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Abstract

A nonconventional U(1).—, gauge model is proposed to explain the observed neutrino masses
and the unexpected anomalous magnetic moments of the electron and muon (lepton g — 2), where
for suppressing the neutrino coupling to Z’ gauge boson, only the right-handed electron and muon
in the standard model carry the U(1).—, charge. Although the light lepton masses are suppressed
when the gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken, they can be generated through the Yukawa
couplings to newly introduced particles, such as vector-like lepton doublets and singlets, and scalar
singlets. It is found that the same Yukawa couplings combined with the new scalar couplings to the
Higgs can induce the radiative lepton-flavor violation processes ¢’ — ¢~ and lepton g — 2, where the
lepton g — 2 is proportional to my;. When Majorana fermions and a scalar singlet are further added
into the model, the active neutrinos can obtain masses via the radiative seesaw mechanism. When
the bounds from the m. and m, and the neutrino data are satisfied, we find that the electron g — 2
can reach an order of —107'2, and the muon g — 2 can be an order of 107%. In addition, when the
u — ey decay is suppressed, the resulting branching ratio for 7 — ey can be of O(1078), and that

for 7 — py can be as large as the current upper limit.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The observed neutrino oscillations indicate that neutrinos are massive particles [I], and
combining with the cosmological results [2], it is found that the neutrino masses have to be
much below eV. Although several resolutions have been proposed to explain the neutrino
masses, such as type-I seesaw [3], type-1I seesaw [4] [5], and radiative seesaw [6] mechanisms,
the real mechanism is not yet concluded.

A potential hint for new physics has been found in the muon anomalous magnetic moment
(muon g — 2) since the E821 experiment at Brookhaven National Lab (BNL) [7] reported a
3.30 deviation from the standard model (SM) prediction, which is shown as [II, §]:

Sa, = a® —ad™M = (26.1£7.9) x 10717, (1)

A 3.70 deviation was also obtained by the lattice calculations as da,, = (27.4£7.3)x1071° [9]
and da, = (27.06 £ 7.26) x 10~ [10]. Due to the discrepancy between the experimental
measurement and the theoretical prediction, various solutions have been proposed to re-
solve the anomaly over the years [I1H37]. Although the recent result on the hadron vacuum
polarization (HVP), which was calculated by Budapest- Marseille-Wuppertal (BMW) col-
laboration [38], weakens the necessity of a new physics effect, it is shown in [39-41] that the
BMW result leads to new intensions with the HVP extracted from e*e™ data and the global
fits to the electroweak precision observables.

The new muon g — 2 measurements performed in the E989 experiment at Fermilab and
the E34 experiment at J-PARC aim for a precision of 0.14 ppm [42] and 0.10 ppm [43], in
which the experimental accuracy can be improved by a factor of 4 and 5, respectively. If we
assume the future experimental and theoretical uncertainties can be respectively reduced by
a factor of 4 and /2, it is expected that with a 30 measurement, da, ~ (12+4) x 1071 can
be observed by the Fermilab muon g — 2 experiment [42].

Applying the most accurate measurement of the fine structure constant, which is mea-
sured using 123Cs, to the theoretical calculations [44] [45], it is found that the difference in
the electron g — 2 between the experiment and the SM result has a 2.40 deviation and is
expressed as [46]:

Sa, = —(8.84+3.6) x 10712, (2)

Differing from the muon g — 2, the electron g — 2 experimental value is lower than the SM



result. In order to simultaneously explain the anomalistic electron and muon g — 2, some
possible resolutions are provided in studies in the literature [47H65].

In order to simultaneously explain the observed neutrino masses and the lepton g — 2
anomalies, we investigate a nonconventional gauged U(1)._, extension of the SM. Due to
the U(1)._, symmetry, the mass terms of the active neutrinos and introduced Majorana
fermions are suppressed; thus, no neutrino mass is generated at the tree level. As a result,
all relevant phenomena are induced from the one-loop effects. It is known that a light Z’
using for explaining the muon g — 2 is excluded by BaBar [66] and NA64 [67] experiments
though the invisible decays. Moreover, the potential strict constraints for a light Z’ are
from the v — e scattering [68] and the neutrino trident production experiments [69] [70]. In
order to escape from the neutrino-related experimental constraints, unlike the conventional
U(1).—,, where the associated Z’-gauge boson couples to the right-handed lepton singlets
and the left-handed lepton doublets in the SM [71], we propose that the U(1)._, model only
couples to the right-handed leptons.

The immediate problem with the U(1)._, model is the massless electron and muon. To
resolve this problem, we add new representations into the model, such as vector-like lepton
doublets and singlets, and scalar singlets, where with the exception of one vector-like lepton
singlet, they all carry the U(1)._, charges. Thus, the lepton masses can be generated through
the mixings with the introduced heavy charged leptons at the tree level.

It is found that when the new scalar couplings are considered, the same effects, which lead
to the light lepton masses, can induce the radiative lepton-flavor violation (LFV) processes
at the one-loop level. Taking the initial and final leptons to be the same species, the electron
and muon g — 2 can then be generated. Because the effect on the 7 ¢ — 2 is small, we do not
further discuss the influence on the 7-lepton. We note that since the Z’-gauge boson only
couples to the right-handed light leptons, the induced lepton g—2 values are negative [73},[74],
and the resulting ratio is da” /5@5' ~ mZ/m’. If we use the Z’ effect as the single source
leading to the negative electron g—2, the resulting muon g—2 is also negative and contradicts
the indications in the current data. Therefore, in this study, the gz gauge coupling and m
have to be taken in such a way that the induced muon g — 2 is small enough. Hence, the
main source for the lepton g — 2 anomalies is not from Z’ effects but from those introduced
for obtaining the electron and muon masses. We will show that the observed lepton g — 2

anomalies and the light lepton masses can be accommodated in the model.



We further find that when two Majorana fermions and one scalar singlet, which carry
the U(1)._, charge, are introduced, the neutrino mass can be radiatively produced through
the one-loop Feynman diagrams. Since some of the involved parameters are related to
parameters that contribute to m., and da.,, it is found that when the bounds from the
current neutrino data are satisfied, besides the fact that m. and m,, can fit the experimental
values, the results of da, ~ O(—=10"'?) and da, ~ O(107?) can be obtained.

When the rare y — ey decay is suppressed in the study, and all the relevant constraints
are satisfied, we find that in the model, the branching ratio (BR) for 7 — e can be under the
current experimental upper bound. When we use constrained parameter values to estimate
the BR for 7 — p, it is found that BR(7 — u7y) can be over the current upper limit; that is,
the 7 — vy decay can be used to further constrain the free parameter space. Nevertheless,
the results of da, ~ O(—107?) and da, ~ O(107?) are not influenced.

The paper is organized as follows: We introduce the model and discuss the relevant
Yukawa couplings and the scalar potential in Sec. II. The vacuum stability conditions are
also analyzed in this section. We discuss the tree-level charged lepton mass matrix and the
loop-level neutrino mass matrix in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we formulate the radiative LFV
processes and lepton g — 2, and the numerical analysis is shown in Sec. V. We provide a

summary in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL

In order to explain the neutrino data and the electron and muon g — 2, we consider
an anomaly-free gauged U(1)._, extension of the SM [7I], where the associated Z’-gauge
boson only couples to the right-handed electron and muon. We add new representations,
such as two vector-like lepton doublets (X* ¢ = e, i), one vector-like lepton singlets (X),
two right-handed neutrino singlets (N), three scalar singlets S*, S. In addition, for the
U(1).—, gauge anomaly cancellation, we need to introduce two vector-like lepton singlets
(24, where their masses arise from the new scalar singlet 7. For these fields, we impose a
Z3 symmetry to suppress the interactions with the SM fermions. The representations and
charge assignments of particles are given in Table [[. The other SM particles, which are not

shown in the table, do not have the U(1)._, charges.



TABLE I: Representations and charge assignments of particles in SU(2)r, x U(1)y X U(1)e—yu X Z3

where w? = 1 with w* = W2

er/ur Xilh N selm S Xpp S5 Shory 7
SU@)L| 1 p 1 1 1 1 1 11
Uy | -1 —1/2 0 0O 0 -1 -1 -1 0

UM)ep| 1/—1 1/=11/=11/—=1 2 0  1(0) —1(0) 1

Z3 0 0 0 0 0 0 w(w) ww)w

The gauge invariant Yukawa couplings for the lepton sector can be partly written as:

—Ly = ETyTHTR + XLyggRSﬁ -+ E@/@@/HXR -+ Z/g/yng]gSﬁ
+ XUy Hlg + XG4 HNY + he NTC NS + h, N*TCN* S
+ My XEX G + Mx X Xp 4 my, NTCON" + Hec., (3)

where C' = i7°y2, and L and H are respectively the SM lepton and Higgs doublets; ¢ = e, p,
and ¢’ denotes all of the SM lepton-flavor indices. Since 7z does not carry the U(1)._,, charge,
after electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), the tau-lepton can obtain mass through
the Higgs mechanism and its mass is expressed as m? = y,v/v/2, where v is the vacuum
expectation value (VEV) of H. Although the electron and muon masses are suppressed in
Eq. , we will show that their masses can be induced through the mixings with X* and

X. The Yukawa couplings related to 3¢ are expressed as:

— Ly =y 57550 + yESEShnt + e SR (feS + fuS5*T)

+ 2% (9.5 + g,S") + H.c. (4)

In the model, the VEVs of S¢ will be taken to be around 1 GeV; thus, the ¢ masses are
mainly dictated by the VEV of 1 and are formulated as mye ~ y&v,/v/2. Since the role
of X% is used to cancel the U(1)._, gauge anomaly, their effects are irrelevant to the study.
Therefore, we will not further discuss the effects in Eq. in the following analysis.

Since the electron and muon masses, the lepton g—2, and the neutrino masses are strongly
correlated to the VEVs of scalar fields and the scalar couplings in the scalar potential, we

have to discuss the vacuum stabilities of the scalar fields. We note that the singlet scalar 7



is introduced to obtain the X¢ masses. Although it can couple to other scalar fields, because
these couplings do not significantly affect the phenomena, which we study; for simplicity,
we take these couplings to be small. As a result, the scalar potential related to 7 can be

approximated as:

V(n) = —pin'n + Ay(n'n)?. (5)

The VEV of n can be determined as v, = /u3 /Ay

Based on the gauge symmetry, the scalar potential related to the scalar fields, such as H,
St and S, are written as:

V= —py HH + \g(H H)? + p3S1S + As(ST9)% + Y (u2e S8 + Age(5175°)?)

l=e,p

+ AnsHUHS'S + 3" (AuseH'H + Ag505TS) SU5° 4 A0 (5°5°7) (5751

l=e,u

4 [120555" + 110 (S9)2ST + 11, (S™)2S + S¢S ST 4+ Nof HTH 5%

FALSESHSTS + T ALSesHS TS 4 N, (S55")? + Hec.

l=e,u

(6)

Using the neutral scalar fields, which are expanded around their VEVs and defined as:

v+ ¢ vs+Ss o, Vgt s
=212 5o RO
V2 V2 V2

the minimal conditions of the VEVs can be found as:

(7)

2
Hr 1 € E
= D (AH“% v 2 AH) |

Ug _ _/\is (M% N A sv? 4_2/\5561]%2 1 /\gevgvg) _ \/_%\S (; ;Wvge + ﬂ“eUSeUSM> ,
/\SEUge _ (M%‘e L )\ue—i—T%v%u . Argev? _|2_ AH5ev% n \/i,ueevs . 3Nge Useﬂsu) Vs
— % <)\gev§ + NV + 207, + V2fies + Ag%@) Ugn
Aswféu = - (#gu + )\’“—I_TQ/\;‘@U%E . A gnv? _2|_ AssuvE + \/§USMW + %U&ivsu) (e
— % (Ag%g + Nefv? 2uie + \/Eﬂ,uevs + Xﬁ“?@e) Uge , (8)

where we have used 0V/0v; = 0 with v; = v, vg, and vge. In addition, the symmetric scalar



mass-square matrix is obtained as:

2 2 2
mSe mses,u msed) mscs

2 2 2 2

2 Mgegn  Mgu ms#‘d) Mgug
2 2 2 2

mse¢ msp,(é m¢ m¢8
m?2 m?2 2 2

s€s sHs

m¢s Mg

where the matrix elements are obtained as:

3
Mee = 2AgeVae + 5)\’;31)561)5”

1 . . v
— 5 (Mud + N0 + Mo + 202, + V2R )
Se
msp, — 2)\5“2]3# + AS#USCUS“
-5 (A“@ + Nfv? + Nicvde + 207, + \/_,LL#eUS> Use
SH

1 -
mi = 20"\, Mm% = 2\gvE — \/_Tvg <Ze: lwv?ge + Muevsevsu) ;

/U €
m2e . = (2AgevV5e — msp)vs + (A +2X,)vsevgn + = E Nesvge
m

sfqﬁ (>\ Ty + )‘HSZ)UUSZ s m¢5 = )\Hsl)vg,

msew \/_Mee () Vse(w) + (/\MUS + lf/§) Vgn(e) - (10)

In mg%, 1t = vgu [vge (vge Jvgn) for £ = e(u). The relations in Eq. have been applied to
mge, my, and mg.

To explain the anomalous lepton g — 2, we numerically find that mg: < 100 GeV, vge <
1 GeV, and (N, Ayge) 2 0 are preferred in the model. In addition, to fit the neutrino data,
we need ,uie < v* when the Yukawa couplings are taken to be of O(107> — 10~*). Thus, the

positive v, vg g, and m?qg 4.5 Can be achieved when the parameters are taken to follow the

conditions:

)\H5U2

Amsse >0, qu,se,s >0, uh+ <0, Ags <0,

Ne® <0, 0<2u2, + Aggev® < —(Ngvg + Njv® + V2fievs) - (11)

In order to obtain the stable vacuum and the scalar potential bounded from below, we further



require that the quartic parameters in the scalar potential should satisfy the conditions [72]:

a1 = Ags + VAgrs >0, as = Agge + V/AgAge >0, ag = Agge + v/ AgAge >0
VAEAsAge + Ags\/ Age + Aggev/ As + Agge/ A + V2aia0a3 > 0. (12)

In addition, to avoid the strict constraint from the precision Higgs measurements, mie s < mi
is necessary; that is,

(NPt A g )uge < 20N . (13)

Using these conditions, it can be found that with |[Ags| < 1, the scalar ¢ can approxi-
mate the SM Higgs h with a mass of m;, = 125 GeV. To numerically illustrate the scalar
masses, we take the parameter values, which obey the conditions shown in Egs. (11)) and
, as: (v,vg, Uge,vgn) = (246,100, 1,2) GeV, fi,e = —57 GeV, (Ag, Ag) = (0.14,8), and
(Ars, Amses Apse, o', M) = (—0.5,1.6,2.0,—0.5,0.05). The resulting values for m% are

given as:

mie ~mi, ~ — (Ag%g + Nefv? + \/§[LHBUS> ~ 902,
my = 2Agv° ~ 1297 mG & 2Xgvg ~ 400°, mie, & —me. /2 ~ —90°/2,
mie(#w R A ge(n) Vge ~ 394(1000) , mis = Agsvvg ~ —1.23 x 10%,

mie(u)s ~ (Agevs + /jﬂe/\/§> Usp(e) ~ _180(_90) . (14)

Accordingly, the mass eigenvalues in units of GeV can be obtained as: mz ~ 401.3, m, ~
125.4, mg =~ 109.6, and mz = 63.6, where the corresponding eigenstates of s and h can be

expressed as:

5~ 0.996s — 0.085¢, h~ —0.084s — 0.986m4 — 0.141s" . (15)

It can be seen that h still aligns m,, and we can suppress the pair production for A — stst
by taking proper parameter values, .
After U(1)._, symmetry is spontaneously broken, the associated Z’-gauge boson becomes

a massive particle and its mass can be obtained as:

mzg :gZ/\/U%‘i_ZJ:/U%—i_/U%E +U§‘I~H (16)

where gz is U(1)_, gauge coupling constant.



III. CHARGED LEPTON AND NEUTRINO MASS MATRICES

From Eq. , it can be seen that with the exception of the 7-lepton, the electron and muon
do not directly obtain their masses with the Higgs mechanism. Nevertheless, their masses
can be induced through the mixings with X f r and Xy g, where the Feynman diagrams are

shown in Fig. [I}

lp

r

Y
Y

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams used to induce the electron and muon masses.

Using the Yukawa couplings and the VEVs of scalar fields, the 6 x 6 charged lepton mass

matrix in the flavor basis of (e, p, 7, X¢, X*, X ) r is written as:

0 0 0 Mexe Mexn Mex
0 0 0 muxe muxe myux
Moy — 0 0 m% Mmrxe Mexn Myx | an
Mmxee 0 0 Mxe O 0
0 mxuw, 0 0 Mxu O
mxe Mmxy 0O 0 0 Mx
where the matrix elements are given as:
My xe = yéi,/z%gz y Mpx = yg_\//g’
Y5V YeUge
mXeg:W, ng:W. (18)

Since several phenomena are related to mp xe(xy and mye(x),, we thus use them as the free
parameters instead of the corresponding Yukawa couplings and VEVs. In this study, we
assume that the relevant Yukawa couplings are real parameters. The mass matrix Mqy, can
be diagonalized by the unitary matrices Ur g as Mgifg =U LMCLU;_%. The my, eigenvalues
can be obtained using MaeE M — U7 Moy M, Ul and M2 V28 — U M, M Ul
Although the right-handed neutrinos N* are introduced, since the left-handed SM leptons

do not carry the U(1)._, charges, the neutrino mass cannot be generated at the tree-level in

9



the model. Nonetheless, the neutrino mass can be produced through the radiative effects,

for which the Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. [2|

S/st

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams used to generate the neutrino masses.

Using the Yukawa and scalar couplings shown in Eq. (3) and Eq. (@, respectively, the

loop-induced neutrino mass matrix elements, denoted as VTC'm V;, can be obtained as:

my. = vv e e (yX) T x e x e (mge mNi)
g \/5(470 My (vge)? M3 M
B ZJXZUXU /ﬁuemNMe (myjxemxn + ijumiXE)J m?gg m?w m?\,e (19)
47)? 4 1 2 72 2 )
(47)2vgevgn mi. Mee Mie Mg

where the Latin letters j,i denote the active neutrino flavors, and the first (second) term
originates from the left (right) panel in Fig. . For simplicity, we take mge = mgu = mge
and mxe = mxp = mye; Mye = hyvg/v/2 and my ye(mpx) defined in Eq. are used, and

the loop integrals are expressed as:

(a,b) / dx / e al—_ji(i Zby—> iR

_ . B (1 —=)(z—y)
Jl(a’b’c>_/0 d /0 dy/o d 1+ (a—1z+b—a)y+ (c—a)z)® (20)

The neutrino mass matrix can be diagonalized by the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata

(PMNS) matrix as:

mz = UMNSmdlagULNSa (21)

where md12¢ = diag(m,, ma, m3), and the PMNS matrix can be parametrized as [1]:
_'5
C12€13 S12€13 size” "
_ i5 6
Umns = —512C23 — C12523513€"°  C12C23 — S512523513€" 523C13

6 6
5128523 — C12€23513€ —C12523 — 512€23513€ C23C13

x diag(1, e'21/2 glost/2) (22)

10



with s;; = sin6;; and ¢;; = cos 8;;. 0 is the Dirac CP violating phase, and aw; 31 are Majorana

CP violating phases.

IV. (' — ¢y, AND LEPTON g — 2

If we add the couplings HTHS*S* and HTHS¢S* to Fig. , it can be seen that the
radiative LFV processes can be induced through the loop effects, for which the relevant
Feynman diagrams are sketched in Fig.[3] The current experimental upper limits on the BR

for the relevant LE'V processes are given as [1]:

BR(pu — ey) < 4.2 x 1071
BR(T — ey) < 3.3 x 1078,
BR(T — puy) < 4.4 x 1078. (23)

Since the radiative LF'V processes are dominant in the model, we skip the analysis for the

subleading p — 3e and 7 — 3¢ decays.

4 4
H 5 H , 5
N\ / N\ /7
e VAN
y /’ N /’ N ¢
Sy \ H H, \ S
/ , \ / \
¢, Xn Xp o\ o6, Xg X Iy

FIG. 3: Selected Feynman diagrams for the ¢ — £~ decays.

Using the Yukawa and scalar couplings, the effective interactions for ¢/ — ¢~ can be

written as:

Lose, = gm@efaﬂy (Tf’fPL n Tg’fPR> (E (24)

11



where the Wilson coefficients in the model are obtained as:

2

pe 2 2 2

THe — )\HS@ + )\Hrf; muxemxee(] Mige m¢ " m,uXmXeJ M m¢

L = 3 2 2 7.2 3 2 2 02 )
m my My

2m,,(4m)? Mt M0 My mi
pe 2 2 2 2
ne )‘HS“ + )‘H Tff MexnMMxny msﬁ m¢ MexMxy, mse m¢>
Tr = 2m,, (47)? m3 /2 w2, m2, ) T T ma /2 m2%  m3 ’
H X* X* X¢ X X X
pe, 4 2 2 2 2
) )‘HSZ + >\H Ty | MrxeMxey Mg, My myxMmxye Mg, my
T, = o (472 3 S 2 2 52 2 09 g (25)
m.(4m) M, My M3 mi my mi

Trt = 0, and the loop integral J, is defined by:

1 x1 ) 1— To
Jo(a,b) = [ d d d . 26
2(CL ) /0 ml/o xQ/O XT3 (1 T (a — 1)1}2 T (b — a)x3)2 ( )

The definitions shown in Eq. have been used. Due to m, < my, we have neglected the

my effects. As a result, the BR for the ¢/ — ¢~ decay can be written as:

BRI — (~) — am?, T2 | |le)2 o7
(_>7)—7'£’4 T 1"+ TR - (27)

In order to satisfy the current upper limit of BR™P(u — ey) < 4.2 x 1073, one can take

myxe = Mexr = 0 or the conditions assumed as:

2 2 2 2
m,uXemXeeJ (msl md) ) m,uXmXeJ (msé m¢)
2 - )

3 2 2 3 2 09
M5, M0 Ml m3 m3 m3
2 2 2 2
meX“mX“uJ Mg Mg\ _meXmXuJ mge My, (28)
m3 2\m2, " m2 - m3 2 2" m2 )
Xt Xt Xt X X X

In this study, we adopt the latter requirements shown in Eq. . Hence, in the numerical
analysis, we only focus on the 7 — ¢+ decays.

It is known that the radiative quantum corrections to a lepton current can be expressed

as:
- ik
P = L(p') [y Fu(k?) + mfFQ(k?Z) Up), (29)
where the lepton g — 2 can be defined by:
—2
a =2 — = F2(0). (30)

Using this definition, the lepton g — 2 can be induced by Fig. [3| with ¢/ = ¢. Based on the
results shown in Eq. , the lepton g — 2 can be formulated as:

5&[ =My

e 2 2
Aige + Nrt [méxme€£J2 (m%,_; my ) N mngngQ (mgz md,)] "

3 2 02 3 2 12
(47)? M M5 Mg my my My

12



It can be seen that the obtained da,, is proportional to m, and linearly depends on Ayge +
MNefrt which is related to ng 4 Since A\yrge and Ny are free parameters, to use fewer scanned
parameters, for simplicity, we take Aff = 0 in our numerical analysis.

As mentioned in the introduction, the Z’-gauge boson can contribute to the lepton g — 2,

and the result can be formulated as:

o9 ! 1 —2)(2z —4) — 2r2z3
5an _ 9z 7‘5/ x( _m)( x_ 2) 7"2613 | (32)
1672 J, (1—2)(1—riz)+riz

with 7, = my/mz. Due to the fact that 2z — 4 < 0 in the integral, the resulting (5aL,Z/ is
always negative. Because 6aZ’ /6aZ ~ m2/m? ~ 2.4x107°, if daZ" ~ —5x 107" is taken, we
obtain daZ ~ —2.1x 1078, However, the large negative da”’ contradicts to the current data,
and the sign cannot be flipped via other effects in the model. To avoid this issue, we can
take proper values for gz and mz to suppress 5af'. For instance, with g, ~ 5 x 107* and

my ~ 1 GeV, we have 5af' ~ —2.3x107'%; thus, the result will not affect the contributions

from Eq. .

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS
A. Constraints and setting the scanned parameter regions

Since m,. and m, are induced through the diagonalization of the 6 x 6 Mc; matrix,
basically, the parameters in Mcy, have to obtain m, ~ 5.1 x 10~* GeV and m,, ~ 0.105
GeV. However, the parameter scan is inefficient when we fit the mass hierarchy between
the electron and the muon. In order to obtain more allowed sampling points, we take
me = (8,4) x 107* GeV and m,, = (0.107,0.103) GeV as the constraints.

Although the neutrino mass order is not yet determined, since other analyses are not
sensitive to the mass order, we use the normal ordering (NO) scheme, i.e. m; < my < mg,
in our study. Based on the neutrino oscillation data [I], the central values of 6;;, 0, and

AmZ; = m7 —m? using the global fit can then be obtained as [75]:

912 = 34.50, 923 = 47.70 y 913 = 8.4507 5 = 2180 ;
Am3, = 7.55 x 107°eV?, Am3, = 2.50 x 1072 eV?, (33)

where m; = 0 is used, and the Majorana phases are taken to be ay;31) = 0. Using the 3o

uncertainties that are shown in [75] and the relation shown in Eq. , the |m};| ranges in

13



units of eV can be estimated as:

im?,| |my,| [m,| 0.11 — 0.45 0.12 — 0.82 0.12 — 0.82
sl = fo12-082 24-33 20-22 [x107%eV.  (34)
m,| |m2,| [m.] 012-082 20-22 22-3.1

NO

el my,| [m

We thus use the results in Eq. as the inputs to constrain the free parameters.
In order to scan the free parameters and obtain the allowed parameter regions when the
considered constraints are satisfied, we choose the parameters in units of GeV from the

Yukawa sector as:

Mexe(eX) 3 12)7 Mexn pxe = <_272)7 muxe = (175)7

100, 100), m.x = (—10,10), mye = (600, 1200)

= (

Mmyee = (=10, =3), mxu, = (20,50), mx. = (3,10),
my,. = (=
(

mx = (800,1200), myu = (10,30), mye = (100, 300), (35)

and m,xe ,x» = 3 GeV, whereas m,x and mx, are determined by Eq. . We note that in
order to obtain da, < 0 and da, > 0, we fix mxe, < 0 and mxu, > 0. The mass of a vector-
like lepton doublet in the range of 120 — 790 GeV is excluded by the CMS experiment [76] in
the multilepton final states at /s = 13 TeV. Since the X*—7 mixings are small in our model,
the mye constraint through the coupling X*7Z can be looser. The current upper limit on
the vector-like lepton singlet is mx < 176 GeV, which was reported by ATLAS [77]. Hence,
the chosen regions for my« y follow the current LHC results. For numerically illustrating

the charged lepton masses, we take specific values for the parameters in Eq. as:

0 0 0 8.04 0.35. 8.60
0 0 0 045. 2,52 1.55
0 0 1776 2 2 4.29
Mer = (36)
—342 0 0 630 0 0
0 2367 0 0 630 O

5.89 —4.59 0 0 0 1200

The diagonalized mass eigenvalues in units of GeV from light to heavy mass can be obtained

as: me ~ 5.5x107% m,, &~ 0.1056, m, ~ 1.777, mx« ~ 630, and mx ~ 1200. The associated

14



mass eigenstates for X% and X, are given as:

X5 ~0.005eg + 0.011 X% +0.9996 X5, Xh ~ 0.04 ug + 0.011 X§, +0.9994 X% |
X1 ~0.007 ez, + 0.0013 iz, + 0.0035 77, + 0.99997 X, . (37)

It can be seen that the m, and m, results can match the data, and the flavor mixings
between the heavy new lepton and the SM lepton are small.
The massive parameter regions from the scalar potential are taken as: v = 246 GeV,

vg = 100 GeV, vgey = 1(2) GeV, mge = 100 GeV, and:
free = (=5,5) GeV, p,, = (—1,1) GeV, p,. = (—10,10) GeV'. (38)

The involving dimensionless Yukawa and scalar couplings are set as: Agge = 6, Agse = 10,
7% = (=2,2) x 1075, and ¢y = (—2,2) x 107*. In addition, in order to obtain the sizable

dae,,, We require:

Sa, = (—12.4,-5.2) x 10713
da, >5x 10710, (39)

B. Numerical analysis and discussion

From Eq. , it can be seen that the matrix elements of m}; are similar in terms of
order of magnitude; thus, we use 2 x 10® sampling points to scan the relevant parameters.
However, to obtain the hierarchical values for m. and m, from the matrix in Eq. , we
use 10% sampling points.

To show that m,. ~ 5.1 x 107* GeV and m, ~ 0.105 GeV can be achieved in the chosen
parameter regions, the correlation between the obtained m, and m,, is shown in Fig. [l{a).
The correlation between dac(,) and m, can be found in Fig. f(b), where dac(,) is in units
of 10713(1071%) and m, is scaled by 107, indicated by blue(green) points. It can be seen
that when m, ~ 5.1 x 107* GeV is obtained, and the same parameter values can lead to
da. ~ O(—107*2) and da, ~ O(107?). For clarity, we also show the correlation between the
obtained da. and da,, in Fig. 5|

It is known that My in Eq. , day in Eq. , and m7; in Eq. have common

free parameters, such as myy: and m,xe. To more efficiently obtain the allowed parameter
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FIG. 4: (a) Correlation between the obtained m. and m,, and (b) correlation between da,(,) and
me, where m, is scaled by 1074, and dae(,) is in units of 10713(10719), indicated by blue(green)

points.
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FIG. 5: Correlation between the obtained da. and da,,.

regions, we separately scan the parameters to fit the chosen ranges of m, and da, and the
mY; shown in Eq. . We demonstrate the scanning results for m.x. versus m,x» in Fig. @
where the filled circles arise from the constraints shown in Eq. , and the squares are

derived from the m, and da, constraints. According to the results, the same parameters
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from the different phenomena can have the common values.

FIG. 6: Resulting correlations for the scanned parameters from different phenomena when they
satisfy the chosen ranges, where the filled circles arise from the neutrino data, and the squares are

derived from the selected m, and day ranges.

In the numerical analysis, we used the relations in Eq. , where the rare radiative
1 — ey decay can be basically as small as the current upper limit. We thus focus on the
situations in the 7 — ¢v decays. Using the allowed parameter regions, which are limited
by the selected my, and da, regions, the BRs in units of 1078 for the 7 — £ decays with
respect to da, are shown in Fig. El(a), where the filled circles and triangles denote the 7 — ey
and 7 — gy results, respectively. The correlations of BR(r — (v) with da, are given in
Fig.[7[(b). From the results, it can be clearly seen that when the upper limits of BR(T — (v)
are satisfied, da, of O(—=107'?) and da, of O(107?) can be achieved. In addition, it is found
that with the constrained parameter regions, the resulting BR(T — ) can be over the
current upper limit; that is, the 7 — py decay can further exclude the free parameter space.
Nevertheless, when we exclude the sampling points, which are constrained by the 7 — vy
decay, the da, results are not changed.

In addition to the SM-like Higgs boson, the extra scalar bosons, which are directly related
to our study, are s and s*. Due to gz < 1, the new scalar couplings to the Z’ boson are

small. According to earlier discussions, the pair production in the h — s°s* processes can
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FIG. 7: Correlations of BR(7 — ¢v) (in units of 107®) with da. (left panel) and da,, (right panel).

be suppressed by requiring m;, < 2mg. Therefore, from the Yukawa couplings in Eq. ,
the potential production channels for s at the LHC can be though the pair production of
X% and X, where the associated Yukawa couplings yf, and y, can be of order of unit. For
the signal search of s, it depends on the decay channels. From Eq. , it can be seen that
although the s — ¢ — ¢ couplings are small, the BRs for s* — ¢~ ¢* could be O(1). Thus, the

favorable signals for probing s‘ scalars in the pp collisions are via multi-lepton final states:

pp — XeXh — (ps") (05 sY) — ((pe ) (ehere),
pp — XX = (Urs")(Uhs") — (LptT ) (LH0T0T). (40)

Although S doesn’t directly couple to the charged leptons, it can couple to the Majorana
fermions N*. From Eq. , it can be found that the s — ¢ mixing, denoted by Us,, can be
0(0.05). Including the s — ¢ mixing, we can obtain the Higgs coupling to N7 N* as:

1
—h
/5 ¢
In the study, we take mye = (100,300) GeV and my. = (10,30) GeV; therefore, the SM

U NTONh. (41)

Higgs can invisibly decay into N*N*, where the partial decay rate can be found as:

FE S R -

T'(h — NAN") = ?%h
m

myu

s¢

Us
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Using "M ~ 4.07 MeV [1], Uy = —0.085, and myu = 30 GeV, we find that the BR for
h — NFN#is BR(h — NENH) ~ 3.43%, where the current upper limits at 95% confidence
level are 26% and 19% by CMS [78] and ATLAS [79] experiments, respectively, and the SM
result is BR(h — invisible) = 1.06 x 10~ [80].

VI. SUMMARY

A gauged U(1)._, extension of the SM is used to explain the neutrino masses and the elec-
tron and muon g — 2, where two vector-like lepton doublets, three vector-like lepton singlets,
four scalar singlets, and two Majorana fermions are included. The studying phenomenon
are all generated through the one-loop radiative effects.

Although the electron and muon do not obtain their masses via the Higgs mechanism,
their masses can be induced through mixing with the introduced heavy charged leptons. We
found that the mass hierarchy between the electron and the muon can be accommodated in
the model. When the bounds of the electron and muon masses and the neutrino data are
satisfied, we found that the electron g — 2 can reach an order of —107'2, and the muon g — 2
can be of an O(107?).

The radiative lepton-flavor violation processes can arise from similar Feynman diagrams,
which are used for producing the lepton g—2. When the y1 — e~y decay is suppressed, and the
constrained parameter values are applied, the result of BR(7 — ey) < 107° can be obtained.
With the same constrained parameter set, we found that the resulting BR(T — u7y) can be
larger than its current upper limit; that is, the 7 — p~vy decay indeed can be used to further
constrain the parameter space. Nevertheless, the parameter regions excluded by the 7 — puy
decay do not change the regions allowed for da. and da,,.

Using the mixing between the SM Higgs and the new scalar S, we found that a significant
Higgs invisible decay can be induced in the model, and the associated BR(h — invisible)

can reach a few percent level.
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