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Abstract

We study the low energy implications of a trinification model based on the gauge

symmetry G = SU(3)c×SU(3)L×SU(3)R, without imposing gauge coupling unifica-

tion. A minimal model requires two Higgs multiplets that reside in the bi-fundamental

representation of G, and this is shown to be adequate for accommodating the Standard

Model (SM) fermion masses and generate, via loop corrections and seesaw mechanism,

suitable masses for the heavy neutral leptons as well as the observed SM neutrinos. We

estimate a lower bound of around 15 TeV for the masses of the new down- type quarks

that are required by the SU(3)L × SU(3)R symmetry. We examine the resonant pro-

duction at the LHC of the new gauge bosons, which leads to a lower bound of 16 TeV

for the symmetry breaking scale of G. We also show how the muon g− 2 anomaly can

be resolved in the presence of these new gauge bosons and the heavy charged leptons

present in the model. Finally, the model predicts the presence of a topologically stable

monopole carrying three quanta (6π/e) of Dirac magnetic charge and mass & 160 TeV.

If new matter fields lying in the fundamental representations of G are included, the

model predicts the presence of exotic leptons, mesons and baryons carrying fractional

electric charges such as ±e/3 and ±2e/3, fully compatible with the Dirac quantization

condition.
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1 Introduction

The trinification symmetry SU(3)c × SU(3)L × SU(3)R, without an E6 embedding [1–
3] is arguably the simplest non-abelian gauge symmetry which can be safely broken to
the SM gauge group, SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y , at the TeV scale due to the absence of
gauge-mediated proton decay [4–19]. For comparison, the lower bound on the SU(4)c ×
SU(2)L×SU(2)R [20] symmetry breaking is around 103 TeV [21, 22]. In addition to charge
quantization, trinified models also yeilds the desired value of the electroweak mixing angle
with gR ' 0.71 gL, where gL ' 0.63 at O(10) TeV and gR denote the SU(2)L and SU(2)R

gauge couplings, respectively.
The main goal of this paper is to construct a realistic trinification model that can be

realized near the TeV scale [16]. Perhaps the most interesting aspects of such a TeV scale
trinification model is that it offers a rich phenomenology accessible in collider experiments
at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and its proposed upgrades. These prediction include
twelve new gauge bosons and a number of charged leptons and quarks. Interestingly, all
the new gauge bosons masses are uniquely determined by just two parameters associated
with the trinification breaking scale once the lightest gauge boson mass is fixed [17]. A
detailed study of the various phenomenological aspects of the trinification model, including
a determination of the lower bound at which the trinification symmetry can be broken, is
one of the goals of this work.

We show that two Higgs fields in the representation (1, 3, 3∗) are sufficient to break the
trinification symmetry down to SU(3)×U(1)EM [17] at the TeV scale, and this is consistent
with realizing realistic masses for the SM fermions. Interestingly, the mass ratio between
the lightest and the heaviest new down-type quarks can be around 10 or so. Setting the
lightest new down-type quark mass to be 1.5 TeV, the lower bound set from the LHC [23],
the heaviest quarks mass must be at least around 15 TeV. With three copies of Higgs fields,
we find that the heavy quark masses are independent of the SM quark masses, and all the
fermion masses and mixing can be easily accommodated, along with the TeV scale symmetry
breaking.

We examine the resonance production of the new charged and neutral gauge bosons at
the LHC. Since both gL and gR are fixed, the LHC upper bound on the cross section of
a resonantly produced gauge boson yields a lower bound on the new gauge boson masses,
or equivalently, a lower bound on the trinification breaking scale V & 16 TeV. This is
comparable if not stronger than the bounds obtained from fermion mass fitting in the case
with two copies of Higgs field.

The SM singlet neutrinos present in the model are massless at the tree level, but we show
how they acquire moderately large Majorana masses through one-loop radiative corrections,
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suppressed by a one-loop factor (16π2), involving the scalars. We observe that these masses
do not rely on the electroweak symmetry breaking parameters and scale linearly with the
vacuum expectation values (VEVs) that break SU(3)L × SU(3)R down to the SM gauge
group. The singlet neutrino in the theory gets its masses through the effective operator
ψψΦ†Φ†, which sets an avenue to generate the observed light neutrinos masses and oscil-
lations via the usual seesaw mechanism [24]. Note that the same operator can also induce
small masses for the SM-like neutrinos through one-loop diagrams. Hence, the trinification
model allows both type-I [25–29] and type-II [30–33] radiative seesaw scenarios.

A recent measurement of the muon anomalous magnetic moment aµ at Fermilab National
Accelerator Laboratory (FNAL) reports aµ(FNAL) = 116592040(54) × 10−11 [34], which
agrees with the previous Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) E82 measurement [35, 36].
In contrast, a theoretical determination in the SM is reported to be aSM

µ = 116591810(43)×
10−11 [37–40]. The deviation, ∆aµ = aµ(experiment) − aµ(SM) ' (251 ± 59) × 10−11 is a
4.2σ discrepancy. We show that trinification can eliminate this discrepancy with the correct
sign through the exchange of a new neutral vector boson and muon-like heavy fermion at
one-loop order. An upper bound of the relevant neutral gauge boson mass turns out to be
about 9 TeV.

The spontaneous breaking of SU(3)L × SU(3)R to SU(2)L × U(1)Y also predicts the
presence of topologically stable magnetic monopole with three quanta of Dirac magnetic
charge [12, 41–45] and a mass about an order of magnitude larger than the symmetry
breaking scale. Trinification also predicts the existence of exotic fractionally charged lepton
(f-leptons), mesons and baryons. For monopole and exotic particle searches at the LHC, see
Refs. [46–52].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The trinification model with two Higgs
multiplets is outlined in Sec. 2, which includes details of fermion mass generation, the scalar
sector in the electroweak limit, and an analysis of the gauge boson masses and eigenstates.
In Sec. 3 we discuss resonant production of the new gauge bosons at the LHC. Neutral lepton
masses are considered in Sec. 4, and Sec. 5 shows how muon g − 2 can be incorporated. In
Sec. 6 we discuss the topologically stable monopole as well as fractionally charged leptons,
mesons and baryons, and our conclusions are summarized in Sec. 7.
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2 Model

The model is based on the gauge symmetry SU(3)C × SU(3)L × SU(3)R under which the
quarks (QL/R) and leptons (ψL) fields are represented as

QL (3, 3∗, 1) =


u

d

D


L

, QR (3, 1, 3∗) =


u

d

D


R

, ψL (1, 3, 3∗) =


E0 E− e−

E+ Ec0 ν

ec νc N


L

,

(1)
where DL and DR are new SU(2)L singlet quarks, (E0, E+) and (E−, Ec0) are new SU(2)L

lepton doublets, and νc and N are SM singlet neutral leptons. Here SU(3)L acts vertically
and SU(3)R acts horizontally. Note that lepton number is explicitly violated in the model
because ec and e− reside in the same matter multiplet. The charge operator is given by

Q = T3L + T3R +
1√
3

(T8L + T8R), (2)

where T3 = (1/2) diag(1,−1, 0) and T8 = (1/2
√

3) diag(1, 1,−2) are the conventionally
normalized SU(3)L,R generators.

At least two Higgs fields Φ1,2 in the (1, 3, 3?) representation are necessary in order to
break the trinification symmetry down to SU(3)c × U(1)EM [16] and to generate a realistic
fermion mass spectrum. The vacuum expectation values (VEVs) for Φ1,2 are given by

〈Φ1〉 =


vu1 0 0

0 vd1 0

0 0 V1

 , 〈Φ2〉 =


vu2 0 0

0 vd2 vL2

0 VR V2

 , (3)

where, for simplicity, all the VEVs are chosen to be real and the (3,2) and (2,3) elements
of 〈Φ1〉 are set to zero by a gauge rotation. The VEVs V1,2,R break SU(3)L × SU(3)R to
SU(2)L×U(1)Y which, in turn, is broken to U(1)EM by vu1,u2, vd1,d2, and vL2. Individually,
V1,2 and VR can only break trinification to the left-right symmetry group SU(2)L×SU(2)R×
U(1)B−L. The VEVs vu1,u2, vd1,d2, and vL2 are of the order of electroweak scale, and V1,2,R

are at least of order TeV scale to be consistent with the LHC bounds on the heavy gauge
boson masses [53, 54]. The gauge boson mass spectrum will be discussed in detail in Sec. 2.4.

2.1 Charged Fermion Masses

There are 27 Weyl fermions per generation in the model of which 15 are the usual SM chiral
fermions, as can be seen from Eq. (1). The most general Yukawa interactions of quark and
leptons with the Higgs fields Φn=1,2 are expressed as

− LY = Y ab
qn Q̄a

Lα(Φn)αi Q
bi
R + Y ab

Ln ψ
a,α
i ψb,βj (Φn)γkε

ijkεαβγ + h.c. . (4)
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Here (a, b) and (i, j, k, α, β, γ) are respectively the generation and SU(3) indices, and Yqn,Ln
denote the 3 × 3 Yukawa coupling matrices, and repeated indices imply summation. From
Eq. (4) we obtain the following mass matrices for up-type and down-type quarks (Mu and
Md) and charged leptons (M`):

Mu = Yqn vun , Md =

(
Yqnvdn Yq2VR

Yq2vL2 YqnVn

)
, M` =

(
−YLnvdn YL2VR

YL2vL2 − YLnVn

)
. (5)

The basis for Md and M` are (d,D) and (e, E), respectively. The SM singlet neutral fields
νc and N do not acquire mass at tree level from the Yukawa interaction of Eq. (4). Their
masses are generated via quantum corrections at the one-loop level (a detailed analysis of
the neutral fermion sector will be separately discussed in Sec. 4).

Let us first examine the quark masses. It is essential to point out that setting Yq2 → 0

decouples the SM quarks from the heavy quarks. However, this choice is inconsistent as it
results in the same mass hierarchy in the up and down-type quark sector across all three
quark generations. With Yq2 6= 0, the resulting down-type mass matrix can be block-
diagonalized using a biunitary transformation, namely,

URMdU
†
L =

(
m̂d 0

0 m̂D

)
, (6)

where UL,R are unitary matrices and the 3 × 3 light (m̂d) and heavy (m̂D) mass matrices
are given by

m̂d =
{
Yqn vdn − VRvL2 Yq2(YqnVn)−1Yq2

}{
I + Yq2VR(|YqnVn|2)−1(Yq2VR)†

}−1/2

,

m̂D =
√
|Yq2VR|2 + |YqnVn|2 . (7)

Here we have neglected corrections of order O(vew/V ), with vew = 246 GeV and

V 2 = V 2
1 + V 2

2 + V 2
R. (8)

The mass eigenstate are defined as(
d̂L

D̂L

)
=

 I U12∗
L

U21∗
L I

(dL
DL

)
,

(
d̂R

D̂R

)
=

U11
R U12

R

U21
R U22

R

T (
dR

DR

)
. (9)

The entries of unitary matrices that UL,R block-diagonalize the down-type matrix given in
Eq. (6) are as follows:

U12
L = −

[
(Yqnvdn)†Yq2VR + (YqnvL2)†Yq2Vn

] [
|Yq2VR|2 + |YqnVn|2

]−1

,

U21
L =

[
(Yq2VR)†Yqnvdn + (YqnVn)†Yq2vL2

][
|Yq2VR|2 + |YqnVn|2

]−1

,
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U11
R =

[
I + Yq2VR(|YqnVn|2)−1(Y †q2VR)†

]−1/2

,

U12
R = −(Yq2VR)(YqnVn)

[
I + Yq2VR(|YqnVn|2)−1(Y †q2VR)†

]−1/2

,

U21
R = (Yq2VR)†

[
|Yq2VR|2 + |YqnVn|2

]−1/2

,

U22
R = (YqnVn)†

[
|Yq2VR|2 + |YqnVn|2

]−1/2

. (10)

From Eq. (10) we find that the mixing between dL and DL parameterized by U12
L and U21

L

depends on the electroweak symmetry breaking, and is of order O(vew/m̂D). However, the
mixing between dR and DR does not require SU(2)L breaking, and so the mixing entries in
U12
R and U21

R can be O(1).
Analogous to the down-type quark matrix discussed above, charged lepton matrices in

Eq. (5) can be block-diagonalized by substituting

Yqn vdn → −YLn vdn , Yq2VR → YL2VR , Yq2 vL2 → YL2 vL2 , YqnVn → −YLnVn , (11)

in the results for the down-type quark mass eigenvalues and eigenstates. Thus the lepton
masses to the lowest order O(vew/V ) are given by

m̂e− =
{
− YLnvdn + VRvL2 YL2(YLnVn)−1YL2

}{
I + YL2VR(|YLnVn|2)−1(YL2VR)†

}−1/2

,

m̂E− =
√
|YL2VR|2 + |YLnVn|2 . (12)

Analogous to the dR −DR mixing case, the mixing between e− and E− can be significant.

2.2 Trinification Breaking Scale from Fermion Mass Fitting

As mentioned earlier, the up-type, down-type, and the new heavy quarks have the same
flavor structure with just one copy of Φn which, of course, is unacceptable. Furthermore,
the need for at least two copies of Φ is obvious; with only one Φ, its diagonalized VEV will
preserve an unbroken SU(2)L×SU(2)R×U(1) symmetry. In this section, we will determine
the lowest trinification breaking scale by minimizing the mass ratio between the heaviest
and the lightest exotic quark. To simplify the analysis, let us consider small mixing between
dR and DR by taking Yq2 � m̂D in Eq. (10). Focusing only on the SM up and down-type
quarks allows us to invert the mass matrix equations and obtain

Yq1 '
Muvd2 − M̃dvu2

vu1vd2 − vu2vd1

, Yq2 '
−Muvd1 + M̃dvu1

vu1vd2 − vu2vd1

, (13)

where M̃d is the light down-type type 3× 3 mass matrix in the limit Yq2 � m̂D. We further
require vu1vd2 6= vu2vd1, for otherwise we obtain M̃d = (vd2/vu2)Mu, which is inconsistent
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with observations. Choosing a diagonal basis for the up-type quarks, the down-type mass
matrix is expressed as

M̃d = VMdiag
d V ′† . (14)

Here V ′ is an arbitary unitary matrix parameterized as dR = V d0
R (d0

R is the mass eigenstates
vector), and V is related to the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) quark mixing matrix
VCKM and the diagonal phase matrices P and Q as

V = P VCKM Q . (15)

Together with Eq. (13), the 3× 3 heavy-quark mass matrix can be expressed as

M̃D = a
(
Mdiag

u + b P VCKM Q Mdiag
d V ′†

)
, (16)

whereMdiag
u andMdiag

d are diagonal matrices corresponding to SM up and down-type quarks,
respectively, and a and b are defined as

a =
V1vd2 − V2vd1

vu1vd2 − vu2vd1

, b =
V1vu2 − V2vu1

vu1vd2 − vu2vd1

. (17)

We have numerically diagonalized the heavy quark mass matrix in Eq. (16) to find the
minimum ratio between the heaviest and lightest eigenvalues. We perform a parameter
scan over the free parameters, namely, three angles from V ′, 8 phases and b. We find the
minimum value for the mass ratio mD3/mD1 ' 10. The mass of the lightest new down-type
quark with hypercharge (−1/3) is bounded from below by the LHC at around 1.5 TeV [23].
Identifying this with mD1 and together with the parameter scan results, we obtain a lower
bound on mD3 ' 15 TeV. This bound can be approximately interpreted as a lower bound
on the trinification symmetry breaking scale V .

Before concluding this section we briefly discuss the case with three copies of Φn. The
masses of Mu, Md, and MD are easily compatible with the experiments using three Yukawa
couplings Yqn(n = 1 − 3). However, we lose the dependence of heavy quark masses on the
SM quark masses. To illustrate this, let us consider the case in which all the electroweak
scale VEVs in Φ1 are set to zero, vu1 = vd1 = vL1 = 0, with Φ1 breaking SU(3)L × SU(3)R

to SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)B−L, which is then broken to U(1)em by Φ2 and Φ3. This leads
to the following mass relations:

MD = Yq1V1 , ME− = YL1V1 , Mu = Yqmvum , Md = Yqmvdm , Me− = YLmvdm , (18)

where the repeated indices m = 2, 3 are summed over. It is clear that the SM up- and
down-type quark masses are independent of the heavy quark masses. Requiring the heavy
fermion masses to be at the TeV scale, we find that the trinification symmetry can be broken
at a few TeV with order one values for Yq1 and YL1. As we discuss later in Sec. 2.4, in this
case the most stringent bound on the trinification symmetry breaking scale is from gauge
boson searches which directly constrain the VEVs.
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2.3 Scalar Sector in the Electroweak Limit

In this section we construct and analyze the Higgs potential with two copies of (1, 3, 3∗) with
Φα
i , where i and α are respectively the SU(3)L and SU(3)R indices. The most renormalizable

Higgs potential with Φ1,2 is given by

VPOT = m2
1 Tr(Φ

†
1Φ1) +m2

2 Tr(Φ
†
2Φ2) +m2

12 {Tr(Φ†1Φ2) + Tr(Φ1Φ†2)}
+ µ1Φα

1iΦ
β
1jΦ

γ
1kε

ijkεαβγ + µ2Φα
2iΦ

β
2jΦ

γ
2kε

ijkεαβγ + µ3Φα
1iΦ

β
1jΦ

γ
2kε

ijkεαβγ

+ µ4Φα
1iΦ

β
2jΦ

γ
2kε

ijkεαβγ + λ1Tr(Φ
†
1Φ1)2 + λ2Tr(Φ

†
1Φ1Φ†1Φ1) + λ3Tr(Φ

†
2Φ2)2

+ λ4Tr(Φ
†
2Φ2Φ†2Φ2) + λ5Tr(Φ

†
1Φ1)Tr(Φ†2Φ2) + λ6Tr(Φ

†
1Φ1Φ†2Φ2)

+ λ7Tr(Φ
†
1Φ2)Tr(Φ1Φ†2) + λ8Tr(Φ

†
1Φ2Φ†2Φ1) + λ9Tr(Φ

†
1Φ2)2 + λ10Tr(Φ

†
1Φ2Φ†1Φ2)

+ λ11Tr(Φ
†
1Φ1)Tr(Φ†1Φ2) + λ12Tr(Φ

†
1Φ1Φ†1Φ2) + λ13Tr(Φ

†
2Φ2)Tr(Φ†1Φ2)

+ λ14Tr(Φ
†
2Φ2Φ†1Φ2) + h.c., (19)

where all of the parameters including the VEVs are taken to be real for simplicity. The
mass matrices for the charged and neutral scalar fields can be constructed by inserting the
VEVs of Eq. (3) in Eq. (19).

A complete analysis of the Higgs potential including the electroweak VEVs in Φ1,2 is
beyond the scope of the current work. Instead, we analyze the Higgs potential in the
electroweak conserving limit by setting the electroweak VEVs vun = vdn = vLn = 0. We
show the consistency of symmetry breaking by properly identifying the 12 Goldstone modes
associated with the spontaneous breaking of SU(3)L × SU(3)R down to the SM gauge
symmetry. The stationary conditions to minimize the Higgs potential,

∂VPOT
∂V1

= 0,
∂VPOT
∂V2

= 0,
∂VPOT
∂VR

= 0, (20)

yield the following relations:

m2
1 = −2(λ1 + λ2)V 2

1 − (λ5 + λ8)(V 2
2 + V 2

R)− 2(λ11 + λ12)V1V2 ,

m2
2 = −(λ5 + λ8)V 2

1 − 2(λ3 + λ4)(V 2
2 + V 2

R)− 2(λ13 + λ14)V1V2 ,

m2
12 = −(λ11 + λ12)V 2

1 − (λ13 + λ14)(V 2
2 + V 2

R)− (2λ10 + 2λ9 + λ6 + λ7)V1V2 . (21)

Substituting Eq. (21) in Eq. (19) we obtain the mass matrices for the charged and neutral
components of the Higgs fields and identify the Goldstone modes which are eigenstates
corresponding to null eigenvalues. In the electroweak conserving limit, the SU(2)L doublet
fields {(φα1 )n, (φα2 )n} do not mix with SU(2)L singlet fields (φα3 )n. The real and pseudoscalar
components of the neutral Higgs fields do not mix as all the parameters are taken to be
real. Thus, in this limit, the doublet scalar sector mass matrices for the charged, real and
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pseudoscalar fields have an identical 6× 6 mass matrix M , which is diagonalized by a single
unitary matrix, U,

UTMU = Mdiag , (22)

where Mdiag is a diagonal mass matrix in the mass basis. This mass matrix M is real and
symmetric Mij = Mji, with

M11 = −2λ2V
2

1 − 2λ12V1V2 − λ8(V 2
2 + V 2

R) , M12 = −µ1V1 − µ3V2 ,

M13 = µ3VR , M14 = −λ12V
2

1 − λ′V1V2 − λ14(V 2
2 + V 2

R) ,

M15 = M24 = −µ3V1 − µ4V2 , M16 = M34 = µ4VR ,

M22 = M11 − λ6V
2
R , M23 = λ12V1VR + λ6V2VR ,

M25 = M14 + λ14V
2
R , M26 = 2λ10V1VR + λ14V2VR ,

M33 = λ′′V 2
2 − λ8V

2
R , M35 = λ8V1VR + λ14V2VR ,

M36 = −λ′′V1V2 − λ14V
2
R , M44 = −λ8V

2
1 − 2λ14V1V2 − 2λ4V

2
2 − 2λ4V

2
R ,

M45 = −µ4V1 − µ2V2 , M46 = µ2VR ,

M55 = M44 + 2λ4V
2

2 , M56 = λ14V1VR + 2λ4V2VR ,

M66 = (λ6 − λ8)V 2
1 − 2λ4V

2
R .

(23)
where λ′ = 2λ10 + λ6 and λ′′ = λ6 − λ8.

To identify the Goldstone modes and the physical massive scalar states, we decompose
the neutral scalar into its real (r) and pseudoscalar (i) components, for instance, φ1

1 =

1/
√

2 (φ1r
1 + iφ1i

1 ). Using U , the flavor states for the charged and neutral scalars can be
expressed in terms of the mass eigenstates as{

(φ1
2)1, (φ

2∗
1 )1, (φ

3∗
1 )1, (φ

1
2)2, (φ

2∗
1 )2, (φ

3∗
1 )2

}T
= U

{
G+, h+

1 , h
+
2 , h

+
3 , h

+
4 , h

+
5

}T{
(φ1

1)r1, (φ
2
2)r1, (φ

3
2)r1, (φ

1
1)r2, (φ

2
2)r2, (φ

3
2)r2
}T

= U
{
G0r, h0r

1 , h
0r
2 , h

0r
3 , h

0r
4 , h

0r
5

}T{
(φ1

1)i1, (φ
2
2)i1, (φ

3
2)i1, (φ

1
1)i2, (φ

2
2)i2, (φ

3
2)i2
}T

= U
{
G0i, h0i

1 , h
0i
2 , h

0i
3 , h

0i
4 , h

0i
5

}T
, (24)

where h+(0)
α denote the physical charged (neutral) scalar mass eigenstates and (G±, G0r, G0i)

are the Goldstone modes. The latter modes are linear combination of (φ3
1)1, (φ

3
1)2, and (φ2

1)2,

G+ =
V1(φ3∗

1 )1 + V2(φ3∗
1 )2 + VR(φ2∗

1 )2√
V 2

1 + V 2
2 + V 2

R

,

G0r =
V1(φ3

2)r1 + V2(φ3
2)r2 + VR(φ2

2)r2√
V 2

1 + V 2
2 + V 2

R

,

G0i =
V1(φ3

2)i1 + V2(φ3
2)i2 − VR(φ2

2)i2√
V 2

1 + V 2
2 + V 2

R

, (25)

and G− is obtained by conjugation of G+.
The SU(2)L singlet sector includes a total of 8 Goldstone modes, with the charged fields

(φ1
3)1 and (φ1

3)2 both identified as Goldstone modes. The remaining four Goldstone modes
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reside in the neutral scalar fields (φ2
3)n and (φ3

3)n. The real and symmetric mass matrix in
the basis {(φ2

3)r1, (φ
3
3)r1, (φ

2
3)r2, (φ

3
3)r2} read as follows:

M̃11 = λ̃V 2
R , M̃12 = 2(λ̃′V1 + λ̃V2)VR ,

M̃13 = 2λ̃′′V 2
R , M̃14 = (λ̃V1 + 2λ̃′′V2)VR ,

M̃22 = 4(λ1 + λ2)V 2
1 + 4λ̃′V1V2 + λ̃V 2

2 , M̃23 = 2((λ5 + λ8)V1 + λ̃′′V2)Vr ,

M̃24 = 2λ̃′V 2
1 + (λ̃+ 2λ5 + 2λ8)V1V2 + 2λ̃′′V 2

2 , M̃33 = 4(λ3 + λ4)V 2
R ,

M̃34 = 2(λ̃′′V1 + 2(λ3 + λ4)V2)VR , M̃44 = λ̃V 2
1 + 4V2(λ̃′′V1 + (λ3 + λ4)V2) ,

(26)
where λ̃ = λ6 + λ7 + 2λ10 + 2λ9, λ̃′ = λ11 + λ12, and λ̃′′ = λ13 + λ14. The above matrix
can be diagonalized numerically. The flavor states can be expressed in terms of the mass
eigenstates by a 4× 4 unitary transformation matrix U ′,

{(φ2
3)r1, (φ

3
3)r1, (φ

2
3)r2, (φ

3
3)r2}T = U ′ {G′0r, h′0r1 , h

′0r
2 , h

′0r
3 }T , (27)

where h′0rα are the physical states and G′0r is a Goldstone mode identified as

G
′0r =

V1(φ2
3)r1 + V2(φ2

3)r2 − VR(φ3
3)r2√

V 2
1 + V 2

2 + V 2
R

(28)

Among the pseudoscalars in (φ2
3)n and (φ3

3)n, one of the Goldstone modes is identified to
be (φ2

3)i2. The remaining two Goldstone modes involve the pseudoscalars in (φ2
3)i1 and (φ3

3)in.
These real and symmetric mass matrices in the basis {(φ3

3)i1, (φ
3
3)i2, (φ

2
3)i1} are expressed as

M̂11 = λ̂V 2
R , M̂12 = λ̂V2VR M̂13 = −λ̂V1VR

M̂22 = λ̂V 2
2 M̂23 = −λ̂V1V2 M̂33 = λ̂V 2

1 ,
(29)

where λ̂ = λ6 + λ7 − 2(λ9 + λ10). The two Goldstone modes are identified as

G
′0i
1 =

V1(φ2
3)i1 + VR(φ3

3)i2√
V 2

1 + V 2
R

,

G
′0i
2 =

−V2(φ2
3)i1 + VR(φ3

3)i1√
V 2

2 + V 2
R

. (30)

The massive physical state is, of course, simply the orthogonal state to the massless modes
given above. Thus, we have identified a total of 12 Goldstone modes which are absorbed
by the 12 heavy gauge bosons we expect after the trinification symmetry breaking, as we
discuss in the next section.

2.4 Gauge Sector

In this section we analyze the gauge boson sector to evaluate all the masses and eigenstates.
In particular, we find that the 12 new gauge bosons masses are uniquely determined in terms
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of the VEV ratio VR/V and the mass of the lightest new gauge boson, and our results are
in agreement with Ref. [17]. Under the SU(3)L × SU(3)R symmetry, Φn → ULΦnU

†
R, and

the gauge kinetic term is given by

Lgauge =
∑
n

Dµ(Φn)αi D
µ(Φn)iα , (31)

where the covariant derivative reads

Dµ(Φn)αi = ∂µ(Φn)αi −
igL
2

(~T · ~W µ
L )ki (Φn)αk +

igR
2

(~T · ~W µ
R)αk (Φn)ki . (32)

Here gL,R are the SU(3)L,R gauge couplings, respectively, and the gauge boson multiplets
in the (1, 8, 1)L and (1, 1, 8)R representation are defined as

~T · ~W µ
L,R =


W µ

3 +
Wµ

8√
3

√
2W+µ

√
2V +µ

√
2W−µ −W µ

3 +
Wµ

8√
3

√
2V 0µ

√
2V −µ

√
2V 0µ∗ −Wµ

8√
3


L,R

, (33)

with the following definitions

W±µ =
W µ

1 ∓ iW µ
2√

2
, V ±µ =

W µ
4 ∓ iW µ

5√
2

, V 0(∗)µ =
W µ

6 ∓ iW µ
7√

2
. (34)

The new gauge bosons (V +µ, V 0µ)L,R are SU(2)L,R doublets, and (W µ
8 )L,R are SU(2)L,R

singlets. The gauge boson mass matrix is obtained by replacing the Φ fields with their VEVs
in Eq. (31). We adopt the parameterization given in Ref. [17] for convenience, namely,

V 2 = V 2
R +

∑
n

V 2
n , Suu =

∑
n

v2
un , Sdd =

∑
n

v2
dn , Sud =

∑
n

vunvdn , SuL = vu2vL2 ,

SuV =
∑
n

vunVn , SLV = vL2V2 , SdL = vd2vL2 , SdR = vd2VR , SuR = vu2VR . (35)

For the charged gauge boson sector in the basis (W µ+
L , V µ+

L ,W µ+
R , V µ+

R ), the symmetric mass
matrix is as follows:

M2
+ =


g2L
2

(Sdd+Suu+SLL)
g2L
2

(SLV +SdR) −gLgRSud −gLgRSuL
g2L
2

(Suu+V 2) −gLgRSuR −gLgRSuV
g2R
2

(Sdd+Suu+V 2
R)

g2R
2

(SdL+V2VR)
g2R
2

(SLL+Suu+V 2
1 +V 2

2 )

 .

(36)
For Vn, VR >> vun, vdn, vLn, the mixing of W±µ

L and V ±µL with W±µ
R and V ±µR is of order

(vew/V ), which is small. The mixing between W±µ
L and V ±µL is also of order (vew/V ).

Moreover, the mixing between W±µ
L and W±µ

R is strongly constrained to be ≤ 4×10−3 from
strangeness changing nonleptonic decays of hadrons [55], as well as b → sγ [56]. To the
lowest order in (vew/V ), we identify the mass eigenstates as follows:
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W±µ
1 ≡ W±µ

L ,

W±µ
2 = cos θ+W

±µ
R + sin θ+V

±µ
R ,

W±µ
3 = − sin θ+W

±µ
R + cos θ+V

±µ
R ,

W±µ
4 ≡ V ±µL , (37)

where the mixing angle θ+ is given by

tan 2θ+ '
−2V2VR
V 2 − 2V 2

R

. (38)

The mass eigenvalues to order in O(vew/V ) are as follows:

m2
W1

=
g2
L

2

(
Suu + Sdd + SLL −

(SLV + SdR)2

V 2

)
,

m2
W2

=
g2
R

4

(
V 2 − V 2 − 2V 2

R

cos 2θ+

)
,

m2
W3

=
g2
R

4

(
V 2 +

V 2 − 2V 2
R

cos 2θ+

)
,

m2
W4

=
g2
L

2
V 2 . (39)

Here we identify W±µ
1 with mass proportional to the electroweak scale as the SM charged

gauge boson W±µ. Requiring both m2
W2

and m2
W3

to be positive in Eq. (39), we obtain the
upper bound V2/V <

√
1− (VR/V )2.

In the neutral sector, the flavor states (W µ
3L,W

µ
3R,W

µ
8L,W

µ
8R,W

µ
6L,W

µ
6R) do not mix with

the flavor states (W µ
7L,W

µ
7R), where (W µ

7 )L,R are the imaginary components of the gauge
field V 0µ. The 6 × 6 symmetric matrix M0 spanning (W µ

3L,W
µ
3R,W

µ
8L,W

µ
8R,W

µ
6L,W

µ
6R) has

matrix elements that read

(M0)11 =
g2L
2

(sdd + SLL + Suu) , (M0)33 =
g2L
6

(Sdd + SLL + Suu + 4V 2) ,

(M0)12 = −gLgR
2

(Sdd + Suu) , (M0)34 = −gLgR
6

(Sdd − 2SLL + Suu + 4V 2 − 6V 2
R) ,

(M0)13 =
g2L

2
√

3
(Suu − Sdd − SLL) , (M0)35 = − g2L

2
√

3
(SLV + SdR) ,

(M0)14 = gLgR
2
√

3
(Sdd − 2SLL − Suu) , (M0)36 = gLgR

2
√

3
(−SdL + 2V2VR) ,

(M0)15 = −g2L
2

(SLV + SdR) , (M0)44 =
g2R
6

(Sdd + 4SLL + Suu + 4V 2 − 2V 2
R)

(M0)16 = gLgRSdL , (M0)45 = gLgR√
3

(2SLV − SdR) ,

(M0)22 =
g2R
2

(Sdd + Suu + V 2
R) , (M0)46 = − g2R

2
√

3
(SdL + V2VR) ,

(M0)23 = gLgR
2
√

3
(Sdd − Suu − 2V 2

R) , (M0)55 =
g2L
2

(Sdd + SLL + V 2) ,

(M0)24 = − g2R
2
√

3
(Sdd − Suu + V 2

R) , (M0)56 = −gLgR (SdV + SLR) ,

(M0)25 = gLgRSdR , (M0)66 =
g2R
2

(Sdd + SLL + V 2) ,

(M0)26 = −g2R
2

(SdL + V2VR) .

(40)
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The mass matrix M0 includes a single massless state which is identified to the SM photon.
A convenient basis to identify the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of M0 is expressed as

Aµ =

√
3gRW

µ
3L +

√
3gLW

µ
3R + gRW

µ
8L + gLW

µ
8R

2
√
g2
L + g2

R

,

Zµ
1 =

(4g2
L + g2

R)W µ
3L
− 3gLgRW

µ
3R −

√
3g2

RW
µ
8L −

√
3gLgRW

µ
8R

2
√
g2
L + g2

R

√
4g2

L + g2
R

,

Z ′
µ
2 =
−gLW µ

8L + gRW
µ
8R√

g2
L + g2

R

,

Z ′
µ
3 =
− (g2

L + g2
R)W µ

3R +
√

3gLgRW
µ
8L +

√
3g2

LW
µ
8R√

g2
ı + g2

R

√
4g2

L + g2
R

,

Z ′
µ
4 = W µ

6L ,

Z ′
µ
5 = W µ

6R , (41)

where Aµ is the massless eigenstate identified with the SM photon. The state Zµ
1 has the

electroweak scale mass plus small corrections of order (vew/V ), and hence it is identified as
the SM-like Zµ. Similarly, the mixing of Z ′µ4 with (Z ′µ2 , Z

′µ
3 , Z

′µ
5) is also small, O(vew/V ). In

this limit, we identify the flavor state Z ′µ4 ≡ W µ
6L as the mass eigenstate Zµ

4 . The remaining
states (Z ′µ2 , Z

′µ
3 , Z

′µ
5) can generally have large mixings among them. For simplicity, let us

consider V2/V � 1, such that Z ′µ5 ≡ W µ
6R can be approximately identified with the mass

eigenstate Zµ
5 . The remaining two states (Z ′µ2 , Z

′µ
3) can be easily diagonalized and their

mass eigenstates are expressed as

Zµ
2 = cos θ0Z

′µ
2 + sin θ0Z

′µ
3 ,

Zµ
3 = − sin θ0Z

′µ
2 + cos θ0Z

′µ
3 , (42)

where the mixing angle θ0 is defined as

tan 2θ0 =

√
3gR
√

4g2
L + g2

R(2g2
L − g2

R)V 2
R

2(g2
L + g2

R)2V 2 − 3g2
R(4g2

L + g2
R)V 2

R

. (43)

The masses of the neutral gauge bosons to the lowest order O(vew/V ) are as follows:

m2
Z =

2g2
L (g2

L + g2
R)

4g2
L + g2

R

(
Suu + Sdd + SLL − (SLV + SdR)2 /V 2

)
,

m2
Z2

=
1

3
(g2
L + g2

R)V 2 − 1

sin 2θ0

√
3gR
√

4g2
L + g2

R(2g2
L − g2

R)

6(g2
L + g2

R)
V 2
R ,

m2
Z3

=
1

3
(g2
L + g2

R)V 2 +
1

sin 2θ0

√
3gR
√

4g2
L + g2

R(2g2
L − g2

R)

6(g2
L + g2

R)
V 2
R ,

m2
Z4

=
g2
L

2
V 2 ,

m2
Z5

=
g2
R

2
V 2 . (44)
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The mass matrix M ′2
0 spanning the remaining basis (W µ

7L,W
µ
7R) is given by

M
′2
0 =

(
g2L
2

(Sdd + SLL + V 2) −gLgR(SdV − SLR)

−gLgR(SdV − SLR)
g2R
2

(Sdd + SLL + V 2) .

)
(45)

It can be diagonalized by defining the following mass eigenstates

Zµ
6 = cos θ′0W

µ
7L + sin θ′0W

µ
7R ,

Zµ
7 = − sin θ′0W

µ
7L + cos θ′0W

µ
7R, (46)

where the mixing angle θ′0 is defined as

tan 2θ′0 =
−4gLgR(SdV − SLR)

(g2
L − g2

R)V 2
. (47)

The masses of (Zµ
7 , Z

µ
8 ) to lowest order O(vew/V ) are given by

M2
Z6,Z7

=
V 2

4

[
g2
L + g2

R ±
g2
L − g2

R

cos 2θ′0

]
. (48)

The breaking of SU(3)L×SU(3)R to SU(2)L×U(1)Y yields a relation among αL,R and αY
couplings, where αi = g2

i /4π, and it yields [17] 1

αR =
3

4
α−1
Y −

1

4
α−1
L . (49)

The value of αR at an energy scale µ can be evaluated by solving the renormalization group
equations for αL,Y , which at the one-loop level are given by

αi(µ) =
αi(mt)

1− Ci
2π
αi(mt) ln

(
µ
mt

) . (50)

Here, αi(mt) = 0.0102 (0.0333) [57] are the input values of αY (L) at µ = mt = 172.44 GeV
and Ci = 41/6 (−19/6) is the beta-function coefficient of αY (L) from only the SM particle
contributions. At µ = O (10) TeV, we obtain αR/αL = 0.49, with gL ' 0.63.

Next let us now examine the relation among the gauge boson masses in the electroweak
conserving limit. As observed from Eqs. (39), (44), and (48), the new gauge boson masses
are all determined by gL, gR, V , V2/V and VR/V , where gL = 0.63 and gR ' 0.71 gL ' 0.45

. Note that the gauge boson masses for Z2,3,5 in Eq. (44) are obtained for V2/V � 1.
The ratios of gauge boson masses are then determined as a function of VR/V by fixing
V2/V = 10−3. In Fig. 1, we plot the ratio mi/mW2 as a function of VR/V . It shows
that mW2 is the lightest gauge boson for VR/V . 0.50, while mW3 is the lightest one for
VR/V & 0.7. Also mZ2 < mZ3 (mZ2 > mZ3) for VR/V . 0.82 (VR/V & 0.82) since the
mixing angle θ0 between Z2 and Z3 in Eq. (43) flips sign above and below VR/V ' 0.82.

1Also, see Ref. [44], for a discussion of hypercharge embedding in trinification arising from D-branes.
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Figure 1: Ratio of gauge boson masses, mi/mW2 as a function of VR/V for a benchmark
value V2/V = 10−3, V = 10 TeV, gL = 0.63, and gR = 0.71 gL. The horizontal dotted black
line corresponds to mi = mW2 .

3 LHC Phenomenology and Trinification Breaking Scale

A TeV scale trinification symmetry breaking offers a rich phenomenology involving the new
fermions and gauge bosons, which can be potentially searched for at the LHC. For instance,
the CMS collaboration, at 95% confidence level, has excluded down-type heavy quarks
with hypercharge (-1/3) and masses below around 1500 GeV [23], as well as heavy leptons
doublets with hypercharge (-1/2) with masses in the range (120 - 790) GeV [58]. There are
also searches at the LHC for resonantly produced gauge boson decaying to, for example, (a)
top and bottom quark pair (tb) [53], (b) lepton pairs, `+`− [54] and e±ν [59], (c) SM W or
Z boson and a Higgs boson [60], (d) dijet with at least one isolated charged lepton [61], (e)
WW , ZZ or WZ [62].

A complete study of all these scenarios and other possibilities will be the focus of future
work. We focus on here on the resonance production of gauge boson masses. The scenarios
(c)−(e) involve the mixing between the new gauge bosons Wi/Zi and the SM W/Z bosons,
which is suppressed due to the hierarchy between the electroweak and the trinification
breaking scale [17]. In the following, we consider the resonance production of Wi and Zi

decaying to dilepton and diquark final states. As we discuss below, the scenarios (a) and (b)
pursued by the ATLAS experiment are relevant to our case. The charged gauge boson in
(a) correspond to the right-handed charged gauge boson of the left-right symmetric model,
whereas the neutral gauge boson in (b) is the neutral gauge boson of the Sequential SM. In
both these studies, the gauge boson couplings are fixed to be the same as the SM charged
and neutral gauge boson, respectively. With the gauge coupling values fixed, the ATLAS
collaboration at the LHC has set a lower bound on the charged and neutral gauge boson
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masses, WX ' 4 TeV [53] and ZX ' 5 TeV [54], respectively.
The gauge bosons W2,3 ⊂ (WR, VR) and W4 ⊂ VL and among them WR couples to the

SM quark/lepton pairs, whereas VR,L mixes the SM quarks/leptons with the heavy fermions.
Hence, the production ofW4 at the LHC is highly suppressed because its production involves
dR and DR mixing, which is small, O(vew/V ). We find that W2,3 only couple to right-
handed fields and there is no direct interaction with e±ν. As discussed below Eq. (42), for
V2/V � 1, Z ′5 ⊂ W6R decouples from Z ′2,3, and since W6R only has mixed-couplings with
the SM quarks/leptons with the heavy fermion, Z ′5 production is highly suppressed at the
LHC. However, this is no longer true if V2/V ∼ O(0.1) for which Z ′2,3,5 can mix maximally.
For this case we evaluate the mass eigenstates by numerically diagonalizing the Z ′2,3,5 mass
matrix. For the remainder of this section, Z2,3,5 will refer to the mass eigenstates with their
masses defined to be in the order mZ1 < mZ2 < mZ3 . Note that Z ′4 ⊂ W6R does not mix
with Z ′2,3,5 and since W6L only has a mixed coupling involving one SM quark/lepton and
one heavy fermion, its production is highly suppressed at the LHC.

In the following we compare the resonant production cross section ofW2,3 and Z2,3,5 with
that ofWX and ZX by taking into account the difference in the gauge boson couplings to the
SM fermions. This allows us to recast the ATLAS lower bound on gauge boson masses as a
bound onW2 and Z2,3,5 masses. We find that theWi and Zi couplings to the SM fermions are
comparable or smaller than the SMW and Z boson couplings. The differential cross section
for the resonant production of Zi or Wi bosons at the LHC, pp→ Zi/Wi → f̄afb, where f ’s
are the SM final states, can be approximated using the narrow decay width approximation
(NWA) as

σ(pp→ Zi/Wi → f̄afb) = σ(pp→ Zi/Wi)×BR(Zi/Wi → f̄afb), (51)

where σ(pp→ Zi/Wi) is the Zi/Wi production cross section and BR(Zi/Wi → f̄afb) is the
Zi/Wi branching ratio to f̄afb = `+`−/tb̄ final states, respectively. The production and the
branching ratio are expressed as

σ(pp→ Zi/Wi) = 2
∑
q, q̄

∫ 1

ŝ/s

dx
1

xs
fq(x,Q

2) fq̄

(
ŝ

xs
,Q2

)
σ̂(ŝ),

BR(Zi/Wi → f̄afb) =
Γ(Zi/Wi → f̄afb)

Σa,bΓ(Zi/Wi → f̄afb)
. (52)

respectively. Here, fq (fq̄) is the parton distribution function (PDF) of up-type (u) and
down-type (d) quarks,

√
s = 13 TeV is the LHC Run-2 center-of-mass energy, and the

production cross-section of Zi/Wi (σ̂) using NWA is given by

σ̂(ŝ) =
4π2

3

Γ(Zi/Wi → qq̄)

Mi

δ(ŝ−m2
Z2

), (53)
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where Mi is the gauge boson mass and ŝ is the invariant mass squared for qq̄ pair. Using
the production and branching ratio definitions in Eqs.(52) and (53) and for a fixed gauge
boson mass, we obtain

σ(pp→ Zi/Wi → f̄afb)

σ(pp→ ZX/WX → f̄afb)
∝ ΣiCi × Γ(Zi/Wi → qq̄)

ΣiCi × Γ(ZX/WX → qq̄)

BR(Zi/Wi → f̄afb)

BR(ZX/WX → f̄afb)
, (54)

where Ci = 2(1) for q = u(d) quark.
To obtain the right-hand side of Eq. (54), we have used fu = 2fd and fū = fd̄ to

approximately account for the difference between the u and d quark PDFs. Since gL,R are
fixed, the above ratio is determined as a function of V , V2/V and VR/V . In our numerical
analysis, we find that the ratio is independent of V . This can be understood in the limit
V2/V � 1; the trinification breaking scale V enters the ratio through the mixing angles in
Eqs. (38) and (43), which are both independent of V . In the Zi branching ratio evaluation,
we have also included the decay of Zi to electron-type heavy leptonic final states of because
the heavy fermions must be lighter than the gauge bosons to explain the apparent muon
g − 2 anomaly discussed in Sec. 5.

We show the cross section ratio for Wi and Zi in the top panels and bottom-left panel
of Fig. 2 as a function of VR/V for fixed gL = 0.63 and gR = 0.71 × gL. In the top-left
(right) and bottom-left panel, we have fixed V2/V = 10−4 (0.1) and 0.6. The W3 and Z3

lines are not displayed because the resonance production of W3 and Z3 is highly suppressed
for V2/V = 10−4. For larger values of V2/V , the top-right and bottom-left panel shows that
W3 and Z3 can be produced at the LHC with cross section comparable to W2 and Z2,5,
respectively.

If the cross section ratio of Wi and Zi in Fig. 2 is close to unity (for simplicity, we set
this threshold value to be O(0.1) or greater), the lower bounds on the charged and neutral
gauge boson masses by the ATLAS collaboration, WX ' 4 TeV [53] and ZX ' 5 TeV [54],
can be taken to be the lower bounds on the Wi and Zi, respectively. We can interpret this
as a bound on the trinification scale V , as shown in the bottom-right panel of Fig. 2. The
curves from top to bottom depict, V2/V = 0.6, 0.5, 0.1, 10−4, respectively. The orange and
red solid lines are the bounds obtained from mW3 < 4 TeV, yields the most severe bound
on V . Similarly, the dashed red and orange lines are the bounds obtained from requiring
mW3 < 4 TeV, and the blue line is the bound from requiring mZ5 < 4 TeV. Comparing the
minimum value of V obtained for various V2/V values, we find that lowest trinification scale
V consistent with the current LHC gauge boson resonance search bounds is V ' 16.3 TeV for
V2/V = 0.1 and V/VR ' 0.8. The HL-LHC is expected to exclude WX (ZX) masses below
4.9 (6) TeV [63]. For these values, each V2/V curve in the bottom-right panel in Fig. 2 scales
with the ratio of the expected and the current upper bounds on the gauge boson masses,
namely, ∼ 5/4 and 6/5 for the charged and neutral gauge boson, respectively.

18



V2 / V = 10-4

Z2
Z5
W2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

VR / V

σ
p
p

Z
i
/W

i

f
f-

σ
p
p

Z
X
/
W
X


f
f-

V2 / V = 0.1

W2

W3

Z2
Z3
Z5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

VR / V

σ
p
p

Z
i
/W

i

f
f-

σ
p
p

Z
X
/
W
X


f
f-

V2 / V = 0.6

W2

W3

Z2
Z3
Z5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

VR / V

σ
p
p

Z
i
/W

i

f
f-

σ
p
p

Z
X
/
W
X


f
f-

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
10

20

30

40

50

VR / V

V
m
in
[T
eV

]

Figure 2: Top-left, top-right and bottom-left panels show the ratio of the resonance pro-
duction cross sections of Wi (Zi) and WX (ZX) bosons, which are used in LHC studies.
We plot the ratio as function of VR/V for fixed gL = 0.63, gR = 0.71 gL and V2/V . For
V2/V = 10−4 the resonance production cross section of W3 and Z3 is highly suppressed. In
the bottom-right panel, we plot the lower bound on V as a function of VR/V . The curves
from top to bottom depict, V2/V = 0.6, 0.5, 0.1, 10−4, respectively. The orange/red solid
(dashed) lines denote the lower bounds obtained from W2 (W3) and the blue line represents
Z5, which provides the most severe bound on V . The lowest value of V consistent with the
current LHC gauge boson resonance search bounds is for V2/V = 0.1 and V/VR ' 0.8.

4 Neutrino Masses

There are five neutral leptons per generation, namely, (ν, νc, Ec0, E0, N). The symmetric
mass matrix at tree level in this basis is given by

0 − YLnvun 0 −YL2VR 0

0 0 −YL2vL2 0

0 YLnVn YLnvun

0 YLnvdn

0


. (55)

In the electroweak conserving limit, the neutral leptons ν, νc, and N have zero tree level
masses per generation, implying that the extra sterile neutrinos remain light despite not
being chiral under the SM. However, even in the absence of electroweak symmetry breaking,
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radiative corrections at the one-loop level can generate large non-zero Majorana masses for
νc and N . The effective operator is ΨΨΦ†Φ† and, after electroweak symmetry breaking,
these same operator, provide suitably light Majorana masses for the SM-like neutrinos ν.

First, let us examine masses in the electroweak conserving limit obtained by setting
vun, vdn, and vLn to zero. We show that four out of the five neutral leptons obtain masses
without the necessity of electroweak symmetry breaking. In this limit, the neutral lepton
mass matrix given in Eq. (55) decouples into a 2Ng × 2Ng (νc, N) matrix and a 3Ng × 3Ng

(ν, Ec0, E0) matrix whereNg is the number of generations, and the mass of the heavy SU(2)L

lepton doublet (E+, E0) becomes degenerate. The symmetric mass matrix MνE in the basis
(ν, Ec0, E0) is given by

MνE =


0 0 − YL2VR

0 YLnVn

0

 . (56)

Ignoring generational mixing for simplicity, the above mass matrix can be digonalized by
OMνEO

T = Mdiag
νE , where Mdiag

νE is the diagonal matrix in the mass basis (ν̂, Êc0, Ê0), and
the orthogonal matrix O is given by

O =


cos θ sin θ 0
sin θ√

2
− cos θ√

2
1√
2

− sin θ√
2

cos θ√
2

1√
2

 , tan θ =
YL2 VR
YLnVn

. (57)

The eigenstate ν̂ is massless and the pair (Êc0, Ê0) are degenerate in mass from Eq. (12),
with m̂E− ≡ m̂E.

The mass matrix MR
N spans the basis (νc, N) which can be expressed as

MR
N =

(
mR mX

mT
X mN

)
, (58)

where the masses mR, mN , and mX are Majorana masses generated at one-loop as shown
in Figs. 3 (a), (b), and (c). Before evaluating these masses, let us for convenience define the
mixing between e− and E− as

eL = cos θ`êL + sin θ`ÊL , EL = − sin θ`êL + cos θ`ÊL . (59)

where the right-side of each equation is a linear combination of the mass eigenstates.
The one-loop neutrino mass represented respectively by Fig. 3 (a), (b), and (c) reads,

mR ' {(YL1U1α + YL2U4α) m̂E (YL1U3α + YL2U6α) + T.}[
sin θ√

2
f(m̂E,mh0α

) +
sin 2θ`

2
f(m̂E,mh+α

)

]
, (60)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3: Radiative one-loop neutrino mass for (a) νcνc, (b) NN , (c) νcN and (d) νν. The
generation of mass for the field ν requires electroweak symmetry breaking.

mN ' {(YL1U1α + YL2U4α) m̂E (YL1U2α + YL2U5α) + T.}[
sin2 θ

2
f(m̂E,mh0α

) + cos θ`f(m̂E,mh+α
)

]
, (61)

mX ' {(YL1U1α + YL2U4α) m̂E (YL1U2α + YL2U5α) + T.}[
sin 2θ

2
√

2
f(m̂E,mh0α

) + sin θ`f(m̂E,mh+α
)

]
, (62)

where T. denotes transpose obtained by internal particles replacd by their charge conjugates.
θ and θ` are defined in Eq. (57) and Eq. (59), and the loop integral function f(ma,mb) is
given by

f(ma,mb) =
1

4π2

( m2
a

m2
b −m2

a

log
(m2

a

m2
b

)
+ log

(m2
1

m2
b

))
. (63)

The mass matrix for {νc, N} can be diagonalized by rotating to the basis parameterized as(
ν̂c

N̂

)
=

(
cos θ′ sin θ′

− sin θ′ cos θ′

)(
νc

N

)
, (64)
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where the mixing angle θ′ is given by

tan 2θ′ =
2 mX

mR −mN

. (65)

The mass eigenvalues of ν̂c and N̂ are expressed as

m̂R =
1

2

(
mR +mN +

mR −mN

cos 2θ′

)
, m̂N = m̂N =

1

2

(
mR +mN −

mR −mN

cos 2θ′

)
. (66)

It is obvious that one needs to break the electroweak symmetry in order to generate
masses for the SM-like neutrino ν. As we discussed earlier, following the electroweak break-
ing, a light mass for the neutrino ν is induced radiatively at one-loop level, as shown in the
Fig. 3 (d). It is given by

mL '
1

16π2
{(YL1 + YL2)YL2(YL1 + YL2) + T.} µ v2

L2

(
m2
φ+ −m2

φ0

m2
φ0m

2
φ+

)
(67)

After taking into account the effect from the various neutral leptons states generated by the
electroweak symmetry breaking as shown in Eq. (55) and ignoring the mixing between the
heavy states (Êc0, Ê0) with (ν̂c, N̂), as they are proportional to O(vew/V ), we obtain the
following mass matrix in the (ν̂, ν̂c, N̂) basis:

M =


m̂L mD m′D

mT
D m̂R 0

m′TD 0 m̂N .

 (68)

Here m̂R and m̂N are given in Eq. (66), and the matrix elements m̂L, mD and m′D to the
leading order in O(vew/V ) are given by

mD = −(YLnvun)m̂−1
E (YLnVn) cos θ′

m′D = −mD tan θ′ tan θ

m̂L = mLm̂
−2
E (YLnVn)2. (69)

To obtain the masses for the light neutrino matrix, one can make the simple assumption
m′D ∼ 0, which reduces Eq. (68) into a 6×6 neutrino mass matrix spanning the basis (ν̂, ν̂c).
Furthermore, taking mD � m̂R, the 3× 3 light neutrino mass matrix can be obtained as

mlight
ν = m̂L −mD(m̂R)−1mT

D . (70)

The eigenvalues of the heavier states are just equal to m̂R. Hence, in general, the light neu-
trino masses in this model are generated by a mixture of radiative type-I and type-II seesaw
mechanisms. If the second (first) term in Eq. (70) dominates, the neutrino mass generation
is type-I (type-II). In the simplest scenario with vL2 ∼ 0, the radiatively generated mass
mL vanishes, resulting in purely the type-I scenario, whereas mD ∼ 0 leads to (radiatively
generated) type-II dominated scenario since ν decouples from ν̂c and N̂ .
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µc
E+ E− µ

W µ
6L(7L) W µ

6R(7R)

Figure 4: A typical one-loop contribution from gauge bosons to the muon anomalous mag-
netic moment.

5 Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment

Quantum corrections arising from the interactions between the SM charged leptons, heavy
leptons, and the new gauge bosons modify the electromagnetic interactions of the SM
charged leptons. Various chirally enhanced one-loop diagrams via gauge boson mixings
contribute to the anomalous magnetic moment (AMM) of the muon and electron. In Fig. 4
we show a typical and most dominant Feynman diagram for ∆aµ involving the neutral gauge
field V 0µ

L,R exchange, which is a linear combination of left and right-handed W µ
6,7 fields as

defined in Eq. (34). Note that similar diagrams with the neutral gauge bosons replaced
by charged gauge bosons V ±µ also exist. For simplicity, we suppress those diagrams by
assuming adequately small mixings among the charged gauge bosons or the neutral leptons.

The relevant gauge interaction terms involving the neutral gauge field is given by

L ⊃ mE+E+E− +
gR
2

√
2 V 0

RĒ
−γµe

− +
gL
2

√
2 V 0∗µ

L Ē+γµe
c + h.c. , (71)

where V 0
L,R is defined in Eq. (34) andmE+ is the mass of the heavy charged lepton. Moreover,

we also take the mixing between E− and the SM-like lepton e− defined in Eq. (59) to be
small such that E− and e− are identified as the mass eigenstates. Using Eq. (71), the
contribution from the one-loop diagram in Fig. 4 is given by [64]

∆a` = − 1

4π2

m2
`

M2
X

(
(|ĝR|2 + |ĝL|2) F1

(
M2

E±`

M2
X

)
∓
ME±`

m`

Re(ĝLĝR) F2

(
M2

E±`

M2
X

))
, (72)

where the loop functions reads

F1(x`) =
1

24(x` − 1)4
(8− 38x` + 39x2

` − 14x3
` + 5x4

` − 18x2
` lnx`) , (73)

F2(x`) =
1

4(x` − 1)3
(−4 + 3x` + x3

` − 6x` lnx) . (74)

In Eq. (72), (+,−) corresponds to MX = (Zµ
7 , Z

µ
6 ), respectively, with the definition (ĝR =

gR
2

cos θ′0, ĝL = gL
2

sin θ′0) for eigenstate Zµ
7 , and (ĝR = gR

2
sin θ′0, ĝL = gL

2
cos θ′0) for eigenstate
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Figure 5: Allowed parameter region for muon-like heavy fermion mass MF vs. neutral
gauge boson mass MZ7 satisfying ∆aµ. The green (yellow) band corresponds to ∆aµ within
1σ (2σ). The purple band represents the exclusion region from theoretical bound (MF <

4.82 MZ7), while the gray region corresponds to the exclusion limit obtained by demanding
the trinification scale V & 16 TeV.

Zµ
6 , and θ′0 is the mixing angle between (W µ

7L,W
µ
7R) defined in Eq. (47). The first term in

Eq. (72) is the contribution to the AMM from the heavy leptons without chiral enhancement,
whereas the second term is the chirally-enhanced case which is proportional to the mass of
the heavy muon-like lepton E. The ratio MZ6/MZ7 ≈ g2

R/g
2
L = 0.49 as can be seen from

Eq. (47). Note that the diagram withW µ
7L,7R replaced byW µ

6L,6R exists with the mixing angle
slightly modified with SLR → −SLR in Eq. (47). After considering all relevant diagrams, we
find that the model can realize the desired value for muon g−2 as shown in Fig. 5. The green
(yellow) band in the figure corresponds to the allowed region in the MZ7 −MF plane that
can incorporate ∆aµ within 1σ (2σ). The purple band represents the exclusion region from
the theoretical bound obtained from mass ratio MF/MZ7 < 4.82 using Yukawa couplings
≤ 1.5 (the perturbative unitarity limit on the lepton Yukawa coupling). The gray horizontal
band is the exclusion limit obtained by demanding the trinification scale V & 16 TeV. Thus,
we find an upper limit on the gauge boson Z7 mass to be 6.2 (9.0) TeV corresponding to a
30 (40) TeV heavy lepton mass to incorporate ∆aµ within 1σ (2σ).

The same set of parameters also contribute to electron g − 2 anomaly with the same
sign [65, 66]. Hence, the model cannot simultaneously accommodate the electron and muon
g−2 anomalies. Moreover, to satisfy the bounds from electron g−2 measurements, we find
that the electron-type heavy lepton mass must be . 600 GeV, consistent with the current
bounds [67, 68].
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6 Monopole and Fractionally Charged Leptons, Mesons

and Baryons

One of the striking predictions of trinification is the presence of a topologically stable mag-
netic monopole that carries three quanta (6π/e) of Dirac magnetic charge [44, 69]. One
expects that the monopole mass is about an order of magnitude larger than the breaking
scale of the trinification gauge symmetry. Based on our discussion, this means that the
monopole mass is around 160 TeV or larger, which is orders of magnitude lighter than the
superheavy GUT monopole mass. For a recent discussion of monopole searches at the LHC
see Refs. [46–49]. Monopoles with a mass of the order of 102 TeV can be produced from
collisions of cosmic rays bombarding the Earth’s atmosphere [70] and hopefully detectable
in the future.

It is worth emphasizing here why the trinification monopole carries three quanta of
Dirac charge. Recall that despite the presence of fractionally charged quarks, the standard
GUT models based on SU(5), SO(10) and E6 all predict the presence of a topologically
stable superheavy magnetic monopole carrying a single quantum (2π/e) of Dirac magnetic
charge. However, consistency with the Dirac quantization condition requires that this GUT
monopole also carries an appropriate amount of SU(3)c color magnetic charge. There are
no free quarks beyond the QCD confinement radius, and the color magnetic charge is cor-
respondingly screened.

For completeness, it is perhaps worth pointing out here that the SM Z-charges carried
by the quarks and leptons can also play a role in satisfying the Dirac quantization condition.
This, for example, is the case for the so- called electroweak monopole identified a long time
ago in SU(2)L × U(1)Y by Nambu [71, 72]. See also Refs. [73–77]. Compatibility with
the Dirac quantization condition is achieved with this monopole carrying both Coulomb
magnetic flux as well as Z- magnetic flux. The electroweak monopole does not exist as an
isolated state but only in a bound configuration together with its antimonopole (electroweak
dumbbell) with mass ∼ 5-6 TeV. Such objects routinely appear in a somewhat more elab-
orate format in GUTs such as SU(5) and SO(10). See Ref. [76] and additional references
therein.

The trinification model is based on the gauge symmetry G = SU(3)c×SU(3)L×SU(3)R,
which is a global direct product of the three SU(3) gauge groups. [Note that this is not
the case if G is embedded in E6. For a recent discussion, see Ref. [45].] The observed
quarks and leptons, as we have seen, reside in bi-fundamental representations of G. However,
the symmetry group G allows us to also explore exotic fermions that may reside in the
fundamental representations of G, namely, (3, 1, 1), (1, 3, 1), and (1, 1, 3) together with their
complex conjugates which ensures anomaly cancellation. With the charge operator given
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by Eq. (2), these fermions include electrically neutral quarks (n-quarks) and fractionally
charged (±e/3 and ±2e/3) f-leptons. In D-brane models these exotic f-leptons and n-quarks
are associated with strings emitted and absorbed by the same D-brane [44]. Although quarks
are confined beyond ∼ Λ−1

QCD, the color singlet fractionally charged fermions exist as isolated
states, and therefore the trinification monopole has the required magnetic charge of 6π/e.

Interestingly, the n-quarks can combine with the SM quarks to form color singlet mesons
and baryons with fractional electric charges. For example, the baryons udn and meson nū
would carry electric charges +e/3 and −2e/3, respectively. Thus, trinification predicts the
existence of exotic fractionally charged leptons, mesons and baryons. The CMS collaboration
has searched for color and SU(2)L singlet leptons carrying electric charge ±2e/3 (±e/3) and
exclude at 95% confidence particle masses in the range [100− 310 (140)] GeV, respectively
[50]. The milliQan [52] and MoEDAL [51] experiments are expected to be more sensitive if
the fractionally charged fermions have masses below 100 GeV.

7 Conclusion

Trinification, based on the gauge symmetry SU(3)c × SU(3)L × SU(3)R, is arguably the
simplest realistic extension of the SM with possible breaking at the TeV scale. In addition to
electric charge quantization, it yields the desired value of the electroweak mixing angle with
gR ∼ 0.71gL, where gL and gR are the SU(2)L and SU(2)R gauge couplings, respectively. The
masses of all the twelve new gauge bosons are uniquely determined by just three parameters
associated with the trinification breaking scale, and the model also predicts the existence of
new TeV scale quarks and leptons.

We have explored the phenomenology of a minimal trinification model containing just two
bi-fundamental scalar fields, which are sufficient to accommodate the SM fermion masses,
and which allows us to set a lower bound on the mass of the heaviest new d-type quark of
around 15 TeV. With some appropriate Yukawa coupling values, this can be interpreted as a
lower bound on the trinification scale V . For more than two bi-fundamental scalar fields, the
heavy quark masses are independent of SM fits, and the lower bound on V is not applicable.
A comparable bound on V is obtained by considering the LHC phenomenology of the new
gauge bosons. In particular, by examining the resonance production of the charged and
neutral gauge bosons at the LHC decaying to the SM final states, we obtain a lower bound
on the trinification breaking scale, V & 16 TeV.

The observed light neutrinos masses are generated via a radiative seesaw scenario, which
we show is a mixture of both type-I and type-II seesaw mechanisms. We also find that
the new gauge boson interactions involving the heavy leptons can resolve the muon g − 2

anomaly.
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Finally, there exist topologically stable magnetic monopoles carrying three quanta (6π/e)
of Dirac magnetic charge and with masses about an order of magnitude larger than the
symmetry breaking scale. Monopole with O (102) TeV scale masses could potentially be
produced from collisions of cosmic rays bombarding the Earth’s atmosphere. Consistent
with the Dirac quantization condition, the trinification symmetry suggests the existence of
electrically neutral quarks (n-quarks) and fractionally charged leptons (f-leptons). Interest-
ingly, the n-quarks can combine with the SM quarks to form charged mesons and baryons
that carry fractional charges (±e/3) and (±2e/3). Together with the monopole, a search
for these exotic states at high energy colliders and elsewhere remains an exciting endeavor.
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