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We present a model based on the SU(3)c ® SU(3)r ® U(1)x gauge symmetry having an extra
Tr®7Z2®Z3® Z14 flavor group, which successfully describes the observed SM fermion mass and mixing
pattern. In this framework, the light active neutrino masses arise via double seesaw mechanism and
the observed charged fermion mass and quark mixing hierarchy is a consequence of the Z2 ® Z3® Z14
symmetry breaking at very high energy. In our minimal 77 flavor 331 model, the spectrum of
neutrinos includes very light active neutrinos as well as heavy and very heavy sterile neutrinos. The
model has in total 16 effective free parameters, which are fitted to reproduce the experimental values
of the 18 physical observables in the quark and lepton sectors. The obtained physical observables for
both quark and lepton sectors are compatible with their experimental values. The model predicts
the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter of neutrinoless double beta decay to be mgg =
3 and 40 meV for the normal and the inverted neutrino spectrum, respectively. Furthermore, our
model features a vanishing leptonic Dirac CP violating phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

In spite of the experimental confirmation of the big accomplishments of the Standard Model (SM) in describing
electroweak phenomena, given by the discovery of the ~ 126 GeV Higgs boson by ATLAS and CMS collaborations
at the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1-4], there are several issues that the SM is unable to address. Some of
these issues are the Dark Matter problem, the fermion mass and mixing hierarchy and the neutrino oscillations |5, 6].
Furthermore, there are problems with the matter-antimatter asymmetry related with new phases responsible for CP
violation. Moreover, the SM does not explain the tiny value of the neutron dipole moment. Because of these reasons
it is necesary to consider an extension of the Standard Model. In particular, the observed the quark mass and mixing
pattern, which cannot be explained from first principles in the context of the Standard Model, is a clear indication
of physics beyond the Standard Model. On the other hand, the discovery of the Higgs boson opens the possibility
to unravel the Electroweak Symmetry Breaking (EWSB) mechanism and motivates to study extensions of the SM
having extra scalar particles that could provide an explanation for the existence of Dark Matter [1].

The lack of predictivity of the Standard Model Yukawa sector, motivates to consider extensions of the Standard
Model aimed to address its flavor puzzle. Discrete flavor symmetries are important because they generate fermion
textures useful to explain the three generation flavor structure, for recent reviews see Refs. [&-10]. These discrete
flavour symmetries have been employed in extensions of the Standard Model with the aim to study the fermion mass
and mixing hierarchy in order to address the flavor puzzle of the SM. Discrete flavor symmetries can arise from the
underlying theory, e.g., string theory or compactification via orbifolding. In particular, from heterotic orbifold models,
one can generate the Dy and A(54) flavor symmetries [11]. Furthermore, magnetized/intersecting D-brane models can
generate the A(27) flavor symmetry [11]. Discrete symmetries may link the low energy physics and the underlying
theory.

Furthermore, another unaswered issue in particle physics is the existence of three generations of fermions at low
energies. The mixing patterns of leptons and quarks are significantly different; while in the quark sector, the mixing
angles are small, in the lepton sector two of the mixing angles are large and one is small. Models having SU(3)¢ ®
SU(3),®U(1)x as a gauge symmetry, are vectorlike with three fermion generations and thus do not contain anomalies
[12-16]. Defining the electric charge as the linear combination of the T3 and Ty SU(3);, generators, we have that it
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is a free parameter, which does not depend on the anomalies (3). The charge of the exotic particles is defined by
setting a value for the S parameter. Setting 5 = —%, implies that the third component of the weak lepton triplet is a

neutral field v allowing to build the Dirac Yukawa term with the usual field v, of the weak doublet. By adding very

heavy sterile neutrinos N >® in the model, light neutrino masses can be generated via double seesaw mechanism. The
331 models with g = v provide an alternative neutrino mass generation mechanism and include in their neutrino

spectrum light active sub-eV scale neutrinos as well as sterile neutrinos which could be dark matter candidates if they
are light enough or candidates for detection at the LHC, if they have TeV scale masses. Having TeV scale sterile
neutrinos in its neutrino spectrum, makes the 331 models very important since if these sterile neutrinos are detected
at the LHC, these models can shed light in the understanding of the electroweak symmetry breaking mechanism.

Neutrino oscillation experiments [6, [17H21] show that there are at most one massless active neutrino and that
the different neutrino flavors mix. Neutrino oscillations experiments do not determine neither the absolute value of
the neutrino masses nor the Majorana or Dirac feature of the neutrino. Nevertheless neutrino mass bounds can be
obtained from tritio beta decay [22], double beta decay [23] and cosmology [24].

The global fits of the available data from the Daya Bay [17], T2K [18], MINOS [19], Double CHOOZ [20] and
RENO [21] neutrino oscillation experiments, constrain the neutrino mass squared splittings and mixing parameters
[25]. The current experimental data on neutrino mixing parameters suggests a violation of the tribimaximal symmetry
described by the Tribimaximal Mixing (TBM) matrix, whose predicted mixing angles satisfy (sin2 912)TB M= %,
(sin2 923) TBM = %, and (sin2 913)TB a = 0. To generate nearly tribimaximal leptonic mixing angles consistent
with the experimental data, discrete symmetry groups [26-35] are implemented in extensions of the Standard Model.
Another approach to address the flavor puzzle consists in postulating fermion mass textures (see Ref [36] for some
works considering textures). Moreover, models based on extended symmetries in the context of Multi-Higgs sectors,
Grand Unification, Extradimensions and Superstrings have been explored [&, 37-40] to provide an explanation for
the observed fermion mass and mixing pattern. Furthermore, in the framework of minimal 331 models, the discrete
groups require of an extra high energy scale, larger than the scale of breaking of the SU(3)c ® SU(3)L @ U(1)x
symmetry, and in some cases, new scalar fields need to be introduced at the very high discrete symmetry breaking
scale, with the aim to fulfill the irreducible representations of these discrete groups that allow to get viable fermion
textures at low energies, after the gauge and discrete symmetries are spontaneosly broken.

%7
an extra Tr ® Za ® Z3 ® Z14 discrete group (see Ref [35] for studies about the T flavor group) extends the symmetry
of the model and very heavy extra scalar fields are added with the aim to generate viable and predictive textures for
the fermion sector that successfully describe the fermion mass and mixing pattern. The obtained physical observables
in the quark and lepton sector are consistent with the experimental data. Our model at low energies reduces to the

minimal 331 model with 8 = —%.

In this paper we formulate an extension of the minimal SU(3)¢ x SU(3)r x U(1)x model with 8 = — where

The content of this paper goes as follows. In Sec. [[Il we describe the proposed model. Sec. [IIl is devoted to the
discussion of lepton masses and mixings. In Sec. [[V] we present our results in terms of quark masses and mixing,
which is followed by a numerical analysis. Conclusions are stated in Sec. [Vl Appendix [A] provides a brief description
of the T7 discrete group.

II. THE MODEL

A. Particle content

We consider a SU(3)c @ SUB)L, @ U(1)x ® Tr ® Z2 ® Z3 ® Z14 model where the full symmetry G is spontaneously
broken in three steps as follows:

G=SU@B)c®@SU@B), U 1)y ®Tr® Zy ® Zs @ Zyg—ints
SU@B)e® SU(3), @ U (1) ~+SU(3)c @ SU (2), @ U (1)y, —%

where the hierarchy v,,v, < v, < Ajn; among the symmetry breaking scales is fullfilled.
The electric charge in our 331 model is defined as:
1

Q=T3—\/§

Ts + X1, (2)



where T3 and Ts are the SU(3), diagonal generators and I is the 3 x 3 identity matrix.

Two families of quarks are grouped in a 3* irreducible representations (irreps), as required from the SU(3);, anomaly
cancellation. Furthermore, from the quark colors, it follows that the number of 3* irreducible representations is six.
The other family of quarks is grouped in a 3 irreducible representation. Moreover, there are six 3 irreps taking into
account the three families of leptons. Consequently, the SU(3), representations are vector like and do not contain
anomalies. The quantum numbers for the fermion families are assigned in such a way that the combination of the
U(1)x representations with other gauge sectors is anomaly free. Therefore, the anomaly cancellation requirement
implies that quarks are unified in the following (SU(3)¢, SU(3)r,U(1)x) left- and right-handed representations:

D12 U3
1L,2 _ _J[{)12,2 : (3,3%,0), Q3 = )%3 : (3,3,1/3), (3)
L L
DE*%:(3,1,-1/3), Uy*®:(3,1,2/3), (4)
Jll%’z : (3,1,—1/3), TR : (37172/3)

Here U! and D% (i = 1,2,3) are the left handed up- and down-type quarks in the flavor basis. The right handed
SM quarks Uj, and D%, (i = 1,2,3) and right handed exotic quarks T and Jg* are assigned into SU(3), singlets
representations, so that their U(1)x quantum numbers correspond to their electric charges.

Furthermore, cancellation of anomalies implies that leptons are grouped in the following (SU(3)c, SU3)r,U(1)x)
left- and right-handed representations:

1,23
Lp» = 823 | :(1,3,-1/3), (5)
(1,23 3
eRlz (1,1,-1), pg:(1,1,-1), Tr:(1,1,-1), (6)
NR:(I,I,O), N}%( ,1,0), N%:(I,I,O).

where v} and €% (er,pup,7r) are the neutral and charged lepton families, respectively. Let’s note that we assign
the right-handed leptons as SU(3), singlets, which implies that their U(1)x quantum numbers correspond to their
electric charges. The exotic leptons of the model are: three neutral Majorana leptons (v%3)¢ and three right-handed
Majorana leptons N 11%’2’3 (A recent discussion of double and inverse see-saw neutrino mass generation mechanisms in
the context of 331 models can be found in Ref. [41]).

The scalar sector the 331 models includes: three 3’s irreps of SU(3) 1, where one triplet x gets a TeV scale vaccuum
expectation value (VEV) vy, that breaks the SU(3)r x U(1)x symmetry down to SU(2)r x U(1)y, thus generating
the masses of non SM fermions and non SM gauge bosons; and two light triplets  and p acquiring electroweak scale
VEVs v, and v, respectively and thus providing masses for the fermions and gauge bosons of the SM.

Regarding the scalar sector of the minimal 331 model, we assign the scalar fields in the following [SU(3)r,U(1)x]
representations:

X3 oy
x=1{_  xa 313 p=| HWe+8,£1C,) | (3,2/3),
E(UX + §X + ZC}() pg_
L(v +¢&, +1i¢,)
f n n n
=" L (3,-1/3). (7)
n3

We extend the scalar sector of the minimal 331 model by adding the following eleven very heavy SU(3). scalar
singlets:

o~ (1,0), T~ (1,0), K (1,0), Gt (1,0), S;:(1,0), 7=12,3. (8)

We assign the scalars into 7% triplet, 77 antitriplet and 7% singlet representions. The T7 ® Zy ® Z3 ® Z14 assignments
of the scalar fields are:

no~ (105176%71)7 p~ (10,1,67¥,1), XN(10715171)7 TN(lla_lvlal)a

2mi

£ ~ (3,1,62§i,1), ¢~ (3,1,1,1), S ~ (3,1,e 5 ,1), o~ (10,1,1,6*%”). 9)




It is noteworthy that the SU(3) singlet scalar field 7 is the only scalar odd under the Zs symmetry and assigned as
a non trivial T7 singlet. This scalar field 7 is crucial for explaining the hierarchy between the SM up and SM down
type quark masses.

In the concerning to the lepton sector, we have the following T7 ® Zs ® Z3 ® Z14 assignments:

LL ~ (3717672;‘171) ; €R ~ (1071767 7”7_1) ; KR ~ (11,1,6723{7;,64?‘-) R

TR ~~ (12,1,6_%,€¥) ) NR ~ (37176_%71) ) (10)

while the T7 ® Z> ® Z3 ® Z14 assignments for the quark sector are:

Qi ~ (1051 1 62;”) ) Q% ~ (10517 156%) ) Q% ~ (10715 17 1)7

Ujl% ~ (105176 2gi7 77”) ’ UIQQ ~ (105176723”.56”71.) ) Ulg% ~ (10715672?71) )

D}% ~ (107_1 e gi7 277”)7 D%N (107_1762?76%)7 D%N (107_1762?71)7

Tr ~ (10,1,1,1), Jh ~ (10,1,1,e¥) , JZ ~ (10,1,1,6"%). (11)

Here the dimensions of the T7 irreducible representations are specified by the numbers in boldface. In the concerning
to the lepton sector, we recall that the left and right handed leptons are grouped into 77 triplet and 77 singlet
irreducible representations, respectively, whereas the right handed Majorana neutrinos are unified into a 77 triplet.
Regarding the quark sector, we assign the quarks fields into trivial T singlet representations. Note that SM right
handed quarks are the only quark fields transforming non trivially under the Z3 symmetry. Besides that, let’s note
that the right handed SM down type quarks are the only fermions odd under the Zy symmetry. Furthermore, it
is worth mentioning that the SU(3) scalar triplets are assigned to a T7 trivial singlet representation, whereas the
SU(3)y, scalar singlets are accomodated into two T7 triplets, one T7 antitriplet, one 77 trivial singlet and one 77 non
trivial singlet. The SU(3)r, scalar singlets T triplets are distinguished by their Z3 charge assignments.

With the aforementioned field content of our model, the relevant quark and lepton Yukawa terms invariant under
the group G, take the form:

o2
0— 0
_ﬁng) = y11)QLP 11%A4 QLp URA3 +y21)QLp Il%A?’ QLp URA2

w
)QLP URA2 +y31 QLnURAQ +y23)QLP URA +y32 QLnURA
3
.
+uSs QiU +y T)QLXTR+y1 QX JR+y2J)QLX T3+ yl QLpDRA3
2.3

Lot 5 0373 L o313 0 O°T

D)~/2 D)~4 %
R A7 + QD AG +ys Qo DRF +ys QL DRF

_1 *
+y§?)QLn D

o2r
QLW DR A5 +y3 QLPDR G +y QLUD A +y32 QLPD T+HC (12)

(L) L) (T o L) (T o (T il
—Ly" = hye (LLP§)10 €RF+hpu (LLp§)12 /LRF‘*‘}%T (LLpf)hTRF
— 1 — —
) (TixNa)y, + ghiv (NaN§)y €+ hov (NaN§)g

gz (T3 (15)"), () § + e (13

where y(U D) (1,7 =1,2,3), hﬁé), hﬁ,ﬁ), hgﬁ), h&L), hin, hon and h, are O(1) dimensionless couplings.

In the following we explain the role each discrete group factors of our model. The 77 and Zs discrete groups
reduce the number of the SU(3)c ® SU(3)r ® U(1)x model parameters. This allow us to get predictive and viable
textures for the fermion sector that successfully describe the prevailing pattern of fermion masses and mixings, as
we will show in sections [[IT] and [Vl We use T since it is the minimal non-Abelian discrete group having a complex
triplet [L0], where the three fermion generations can be naturally unified. The Z3 symmetry determines the allowed
entries of the neutrino mass matrix. Furthermore, the Z3 symmetry distinguishes the right handed exotic quaks,



being neutral under Z3 from the right handed SM quarks, charged under this symmetry. This results in the absence
of mixing between SM quarks and exotic quarks. Consequently, the Z3 symmetry is crucial for decoupling the SM
quarks from the exotic quarks. The Z; symmetry separates the right handed SM down type quarks, odd under
this symmetry, from the SM up type quarks, even under Z5. Consequently, the Z5 symmetry is responsible for the
mass hierarchy between SM up and SM down type quarks. Note that the SU(3)r scalar singlet 7, the only T7
non trivial singlet and Z5 odd scalar, only appears in the SM down type quark Yukawa terms. The Zy4 symmetry
generates the hierarchy among charged fermion masses and quark mixing angles that yields the observed charged
fermion mass and quark mixing pattern. Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the five dimensional Yukawa operators
% (pr§) 1, €R % (pr§) 1, PR and % (ZLp§)11 Tgr are invariant under 7% but not under the Z14 symmetry, because
the right handed charged leptons are Z14 charged. We use Z14 because it is the smallest lowest cyclic symmetry,
that allows to build a twelve dimensional charged lepton Yukawa term, from a X—; insertion on the % (ZLpﬁ) 1, €R

operator. That aforementioned twelve dimensional charged lepton Yukawa term is crucial to explain the smallness of
the electron mass, without tuning its corresponding Yukawa coupling.

To get a predictive model that successfully accounts for fermion masses and mixings, we assume that the SU(3),
singlet scalars have the following VEV pattern:

(o) :erwa (1) = vr, (€)= %(17171)7 Q)= %(17071)7 (S) = %(1717_1)' (14)

We justify this choice of directions in the T space by the observation that they describe a natural solution of the scalar
potential minimization equations. Indeed, in the single-field case, T7 invariance readily favors the (1,1, 1) direction
over e.g. the (1,0,0) solution for large regions of parameter space. The vacuum (£) is a configuration that preserves
a Zs subgroup of Ty, which has been extensively studied by many authors, (see for example Ref [35]). In the next
subsection, we consider the minimization conditions of the high energy scalar potential (IT7) of our model, and show
that our chosen VEV directions for the two T7 triplets, i.e., £, S and the T7 antitriplet ¢ scalars in Eq. (I4), are
consistent with a global minimum of this scalar potential.

Besides that, the SU(3)y, scalar singlets are assumed to acquire vacuum expectation values at a very high energy
Aint > vy = O(1) TeV, excepting ¢; (j = 1,2,3), whose vacuum expectation value is much lower than the scale of
electroweak symmetry breaking v = 246 GeV. Let’s note that at the scale A, the SUB)c®@SUB)L@U(1)x @17 ®
Zs ® Zs ® Z14 symmetry is broken to SU(3)¢c ® SU(3)r ® U(1)x by the vacuum expectation values of the SU(3),
singlet scalar fields £, Sj, o and 7.

Considering that the charged fermion mass and quark mixing pattern arises from the Z; ® Z3 ® Z14 symmetry
breaking, we set the VEVs of the SU(3)y, singlet scalars S, &, o and 7, as follows:

Vg ~ Ve = Vo = VUr = Njng = AA, (15)

being A = 0.225 one of the Wolfenstein parameters and A our model cutoff. Consequently, the VEVs of the scalars in
our model have the following hierarchy:

Ve <<V~ Uy~ U << Uy << Ay (16)

Thus, the SU(3)y, scalar singlets having Yukawa interactions with the right handed Majorana neutrinos get VEVs at
very high scale, then providing very large masses to these Majorana neutrinos, and thus giving rise to a double seesaw
mechanism of active neutrino masses. Consequently, the neutrino spectrum includes very light active neutrinos as
well as heavy and very heavy sterile neutrinos. As we will shown in detail in the next section, the smallness of the
active neutrino masses is attributed to their scaling with inverse powers of the high energy cutoff A as well as by their
quadratic dependence on the very small VEV of the Z; ® Z3 ® Z14 neutral, SU(3), singlet and 7% antitriplet scalar
field ¢.

B. High energy scalar potential

As previously mentioned, all singlet scalars, excepting ¢; (j =1,2,3), acquire vaccum expectation values, much larger
than v,, which implies that the singlet scalars are very heavy and thus the mixing between these scalar singlets and
the SU (3), scalar triplets can be neglected as done in Ref. [30]. For simplicity we assume a CP invariant scalar
potential with only real couplings as done in Refs. [15, 129, (30, 42]. The high energy scalar potential which involves
only the SU (3), singlet slcalars is given by:



Vio= pf (6€7)y, + 15 (S5%)y, + 12 (CCF)q, + 12 (00™) + 3 (777)
+[C1 (667 )3 ¢+ Ca (85%)5 ¢+ C3(£S)g C + Cu (£Q)g €+ C5(S¢)3 S + Cs (£7()5 ¢
+ C7(S*()g S + Cs (£0)g S + Co (SC)g & + Cro (€¢)5 ¢ + C11 (€¢)5¢" + Cio (¢C7)5 ¢
+ C15 ()5 + Cr2 (§9)5C" + Cri3 (€7¢)3 5™ + Cra (S7()g £ + H.c| + k1 (€€7),, (6€7)1,

+ha (6671, (667)1, + K3 (667)3 (€675 + Ka (S57),, (SS7)1, + 5 (SS7);, (S57)4,

tre (SS*) (SS*) + K7 (CC*)L) (CC*)L) + kg (<<*>11 (CC*)12 + Ko (CC*) (CC*)

+ [k10 (€Q)3 (CQ)z + V75 (£5)3 (€S)3 + 71 (§§)3 (SS)5 + 72 (SS)3 (€€)5 + H (]

+75 (§€° )10 (SS*)10 V4 (ff )11 (SS*)12 + 75 (55 )12 (SS*)ll + 76 (€€ ) (SS*)

+77 (€€7)5 (S5™)3 + [114 (CQ)3 (SS)5 + 715 (CQ)5 (§€)5 + H.c] + 75 (£57),, (SE)4,

Y9 (£5%)1, (S€)1, + 711 (§57)1, (SE€7)1, + 712 (€5)5 (€75 )z + 713 (§757)3 (€55

+717 (657)5 (€75)3 + 715 (§75)3 (6S™)g + V19 (667 )1, (CC7) 1, + 720 (€67)1, (CCT)1,

Y21 (ff*)h (CC*)h + Y23 (6€7)3 (CCM)g + 724 (CC7)3 (6675

+ [v25 (€67)5 (CQ)z + 726 (CQ)3 (667 )z + Hecl + 730 (£C)3 (€775

Y27 (5010 (€°¢ )10 + Va8 (5011 (5*4*)12 + Y29 (5012 (5*4*)11

+731 (6°C")3 (605 + [132 (€Q)3 (§7C)5 + 733 (§7Q)5 (€Q)5 + H.d]

+734 (55*)10 (€€ 1y 735 (857)1, (CC)1, + 736 (S57)1, (€)1, + 737 (587)5 ()5

+735 (CC")3 (SS™)z + [139 (SS™)3 (CQ)z + Y40 ()3 (SS™)5 + H.c] + 744 (SC)3 (573

741 (8Q) 1, (S7C) 1y + 742 (SO)1, (S7C)1, + 743 (SO 1, (S7C)1, + 745 (57¢C ) (5Q)z

+ [749 (£9)3 (CC")g + 750 (CC)5 (€S)5 + 151 (€5)3 (CC)z + V52 (CC)3 (£S)5 + H.C]

+ [Vs3 (€0)1, (SCQ) 1, +¥54 (6Q) 1, (SO)q, + 755 (6C) 1, (SO)1,

+ 756 (£Q)3 (SO)5 + V57 (SQ)5 (€Q)5 + Hoc] + 746 (CCT)y, (007) 4+ 716 (CC7)4, (007)

+758 (§€7)1, (007) + 759 (SS™)1, (007) + 716 (CC* )11< + 767 (CC7)4, ¢
+761 (€)1, (T77) + 762 (SS™)q, (T77) + 745 (00™ ) + Vo9 (TT*)2+770 (o0®) (177)
+y71 (€67 )117 + Y72 (€)1, T *2+773 (SS*)hT + Y74 (85%)1, T (17)

Now we are going to determine the conditions under which the VEV pattern for the SU(3)y, singlet scalars, given in
Eq. (I4), is a solution of the high energy scalar potential. In view of the very large number of parameters of the high
energy scalar potential, in order to simplify the analysis, we assume universality in its trilinear and quartic couplings,
ie.

Ri = 7; =K i:(l—l()), ]:(1_75)7
C, = C, k=(1-15) (18)

Then, from the minimization conditions of the scalar potential and taking into account our assumption that v,
(j = 1,2,3) are much lower than the electroweak symmetry breaking scale v = 246 GeV, the following relations are



obtained:

9 (V1)
(9’1)51

8/@1}?1 + 4/@1}?2 + 21}51#52 + 2Kve, (1)522 + vi) + 12/{1}521 ve, + 2/{1}510522 + 2/@1)?91 (71}51 + 31}53)

—|—2m}§~2 (21}51 + 31}53) + 4/{1}%3051 + 2k (vi + 303) ve, +4Kvs, (1)521)52 + vg, Uy + 31}511)53)
0,

8/@1}?2 + 4/@1}5’3 + 21}52#52 + 2Kve, (vgl + vi) + 12/{1}5221)51 + 2/{1}521)523 + 2/@1}%2 (71}52 + 31}51)

—|—2m}§~3 (21}52 + 31}53) + 4/{1}%1052 + 2/{1}51}52 + 4kvg, (vglvsl + vg,Us, + 30521)51)
0,

8/@1}?3 + 4/@1}?1 + 21}53#52 + 2/{1}53 (vgl + vé) + 12/{1}523 ve, + 2/{1}531)522 + 2/@1)?93 (71}53 + 31}52)

—|—2m}§1 (21}53 + 31}51) + 4/{1}%2053 + 2/{1}31}53 + 4kvg, (0521)52 + vg,vs, + 30531)52)
0, (19)

8&1}%1 + 4m)g~2 + 2ug, ug + 2Kvg, (U%Q + Ugs) + 12f<w§~1 vss + 2603, ng + 2%’()521 (Tvs, + 3vs,)

+2I€’U§2 (2vs, + 3vs,) + 4m}§3 vs, + 2k (V2 + 3v2) v, + 4kve, (vs,v¢, + Vs, Ve, + 3Us, Ve, )
0,

8/@1}%2 + 4/@1}%3 + 21}52#2 + 2Kvg, (vgl + 1)%3) + 12/{1}%2051 + 2/{1}521)%3 + 2/{1}?2 (Tvs, + 3vs,)

—|—2m)£23 (2vg, + 3vg,) + 4/@1}5211)52 + 2K020s, + 4kve, (s, ve, + Vs, Ve, + 3vs,ve,)
0,

8kvS, + 4Kvd, + 21}53#52 + 2kvg, (v3, +vg,) + 12603, v, + 2K0s,v8, + 2/{1}523 (Tvs, + 3vs,)

+2f<w§1 (2ug, + 3vs,) + 4m}§2 Vs, + 2K0205, + 4kve, (vs,ve, + Vs, Ve, + 3Us,ve,)

N (20)
2 (W)
dv;, 6C [ve, ve, + vs,Vs, + 2 (vg, Vs, + Ve, V) + ve,vss] + 20¢ve, =0,
1
2 (W)
Puc = 6C [”Ezvﬁs + vg,V5,+2 (Ugs’vsl + vglvsg) +’U51’USJ + 2#?1142 =0,
2
o (V;
(9<'UCI> = 6C [11511)53 + Vs, US; +2 (1152’051 + 1)51’052) —|—’U§21152] + 2[&2’0@‘3 = O’ (21)
3
o (V) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
—aUU = 2’[}0, |:‘LLG_ + K ('Ugl + 'U£2 + U£3 + USI + ng + ng + 21)0— + 'U-,—):| = 0;
o (W
8< 1) = 2u, [uf. + K (31}?1 + 31)%1 + 02 + 27)72.)} =0. (22)
Uy

From the expressions given above, and using the vacuum configuration for the SU(3) singlet scalars given in Eq.
(I, we find the following relations:

1 1

pi = —5" (6002 + 4103) , pE = —5h (5908 4 100%)
V2Cw

= O g = = (),

207 — 20% + vevg = 0. (23)



Taking the positive solution of the previous equation, we find:

1445
T4

vs Ve = 0.81’05, (24)

which is consistent with our previous assumption described by Eq. ([IH). Our results show that the VEV directions

for the two T7 triplets, i.e., £, S and the T7 antitriplet ¢ scalars in Eq. (Id]), are consistent with a global minimum of
the high scalar potential (IT7)) of our model, for a not fine-tuned region of parameter space.

C. Low energy scalar potential

The renormalizable low energy scalar potential of the model takes the form:

Vir = p2 (X)) + 12 (m'n) + 12 (0" p) + f (xan;pee™* + Hec.) + A1(x"x) (x"x)
+X2(0"0) (0 p) + As(n™n)(n'n) + Aa(xTx) () + As (X Tx) (')
+X6(pTp)(nTn) + Az (xTn) (0" x) + As(xX0) (pTx) + Ao (pm) (0" p). (25)

After the symmetry breaking, it is found that the scalar mass eigenstates are connected with the weak scalar states
by the following relations: |14, [15]:

@) @) @@
)0 ()-+() 6)-C)

with

[ cosar(By) sinar(Br)
Rorr) = < —sin §T(§T) Cos o;;(ﬁ;) ) ’ "

(v1): 2

where tan 8 = v, /v, and tan 2ar = M; /(M2 — M3) with:

My = 4 evyv, + 2\/§va,
My 4)\QU§ — \/§va tan B,
Ms = 4X\3v2 — V2fv,/ tan By. (29)

The low energy physical scalar spectrum of our model includes: 4 massive charged Higgs (H 1i, Hzi), one CP-odd Higgs

(A?), 3 neutral CP-even Higgs (h°, HY, H)) and 2 neutral Higgs (HY, ﬁg) bosons. The scalar k" is identified with the
SM-like 126 GeV Higgs boson found at the LHC. It it noteworthy that the neutral Goldstone bosons GY, GY, GY ,

62 are associated to the longitudinal components of the Z, Z’, K° and Fogauge bosons, respectively. Furthermore,
the charged Goldstone bosons G{E and G;E are associated to the longitudinal components of the W+ and K+ gauge
bosons, respectively |12, [15].

III. LEPTON MASSES AND MIXINGS

From Egs. ([I3), (I4), (I5) and using the product rules of the T7 group given in Appendix [A] it follows that the mass
matrix for charged leptons is:

1 11 1 e’ 0 0 .
M, = VlTLPldiag (Me,my,mz),  Vip = % 1 0«’2 w?r |, P= 0 et 2Q¢ , w=¢e3, (30)
1 w® w 0 0 e~



where the charged lepton masses read:
Me = h(L))\8v_P7 m., — h(L)/\E’h, m, = n(L) )3 e 31
pe \/§ I P \/5 pPT \/5 ( )
Taking into account that v, ~ v = 246 GeV, it follows that the charged lepton masses are related with the electroweak
symmetry breaking scale by their scalings with powers of the Wolfenstein parameter A = 0.225, with O(1) coefficients.

In the concerning to the neutrino sector, the following neutrino mass terms arise:

1/ — VL
- Eg;“:z)zss = 5 ( Vg Ur Ngr ) M, Vg + ‘E[.C7 (32)
Ng

where the T discrete flavor group constrains the neutrino mass matrix to be of the form:

03x3 Mp Oszx3 hovw 010 v 100
M, = | M} 0353 My |, Mp=-225{_-10-1|, M=rP-X[010],
Ogs MT Mg 27 01 0 V2 o0 1
v 1 —z x BN
Mp = hinv—= | -2 1 2|, 2=22% (33)
V3 z x 1 hinvg

Since the SU(3), singlet scalars having Yukawa interactions with the right handed Majorana neutrinos acquire VEVs
at very high scale, these Majorana neutrinos are very heavy, so that the active neutrinos get small masses via a double
seesaw mechanism.

The full rotation matrix, which diagonalizes the neutrino mass matrix, takes the approximate form [41]:

V, BU, 0
U= |-Blv, U, BUzg], (34)
0 BlU, Ug

where
_ -1 _
Bl = MM, By = Mp (M) Mpr 39)

and the neutrino mass matrices for the physical states are:

—1 _
MY = Mp (M) MpM'Mp, (36)
MP = —M Mz MT, (37)
MY = Mg, (38)

being Mlgl) the mass matrix for light active neutrinos, while M,SQ) and M,S3) are the heavy and very heavy sterile
neutrino mass matrices, respectively. Consequently, the double seesaw mechanism gives rise to light active neutrinos
as well as to heavy and very heavy sterile neutrinos. Moreover, the neutrino mass matrices M, 151), M,S2) and M,S3) are

diagonalized by the rotation matrices V,,, Ur and U,, respectively. [41].
Using Eq. (36, we find the following mass matrix for light active neutrinos:

A0 A
MY =10 Bo0|, (39)
A0 A
where
thhQUQ’UQ’Ug h2v292
= #’)C, B = lZLil;C (th’Ug + th’Us) . (40)
2\/§hx U§A2 \/ghx U§A2

From Eq. @9)) it follows that the light active neutrino mass matrix only depends on two effective parameters: A and
B, which determine the neutrino mass squared splittings. Let’s note that A and B are supressed by their scaling with
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inverse powers of the high energy cutoff A. Furthermore, we have that the smallness of the active neutrino masses
arises from their scaling with inverse powers of the high energy cutoff A as well as from their quadratic dependence
on the very small VEV of the Z; ® Z3 ® Z14 neutral, SU(3), singlet and T7 antitriplet scalar field . Considering that
the orders of magnitude of the SM particles and new physics yield the constraints v, 2 1 TeV and v% + U§ =2 and
taking into account our assumption that the dimensionless lepton Yukawa couplings are O(1) parameters, from Eq.
(B9) and the relations ve = AA, v, ~ 100 GeV, vy ~ 1 TeV, we get that the mass scale for the light active neutrinos
2
satisfies m,, ~ 10_3%‘. Consequently, setting ve = 1 GeV, we find for the cutoff of our model the estimate

A~ 10° TeV, (41)

which is of the same order of magnitude of the cutoff of our S3 lepton flavor 331 model [29]. Consequenty, we find that
the heavy and very heavy sterile neutrinos have masses at the ~ MeV and ~ TeV scales, respectively. Furthermore,
from the aforementioned considerations, as well as from Eqs ([3)), (35) and I, it follows that:

VpUe g
2
vXA

~

~ 1078 0 =1,2,3, (42)

‘(BQ)ij e

~107° << ’(Bl)ij

Moreover, we find that the mass matrix Mlgl) for light active neutrinos is diagonalized by a rotation matrix V,,, as

follows:

mi; 0 O cosf) 0 sinf -
VIMOV, = 0 my 0 |, with V,= 0 1 0 |, f=:+ (43)
0 0 mg —sinf 0 cosf

where § = +7/4 and § = —n/4 correspond to normal (NH) and inverted (IH) mass hierarchies, respectively. The
masses for the light active neutrinos, in the cases of normal (NH) and inverted (IH) mass hierarchies, read:

NH : 0= +g : my, =0, my, = B, My, = 24, (44)
H: 0= —g : my, =24,  my, =B, My, = 0. (45)

Besides that, the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) leptonic mixing matrix has the following form:

e cos _ e**?sing etie e%'? cos 6 4 €7% sin 9
V3 V3 V3 V3 V3

. . 24 . 23 . 24 .

U = VT PV, = e cosh _ ¥OT 5 sing Y975 L2 cosg + e"'? sin 0 (46)
ity V3 V3 3 V3 V3 :
) g 2im sy 26T i 2im )
e cosf €773 sing ¢T3 2”75 cosh + €7 sin 9
V3 V3 V3 V3 V3

Note that while the PMNS leptonic mixing matrix only depends on a single parameter ¢ (which arises from the
charged lepton mass matrix), the neutrino mass squared splittings are determined by two parameters, i.e., A and B.

Furthermore, we find that the lepton mixing angles are given by:

2
.2 |Ue2| 1
sin® 619 = = , 47
12 1—|Usl®> 2Fcosbo (47)
.2 - 2 1
sin“ 013 = |Ues|” = §(1 + cos59), (48)
Usl? 1 3sin5
sin? fos = U 1 + M (49)

1—|Us)> 27 4F2cosbe’

Then, from Eq. [@G), it follows that the limit ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 7 for the inverted and normal neutrino mass hierarchies,
respectively, correspond to the trimaximal mixing, which predicts a vanishing reactor mixing angle. Let’s note that
the mixing angles for the lepton sector only depend on a single parameter (¢), while the neutrino mass squared
splittings are controlled by two parameters, i.e., A and B.
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The Jarlskog invariant and the CP violating phase are given by [6]:

8J
cos 013 sin 2015 sin 2093 sin 20;3

6v/3

From the relation § = 7, we predict J = 0 and ¢ = 0, which implies a vanishing leptonic Dirac CP violating phase.

J =Tm (UaUn2U%U) = cos 26, sind = (50)

In the following the three free effective parameters ¢, A and B of the SM lepton sector of our model are adjusted to
accommodate the experimental values of three leptonic mixing parameters and two neutrino mass squared splittings,
shown in Tables[I} [, for the normal (NH) and inverted (IH) neutrino mass hierarchies, respectively. The parameter
¢ is adjusted to reproduce the experimental values of the leptonic mixing parameters sin’ 0;j, whereas A and B for
the normal (NH) and inverted (IH) neutrino mass hierarchies read:

NH: m,, =0, my, =B =1/Am3; ~9meV, m,, =24 =/Am?, ~50meV; (51)
H : my,, =B=\/Am3 + Am3; ~ 50meV, my, = 2A = /Am3; ~ 49meV, m,, =0, (52)

which follows from Eqs. (@35), @4) and the definition Am?; = m7 —m3. We take the best fit values of Am7; from

Tables [l and [[1l for the normal and inverted neutrino mass hierarchies, respectively.

To reproduce the experimental values of the leptonic mixing parameters sin? 6;; given in Tables [l [l we vary the
¢ parameter, finding the following result:

NH : ¢=0.5767, sin?615 ~0.34, sin63 ~0.61, sin®63~ 0.0232; (53)

IH : ¢= 0376m, sin?612~0.34, sin?603 ~0.61, sin®63 ~0.0238. (54)

Consequently, we find that sin?6;3 is in excellent agreement with the experimental data, for both normal and
inverted neutrino mass hierarchies, whereas sin f1o and sin? 63 stay in the experimentally allowed 20 range. Thus,
our predictions for the neutrino mass squared splittings and leptonic mixing parameters, are in very good agreement

with the experimental data on neutrino oscillations, for both normal and inverted mass hierarchies. Furthermore,
another relevant prediction of our model is a vanishing leptonic Dirac CP violating phase.

Parameter [ Am3; (10~°eV?) | Am3, (10 *eV?)| (sin® 912)CXP (sin® 923)Cxp (sin® 913)Cxp
Best fit 7.60 2.48 0.323 0.567 0.0234
lo range 7.42 —17.79 2.41 —2.53 ]0.307 — 0.339]0.439 — 0.599|0.0214 — 0.0254
20 range 7.26 —7.99 2.35 —2.59 ]0.292 — 0.357|0.413 — 0.623|0.0195 — 0.0274
3o range 7.11 —-8.11 2.30 —2.65 [0.278 — 0.375|0.392 — 0.643|0.0183 — 0.0297

Table I: Range for experimental values of neutrino mass squared splittings and leptonic mixing parameters, taken from Ref.

[25], for the case of normal hierarchy.

Parameter | Am3,(10~°eV?)| Am7;(10~%eV?)| (sin® 012)exp (sin® ng)exp (sin® 013)exp
Best fit 7.60 2.38 0.323 0.573 0.0240
lo range 7.42 —17.79 2.32 —2.43 ]0.307 — 0.339]0.530 — 0.598|0.0221 — 0.0259
20 range 7.26 —7.99 2.26 —2.48 0.292 — 0.357|0.432 — 0.621(0.0202 — 0.0278
3o range 7.11 —-8.11 2.20 —2.54 |0.278 — 0.375|0.403 — 0.640(0.0183 — 0.0297

Table II: Range for experimental values of neutrino mass squared splittings and leptonic mixing parameters, taken from Ref.

[25], for the case of inverted hierarchy.

Now we determine the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter, which is proportional to the neutrinoless double

beta (0v38) decay amplitude. The effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter is given by:

2
mgp = ZUekak ’

J
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where Ugj and m,,, are the PMNS mixing matrix elements and the Majorana neutrino masses, respectively.

From Egs. @), BI), (B2) and (BI), we find that that the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter, for both
Normal and Inverted hierarchies, takes the following values:

(56)
40 meV for IH

3 meV for NH

mpp =
Our obtained values mgg ~ 3 meV and mgg ~ 40 meV for the effective Majorana neutrino mass parameter, for normal
and inverted hierarchies, respectively, are beyond the reach of the present and forthcoming Ov3 decay experiments.

The current best upper bound on the effective neutrino mass is mgg < 160 meV, which corresponds to Tlo/”zﬂﬁ (136Xe) >
1.6 x 10% yr at 90% C.L, as indicated by the EXO-200 experiment [44]. This bound will be improved within a not

too far future. The GERDA “phase-II”experiment [45, 46] is expected to reach Tlo/yf B(16Ge) > 2 x 1026 yr, which

corresponds to mgg < 100 meV. A bolometric CUORE experiment, using 3°T'e [47], is currently under construction

ovpp
T1/2

there are proposals for ton-scale next-to-next generation Ov3j3 experiments with *6Xe |48, |49] and "®Ge [45, 50

0vpp
T1/2

example Ref. [51]. Consequently, as follows from Eq. (&), our model predicts
the next generation or next-to-next generation Ov33 experiments.

and has an estimated sensitivity of about (139Te) ~ 10?6 yr, which corresponds to mgs < 50 meV. Furthermore,

~ 1027 yr, which corresponds to mgg ~ 12 — 30 meV. For a recent review, see for

0vBs
T1/2

claiming sensitivities over

at the level of sensitivities of

Regarding the sterile neutrino sector, from Eqs. &1 and ([B8) we find that the sterile neutrino mass matrices are
given by:

V3 (hch))2 v>2< X —ry x—1 x
M2 - AR X=_—"- - Y=-——— 57
v 2h1 Nvg YY )}f )SZ ’ 222+ -1’ 222 +x -1’ (57)
v 1 —z x B
M® — el o — 2NTS 58
Py IN 75 z 1 z |, T Pinve (58)
z 1
The sterile neutrino mass matrices M,52) and M,EB) are diagonalized by a rotation matrix Ug = Uy, according to:
(%) 1 1 _ 1
My 0 0 V3 V2 V6
UgMPUg=| o M o |. Us=Uy=|-% 7 ~wvi | k=23 (59)
(k) 1 2
0 0 M, 75 0 —/2
where the sterile neutrino masses are given by:
/3 (h<L>)2U2 /3 (h@))?vz
M® = [N X (x oy MP =p® = | X Xx oy (60)
2h1N’U5 ’ 8 2h1NU5 ,
M® = | 2E (1 -22)], M® = (3):’h Y1 +a), 61
1 B ( ) 2 3 B (1+x) (61)

which implies that the heavy and very heavy sterile neutrino spectrum includes two degenerates heavy neutrino and
one light neutrino states.

Furthermore, as follows from Eq. ([34) and the relation ‘(Bg)ij

~ 1070 << ’(Bl)ij ~ 1073 (i,j = 1,2,3) given by

Eq. (@2), we can connect the neutrino fields vy, = (v11,var, V3L)T, V% = (U?R, VQCR, VgR) and Ng = (NlcR, NQCR7 N??R)
with the neutrino mass eigenstates by the following approximate relations:

vy, va(Ll) gjl?
v | > | Ure? + BiURe® |, e =1¢o |, i=1,2,3. (62)

5T
NE URi(LB) - BIURg(f) gJL)
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where 5,(612, 5,(622 and 5,(52 (k =1,2,3) are the light active, heavy sterile and very heavy sterile neutrinos, respectively.
As previously mentioned, the heavy sterile neutrinos have MeV scale masses and thus correspond to dark matter

candidates. Furthermore, we assume that the lightest of the very heavy sterile neutrinos, i.e., 5532 has a TeV scale
mass and thus corresponds to a candidate for detection at the LHC.

IV. QUARK MASSES AND MIXING.

From Eq. (I2) and taking into account that the VEV pattern of the SU (3), singlet scalar fields is described by Eq.
(@4, with the nonvanishing VEVs set to be equal to AA (being A the cutoff of our model) as shown in Eq. (3, it
follows that the SM quark mass matrices have the form:

SN D3 o AP PN B\
My = | aDx a2 o0y oL Mp = | oS08 SN ol 7 (63)
a2 o0y ) AP g D)/\4 RO

where A = 0.225 is one of the Wolfenstein parameters, v = 246 GeV the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking and

;U D) (1,5 = 1,2,3) are O(1) parameters given by the following relations:
U U)Vp i(6—j—n U U)Un i(3—j
aglj) - yflj)fe(ﬁ =)o, agj) _yéj)fe(s Ne,
D D)Un i(6—j—n D D) Y i )
o) = B i, a§j>_y§J>v (3-9)9 n=1,2, j=1,2,3. (64)
Furthermore, the exotic quark masses read:
(1) Yx (1) Ux yy) (1) Ux yéJ)
0= my =Y = —mymr, mj2 =Yg = —mmr- (65)

V2 y® v2 oy

Since the charged fermion mass and quark mixing pattern arises from the breaking of the Zs ® Z3 ® Z14 discrete
group, we asssume an approximate universality in the dimensionless SM quark Yukawa couplings, as follows:

U U) 4 U U U
S BN R J ]
_3 _3 _3
) ) MNP W) _ W NN P s ) ’
a9 = 0 1—7 CRER ay3” = Gy 1—7 CRER —‘ ,
_ _1
(D) _ (D) A2\ (D) _ (D) A% w.p) _ WD) o
aj]’ = asq’ (1-— 5 , ay3’ =ass (11— 1 , a;; a;;’’, i,7=1,2,3, (66)

It is noteworthy that exact universality in the dimensionless quark Yukawa couplings predicts massless up, down,
strange and charm quarks, in contradiction with the experimental data on quark masses. Consequently, to generate
these masses, the universality in the quark Yukawa couplings has to be broken. Besides that, for simplicity, we assume
that the complex phase responsible for CP violation in the quark sector only arises from up type quark Yukawa terms,
as indicated by Eq. (66]). In addition, for the sake of simplicity, we fix agU) = 1, which is suggested by naturalness
arguments. Therefore, the SM quark mass matrices are given by:

3
agU)Xlei‘i’l agU) (1 — )‘—2) )\3 92 qy (v ( - %2) * \2id
_3 ) v
My = | o (1-4) " e a) »? ay” (1~ %) |5 (67)
_3 -3
agU) (1 — %2) ? \2eito agU) (1 — %2) A agU)
D 2 -2 D D
aéQ) (1 — )‘7) A a§2))\6 a§3))\5
_1
M — (D) 6 (D)5 <D>(_A_2)24 v 68
D ayg° A A3y A as3’ (1 -5 A 72 (68)
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Let’s recall that the quark sector has 10 effective parameters, i.e, A, aéU), agU), a;U), aéé)), ag), agg), aég) and the

phases ¢; and ¢, to describe the quark mass and mixing pattern, which is determined by 10 observables. Nevertheless,
not all these effective parameters are free since the parameters A and agU) are fixed while the remaining 8 parameters
are adjusted to reproduce the physical observables in the quark sector, i.e., 6 quark masses and 4 quark mixing

parameters. The results shown in Table [[TI] correspond to the following best-fit values:

al” ~ 0.64, al¥ ~0.77, ¢y ~ —9.03°, ¢y 0 —4.53°,
a$?) ~ 2.03, al) ~1.75, al? ~1.15, all) ~ 1.40. (69)
Observable|Model value |Experimental value
mu(MeV) | 1.59 1.4510:58
me(MeV)| 673 635 & 86
m(GeV) | 180 1721+ 0.6 £ 0.9
ma(MeV)| 2.9 2.9105
ms(MeV) | 59.7 57.7+15%
my(GeV) | 2.98 2.827009
[Vud] 0.975 0.97427 4 0.00015
| Vs | 0.224 0.22534 4 0.00065
|V | 0.0036 0.0035179 00014
|Vea] 0.224 0.22520 + 0.00065
|Ves| 0.9736 0.97344 4 0.00016
[Ves| 0.0433 0.041270 0005
[Vid 0.00853 0.0086710 00031
[Vis| 0.0426 0.040479 005
[Vis| 0.999057 0.9991467 0000036
J 2.98 x 107°| (2.967920) x 10~°
5 61° 68°

Table III: Model and experimental values of the quark masses and CKM parameters.

The obtained and experimental values of the quark masses, CKM matrix elements, Jarlskog invariant J and CP
violating phase ¢ are reported in Table [[Ill We use the experimental values of the quark masses at the M scale,
from Ref. [52] (which are similar to those in [53]), whereas we use the experimental values of the CKM parameters
from Ref. [6]. The obtained values of the quark masses and CKM parameters are in excellent agreement with the
experimental data, as indicated by Table [IIl

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we present an extension of the minimal 331 model with 8 = —%, based on the extended SU(3)c ®

SUB)L@U(1)x®T7® Zy® Z3 @ Z14 symmetry. Our economical T7 flavor 331 model, which at low energies reduces to
the minimal 331 model with g = —%, is compatible with the experimental data on fermion masses and mixing. The
model has in total 16 effective free parameters, which are fitted to reproduce the experimental values of the 18 physical
observables in the quark and lepton sectors. The 77 and Z3 symmetries reduce the number of model parameters.
In particular, the Z3 symmetry determines the allowed entries of the neutrino mass matrix and decouples the SM
quarks from the exotic quarks. The Z5 symmetry generates the hierarchy between SM up and SM down type quark
masses. We assumed that the SU(3), scalar singlets having Yukawa interactions with the right handed Majorana
neutrinos acquire VEVs at very high scale, then providing very large masses to these Majorana neutrinos, and thus
giving rise to a double seesaw mechanism of active neutrino masses. Consequently, the neutrino spectrum includes
very light active neutrinos as well as heavy and very heavy sterile neutrinos. We find that the heavy and very heavy
sterile neutrinos have masses at the ~ MeV and ~ TeV scales, respectively. Thus, the MeV scale sterile neutrinos of
our model correspond to dark matter candidates. The smallness of the active neutrino masses is attributed to their
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scaling with inverse powers of the high energy cutoff A as well as well as by their quadratic dependence on the very
small VEV of the Zs ® Z3 ® Z14 neutral, SU(3), singlet and 77 antitriplet scalar field (. The observed hierarchy of
charged fermion masses and quark mixing matrix elements arises from the breaking of the Zs ® Z3® Z14 discrete group
at a very high energy. The tau, muon and electron masses arise from effective seven, nine and twelve dimensional
Yukawa operators, respectively. We find for the scale of these operators the estimate A ~ 10° TeV. The complex phase
responsible for CP violation in the quark sector has been assumed to come from up-type quark Yukawa terms. The
model predicts an effective Majorana neutrino mass, relevant for neutrinoless double beta decay, with values mgg =
3 and 40 meV, for the normal and the inverted neutrino spectrum, respectively. In the latter case our prediction
is within the declared reach of the next generation bolometric CUORE experiment [47] or, more realistically, of the
next-to-next generation tone-scale Ovf3S-decay experiments. Furthermore, a vanishing leptonic Dirac CP violating
phase is predicted in our model.
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Appendix A: The product rules for T~

The group T%, which is a subgroup of SU(3) and A(3N?) with N = 7, has 21 elements, is isomorphic to Z; x Z3
and contains five irreducible representations, i.e., one triplet 3, one antitriplet 3 and three singlets 1o, 1; and 15 [10].
The discrete group 7% is the minimal non-Abelian discrete group having a complex triplet. The triplet and antitriplet
irreducible representations are defined as [10]:

X1 Xr_1 Te
3= 22|, 3=z 9 | =] 25 |- (A1)
T4 €T I3

The product rules for triplet and antitriplet tensor irreducible representations are given by:

X1 Y1 T2Y4 ZaY2 L4Y4
2 | ®| o = | zayr | O zys | O mayn | (A2)
Ty ) 4 Ya ) 5 T1Y2 / 5 T2Y1 / 5 2Y2 / 4
Ze6 Ye T5Y3 Z3Ys Z3Ys3
x5 @1 ys = | 73y6 D | weys D | zeys ; (A3)
13 ) 5 Y3 ) 5 L6Ys / 5 T5Ye / 5 T5Ys | 3
x1 Yo T2Ye Z1Ys
T2 ® | s = | 24ys5 S| zoys
Ty ) 4 Y3 ) 5 T1Ys / 5 TaYe ) 3
@ Y (w1ys +wrways + W rays),. (A4)
k=0,1,2

Whereas the tensor products between singlets are:

(:C)lo (y)lo = (I)ll (y)12 = (:C)12 (y)ll = (:Cy)lov
(x)ll (y)ll = (:Cy)lw
(55')12 (y)lz = (‘Ty)ll' (A5)



16

The product rules between triplets and singlets satisfy the relations:

L1(6) Yx1(6)
()1, @ | za5) = | yxoe) : (A6)
I4(3) 3(3) y$4(3) 3(3)

where w = ¢35 . The representation 1g is trivial, while the non-trivial 1; and 1, are complex conjugate to each other.

Some reviews of discrete symmetries in particle physics are found in Refs. [8-10, [54].
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