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ABSTRACT: We discuss a list of possible light gauge boson interpretations for the long-
standing experimental anomaly in (¢ — 2), and also recent anomalous excess in K —
70 + (invisible) events at the J-PARC KOTO experiment. We consider two models: i)
L, — L; gauge boson with heavy vector-like quarks and i) (L, — L) + (B3 — L) gauge
boson in the presence of right-handed neutrinos. When the light gauge boson has mass close
to the neutral pion in order to satisfy the Grossman-Nir bound, the models successfully
explain the anomalies simultaneously while satisfying all known experimental constraints.
We extensively provide the future prospect of suggested models.
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1 Introduction

The KOTO experiment at the Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex (J-PARC)
recently released their result on K; — 7’vi searches [1-3]: four candidate events were
observed in the signal region over the background estimation 0.05 4 0.02. One of those
candidate events is still suspected as a background from overlapped pulse, but other three
events are distinctive in their properties from the known backgrounds.



The required branching ratio of Ky — 7’vv for the three candidate events is [4]
Br(K; — n°vi)koro = 21730 x 1077, (1.1)

if we assume these events come from 7'v7 decay channel. On the other hand, the Standard
Model (SM) prediction for this channel mainly from the penguin and box diagrams is [5—7]

Br(K7, — n%vi)sm = (3.00 4+ 0.30) x 10711, (1.2)

and it is about two orders of magnitude smaller than the KOTO events requirement.
At the same time, the NA62 updated their result on K™ — 7#7v& and provided the
95% CL upper limit [8]

Br(K' — ntui)nage < 244 x 10710 (1.3)

which is consistent with SM prediction Br(K+ — mtv)gy = (9.11 +0.72) x 107 [5, 7).
The K and K decay branching ratios are strongly connected through the Grossman-Nir
(GN) bound [9], which requires

Br(Ky — 7'vp) < 4.3 x Br(K™ — ntvp). (1.4)

However, there is a method to circumvent the GN bound [4, 10], because of detail exper-
imental arrangement and large background from K+ — 7 7% for K+ — 77w measure-
ment. As a result, at NA62 Br(K+ — 7tvr) measurement, the kinematic region of the
missing mass 100 MeV < mpiss < 165 MeV around 7° mass was overlooked. Therefore,
if a resonance particle is carrying mass around this window, which produced from Kaon
decay and then decays into v (or invisibly decays into other dark sector particles), the
GN bound would be significantly weakened. Consequently, a particle, which couples to
both neutrinos and quarks with mass around 7° mass, might provides consistent explana-
tion for both KOTO and NAG62 results. Recently, intriguing explanations of KOTO event
excess with the models including light scalars coupled to quarks [11-13], light dark sector
fermions [14], and generic higher dimensional operators in the neutrino sector [15] have
been suggested.

The long-lasting (g — 2),, discrepancy at the level of (3.3 — 4.1)0 between observations
[16-19] and SM predictions [20-27] strongly implies the presence of new physics 1. Various
new physics explaining (g —2),, has been suggested so far, and the U(1)r, 1, gauge boson
X [29-32] with its mass in the range 10 MeV < mx < 200 MeV is still preferred after taking
the present experimental observations [33]. The discovery potentials of X gauge boson in
many current and future experiments, such as mono-photon (ete™ — yX) and di-muon
(ete™ — ptp~X) searches at Belle IT [34-36], leptonic decay of charged kaons (K+ —
ptv,X) decays at NAG2 [37], future neutrino-trident upper bound (v, N — v, Nutp™)

!Caveat: There are ambiguities on theoretical calculations for (g — 2),. For example, the recent lattice
method for the hadronic vacuum polarization from Ref.[28], their result eliminates the need to invoke new
physics to explain the discrepancy between SM prediction and experimental measurement. In our work, we
have considered the 3.80 muon g-2 discrepancy, based on recently updated results by KNT2019 [27].



from DUNE [38] and future muon beam experiment [39] have been extensively explored.
Since the predominating decay channel for myx below muon threshold is neutrino pairs
(vu?, and v;7;), it becomes plausible explanation for KOTO events, but depends on its
couplings to quarks.

In this paper, we check simultaneous explanations of (g —2), and KOTO events with
a light gauge boson X. We found that only through the mixing with photon, it cannot
generates sufficient Br(K;, — 7°X) for KOTO events excess, meanwhile satisfies other
experimental constraint, especially from BaBar [40] and NA64 [41] (Section 2.2). Alter-
natively, we investigate the two kinds of plausible interactions between a new light gauge
boson X coupled to muons and quarks through the followings:

e L, — L, gauge boson X with heavy vector-like quarks (VLQs) (Section 3):

Introducing heavy VLQs at TeV scale couple to both L, — L, gauge boson and
SM quark sector [42] is a promising way to enhance Br(K; — 7°X). The flavour
changing neutral current (FCNC) is generated at tree level due to the VLQs’ non-
trivial contributions to the off diagonal elements of the quark mass matrix. Then we
check the consistency with existing constraints such as Br(K+ — 7+ X), K° — K°
mixing, Br(K; — pu* ™), Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) unitarity.

o (L, — L;) + €(B3 — L;) gauge bosons X in the presence of right-handed
neutrinos (RHv) (Section 4):

We also consider (L, — L;) + €(Bs — L;) gauge boson to explain KOTO events
(K? — 79X) and check whether the preferred parameter region satisfies existing
constraints: Br(K+t — 7t X), Br(B™ - KT X), B - B%/D° - D°/K° — K° mixing,
Br(Bgs — ptu™), Br(Ky — ptp™). The generic kinetic and mass mixings between
two gauge bosons (from L, — L, and B3 — L for instance) naturally induce this type
of gauge coupling.

This paper is organized as following. We write down the decay widths and construct
the effective operators in next Section 2. In Section 3, we describe the L, — L, (with heavy
VLQs) model framework, formalism, and plausible constraints. The (L, —L.)+¢e(B3— L)
model detail and relevant constraints are described in Section 4. In the last Section 5, we
summarized our results.

2 Decay of K and B mesons with FCNCs

2.1 Decay widths and experimental limits

We focus on the effective FCNC couplings of X boson
Lot D —gabx [dir*s1] Xy — gex[5.7"b2] X, + hic., (2.1)

where first term is relevant to the KOTO process, and both terms are correlated to each
other under these two model frameworks that will be discussed in this work. These FCNC



couplings lead to the branching ratios of rare K and B meson decays as follows [10, 43]:

Br(K+ — 7t X) = Mice |ddax|” [Al(l, M , n?‘ )] [fK+”+( )r, (2:2)

2
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Br(K; — 7°X) = m%(L (Im g3y )? {/\1 (1’ m2o , mi )]3/2[ fufo(,mg()r, (2.3)

Ik, 64mmi m%{L m%{L
3 2 2
Br(B-‘r N K+X) ~ TnBJr‘g‘ng’Q[)\l (1 Mkt mX >}3/2 ( 0.33 ) . (24)
L+ 64mm3 Tmi, T ma, 1 —m% /(38 GeV?)

where \i(z,y,2) = 22 +y? + 22 — 22y — 222 — 2yz, and for K+ and K mesons the
corresponding form factors fK+7r+ (¢?), f”o (¢?) are close to the unity. The branching
ratios of KT and K, are correlated to each other, since the K, corresponds to only the
imaginary part of 92§X7 meanwhile K is proportional | gggXlz. The total widths for these
mesons [t = 5.315 x 10717 GeV, I'x, = 1.286 x 10717 GeV, I'g+ = 4.017 x 10713 GeV
are used to obtain the branching ratios. [44].

For mx below the muon threshold and no coupling with electron current, only neutrino
pair decay mode is kinematic allowed. Furthermore the X boson can also decay invisibly
into pair of hidden sector light particles. And thus in the rest of this paper, we assume
that the invisible decay mode dominates the light X boson decay. The required effective
coupling strength to explain KOTO events excess from above estimation is

tm g5ty | ~ 1.16 x 10712, (KOTO desired FCNC coupling for ¢*> = m2,), (2.5)

We set mx ~ mQ to evade the stringent constraint from Br(K+ — 7% + invisible) decay,
which is suffered from overwhelming K+t — 777 background. Therefore, it can satisfy
other upper bounds from current observations of rare K and B meson FCNC decays.
Taking K for example, because of the huge K+ — 77 7% background, when the square of

2

missing energy around pion mass ¢2 ~ m2, weaker bound

lgsT | < 1.256 x 1071 (From Br(K™ — 't X) upper limit for ¢ =m2,) (2.6)

comes from Br(K+ — m% + invisible)| 22, < 5.6 x 107° of E949 at BNL [45].> And
thus weaker GN bound, i.e. Br(K; — 7° + invisible)| 22 - < 43Br(Kt — nt +
invisible)| g2am?, > Call be translated into the limit as

Im g5y | <1.246 x 107" (From GN bound for ¢* = m2,) (2.7)

which is still an order of magnitude larger than the prefer coupling for KOTO events. The
bound for b to s coupling is from the Br(BT — KT + invisible) < 1.3 x 107> of Belle [46]
and BaBar [47, 48] requires

lgT | < 1.23 x 1077 (From Br(BT — KT X) upper limit for ¢> = m2,). (2.8)

Similarly7 the recent NA62 result does not provide a significant upper bound in this region (0.015 GeV? <
q® ~m2, <0.0225GeV?), due to the huge background K — 7 7° [8].



It may provides additional constraint, if the couplings gsb X and gggx are correlated.
Explaining the KOTO event excess through K; — 7 + X with light gauge boson

myx ~ mY is still in accordance with other present experimental constraints. Further more,

if this X boson carries the muonic force with coupling strength of O(1073), it can also

explain the (g — 2), anomaly [36].

2.2 The U(1)x gauge boson mixing with photon
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Figure 1: The Br(K; — 7°+ X) and Br(K* — 7" + X)) from kinematic mixing e, x between X
boson and photon. The purple band shows the 1o region for KOTO event excess. The gray region
is excluded by E949 with Br(K+ — 7+ + X) > 5.6 x 1075.

One simple and vastly discussed model in the literature is the U(1)x gauge boson X
kinematic mixing with SM photon or Z boson through the mixing parameters e,y and
€zx, respectively. However, we would like to show that this single model cannot explain
the KOTO event excess under the constraint from Br(K™ — 7 + invisible) of E949.

The X boson couples to the SM quark current through the mixing, and then the FCNC
are generated from one-loop W boson and top quark penguin diagram. The down-type
FCNC transitions b — sX and s — dX are given by

Lo Y Vi wa;Q How)[5(6" ~ ¢'9)(1 ~ 35 b1,

+ > Vis 1d\[8 3 Ho(z:)d(a*y" — ¢" ) (1 — 75)s] X, (2.9)

1=u,c,t

1=u,c,t

2

in which V;; is the CKM matrix element, z; = ::g (i = u,c,t). The g is outgoing mo-
W

mentum carried by X gauge boson, therefore the above vertices are suppressed by ratio



m% / m%,V, where m%/v comes from Fermi constant Gr. The vertex function Hy(z) consisting
of photon component function Dg(z;) and Z component function Dy(z;), are characterized
by e,x and ezx, giving [49-51]

Ho(z) = e,xDo(x) + ezx Do(z), (2.10)
4 (—1923 4 2522)  2%(52% — 27 — 6)
Dy(z) = —=1 1 2.11
0@) = —ghet s T ot (2.11)
- 1 r(342® — 14122 + 1472 — 58)  (—3z* + 182% — 2722 + 192 — 4) Inz
Do) = ———| ot i
swew 216(z — 1) 36(x —1)
o ((—47z3 + 23722 — 3122 +104)  (32* — 3023 + 5422 — 32z + 8)Inx
. (212
+CW< 108(z — 1)3 + 18(z — 1)° )} (2.12)

The loop function Dy(z) is determined by the sum of amplitudes i/\/lgi;}'c 4+ The dia-
grams for each amplitudes are shown in Fig. 2. Due to the unbroken U (1)gy gauge symme-

try and the cancellation between the amplitudes, the resulting FCNC operator from kinetic
v

"y 2 —qHq”.

mixing €, x is proportional to the transverse part of the outgoing momentum, g
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Figure 2: The diagrams which contribute to the loop-induced dsX FCNC process only
with the kinetic mixing e,x between X boson and SM photon. In 't Hooft-Feynman gauge,
the charged goldstone boson ¢~ contributions also should be included.

The amplitude square for K (p1) — 7°(p2) + X(q) and K (p1) — 77 (p2) + X (q) are
given by

1 2
§|MKL—>7TO+X’2 = (Im{gggx\qx]) (2p1-p2+ (Ap1 - qp2 - q9)/m%),

§|MK+%71'++X|2 l9%0x lex [P (2p1 - p2 + (4p1 - qp2 - q)/m¥%)

Gp e
gglf)fX|6.YX = mX ZVZS Zd\/lj8 2 O( ) (2.13)

1=c,t

Here we assume ezx =~ 0 to simplify the discussion. Taking mx = m,o, the branching
ratios versus e, x are shown in Fig. 1, after integrating the phase space and including both
the t and ¢ quark contributions. Here we adopt the Wolfenstein parameterization up to
O(X\?) [50] as

2 4 .
~X X oA AN(p — i)
VM, = | A+ 34PN —2(p +in)] — A X1 4442 AN? + O\

A1 (prin) (1-%)]  —AX+Ja(l - 29Xt —inArt 1 Jatnt
(2.14)



where A = 0.22453 & 0.00044, A = 0.836 + 0.015, p = 0.12210:51% and 5 = 0.35570017 from
the best global fit values [44].

As a result, the upper bounds on the kinetic mixing from Br(K* — 7+ X) and the
preferred value to explain KOTO excess are

ex $1.3x107%  (E949: Br(KT — 71 X) <5.6 x 1078 for ¢* = m2,) (2.15)

0

ex ~ 1.5 (KOTO: Br(K — n°X) = 2.1 x 107 for ¢* = m2,) (2.16)

0

It is clear to see that the mixing should be as large as eyx ~ O(1), to match the
required effective coupling of Eq.(2.5) to explain KOTO result. Note the hierarchy be-
tween the real and imaginary components of FCNC coupling QZgX from the charm quark
contribution which is proportional to ViV Do(z.). Avoiding constraints from the upper
limit of Br(K™ — 7 X), which corresponds to ey x < 1072, is not possible in the presence
of charm quark contribution. Furthermore, invisible dark photon searches from BaBar [40]
and NA64 [41] exclude large kinetic mixing down to e,x < 1073,

For short summary, the KOTO event excess cannot be explained by a (invisibly decay-
ing) light gauge boson, kinematically mixed with the SM photon. Therefore, in the next two
subsections, we 7) introduce heavy VLQs to enhance the coupling between L, — L, gauge
boson and SM quarks, especially for tree-level FCNC, or 4i) consider a (L, —L;)+¢e(B3—L;)
gauge boson which dominantly contribute to the down-type FCNC at the loop-level.

3 Model I: gauged L, — L, with heavy VLQs

We focus on the extension of SM gauge group by a new abelian and anomaly free U(1), L,
with the associated X vector gauge boson [29-32]. As the original gauge symmetry is
leptonic so that it does not allow the direct coupling to hadrons, the X boson still can
couple to the SM quark sector through the dimension-6 operators with cutoff A at TeV
scale. When a scalar ® carrying +1 charge under U(1)r, 1, [42] is introduced, the relevant
dimension-6 operators are explicitly given as

, ’ S N . R
Laims = (—i(Da®)"® +i®"(Da®)) | 75(a17"q1) + 13 (dry*dp) + 15 @p1"up) | |

where qr, = (ur,dr), dr, and ug are the SU(2)r, doublet and singlet quarks with flavour
index 4,7. In general, the coupling )\g’;l’“ are 3 x 3 complex matrices, which potentially
violate flavour and CP symmetries. After ® gets a VEV (®) = ve/V2, the U(1)1, 1, is
spontaneously broken, and then the hadronic current violating flavour symmetry is gener-
ated

had d) 7 d) 7 _ _

T = RO diyt Prd; + L din Prd; + RS ay# Pruy + L @y Pruj. (3.1)
Explicit forms of Rl(;’d) , Lg’d) are given in Eq. (3.10). At the same time, the X boson obtain
a mass mx = gxve, where gy is the U(1)r, 1, gauge coupling. After all, the effective
action is given as

had)
)

1 m2
£ Lsn— 3 X X" + TXX“X“ — gx X, TP g X, T (3.2)



where X, = 0, X, — 0,X,, is the field strength tensor of X,. The leptonic current corre-
sponding to L, — L, is
Jét((lep) = (bory"lor, + BrY"1r) — (C32"lsr, + TRAY'TR) (3.3)
where gx ~ 5x107% and mx < 2m,, is still allowed region for the (g—2), anomaly [32, 52],
and far, = (v, u)% and (37, = (vr T)f are the second and third generation lepton doublets
in the SM, respectively. To explain the KOTO events excess, additional X boson couplings
to J f((had) will be generated by introducing VLQs at TeV scale, which mix with SM quarks.
The general expression for the hadronic current induced from VLQs, which carry
U(1)L, -1, charges and couple to SM quark sector through new scalar ®. The model has
been previously suggested in Ref. [42] to explain the lepton universality violation (LUV) in
rare B meson decay B — K*I~I* (I = e, ) and has been applied to K? — 7¥ + (invisible)
with enhanced coupling to top quark [10]. We follow Ref. [42] and introduce VLQs with
the gauge charges (SU(3)., SU(2)1)(v,q) of the interaction eigenstates are assigned as

UL ~ UR
QL = (DL> = (3a2)(+é,+1) , Qr= (D ) = (372)(+%,+1) )

R
UL = (3, Dz Ur=(3:1)(;2 ),
Dy, = (3, 1)1 1) s Dr=(3,1)_1 1 (3.4)

where Y and Q" are SM hypercharge and U(1)r, 1, charge, respectively. Then the Yukawa
interactions between VLQs and SM quarks are written as

Lmix = (pDRSYbeL + Yossr + Ygadr) + CﬁﬁR(}/QttL + Yoecr + Youur)
+@1UL (Yyitr + Yuecr + Youur) + ®TDp(Ypobr + Ypssr + Ypadg) +hc, (3.5)

that will induce the mixing between VLQs and SM quarks. In order to maintain the
electroweak invariant, they shall satisfy the relation

(You, Yae Yor)' = (VERM)* (You, Yos, You) " - (3.6)

After ® gets VEV, these Yukawa interactions contribute to the off diagonal elements of the
up-type and down-type quark mass matrices

(3.7)

You Y
my 0 0 0 YQ " mg 0 0 0 YQ\j;‘"
0 Me 0 0 YQ\;;‘I) 0 My 0 YQ\;;Q’
M, = Yo Yo Ymt 0 Q&g@ , Ma= Yo Yo Ymb 0 Ci;;‘f’
U\;%)d) U\;%)(b %Cb mU 0 D\jﬁ”fb D\;ivq> Ei;i’v@ mD 0
0 0 0 0 m 0 0 0 0 m
Q Q
where the masses for VLQs come from
EDmQQLQR+mD5LDR+mU(}LUR+h.C.. (3.8)



They can be diagonalized by performing the bi-unitary transformation:

ULMUZ/{;{% = Mdias - op Z/{L/\/luMLUT = URMLMUUT = (Mding)2
DLMDy = MG, or DpMuM|D} = DaMiMDY = (MG*)?2, (3.9)

and induce the FCNC interactions for Eq./,(3.1)

) 2 . 2 ) 2
L@ _ YQzYQ*qu> R@ _ _YDZYD*]'U@ L — (VgﬁdML(d)V(%&) R® — _YUZYU*]"U@

0T T amy omd, Y g omd

(3.10)

which are illustrated in Fig. 3. Here we only keep the leading terms of order U% / maU, D
The left-handed FCNC, ¢ XILE),‘? = gx (YQsY} U3/ (Qm%)) comes from Qp, is the most rele-
vant tree-level coupling for K — 7°X.

Furthermore, the CKM unitarity within 3 x 3 SM quark block will be violated due to
the extension of quark sector. In fact, the CKM matrix is extending to 5 x 5 and relates

to SM CKM matrix as

Ve 00
Vekm=U, | 0 00 |Dl, (3.11)
0 01

where the zero diagonal element is from SU(2)y, singlet VLQs Ur, and Dy. The unitarity
condition still hold in the 5 x 5 CKM matrix, but it would be violated in the 3 x 3 block of
CKM, that can be tested by current precision measurements of CKM elements, for example
the deviation from unity should be less than O(10~3) under current measurements on 1Ist
row of CKM, i.e. [Via|? + |Vial? + |Via|? = 0.9983(4) [53].

3.1 Explanation of KOTO events

d / 9x / S Ui / 9x / uj
Yoo Q Q Yo YodVia Q) Q YoV
X X
(a) down-type FCNC (b) up-type FCNC

Figure 3: The diagrams which contribute to dsX FCNC process with X gauge boson
coupled to a heavy vector-like quark @) (model I).

We have added six VLQs: Qr, Qr, Ur, Ur, Dr, and Dp. Only Qg gives most
relevant contribution to K — wX, which involves the left-handed down quarks mixing
among 1lst and 2nd generations. From Eq. (3.7), we can see Qr generates non-zero off-
diagonal elements on the upper-right corner, meanwhile, U;, and Dy, contribute on the



lower-left corner. According to these patterns, as it was expressed in Eq. (3.10), that Qr
induce the larger left-handed quarks mixing, while U and D; induce the larger right-
handed mixing. As a consequence, introducing only Qg is the efficient way to enhance the
K — wX. They give the tree-level FCNC effective interactions as

9x (YQaY5,)vs - 9x(YQsY5)ve
T, M eulXu s T B b s
Q Q
9x (YouY5 )v2 9x (YocYs )v2
QmQ

= g30xIviq [dLy"sL] Xy + gihx Iviq [527bL) X,
+98 v @y er) Xy + 98 [viq [ey*tL] X, + hc. . (3.12)

Leg D

2m2Q [EL'YMtL]XM + h.c.

However, Qg also induces non-trivial FCNC for the up-type quarks due to the relation of
Eq. (3.6), but, the FCNC constraints among up-quark sector are not as stringent as the
down-quark sector. To explain the KOTO event excess, the effective coupling gggX’VLQ
shall satisfy Eq. (2.5) and gives

Im(YosY5,)  3.43 x 107!
2mg  GeVZ

(3.13)

by fixing gx = 5x 10™* and vg = 260 GeV to give myx = gxve ~ 135 MeV close to neutral
pion mass. The Yukawa coupling strengths are estimated to be Yg, ~ Y4 ~ 5.2 x 1074, if
we choose mg ~ 2 TeV, which is heavy enough to satisfy all the current mass lower bound
from the VLQs direct searches at the LHC [54-59).

3.2 constraints

3.2.1 K" — K° mixing

The CP violation in Kaon mixing process might put strong bound on the FCNC between

the 1st and 2nd generations in down-quark sector. In terms of six-dimensional operator
ALSD L — L (dintsr)(d 3.14

AF=2 = E( LYsp)(dryust), (3.14)
S
the upper bound of the FCNC coupling (gflfx)2 can be translated into the lower bound on

the scale Ags. The lower bound on Ags comes from the experimental constraints on the
mass difference Amg and the mixing coefficient ex. We quote limits from [60]

Re (A7) < 9.0x107" GeV 2, (3.15)
Im (A;2)] < 3.4x107"° GeV ™2 (3.16)

as the constraint from Kaon mixing in this work.
Nevertheless, the FCNC coupling induced by heavy VLQ can contribute to the FCNC
operator as

T \2 B _ YH. Y U2 9 ~
sd) _  (gsax) - 1 Qs¥QqaVe
ALpNpy = m(dm“ sp)(dLyuse) = - ( X 23 ) (dey*sp)(dryust)

(3.17)

~10 -



and it gives the upper bounds

|Re{(gst) }| = |(Re gst) (Im gst)2| < 2.06 x 10_13a (3-18)
|Im{(gst) H = |2(Re gst)(Im gst)\ < 7.80 % 10710 (3.19)

at mx = myo. The KOTO desired (and allowed by KT — 7+ X branching ratio mea-
surement) region satisfies Kaon mixing constraints, with large difference of the order of
magnitude. If we assume gy ~ 5 x 107% and ve ~ 260 GeV, they give

Re{(YosY,)?
[Re{( 2@84 Qd) H < 3.61 x 10716 GeV ™, (3.20)
m
Q
Im{(Yg,Yy,)?
| {(2Q84 Ga)" | < 1.40 x 10718 GeV ™4, (3.21)
m
Q

implying |Yga.qs|/mo < 01074 — 10_5) GeV~1. The KOTO desired value is expected to
have |Yga.qsl/mg ~ O(1075) GeV™!, and still comfortably survives.

For chirality-flipping operator, the new physics bound becomes slightly stronger, but
the KOTO desired values are not excluded. Even in the presence of both Qg and Dy,
(and mixing to the SM s and d quarks), we find that the Kaon mixing constraint is not
sensitive to our bulk part parameters. The Kaon mixing constraint can be translated
into the bound on flavour-changing couplings to both left-handed and right-handed quarks
through the effective operator (Srdyr,)(Srdr) from box diagrams [42, 60]

|Im(YQsYQ*dYDsYD*d)| < 1.48 x 10~22
2m2Qm2D ~  GeV4

(3.22)

Compared to KOTO preferred parameter region, i.e. ve =~ 260 GeV, mgp ~ 2 TeV,
Y0s,0d ~ 5.2 X 1074, similar values of Yos.04 =~ Ygs,qa are required to be electroweak
invariant, then they give

(Yo Y5 YDs Yl 235 x 1072
QmQQTrL%7 - GeV4 7

(3.23)

which still satisfies the Kaon mixing constraints from Eq. (3.20) and Eq. (3.22).

Since we impose the mixings between the heavy vector-like quark Qg and the left-
handed SM quarks s;, and dy, it naturally provides up-type quark interactions including
flavour violating components as

&) SMi _ Vs osM Yod* Yoi¥g, O SMi
Lt = V& - L9 VE = 92 Verm | YosYoa [Yosl® 0 Voxm  (3:24)
@ 0 0 0

due to the SU(2), gauge invariance. If we assume O(1073) of real and imaginar components
of yukawa couplings Ygq and Y, then we get very tiny couplings for guc X~ O(10717). It
is obviously safe from current upper bounds obtained by D meson mixing constraints.
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3.2.2 K;—putu~

The CP-conserving Kaon rare decay K — pu*p~ has similar short-distance part contribu-
tion to K; — wvw, from Z-penguins and box diagrams. However, important long-distance
contributions from two-photon intermediate state are difficult to precisely be calculated
and separated from short-distance part. Therefore, here we just require the additional
contributions from our model of Br(Ky — u™ ™) do not exceed the current experimental
observation [44]

Br(Kr — pp )pxp = (6.84+0.11) x 1077, (3.25)
For the short-distance part, the effective Hamiltonian from SM and VLQ are [61]
G o)
SM F EM * * — —

et = = 5 o sin® O (VesVea¥nw + VigViaY (24)) [$9" Prd][pyu Prp] + hec,
YosY5 1

VLQ 2 9 1QstQd _ _

Heg ~ = — 09,V 2m2Q (m%& — m%) [5v# Prd) [y, Prp) +h.c, (3.26)

where apy = % and the loop functions

(6
Y(.%'t) = Yb(l‘t) + %Yl(xt) ~ UY}/O(xt) ~ 1.062,

T |x—4 3z
Yo(z) = = [x — + @_1) ln(:n)} , (3.27)

8

with z; = WT—Q%, and ny = 1.026 + 0.006. Then the branching ratio is
w

2
ReA Re); Re(YQsY5) 1 24/2m sin? 0
Br(K tum) = CPy(Y)+ —Y 202 v
(Kp =) = mp | BY) + =Y (@) + gzvp 2my, my, —m% ) GpapyN |

where the first two terms in the square bracket are from SM short-distance part, and the

third one comes from VLQs contribution. Here we defined
2\ Br(KT — ptv) i, \E

Ky = =1.68x 1077, 3.29
H n2sin* 6, TR+ (3:29)

where Py(Y) = YNL/)\4 ~ (0.138 and A = V,,; = 0.22453 £ 0.00044. One obtains
M= VigVit = (—3.41 + 1.450) x 1074,
Ae= VogVi =—0.218 —1.45 x 10 %. (3.30)
By insert these values, we obtained SM short-distance contribution
Br(Kp — pp )sm = 9.929 x 10710,

Combining the VLQ and SM contribution and using KOTO preferred region from Eq. (3.13)
it gives Br(Ky, — ptu~) = 9.931 x 10719 which does not modify much. Under the
preferred parameter values for KOTO event excess, VLQs contribution to Br(Ky — putu™)
is less than O(107!2), which is two orders of magnitude below the current experimental
sensitivity.
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3.2.3 CKM unitarity

Before considering the SM quarks mixing with VLQs, we assume that the 3 by 3 block of
quark mass matrix corresponding to SM is diagonalized, as shown in Eq. (3.7). Hence the
3 by 3 block of SM CKM matrix satisfies unitarity.

After SM quarks mixing with VLQs, the couplings with W boson are modified as

d
o V3L 00 s
—L D gw(w,e,t,U,U)y*W+ 0 00 b
0 01 D
D L
d m
_ VL 00 s
= gw(@e, LU D W U, | 0 00 |D| b | (3.31)
0 01 D
D L

where SU(2) singlet Dy, and Uy, do not couple to W boson. And then the CKM is modified
accordingly

Ve 00
Vekm=U, | 0 00 |Dl. (3.32)
0 01

The first-row of CKM |V,,q|? 4 |Vas|? +|Vap|? = 1 are known with highest precision and good
agreement with unitarity. According to recent calculation of inner radiative correction with
reduced hadronic uncertainty, the updated value of |V,4| = 0.97366(15) has been obtained
[53].

The preferred values of input parameter to explain KOTO events are Yo, = Y, =
5.2 x 1074, Yo, =0, ve = 260 GeV, and mg p ~ 2 TeV. It gives the mixing angle between

VLQs @ and d quark of
Yoqve

V2mg
Therefore, the VLQs modifications of the SM corresponding CKM matrix is of order
O(107%), it is still compatible with the present observational precision of |V,4|.

~0.48 x 1074, (3.33)

4 Model II: gauged (L, — L,) + ¢(B3; — L,) in the presence of RHv

In the presence of (at least) two species of heavy right-handed neutrinos Na3, we can
consider a possible anomaly-free extension of the gauge group G = Gsm @ U(1)r, 1, ®
U(l)BgfLT as [29*31, 62, 63]

1 - 5 €12 & 5 1 ~ - 5 ~ I I
LD Lov— 7 > Xiw X1 - - X X8 + 5 > M X!+ M7y X1, XY
i=1,2 i=1,2
—3Jx, qu_LTXlu - §X2J1§3—L,X2# (4'1)
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where X; and X, are the gauge bosons which belong to gauged U(1)r, 1, and U(1)B, L,
in the gauge eigenbasis, respectively, and

qu,LT = (lopy"lor + BrY" 1ir + Nopy" Nor) — (Cs.v*l3r, + TrRY*TR + N3pv"*N3g) ,  (4.2)

1 _ - _ _
1. = 3 (BLY"a3L + trY"tR + brY"DR) — (C327"l3r + TrRY"TR + N3y N3r) (4.3)

are the conserved currents of U(1),—r, and U(1)p,—r,, respectively.® Here, q3;, = (¢ b)T
is the third generation left-handed quark doublet in the SM.

Similar to single X gauge boson cases, one can impose the general kinetic mixing
between SM gauge bosons (7 and Z) and new gauge bosons XLQ with dimension-four
operators €yx; BWX (i = 1,2) although sizeable values of eyx, are constrained by dark
photon searches [40, 41]. See Appendix A for the detailed formulation in the presence of
generic kinetic and mass mixing. To obtain the physical spectrum and interactions, we
diagonalize them from gauge eigenstates to mass eigenstates. As a result, we obtain a
simple pair of light gauge bosons as

2
LD Lsm+ Y, (—1XWVX;“’ + %XWXZ“ - gXﬂ-JZ.”Xm) (4.4)
i=1,2

where Ji“ = JEM—LT + 6iJ§3—LT (i = 1,2). Here, the ratios ¢; and each couplings gx; are
determined by the model parameters Mf, 5M122, gx, and €12 for gauge eigenstates X;. In
this work, we focus on the phenomenological setup of an effectively light gauge boson in the
ranges of 100 MeV < mx < 165 MeV with a gauge coupling gx to (L, — L;) +€(B3 — L)
current where € is a small ratio between muon and top quark couplings, rather than the
complete two gauge boson construction starting from the gauge eigenstates.

4.1 Explanation of KOTO events

In the presence of X coupled to SM top quark, it significantly enhances FCNC at one-loop
level. This is contrary to the SM photon case, because there is no cancellation among the
diagrams from the symmetry. In the presence of B3 coupling, effective FCNC couplings

are
1 g*egx Vis Vi 5 1 g%egx Vi Vi _
£eff D) gT . Fl(l't) . [dL’)/MSL]X“ + gTS . F1($t) . [SL’}”ubL]X’u + h.C.
= giax|Bsldry"s) Xy + gobx | Bs [SLy"bL] Xy + hec. (4.5)
where
Txy — 507 — 223 + 24(xp +2)% Inay
F1 (a;t) ~ t 4(;; — 1)2 (46)

is the loop function of X gauge boson induced penguin diagram in the limit mg ¢, x < mw
with z; = m?/m%, (See Appendix B). We show the diagrams that contribute to down-type
s — dX FCNC transition in Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b.

3U(1)py—1., flavoured B — L for third generation fermions, has been considered to resolve the lepton
universality violation in R(K*) from the measurement of rare B meson decays B® — K*°17IF (I = e, p) with
TeV scale X gauge boson and heavy vector-like fermions [62].
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(a) iMPs (b) iM® (c) wy" Pru; X,

Figure 4: The diagrams which contribute to the loop-induced dsX FCNC process with
X gauge boson coupled to B (model II). The loop-induced down-type FCNC (Left and
Middle panels) and tree-level up-type FCNC (Right panel) are shown.

In terms of original (L, — L;)+e€(B3— L) gauge coupling gx, FCNC couplings (gggX | Bs
and g§§X| Bs) are given by

g By ~ (—2.73 x 1075 + 4.71 x 10 "i)egx, (4.7)
9|8y = (—2.27 x 1077 — 8.86 x 10 %)egx.

up to O()\°) in the expansion of the Wolfenstein parameters. The upper bounds on egx
from Br(K+ — 7t X), Br(BT — K1X) and the required value for KOTO are

egx ~ 1.31 x 107° (KOTO desired FCNC coupling for ¢* = m?2,) (4.9)
egx < 5.16 x 107° (From Br(K" — 7" X) upper limit for ¢* = m2,) (4.10)
egx < 1.41x 107* (From GN bound for ¢* = m2,) (4.11)
egx < 4.05 x 107° (From Br(B" — K" X) upper limit for ¢ = m2,) (4.12)

Considering a (L, — L;) + €(Bs — L) gauge boson with 5 x 107* < gx < 1073,
e~ 0.01 —0.03 and mx ~ 100 — 165 MeV, we have a simple interpretation for (¢ —2),, and
KOTO events. We show this value of top quark coupling is consistent with other current
constraints from other FCNC decays such as K;, — putu™, By — pTpu™ and neutral K, B,
and D meson mixings.

One can analogously consider Bs (the baryon number of second generation) gauge
coupling to make FCNC via charm quark contribution as ggfx\ By ~ lwﬂ (xc),

37 1602
and obtain FCNC couplings

9%x|B, ~ —6.09 x 10 %egy, (4.13)
g 1By =~ (3.24 x 1077 — 1.93 x 107 P%)egx (4.14)

up to O()\?) in the expansion of the Wolfenstein parameters again. However, it cannot
provide a desired Br(K? — 7%X) value, avoiding Br(K+ — 7+ X) constraint at the same
time because the imaginary part is three order of magnitude smaller than the real part in
gflfst\ B,- Similar to the minimal kinetic mixing case, shown in Section 2.2, charm quark
contribution spoils loop-level FCNC explanation of KOTO excess without changing the
mixing structure in the quark sector.
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4.2 Constraints

In this section, we consider possible constraints and summarize them in Fig. 5. In Fig. 5,
we show the preferred region of parameters (mx, gx and €) and the current experimental
constraints. In model II, we have two allowed regions (120 MeV < mx < 160 MeV and
250 MeV < myx < 350 MeV) for the KOTO events, although higher mass region cannot
explain (g — 2),, simultaneously, due to the experimental constraints from 4y search from
BaBar [64] and the search of the muonic force coupled to b — sX FCNC vertex at LHCb
[65].

,‘ o o
0.100 : D=0} 0.100

mixing

0.050 0.050

0.010
0.005

0.010
0.005

e A T Y X ( ) A B e CEE TR T
5x107* /
1x10° e=0.012 1510 e =0.035

9x

0.001f 0.001
5x107*
100 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 100 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000
my [MeV] my [MeV]
(a) e =0.012 (b) € = 0.035

Figure 5: The preferred region for KOTO result and (¢9—2), with a (L, —L;)+¢e(B3— L)
gauge boson X. All solid lines belong to B3 coupling and dashed lines to L, coupling.
Blue shaded band is the region for KOTO desired Br(K? — 7YX) value. Red shaded
band is the required value for (¢ — 2),. The constraints from Br(B* — K*X) (purple),
Br(KT — 77 X) (orange), GN bound (magenta), D° — D° mixing (green) and muonic
force search in 4y channel (gray dashed) are also shown. We show two different cases of
the ratio € between the muonic and the hadronic couplings as € = 0.012 (Left panel) and
e = 0.035 (Right panel). See the main text for details.

4.2.1 B°-B°/K°—- K" and D° — D° mixing

In model II, we have loop-induced down-type FCNC couplings as Eq. (4.7) and Eq. (4.8),
contributing to mixings of neutral mesons. Nevertheless, there are upper bounds from
B° — BY and K° — K° mixings, which are converted into the Wilson coefficients of six-

dimensional operators (5;7br)? and (5.7"dr)? respectively. The experimental upper
bounds are [60]

IRe (A;2)] < 33x107"2 GeV 2, (4.15)
IIm (Ay})] < 1.0x 107" GeV~2, (4.16)
Al < 7.6x 107 Gev 2 (4.17)

for BY — BY/BY — BY mixings as well as Eq. (3.15-3.16) for K° — K° mixing. Due to the

X < 1.11 from B meson

loop and CKM suppressions, they give very weak upper bounds,
mixing and <X < 0.14 from Kaon mixing, at mx =~ mo.
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In addition to down-type FCNC couplings (¢51y|5s, 9% |5, and ¢Sl |p,) which are

proportional to %Vtﬂ;ﬂ (z¢), there are also tree-level up-type (left-handed) FCNC cou-

plings due to SU(2);, gauge invariance as

) 000\ [u ) N 000 w\ "
Lux > S5 (act) v [000] || x=(act) uy|000|uf|c| x,
001) \t/, 001 t),
(Vv Vali [
- TX (a ¢ t‘)L P VaVs Va2 VaVi ||| X (4.18)

VaVi, VeV Vel ) \t/,

where Z/{LDTL = VCS%M and we assume U = Vg%\(/IM, Dy = 1 in our model. It generates
sizeable tree-level up-type FCNC interactions

98| By treectevel = Vb Cb% ~ (1.62 x 1077 — 4.45 x 10~%i)egy, (4.19)

95 | By tree-level = vubvﬁ,gT ~ (3.84 x 107% — 1.06 x 10~ %3)egy, (4.20)
*6 X —

gg?X|B3,tree—level =~ V::bv;fbgT ~ 1.40 x 10 2€gX~ (421)

The coupling gﬁfcfX] Bs.tree-level €anl be constrained by D? — D° mixing as [60]

(geff )2
Re {2“‘2}' <5.6x 107" Gev ™2, (4.22)
Mpo — M
(geff )2
‘Im{ﬂXQ}' < 1.0 x 107" GeV ™2 (4.23)
Mpo — My

which are the real and imaginary part of the Wilson coefficient for the operator (" cr)?.
At mx =~ m o, the constraints are translated into egx < 1.55 x 1072, which is not enough
to constrain the KOTO required value.

The couplings gZifX! Bs tree-level gifx‘Bg,tree_level makes a FCNC decay of top quark.
However, the branching ratio is much smaller than current experimental sensitivities from
LHC searches.

4.2.2 Tp: and DT - 17X

The coupling gffcfX\ B tree-level also promotes FCNC decay of the charged D meson. The
branching ratio of the decay DT — 77X is given by

1 1 m3
D P (m%)Plgsik | (4.24)

Br(DT - 7t X) =
FD+,total 1447 m%(

where Fy(¢%) = J}—D% is the form factor obtained from chiral perturbation theory
s - D*

of heavy hadrons [66]. We use fp = 200 MeV, fr = 130 MeV and gp+p, = 0.59 in our

calculation, following the analysis given in Ref. [63]. We set our upper bound by requiring

D(DT — 77 X) < Tp+ total — L' p+ o using the inclusive value of the branching ratios, to

17 -



avoid a significant modification of the total width of DT meson.* At mx ~ m. o, it gives
only a weak upper bound egx < 1.31 x 1072, and thus not sensitive to KOTO and (g — 2),
preferred region.

4.2.3 By, — ptp /K — ptp

Before we go through following detailed analysis, we provide brief results of this subsection
here. For rare meson decays K1 /Bs/Bgq — pu*u~, the upper bound on FCNC couplings
are about egg( < O(107%) and thus are insensitive to our bulk part parameter region,
eggf ~ O(107%). Since the dominating uncertainties come from theoretical calculations,
the upper bounds are determined by the condition where the X boson contribution does
not exceed the SM contribution for each decay channel.

For K;, — pu"pu~, as in Section 3.2.2, we write down the short-distance part of the
effective hamiltonian as

Gr  apm \ . . i
Hatt T V2 2rsin? 6, (Vi VeaYnL + ViiViaY (2¢)) [$7" Prd) [y, Prp) + hc.

2 * 2
Per < 1672 (@) 3 m%& —m% (57" Prd] [y, Pop] + hec., (4.25)

and the upper bound is given by demanding that the new physics contribution is smaller
than the SM prediction value, as follows:

AN 1 G
‘egxg IR @) (7 )| < |2 oy (ViiVea¥aw + ViiViaY ()

3 1672 my, —m% /2 2 sin? Oy

(4.26)

and it gives eg% < 1.72 x 107° for mx ~ myo. The preferred values of € ~ 0.026 and
gx ~ 5 x 107* for KOTO and (g — 2),, gives eg% ~ O(1078), therefore the K, — ptpu~
decay branching ratio is not sensitive to our model parameters.

For Bs — pt ™, we have

G « N _ _
HIN = L B VEVLY (a) [5y Prd) [y, P + hee.

\/527Tsm 0.
2V Vi €g> 1
By tsVip gx _ _
Hog = ( 6.2 Fi(x4) 3 > =" (57 Prd] [y, Prp] + hc., (4.27)
and
g% 9°VisV; ( 1 )’ Gr oM x
——F — )| < =V Vi Y 4.28
3 1672 (@) mQBS —m?X V2 27 sin® Oy wVisY (1) ( )

4In our model, X gauge boson dominantly decays into neutrino pair below the muon threshold. In this
case, the invisible FCNC decay DT — 7t X is suffered from the lack of DT reconstruction. Conservatively,
we can impose the bound I'(D' — 7+ X) < T'p+ yora1 — I'p+ ko0, since it cannot change the inclusive K°
and K° decay modes (Br(D' — K° K° + anything) ~ 61%) significantly, which are not affected by the
decay mode Dt — 7 X, as pointed out in [63].
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with the same criterion. The upper bound is egg( < 1.92 x 1073 for mx =~ m,o, which is
even weaker than Kaon constraints. For B; meson, the branching ratio is given by

Br(Bg = ptp™) T, total MB, Fg, [Vial?
Br(Bs — putu) I'B, total M B, Fés |Vis|?

(4.29)

where Fp, >~ Fp, ~ 210 MeV. Thus, B; meson decay gives a similar upper limit value of
the coupling gx.

4.2.4 Expected sensitivities in future experiments

The most promising way to probe the KOTO preferred parameter region in model II is
the rare decay of the charged B meson (Bt — K*X(— inv.)) search at Belle II. The
strongest upper bound on Br(B* — KT X) comes from Belle [46] and BaBar [47, 48],
which corresponds to Br(BT — KT X) < (1.3 — 1.6) x 107> with the data of 492 ab~! and
418 ab™!, respectively. By a simple rescaling for the upper limit as g}l(pper' x ( f dtﬁ)*l/ 4
we show the expected limit at Belle II in Fig. 6. We also include the expected limits on
the muonic force from Belle IT using 4 channel [64] and = p™ X (— inv.) channel [36, 67],
and neutrino-trident production at DUNE [38] for a (L, — L;) + €(Bs — L.) gauge boson
X, Kaon decays (K+ — puvX) at NA62 [37], M3 (Muon Missing Momentum) based at
Fermilab [39], and ATLAS detector as muon fixed-target experiment [68] for comparison.
We show the expected sensitivities in Fig. 6.

For both muonic (L,) and hadronic (B3) coupling, most of (g —2), and KOTO desired
region can be probed by Belle II through Br(BT™ — K7'X) and 4u channel searches,
with the data of 50 ab~! integrated luminosity. Note that we assume similar systematic
uncertainties in Br(BT — K X) and 4 channel search of muonic force. Thus, the actual
limit could be different from our estimation, depending on experimental environment at
future experiments.

5 Summary and Conclusion

The long-standing (g — 2),, anomaly and recent J-PARC KOTO event excess can be ex-
plained in single framework by a light (mx < 2m,) gauge boson X, where its mass is
near the neutral pion mass in order to avoid the stringent GN bound and Br(K* —
7t + invisible) upper limit. The X boson has to couple to both lepton and quark sec-
tors, and we investigated possibilities from two model frameworks, i) gauged L, — L, with
heavy VLQs, i) gauged L, — Ly + (B3 — L) with mixing of two gauge bosons. Both
frameworks provide allowed parameter regions for (g — 2), and KOTO, and satisfy the
current experimental constraints. We would like to summarize our results in the following
list.

e The simple model from U(1)x boson mixing with SM photon cannot interpret the
KOTO event, meanwhile satisfying the constraint from Br(K+ — 7 + invsible).

e In gauged L, — L, with heavy VLQs, the (g — 2), prefers gauge coupling gx =
5 x 1074, and KOTO event excess requires 2 TeV mass VLQs carrying complex
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Figure 6: The sensitivity limit expected in future experiments, for model II with a (L, —
L;) + e(Bs — L;) gauge boson X. All solid lines belong to Bs coupling and dashed lines
to L, coupling. Blue shaded band is the region for KOTO desired Br(K? — 7X) value.
Red shaded band is the required value for (¢ — 2),. From the existing upper limits of
Belle and BaBar, we show the Belle II (with the data of 50 ab~! integrated luminosity)
expected upper limits from i) Br(BT — K X) (magenta) for hadronic coupling and muonic
force searches using ii) 4y channel (green) and iii) g~ pu* X (— inv.) channel (purple) [36,
67]. We also show the limit from for v-trident production at DUNE (brown) [38], Kaon
decays (KT — uvX) at NA62 (orange) [37], M3 (yellow) [39] and ATLAS (black) [68] for
comparison. We set € = 0.012 as an example case.

FCNC Yukawa couplings of Im(YQSYéd) ~ 2.74 x 1077, which is compatible with
constraints from K° — K9 mixing, K7, — ptp~, and CKM unitarity.

e The L, — L, + €(B3 — L;) gauge boson with 5 x 107% < gx <1073, e ~ 0.01 — 0.03
and mx ~ 120 — 160 MeV provides simple interpretation for both (¢ — 2), and
KOTO events. Meanwhile, it satisfies the GN bound, Br(K* — 7t + invisible), and
Br(B* — K™ +invisible) upper limits. In near future, this preferred parameter region
will be explored by the BT — K + invisible search at Belle II. On the other hand,
the muonic force region will be tested by the ete™ — puTu~X — pTp~ + invisible
channel at Belle II, v-trident production at DUNE, Kaon decay at NA62, Muon beam
dump experiment and muonic decay of W/Z at ATLAS.

e Another parameter region, the L, — L, 4 (B3 — L) gauge boson with 1 x 1073 <
gx <3 x 1073, € ~ 0.03 — 0.04 and mx ~ 250 — 350 MeV interprets both (g — 2),

—90 —



and KOTO events. But it has been excluded by 4u channel searches from BaBar,
since mx > 2m,, and thus muon decay channel is allowed.

The observation of K? — 7 + (invisible) decay events are based on the analysis
of the 2016-2018 KOTO data, where the current sensitivity reaches a single event for Kp,
branching ratio of ~ O(107!?). The enhanced data collected by KOTO experiment in 2019
is expected to improve the statistical uncertainty in near future [1]. Furthermore, several
upcoming experiments on rare Kaon decays, such as KOTO step-2 [69] and KLEVER using
CERN SPS beam for the K, production during the period of LHC Run 4 [70, 71], have
been proposed and the projected sensitivity can reach branching ratio of ~ O(107!3) so
that it will fully cover the SM prediction ~ O(10~!!). Combining with the various and
extensive searches on the muonic force [34-39], they will provide new probes of the models
suggested in this work.
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Appendix

A Diagonalization of two hidden gauge bosons with generic kinetic and
mass mixings

The diagonalization method in the presence of two additional U(1) gauge bosons with
kinetic/mass mixings has been discussed in the Ref. [72]. In this section, we will present
an analytic method of diagonalization without approximations and discuss the origin of €
factor in Model II.

The neutral sector of the most general Lagrangian for Ggy x U(1); x U(1)2 spon-
taneously broken to SU(3). x U(1)gm after (several) higgsing is conveniently written as
L = Liin + Linass + Lmix with

1 «
Ekin = _Z (WEVWSMV + ZKZJX“LVX ) (Al)
1/ .. . e
Linass = 5 (M%ZMZ” + ZM)%ZXZMXZM> ) <A2)
=1
Lo = m3Z, X"+ m3Z, X4 +miX,, XY (A.3)

where K;; = 0;; + 6;; with the kinetic mixing (off-diagonal) parameters 6;;(= 6;;) =
sin 0 |€xi;| where the Levi-Civita symbol is defined with ¢, 7 and k runs from 0 to 2 and
€012 = 1. We denote X, = B 7 = éwWs — 8wB and A = ¢y B + §yy W3 where W5 denote
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the third component of the SU(2) gauge fields and ¢y = cosfy and Sy = sinfyy are
cosine and sine of the Weinberg angle. We conveniently write 6y = «, 81 = 8 and 0y =~
and s; = sin7, ¢, = cosn and t,, = tann for n = «, 3, below. The mass and mixing terms
are collectively written as

Ar
A A R ~g AL
Emass+mix = (Au Zu Xlu XQM) - M= Xu ) (A4)
1
Xy
where the mass matrix
0 0 0 0
A2 = 0 MZ m? m3 (A.5)

0 m? M_%(l m3
0 m% m% M)2<2
A.1 2x2 Case

As one of the most simplest case, let us set m; = my = 0 by assuming decoupled Higgs
processes and mg = §M? denoting a mass mixing between two extra gauge bosons. We
also consider kinetic mixing parameters to be « = f = 0, motivated by the fact that
m1, Mo, , B are constrained by various experiments. Then it is straightforward to see that
the problem reduces to a 2 x 2 matrix problem as the mass matrix becomes

00 0 0

N — OMZ 0 0
10 0 ME SM?

0 0 0M? M3

To eliminate kinetic mixing, we redefine the fields

X 1 —t,\ (X3
() = (ie) (3 w

with transformed mass matrix

. ( e SN2 /e, — NI2t, )

. . . . A.
SN e, = N3ty |M3 /e, + (MEs, — 26012 | /e, (4.8)

Two physical masses are given by the eigenvalues of the matrix ;? as

1 . . . A . . 2 . .
Mi =52 (N1 + N1} — 201°s,) \/(Ml2 NI - 28012, ) + 4¢3 (ONT* — NIENE)
(A.9)

M2 = 2% (Mf N2 - 251\“42%) + \/ (Mf + M2 - 25M23x)2 +de2 (5M4 - MfMg).

(A.10)
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Corresponding orthogonal matrix made by eigenvectors is

O2x2 = ( cos¢ Sin¢> (A.11)

—sin ¢ cos ¢

where

2c, (001 — 5,012)
tan2¢ = —

= = A.12
M2 — coy M? — 25,6 M? ( )

. Therefore, the canonical fields (X1, X2)? with no kinetic/mass mixings are

X 1t (X
-t ) e

or explicitly,

X; = C¢X1 -+ (qu — C¢tm> X (A.14)
Cy

~ C¢
Xy = —S¢X1 -+ ? + S¢>t’y X5 (A15)

Y

Inversely, we obtain

X1 = (e + 845¢) X1 + (o5, — 54) Xo (A.16)
XQ = CWS¢X1 + C,YC¢X2. (A17)

Taking the relation between the interaction eigenstates and the mass eigenstates into
account, the interaction terms in Lagrangian using the mass eigenstates are given as follows.

gleu—LTXl + GoJB, 1, Xo
=01Jr, -1, ((cg + 5y54) X1+ (cg5y — 5¢) X2) + GoJB;s L, (cy5¢X1 + cycp X2 A.18)
In this case, the e factor in Model II (Section 4) for X is

N CL (A.19)
g1 (cp + 8y5¢)

as an example.

A.2 3 x3 Case

We will consider the most general 3 x 3 case without assuming the smallness of parameters.
We first diagonalize the kinetic term by changing the basis (B, X, Xg) to (B, X1, X2) as

B 1 —ty, k/D B
X1 | =101/ca ¢/D | | Xa (A.20)
X 0 0 c¢o/D Xs
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where k = (ta$y —$3/¢a), ¢ = (tasg—Sy/ca) and D = \/1 — 82 — 5% — 52 + 2845p5,. With
new basis, the kinetic term becomes

nz
ws

B

1
£kin = _Z(W{Suyy B,u,l/; XIMV7X2MV) : 14><4L : (A21)

Zm

X
v

Xy

1
= (A,“, Zo X XQW> T (A.22)

where A = ¢y B+ Sy Wi is the massless photon and Z = ¢y W3 — §yy B is a massive boson.
The parameters from physical Weinberg angle sy, ¢y are connected by

swew My = Sywéw M. (A.23)

Now we determine the mass eigenstates by diagonalizing Limass + Lmix

AH
1 5 | Z*
['mass-i-mix = 5 (Au Zu Xlu XZN) M- XH (A‘24)
1
Xy
AH
1 2 |2
= = (Au Z1, Zoy Zgu) Mg | (A.25)
zy
where the unprimed symmetric mass matrix is obtained by the field redefinition
Z = Z + swta X1 — sw(k/D) Xy, (A.26)
X1 = 1/ca X1+ (g/D)Xs, (A.27)
Xy = (ca/D)X> (A.28)
from Eq. (A.22):
0000
M= |? (A.29)
0 u?
0
where the 3 x 3 symmetric sub-matrix is
R mfeat M3t s
p? = | M3swta M% /c2+ dwta(2m3 + MZswsa)/ca 133 (A.30)
2 2 2
H13 H23 H33
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with the parameters

s = (M3 (55— s05,) + m3(sass — 5,) + m3cd ) /(caD), (A.31)
133 = <M)2<1(5a56 —5y) + M%§I2/VSQ(SB — SaSy)

+misyw (55 — 2545, + 5552) + M3éw sacs + mgci)/(ciD), (A.32)
K33 = (M)zqci + M)2(1(57 — sa58)” + MZ37y (55 — sa5,)” — 2midw (sasp — 54)(sasy — 5p)

+2m3c2éw (s — 5a5y) + 2mica (sass — sv)>/(ciD2). (A.33)

Because the matrix is symmetric and real, it can be diagonalized by an orthogonal

matrix O as OT M20 = /\/l?hag. In particular, the photon remains massless, the orthogonal

matrix has the form:

10 0 O

o-|° (A.34)
0 Osxs
0

where O3x«3 is a 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix which we can construct using the eigenvectors
(normalized to be a unit vector) #; of the mass matrix u?,

Osxz = | 71|%2|T5 | - (A.35)

Analytically, we also can decompose the orthogonal matrix as given by in the Refs. [73, 74],

Osx3 = R1(61) - Ra(62) - R3(03) (A.36)
where
1 0 0 cosfy 0 sinfs cosfl3 —sinf3 0
R1(01) = 0 cos 01 —sin 91 N RQ(QQ) = 0 1 0 5 R3(63) = sin (93 COS 93 0
0 sinf; cos6; —sinfy 0 cos by 0 0 1
(A.37)

The method of calculating 6; (i = 1,2,3) in [73, 74] is also reviewed in Section A.3.
Finally, the gauge eigenstates (fl, Z, Xl,Xg) are related with the mass eigenstates
(Aa Zla ZZa Z3) as

A 10 —éwte éwk/D 10 0 0\ /A
Z 1 4wty —Swk/D Z
2| _ |01 Swiha —Swk/D 0 ! (A.38)
X 00 0 ¢a/D 0 Z3
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or inverted relation is given as

A 10 0 0\ /10 éwsa éwsp A
-3 By Z
Z1 _ 0 01 —Swsa Swsg / (A.39)
Z 0 Os3x3 00 ca (5y—5as8)/Ca ){1
73 0 00 O D/c, Xo

The approximated form of mass matrix p? and corresponding Osy3 in the limit m? <
M%, M}Q and «a, 3,7 < 1 is given in the Ref. [72] as

M2 MZswa +m3 M2Zsw B+ m3
2 o | vr2s 2 T2 2 2
pe = | Mzswo+mj Mx, —M35y+m3 |, (A.40)
T2 4 2 _ 2 2 2
Mz8w B +my —Mxy +m3 My,
1 §fo]\>[)2(1r‘rm% §WABM)2(2:H”%
R T Yo T R e
§ M5, +m YM 5 —m:
Osyz o~ | —2WoX 1 i s (A.41)
N TR, |
_SwBMy,+ms  yMy,—mj3 1
Mio—-M7  M3,—MP

respectively. The diagonalization leads to the following connection between gauge and
mass eigenstates

R 1 0 —Cwa —cw B
A 0 1 SwallZ, +m? sy ANMZ,+m3 A
Z | o M =Mz M3=M; | | 7y AdD
% | = | JdweNiz,emi . Mmoo | (A.42)
S M5, —M3 M, —M7 ’
X2 0 _ SwBMEy+m3 7{\7[)2(2_7% 1 Z3

M%,—Mz  M%,—M?

The analytic method of calculating O3x3 without assumptions is presented in the next

section.

A.3 Formulae for eigenvalues and angle parameters (61,62, 03)

In this section, we summarize the formulae given in the Refs. [73, 74] of calculating the
eigenvalues and the orthogonal matrix Osys.
Let us define p, ¢, and A as

D= % [(M%l — 139)” + (131 — 133)° + (432 — M%?,)Q] +3[(172)” + (113)* + (133)%], (A.43)
q = 18(pt1 1300135 + 3ptantsnzs + 2[(151)° + (132)” + (33)°]
+9(udy + pdy + 133)[(132)* + (113)” + (133)°]
—3(pi + 132) (i1 + 133) (132 + 133) — 2731 (135)% + 132(113)” + 133 (1ia) ],
(A.44)

and

A = arccos (2;]?) (A.45)
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respectively. A is chosen to be a value of the range (—m/2,7/2).
The mass spectrum (i.e. eigenvalues) (1%, 3, p3) of the 3 by 3 symmetric matrix u?
can be represented as following;:

1 A

pi = 3 (131 + 132 + p33) + 2¢/p cos <3>] (A.46)
1] A+ 21

= 5+ e+ i) +2\/ﬁcos< : )] (A.47)
1T A—2r

= g 0 e+ i)+ 2eos (S5 (A.48)

In our convention, u? > u2 > p3 when A >0, and p? > p3 > p2 when A < 0.
The angles 02 and 65 introduced in Eq. (A.36) are represented by

cosfly = Oy, cosfl3 = O3, (A.49)
where
0, — W22+ (uts)? + (uty — )ty + 13 — i} — p3) (A50)
(13 — 13) (13 — 113) ’

2 2 2 o2
P — B3+ (45 — p13)03
05 = . (A.51

\/ (13 — 13)03 )

The sign of two angles should be determined after 6, is specified. For 61, one need to divide
the cases. Let the following 2-dimensional auxilliary vectors to be defined:

f = i) fy = M3y — K3
—i —243
o = $(p} — p3) cos 0 sin 205
5 [(13 — 113)©3 + 3 — 3] sin 26 | °

(= 3) [1+ (03 —2)03] + (13 — 13)03
” < ((42)% — (42)?) sin Oy sin 203 ) (A.52)

with a properties of

g1l = [fil, g2l = |f2] (A.53)
and the 0, satisfies
g1 = R(6h)fr (A.54)
g2 = R(201)f> (A.55)
cos¢ sin¢ . .
where R(¢) = . . This means that 6; is equal to the angle between g; and f;
—sin ¢ cos ¢

and half the angle between go and fo. Let angle(v) be the angle of a 2-dimensional vector
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v with respect to the vector (1, O)T, which is equivalently the angle with positive x axis.
We also define

¢i = angle(f;) (i=1,2) (A.56)

and 64 is given by

011) = angle(R(¢1) - g1)  if |fi] > [f2]

6 = { X ' (A.57)
01(2) = angle(R(¢2) - g2) it |fi] <|fo

The sign combination of 2 and 03 is determined to be with the smallest difference between
91(1) and 91(2).

B One-loop FCNC induced by a light gauge boson coupled to third gen-
eration quarks

In model II (Section 4), X gauge boson coupled to a combination of fermion numbers
(L, — Lr) + €(B3 — L) generally induces the monopole and the dipole FCNC terms at
one-loop level as

eax g2 (Vi:Ve : 1 i
Mgy ~ DIV () @y Prs) X,y o) (@0 — 00 uPrs) Xo
3 167 miy
Ms Pz m gz
o By () (o™ Prs)gy X,y + —a Fy () (do PRs)qVXM} (B.1)
My myy

which Fi(x:) (i = 1,2,3,4) are the (dimensionless) function of order 1. At low energy, ¢
is the momentum of the produced X gauge boson and ¢ = mg( < m?, m%v We focus on
the Fy(z¢)(dy*Prs)X,, term, which is dominant in our case.

In Fig. 4, we show the diagrams which contribute to FCNC vertex and the amplitudes

Xx*

) -c?(zTﬁS)”)s. For the diagram a (Fig. 4a), one obtains one-loop

are given by iMaBz =€
amplitude as

_ dp. |/ (g, — I+
dirme = [ Bl (18 ) K (1Y

eni® |\V2' (po— k)2 —mi \ '3
i(p, — F+me) (g —igpv
N N Y — B.2
o=k —mz \ya T ) |G, 2
and the vertex correction T’ 1(133)“ is explicitly given by [75]
2 . 2 1 1
T — (9 ey, Lo9x M g / / dwdy L
Ca <2t2“43 o2 T ) YA
1 Vot dedy - _
gt [ [ SR, — b, — o)
1 1 1
+ 57" <C’€ —9 /0 /0 dzdy yln A)} (B.3)
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where € = 4 — d for the dimensional regularization and

Ce = 1—7E—|-1n471'—2, (B.4)
€
A= (1-ymiy +y{m; — a1l —2)} —y(1 —y)p°,
p=(1—x)p1 +zps. (B.6)

In the limit m3, m2, ¢*(= m%) < m#, m%,, we approximate the loop-induced vertex as

2 *
egx\ 9°(V5Vs
T(Bs)k (_ 3X) (16t72r2ﬂ) (A(x) + B(ay)) v Pr, (B.7)

where

xp(xy — 1) —xp Inay

1
Az EmQ/ d Y = , B.8
(@) = ms | W —mdy v, (o - 1)2 (B8)

1 x(zy — 1) —22lnzx
B(wt) = _/O dy Y- 1n[y(m? - m%/V) + m%/[/] = t( t2(xt)_ 1); t? (BQ)
(Bs)

and z; = m7/mj,. Similarly, in the same limit, the effective vertex I'; *’* for the diagram
b (Fig. 4b) also can be approximately written as

2 *
B egx\ 9°(ViEVia) (x T T
R <_ 3 ) =) {EtA(xtH?tB(xt) - Zt}VHPL‘ (B.10)

As a result, we get the loop-induced FCNC vertex as

2 *

(B — pBan , pBow o (€9x\ 9~ (VisVia) p

TBo) = p(Bolw y (Bl ( : ) o Fi(a)y Py (B.11)
where

X X X

Fi(zy) = —A(ze) — B(xe) — EtA(th) - éB(xt) + Zt
_ T — 5a? — 223 + xe(wy + 2)% Inay (B.12)

4(1’t — 1)2

is the loop function of order 1.
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