailed in Section V. Section VI derives the constraints on the model
parameter space imposed by charged lepton flavor violating decays. We conclude in section VII.

II. THE MODEL

We propose an extension of the economical 3-3-1 model with three right handed Majorana neutrinos, where the
SU(3)c x SU(3)r, x U(1)x gauge symmetry is supplemented by the U(1)r, global lepton number symmetry and the
Ay X Zy X Zh X Z3 X Zy X Zr X Zyp discrete group. In this model, the scalar sector consists of two SU(3)y, scalar
triplets and several gauge singlet scalars, introduced to generate viable and predictive SM fermion mass matrices
that are consistent with the low energy SM fermion flavor data. The scalar and fermionic spectra, along with their
transformations under the SU(3)c x SU(3)r x U(1)x x U(1)r, x Ay X Zy x Zy X Z3 X Zy X Z7 X Z1o group, are
presented in Tables I and II, respectively. The dimensions of the SU(3)¢, SU(3), and A4 representations shown in
Tables T and IT are indicated by boldface numbers, while the different U(1) x and Zx charges are written in additive
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notation. Note that a field ¥ transforms under the Zy symmetry with a corresponding ¢, charge as: ¥ — e~ ~ 1,
n=0,1,2,3---N — 1. We choose the A; symmetry because it is the smallest non-abelian group possessing triplet
and three singlet irreducible representations (as detailed in Appendix A), thus allowing us to naturally accommodate
the three families of SM fermions. Additionally, the Ay, Z3, Z4 and Z7 symmetries select the allowed entries of the
SM down-type quark mass matrices and determine the hierarchical pattern among these entries, which is necessary to
correctly reproduce the the observed SM fermion mass and mixing structure. Besides that, the Z; and Z3 symmetries
naturally explain the small values of the electron and down quark masses. The Z;y symmetry separates the A, scalar
triplets participating in the quark and neutrino Yukawa interactions from the ones appearing in the charged lepton
Yukawa terms, thus allowing to treat these sectors independently. Finally, the Z} symmetry is crucial for obtaining a
nearly diagonal sterile neutrino mass matrix with non degenerate sterile neutrinos. In our model, the masses for the SM
charged fermions lighter than the top quark arise from non-renormalizable Yukawa interactions, after the spontaneous
breaking of the discrete symmetries. Consequently, the spontaneous breaking of the Ay X Zy X Z4 X Zs x Z4 X Zy X Z1
discrete group generates the observed pattern of SM fermion masses and mixing angles. The light active neutrino
masses are generated through an inverse seesaw mechanism, where the smallness of its p parameter is naturally
explained by having higher dimensional Yukawa interactions involving gauge singlet scalar fields charged under the
model’s various discrete symmetries. Upon spontaneous breaking of these discrete symmetries, small lepton number
violating Majorana mass terms are generated, leading to the p parameter in the inverse seesaw mechanism. It
is worth mentioning that the U(1)r, global lepton number symmetry is spontaneously broken down to a residual

discrete ZZ(L” ) by the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of the U(1)r, charged gauge-singlet scalars &; (i = 1,2,3),

¢ having a nontrivial U(1)z, charge, as indicated by Table I. The residual discrete Z2(L9 ) lepton number symmetry,

under which the leptons are charged and the other particles are neutral, prevents the appearance of interactions
involving an odd number of leptons, which is crucial to guarantee the stability of the proton. The corresponding
massless Goldstone boson arising from the spontaneous breaking of the U(1)z, global symmetry, i.e., the Majoron,
is a SU(3)y, scalar singlet, which does not cause any problems in our model. Additionally, the fermions in our model
do not exhibit exotic electric charges. Consequently, the electric charge assumes the following form

1
=Ty + BT+ XI =Ty — —Ts+ X1, 1
Q 3 58 3 \/38 ()

with I = diag(1,1,1), T3 = 3diag(1,—1,0) and T = (ﬁ) diag(1,1,—2) for a SU(3) triplet. The X parameter

represents the charge associated with the U(1)x gauge group. The lepton number is defined as [69, 117-119]:
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where L, is a conserved charge associated with the U(1)r, global lepton number symmetry. The full symmetry G
features the following symmetry breaking pattern:

G=5SUB)exSUB), xU 1)y xU(1)p, x Ay X Zy X Zy X Z3 X Zy X Z7 X Z3 th>
SU3)e x SU (3), x U (1)x x U(1)1, 2+SU(3)c x SU (2), x U (1)y x U(1)y,
Lot SUB)e x U (1) x 2577 (3)

To be consistent with the SM result, the symmetry breaking scales must satisfy the following hierarchy: Aine > vy >
Up, Uy, Ve. The SU(3)y, triplet scalar fields x and p are represented as:

0 +
X1 . P1 .
X = 1 X2 . ’ P = ﬁ(vp + gp + ZCp) . (4)
ﬁ(“x"‘ng”(x) ot
The SU(3), fermionic triplets and antitriplets are given by:
Uy dn Vig,
QlL = d1 y QnL = —Up, s LiL = liL s n:2,3, 7= 1,2,3. (5)
Jl L Jn L VER

With the particle spectrum and symmetries specified in Tables I and II, we have the following relevant Yukawa terms
for both quark and lepton sectors:
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where the subscripts 1, 1’, 1”7, 3s, 3a denote the irreducible representations under the discrete symmetry group Ay.
The corresponding tensor products are detailed in Appendix A.

In order to comply with the current data on SM fermion masses and mixing angles with less parameters than
observables (especially in the lepton sector), we consider the following VEV patterns for the A4 triplets gauge singlet
scalars:

Up Ve
- 1 1,1,1), = 25 (1,-1,1), 8
o) = 2L © =25 0.-1) ®
2 .
Ve cos . . - vyw? sin o B
= cosa —sina,cosa —wsina, cosa — w”sina) , V) = —— (L,w",w), 9
© = ) ="t ), )
() = % (cosa + sino, wcos o + sina, w? cos o + sina) (10)
(@) = —% (cosa —sina, cos o — wsina, cos @ — w? sin &) (11)
=) = E2%(1,0%w), w=eF, (12)
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L Ix[olafolon[clo]o[e]2e[o]si]s]
SUB)e|1 |1 |1 |1 |11/l |1 |1 1|1 1]1|1]1
SUB)L 3|31 |1 |1 11111 |1[11|1]1
Ul)x |-:| 2][0]0]0[0j0]0]|0]0]0O]0[0]O]|O
U(),, |5|-3/0[0]0fojo]jo]o][0]0|2/2{0]0
Ag |1 |11 |1 ]1”|3/3|3|3|3|3|3]1|1[1"
Z | 1]0]0]0]|1]0[0|/0]0]|0|0]1]1]0]0
Zy |0]0]0][0/0]0[0|0]0][0|0]0jO0O[1]1
Z3 | 0]0]1]1/0]0[0|/0]0]|0]|0]0j0]0]O
Zs | 0]0]=1]0]0[0[0|0]0]|0]|0]2/2/0]0
Z7 | 0]0]0|-1-3/0[0|0]0]|0]0]0/0]0]0
Zw | 0]0]0]0]0|0]=5—5|=3]=1|—1]0]0]0]0

Table I: Scalar assignments under SU(3)c x SU(3)r x U(1)x x U (1)Lg X Aa X Zo X Zj X Zg X Za X Z7 X Zno.

’ ‘QlL‘Q2L‘Q3L‘u1R‘u2R‘U3R‘DR‘J1R‘J2R‘J3R‘LL‘llR‘bR‘lSR‘NR‘
SUB3)c| 3 3 3 (133|333 3|3 |1|]1|1]|]1]|1
SUB)r| 3|3 |3 |1|1|1|1|1|1|1]|3[1|1|1]1
v 3 oo 2 e e i e et 1o
UL, |2 2| 2[00 JO0]O0|-2]2]2[+[1][1]|1]|-1
Ay |1 |1 |1 |{2 |13 |1 |1|1|3|1|1"|1]3
Zo 1 1 11001 ,0]0|0]0]0O0 0]0]0
Zy 0 0 ojojo0o|jo0jo0ojo0oj{o0oj0j0jO0|0O]j0O]1
Zs3 1 |-1]0 1 1{0(j0(1|-1]0]0]0|=1]1]0
n 0 0 2 2101212002 (|1(-11|-1}1
Z7 0 0 41410100 10]01]0O0 —3/01]0
Z1o 0 0 0 0/0}]0]0|]0]0]0]0]5]|3 0

Table II: Fermion assignments under SU(3)c x SU(3)r x U(1)x x U (l)Lq X Ay X Za X Zh X Z3 X Z4 X Z7 X Z1g.

which are consistent with the scalar potential minimization equations for a large region of parameter space.

Given that the breaking of the A4 X Zy X Z3 X Z4 X Z7 X Z19 discrete group produces the SM charged fermion mass and

quark mixing pattern, we set the VEVs of the SU(3), singlet scalar fields with respect to the Wolfenstein parameter

A = 0.225 and the model cutoff A. If the gauge symmetry break as patterns given in (3), we have
vp~v£~v¢~A5A<<UX~)\2A<vm ~ UG Uy U~ U~ Us ~ s~ AN, 1=1,2,3, k=1,2, (13)

where the model cutoff A is the scale of the UV completion of the model, which can corresponds to the mass scale of
the Froggatt-Nielsen messenger fields.

III. QUARK MASSES AND MIXINGS

The quark Yukawa terms of Eq. (6) give rise to the following SM mass matrices for quarks:

aA® BN ag? ; @A 00
My = 7% 0 oAt ax)’ |, Mp = 7% 0 X 0 |Rp,
0 0 as 0 0 ggA\®
R
Rp = — |1 w2 w , (14)
\/§ 1 w w?



Observable‘Model value Experimental value
my,(MeV) | 2.33£0.15 2167052
me(MeV) | 1.26 +0.06 1.27 £ 0.02
m(GeV) | 172.52 + 4.59 172.69 + 0.30
mq(MeV) | 4.5240.21 4.6701%
ms(MeV) | 95.5307 + 5.6 93.4755
mp(GeV) | 4.19+£0.15 4181593

sin 67 0.225 4 0.005 0.22500 + 0.00067

sin 57 0.0419 + 0.0024 0.0418275:9008>

sin 6% 0.00372 4 0.00034 0.00369 + 0.00011
Jq (3.35+0.43) x 107°|  (3.081913) x 107°

Table III: Model and experimental values of the quark masses and CKM parameters.

where ¢1, b, (n =1,2), a;, g; (i =1,2,3) are O(1) dimensionless parameters, assumed to be real, excepting a1, which
is taken to be complex. Notice that we take a; to be complex since the CP violating phase in the quark sector is
associated with the quark mixing angle in the 1-3 plane, as indicated by the Standard parametrization of the CKM
quark mixing matrix. Besides that, notice that parameters and v, = 246 GeV the scale of electroweak symmetry
breaking. The SM quark mass matrices of Eq. (14), imply that the quark mixing angles are generated from the up
type quark sector.

Furthermore, we find that the exotic quark masses are given by:

my, = yi‘”%, i=1,23. (15)

The experimental values of the quark masses [120, 121], mixing angles and Jarlskog invariant [122] are well reproduced,
as indicated in Table III, for the following values of the quark sector parameters:

e ~ —2.08887, by ~ 2.83883, by ~ 2.76616, a1 ~ 3.62856, as ~ 0.805245
0.990928, g1 ~ —0.889839, g2 ~ 0.95238, g3~ —2.11689, arg(a;) =23.35°. (16)
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As shown in Table III, our model successfully fit for the ten physical observables in the quark sector. The symmetries
inherent in our model enable us to successfully explain the SM quark mass spectrum and mixing parameters, with
quark sector effective free parameters of order unity. The correlation between the quark mixing angle sin 615 and the
Jarlskog invariant is depicted in Figure 1. In the left panel (a), we observe a heat-map for our model, revealing a strong
correlation intensity in the sin f13-.J; plane, with a correlation of 0.92. This indicates that the Jarlskog invariant is
highly sensitive to variation in 013, aligning with the experimental observation of its small value. Conversely, variations
in 023 have a negligible impact on the invariant. Additionally, a significant correlation is observed in the sin f33-J,
plane. By analyzing this heat map, we can refine our parameter space scan for our model of interest. As previously
noted, the right panel (b) graphically illustrates the correlation between sin 6,3 and the Jarlskog invariant J;. In this
figure, the color represents the correlation in the sin 613-sin f53 plane.
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Figure 1: (a) Correlation heat-map: The correlation matrix between the quark mixing angle and the Jarlskog invariant Jj.
(b) Correlation plot: A color plot depicting the correlation between sin 613 and Jy, where the color intensity signifies the
correlation strength in the sin 613 — sin 623 plane.

IV. LEPTON MASSES AND MIXINGS

The charged lepton Yukawa interactions yield the following mass matrix for charged leptons:

M, = Rypdiag(me, my,m;), (17)
1 11 1 cosa sina 0 cosy 0 —wsinvy
Ry, = 7 1 w w? —sina cosa 0 0 1 0 ;
1 w? w 0 0 1 w?siny 0 cosvy
where the charged lepton masses are:
Me = age))\g2 my, = ag))ﬁv—p my, = az(f))\SU—p. (18)

V2 V2 V2

where a{") = yl@ ®

i (i =1,2,3) are O(1) parameters and we assumed that y; 5 = z% The neutrino Yukawa interactions
of Eq. (7) yield the following neutrino mass terms:

1 /——= —
L0 =5 (007 v Na )M | wr)¢ | +He, (19)

c . :
where v;gr = (v§;)", and the neutrino mass matrix reads:

03x3 M,p 03x3
MV: MED 03><3 M.

X )

Osx3 M Mg

(20)



and the sub matrices are given by:

1 -1
”pvnvgl 0
M,p = xpW -1 0 1 )
1 -1 0
(L)vasl bt 2 ; 0 i 0 0
M, Yiy VoA 0 w+aw 0 = 0 mp,e’ 0 ,
0 0 w4 zw? 0 0 my,e'P2
e T Ko K1 —K1 ygL)vs
g3 %0 o 1
Mg = YINVe YaNVy YINUe T;: K1 ke K1 | s x = (z) ,
—Y1NVe YiNUVe YNV, —K1 K1 Ko Yo Vs»
4
v v V3
K1 = YiN, K2 fyzNi p== UAI7 —oiort (21)

3

The light active masses arise from an inverse seesaw (ISS) mechanism and the physical neutrino mass matrices are:

-1
MY = M,, (M)) MRM Mr (22)

vp?

1 1 1
ME) = — (M, + M) + Mg, M) = o (My + MY) + 5 Mp, (23)

2 2
where M,El) is the light active neutrino mass matrix whereas M£2) and MLES) are the exotic Dirac neutrino mass
matrices. The physical neutrino spectrum is composed of three light active neutrinos and six pseudo-Dirac exotic

neutrinos, with masses ~ v, ~ O(10) TeV and a small splitting ~ p.
Thus, the mass matrix for light active neutrinos reads:

Koa? — 2k1ab + Kob?  abky — bk — b%ke — ak1 aki + bk — a?ks + abky

M,Sl) = abky — bk — %Ko — aky Kob® + 2K1b + Ko ak1 — ko — bk, — abky My,
aky + br1 — a®ko + abky  aky — Ko — bk — abky Koa? — 2K1G + Ko
x2vviod 1 1
my, = LLa o L, a:#, b:%. (24)
2 (y)((L)) 1+ z)? v2vg At Wit aw W aw

The light active neutrino mass matrix Mﬁ” is diagonalized as follows:

00 0 S s s\ [(1 o 0
RIMMR, = 0my 0 |, R, = % 0 :7% 0 cosf sinfe @ |, (25)
. 41 1 —si ip
0 0 mg 5 B 7 0 —sinfe cos 0
and the light active neutrino masses are:
mp = Oa (26)
1 1 1
my = §A+§B—§\/A2—2AB+B2+4CZ, (27)
1 1 1
ms = §A+§B+§\/A2—2AB+B2+402. (28)

where:

1 1
A = (2&2@2 — 2k1ab — 2K1a + §K2b2 — Kk1b+ 2/@2) my,
3 3
B = (2f<;2b2 + 3Kk1b+ 2/{2) my,

C = [;\/ﬁ(b —1) (k2 — 2ar1 + b@)} my



Observable Model Neutrino oscillation global fit values (NH)

value Best fit +10 [3] ‘Best fit 1o [123]‘ 30 range [3] ‘30’ range [123]

Am3, [107%6V2] 7.51+0.60 7.5010-22 7421521 6.94 —8.14 | 6.82 —8.04
Am3, [10736V2] 2.55 +0.21 2.5510 52 2.51715:056 2.47 — 2.63 | 2.435 — 2.598
09 () 33.4495 + 2.16479 34.3+1.0 33.44%977 31.4 —37.4 | 31.27 — 35.86

09 () 8.54137 +0.262994 ||  8.5870 11 8.57 £0.12 8.13-8.92 | 8.20—8.93

059 () 49.04 + 2.05 48.7919-93 49,2709 41.20 — 51.33] 40.1—51.7

scp(®) —87.1246 & 7.79677 216752 197%37 128 —359 | 120 —369

Table IV: Model and experimental values of the neutrino mass-squared diferences, leptonic mixing angles, and the C'P
-violating phase. Experimental values are taken from Refs. [3, 123].

and

V3(b—1) (b4 1)Ky — 2ak,)

20) = tap =
tan (20) = tao = e T 1)+ 2m (e + Db+ a)

(29)

Note that we consider only the normal neutrino mass hierarchy, which is favored over the inverted hierarchy by more
than 30 . For the normal neutrino mass hierarchy, the PMNS leptonic mixing matrix takes the form:

COS (1 COS 7y (w+2)(sina(;os y+siny) w(sinac\o/si'y—sin v) 1 0 0
U=Rj,R, = sin a *% -5 0 cosf sinfe @ |.  (30)
—w cosasin’y (w—1)(cos '\y/—ésinasin ¥) (w+1)(sin o\z/s%n y+4cos ) 0 —sin 96i¢ cos

The charged lepton masses, the neutrino mass squared splittings, i.e, Am2, and Am3,, leptonic mixing angles 9582),

9%?, 9%) and the Dirac leptonic CP violating phase are well reproduced for the following values of the lepton sector

parameters:

al? ~0427, ol ~1.026, af’ ~0.882
A~31.65+312meV, B~ 27.46+224meV, C ~20.79+9.31 meV

31
0 ~ (—107.89 +3.33)°, ¢~ (—29.83 £ 2.07)° (3D
a~ (—21.63 £1.15)°, ~ =~ (—337.70 £ 8.85)°
or
k1 = —0.655001, ko =0.726924, x = —0.695083 + 0.718929i (32)

As shown in Table IV, our model is consistent with the experimental data on lepton masses and mixing. It is worth
mentioning that our model allows to successfully reproduce the experimental values of the six physical observables of
the neutrino sector with only four effective parameters.

Figure 2 illustrates the correlations among the lepton mixing parameters and the Dirac CP-violating phase. Panel
(a) presents a heat-map, revealing the strongest correlations between the mixing angles 9&? and 9%). In contrast,
the correlation with the phase 5(0% is weaker, as indicated by the lower intensity in the values of the heat-map.
Panel (b) displays the correlation between the solar mixing parameter 9%) and the Dirac CP-violating phase 5(6%,
which aligns with their 30 experimentally allowed ranges. Here the color range represents the correlation intensity
for the atmospheric mixing parameter. Finally, panel (c) provides a similar visualization to panel (b), but focused on

the atmospheric mixing parameter and the Dirac phase. This analysis is crucial for understanding the experimental
constraints arising from the lepton mixing in our model.
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Figure 2: (a) Correlation heat-map: Illustrated the pairwise correlations between lepton mixing angle and the Dirac
CP-violating phase. The intensity of color represents the strength of the correlation. (b) Correlation between the solar mixing
parameter and the leptonic Dirac CP phase, where the range of colors represents the correlation for the atmospheric mixing
parameter our model. (c¢)Explored the correlation between the atmospheric mixing parameters and the Dirac CP-violating
phase.

V. HIGGS AND GAUGE BOSONS

The model consists of 8 electroweak gauge bosons W of the SU(3), gauge group and the X, of the U(1)x. The
corresponding covariant derivative is:

Dy =8, —igT*W} —igx XT°X,,, (33)

where T are generators of the SU(3), group, Ty = I/v/6, X is the U(1)x charge, and

gx 3V 2ty

9 B

, Ow is the Weinberg angle which is satisfied: sin 0%1, ~ (0.231.

(34)

sin Oy
cos Ow

After symmetry breaking, the model contains SM gauge bosons, including the massless photon A
neutral and singly charged gauge bosons Z and W=,

with tW =

u, as well as the

I/V1 + iW2 qgu
Wt=_—£ " E =22 (35)
n \/§ ) )



10

and in the limit v2/v? ~ O(\®) =~ 0, we have m% ~ m3, /c%,, which is consistent with the SM prediction. There are

five heavy gauge bosons, namely the neutral heavy gauge boson Z’ with

2,2
2 9%
mz/ ~ 2 (36)
312,
and
Wi —iw? WS FiwT v
ng%’ YMiEWamX:%v m%/:m.QX +m%/V (37)
The Z’ relate to the original basis (X, W2, W) through the following transformation:
Xy A CWS331 C3315: — C28331SW  C331C: + S3315W S5
WS = sz’ ZIL 3 sz’ = Sw CwCsy —CW Sz 5 (38)
wp Z, C331CW —C331C.SW — 53315; C331SW Sz — 25331
where s, =sinf,, ¢, = cosf,, c331 = cosfs31, S331 = sinflz3; and
2ew+/3 — t3, 02 2
tanzaz = W _p tan9331 = S (39)

V3g’
The details of the Higgs potential, see Appendix B. The model contains a singly charged Higgs boson, and a SM-like
Higgs boson found by LHC.

deyv2 + oy (B3, — 3) v2 + 02

VI. LEPTON FLAVOR VIOLATION DECAYS ¢; — ¢;

Based on the definition of the covariant derivative associated with the electroweak gauge group SU(3)r x U(1)x, the
charged gauge boson component V#CC of the derivative D,, associated in the model under consideration is given by:

L[ 0 Wi
Yoo = S| W 0 v (40)
0 Y; 0

Given that the one-loop contributions from neutral Higgs bosons, Z and Z’ bosons involve couplings only to the SM
charged lepton, we will be ignored them in this work. Therefore, we will focus solely on the couplings of charged
leptons to both heavy neutral leptons and charged gauged bosons, which are relevant for one-loop contributions to
LFV decays. The calculation will be done in the unitary gauge.

The left-handed charged leptons are transformed from the flavor basis /;;, r to the physical basis e;; r using the
matrix Rey, from Eq. (17) l;1 = Ryrijej1 with ¢, j = 1,2,3. The neutrino mass matrix M, in Eq. (20) is diagonalized
by the unitary matrix U,:

UTM,U, = 3, = [ T 00 ) (41)
Ogx3 My
where 1, = diag(mu,, Mn,, Mn,) and my = diag(my,, Mp, ..., Mp,) are the diagonal masses matrices for the light

and heavy Majorana neutrinos ny, = (nir,nar, ..., N9z ), respectively. This implies the following relationship between
flavor and physical states:(@ﬁNiR) =ngUL and (v v§ NS)T = U,ny. Due to the ISS condition |mp| < [M,],
the light neutrino mixing matrix R, from Eq. (30) is approximately equal to U,: R, ;; >~ U, ;; for all 4,5 =1,2,3 .
The rotation matrix U, from Eq. (41) is given by [124]:

( TRZ,T) ”RRY R,RY)

Bi+R (1=5) p(2)  (1+5) pR(3)
U, = _( 1\/5 j)RV 72) Ry 72 Ry |, (42)

(1R (—1=8) p(2) (1=5) p(3)

vz v R R
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Figure 3: The Branching ratio for u — ey as a function of the mass of the gauge boson Y. The upper shaded region
corresponds to an area excluded by the MEG [127] and the lower shaded region corresponds to the expected sensitivities of
the next generation of experiments using aluminium as targets [128].

where the submatrices Ry, Re and S are defined from the Eq. (21) as follows:

1
Ry~ Ry~ M*DM;, S = jM;MR, (43)

\/7
and RE\?, RES[) diagonalize the exotic neutrino matrices.
The covariant kinetic terms of L;;, give the following couplings of charged gauge bosons with leptons:

Lyy = QZLzLVCC HLip = f Z <V1L'Y LW, + (vir) " LY+> + H.c.

9 3
_ % 3D (na’y U oy RengiPreWih + Ul +3)1%“,1»]»}%@2‘51;%) + He. (44)

with P = (1 — 75) /2.

Processes like © — e~y are crucial for probing beyond SM physics, including 3-3-1 models. Based on the developments
presented in [125, 126], we explore the LFV processes arising from non-universal couplings of the standard charged
leptons to the gauge bosons. In our model, LFV is directly linked to the masses and interactions of exotic neutrinos
and their associated gauge bosons. Experimental limits, particularly MEG ones, impose stringent constraints on the
parameter space of 3-3-1 models. Future experiments, conversion in aluminum and titanium nuclei, will further refine
these constraints and provide insights into the scale of new physics.

The analytic expression for the branching ratio (Br) for the decay of e; — e;v (me, > me,) is given by [125]:

1272

Br(e; — ej) = NN |Fij|2 x Br(e; — e;7;14), (45)
7

where G = g2/ (4\/§m%V) is the Fermi constant, and I';; represents the one-loop contribution from virtual charged
gauge bosons and Majorana neutrinos in the loop diagrams. The contribution can be expressed as: I';; = I‘W + I‘};,
where:

wo @ 5y 2,
Fij = Z Z RlL ’Lb(U )bk(RlL)ja( V)ak:]: m2 5

327r2mW Pt W
(46)
Y 692 : > * * m’l2’7.k,
Fij = _m Z Z (RlL)ib(Uu)(b+3)k(RlL)ja(UV)(a+3)k]: (m%> :
k=1a,b=

—
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The loop function F(z) is defined as:

F(2) =2(z+2)Z3(2) — 2(22 — 1)I2(2) + 2271 (2) + 1, (47)
with
1 n
To(2) = i /O ﬁdt. (48)

An additional LFV process is the yu — e conversion in nuclei. The conversion rate is defined as the ratio [129, 130]

I'(u~ 4+ Nucleus(A, Z) — e~ + Nucleus(4, 2))
—_e) = 4
CR(n—e) I' (u~ + Nucleus(A, Z) — v, + Nucleus(4, Z — 1))’ (49)

where A is the mass number and Z is the atomic number of the nucleus.

In 331 models, the p-e conversion is more sensitive than the decay u — e7y, with the sensitivity restricted by ap-
proximately two orders of magnitude. Future experiments are expected to significantly improve these sensitivities,
reaching an estimated limit of 10~'7 for experiments using aluminum. Taking the above into account, the estimation
of the p-e conversion can be made using the following relation [129], which approximates the connection between the
conversion in aluminum nuclei and the decay rate p — ev:

CR(p"Al - e”Al) = %BR(M — ey). (50)

The dominance of the photon in the u-e conversion guarantees the applicability of the previous relation; this is fulfilled
in our case, because at tree level we do not have neutral scalars that change flavor.

Figure 3 displays the model predictions for the branching ratio Br(u — e7y) as a function of the exotic gauge boson
mass my. The color-coded points represent different exotic neutrino mass values: green for 1 TeV, gray for 2 TeV, and
blue for 5 TeV. The yellow shaded region, constrained by the MEG experiment’s limit of Br(u — ey) < 4.2 x 10713
[127], excludes certain parameter space regions. The cyan shaded region indicates the projected sensitivity of future
experiments like y — e conversion in titanium and aluminum nuclei, with a sensitivity of CR(u~Al — e~ Al) < 10717
[128]. Numerically, the relevant couplings are given by z, = 1.99 and yg) = 1.92, which directly affect the magnitude
of the contributions from gauge bosons and exotic neutrinos to LFV processes, since they control the active-sterile
neutrino mixing angles given by Eq. (43), which determine the couplings of the neutrinos with SM charged leptons
and charged gauge bosons, then giving rise to charged lepton flavor violating processes.

The most stringent limits for LFV arise from muon decay measurements, particularly from pu — ey. The latest
experimental results impose a strict upper limit on the branching ratio of this process, represented in the upper part
of the plot in Figure 3.

In Figure 4, the correlations between the branching ratios Br(u — ey) and Br(7 — e7v), as well as between Br(r — )
and the conversion rate CR(Al — eAl), are shown. In panel (a), the relationship between Br(u — ev) and Br(r — ev)
is illustrated through a color gradient that indicates the values of Br(7 — py). This panel provides insight into how
lepton flavor violation in the muon and tau decays correlates with the respective branching ratios of these processes.
In panel (b), the correlation between Br(r — pv) and the conversion rate CR(u~ Al — e~ Al) is presented, with a
color gradient reflecting the values of the gauge boson mass my. This offers a direct indication of the dependence
of the conversion rates on the mass of the new gauge boson in our model. The yellow shaded region in both panels
marks the exclusion zone from the experimental limits set by the MEG experiment [127].

Finally, in Table V, we present numerical cases for the heavy neutrino masses m,, to my,,, also includes the mass of
the gauge boson my in TeV, the corresponding branching ratios for processes i — ey, 7 — ey and 7 — py and the
estimated conversion rate CR(u~Al — e~ Al). These values provide insight into the correlations between the LFV
processes and the masses of the heavy neutrinos and gauge bosons within the context of our model.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have constructed a SU(3)¢ x SU(3)r, x U(1)x model based on the A4 flavor symmetry. This version is different
from previous versions by incorporating the U(1)r, global lepton number symmetry and the Zy X Z5 X Z3 x Z4 x Z7 X Z10
discrete group. The model introduces right-handed neutrinos as the third components of the SU(3);, leptonic triplets
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Figure 4: Correlation between the branching ratios Br(u — ev) and Br(r — evy) (panel (a)), and Br(7 — py) and the
conversion rate CR(p~ Al — e~ Al) (panel (b)). The color gradient represents the values of Br(7 — py) in panel (a) and the
gauge boson mass my in panel (b). The yellow shaded region corresponds to the exclusion zone from the MEG experiment

[127] and the red dot dashed line indicates the current bound for p — e conversion in titanium (Ti) nuclei [131].

Mpy, My M Mn Mn Mn my Br(p — ey Br(r — ey Br(r — py CR(p~Al —» e” Al
5 6 7 8 9
413 429 469 3.82 1.98 487 413 272x107' 121x107'® 3.46x 10718 777 x 10722
3.25 2.04 191 327 349 430 325 191x107Y 948 x 107 1.73x107'® 5.46 x 10720
2.37 251 4.64 1.08 545 3.18 23.7 241x107'% 1.21x107% 213x 1077 6.89 x 107 1°
1.56 2.06 2.35 5.56 515 4.48 156 1.31x107* 257x107® 5.89x 107 3.74 x 10717
3.74 545 2.06 5.77 253 237 374 246x107¥® 283x107*® 1.07x 1077 7.03 x 10720
2.81 233 547 117 578 227 281 429x107Y 204x 107 4.10x 107! 1.22 x 10719
2.68 4.52 299 247 1.64 4.09 268 7.25x107' 1.23x107'° 4.18 x 1071° 2.07 x 10721
419 353 284 479 419 1.80 419 482x107¢ 774x107'% 2.76x 1071 1.38 x 10718
3.22 4.87 217 1.18 557 412 387 1.42x107Y 3.96x 1077 1.42x 1077 4.06 x 10720
3.85 3.77 193 5.28 539 381 295 7.11x107'% 447x107'7 224 x 10716 2.03 x 10718
451 436 254 4.09 5.04 133 316 1.63x107'* 3.01x107'* 1.68x 1071 4.80 x 10717
455 391 435 480 4.40 154 455 235x107'7 3.98x107'7 1.38x107!¢ 6.71 x 10720
3.14 4.92 523 246 3.19 550 314 153x107'% 3.43x107'% 2.46 x 10716 438 x 1071°
427 246 330 4.46 4.89 334 406 539x107® 7.07x107'® 5.35x 10718 1.54 x 1072
2.88 4.77 5.23 395 193 514 288 831x107! 914x107'® 3.38x107'® 2.38 x 1072

Table V: Branching ratios for the LF'V decays. The second to seventh columns present the numerical values of the heavy

neutrino masses m,,; in TeV. The eighth column shows the mass of the gauge boson my in TeV. The last columns display the
branching ratios for the processes yu — ey, 7 — ey, and 7 — -y, respectively. The final column shows the estimated
conversion for the process p~ Al — e~ AL

and three additional neutral fermions, N, to generate the light neutrino masses through an inverse seesaw mechanism.
The smallness of the p parameter of the inverse seesaw is attributed to higher-dimensional Yukawa operators which
give rise small lepton number violating Majorana mass terms parameters after the spontaneous breaking of the U (1),
global symmetry.

The Ay, Z3, Z4 and Z; symmetries ensure that the top quark is generated from a renormalizable Yukawa interaction,
whereas the masses of lighter fermions arise from non-renormalizable Yukawa interactions after the spontaneous
breaking of discrete symmetries. In addition, these discrete symmetries allow for a reduction of fermion sector
parameters and yield a hierarchical structure in the entries of the SM charged fermion mass matrices, which effectively
explains the SM charged fermion masses and quark mixing pattern. Due to the discrete symmetries of the model,
the quark mixing arises only from the up-type quark sector. The Z;y symmetry distinguishes the A, scalar triplets
participating in the quark and neutrino Yukawa interactions from the ones appearing in the charged lepton Yukawa
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terms, then allowing to separate the mixing in the neutrino and quark sectors. The model successfully predicts
SM fermion masses and mixing patterns, consistent with experimental observations. The sizable neutrino Yukawa
couplings predicted by the model could lead to observable rates of cLF'V processes, which could be tested in future
experiments.
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Appendix A: The product rules for A4

The A4 group has one three-dimensional 3 and three distinct one-dimensional 1, 1’ and 1” irreducible representations,
satisfying the following product rules:
33=3,03, 9101 a1, (A1)
101=1, 1/®1//:1) 1/®1/:1//7 1//®1//:1/)

Considering (z1, z2,x3) and (y1,y2,ys) as the basis vectors for two Ay-triplets 3, the following relations are fullfilled:

(3 ®3)y = z1y1 + T2y + 23Ys3, (A2)
(3®3),

— _ 2
3 = - 3 - Pl - ) "o )
(83®3)g, = (723 — T3y2, T3y1 — T1Y3, T1y2 — T2y1), (3 ®3)y, = T1y1 + W Tays + wWT3Y3

= (zoy3 + x3Y2, T3y1 + T1y3, T1y2 + T2y1), (B ®3)y, = T1y1 + wrays + w?x3ys,

s

where w = ¢! . The representation 1 is trivial, while the non-trivial 1’ and 1" are complex conjugate to each other.
Some reviews of discrete symmetries in particle physics are found in Refs. [132-135].

Appendix B: Higgs sector

The renormalized Higgs potential respecting the whole symmetry group mentioned in this work is:

Vi = Va2 +Vasz+ Vi,
Vigo = Z i3, (sl%) + (13 coC0" + G + oGl + pon” + pa=Er® + p0” + He.)

Vira =1 (n A+ A0 4 A+ AL HAD 4 Neo 0+ A 0ot + A ¢
FAL O+ A€ + NzTE" + Agp @™ @ + Ayo=Z @ + A JF0”
gt £ AD TG 1 Ay ¢) + e (€)1 0" + AV (€)1 0+ Hee,

Vi Zij\% (stk)Q + Z Asis (stk) (sfsl) + A2y, (X'p) (p7X)

k,i=1,l1<k

+ Z [(SkSk) ( sncC? +)\ska9€?9+)\s ww* + Asin? + AspazE @ + As, 09 ) +H.C-} ,
k=1,2

+ Vi + Vi
Vi = Cac+ ¢ (A aad +20)07) + ¢ (AL 0720 + 08097 1 2D 9 428 0% + A5 o 0?)

)
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+¢2 [Ag‘gﬁz + ¢ (A‘?’)ﬁ + >\(5)19*> + D99 4 A“")ﬁ*?} + a0t 4 A D3
+ Acop=CE 0 + Ay (B0 + AE)y (2 0" ® + A (20 9"
+¢ ()\C¢<I>ECECI) + AogpazEP0 + A2 1)”*3 +A 1)<I>*3)
+ 6" ( 0 e 0" + )\(1)<D_E*<I>*19> + A+ A 4+ 67 (AgZ + Apo D)
+eer (Acgg + Aol + ADCO" + AazeE @ + Awﬁ)
72 (AcC? + ADCCT + AR 4 XyoC + A0 + NDpC0 + AT, C0™ + Ape "¢
FASEE" + Ao ® @+ AgazE @ + AQZER" + X0 + AT + A0 4 X5670)
o (ML A0+ A0 + A DE @ + A0 0?)
+ (A" + Ao ®" @ + AcosE" D + A[JzZ0" )
+CPRCE R+ 9 Aw=EE" + Acpa @ @) + 0" (AEE" + A 272
06" [ (Acos® + A050") €+ AcoC? + Ao + Ago==" ]
67 [C(AcumE" + Acoa®) + PNpg=Z" + Mg @) + 0% [¢ (ATLZ + A0 ®) +9 (\zZ + A7), 0) ]
+ 0 [¢ (AJsZ2 + A5a®?) + 0 (NaZ2 + A5)s0?) + ALdeT @ + A= 20
+ 0" [ (AT + A0 ®72) +9 (A§)222 + 20)072) ] + AozZ 0702 + A12720% 1+ AJ=="20
97 (M=EE" + Apa®" @ + AjpzS" @ + AJJ2E0" ) + AT 0079 + He,

5
Vith =2 susi (Ml + AaucoCd+ ALLyCO" + Auatl® + Mooz @ + Aoyt )

00" (MG AcapC0+ A, C0" + Ay + oz T2 + AWW) + A8 (69) 9%
+¢*¢ ()\Cégac + AC@,CC* + AcwepCU + )\0959009* + )\1759077 + )\775907777 + Az B2 + Apme, =" @
FAaep 7D + Age 0 + A 970 + )\¢§¢¢*¢) + Aot E2€°

* (1) ) (3) * (1) = 1
06" (A A0+ AT €0 + AP + A2, B @ + 2),0%) + Hee, (B1)

where s runs over A4 Higgs representations introduced in this model, sy = x, p,01,02,03,1n,(, %, ¢, P, =, £, ¢ corre-
sponding to the orders appearing in Table I: k = 1,2, 3,...,13. The SU(3), Higgs triplets x and p only appear in Vj o
and the two first lines of Vi 4. In contrast, Vp 3, Vf(llz)l, and Vl(fi consist of only SU(3)r, singlets. Except two terms
with A4 singlets ¢ and ¢*, all terms in Vy 3 are products of three A4 triplets. The Lagrangian part V}(I 4 consists of

all products of four A4 triplets. The first and second lines of V]Si consist of products of two A4 singlets with two A4
triplets. The remaining lines consist of products of one Ay smglet with three A, triplets

The expansion rule for determining invariant terms of a product of three A, triplets s;s;sy is
A28iSjSk = Ag1 {(Sisj)& sk] ) + Az2 {(sisj)% sk] o (B2)
where Az, Az 1, and A, o are couplings, implying that every term having three Ay triplets in Vi 3 and V};i stands for

two independent terms, in general. Note that (s-s-)3 = 0, hence the first term automatically vanish if i = j.

The expansions of products of the four reps. 3 of the A, symmetry for every term As;sjsps; in VI({ 4, are defined
generally as:

[A(sisj)(sksi)]; = Ai(sisj)i(swsi)r + Xa(sis5) 1 (sesi)17 + As(sis5)17 (k1)1 + Aa [(8i55)3s(5:51)3s);
+ X5 [(5i57)3s(5k51)3al; + A6 [(5655)3a (Sk51)3s); + A7 [(5655)30(5K51)3a]; » (B3)
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where X is the coupling appearing in the Higgs potential (B1), while \; with ¢ = 1,2,3,...,7 are the independent
couplings corresponding to the seven A, invariant terms. For the Higgs sector introduced in this work, the products
like [(sisk)(sis1)]1, [(5i51)(555k)];,--- are not included in the Higgs potential because we can prove that they are always
written in terms of linear combinations of the seven A4 products given in Eq. B3.

Let us note that due to the antisymmetry and symmetry properties of the 3, and 3, triplet components in the
products (s;s;), we obtain (353,)1 + H.c. = 0. Hence many terms having this invariance does not appear in the Higgs
potential.

With the Higgs potential given above, the VEV patterns satisfy the all the equations corresponding to the minimal
conditions of the Higgs potential.

The masses and mixing parameters of the singly charged Higgs boson are computed in the general cases of the Higgs

potential, the minimal equation automatically satisfies %‘;{1? =0at x§ = (x}) = 0. Using two other equations % =

and %L’;’ = 0 at the corresponding VEVs, we write ﬂi and ﬂ,% as the functions of other parameters in the Higgs
potential as follows:

_ N < 5\1 ’U2 — — _
ui :ci (—QCingxﬁ - )\ngg - )\XE’U%) — CySaSyUcU9AX(Y — —Xre_ )\Xvi + U%(—)\X,, —2\xn) — )\ngg
Mo1V31  Axo2032  Axoslas A V2 3 N N
— =X 5 — X 5 — X 9 i £+ 53 (—/\Xqﬂ/é — Axgvg) — )\qui,
_ — — 5\1 ’U2 - — —
,ui :c?y (—2civ2)\pc — )\pgvg — )\pgv%) — CySaSyUcUYAPCY — X x )\pvﬁ + vf](—)\pn —2\pn) — )\pgvg
Mooty Aaogtly  Apgtls  Apptd ) ] )
-2 ; L_Z2¢ ; 2_ ; 3 _ p§ £ —i—s% (—)\p@v% — )\,,191)129) — )\pdﬂ)i. (B4)

Inserting these into the Higgs potential, we easily find that pli are exactly the Goldstone bosons absorbed by the SM
charged gauge bosons W#*. On the other hand the two components y; and p3 mix with each other to result in a
Goldstone boson Gy, of the heavy charged gauge boson Y~ and a physical charged Higgs boson h~. The mixing and

masses are
+ + By
X _ G _ Cy Sz 2 _)‘QXP 2 2
(5)-:(F) (5 n) me-emen) =

where ¢, = cosf,, s, = sinf,, and

t, =tanf, = % (B6)
Ux
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