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1 Introduction

Although the Standard Model (SM) is effective in accurately describing all fundamental
forces excluding the gravity, it suffers from large mass spectra and fermionic hierarchies,
small quark mixing angles, and the existence of three fermion generations, violation of CP,
etc. A number of extensions to SM have been considered to address some of these issues.
The so-called 331 model is one of the simplest extensions that change the electroweak gauge
group of SM from SU(3)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y to SU(3)C ⊗ SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)X . Initially,
these models were presented as a natural explanation for the number of fermionic families
observed in nature.

Many research have focused on the 331 based model, which was inspired by the need
to solve issues in numerous phenomenological applications. For example, papers on 331
model include, but not limited to, applications in neutrino mass generation [1, 2], flavour
physics [3–6], and another phenomenological challenges [7–16]. Beyond that, taking into
account by now well recognized W boson mass anomaly, reported earlier this year by the
Collider Detector at Fermilab (CDF) Collaboration obtained at Tevatron particle accel-
erator [17], probable interconnection between W mass anomaly and the super-symmetric
version of the 331 model has been studied [18]. For more up to date articles on 331 models
check [19–22]. From another side, models based on 331 gauge group may be interpreted as
a forerunner to grand unification models at high energy scales [23–25]. At last, 3311 model,
an extended alternative of the 331 model, has been studied in the context with neutrino
mass generation mechanism and dark matter candidates [26–29].
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Various variations of the 331 type have been studied in detail so far. This model can
be made anomaly free in a variety of ways. Model 331 can be made anomaly free within the
family like SM. Alternatively, other variants can use all three families and be anomaly free.
The second approach is very attractive because it naturally explains SM’s family number
of three.

In a recent article submitted by authors of the present paper [30], Democratic Mass
Matrix (DMM) approach has been applied to SU(3)C⊗SU(3)L⊗U(1)X extension of the SM
inspired by E6 symmetry. The model, named as Variant-A, is anomaly free per generation
of quarks and leptons [31]. In the same work, another anomaly free model in quark/lepton
generation, named as Variant-B, is given as SU(3)C⊗SU(3)L⊗U(1)X extension of the SM
and is inspired by both SU(6) [32] and SU(6) ⊗ U(1)X [33] symmetries. While Variant-
A has additional (isosinglet) quarks in down sector, Variant-B has additional (isosinglet)
quarks in up sector. Details of the latter variant are given in Ref. [34].

Introductory literature on 331 models and DMM approach can be reached in our men-
tioned paper [30]. Yukawa coupling constants of the weak interaction Lagrangian are as-
sumed by DMM to be about the same. Fermions acquire various masses as a result of
the small deviations from the full democratic mass matrices through calculation of mass
eigenvalues. The democratic parameterization of Variant-A was very successful to fit into
the recent experimental data [35] on quark masses and CKM mixing matrix at the scale of
mass of Z boson [30]. In this study, we want to confirm that the same parameterization
works for the Variant-B of 331 model as well. Since a summary of motivation and short
history of the DMM approach and 331 Model is given in our earlier paper, we will not go
over it again.

The structure of the paper is as follows: The quark content and new gauge bosons,
neutral and charged currents, DMM parameterization of the variation B of the 331 model are
given in Section 2. Section 3 contains details and definition of the new parameterization for
the B variant. Numerical analysis and generated correlation graphs are given in section 4.
Analysis results, more precisely the input parameters and obtained observable variables for
the three most important and relevant benchmark points are presented in section 5. Future
prospects and features of the collected results are discussed in Section 6. Conclusion is
given in section 7.

2 331 Model

The model with SU(3)C ⊗SU(3)L⊗U(1)X electroweak gauge group is one of the minimal
extensions of SM. It is possible to envisage various sub-models of this model with no exotic
electrically charged particles [34]. Triangle anomalies can be eliminated throughout each
generation. In fact, one of these models (Variant-A) was taken into consideration by the
authors of this work in an earlier paper. Since this study’s focus is on the prospect of
democratic parameterization of another model (Variant-B) with anomalies canceling in each
generation independently, a brief overview of the model’s quark sector, charged currents,
and neutral currents is provided in this sub-section.
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2.1 Quark content of Variant-B

The quark structure for this model [34] is as following:

QαL =

 uα
dα
Uα


L

ucαL dcαL U cαL,{
3, 3, 1

3

} {
3∗, 1,−2

3

} {
3∗, 1, 1

3

} {
3∗, 1,−2

3

} (2.1)

where α = 1, 2, 3 correspond to the three families. Numbers in parenthesis refer to (SU(3)C ,

SU(3)L, U(1)X) quantum numbers, where X arising in the electric charge generators of
the gauge group is defined as

Q =
1

2
λ3L +

1

2
√

3
λ8L +XI3, (2.2)

where λiL (i = 1, . . . , 8) are Gell-Mann matrices for SU(3)L and I3 is 3-dimensional identity
matrix.

2.2 Higgs and New Gauge Bosons

Model contains three Higgs fields, which are (φ−1 , φ
0
1, φ

′0
1 ), (φ−2 , φ

0
2, φ

′0
2 ) and (φ0

3, φ
+
3 , φ

′+
3 ).

Vacuum Expectation Values (VEV) of Higgs fields are the following:

〈φ1〉 = (0, 0,M)T ,

〈φ2〉 = (0, η√
2
, 0)T ,

〈φ3〉 = ( η′√
2
, 0, 0)T ,

(2.3)

where η ∼ 250 GeV (η′ = η can be taken for simplicity).
Moreover, there are a total of 17 gauge bosons in this model. One of the gauge fields

is the gauge boson associated with U(1)X . Eight of them are associated with SU(3)C .
Gauge bosons of W±, K±, K0 and K̄0 are responsible from the charged current in the
electroweak sector. Z and Z ′ bosons are given for neutral current, which are also massive
and uncharged. The masses of the new bosons are proportional to the symmetry breaking
scale of the model (order of a few TeV). The masses of the gauge bosons of the electroweak
sector can be obtained with the help of expressions below:

m2
W± =

g2

4
(η2 + η′2), (2.4a)

m2
Z =

m2
W±

C2
W

, (2.4b)

m2
K± =

g2

4
(2M2 + η′2), (2.4c)

m2
K0(K̄0) =

g2

4
(2M2 + η2), (2.4d)

m2
Z′ =

g2

4(3− 4S2
W )

[
8C2

WM
2 +

η2

C2
W

+
η2(1− 2S2

W )2

C2
W

]
, (2.4e)
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where cosine and sine of the Weinberg angle are abbreviated by CW and SW , respec-
tively, and S2

W = 0.23122 as an experimental value. An important note is that there are five
new gauge bosons beyond those of the SM. The masses of these BSM bosons can be tested
in the bounds of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) detectors. This is possible because TeV
order mass values for these BSM bosons are still with an allowed parameter window. These
gauge bosons’ mass value constraints have been set by the non-observation of the specific
kinds of the LHC events [36], that were expected to be detected. A more up-to-date and
more strict limit of the Z ′ boson’s mass is fixed at MZ′ > 5.1 TeV and MZ′ > 4.6 TeV at
95% CL. This was determined by using the most recent ATLAS [37] and CMS data [38],
respectively.

In reality, the involvement of additional heavy gauge bosons [36], the charged ones often
represented by W ′, is the characteristic shared by many models produced by expanding the
SM. By resonantly producing fermion or electroweak boson pairs, W ′ bosons would be seen
in the LHC. A large amount of lost transverse energy and a high-energy electron or muon
make up the most widely considered signature. At the moment, the stringent limits on the
W ′’s mass are set at MW ′ > 6 TeV with 95% CL [39], under an assumption of the coupling
between SM fermions and model’s BSM gauge bosons. Despite the fact that this restriction
have no direct effect on the model under consideration, nonetheless, it acts as a guide for
the K± and K0 bosons’ mass values.

The model’s Charged Currents (CC) are expressed as follows

LCC = − g√
2

[
ν̄αLγ

µeαLW
+
µ + N̄α

Lγ
µeαLK

+
µ + ν̄αLγ

µNα
LK

0
µ + ūαLγ

µdαLW
+
µ

+ŪαLγ
µdαLK

+
µ − ŪαLγµuαLK0

µ + h.c.
]
, (2.5)

and neutral currents (NC) are given by

LNC = − g

2CW

∑
f

[
f̄γµ

(
g′V + g′Aγ

5
)
fZ ′µ

]
, (2.6)

where f stands for SM quarks and leptons; g, g′V , and g′A are the SM and BSM gauge
coupling constants of SU(3)L symmetry’s gauge bosons after its Spontaneous Symmetry
Breaking(SSB).

From the above expression, we can see that K± BSM gauge bosons mediate transitions
between SM down type quarks and BSM isosinglet U type quarks, where as the interactions
between SM up type quarks and BSM isosinglet U type quarks are mediated by K0 and
K̄0 BSM gauge bosons.

2.3 Democratic Approach to the Quark Sector of 331 Model

The Democratic Mass Matrix (DMM) technique was created by H. Harari and H. Fritzsch
[40–44]to solve the issues of mass hierarchy and mixings, however it was unable to correctly
predict the mass of the top quark. A number of publications were published that addressed
this issue by using DMM to four families of SM [45, 46]. ATLAS and CMS data [47, 48]
later ruled out the SM type fourth family fermions. As a result, if the DMM technique
is right, it will invariably be applied to an extension of the SM. DMM presumes that
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the Yukawa coupling constants in the weak interaction Lagrangian are nearly the same.
Fermions acquire distinct masses when the mass eigenstates are activated [49–51].

When discussing democracy of 331 model, two different basis are defined: SU(3)L ⊗
U(1)X symmetry basis, labeled with superscript “(0)” as in f (0) and the mass basis la-
beled without superscript as in f , where f stands for any fermion particle. Applying the
DMM technique to the Variant-B, before breaking the electroweak spontaneous symmetry
(EWSS), quarks are organized as follows:

u(0)

d(0)

U (0)


L

, u
c(0)
L , d

c(0)
L , U

c(0)
L

, (2.7a)

 c(0)

s(0)

C(0)


L

, c
c(0)
L , s

c(0)
L , C

c(0)
L

, (2.7b)

 t(0)

b(0)

T (0)


L

, t
c(0)
L , b

c(0)
L , T

c(0)
L

. (2.7c)

All bases are equivalent in the case of one-family. The Lagrangian with the quark
Yukawa terms for a one-family situation can be expressed as follows:

LQy = QTLC(adφ2d
c
L + auφ3u

c
L + aUφ1U

c
L + auUφ3U

c
L + aUuφ1u

c
L) + h.c., (2.8)

where ad, au, aU , auU and aUu are Yukawa couplings in the SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)X basis and C
is the charge conjugate operator.

In this case, we obtain a mass term for the down-quark sector:

m0
d = ad

ηd√
2

(ηd = ηu = η is taken for simplicity), (2.9)

and a mass term for the up-quark sector is given as:

m0
uU =

(
auη

u/
√

2 εauη
u/
√

2

εaUη
U/
√

2 aUη
U/
√

2

)
, (2.10)

where ε is chosen very close to one, and εau corresponds to the auU and εaU corresponds
to the aUu.

To get mass eigenvalues, we need to diagonalize the mass matrix above. This is done
in Ref. [52] to show that this technique gives the correct t and b quark masses in the case
of one-family.
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Now, we are able to write three-family quark Yukawa Lagrangian in the SU(3)L⊗U(1)X
basis:

LQy =

3∑
i=1

QiTL C(adφ2d
c
L + auφ3u

c
L + aUφ1U

c
L + εauφ3U

c
L + εaUφ1u

c
L)

+

3∑
i=1

QiTL C(asφ2s
c
L + acφ3c

c
L + aCφ1C

c
L + εacφ3C

c
L + εaCφ1c

c
L) (2.11)

+

3∑
i=1

QiTL C(abφ2b
c
L + atφ3t

c
L + aTφ1T

c
L + εatφ3T

c
L + εaTφ1t

c
L) + h.c.

3 Parameterization of the Model

Every quark mass matrix has a little variation, symbolized by parameters labeled as β and
γ, which breaks the democratic pattern. The shape of the deviation for down, up, and
heavy up BSM quarks comprises identical structure. Nevertheless, separate parameter sets
are used to parameterize variances. The following are the quark mass matrices of down,
up, and heavy up BSM isosinglet sectors

M0
u =

auηu√
2

 1 + γu 1 1− 9
2γu + βu

1 1− 2γu 1 + 3γu + βu
1− 9

2γu + βu 1 + 3γu + βu 1 + 4βu

 , (3.1a)

M0
d =

adηd√
2

 1 + γd 1 1− 9
2γd + βd

1 1− 2γd 1 + 3γd + βd
1− 9

2γd + βd 1 + 3γd + βd 1 + 4βd

 , (3.1b)

M0
U =

aUηU√
2

 1 + γU 1 1− 9
2γU + βU

1 1− 2γU 1 + 3γU + βU
1− 9

2γU + βU 1 + 3γU + βU 1 + 4βU

 . (3.1c)

In addition, quarks of the up sector and BSM isosinglet up quarks mix with each other,
and the mixing is parameterized by ε parameter according to Eq. (2.11):

M0
uU =

(
M0

u εuM0
u

εuM0
U M0

U

)
. (3.2)

M0
uU on the SU(3)L⊗U(1)X basis, 6×6 mass matrix diagonalization, generates masses

of up SM and Beyond Standard Model (BSM) isosinglet quarks on the mass basis. This
mass matrix can be diagonalized with the help of a 6× 6 unitary matrix UuU . While down
sector quark masses are obtained by diagonalizing M0

d mass matrix with a 3 × 3 unitary
matrix Ud. In a similar manner, 3 × 3 mixing matrices, Uu and UU , for up type SM and
heavy BSM quarks, respectively, are defined as unitary matrices that diagonalize u and U
blocks of theM0

uU given in Eq. (3.2). For simplicity, CP violating phases are considered to
be zero from now on. As a result, diagonalizing matrices are real orthogonal matrices.
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The mixing matrices V W
CKM , V K± and V K0 correspond to W boson of SM, whereas

K± and K0 are heavy BSM gauge bosons, respectively. These mixing matrices are defined
through a combinations of 3× 3 diagonalizing matrices Uu, Ud, and UU , mentioned above,
and are given by

V W
CKM = UuU

T
d =

 Vud Vus Vub
Vcd Vcs Vcb
Vtd Vts Vtb

 , (3.3a)

V K± = UUU
T
d =

 VUd VUs VUb
VCd VCs VCb
VTd VTs VTb

 , (3.3b)

V K0
= UUU

T
u =

 VUu VUc VUt
VCu VCc VCt
VTu VTc VTt

 . (3.3c)

These matrices can be parameterized with three mixing angles and one phase angle:

V =

 c12c13 s12c13 s13e
−iδ

−s12c23 − c12s23s13e
iδ c12c23 − s12s23s13e

iδ s23c13

s12s23 − c12c23s13e
iδ −c12s23 − s12c23s13e

iδ c23c13

 , (3.4)

here sij ≡ sin (θij), cij ≡ cos (θij), θij are the mixing angles, and δ is CP violating phase(not
taken into account in the present work).

4 Numerical analysis

The analysis performed over the model parameterization can be divided into three stages:
a systematic scan over all, seven in total (for details see Tab. 1), input parameters of the
model, next a more fine grained scan near the points with minimal deviation from the
experimental data is performed, then the obtained results were used as a input data for
the neural network (NN) training, and further, for obtaining a complete scan over input
parameter range. Following the numerical scans, the correlation analyses between different
input parameters, distinctive input parameters and predicted observable variables, as well
as between various output observable variables was performed. The purpose of studying
these correlations is to increase the predictive power of the model and assist in probing the
model in the current and future phenomenological experiments. Included below are some of
the most important and relevant correlations between input parameters and/or observable
variables. The task of the present section is to study the origin behind these correlations.

Results shown below were obtained with the following values for a and η (defined in
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Sec. 2.3) parameters

auηu√
2

= 2400 GeV, (4.1a)

adηd√
2

= 0.91 GeV, (4.1b)

aUηU√
2

= 2.4× 104 GeV. (4.1c)

(a) βd vs γd correlation plot. (b) γd vs γu correlation plot.

Figure 1: Selected input correlation plots. Maximum standard deviation from experi-
mental values is represented by colors. Red, yellow, and green colors are used for the
values σmax < 3, 2, and 1, respectively. Whereas, discs, crosses, and squares correspond to
〈σ〉 /σmax: 0.5− 1.0, 0.33− 0.5, 0− 0.33, respectively.

The strongest correlation patterns between distinct input parameters are shown in
Fig. 1. As can be seen from Fig. 1a, there is direct correlation between βd and γd input pa-
rameters. Fig. 1b demonstrates the correlation between γu and γd, which exhibits an inverse
correlation contrary to the βd vs γd case. Both of these behaviours a drastically different
from analogous correlation for the Variant A of the 331 model [30]. Other combinations of
input parameters exhibit no apparent correlation.
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(a) βd vs md correlation plot. (b) βd vs ms correlation plot.

(c) βd vs mb correlation plot. (d) βd vs sin (θCKM
23 ) correlation plot.

Figure 2: continued.

(e) γd vs md correlation plot. (f) γd vs ms correlation plot.

(g) γd vs mb correlation plot. (h) γd vs sin (θCKM
23 ) correlation plot.
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(i) βu vs mc correlation plot. (j) γu vs md correlation plot.

(k) γu vs mu correlation plot.

Figure 2: Selected correlation plots between input parameters and observable variables.
Grid lines represent areas of the experimental data with one standard deviation. Red,
yellow, and green colors are used for the values σmax < 3, 2, and 1, respectively. Whereas,
discs, crosses, and squares correspond to 〈σ〉 /σmax: 0.5−1.0, 0.33−0.5, 0−0.33, respectively.

The plots in the Fig. 2 demonstrate important dependence of some observable vari-
ables on model input parameters. For instance, plot in Fig. 2a shows the direct but weak
dependence of md, lightest eigenvalue of the down quark sector, on the input parameter βd,
compared to the cases with its heavier counterparts of the sector. Strong direct correlations
are observed between ms and βd, as well as between mb and βd (Fig. 2b, 2c). Furthermore,
from Fig. 2d one can see that there is a similar linear dependence of sin (θCKM

23 ) on βd. An
analogous correlation can be seen between γd −md, γd −ms, γd −mb and γd − sin (θCKM

23 )

(Fig. 2e, 2f, 2g and Fig. 2h), which exhibit proportional direct-linear behaviour. The di-
rect proportionality between md and γd can be seen from Eq. (3.1b), for which the lightest
eigenvalue (md) approaches to zero as γd goes to zero. Since ms and mb are most sensitive
to the βd their βd plots are much thinner compared to their plots vs γd. Situation with md

is reversed because γd has a leading effect on it. Similar to the situation in the down sector
Fig. 2b, βu has a strongest influence on the mc, Fig. 2i, with a direct-linear behaviour.
Furthermore, an inverse proportionality between md and γu, which is depicted in Fig. 2j,
is originated from indirect relation between up and down sectors through the CKM mixing
angles.

From the above analysis it can be concluded that βd and γd have noticeable influence
on all the down sector mass eigenvalues and sin (θCKM

23 ), whereas βu affects up sector quark
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masses. The correlation between mt and βu is absent due to the mixing of SM up quark
sector with BSM heavy quarks. γu has the strongest effect on mu. Fig. 2k demonstrates
two minima of mu with respect to γu. Similarly, two minima are observed in other input
parameters vs mu plots. mu dependence on γu is not direct nor linear, unlike the situation
with γd and md (Fig. 2e), this is caused by the affect of ε and mixing of mu with heavy
mU state. Figs. 2e and 2k contain similar patterns in a sense that patterns consist of two
disconnected minimal regions.

Among remarkable correlation patterns of the mixing angles of the CKM matrix are
expressed in the sin (θCKM

23 ) mixing angle, proportional linearly and totally constrained by
input parameters γd and βd (Fig. 2h and Fig. 2d). Input variables demonstrate more
complicated effect on the other CKM mixing angles and therefore will be skipped in the
further discussion.
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(a) ε vs mu,c,t graphs. (b) ε vs md,s,b graphs.

(c) sin (θCKM
12 ), sin (θCKM

23 ), and sin (θCKM
13 ) vs ε graphs.

Figure 3: Correlation plots for ε input parameter vs SM mass eigenvalues. Grid lines
represent areas of the experimental data with one standard deviation. Red, yellow, and
green colors are used for the values σmax < 3, 2, and 1, respectively. Whereas, discs,
crosses, and squares correspond to 〈σ〉 /σmax: 0.5− 1.0, 0.33− 0.5, 0− 0.33, respectively.

SM fermion masses and CKM mixing angles dependence on the mixing parameter(ε)
between SM up quarks and heavy BSM counterparts is depicted in Fig. 3. ε has a unique
effect on the mass eigenvalues. For the up sector, the lightest mass eigenvalue, mu, dom-
inantly depends on the γu, whereas dependence of mc is lead by βu, and top quark mass,
mt, is linearly dependent on ε, Figs. 3a, in the neighborhood of ε→ 1 and approaches zero
in its limit. This can be easily seen when βu, γu → 0 and taking limit ε→ 1
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mt =
(

3.96−
√

10.5 + 5.2ε2
)
× 104GeV, (4.2a)

mT =
(

3.96 +
√

10.5 + 5.2ε2
)
× 104GeV, (4.2b)

mt = −1.31× 104(ε− 1)GeV, (4.2c)

mT = 7.92× 104 + 1.31× 104(ε− 1)GeV. (4.2d)

Since the ε parameter only controls the mixing in the up sector, the down sector
practically is independent of it, Figs. 3b. The only indirect effect can be observed via the
CKM mixing. Finally, for the CKM mixing angle dependence on ε one can observe indirect
relation via the mixing matrix in the up sector. This can be explained in the following way,
since top quark mass, mt, strongly depends on ε, changing which will alter the top quark
mass, it will then also shift the values of mixing angles between first two and third family
in the up sector, which in return will reveal itself in the CKM mixing matrix, Fig. 3c.

(a) md vs ms global fit distribution graph. (b) md vs mb global fit distribution graph.

(c) ms vs mb global fit distribution graph. (d) md vs mu global fit distribution graph.
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(e) md vs sin (θCKM
23 ) global fit distribution

graph.
(f) ms vs sin (θCKM

23 ) global fit distribution
graph.

(g) mb vs sin (θCKM
23 ) global fit distribution

graph.
(h) mt vs sin (θCKM

12 ) global fit distribution
graph.

Figure 4: Selected observable correlation plots. Grid lines represent areas of the experi-
mental data with one standard deviation. Red, yellow, and green colors are used for the
values σmax < 3, 2, and 1, respectively. Whereas, discs, crosses, and squares correspond to
〈σ〉 /σmax: 0.5− 1.0, 0.33− 0.5, 0− 0.33, respectively.

Plots in the Figs. 4a, 4b and 4c demonstrate a direct-linear correlation between all
three down sector quark masses. This is an immediate consequence of the fact that all
three strongly depend on the βd input parameter, Figs. 2a, 2b, and 2c. A second local
minimum of the best fit of the model in Fig. 4d is the same minimum that appeared in
Figs. 2e and 2k.

Figs. 4e, 4f and 4g show the correlations between down quark sector masses and CKM
mixing angle, sin (θCKM

23 ). This can be seen immediately from the direct linear dependence
of sin (θCKM

23 ) on βd and γd, Fig. 2d and Fig. 2h, respectively. Furthermore, md, ms, and
mb all depend linearly on βd with various level of strength, Figs. 2a, 2b, and 2c. Finally, in
Fig. 4h one can observe a "star"like pattern similar to the one given in the ε vs sin (θCKM

12 )

plot of Fig. 3c. This similarity arises from the linear behaviour of mt on ε in the limit
ε→ 1, eq.(4.2).

Following the phases assessment in the text succeeding the Eq. (3.2), in the situations
when output observable variables were generated with a negative sign, the later was omitted.
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5 Results

The results of the model predictions are given and elaborated on in the present section. This
interpretation of 331 model, inspired by SU(6)⊗U(1), anticipates SM up and down quark
masses, along with, CKM mixing angles for total of seven input parameters. Down, up and
up type BSM isosinglet quark sectors are regulated by two parameters each. In addition,
light and massive BSM up quarks are mixed with an additional parameter denoted as ε. The
Tab. 1 provides collective list of the input parameters for the three most appropriate and
significant benchmark points. The first benchmark point (BP1) is described as a point with
the smallest χ2 of roughly 0.668, which has maximum deviation from experimental results of
0.611σ Eq. (5.1). The second benchmark point (BP2), contrasted with the first, is defined
as the position in a parameter space scan with the lowest overall collection of deviations
for all nine observable variables at present with a maximum deviation of ∼ 0.487σ. Finally,
we give the average of all data points obtained by ∀σmax ≤ 1 as the third benchmark point
(BP3), designated as BP3〈〉 in Tab . 1, while the spread (error) of all points contributing
to ∀σmax ≤ 1 is expressed as Spread. The deviation σ is described as follows

σ =

∣∣∣∣xexp − xth

xerr

∣∣∣∣ , (5.1)

here x indicates any of the observable variables from Tab. 2, exp. stands for the experi-
mentally obtained value, th corresponds to the simulated observable value from the run of
the parameter space scan, and lastly, err. means the error for the experimentally obtained
value.

par. BP1 BP2 BP3〈〉 BP3spread

βd 0.0453747 0.04551359398035038 0.0455525 0.000216767
γd 0.00206769 0.0020552844447113165 0.00206312 0.0000139374
βu -0.00741599 -0.007358120617229136 -0.00737406 0.0000430917
γu 0.000109067 0.00011100359211096111 0.00011017 0.00000139
βU 0.0491484 0.04924143245126722 0.0492127 0.000405244
γU -0.0300187 -0.030030668585101235 -0.0300332 0.000259112
ε 1.01284 1.012851024748183 1.01268 0.00204506

Table 1: Model input parameters for the several benchmark points given in Tab. 2

Parameter scanning is very sensitive to the precision of input parameter values, so their
values are given in Tab. 1 with up to twenty decimal places. The best result for χ2 for the
sum of seven input parameters is given in columns 4 and 5 of the table. 2 with a χ2 ≈ 0.668.
As is observed, mu contributes the most to the χ2, but the third generation quark masses of
up and down sectors generate a significantly lower imprecision to the χ2. Then, as a result
of finding the smallest combination of the deviations from the experimental values (2nd and
3rd columns of Tab. 2), the best obtained point is given in the 6th and 7th columns from
Tab. 2 with χ2 ≈ 1.257 and σmax ≈ 0.487. Finally, we collect all points with maximum
deviations (σmax ≤ 1) to generate mean and spread values for the set of the observable
variables, given in the 8’th and 9’th column of Tab. 2 with χ2 ≈ 1.819. These numbers
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represent the location and size of the region, with deviations from the experimental values
smaller than one (green area in Fig. 5).

Observable Experimental [35] BP1 BP2 BP3
Value Err. Value σ Value σ 〈〉 Spread

md (MeV) 2.67 0.19 2.61 0.30 2.58 0.45 2.60 0.03
ms (MeV) 53.16 4.61 54.90 0.38 55.02 0.403 55.08 0.24
mb (GeV) 2.839 0.026 2.841 0.077 2.841 0.091 2.841 0.001
mu (MeV) 1.23 0.21 1.36 0.61 1.33 0.48 1.34 0.02
mc (MeV) 620 17 616 0.23 612 0.48 613 3.9
mt (GeV) 168.26 0.75 168.26 0.0017 168.42 0.21 168.27 0.44
MU (GeV) — 3109 - 3109 - 3110 33
MC (GeV) — 4296 - 4298 - 4298 31
MT (GeV) — 83548 - 83555 - 83551 37
sin(θ12) 0.22650 0.000431 0.22651 0.020802 0.22666 0.36099 0.22654 0.000233
sin(θ23) 0.04053 +0.000821

−0.000601 0.04056 0.047517 0.04062 0.12329 0.04066 0.000156
sin(θ13) 0.00361 +0.000110

−0.000090 0.00360 0.063327 0.00366 0.48656 0.00364 0.000035
sin(θK

±
12 ) — 0.79602 - 0.79513 - 0.79544 -

sin(θK
±

23 ) — 0.01713 - 0.01710 - 0.01707 -
sin(θK

±
13 ) — 0.01232 - 0.01235 - 0.01238 -

sin(θK
0

12 ) — 0.63813 - 0.63688 - 0.63737 -
sin(θK

0

23 ) — 0.04605 - 0.04607 - 0.04607 -
sin(θK

0

13 ) — 0.01635 - 0.01635 - 0.01635 -
χ2 — 0.668 1.257 1.819

Table 2: Various benchmark points of the model with the smallest χ2, the smallest σmax,
and mean value for ∀σmax ≤ 1; where σ is the standard deviation and has no units, Eq. (5.1).
The obtained values shown above have been rounded to have the same significant numbers
as the experimental results.

The masses and mixing angles in Tab. 2 were defined as eigenvalues of mass matri-
ces in Eqs. (3.1b), (3.2), and as in Eq. (3.4) for V W

CKM (Eq. (3.3a)), V K±(Eq. (3.3b)),
V K0(Eq. (3.3c)), respectively.

Figure 5 summarizes all the data points collected during input parameter space scan
according to two criteria: horizontal axis corresponds to σmax which represents the maxi-
mum deviation of each data point with respect to the experimental value obtained up to
date, whereas the vertical axis shows the corresponding χ2 values for each data point ob-
tained. The plot in Fig. 5 is divided vertically into three horizontal regions according to
the value of σmax: 0 − 1, 1 − 2, 2 − 3; vertical region is separated into three categories as
well, according to the values of 〈σ〉 /σmax: 0− 0.33, 0.33− 0.5, 0.5− 1.0. The subdivision
according to the last category represents the spread of all errors that contribute the total
χ2. The solid curves on the plot stand for upper and lower theoretical limits for this plot
given by χ2 = 9σ2

max and χ2 = σ2
max, respectively.
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Figure 5: A plot of the distribution of model global fit vs maximum deviation (up to 3σ).
The theoretical upper and lower bounds are represented by solid curves, and the mean value
is denoted by 〈〉.

6 Discussion

The plots shown in the previous section, Figs. 2 and 4, can be used to identify and determine
the reasons of varying levels of correlation between parameters and observable variables.
As expected, the γ and β parameters have an effect on the mass values of quarks in the
up and down sectors. For example, γu is expected to be strongly correlated with mu, and
mc and mt are expected to be weakly correlated. However, because βu is about 70 times
bigger than γu, the strong correlation of γu with mu is blurred into medium level due to
βu interference. βu, as predicted, has a strong correlation with mc and mt. It has a little
effect on mu due to the relative size of βu in comparison to γu. The presence of BSM heavy
isosinglet quarks (henceforth the BSM effect), is another factor in determining the masses
of the SM up sector quarks. This effect is governed in the model by the input parameter ε,
which is the dominant influence parameter on the mt mass and in the limit ε approaches
one mt vanishes.

On the other hand, the situation differs drastically for the down sector of the SM.
γd and md are correlated on a medium level, much like the up sector. The leading effect
of βd results in a subdominant correlation between γd and the heavier down quark mass
eigenvalues (ms andmb). Correlation of βd withmd, ms, andmb is enhanced proportionally
to the mass of the down sector quark, because the effect of γd becomes less apparent with
larger mass of the quark. Since there is no BSM effect in strong contrast with the up SM
sector, lighter mass eigenvalues’, e.g. md, dependence is lead by γd, whereas larger mass
eigenvalues’, e.g. mb, dependence is dominated by βd.
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Regarding the CKM mixing angles, only the sin (θCKM
23 ) has a correlation pattern with

γd, βd input parameters and down sector SM quark masses. The correlation of other CKM
mixing angles with input parameters or SM quark masses is much weaker or not observed
at all.

As previously stated, CP violating phases are not taken into account in the present
paper and left for consideration elsewhere. As a result, the elements of the mass matrices
are selected to be real numbers. Therefore, some of the eigenvalues of mass matrices and
some elements of the CKM matrix are obtained as negative. By adding phase multipliers
to the democratic mass matrix elements, these negative signs can be removed and correct
CP violating phases can be obtained. These multipliers are expected to help determine the
values of χ2 and σmax as close to zero as possible. The effect of the phases on the quark
masses and CKM mixing angles will be further investigated in the future.

7 Conclusion

The utilization of the DMM technique to the quark sector of the SU(6) symmetry motivated
331 model Variant-B is the subject of current work. Model stands out as one of the simplest
extensions of SM. Using a total of ten parameters, the quark masses and mixing angles can
be obtained within one standard deviation of the experimental values. A set of three
parameters (a, γ, β) primarily control each quark sector (up, down and isosinglet up). In
addition, one of the three parameters controls how SM and BSM isosinglet up type quarks
are mixed. Therefore, all masses and mixing angles of SM and BSM isosinglet quarks are
successfully predicted. There are a total of eighteen observable variables, nine of which are
SM variables.

The best fit benchmark points are obtained by performing detailed analysis. It is
found that, the best fit point is the point with the lowest χ2 = 0.668 and the maximum
standard deviation 0.611 from the experimental value, which is corresponding to mu. The
other critical benchmark point is the one which has the lowest achievable error of standard
deviation from the experimental data, with a χ2 = 1.257 value and the lowest maximum
deviation of 0.487. Besides producing the point with mean value for all created data set
with the σmax ≤ 1 condition, the plot summarizing all the data set in σmax vs χ2 graph is
also generated.

In our previous paper, the democratic parameterization Variant-A of 331 model has
succeeded in guiding us to the SM quark masses and hierarchy between them in accordance
with the recent experimental data. Among the goals of this study, is to confirm that the
parameterization at hand is valid for the Variant-B as well. The current work proves that SM
quark masses and hierarchy among them are capable of being produced successfully via the
democratic parameterization. Additionally, CKM mixing angles are also obtained within
appropriate experimental limits. This leads us to a conclusion that further studies on altered
parameter schemes based on fundamental democratic pattern are well motivated. Future
research should examine UV models of flavor symmetry that naturally lead to democratic
based scheme of quark mass sector. Conclusion drawn from the foregoing is that this may
also provide a solution to the hierarchy problem.
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