arXiv:2001.07515v2 [hep-ph] 1 Oct 2021

KTAS-P20006

Two-loop radiative seesaw, muon g — 2, and 7-lepton-flavor

violation with DM constraints

Chuan-Hung Chen'?[] and Takaaki Nomura® *|f

IDepartment of Physics, National Cheng-Kung University, Tainan 70101, Taiwan
2Physics Division, National Center for Theoretical Sciences, Taipei 10617, Taiwan
3School of Physics, KIAS, Seoul 02455, Korea
4College of Physics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China
(Dated: February 1, 2022)

Abstract

The quartic scalar coupling A5 term, which violates the lepton-number by two units in the Ma-
model, is phenomenologically small when the model is applied to the lepton-flavor violation (LFV)
processes. In order to dynamically generate the A5 parameter through quantum loop effects and
retain the dark matter (DM) candidate, we extend the Ma-model by adding a Zs-odd vector-like
lepton doublet and a Zs-even Majorana singlet. With the new couplings to the Higgs and gauge
bosons, the observed DM relic density can be explained when the upper limits from the DM-nucleon
scattering cross sections are satisfied. In addition to the neutrino data and LFV constraints, it is
found that the DM relic density can significantly exclude the free parameter space. Nevertheless,
the resulting muon g — 2 mediated by the inert charged-Higgs can fit the 4.20 deviation between
the experimental measurement and the SM result, and the branching ratio for 7 — pvy can be as
large as the current upper limit when the rare u — (e, 3e) decays are suppressed. In addition,
it is found that the resulting BR(T — up) can reach the sensitivity of Belle II with an integrated

luminosity of 50 ab~!.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A radiative seesaw mechanism with a scotogenic scenario for explaining the neutrino mass
was proposed in [I], where an inert Higgs doublet (H;) and three Z;-odd Majorana fermions
(Ng) were introduced to the standard model (SM). It was found that the essential new effect
in [I] is the non-self-Hermitian quartic scalar coupling term, expressed as \s(HTH;)?, in
which the lepton number is violated by two units. In addition to providing an explanation
for the neutrino data, the model in [I] (called the Ma-model hereafter) can provide the dark
matter (DM) candidate, such as the lightest inert neutral scalar or Majorana fermion [IJ, 2].
Intriguingly, the Ma-model can originate from a larger gauge symmetry, such as SO(10) [3|
4).

When the Ma-model is applied to the detectable lepton-flavor violation (LFV) processes,
the A5 value has to be an order of O(10~7 — 107?) [, B]. Although the phenomenologically
small parameter can be attributed to the protection of lepton-number symmetry, it can be
also taken as a hint that the A5 parameter originates from a loop-induced effect [6]; that is,
the neutrino mass can be effectively taken as a two-loop effect.

There is a long-standing anomaly in the muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment (muon
g — 2). The result observed by the E821 experiment at Brookhaven National Lab (BNL) is
shown as [7]:

a;N" = 116592089(63) x 107" (1)
The E989 experiment at Fermilab recently reports the first measurement with run-1 data
as [8]:

a, A = 116592040(54) x 107 (2)
The combined experimental value is af;? = 116592061(41) x 10! with the uncertainty of

0.35 ppm. Compared to the SM result of ai™ = 116591810(43) x 10~ [9], the new result

indicates that the deviation between experiment and theory is

Aay, = a® — aSM = (251 £ 59) x 10711, (3)

u I3

and has reached a significance of 4.2 ¢.! If the anomaly is confirmed, the muon g — 2 is a

clear signal of a new physics effect [11H46].

I The latest lattice QCD calculation for the leading hadronic vacuum polarization from the BMW collabo-

ration, which leads to a larger a,, can be found in [10].
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A small A5 parameter leads to an approximate mass degeneracy between the neutral
scalars in H;. Thus, the muon g — 2, which arises from the inert scalar and pseudoscalar
bosons in Ma-model, is canceled; in addition, the inert charged-Higgs contribution is negative
and cannot explain the observation shown in Eq. (3). Hence, in order to resolve the muon
g—2 anomaly together with neutrino physics, a slight extension of the Ma-model is necessary.

In this study, we investigate a minimal extension of the Ma-model in such a way that the
muon g — 2 anomaly can arise from the inert charged-Higgs mediation, where the A5 term
is absent at the tree level and is induced via a one-loop effect. It is found that the goal can
be achieved when a Zs-odd vector-like lepton doublet X and a Zs-even Majorana fermion
(No) are added to the Ma-model.

When A5 vanishes at the tree level, the scalar potential in the Ma-model has a global
U(1) symmetry, denoted as U(1),. With proper U(1), charge assignments, although the
U(1) symmetry is softly broken by the Majorana fermion mass terms in the Yukawa sector,
a residual Z, symmetry is retained in the full Lagrangian. Thus, similar to the Ma-model,
(Hy, Ny, X) are Zy-odd, whereas Ny is a Zy-even. Thus, using the Ny Ni(NogNy) Majorana
terms and the new Yukawa couplings X;H;Ny and X H Ny, the Zy-even \s(HTHp)? term
can be induced via box diagrams.

Since the masses between the inert scalar bosons are approximately degenerate, and the Z
gauge coupling to the neutral component X° of X is somewhat large, these Z,-odd particles
are not suitable as the DM candidates due to the strict DM direct detection constraints.
Thus, the most favorable DM candidate in the model is the lightest N,. One of the main
tasks in this work is to examine whether the obtained DM relic density in the model can
fit the current Planck result [47] when the experimental upper limits of the DM direct
detection [48H50] are satisfied.

In addition to the neutrino, the muon g — 2, and the DM relic density issues, it is
of interest to determine whether the model can lead to sizable LF'V processes, such as
T — wy, 7 — 3u, and 7 — ¢(P, V), where P and V denote the possible pseudoscalar and
vector mesons, respectively. As shown in [5], the LE'V processes arising from the photon-
penguin diagrams are much larger than those from the Z-penguin diagrams. We find that
the branching ratio (BR) for 7 — pv in the model can be as large as the current upper
limit of 4.4 x 1078 [61], whereas the result of 7 — 3u can reach a magnitude of the order of

10719 Although the y — ey and p — 3e processes and the p — e conversion can create a



strict constraint on the free parameters, since the constrained parameters can be ascribed to
the electron-related parameters, we thus assume that the related parameter value vanishes
in order to simplify the numerical analysis. We will show that the vanished parameter can
be taken as a cancellation among the parameters. Therefore, in this study, the p — ev,
i — 3e, and T — ey decays are suppressed. A detailed analysis can be found in [5].

From our analysis, it is found that when we only take the neutrino data as the constraints,
the allowed parameter space, which can lead to a large BR(T — p7y), is wide; however,
when the obtained parameter space is applied to the DM relic density, although BR(t —
py) of O(1078) can be still achieved, the allowed parameter space is significantly reduced;
that is, the observed DM relic density can further restrict the parameter space. Using the
constrained parameter values, it is found that BR(T — pp”) can reach O(107'9).

Since our study concentrates on the flavor physics, the neutrino physics, and the issue
as to whether a Zy-odd particle can be a weakly interactive massive particle (WIMP), and
the observed DM relic density can be explained in the scotogenic model, we thus skip the
detailed analysis for the signal search at the LHC; instead, we briefly discuss the production
cross sections and the associated collider signals of the Z5-odd charged leptons. The relevant
collider signals for the inert scalars and fermions can be found in [62-69].

The paper is organized as follows: In addition to the extension of the Ma-model, in
Sec. II, we discuss the new Yukawa couplings, the flavor mixings between X° and N, the
neutrino mass matrix element constraints, and the gauge couplings to the Zy-odd particles
in detail. In Sec. III, we study the constraints from the DM direct detections and search
for the allowable parameter space that can fit the observed DM relic density. The study of

the LFV processes and the muon g — 2 is shown in Sec. IV. A summary is given in Sec. V.

II. MODEL AND RELEVANT COUPLINGS

In this section, we discuss the extension of the Ma-model and derive the relevant couplings

of DM to the SM particles.



A. The Model

In order to dynamically generate the A5 parameter in Ma-model, we introduce a global
U(1), symmetry to suppress the tree-level A; term in the scalar potential, where the SM
particles do not carry the U(1), charge. Since the A\s(HTH;)? term breaks the lepton-
number by two units, it is natural to extend the model by introducing new particles to
the lepton sector. Since the inert Higgs H; in the model is an SU(2);, doublet, due to the
SU(2), x U(1)y x U(1), invariance in the Lagrangian, the minimal extension, which is a
chiral anomaly-free, is to add one vector-like lepton doublet (X) to the Ma-model.

Although new couplings are introduced, such as X Hl, the lepton-number symmetry
is still retained. The lepton-number violation can be achieved if a right-handed Majorana
fermion (Vg) is added to the Ma-model, where N, carries the lepton-number. Thus, the
lepton-number can be broken by the Majorana mass term. The charge assignments for
the new particles under SU(2);, x U(1)y x U(1), are given in Table [, where N o3 are the
singlet fermions in the original Ma-model. In section[[TC| we discuss in detail how the lepton
violating effect generates the A5 parameter. In the next subsection, we will demonstrate that
U(1), is softly broken to a Z; symmetry by the dimension-3 Majorana mass term. Hence,

Hp, Nia3, and X are Zy-odd, and Ny is a Zs-even.

TABLE I: Representations and charge assignments of the introduced particles.

Particle | SU(2)L x U(1)y U(1)y Zy
X (2, —1) 1 -
Nipa3 (1, 0) 1 —
No (1, 0) 2 +
Hy (2, 1) 1 —

B. Yukawa couplings and flavor mixings

Since the loop-induced A5 term relies on the Yukawa interactions, we first discuss the
Yukawa couplings involved and the resulting flavor mixings between X° and Ny (k=1,2,3),

in which the mixing effects are strongly correlated to the muon g —2 and the DM detections.



The gauge invariant lepton Yukawa couplings under SU(2), x U(1)y x U(1), symmetry can

be written as:

—~Ly = Ly'Hlg + Ly¥Hi Ny, + XYy Hlr + X hs HN;, + 49 X Hr Ny

TNNCN, + TN NC N, 1 Hee. (4)

+mx X Xp +

where the lepton flavor indices are suppressed; H is the SM Higgs doublet, and N¢ = C+°N*
with C' = i7%42, lff(j) = inH{;y, and my,, mx, and my, are the masses of Ny, X, and Ny,
respectively.  Since LHN, is a dimension-4 interaction and is a hard U(1), symmetry
breaking term, the induced A5 parameter has an ultraviolet (UV) divergence; thus, the hard
breaking effect has to be excluded at the tree level. We only allow the soft U(1), breaking
term existing in the Lagrangian such that the loop-induced effect is UV finite. Accordingly,
the neutrino masses are all generated through loop effects. It can be easily found that using
the transformations Ny — €Ny and Nj, — €®x Ny, the Majorana mass terms NI N, and
N{ Ny break the global U(1), symmetry; however, the symmetry is not completely broken.
It can be seen that a Z, symmetry is retained when 6, = m. As a result, X, Nj, and H;

under the residual symmetry are transformed as:
(X,Nk,HI) —>€iﬂ(X,Nk,H[). (5)

That is, X, Ni, and Hy are Zy-odd particles, where Hj is the so-called inert-Higgs doublet [2].

Using the taken expressions:

G Hf X°
H= ) H] = ! ) X = ) (6>
(¢° 4+ iG) /2 (S;+i4;)/V2 X

the Yukawa interactions from Eq. can be written as:

v+ h

V2
~ - e Sr+iA

-+ <XL ngR + NkyETVL + y% N0X2> %

my, ~co MNy 7

NEN+ =2 NENo + He.. (7)

—Ly D hEXON, + <X_gYR€R — Niyy b — y%*EXZ) Hf

+my (X_gX,% +X_gX§> +

where we have dropped the unphysical Goldstone bosons and the SM interactions. ¢° =
(v+h)/V/2 is used for the SM Higgs, where v is the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of ¢°.

Since X~ is a Z»-odd particle, it cannot mix with the SM charged leptons after electroweak
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symmetry breaking (EWSB). Thus, the SM charged-lepton masses are still dictated by the
first term in Eq. , where we can introduce the unitary matrixes UéL to diagonalize
the mass matrix by my, = (Uby‘Ut);v/v/2. With the introduced Ug.1, the couplings in
Ly H;N, and X,y H{ can be written as:

?
vy =Ulyl, yr=yRUy . (8)

Due to the flavor mixing effects, the yg; (y%;) couplings can in general have very different
magnitudes in different flavors when the differences in y’%; (yfj) are only in one to two
orders of magnitude; that is, Eq. shows that the parameter cancellations are technically
allowed. This is quite different from the A5 issue, where the involved parameter is only Aj
itself.

From Eq. , it can be seen that X° and N, can mix through the SM Higgs after EWSB.
Due to the mixings, the chirality-flipped electromagnetic dipole operators, which contribute
to the radiative LF'V and the lepton g — 2, can be radiatively induced by the mediation of
the charged inert-Higgs Hf without the suppression of m,. Since the Xg) mass term is a
Dirac type, in order to form a multiplet state with Ny, we rewrite the Dirac mass form to

be the Majorana mass form as:

_ 1 — 0 m X
mxXLXR = —(Xg,XL) X i . (9)
2 mx 0 Xx¢

Thus, the mass matrix for (Xg, X¢, Ny, Ny, N3) can be written as:

0 mx O1x3
Mxy=1 mx O mxn ) (10)

0351 My (My)3x3

with (mxn)" = vh% /v/2 and (my)sys = diag(my,, my,. my,). The 5 x 5 My matrix can
be diagonalized by introducing a unitary matrix (V), i.e., M$% = VMxyVT. To simplify
the formulation of the physical masses in terms of my, my,, and h%, we take mg = my,.
Based on the approximation proposed in [28], the five eigenvalues of the Majorana states

can be parametrized as:

my &~ —my — (0myx — dmy), me = mx + dmx,

m3) = Mo, Ms N mg — omy (11)



with

2
M
mx — MMy / \/§

2
v
M, = 5 > (hh)?,
k

omy = mx +omx — \/mk + M2, (12)

where the mass identities obey the trace and determinant invariances, i.e. Tr(Mxy) =

6mX =

>, mi, and det(Myy) = II;m;, and the mass eigenstates are denoted as y;r and x$; (i =
1 ~ 5). Since XY is not suitable as a DM candidate due to a large coupling to Z-boson,
we take the mass order to be mg < my and set ms as the lightest Zs-odd fermion mass in
the model. Using the obtained eigenvalues, the flavor mixing matrix can be approximately

formulated as:

_mx 1 mxN min_ min_
Ni|m] M 2moN1 2moN1 2moN1
mx 1 . m%(N o m%(N o m%(N
Noma N Na(mo—ms2) Na(mo—msz) Na(mo—msz)
vel 0 0 U3 - My 0 13
~ NoJOmn PGB R No/Tmb )+ )2 » (13)
L 2 (mk p)2+(m% )2
0 O mMx N My N o XN XN
Ni/(mk )2 H(m% )2 Nay/(mk )2 +(m% 5 )2 Nam%
mx 1 MmN MmN _min
Nsms N5 Ns(mo—ms) Ns(mo—ms) Ns(mo—ms)

where N, (a =1 ~ 5) are the normalization factors and satisfy >, V2 = 1.
By the linear combination of x;z and x%, we can define the Majorana states as x; =

Xir + X5, where x§ = ;. In terms of x;, the h Yukawa couplings to x; can be derived as:

—Lny = XY x5h,

3
hk
Vi =3 P (VW) + Vi Vi) (14)
ij 12V k425 tk+2V25)
o 2v2
whereas the inert scalar couplings are expressed as:
ey _ T Sr+iA
—Ly D (XL Yrlr + X VisoYy v + YY) ‘/21:7'N0 Xj) %
+ (X_j‘/jQYRgR — X Viks2y r, — y%*ﬁoXZ> Hf + H.c. (15)

From Eq. (14), when y; is the lightest Z-odd fermion, it can cause spin-independent (SI)
DM-nucleon scattering. Furtherover, in addition to the h-mediated x5 annihilation pro-
cess, the couplings in Eqgs. and can contribute to the relic density of DM via the

coannihilation processes.



C. Loop induced )\; and scalar masses

The scalar potential, which follows the SU(2), x U(1)y x U(1), symmetry, can be written
as [11, 2]:

V(H, H;) = p*HYH + M\ (H'H)? + m?H!H; + \y(H! H;)?
+ Ns(HTH)(HIH}) + M(HYH)(HTH) . (16)

It can be seen that the essential non-self-Hermitian A5 term, which is defined by:

Vi = % [(HTH;)* + Hel] , (17)
is suppressed. To generate the A5 term through one-loop effects, the U(1), breaking effects
have to be involved. From the Yukawa sector, it is known that the dimension-3 Majorana
mass terms my, and my, can be as the U(1), breaking source. The one-loop Feynman
diagram used to generate the (H'H;)? term is sketched in Fig. . Using the Yukawa couplings
shown in Eq. , the loop-induced A5 parameter can be obtained as:

h’Zy%* ? MN,N,
Ay = —82}9( e ) n‘%{ £ J(xp, o) (18)
1 1 a’lna b2 1lnb
J(a,b) = _
@) =sa=aa=n " 2a_0n {(1—@2 1-02|"

with , = m3, /m% and zy = m3,/m%. In addition to the dependence of the hf and y?
Yukawa couplings, the resulting A5 is associated with the my, my, factor. For a numerical
illustration, if we take myx = 1 TeV, my, = 800 GeV, my, = 100 GeV, h% = 0.5, and
y? = 0.02, the induced-\5 value can be estimated as A5 &~ —3.45 x 107".

N 7
AN Ve
Nj, N
X L X L
Ny Ny
Ve N\
~ / \ ~ 4
H} H)

FIG. 1: Feynman diagram used to produce the >\5(H‘LHI)2 term, where ﬁ}ﬁ = H'H;.



When the A5 term in Eq. is added to Eq. , the scalar potential is the same as
that in the inert-Higgs model [, 2]. Thus, the (S, A, H*) masses are obtained as:

A
2 _ 2 2 2 2 _ 2 2 2 3,2
mSI—mI+ALv,mAI—mSI——A5v,mH}—mI+2v, (19)

with A = (A3 + As + X5)/2 = (A3 + \1)/2. Since the resulting A5 is negative in the model,

we have my, > mg, athough the mass difference is very small.

D. Allowed regions for the Majorana neutrino mass matrix elements

With the exception of the loop-induced Aj, the neutrino mass generation mechanism
in the study is the same as that in the Ma-model, where the effective two-loop Feynman
diagram is shown in Fig. Thus, according to the results in [I], the Majorana neutrino

mass matrix elements can be written as [I} [70]:

k .k
2(4m)?

i 2 _ 2 2 2 )
. My, — My, my, — Mg,

where the A\s;-parameter is hidden in the mass difference between my4, and mg,, as shown in
Eq. (19). It can be found that m}; can be of O(1072) eV when Y, yfyf; ~ O(107* —107?)
and mg,(a,) & my, ~ 1 TeV are used. Eq. can be diagonalized using the Pontecorvo-
Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix as:

. di T
mg; = Upning™y, **Uppyins: (21)

diag _

c diag(my, mg, m3), and Upprys can be parametrized as:

where m

_‘5
C12C13 S512€13 S1ze”"
U, — | _ . 0 . 6
PMNS 512C23 — C12523513€ C12C23 — 512523513€ 523C13
& &
512523 — C12C23513€" —C12523 — $12C23513€"  C23C13

x diag(1, e'21/2 glest/2) (22)

in which s;; = sin6;; and ¢;; = cos;;; 0 is the Dirac CP violating phase, and aw; 31 are
Majorana CP violating phases.
Although the neutrino mass ordering is not yet conclusive, due to the insensitivity to the

mass ordering, we use the normal ordering (NO) scenario to illustrate the numerical results.
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FIG. 2: Two-loop diagram for the Majorana neutrino mass.

2 which are

Based on the neutrino oscillation data, the central values of 60;;, 0, and Amj,

iJ9

obtained from a global fitting approach, can be shown as [71]:

‘912 == 34.50, 823 - 47.70 y 913 = 8.450, (5 = 2180 y
Am3, =755 x 1077 eV?, Am3, = 2.50 x 107?eV?, (23)

where m; = 0 for NO is applied, and the Majorana phases are taken to be agis1) = 0.
Taking 30 uncertainties, the magnitudes of the Majorana matrix elements in units of eV

can be obtained as:

0.11 — 0.45 0.12 — 0.82 0.12 — 0.82
(mi)o = [ 012-082 24-33 20-22 | x107%. (24)
012-0.82 20-22 22-31

When we scan all parameter spaces, the values in Eq. are taken as inputs to bound the

free parameters.

E. Zs-odd fermion gauge couplings

The Z3-odd X is an SU(2), doublet, where the strength of the electroweak gauge coupling
to XY is similar to that to the SM leptons; therefore, XV is not suitable for a DM candidate.
However, the lightest SU(2), singlet N, can couple to the Z-gauge boson through the flavor
mixings V;; which are suppressed by h*v/(v/2my). Thus, the lightest Z5-odd neutral fermion
(xs5) has the potential to be the DM candidate, where the DM relic density can be explained

when the constraint from the DM-nucleon scattering experiments are satisfied. To study
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the DM-related phenomena, we formulate the X couplings to W=, Z, and A, as:

Lyy = __jé (%" (Vi Pr + ViaPL) X~ W + Hec]
Z
— _ 9¢;  _ Vs
Xy x Ve 9 o s g 25
XX = S s g X 5 X (25)

where the Majorana states x; are applied; ciZj = Vi1tVj1 — ViaVje, and VI is defined as:

g . 2
——(2 Ow — 1) 2"
2C089W< S oW )

V' =eA" —
It can be seen that x5 can couple to the Z-gauge boson through an axial-vector current, in
which the interaction leads to spin-dependent (SD) DM-nucleon scattering. Also, in addition
to the Z-mediated x5 annihilation processes, the other couplings in Eq. can contribute

to the DM relic density via the coannihilation processes.

III. ANALYSIS OF THE DM RELIC DENSITY AND THE DM DIRECT DE-
TECTIONS

A. Constraint from the DM relic density

In the model, the DM candidates can be ys and S;. However, when A5 ~ 1077 and
ma, —mg, ~ keV, alarge DM-nucleon scattering cross-section via the S;A;Z gauge coupling
can be induced [2]. Thus, we consider the x5 Majorana fermion as the DM candidate and
take the inert Higgs scalar masses to be the scale of O(TeV). In the numerical estimation of
the DM relic density, the S7, A7, and Hli contributions are all taken into account. In order
to determine if x5 can be dark matter, we now examine whether the associated couplings can

produce the observed DM relic density (Qpy ), in which the observed value is given as [47]:
Qo= 12 = 0.11933 + 0.00091 . (26)

Since py is inversely proportional to the thermal average of the product of the DM
annihilation cross section and its velocity, i.e., < ov >, in addition to the DM annihilation
and co-annihilation cross sections, we have to consider the thermal effects, which are dictated
by the Boltzmann equations. In order to deal with these effects, we implement the model
to micrOMEGASs [72] and select the unitary gauge when we use the code for estimating the

numerical results. The main parameters for producing (py in the DM annihilation and
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coannihilation processes are h% and my y,. Since y¥ and ¢? are related to the radiative
corrections to the neutrino masses and the \; parameter, respectively, their contributions
are small and can be ignored. The inert scalar contributions to 2py; are dictated by yg and
Mg, (a,),m+; however, it is found that when mg 4,) = Z 900 GeV, their effects are small.
Hence, to estimate Qpy, we fix myx = My = Mg (A) = 1000 GeV and vary the h’z and my

parameters in the following regions:
hY =[-0.5,0.5], mg = [500,1000] GeV, (27)

where the step sizes for Ak and Amyg in the calculations are set at 0.1 and 20 GeV,
respectively.

We plot the resulting Qpyh? as a function of m,, in Fig. Bf(a), where the solid lines are
the Qi h? result with 50 errors. From the results, we can find the allowed parameter values
to fit the observed DM relic density. In addition, it can be seen that Q255h? can give a strict
limit on the h¥ parameters. For the purpose of clarity, we show the Qpyh%m,, plot with
h? = 0.2 and h3 = 0.3 in Fig. [§(b), where the dotted, dashed, and dash-dotted lines are
ht = 0.2, 0.3, and 0.35, respectively. We note that the dominant channels for Qpyh? depend
on the k% couplings and the DM mass. For instance, in Fig. [§[(b), the main contribution
for Qpyh? > Q%bf;[hQ is from the annihilation channel y5x; — Zh; however, the situation
for Qpmh? < Q%5h? in a heavier DM region is dominated by the coannihilation channels,
where the involved processes are related to X* and y; and the associated cross-sections are

somewhat large.

B. SI and SD DM-nucleon scatterings

We have shown that Qb h? can be explained in the model when 5 is the DM candidate.
Since no DM signals are found in the SI [48] and SD [49, [50] DM-nucleon scatterings, the DM
direct detections may provide a strict constraint on the free parameters. To examine whether
the allowed parameter space, which can fit Q25 h?, is excluded by the current experimental
upper limits, in the following, we discuss the contributions to the DM-nucleon scattering
cross-sections.

From the interactions in Egs. and , the four-Fermi effective interactions for the
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FIG. 3:  Qpumh? as a function of m,,, where (a) h¥ = [-0.5,0.5] is used; (b) h2 = 0.2 and

h% = (0.3 are fixed, and hlL = (0.2,0.3,0.35) are shown by the dotted, dashed, and dash-dotted
lines, respectively. In both plots, mg = [500,1000] GeV is used, and the observed Qpyh? with 50

errors is shown.

X5-DM scattering off the SM quarks via the h- and Z-mediation can be expressed as:

Yh o _
7-[Xs]V 0 _,0775152 X5X5 quqq
h
q
+V2G ey v5xs D av (g% + 9%75) a. (28)

q
u g 1 4, u 1
= — [ — — —g - ——
Jv 2cosfy \2 37V » 94 27
d _ 9 _1 2 2 d _ 1
gV_QcosHW( 2+3SW) 2

where g"; and gf; denote the Z couplings to the SM quarks. Accordingly, the h-mediated SI

DM-nucleon scattering cross-section can be expressed as [73]:

2 2 2
Y5}%|2 mNﬂstfN

47 vai

(29)

O'gfﬁl

where fy ~ 0.3, and pi,;n = my,my/(my, + my) is the DM-nucleon reduced mass. The

Z-mediated SD DM-nucleon scattering cross-section can be obtained as [74]:

s SGEIMN| 7091 w AN L d (AN N\1°
o3P m SN 2 g AN g (Y 4 AN (30)
where the quark spin fractions of the nucleon are taken as AY = —0.43, AY = 0.85, and

AN = —0.08 [72).
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Before numerically showing the constraint from the observed SI (SD) DM-nucleon cross-
section, we first study the event rates of the DM-nucleus scattering, which arise from the DM-
spin independent and dependent nonrelativistic operators. In order to obtain the coefficients
of the nonrelativistic Galilean invariant effective operators, we use the package DirectDM
[51H56], where the renormalization group (RG) effects are included. We employ the package
DMFormFactor [57, 58] to estimate the nucleus transition matrix element in the DM-nucleus
scattering amplitude. The event number with an exposure time (T) can be obtained as:

dRp
N = ——dE 1
/ dER 2mT o (3 )

where dRp/dER is the event rate, mr is the nucleus mass, and E is the nucleus recoil energy.
Taking 13! Xe, 278.8 x 1.3 t kilogram days, and the allowed parameter values constrained by
Q9Ps k% the resulting event number ratio of SD to SI as a function of m, is shown in Fig.
From the result, it can be seen that the SI cross-section is larger than the SD cross-section
by a factor of 10*. The result of Ngp < Ng; can be simply understood as follows. For the
contributions from the DM-spin independent effective operators, the DM can be taken to
coherently couple to the entire nucleus; thus, the scattering amplitude can be enhanced by

the nucleus mass number, i.e., Ay, = 131 in our case.
14—
1.73 .
1.72 .
1.71 .

1.70

Nsp/Nsp [1074]

1.69
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FIG. 4: Event number ratio of SD contribution to SI contribution in DM-'3! Xe scattering.

Since SI effects predominantly contribute to the DM-nucleus cross-section, in the follow-
ing, we only take the SI data measured by XENONIT [48] as the constraint. To estimate
the SI DM-nucleon cross-section in the model, in addition to applying Eq. , we can also

15



use the differential cross-section through the relation, defined by [60]:

d O.SI A2
o _ “XsNTXe g2y

Qo (32)
dg*  Ap, o7

where F(¢?) can be the Helm form factor with F'(0) = 1 [59], and v; is the incident DM

velocity. Then, the SI DM-nucleon cross-section ¢!, can be obtained at zero momentum

XsN
transfer. We show the SI DM-nucleon cross-section as a function of m, in Fig. [5| where the
constraint from Q955 A2 is applied, and the dash-dotted line is the upper bound taken from the
XENONIT experiment shown in [48]. The filled circles are calculated from Eq. (29), and the
squares are the results from the DM-nucleus scattering calculated by using DMFormfactor.

It can be seen that although the calculations from Eq. are somewhat larger than those

from DMFormfactor, both results are well below the experimental upper limit.

1074
10_447 my = 1000 GeV
W €[-0.5, 0.5]
E 0.1147 < Q% h? <0.1239
S, 1074}
_ﬁ Xenoq}I ----------------------------------
S Lot
104 wpziiiiizeees
e DM - nucleon L . -
m DM - nucleus 'R
10747 ‘ T
500 600 700 800 900 1000
m,, [GeV]
FIG. 5:  Scatters for U;?I as a function of m,,, where the constraint from QODbl\S/[h2 is applied,

and the current upper bounds for the SI DM-nucleon scatterings is taken from the XENONI1T
experiments in [48]. The dotted points are obtained from Eq. , and the squares are obtained

though DM-nucleus scattering calculated by using DMFormfactor

IV. LFV, MUON g -2, AND NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

According to earlier discussions, it is known that the y% parameters can be constrained

by the neutrino data when the mg, and mg values are properly taken, whereas the h% and
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mg parameters can be bounded by the DM relic density when mx is fixed. In addition, the
loop-induced )5 is related to h%, mg x, my,, and y?, where we can freely choose the my,
and y? values to obtain the expected \; value. In the following study, we investigate the

influence of these parameters on the LFV processes and the muon g — 2.

A. Formulations of the ¢; — {;v, the muon g — 2, and the 7 — (V' decays.

The LFV processes in the model arise from the loop effects, such as the v- and Z-penguin,
and box diagrams. Although the LFV processes can be induced by the S;(Aj)-mediated
penguin diagrams, because of A\; < 1 and mg, ~ myu,, the S; and A; contributions cancel
each other and are small. Due to y§ ~ 1072 — 1072, the box diagrams contributing to the
¢; — 3(; decays are small and negligible in the model [28]. We note that our situation
is different from that shown in [5], where the importance of the box diagrams is based on
y% ~ O(1). Therefore, the main contributions to LFV in the model are from the H;j-
mediated penguin diagrams.

Although the Z-penguin diagrams can contribute to ¢; — 3¢;, their effects are smaller
than those in the photon-penguin [28]; thus, we only show the photon-penguin contributions
and ignore the Z-penguin effects in the numerical analysis. The photon-penguin Feynman
diagrams are sketched in Fig. 6l Since the left panel is only associated with the right-
handed lepton couplings yg;, due to the chirality-flip, the resulting decay amplitude has an
my, suppression factor. The right panel involves left- and right-handed couplings, i.e., y'{iij
and yRiyfj, at the same time, therefore, these are the dominant effects used to generate the
LFV processes.

Following Fig. [0] and the introduced Yukawa couplings, the effective interactions for ¢; —

{;y can be written as:
E&—%ﬂ - §m€i£j0-lw (Ci Pr + Cg%PR) GEM, (33)

where my,, = 0 is taken, and the Wilson coefficients and loop integral functions are obtained
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FIG. 6: Feynman diagrams for the ¢; — {; decays, where the decay amplitude in the left
panel has an my, suppression factor due to chirality-flip. The right panel exhibits the left- and

right-handed couplings at the same time, and no chiral suppression is involved.

as:

5 2
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L 16m2 m2 L\ m2
Xt Xt
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5 3 k m?
YR; VioViki2ULi 1y HF
—_— I 34
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. YRi VieVikt2y7 HE
it — J 1 L 35
-y e ( m; ) | )
a®> —ba — 2 alna
I}(a) =
1) = —ar Yoot
() = 14+a alna
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As a result, the BR for ¢; — ;v can be expressed as:

amiﬁi §i12 Ji12
BR(t; = £7) = mo—= (1C412 + ICRP?) . (36)

with o = €? /4.
It is known that the lepton g—2 originates from the radiative quantum corrections, where

the associated form factors are written as:

_ P
D — 2p) [ Ry () + 2L

Fy(K*)| (p) (37)

my

and the lepton g — 2 is defined as:

= 15(0). (38)



As discussed earlier, the left panel in Fig. [f| has an extra m, suppression factor relative to
the right panel. If the left panel contribution is dropped, the dominant lepton ¢ — 2 in the
model can be obtained as:

3

5 2
 MyYRre VieVierotfp o [ "Va
ar=—" ZZ ] (39)

Xt

The photon-penguin, which induces the 7 — f¢v* decays, can also contribute to the
hadronic two-body decays, such as 7 — £p° and 7 — f¢. Because of the vector-current
conservation, the 7 — 7% decays are suppressed. Similarly, since the flavor state of w-meson
is (uti + dd)/+/2, T — fw is suppressed due to the electric charge cancellation between the
u- and d-quarks. Hence, we only focus on the 7 — £(p°, ¢) decays.

From the Yukawa couplings to the inert charged-Higgs shown in Eq. , the effective

interaction for 7 — ¢v* can be obtained as:

5 2
v2 moo+ _
Logr =m, YR3YRre Z 2 I ( msz ) pr- € 0P, T, (40)

Xt

where €/ denotes the photon polarization vector, and the loop integral is given as:

I3(a) = — (Z“__l; + (2&@_1?; . (41)

Using the vector meson decay constant, defined by:
Olgy"q'|V) = my frey, (42)

the decay amplitude for 7 — ¢V is written as:

5 2 m?2 2
YR3YRIOem | % vE\ Iy . >
M(r = V) =m, E I ( ! ) €, - p- LPT, (43)
A — mi mit 2

with qep = €?/4m. Thus, the BR for the 7 — ¢V decay can be formulated as:

m. |« > mzi m?2 ’
BR(T - EV) _ T [ emYR3YR2 ZV,%I; ( m21 ) T]

1287 4 p Y mit
2 r2 2\ 2
x m;f—g(1—m—g) . (44)
my, mi m2

We note that the decay constant of p” meson can be related to that of p*, i.e. fo = f,+/ V2.
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B. Numerical analysis and discussion

In addition to the constraints from the DM relic density and the neutrino data, the
rare LFV decays can also strictly constrain the involved parameters, for which the selected
experimental upper limits are given in Table From Egs. and , it can be seen
that the ¢; — ¢;y decays are related to the yh., h% and yg; parameters, where the y¥. and
h% are used to fit the QA2 and (my;)no results. Thus, to satisfy the upper limits of the
rare f1 — e, 3e decays, we simply take yz = 0 and >, hiyk, = 0. Then, u — (ev, 3e) and

T — (€7, 3e) are suppressed, and y}, is determined as:
1 L o o 3,3
Yo = o1 (hiyiy + hiyia) - (45)
L

We note that from Eq. , a small yg; can be achieved by taking proper Uy in such a way
that yp, = ykj(Ug)jl ~ (0, where the y%, values in different flavors can be only different by

one to two orders of magnitude.

TABLE II: Current experimental upper limits of the selected LFV processes.

LFV| pu—ey w— 3e T — p(e)y T — 3u(3e)

BR| 42x1071% 1.0x107'2 4.4(3.3)x107% 2.1(2.7) x 1078

Since the number of free parameters is more than that of the constraints, we cannot
independently determine each of them; therefore, we scan all parameters in the chosen
regions. For the parameter scans, we fix myx = My = Mg, = 1000 GeV and my = 800

GeV, and the scanned regions are taken as:

yi; = [—0.06,0.00] (i £ 1),
hE =1-0.5,0.5],

Yr2 = [_37 3] y YrR3 = [_17 1] . (46)

Using 5 x 10° random sampling points, we show the scatter plot for the correlation between
the resulting muon g — 2 (in units of 107'%) and the yp, parameter in Fig. [7[(a), where
the bounds, such as (m};)xo shown in Eq. , BR(T — puy) < 44 x107%, and a, =
(5,30) x 107'% are taken into account. It can be seen that a, is sensitive to the ygs

parameter. From the result, it can be concluded that with yps ~ O(1), a, ~ 20 x 1071
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can be achieved. Now, the Fermilab muon g — 2 experiment confirms the BNL result. If the
muon g — 2 anomaly is further confirmed in the future, the inert charged-Higgs mediated
effect in the model can be the potential mechanism. The BR for 7 — p (in units of 107%)
as a function of ygs is shown in Fig. [fb), where the resulting BR(T — uv) can be as
large as the current upper limit. It can be found that when yrs = 0, BR(7 — ) is not
suppressed because the dominant contribution is from the right panel in Fig. [6] in which the

associated effect is h¥y¥.yro. For the purpose of clarity, we also show the correlation of a,,
and BR(t — pv) in Fig. [f(c).

W= (~6,6) 1072 CE
* K =(=05,05) .
. yre=(=3,3)
yr3 = (=1, 1)

a( 10719

0 1 2 3 4 5 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.20
BR(t—uy)(107%) Q. h?

FIG. 7:  Scatter plots for the correlation between (a) a, and yge, (b) BR(7 — p7) and ygs, (c)
a, and BR(T — pvy), and (d) a, and Qpyh?.

The scanning results shown in Fig. (a)—(c) have not yet included the Q255 h? constraint.
In order to determine the influence of the DM relic density, we use micrOMEGAs and apply
the h¥ values, which are obtained from Fig. [f[a)-(c), to estimate Qpyh?. As a result, the

scatter plot for the correlation between a,, and Qpyh? is shown in Fig. (d), where the vertical
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dashed lines denote the Q%5 A% result with 5o errors. From the figure, it can be seen that
Qs h? significantly excludes the parameter space, where the predicted muon g — 2 can be
as large as a, ~ 20 x 10719, After including the Q25 h? constraint, the new a,-BR(T — u)
result is given in the left panel of Fig.[§] In addition, the result for BR(T — 34) (in units of
10719) is shown in the right panel of Fig. , where the dominant effect is from the off-shell

photon decay, i.e., 7 — puy* — 3pu. It can be seen that BR(T — 3u) is two orders of
magnitude smaller than BR(7 — py) in the model.

30 : : : : 30, 1
25 L 01147 <O <0.1239 .. ] 25} 0.1147 < O <0.1239 °
° [} ® e o ) [e o |
20 e® o ° °® 1~ 0l : °® : ° ) .
é 15} * o ... .0...€... ° é ’ ° o.. ° o
= :.5 % %%° :..o o 0% = 15 Py ®e . ° e oo 1
: 10 ° o ‘:'o'..° & :: :.o s :0.“ % . % ®e * ees |
° l.. ..0‘.... Ol. : o o ° * o o ° .'o Lok
A AT TR 100 % g6 o.°
Sz“:’wt‘. ‘.Oo"'“ L4 O0.0g .....: ::“ ® hd o 0% % o 4
5.0 ¢ .,L.o.'.","ﬂn'...'.-.. ...“:.
0 | 2 3 4 5 00 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
BR(t—uy)(107%) BR(t—3u)(1071%)

FIG. 8: Scatter plots for the correlation between a, and BR(7 — ) [left panel] and BR(T — 3p)

[right panel], where the observed Qpyh? constraint is included.

Since the couplings related to the electron are suppressed in this work, we only numerically
discuss the 7 — pV decays. Using f, = 0.231 GeV, f+ = 0.205 GeV [75], and Eq. (44)),
we show the resulting BR(7 — u¢) (left panel) and BR(7 — up°) (right panel) versus a,
in units of 107! in Fig. EL where the allowed parameter values constrained by the observed
DM relic density have been taken into account. From the results, it can be seen that both
BRs of the rare LFV tau decays can reach the order of 107!°. Due to phase space effect,
we have BR(T — p¢) < BR(t — pup®). The sensitivities in Belle IT with the integrated
luminosity of 50 ab~! can achieve 107 for the p¢ mode and 2 x 10719 for the pp® mode [76].
That is, in addition to the 7 — 7y decay, we can use 7 — up® to test the model.

In addition to the flavor physics, we briefly discuss some implications in collider physics.
Since the new Zs-odd fermions are lighter than the inert-Higgs doublet, we consider the
production of Zy-odd fermions at the LHC, where the fermions can be produced via the

gauge interactions shown in Eq. . We focus on the processes producing charged fermions
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FIG. 9: Scatter plots for a, versus BR(T — u¢) [left panel] and BR(t — up°) [right panel],

where the observed Qpyh? constraint is taken into account.
and DM, such as:

pp — WE = X7, (47)

pp—Z)y— XX, (48)

where the former processes involve the neutral fermion mixing effects as shown in Eq. .
To illustrate the collider signature, we take some benchmark points (BPs), which are con-

sistent with the relic density and the considered constraints, as:

BP1: h; =0.20, Vi = 0.16, Vsy = 0.13, m,, = 791 GeV,
BP2: h; =0.30, Vi = 0.18, Vip = 0.14, m,. = 788 GeV,
BP3: h; = 0.35, Vi = 0.19, Vsy = 0.15, m,, = 786 GeV, (49)
where mx = 1 TeV, mg = 800 GeV, h? = 0.20, and h3 = 0.30 are fixed for all BPs.
For the numerical calculations, we employ CalcHEP [77]. The resulting cross sections for
the taken BPs in the pp collisions at /s = 14 TeV are shown as:
BP1: o(xsX1) =0.042 tb, o(x5X ) =0.013 fb, o(XTX ™) = 0.69 fb,
BP2: o(xsX") =0.052 fb, o(xsX ) =0.016 fb, o(X"X ") = 0.71 fb,
BP3: o(xsX ") = 0.060 fb, o(x5X ) =0.019 fb, o(X+TX ™) =0.71 fb. (50)

The difference between o(xsX ™) and o(x5X ™) arises from the different production rate

between W+ and W~. The produced X+ predominantly decay into x5 and the SM particles
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via the off-shell W*, i.e. X* — y5ff’, where f(f) is the SM fermion. Thus, the clear signals
will be ¢* - and ¢+ ¢~ F'r, where the former is from x5 X *; the latter is from Xt X~ ¢ = e, p,
and J; is the missing transverse energy. Accordingly, with an integrated luminosity of 3000
fb~!, the signal number of events can be estimated as: N({TFp) ~ 40, N({~F;) ~ 10
and N((T¢~F;) ~ 80 for BP3. Using the event selection condition with F > 500 GeV,
it can be found that the corresponding number of background events can be estimated as
Nygs ~ 600 for €70~ Fp [78]; that is, the statistical significance can reach 30. Nevertheless,
it is worth mentioning that the high-energy LHC with /s = 27 TeV can be used to discover
the heavy vector-like lepton of mx < 1700 GeV [79).

V. SUMMARY

A radiative seesaw mechanism, which adds a Z3-odd Higgs doublet and three singlet
Majorana fermions to the SM, was proposed in [I]. When the neutrino data are satisfied,
it is found that the A5 quartic scalar coupling in the scalar potential has to be small when
the lepton-flavor violation processes are required to fit the upper limits, and the resulting
muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment cannot explain the inconsistency between the
experimental results and the SM prediction.

In order to explain the small A5 parameter based on a dynamic mechanism and enhance
the muon g — 2, we extended the Ma-model by adding a vector-like lepton doublet X and a
Majorana singlet Ny, where the former is a Zs-odd state and the latter is a Zs-even particle.
The DM candidate in the model is the lightest N,. Because of the mixings between X and
Ny, the DM can scatter off the nucleon through both the spin-independent and -dependent
processes. Although no signal is found in the direct detections due to the severe constraints,
the modified Ma-model can still fit the observed DM relic density.

It is found that the new couplings X H N, and X H;/r in the model not only can enhance
muon g — 2 to reach a level of 20 x 107!, but also can make the branching ratio for 7 — pry
as large as the current upper limit and make it possible for 7 — u(¢, p°) to be of the
order of 1071°. In this study, we also showed that when the parameter values, which are
constrained by the neutrino data and lepton-flavor violation processes, are used to estimate
the Qpah?, the resulting parameter space is significantly shrunk by the observed DM relic
density. Although the heavy leptons may not be discovered in the high-luminosity LHC, the
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heavy lepton of my ~ 1 TeV can potentially be found in the high-energy LHC.
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