arXiv:2002.10230v3 [hep-ph] 24 Jun 2020

Muon and Electron g − 2 and the Origin of Fermion Mass Hierarchy

Naoyuki Haba, Yasuhiro Shimizu and Toshifumi Yamada

Graduate School of Science and Engineering, Shimane University, Matsue 690-8504, Japan

Abstract

We present a model that gives a natural explanation to the charged lepton mass hierarchy and study the contributions to the electron and the muon g − 2. In the model, we introduce lepton-flavor-dependent U(1)_F symmetry and three additional Higgs doublets with U(1)_F charges, to realize that each generation of charged leptons couples to one of the three additional Higgs doublets. The U(1)_F symmetry is softly broken by +1 charges, and the smallness of the soft breaking naturally gives rise to the hierarchy of the Higgs VEVs, which then accounts for the charged lepton mass hierarchy. Since electron and muon couple to different scalar particles, each scalar contributes to the electron and the muon g − 2 differently. We survey the space of parameters of the Higgs sector and find that there are sets of parameters that explain the muon g − 2 discrepancy. On the other hand, we cannot find the parameter sets that can explain g − 2 discrepancy within 2σ. Here the U(1)_F symmetry suppresses charged lepton flavor violation.

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) explains almost all experimental data, but there are several anomalies in low-energy observables. Among the anomalies, the experimental and theoretical studies on the muon g − 2 has been extensively carried out. Comparing the experimental value to its SM prediction, the current discrepancy of the muon g − 2 is reported as [1, 2, 3, 4]

δa_μ = a^{obs}_μ − a^{SM}_μ = (27.4 ± 7.3) × 10^{−10}. (1)

Recently, the discrepancy of the electron g − 2 is also reported as [5, 6, 7, 8]

δa_e = a^{obs}_e − a^{SM}_e = (−8.7 ± 3.6) × 10^{−13}. (2)

Although the electron g − 2 discrepancy is less than 3σ, both discrepancies may be signs of physics beyond the SM.

In the effective theoretical approach, the contribution to the lepton g − 2 is described by the chirality-breaking operator, ∼ ℓ_Lσ_{μν} ℓ_RF^{μν} . If the chirality-breaking in a new physics model is proportional simply to the lepton mass, as in Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) with Minimal Flavor Violation (MFV), the contribution to the lepton g − 2 is proportional to its mass, and there is a simple relation between the electron and muon g − 2 δa_e δa_μ ≃ m^2_e m^2_μ

= 2.3 × 10^{−5}. (3)

This relation does not hold experimentally in Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), especially the sign is opposite. Hence, any new physics model that explains both discrepancies must include flavor violation beyond MFV in the interactions of muon and electron. Various sources of flavor violation beyond MFV have been considered to address the discrepancies [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17].

A stringent restriction [11] on the model building attempts comes from the absence of the μ → eγ decay. In the effective theory point of view, this indicates that two operators μ_Lσ_{μν} μ_RF^{μν} and e_Lσ_{μν} e_RF^{μν} appear in a way that breaks MFV, but the operators e_Lσ_{μν} μ_RF^{μν} and μ_Lσ_{μν} e_RF^{μν} are forbidden. The above situation is realized naturally by assuming a muonspecific and/or electron-specific U(1) symmetry. One possibility is that this U(1) symmetry is the same as the accidental muon-number and electron-number symmetries of the SM, namely, the new physics sector respects the muon-number and electron-number symmetries so that μ_Lσ_{μν} μ_RF^{μν} and e_Lσ_{μν} e_RF^{μν} are generated with arbitrary strengths, but e_Lσ_{μν} μ_RF^{μν} and μ_Lσ_{μν} e_RF^{μν} are not generated. Another possibility is that only μ_R or e_R is charged under a new (anomalous) U(1) symmetry, and there exists a new Higgs field charged under it that couples exclusively to μ_R or e_R.

In this paper, we construct a model along the second possibility to explain the electron and muon g − 2 discrepancies without invoking large charged lepton flavor violation. We go one step further and connect the new U(1) symmetry to the origin of the fermion mass hierarchy.

In our model (which we name ‘lepton-flavored Higgs model’), we introduce a new U(1)_F symmetry under which τ_R, μ_R, e_R are charged by −1, −2, −3, respectively, and introduce three additional Higgs doublets with U(1)_F charges +1, +2, +3. Due to the U(1)_F symmetry, each generation of charged leptons couples to one of the three Higgs doublets. We assume that the U(1)_F symmetry is softly broken with a small amount by +1 charges, which naturally generates a hierarchy among the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of the Higgs doublets. We consider that this hierarchy of VEVs accounts for the charged lepton mass hierarchy and that the charged lepton Yukawa couplings are all O(1). A notable feature of the above setup is that since the charged and heavy neutral scalars in the Higgs sector couple differently to electron and muon, there is little correlation between the new scalar contributions to the electron and muon g − 2.

We survey the space of parameters of the Higgs sector and find that there are sets of parameters that explain the muon g − 2 discrepancy within the 1σ region. Unfortunately, we cannot find any parameter set that explains the electron g −2 discrepancy within the 2σ region.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we explain our lepton-flavored Higgs model. In Section 3, we conduct a numerical search of parameters of the Higgs sector. Section 4 summarizes the paper.

2 Lepton-Flavored Higgs Model

The lepton-flavored Higgs model includes four Higgs doublets, H_1, H_2, H_3, H_0, in addition to the SM leptons. The fields are charged under the SM SU(3)_C × SU(2)_L × U(1)_Y gauge group and a new anomalous U(1)_F symmetry as Table 1. Note that since only the right-handed charged leptons have U(1)_F charges, the model does not restrict the Weinberg operator for the tiny neutrino mass.

Table 1: The fields and their charge assignments. α labels the three generations. Field SU(3)_C SU(2)_L U(1)_Y anomalous U(1)_F H_1 1 2 +1/2 +3 H_2 1 2 +1/2 +2 H_3 1 2 +1/2 +1 H_0 1 2 +1/2 0 ℓ^α_L (α = 1, 2, 3) 1 2 −1/2 0 e_R 1 1 −1 −3 μ_R 1 1 −1 −2 τ_R 1 1 −1 −1

The U(1)_F symmetry is assumed to be softly broken by +1 charges. The soft breaking by +1 charges can be realized by introducing a SM gauge-singlet scalar S with U(1)_F charge 1/2 and demanding that renormalizable interactions preserve the U(1)_F . Then one introduces a VEV of S to break the U(1)_F . The resulting Nambu-Goldstone boson gains mass from non-renormalizable terms that explicitly violate the U(1)_F .

The Yukawa couplings for the SM leptons, which respect the U(1)_F symmetry, are given by

−L_{Yukawa} = y_1 ℓ̄^1_LH_1e_R + y_2 ℓ̄^2_LH_2μ_R + y_3 ℓ̄^3_LH_3τ_R + H.c. (4)

The Higgs potential, where the U(1)_F symmetry is softly broken by +1 charges, is given by

−L_{Higgs} = m^2_1 H^†_1 H_1 + m^2 H^†_2 H_2 + m^2_3 H^†_3 H_3 + m^2_0 H^†_0 H_0

− μ^2_{12}(H^†_1 H_2 + H^†_2 H_1) − μ^2_3(H^†_2 H_3 + H^†_3 H_2) − μ^2_{03}(H^†_0 H_3 + H^†_3 H_0) + λ_1(H^†_1 H_1)^2 + λ_2(H^†_2 H_2)^2 + λ_3(H^†_3 H_3)^2 + λ_0(H^†_0H_0)^2 + ∑ i,j=0,1,2,3;i>j λ_{ij} (H^†_i H_i)(H^†_j H_j) + ∑ i,j=0,1,2,3;i>j ρ_{ij} (H^†_i H_j)(H^†_j H_i)

+ κ_1 ( (H^†_0 H_2)(H^†_1 H_3) + (H^†_2 H_0)(H^†_3 H_1) ) + κ_2 ( (H^†_0 H_3)(H^†_1 H_2) + (H^†_3 H_0)(H^†_3 H_2) ) .(5)

For simplicity, we assume that the Higgs potential is CP invariant and all the parameters are real.

Now we make a crucial assumption on the Higgs potential. We assume

m^2_0 < 0, m^2_1 > 0, m^2 > 0, m^2_3 > 0. (6)

H_0 develops a VEV, ⟨H_0⟩ = v/ √ 2, which is estimated to be v ≃ √ −m^2_0 λ_0

. (7)

The VEV of H_0 induces a VEV of H_3 through the term μ^2_{03}(H^†_0 H_3 + H^†_3 H_0). The latter induces a VEV of H_2 through the term μ^2_3(H^†_2 H_3 + H^†_3 H_2), which then induces a VEV of H_1 through the term μ^2_{12}(H^†_1 H_2 +H^†_2 H_1). Consequently, writing the VEVs as ⟨H_3⟩ = v_3/ √ 2, ⟨H_2⟩ = v_2/ √ 2, ⟨H_1⟩ = v_1/ √ 2, we get

v_3 ≃ μ^2_{03} m^2_3 v, v_2 ≃ μ^2_3 m^2 v_3, v_1 ≃ μ^2_{12} m^2_1 v_2. (8)

We arrange the masses such that (m_t denotes the top quark mass)

μ^2_{03} m^2_3 ∼ m_τ m_t ≪ 1, μ^2_3 m^2 ∼ m_μ m_τ ≪ 1, μ^2_{12} m^2_1 ∼ m_e m_μ ≪ 1. (9)

The arrangement of Eq. (9) is natural because μ^2_{03}, μ^2_3, μ^2_{12} break the U(1)_F symmetry while m^2_3, m^2, m^2_1 preserve it. It follows from Eq. (9) that the lepton Yukawa couplings are all O(1),

y_1 ∼ y_2 ∼ y_3 ∼ 1. (10)

We thus naturally explain the hierarchy of the charged lepton masses in terms of the small soft breaking of the U(1)_F symmetry.

One can implement a similar structure in the quark sector, where we have five more Higgs doublets whose VEVs are on the order of (m_b/m_t)v, (m_s/m_b)v, (m_d/m_s)v, (m_c/m_t)v, (m_u/m_c)v, respectively, and which couple exclusively to the right-handed bottom, strange, down, charm and up quarks, respectively. Also, H_0 couples only to the right-handed top quark. The resulting model is basically the same as the progressive U(1) model of Ref. [18].

We move to phenomenological aspects of the model. After electroweak symmetry breaking, there appear four CP-even scalar particles, three CP-odd scalar particles, and three charged scalar particles. Since v_1 ≪ v_2 ≪ v_3 ≪ v, we can make an approximation that each CPodd scalar particle comes exclusively from H_1, H_2 or H_3, each CP-even scalar particle comes exclusively from H_1, H_2, H_3 or H_0, and each charged scalar particle comes exclusively from H_1, H_2 or H_3. Under the above approximation, the Yukawa couplings in Eq. (4) are rewritten in terms of physical particles as

L_{Yukawa} ≃ y_1v_1 √ 2 ēe + y_2v_2 √ 2 μ̄μ + y_3v_3 √ 2 τ̄ τ + y_1 √ 2 v_1 v h ēe + y_2 √ 2 v_2 v h μ̄μ + y_3 √ 2 v_3 v h τ̄τ + y_1 √ 2 H^0_1 ēe + y_2 √ 2 H^0_2 μ̄μ + y_3 √ 2 H^0_3 τ̄τ + y_1 √ 2 A_1 ēiγ_5e + y_2 √ 2 A_2 μ̄iγ_5μ + y_3 √ 2 A_3 τ̄ iγ_5τ

+ y_1 H^+_1 ν̄_ee_R + y_2 H^+_2 ν̄_μμ_R + y_3 H^+_3 ν̄_τ τ_R + H.c. (11) where A_1, A_2, A_3 denote CP-odd scalar particles, h, H^0_1 , H^0_2 , H^0_3 CP-even scalar particles, and H^+_1 , H^+_2 , H^+_3 charged scalar particles. h has SM-like Yukawa couplings and can be identified with the observed 125 GeV scalar particle.

We concentrate on the contribution of H^0_1 , A_1, H^+_1 to the electron g−2 and that of H^0_2 , A_2, H^+_2 to the muon g − 2. They are given by [19] δa_e = 1 16π^2 y^2_1 { m^2_e m^2_{H01} ( log m^2_{H01} m^2_e − 7 6 ) − m^2_e m^2_{A1} ( log m^2_{A1} m^2_e − 11 6 ) − m^2_e 6m^2_{H+1} } , (12)

δa_μ = 1 16π^2 y^2 { m^2_μ m^2_{H02} ( log m^2_{H02} m^2_μ − 7 6 ) − m^2_μ m^2_{A2} ( log m^2_{A2} m^2_μ − 11 6 ) − m^2_μ 6m^2_{H+2} } . (13)

It is important to note that different sets of scalar masses enter the formulas for the electron and muon g − 2. This allows us to simultaneously explain the negative deviation of the electron g − 2 and the positive deviation of the muon g − 2. We comment that the two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams are suppressed by the electron mass or muon mass and hence are negligible.

We derive the masses of scalar particles H^0_1 , A_1, H^+_1 , H^0_2 , A_2, H^+_2 from the scalar potential Eq. (5), and show that there exists a parameter region where the discrepancies of electron and muon g − 2 can be explained, with O(1) values for Yukawa couplings y_1, y_2 and without conflicting experimental bounds on the masses of CP-even, CP-odd and charged scalar particles. Expanding the Higgs potential around the VEVs in Eq. (8), the tadpole parameters t_{Hi} for the CP-even scalars should vanish.

t_{H1} ≃ m^2_1v_1 − μ^2_{12}v_2 + λ_{10} + ρ_{10} 2 v^2v_1 = 0, (14)

t_{H2} ≃ m^2v_2 − μ^2_3v_3 + λ_{20} + ρ_{20} 2 v^2v_2 = 0, (15)

t_{H3} ≃ m^2_3v_3 − μ^2_{30}v_0 + λ_{30} + ρ_{30} 2 v^2v_3 = 0. (16)

Here the hierarchy of the VEVs, v_1 ≪ v_2 ≪ v_3 ≪ v, is assumed. The physical Higgs mass spectrum is given by

m^2_H0_i = m^2_{Ai} ≃ m^2_i + λ_{i0} + ρ_{i0} 2 v^2, (17)

m^2_H+_i ≃ m^2_i + λ_{i0} 2 v^2. (18)

Notice that the CP-even and the CP-odd scalars have different masses due to the quartic coupling constants ρ_{i0}.

3 Numerical Results

First, let us estimate the contributions of the new scalar particles to δa_e and δa_μ. From Eq. (12) and Eq. (13),

δa_e = 2.5 × 10^{−13} × (y_1 3 )_2 ( 100 GeV m_H0_1

)_2 4 − ( m_H0_1 m_H+_1 )_2 e cm, (19)

δa_μ = 1.2 × 10^{−9} × (y_2 1 )_2 ( 100 GeV m_H0_2

)_2 4 − ( m_H0_2 m_H+_2 )_2 e cm, (20)

where m_{Ai} = m_H0_i is assumed. In order to explain the magnitude of the current discrepancies in Eq. (2) and Eq. (1), the Yukawa coupling constants must be O(1) and the new scalar masses must be O(100) GeV. Since the current deviation of the electron g − 2 is negative, there is a condition that

m_H0_1 > 2m_H+_1 . (21)

From Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), this inequality can be satisfied if ρ_{10} is O(1). On the other hand, the current deviation of the muon g − 2 is positive, so that

m_H0_2 < 2m_H+_2 . (22)

This inequality can be satisfied if ρ_{20} is sufficiently small.

In the numerical analysis, we take the VEVs of the four Higgs doublets as follows.

v_3 = m_τ m_t v, v_2 = m_μ m_τ v_3, v_1 = m_e m_μ v_2, (23)

with v = 246 GeV. For the other Higgs sector parameters, we scan them randomly in the following regions.

0 < m_1, m_2, m_3 < 50 GeV, (24) 0 < λ_i, λ_{ij}, κ_i < 1, (25) 0 < ρ_{ij} < 6. (26)

For each parameter set, we impose the vanishing tadpole conditions in Eqs. (14)-(16) and calculate the physical Higgs spectrum. We cannot find the LHC constraint on the leptonspecific Higgs. If the Yukawa couplings are O(1), the charged Higgs mainly decay into the charged lepton and neutrino. In this case, the charged Higgs search is almost the same as the left-handed slepton search. The current LHC bound on the left-handed slepton is ∼ 300 GeV for the combination of selectron and smuon [20, 21]. There is no separate mass bound and we impose the following flavor dependent constraints.

m^+_{H1} > 200 GeV, m^+_{H2,3} > 400 GeV. (27)

If y_1 is large, the effective operator^{y21}_{m2H+} 1 eeνν through the H^+_1 mediated diagram is enhanced and there is a severe constraint on the effective operator from mono-photon search in LEP [22].

m_H+_1 /y_1 > 340 GeV. (28)

Fig.1 shows the contributions of the new scalar particles to δa_e and δa_μ. Here we fix the Yukawa coupling constants as y_1 = 0.6 and y_2 = 3.3. We observe that there are parameter sets that give δa_μ in the 1σ region. Although there are parameter sets where δa_e is negative and reaches ∼ −9 × 10^{−16} ecm, we cannot find any parameter set that gives δa_e even in the 2σ region. In these parameter sets, the charged scalar masses are around the current experimental bound ∼ 200 GeV and ρ_{10} is O(1).

Figure 1: Scatter plot of δa_e and δa_μ. The Yukawa coupling constants are fixed y_1 = 0.6 and y_2 = 3.3 and other input parameters are explained in the text. The green and red lines correspond to the experimental 1σ and 2σ bounds, respectively.

4 Summary

We have studied the lepton-flavored Higgs model to explain the electron and the muon g − 2 discrepancies simultaneously, and further give a natural explanation to the charged lepton mass hierarchy. In the model, we introduce the U(1)_F symmetry under which e_R, μ_R, τ_R are charged with −3, −2, −1, respectively, and introduce three additional Higgs doublets with U(1)_F charges +3, +2, +1, so that each generation of charged leptons couples to one of the three additional Higgs doublets due to the U(1)_F symmetry. We assume that the U(1)_F symmetry is softly broken by +1 charges, and take the soft breaking to be sufficiently small that the hierarchy of the charged lepton masses are originated from the hierarchy of the Higgs VEVs while the Yukawa couplings are O(1). Note that it is natural to take the soft breaking small. Since electron and muon couple to different scalar particles with O(1) Yukawa couplings, the electron and the muon g − 2 discrepancies can be explained simultaneously. Specifically, the negative deviation of a_e is explained when the almost-electron-specific charged scalar particle is much lighter than the CP-even scalar particle. On the other hand, the positive deviation of a_μ is explained when the mass of the almost-muon-specific charged scalar particle is similar to that of the CP-even scalar particle. We have searched the space of the Higgs sector parameters and found sets that give a_μ in the 1σ region. Although there are parameter sets that give negative δa_e, we cannot find any parameter set that gives a_e in the 2σ region.

Acknowledgement

This work is partially supported by Scientific Grants by the Ministry ofEducation, Culture,Sports, Science and Technology of Japan, Nos. 17K05415, 18H04590 and 19H051061 (NH), and No. 19K147101 (TY).

References

[1] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, no. 12, 827 (2017) [arXiv:1706.09436 [hep-ph]].

[2] A. Keshavarzi, D. Nomura and T. Teubner, Phys. Rev. D 97, no. 11, 114025 (2018) [arXiv:1802.02995 [hep-ph]].

[3] G. W. Bennett et al. [Muon g-2 Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 73, 072003 (2006) [hep-ex/0602035].

[4] B. L. Roberts, Chin. Phys. C 34, 741 (2010) [arXiv:1001.2898 [hep-ex]].

[5] D. Hanneke, S. Fogwell and G. Gabrielse, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 120801 (2008) [arXiv:0801.1134 [physics.atom-ph]].

[6] D. Hanneke, S. F. Hoogerheide and G. Gabrielse, Phys. Rev. A 83, 052122 (2011) [arXiv:1009.4831 [physics.atom-ph]].

[7] T. Aoyama, M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita and M. Nio, Phys. Rev. D 91, no. 3, 033006 (2015) Erratum: [Phys. Rev. D 96, no. 1, 019901 (2017)] [arXiv:1412.8284 [hep-ph]].

[8] R. H. Parker, C. Yu, W. Zhong, B. Estey and H. M?ller, Science 360, 191 (2018) [arXiv:1812.04130 [physics.atom-ph]].

[9] M. Lindner, M. Platscher and F. S. Queiroz, Phys. Rept. 731, 1-82 (2018) [arXiv:1610.06587 [hep-ph]].

[10] H. Davoudiasl and W. J. Marciano, Phys. Rev. D 98, no. 7, 075011 (2018) [arXiv:1806.10252 [hep-ph]].

[11] A. Crivellin, M. Hoferichter and P. Schmidt-Wellenburg, Phys. Rev. D 98, no. 11, 113002 (2018) [arXiv:1807.11484 [hep-ph]].

[12] J. Liu, C. E. M. Wagner and X. P. Wang, JHEP 1903, 008 (2019) [arXiv:1810.11028 [hep-ph]].

[13] B. Dutta and Y. Mimura, Phys. Lett. B 790, 563 (2019) [arXiv:1811.10209 [hep-ph]]. [14] X. F. Han, T. Li, L. Wang and Y. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 99, no. 9, 095034 (2019) [arXiv:1812.02449 [hep-ph]].

[15] M. Endo and W. Yin, JHEP 1908, 122 (2019) [arXiv:1906.08768 [hep-ph]]. [16] M. Badziak and K. Sakurai, JHEP 1910, 024 (2019) [arXiv:1908.03607 [hep-ph]]. [17] M. Abdullah, B. Dutta, S. Ghosh and T. Li, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.11, 115006 [arXiv:1907.08109 [hep-ph]].

[18] E. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 3, 031701 (2016) [arXiv:1606.06679 [hep-ph]]. [19] A. Dedes and H. E. Haber, “Can the Higgs sector contribute significantly to the muon anomalous magnetic moment?,” JHEP 0105, 006 (2001) [hep-ph/0102297].

[20] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], JHEP 1405, 071 (2014) [arXiv:1403.5294 [hep-ex]].

[21] V. Khachatryan et al. [CMS Collaboration], Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) no.9, 3036 [arXiv:1405.7570 [hep-ex]].

[22] P. J. Fox, R. Harnik, J. Kopp and Y. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D 84, 014028 (2011) [arXiv:1103.0240 [hep-ph]].