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Abstract

We propose a predictive model based onShé(3)c®S U(3) ®U (1)x gauge group supplemented
by theAy®Z382487Zs®Z1¢ discrete group, which successfully describes the SM fanmmiass and
mixing pattern. The small active neutrino masses are g&terda inverse seesaw mechanism
with three very light Majorana neutrinos. The observed gadrfermion mass hierarchy and
guark mixing pattern are originated from the breaking of hes Zs ® Z;6 discrete group at
very high scale. The obtained values for the physical oladses for both quark and lepton
sectors are in excellent agreement with the experimental dehe model predicts a vanishing
leptonic Dirac CP violating phase as well as dfeetive Majorana neutrino mass parameter of
neutrinoless double beta decay, with valugg = 2 and 48 meV for the normal and the inverted
neutrino mass hierarchies, respectively.

Keywords: Fermion masses and mixings, Discrete flavor symmetries] 3r®dels, Models
beyond the Standard Model.

1. Introduction

Despite the great success of the Standard Model (SM), dgaamfirmed by the discovery of
the 126 GeV Higgs boson by LHC experiments|[1] 2| |3, 4], theesraany aspects not yet
explained such as the origin of the fermion mass and mixiaganchy as well as the mechanism
responsible for stabilizing the electroweak scale [5, GjisTdiscovery of the Higgs scalar field
allows to consider extensions of the SM with additionalaciélds that can be useful to explain
the existence of Dark Matter![7].

The Standard Model is a theory with many phenomenologiddesements. However in the
Yukawa sector of the SM there are many parameters relatbdivétfermion masses with no clear
dynamical origin. Because of this reason, it is importasttaly realistic models that allow to set
up relations among all these parameters of the Yukawa sddigmrete flavor symmetries allow
to establish ansatz that explain the flavor problem, formeaviews see Refs.|[B) 19,/10]. These
discrete flavor symmetries may be crucial in building modéfermion mixing that address the
flavor problem. Non abelian discrete flavor symmetries aniséring theories due to the discrete
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features of the fixed points of the orbifolds [11]. For instarthe discret®, group is originated
in the S1/Z, orbifold [11].

Besides that, another of the greatest mysteries in pafptityesics is the existence of three
fermion families at low energies. The quark mixing anglessmall whereas the leptonic mixing
angles are large. Models based on the gauge symi@&(8)c®S U(3).®U (1)x have the feature
of being vectorlike with three families of fermions and anerefore anomaly free [12, 113,14,
15,116]. When the electric charge is defined in the linear doatlon of theS U(3). generators
T3 andTsg, it is a free parameter, independent of the anomatiesTthe choice of this parameter
defines the charge of the exotic particles. Choosing—%, the third component of the weak

lepton triplet is a neutral fieldS, which allows to build the Dirac matrix with the usual field
of the weak doublet. If one introduces a sterile neutfifzoin the model, then it is possible to
generate light neutrino masses via inverse seesaw meanhafige 3-3-1 models wit = —%
have the advantange of providing an alternative framewmdenerate neutrino masses, where
the neutrino spectrum includes the light active sub-eVesnaltrinos as well as sterile neutrinos
which could be dark matter candidates if they are light emooigcandidates for detection at
the LHC, if their masses are at the TeV scale. This intergggature makes the 3-3-1 models
very interesting, since if the TeV scale sterile neutrin@sfaund at the LHC, these models can
be very strong candidates for unraveling the mechanisnoresiple for electroweak symmetry
breaking. Furthermore, the 3-3-1 models can provide araegpion for the 750 GeV diphoton
excess recently reported by ATLAS and CMS|[17] as well astera TeV diboson excess found
by ATLAS [1€].

Neutrino oscillation experiments|[6,119,/20, 21| 22, 23]itate that there are at least two
massive active neutrinos and at most one massless actit@nioeun the mass eigenstates, it is
necessary for the solar neutrinos oscillations timad,,, = ms, = m — m2 wherems — ¢ > 0.

For the atmospheric neutrinos oscillations it is requiteat 5m2,,, = m3, = mg — mé where
the diference can be possitive (normal hierarchy) or negativee(ted hierarchy). Neutrino
oscillations do not give information neither on the abseladlue of the neutrino mass nor on the
Majorana or Dirac nature of the neutrino. However there agnno mass bounds arising from

The neutrino masses and mixings are known from neutrindlaeins, which depend on
the squared neutrino mass diferences and not on the absalugeof the neutrino masses. The
global fits of the available data from the Daya Bay [19], T2R][2MINOS [21], Double CHOOZ
[22] and RENOI[23] neutrino oscillation experiments, coaist the neutrino mass squared split-
tings and mixing parameters [35]. The current neutrino dataeutrino mixing parameters can
be very well accommodated in the approximated tribimaximiaing matrix,

2

2 1 0
U A 0
TBM = —? ? _ﬁ 5 ( )
V6 V3 V2

which is consistent with two large mixing angles and one wngll one of order zero. Specifi-

cally, the mixing angles predicted by the tribimaximal migimatrix satisi‘)(sin2 012)TBM = %

(sin2 923)TB =1 and(sin2 013) gy = 0- However, the 3-3-1 model is not able to generate the

tribimaximg\ matrix structure. éecause of this reasong@ite symmetry groups [36,137,/38] 41,

39,40, 42, 43, 44, 45] that act on the fermion families aredsgal with the aim to generate ansatz
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that reproduce these matrices. One of the most promisiegadésflavor groups idy, since itis
the smallest symmetry with one three-dimensional and tistinct one-dimensional irreducible
representations, where the three families of fermions esacbommodated rather naturally. An-
other approach to describe the fermion mass and mixingrpattasists in postulating particular
mass matrix textures (see Ref[46] for some works consigdgrtures). Besides that, models
with Multi-Higgs sectors, Grand Unification, Extradimemss and Superstrings as well as with
horizontal symmetries have been proposed in the literd&rd7, 48, 49| 50] to explain the
observed pattern of fermion masses and mixings.

In this paper we propose a version of B&J(3)c x S U(3). x U(1)x model with an additional
flavor symmetry groupy ® Z3 ® 24 ® Zg ® Z15 and an extended scalar sector needed in order to
reproduce the specific patterns of mass matrices in the darsgctor that successfully account
for fermion masses and mixings. The particular role of ealditenal scalar field and the corre-
sponding particle assignments under the symmetry groupeafitodel are explained in detail in
Sec.[2. The model we are building with the aforementionectefs symmetries, preserves the
content of particles of the minimal 3-3-1 model, but we additahal very heavy scalar fields
with guantum numbers that allow to build Yukawa terms irgatiunder the local and discrete
groups. This generates the predictive and viable textheg®kplain the 18 physical observables
in the quark and lepton sectors, i.e., the 9 charged fermasses, 2 neutrino mass squared split-
tings, 3 lepton mixing parameters, 3 quark mixing anglesla@dP violating phase of the CKM
guark mixing matrix. Our model successfully describes ttewailing pattern of the SM fermion
masses and mixing.

The content of this paper is organized as follows. In Skc. Putkne the proposed model. In
Sec.[B we discusss lepton masses and mixings and show oasponding results. Our results
for the masses and mixings in the quark sector followed byraarical analysis are presented in
Sec[4. Finally in Se¢.]5, we state our conclusion§. Tn AppeAfive present a brief description
of the A4 group.

2. Themode€

We extend theés U(3)c ® S U(3). ® U(1)x group of the minimal 3-3-1 model by adding an extra
flavor symmetry groupg\s ® Z3 ® Z4 ® Zg ® Z36, in such a way that the full symmetgy experi-
ences a three-step spontaneous breaking, as follows:

G=SURB)®SUR)LUx®A18Z3®Z4®Zs ® Z16 (2
2 SUR)e ® SUR) ® U (Dy ® Zs—>S UR)e ® SUR), ® U (1)y
IS UB) 8 U (1)o.

where the dierent symmetry breaking scales satisfy the following hidmav,, v, < v, < Ajnt.

We define the electric charge in our 3-3-1 model in terms ofSh#3) generators and the
identity, as follows:

1
QZTg—%Tg-FXI, (3)
with | = Diag(1, 1,1), T3 = $Diag(1, -1,0) andTg = z—i@)Diag(l, 1,-2).
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The anomaly cancellation & U(3). requires that the two families of quarks be accommodated
in 3* irreducible representations (irreps). Besides that, timalver of 3 irreducible represen-
tations is six, as follows from the quark colors. We accomatedhe other family of quarks
into a 3 irreducible representation. Furthermore, we hav@ drreps taking into account the
three families of leptons. Thus, tI$U(3). representations are vector like and free of anomalies.
Having anomaly fre&J (1)x representations requires that the quantum numbers foeth@dn
families be assigned in such a way that the combination of)figx representations with other
gauge sectors cancels anomalies. Consequently, to avoidadies, the fermions have to be ac-
commodated into the followind (U(3)c, S U(3)., U (1)x) left- and right-handed representations:

D1,2 U3 v1,2,3
i’2={—u1’2] 1(3.3",0), E={D3] 1(3.3,1/3), Lizﬁ:{ em] H(1,3,-1/3),
L L L

J1,2 T (V1,2,3)c
D5*:(3,1,-1/3), U2:(3,1,2/3),
Ui?:(3,1,2/3), D3 (3,1,-1/3),
J°:(3,1,-1/3), Tr:(3.1,2/3),
er:(1,1,-1), ug:(1,1,-1), r: (1,1,-1), @)
Ni: (1,1,0), N2: (1,1,0), N3 : (1,1,0),

WhereUiL and DiL fori = 1,2,3 are three up- and down-type quark components in the flavor
basis, whilev| ande| (eL,u ) are the neutral and charged lepton families. The rightlaen
fermions are assigned &3J(3), singlets representations havibg1)x quantum numbers equal

to their electric charges. Furthermore, the fermion spactof the model includes as heavy
fermions: a single flavor quark with electric charge 23, two flavor quarksJ“? with charge
~1/3, three neutral Majorana leptong-¢%)¢ and three right-handed Majorana leptdis>*

(see Ref. |[51] for a recent discussion about neutrino masisedouble and inverse see-saw
mechanism for a 3-3-1 model).

The 3-3-1 models extend the scalar sector of the SM into tBie&reps ofS U(3)., where
one heavy tripleg acquires a vaccuum expectation value (VEV) at the TeV segldreaking
the SU(3). x U(1)x symmetry down to th& U(2). x U(1)y electroweak group of the SM and
then giving masses to the non SM fermions and gauge bosahsyanighter triplet fields; and
p that get VEVsy, andv,, respectively, at the electroweak scale thus generatagtss for the
fermion and gauge sector of the SM. We enlarge the scalasrsefdhe minimal 3-3-1 model by
introducing 14S U(3). scalar singlets, namely;, {j, Sj, ¢, A, ¢, T ando (j = 1,2, 3).

The scalars of our model are accommodated into the follof@id(3)., U(1)x] representa-
tions:

0
X1
X = L X> _ 1 (3,-1/3), &t (1,0), 7:(1,0), ¢ :(1,0), j=123,
ﬁ(vx +&,£1,)
1 pI H
o= ﬁ(vp +&,£14,)]:(3,2/3), £ (1,0), ¢:(1,0), A:(1,0), i=1,23,
3
%(vn +&, £i0L,)
n= ,75 - (3,-1/3), S;: (1,0), o~ (1,0), i=1,23 (5
0
3
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The scalar fields are grouped into triplet and singlet représns ofA4. The scalar fields of
our model have the following assignments unégr 73 ® 2, ® Zs ® Zs6:

2in

n o~ (1,e*%1,1,1), p~(Le¥.1.11), x~(L1L111),
¢ ~ (3111-1), ¢~(31L11ef), S~(3e¥.11ef), o~(LLLLeF),
¢ ~ (LL1ef1), A~(1L-1e%1), ¢~@.LiL1, 7~(1".Li11), (6)
where the numbers in boldface are dimensions ofthereducible representations.
The leptons transform undéy ® Zs ® 24, ® Zg ® Z35 as:

L~ (3e L1.1,-1), (1111e7é”) pr ~ (1,1,1,1,),

wm ~ (17111 ez), Ng ~ (3,e?, 1.1,-1). 7)
Note that left handed leptons are unified intd\atriplet representatio, whereas the right

handed charged leptons are assigned inffeintA, singlets, i.el, 1’ and1”. Furthermore, the
right handed Majorana neutrinos are unified inydriplet representation.

The Ay ® Z3 ® Z4 @ Zg ® Z316 assignments for the quark sector are:

Q ~ (1 1,1,1, e’?), Q~(1,1,1,11), Q~(17.1,1,11),

Ui ~ (1e—?11e*) Uz ~ (’-—11|) U~ (17e%.11.1),
D ~ (1e%.1-16f), D3~ (Le%.1,-1,1), D3~ (17.€%.,1,-1,1)
TR ~ (17,1,1,11), BE~T111,1) JB~(11,1,1,1). (8)

With the above particle content, the following relevant dula terms for the quark and lepton
sector arise:

—1 , 408 —2 , L0t —3
—Lg(Q) = 1Li)Q|_.0 UFleF + U)QLP Ué_ + U)QLUUI%
—1 , T¢A . T¢A .3 B°A30
+Qun Dk +yQUn DA + YR D
. 3 8°A°
+y21)QL17 Dl 74 y22)QL DZ— +y2Q Dg G
‘P
+y( QLpDR AG QLPDR A5 +y( DgAg
YOy Tr + y(l”QL)(*JFle Y0y 2 (9)
(L) L L L o?
-Ly = hﬁ) ) (L pf) =+ h( ) (LLpf)l,, #RF + h( ) (LLpf)l/ TRA3
_ 1 ntent)+x(e"-p _ So
+ h)((l-) (LLXNR)l + Eth (NRNg)l ( ) A ( ) + h2N (NRNS)SS T

+

— b
hyeane( 0 (LF)'),_(07)° 55 + He (10)
3s A 5



pry Vot Py o
hin, X, hon andh, areO(1) parameters. Here we assumed that all Yukawa coupliregyseat,

excepting/\”, y) andh(y which are assumed to be complex.

Although the flavor discrete groups in Ed.] (2) look ratherstmfated, each discrete group
factor plays its own role in generating predictive fermierttres that successfully account for
the low energy fermion flavor data. To describe the pattefarofion masses and mixing angles,
one needs to postulate particular Yukawa textures. As wkese# in the next sections, the
predictive textures for the lepton and quark sectors wilkgise to the experimentally observed
deviation of the tribimaximal mixing pattern and to quarkmg emerging only from the down
type quark sector, respectively. A candidate for genegagpecific Yukawa textures is thig
flavor symmetry, which needs to be supplemented byileeZ, ® Zs ® Z;5 discrete group. As we
will see in the next sections, this predictive setup canassftlly account for fermion masses and
mixings. The inclusion of théy discrete group reduces the number of parameters in the Mukaw
and scalar sector of tHeU(3)c ® S U(3). ® U(1)x model making it more predictive. We choose
A, since it is the smallest discrete group with a three-dinmmraiirreducible representation and
3 distinct one-dimensional irreducible representatiovisch allows to naturally accommodate
the three fermion families. We unify the left-handed leptam the A, triplet representation
and the right-handed leptons are assignedtsinglets. Regarding the quark sector, we assign
quarks intoA, singlet representations. In what follows we describe the o each discrete
cyclic group factor introduced in our model. THe symmetry separates thg scalar triplets
participating in the Yukawa interactions for charged Ieystérom those ones participating in the
neutrino Yukawa interactions. Besides that,Zgaymmetry avoids mixings between SM quarks
and exotic quarks since the right handed exotic quarks argal@einder this symmetry whereas
the right handed SM quarks have non trivial charges. Thus th&; symmetry decouples the
SM quarks from the exotic quarks resulting in a reduction wérg sector model parameters.
Furthermore, th&, symmetry is also important for reducing the number of quada model
parameters, since due to this symmetry, $16(3), scalar singlet\, nontrivial singlets only
appear in the down type quark Yukawa terms. ConsequentyZthsymmetry together with
the A4 assignments for quarks described in Elg. (8), results in godial up type quark mass
matrix, thus giving rise to a quark mixing only emerging frtime down type quark sector. The
Zs symmetry is crucial for explaining the hierarchy betweea 8M down and SM up type
guarks without tuning the SM down type quark Yukawa couirgince it is the smallest cyclic

symmetry that allowgﬁ—z in the Yukawa term that generates the bottom quark masshv'mlé%
(2 = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters) time3(a) parameter. Th&;s Symmetry
gives rise to the observed hierarchy among charged fermasses and quark mixing angles.

It is worth mentioning that the properties of tAg groups imply that th&;s symmetry is the
smallest cyclic symmetry that allows to build the Yukawane_btp*uéj(—z of dimension twelve

where the dimensionless coupling, v (i, j = 1.2,3), ¥, y?, v, h@, hf), hD, h®

from a j{—i !nsertion on the(_Qip*Ué.operator, crucial to get the requira_a suppression (where
A =0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters) needed to natunglilain the smallness of the
up quark mass. Regarding the charged lepton sector, leteshad the five dimensional Yukawa
operatorst (Lipg), e, 1 (Lupé),, ug and$ (Lipg) , Tr areAq invariant but do not preserve the

Z16 Symmetry, as %ollows from %e charges assignments giverngsy [B) and[{l7).

In what follows we comment about the possible VEVs patteangtie A, scalar tripletst, ¢
andS. Here we assume a hierarchy between the VEVs ofithscalar triplets, £ andsS, i.e.,
Vs << Vy << Vg, which implies that the mixing angles of these scalar ttiplre very small
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since they are suppressed by the ratios of their VEVs, wisieghdonsequence of the method of
recursive expansion proposed in Ref.|[52]. Consequentlycan neglect the mixing between
the A4 scalar tripletst, ¢ andS, and treat their corresponding scalar potentials indepethd
The relevant terms determining the VEV directions of &gyacalar triplet are:

V(E) = ()1 + ko1 (E)1 (B57)1 + k2 (BX)1 (EE)1 + ke3 (EX)1 (B2
+ksa [(EX)y (B'E) 1 + hc] + ke 5 [(EE)1 (B7E7)1 + hc]
+ks,6 (ZX)3s (EX7)3s + k3,7 (EX)35 (EX7)35.- (11)
whereX = ¢&,¢, S.

The part of the scalar potential for ea8l scalar triplet has 8 free parameters: 1 bilinear and 7
quartic couplings. The minimization conditions of the scalotential for aA, triplet yield the
following relations:

9 <;</§)> = —2vgud + Aksavs, (VB + V8, + VR ) + 2keav, (2 — V2 - \2)
+4xs Vs, |VE, + V2, COS(26s, — 2005,) + VZ, COS(265, — 20s,)| + Bks.7vs, (V2, + V2 )
+4 (Ks.a + Ks.5) Vs, |23, — VB, COS(205, — 205,) — V&, COS(205, — 26s,)|
+hKs 6Vs, [v§2 {1+ cos(265, — 265,)} + V2, {1+ cos(26x, — 2023)}]
)
9 <;</S)> = —2vgud + Aksavs, (VB + V8, + VR ) + ke av, (2, - V2 - \2)
+4xs Vs, |VE, + V2, COS(26s, — 205,) + VZ, COS(26s, — 20s,)| + Bks.7vs, (V2, + V2 )
+4 (Ks.a + Ks.5) Vs, |22, — VB, COS(205, — 205,) — V&, COS(205, — 26s,)|
+4Ks 6Vs, [v§1 {1+ cos(26s, — 265,)} + V2, {1+ coS(26x, — 2023)}]
)
9 <;</S)> = —2vg,ud + Aksavs, (VB + V8, + VR ) + ke ave, (2, - V2 -2

+4Kz,2V23 [\éZ + V%l (:03(2921 - 2922) + V%Z COS(2923 - 2922)] + 8K2’7V23 (V%1 + ng)
+4 (KZ,4 + KZ,S) Vi, [ZV%‘3 - V%l COS(ZGZ1 - 2922) - \éz COS(2923 - 2922)]
+4ks6Vs, [V, {1+ €OS(20s, — 205,)} + V2, {1+ cOS(20s, — 20s,)}]
= 0. (12)
where(z) = (vzle“'fl,vzzeieﬁz,vz3ei“23). Here in order to simplify the analysis, we restrict to the
simplest case of zero phases in the VEV patterns oAiHeplet scalars, i.efy, = 05, = 65, = 0.

Then, from the scalar potential minimization equationggiby Eq. [(IR), the following relations
are obtained:

[Bkxs— A(kee + ku7) + 6 (ksa + ku5)| (B, -VE) = O,
[Bkss — 4(kse + ks.7) + 6 (ksa + k5)| (2, - VB) = O,
[Bks.s — 4(kse + ks.7) + 6 (ksa + kz) (3, -V ) = O. (13)
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From the relations given by E_{13) and setting = % (k.6 + &¢.7) — 2 (k.4 + k;5), We obtain
the following VEV pattern:

Ve A/ Vs
=—(1,11), =—(10,1), Sy=—>-(1,1,-1). 14
& \/;3,( ) (9] \/i( ) (S) \/é( ) (14)

In the case o, this is a vacuum configuration preservingasubgroup ofA4, which has been
extensively studied in manf, flavor models (for recent reviews see Refs. [8, 9, 10]). Th&VE
pattern for theA, triplet scalar is similar to the one previously studied in &g andT7 flavor
SU(5) GUT models|[38, 44] and in a 6HDM with, flavor symmetry([37]. As we will see in
the next section, the VEV patterns for tig triplets &, ¢ and S given in Eq.[I#) are crucial
to get a predictive model that successfully reproduces tperamental values of the physical
observables in the lepton sector.

Furthermore we assume that th&lg(3)_ scalar singlets get VEVs at a scalg; much larger
thanv, (which is of the order of the TeV scale), with the exceptiosp{j = 1, 2, 3), which get
VEVs much smaller than the electroweak symmetry breakiatesc= 246 GeV. The VEVs of
theé; (j = 1,2,3),¢, A, ¢, T ando scalar singlets break tf2U3)c ® SUR)L ® U(L)x ® Ay ®
Z3® 724 ® Zs ® Z16 Symmetry down t& U(3)c ® S U(3). ® U(1)x ® Z3 at the scale\iy;.

From the expressions given above, and using the vacuum ooatiign for theA, scalar triplets
given in Eq. [T#), we find the following relations:

= B [alecaaca) o s x|
g [3 (K(,l + K(,Z) + 4(’((,6 + KU)] V,Z’
#% = % [3(ks1+Ks2) +4(ksp + ks7)] Vg (15)

These results show that the VEV directions for the thkg#iplets, i.e. £, £ andS scalars in Eq.
(I4), are consistent with a global minimum of the scalar ptaé (I1) of our model for a large
region of parameter space.

Besides that, as the hierarchy among charged fermion maisdegiark mixing angles emerges
from the breaking of th&, ® Zs ® Z;6 discrete group, we set the VEVs of t8dJ(3). singlet
scalar fieldst, ¢, A, ¢, T ando, with respect to the Wolfenstein parameter 0.225 and the
model cutdf A, as follows:

Vo ~ Ve ~ Vg ~Va ~ Vg~V ~ Aint = AA. (16)

Furthermore, we assume that tAg scalar triplets participating in the neutrino Yukawa inter
actions have VEVs much smaller than the electroweak synynhesraking scale. Besides that,
as previously mentioned, we assume a hierarchy among thes\dEthe twoA, scalar triplets
participating in the neutrino Yukawa terms. Consequefttywe will see in the next section,
the Majorana neutrinos acquire very small masses and thirsvarse seesaw mechanism for
the generation of light active neutrino masses, takes platerefore, we have the following
hierarchy among the VEVs of the scalar fields in our model:

Vs <<V <<V, ~ Vp ~ V<<V << Ajpt. a7
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In what follows, we briefly comment about the low energy scakector of our model. The
renormalizable low energy scalar potential of the modelhismgby:

Vi = 12000 + 120t + 13(0'e) + f (ximeke™ + He) + a0 (cx)
+2200"p)(0"p) + (" M)(n"n) + Al ) (0"p) + As(x W) (7' m)
+26(0"p) (') + ("M x) + A8 ) (07 x) + A0l M) (7' p). (18)

After the symmetry breaking takes place, it is found thatdb@ar mass eigenstates are related
with the weak scalar states by: [14] 15]:

)=mel) - (R)=mel2) ()=re(2) 1)
R R | R R A R (20

with
R = Soperta)) oo ). (3 9) e

where taB; = v,/V,, and tan 21 = M{/(M2 — Mz) with:

My = 4asV,V, + 2V2fv,,
M, 42,V — V2fv, tangy,
Ms 4432 - V2fv,/ tangr. (22)

It is noteworthy to mention that the our model has the follogvscalar states at low energies: 4
massive charged Higgsi¢, H3), one CP-odd HiggsAf), 3 neutral CP-even Higgs?, HY, HY)

and 2 neutral Higgng, ﬁg) bosons. We identify the scalb? with the SM-like 126 GeV Higgs
boson discovered at the LHC. Let us note that the neutralsBarie boson&?, G3, G5, 62 corre-

spond to the longitudinal components of ez, K° andROgauge bosons, respectively. Besides
that, the charged Goldstone bos@isandG; are associated to the longitudinal components of
the W* andK* gauge bosons, respectively[12, 15].



3. Lepton masses and mixings

From Eq. [(ID) and taking into account that the VEV patternhefA, triplet, S U(3)_ singlet
scalar field¢ satisfies Eq.[(14) with the nonvanishing VEVs of &)(3), singlet scalarg and

o, set to be equal taA (beingA the cutdf of our model) as indicated by Ed.{16), we find that
the charged lepton mass matrix is given by:

1 1 1 1 . 10 O
M = Rl.‘i_Pldiag(me,”h,”k), Ri=—| 1 w &?* |, w=e3s, P=|0 1 0|,
1 00

V3 W w g
(23)
beinga the complex phase cbﬁ,LT), and the charged lepton masses are:
% v
me=al 28—, az')/l5 m, =al P —. (24)

V2 V2’ V2

whered = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters; 246 GeV the scale of electroweak
symmetry breaking anq(') (i = 1,2,3) areO(1) parameters. Let us note that the charged lepton
masses are linked with the scale of electroweak symmetgkbrg through their power depen-
dence on the Wolfenstein paramefiee 0.225, withO(1) cosdficients. Furthermore, from the
lepton Yukawa terms given in EqL{|10) it is easy to see thatoodel does not feature flavor
changing leptonic neutral Higgs decays. Consequentlynmdel cannot explain the recently
reported anomaly in the — ur decay, implying that a measurement of its branching fractio
will be decisive for its exclusion.

Regarding the neutrino sector, we can write the neutrinsreams as:
1, — _ YL
- L0 = E( - L v% +H.c, (25)
NR

where the neutrino mass matrix is constrained fromthBiavor symmetry and has the following

form:
Osxs Mp Osxs
M,=| M) Oz M, |, (26)
O3 M Mg
and the submatrices are given by:
V2+XV,2> VsV, VsV,
huyy (O 10 han =5z Ve —hsz\ZzT—A hon 75k
Mp 22Tl -1 0 -1 |, Mr= —hZN"S"" R - [
2A2 V3A Az Vo N~ 3A
0 1 O ho st‘r b YSVe h V24XV
2N 2N BA INT Rz Vo
1 00
Moo= RO 0 1 0] (27)
' " V2lo 0 1

As previously mentioned, we assume in our model that3#3), scalar singletp, triplet S
interacting with the right handed Majorana neutrinos getsrg small vacuum expectation value,
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much smaller than the electroweak symmetry breaking sediieh results in very small masses
for these Majorana neutrinos. Consequently, this setugeaarate small active neutrino masses
through an inverse seesaw mechanism.

As shown in detail in Ref/ [51], the full rotation matrix isXximately given by:

RV BgUX BZUR
(Bj+BY) (1-s) (1+S)
U=~ ,ﬁf R U “FUr[, (28)
_(By=By (-1-8) @1-s)
5 R =5V 7% Ur
where
S LY B,~B L e (29)
== m VR, 2 = B3 = 5
2v2hPy, hOy, °
and the physical neutrino mass matrices are:
-1 B
MP = Mp (M) MM ML, (30)
1 1
M@ = -M] + >Mr, MO = M7 + Mg, (31)

WhereMﬁl) corresponds to the active neutrino mass matrix Wheré?sand M$3) are the exotic
Dirac neutrino mass matrices. Note that the physical etgégsinclude three active neutrinos
and six exotic neutrinos. The exotic neutrinos are pseuidacDwith masses J_rM; and a small

splitting Mr. FurthermoreR,, Ur andU, are the rotation matrices which diagonaIMél), Msz)
andM®, respectively![51].
From Eq. [30) it follows that the light active neutrino masatrix is given by:

@ ¥
hin % 0 N

h2v2v2v,, A 0 A
M‘(/l) = —%23 0 thVK)% + 2\/2—N Vs + h]_N\f 0 0 B O P
2h, VEA V2 A 0 A
hain 2 0 hiny
hin hZVI%V?V)Z( hlz)VlZ)V?Vg— V)z( 2hon )2(
= T, BZ—T IN—— + VS+th_ (32)
2hPv2A4 2nv2A3 A V3 A

The neutrino mass matrix given in Eq._{32) only depends onéffiective parametersA and
B. These fective parameters include the dependence on the variouslmpathmeters. It is
noteworthy thatA and B are suppressed by inverse powers of the high energyfcaitof our
model.

The light active neutrino mass matrMﬁl) is diagonalized by a unitary rotation matii,
according to:

m 0 O cosd 0 sing
RMOPR,=| 0 m, 0 |, with R=| 0 1 0

0O 0 m -sind 0 co¥

(33)

where the upper sign corresponds to norriat (+7/4) and the lower one to inverted € —/4)
hierarchy, respectively. The light active neutrino mageeshe normal (NH) and inverted (IH)
11



mass hierarchies are given by:

NH : 6=+

We also find that the PMNS leptonic mixing matrix is given by:

cosf _ sind g L cosh o, sing
B T VaC V3 Bt
_pt | cosd _ sindqa+ZE 1 42r  cosdga+ZE | sing
U=R PR =| %7 \/§e' DL ‘/ge' T+ | (36)
cosf _ sindqo-Zr 1 oE cosd Ha-ZE | sing
G aEe c pet T g

It is worth commenting that the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakag&vekata (PMNS) mixing matrix de-
pends only on the parameter while the neutrino mass squared splittings are contrdigd
parameter#é\ andB.

The standard parametrization of the leptonic mixing matniglies that the lepton mixing angles
satisfy [6]:

. [Ueol? 1 _ , 1
Sir? 61, = = , Sir? 613 = |Ueal? = =(1 + cosa), (37
2= T Ul 2-cosa 13 = |Uesl 3( + ). 37)
lUy3|2 1 V3sina
ti= 01, o)
1-|Ugs 2 cosa — 2

The resulting PMNS matriXx(36) reduces to the trimaximalimgxmatrix [3) in the limite: = 7,

for the inverted and normal hierarchies of the neutrino ngmesctrum. Let us note that the
lepton mixing angles are controlled by a single paramefgm¢hereas the neutrino mass squared
splittings only depend on the parametérandB.

The Jarlskog invariant and the CP violating phaselare [6]:

1 8J
J=Im(UgU,ULU" ) =—-——cCcos 2, sing = - - - . (38
( el 2 e ”1) 63 COSH13 SiN W12 SiN Ho3Sin Y13 (38)

Taking into account that = +%, our model predicts = 0 ands = O, which results in a vanishing
leptonic Dirac CP violating phase.

In what follows we adjust the three freffective parameters, A andB of the lepton sector of
our model to reproduce the experimental values of the fivesighlobservables in the neutrino
sector, i.e., three leptonic mixing parameters and tworireutass squared splittings, reported
in Tables[P, for the normal (NH) and inverted (IH) hieraeshof the neutrino mass spectrum,
respectively. We fit only to adjust the values of the leptonic mixing parameter%&sjnwhereas
A andB for the normal (NH) and inverted (IH) mass hierarchies avegby:

NH:m, =0, m,=B= A, ~9meV, m,=2A= \JAmg, ~51meV;  (39)
12



IH:m, =B= \JAng, + AnE, ~ 50me\, m,, = 2A= |/AmZ, ~ 49meV, m,, =0, (40)

as resulting from Eqs[(85].(B4) and the definitiom® = nf — m¢. The best fit values ofiny;
have been taken from Tablgs 1 &fd 2 for the normal and inveréad hierarchies, respectively.

We vary the model parameterin Eq. (37) to fit the leptonic mixing parametersi) to the
experimental values reported in TabléE1, 2. We obtain theding best fit result:

NH : @ =-0.88r, sinf6~ 034, sinfb;3~061 sz~ 00232; (41)

IH : a=0127 sirf61p~0.34, sinfs~061 sirff;z~0.0238 (42)
From the comparison of Eqd_(42), {41) with Tatilégl1, 2, iiofes that sif 6,3 and sirf 623

are in excellent agreement with the experimental data,ddr bormal and inverted mass hierar-

chies, whereas sty is deviated 2 away from its best fit values. This shows that the physical

observables in the lepton sector obtained in our model argistent with the experimental data.

Furthermore, as previously mentioned, our model predigtméshing leptonic Dirac CP violat-

ing phase.

Parameter, Am2,(10-%\V?) | A%, (10%e\?) (sin2 le)exp (sin2 ezg)exp (sin2 913)exp
Best fit 7.60 2.48 0.323 0.567 0.0234

1o range 7.42-7.79 2.41-253 0.307-0.339 | 0.439-0.599 | 0.0214- 0.0254

20 range 7.26-7.99 2.35-259 0.292-0.357 | 0.413-0.623 | 0.0195- 0.0274

30 range 7.11-811 2.30- 265 0.278-0.375 | 0.392- 0.643 | 0.0183- 0.0297

Table 1: Range for experimental values of neutrino massredusplittings and leptonic mixing parameters, taken from
Ref. [35], for the case of normal hierarchy.

Parametent Ang,(10%eV?) | AnZ,(10-%eV?) (sin2 Glz)exp (sin2 923)exp (sin2 ng)exp
Best fit 7.60 2.38 0.323 0.573 0.0240

1o range 7.42-7.79 2.32-243 0.307-0.339 | 0.530-0.598 | 0.0221- 0.0259

20 range 7.26—7.99 2.26- 248 0.292-0.357 | 0.432-0.621 | 0.0202- 0.0278

30 range 7.11-811 2.20- 254 0.278-0.375 | 0.403-0.640 | 0.0183- 0.0297

Table 2: Range for experimental values of neutrino massredusplittings and leptonic mixing parameters, taken from
Ref. [35], for the case of inverted hierarchy.

In the following we proceed to determine thieetive Majorana neutrino mass parameter, which
is proportional to the amplitude of neutrinoless doublal§@isg) decay. This fective Majorana
neutrino mass parameter has the form:

Mys = IZ UZm (43)
j

whereugj andm,, are the PMNS mixing matrix elements and the Majorana neuirasses,
respectively.
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Using Egs.[(36)[(39)[(40) and (43), it follows that theeetive Majorana neutrino mass param-
eter, for both Normal and Inverted hierarchies, acquiredaiowing values:

2meV  for NH
s ‘{ 47meV  for IH (44)
Our results for the féective Majorana neutrino mass parameter given above, grenethe
reach of the present and forthcomingpB decay experiments. The EXO-200 experiment [26]
sets the current best upper limit on thiéeetive neutrino mass parameter equair < 160
meV, correspoding a5/, (**Xe) > 1.6 x 10%° yr at 90% C.L. This bound will be improved
within the not too dlstant future. The GERDA “phase-I1"exipeent [27/ 23] is expected to reach
Tf/vgﬁ(mGe)z 2 x 10?° yr, which corresponds toy; < 100 meV. A bolometric CUORE exper-
iment, using'3°T e [2¢ J is currently under construction. This experimentfieas an estimated
sensitivity of aboutT Vﬁﬁ(BOTe) ~ 108 yr, corresponding to anflective Majorana neutrino
mass parameterng; < 50 meV. Besides that, there are proposals for ton-scaletaextxt gen-
eration 033 experiments using*®Xe [30,/33] and’®Ge [27, 32], which claim sensitivities over
Tf/vgﬁ ~ 1077 yr, corresponding to anfiective Majorana neutrino mass parametgy ~ 12 — 30
meV. For a recent review see for example Ref.| [34]. Consefyyehe Eq. [44) indicates
that our model predlct§ ¥ at the level of sensitivities of the next generation or rtexhext
generation 938 experlments

4. Quark masses and mixing.

From the quark Yukawa terms of E{] (9) and the relation givekd. (16), we find that the SM
guarks do not mix with the exotic quarks and that the SM quaaksimatrices are:

agU)AB 0 0 y (%D)/l7 a%D)/lG (D)/lG —idg y
My=| 0 aP¢* o |—, Mp = D)/IG a? D)2 a%D)/IS —,
0 0 &V ) V2 (D) e g0 a0 ) V2

(45)
whered = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters; 246 GeV the scale of electroweak
symmetry breaking anq‘ @i, = 1,2,3) are0(1) parameters.

Moreover, we find that the exotic quark masses are:

y® Vy o W y( ) o W y(zj)

Mmr = - My mr, mjz ==
V2 W T Ry

Since the charged fermion mass and quark mixing patterngaadrom the breaking of the

Z4 ® Zs ® Z36 discrete group and in order to simplify the analysis, théof@ing scenario is
considered:

(46)

arg(aly) = arg(a}). a® =alD, i,j=123 (47)
Besides that, to show that the quark textures given abovditctre experimental data, and in
order to simplify the analysis, we adopt a benchmark wheresema(u) = agu) =1 anda22 =
a33 , as suggested by naturalness arguments and by the refatiomm,, respectively. Then, we
proceed to fit the parametea{g) ® agg) (D) (12) agg) and the phasé,, to reproduce the 10
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physical observables of the quark sector, i.e., the sixlgoeasses, the three mixing angles and
the CP violating phase. The obtained values for the quarlsesashe three quark mixing angles
and the CP violating phagein Table[3 correspond to the best fit values:

a® ~ 111 ab) ~ 059, aD) ~ 054,
aY = 043 al) ~ 113, &) ~ 142 8q = 66°. (48)

Observablel Model value| Experimental value
mu(MeV) 114 1.45%058
me(MeV) 635 635+ 86
m(GeV) 1739 1721+ 0.6+ 09
myg(MeV) 29 2.9°0°
ms(MeV) 57.7 57.7:8%
my(GeV) 2.82 2.82'00,

siné12 0.225 0.225

sinf,3 0.0412 0.0412

sin613 0.00352 0.00351
) 66° 68

Table 3: Model and experimental values of the quark massE€&M parameters.

The obtained quark masses, quark mixing angles and CP imiglphase exhibit an excellent
agreement with the experimental data. Let us note, thattdetbie aforementioned simplifying
assumptions that allow us to eliminate some of the free petenrs, a good fit with the low
energy quark flavor data is obtained, showing that our madieideed capable of a very good
fit to the experimental data of the physical observablesHerquark sector. The obtained and
experimental values for the physical observables of thekggector are reported in Takile 3. We
use the experimental values of the quark masses awthscale, from Ref. [[53] (which are
similar to those in [54]), whereas the experimental valdee@CKM parameters are taken from
Ref. [6].

In what follows we briefly comment about the phenomenoldgioalications of our model in
the flavor changing processes involving quarks. As preWausntioned, the dierentZ; charge
assignments for SM and exotic right handed quark fields inttpyabsence of mixing between
them. Due to the absence of mixings between SM and exotickgutire exoticT, J* and J?
guarks do not exhibit flavor changing neutral decays into $lrkis and gauge bosons, SM light

126 GeV Higgs boson and SM quarks. Thus, assuming thzﬂgr&ndﬁg neutral Higgs bosons
are heavier than the exoflg J* andJ? quarks, it follows that the flavor changing neutral exotic
qguark decays are absent in our model. Consequently thetie guarks can be searched at the
LHC via their flavor changing charged decays into SM quarksgauge bosons, specifically in
their dominant decay modds — bW andJ“? — tW. These exotic quarks can be produced
at the LHC via Drell-Yan proccesses mediated by chargedehogons, where the final states
will include the exoticT quark with a SM down type quark as well as any of the exatior J?
quarks with a SM up type quark. Furthermore, from the quatkavia terms, one can easily see
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that the our model predicts the absence of flavor changinquepk decay$ — hcandt — hu

at tree level. The flavor changing top quark decays hc andt — hu only arise at one loop
level and will involve virtual charged gauge bosons andiexqiarks running in the loops. Thus,
a measurement of the branching fraction forthe hcandt — hudecays at the LHC will be
crucial for confirming or ruling out our model. It would be éméesting to perform a detailed study
of the exotic quark production at the LHC, the exotic quarkajemodes and the flavor changing
top quark decays. This is beyond the scope of this work areftigdr future studies.

5. Conclusions

We constructed a predicti@U(3)c ® S U(3). ® U(1)x model withg = —%, based on théy
flavor symmetry supplemented by thg ® Z4 ® Zs ® Z;6 discrete group. Our model success-
fully accounts for the observed fermion masses and mixingesn The obtained values for the
physical observables in both quark and lepton sectors gxnitexcellent agreement with the ex-
perimental data. Thay, Z, andZ; symmetries allow to reduce the number of parameters in the
Yukawa terms, increasing the predictivity power of the modibe breaking of th&, ® Zs ® Z35
discrete group at high energy, gives rise to the observedjetldermion mass pattern and quark
mixing hierarchy. In our model the Majorana neutrinos acgjuery small masses, much smaller
than the Dirac neutrino masses, thus giving rise to an ieveegsaw mechanism for the gen-
eration of the light active neutrino masses. In this scennie spectrum of neutrinos includes
very light active neutrinos and TeV scale pseudo Dirac yedebenerate sterile neutrinos. Our
model predicts a vanishing leptonic Dirac CP violating ghas well as anfeective Majorana
neutrino mass, relevant for neutrinoless double beta degtyvaluesmgs = 2 and 48 meV, for
the normal and the inverted hierarchies, respectively.tf@inverted hierarchy neutrino mass
spectrum, our obtained value of 48 meV for tHEeetive Majorana neutrino mass is within the
declared reach of the next generation bolometric CUOREraxpat [29] or, more realistically,

of the next-to-next generation tone-scaig®-decay experiments. Under the assumption that

the exoticT, J' andJ? quarks are lighter than thdg andﬁg neutral Higgs bosons, our model
predicts the absence of the flavor changing neutral exotickqdecays, which implies that they
can be searched at the LHC via their dominant flavor chandiagged decay modé&s — bW
and J%? — tW. Furthermore, our model predicts the absence of flavor dhgnueutral top
qguark decays at tree level, implying that they occur at oo level. Possible directions for
future work along these lines would be to study the condsain the heavy charged gauge bo-
son masses in our model arising from the upper bound on theehirg fraction for the flavor
changing top quark decays, the oblique parameterg theertex and the Higgs diphoton signal
strength. The heavy exotic quark decays and their produatithe LHC may be useful to study.
All these studies require carefull investigations that afedutside the scope of this work.
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Appendix A. The product rulesfor A4

The A4 group has one three-dimensioladnd three distinct one-dimensioriall’ and1” irre-
ducible representations, satisfying the following pradutes:

33=3s030101 1", (A1)
191=1, 1'®l1” =1, 'l =17, 1"91" =17,

Considering(x, Y1, z1) and(xg, Y2, 22) as the basis vectors for twiy-triplets 3, the following
relations are fullfilled:

(B®3)1 = Xay1 + XoY2 + X33, (A.2)
(3®3)3, = (XaY3 + XaY2, XaY1 + X1Y3, Xa¥2 + Xo¥1),  (3® 3y = Xay1 + wXoYa + wWPXaYs,
(3®3)3, = (XoYs — XaY2, XaY1 — X1Y3, XaY2 — Xo¥1), (3®3)1r = XaY1 + W’ XoY2 + WXaYs,

wherew = €%. The representatioh is trivial, while the non-triviall’ and1” are complex
conjugate to each other. Some reviews of discrete symrmaéiriparticle physics are found in
Refs. [8,9] 10, 55].
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