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Abstract

We discuss a class of left-right symmetric models whereitie heutrino masses originate dominantly
from type | seesaw mechanism along with a sub-dominant tygeekaw contribution. The dominant type |
seesaw gives rise to tri-bimaximal type neutrino mixing velas sub-dominant type Il seesaw acts as a small
perturbation giving rise to non-zeths in our model which also has TeV scale right-handed neutiamoi?’
gauge boson thereby making the model verifiable at currei@@tor experiments. Sub-dominant type |l
and dominant type | seesaw can be naturally accommodatelblagray spontaneous breaking of D-parity
and SU(2)r gauge symmetry at high scale and allowing TeV scale breaddrig(1)r x U(1)p_r into
U(1)y. We also embed the left-right model in a non-supersymmeétfi10) grand unified theory (GUT)
with verifiable TeV scaleZ’ gauge boson. Drawing it to an end, we scrutinize in detailetrauation of
one-loop renormalization group evolution for relevantggaoouplings and estimation of the proton life time
which can be accessible to the foreseeable experimentsinAthe aftermost part we make an estimation
of branching ratio for lepton flavor violating process— e + v as a function of type Il seesaw strength due
to doubly charged component of the right handed Higgs triplth mass at the TeV scale, which can be

accessible at ongoing experiments.
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. INTRODUCTION

The fact that the most successful phenomenological théwrgtandard model (SM) of particle
physics, suffers from the inability to address several nlexephenomena as well as theoretical
guestions, has always been a source of excitement for leaptiysicists. The tiny but non-zero
neutrino masses that have been confirmed by the phenomenwutsino oscillations detected
in solar, atmospheric and reactor experimefjsq certainly one such phenomena which the SM
fails to address. These observations, among others haresified the urge to ponder beyond the
SM which has led to several well motivated beyond SM framéwofhe canonical seesaw mech-
anism (commonly referred to as type-1 seesdl); peing the most elegant mechanism for generat-
ing small neutrino masses relies on the existence of rightdlad (RH) neutrinos. Fundamentally
speaking, the RH neutrinos are singlets under the SM gaugesyry and hence can have arbi-
trary (can be very large) Majorana masses leading to ligatrim® masses as! ~ y,v? /My,
wherey, is the Dirac Yukawa coupling; = 246 GeV is the vacuum expectation value (VEV)
of the SM Higgs and\/)y is the RH Majorana neutrino mass. In order to be compatibil thie
neutrino oscillation data, i.6m,| ~ \/Am2,,, = 0.0495 eV, one required/y ~ 101~ GeV
taking the Yukawa couplings in their natural values @¢]).

In addition to the canonical seesaw, other seesaw mechsuhiane been worked upon as well
to explain the tiny masses of the active neutrinos. PicKiegtype-Il seesaw mechanis] from
them which requires the existence $f/(2),, triplet Higgs fields in addition to the minimal SM
particle content, the neutrino mass gets an extra conioibgiven bym!! ~ fv;, wherev,, is
the VEV of the neutral component of the triplet ayids the corresponding Yukawa coupling.
Minimizing the scalar potential of such a model, the VEV oé tHiggs triplet is found to be
v = puw? /M3, whereM, is the mass of the Higgs triplet apddefines the mixing between SM
Higgs and triplet. An obvious setting would fe~ O(1) andy ~ Ma ~ 10715 GeV in order to
explain sub-eV scale of light neutrino masses. Althougketseesaw mechanisms look promising
while explaining neutrino oscillation data, they lack theedt experimental testability in the on-
going experiments like Large Hadron Collider (LHC) or anyufe experiment like International
Linear Collider.

Retreating not here, the particle phenomenology commurasy explored beyond standard
model physics operative at few TeV scale, the results bedpegtitive attempts to corroborate

neutrino masses and mixing. One such highly motivated ardobithe most widely discussed



beyond standard model framework is the left-right symmetrodel (LRSM) #] which not only
gives a clear description of the origin of parity violatiaredectroweak scale but also leads a way
to the generation of neutrino masses naturally. A thorougtlysof these models strengthens us
with the knowledge that in conventional left-right symmetnodel (LRSM), the light neutrino
masses arise from two sources: the typ2}pjus type-Il [3] seesaw mechanisms where the parity
andSU(2)g gauge symmetry are spontaneously broken at the same scale.

Earlier explorations of the field imply that a deep relati@tvioeen high energy collider physics
and low energy phenomena like neutrino-less double betaydas well as other lepton flavor
violating processes is enrooted by minimal left-right syatnec model (LRSM) valid at TeV scale
[5, 6]. If it happens that the parity anfiU (2)r break at the same scale, then according to the
seesaw relatiom,vyp = ~v? (with v being a dimensionless parameter) the microscopic value
of v;, as required for type-Il seesaw depends on large valug; pWvhich further impliesvy =
(10'3 ~ 10') GeV making itself incapable of direct detection in near fatuln a contrast way,
if the right-handed scale is assigned with more moderatgegakay in the range of few TeV, one
can expect to have observable consequences at experimehesnear future. More willingly, if
we assume both parity ari/(2); to be broken at TeV scale i.eg ~ TeV that is the scale of
RH heavy neutrino mass, then we strictly need to calibragdHiggs couplings up to the order of
v < O(107'%) in order to fit neutrino data from the seesaw relation. To eefhis, studies have
been done on left-right symmetric models to come upon witmsgneous D-parity breaking-

11] where parity gets broken much earlier th&fi (2) r gauge symmetry. In this work, we shall
be discussing such a class of left-right symmetric modelghich the spontaneous breaking of D-
parity occurs at reasonably high scale along v#ith(2)r x U(1)p_1, gauge symmetry breaking
down toU(1)g x U(1)p_r. We then check numerically wheth&i(1)z x U(1)p_, breaking
occurs at TeV scale (provided parity breaks at much highaley@nd tiny neutrino masses can
be obtained without too much fine tuning. In this class of niedihe TeV scale breaking of
U(1)r x U(1)p_y, results in the TeV scale masses of the right-handed nestasowell as?’
boson while D-parity breaks at a high energy scate1(?~!' GeV). As will be discussed later,
this allows the possibility of dominant type | seesaw cdmition to neutrino mass whereas type
Il seesaw contribution can naturally remain sub-domin&ké use such a sub-dominant type Il
seesaw contribution as the origin of non-zérg, the reactor mixing angle. It should be noted
that, most of the earlier attempts to explain the non-zZggancorporate different corrections to

the . — 7 symmetric tri-bimaximal (TBM) neutrino mass matrix whichrcnaturally originate



in generic flavor symmetry models liké;. Motivated by this, we consider the dominant type
| seesaw contribution giving rise to TBM type neutrino masatn® whereas the sub-dominant
type Il term giving rise to non-zer@;;. We also constrain the D-parity breaking scale from the
demand of generating the experimentally allowed rande;ofApart from this, we also investigate
whether such a choice of intermediate symmetry breakingsediows the possibility to unify all
the gauge couplings while being embedded in a non-supersymariO(10) grand unified theory.

With all these motivations, we present&(10) model with a novel chain of symmetry break-
ing having left-right symmetry as an intermediate steprgjvieutrino masses through type-I plus
type-Il seesaw mechanisms, unification of three fundanh@rtzes, prediction of proton life time
accessible to the ongoing search experiments and most tamplyr a low massZ’ gauge boson
which can be probed at LHC. While preparing this manuscaptinteresting work appeared on-
line [12] with similar symmetry breaking chains and scales as thevemare discussing here.
However, the neutrino mass phenomenology in that work isptetely different from the one we
pursue here. The plan of the paper can be sketched as followsctionll we briefly discuss the
left-right symmetric models, elucidating the spontaneogsking of D-parity. In sectiodl we
discuss neutrino masses and mixing via dominant type-bsegiing rise to TBM type neutrino
mixing and sub-dominate type-1l seesaw giving rise to demis from TBM mixing and hence
non-zerod,3. In SectionsV andV, we give a possible path for embedding the present left-righ
symmetric models in the non-SUSYO(10) GUT with its symmetry breaking pattern and one-
loop gauge coupling unification. In Secti®fi, the proton lifetime is estimated using the value
gauge coupling at GUT scale. In sectigil, we estimate the branching ratio for lepton flavor
violating decayu — e + v as a function of type 1l seesaw strength and finally concladsection
VIII.

II. LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRIC MODEL WITH SPONTANEOUSD-PARITY BREAKING

In left-right symmetric models with spontaneous D-paritgdking, the discrete symmetry
called D-parity gets broken earlier compared to fié(2)z gauge symmetry. Here the gauge
group can be written effectively &8/ (2), x SU(2) g x U(1) p—1, X SU(3) ¢ x D (Ga213p ), WhereD
is the discrete left-right symmetry or D-parity. In mattecsor, the left and right handed fermions

are doublets undefU (2), andSU (2) g gauge groups, respectively. The transformation of quarks



and leptons under the left-right symmetric group can be sarzed as

Qr = (UL) = [2717%73] , Qr = (UR)
dL dR

0 = (VL) —[2,1,-1,1] , lr= (NR) = [1,2,-1,1]
er, €R

Notably the difference between Lorentz parity and D-pastyhat Lorentz parity acts on the

1
1,2,-,3
[7737]7

Lorentz group and interchanges left-handed fermions vkghright-handed ones but the bosonic
fields remain the same wherelasparity acts on the gauge groufi&’(2), x SU(2) r interchanging
the SU(2),, Higgs fields with theSU (2) z Higgs fields in addition to the interchange of fermions.
The spontaneous breaking of D-parity creates an asymmetwelen left and right handed Higgs
fields making the coupling constants $f/(2) and SU(2), evolve separately under the renor-
malization group.

The Higgs sector of the left-right model with spontaneougdbity breaking mechanism con-
sists of aSU(2) singlet scalar field which is odd under discrete D-parity, twtl/(2),, triplets
A, Ar and a bidoublet> which contains two copies af M Higgs transforming under the LR
gauge grou¥sois = SU(2) x SU(2)gr x U(1)p_r x SU(3)¢c as

Ap = (3717_271)7AR: (1737 _271)7
(I):(Q,Q,O,l),az (1,1,0,1).

By assigning a non-zero VEV to D-parity odd singlet) ~ A p, the left-right symmetry is

spontaneously broken but the gauge symm@isy; remains unbroken resulting in

M2, = M2 — Aa{o)M,
MZL = MZ + )‘A<0>M7 (1)

where M, is the mass term for triplets i.6y/3Tr (ATLAL + AEAR>, and A\, is the trilinear
coupling in the term\/ o Tr (ATLAL — A}AR). In this scenarid/,, M, (o) all are of order of\/p
which is the scale of D-parity breaking thereby resultinyy Seale masses for right-handed Higgs
triplets and D-parity breaking scale for their left-handmdinterparts by suitable adjsutment of
trilinear coupling\a. In order to havél’z andZ; mass predictions at nearly the same scale along
with the generation of Majorana neutrino masses, it is enaty to breakSU (2)z x U(1)p_; —
U(1)y in a single step by the VEV of the right handed trip|&t%,) ~ vg.
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Instead of pursuing the aforementioned left-right symmeattodel with D-parity breaking

mechanism, we consider a more appealing phenomenologe@so:

p ]\/IO
G2213D &) G2113 4 g213<SM) i> g13 (2)
with My, >> My, via two step breaking of the left-right symmetric gauge tigetio the SM.
The Higgs sector of the present model with spontaneous Dyfmeaking mechanism consists of
two SU(2), triplets A, and();, two SU(2)g triplets Ag, Q2 and a bidouble® which contains

two copies ofS M Higgs transforming under the LR gauge groups is shown inelabl

Higgs Fields UnderGaois UnderGaiis
(22,2Rr,1B-1,3¢)| (2L, 1R, 1B-L,3¢)
Qg [1,3,0,1] [1,1,0,1]
Qr [3,1,0,1] (3,0,0,1]
AR [1,3,—-2,1] 1,1,-2,1]
Ar 3,1,—2,1] (3,0,—2,1]
P (2,2,0,1] [2,£1/2,0,1]
TABLE I The Higgs fields transform wunder relevant gauge @rouas Goois =
SU2)L, x SU2)r xU(1)p—r, x SU(3)c and Ga113 = SUQ2)L, xU(1)r xU(1)p—1 x SU(3)c.

We have chosen those fields in the third column uriglers which acquire a non-zero vacuum expectation
value and in particular, th& (1) values corresponds to the z-components of Isospi¥ig,of SU(2)r

satisfyingQ = Ts1, + Tsr + (B — L)/2 valid both forGs;15 as well agi2213 gauge groups.



The first step of symmetry breaking i.8[/(2); x SU(2)g x U(1)p_r x SU(3)c X D —
SU12), x U(1)g x U(1)p—1 x SU(3)c occurs atiy boson mass scale which is implemented
through the VEV of the heavier triplet carrying — L = 0 i.e, (2%(1, 3,0, 1)) around D-parity
breaking scalé/p. The second step of breakid/ (2), x U(1)g x U(1)g_r X SU(3)c — Gsm
occurs atZz mass scale and is carried out % (1,1, —2,1)) ~ vz aroundMy, ~ (3 — 5) TeV.
This unique scenario gives us the knowledge tatscale completely decouples froffy; scale
and hence, the LHC signatures of these gauge bosons angpmmteng bounds on their mass
scales should be revived again. The right handed neutrgleglboson”; gets mass around few
TeV staying very close to the experimental lower bourdg > 1.162 TeV allowing its visibility
at high energy accelerators in near future.

Apart from the right handed triplets whose VEV give massdhéaight handed gauge bosons,
the left handed triplets can also acquire non-zero VEV duset@ral scalar mixing terms in the
Lagrangian. The analytic expression for VEV of the neutahponent ofA; can be expressed

as
2
~ Mj 3)
2M Mp

where we have used = 246 GeV andg is a coupling constant of)(1). Noticeably in the

(%

above eqJl), the smallness of the VEV af\; is decided by the parity breaking scale and not
by the SU(2) r breaking scale thereby putting no constraintsgrirom the type-1l seesaw point
of view. Therefore, the type-1l seesaw relation is modified Ieft-right models accompanied
by spontaneous D-parity breaking scenario instead of ilsluesxpression valid for conventional
left-right symmetric model. As a result, the type2] feesaw term decouples completely from D-
parity breaking scale and become sensitive tdtlie)  x U(1)p_, breaking scalé/% while the
type-Il [3] seesaw contribution becomes sensitive to the D-paritgking scale. In the following
section we shall briefly discuss how a particular value ofdbityg breaking scalé/p = 10° — 10
GeV leads to sub-dominant type-Il seesaw giving rise toemtrdeviations from TBM neutrino
mixing in order to generate non-zeflg,. As we show later, the D-parity breaking scalg, ~ M

is constrained to be greater than around 10° GeV. Hence, forvz ~ 1 TeV and order one
dimensionless couplings, the type Il contribution comeistode0.001 eV or less. The leading
order TBM type neutrino mass matrix can originate from usyja¢ | seesaw term due to the TeV

scale right handed neutrinos originating from the TeV sbadaking ofU (1)5_ ..



1. NEUTRINO MASS

The renormalizable invariant Yukawa Lagrangian that gngsto the(G,,13 invariant interac-

tions, near the TeV scale for the model considered in ouleptesnalysis, is
Ly = }/ZZL Nr® + fR Nfg NRAR + fL l/z I/LAL -+ h.C.,

resulting in6 x 6 neutral fermion mass matrix after electroweak symmetrakirey
M, = . : (4)

One should note here that all the mass scales used in abogeama#as«M, have their dynamical
interpretations in this model lik&/rr = frvr, My, = fr v, andM;r = y, v in contrast to the
SM where two of them\V/; ;,, Mrr have no dynamical origins. The resulting light neutrino snas

can be written as a seesaw formula given by
mp = myy +my; ()
where the usual type | seesaw formula is given by the exessi
myyp = —MirMpp M. (6)

Here M|  is the Dirac neutrino mass matrix. Thus, for type | seesawidante with TeV scale
U(1)p_ breakingug ~ 1 TeV, the Dirac Yukawa copulings should be fine tuneg,te- 10~° for
fr ~ 1. The type Il seesaw termil’;, = f,v;) however, is directly proportional to the Majorana
Yukawa couplingsf; which have to be large in order to have sizeable contributioneutrino
masses.

The induced VEV for the left handed triplet can be shown for generic LRSM to be

v = VJ\j—jV
. This expression for type Il seesaw term is valid for thossglof minimal models where D-
parity andSU(2)g x U(1)p_1, gauge symmetry get broken spontaneously at the same energy
scale. However, as discussed in the previous section,dissiple to break D-parity ansi/ (2) g x
U(1)p_1, gauge symmetry at two different stages. In the left rightsyatric models discussed in

the previous sections, D-parity ad/ (2) r gauge symmetry get broken downli@gl) at a very
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parameter best-fit B3

Am3,[1075eV?] 7.50 7.00-8.09
|Am3, (NH)|[10-3eV?] 2.473 2.27-2.69
|Am3,(IH)|[10~%eV?] 2.42  2.24-2.65

sin® 15 0.306 0.27-0.34
sin® fas 0.42 0.34-0.67
sin® 63 0.021 0.016-0.030

TABLE II: The global fit values for the mass squared differesi@nd mixing angles taken frorhd]

high scale whereds(1)r x U(1)_1, gets broken down t&'(1), of standard model at TeV scale.
The VEV of the left handed triplet is given by equati@) (h such a case.

Before doing a numerical analysis of neutrino mass and mikinour model, we note that
prior to the discovery of non-ze s, the neutrino oscillation data were compatible with thelwel
motivated TBM form of the neutrino mixing matrix discussedessively in the literaturelf4].
However, since the latest data (last five referenced]inHave ruled out sit¢;; = 0, one needs
to go beyond the TBM framework to incorporate non-zére Since the experimental value
of #,3 is much smaller than atmospheric and solar neutrino miximgjess, TBM type mixing
can still be a valid approximation and the non-zérg can be accounted for by incorporating
small perturbations to TBM mixing coming from different n@amisms like charged lepton mass
diagonalization, for example. There have already been at gieal of activities in this context
[15, 16] which can successfully explain the latest data within taenfework of several interesting
models.

Since non-zer@;; can be very naturally explained by incorporating correwito TBM mixing
and our model naturally provides such small correction éftinm of type Il seesaw term, we find
it interesting to explore the possibility of TBM type mixingpming from type | seesaw term
and the origin of non-zeré,5 through the type Il seesaw term. Similar attempts to stuay th
deviations from TBM mixing by using the interplay of two difent seesaw mechanisms were
done in [L7, 18]. Our analysis here differs from these in the sense that vpdeiment our model
within a grand unified theory where the strength of seesawd@an be naturally explained from

gauge coupling unification point of view. We also extend auitier discussion]§] to include two



different cases: one where the light neutrinos are almagmerate, and the other in which there
exists a moderate hierarchy between them, both obeyingograaogical upper limit on the sum
of absolute neutrino masses.

Type | seesaw giving rise to — 7 symmetric TBM mixing pattern for neutrinos have been
discussed extensively in the literature. The neutrino meesix in these scenarios can be written
in a parametric form as

Ty Yy

mrr = Yy r+zy—=z (7)

yy—z2 x+=z
which is clearlyu — 7 symmetric with eigenvalues,; = x —y, my = x 42y, mg = r—y+2z. It
predicts the mixing angles 8s, ~ 35.3°, 6,3 = 45° andf;3 = 0. Although the prediction for first
two mixing angles are still allowed from oscillation daig, = 0 has been ruled out experimentally
at more thardo confidence level. This has led to a significant number of @stng works trying
to explain the origin of non-zeré,;. Here we study the possibility of explaining the deviations
from TBM mixing and hence froM;3 = 0 by allowing the type Il seesaw term as a perturbation.
It should be noted that the structure of the type | seesaw massx (7) does not constrain the
Dirac neutrino mass matrix/; z or the right handed neutrino mass matfik;; to have some
specific form. However, choosing one to have some partidatan restricts the other so as to get
the desired type | seesaw structurg (For example, if we choose the Dirac neutrino mass matrix

to have a diagonal structure

a 00
Mrr=100b0 (8)
00c
then theM gy, is restricted to have the following form
a?(z+y) . aby - acy
z2+zy—2y2 z2+zy—2y2 z2+zy—2y2
_ aby b2 (22 —y? +x2) be(y? —ry+az)
Mpr = 2P tay-22  (2P+ay—2y%)(z—y+22) (aZ+ay—2y7)(a—y+22) 9)
acy be(y? —zy+az) c2(x?—y?4a2)

T 22 4wy—2y% (@ Hay—2y%)(a—y+22) (2P+ay—2y)(z—y+22)
Before choosing the minimal structure of the type Il seesamfwe note that the parametriza-

tion of the TBM plus corrected neutrino mass matrix can bescasi[L6].
T Yy —w y+w
mipp=\|y—wer+z+w y—=z (20)
yt+w y—z TH+z—w
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ParameterslH(mg = 0.001eV)|IH(ms = 0.065eV)|NH(m; = 0.001eV)|NH(m; = 0.07eV)
X 0.0487942 0.0812709 0.0035726 0.0701779
y 0.0002555 0.0001536 0.0025726 0.0001778
z -0.023769 -0.0080586 0.0243546 0.007924
ms (eV) 0.001 0.065 0.049 0.0858
my (eV) 0.049 0.0815 0.008 0.0705
my (eV) 0.048 0.0811 0.001 0.07
>, m; (eV) 0.0988 0.2276 0.0594 0.2263

TABLE lll: Parametrization of the neutrino mass matrix faBW mixing

wherew denotes the deviation ef;,;, from that within TBM frameworks and setting it to zero, the
above matrix boils down to the familiar — 7 symmetric matrix {). Thus, the minimal structure
of the perturbation term to the leading order 7 symmetric TBM neutrino mass matrix can be
taken as

0 —w w
—w w 0 (11)

w 0 —w

II
mrr =

Such a minimal form of the type Il seesaw term can be explanyadcorporating additional flavor
symmetries as outlined i1 §].

We first numerically fit the leading order — 7 symmetric neutrino mass matrix)( by
taking the central values of the global fit neutrino osditlatdata [L3] as presented in ta-
ble 1l. We also incorporate the cosmological upper bound on the sumabsolute neutrino
masses) .m; < 0.23 eV [19] reported by the Planck collaboration recently. For nor-

mal hierarchy, the diagonal mass matrix of the light neosirtan be written asngag =

diagimi, \/m? + Am3,, /m? + Am32,) whereas for inverted hierarchy it can be written as

Maiag = diag(/m3 + Am2, — Am2,, \/m2 + Am3,, m3). We choose two possible values of the
lightest mass eigenstate;, ms for normal and inverted hierarchies respectively. Firstolveose
Miightest &S large as possible such that the sum of the absolute reentasses fall just below the
cosmological upper bound. For normal and inverted hierasghhis turns out to be.07 eV and
0.065 eV respectively. Then we allow moderate hierarchy to exedtvieen the mass eigenval-

ues and choose the lightest mass eigenvalue todfa eV to study the possible changes in our

11



analysis and results

Normal Hierarchy

. The parametrization for all thessiplescases are shown in tabié.

0.0003 T T 0.005 T T T T
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FIG. 1: Variation of neutrino parameters as a functiosiof 6,3 for Normal Hierarchy

We then incorporate the type Il seesaw contribution whigaksy — 7 symmetry and hence
gives rise to non-zeré,5. We show the variation of other neutrino parameters witpeesto
sin? @5 in figure 1, 2 for normal and inverted hierarchies respectively. It carseen that the
differences in the lightest active neutrino mass show ug wnthe variation ofAm3,. In case of
normal hierarchy, all the parameters lie in thierange formgnes: = 0.07 €V whereas for inverted
hierarchy we see a preference for light@jgnest Nnamely,0.001 eV. We then show the variation of
sum of absolute neutrino masses in figBend for all the cases considered, the sum is found to be
within the cosmological limit. We also show the variatiorsof® 4,5 as a function of type Il seesaw
strengthw in figure 4. It is seen that for higher values ofjignes, We require a lower strength of
the type Il seesaw term to give rise to the desitgd For mjignest = 0.065,0.07 eV, one can see
from figure4 thatw ~ 0.002eV = fﬁj\’fm
be of order unity ana = 10> GeV, vz = 10* GeV, one gets a constrainf M ~ 5 x 10" Ge\~.

= 0.002 eV. Taking the dimensionless couplings to
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Inverted Hierarchy
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FIG. 2: Variation of neutrino parameters as a functiosiof 6,3 for Inverted Hierarchy

Similarly, for miignest = 0.001 €V, one can estimate this bound to be aroRnd10' Ge\”. Thus,
from the constraint of neutrino mass, we get a bound orbthé&2) ; x D breaking scale to be of
the order of10° — 10'° GeV which is consistent with the gauge coupling unificatisnadll be
discussed below.

The variation of the neutrino parameters with the pertuobagtrength can be understood sim-

ply by calculating the diagonalizing matrix of the neutrimass matrix considered in the study.

T Y —w y+w
mrp=\|y—war+z+w y—=z (12)
y+tw y—2z xT+z—w

which has eigenvalues;, = ¢ —y + 2z — V3w? + 22, my = v +2yandms =z — y + z +
V3w? + z2. Assumingm; < mo < mg we calculate the neutrino parameters by first identifying
the diagonalizing matrix. Assuming to be small such that higher order terms beyarican be

neglected, we arrive at the following approximate variagiof neutrino parameters
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Sum of Absolute Neutrino Masses
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FIG. 3: Variation of the sum of absolute neutrino masses asetibn ofsin? 6,3

2

sin® 013 = — + h.o. (13)
222
1
sin?fy = ———— + h.o. (14)
3(1 - 3%)
o, By—2— (1w —55)?
Sin 923 = 2(3y — 22>2 + h.o. (15)
Am3, = (2 +2y)? — (. —y + 2z — V3w? + 22)? (16)
Am2, = 4(x — y + 2)V3w? + 22 (17)

where h.o. refers to higher order termsun It can be easily seen that far = 0, the mixing

angles correspond to the values predicted by TBM mixing.



Variation of Sinze13 with Type |l Seesaw strength
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FIG. 4: Variation ofsin’ 6,5 as a function of type Il seesaw strength

IV. EMBEDDING THE MODEL IN NON-SUSY SO(10) GUT

With the rich phenomenology of the TeV scale asymmetricrighit model discussed in pre-
vious sections, we now intend to embed the model in a nonrsypenetric SO(10) grand unified
theory. We examine whether the model unifies the three gaogelings successfully with the
proton life time lying close to the experimental lower bowamdl at the same time allows the possi-
bility of TeV scaleZ’, RH Majorana neutrinos and RH Higgs triplets which can bedally probed
at ongoing experiments like LHC. The desired symmetry brepgattern of SO(10) gauge group

with left-right symmetry as an intermediate step is given by
S0(10) X% 5U(2), x SUR)r x UL)p—1 x SUB)e x D [Gonsps (921 = 92r)]
P8 SU©2), x U x U()p-r x SUB)e  [Gaonz (921 # 927)]
MR SU(2), x U(l)y x SUB)e  [Gsm = Gons)

M U1)em x SUB)e  [Gu3] - (18)
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With the above choice of symmetry breaking, the SO(10) gayrgep gets broken down to
the Standard Model gauge group via the intermediate symbedaking chain ag§s13p, and
Go113. The breaking o50(10) group to LR gauge group is achieved {8104 } representation of
SO(10) Higgs. The decomposition §210, } under Pati-Salam gauge gro6ip/(2), x SU(2) g X
SU4)isT{2105} = (1,1,1)@(1,1,15)®(3,1,15)®(1,3,15) B (2,2,10)®(2, 2, 10) & (2, 2, 6).
The SO(10) symmetry can be broken by assigning a VEV(to, 1, 15) of {2104} being even
under D-parity ensuring discrete left-right symmetry (Bripy) intact at this stage. Such a Higgs
choice, however, does not affect our mechanism of neutriassngeneration. The second stage
of symmetry breaking frons213p (g2, = gor) 10 Go113 (921 # gor) IS done via combination
of Higgs representatiof45}, and{54}y. This is the minimal choice of Higgs representation
that is necessary to obtain the required symmetry breakiameonsistent with extended survival
hypothesis. The principle of extended survival hypotheaigs that at every stage of symmetry
breaking chain we allow only those scalars to be presentitiire VEVs at the current or the
subsequent levels of spontaneous symmetry breaking. Flaquivalent to minimal number of
fine-tunings to be imposed on the Higgs scalar potential gbal necessary symmetry breaking
steps are executed at the desired scales. UhideandG,,,3, the Higgs representatioqd5} 4,

and{54} can be decomposed as

S{H4}ty = (1,1,1)® (3,3,1) & (1,1,20) & (2,2,6) under Gooy,
C (1,1,0,1)® (3,3,0,1) @ (1,1,0,8) & (1,1, -2/3,6) & (1,1, —2/3,6)
®(2,2,1/3,3)® (2,2,—1/3,3) under Ga3,
A{45} = (3,1,1) @ (1,3,1) @ (2,2,6) @ (1,1,15) under Goos,
C (1,1,0,1)® Qr(3,1,0,1) & Qgr(1,3,0,1) & (2,2,1/3,3) & (2,2, -1/3,3)
@(1,1,2/3,3)® (1,1,-2/3,3) @ (1,1,0,8) under Gays . (19)

The remaining symmetry breakitd/(2), x U(1)g x U(1) g_1 x SU(3)¢ to the SM gauge group
SU(2), xU(1l)y x SU(3)¢ is implemented by{ 126} ; Higgs representation. The decomposition
of {126} ;; under Pati-Salam gauge grougi6}z = (2,2,15)® (3,1, 10) (1, 3, 10)® (1, 1,6).
Assigninga VEVto{Ag(1,1,-2,1)) C Ag(1,3,-2,1) C (1, 3,10), we break/ (1) g x U (1) p_1,
toU(1)y. The last stage of symmetry breaking of the SM gauge g&iif®), x U(1)y x SU(3)¢

to U(1)em x SU(3)¢ is achieved by{104} where the Higgs fieldb(2,1/2,1) C (2,2,0,1) C
{10y } acquires a VEV breakingU (2), x U(1)y to U(1)m. In the following sections, we present
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the gauge coupling evolution with the evaluation of onepl@@ta coefficients and estimate the

proton life timer, using the value of gauge coupling at GUT scale.

V. GAUGE COUPLING EVOLUTION WITH ONE-LOOP ANALYSIS

In this section we study the one loop renormalization grouglwgion (RGE) equations for
gauge couplings relevant for our model. The one loop RGEteansfor the gauge couplings can

be written as

e (20)

wheret = In(u), o; = g?/(4m) are the fine structure constants apdare the one-loop beta
coefficients derived for the correspondiiitygauge group for which coupling evolution has to be

determined. The analytic formula faf is

11 4 1

with no summation ovei. We denote’; and7; as quadratic Casimir of a given representation,
ds, as the multiplicity factor for a particular gauge grogpdue to othelSU (NN); group present in
the model, Vs as the number of fermion generation (which is 3 in our modé&#.takex = 1, %

for Dirac and Weyl fermions; = 1, % for complex and real scalar fields, respectively.

A. Matching condition and estimations for Mg, Mp and oy

One can write the RGE equations for the standard model gaugaiogs in terms of present
non-SUSY SO(10) GUT coupling. Since the model has two intermediate symmieteaking
steps above standard model scale, it is important to knovapipeopriate matching condition at
these two symmetry breaking steps. Denoting = ‘;—’; the appropriate matching conditions for
gauge couplings valid at the gauge graip,s = SU(2), x U(1)g x U(1)p_r x SU(3)¢ are

_ 3 _ 2 _
Aty = M) {ayl(Mg)] - {galgmg) + 20t L(Mgﬂ .
SM 2113

[O‘;(M%)LSM: [a;&(M%)] [a;&(M%)} - [a;é(M%)]gm. (22)

G2113 Gsm
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Similarly, the appropriate gauge coupling matching caodg at the scalé/ valid for the gauge

groupGasizp = SU((2) x SU(2)r x U(1)g_ x SU(3)c x D are

Atp = Mp : a2L(MP) = |y, (Mp)
- - G2113 - - G2213D
10,775 N P15 V751 B [a;£L<Mp)] _ [a;_L<Mp>] ,
- - G2113 - - G2213D G2113 G2213D
Oégc(Mp) = Oégc(Mp) s |:042L (Mp):| = |:042R(Mp):| . (23)
L 4 Go113 L 1G2213D G2113 G2213D

Also, one can write down the gauge coupling matching comastiat the unification scale;; as

= [0410 (MU)} son”

) [asc(MP)]

Atp = My : |:042_£(MU):| = [agé(MU)}

G2213D Ga213

- e on)] o

|:Oé§1—L(MU)] = {0410 (MU)] son.

G2213D SO10

G2213D

With the above gauge coupling matching conditions, one cgmess the RGE equations for

~1 i=2L, Y, 3C for SM valid at one-loop level

_ _ a MY a M a M,
- 300 () S0 () S0 (1) o
_ ay M a + a Mp
Oéyl(MZ) - Oélol(MU) + %ln <M1;> + %1 <W>
2.1
lalfp + 24 | My
S2R 5Bl (== 26
Bt < ) (26)
_ _ a MY a’ M a!l M
0‘361*(MZ):04101(MU)+LCI <MZ> 301 <M§> 301 <Mi> (@7)

where the one-loop beta coefficients for our model deterchimethe particle spectrum in the
mass ranged/, — MY, MY — Mp and Mp — My are{asr,ay,a3c}, {ay;,a) 5,05 1, a5},
and{a};,al,,a} ;. a4}, for gauge group¥ss, Goi13 and Gosisp, respectively. FixingMy,
around few TeV, and using particle data group val® §in® 6, = 0.23166 & 0.00005, ag =
0.1184 4+ 0.003, anda.,, = 1/127.94, a simple one-loop analytical survey of the gauge coupling

running equations yields two important relations idp and M;; as [L1]

My DlAP — DOBP
| _ 28
" (MZ) BuAp — AuBp’ (28)
Mp D()BU — DlAU
| _ 29
" (MZ) BuAp — AuBp’ (29)
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with

Ao = (8asc — 3as;, — Say) — (8as — 3ay;, — 3at, — 2ay_),
Ap = (8a4e — 3ay, — 3al, — 2a)5_;) — (8a5. — 6ay, —2a%_,) |
Ay = (8ajj. — 6ay, —2a}_1) |

By = (5as;, — Say) — (5ah, — 3a}, —2a75_,) |

Bp = (5a}, — 3a}, — 2a7_,) — (2a5, —2a7_;) |

By = (20'/2/L - 2“79—L) )

3 MY
Dy = 167 <a;1 - gagnll) — Aygln <WR) :

Z

167 3 MO
D, = in20y — = | — Boln [ ==& ) .
! Qem (Sln v 8) ’ (MZ)

In the following subsection, the value of the D-parity bregkscaleM » and the unification scale

My are estimated using the above model parameters by fixing/the: x U(1)s_;, breaking
scaleM}, around 1 TeV to 6 TeV. The estimation &fp, M, anday; following from eqgn.@5) to
egn.@9) is carried out for different scenarios defined by the sp@ctof Higgs fields utilized for

the purpose of symmetry breaking.

Breaking of U(1)z x U(1)p_r, — U(1)y viaonly Higgstriplet
We note that the contributions to one-loop beta coefficientaing from the fermion and gauge
sector are well known and simple for a given gauge group vihéeHiggs contributions to beta-
coefficients are complicated due to various Higgs fieldseares our model. The economical
choice of Higgs spectrum for different mass ranges is ptesan table 1V. We find the D-parity
breaking scalé//p and the unification scal&/;; for the set of one-loop beta coefficients given in
table IV to beMp = 1.6 x 10" GeV andM; = 1.2 x 10" GeV. The above calculated value
of My results in predicting proton life time.2 x 103 yrs while the current experimental bound
on proton life time is> 8.2 x 103 yrs. Therefore, it is important to discuss the GUT threshold
corrections to this unification mass scale in order to know far we are from the experimental
lower bound on proton life time. However, we do not perforralsan exercise of calculating GUT
threshold corrections in this work.

Alternatively, one can try to check the gauge coupling uatfan with higher unification scale

by incorporating the presence of additional Higgs fieldsif¢rnt stages of symmetry breaking
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GroupG; |Range of Masses (GeVY) Higgs content a
—-19/6
Gy 3¢ Mz — My ®(2,1,1)10 a;=| 41/10
—7
-3
ot s ME My $1(2,2,0,1)10 ® P2(2,—1,0,1)10 al= 14/3
B®AR(1,1,-2,1)196 9/2
-7
—4/3
$1(2,2,0,1)10 ® $2(2,2,0,1)10r
G2p2p15- 130D Mp — My SAR(1,3,—2,1)126 © AL(3,1,-2,1)196 @] = ~4/3
@Y r(1,3,0,1)210 ® X1(3,1,0,1)210 77

TABLE IV: One-loop beta coefficients for different gauge pting evolutions. The allowed range of mass

scales aré//; = 91.187 GeV, MY = 3 — 6 TeV, Mp = 1.6 x 10'! GeV, andMy = 1.2 x 10%5.

allowed in the model. With this motivation, we include extliggs fields( (1, 0, 8) and¢(2,1/2, 8)
(with SM quantum numbers shown within brackets) to the maliparticle content of tabléV

and numerical values o/, M;;, anda,' are estimated in the following paragraph.

C1: C2:

(—19/6,41/10,—7) |(—19/6,41/10,—7)
(—3,14/3,9/2,—6) | (—3,14/3,9/2, —7)
(—4/3,-4/3,7,—6)| (4/3,4/3,7,—3)

TABLE V: Calculated values of one-loop beta coefficientsspreed by adding an extra Higgs fields to the
minimal Higgs content given in tablé/. The one-loop beta coefficients are presented, as;, anda! in
1st, 2nd and 3rd row of each column, respectively. The alibvemge of mass scales aké; = 91.187

GeV, M}, =3 — 6 TeV, Mp = 10° — 10'! GeV, andMy = 10'*° — 1065

For evaluation ofe;, a;, anda presented under colum@1 of table V, the Higgs field
¢(1,1,0,8) (with Gyo13 quantum numbers shown within brackets) is added at or ath@/eym-

metry breaking scal@/}. The gauge coupling unification for such a case is shown indigu
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Similarly, for the evaluation od;, a}, anda; presented under colum@2 of table V, the Higgs
field £(2,2,0, 8) is introduced at or above the scalé-.

Higgs content forM%(in GeV) | Mp(in GeV)| My (in GeV)| ap!

For Table-lV | (3-6) TeV | 1.65 x 10 | 1.2 x 10% |40.9827

For Table-V: C1| (3-6) TeV | 2.6 x 10° | 4.9 x 10'6 |40.7687

For Table-V: C2| (3-6) TeV | 1.38 x 10" | 1.1 x 10'6 | 37.946

TABLE VI: Allowed solutions for different mass scales, amyérse fine structure constaat(*) at unifi-

cation scale consistent with gauge coupling unification.

Uy

SU2),

W
=

SU3).

O\\\\\\\\
O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

t=Log,y(u/GeV)

FIG. 5. One-loop gauge coupling evolution for left-right deb with beta functions given in column C1 of

table V

Breakingof U(1)g x U(1)p_r, — U(1)y viaHiggstriplet (A) plus Higgs doublet (x)

It should be noted that, shifting the parity breaking scalg towards the GUT scale provides
us with more possibilities to achieve unification with morenimal set of additional fields than
discussed above. However, to keep a sizable contributidppaf || seesaw so that it can give

rise to the observed ;, we intend to keep/, as low asl0® — 10'° GeV. Here lies the need to
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include additional field content discussed in previous eatisn. Apart from the scenario where
U(1)r x U(1)p_1, gauge symmetry is broken by Higgs triplets, there can be ame possibility

to achieve the same using both triplets and doublets. Faake of completeness we discuss this
case as well and check the gauge coupling unification.

In such a scenario, we allow the breakdown of the intermedigtnmetrySU(2), x U(1)g %
Ul x SU@B)e — SU(2)L x U(1)y x SU(3)¢ driven by both tripletA and doublety
coming from126; and16 representation o§O(10) respectively. The relevant Higgs spectrum
and the corresponding one-loop beta coefficientsSSO(10) — Gosisp — Go113 — SM are
listed in tableVIl. The predicted values of the mass scales for this rangepof parameters are
Mp(in GeV) = 1.51 x 10", My (in GeV) = 1.02 x 10*°, anday,' = 42.02.

GroupGf Higgs content a;
-19/6
G2, 1y30 ®(2,3,1)10 a; = | 41/10
-7
-3
$1(2,2,0,1)10 ® P2(2,—1,0,1)10 19/4
Gapigip 130 a =
Ar(1,1,-2,1)126 ® xr(1, 3, —1,1)16 37/8
-7
~17/6
®1(2,2,0,1)10 © $2(2,2,0,1)100 + AR(1,3,-2,1)126®
Gopopip 13¢D| AL(3,1,—2,1)126 ® xr(1,2,—1,1)16 ® x1(2,1,—1,1)16 | @] = /8
®XR(1,3,0,1)210 D X1(3,1,0,1)210 15/72

TABLE VII: The estimated one-loop beta coefficients for ditint gauge coupling evolutions with Higgs
the fields relevant for different stages of symmetry bregkifihe allowed range of mass scales &fg =

91.187 GeV, MY = 3 — 6 TeV, Mp = 1.5 x 10" GeV, andMy = 1.02 x 10165

With addition of extra color octet scalg(1, 1,0, 8) from M} onwards relevant for symmetry
breaking, the derived values of one-loop beta-coefficiamész; = (—19/6,41/10,—7), a; =
(—3,19/4,37/8,—6), anda! = (—7/6,—7/6,15/2,—6). As a result, the numerically estimated
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values of mass scales abép(in GeV) = 1.9 x 10°, My (in GeV) = 2.49 x 10, anda;' =
41.4236. The coupling evolution for this case is shown in figGre

It is worth mentioning here that the effect of two-loop RG lgss on gauge coupling unifica-
tion might change the mass scale lik&, ~ vg, Mp and My. It is found that the two-loop RG
evolution in this particular non-SUS¥O(10) set up having two intermediate symmetry breaking
steps changes marginally the values\of and M, as compared to the numerical values derived
by one-loop RG analysis. We can take the example of two loapyais having Higgs spectrum
as presented in Table.VIl along with color octet Higgs scélal,0,8) where the predicted mass
scales are

M}, = v ~ (3-10) TeV. Mp ~ 10*? GeV, My ~ 10'%°" GeV

but the findings for one-loop analysis are
Mp(in GeV) = 1.9 x 10, My (in GeV) = 2.49 x 10'.

Hence, there will be little modification to the type Il seesamntribution which isn!! = fv;, =

f ﬁ;’jv}’g if one incudes two-loop RG effect. One can fix the neutrino srassing from type-lI

seesaw by suitably adjusting the other free parameterdHigggs couplings and M even if we
include the effect of two-loop RG corrections op andMp.

It should be noted that the LRSM where the breaking/¢f)z x U(1)p_;, — U(1)y occurs
through Higgs tripletd) andSU(2) g x D gets broken by Higgs triplet can also be constrained
from the cosmologial constraints on the successful disagpee of domain walls. Domain walls
generically arise in such models (due to the spontaneowkiige of discrete symmetry called
D-parity) which, if stable, can overclose the Universe dotiflg with standard cosmology. As
discussed inZ1], for MY = 10 TeV, domain wall disappearance requifds < 10° GeV, which
are very close to the symmetry breaking scales in our presedel. Similar constraint on the
second model (the one with both Higgs triplet and doubleteheot been studied yet and left for

future investigations.

VI. ESTIMATION OF PROTON LIFE TIME 7,

With the knowledge of unification mass scalg;, and corresponding value of,' (one exem-
plary case shown in the plat/;; = 1.9 x 106 GeV anday;' = 41.4238), we intend to estimate

the proton life timer, and compare with the recent and proposed future experina@ntslso, if
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FIG. 6: One-loop gauge coupling evolution for left-right debwith particle content given in tablll plus

an additional color octet Higgs from the sca@ onwards

possible, derive uncertainties relevant for this resulie Thaster formula for the gauge-induced
d = 6 proton decay in the chaip — et with the known heavy spectrum in this non-SUSY
SO(10) model is

2 |5H‘2 My O‘ZU

T
T (1+ F+D)P’R (30)

I'(p—nle™) =

where A;, = 1.25 is the renormalization factor from the electroweak scaléhtoproton mass,
D =0.81,F =0.44,ay = —0.011 Ge\?, andf, = 139 MeV are extracted as phenomenological
parameters by chiral perturbation theory and lattice gahgery. Also,m, = 938.3 MeV is
the proton mass, andy = «ag is the gauge fine structure constant derived at the GUT scale.
The renormalization factdR = | (A%, + A2%,) (1 + [V.a[?)® | for SO(10), the(1,1) element of
Ver o 18 Vg = 0.974 = with Agy(Asr) being the short-distance renormalization factor in the lef
(right) sectors.

Redefiningny = ay (1 4+ F + D) = 0.012 GeV?, and Ar ~ A Ags; ~ ApAgz, the proton
life time can be expressed as

T, =T""(p—7%") = o AT (31)

whereF, ~ 7.6
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In order to estimate the proton life time, we should have Kedge about the short distance
enhancement renormalization factors which are fully moéglendent, a few of which are known
while a few others have been already determined in the presedel. For the particular choice
of symmetry breaking considered in present non-SUSY SQffd@)el and assuming no threshold
corrections at or below the GUT scale, the short distancernealization factors evaluated at one

loop level are given as

Ag = AZBD | 213 213 (32)
where,
M ) _;Ti;’ Q{,_l(MP) ;Z‘Ii/ .
422130 _ <O‘z( P ) - (27 ., i=2L, 2R, B-L, 3C;
s i (My) a; ' (My)
fl MO) 2%2
42113 _ a; (M) , i=2L,1R, B-L, 3C, ;
° a; ' (Mp)
“H(My) %;
s _ (o (Mz) . i=2L,Y, 3C. 33
© o \ay (M) >

We have used the anomalous dimensions taken fB22[3] and one-loop beta coefficients derived
in our model. The estimated value gf; = A, - As is Agr ~ 2.24. We have estimated the
the proton life time to be, = 5.75 x 10% yrs for the model under consideration witl;, =
1.9 x 10'® GeV anda~! = 41.4238. The predicted proton life time is out of reach for the cutren
experiment Super-Kamiokande (2011) experiment givingnbloon the proton life time fop —

etn® channel isr(p — e™n > 8.2 x 10*3 yrs [24] while it can be accessible to future

0
)‘SK,2011
planned experiment such a§ — et

2.0 x 10 yrs [25].

> 9.0 x 103" yrs andr(p — e* >

0 0
™) ‘HK,2025 ™) ‘HK,2040

VII. LEPTON FLAVOR VIOLATING DECAYS

In the left-right model under consideration, there areedéht Feynman diagrams contributing
to the underlying lepton-flavor violating interactions); ffiom 17/, exchanges with the mediation
of light-heavy RH Majorana neutrinos shown in figufé), (ii) from W exchanges with the me-
diation on heavy right-handed Majorana neutrinos showrgimré 7(b), and (iii) from the doubly

charged RH Higgs triplet};") exchanges as shown in figuic). The analytic expression for
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FIG. 7: One loop Feynman diagrams for lepton number viaptiecaysl; — ¢; + (i # j). Contri-

bution from thell’;, exchanges involving mixing between left- and right-handedtrinos is presented in
(a) whereas contribution from thd’z exchanges with heavy RH Majorana neutrinos is presentel)in (
The dominant contribution to lepton flavor violation (LFV&ahys via doubly charged RH Higgs triplet

exchanges is presented ir).(

these contributions are given below
o, sin? Oy mi om
Br(u— (@) W r_r
= et w, = —o5em o, T,

M 8 M2_M2 2
Br(u—>e+7)$/)323a—w< WL) (sin@R COS@R#) ,

G5,

327 MWR MI%VL
2
c 2aw Mév (f fT)12
Br(u—e+r~y © ~ L ,
( >A;+ 377—93}3 MZ;+

wherefyy, is the weak mixing anglé) is the mixing angle between left and right handed neutrino
sector,I’, = 2.996 x 107" GeV, gL contains left-right neutrino mixing plus the loop factor
anday = g3, /(4n) is the fine structure constant féit/(2); valid at M, scale and is found
to be0.18389. There have been several attempts to calculate the enh&afdédignal inpy —
ey process for example, ir2p] and recently, it has been pointed out in re®¥][that the LFV
branching ratios can be significant if the heavy-light neatmixing is large.

Assuming the left-right mixing to be small, one can neglbet¢ontribution By — e + 7)%
in comparison to other contributions. Also, in our model thg gauge boson mass is found to
be > 10® GeV making the Bfu — e + 7)% contribution suppressed. The remaining dominant
contribution due to TeV scale right-handed Higgs triplattcibution is

() QQW M‘%VL 1 (mz{l mz{ﬂ)m i
Br(u— e+ V)AF ~ S (e Y . (34)
(MMP> AR

We have numerically estimated this contribution represgrity a plot as shown in figure
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FIG. 8: Variation of the branching ration Bt — e + V)X)ﬁ arising from the LFV decays via doubly

charged RH Higgs triplet exchanges with the type Il seesesngth (fvr).

8 where we have plotted By — teqtv)g+2+ with the type Il seesaw strength and using
other allowed range of model parameters. From the plot, it loa seen that the numeri-

cal prediction for By — e +7)§)++ in our model is same as the current MEG upper limit:
R

Br(u—e+ V)K)H < 5.7 x 1071 [28, 29 for type Il seesaw strengtlfiv;, = 0.013 eV.
R
expt.
This is consistent wi{)h our model where the required typesisaw strength is of the order of

0.001 eV.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied a left-right symmetric gauge the®ty(2), x SU(2) g x U (1) p—1, X SU(3) ¢ X
D(g2r. = 92r)(G2013p) Which breaks down to the standard model gauge symmetrydghrowmo
intermediate stages: first, thtel/(2)z x D breaks down td/(1)x at scaleMp andU(1)p x
U(1)p_r, breaks down td/(1)y at a latter stagé/y,. The motivation behind this set up is two-
fold: (i) to allow TeV scale intermediaté(1)r x U(1)s_, symmetry which can be accessed at
experiments througlt’, right handed neutrino and heavy Higgs searcl@to naturally allow
type | seesaw dominance (which can give rise to TBM typer symmetric neutrino mass matrix)
while keeping type Il seesaw term as sub-dominant but sieeatmugh to give rise to the required
deviation from TBM mixing in order to explain non-zefig,. First we have performed a numerical
analysis taking type | seesaw term as TBM type and type llaseésrm as a perturbation which

breaksy — 7 symmetry. We have done this exercise for both normal andtedenierarchical
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neutrino mass spectra as well as two possible values oekgheutrino mass (one being close to
the maximum allowed by cosmological upper bound and onatjigpwer). We have constrained
the type Il seesaw strength by demanding the required dewitom TBM to produce non-zero
¢13. For dimensionless couplings to be of order one &ifd); x U(1)p_; breaking scale of
around10 TeV, the parity breaking scale has been restricted ttObe- 10° GeV.

We have also made an attempt to embed this model withifii0) GUT and check whether the
above mentioned symmetry breaking steps can be naturaliged along with successful gauge
coupling unification at a scale which lies close to the bouoihiog from proton lifetime con-
straint. We have shown that in the framework of non-SURY(10) GUT invoking spontaneous
D-parity breaking, one-loop RGE analysis of gauge cougliadpw mass ranges/} = 3 — 6
TeV, Mp = 10° — 10! GeV andMy = 105 — 10195 GeV for several possible additional Higgs
structures. We have also calculated the proton lifetimenftioe unification scale and find it to be
within future experimental reach. At the end, we have madestimate of branching ratio for the
LFV decays of — e + « due to the presence of TeV scale doubly charged componeighaf r
handed triplet Higgs and found it to be lying close to the expental limit.
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