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Flavor Non-universal Vector Leptoquark Imprints in K — wvw
and AF = 2 Transitions
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We analyze K — mvv rates in a model with a TeV-scale leptoquark addressing B-meson anoma-
lies, based on the flavor non-universal 4321 gauge group featuring third-generation quark-lepton
unification. We show that, together with the tight bounds imposed by AF = 2 amplitudes, the
present measurement of B(K+t — ntup) already provides a non-trivial constraint on the model
parameter space. In the minimal version of the model, the deviations from the Standard Model in
B(K* — mtup) are predicted to be in close correlation with non-standard effects in the Lepton
Flavor Universality ratios Rp and Rp+. With the help of future data, these correlations can provide

a decisive test of the model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The anomalies in neutral-current [IH4] and charged-
current [5HIO] B-meson decays have triggered a renewed
interest in precision tests of semi-leptonic processes, and
in particular in transitions involving third-generation
fermions. In this general context, K — wvv decays play
a very special role. First, these processes are among
the very few flavor-changing transitions involving light
quarks (s — d) that we are able to compute precisely
within the Standard Model (SM) (see [I1] for state-of-the
art predictions). Second, they are extremely suppressed
within the SM due to its approximate accidental symme-
tries, making them a particularly sensitive probe of pos-
sible new physics (NP). Third, these processes uniquely
probe the couplings of light quarks to third-generation
leptons via tau neutrinos in the final state. Last but not
least, the NA62 experiment at CERN is now sensitive
enough to test the SM prediction for the branching ratio
of the charged kaon decay mode, B(Kt — ntvw) [12].

The connection between K — wvv and the B anoma-
lies has been explored in a series of recent papers, both
adopting a general EFT approach [I3] [14], as well as in
specific new physics models [I5], [16]. From these pre-
vious studies, it emerges quite clearly that an O(10%)
deviation from the SM in the Lepton Flavor Universal-
ity (LFU) ratios Rp-) naturally implies O(1) deviations
from the SM in B(K+ — wtvr). However, the precise
size of the effect is rather model dependent.

In this paper, we address the precise connection be-
tween Rp.) and B(Kt — 7tww) in the framework of
a particularly motivated class of SM extensions. We fo-
cus on models where the B anomalies are described by
the exchange of a TeV-scale vector leptoquark (LQ) [I7-
21] arising from the spontaneous symmetry breaking of
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the flavor non-universal gauge group SU(4), x SU(3); x
SU(2), x U(1)x down to the SM [22H26]. In these so-
called non-universal 4321 models, color is embedded as
the diagonal subgroup of SU(4), x SU(3); [22], where
the labels h (heavy) and [ (light) indicate the flavor non-
universal charge assignment of the SM fermions under
this part of the gauge group. This setup is particularly
appealing as it results in quark-lepton unification a la
Pati-Salam [27] for third-generation fermions, an acci-
dental approximate U(2)® flavor symmetry, and a U; vec-
tor LQ that is automatically dominantly coupled to the
third family [23H26]. As recently shown in [28] [29] this
setup can arise from a higher dimensional (or multi-scale)
construction addressing both the origin of the SM flavor
hierarchies [23, B0H32] as well as the electroweak (EW)
hierarchy problem [33] B34], with an intrinsic theoretical
interest that goes beyond the B anomalies.

This ambitious class of models contains a sizeable num-
ber of new fields compared to the SM. In particular, in
addition to the LQ, two neutral massive vectors (an octet
and a singlet of color), as well as one or more families of
vector-like (VL) fermions are necessarily present: these
exotic (heavy) fermions are required in order to generate
mixing between the light and third generations, which
is needed both in the Yukawa sector as well as in the
couplings to the new massive gauge fields. Despite the
presence of new exotic fields, a large fraction of the model
parameters are fixed by observable quantities. These in-
clude the B anomalies, a series of tight constraints from
various low-energy precision tests, and the elements of
the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix, which
are now calculable in the model in terms of more fun-
damental parameters. This results in a highly predictive
framework, at least in the minimal version of the model
with only one family of VL fermions, which is what we
consider in this paper. As we show, the tight constraints
from AF = 2 observables (in particular ex and CP vio-
lation in D—D mixing) imply a well-defined structure for
the couplings of the light quarks to the new heavy states
that, in turn, leads to a clear correlation between Rp)
and B(Kt — ntuvw).
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The paper is organised as follows. In Section [[I] we in-
troduce the model. In Section [T} we analyze AF = 2
observables and determine the range of the parameters
controlling flavor mixing in the light-quark sector. Using
these results, in Section [[V]we analyze the predictions for
B(K* — mtvw). The results are summarized in the con-
clusions. The appendices contain: a detailed analysis
of the flavor structure of the model, including the compu-
tation of the CKM matrix; a discussion about the in-
clusion of additional VL fermions charged under SU(3);;
IC]) expressions relevant to estimate Rpe); @[) complete
results for the Wilson coefficients (both tree- and one-
loop contributions) for the effective operators relevant to
AF =2 and K — wvv observables.

II. THE MODEL

The model we consider is based on the gauge group
Q4321 = SU(4)h X SU(3)[ X SU(Z)L X U(l)X, where
color is the diagonal subgroup of SU(4);, x SU(3); and
the flavor-universal group SU(2); acts as in the SM.
The U(1)x group acts as the SM hypercharge on the
first two families, while for the third family ¥ = X +
\/2/3T415, where T} = 2\[dlag(l 1,1,-3) is a gener-
ator of SU(4),. The matter content is reported in Ta-
ble [l In the absence of mixing, the three SU(4);, mul-
tiplets 15, and 1/1R can be identified with the SM third-
generation fermions (with the addition of a right-handed
neutrino). The only exotic fermion is a single VL fermion
(XL,Rr), where both chiralities have the same gauge quan-
tum numbers as the chiral field ¢y,.

The massive gauge bosons resulting from the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking (SSB) 4321 — SM trans-
form under the SM gauge group as U; ~ (3,1,2/3),
G' ~ (8,1,0) and Z’ ~ (1,1,0). This SSB occurs at the
TeV scale via the vacuum expectation values of two scalar
fields transforming in the anti-fundamental of SU(4),
and g3, which are singlets and triplets under SU(3),,
respectively. Let us denote the four gauge couplings of
Gazor as g; (i = 1,...4))| In terms of the mixing angles
tan? 03 = g2 /g3 and tan? §; = 2¢% /393, the gauge boson
masses read

_ gafu, _my,
my, = =5, mz G =

fzr.qr o

costh s fu,

where f7 = wi 4+ w3, f2, = 3wi/2 4+ w3/2, f& = 2uw3,
and w; 3 are the ); 3 vacuum expectation values. Note
that in the custodial SU(4)y limit ws = wy, all masses
are approximately degenerate in the phenomenological
limit g 3 < g4. More details on the model can be found
in [26].

1 In terms of the g;, the SM gauge couplings for color and hyper-
charge are g. = gz cosf3 and gy = g1 cosb;.

lFleld[SU(4)h[SU(3)l [SU(Z)L [U(l)x ‘
q 1 3 2 1/6
ul 1 3 1 2/3
i 1 3 1 -1/3
L 1 1 2 —1/2
ek 1 1 1 -1
(73 4 1 2 0
= 4 1 1| £1/2

XL,R 4 1 2 0
H 1 1 2 1/2
ol 1 1 1 —-1/2
Qs 1 3 1 1/6

TABLE I. Minimal matter-field content of the model (i =
1,2). Fields added to the SM matter content are shown in

grey.

After the TeV-scale SSB, a mass mixing is induced
between chiral and VL fermions. Let us define W;T =
(¢} ¢? ¢ Q%) and similarly for the left-handed (LH)
leptons. Here, (Q; denotes the LH quark component of
the VL field and the prime superscript indicates we are in
the interaction (or gauge-eigenstate) basis and not in the
mass-eigenstate basis. The mass mixing can be written
as

—CD\T/;MqQR+\T12MzLR+h.C., (2)

and, without loss of generality, we can decompose the
mass matrices as

M, =WIO! (000 mg)T
=W/0! (000 my)T, (3)

where mg and mp are TeV-scale masses. The 4 x 4
unitary rotation matrices can be parameterized as

10 0 O
[0 cqe O —sg0 [ 1ax2 Oaxo
Ouw=1lo 01 0 |- W“‘(OM Wae) '
0 sqe 0 cqp

(4)

where W, , are 2 x 2 unitary matrices and throughout
the paper we adopt the notation s,, = sinf,, and
cqe = cosby . We can move to the VL fermion mass
basis (where three chiral fermions species remain mass-
less until EW symmetry breaking) by redeﬁning the LH
quark and lepton fields as \I/ ¢ WT O ¢¥q.e. In this
basis, the interactions of LH fermlons Wlth the massive
gauge bosons read

ga -

[fUl D ﬁ Uf (\I/qﬁL'Yu\IJé)a (5)
£G’ D) 94& G:La (\I/qliq’yu Ta \IJq) s (6)
Lz 294[ ggY (g€ ,) = 3Ty p)] L (7)



where, defining e3 = g3/93, €1 = 2g7/393, the couplings
are given as

- OQK‘/ OT H; = diag(—eg, —e3, 1, 1) ) (8)
gq = Oq gq 5(/1 = di&g(—él, —€1, 17 1) ) (9)
& =0.¢ 0, & = diag(—ey, —e1,1,1),  (10)

and

fL=0,Wp 0}, W= (12“ 0@;2) . (1)

O2x2

with 87 = diag(0,0,1,1).

The matrix W = V[/qVVéT can always be written as a
real, orthogonal 2 x 2 matrix by re-phasing ¢2, 3 and
the LH VL fermions. We parameterize it by an angle 0,:

W= < o 5><> . (12)

—Sx Cx

A non-trivial W-matrix (i.e. s, 7# 0) arises from the dif-
ference between the quark and lepton mass matrices in
([2), in the sub-sector of the SU(4)-charged fermions [26].
It can be generated by including a scalar field 215, trans-
forming as a (15,1,1,0) of G4321, which takes a vacuum
expectation value w5 along the T415 generator. This
would also shift the mass of the Uy, modifying the f7
appearing in to f,%l = w?+wi+4/3w?;. Note that the
re-phasing making W real results in a phase appearing in
the LQ coupling to the right-handed (RH) VL fermions.

A. Yukawa Couplings

We are now ready to analyze the structure of the
Yukawa couplings, i.e. the couplings of the four fam-
ilies of SU(2), charged fields, the three right-handed
chiral fermions and the Higgs field. Deﬁning T =
(uk, u% ud), \Il; = (dY d% d%), VT = (eh €% e3), the
Yukawa couplings in the VL fermlon mass basis can be
written as

—LDU, Y HY, + U, YHY;+ U, Y. HY, + h.c.,
(13)

where Y, 4. are 4 x 3 matrices that can be decomposed
as
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The overall factors O, and O, WT are the results of the
rotation from the interaction basis to the VL fermion
mass basis, and take into account a global re-definition of
both quark and lepton Yukawa of the type Y’ — W:QY,
such that the full W matrix appears only in the lepton
sector. As far as the other terms appearing in 7
are concerned:

e The hatted Yukawas f/u,d,e are real, diagonal 2 x 2
matrices, and U, 4. are 2 X 2 unitary matrices with
a non-trivial phase each (after field redefinitions).
These terms, which control the 2 x 2 light-family
masses (hence the smallest eigenvalues in Yy, 4.)
are SM-type Yukawa couplings among the chiral
fields not charged under SU(4).

e The entries y;; and x4 e’tb control the couplings
among the SU(4) charged states, i.e. the third-
generation Yukawa couplings (y; ) and the Yukawa
couplings of the VL fermion to the RH third-
generation chiral fermions (z ;). Note that the W-
matrix leads to an effective splitting of bottom and
tau Yukawas of the type

Yr = P|cy — mbewbsx| . (17)

On general grounds, additional sub-leading SU (4)-
breaking corrections are expected from integrating-
out heavier fields.

e The 2 x 1 vectors i, 4 and i, are spurions param-
eterizing the SU(4) breaking in the Yukawa sec-
tor or, equivalently, the breaking of the U(2), and
U(2), flavor symmetries preventing heavy <« light
mixing amongst chiral fermions [19, 21]. Given the
field content in Table[l} these terms are forbidden at
the renormalizable level. In the limit 7, 4 — 0, the
only source of U(2), breaking (besides the smaller
light family Yukawa couplings) comes from s,. As
we shall show (see also [35]), this case is severely
constrained by AF = 2 observables. This is why
we consider a small but non-negligible 7, of the
form 71, = (—yep e’ 0)T, with e = O(|Vip|). As
we show in Appendix [B] this structure can be eas-
ily generated by integrating out a heavy vector-like
quark Uy, g, charged under SU(3);, that mixes with
tgr after 4321 symmetry breaking. Since the mixing
required to generate V,; is small, these new states
could naturally be part of deeper UV dynamics in
the 10-100 TeV range as occurs in [28].

Since U(3),,¢ rotations leave the VL mass invariant,
the 3 x3 upper sub-block of the Yukawas can be dlagonal—
ized by bi- umtary rotations of the form L, Y, Rl =Y,,
LdeRd = Yd, and L. Y, RJf = Ye, where Yude are
diagonal in the 3 x 3 sub- block above the solid line and
unchanged below it. In terms of these rotation matrices,
the quark Yukawas can be written as

~L DU, LY, RHY, + Y, LIY RHT, + hec..
(18)



The lepton Yukawas follow similarly, where acceptable
neutrino masses can be achieved via the inverse-seesaw
mechanism [24]. With these definitions, the CKM matrix
is defined as Voxm = La L Explicit formulas for these
rotatlon matrlces in terms of the parameters appearing
in 1nc1ud1ng those hidden in Y, d,e and Uu de)
are given in Appendlx

III. AF = 2 OBSERVABLES

Before EW symmetry breaking, we define the effective
operator
0P = (@ vual) (@5 ndl) (19)

such that the part of the effective Lagrangian relevant for
AF = 2 transitions can be written as

4Gy ijkl ryigkl
L > ——7 > cakoEk 4., (20)
ijkl
where the sum is over ¢, j, k,l = 1,2, 3, and Gy = Gp Cy,
where we have defined

2,2

gav
Cy = 21
v 4mZ, (21)
1

that controls the strength of the purely third-generation
contact interactions generated by integrating out the Uy
LQ. The flavor-conserving Wilson coefficients Céfji and
Ciidd receive contributions from tree-level G’ and Z’ ex-
change, as well as from the U; vector LQ at one loop
if i vj = 2V 3, while the flavor-violating terms with
i # jV k # [ receive only loop contributions. At the
matching scale, the contribution to the various Wilson
coefficients C;qul are reported in Table [I1| of Appendlx@

A. Bs(d) — Bs(d) mixing
We start by briefly summarizing the case of By —
Bs(d), which has been extensively discussed in the previ-
ous literature (see e.g. [35H37]). In this case we are in-
terested in matching to the following effective operators
after EW symmetry breaking
LD —Ch (5pyubr)® — Ch,(dryubr)®.  (22)
Performing the left-handed diagonalization of Yukawa
matrices, the complete expressions for C’}3M) are

4Gy ,
C’é — Z LZstk Cz]kl(
V2 ikl

4GU 7 19 ) \ * *
= S LYLYFCI (L) (L) (24)
ijkl

/) (L) (23)

Cp, =

Expanding the L; matrices to the first non-trivial order,
and taking into account the relevant Wilson coefficients
reported in Table [[ both at tree- and one-loop- level,
leads to

4GU i 90, (4
C}Egs \/5 o2i%0 <quLO 2+e 2igp, X4 = 3B;§2I> . (25)

Cp, =s5e*%Cp._. (26)

In these expressions, we defined

1 1 «
NLO __ 4
a4 27
Pa (3;5@ T ey T 1677) ’ 27)

where zy = m{,/m¢; and oy = g3/(4n): this coefficient
encodes the effect of flavor-conserving Wilson coefficients
generated by the tree-level G’ and Z’ exchange, and cor-
responding dominant next-to-leading order (NLO) cor-
rections (in the SU(4)y custodial limit). The second
term in Cp_is due to the flavor-violating Wilson coeffi-
cient C2323 which is generated at one-loop.

The implications of these expressions, taking into ac-
count the experimental bounds on Byg) — Bs(d) mixing
and the preferred range of Gy and s, implied by the B
anomalies, can be summarized as follows [37]:

o s, < 0.2|Vi4] is required to ensure a sufficient sup-
pression of the flavor-conserving part of the ampli-
tude, which is dominantly induced by tree-level G’
exchange.

e Light vector-like leptons my < 1.5 TeV are re-
quired to ensure sufficient suppression of the B, 1221
flavor-violating loop contribution, coming doml—
nantly from box diagrams involving the U; LQ.

The mild down-alignment required in the 23 quark sec-
tor discussed in the first point is the main motivation
behind the power-counting adopted in to organize
the parameters appearing in the Yukawa couplings.

B. K-K and D-D mixing

After EW symmetry breaking, the effective opera-
tors describing neutral meson mixing involving only light
quarks are

LD ~Ci(dryuse)? — Cplaryucr)?. (28)
Again performing the left-handed diagonalization of
Yukawa matrices, the expressions for C}(’ p read

4
1 GU Z LdzLdk Cz]kl LSJ) (Lfll)* 7 (29)
ijkl

4Gy Z LuzLuk Czykl(

ch=2U
V2 ijkl

ML) (30)



In both cases the sum is dominated by the flavor con-
serving Wilson coefficients, which receive tree-level con-
tributions from G’ and Z’ exchange. Given the power-
counting in (i.e. working in the limit s, — 0) the
leading contributions are

4G N2
Ck = =2 pNLOsH (Vs + casue'®) " /e, (31)
V2
4Gy
Cl _ NLO
D \/§ pq (
where in Cj we have used the CKM relation V,s =
e'Pdc,s4—ePucys, from Eq. (A20). According to data on
the anomalies, Cy; lies in the range 0.004 < Cy < 0.03.
In the SU(4)y custodial limit (where the heavy-vector

spectrum is approximately degenerate), we have pl[\;]LO ~

CuSys2e'Pn

—i 2
Zeln — e P V|| Va|)”, (32)

0.4. Due to the strong scaling of C 1, with s,, we focus
on two benchmark points (BPs) near the upper end of
the Cy range, in order to maximize the contribution to

dRp» (defined in (C1)) and (C2)),
Cy = 0.015, (33)
Cyr = 0.030. (34)

BP1:
BP2:

In both cases we assume g = £z = 1 unless otherwise
specified.

The strongest constraints are those on the imaginary
parts of Ck . According to [38, 39] the 95% confidence
allowed ranée is

Im(Cj) = [~1.2, 2.4] x 1072 TeV 2, (35)
Im(Cp) =[-9.4, 8.9] x 1072 TeV 2. (36)

Comparing the expressions for C}(’ p to the bounds in
7, it is clear that a precise flavor-alignment
pattern is needed to satisfy the AF = 2 bounds if
|sq| 2 |Veb|, as required by the best fit of the charged-
current anomalies. Starting with D-D mixing, we see
from Fig. [I] that the simplest solution to pass the bound
on Im(C}) is a mild up-alignment: the angle s,,, control-
ling the 12 up-quark rotation hence naturally expected
to be of O(|V,s]), cannot exceed 10% of |V,,5|. This result
is largely independent from the value of ¢,,.

Assuming this mild up-alignment, we now move to the
analysis of K~K mixing. Neglecting terms O(s2), the
following simplified expression holds

Im(cll() ~ %}quLovstussésu sin ¢y, (37)
and we see that the size of CP violation in kaon mixing is
controlled by s, and the product s, sin ¢,. As shown in
Fig.[2] the latter product is severely constrained for |s,| 2
|Vep|.- However, it is worth noticing that s, sin¢, = 0 is
achieved either assuming ¢,, = 0 (hence CP conservation)
or in the limit of exact up-alignment (i.e. for s,, = 0).

In principle, an alternative solution also exists, as
shown in the upper half of Fig. However, for this
solution to pass both K—K and D—D mixing bounds, a
strong but not exact down-alignment is needed, |sq| =

1.0 ; . , —
I BP1 |
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3
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FIG. 1. Constraints from CP violation in D—D mixing on the
light quark mixing angle s, as a function of s;, assuming a
generic O(1) value for the phase Ayq (see Appendix [A]). The
areas outside the colored regions (corresponding to the two
benchmark points) are excluded by the bounds on ImCp at
the 95% confidence level.

Im(V5,Vey)/s2, and the phase difference A,q (defined in
Appendix [A)) need to be set to A,q ~ sgn(sqcos ¢y,) 7/2.
We find these conditions more difficult to justify from a
UV model point of view, being far from a clear symmet-
ric limit. For this reason, in the following we focus on
the up-aligned solution.

In summary, to pass the bounds on Im(CJ ,) we re-
quire: i) |s,| < |Vus| and (depending on the degree of
up-alignment) ii) ¢, & 0, corresponding to the assump-
tions of i) up-alignment for the 2 x 2 light-quark Yukawa
couplings and ii) approximate CP conservation.

Turning our attention now to the real parts of the
AF = 2 amplitudes, in the limit s, ~ 0 only KK mix-
ing receives a sizable contribution

4Gy
V2

which is dominantly controlled by s,. This induces a
non-standard contribution to the K—K mass difference,
that we can write as

Re(Cl) ~ 29U pitoyz,y2 o (39)

us?q >

AmRP 2 my
Imi = exXp — o exp
Amiy; 3 Ami
where myg = 497.6 MeV, Am%P = 3.484 x 10712 MeV,

Fr =160 MeV, and PY"(ug) = 0.48 encodes the bag
parameter and QCD corrections [40]. Numerically, we

find
4
Smi ~ 1.086 x ( Cu ) (ﬁ) . (40)

Fi Py Re(C), (39)

0.015 0.1
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FIG. 2. Constraints from CP violation in K—K mixing on the
combination s, sin ¢, as a function of sq. The area outside the
colored regions (corresponding to our two benchmark points)
is excluded by the bounds on Im(C}) at the 95% confidence
level. The vertical lines denote indicative upper bounds on s,
set by Re(Ck).

In view of the long-distance contributions to Amy, we
can translate this result into a bound on the size of
|sq| < 0.1 for the preferred range of Cy.

C. Summary on the mixing structure

What emerges from the previous discussion can be
summarized as follows:

o Structure of the Yukawa couplings. The mixing of
light families in the CKM (i.e. the Cabibbo angle)
is induced mainly by the down Yukawa coupling
Y. On the other hand, heavy < light mixing and
the CKM phase are generated mainly by Y.

o Light <> vector-like mizing. The parameter s,
which controls the largest breaking of U(2), and
plays a key role in all the LFU ratios, cannot ex-
ceed 0.1 in magnitude.

IV. K — wvo

We now proceed to analyze the implications of the mix-
ing structure determined in Section [l on K — mvw
decays. In the EW-symmetric phase, we define the semi-
leptonic operator

OpPT = (087, 0) (@ "a) - (41)

Our setup is such that only s — dvv transitions involving
third-generation neutrinos receive large NP corrections]
Therefore, the relevant part of the effective Lagrangian
reads

4Gy 33ij 331"
C," O, +hee., (42)
V2 Z

where the sum runs over ¢,j = 1,2,3. The relevant con-
tributions to this process come from the tree-level Z’ ex-
change for the flavor-conserving Wilson coefficients Cj3%
as well as from one-loop diagrams involving the U; lep-
toquark for ﬂavor—conservmg and flavor-violating Wilson
coefficients C;, 330 with iV j = 2V 3. These contributions
are reported at the bottom of Table M in Appendix D

Similarly to the case of b — svv transitions (see
e.g. [19] 26]) there is no tree-level contribution mediated
by the U; LQ to s — dvv amplitudes. This is because
the tree-level U; exchange generates both SU(2)-singlet
semi-leptonic operators as in as well as their SU(2) -
triplet counterparts, (Z%’yuraﬁ )@ y* 7)), with the
same Wilson coefficient, resulting in a cancellation. This
structure is simply a consequence of the U; gauge quan-
tum numbers, which forbid its coupling to down-type
quarks and neutrinos.

After EW symmetry is broken, we project the con-
tributions of (42)) onto the coefficients of the operators
(52vudr)(Dey*ve), that we normalize as in the SM

Leg D —
ij

4GFr o
Leg = —Jl ViVia Y Co(Spyude) ey i) ,
\/§ b=e,u,T
(43)
where ay = ¢2/(4r) and V;; are CKM matrix elements.
Using the results in [11], we decompose B(Kt — nfvv)

and B(Ky — mvv) in terms of the Cy as
B(KT — ntvy) = By Z {[Im(Vt‘;V}dCZ)]?-l-
l=e,u,T
(Vs P[Ves | P = Re (VisViaCo)]” b, (44)
=B, Y [Im(ViVaCo)]®,  (45)
l=e,pu,T

where By = 2.62 x 1075/|V,s|? and By, = 4.16 x
107%/|V,,s|>. Within the SM,

CSM

e, T —

B(Ky — n°vv)

=X, (46)

with X; = 1.48 £0.01 [4I], while the parameter encoding
the long-distance contribution due to charm and light-
quark loops (averaged over the different lepton species)
is P, = 0.404 + 0.024[]

2 The leading correction is suppressed relative to the third-
generation contribution by sf.

3 In principle, P. is different for the different lepton species; how-
ever, we have explicitly checked that this effect is negligible com-
pared to the model uncertainties affecting AC-.
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FIG. 3. Prediction for B(K™ — ntvp), normalized to the
SM, as a function of sq for the two benchmark points we have
considered (setting 6, = w/4, mp = 1 TeV, mg = 1.5 TeV).
The colored bands are generated by varying gs € [2,3] and
xz € [0.8,1]. The gray regions show the current experimental
determination of B(KT — 7tvp) at 10 and +20.

Within our framework, |D remain valid and the
only modification compared to the SM case is the value
of C;, that we decompose as

C, =~ CM[1 4+ pAC,] . (47)

Running down to the EW scale, and working in the
basis where the down Yukawa coupling is diagonal we get

1 si [ ~33i5 i3/ 2i3 % PRGE dis

A= VisVia Z.Zde [Cﬂq + 61 (BL) Cy } (L))",
27T CU

P awx - (0.01) (48)

The contributions of the flavor-violating Wilson coeffi-
cients to are suppressed by the 23 and 13 down ro-
tations, which are required to be small in order to evade
the bounds on B,(4) mixing. As a consequence, the sum
over Cy°¥ is dominated by the flavor conserving Wilson
coeflicients, which receive a Cabbibo-sized rotation

DY (L)~ (M — PP asae 0 (49)
ij

The leading correction to this result that, as expected,
vanishes in the U(2), symmetric limit, is O(sp/sq). Simi-
larly, the leading contribution to the C(P}GE term encoding
the RG evolution of tree-level leptoquark mediated oper-
ators is given by the i = j = 2 term

LY BB(BELE) = —cdsde_i¢d|W21|233. (50)
Using DsixTools [42] and setting my, = 4 TeV, we find
CRYE ~ —0.058. (51)

Using the CKM relation V,; = eiPdc, sy — ePucys,
from Eq. (A20)), we obtain a final expression for AC, that
is dominantly controlled by s, in the up-aligned limit:

ViV, 1 «
2 Vus Vud 4 M poan \Wm\zC(P}GE

AC; = 1 Dt

~ S
TV Via bz

(52)

Importantly, the phase of AC; is fully specified, leading
to the following conclusions:

o Im(VEVi4AC,) = 0 — negligible correction com-
pared to the SM in B(K — n%vi);

o Re(ViiVidAC;) > 0 — negative interference be-
tween NP and SM amplitudes in B(K+ — 7tvp).

The prediction of B(K+t — 7tvi) thus obtained, as
a function of s, for the two benchmarks defined in Sec-
tion is shown in Fig. As can be seen, B(K+ —
7Tvr) exhibits a strong and well-defined dependence
on sq, which will be extremely valuable in determining
this parameter from data in the near future. Interest-
ingly enough, the current experimental measurement of
B(K*T — wtvp) [12], even if affected by a sizable error,
already provides a non-trivial constraint on the model.
In fact, for benchmark point 2, the bound on |s,| we de-
termine from B(K+ — 7tvi) is more stringent than the
one derived from AF = 2 observables.

In Fig. |4, we show the correlation between B(K+ —
7tvi) and the two LFU ratios in charged-current B de-
cays, which also exhibit a strong (but different) depen-
dence on s4. In particular, what we show in Fig. E| are
the relative corrections

Rpe)

SM
RD(*)

SRpe) = ~1, (53)

that we compute using the NLO expressions [26] reported
in Appendix [C] Contrary to all the observables discussed
so far, Rp and Rp- are sensitive to the coupling of the
leptoquark field to third-generation RH chiral fermions
(parameterized in terms of the effective coupling B%).
In the minimal version of the model, |8%| = 1; how-
ever, in less minimal frameworks different values could
be obtained with additional sets of VL fermionsZ For
illustrative purposes and also to connect with previous
studies [37], in the following we consider two choices for
B}’{ in relation to the two benchmarks considered so far:

BP1 [Cy = 0.015] : Re(BY) = 0.3, (54)
BP2 [Cy = 0.030] : Re(B%) =0 (55)

A non-vanishing ﬁf’{ mainly impacts Rp, which is par-
ticularly sensitive to scalar-current contributions. This

4 One example is the introduction of SU(3);-charged VL partners
of the light family right-handed fields, as in Appendix @
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is illustrated by the comparison of left and right plots in
Fig. [d We finally stress that the value of Cy, which is
the main parameter distinguishing the different curves in
Fig.[ could in principle be determined from high-energy
data, in particular from o(pp — 7777) [37]. In the fu-
ture, the combination of precision measurements of Rp,
Rp+, and B(K* — wntvi), combined with high-energy
data on o(pp — 7777), should result in decisive tests of
this framework.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The non-universal 4321 gauge model featuring third-
family quark-lepton unification represents a very attrac-
tive extension of the SM. On the theoretical side, it can
arise as the low-energy limit of ambitious UV models
addressing both the origin of quark and lepton mass
hierarchies, as well as the electroweak hierarchy prob-
lem [23] 28, B4]. On the phenomenological side, it pre-
dicts the existence of a TeV-scale vector leptoquark that
could account for the hints of LF'U violation observed in
semi-leptonic B-meson decays.

As we have shown, the minimal version of the model
is quite constrained by low-energy observables, resulting
in a predictive framework not only for the leading 3 — 2
flavor-changing transitions, but also for processes involv-
ing light quarks only. In this context, precise measure-
ments of K — mwvv decay rates can play a key role in
further testing this setup.

Confirming previous findings obtained in different SM
extensions [I3HIG], we find sizable deviations from the
SM in B(K+ — wtwv), within the parameter space mo-
tivated by the B-meson anomalies. Most importantly,
as illustrated in Fig. 4l a well-defined pattern of correla-

tions between B(K™ — wTvv), Rp, and Rp-, emerges.
Testing these correlations, with future precision measure-
ments of these low-energy observables, would provide an
extremely valuable test of this motivated framework.
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Appendix A: Yukawa Diagonalization and the CKM
Matrix

The Yukawas can be brought to diagonal form in the
3 x 3 sub-block by rotations of the form L, Y R} = Y,

LdeRIl = Yd, and LeYERZ = Ye. In terms of these
rotation matrices, the Lagrangian takes the form

— LDV, LIY,R,HY, +V,LY,RHY, (A1)
+ U, LIY.R.HY, +h.c..

These rotation matrices can be decomposed as the prod-
uct of rotations in the 13 x 23 x 12 sectors. For example,
in the up sector we have

L,=P,LI2L?3L3, (A2)



with
Cy —etPug, 0 0
12 e g, Cu 00
Ly = 0 0 10 ]
0 0 01
Cut 0 —e'Puts,, 0
13 0 1 0 0
Ly = e Wutg . 0 Cut 0]’ (A3)
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
123 _ 0 ¢ —e%ts 0
w0 e gy e (O
0 0 0 1

and P, q are arbitrary phase diagonal matrices that we
will fix later to match the standard CKM phase conven-
tion. The matching of the Lagrangian parameters in
onto the rotation matrix angles in L2? and L13 is
st=—wsq, € Psy =~ ey

(A4)

while L12 is in direct correspondence with the 2x 2 matrix
U,.
There are also chirally suppressed RH rotations

1 0 0
R®B =10 1 — ey
0

Me—isﬂtst 1
me

1 0 :
R3 = 0 1 0 ,
0 1

(A5)

_ My iyt
my € Sut

My ,—1Put

my € Sut

and R, = P,R?3R!3. The down quark and charged lep-
ton rotations follow the same pattern, and can easily be
written in terms of sy, Sp, Sqp and Se, S, Ser With their
corresponding phases.

1. CKM Matrix

To compute the CKM matrix,

Vexwm = Lo LY, (A6)
we will work with the rotation matrices defined in the
previous section and keep the angles arbitrary. The CKM
computed in this way will be valid for any version of the
model, since all that changes will be the matching of
the model parameters onto the angles. We will compute
the CKM matrix to O(A3) assuming the following power
counting for the rotation matrix angles

Oud ~ Ay Op ~ N2, O ~ N2, Oap ~ A*.

Our ~ N3, (A7)

It is convenient to define the following phases

Ayg =0u — Y4, (AS)

Ay =01 — b, (A9)
Aut = Put — Pu — Pt (A10)
¢1 —arg(cycq + e Puds,s,) (A11)
by =arg(ePuic,sq — s4cq) (A12)
¢y =arg(—s, + ePtvsy) (A13)
bur = arg(sys, — €' ”‘sut) , (A14)
Pd =Pu — Aud, (A15)
o =dr — App (A16)

We see that according to our power counting, if A,q4,
Ay, and Ay, are order one, then we have ¢; ~ O()\?),

sing; ~ O(X), and Gu¢, Gu, Pa, P ~ O(1).

Choosing the arbitrary phase matrices

P, = diag{e!(Pumeutdrmerton) oilde=ed) 11 1} (A17)

Py = diag{e'(9umeutor=ed) oildrmerton) 1 11 (A18)
we find that the CKM takes the following form

Vud Vus Vub 0
Vea Ves Vb |0

VCKM V;&d V;&s ‘/tb 0 ) ( 9)
0 0 0|1
where, at O(A\3), we have
Vg = €91 (cuca + gtAud SuSd)
Vs = €1u (e*m“dcusd — SuCq)
Vub — ei(¢u+¢t+¢1)(sust _ eiAut Sut)
‘/Cd - 7‘/;9
Ves = Vg (A20)

Ve = ei¢‘(—st + €_iA”’Sb)
Wd = e_i(¢u+¢t)(_eiA1bd8d8t _I_ e 'LAufs t)
Vie = —e 7"V
Vie=1.
We have chosen the phases in (A18)) such that V4, Vs,

and V., are real. At this order in A\, we have V;y ~
Vi Ve — V4. The CKM phase, Vi, = [Viple™?, is then

us ' cb
—~(ut + Gu + Gt + ¢1). (A21)

2. Quark Rotation Matrices

Neglecting the small ¢; phase and working to O(A\?),
we find the quark rotation matrices to be

Lg=PLPLPBLYE =

Cq —etPag, 0 0

e itag, Cd —e'Pr gy [0
0 e gy 1 0 Py (A22)
0 0 0 \ 1



L,=P,L2LBL =

Cu —ePus, |Vaple™ |0
e~ iPug, Cu —et®ts, |0 p
e PutP) g 5, — |Viple? e Prs, 1 o] v
0 0 0 |1
(A23)
where
P, = diag{e!(Pu—putdimen) cildmen) 1 1} (A24)

Appendix B: SU(3); Vector-like Fermions

We extend the matter content given in Table [l
by a new vector-like quark with quantum numbers
Upr ~ (1,3,1,2/3) under Gazo1. The addition of
this state extends the flavor symmetry as U(2)y,, —
U(3)uy x U(1)y,, where we have defined a vector U}, =
(uk u% Ug). The new terms one can write in the La-
grangian are

—LD ULMU Ur + )\UUngiﬁE + (ijUIjIUR + h.c.,
(B1)

where without loss of generality we can use the U(3)y,,
to put the 1 x 3 mass in the form MU = (0 0 my) with
my real and the U(1)y, to make the complex number
Ay real. In this basis, yy is an arbitrary 2 x 1 complex
vector, where we define y], = (ylljei‘p%f y%,e“"%f). In total,
we removed 4 phases and 2 real parameters, which is
consistent since the flavor symmetry was enlarged from
U2)up = UB)up x U(1)y, , meaning we are allowed to
remove 6+1—3 = 4 phases and 3—1 = 2 real parameters.
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1. 4321 Broken Phase

After 4321 symmetry breaking, let us define U] =
uk u% u3 Ur). We then have to diagonalize the mixing
R UR UR

between u%, and Ur

7, (0 0 At mU) U, =T (0 0 0 md™)W,0,,
(B2)

where

(B3)

/ 1
phys __ 2 2,2
my . =4/ mg + 5)\[]1}3 ,

and W, is an orthogonal rotation mixing u?% and Ur

; (B4)

Su Cu

Auvs

V2my

tanfy = (B5)

2. Yukawas

After rotating to the fermion mass basis, the up
Yukawa

Finally, it is clear that this part of the Lagrangian leaves LDV, Y, HV, +hec., (B6)
a U(2),,, subgroup unbroken, while the coupling yy is a
new source of U(2), symmetry breaking. can be written as a 4 x 4 matrix
Ul]: Au 0 Yu
Y, =0, 0 " 0 |wi
0  ypxee'?t ‘ 0
YuCuy yc@wu Su _y[1]€i¢i]5U ylljeispij Cu
= Oq _yue_upusu YcCuy _ylzje“aUSU y%]ewUCU
0 0 YytCu YtSu (B7)
0 0 yrxe'Picy | yrrie*ftsy
YuCuy ycew“ Su _yIljei@bsU y[{/'eivb Cu
_ —yue_w’“ SuCq  YeCulq —y%,ei‘P%f Sycq — ytxtei‘/’t CUSq y?]ei‘/’?f cucqy — ytxtei‘/’tsUsq
B 0 0 yicu YiSU
— e P SuSq  YcCuSq yta:te"’“‘"cch — y?]e“"?f 5U8q ytwtemsch + yQUeW’?J CUSq
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In the limit of small 6y (corresponding to integrating out the new vector-like state Uy ), the 4 x 3 sub-block reads

) 1
YuCu yce%ousu _ylljelsaUSU
Y, = _yueilgpuSucq YcCulCq _ytxteuptsq (B8)
u = s
0 0 Yt

—1 2
—Yul Lpususq YcCuSq ytxtewth

which reproduces the structure we wanted in Section and we identify yepe’V = y%]ew%l sy. We therefore generate
Vup with the right size for

1
1 . yUAU U3
sin Oy ~ —
Yu \@ my

As a final comment, we note that in principle one could add a complete set of VL partners Uy, r, N1 r, Dr.r, EL R
with the same quantum numbers as their corresponding light family RH fields. In this case, another interesting limit is
that of large mixing (small cosine cp g) for the down-type partners, which could be exploited to explain the smallness
of the down-type Yukawas while simultaneously reducing the magnitude of RH currents in the down-sector.

Appendix C: Expressions for R

Defining 6 Ry = Rp /RSN, — 1, we have

D)
PLL2a PLiss
0Rp ~2Re {OUB%T [pﬁ%%s v (1 +NTo A) = 150, L3 PR <1 + N6 A)] } , (C1)
LL,33 LR,33
PLL 23 PLi2s
0Rp- ~ 2Re {CuﬁT [pi%,%g r (1 + NTo A) = 012, prrzs B <1 + Lo A)] } : (C2)
LL.33 LR,33
where g = 1.7 and
V. ST Ved /BdT
A= (Ol j dlL ) &
<Vcb By Vi BT (€3)
The NLO corrections to OY; and OY} contributing to b — c7v transitions read [25]
oy (17 4
1% =14 5 (I3l + 3hlea) ) (1)
oy (7 13 4
iE% = 1+ 52 (Ghtez) + (5 flozoq) + § falwra) ) & ). (©5)
as (23 16
k% =1+ 52 (Bt + P hlea) ) (o)
ay (13
ik =14 2 (Lhitez) + (5 ez ag) + 3 faecra)) &) (1)
with zq = mg,/mg, and
log(xy
filay) = 0 (C8)
B 1 zylog(zv) xglog(zq)
fZ(mvva) N Ty —IQ < Ty — 1 rQ — 1 ' (Cg)

Appendix D: Wilson coefficients

In Table [[T] we report the Wilson coefficients of operators contributing to AQ = 2 and K — 7w transitions, as

normalized in and .



Tree level Box diagrams Flavor changing vertices
Wilson coefficient , , ’ ,
G Z [U: U] G Z
2
3333 1 1 95 pllill
Caq 3z 24z 4/ 32m2 Byq 0 0
2 2 2 V1
2333 _ 91 1211 _91_px Var _91_px _Zq
Caq 0 0 3272 54 Bag 5272 PoLBst 3ze 5272 PoLBsL 24z,
2 2 2 ’
3233 _ 91 2111 95 x Var 95 * _Zg
Cag 0 0 327254 Bag 5277 Do P51 3z 32n2 PoL s 24z,
02233 (e3—sg) | (ex—sg) g3 $2 g2t 0 0
a4q 6/ 24z ;1 3272 79 44
2
2332 _ (ea—sy) 95 .2 pl212
qu 2 0 3272 Sq qu 0 0
2
2323 95 .2 pl221
Caq 0 0 3272 59 Baa 0 0
2
3232 95 .2 p2112
Caq 0 0 3272 59 Baa 0 0
2 2 2 Vg
2223 93 .3 p2221 9 2\ Vor | 9% _ 2\ p* Zq
Caq 0 0 5227 5 Bag 52n2 (€3 — 54) 051 Bst 3zes | 32n2 (1 = 5q)Bi Pz 24z,
2 2 2 ’
2232 95 .3 p2212 91 W2 « Vgr | g3 2 * Zg
Caa 0 0 527754 Bag 5227 (€3 = 59) Bor.Bsr, 3zes | 3272 (61— s3)Bor L 24z,
23\2 2\2
02222 (e3—sy) (e1—s3) g3 54 g2222 0 0
a9 3 24z 3272 79 44
1133 €3 _ &
Caq 6/ 24w, 0 0 0
1331 ___€3 _ &
Caa 2w 24z ,, 0 0 0
2 2 Vg
1123 .94 px Vgr e, 94 px Z3
Caq 0 0 0 €33372 BoLPsL 62 €133,2 Bor s 24z,
2
1321 97 o* Vg
qu 0 0 0 —€3 3272 ’BbL’BSL ZIG’ O
2 2 \CT
1132 93 x Ve e, 91 * _Zg
Caq 0 0 0 €33572 BoLBsL 62 €13572 BorBiL 24z,
2
1231 95 Vg
Caa 0 0 0 €3 53,2 oL Bl 077 0
cli22 _ealez—sy) [erlei—sy) 0 0 0
99 65/ 24z 5/
cl221 es(es—s2) |ei(er—sa) 0 0 0
aq 215;, 24122/
1111 €3 €1
Caq 3z 24w, 0 0 0
2
3333 1 _ 91 plill
Cl?q 0 4,/ 1672 Bae 0 0
2 2 Vi
3332 9% 2111 _ 9% x  _Zq
Ciq 0 0 1677 SaBat 0 Tox2 OoLBsL 87,/
2 2 Vi
3323 93 1211 _ 91 gx a
Cig 0 0 167 SaBqt 0 Tox2 Db PsL Bz,
2 2
3322 (e1—s7) 95 22211
Cig iz, 167 SaBat 0
33TT &
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TABLE II. Coefficients of the effective operators, normalized as in and ([42)), at tree level and next-to-leading order. The
loop functions BEF = BiF(z, 2q), BZIO"B = Bzéaﬁ(xL,a:Q), Vor = Ve (zL), and Vg = Vg, (z1), where 2, = m.L/mb,

: ijkl klij
can be found in [26]. Note that C3™ = Cg;".
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