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Are 3-4-1 models able to explain the upcoming results of the muon anomalous magnetic moment?
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In light of the upcoming measurement of the muon anomalous magnetic moment (g-2), we revisit the
corrections to g-2 in the context of the SU(4)r, x U(1)x gauge symmetry. We investigate three models based
on this gauge symmetry and express our results in terms of the energy scale at which the SU(4)1, x U(1)x
symmetry is broken. To draw solid conclusions we put our findings into perspective with existing collider bounds.
Lastly, we highlight the difference between our results and those rising from SU(3)r x U(1)x constructions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Currently, the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics
needs to be extended to explain signals or explore evidences
of new physics like dark matter, neutrino masses, flavor uni-
versality violation, etc. There are different ways to extend the
SM, and these ways open several alternatives to do physics
beyond the SM. For example, to extend the SM gauge sym-
metry implies the existence of new gauge bosons. At least,
by extending the symmetry just by a U(1), group, we are
predicting the existence of a new Z boson. By extending
the SU(2), symmetry to a larger SU(N)j, group, we have
N? — 4 new gauge bosons at our disposal. Models based on
the SU(3)c x SU(4)r x U(1) x 3-4-1 symmetry [[]], are that
kind of beyond SM models. In this work we will focus in a
very fundamental problem of particle physics, the anomalous
magnetic moment of the muon, that we will describe in some
detail below. The idea here is to study the different contribu-
tions to that anomaly arising in different versions of the 3-4-1
model. Our work is based on a rigorous correction to a numer-
ical analysis previously carried out [2H4], taking into account
the most updated, model independent, analytical expressions
that contributes to the anomaly [5], when compared to previ-
ous works [6] . It is important to mention that for elementary
particles of mass m, electric charge q, and spin S = %, the
Dirac equation predicts its magnetic dipole moment i , that it
is an intrinsic property of the particle, given for the following
relation:

H=9-—7, (1)
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being g the Landé g-factor or gyromagnetic ratio. For the
muon, the prediction of the Dirac equation is g, = 2. Loop-
level corrections generate little deviations from 2 — the anoma-
lous magnetic moment, parametrized by a, = (g, — 2)/2.
a, allows us to test the SM since each sector yields a size-
able correction [7]], that represents interactions of the type
@ — yu, which can be seen in the Feynman diagrams of
the Fig[l] Nevertheless, there is a discrepancy between the
Standard Model prediction and the experimental measure-
ments, quantified by Aa, = ai*f — aM | suggesting the
presence of new physics that accounts for it. According to
the Particle Data Group (PDG), the current discrepancy reads
a, = af? —ai™ = (261 + 78) x 107! (3.30). The PDG
review already acknowledges recent studies where the sig-
nificance approaches 40. However the large theoretical un-
certainties can overshadow the significance of this discrep-
ancy. It is important to mention that there are two experiments,
the g-2 at FERMILAB [8] and the Muon g-2 at J-PARC [9],
that will be able to decrease the error bar and increase the
discrepancy if the central value remains the same. Having
in mind the g-2 collaboration is about to announce new re-
sults, we find important to review previous studies in this
matter in the context of the 3-4-1 gauge symmetry. Along
with the actual discrepancy reported by PDG of (3.30), we
will use the projected discrepancy of the g — 2 collaboration,
Aa, = affp—aﬁM = (261434)x 10~ (50), to impose the
most stringent constraints on the scale of symmetry breaking
and masses for three different versions of the 3-4-1 model, as
aforementioned. The 3-4-1 symmetry is a natural extension
of the SU(3)c x SU(3)r x U(1)x (3-3-1) symmetry that
has been widely explored in the literature [10, [11]. These 3-
3-1 models can accommodate dark matter [[12-30], neutrino
masses [31H46], and also are entitled to a rich phenomenol-
ogy concerning lepton flavor violation and collider physics
[22, 136l 147H53]]. 3-4-1 models embed these 3-3-1 models and
therefore, we naturally inherit these features. As far as the
muon anomalous magnetic moment is concerned several stud-
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Figure 1: Feyman diagrams of the corrections to a,0on SM electroweak interactions.

ies have been carried out in the past [54H61]], but 3-4-1 models
experience different contributions to g-2, and that motive us to
explore them in perspective with existing bounds.

In summary, we will investigate the corrections to g, — 2 in
the context of 3-4-1 models. Our work is structured as follows:
in Section [lI| we present the models; in Section [l1I| we present
our results; and later we conclude.

IL SU(4), ® U(1)x MODELS

The 3-4-1 model is an electroweak extension of the SM,
which is based on SU(3)c ® SU(4)r, ® U(1)x gauge sym-
metry. In general, 3-4-1 models were proposed to provide an
elegant solution to the neutrinos masses, by placing the leptons
v, e, v and €€ in the same multiplet of a SU(4), [1]]. Today,
we have different versions of the 3-4-1 model [[62-66] each of
them inherits the features of their respective 3-3-1 model [10].
The most general expression for the electric charge operator in
the case of the SU(4), ® U(1)x symmetry is given by:

b c
= ATy + =Ty, + =
Q 3L \/§8L 7

where a, b and c are free parameters that allow us to set the
fermion and scalar multiplets as well as the the gauge boson
content. The T;;, matrices are the generators of the SU(4),
group, defined as T;;, = A;1/2, being \;;, the Gell-Mann
matrices for SU(4) . These gerenerators are normalized as
Tr(T;T;) = 6ij/2. Also, in the Eq.(2), 14 is the 4 x 4 identity
matrix and X is a quantum number, equivalent to the hyper-
charge in the SM. In the next section, we will briefly review
the key theoretical aspects, which are relevant for the muon
magnetic moment, for each one of the three different versions
of the 3-4-1 model that we study here. Our goal is to reassess
whether these models are capable of addressing the actual and
projected discrepancy. In this way, we take interest in the
interactions that can be represented as the Feynman diagram
(Fig[I), but instead of SM leptons ¢ and gauge bosons Z and
W, new fermions and new gauge bosons called Z’, W’ and U,
will mediate these interactions, as will be explained below.

Tis51 + X1y, 2

A. SU(4)r ® U(1)x model with doubly charged gauge boson

In this model, the electric charge operator is defined as:

— 2 o) + X, 3)

It is important to mention that in order to avoid anomalies,
we must have the same number of 4 and 4* multiplets. For
leptons, we have left and right-handed charged leptons and neu-
trinos in the same SU (4) ;, multiplet, that transform as (1,4, 0).
The quark sector consists of one generation transforming as
(3,4,42/3), and the two others as (3,4*, —1/3) [1]]. Concern-
ing the right-handed quarks, they are all singlets under the
symmetry in question. So, the fermionic content, excluding
the right-handed quarks is:

faL = % N(17470)a

QlL = / ~ (35 47 2/3)5 (4)

Qar =] . > | ~(3,4%,-1/3).

where a = 1,2, 3 is a flavor index, counting the number of
fermion families, and o = 2, 3.

An interesting characteristic of this model is the presence of
new fermions beyond the SM ones, they are two new quarks v’
and J with charges +2/3 and +5/3 respectively, and another
four jo 3 and dj 5 with charges —4/3 and —1/3, respectively.

In order to generate masses for all the quarks it is necessary
to introduce three scalar multiplets 7, p and x, with just three
of their neutral fields developing a vacuum expectation value,
as we shown below:



Mol ~ (1,40, (n) = (1/v/2,0,0,0),

~ (174’ +1)7

{p) = (0,u/v2,0,0),

x=|*_ | ~14-1), x)=(0,007V/V2).

®)

As for the charged leptons and neutrinos masses it is neces-
sary to introduce a Higgs multiplet transforming as (1, 10*,0)

mon
— Hl Hl H. HB *
H = Hg H% Hg Hi;_ <1a 10 ,0), (6)
H2 H3 H4 H2

with just three of their neutral fields developing a vac-
cum expectation value (H9,,) = ¢”. It is important to
mention that to preclude mixing among SM and the exotic
quarks an extra multiplet 7 must be introduced, transform-

ing as 7, but with different vacuum expectation value (VEV),
|

L:CC

2V2

being g the coupling constant of the electroweak group. As
for the neutral sector, there are four neutral gauge bosons,
the massless photon and three massive ones Z,,, with Z,, =
Zn,Z,Z" forn = 0,1, 2 respectively. To obtain the masses

J

v%+u2_~_ 20//2 %(U%—UQ— 20//2)
92 %(U%—UQ— 21}//2) %(v%+4v’2—|—u2—|— 20//2)
4 %(v%7u2+4v”2) ﬁ(v%72v'2+u274v”2)
2 22
—2tu %tu

(n') = (0,0,v'/+/2,0). In this way we have that the symmetry
breaking pattern occurs according to:

SUMA) L @U(1)x —X2 4 SUB), @ U(1)z

<n'>,<n>,<p>,<H>
U(l)o.

As for the gauge sector it is important to remember that the
gauge group we are working is the SU(4), x U (1) x, it implies
that there are 15 Wﬁ (¢ = 1, ...,15) gauge bosons belonging
to the SU(4)r, group, and there is a singlet boson B,, owned
by the U(1)x group. The electric charge and interactions
of the gauge bosons beyond the SM ones is determined by
the chose we did for the electric charge operator (3). In the
diagonalization procedure we defined the physical charged
gauge bosons as: —/2W+ = W' —iW?, —/2V;” = WO —
iWT, V2V, = W — Wi, -2V, = WIS —jIWi4,
—V2U"~ = W — W2 and v2X° = W* + iW>. Notice
the presence of three new single charged vector bosons V1f2,3
and the existence of a doubly charged vector boson U~ ". As
we will show, these new vector bosons generates contributions
to the anomalous magnetic moment. In the approximation
that we worked, Vle2 are degenerates and its contribution to
the anomaly is the same, say Aa,y1,v2. The V3ﬂE will be
heavier than the other two Vi, bosons, Mg & 2 X M) 1,
generating a Aa,ys ~ %Aauvag. The charged current
interactions among the charged gauge bosons and the muon,
relevant for the study of the anomaly, can be written as:

D === [P (1 = ) uW,S + 0oy (1 = y5) Vi + " (1= )Vl + poyH (1 = vs)veVsh 4+ ey (1 — y5)uU ¥ + H.C,,

)

(

and the physical states in the neutral sector it is necessary to
diagonalize the mass matrix in the basis W3, W8 W15 B,
given by

%(v%—u2+4v”2) —2tu?
ﬁ(v%—%&—ku?— 4'"?) 2 42 g
i+ 0?4+ u? +9V2 + 80'"?) %t(uQ +3V2) ®)
%t(uQ—i—SVf) 4 (u*+V2)

1A redefinition of the fields in this multiplet has been introduced in [67] (see
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Tdemion being Oy the electroweak angle.
In principle, the diagonalization of (8) has to be done numeri-
cally. However, an analytic solution can be found by setting
vy =u=v"and v’ = V,, with V. > v, yielding [1]

where t =

MQ—fAW 9)
n - 4 nvyx

where \,, are constants given in the Appendix As for the
charged gauge bosons, its masses are given by,

M2, = %(4@7 M2, = gz(?w% +V2), (10
2
M2 = gz(zvf +2V2),
2 92 2 2
Mg = 7 (01 +V3)

To calculate the contributions to the anomaly coming from
the neutral vector sector, we must have in hand the neutral
currents, which are given by:

LN =~ QCOiGW (ZL'YMZLQ + ZR'YMERB) Znps

(1)

where o and § are couplings that are given explicitly in the
appendix

The corrections coming from charged and neutral scalars
would be derived from the Yukawa Lagrangian:

— Lyukr =D %GabfgLbeH, (12)
where a,b= e, u, 7. These scalars interact with leptons through
the Yukawa Lagrangian in Eq (12)), meaning that they couple
to leptons proportionally to their masses. Hence, their con-
tribution to a,, will be suppressed. Finally, Fig[2] shows the
Feynman diagrams of the interactions present in this model
that contribute to the corrections g, — 2.

B. SU(4)r ® U(1)x model without Exotic Electric Charges

In the SU(4), ® U(1)x model without Exotic Electric
Charges [68, 169], neutral heavy leptons are placed into the
same multiplet that the left-handed charged leptons and neu-
trinos. All the right-handed fermions are singlets of SU (4) ..
In order to cancel all the quirial anomalies two left handed
quark families must transform as 4-plets, and the other one as
an anti-4-plet. So

Eq 75), this implies a scale factor in the mass terms of the gauge bosons
coming from H when compared with our work. Some other important
features of this version of the model are discussed in this reference

faL: ]\'](y N(174*771/2)7

i/ L
ds

_ u3

Q3L = U

U’

~ (3,4*,5/6),
L

where « is the flavor index o = 1,2,3,and ¢ = 1, 2.
As for the right handed fields, they transform as:
(17 17 _2)7

(eaR) ~ (14)

(dsr, (dir), (Dir), (Dig) ~ (3,1, -2/3) (15)

(usr), (uir), (Ur), (U) ~ (16)

The neutral heavy lepton masses are of the order My, N,
Vi /2.

In the scalar sector, this model contains four scalar multiplets
that develop a vaccum expectection value as follows [68]]

(3,1,4/3)

¢1T=(<0 (26 G) ~ [L4.-3/2), (6) = (¢/.0,0,0)
= (p*, 0, 09, p3) ~ [1,4,1/2], (¢3) = (0,0,0,0)
(77 a771»772»773)’v[1,471/2]v <¢3T>:(0 0,V,0)
¢>4 = OToadxdxd) ~ [1,4,1/2]. (¢1) =(0,0,0,V")

This symmetry breaking pattern give masses to the fermions
and gauge bosons of the model. The symmetry breaking occurs
according to,

SUM), @ U(L)x ~225 SUG)L @ U(1),

N U(l)o.

the SU(4);, ® U(1) x gauge group breaks down to SU(3); ®
U(1)z (3-3-1 model), by means of < ¢I" > scalar boson. This
latter group breaks down to SU (2), ® U(1)y (gauge group of
the SM) induced by < ¢ > scalar, and finally the last group
breaks down to U(1)g, through two scalar bosons < ¢I >
and < ¢l >. In this work, we will work with the following
simplifications for the VEVs V ~ V' >> v ~ /. Since

2
Msvi = g?(v2 + v'2) we have that Vo2 4+ v/2 ~ 174Gev
and then v’ ~ 123Gev

SO SU(2), @ U(1)y S0
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Figure 2: Feyman diagrams in order to contribute to the corrections to a,in the SU(4)r ® U(1)x model, coming from the
interactions with new gauge bosons: a) and b) doubly-charged gauge boson (U*+¥), ¢) neutral gauge boson (Z’) and d) singly
charged bosons (V).

For simplicity we will explicitly show only the interactions
that contribute to the anomaly in this version of the 3-4-1
model, for a detailed explanation of the gauge sector in this
model check please [[69]]

—o0 —0
L% > ~ 9 NL’Y#MLK; + NL/V#MLX:] + h.c.,

V2

LNC > iyt lgy — gan®lnZ,,

(17)
being:
g 1 — 3sin? Oy
gv = — 9
2cosbw /3 cos2 Oy — 1
cos? 6
Py — W (18)

2cosOw /3 cos2 Oy — 1

The mass eigenvalues of the gauge bosons we are interested
here are:

2 2
M2%, = %(W +u?), M2 = %(V’2 +u?),  (19)
2
9”2
MZ, =2ZV2
2Ty

C. SU(4)r ® U(1)x model with Exotic leptons

In the SU(4), ® U(1)x model with Exotic leptons [70],
instead of having neutral heavy leptons N, there are new exotic
leptons denominated E. This lepton content is obtained by
setting @ = b = ¢ = 1 in the electric charge operator (Z)). The
left-handed fermion multiplets of the model are

fOcL = E; ~ (1747 _3/4)7

us
d
Q3L = D?; ~ (3,

Dy

4,-1/12),

L

and the right-handed particles are singlets of the SU (4), sym-
metry.

L~ (1,1L,1),E ~ (1,1, 1),E;“’L ~(1,1,1) (21

(d50), (d5,). (D), (D) ~ (3,1 4+1/3),
() (ufy), (UF), (UF) ~ (3°,1,-2/3)

where ¢ = 1,2 and o = 1,2, 3. To generates masses for the
fermions and the gauge bosons, it is necessary the following
scalar content:

o1 = <¢1,¢ et ~ [1,4%,3/4], (o1 ) = (v3,0,0,0),
¢2 = (63,69, 95, ”°> [1,4%,—1/4],(¢3 ) = (0,2',0,0),
= (¢3,¢37 ,05°) ~ [1,4%,=1/4], (¢3 ) = (0,0, V,0),

¢4 —(¢4,¢4, P, 10) ~ [1,4%,=1/4], (61 ) = (0,0,0,V4),
(23)

The symmetry breaking occurs in the same way as in the
previous model. We assume V' ~ V) >> v3 ~ ¢'. The
charged and neutral currents relevant for the anomaly are:

—_Z /v 0

£°¢ > 2\f( V(1 —~")EK) + (1 - ~°)E'X])),
LNC >ty (gy — gun®) €2,
(24)



where K}, X7} and Z' are the only ones beyond SM gauge
bosons contributing to g, — 2, and

g 1/2 4 sin® Oy )

/
g ;
V' 2cos O V2 — 3sin? Oy

, g cos 20y
94 = 2cosbw 9/2 — 35020
COSbw 24/2 — 3sin” Oy

After the neutral fields acquire its vaccum expectation value,
as decribed in (23)), are generated the following mass terms for
the bosons:

(25)

2

My = 263 +07),
2
M2, = %(vg + V), (26)
2
M2, = %(vg +V2),

being g the coupling constant of the SU(2), gauge group.
As for the neutral gauge bosons, the 4 x 4 mass matrix has a
zero eigenvalue corresponding to the photon. For the remainder

3 X 3 matrix we obtain the mass eigenvectors Z,, Z,, and Z,,.

In the approximation V' ~ V,, Z// decouple from the other
two, and it does not contributes to the anomaly, so it will be
hereafter ignored. Z,,, Z ;/L are still mixed,

93 vi , V2003 Sw 27
ez, \ vasuisw BEpdsy +ch) +vroy] |0 D
w

Here g4 = g, 0 = gx/(29), and gx is the gauge coupling
constants of the U (1) x group.

By diagonalizing this mass matrix we get the two physical
neutral gauge bosons

Zt = Z"cosO + Z'"sind
ZE = —ZFsin0 + Z'" cos ¥, (28)

where the mixing angle is given by

_ 2\/5511%5%/
tan(20) = o 5a(ss, o) + vieh] — s, X

III. RESULTS

After presenting the key theoretical aspects of these three

versions of the 3-4-1 model, now we will show our results.

For each model, we calculated the individual contributions
to the muon anomalous magnetic moment as function of the
scale of symmetry breaking of the SU(4), symmetry, V,,, and
also, we computed the total contribution as function of V,
to assess whether the model accommodates the anomaly or
not. The analytical expressions used in this work are shown
in the appendix [VIC] and were taken from [3]. Besides, we

provide the numerical codes we used to derive our results
[71]. As previously mentioned the corrections to Aa,coming
from scalar fields are suppressed by their couplings, which are
proportional the muon mass, for this reason, we will ignore
them in our calculations. In section [[II D} we discuss how one
can make the scalar corrections sizeable and meaningful to the
g-2 anomaly. We will draw our conclusions having in mind
lower mass bounds stemming from collider searches for new
gauge bosons.

A. SU(4)r ® U(1)x model with doubly charged gauge boson

First of all, let us remind the readers that in this version
of the 3-4-1 model, we are working with the simplifications
vi = u = v" and v = V,, with V;, > vy, and that
v1 ~ 123Gev. In Fig[3| we show the individual contribu-
tions to Aa,, as a function of the scale of symmetry breaking
of the SU(4)r, group, V,. To assess whether this model ac-
commodates the muon anomalous magnetic moment, we also
show the total contribution of the model as function of V,.
We verify that the new neutral gauge bosons Z’ and Z have
small and negative contributions to Aa,,. This occurs because
in the limit Mz 7, > m,, m, being the muon mass, their
contributions to Aa,,are proportional to g7, — 5g%. The singly
charged gauge bosons (V1+ + V2Jr + V3+) corrections are posi-
tive, but not enough to compensate for the larger and negative
contribution of the doubly charged gauge boson UT*. The
sign of the contribution of the doubly charged gauge boson
is due to the nature of its coupling with the muons. As was
proved in [3]], the U™ couples to muons axially, its vector
coupling is null. As the total contribution to the anomaly is
negative, this model can not explain it, therefore, we can sim-
ply demand that the total contribution be smaller than the error
bar. From the 1o current bound, we obtain the lower limit
Vy > 1700 GeV; and V,, > 2615 GeV from lo projected
bound (see Fig[3)). In accordance with the equation (9), these
bounds translate into Mz, > 675 GeV and Mz > 1038 GeV.
These bounds are weaker than the LHC one for the Z’ mass,
which lies around 3.7 TeV [[72] if the Z’ boson decays exclu-
sively into charged leptons. When exotic decays are present
this limit weakens, but is yet stronger than the g-2 ones. It is
important to emphasize that although this LHC limit has been
derived for the minimal 3-3-1 model, it apply to our model also.
This is because the 3-3-1 models are the low energy realization
of 3-4-1 models. Each 3-3-1 version inherits the physical prop-
erties of some of the 3-4-1 models. Hence, the 3-4-1 we are
working on it has the minimal 3-3-1 model as its low energy
realization. As for the doubly charged gauge boson, our g-2
study translates into the following bounds, M;++ > 565 GeV
and My++ > 858 GeV using the 1o current and projected
bound, respectively. The most updated bound on the mass
of this doubly charged gauge boson is My > 1.2 TeV [72].
For the singly charged bosons V; and V5, using the 1o cur-
rent bound we obtain My 2 > 556 GeV and using the 1o
projected bound we obtain My o > 852 GeV. As for the
singly charged boson V3, using the 1o current bound we obtain
My3 > 783 GeV and using the 1o projected bound we obtain
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Figure 3: Individual contributions (left-panel) and total contribution (right-panel) to Aa,,as a function of the scale of symmetry
breaking V, , coming from the SU(4);, ® U(1) x model with doubly charged gauge boson. The current and projected
experimental bounds are exhibited with thick and dashed green lines respectively. The 1 o current and projected error are
displayed as thick and dashed red lines respectively
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Figure 4: Individual contributions (left-panel) and total contribution (right-panel) to Aa,,as a function of the scale of symmetry

breaking V,,, coming from the SU(4);, ® U(1) x model without exotic electric charges for M =My, = 10GeV. The current and

projected experimental bounds are exhibited with thick and dashed green lines respectively. The 1 ¢ current and projected error
are displayed as thick and dashed red lines respectively.

My 3 > 1203 GeV. The most updated bound on the mass of
these singly charged gauge bosons reads My > 850 GeV [72].
Thus, despite not being able to address g-2, our study led to
the strongest lower mass bound on the singly charged gauge
boson.

B. SU(4)r ® U(1)x without Exotic Electric Charges

In this model without Exotic Electric Charges we calculated
the contributions to the anomaly by working with the follow-
ing simplifications for the VEVs V ~ V' >> v ~ v’ and
v’ ~ 123 GeV. In Figs[4] [5|and[6] we show the individual contri-
butions to Aa,, as a function of the scale of symmetry breaking,
V., and as before, to assess whether this model accommodates
the anomaly, we also show the total contribution of the model

as function of V,, for three different mass values of the neutral
heavy leptons, My, My = 10GeV, My, My = 100GeV
and My, My = 1T eV respectively. As we can see, for the
three mass values of the neutral heavy leptons, the contribu-
tion of the neutral Z’ is negative and greater than the positive
KT+ X7 contribution, producing a negative total contribution
in all cases. Due to these negative contributions, we conclude
that this model cannot explain Aa,,. As before, we just enforce
that the total contribution be smaller than the error. By using
the 1o current and projected bounds, we derived the lower lim-
its V, > 293 GeV, and V,, > 394 GeV respectively, in the case
My, My = 10 GeV. For the case My, My = 100 GeV, we
derived the lower limit V,, > 318 GeV by using the 1o current
bound, and V, > 426 GeV from lo projected bound. Finally,
for the case My, My = 1 TeV, we get V,, > 438 GeV by
using the 1o current bound, and V,, > 624 GeV from 1o pro-
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jected bound. The lower limits on the masses of the KT, X
and Z’' bosons for the different My, My values are shown
in table II. As in the previous case, where the minimal 3-3-1
model inherits the physical properties of our 3-4-1 model with
doubly charged gauge boson, in this case, the 3-3-1 model that
inherits the properties of our 3-4-1 model without exotic elec-
tric charges, is the 3-3-1 LHN [73| [74]]. The collider bounds
derived for this 3-3-1 version are similar to the bounds derived
for the 3-3-1 RHN model [75,76]]. For the 3-3-1 RHN model
the collider bound has been derived as Mz > 4 TeV [5]], that
would translate into a lower bound V, > 12 TeV. In the 3-3-1
LHN model this bound can be weakened if we consider ad-
ditional decay modes, as exotic quarks and the neutral heavy
leptons itself. Including these decay modes, the bound is read
now as Mz > 2TeV or V,, > 6 TeV [61], still strongest than
the bounds derived from the g-2.

C. SU(4)r ® U(1)x with Exotic leptons

For the 3-4-1 model with exotic leptons the symmetry break-
ing pattern is such that V- =~ V,, >> vz = v/ = 123 GeV.
In Figs[7] [8and [0 we show the total and individual contribu-
tions to Aa,, as a function of the scale of symmetry break-
ing, V), for three different mass values of the exotic heavy
leptons, Mg,, Mg, = 10GeV, Mg,, Mg, = 100 GeV and
Mg, , Mg, = 1TeV respectively. As we can see, for all mass
values of the exotic leptons, the contribution of the bosons
K% + X0 is negative and greater than the low and positive
contribution of the Z’ boson. Therefore, the total contributions
are always negative, and for this reason this version of the 3-4-1
model can not explain Aa,. What we have left is to derive
some constraints demanding that the total contribution be less
than the error, as we did for the other models. By using the
1o current bound, we derived the lower limit V, > 466 GeV,



SUi4);® U(1) x with Exotic leptons

-8
1.x10 L aa, Current
9 L
S.x 10 F Tt aa, Projected]
. 0 0
g R T+ X | xi-1)
g Lx10'h (A )
5x10° 10 f IlaBnund.
1.x107'° : : —
100 200 500 1000 2000
V, (GeV)

SU(4);® U(1) x with Exotic leptons

-8
L.x10 Aa, Current
-5
3.%10 \ aa, Projected ]
"\‘\
o 1x10° wal contribution x (1)
A o
5% 10710 F Il o Bound
1.x10°'° . : :
100 200 500 1000 2000
V, (GeV)

Figure 7: Individual contributions (left-panel) and total contribution (right-panel) to Aa,,as a function of the scale of symmetry
breaking V,,, coming from the SU(4)1 ® U(1)x model with exotic leptons for Mg, =Mp, = 10GeV. The current and projected
experimental bounds are exhibited with thick and dashed green lines respectively. The 1 o current and projected error are
displayed as thick and dashed red lines respectively.

SUi{4);® U(1) x with Exotic leptons

-8
1.x10 Aa, Current
g Lk
SXITF~, aa, Projected ]
D 0, 0
g DR P S b B ¥
g Lx10 (_ ]
5. % m—]l:l [ I 1 o Bound
1.x107'° - : —
100 200 a00 1000 2000
V, (GeV)

SU(4);® U(1) x with Exotic leptons

-8
1.x10 A, Current

5.x1077 aa, Projected ]

\Qﬂl contribution x (-1)

o -9
3 1.x10
5. 10710 F IlaBuund
1.x 10717 : : .
100 200 200 1000 2000
V,(GeV)

Figure 8: Individual contributions (left-panel) and total contribution (right-panel) to Aa,,as a function of the scale of symmetry
breaking V,, coming from the SU(4);, ® U(1) x model with exotic leptons for Mg, =Mpg, = 100GeV. The current and
projected experimental bounds are exhibited with thick and dashed green lines respectively. The 1 ¢ current and projected error
are displayed as thick and dashed red lines respectively.

and V,, > 719 GeV from lo projected bound, for the case
Mpg,, Mg, = 10 GeV. For the case Mg,, Mg, = 100 GeV,
we derived the lower limit V,, > 445 GeV by using the 1o
current bound, and V, > 702 GeV from 1o projected bound.
Finally, for the case Mg, , Mg, = 1 TeV, we derived the lower
limit V,, > 365 GeV by using the 1o current bound, and
Vy > 578 GeV from 1o projected bound. The lower limits
on the masses of the K%, X9 and Z’ bosons for the different
My, M- values are shown in table II. One can clearly see
that even for the case where V,, > 719 GeV (the greater value
of V), the lower mass limit Mz > 515 GeV is weak and far
from the existing collider bound.

D. Alternative paths

We have demonstrated that all three models based on 3-4-1
symmetry we investigated in this work cannot accommodate
the muon anomalous magnetic moment. Therefore, a natu-
ral question arises. Can we make these models simultane-
ously consistent with the g-2 anomaly and the existing collider
bounds? The answer is yes. We remind the reader that the
scalar contributions to g-2 are dwindled because they couple
to muons proportional to the muon mass (see for example Eq
11 from [61]])). As was pointed out in [61] and most recently
in [77]], a way to salvage these extended gauge sectors is by
introducing inert scalars, or heavy vector-like charged leptons
plus singlet scalars (in the case the vector-like heavy lepton
be a singlet of the gauge symmetry). Here we will address
how the first of these ideas can be implemented in the 3-4-1
model without exotic electric charges. As was shown in the
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| Bounds [Vi(GeV)[ M1 1.+ (GeV)| My, (GeV)| My (GeV) | M (GeV)| Mz (GeV)|

o current | > 1700 > 557

> 783

> 565 > 675 > 2048

o projected| > 2615 > 853

> 1203

> 858 > 1038 > 3150

Table I: Lower bounds on the scale of symmetry breaking V,, and masses of the gauge bosons for the SU(4);, ® U(1) x model
with doubly charged gauge boson, for details see the text.

section ([l B in this model we dispose of four scalars multiplets
transforming as ~ 4 by the SU(4),, symmetry. All of them
develop vacuum expectation value, and for this reason they are
not inert scalars and their interactions with fermions are pro-
portional to the fermion mass. We now introduce a new inert
scalar ¢/, which is a replica of ¢ ﬂ The Yukawa lagrangian
that generates contributions to the muon anomaly is now:

LY = fopfar®ilsr + Xapfardilsr+HC.  (30)

For the case of the ¢ scalar, the interactions are:

fa.p (CarC®*lar +Varl lsr + Narl lsr + N'ar(S lsrR) -

As the ¢; multiplet develops vacuum expectation value,
its interactions with fermions are proportional to the
fermion mass. For simplicity let us check the diagonal
interaction foofi; Repig. In this case fop ~ 4 ~ 1074,
and R. is the mass eigenvector obtained after the diag-
onalization procedure in the neutral scalar sector. The
other three diagonal interactions among the muon, singly
charged scalars, and neutral leptons, share the same f5 2
coupling. As fao ~ 107 and Aaq, is proportional to

2 and to avoid the proliferation of scalar particles we could eliminate ¢2, that
has been introduced in [68]] to implement the See-Saw mechanism, and then
look for a new way to generate neutrino masses in the model

the square of this coupling constant, all the conributions
coming from ¢; are irrelevants | As for the interactions

Aag (Larl™lsr +Varli lsr + NarCs lsr + N'arCs lsR)

coming from the ¢ inert scalar, the situation is very different.
As ¢} is inert, the diagonal coupling A2 2 (as well as any
other A\, g) is not proportional to the fermion mass. Again
let us check the first of the interactions, As ofi; (% g, this
coupling (and the others proportional to A2 2, among the muon,
charged scalars and neutral leptons, like ~ )\Q’QNQ LC§+ UR)
contributes to the anomaly. The mass of the ¢ scalar comes
from the potential terms ~ AQS}; (bggb/f o+ Agbjl ¢4¢’1T @) After
¢3, ¢4 develop vacuum expectation value, the scalar ¢ gains
mass proportional to My, ~ AV,. By setting the parameter
A2,2 = 1 and using the equation of appendix we
calculated the main contribution of ¢} to the anomaly for two
different values of A (see ﬁgure For when A = 0.1 the
model accommodate the anomaly for 8T'ev <V, <11 TeV,
and for when A = 0.05 the model accommodate the anomaly
for 16TeV <V, < 22 TeV.

3 For details about the individual contributions to the anomaly coming from

1, see the appendix|VIC4]

4 The main contribution comes from the ¢’O* particle, as explained in the

appendix
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] Models | Bounds M; = 10GeV M; = 100GeV M; = 1000GeV

SU(4)r ® U(1) x without exotic electric charges o current Vx > 293GeV Vx > 318GeV Vx > 438GeV
MK+ x+ > 146GeV MK+ x+ > 157GeV MK+ x+ > 209GeV

Mz > 95GeV Mz > 103GeV My > 142GeV

Vx > 394GeV Vx > 426GeV Vx > 624GeV
Mg+ x+ > 190GeV | M+ x+ > 204GeV | Mg+ x+ > 292GeV
My > 128GeV My > 138GeV My > 203GeV

SU(4)r ® U(1)x with Exotic Leptons o current Vx > 466GeV Vx > 445GeV Vx > 365GeV
Myo xo > 222GeV | Mo xo > 212GeV | Mgo xo > 177GeV

My > 340GeV My > 327GeV Mz > 273GeV

Vx > 719GeV Vx > 702GeV Vx > 578GeV
Myo xo > 335GeV | Mo xo > 328GeV | Mgo xo > 272GeV

Mz > 515GeV My > 503GeV Mz > 418GeV

o projected

o projected

Table II: Lower bounds on the scale of symmetry breaking V,, and masses of the gauge bosons for the SU(4);, ® U(1)x model

without exotic electric charges, for three different mass values of the neutral heavy leptons N, N’, (Up panel). Lower bounds on

the scale of symmetry breaking V,, and masses of the gauge bosons for the SU(4) 1 ® U(1) x model with exotic electric charges,
for three different mass values of the exotic leptons Ey, Fs, (down panel).

Inerte Scalar of the SUi4yp & Uil y without without Exotic Electric Charges Model

1.x10°® . . -
5.x 1077 F .
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Figure 10: Inert scalar contribution to Ag,,as a function of the scale of symmetry breaking V,, for the SU(4)1, ® U(1) x model

without exotic electric charges. The current and projected experimental bounds are exhibited with thick and dashed green lines

respectively. The 1 o current and projected error are displayed as thick and dashed red lines respectively. For when A = 0.1 the

model accommodate the anomaly for 87°ev < V, < 11Tev, and for when A = 0.05 the model accommodate the anomaly for
16Tev <V, < 22Tev.

IV. CONCLUSIONS We have used updated and correct analytical expressions to
obtain the corrections to g-2. Our numerical results differ
from previous works, but the overall conclusions are basically

We have revisited the muon anomalous magnetic moment the same, that is, the models can not accommodate the g-2
in the context of the SU(3)¢ x SU(4)r, x U(1) x symmetry.



anomaly and the bounds on the scale of symmetry breaking
rising from g-2 are weaker than the ones coming from collider
searches. A key point overlooked in the past is the contribution
from the doubly charged gauge boson ,U ™, which is negative
and not positive as previously assumed. Moreover, we also
derived new bounds on the scale of symmetry breaking of
these models in the light of the upcoming results of the g-2
experiment at FERMILAB. We concluded that none of these
models can accommodate the discrepancy among the theory
and the current and projected experimental results. As a final
contribution of this work, we presented a way via inert scalars
to salvage these models. Basically, we look for inert scalars

multiplets that couple to leptons multiplets in an invariant way.
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These inert multiplets are replicas of the scalar multiplets that
couple with leptons and generates its masses. That allowed
us to address g-2 while being consistent with current collider
bounds.
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VI. APPENDIX

A. Masses of the gauge bosons: SU(4)1, ® U(1)x model with doubly charged gauge boson

Coupling constants that appear in the neutral boson mass equation Eq[9}

1 1 2 ()
A= [A+2(47+3B)* cos (m;ﬂ @31)
where,
A=34+4% + (T+4t%)a*, B = -2 [1 + 3> + 2(4 + 9t*)a?] , (32)
2A% + 9AB + 2
C = 8(1 +4t%)a®, © = arccos [ +9AB + 370} (33)
2(A%2 +3B)>
witha = v, /V,,and t = ¢'/g.
B. Vector and axial couplings: SU(4); ® U(1)x model with doubly charged gauge boson
The derivation of the vector and axial couplings is a bit tedious, our results agree with Ref.[1]. Defining,
Dy =~ onS + anff + anf +wp By, (34)
with
2021 —3t> + (1 — t?)a® — (1 = 2t*)\,
gy = -2 123U e 2122, (35)
t Dy (t, a)
1 2(24t%)a? — 10a™t? — [14 (1 — 4t*)a®] A
V3t Dy (t,a)
1 8(2+t%)a +4(3 +2t%)a* — 4 [142(2 + t*)a®| A, + 3A2
\/ét D, (t, a)
1
w? (38)

" T a2 fwd + g2 w + 22 w2’
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and finally
Dy (t,a) = 2(7 + 5a%) — (3 + 13a®)\, + 2)2. (39)

The vector and axial couplings can be derived from the Lagrangian

g P —_
L=——— (7" Y"1 Ly 40
5O Iy o+ LrY IR B) Zny (40)
with
1 1 4 4 3
=— —Tpn + —=Yn + —=2n + Wyt - t, = ——2z,. 41
o cw< xl+\/§yl+\/6zL+3wn>+3cwwn 153 \/6Z1 41)

with Zo = Zn, 70 = Z, 2o = 7.

C. Analytical Expressions for the Muon Magnetic Moment

The analytical expressions for all the contributions to g,, — 2 that have been used in the present manuscript were taken from [5].

1. Charged Fermion — Doubly Charged Vector Boson

The contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment coming from a doubly charged vector boson is derived from the
following general lagrangian

Lin = 93U1f+ @’y” i + gi{U;r+ (€y~°4; + h.c. (42)

In this case, g, — 2 is given by:

07— 2 [t
8m=mi; Jo N2 (1— =) (1 - e}zx) +z

2 _
4 omp gy Py (2) + 93P (o)
2.2 dx 2 232, (43)
812 mg; Jo (1—2)(1—Az)+ A%
with ey = % and A = :Z[‘J . This contribution arises in the first model, the model with doubly charged gauge boson, where

my = m,,. The polynomials inside the integrals are defined as:
PE = 2221+ 2 F 2¢5) + Nax(1 — 2)(1 F e5)*(x £ ¢5), (44)
and
Pf=20(1-a)(x—242;)+ 2?1 Fep)’ (1 -z +¢p) (45)

As was pointed out in the text, the U+ couples to muons axially, its vector coupling is null. Taking this into account, and the
fact that ey = 1, the polynomials that enter in the contribution are reduced to:

P (z) = —22%(z 4+ 3) + 4 %2 (1 — 2) (2 — 1), (46)

Py (z) =22(1 — z)(x — 4) — 4\ (47)

From the integral (@3) and using the polynomials (46)) and above, we have obtained the contribution of the U™ boson.
We remember the readers that these expressions (@3), and have been derived in a revisited work [5]], that differs from the
expressions derived in a previous work [6] used in the reference [2]. The differences between the two results are the signal of the
second integral in (@3) and the signal of the first term of the polynomial {6)). This is the reason why the contribution of the U++
boson has changed of sign when compared with the previous work [2].
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2. Neutral Fermion - Charged Gauge Boson

In the case where a neutral lepton couples to a charged gauge boson and a muon through the following general lagrangian
Ling = g1 JWH'N A+ g4 W’+N Yyl + hee. (48)

a contribution to g,, — 2 is generated

2 1 2 p+ 2 p—
P, + ¢4 P
Aa, (N, W' = LT dx gy Pl (v) + g4 Py (x)

- ; (49)
8m2Miy, Jo  eX2(1—z)(1—€;%z) + o

where A\ = m,, /My, e = my, /m,, and Pli is defined in the Eq. {@4). For the first model, model with doubly charged
gauge boson, m F=my and the mediators are the V' bosons. As for the second model, model without exotic electric charges,
mpy, = my = my, and the mediators are the K, X bosons.

3. Charged lepton - Neutral Gauge Boson.

In the case where a charged lepton couples to a neutral gauge boson and a muon through the following general lagrangian

Ling = ggZLE'y”ﬁj + gi{ZLEv“’ys@j +h.c. (50)
a contribution to g,, — 2 is generated
# ~ 82 MZ, 1—:v 1—)\2 z) + A%z’

where A = m, /My, e = mg, /m,, and PfE is defined in the Eq. {@3)). For the first model, model with doubly charged gauge
boson, mg ;=my and the mediators are the Z  and the Z v bosons. For the second model, model without exotic electric charge,

mg, = m, and the mediator is the Z " boson. As for the third model, model with exotic electric charges, mg ; = Mg =mg for

¥
when the mediators are the bosons K 0, X% and mp ;=my for when the mediator is the Z boson.

4. Neutral Scalar

If there are additional electrically neutral scalar fields in a model, interacting with muons through the following Lagrangian
Line = gl o li by +ig] o Uiy L, (52)

they will induce a correction to g, — 2 given by:

2 1 2P+ + 2‘Pf
Aay(6) = my 2/ de 95 P5 () + g, Ps (;C) (53)
8m2Mg Jo  (1—2)(1—N2) + 3\
where
P?ft:l'Q(l—J}:l:Ef), (54)

and with ey = my/m, and A = m, /my. From (53)) we have derived the contributions to the anomaly of the neutral scalars
¢%* and ¢’°*. In both cases m s = m,,. As for the coupling constants we have g, = 0 for ¢** and ('°*, g5 ~ "

& for the (* scalar
and gs = Ag,2 ~ 1 for the ¢'%* scalar. It is important to emphasize that the contributions to Aa,, are proportional to the square of
the coupling constant, then the contribution generated by (’°* is ~ 10 times greater than the contribution coming from ¢°*.
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5. Singly Charged Scalar

The relevant interaction terms for the contribution to g,, — 2 of a scalar with unit charge, are given by

Lin = 970" v 4; + g 0T 74 + hec. (55)

In this case, g, — 2 is given by:

1 m2 [
Aay, (qﬁ*) :7W7m; /0 dx

¢+

where

Pf(m) =z(l—z)(xtey),

For the singly charged scalars of the ¢1 multiplet (¢}, &7, (), gs = gp ~

g2Pf () + gp Py (@)

5 ) (56)
7 E?AQ(l —x) (1 — €5 x) +x
=t a= (57)
ml,, m¢+

my
U/ 9

and their contributions to the anomaly, besides

being negatives, are irrelevants. As for the singly charged scalars of the ¢} multiplet (¢|*, (5", ¢5), g5 = gp = A22 ~ 1,and
their contributions are ~ 108 times greater than the contributions coming from ¢;. Besides the contributions of the singly charged
scalars belonging to the inert scalar ¢ be large and negatives, (see Fig, it is the contribution of the ¢’°* the dominant one, by
far. Even when we add up the individual contributions of all the particles of the model, this total contribution basically coincides
with the individual contribution of the (’°* particle, as we can see in Fig

In the integral (36) we have used m = m,, for the ¢; and (;* particles, and m; = my = my for ¢, (5, ¢, ¢4F.
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