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Abstract

We consider effective Lagrangians which, after electroweak- and family-symmetry break-
ing, yield fermionic mass matrices and/or other flavoured couplings exhibiting residual
family symmetries (RFS). Thinking from the bottom up, these RFS intimately link ultra-
violet (UV) Beyond-the-Standard Model (BSM) physics to infrared flavour phenomenol-
ogy without direct reference to any (potentially unfalsifiable) UV dynamics. While this
discussion is typically performed at the level of REF'S group generators and the UV flavour
groups they can close, we now also focus on the RFS-implied shape of the low-energy
mass/coupling matrices. We then show how this information can be used to algorith-
mically guide the reconstruction of an effective Lagrangian, thereby forming top-down
models realizing the typical bottom-up phenomenological conclusions. As a first applica-
tion we take results from scans of finite groups capable of controlling (through their RFS)
CKM or PMNS mixing within the SM alone. We then extend this to recently studied
scenarios where RF'S also control special patterns of leptoquark couplings, thus providing
proof-in-principle completions for such ‘Simplified Models of Flavourful Leptoquarks.’
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1 Introduction

The unexplained 20-22 free and physical parameters associated to the masses, mixings, and
CP-violating phases of the Standard Model’s (SM) flavour sector (the so-called Flavour Puzzle)
represents an open challenge for theoretical constructions Beyond the SM (BSM). While these
parameters are technically natural, their appearance in the quark sector is associated to an
explicit breaking of the U(3)® global flavour symmetry otherwise present in the SM Lagrangian
[12], while the observation of neutrino masses is already a definitive new physics phenomenon.
Furthermore, the actual values of fermionic masses and mixings exhibit tantalizing hierarchies,
including dramatically different patterns between quark and lepton sectors. These observations
beg for a dynamical origin for flavour, and countless BSM models based on family symmetries
have been devised to that end, with some even attempting explanations for the presence of
the otherwise arbitrary flavour index (i = 1,2, 3) in the first place.

However, the model space is underdetermined — multiple models based on different sym-
metries can predict the same phenomenology, and often models based on the same family
symmetry can yield different infrared (IR) predictions when (unfalsifiable) tweaks to ultra-
violet (UV) Lagrangian parameters are made. Indeed, it may be impossible to determine a



true theory of flavour in the absence of any convincing observation of new physics that dis-
tinguishes SM fermion generations, especially since reliable experimental constraints already
exist for all but the leptonic (Dirac) CP-violating phase, absolute neutrino masses, and ad-
ditional parameters depending on whether neutrinos are Majorana particles. Therefore most
model predictions should actually be considered ‘post-dictions.’

One might then pursue a formalism for describing BSM flavour in more model-independent
ways, focusing only on connecting patterns of family-symmetry breaking (which can themselves
be generically motivated, perhaps in stringy theories — see [3,4], e.g.) to the relevant IR
phenomenology, and not on unfalsifiable Lagrangians based on new heavy states or dynamics
that may be associated to that symmetry breaking. Residual Family Symmetries (RFS)
provide just such a formalism, as they promote accidental Abelian symmetries of the SM
mass sector to the residual subgroups of a UV flavour symmetry Gr. In bases where the
physical mixing parameters appear in the SM Yukawa Lagrangian (any basis other than the
mass-eigenstate basis), one then notes that the Abelian generators associated to RFS are
themselves functions of the physical mixing parameters. Closing flavour groups with these
generators then provides the desired, model-independent link between UV symmetries and IR
mixing phenomenology, and multiple analytic and computational studies have been performed
to uncover viable Gp [5-30].

Of course, if a particular ‘simplified model’ (or class of simplified models) based on the
RF'S formalism is singled out due to new measurements in the flavour sector, a more complete
description of the physics will be desired. In this paper we provide a method to (re)construct
effective Lagrangians that recover the symmetry breaking distilled in RFS scenarios. That is,
we show how to construct a top-down model from a bottom-up phenomenological observa-
tion/conclusion. We do so by focusing on the intimate link between RFS generators and the
implied shape of an RFS-invariant mass/coupling matrix. After all, RFS are symmetries of
mass matrices and not the full SM Lagrangian and so, up to possible ambiguities associated to
the group-theoretical properties of RF'S generators, a specific symmetry-breaking pattern from
the UV G to a given RFS implies a specific IR mass/coupling matrix. This shape then hints
at relevant multiplet charge assignments under the parent Gr, which when combined with
RFS-implied vacuum expectation values (VEV) for family-symmetry breaking scalar flavons,
can be used to algorithmically construct an effective Lagrangian. We first apply this method
to models addressing SM mixing structures alone, i.e. the Upyns or Uckps matrices, and
then also to a class of ‘Simplified Models of Flavourful Leptoquarks’ developed in [31}32].
These models include a new Yukawa-like coupling between the leptoquark and SM quark and
lepton doublets which is, in addition to the SM mixing, controlled by RFS. They therefore
generate rich, flavour-dependent phenomenology at the Large Hadron Collier (LHC) and other
precision experiments which can be used to probe their predictions.

The paper develops as follows: in Section [2] we give a pedagogical review of the RFS
formalism, making explicit the intimate connection between RFS generators and implied mass
shapes, while also describing bottom-up techniques to close UV flavour groups. We then
discuss how to take those results and build an effective UV Lagrangian. In Section [3|we apply
this recipe to models reproducing Upy;ns or Uck s before moving to leptoquark applications in
Section [4 We conclude in Section [}, give relevant information for the finite groups we employ
in Appendix [A] and also give further details on our core RFS-preserving flavon condition in



Appendix [B]

2 RFS: Bottom-Up Formalism for Top-Down Models

The core assumption of the RFS paradigm is that a parent flavour symmetry G is broken in
such a way that, after subsequent EWSB, RFS mediated by subgroups of Gz are preserved
in some or all of the SM mass matrices, or indeed any other term controlled by the original
flavour symmetry. For example, a natural symmetry breaking pattern through intermediate
groups controlling the lepton and quark sectors of the SM is schematically illustrated by

oo i

Gr — (1)
Go {gu
Gq.

Of course other patterns beyond , perhaps without the intermediate G o or which only
address either the quark or lepton sector individually, are also conceivable. Gr o can in
principle be Abelian or non-Abelian, continuous or discrete, although for the remainder of
this paper we will assume that Gz, o are non-Abelian, such that irreducible multiplets of
dimension greater than one can be arranged in flavour space. Furthermore, we will only work
with non-Abelian discrete symmetries (NADS) when constructing explicit models in Sections
although our general approach and analysis in this section is equally applicable to non-
Abelian continuous flavour groups as well. Also, the RFS G, with a € {u,d,l,v} must be
Abelian, and when considering they reconstruct NADS we have in particular Abelian cyclic
groups of order n,

Gu = Z,, , (2)

when Gr £ o are themselves discrete. Discrete product groups of the form G, ~ Z,,, 1 XZ,,, 2X...
are also possible. Finally, we note that the complete flavour symmetry present in the effective
Lagrangians to be considered in the upcoming sections is actually Gz X Gghape, Where Ggnape
is an Abelian shaping symmetry that forbids unwanted scalar interactions. However, as will
become clear, unlike G, we do not need to explicitly specify Ggnape ab initio, as our bottom-up
RFS approach depends only on the fact that Gghape can be found to exist after realizing all of
the desired phenomenology.

2.1 The Infrared Lagrangian

To review how the RFS chain in is naturally motivated, we follow prior discussions (see
e.g. [5,/10]) and first write down the SM Yukawa Lagrangian, after EWSB, in the mass-
eigenstate basis:

ESM

1 _ _
mass = §ﬂZmyuL+ElelL+dRmddL+ﬂRmuuL+ h.c., (3)



where m, are diagonal matrices of mass eigenvalues and where we have assumed a Majorana
neutrino mass term to illustrate our point, although our RFS approach applies straightfor-
wardly to a Dirac mass «x vgrm, vy as well. From we observe that the Lagrangian is
invariant under Abelian transformations on the fermion fields{l]

v, = T,vr, with T, = diag (1,—1,-1) and T,o = diag(—1,1,-1),
=T, with Ty = diag (emf,eiﬁf,e”f) for fe{FEgr,ly,dr,dr,ug,ur}. (4)

Hence we promote these accidental symmetries to RF'S, and note that, for the case of Majorana
neutrinos, the (maximal) RFS generated by 7T), is a Klein four-group [5],

G, =27y xZ5. (5)

Similarly, the generators T simply represent re-phasing freedoms of the three fermion gener-
ations in each family’s Dirac mass term,

G = U(1)%, (6)

and of course a Dirac neutrino mass term would be generically invariant under @ instead of
. When is realized the otherwise continuous phases in Tt are quantized as
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Finally, from one also finds that T}, = T}, for the terms to be invariant. Of course, left-
and right-chiral fermions can be charged differently in the complete flavour theory invariant
under Gr £ 0.

However, — tell us nothing about the physical predictions associated to the family
symmetry breaking in (1). It is only when we rotate to a basis where the Yukawa terms
contain information about fermionic mixing that the RFS is useful as a bottom-up tool. Take
the standard ‘flavour basis’ of the SM, where charged-current (CC) interactions are diagonal,
as an example. Here is transformed to

1 _ -
L > SV Um,Ul vy, + Er UgmyU/ 1, + dg UpmgUl dy, + g Uym, Ul ug, + hee.,  (8)
—— S—— S——— ~——
myu mu md4u myU
where the left-handed unitary matrices U have physical effects in the CC through the presence
of the CKM and PMNS overlap matrices:
Ueky = Ul Uz, Upuns = Ul U, . (9)

Both Uckm puns are 3 X 3 matrices in flavour space and are parameterized by three mixing
angles 9‘1”2{23713 and one Dirac CP-violating phase §%'. If neutrinos are Majorana particles,
the PMNS also encodes two additional phases o 2. Hence it is clear that the redefined mass

1Other basis choices can be made for the Klein generators T}, .



matrices m,y (where a denotes all fermions) in (8) are themselves 3 x 3 matrices in flavour
space, and are of course related to the SM Yukawa couplings Y, through the Higgs VEV v,

v
Moy = —=Y, . 10
U \/5 ( )

Obviously does not hold for the Majorana neutrino mass term written explicitly above.
Let us now examine the RFS of . Here one observes that the Lagrangian is invariant
under transformations of the form

a— Twa, with T,y =U,T,U, (11)

as opposed to those of . Indeed, the RFS generator T,; now knows about the physical
mixing matrices U,, which means that any parent group Gr » o with subgroup G, generated
by T,y can be connected to a physical mixing prediction embedded in U,. In this way the
RFS intimately links the IR phenomenology to the UV symmetry without reference to any
of the dynamics associated to realizing . RFS therefore provide a powerful, bottom-up
means of understanding observed patterns of flavour mixing in a rather model-independent
way, as the only assumption made thus far is that the accidental flavour symmetries of the
SM mass sector encoded in are in fact the global RFS of a complete flavour theory broken
as in or its analogues.ﬂ In this way the RFS formalism defines a set of ‘simplified flavour
models,” which can easily be extended to BSM constructions as well — see [35] for a recent
application of RFS to the Yukawa sector of multi-Higgs doublet models, where they were
shown to be capable of controlling dangerous flavour-changing neutral currents alongside of
fermionic mixing, and [31,[32] where it is demonstrated that they can also structure the flavour
patterns of leptoquark couplings (we also address some of these models in Section 4| below).

However, is but one of an infinite number of bases that the Yukawa sector can be
written in. In the presence of BSM couplings that introduce new (physical) mixings, one may
want to work in a different one in order to preserve diagonal CC (see the ‘leptoflavour basis’
discussed in Section . Or one may be motivated to change basis due to the ease of use of
certain (basis-dependent) group product rules. Regardless, the trend as regards the associated
RFS symmetry transformation is trivially clear; a rotation on a mass-eigenstate field a with
unitary matrix V| equivalently implies a basis-change on the corresponding RFS mass-basis
generator T, through the same matrix:

a—=Viae < T, V,T,V]. (12)

The statement holds vice versa as well, since otherwise 7, would no longer be an RF'S generator,
as it would not leave the associated mass/Yukawa term invariant. In Section we will apply
the logically equivalent statement to to study the RFS-invariant mass matrices themselves,
in an effort to guide the reconstruction of an effective Lagrangian with manifest Gr 1 o.
Before doing so, it is important to address a couple of subtleties in the approach, for clarity.
First, the RFS are not symmetries of the full IR Lagrangian. CC interactions do not respect

2The RFS formalism therefore characterizes a class of flavour models, sometimes referred to as ‘direct’
or ‘semi-direct’ in the literature [33], but it is of course not entirely generic. It is plausible that instead
represent truly accidental symmetries, and that 7, do not generate the subgroups of Gr £ o. These types of
models are sometimes called ‘indirect’” — see [34] for a successful GUT-inspired example.



them without additional assumptions relating RFS within the quark and/or lepton sector.
This is realized naturally in most flavour models, however, since the breaking of Gr (o is
typically only communicated to the Yukawa sector, perhaps through scalar flavons developing
VEV. This is the approach we will take in what follows, although it is worth noting that family-
symmetry breaking can also occur through other mechanisms, e.g. orbifold compactifications.
And secondly, we recall that a bottom-up RFS analysis alone cannot recover the exact mix-
ing prediction associated to the model sketched by unless G, distinguishes all three fermion
generations, i.e. the associated RFS generator(s) T, needs to have three distinct eigenvalues
(or multiple T, need to be present when T, has fewer than three distinct eigenvalues). This
point becomes clear in the following flavour-basis equality:
T =U T, Ul = U, B T,V Ry™ Ul, with RY = ( cosyg smbye 5) . (13)
— Sin Gij 616” COS 9,-]»
That is, the RF'S generator cannot distinguish between the mixing matrix U, and U, - R,, with
the latter having free parameters in the degenerate (i, j) sector of T,,. In complete models these
free parameters can either be fit to data or quantized as a result of other mechanisms, like

further auxiliary or accidental symmetries of the Lagrangian. We will discuss the top-down
implications of in upcoming sections.

2.2 Closing Ultraviolet Flavour Groups

Given (|12]), one must then have a procedure for recovering the associated parent groups Gr r o,
as the Abelian G, alone are insufficient to model patterns of physical mixing. Many groups
have attempted this by performing either analytic or computational studies of the classes of
Gr.r.o that can break to desired subgroups G,, given that specific (phenomenologically viable)
shapes for U, must be achieved in a realistic model. On the other hand, the GAP language
for computational finite algebra [36,|37] has been indispensable when searching for NADS
with automated techniques, as it has a large library of small groups catalogued along with
vast amounts of associated group-theoretical information (conjugacy classes, order, irreducible
representations, etc.).

In what follows we will use the bottom-up approach to ‘reconstructing’ NADS first dis-
cussed in |20}23], but recently applied to a class of BSM leptoquark models in [31,132]. Here
one assumes that the RF'S generators form the complete generating set for Gr , o, such that
the latter are recovered upon using GAP to close all elements of the former:

g]: = {Td7ﬁ7Tu7TV}7 (14)

g}' = {Tdaj—‘u} X {ﬂ;Tu}a (15)
T T
Q L

gL = {ﬂ)TV}7 (16)
Go = (T, Ty}, (17)

where reconstructs a parent group generated by all family sectors, forms a direct
product parent group of lepton and quark symmetries, and — assume that the NADS

6



only controls either lepton or quark mixing, but not both. Other scenarios could also be
envisaged, e.g. one where G, o are formed as in -, but where Gr is not their direct
product group as in , but instead any larger group containing G, o. Regardless, the hatted
(T) notation in — simply indicates any basis where the generators know about physical
mixing parameters,

T, =T, (6%,62,..) . (18)

177 710
Of course, when searching for NADS in the bottom-up approach one must also apply a dis-
cretization scheme to all of these mixing parameters, and details on this procedure and other
cuts made regarding group order, etc., can be found on case-by-case bases in [20,123,32].
However, it does not matter how one finds the parent symmetry with associated RFS for
our present purposes. Any procedure is appropriate, as long as all relevant information about
the RFS can be extracted, which we now discuss in detail.

2.3 Guided Reconstruction for Effective Lagrangians

As demonstrated above, the implied shape of the generators T, given an RFS-invariant La-
grangian is the information required for connecting the IR G, to the UV Gr,o. But is
there a systematic way of using the recovered non-Abelian parent group to build an effec-
tive Lagrangian £y (a model, that is) that exhibits, upon family- and electroweak- symmetry
breaking, the simplified construction of ? A straightforward approachﬁ is based on the
implied RFS invariances of (a) the IR mass matrix and (b) new scalar favons whose VEV
implement the breaking patterns of .

Concerning (a), we note that a generic rotation V.| on the mass-eigenstate terms in (3))
yields new mass matrices of the form

Mg = Vor My VjL — TJ mlma T, = mlma = VaL m:rlma VaTL ) (19)

where we observed that, by construction, the Hermitian combination of this term is invariant
under 7, given in (12)). Hence, as m, can always be written as a diagonal matrix of mass
eigenvalues, the RFS-invariant quantity 712{ 7, can always be written out in model space, once
the rotations V, are specified. In the class of simplified models we have reviewed above, V,
can always be extracted from the (known) IR phenomenology that is predicted. In this way
provides the rubric for completing the simplified model, as a Ly that reproduces it will,
by construction, embed the desired RF'S.

Then flavons (point (b)) provide a candidate mechanism for breaking Gr o down to the
desired RFS-invariant mass shapes. The T, invariant mass matrices are then obtained, after
the flavon expands around its VEV, from Lagrangian terms of the form

~

Ly D % [Ar ¢ HAL], (20)

where Ay denotes the associated SU(2), doublet for the family sector, Ag is the SU(2),
singlet, H is a Higgs doublet, and 7, is the effective coupling suppressed by the new physics

3We do not claim that this is the unique prescription, but rather a simple and economical one.



scale A integrated out of the effective operator. To enforce T, invariant masses, we can use
the following condition regarding the VEV direction of the flavon field [5]

Tg<¢a> = e, (¢a) = Ta<¢a> = €a(Pa) with  eje, =1, (21)

where ¢, is a (scalar) eigenvalue, and the < is due to the fact that 7, is assumed without loss of
generality (since we work with finite groups) to be unitary. From the group theory perspective,
it is of course obvious that (¢,) (or indeed (@,) - (¢,)) should preserve G, = T, when
holds. However, in Appendix |B[we provide our own derivation of the known condition in 7
starting from the Gr-invariant Lagrangian term in (20f). This then provides more clarity as
to why provides a sufficient condition on operators of the form (20 which yields mass
matrices of the form in , and thereby realizes the simplified construction in ().

Summary of Effective Lagrangian Reconstruction

In summary, once a flavour group Gr r ¢ is determined with RFS generated by {Ta}, which
are assumed to know about the physical mixings the RFS mechanism (and therefore the
reconstructed model) controls, the following procedure can be followed to yield Ly:

1. Write out the explicit representations of {Ta} in a basis amenable to manipulating the
group product rules of Gr s o. This is typically determined by identifying {T,} with spe-
cific group elements in a given irreducible representation. If this basis differs from the one
in which Gr ¢ o was originally recovered, take account of the additional transformations
in the IR Lagrangian. This determines the model basis.

2. For each family sector a with an active RFS, write down N, > 1 new flavon(s) ¢, whose
VEV respect in the model basis, hence deriving the model-space orientation of (¢,).
The flavon(s) ¢, are taken to be charged under the irreducible representation that T,
was identified with in Step [I} and the number of flavon(s) N, is determined by Steps
i.e. one needs as many flavons as can successfully yield the desired mass matrix in
family sector a.

3. Derive the expected form of the model-basis mass/coupling matrix in each family sector,
which is given by for a generic set of model-basis transformation(s) V, away from
the mass-eigenstate basis, and form the Hermitian combination which preserves the
information from the physical mixings in the theory.

4. For each family sector a with an active RFS, create an effective Yukawa-like operator
with ¢, and build invariants of the form in , or a similar invariant of the form
x [LpLp¢,¢,]; for Majorana neutrinos. Multiple such invariants may be required in
a given family sector, depending on the kinds of irreducible representations implied in
Steps The goal is to recover the RFS-invariant mass/coupling shapes from Step ,
with a one-to-one mapping between physical and model parameters, and of course the
shapes of {Ta} and mlm, already hint at appropriate generations charges under Gr 1 o.



5. Construct the Hermitian Yukawa coupling ij/a from such that a comparison with
the quantities in Step [3[ can be made. Map the model parameters (e.g. {¥ai,v,...}) to
physical parameters (e.g. {mq;, 0§, ...}). If this mapping is not one-to-one, the model
may appear to require some fine-tuning of parameters, although we will show that this
could be a misleading conclusion if the expected RFS-invariant mass matrices have not
been generalized with the free parameters permitted through the relationships in (13)).
Also be sure to check that the implied mass eigenvalues are physical. If not, additional
operators may need to be added.

If Steps are successful, the resulting model will exhibit the RFS symmetry-breaking pat-
terns and desired phenomenology embedded in the original simplified models, thereby provid-
ing an Effective Field Theory (EFT) completion.

3 Application to Models of SM Flavour

In this section we apply the strategy outlined in Section to flavour models reproducing SM
mixing matrices, i.e. the PMNS or CKM matrices defined in (9).

3.1 A, Altarelli-Feruglio Model for Upy/ns

As a first application of the algorithm described in Section [2, we now show how the famous
Altarelli-Feruglio model of leptonic flavour [38,39] can be reconstructed with only minimal
knowledge of its low-energy predictions. In particular, its IR phenomenology is characterized
by the breaking of the tetrahedral A, group to Z3 and Zy RFS in the charged lepton and
neutrino sectors,

v = ZQ
G = Ay — 22
gl = ZS ) ( )
which are respectively generated by
T, = diag(—1,1,—1), T =diag(l,w’,w), w=e"/3. (23)

The model assumes Majorana neutrino masses, and its LO mixing prediction is the tribimax-
imal (TBM) matrix defined as follows [

VI NG o
Upuns = | —1/V/6 1/vV3 =1/v2 |, (24)
~1/V61/V3 1/v2

41t is often preferred to instead construct terms in the LR basis, with operators oc App,HAg. In this
case, simply identify the predicted Yukawa coupling from this term as Yj , and then proceed to build }A/aT Y,.
We will do this in some of the models below. Also, it is obvious that Majorana neutrinos do no require the
construction of the Hermitian object 1, .

5In this particular example, our convention for the PMNS mixing is different than that adopted later in

the paper, cf. , in order to better reproduce those of [39].




which is realized in a special flavour basis, where U; = 1 and U, = U pMNS.ﬁ Given knowl-
edge of -, we now have all of the information necessary to apply our reconstruction
algorithm.

We first use these equations to infer that, in the model basis we will construct our effective
Lagrangian, the relevant generators are given by

. -1 2 2 100
Tw=5|2-12 | Tw=[0s0], (25)
2 2 -1 00 w

which we immediately identify as triplet 3 representations from the A, review in [38], and
which we can use to solve for flavon VEV in each family sector,

(M (i
T (bva) = (vy) = (Dv)=1 v, |, (d)=10 |, (26)
vy, 0

and to conclude that the model-basis mass matrices invariant under them are characterized

- (2my, +my,) (M, — my,) (M, —my,)
M = 3 (Muy — M) 5 (3muy + 2my, +my,) 5 (my, + 2m,, —3my,) |, (27)
(M, —my,) % (my, + 2my, — 3m,,) % (3my,, + 2m,, +m,,)
m? 0 0
myymu 1o mz 0 1, (28)
0 0 m?2

which we can further use to infer charge assignments under A, for SM fields and the new
flavons in (26). We recall that A, is O(12) and has four irreducible representations: a triplet
3 and three singlets 1, 1’ and 1”7, with 1 denoting the trivial representation. While A4 is an
exceptionally well studied finite group, we repeat the relevant product rules in this basis for
completeness in Appendix [A.T] where it is clear that in order to build up non-trivial Yukawa
matrices, the SM SU(2) doublet L, and corresponding flavons (from (26])) will need to be
assigned to the triplet representation:

Lp~3, ¢,~3, ¢1~3. (29)

Given this, we then consider the charged lepton mass term and observe from and
that SM generations do not ‘talk’ to one another through the A, symmetry, and so we assign
a different singlet to each RH SM field:

ep~1, g~ 1", T ~1, (30)

SNote that one is always free to move to this basis, and so knowledge of this fact about the Altarelli-Feruglio
model does not bias our approach in what follows.
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Li|er | b |Th| v | d| &
Al 31|11 3|31

Table 1: Relevant field and A, symmetry content from [39).

where [, are transforming as left-handed fields. Because these fields transforms as A, singlets
we need combinations of [¢; L] as in to themselves transform as one-dimensional repre-
sentations of A4. Noting this, one quickly deduces the LO effective Yukawa Lagrangian for
this sector:

L) D a, 6% [¢ZLL]1 + be ,U,% [QbZLL]l/ + Ce TIC% [leLL]lN +h.c+ e (31)

where we omit the necessary insertions of the Higgs field that make each term invariant and the
[...];» notation indicates that the bracketed fields contract to the indicated singlet under the A,
product rules given in . Each individual term in (31)) is then an A, and SM gauge singlet,
once contracted with the corresponding RH isospin singlets. The additional terms implied in
correspond to higher-order operators in the Effective Field Theory (EFT) allowed by
successive flavon and SM field insertions, given their associated symmetry assignments. We
will discuss these below, along with additional symmetries irrelevant to the RFS formalism.
Regardless, one immediately finds that generates the desired mass matrix from , with
the relations between masses and Lagrangian parameters easily found to be

U

v (32)

U1 Ul
Me = aezJK, my, = beUK’ M, = C,
with v the Higgs VEV realizing EWSB.

Moving now to the neutrino masses, the m,y implied in has non-trivial structure in
all matrix sectors, a fact concurrent with 1) our observation that ¢, and L, should be charged
as Ay triplets, and 2) the fact the Altarelli-Feruglio Model predicts a Majorana neutrino mass
matrix, which is itself implied (or at least consistent with) the Z; neutrino RFS. In the low-
energy EFT, a Majorana neutrino mass is necessarily o< Ly Ly. We therefore conclude that
an operator of the formm

,C,/ D a, [¢VLLLL]1 + h.c + ey (33)

should be included in the Lagrangian. This term generates a contribution to m,,

, [ 2B/3 —B/3 ~B/3
mw~ | =B/3 2B/3 —B/3 |, B=2"%, (34)

A A
—B/3 —B/3 2B/3

which, while invariant under (25)) (as it must be by construction), fails to realize the required
neutrino phenomenology, as it has only two distinct eigenvalues: 0 and B. In other words, it
cannot map to the generic, RFS-invariant form in that we have deduced, in the absence
of (unphysical) assumptions about the mass eigenvalues embedded in it. The obvious solution
is to introduce a further flavon £ whose VEV (£) = u does not break G, and which can couple

"Note that a see-saw realzation of this IR Majorana term is also possible — see [39).
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to the L; L bilinear. To that end we introduce £ as an A4 singlet, which adds an additional

contribution to -,

, (A+2B/3 —B/3 —B/3
EVZ)aVWMLLLLh—FhffLLLLh::$7nﬂ]:i%; ~B/3 2B/3 A-B/3|, A=2
~B/3 A-B/3 2B/3

U
l/K )

(35)
where we again omit the necessary insertions of the Higgs field that make each term invariant.
This matrix is still invariant under , is diagonalized by Urpgas, and has mass eigenvalues
given by

2 v? v

v
= - (A+B = A —
mVl A ( + ) ) mVQ A Y m’/3 A

which is fully consistent with the matrix form in (27)).

In conclusion, with the knowledge of the parent flavour symmetry Ay, the neutrino and
charged lepton RFS in , and the PMNS mixing prediction given in , we have easily
inferred the field and symmetry content in Table [l and the following LO effective Yukawa
Lagrangian:

[N}

(B—A), (36)

L:y D Qe 6% [¢1LL]1+be ,u% [qblLL]l,—i-Ce TE [qblLL]l,,—i—a,, [¢VLLLL]1+by£ [LLLL]1+h.C+.... (37)

This is to be compared to eq(12) in [39], where it is found to be equivalent to the non-SUSY
version of the Altarelli-Feruglio Lagrangian — we have ‘reconstructed’ this model from the
bottom up.

Here we do not concern ourselves with the UV completion of this model (or indeed other
models), which can be achieved by adding appropriate messengers fields to make the underlying
model renormalizable, for Ay models see e.g. [40,41]. UV completions exist in general for
models and are typically more predictive than the corresponding non-renormalizable model if
the messenger fields included in the complete model enable a subset of the contractions that
are allowed by the symmetries at the non-renormalizable level.

However, as is well known, the complete model of [39] is more involved than just its LO
Yukawa terms. Furthermore, we made choices in the above discussion that, a priori, may
seem ad-hoc. We will now discuss some of these subtleties for this particular model, as well
as their broader implications for our generic approach, although in forthcoming models we
will typically leave these discussions implicit, unless they become particularly relevant for the
physics at hand.

Mass and Mixing Prediction Ambiguities

We have observed in the preceding section that knowledge of the IR RFS and mixing prediction
is not guaranteed to tell us everything required to build the LO terms in the EFT. For one,
as became clear between —, the RF'S has no control over the quantization of the mass
eigenvalues, but only the mixing associated to them.ﬂ As we saw, exhibits the required

8This is a well known fact about RFS that are only active in SM mass terms.
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Z, invariance, but does not map to the (more) generic RFS-invariant form in (27) without
imposing,
My, = Myy, My, — 0, (38)

which is unphysical (there are two non-zero mass splittings measured for low-energy neutrinos).
This motivated the introduction of the singlet £ whose VEV also breaks G, but does not break
G,, and so does not upset the TBM prediction for the PMNS. In general, this is a good strategy
when reconstructing a given Majorana-neutrino-sector Lagrangian for which one does not have
a literature reference, as we did here —- operators o< [L; L], will always preserve a given RF'S
if augmented only by a scalar singlet.

And secondly, in the absence of a reference Lagrangian, one can also reconstruct a mass
term associated to a different mixing prediction, when degenerate eigenvalues exist in RF'S
generators. This was highlighted explicitly for the mixing in , but of course this also has
implications for the associated RFS-invariant mass matrix. In the Altarelli-Feruglio case, we
observe that 7; has three distinct eigenvalues, and so U; is uniquely predicted as the identity
matrix. However, as only one Z; is explicitly preserved in the neutrino sector, the truly generic
RFS-invariant mass matrix is given by

11

My = (ml,2 + 2m,, cos® 15 + 2m,,362i513 sin? 013) , (39)

gr—t
|

<m1,2 — 1y, cos? O3 4 /371 (M, — €*®3m,,, ) cos 013 8in 013 — m,, sin® 61362“513) ,

= ™
w c
|

Wl W= W

My = (mu2 —my, cos? 013 — V/3e 113 (ml,1 — 62“513ml,3) cos 013 sin O3 — m,, sin® 91362“513) ,

1 4 2 , 2
m?fU = B (6ml,2 +my, (\/§ cos 013 — 3713 gin 913> + My, (3 cos b3 + V3613 gin 913) ) ,

23

m2y = — (2my, + (my, — 3my,) cos® 013 + € 2% (=3m,, + 3 m,,,) sin® 0y3)

=

1 ) . 2 . 2
ml?j?] = 1 (GmV2 + 6_2“513771”1 <\/§e“513 cos B3 + 3sin 013) + my, (—3 cos B3 + V36913 sin 913> > ,

with 613 and 6,3 defined as in (13). This complex symmetric matrix is diagonalized by U5, 13-
myu - Urpn—13 = my,, with

\V/2/3cos 013 1/vV3 \/2/3e 35sin 63

. __cosbi3 €913 sin 013 __cosbiz e~ 013 sin 013
Urpnm-13 = Vs V2 1/V3 2 6 ; (40)
__cosfi3 e "°13 sinfi3 cosf13 e "°13 sinfi3
v e LV3 e 76

from which 6,3 and 03 can be fit to experimental data, yielding a phenomenologically successful
PMNS matrix. The point here is that knowledge of the RFS alone does not nail down the
mixing or mass matrix prediction that a top-down EFT can yield, when the generators of said
RFS do not distinguish all three generations. That the Altarelli-Feruglio model predicts
and not at leading order is due to the accidental invariance of the m,y in under the
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n—T operatOIﬂ
100
T,..=(001], (41)
010

which does not respect. This invariance is not associated to the RFS, as Zy x Z47 is not
a subgroup of A4. Rather, the accidental invariance of under is due to the absence
of additional operators in (37]), which is a consequence of additional symmetries unrelated to
the RFS, which we will now discuss.

Further Symmetries and Fields

The astute reader will notice that does not contain the most generic set of operators
invariant under the A, flavour symmetry and SM gauge symmetries. For example, a term of
the form (briefly restoring Higgs fields to maintain clarity)

O~L L HH (42)

is also allowed, as are the four operators corresponding to but with ¢, <> ¢;. Indeed,
these additional contributions to the LO Lagrangian are forbidden by a Z3 shaping symmetry,

{67M7 T}R ~ w27 {Ha ¢l} ~ 1, {LLa 57 ¢V} ~ W, (43)

which limits contact interactions between certain fields. As the RFS have nothing to do with
these shaping symmetries, in what follows we will simply assume that either they are not
needed or, more commonly, that they can always be found such that only desired operators
in the 1/A EFT expansion are recovered.

We also ignored all of the dynamics required to obtain the VEV derived in . As men-
tioned in the introduction, flavon VEV can be realized via the minimization of an appropriate
scalar potential. SUSY is assumed for the Altarelli-Feruglio model, such that is under-
stood as one part of the overall superpotential, whilst yet another flavon f that breaks Ay is
introduced alongside additional ‘driving’ superfields ¢}, ¢4 and &. All fields are then further
charged under a traditional R symmetry U(1)g that distinguishes matter, symmetry-breaking,
and driving/alignment fields. We again ignore all such discussion in upcoming models, as we
simply assume that the required VEV alignment can be achieved.

Finally, we mentioned that the RFS do not constrain mass eigenvalues. That means that
mass hierarchies must be understood with some other mechanism. In the case of [39], this
is achieved with an additional Froggatt-Nielsen [42] U(1)zy, under which the 7g, pug, and
er generations are assigned 0, ¢ and 2¢, and additional flavons 6 are introduced whose VEV
create hierarchical mass suppressions ~ A = (0)/A: ¢, =~ O(1), b, =~ O(\?), and a, =~ O(\*).
Again, such symmetries can always be imposed in addition to the core flavour symmetries
yielding the RF'S of interest. We therefore do not mention them further in what follows.

9Note that, using the basis choice for the Klein RFS generating set in , one would instead derive the
matrix —7),_, from the bottom-up. which still leaves m,y invariant but corresponds to a different é,,.
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Higher-order Operators

We have only reconstructed the LO Yukawa Lagrangian in the 1/A EFT expansion. Higher-
order terms associated to more SM or flavon field insertions (but which are still invariant under
all assumed symmetries) can of course be found, and these will generate small corrections to
the phenomenological conclusions of the LO Lagrangian. In the Altarelli-Feruglio model, the
leading such terms are given by

O~ lerLrutn)y, O~ [urLrditr]y, O ~ [TrLrdidil;, (44)
for the charged leptons, and
O~ [¢l¢u]1/ [LLLL]lll ) O ~ [(bl(by]l// [LLLL]ll > O~ 5 [(blLLLL]l > (45)

for the neutrinos. These operators will add small corrections to the predictions for the as-
sociated mixing matrices, which can bring them closer to experiment. However, in general,
they may softly break the RFS preserved at LOJ[/’land so studying them in generality is again
beyond our scope in what follows.

3.2 (214 X ZQ) X 22 Model for UCKM

We now consider a simple model based on the finite group (Z14 X Z3) x Zy that makes pre-
dictions for CKM quark mixing. The RFS symmetry-breaking pattern to the down and up
quark sectors is illustrated by

Go = (Z1y X Zy) X Zy — {g“ =L (46)
Ga =2y,
with G, 4 generated by
T, = diag(1,—-1,-1), T, = diag(1,-1,—1) . (47)
The model predicts the LO CKM mixing prediction to be of the Cabibbo form,
cos{; sin{; 0
Uckm = | —sin{j cos {5 0 |, (48)
0 0 1

which, while insufficient to fully reproduce the known three-dimensional structure of the CKM,
does capture the dominant mixing in the (1,2) sector, i.e. the Cabibbo angle 6. Further
corrections are highly suppressed, oc O (6%, 62,), and will be briefly mentioned below.

As in Section we can immediately construct the flavour-basis generators, under the
(common) assumption that the down quarks are already diagonal, such that the entirety of
the CKM mixing is encoded in the up sector. We immediately find

cos% sin% 0 10 0
Tw=|sin% —cosZ 0 |, Taw=|0-10 |[. (49)
0 0 —1 00 —1

19Combinations of flavons generally give rise to different directions in flavour space, so-called effective align-
ments [43,/44).
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In principle, we can use to proceed with the algorithm as described in Section . However,
in what follows we find it convenient to work in a different basis where the non-trivial entries
of T,y are in the (2, 3) sectorE To that end, we consider the following unitary transformation
on the weak-eigenstate generators:

. 1 1—1—751—75
PZE —11—7514—% . (50)

\/5—2’ 7

Applying P with T/ , = PIT,.au P we get the following expressions for the RFS-generators in
the model basis{™

-1 0 0 -100
=10 0 /7|, T/=]1001]. (51)
0 e /7 0 010

The previous expressions indicate the use of a singlet and doublet representation. Even
if the second and third generation are part of the doublet, we remind the reader that these
generations are not the actual flavor states. In principle it is possible to build the model in
the flavour basis, but the charge assignments would be rather inconvenient. Finally, let us
emphasize that the actual flavor state charges do not depend of the group basis choice.

We now want to identify these matrices with (Z14 x Zy) % Z, generating elements in certain
irreducible representations. However, we have not found sources available that catalogue the
properties of this group. For this reason we derived the relevant product rules and group
information ourselves, and have provided them in Appendix E There we see that Té’ 4 can
be easily expressed in terms of the group generators a, b and c:

T)=bab, T)=ac for 1__+2;5 . (52)

Critically, we observe that — indicate that 23, is the appropriate (Zi4 X Zy) X Zy
charge for the two flavons ¢, 4 that we introduce according to the algorithm in Section [2}, and
we can use to work out the expressions for these doublet VEV, finding

(B0) = v (_efw) C{ga) = (_11) . (53)

Finally, one derives that in the absence of mixing ambiguities, the model-basis mass matrices
are given by

2
My 0 0
mtm, = 0 1 (mQ + m2 ) Lim/7 (mz —m2 )
u u 2 Uy ug 2 Ul u2 )
1 _—in/7 2 2 1 2 2
0 26 (mm mU2) 2 (mm + mW)

1We also attempted a construction with this symmetry that treated leptons as well as quarks, which we
reference at the end of Section and where the current basis was required.

12Tn what follows, we will always use double-primed (/) notation when constructing objects in the basis we
intend to build the model, unless that basis has already been given a specific label (as with the flavour basis

in Section .
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”1 l123 ll1 //2 /l3 ”1 //2 II3
L L Ugr Ug Ug dp dg dp Ou bd

(214 X Zg) X ZQ 1__ 23+_ 1++ 1_+ 1__ 1++ 1_+ 1__ 23+_ 23+_

Table 2: Representations of the quarks under (Z14 x Zy) x Z.

m, 0 0
" 78
iy |0 G ) (- ) | (54
1 (2 2\ 1 (2 2
0 2 (md1 - md2) 2 (md1 + mdz)
where my4, are the associated mass eigenvalues, and where we have used dagger combinations
for the charged fermions to remove the dependence on RH transformations. Of course, in
deriving , we have been careful to keep track of the additional basis change implied by
operating with P in (50)).

The results in (51)-(54) strongly indicate that the second and third generations of LH
quarks should transform as a (Z14 X Z3) X Zy doublet, while the first generation transforms as
a non-trivial singlet. Similarly, the second and third generations of RH up and down quarks
should transform as a non-trivial singlet, while the first generation of both types of quark
transforms trivially. Furthermore, already indicated that the flavons ¢4, associated to
these sectors should transform as a 23, _, a fact that helped us derive . This information
is summarized in Table 2

Assuming a shaping symmetry to prevent ¢; from coupling to undesirable sectors, one can
straightforwardly build up the Yukawa sector for the quarks in the model basis using Table [2]

Ly 50 Qluid + 0, [QF0.] it e [@Fa] i
1 1.
d’}’%l ¥y [—223@[} d’}’%2 ’
1

—+

++

) ) (55)
+ag QL dR + by [ L23¢d] )

++

where we have omitted Higgs fields and scale suppressions. Using the vevs from (53)) and
product rules from Appendix [A.2] we get the following Yukawa matrices:

0 0 Ay Vy 0 0 ag/vg
YJT = Uy by —Cy 0 ) Y;T =vg | bg —cqg O . (56)
—be T —c e/ () —by —cqg O

Assembling these into their Hermitian combinations, one immediately finds

|aul® /03 0 0
Yy =2 0 bu? + leul* ™ (Jeu]® = 10 |
0 —e ™ —lcul®)  [bul® + |cul?
jaal?/vi 0 0
VY =vd [ 0 [bal? + leal?® [bal® — lea? | (57)
0 [bal* = |cal? |bal® + |cal?
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which directly map to (54) with
|au|2 < |mU3’27 |bu|2 < |mu2|27 |CU|2 < |mu1|27

and analogous relations for the mapping of Yy, up to VEV factors and multiplicative constants.
We have therefore reconstructed a successful top-down model, as it exhibits the required
symmetry breaking in and recovers the CKM mixing prediction in (48)).

4 Application to Models of Flavourful Leptoquarks

As a particularly relevant extension of the field content of the SM, we now apply our algorithm
to a class of flavoured leptoquark models defined in [31,32], which we will briefly review for
completeness. Leptoquarks have been become popular in the recent literature due to their
ability to resolve (potential) anomalies in heavy meson decay observables like R i+ observed by
LHCb [45,46], as well as other potentially anomalous measurements sensitive to muon physics
(see e.g. [47-50]). Here we allow the SM to be augmented by one of the following bosons,
denoted the ‘scalar triplet,” ‘vector singlet,” and ‘vector triplet,” whose charge assignments
under the SM gauge group are respectively given by (in the form Ggpr = SU(3)e x SU(2) 1 X
U(l)Y)v _

A3~ (3,3,1/3), AP~ (3,1,2/3), A5~ (3,3,2/3). (58)

These leptoquarks are easily motivated in the UV by Grand Unified constructions, or in
models with new gauge interactions (see e.g. [51,52]), and all can successfully account for
R < 1]53]. The SM-gauge invariant operators they source are given by

Dot LD QY (ALY + QS e (ALY QS + b
Al LD leijiL’a'y“AwL%a + aph Tyt Ay B+ w{%ﬁu}i’y“Al,uyé +h.c.
Al LD xg ng (T’“A'?fyu)ab L +he. (59)

with {4, j} denoting flavour indices, {a, b} denoting SU(2) indices, and k = 1,2, 3 for the Pauli
matricesF_g] Following [54] and redefining the components of the scalar triplet state according

ton]
AYE = (AL —ind) V2, AP = (A} +iA) V2, A =a5 (60)

contracting the SU(2) indices of (59), and ignoring the diquark operator of Aj (for simplicity,
although RFS can control it— see [31], and it can also be controlled with other symmetries
[55,56]) , one then finds that the Yukawa/mass sector of the SM is enhanced to

1 _ _
»Cmass D) 5172 m, vy, + Ele lL + dRmd dL + Up My Uy,

13The physics of leptoquarks is thoroughly reviewed in [54].
14\We will write the following equations explicitly for the scalar triplet, although analogous expressions are
easily derived for the other two leptoquark states of . Superscripts on the LHS denote electric charges.
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+ dS Ml AYE 08 Ay v AYP 408 Al AV + 05 A v A
+ hec. (61)

with the novel leptoquark couplings Aoz normalized to the first term, Ay, which in the mass-
eigenstate basis of the SM fermions is generically parameterized by

)\de )\du )\dT
—V2 (U5 U) == | Aee Aep Aer | - (62)
/\be )\b,u >\b7—

The other couplings in are related to Ay via SU(2) relations, and are given by

1 1
Adv = ﬁ)\dz Upmns, Aul = EUéKM Ad, Aww = =Ulgp AaUpuns.  (63)

Given these new flavoured couplings, we defined multiple classes of simplified models based
on the RFS formalism in [31,[32] . In particular, we assumed that the natural RFS of the SM
(cf. (4)) also hold in the new leptoquark terms of (61). This allowed us to constrain the Ay,
couplings via RFS invariances of the form

3{Q, L}, Ty AarTr = Aor (64)

with @, L respectively representing arbitrary quark (d, u) and lepton (I, v) families, and the
transposed 1" (daggered ‘t’) Ty corresponding to scalar (vector) leptoquark(s). Critically,
different phase relationships amongst RF'S generators T¢, ;, correspond to different textures in
AL, and the extent to which free parameters remain in — is a function of the amount of
symmetry present in any given term. Precision flavour data from (e.g.) B — B mixing, lepton-
flavour-violating (LFV) observabes like i — e, and the anomalous R ratios also constrain
the viable textures (and hence also the phenomenologically viable RFS relationships) in (62)).

For example, in [31] we insisted that REFS hold in all lepton and quark sectors of the
SM and leptoquark couplings, and this led to only O(10) viable textures for Ay with only a
single real parameter, once all experimental and symmetry constraints were madeﬁ Then,
in [32], we relaxed the symmetry assumptions and enforced an RFS invariance in some or
all of the SM mass terms, but only in the d — [ leptoquark coupling, where either or both
Ty, were allowed to act; in this symmetry environment, invariance in Agy, 1,4 is inherited via
SU(2) relationships as in (63). These two types of simplified models were labeled ‘SE1’ and
‘SE2’ respectively, with the former likely requiring more intricate model building to account
for the fact the RFS distinguishes members of SU(2) doublets in individual leptoquark terms
after EWSB. The SE2 models, on the other hand, represent highly natural relaxations of the
SE1 constructions, and can easily be realized with single flavon EFTs as per our algorithm in
Section [2] which we will now show.

15We also insisted that at least two generations be distinguished by the eigenvalues of To,r, so that the
action of the RFS was not trivial in a given family sector.
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The Leptoflavour Basis

Viable NADS that can realize the SE2 symmetry predictions for Upyns,crxm and Agr must
be uncovered in order to apply our algorithm (cf. Section , and to that end a GAP scan
was performed in [32]. We performed that scan in the ‘leptoflavour basis’, where information
about all relevant physical mixings could be extracted, and which we now review.

Recall that, in the mass-eigenstate basis, the RFS generators (and therefore Gr » o) do
not know about Upyns.cxa, even in the case of only SM field content. However, we can go
to a special form of the ‘flavour basis’ (cf. (8)) by doing no change of basis (or trivial change
of basis with the identity matrix) on the LH d, [, and a change of basis via the CKM for
the LH u and the PMNS for the LH v. With leptoquarks present, we simultaneously want
to encode the additional information present in Ag; together with the SM mixing matrices,
so we choose the leptoflavour basis to be the one where the SM mixing is all in the mixing
matrices, and therefore the charged current should be diagonal — similarly to what we have
in the flavour basis — but additionally, we choose to have Ay diagonal. To diagonalize )y,
we require a further non-trivial change of basis in the LH d, [, which must be cancelled with
rotations in the u and v respectively, to have the CC diagonal. So, starting from the mass
basis (where Ay is defined as in ), d changes by Ay, [ by A; and u changes by both CKM
and by A4 (canceling the presence of Ay in the CC and making it diagonal), while v changes by
both PMNS and by A; (canceling the presence of the A; in the CC, and making it diagonal).
Finally, the case without leptoquarks appears correctly as the limit with A; = A; = 1.

To see this explicitly, we apply the following ‘leptoflavour’ basis transformations on the
mass eigenstates:

lL — A}LllL, dL — A];d/L, vy — U;’MNSA;VEN ur, — UCKMAL’U,IL,

Erp — ALER, dp — Abd, vr — AL, up — Ay, (65)

This yielded the leptoflavour basis Lagrangian,

9 5 — g 3 —
LD —QZ’L'WI/LWM + —=dp Y W,

V2 V2

1 P —/ = 1/
+ 57 UbarnsMuUbyngM vy + EpAgmiAly, + dphpmaAld), + G AymaUcre A,

1 — - ! — 1 !/
+ —=dfNAGA VLAY + dENAGATT AYP + TN AV AL LN G A1 ALY

5 + EUL d
+ h.c., (66)
which is invariant under the following LH RFS generators:
T, = NTIA], T, = NUpunsTUbynsN, Ty = ATuhl, Ty = AgUlyey TuUckmAl, (67)
and the following RH RFS generators:
Ty = AgTiNy,  Tp = AgT, AL, Tp = ApTyAl, Ty, = AyT,AL, (68)

where T}, holds only in the case of Dirac neutrinos. As mentioned above, in the limit where
Ng—1, reduces to the SM-only flavour-basis generating set! We also point out that, in
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Basis-Dependent RFS Quantities
Basis Transform v;, — Mass Matrix RFS Generator
Mass vy, m, T,
Flavour U;LI/L U,m, U:,f U, T, Uj
Leptoflavour U;MNSAZT% A;“UI"_‘-,MNSml,UITDMNSA}L AZUPMNST,,U;,MNSA}L
Model UbynsMPYE | PTA U ynsmuUb v AT P | PYNUpyinsT, UL g AT P

Table 3: The RFS generators associated with a given basis change away from the original
mass-eigenstate vp,.

the absence of a RH leptoquark coupling as present in (e.g.) the vector singlet case, one has
some freedom to choose the RH Ag r py transformations since their shapes are not dictated
by the requirement of diagonalizing a particular coupling (we can always form totally LH
combinations of the SM mass matrices, e.g.). Given the leptoflavour basis, bottom-up scans
as described in Section were then performed in [32] with , so that parent family groups
were closed according to (14)-(17). As it turns out, many NADS were discovered, including
members of the popular Sy, Ay, A(3N?), A(6N?), L(3N?), 2(3N?), and Dy finite group
series.

As a final preparation for the reconstruction of the RFS-invariant Lagrangian in these
extended leptoquark scenarios, we allow for the possibility that an additional basis change
will be amenable for manipulating the group product rules of the NADS discovered in [32].
Hence we rotate via a generic matrix P (which can be set to the identity matrix in the event

it is unnecessary),
a// _) Pa,//, (69)

and so the effective mass terms are now given by

1 _n

Lo PN UbpinsmuUpynsM P vi + g PPAymy Ui AP g
+ Ep PPAgmyA P} + dy PP ApmaAl P d; (70)
N—— N———
! !

where we have assumed that Agp also transforms with P. The mass matrices in this basis
are labeled by m”, and are clearly non-diagonal. The remaining leptoquark terms of are
similarly given in this basis by

1 _
LD —di PTASNAGATP VIAY? + 31 PTG GA P 1L AYP
2 —— S———

N

)\Zi/l/ )\Lill
- 1
+ale PTAAGA PUIAGY? 4 EQL PTANGA PUIAY? (71)
—— ——
N, N,
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These operators already reveal the natural form of their respective RFS generators. A sum-
mary of all basis changes on (e.g.) the neutrino field and associated changes in m, and T,
are given in Table [3 tracking all the way from the mass-eigenstate basis to the model basis
of ([70)-(71)).

Hence, given a specific NADS, its RFS, and the associated predictions for Uckny pamns
and Ay, one can use — to reconstruct the UV EFT. We will now consider two such
models, one based on the A(96) group and one based on the D;5 member of the Dihedral
series Dy. All of the relevant bottom-up information for these groups is given in Table [4] and
the parameters x., are defined in the following textures:

000 000 \
)\LZO] = )\be TLe 00 ) A([i70] = /\b.“' 0 Tp 0 ’ with T = ASX ’ (72)
100 010 "

which are the consequence of special relationships amongst RFS generators — )\EZO] corresponds

to —ay = Bg = 4 while )\gzo] corresponds to —f3; = 4 = yd. By construction these couplings

are diagonalized with Ag; in the combination Ag)\dlAlT, with

Le,p 1
0 \/1+x37u \/1+:):27u 100 010
Na(wep) = | 0 — \/1;3# \/Hi/xzu , AN=]oo0o1]|, AM=|o01]. (73
1 0 0 010 100

The quark matrix Ay in left-diagonalizes both patterns in , whereas Af right-diagonalizes
)\salo] and A}’ right-diagonalizes /\Ei’fo].
On the other hand, the parameters tg, = tanf,, and ¢ are defined in the following LO

PMNS and CKM textures:

V2 cos 7 V2 sin 0, 0
Uppuns =~ U/n = E —sin 0,&7' COSs Qlﬂ' 1 +0 (0113) ) (74)

sinf,, —cosf,, 1
cosfc sinfgo 0

Uckm ~Uc=| —sinfgo cosfc 0 | +O (920,930) ) (75)
0 0 1

which were specified as the SM mixing to be recovered in ISQIE While the exact forms of
(74) and are excluded by current global fits to experiment [57], they nevertheless provide
excellent approximations to the data. The p — 7 symmetric matrix in , for example,
reproduces global fits to the PMNS matrix up to corrections on the order of the smallest

16These are the relationships for the scalar triplet, while for the vector singlet and triplet the minus signs
do not appear. See [32] for details, where other couplings are also controlled.

TAfter all, ours is a bottom-up approach, and therefore closing finite groups via (14)-(17) requires that
some textures for Upyns,crxar are fed to the algorithm.
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Finite Groups, RFS, and Mixing Predictions
{2ejp,to,.. 0c} Ty T} Tu T" GAP-ID Gr
{(NA, 5 NAY || NA | [Lwswi] | NA | [wi,1-wi] || [96, 64] A(96)
{1, % =} [1,-1-1] | [1-1-1] | [1,-1,-1] | [1,1,-1] [30,3] D5
{11, 35 (1-1-1] | [1,-1-1] | [1,-1,-1] | [ws,wa,1] [56,7] | (Z14 X Z3) X Zy

Table 4: The scan results from [32] that we will use to reconstruct models in Sections [4.114.2]
Note that we have relabeled D3y — D5 from [32] in order to reflect the conventions of [72].

‘reactor angle,” 65, and its free parameter 6, can be fit to many well-studied textures like
the tri-bimaximal [58], bi-maximal [59], golden ratio [60,/61], and hexagonal forms [62,63]:

(Urpy < tanf,, = \/LE
Upy “tanb,, =1 or 0, =7
Upir (04r) = R Ugr, & tanb,, = ﬁ (76)
Ugr, =0, =%
Unnr C’tanﬁmz\/ig or 0, =7%.

Furthermore, corrections to can naturally be realized by higher-order terms in the EFT
expansion beyond , which can softly break the RFS embedded in the LO contribution,
or also through renormalization group flow (RGE) [64-71] between the scale at which Gr is
broken and the IR, where global fits are performed.

Similarly, provides an excellent description of the dominant Cabibbo mixing of the
CKM matrix. Unlike the PMNS, the CKM is extremely hierarchical, with mixings in the (2,3)
and (1,3) sectors suppressed by one to two orders of magnitude with respect to the Cabibbo
sector. This suppression again hints at further contributions to from higher-order terms
in and/or RGE corrections.

Of course, precisely calculating the corrections expected to — depends on the com-
plete UV flavour model, including not only the full field and symmetry content, but also the
presence or lack thereof of supersymmetry. Specifying this is well beyond the scope of our
present paper, and so we consider — sufficiently accurate to develop our approach to
reconstructing effective Lagrangians from RFS.

4.1 A(96) Model for Upy;ns and Leptoquarks

As a first example incorporating leptoquarks we construct a A(96) flavour model from the
scan results in [32], which are repeated in the first row of Table This model predicts
tri-bimaximal mixing Upynyg = U, (arctanl/ \/5) and the electron isolation pattern )\EZO] for
the leptoquark coupling. While the muon isolation pattern is phenomenologicaly preferred
over the electron one, as it explains further the different muon anomalous observables while
the electron isolation pattern could only explain the deviation in R%), we focus here on the
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electron isolation as this rather simple group can predict it unambiguously. We highlight the
fact that other symmetries, such A4 or A(75), obtained using the procedure described in [32]
are capable of reproducing the muon isolation pattern.

The symmetry breaking to RFS is illustrated in

gl/gz4
G =Zs.

As evident from the fact that T, generates G, = Z4, this model features Dirac rather than
Majorana neutrino masses. In Table |4 one can read off the specific charges of the mass-
eigenstate RFS generators T; and T,. We note their basis-independent Traces are respectively
0 and 1, which will soon help us identify the conjugacy class to which they belong within
A(96).

Table 4| gives all the information required to move to the leptoflavour basis, where the RFS
generators take the forms

G = A(96) — { (77)

100 Q12 L 1
00 wj 1—i —1-2i 1—i

where wy = ¢?™/* = . We want to identify these generators with group elements of A(96),
and to do so we use the catalogue in [74], repeating the relevant product rules in Appendix
A3l As before, we find it convenient to perform a P transformation on the leptoflavour
basis, so that we go to a basis where the combination of A(96) generators a3 cs,ds, for the
3, representation, found in [74], is diagonal. We note that we use the same naming of the
generators as in [74], only differentiating them with the boldface to further avoid confusion

with our naming for the coefficients (in this and in other sections). The P matrix we use is

00 1
P=]0-10], (79)
100
which leads to
ws 0 0 N ERE AT
7' =] 0wo |, T;’:§ 142 1—i 1—i |. (80)
001 1—i 1—i 142

With this change of basis, we are able to match Tl” with the diagonal a?cd element of the 3,
representation of A(96), the conjugate representation to 31, which as expected has zero trace
and lies within conjugacy class Cg [74]. According to the character of T, it could be within
Cs or Cy in the same 3; representation, and indeed we found it to match the element a?bc2d3.
With this information we introduce two flavons ¢, ,, for which we use to derive candidate

VEV in the triplet directions

0 v,
<¢l> = 0 ) <¢V> = Uy ) (81)
U Vy
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=

LL (E;l%le;%Q) E;l%g (V;l%lv’/;?) V;%B gbu ¢V2 Cbl ¢l2

A(96) || 3, 2 1 2 13,03 (3.3

Table 5: Relevant field and A(96) symmetry content.

which are invariant under 7," for 3; (and for 3,) and T, for 3;, respectively. Finally, the
RFS-invariant mass combinations in this basis are given by

(O, 4 32 (42, = 32) (o, — i)
m,tm, - 3 3 (m,%1 +2m?, — 3m12,3) 3 (m?,1 +2m2, + 3m,%3) (m?,2 — m?,l) ,
(m3, —m2,) (m3, —m3,) (2m3, —m7,)
o m;, 0 0
mym = 0 m} 0 |, (82)
0 0 m}

which we will build below. Note that there are no mixing ambiguities associated to these
matrices.

The Lepton Sector

We now build the model by assigning L; as a 31, and the RH leptons as combinations of
a A(96) trivial singlet and a doublet, which we designate as 1 + 2 e.g. Ej® ~ 1, B2 =
(E;%l,E;%Z) ~ 2 and similarly for v’ ~ 1 and vp'?2 ~ 2. In this case the A(96) invariant
Yukawa terms for charged leptons and for neutrinos are very similar, of the type

Ly > aye |Liog] fi +boe |Liog 17, (83)

where f stands for either charged leptons or neutrinos and the Higgs field is omitted for
simplicity. For the neutrino sector we find that the (1,1, 1) direction gives rise to

001 w310
V' =auw, [001 | +bov, | ws10 ]|, (84)
001 w310
which combines into
111
VY = @b, ? + a2 | 111 | . (85)
111

A simplified version of this could be obtained through a shaping symmetry removing the
coupling either to v} (b, = 0) or to v} (a, = 0). This matrix embeds the correct PMNS
matrix predicted by the RFS framework, but with two massless neutrinos. Given that the
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charged lepton invariants are very similar, we can quickly construct the respective Yukawa
matrix for this sector as well:

000 010
V" =aw [ 000 | +bevy [ w00 |, (86)
001 000
leading to
b2 0 0
VWo=o | o 2 0 | (87)
0 0 |a|?

Hence the invariant operators give rise to a diagonal Yukawa coupling but with two degenerate
charged lepton masses, which is clearly unphysical.

In order to make the model realistic, we first note that the directions (¢,) ~ {(1,1,1),
(—=1,1,0),(—1,—1,2)}" are the eigenvectors of T, with eigenvalues é, = {1,—1,i}, respec—
tively. While we initially selected the first eigensystem in with é, = 1, according to
we are free to choose any of them, noting that while this doesn t actually preserve T, as a
residual symmetry, the resulting mass matrices will still lead to a successful Y, 7Y, in the
sense that we obtain Upyns = U, (arctanl/ V/2) as intended. More details on this type of
situation can be found in Appendix [B] Taking either (—1,1,0) or (—1, —1 2) for an additional
flavon ¢,5’s orientation allows one to generate further non-zero masses in m,,

At the same time, for the charged leptons, it is possible to break the mass degeneracy by
having an additional triplet flavon ¢, in the 3} representation, aligned in the same direction
as ¢;. In summary, with the invariant terms

EY D Qe |:E2(bl:| L E;g + be |:Z/2(bli| 5 E;;IQ + Ce [ L¢l2:| H12
+a, |Lpo)| vid? +b, |Lidu| vid, (88)

the degeneracy of the eigenvalues is lifted as [Z)ngﬁl]z o (L}, wsL?) whereas [I)ngﬁmh x
(L}, —wsL?). Explicitly, we aim for a normal mass hierachy by picking (—1,1,0) as the
additional direction, with a shaping symmetry which distinguishes the neutrino flavons such
that each only couples to one of the right-handed neutrino fields. Taking v, = v,5, the Yukawa
term in the neutrino sector then corresponds to

ws 10 00 -1
V" =aw, | ws10 | +bu, 001 |,
w3 10 00 0
and therefore we have
202 + b2 242 — b2 2a> |be — ce|? 0 0
V) =0k 202 -2 22+ 02242 |, Y)Y =02 0 fbetel’ 0|,
2a? 222 2a? 0 0 |ac?
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with a, from the contraction of (1,1,1) with the A(96) doublet and b, from the contraction
of (—1,1,0) with the singlet right-handed neutrino, respectively. These map to with
° °

ml22 & |be — co)?, ml23 < |be + ce ml21 < |ae

mi YRS |al,|2, m?,s VS ]bl,|2, m?,l =0, (89)

again up to constant prefactors and VEV, thereby realizing the desired shapes.

The Leptoquark Sector

As seen in Table , from the bottom-up perspective of the scans in [32], one does not have
control over the coupling x. in (72)) when only lepton symmetries are active. The T; symmetry
controls the overall shape of the term (electron isolation), but not the quantization of the ratio
of Ase/Ape- This can be seen practically by observing that A(96) is generated by A(96) =
{T}, T}, and neither of these RF'S generators knows about z.. Hence, one derives that in the
model basis the generic RFS-invariant leptoquark coupling is given by

000
e |
Al da = (L [ze[*) e | 000 | (90)
001

where we observe that, thanks to the Hermitian combination we have constructed, the ap-
pearance of x, in this relationship is not due to the mixing matrix A4, but instead the mass-
eigenstate isolation pattern itself (cf. (72)).

This term can now be easily built using one of the charged lepton flavons, taking the
leptoquark field to transform either as 1 (selects ¢;) or 1’ (selects ¢p2). For simplicity we
consider the trivial singlet option:

L2 ay Q' [LionhA. (91)

As in the A4 models described in [73|, contracting [Lj¢;], gives one of the lepton isolation
cases ensuring the leptoquark couples only to one lepton flavour. In this case the VEV in the
model building basis is (0,0, 1), leading to

000
Ay=an|000]. (92)
001

This is written in an unknown quark basis where the third row corresponds to the specific
combination of the three components of Qz and aa which is the appropriate function of the
three a’y coefficients. In the mass-eigenstate basis, the model yields the electron isolation
pattern as expected from the results in our previous paper [32]. To be more precise, we can
sum over the uncertainty of the quark sector that we are not controlling with the symmetry.
As )\, only has entries in the third column, the resulting )\;; \,; combination only has a non-
zero (3,3) entry proportional to the modulus of the third column vector, therefore the model
is indeed predicting the structure in .
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4.2 Dq5 Model for Ucky, Upyinsg, and Leptoquarks

We now consider a Dis mode][ig] that makes predictions for both CKM and PMNS mixing
alongside of the ratio of leptoquark couplings denoted by x,. The scan result from [32]
is repeated in Table [4] whose first column reveals that a hexagonal PMNS matrix Upyy is
predicted alongside of Cabibbo mixing with - = 7/15 for the CKM matrix, while the second
through fourth columns reveal the following symmetry-breaking pattern:

Gr=Di5 = Guiua = Zs. (93)

From Table {4 we can immediately construct the leptoflavour-basis RFS generators with ,
finding that the neutrino and up-quark matrix have non-trivial structure in all three matrix
sectors.

As above, we attempt to find a basis within which its easy to manipulate the relevant D15
group product rules. To that end, we consider the following unitary transformation that block
diagonalizes the leptoflavour-basis generators:

L

1 1
% % 100

1
1 10 70\/5
P=|X-Lo||oo1]|=|FH0-% (94)
0 0 1/ \010 01 0

Applying P with T" = PiT + P we get the following expressions for the RFS-generators in the
model basis:

~10 0 -1 0 0 —-10 0
/=10 1 \/75 , Th=10 cos3 sin22 |, T/y=|010|. (95)
0 \/75 —% 0 sm2g —cos2—g 0 0-1

We now want to identify these matrices with D;5 generating elements in certain irreducible
representations, and multiple sources are available that catalogue properties of the dihedral
series Dy. We have distilled the relevant information specific to Dy5 in Appendix [A.4] from
which we see that T}/, , can be easily expressed in terms of the group elements a and b for
the combination 1_ + 2; and 1_ + 25:

T)=b, T)=ab for 1_+42;,
(96)
T/'=b, T)=ab for 1_+2;5.

Here 1_ is the lone non-trivial D;; singlet, and 2, 5 denote two of the seven doublets of the
group. Critically, we observe that — indicate that 2 (25) is the appropriate D15 charge
for the two flavons ¢, 4 (¢1,) that we introduce according to the algorithm in Section [2| and
we can use to work out the expressions for these doublet VEV, finding

(p,) =, <1, \/§>T, (Du) = vy (cos %, sin 17r—5>T, (¢ay) = vay (1, O)T ) (97)

18Dihedral groups and their double-valued cousins have been favored in the model-building community for
some time, see e.g. [75] for an early example of the latter. In fact, the quark sector of the current model we
consider can also be mapped to a scan result from [23].
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”1 l/23 ”1 //2 //3 //1 //2 II3
Q Q up |ug |up | dg | dg | dg | ¢u | Pa

D5 || 1= 2, |1 | 1 | 1_|1_| 1 |1_]27 |2,

Table 6: Representations of the quarks under D5

Finally, one derives that in the absence of mixing ambiguities, the model-basis mass matrices
are given by

My 0 0
!
my, = | 0 @my, +my,) % (m, —m,) |,
0 TS (mVQ - m'/l) le (ml/1 + 3ml/2)
R % (m122 + m123) 0 % (mZQ ml3) (mlz + mls)
m,'m; = 0 mj, 0 ;
% (mb - mls) (mlz + ml3) 0 % (ml22 + ml23)
mfbs 0 0
! . .
m;Tm: = 0 m3, cos® & +m:, sin? = % (Mg — M) (M, + My, ) sin % ,
0 3 (my, — Muy,) (My, +my,) sin 22 m?2, cos? &= +m2 sin® %
o mfls 0 O
mg'mg =1 0 mj 0 [, (98)

0 0 mj

where my, are the associated mass eigenvalues, and where we have used dagger combinations
for the charged fermions to remove the dependence on RH transformations. However, unlike
the A(96) model of Section we see from Table 4] that all of the RFS generators have
degenerate eigenvalues, and hence there are again freedoms in the associated mass and mixing
matrices thanks to . We will discuss these when they become relevant below.

The Quark Sector

The results in — strongly indicate that the second and third generations of LH quarks
should transform as a D15 doublet, while the first generation of up quarks transforms as a non-
trivial singlet. Similarly, the first and third generations of RH up and down quarks should
transform as a non-trivial singlet, while the second generation of both families transforms
trivially. Furthermore, indicates that the flavons ¢g4,, associated to these sectors should
transform as a 27 under D;5, a fact that helped us derive . This information is summarized
in Table [Gl

With an appropriate shaping symmetry preventing ¢, ,, from coupling to undesirable sectors
as well as distinguishing u' from w5 and dy;' from d["’| one can quickly obtain the model-

9However, we will soon see that off-diagonal entries in Y, T will become desirable once we begin to discuss
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//1 //23 //1 //2 //3

Dis | 1. 25 | 1| 1 | 1 |25]2s

Table 7: Representations of the leptons under D5

basis Yukawa sector for the quarks using Table []

Ly > QMg +ba QP uif + e [Q1F0.) g

(99)

+aa Qg + by [ _223%] . dif + ca [ _223%} , dyt,

where Higgs fields and scale suppressions are again ommitted. Using the VEV from and
product rules from Appendix [A.4] we get the following Yukawa matrices

CLu/vu 0 0 ad/vd 00
Vt=wv,| 0 b,cos & —cysin |, Vi =v| 0 bs0]. (100)
0  busin{y c,cos{ 0 0 ¢

Assembling these into their Hermitian combinations, one arrives at

’CLUP/UE 0 0
YUI/TYUI/ = UZ 0 |bu‘2 cos? 1_7r5 + |cu|2sin2 lfr_5 %(’bu|2 B |Cu’2) sin% 7
0 %<|bu|2_ |CU|2) Sin% |Cu|QCOS217r_5+ |bu|28in2115
lagl*/v; 0 0
i n 2 d 9
Y'Yy =y 0 |b? 0 |, (101)

0 0 |eql?
which maps, up to prefactors and VEV, to (98]) with
aul® < [mug I, [0ul® € [ma, %, leul® > ma,?,
and analogous relations for the mapping of Y.

The Lepton Sector

Similarly, the matrices in — suggest that the second and third LH generations of SU(2)
doublet leptons transform as a 25 D;5 doublet, along with the associated flavons ¢,;. The
L7! and first and third generations of E}; are to be charged as non-trivial singlets, while E;’f
transforms trivially. Using this information, assembled in Table [7] one reconstructs the LO

the leptoquark sector below, and therefore the implied shaping symmetry present in will be modified to
allow such additional operators.
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Lagrangian as

Ly Sa LIVER 10, [i’f%l} B e [E??’qs,} | ER+d LBy +e [Ef%l] B

+ CLI/I-JCL”L/I:1 + by [Eill23¢y] 1 [E?S(by} 1 to [EEHQS@’] 1 [E?S(ﬁy} 1

(102)

We quickly derive the following terms for neutrino masses and charged lepton Yukawas

a, Jv? 0 0 ac/v; 0 d /v
my=v2] 0  b+3c V3b,—a)|, Y=ul| 0 b 0 |, (103)
0 \/§(b,, —¢,) 3b,+c, €« 0 ¢

which gives
(|ae|2+ |de|2)/v12 0 (dect + €zac)/u
YY) = 0 [be 2 0 : (104)
(ccar +dico) /i 0 |co|® + |eo]?

While the neutrino mass maps directly to , the charged lepton term apparently does not
without additional fine tuning of the parameters. For example, setting d. = ¢, and c. = a.,
one can recover the corresponding term in , and only then will a diagonal matrix of
eigenvalues be returned for Y}TYZ upon (un)rotating to the mass-eigenstate basis with
A; and P. However, we simultaneously observe that the coupling Yl"TYl” still respects the
required RF'S invariance,

YT =YY (105)
Are these claims contradictory? After all, we argued that successfully mapping to is a
sufficient condition for ensuring that the EFT yields the desired IR phenomenology and RFS
symmetry-breaking patterns, and while it appears that cannot do so without unappealing
assumptions, the RFS invariance still holds in .

The solution to this puzzle resides in the fact that, as in the A, Altarelli-Feruglio case,
does not, in fact, represent the most generic set of RFS-invariant mass matrices, and we will
now show that the apparent fine-tuning required in mapping to can be understood
as a top-down manifestation of .

We begin by recalling that the 7}" generator cannot distinguish between A; and A; - Ros,

T} = T; = PT A RysT)RI AT P, (106)

where our tilde notation indicates that this can be understood a basis change on the charged
lepton field, such that (starting from the mass-eigenstate basis), we are now operating with

I, — R, A P, (107)

and so the most generic mass matrix invariant under the 7; = T/" generator that our algorithm
to find D;5 knows about is given by

iy = PTALRysmimy R,AT P = Tlmlmy Ty = mlmy = T 'l T (108)
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with the the mass matrix elements given by
= — (mp, +mj, + (mj, —mj) cos a3 sin 2653)

(mi, — mj,) (cos 2653 — i sin 263 sin dag) ,

(m7, — mj,) (cos 2653 + i sin 263 sin da3) ,

(m?2 + m123 + (m?2 — ml23) €OS dy3 Sin 2923) ,

12 21 23 32
(m}ml> :(mjm,) :(mjml> :(mjm,) —0, (109)

and where {9, 0 }23 denote the free parameters our formalism has no control over.

However, also implies that a diagonal charged current in this basis (we have not
applied a change on any other field) implies a modified PMNS matrix in the (physical) mass-
eigenstate basis:

ZLrY,u,ﬁLWH_ mmsis ZL’)/# R;:)) UHM VLW“_ . (110)
Upmns

This is consistent with the well-known fact that, in a more generic flavour basis, a degeneracy
in 7; should translate to a free parameter in U; and therefore also Upyys.

Now, one might be tempted to conclude that we should also translate v; with a compen-
sating factor of Rs3, so that the definition of the PMNS is preserved a la

vy — UIJ[[MR%A}LPﬁL - ZL’}/#&LWH_ mmsis ZL’Y;L Unm VLW#_. (111)
Upmns

However, this corresponds to a generic neutrino mass matrix given by
= PTA; Ry Uspaymu Ul R AT P (112)
which is left invariant under
T, = PN\ RysUyni T, U}y, RE AT P # T (113)

That is, the neutrino generator knows about this basis change, which differs from our original
observation that D;5 doesn’t know the difference between 7} and Tl Indeed, we have checked
that (at least at certain values of do3 and fs3) the group generated by Gr & {Tl,Tl,,Tu,Td}
is not D5, and may not even be ﬁmtelm So making this compensating change in ((111)) is
inconsistent with the starting point of our analysis, and cannot be done.

2ONote that our tilde notation here does not imply that we have performed a similarity transformatlon on
all four elements of the /7 generating set, but rather that upon making the basis transformations in .
we then derive a set of RFS generators from the Lagrangian where T}, 4; = T/ 4 but T, # T. Hence the
tilde set can easily generate a different group, as we have seen.
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In conclusion, moving to the tilde basis requires no more work from the model building
side, but implies a generalized RFS-invariant charged lepton mass matrix, and therefore a
generalized prediction for the physical PMNS matrix given by Upyns = R£3 - Ugn- The
parameters of Rag are therefore functions of the (unspecified) coupling strengths of the EFT
operators, since when solving the system of equations implied by mapping (109)) to , one
easily sees that

ml21 AN |b3|27
mi, > (|de? + |ee]” + [ac]® + |ce|* + (e + |ce* = |ac|® = |de|?) csc 2005 sec 6a3)
mi, < (|de]® + |ee]” + lacl® + [ce|* + (|def” + |ac® = |ce|” — |€c|?) csc 2005 sec a3) ,  (114)

up to VEV and prefactors, with

2 * *
do3 = arctan (Im { (dec; + €zac) ]) |

|@el? + |de[? = |ce[? — [ee]?

|ae|2 + |de|2 —|eel? = |€e|2

2053 = arctan (—Re [

Hence, while no fine-tuning is required in achieving this map, the model’s prediction for
Upmns is ambiguous up to the quantization of the couplings {a., ..., €}, which may result
from a higher UV symmetry (e.g. a GUT) that relates the otherwise independent operators of
the EFT. Such an attempt is obviously well beyond our scope in this paper. However, thinking
from a more phenomenological perspective, one can instead fit the parameters {fs3,da3} to
available experimental data for the PMNS matrix, which then implies relationships amongst
the top-down model’s parameters, according to —. Regardless, we see clearly that
the ignorance of Rag in the bottom-up RFS generation of Gz has consistently manifested itself
in a certain lack of predictivity in the top-down EFT.

The Leptoquark Sector

The naive RFS-invariant leptoquark coupling for the d — [ operator expected in the model
basis is given by

L fror
glé% 000 |, (116)
101

This can be achieved using the following Lagrangian
L5 ax QL +ba Q) [P0 +ea |QF0d] |LiPa] +da |QFed Lt (17)
but again only with an additional tuning of the parameters,

an 0 an
arn=ba=ca=dn = Ny=]1000|. (118)

(IAO(IA
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However, following the above discussion for charged leptons, ((116)) is modified when we consider
the Ro3 free rotation yielding (109)), and results in the matrix

\ E_o0¢gl
At = 2 0 0O , L= (cos@lgg + 1% gip 9l23> , (119)
V2| I
EL_0&

whose first and third columns, corresponding to lepton generations, are now distinguished@
Hence the need to fine-tune parameters between them disappears, although the otherwise
independent couplings {aa,ba,ca,da} and {ae, be, ce,d.} are linked through — they
need to be simultaneously fit to functions of the same physical PMNS parameters, and hence
are quite correlated.

Continuing, we also now note that the symmetry structure exposed in [32] (cf. Table [4))
also permits a rotation in the (2,3) sector of T,, and the conversation above as regards the
corresponding basis change on the charged-lepton field can be had equally for the down quark,
resulting in a further modified which also distinguishes rows (quark generations),

\ gl gl_ogl g
o= % 0 0 0 , (120)
gl g _0&l, gl

>

with £¢, defined analogously to £, . Then no fine-tuning of the model’s couplings in (117))
will be required since the mapping

an < )‘bu é'i_ gl__, bA < )‘bu gﬁ_ 5_l|__, CA < )\bu gjl__,_ gl__, dA < /\bﬂ g_cil_+ g-l&-— (121)

is achieved, although again at the expense of the phenomenology not being uniquely nailed
down. But we must also then account for the fact that the Ro3 rotation in the quark sector
simulatneously changes the prediction for the associated RFS-invariant mass matrix to

2 2 nq 2 oin2p9 ] 2 2 9 i 94
' my, cos” fgz + my, sin” 53 0 —e2s (m3, —m3, ) cos O, sin 63
mimg = 0 m2, 0 . (122)
—i64 2 2 q i pd 2 2 9 2 204
e %23 (md3 —m32,) cos Oy sin b, 0 my, cos” O3 + myg, sin® Oy,

which further corresponds to an altered CKM prediction,

Ed q o T —i0ds i A9 i T
7= coslysin & e sin 03 sin ¢

in T q T =103y o q s
Uckm — | —sin{z cos @35 cos {5 723 sin 635 cos & | - (123)

COS

;54q .
0  —e2ssin 04, cos 03,

These changes appear problematic at first sight, since we have already successfully achieved
the desired mapping from ((101)) to (98)), i.e. the CKM prediction with no mixing ambigu-
ity. Indeed, the Lagrangian in does not have operators that can map to the additional

2INote that in the definition of £, , the two + labels correspond to the first and second 4 appearing on
the RHS, respectively, while the [, d superscript denotes parameters from the lepton and down quark sectors.
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contributions in the (1,3) sector of . However, we recall that the implicit assumption
in building (and all other effective Ly in this paper) is that unspecified shaping sym-
metries forbid undesirable operators from contributing to the Yukawa. So, once is the
appropriate term to be recovered in the Lagrangian of , one can then assume a different
shaping symmetry, such that further operators contribute in a way that allows for a one-to-one
mapping. For example, one can easily obtain the modified quark Lagrangian as the one in
(99) with additional down quark terms which are in fact invariant under Dj5 (given that d/]l%1
and d}? are not in fact distinguished by Dj5). The down sector would then be

Ly > asQ) g +ba Q%04 dif+ea |Qi%04]  di+ay Qi di+y | Q1P| dit . (124)

where the a/, and ¢}, terms are clearly the terms with the unprimed couplings after undergoing
a swap of d;/%l and d;’;’. It is simple to see they create entries in the mass matrix that will allow

a successful map to (122)):
aq/va 0 ay/vg
Yi=w| 0 b 0 |. (125)

/
c; 0 ¢4

In this scenario one loses some predictivity over the CKM mixing, since leaves {6035, 035}
unquantized — they will become functions of the free operator couplings in a manner analogous
to . On the other hand, the fine-tuning issue in Ay is resolved, and anyway better
approximates global fits to the experimental CKM matrix than the original Cabibbo form we
predicted. Hence 625 can be fit to the data, which then leads to more precise EFT predictions
in the (unmeasured) leptoquark coupling of (120).

Further Comments on the Appearance of Free Parameters in Effective Models

We have seen that the simple equivalence evident in can be important when building
Ly realizing family-symmetry breaking of the form Gr, o — G, = {Ta} While this phe-
nomenological ambiguity was discussed from a bottom-up perspective in [32] and multiple
prior references from other authors, its consequences from a top-down model-building per-
spective have, to our knowledge, not been appreciated. We now see that, in the absence of a
proper accounting of , the implied RFS-invariant mass/coupling shapes are unnecessarily
restrictive, possibly leading to the erroneous conclusion that fine-tunings of model parameters
are required. Upon considering the full implications of on these shapes, these fine-tunings
are resolved in favor of one-to-one mappings between model and physical parameters, albeit
at the expense of the EFT’s predictivity. In short, the bottom-up mathematical ambiguity
of can consistently manifest itself as a top-down phenomenological ambiguity in a given
model’s IR mass and mixing spectrum.

However, our D;5 analysis still leaves some questions unanswered. For example, why was
no tuning required in the neutrino or up quark mass matrices, where we also only attempted
a map to the naive RFS-invariant mass matrices, but where Table {4 clearly indicates that free
parameters can be introduced into these sectors as well? While it is beyond our present scope
to answer this question conclusively, we suspect that the answer lies in the group product
rules at hand, which as a function of the group closure will (at least in the basis we consider)
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likely be driven by the CKM and PMNS structures entirely embedded in the up and neutrino
sectors. After all, Di5 is only armed with a handful of doublets from which we can form
invariants according to , whereas a larger group that contains, e.g., triplet representations
might allow a broader and more diverse set of invariants from which we can form the naive
RFS-invariant shapes of . This suspicion is at least consistent with the fact that, while
studying D5, we also attempted to build the final model presented in Table {4 based on the
same symmetry (Z14 X Zy) X Zy that we used for the CKM prediction in Section . There we
again found that no tuning was required until we tried to model m;/Tm;' and the subsequent
leptoquark coupling )\;l, where the need became apparent exactly as in D5. As conjectured,
(Z14 X Z3) % Zy also only has doublet and singlet irreducible representations. Unfortunately
though, we did not find a candidate symmetry in [32] that allows us to test to this hypothesis,
and so it may be interesting to perform a similar group theory scan while allowing for larger
finite groups to pass the self-imposed cuts. On the other hand, the simultaneous introduction
of the inherently 2D Cabibbo form of alongside the inherently 3D p — 7 symmetric form
of into the scans may inevitably lead to similar results as those in [32]. We will leave the
resolution of these questions to future study — our method, as demonstrated in Sections [2}{4]
works regardless of their conclusions.

5 Summary and Outlook

We have shown how to use the RFS of the Yukawa sector of an IR Lagrangian, i.e. one where
electroweak- and family-symmetry breaking has already occurred, to systematically recon-
struct a UV effective Lagrangian that respects SM gauge symmetries and non-Abelian flavour
symmetries Gr which contain such RFS as subgroups. Our method is thus complimentary to
prior scans of family groups performed in order to identify phenomenologically viable G and
symmetry-breaking patterns without specifying concrete UV Lagrangians — that is, we can
use bottom-up, model-independent information to algorithmically construct top-down models
with an explicit field and symmetry content. We have shown four such examples, two where
only SM fermionic mixing (CKM or PMNS matrices) is controlled, and two where SM mixing
matrices and flavoured leptoquark couplings are structured with the RFS. We thus provide
‘proof-in-principle’ routes to EFT descriptions for the simplified models outlined in [31}32].
Our study has also helped to clarify commentary in prior literature as regards the role of eigen-
value degeneracies in RF'S generators and associated mixing ambiguities in top-down flavour
models.

Furthermore, leptoquark extensions of the SM represent but one of many BSM scenarios
with non-trivial flavour structure that can be studied within the RFS paradigm, which by-
passes potentially unfalsifiable aspects of model building and offers a mechanism for identifying
classes of simplified models and their phenomenological implications. Our results in this paper
indicate that analogous, model-independent RFS applications to (e.g.) multi-Higgs-doublet
models (cf. [35]) or softly-broken SUSY can also be readily ‘completed’ if deemed necessary by
a particular experimental signature, and can therefore be confidently studied in the meantime
without reference to UV dynamics. We leave these possible extensions to future work.
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A Details on Representation Theory

In this Appendix we provide the relevant group product rules and associated Clebsch-Gordon
coefficient structure for the finite groups employed in the sample models of the main paper,
and in the bases in which they are built ]

Al Ay

For two triplets generically parameterized by x; = (x1, x2, x3) and y; = (y1, y2, y3), the product
rule between them gives
3x3~1+1+1"4+35+34. (126)

In the basis of the generators given in , the singlet Clebsch-Gordan structure is then given
by

1~ (w11 + T2y3 + T3Y2)
1~ ($3y3 + Y2 + $2y1) ,
1" ~ (v2y2 + 21y3 + T391) (127)

whilst the symmetric (S) and anti-symmetric (A) triplet combinations are given by
1
3s ~ 3 (27191 — T2y3 — T3Y2, 2T3Y3 — T1Y2 — Tay, 2T2Y2 — T1Y3 — T3Y1)

1
3a ~ B) (Tays — T3y, T1Y2 — Tay1, T1Y3 — T3Y1) - (128)
Finally, the singlet product rules are found to be:

I'x1'~1", I'x1"~1, 1"x1"~1" (129)

22Gee e.g. [72] for an exhaustive catalogue of finite group series and their properties.
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A.2

(214 X ZQ) X ZQ

We have not found the associated product rules and Clebsch-Gordan factors for this group in
the literature, and hence have derived them for ourselves. As such, we provide a touch more
information here than for other groups in this Appendix.

The relevant group information we require for (Zi4 X Zy) x Zy can be accessed via the

GAP package, using its identification number [56,7].

However, GAP is using a four-generator

basis while the minimal generating set, that we will work with, only has three generators.
Making this conversion, we find that the full list of irreducible representations and associated

generators is given by

2n++ .

2n+_ .

2n_+ .

2,

a=1, =1, c=1,

a=1, =—1, c=1,
a=—1, =1, c=1,
a=-—1, =—-1, c=1,

(130)

2im

where n = 1,2,3 and w; = e17.
As can be seen, representations are not always real. Taking the generic doublet to be
~ (z1,5), conjugate representations can be expressed in terms of the original ones following

2k,oa ~ (j% jl) ~ 2kap> (131)

and similarly for 2o, while all the singlets are real.
The product rules for singlets can be obtained trivially by noting the action of the gener-
ators a, b, which is indicated by the first and second subscript respectively:

lie X1pp~14,

1:|::F X 1yq ~ 1+_
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1oy X1y ~ 1

(132)

The full list of product rules can be obtained by explicitly checking the transformation
properties. Assuming the first doublet is given by (x7,z2) and the second one by (y1,ys), we
obtain the following product rules:

20 X 29

2nt+ X 20

2044+ X 2n4q

21’1++ X 2n+,

2014 X 2n4

2010 X 24

2n+f X 20

204 X244

204 X2, 4

204 X2, _

2n7+ X 20

2,04+ X244

2,4+ X245

2, X 2

2,0 X 2,__

~Y

[T1y1 + T2y2)
1l
T2Y2

[T1Y2 + T2y1]

T2l

T1Y2

1oy

+

3313/2]

)
Taly1
201 y 20 14

1y

+ 2k+f )
20

T1Y2

T2l

+ 2k—+ )
20

[way1 + 2192)y, + [Ty — 2192];

1 4 T1Y2
T2Y2 2it Toln 2n__’

[woy1 + m1yoly,  + [T2y1 — 21yp]y

[T2y1 + T1Y2]

TaY1

T1Y2

144

+ 2k—+ )
20

T1Y2 4 T1Y1
T2t 2it ZT2Y2 2n__7

[way1 + 2192]y, + [w2y1 — 21y2];

T1Y2

T2l

+ 2k+f )
20

1% n Z1Y2
| T2Y2 |, . T2y ], L ’

[Tay1 + T1Y2)

14

39

+ [z2y2 — zawn];

+ [Ty — 192y

+ [w2y1 — T1Y2)y

+ [wayr — w1yaly |, + 24+,

+ [w1ge + 2ovnly, + [may —2gply

LT 20,

_ +2k777

244,

i +2k——7

2k

(133)



where

- -
T
19 forn=1
T2Y2 2,
= 3 “2p0
T
2kp0 ™~ 242 forn =2 . (134)
11 23
- Z ap
T
292 forn=23
11 9
\ - = 4lop

While we expanded the above doublet product rules in ((133)) for simplicity and utility, we will
express the other (less useful) doublet product rules in the following compacted formula:

2npcr X 2n’p’o’ ~ 2x + 2y, (135)

with n # n’ and

- }
i forn+n' <7—(n+n)
T
2x ~ < r 2y2: 2(ntn’)(pp') (00" ’
e forn+n'>7—(n+n')
T
\ - 1 ] 2(7—n—n’)(00")(pp") 136
o (136)
T
12 for F7(n —n') < Fr(n' —n)
T
2v ~ < ¢ 2yl: 2(n—n")(po’)(op") ’
T
2 for Fr(n —n') > Fr(n' —n)
T
- 12 ] 2(n'—n)(cp')(po")
where
Falk) = k for k >0 (137)
TNk fork <0
A3 A (96)

We note that, as indicated above in Section we follow the notation of [74] where the gen-
erators are identified by smallcase latin letters, but to help avoid confusion with our notation
for coefficients (also smallcase latin letters), we refer to the generators of A(96) in bold. Here
we present some of the product rules for irreducible representations of A(96) in the basis we
used in Section , which matches the basis in [74] where the element aj cs,ds, is diagonal.

This basis has
W 1++3 (1 — \/§) w?
ag, = 1—+3 w? (1+\/§)w ,
(1+v3)w? (1 - V3w 1
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~1-+3 —w (\/§—1)w2
—w? V3-1 —(1+\/§)w ,
(V3-1)w—(1+v3)w? ~1

) 1 (1-V3)w? 1+V3)w
s, =5 | (1+V3)w 1 (1-V3)w? |, (138)
(1-V3)w?* 1+V3)w 1
and dg, = agllc?,la?,l. In this basis, the group rules we have used in our models are all the

rules for 33 x 33 ~1+2+6, 3; x 3] ~1'+2+ 6, and only the rules for the trivial singlet
built from (1’ x 1’) ~ 1, (2 x 2); and (6 X 6);:

1
bg, = =

(831 X 31)1 ~ @1y1 + T2y + T3Ys3

(3, x 3 ) T1Y3 + Toy1 + T3Y2
1 1)2 ~ ;
w (T1y2 + T2ys + T3Y1)

T1Ys + wrayr + W rsys
WT1Ys + w’Tays + T3y
(31 % 31)6 ~ w?T1Y +2952y2 + wr3ys3 ,
T1Y3 + W Tay1 + WT3Y2
W2T1ys + wrays + T3y

WY1 + T2y + w?rsys

(81 % 31)] ~ @Y1 + T2y + 23Ys3

2 T1Y3 + Toth + T
(31 y 3,1)2 - 1Y3 21 3Y2 ,
—w (T1Y2 + T2Ys + T3Y1)

T1Ys + Wayr + W T3Ys
wr1Ys + w2x2y3 + x3y1

2
— wx +x =+ wx3Y:-
(31 % 3/1)6 -~ 11 22y2 3Y3 ’
—T1Y3 — W TaY1 — WT3Y2
—w2x1y2 — WT2Y3 — T3Y1

2
—WIT1Y1 — TaYa — W T3Y3

(2 x2)1 ~ 2192 + Tou1
(6 X 6)1 ~ T1Ys5 + Toys + T3Ys + Tay2 + TsY1 + TeYs - (139)

A.4 D15

Following (72|, Dy has 2 + (N — 1)/2 representations when N is odd: 2 singlets 1, and 1_
(14 is the trivial singlet) and (VN — 1)/2 doublets labeled 2. In our case we therefore have 7
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doublet representations, within which our group generators take the form

10 cos 2T _ gip Zkm
b = a = 15 15
? s 2kw 2km :
0 1 Sin 15 COS 15

On the other hand, for the singlet representations we have that

1,: a=1 and b=1,
(140)
1.: a=1 and b=-1.

One can work out the kronecker products for these different representations. In our case, the
relevant ones for contracting two doublets will be given by

T
() < (). )~ o
T2 2 Y2 2/ 1
x
X2 Y2
2 2/ 1

while two non-trivial singlets contract to a trivial singlet

1'x1 ~1. (142)

B Details on Flavon VEV Condition

In this Appendix we present a derivation of the core RFS-preserving condition on the flavon
VEV we impose in (21). While this condition has been known since as early as [5], we now
show our own approach for clarity and completeness.

We start with the generic G-invariant term that will lead to a mass matrix,

L=CAYFFfion’ (143)
where F3¥ and fi’ are respectively SU(2); doublets and singlets with flavour representations
pr and py. ¢’ is the flavon field with representation py. Finally, C4% = C’;“P?Qp xpa—l stands
for the Clebsch-Gordan matrix that pins down the product representation to a specific flavour
singlet.

Let’s act on the term with an element ¢ € G, which leaves the singlet invariant:
g (CAFy" fal ) = COTFEr f0 677 (144)
CA TR (9) FE° Tyl (9) fy” Tag (9) 05" = COVFEr f7 ¢ (145)

In the broken phase, where G — H (where H C G) by (¢,) with the condition
T25(08) = (¢a) » (146)
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the mass matrix m“® = C4%(¢,) exhibits an invariance under generic elements h € H,
F" T () m™ Ty (h) ;7 = F&rm® fe' . (147)

Moreover, when we consider the broken element transformations T'(g') where ¢’ ¢ H, the VEV
instead transforms as T,3(¢p) = (¢),) = m — m/. This leads to the following equality:

F" Thp(g) m ™ Ty (9') £y = F&r m™ £ (148)

which explicitly shows the non-invariance of the mass matrix under ¢'.
The invariance relation is also easily extended to the combination mm!, which is the more
general framework that we consider in the paper. Starting from the relation

T35 (h) mA* Y (h) = m™ (149)
we end up with
TR (R) m ™ (m* )€ T8 (h) = m ()P (150)

In that case TH5 (k) — T45(h)e leaves the condition invariant; therefore the VEV preserving
combination mm! condition is simply given by

T2 € (d) = (¢a) - (151)

Here one then clearly sees the origin for the condition éX - &, = 1in (21)). Finally, the corre-
sponding constraint for Majorana mass terms can be easily derived from the same procedure,
and in that case one finds that no additional phases are present.
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