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Abstract

We propose a model realizes that a semi-visible dark photon which can contribute to
the anomalous magnetic moment (g − 2) of both electron and muon. In this model, the
electron g−2 is deviated from the Standard Model (SM) prediction by the 1-loop diagrams
involving the vector-like leptons, while that of muon is deviated due to a non-vanishing
gauge kinetic mixing with photons. We also argue that the W -boson mass can be deviated
from the SM prediction due to the vector-like lepton loops, so that the value obtained
by the CDF II experiment can be explained. Thus, this model simultaneously explains
the recent three anomalies in g − 2 of electron and muon as well as the W -boson mass.
The constraints on the O(1) GeV dark photon can be avoided because of the semi-visible
decay of the dark photon, A′ → 2N → 2ν 2χ → 2ν 4e, where N is a SM singlet vector-like
neutrino and χ is a CP-even Higgs boson of the U(1)′ gauge symmetry.
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1 Introduction

There is the long-standing discrepancy in the anomalous magnetic moment (g−2) of muon
between the Standard Model (SM) prediction [1–20] and the experimental measurement [21,22].
The latest world average of ∆aµ reports the 5.1σ discrepancy [23],

∆aµ := aexpµ − aSMµ = 2.49 (48)× 10−9. (1.1)

Whereas the recent lattice calculation [24] and the experiment determination [25] of the hadron
vacuum polarization contribution to the muon g−2 point the value closer to the SM prediction,
and hence the tension relaxes to a few sigma level. Nonetheless, we shall assume that the
discrepancy is given by Eq. (1.1), since the current situation is not conclusive. The electron
g−2 may also deviate from the SM prediction according to the recent precise measurement of
the fine structure constant using Cs atoms [26], and the discrepancy is given by [27]

∆ae := aexpe − aSMe = −8.7 (3.6)× 10−13, (1.2)

and hence there is a 2.4σ discrepancy from the experimental value [28,29]. Similarly to the muon
g−2, however, the situation is not conclusive because the fine structure constant determined by
Rb atoms shows the value consistent with the SM [30]. Nonetheless, we also assume that there
is the discrepancy in Eq. (1.2), especially the negative sign of its discrepancy. Simultaneous
explanations for both anomalies have been studied in Refs. [26, 27,31–44].

The model with a U(1)′ gauge symmetry and the vector-like fourth family is studied in
Refs. [45,46] 1, to explain the muon g−2 and another anomaly in the b→ sℓℓ process [59–68] 2.
In these works, the U(1)′ gauge boson is assumed to be heavier than 100 GeV, so the gauge
boson is called a Z ′-boson. The muon g−2 is explained by the 1-loop diagrams involving the
vector-like leptons via mixing with muons. In this case, however, the electron g−2 can not
be explained simultaneously because it causes the lepton flavor violations if the mixing with
electrons is introduced. In Ref. [70], it has been shown that the W -boson mass measured by
the CDF II [71],

mCDF
W = 80.4335 (94) GeV, (1.3)

which is larger than the previous measurementsmPDG
W = 80.379 (12) GeV and the SM prediction

mSM
W = 80.361 (6) GeV [72], can be explained by the 1-loop diagrams involving the vector-like

leptons lighter than about 200 GeV.
In this work, we study a new parameter space of the model proposed in Ref. [45,46], where

the U(1)′ gauge boson is much lighter than the Z-boson mass and therefore we call it a dark
photon A′ throughout this work. In such a scenario, the dark photon can explain ∆aµ if it
is lighter than O (1) GeV and its gauge kinetic mixing with the photon is O (10−5 − 10−2)
depending on the dark photon mass [73]. Note that the dark photon contribution from the
gauge kinetic mixing can not explain the negative shift of the electron g − 2 in Eq. (1.2),

1Other types of models with vector-like fermions and a U(1)′ are studied in Refs. [47–58].
2The recent measurement of RK(∗) shows the consistent value with the SM prediction [69].
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Gauge Symmetry ℓLi
eRi

H LL ER LR EL NR NL Φ

SU(2)L 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1
U(1)Y −1 2 −1 −1 2 1 −2 0 0 0
U(1)′ 0 0 0 −1 1 1 −1 1 −1 −1

Table 1: Quantum numbers of the scalars and leptons in the model under the gauge symmetry
SU(2)L×U(1)Y ×U(1)′. The index i = 1, 2, 3 runs over the three generations of the SM leptons.

since it is predicted to be positive. In this model, we can explain ∆ae by the 1-loop diagrams
involving the vector-like leptons as for ∆aµ in the heavy Z ′ scenario [45, 46], without lepton
flavor violations. We also point out that the W -boson mass measured by the CDF II can be
explained in the same manner as in Ref. [70]. Altogether, we study the light dark photon region
of the model in Ref. [45, 46] in order to explain both electron and muon g−2, as well as mW

measured by the CDF II experiment without extending the model.
The dark photon explaining ∆aµ is excluded by the experiments if it decays dominantly

to e+e− [74–76] or invisible particles [77, 78]. This limit will be relaxed and the dark photon
explanation is still viable if the dark photon decays to both visible and invisible particles [79–83],
namely if the dark photon is semi-visible. Interestingly, in this model, the SM singlet vector-like
neutrino N can be lighter than the dark photon, and then N can decay to the U(1)′ breaking
Higgs boson χ whose dominant decay mode is e+e−. Thus, the decay of the dark photon A′

proceeds as A′ → 2N → 2ν 2χ→ 2ν 4e which is a semi-visible decay.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we briefly review the model with particular

interests in the gauge kinetic mixing. We study the observables, including ∆ae, ∆aµ and
mW in Sec. 3, and then discuss signals from the dark photon in Sec. 4. Finally, we draw our
conclusions in Sec. 5. The details of the model and the loop functions for the oblique parameters
are respectively in Appendices A and B.

2 The model

We review the model proposed in Refs. [45, 46] in which the SM is extended by a U(1)′ gauge
symmetry and a family of vector-like leptons. The matter contents of the model is summarized
in Table 1.

2.1 Gauge boson sector

Unlike the studies in Refs. [45,46], we explicitly introduce the gauge kinetic mixing of the U(1)′

and U(1)Y symmetries. The gauge kinetic terms are given by

Lgauge = −1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν − ϵ

2
F ′
µνF

µν − 1

4
Ga

µνG
aµν , (2.1)

where Fµν , F
′
µν and Ga

µν are the gauge field strengths of U(1)Y , U(1)
′ and SU(2)L, respectively.

Here, ϵ is the gauge kinetic mixing factor. We denote the neutral vector fields of U(1)Y , U(1)
′
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and SU(2)L by Bµ, Vµ and W 3
µ , respectively. After the symmetry breaking by the SM Higgs

boson and the U(1)′ breaking scalar Φ, the mass squared matrix for (W 3
µ , Bµ, Vµ) is given by

M2
V = m2

W

 1 −tW 0
−tW t2W 0
0 0 t2V

 , (2.2)

where tW := g1/g2 and tV := mV /mW with mW := g2vH/
√
2 and mV =

√
2g′vΦ. Here, g1,

g2 and g′ are respectively the gauge coupling constants of U(1)Y , SU(2)L and U(1)′. The
canonically normalized mass basis of the gauge bosons are defined asW 3

µ

Bµ

Vµ

 =:

sW cWCWA′ cWCWZ

cW −sWCBA′ −sWCBZ

0 CV A′ CV Z

Aµ

A′
µ

Zµ

 , (2.3)

For ϵ, tV ≪ 1, CWA′ , CBA′ , CV Z ∼ O (ϵ) and CWZ , CBZ , −CV A′ ∼ 1 +O (ϵ2). In this limit,

m2
A′ ∼ m2

V (1 + c2W ϵ
2), m2

Z ∼ m2
W

c2W
(1 + s2W ϵ

2), (2.4)

where sW := g1/
√
g21 + g22 =: tW cW . The explicit form of these matrices are shown in Ap-

pendix A.

2.2 Fermion sector

In the gauge basis, the relevant part of the Lagrangian specifying the mass terms of the vector-
like leptons and their Yukawa interactions are given by

L ⊃ mLLRLL +mEEREL +mNNRNL

+ eRiy
e
ijℓLjH + ΦλLi LRℓLi − Φ∗λEi eRiEL

+ λeERLLH − λ′eLRH̃EL + λnNRLLH̃ + λ′nLRHNL + h.c. (2.5)

Here, H̃ = iσ2H
∗ and i, j = 1, 2, 3 label the SM generations. After the symmetry breaking via

non-zero vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of the scalar fields, vΦ and vH , the mass matrices
for eL = (e−Li

, L−
L , E

−
L ), eR = (e−Ri

, E−
R , L

−
R) and nL = (νLi

, L0
L, NL), nR = (NR, L

0
R) are given by

Me =

yijvH 0 λLi
vΦ

0 λevH mL

λEj
vΦ mE λ′evH

 , Mn =

 0 λLi
vΦ

λnvH mL

mN λ′nvH

 . (2.6)

In this work, we do not explicitly introduce the right-handed neutrinos and treat neutrinos
as massless particles. As shown in Ref. [46], the phenomenology will not be changed up
to O (vH/MMaj), when we introduce the heavy right-handed neutrinos with Majorana mass
MMaj ∼ 1010 GeV. The mass matrices are diagonalized as

U †
eL
MeUeR =

mei 0 0
0 mE1 0
0 0 mE2

 , U †
nL
MnUnR

=

 0 0
mN1 0
0 mN2

 , (2.7)
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where UeL,R
and UnL

(UnR
) are 5 × 5 (2 × 2) unitary matrices. The leptons in the mass basis

are defined as

êA = U †
eA
eA, n̂A = U †

nA
nA, A = L,R. (2.8)

The Dirac fermions are defined as

[ψℓ]J :=

(
[ℓ̂L]J
[ℓ̂R]J

)
, ℓ = e, n, J = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, (2.9)

where [n̂R]j = 0 for j = 1, 2, 3.
Throughout this work, we assume that the U(1)′ breaking scalar Φ exclusively couples to

the first generation, i.e.

λLi
=: λLδ1i, λEi

=: λEδ1i, λNi
=: λNδ1i, (2.10)

so that the lepton flavor violations are not induced from the mixing. As we shall study the
dark photon of O (1) GeV, the VEV of Φ is expected to be in this order, which is much smaller
than that studied in Refs. [45, 46]. In this regime, with omitting the mixing with the second
and third generations, the diagonalization matrices are approximately given by

UeL =

1 0 0
0 ceL seL
0 −seL ceL

1− (η2L1
+ η2L2

)/2 ηL1 −ηL2

−ηL1 1 0
ηL2 0 1

 ,

UeR =

1 0 0
0 seR ceL
0 ceR −seL

1− (η2R1
+ η2R2

)/2 −ηR1 ηR2

ηR1 1 0
−ηR2 0 1

 , (2.11)

where

ηL1 := ceRλL
vΦ
mE1

, ηL2 := seRλL
vΦ
mE2

, ηR1 := seLλE
vΦ
mE1

, ηR2 := ceLλE
vΦ
mE2

. (2.12)

The first matrices diagonalize the right-lower 2 × 2 block of Me and their analytical forms,
as well as the diagonalization of the neutrino mass matrix, are shown in Appendix A. The
second matrices approximately diagonalize the small off-diagonal elements of the electron and
the vector-like leptons up to the second order in η := O

(
ηL1,2 , ηR1,2

)
.

2.3 Fermion interactions

The gauge interactions of the leptons with the neutral gauge bosons in the mass basis are given
by

LV F =
∑
ℓ=e,n

ψℓγµ
∑

A=L,R

[
eAµQℓ

+
∑

X=A′,Z

g2
cW

Xµ

{
IℓA
(
c2WCWX + s2WCBX

)
− s2WQℓCBX +

cWg
′

g2
Q′

ℓA
CV X

}]
PAψℓ

=: − eAµψeγ
µψe +

∑
X=A′,Z

∑
A=L,R

∑
ℓ=e,n

Xµψℓγµg
X
ℓA
PAψℓ, (2.13)
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where

IeA = −1

2
U †
eA
PAUeA =: −1

2
EA, InA

= +
1

2
U †
nA
PAUnA

=:
1

2
NA, Q′

ℓA
= −U †

ℓA
P ′UℓA , (2.14)

with PR := diag(0, 0, 0, 0, 1) =: 1 − PL and P ′ := diag(0, 0, 0, 1, 1). The electric coupling
constant is defined as e = g1g2/

√
g21 + g22, and the electric charged are Qe = −1 and Qn = 0.

The W -boson couplings are given by

LW =
g2√
2
W−

µ ψnγ
µ
∑

A=L,R

hAPAψe + h.c. =
∑

A=L,R

W−
µ ψnγ

µgWA PAψe + h.c., (2.15)

where

hA := U †
nA
PAUeA . (2.16)

The U(1)′ Higgs boson Φ is expanded as

Φ = vΦ +
1√
2
(χ+ iaχ) , (2.17)

where aχ is the Nambu-Goldstone boson absorbed by the dark photon A′. The Yukawa inter-
actions of the CP-even Higgs χ are given by

−Lχ =
χ√
2

∑
ℓ=e,n

ψℓY
χ
ℓ PLψℓ + h.c., (2.18)

where

Y χ
e = U †

eL

 0 0 λLi

0 0 0
λEj

0 0

UeR , Y χ
n = U †

nL

0 λLi

0 0
0 0

UnR
. (2.19)

Up to O (ϵ2), the gauge couplings are given by

gZℓA ∼ g2
cW

(
IℓA − s2WQℓ

)
+ ϵsWg

′Q′
ℓA

+ ϵ2g2tW cW

{
1

2
IℓA −Qℓ

(
1− s2W

2

)}
, (2.20)

gA
′

ℓA
∼ − g′Q′

ℓA

(
1 +

c2W
2
ϵ2
)
+ ϵcW sWg2Qℓ. (2.21)

As explicitly shown in Appendix A, we find

EL ∼

1− η2e/λ
2
E seLηe/λE −ceLηe/λE

seLηe/λE c2eL ceLseL
−ceLηe/λE ceLseL s2eL

 , ER ∼

 η2e/λ
2
L ceRηe/λL −seRηe/λL

ceRηe/λL c2eR −ceRseR
−seRηe/λL −seRceR s2eR

 ,

(2.22)
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Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams dominantly contribute to the ∆ae (left and middle) and
∆aµ (right).

where

ηe := λLλEvΦ

(
seLceR
mE1

+
ceLseR
mE2

)
, (2.23)

will appear in ∆ae expression in Sec. 3. For the U(1)′ boson couplings,

Q′
eL

∼

η2L1
+ η2L2

−ηL1 ηL2

−ηL1 1 0
ηL2 0 1

 , Q′
eR

∼

η2R1
+ η2R2

ηR1 −ηR2

ηR1 1 0
−ηR2 0 1

 . (2.24)

Hence, the Z-boson couplings to the SM leptons are shifted at O (ϵ2, η2) and those of the dark
photon A′ appears at ϵ with the sub-dominant contributions at O (ϵ2, η2). The off-diagonal
couplings of the SM leptons and the vector-like ones are induced at O (η). The structures are
similar for the couplings involving the neutral leptons. The Yukawa couplings of the χ boson
is approximately given by

Y χ
e ∼

 2ηe ceRλL −seRλL
−seLλE O (vΦ/mE1) O (vΦ/mE1)
ceLλE O (vΦ/mE1) O (vΦ/mE2)

 . (2.25)

3 Anomalous magnetic moments and W -boson mass

3.1 Anomalous magnetic moments

The 1-loop contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the lepton ℓ = e, µ via the
neutral gauge boson X = Z,A′ and the charged leptons is given by

δXaℓ =− mℓ

8π2m2
X

5∑
B=1

[(∣∣∣[gXeL]iℓB∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣[gXeR]iℓB∣∣∣2
)
mℓFZ(x

X
eB
)

+Re
([
gXeL
]
iℓB

[
gXeR
]∗
iℓB

)
meBGZ(x

X
eB
)
]
, (3.1)

where xXeB = m2
eB
/m2

X . Here, meB is the mass of the B-th generation charged lepton, with
flavor index B = 1, . . . , 5. The index iℓ = 1, 2 for ℓ = e, µ. The loop functions FZ(x), GZ(x) are
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Figure 2: The left panel shows ϵ versus ∆aµ with mA′ = 0.2, 1, 5, 25 GeV. The dark (light)
purple region is the 1σ (2σ) range. The right panel shows mL = mE versus −∆ae with
λe = 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1.0. The dark (light) green region is the 1σ (2σ) range. The input
parameters other than mL = mE are chosen as the BP-A shown in Table 2.

defined in Appendix B. The 1-loop contribution from the χ scalar to ∆aℓ is given by [84,85]

δχaℓ = − mℓ

32π2m2
χ

5∑
B=1

[(∣∣[Y χ
e ]iℓB

∣∣2 + ∣∣[Y χ
e ]Biℓ

∣∣2)mℓFS(y
χ
eB
)

+Re
(
[Y χ

e ]iℓB [Y χ
e ]Biℓ

)
meBGS(y

χ
eB
)
]
, (3.2)

where, yχeB := m2
eB
/m2

χ. Also, the loop functions FS(x), GS(x) are defined in Appendix B.
Altogether, the new physics contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment is given by

∆aℓ = δA′aℓ + δZaℓ + δχaℓ − δSMZ aℓ, (3.3)

where the SM contribution via the Z-boson loop,

δSMZ aℓ = − g22m
2
ℓ

8π2m2
W

[(
1

4
− s2W + 2s4W

)
FZ(x

Z
ℓ ) + s2W

(
−1

2
+ s2W

)
GZ(x

Z
ℓ )

]
(3.4)

is subtracted. The contributions from the Z, W and Higgs bosons are negligible because the
off-diagonal couplings in the mass basis are suppressed. The Feynman diagrams dominantly
contribute to ∆ae and ∆aµ are shown in Fig. 1.

Let us estimate the sizes of ∆aℓ in our model. From Eq. (2.20), the dark photon contribution

8



to ∆aµ is approximately given by

∆aµ ∼ δA′aµ ≃ −
c2W s

2
Wg

2
2m

2
µϵ

2

8π2m2
A′

(
2FZ(x

A′

µ ) +GZ(x
A′

µ )
)

(3.5)

∼ 2.8× 10−9 ×
( ϵ

0.02

)2(1 GeV

mA′

)2
(
2FZ(x

A′
µ ) +GZ(x

A′
µ )

−2/3

)
. (3.6)

Note that 2FZ +GZ is negative for mA′ > mµ.
It is turned out that ∆ae is dominantly from the 1-loop diagrams involving the vector-

like leptons along with the dark photon or the χ boson, because of the chiral enhancement
proportional to the vector-like lepton masses. From Eqs. (2.20) and (2.24), we find

∆ae ∼ − meηe
16π2vΦ

∼ −3.2× 10−13 ×
(
1 GeV

vΦ

)( ηe
10−7

)
, (3.7)

and ηe is approximately given by

ηe ∼ λLλE
λevHvΦ
mLmE

∼ 1.7× 10−7 ×
(
λeλLλE
10−3

)( vΦ
1 GeV

)(103 GeV
√
mLmE

)2

, (3.8)

for vH ≪ mE. Thus, the vector-like mass around the TeV-scale can explain the deviation in ∆ae
for the Yukawa coupling constants of O (0.1) and vΦ ∼ O (1) GeV. Note that the contribution
from the gauge kinetic mixing will be sub-dominant when ∆aµ is explained because the coupling
induced by the kinetic mixing is flavor universal and it is estimated as

δA′ae

∣∣∣
ϵ
=
m2

e

m2
µ

∆aµ ≃ 5.8× 10−14 ×
(

∆aµ
2.51× 10−9

)
. (3.9)

For ηe ∼ 10−7, the Z-boson couplings of the SM leptons are very close to the SM one since the
deviation is at O (η2e), see Eq. (2.22).

Fig. 2 shows the values of ∆aµ (left) and ∆ae (right) based on our numerical analysis. We
see that ∆aµ is explained for ϵ ∼ 0.02 for the 1 GeV dark photon as expected from Eq. (3.5).
For (ϵ,mA′) = (0.02, 1 GeV), ∆ae is explained by the vector-like lepton loops if the vector-
like lepton masses are 1.5 TeV (500 GeV) with λe = 0.1 (0.01), as expected from Eqs. (3.7)
and (3.8). Thus, our model provides a unified explanation for both ∆ae and ∆aµ without
introducing lepton flavor violations.

3.2 W -boson mass

As shown in Refs. [70, 86], the W -boson mass shift can be explained by the 1-loop effects of
the fourth family vector-like leptons. The T parameter [87,88] has a dominant contribution to
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this shift compared to the S, U parameters and the T parameter is given by [89,90]

16πs2W c
2
WT =

∑
a,β

{(∣∣hLaβ∣∣2 + ∣∣hRaβ∣∣2) θ+(ya, yβ) + 2Re
(
hLaβh

R∗
aβ

)
θ−(ya, yβ)

}
−
∑
a<b

{(∣∣N L
ab

∣∣2 + ∣∣NR
ab

∣∣2) θ+(ya, yb) + 2Re
(
N L

abNR∗
ab

)
θ−(ya, yb)

}
−
∑
α<β

{(∣∣EL
αβ

∣∣2 + ∣∣ER
αβ

∣∣2) θ+(yα, yβ) + 2Re
(
EL
αβER∗

αβ

)
θ−(yα, yβ)

}
, (3.10)

where the indices a, b (α, β) run over the neutral (charged) leptons, and ya := m2
ea/m

2
Z , yα :=

m2
nα
/m2

Z . Here, hAaβ = [hA]aβ, EA
αβ = [EA]αβ and NA

ab = [NA]ab for A = L,R. The formula of
2πS can be obtained by replacing θ± → ψ± (θ± → χ±) in the first line (the second and third
lines), while by replacing θ± → χ± the formula of −2πU can be obtained. The loop functions
are defined in Appendix B. The W -boson mass is given by [91,92]

m̂2
W = m2

W

∣∣∣
SM

[
1 +

α

c2W − s2W

(
−S
2
+ c2WT +

c2W − s2W
4s2W

U

)
+∆W

]
, (3.11)

where

∆W =
c2W

c2W − s2W

(
−∆m2

Z

m2
Z

+ t2W∆hLeν

)
, (3.12)

is the tree-level contribution from the Z-boson mass squared shift ∆m2
Z/m

2
Z := m2

Z/m
2
Z |SM−1 ≃

s2W ϵ
2 due to the kinetic mixing and theW -boson coupling to the SM leptons ∆hLeν := 1−[hL]11 ∼

O (η2) 3. The tree-level contributions are too small to explain the shift in the W -boson mass,
and hence T ∼ O (0.1) is necessary to explain the CDF II measurement. In fact, the limit on the
dark-photon contributions to the EW precision data is ϵ < 2.7× 10−2 for mA′ ≪ 10 GeV [95],
where the most important effect is from the shift of the Z-boson mass which results the shift
of the W -boson mass.

The T parameter is approximately given by

16π2c2W s
2
WT ≃ 4(λ′nvH)

4

3m2
Lm

2
Z

[
1 +

1

4

(
λ′emL

λ′nmE

)2
{
2− 6 log

m2
E

m2
L

+ 3

(
λ′e
λ′n

)2
}]

, (3.13)

where we assumemN ≪ vH ≪ mL ≪ mE and λe, λn ≪ λ′e, λ
′
n. The first term in the parenthesis

comes from the W -boson contributions involving N2 and E1 which are sensitive to the mass
difference in the doublet-like states. Since the second term is negative due to the logarithmic
term, the T parameter slightly increases as it is suppressed by mE. For mL ≪ mE, the T
parameter is estimated as

T ∼ 0.1× λ′4n

(
230 GeV

mL

)2

. (3.14)

3The tree-level contributions can be absorbed into the oblique parameters [93,94], but our oblique parameters
only include the loop effects from the vector-like leptons which are expected to be dominant.
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Figure 3: On the left panel, mW is explained the CDF II and PDG result within the 1σ (2σ)
range in the darker (lighter) red and blue regions, respectively. The solid line are the masses
of the lightest charged exotic lepton mE1 = 100, 200 and 500 GeV from bottom to top (left to
right). The value of λL = λE chosen to explain ∆ae. On the right panel, ∆ae = −8.7× 10−13

on the green line, and it is within the 1σ (2σ) range in the darker (lighter) green region. The
red lines are the length of flight of χ. The inputs are those at the BP-B in Table 2 except
(mL,mE) (and λL = λE) on the left (right) panel.

Thus, the shift of the W -boson mass suggested by the CDF II measurement can be explained
if 100 ≲ mL ≲ 300 GeV and λ′n ∼ 1, so that the mass split between the neutral and charged
doublet-like states is sizable 4.

On the left panel of Fig. 3, we plot the region where the W -boson mass is shifted due to
the vector-like lepton loops. The values favored by the CDF II and PDG are explained in the
1σ (2σ) range in the darker (lighter) red and blue regions, respectively. In this plot, the input
parameters except mL, mE and λL = λE are set to the values at the BP-B shown in Table 2.
The value of λL = λE are chosen to explain ∆ae ≃ −8.7 × 10−13 based on the approximated
formula in Eq. (3.7), and hence both ∆ae and ∆aµ are explained everywhere on the (mL,mE)
plane. The CDF II value is explained if the doublet-like vector-like lepton is about 200 GeV,
while that of the PDG is explained at mL ∼ 500 GeV depending on the singlet mass mE. We
shall briefly discuss about the LHC signals of the light vector-like charged leptons in the next
section.

Table 2 shows the three benchmark points (BPs) which explain both ∆ae and ∆aµ. At the
all points, ϵ = 0.02 and mA′ = 1 GeV for ∆aµ ∼ 2× 10−9. The Yukawa couplings and vector-
like masses are set to explain ∆ae. As discussed in the next section, we assume the spectrum
mχ < mN1/2 < mA′ to realize the semi-visible dark photon compatible with the current limits.

4In models without the singlet vector-like neutrino N , the split should be originated from the charged leptons,
and thus the charged vector-like lepton should be lighter than 200 GeV to explain the CDF II result [86].
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Table 2: Values of the inputs and the outputs at the benchmark points. At the all points,
the other inputs not shown in the table are set to ϵ = 0.0203, λn = 0 , (mV ,mχ,mN1) =
(1.0, 0.3, 0.4) GeV and vΦ = 2

√
2 GeV. The mass parameters are in the unit of GeV unless it

is specified.

inputs A B C

(mL,mE) (1500., 1500.) (300., 1400.) (500., 1400.)
λL = λE 0.2 0.25 0.3

λe 0.1 0.01 0.01
λ′e = λ′n 0.5 1. 1.
outputs A B C

(mE1 ,mE2) (1448., 1553.) (297.4, 1411.) (495.4, 1412.)
(mN1 ,mN2) (0.399, 1503.) (0.346, 346.8) (0.378, 529.4)
−∆ae × 1013 9.326 7.698 6.557
∆aµ × 109 2.488 2.488 2.488

mW 80.3558 80.4046 80.3726
(S, T, U) (2.388, 2.039, −0.260)×10−4 (0.012, 0.111, 0.009) (0.007, 0.041, 0.002)
ΓA′ [MeV] 1.318 1.486 1.399

Br(A′ → N1N1) 0.9988 0.9989 0.9988
cτN1 [cm] 2.754 0.004444 0.006934

Br(N1 → χν) 1. 1. 1.
cτχ [cm] 1.078 1.541 2.065

Br(E1 → WN1) 0.7525 0.9216 0.9079
Br(E1 → A′e) 0.1237 0.03918 0.04606
Br(E1 → χe) 0.1237 0.03918 0.04606

We also assume λn ∼ 0 to keep mN1 of O (1) GeV. At the BP-A, the vector-like leptons are
about 1.5 TeV, and hence the W -boson mass is very close to the SM value. At the BP-B
(BP-C), the lightest charged lepton mass is about 300 (500) GeV, so that the W -boson mass
favored by the CDF II (PDG) data is explained. We see that the W mass shift is dominantly
explained by the T parameter, and the other oblique parameters, S and U , are much smaller.

4 Signals of light particles

4.1 Semi-visible dark photon

The experiments exclude the dark photon responsible for the muon anomalous magnetic mo-
ment if it decays to a pair of electrons or invisible particles [74–78]. The invisible dark photons
are also searched in meson decays [96–99]. There are limits from deep inelastic scatterings
independently to decays of the dark photon, and the current limit for O (1) GeV dark photon
is ϵ ≲ 0.035 [100–104], which is larger than our benchmark points ϵ = 0.02. However, the
experiments lose sensitivity for the other semi-visible dark photon decay modes, as discussed

12
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Figure 4: Dominant dark photon semi-visible decay.

in Refs. [79–82]. There is the experimental analysis searching for such dark photon at the
fixed-target experiment NA64 [83]. According to Refs. [82,83], the dark photon explanation for
∆aµ is viable for mA′ ∼ O (0.1− 1) GeV if the decay of heavy neutral fermion is fast enough.
In our model, the dark photon will dominantly decay to a pair of vector-like neutrinos N1 if
2mN < mA′ . Then the vector-like neutrino N1 will decay to the CP-even Higgs boson χ in the
U(1)′ breaking scalar Φ. The scalar χ subsequently decays to a pair of electrons. Altogether,
the decay chain of the dark photon is shown in Fig. 4:

A′ → N1N1, N1 → νχ, χ→ ee, (4.1)

which is kinematically allowed if mA′/2 > mN1 > mχ > 2me. There are two pairs of electrons
in the final state accompanied with two neutrinos. Thus, the signal at the experiments will be
semi-visible if these decays happen inside detectors whose size is O (1m).

The first decay A′ → N1N1 occurs promptly because N1 ∼ N has the U(1)′ charge and there
is the coupling without suppression from η. The second decay N1 → χν is relatively long, but
is enough short since the coupling is suppressed only by vH/mL. Note that the decay width of
N1 is too small if the scalar χ is much heavier than N1 so that there is only three-body decays
via A′ or the SM bosons. The decay width of the scalar χ is approximately given by

Γ(χ→ ee) =
mχ

16π
|[Y χ

e ]ee|
2

(
1− 4m2

e

m2
χ

)3/2

∼ mχ

4π
η2e (4.2)

Interestingly, this is directly related to the approximated formula of ∆ae in Eq. (3.7), so that
the length of flight of χ is estimated as

cτχ ∼ 1 cm×
(
8.8× 10−13

|∆ae|

)2(
0.4 GeV

mχ

)(
2
√
2 GeV

vΦ

)2

. (4.3)

Thus, the scalar χ decays before reaching or inside the detectors if |∆ae| ∼ O (10−13), whereas
the decay can not be detected and thus the signal is invisible if |∆ae| ≪ 10−13. The decay
widths of A′, N1 and χ as well as the corresponding branching fractions at the BPs are shown
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in Table 2. We see that the lifetime of A′ and N1 are (much) less than O (cm) and these
dominantly decay to N1N1 and χν, respectively. Here, we calculated the two-body decays of A′

to two leptons and that of N1 to νχ on top of the three body-decays via the gauge bosons which
are negligibly small because of the suppressed couplings and the kinetic suppression. Thus, we
confirmed that the dark photon decay can be dominated by A′ → N1N1, N1 → χν. If χ only
decays to two electrons, the length of flight is O (1) cm, and hence this will be detected as
prompt decay or displaced vertices depending on the detector design. It is also possible that
the χ scalar decays to two pions if there are couplings in the quark sector as for the electrons.
In this case, the lifetime would be shorter. In Ref. [82], the dark photon decay proceeds as

A′ → ψiψj, ψi → ψi−1e
+e−, ψj → ψj−1e

+e−, · · · , ψ2 → ψ1e
+e−, (4.4)

where ψi’s are neutral exotic fermion and ψ1 is considered to be stable, so that it can be the
dark matter. In this scenario, the neutral fermion ψi decays to three particles via off-shell
dark photon, and thus their lifetimes tend to be longer than our case in which the decay chain
N1 → νχ, χ → ee proceeds via only two-body decays. Furthermore, the energy deposits from
the χ decay will be larger than those from the decays of ψi because of the larger phase space.
Therefore, the signals form our dark photon will more easily evade from the experimental limits
searching for invisible dark photons. We expect that the dark photon of O (0.1− 1) GeV in our
case will not be excluded by the current data. The simulation as done in Ref. [82] is beyond
the scope of this work, but the simulation would confirm that the semi-visible dark photon
responsible for the lepton magnetic moments would not be excluded by the experiments.

4.2 The light vector-like neutrino and U(1)′ scalar

In the realization of the semi-visible dark photon, the vector-like neutrino N1 and the U(1)′

scalar χ should also be O (0.1 GeV). The light vector-like neutrino N1 mixes with the SM
neutrinos through the mixing induced by vΦ and vH . Using the results in Appendix A, the
mixing between the light vector-like neutrino and the electron neutrino is approximately given
by

[hL]eN1
∼ λLλ

′2
e vΦv

2
H

2mLm2
E

∼ 4× 10−6 × λ′2e

(
λL
0.3

)( vΦ
1 GeV

)(500 GeV

mL

)(
1500 GeV

mE

)2

, (4.5)

where hL is defined in Eq. (2.15), and thus this mixing is O (10−6) for our model. This is safely
below the current experimental limits on the active-sterile mixing for mN1 ∼ O (0.1 GeV), see
Fig. 6 in Ref. [105].

In our model, the light scalar χ of mass ∼ O (0.1 GeV) is coupled to e+e− with a coupling
strength is estimated to be 2ηe ∼ O (10−7) from Eq. (3.8). Such a light scalar is constrained
by the collider experimental limits searching for e+e− → γχ(→ e+e−) at BaBar [74, 106],
KLOE [107], Belle-II projection [108–110] and the electron beam dump experiments [108,111].
Relevant to the light scalar mass range under consideration, these experiments impose an upper
bound on its coupling with an e+e− pair, Y χ

e ≲ 10−3. The limit of Y χ
e ≲ 10−3 is obtained for

mχ ≳ 20 MeV from BaBar [74] and Belle-II [108–110]. The beam dump experiments [112–114]
have sensitivities for mχ ∼ 1−200 MeV with Y χ

e ∼ 10−2−10−6, and no limits for heavier
masses [111]. Therefore, our values are comfortably below this upper bound.
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4.3 Vector-like lepton search at the LHC

We briefly discuss the LHC limits for the charged vector-like lepton E1, which is expected
to be light particularly to explain the W -boson mass shift. The vector-like leptons might be
excluded by the LHC limits. For the doublet-like leptons, the mass below 800 GeV is excluded if
it decays to the SM particles [115,116]. In our model, however, the vector-like lepton E1 decays
to WN1, A

′e and/or χe, as discussed in Refs. [70]. The branching fractions of these decay
modes of our BPs are shown in Table 2. For the BPs, the dominant decay mode E1 → WN1,
followed by N1 → χν → eeν, has at least two electrons in the final states. This case might
be covered by the same search studied in Ref. [70], but there is no study for searching for the
cascade decay. Thus, we can not exclude this possibility. In addition, due to the many-body
decay cascade, the phase space of the decay E1 → WN1 is small and thus the many leptons
in the final state are relatively soft. The sub-dominant decay modes E1 → χe → eee and
E1 → A′e→ eee have three electrons in the final state. These signals are similar to those from
E1 → Z ′µ→ µµµ, studied in Ref. [70], which excludes the vector-like lepton masses up to 500
GeV for Br(E1 → eee) ∼ 10%. For our BP-A, Br(E1 → eee) ≃ 12% and mE1 ≃ 1.5 TeV, which
is safely above this limit. On the other hand, the limit for branching fractions less than 10%
are not visible, therefore the BP-B and BP-C whose Br(E1 → eee) ≃ 5%, may be allowed. We
also note that this will not be the case if χ dominantly decays to quarks5.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we proposed a scenario in which both anomalies in electron and muon anomalous
magnetic moments are explained without extending the model proposed in Refs. [45, 46]. The
discrepancy for electron, ∆ae, is explained by the 1-loop diagrams involving the dark photon
and the vector-like leptons, whereas that for muon, ∆aµ is explained by the 1-loop diagrams
induced by the gauge kinetic mixing with photons. Since the latter effect is always positive,
we can not consider the opposite case in which ∆ae < 0 is explained by the gauge kinetic
mixing. Since two discrepancies are explained by the different origins, there is no lepton flavor
violations induced by the new particles in the model. We also showed that the W -boson mass
measured at the CDF II can be explained if the vector-like lepton is below 300 GeV. Such a
light vector-like lepton would be excluded by the high-multiplicity lepton channels at the LHC,
depending on its decay modes, as discussed in Sec. 4.3. If the light vector-like lepton is not
excluded by the LHC, this model can address the three anomalies simultaneously.

The dark photon explanation of ∆aµ is severely constrained by the experiments in the
simplest setups. In our model, however, the dark photon can decay to a pair of vector-like
neutrinos, A′ → N1N1, followed by the decays N1 → χ(→ ee)ν, so that the dark photon
becomes semi-visible which is not excluded by the dark photon searches. We also find that the
lifetime of the χ field is directly related to the new physics contribution to ∆ae, and thus our
resolution to avoid the invisible dark photons search works only if |∆ae| ≳ 10−14. This scenario

5If χ couples with quarks, the precision measurements of kaon decays will constrain the χ as discussed in
Ref. [117], depending on the flavor structure of the quark couplings. Also, the relation of the lifetime to ∆ae,
in Eq. (4.3) is changed by the mixing with quarks. A concrete study is beyond the scope of this paper.
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would be probed by the direct searches for the semi-visible dark photons, or pair productions
of the charged vector-like leptons at the LHC, which are subjects of our future works. Our
model provides an explicit example of the semi-visible dark photon relying only on two-body
decays which are qualitatively different from those considered in the literature.
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A Details of the model

A.1 Diagonalization of vector boson mass matrix

We show the explicit form of the diagonalization matrix to obtain the canonically normalized
mass basis of the vector bosons. We decompose the diagonalization matrix asW 3

µ

Bµ

Vµ

 =: ER1R2

Aµ

A′
µ

Zµ

 , (A.1)

where E canonically normalizes the kinetic terms, R1 block diagonalize the massless photon
and the others, and R2 diagonalize the 2× 2 block of the massive bosons. Their explicit forms
are given by

E =
1√
2

√
2 0 0
0 η+ −η−
0 η+ η−

 , R1 =
1√
2

 √
2sW

√
2cW 0

cW/η+ −sW/η+ 1/η−
−cW/η− sW/η− 1/η+

 , R2 =

1 0 0
0 cV sV
0 −sV cV

 ,

(A.2)

where η± := 1/
√
1± ϵ and

cV :=

√
1

2

(
1− 1− (1 + s2W )ϵ2 − c2W t

2
V√

dV

)
, sV := sign(ϵ)

√
1

2

(
1 +

1− (1 + s2W )ϵ2 − c2W t
2
V√

dV

)
,

(A.3)

with

dV := (1− ϵ2c2W )2 − 2
{
1− (1 + s2W )ϵ2

}
c2W t

2
V + c4W t

4
V . (A.4)

Altogether, the diagonalization matrix has the form

ER1R2 =

sW cW cV cW sV
cW −sW cV + ϵsV η+η− −sV sW − ϵcV η+η−
0 −sV η+η− cV η+η−

 =:

sW cWCWA′ cWCWZ

cW −sWCBA′ −sWCBZ

0 CV A′ CV Z

 .

(A.5)
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The masses after diagonalization are given by

m2
A′ =

m2
W

2c2W (1− ϵ2)

(
1 + c2W (t2V − ϵ2)−

√
dV

)
, (A.6)

m2
Z =

m2
W

2c2W (1− ϵ2)

(
1 + c2W (t2V − ϵ2) +

√
dV

)
. (A.7)

Up to the second order in ϵ and tV ,

CWA′ ∼ sW ϵ, CBA′ ∼ −c
2
W

sW
ϵ, CV A′ ∼ −

(
1 +

c2W
2
ϵ2
)

(A.8)

CWZ ∼ 1− s2W
2
ϵ2, CBZ ∼ 1 +

(
1− s2W

2

)
ϵ2, CV Z ∼ sW ϵ,

and

m2
A′ ∼ m2

V (1 + c2W ϵ
2), m2

Z ∼ m2
W

c2W

(
1 + s2W ϵ

2
)
. (A.9)

A.2 Diagonalization of the fermion mass matrices

We show the diagonalization matrices of the leptons,

Me =

y1vH 0 λLvΦ
0 λevH mL

λEvΦ mE λ′evH

 , Mn =

 0 λLvΦ
λnvH mL

mN λ′nvH

 , (A.10)

for vΦ,mN ≪ vH ≲ mL,mE. Here, we omit the second and third generations under the
assumption of Eq. (2.10). We also assume that mL,mE,mN > 0. The diagonalization matrices
of the charged leptons are given by

UeL =

1 0 0
0 ceL seL
0 −seL ceL

1− (η2L1
+ η2L2

)/2 ηL1 −ηL2

−ηL1 1 0
ηL2 0 1

 , (A.11)

UeR =

1 0 0
0 seR ceL
0 ceR −seL

1− (η2R1
+ η2R2

)/2 −ηR1 ηR2

ηR1 1 0
−ηR2 0 1

 ,

up to the second order in η := O
(
ηL1,2 , ηR1,2

)
. The first matrices diagonalize the right-lower

2× 2 block of Me. The angles are given by

ceL =

√
1

2

(
1− TeL√

De

)
, seL = σeL

√
1

2

(
1 +

TeL√
De

)
, (A.12)

ceR =

√
1

2

(
1 +

TeR√
De

)
, seR = −σeR

√
1

2

(
1− TeR√

De

)
,
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where

Se := m2
E +m2

L +
(
λ2e + λ′2e

)
v2H , De := S2

e − 4
(
mLmE − λeλ

′
ev

2
H

)2
, (A.13)

TeL := m2
L −m2

E + (λ2e − λ′2e )v
2
H , TeR := m2

E −m2
L + (λ2e − λ′2e )v

2
H ,

and

σeL := sign (λemE + λ′emL) , σeR := sign (λemL + λ′emE) . (A.14)

The second matrices diagonalize the mixing between the first generation and the vector-like
lepton. The singular values are given by 6

me1 ≃ y1vH + vΦηe, mE1 ≃

√
Se −

√
De

2
, mE2 ≃

√
Se +

√
De

2
, (A.17)

where

ηe := λLλEvΦ

(
seLceR
mE1

+
ceLseR
mE2

)
∼ λeλLλE

vΦvH
mLmE

+O
(
v3H
m3

E

)
. (A.18)

For the neutrinos, the diagonalization matrices are given by

UnL
=

1 0 0
0 cL1 sL1

0 −sL1 cL1

 cL2 sL2 0
−sL2 cL2 0
0 0 1

1 0 0
0 cnL

snL

0 −snL
cnL

 , UnR
=

(
snR

cnR

cnR
−snR

)
, (A.19)

where

cL1 :=
mN√

m2
N + λ2nv

2
H

, sL1 :=
λnvH√

m2
N + λ2nv

2
H

, cL2 :=
cL1mL − sL1λ

′
nvH

m̃L

, sL2 :=
λLvΦ
m̃L

,

(A.20)

with m̃L :=
√
λ2Lv

2
Φ + (cL1mL − sL1λ

′
nvH)

2. The first matrix is to rotate away the (2, 1) element,
and then the (1, 2) element is rotated away by the second matrix. The angles in the last matrix,

6The diagonal elements after the rotation by the first matrix are given by,

µE1 =
λevH

2ceLseR

[
1− 1√

De

{
Se + 2

λ′
e

λe

(
mLmE − λeλ

′
ev

2
H

)}]
, (A.15)

µE2
=

λevH
2seLceR

[
1 +

1√
De

{
Se + 2

λ′
e

λe

(
mLmE − λeλ

′
ev

2
H

)}]
,

such that (
ceL seL
−seL ceL

)(
λevH mL

mE λ′
evH

)(
seR ceR
ceR −seR

)
= diag (µE1

, µE2
) , (A.16)

where µE1,2
are, in general, not positive. Under the assumption, mL,mE > 0 and vH ≪ mE , µEa

> 0, and thus
µEa

= mEa
given by Eq. (A.17).
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cnL,R
and snL,R

, are given by formally replacing λe → 0, mE →
√
m2

N + λ2nv
2
H , mL → m̃L and

λ′evH → sL1mL + cL1λ
′
nvH from ceL,R

and seL,R
shown in Eq. (A.12). The singular values mN1

and mN2 are respectively obtained by the same replacement from mE1 and mE2 in Eq. (A.17).
Note that the diagonalization for Mn is exact, not relying on any approximation.

For vH ≪ mE and mL < mE, the mixing angles are approximately given by

seL ∼ vH
λemE + λ′emL

|m2
E −m2

L|
, seR ∼ −vH

λemL + λ′emE

|m2
E −m2

L|
. (A.21)

The masses of the vector-like leptons are given by

mE1 ∼ mL − v2H
(λ2e + λ′2e )mL + 2λeλ

′
emE

2(m2
E −m2

L)
, mE2 ∼ mE + v2H

(λ2e + λ′2e )mE + λeλ
′
emL

2(m2
E −m2

L)
, (A.22)

for mL < mE and mE −mL ≫ vH . For the neutrinos, λnvH ≲ mN ≲ O (1) GeV is necessary
to make the vector-like neutrino N1 light so that the dark photon can decay. We shall assume
λn = 0 for simplicity. The neutrino mixing angles are approximately given by

cnL
∼ λ′nvH√

m2
L + λ′2n v

2
H

, snL
∼ mL√

m2
L + λ′2n v

2
H

, cnR
∼ 0, snR

∼ −1, (A.23)

and the vector-like neutrino masses are given by

mN1 ≃
mNmL

m2
L + λ′2n v

2
H

, mN2 ≃
√
m2

L + λ′2n v
2
H . (A.24)

A.3 Lepton couplings

The approximate forms of EA, NA and hA are given by

EL ∼

1− η2e/λ
2
E seLηe/λE −ceLηe/λE

seLηe/λE c2eL ceLseL
−ceLηe/λE ceLseL s2eL

 , ER ∼

 η2e/λ
2
L ceRηe/λL −seRηe/λL

ceRηe/λL c2eR −ceRseR
−seRηe/λL −seRceR s2eR

 ,

(A.25)

NL ∼

1 0 0
0 c2nL

cnL
snL

0 cnL
snL

s2nL

 , NR =

(
c2nR

−cnR
snR

−cnR
snR

s2nR

)
,

hL ∼

1− 1
2
(η2L1

+ η2L2
+ s2L2

) + sL2(ceLηL1 − seLηL2) ηL1 − ceLsL2 −ηL2 − seLsL2

cnL
(sL2 − ceLηL1 + seLηL2) ceLcnL

seLcnL

snL
(sL2 − ceLηL1 + seLηL2) ceLsnL

seLsnL

 ,

(A.26)

hR ∼
(
cnR

(ceRηR1 + seRηR2) ceRcnR
−cnR

seR
−snR

(ceRηR1 + seRηR2) −ceRsnR
seRsnR

)
,
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up to O (η2) and O
(
s2L2

)
. Here, we take sL1 = 0 and the sub-dominant contributions in the

lower-right 2× 2 block are omitted. For the Z ′-boson couplings,

Q′
eL

∼

η2L1
+ η2L2

−ηL1 ηL2

−ηL1 1 0
ηL2 0 1

 , Q′
eR

∼

η2R1
+ η2R2

ηR1 −ηR2

ηR1 1 0
−ηR2 0 1

 , (A.27)

Q′
nL

∼

 s2L2
−cnL

sL2 −snL
sL2

−cnL
sL2 1 0

−snL
sL2 0 1

 , Q′
nR

=

(
1 0
0 1

)
.

The Yukawa couplings are given by

Y χ
e ∼

 2ηe ceRλL −seRλL
−seLλE λEseLηR1 + λLceRηL1 −λEseLηR2 − λLseRηL1

ceLλE −λEceLηR1 − λLceRηL2 λEceLηR2 + λLseRηL2

 , (A.28)

Y χ
n ∼ λL

 cnR
−snR

cnL
cnR

sL2 −cnL
snR

sL2

snL
cnR

sL2 −snL
snR

sL2

 .

B Loop functions

The loop functions for ∆aℓ are given by

FZ(x) =
5x4 − 14x3 + 39x2 − 38x+ 8− 18x2 ln (x)

12(1− x)4
, GZ(x) =

x3 + 3x− 4− 6x ln (x)

2(1− x)3
,

(B.1)

and

FS(y) = −y
3 − 6y2 + 3y + 6y ln (y) + 2

6(1− y)4
, GS(y) =

y2 − 4y + 2 ln (y) + 3

(1− y)3
. (B.2)

The loop functions for the oblique parameters are given by

θ+(y1, y2) = y1 + y2 −
2y1y2
y1 − y2

log
y1
y2
, θ−(y1, y2) = 2

√
y1y2

(
y1 + y2
y1 − y2

log
y1
y2

− 2

)
, (B.3)

χ+(y1, y2) =
y1 + y2

2
− (y1 − y2)

2

3
+

(
(y1 − y2)

3

6
− 1

2

y21 + y22
y1 − y2

)
log

y1
y2

(B.4)

+
y1 − 1

6
f(y1, y1) +

y2 − 1

6
f(y2, y2) +

(
1

3
− y1 + y2

6
− (y1 − y2)

2

6

)
f(y1, y2),

χ−(y1, y2) = −√
y1y2

[
2 +

(
y1 − y2 −

y1 + y2
y1 − y2

)
log

y1
y2

+
f(y1, y1) + f(y2, y2)

2
− f(y1, y2)

]
,

(B.5)
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and

ψ+(y1, y2) =
2y1 + 10y2

3
+

1

3
log

y1
y2

+
y1 − 1

6
f(y1, y1) +

5y2 + 1

6
f(y2, y2), (B.6)

ψ−(y1, y2) = −√
y1y2

(
4 +

f(y1, y1) + f(y2, y2)

2

)
. (B.7)

Here, the function f is defined as

f(y1, y2) =



√
d log

∣∣∣∣∣y1 + y2 − 1 +
√
d

y1 + y2 − 1−
√
d

∣∣∣∣∣ d > 0

0 d = 0

−2
√

|d|

[
tan−1 y1 − y2 + 1√

|d|
− tan−1 y1 − y2 − 1√

|d|

]
d < 0

(B.8)

with d = (1 + y1 − y2)
2 − 4y1.
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