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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 — 2v2x — 2v 4e, where N is a SM singlet vector-like
neutrino and x 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 Aa, reports the 5.10 discrepancy [23,

Aay = a® — a)M =249 (48) x 107°. (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. , 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]

Aa, = a® — M = —8.7 (3.6) x 1073, (1.2)

and hence there is a 2.40 discrepancy from the experimental value [2829]. 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. , especially the negative sign of its discrepancy. Simultaneous
explanations for both anomalies have been studied in Refs. [26]2731-44].

The model with a U(1)" gauge symmetry and the vector-like fourth family is studied in
Refs. |45,46] F_l to explain the muon g—2 and another anomaly in the b — sf¢ process [59-68] ﬂ
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 1W-boson mass measured by
the CDF 11 [71],

m$PY = 80.4335 (94) GeV, (1.3)

which is larger than the previous measurements mbP% = 80.379 (12) GeV and the SM prediction

mpt = 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 Aq, if it
is lighter than O (1) GeV and its gauge kinetic mixing with the photon is O (107° — 1072%)
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 ¢ — 2 in Eq. ,

!Other types of models with vector-like fermions and a U (1)’ are studied in Refs. [47H58].
2The recent measurement of Ry (., shows the consistent value with the SM prediction [69].



Gauge Symmetry | {1, €er, H | Lp Er Lrp E. Np Ng
SU(2). 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1
Uy -1 2 —-1|-1 2 1 -2 0 0 0
Uy 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),xU(1)y xU(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 Aa, by the 1-loop diagrams
involving the vector-like leptons as for Aa, 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 my,
measured by the CDF II experiment without extending the model.

The dark photon explaining Aa, is excluded by the experiments if it decays dominantly
to eTe™ [74H76] 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 y whose dominant decay mode is ee~. Thus, the decay of the dark photon A’
proceeds as A" — 2N — 2v2x — 2v 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 Aa., Aa, and
my in Sec. [3] and then discuss signals from the dark photon in Sec. [d Finally, we draw our
conclusions in Sec. 5l 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

1 v 1 "4 € 14 1 a apuy
Egauge - _ZFMVFM — ZF,L/LVFII — §F‘;VFH — ZG'U'VG H , (21)

where F),,, I, and G, are the gauge field strengths of U(1)y, U(1)" and SU(2), respectively.
Here, € 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)., by B,, V,, and WE, respectively. After the symmetry breaking by the SM Higgs
boson and the U(1)" breaking scalar ®, the mass squared matrix for (W3, B,,V,) is given by

1 —tw O
My =my, | —tw t3 0|, (2.2)
0 0

where ty = g1/g; and ty = my /my with my = govg/V2 and my = V2¢'ve. Here, g1,
g2 and ¢’ are respectively the gauge coupling constants of U(1)y, SU(2); and U(1)’. The
canonically normalized mass basis of the gauge bosons are defined as

W,;o’ sw cwCwa  cwCwz Ay
BH = Cw —SWcBA/ —SWcBZ AL s (23)
Vi, 0 Cyar Cyz Z,
For e,ty < 1, Cywar, Cpar, Cyz ~ O (6) and Cyz, Cgz, —Cya ~1+0 (62). In this limit,
2
m% ~mi (14 cpe?), my ~ %(1 + s3,€2), (2.4)
w

where sy = g1/\/93 + 95 =: twew. 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

LD mLfRLL + mEEREL + mNNRNL
+ ERiyfngjH + CI)/\szRELz - CD*/\féRZ-EL
+ ANErL H — NLyHE, + \,NgrLH + N, Ly HN, + h.c. (2.5)
Here, H = iowH* 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, v and vy, the mass matrices
for e, = (e;, Ly, EL), er = (eg,, Ex, Ly) and np = (vg,, LY, N), ng = (Ng, L}) are given by

yiij 0 )\Liwp 0 )\Li'UCD
Me = 0 >\eUH my, s ./\/ln = )\nUH mry, . (26)
)\E].Uq> meg /\/eUH my /\;ﬂ)H

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 (vg/Myaj), when we introduce the heavy right-handed neutrinos with Majorana mass
Mpaj ~ 10" GeV. The mass matrices are diagonalized as

me, 0 0 0 0
U MU= 0 mp 0 |, U MU= |[my 0 |, (2.7)
0 O mE2 O mN2



where Ue, , and Uy, (U,y) are 5 x 5 (2 x 2) unitary matrices. The leptons in the mass basis
are defined as
éa=Ul ea, na=Ul na, A=LR. (2.8)
The Dirac fermions are defined as
(W], == ([‘?L]J> ., l=emn, J=1,234,5, (2.9)
[Cr]s

where [ng]; =0 for j =1,2,3.
Throughout this work, we assume that the U(1)" breaking scalar ® exclusively couples to
the first generation, i.e.

)\Li =: Ao, /\Ei =: Apdy, /\Ni =: AnO14, (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 ® 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

1 0 0 L—(mi, +n2,)/2 nL, —nL,

U, = |0 ¢ 5S¢, —NL, 1 0 ,
0 —Se, Cep MLy 0 1
U= |0 3¢ e MR, 1 0 ], (2.11)
0 Cepp —S5e, —NRy 0 1
where
Ve Vo Vo Vo
Nr, = CeR)\LmEl N NL, *= SeR)\LmEQ, NRr, ‘= SeL)\EmEl s NRy, ' — CeL/\EmEQ . (212)

The first matrices diagonalize the right-lower 2 x 2 block of M, 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 7 := O (77L1,27 173172).

2.3 Fermion interactions

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

Lyp= Y G Y, |eA'Q
l=en A=L,R
92 u 2 2 2 cwg
+ — X" <1y, (CWCWX + SWCBX) — sy QeCpx + ——Qy, Cyx ¢ | Paty
X—A'Z Cw g2
= — eA, Y, + Z Z Z XF 7,98 Patbe, (2.13)

X=A'"Z A=L,R {=e,n



where

1 1 1
~Ex, I, = +§U,§A73AUM = -Na, @), =-ULPU,, (214)

1
Loy = —5ULPaUe, =t = 5

with Pr := diag(0,0,0,0,1) =: 1 — Py, and P’ := diag(0,0,0,1,1). The electric coupling
constant is defined as e = g192/1/g? + g5, and the electric charged are Q. = —1 and Q,, = 0.
The W-boson couplings are given by

Ly = g—\/Q—W;Eﬂ“ Y haPatethe.= Y Wb g Pate + hec, (2.15)
2 A—L.R A=L.R

where
ha:=U} PaU.,. (2.16)

The U(1)" Higgs boson & is expanded as

1
Q= v + —= (x +1ay), (2.17)

V2

where a,, is the Nambu-Goldstone boson absorbed by the dark photon A’. The Yukawa inter-
actions of the CP-even Higgs y are given by

L, = % S0Py + hec, (2.18)
{=e,n
where
0 0 AL 0 Az,
YX=Ul {0 0 0 |U, YX=U_ 10 0 |U.,. (2.19)
Ag; 00 0 0
Up to O (€?), the gauge couplings are given by
A g2 2 Y 2 1 512/1/
97, ~ - (I, — sy Qo) + eswg'Qy, + Egatwew 5112,4 —Qe(1- 5 ) (2.20)
’ 02
gZ‘q ~ — g’QéA <1 + 7W€2) + ecw swg2Qr. (2.21)
As explicitly shown in Appendix [A] we find
1-— 773/>‘2E SerNe/ A\E —CepNe/ AE 773/)‘% CepMe/ AL —Senle/AL
Er~ | Sepme/ M 2 Cep Sey ;o Er~ | cepme/AL o —CepSen |
_CeLUe//\E Cep Ser, SZL _SeRT]e/AL —SerCep SZR
(2.22)
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Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams dominantly contribute to the Aa. (left and middle) and
Aa,, (right).

where

mEl mE2

Te i= ALABUa (SeLCeR n CeLSeR) : (2.23)

will appear in Aa, expression in Sec. [3| For the U(1)" boson couplings,

ni, N7, —NL ML Nh, + Mk, MRy —NRs
Qu~ | —m 1 0], Q.~| 10 |. (2.24)
MLy 0 1 —MNR, 0 1

Hence, the Z-boson couplings to the SM leptons are shifted at O (€2,7?) and those of the dark
photon A’ appears at ¢ with the sub-dominant contributions at O (€2,7?). The off-diagonal
couplings of the SM leptons and the vector-like ones are induced at O (). The structures are
similar for the couplings involving the neutral leptons. The Yukawa couplings of the x boson
is approximately given by

2776 CBRAL _SeR)\L
Y’eX ~ _SeL/\E O (vq>/mE1) @) (v¢/mE1) . (225)
Cey, )\E @ (Ufb/mEJ @ (U‘I’/mEQ)

3 Anomalous magnetic moments and /-boson mass

3.1 Anomalous magnetic moments

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

5
my 2
Oxap = — —87T2m§( Z {(‘ [QfL]”B

B=1

+ “ngLZB 2) mﬁFZ(xé)
+Re ([03],,5 903 5) mesGra)] . B)

where ) = m?2_ /m%. Here, m,, is the mass of the B-th generation charged lepton, with
flavor index B =1,...,5. The index iy = 1,2 for £ = e, u. The loop functions Fz(x), Gz(x) are
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parameters other than my = mpg are chosen as the BP-A shown in Table

5
Oxate = 327rm BZ:K

1

where, yX, = m2_/m?.

YX

e li

+Re ([YX

e li

2
defined in Appendix [Bl The 1-loop contribution from the y scalar to Aay is given by . .

ol 125, |") meFs(v,)

]zeB DfeX]Bie) Mep GS(Z/?g)] ’

2500

The input

(3.2)
Also, the loop functions Fg(x),Gs(x) are defined in Appendix l

Aay = daap + 0zap + 0yay

x
Altogether, the new physms contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment is given by

where the SM contribution via the Z-boson loop,

2,72
5§Ma,g =

9y 1_ 2
8m2m3, |\ 4

contribute to Aa, and Aa, are shown in Fig. 1]

off-diagonal couplings in the mass basis are suppressed. The Feynman diagrams dominantly

Let us estimate the sizes of Aay in our model. From Eq. - the dark photon contribution

SM
- 5Z a[,

1
SW + 28?4/) FZ(‘/EZ ) + SW (_5 + 812/1/) GZ(I@ ):|

7z
is subtracted. The contributions from the Z, W and Higgs bosons are negligible because the

(3.3)

(3.4)



to Aa, is approximately given by

2 2.2

e s%,93m2e , )
Aa,, ~ daa, ~ —% <2FZ(:17;1 )+ Gz(x;‘ )) (3.5)
2 Al Al
9 € \2/1GeV 2Fz(x) + Gy(xy))
2.8 x 1079 x (0.02> ( . 7 . (3.6)

Note that 2F; + Gz is negative for ma > m,,.
It is turned out that Aa,. is dominantly from the 1-loop diagrams involving the vector-

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

MeNe 13 1 GeV ( Te >
Aa, ~ — ~ —3.2x 10 , 3.7
R T I % x ( ve ) \10-7 (37)
and 7, is approximately given by
)\e’Uchp _7 )\e)\L)\E Vo 103 GeV 2
L~ AL ~1.7 %10 ( ) , 3.8
g L mp . % ( 103 1 GeV mrmg (38)

for vy < mpg. Thus, the vector-like mass around the TeV-scale can explain the deviation in Aa,
for the Yukawa coupling constants of O (0.1) and ve ~ O (1) GeV. Note that the contribution
from the gauge kinetic mixing will be sub-dominant when Aa,, is explained because the coupling
induced by the kinetic mixing is flavor universal and it is estimated as

(SA/CLE

m? Aa
= —“Aa, ~58x 107" SE—— .
m a, ~58 x 107" x (2.51 > 10_9) (3.9)

€

For 1, ~ 1077, the Z-boson couplings of the SM leptons are very close to the SM one since the
deviation is at O (n?), see Eq. ([2.22).

Fig. [2| shows the values of Aa, (left) and Aa. (right) based on our numerical analysis. We
see that Aa, is explained for € ~ 0.02 for the 1 GeV dark photon as expected from Eq. .
For (e,m4/) = (0.02,1 GeV), Aa, is explained by the vector-like lepton loops if the vector-
like lepton masses are 1.5 TeV (500 GeV) with A\, = 0.1 (0.01), as expected from Egs.
and . Thus, our model provides a unified explanation for both Aa. and Aa, 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



this shift compared to the S, U parameters and the 7' parameter is given by [89,90]

1673 ct T = D { (|hEal” + [B]") 0 (ya, ys) + 2Re (REshi%) 0 (yas ) }

= 3 { (A + INEF) 0 ) + 2R (NENE) 0 o)}

a<b

- Z{( LI+ €8 >‘9+ Yo Yp) + 2Re (€35€25) ‘9—(ya7yﬂ)}, (3.10)

a<f

where the indices a,b (e, 3) run over the neutral (charged) leptons, and y, := m?, /m%, yo =
m} [my. Here, hly = [halag, €55 = [Ealap and N = [Nala for A = L, R. The formula of
27S can be obtained by replacing 6. — 1y (f+ — x+) in the first line (the second and third
lines), while by replacing 6.+ — x4 the formula of —27U can be obtained. The loop functions
are defined in Appendix [B| The W-boson mass is given by [91},92]

m, = m? 1@ (S ey Sy A (3.11)
L Y ck — st 2 W 453, Vi '
where
2 A
Ay = W < M7 g2 AhL) (3.12)
“w — Sw my

is the tree-level contribution from the Z-boson mass squared shift Am%/m?% = m?%/m? Z lsm—1 ~
s¥,€% due to the kinetic mixing and the W-boson coupling to the SM leptons ARZ, := 1—[hz];; ~
O (n?) E| 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 € < 2.7 x 1072 for m4 < 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

AN, vp ) 1/ Xmg\° m% A\’
167r2chWT_m L+ g 2 — Glog—L—l—S N : (3.13)

where we assume my < vy K my, < mg and A, A\, < AL, X/. The first term in the parenthesis
comes from the W-boson contributions involving Ny and FE; 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 mg. For m; < mg, the T
parameter is estimated as

T o L x A (230 GeV>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.

10



1400 1
: 20001 |
1200} |
;1000; | < 1500
[0
3 o O
O, 800} ; = 1
£ : & 1000}{:
6001 40| NN - me, =500 GeV 2N
400| % e 500
£ o me, =200 GeV )
O me —0Gev B T
200 400 600 800 1000 500 1000 1500 200
m; [GeV] m; [GeV]

Figure 3: On the left panel, my is explained the CDF II and PDG result within the 1o (20)
range in the darker (lighter) red and blue regions, respectively. The solid line are the masses
of the lightest charged exotic lepton mg, = 100,200 and 500 GeV from bottom to top (left to
right). The value of A\, = Ag chosen to explain Aa.. On the right panel, Aa, = —8.7 x 10713
on the green line, and it is within the 1o (20) range in the darker (lighter) green region. The
red lines are the length of flight of x. The inputs are those at the BP-B in Table [2| except
(mp,mg) (and A\, = Ag) on the left (right) panel.

Thus, the shift of the W-boson mass suggested by the CDF Il measurement can be explained
if 100 < my < 300 GeV and N, ~ 1, so that the mass split between the neutral and charged
doublet-like states is sizable [

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
lo (20) range in the darker (lighter) red and blue regions, respectively. In this plot, the input
parameters except mp, mg and \;, = A\g are set to the values at the BP-B shown in Table
The value of \; = \g are chosen to explain Aa, ~ —8.7 x 1073 based on the approximated
formula in Eq. , and hence both Aa. and Aa, are explained everywhere on the (my, mg)
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 my ~ 500 GeV depending on the singlet mass mg. 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 Aa, and Aa,. At the
all points, € = 0.02 and ma =1 GeV for Aa, ~ 2 x 107%. The Yukawa couplings and vector-
like masses are set to explain Aa,.. As discussed in the next section, we assume the spectrum
my, < mn, /2 < my 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 .
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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 e = 0.0203, A, = 0, (my,my,mn,) =
(1.0,0.3,0.4) GeV and vy = 2v/2 GeV. The mass parameters are in the unit of GeV unless it
is specified.

inputs ‘ A B C
(mz, ma) (1500., 1500.) (300., 1400.) (500., 1400.)
AL = Ag 0.2 0.25 0.3
A 0.1 0.01 0.01
A= N 0.5 1. 1.
outputs A B C
(g, M) (1448., 1553.) (297.4, 1411.) (495.4, 1412.)
(s M, ) (0.399, 1503.) (0.346, 346.8) (0.378, 529.4)
—Aa, x 1013 9.326 7.698 6.557
Aa,, X 10° 2.488 2.488 2.488
mw 80.3558 80.4046 80.3726
(S,T,U) (2.388, 2.039, —0.260)x10~* (0.012, 0.111, 0.009) (0.007, 0.041, 0.002)
T [MeV] 1.318 1.486 1.399
Br(A" — N Ny) 0.9988 0.9989 0.9988
cTw, Jem] 2.754 0.004444 0.006934
Br(N; — xv) 1. L. 1.
cty, [em] 1.078 1.541 2.065
Br(E; — WNy) 0.7525 0.9216 0.9079
Br(E; — Ale) 0.1237 0.03918 0.04606
Br(E; — xe) 0.1237 0.03918 0.04606

We also assume A, ~ 0 to keep my, 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 € < 0.035 [100-104], which is larger than our benchmark points ¢ = 0.02. However, the
experiments lose sensitivity for the other semi-visible dark photon decay modes, as discussed

12



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
Aa,, 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 Ny if
2mpy < ma. Then the vector-like neutrino NV; will decay to the CP-even Higgs boson x in the
U(1) breaking scalar ®. The scalar x subsequently decays to a pair of electrons. Altogether,
the decay chain of the dark photon is shown in Fig.

A" — N\N;, N; = vy, x— ee, (4.1)

which is kinematically allowed if m4//2 > my, > m, > 2m.. 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 (1 m).

The first decay A’ — N; Ny occurs promptly because Ny ~ N has the U(1)’ charge and there
is the coupling without suppression from 7. The second decay N; — xv is relatively long, but
is enough short since the coupling is suppressed only by vy /my. Note that the decay width of
Nj is too small if the scalar x is much heavier than N; so that there is only three-body decays
via A’ or the SM bosons. The decay width of the scalar y is approximately given by

~ (4.2)

47

mx 4mg i Mx 2
167

m
D(x = ee) = X 1], (1‘ o
X

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

—~13 2 2
or 1 em x (8.8 % 10 ) (0.4 GeV) (2@ Gev> | (43)

|Aa| My Vo

Thus, the scalar x decays before reaching or inside the detectors if |Aa.| ~ O (107'3), whereas
the decay can not be detected and thus the signal is invisible if |Aa.| < 107!3. The decay
widths of A, N; and yx as well as the corresponding branching fractions at the BPs are shown
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in Table We see that the lifetime of A" and N; are (much) less than O (cm) and these
dominantly decay to N1 N7 and v, respectively. Here, we calculated the two-body decays of A’
to two leptons and that of Ny to vx 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" — NNy, Ny — yv. If x 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 y 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" = by, s — ety = PjaeteT by = hreter (4.4)
where 1;’s are neutral exotic fermion and ; is considered to be stable, so that it can be the
dark matter. In this scenario, the neutral fermion ; 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
N — vx, x — ee proceeds via only two-body decays. Furthermore, the energy deposits from
the y decay will be larger than those from the decays of ¢; 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 N; and the U(1)’
scalar x should also be O (0.1 GeV). The light vector-like neutrino N; mixes with the SM
neutrinos through the mixing induced by ve and vy. Using the results in Appendix [A] the
mixing between the light vector-like neutrino and the electron neutrino is approximately given
by

ALN2vgv, V) Vo 500 GeV'\ /1500 GeV >
[he]en, ~ 2mpm?, ~ A0 (ﬁ) <1 GeV) < my, > ( mg ) , (49)
where Ay, is defined in Eq. (2.15), and thus this mixing is O (107°) for our model. This is safely
below the current experimental limits on the active-sterile mixing for my, ~ O (0.1 GeV), see
Fig. 6 in Ref. [105].

In our model, the light scalar x of mass ~ O (0.1 GeV) is coupled to eTe™ with a coupling
strength is estimated to be 2n. ~ O (1077) from Eq. (3.8). Such a light scalar is constrained
by the collider experimental limits searching for ete” — yx(— ete™) 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, YX < 1073, The limit of YX < 1073 is obtained for
my, 2 20 MeV from BaBar [74] and Belle-II [108-110]. The beam dump experiments [112-114]
have sensitivities for m, ~ 1-200 MeV with YX ~ 1072—1079, 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 E;, 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 E; decays
to WN;, A'e and/or ye, as discussed in Refs. [70]. The branching fractions of these decay
modes of our BPs are shown in Table 2l For the BPs, the dominant decay mode E; — W Ny,
followed by Ny — xv — eev, 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 F; — W N; is small and thus the many leptons
in the final state are relatively soft. The sub-dominant decay modes F; — xe — eee and
E; — A’e — eee have three electrons in the final state. These signals are similar to those from
Ey — Z'u — ppp, studied in Ref. [70], which excludes the vector-like lepton masses up to 500
GeV for Br(E; — eee) ~ 10%. For our BP-A, Br(E, — eee) ~ 12% and mp, ~ 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(E; — eee) ~ 5%, may be allowed. We
also note that this will not be the case if x dominantly decays to quarks’}

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, Aa,, is explained by the 1-loop diagrams involving the dark photon
and the vector-like leptons, whereas that for muon, Aa, 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 Aa, < 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 Aa, 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’ — N;Np, followed by the decays N; — x(— ee)r, 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 y field is directly related to the new physics contribution to Aa., and thus our
resolution to avoid the invisible dark photons search works only if |Aa.| > 10714, This scenario

SIf x couples with quarks, the precision measurements of kaon decays will constrain the y as discussed in
Ref. [117], depending on the flavor structure of the quark couplings. Also, the relation of the lifetime to Aae,
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

1% A,
B, | = ERR,y [ 4, |, (A1)
v, Z,

where £ canonically normalizes the kinetic terms, R; block diagonalize the massless photon
and the others, and Ry diagonalize the 2 x 2 block of the massive bosons. Their explicit forms
are given by

L (V2 0 0 L V2w V2ew O 1 0 o0
52@ 0 ny —n- 7R1:E cw/ny  —sw/ne 1n- |, Re= [0 v sv],
0 ny n- —ew/n- sw/n- 1/ns 0 —sy cv
(A.2)

where 7y :=1/4/1 £ € and

1 1— (14 s¥)e2 — i t? . 1 1— (14 s¥)e — 3
=4/=(1- = -1
Cy \/2 ( \/@ 9 Sv Slgn(E) 2 + \/@ )

(A.3)
with
dy == (1— €)= 2{1— (14 sp)e*} ety + ety (A.4)
Altogether, the diagonalization matrix has the form
Sw CwCy CwSv sw  cwCwa  cwCwz
ER1Ry = | ew —swey +esynpn- —sysw —ecynyn- | = | ew —swCpa —swCpz
0 —SyN+1)- Cy 41— 0 Cyar Cvz
(A.5)
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The masses after diagonalization are given by

2
2 _ My 2 (42 2 /
my = m (1 + CW(tV — € ) — dv> , (AG)
2
2 _ My 2 (42 2 /
my; = m (1 + CW(tV — € ) -+ dV) . (A?)
Up to the second order in € and ty,
c? c?
Cwar ~ swe, Cpar ~ __We7 Cyar ~— (1 + —W62) (AS)
Sw 2

s? 52
Cwz~1-— TWEQ, Cpz ~ 1+ (1 - 7W> 62, Cyz ~ swe,

and

Mm% ~mZ(1+ e, mi o~ W (14 8,62 (A.9)

A.2 Diagonalization of the fermion mass matrices

We show the diagonalization matrices of the leptons,

Y1VH 0 )\chb 0 )\L'Uq,
Me = 0 )\e’UH mry, R Mn = )\nUH my, s (AlO)
Agve mp Ny my  ANovg

for vg,my < vg S mp,mg. Here, we omit the second and third generations under the
assumption of Eq. (2.10). We also assume that mp, mg, my > 0. The diagonalization matrices
of the charged leptons are given by

1 0 0 L— (7, +1%,)/2 no, —nw,

U, = |0 ¢, 5 —NL, 1 0 , (A.11)
0 —Se, Cep MLy 0 1

Up = |0 8¢ Cep MRy 1 0 ,
0 Cepp —Se —NRy 0 1

up to the second order in n := O (T]Lm, T]Rm). The first matrices diagonalize the right-lower
2 x 2 block of M,. The angles are given by

1 1. 1 1.
Cep, = \/5 (1 - /_ZS@)’ Se, = UeL\/§ <1 + \/Die)’ (A12)
1 T, 1 T,
o3 (0 ) e o3 (- 75)




where

Sei=mh+mi + (N + M) vy, De:=S2—4(mpmp — )\e)\’ev?{)Q : (A.13)
Tep = miy —mp+ (N2 = Ny, Tep i=mip —mi, + (A2 = A2)viy,
and
Oc, 1= sign (Aemp + ALmyp), 0, :=sign (Aemy + ALmp) . (A.14)

The second matrices diagonalize the mixing between the first generation and the vector-like

lepton. The singular values are given byﬂ
Se + VD,
;o MEe, = 9

Se — VD,

Me; = Y1V + Valle,  Mp, = 5 (A.17)
where
3
T 1= )\L>\EU¢, <S€LC€R CeLseR> ~ /\e)\L)\E Vol 10 (U_[é) . (A18)
mE1 mEg mrpmeg mE

For the neutrinos, the diagonalization matrices are given by

1 0 0 Cr, SLo 0 1 0 0 s c
Uy, =10 ¢, s, —sr, c¢r, O 0 c¢ny Sny |y Unp= (C"R ZR ), (A.19)
0 —sp, cr, 0 0 1 0 —sp, Cny o o
where
my )\an Cpymp — SLl/\;LUH )\Ll)q)
CLy, "= —F——— SLy ' — /—V——5 CLy, = = y  SLy T T,
L/mE 20 om0 ’ mp, ’ mp,
(A.20)

with iy, == \/A202 + (cp,mr, — sp, N,og)?. 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,

AeVH 1 Y L
- - Se 23 = AcA : A5
HEy e, Sen |: \/D—e{ + . (mLmE evH) ( )
AeVH 1 2\
= € 1 Se 27@ _ )\e)\/ 2
K, QSELCGR |: + \/E { + )\e (mLmE eUH) }:l )
such that
Cep, Seyp, )\EUH mryp, Ser Cep .
<_85L C€L> < mg )\évH) <CER _S€R> o dlag (NJEl ’ HEQ) ’ (A]'G)

where pg, , are, in general, not positive. Under the assumption, mp,mg > 0 and vg < mg, pg, > 0, and thus

pE, = mg, given by Eq. (A.17).
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Cnp p and S, o, are given by formally replacing A, — 0, mg — VmA + A2v%, my — my and
Aog — spymp + cp, AL vy from Cepp and S, . shown in Eq. (A.12). The singular values my;,
and my, are respectively obtained by the same replacement from mpg, and mg, in Eq. (A.17).
Note that the diagonalization for M,, is exact, not relying on any approximation.

For vy < mg and my < mg, the mixing angles are approximately given by

Sep ™~ /UHW—Q, Sep ™ —UHW—Z. (A21)
The masses of the vector-like leptons are given by

A2 \2 2\, A2 \2 A
mEleL_U%{(e_’_ e)mL+ eNE mEQNmE—i‘U%{(e_’_ e)mE+ elL

. (A.22)

2(mj, —mi) ’ 2(mjg, —mi)

for mp, < mg and mg — my > vy. For the neutrinos, \,vy < my < O (1) GeV is necessary
to make the vector-like neutrino /V; light so that the dark photon can decay. We shall assume
An = 0 for simplicity. The neutrino mixing angles are approximately given by

)\/
oy v~ 6 0, sap e~ —, (A.23)

L 2 12,2 ] nL 2 2,2’ "R
Vmi + Ny vmi + Nvy

and the vector-like neutrino masses are given by
mymr, 9 ,
M s T, \/m3 + N2z, (A.24)
mi + AR Uy

A.3 Lepton couplings

The approximate forms of €4, Ny and h4 are given by

11— 772/)‘?3 SeLUe/)\E _CeLne/)‘E 773/)\% CeRrr]e/AL _SeRne/)\L
gL ~ SeLne//\E CgL Cer Sep, s SR ~ CeRne/AL CER —CepSen s
_CeLne/)\E CerSer, SgL _SeRT]e/AL —SerpCer SgR
(A.25)
1 0 0 2 e s
N~ [0 & cupsn |, Na= < R o "R> ,
2 “CnpSng Snr
0 CnySny, S,

1 2 2 2
1— 5(77L1 + ML, + SLQ) + S, (Ceﬁ?Ll - 86L77L2) MLy = CeSLy — MLy — SerSLo
hy ~ Cny (SLy = CepMLy + SepMLy) Cer,Cnyp, SerCnp, )
Snp, (SLz — Cey ML, + SGLan) CerSny, SerSng

(A.26)

hR -~ ( Cnp (CeRnR1 + SeRURg) CerCnp _CnRSeR)
)
_SnR(CeRan + SERnRz) —CepSnp SerSng
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up to O (n?) and O (3%2). Here, we take s;, = 0 and the sub-dominant contributions in the
lower-right 2 x 2 block are omitted. For the Z’-boson couplings,

NE, 0T, L M Mg, + MR, MR R,
Q/eL ~ N, 1 0 ’ Q/eR ~ MRy 1 0 ) (A27)
7]L2 0 1 _77R2 O 1
. 3%2 —CnpSLy  —Sn.SL ) 1 0
Qn, ~ | —CnrSLs 1 0 , @, = (0 1) .
—Sn;SLs 0 1

The Yukawa couplings are given by

21, Cen AL —Sep AL
YX~ | =8e,AE AESer MR, + ALCerMLy  —AESe MRy — ALSer"Ly | (A.28)
CetAE —ABCe MRy — ALCeplLy  AECe MRy + ALSerML,
Crp —Snp

Y X~ AL | CupCnpSL, —CnpSnpSLa

SnCnpSLy  —SnpSnpSLs

B Loop functions

The loop functions for Aa, are given by

3+ 3r — 4 — 6xln (z)
2(1—x)3 ’
(B.1)

 bat — 142 4 3922 — 382 + 8 — 1827 In ()

Fa(x) 12(1 — 2)4 ’

Gz(JT) =

and

Y’ =6y’ + 3y +6yln(y) +2
6(1 —y)* ’

The loop functions for the oblique parameters are given by

Y —4dy+2In(y) +3
GS<y>_ (1_y>3

Fs(y) = (B.2)

2 -+
0+ (y1,92) =t + Y2 — L log &7 0—_(y1,92) = 2\/Y1¥2 <y1 U2 log L 2> , (B3)
Y1 — Y2 Y2 Y1 — Y2 Y2

ity (y1— y2)2 (y1 — y)d 1 y% + y% Y1
— _ _ - log 2% B.4
X+ (Y1, Y2) 5 T T G o) 8, (B.4)
yi — 1 Y2 — 1 1 oyi+y (o — )
+ 6 fly, y1) + G f(y2,y2) + <3 G G f(y1,92),
+ ; + ;
X-(1y2) = — Vg {2+ (y1 — Yo — ?zﬁ — zz) IOg% y L) i Flunwn) _ f(y1,92)

(B.5)
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and

2y; + 10 1 -1 Hys + 1
Vi (Y1, y2) = i L + 5 log a + s flyi, ) + Y2 (Y2, y2), (B.6)
3 3%, 6 6
) + )
V-(y1,92) = — Vye (4+ UG 5 U yQ)) : (B.7)

Here, the function f is defined as

( —1

\/c_llog Y1+ Y2 +d
yity—1-Vd

A ER d=0 (B.8)
oyt 1 gy — 1

—24/]d| [tan‘l—y1 Yz + e - ] d<0

Vidl Vidl

with d = (1 4y — y2)? — 4y1.
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