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Flavour violating charged lepton decays in Little Randall-Sundrum Model
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The Little Randall-Sundrum (Little RS) model receives significantly stronger constraints from the flavour
observables in comparison to Randall-Sundrum (RS) model. In this paper, we analyse the effect of the electro-
weak sector in Little RS on flavour changing decays of charged leptons. We compare the predictions of the
model with the current limits on the flavour violating Branching Ratios of © — eee, 7 — eee, 7 — pupu,
T — pee, T —» epp , p — ey, and pT'i — eT'i. And we show that the dominant constraint arises from the
uTi — eT'i process which strongly limits the KK-1 gauge boson mass (Mx ) to be = 30.7TeV. We then
derive and show that generalising the electro-weak gauge sector to include the Brane Localised Kinetic Term
(BLKT) relaxes this constraint to 2> 127°eV. Towards the conclusion, we comment on the possibility that the
large flavour violating currents can be mitigated by relaxing the assumption regarding the unnatural thinness and
rigidity of the UV-brane and discuss the possibility of suppression of these currents in presence of fat fluctuating

branes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The charged Lepton Flavour Violation (cLFV) has been in
focus ever since intermediate vector bosons were proposed,
[2]. Even with the inclusion of the neutrino oscillation phe-
nomena in Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, the cLFV
processes are predicted to be very small. Hence, any evidence
of cLFV inevitably point towards New Physics (NP). As of
now, these processes are strongly constrained at 90% C.L. by
the Branching Ratios B, e, < 4.2 x 107 3[3], B, seee <
1.0x 10*121@%, Buriseri < 4.3x1072[3], By Leee < 2.7x
1078161, Br—yeqy < 3.3 x 107371, Bro_,e < 3.6 x 10710[8]
and Bz, < 7.5 X 10_7[@]. On the other hand, various
beyond SM scenarios do predict such flavour violating pro-
cesses.

One of the successful extensions of SM in warped extra-
dimensions has been the Little Randall-Sundrum (Little RS)
model [@, |ﬁ|] with a fundamental scale of ~ 10°TeV. Re-
cently, the author had studied [IE] the correction to € in Lit-
tle RS arising from the contribution of tree-level KK-1 gluon
exchange in K — K oscillation. There, it was shown that the
strong bound on the imaginary part of the C§? operator in the
effective Hamiltonian [[13] ruled out the mass scale lower than
~ 32TeV. This constraint was shown to soften significantly
in the presence of Brane Localised Kinetic Terms (BLKTs)
and Minimal Flavour Protection (MFP) [14] flavour symme-
try.

In this paper, we discuss the flavour violation in charged
lepton sector of Little RS. We choose to work in a basis that
do not mix the left-handed charged leptons. Rather, the entire
mixing is taken to be in the right-handed sector, while keep-
ing the 5-D Yukawa coupling anarchic. There can, in princi-
ple, exist mixing in the left-handed charged sector through the
Tri-bimaximal Cabibo mechanism[IE], but such a choice will
affect the neutrino mixing matrix as well. For brevity, we do
not consider such models here. Doing this, we can study the
flavour violations in the charged lepton sector independent of
the neutrino parameters.
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We subject the lepton flavour violating decay predictions
of anarchic Little RS model to observations from the rare p
decays such as ¢ — ey, i — 3e, and © — e conversion in
the presence of T2 nuclei and the rare tri-lepton decays of 7.
Among these, we will show that ;1 — e conversion proves
to be the most constraining. And, this constraints the lower
limit of the KK-1 gauge boson mass to be 2 30.77e¢V. For
comparison, the lower mass limit of gauge boson in Randall-
Sundrum model [|E, @] that satisfy the © — e conversion
is Mg = 5.9TeV ]. In line with the discussion on
Kaon oscillation in ], here, we study the effect of Brane
Localised Kinetic Term (BLKT) in the electro-weak sector of
the model, and in particular on the Z boson wave function. We
show that this modification relaxes the strong bounds on the
KK-1 mass of the gauge boson to 2> 127'e¢V. Making the KK
gauge boson available at the upcoming high energy colliders.

For anarchic 5D Yukawa couplings, since the light fermions
are localised close to the Ultraviolet(UV)-brane, it is possible
that the un-physical assumption of rigid thin branes in Little
RS might have a role to play in these large flavour violations.
If we replace this thin rigid UV-brane with a fat brane, along
with its fluctuations namely branons [@—lﬂ], then, we show
that the flavour violating couplings get suppressed, lowering
the bound on KK-1 gauge boson mass to 2> 107eV .

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section, we
briefly review the Little RS model, gauge and lepton field KK
decomposition and their interactions. In sec[ITll we will derive
the tri-lepton decay Branching Ratios and 1 — e conversion
rate in the model. Then, we will discuss the effect of BLKT
on the interactions and recompute the constraints in sec[[Vl In
sec[Vl we summarise the work and discuss on the effects of
fat branes on the lepton flavour violation.

II. THE LITTLE RS MODEL

In this section, we briefly recap the Little RS model. Our
four-dimensional space-time is assumed to emerge from a 5D
AdS space-time, with a fundamental scale M = 103TeV [IE,
221, upon orbifolding on My x S*/Z,. The line element of
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this 5D space-time is given by,
ds? = gynda™Mda™ = ey, datda” + dy?, (1)

where M,N are 5 dimensional space-time indices, 7,, =
diag(—1,+1,4+1,41) and 0 < y < L. The warp factor
is taken to be kL ~ 7 so that the warped down scale at the
Infrared(IR)-brane becomes Mse *F ~ O(1 TeV).

The Higgs field, in order to stabilise its vacuum expectation
value from quantum fluctuations, is assumed to be localised
on this IR-brane. To avoid large localised flavour violating
and proton decay operators on the brane, we assume that
the gauge fields and fermions propagate in the bulk. More-
over, we consider these fields to transform under the adjoint
and fundamental representations of the Standard Model gauge
group SU(3)¢c x SU(2)w x U(1)y respectively.

Below, we describe the five-dimensional gauge and fermion
fields, relevant to the process, and their Kaluza-Klein (KK)
decompositions. We begin our discussion with a review of
the electroweak sector coupled with the Higgs boson in 5-
dimensional space-time.

A. Bulk Gauge Fields
1. Action of the 5D Theory

Let us consider the bulk gauge fields W3, and B, where
M =1{0,1,2,3,5},0f SU(2) . xU(1)y, coupled to the scalar
localised on the IR-brane. The 5D action for this system is
given by,

L
Sgaugc = /d4517/ dy (EW.,B +£Higgs) . (2)
0

The kinetic part of the 5D gauge theory (Lw ) and the Higgs-
sector Lagrangian (Liggs) are given by,

1 1
Lwp=+g9" Mg"N <_Z WgWhin — 1 BKLBMN) ;
3)
and
Liiges = 6(|y] — L) [(Da®)" (DM @) — V(®)]
V(®) = — 207D + ) (d1®)”. &)

The field strength tensor, of the gauge field is denoted by
Wirn, and the covariant derivative by,

DM = 6M — Z'g5TaW;C'4 — ZgéIBM s (5)

where g5 and g} are the 5D gauge couplings of W and B
bosons, respectively and the Higgs doublet can be decom-
posed as,

D(x) =

—iV2et (1) > , ©)

7l
V2 \ v+ h(z) +ipd(x)

with the Higgs vacuum expectation value denoted by v, and
ot = (o' Fig)/V2.

The §—function in EqM]ensures that the Higgs vacuum ex-
pectation value is stabilised to ~ O(17eV). For simplicity,
we also perform the usual redefinitions of the gauge fields,

1
Wi = — (Wi 7iW3),
M NG ( M T M)
AV (95Wiy — 95Bur)
93 + 9%
1
Ay = ——— (g5Wis + 95Bur) - @)
92 + 98

2. KK-Decomposition

After compactification, the Kaluza-Klein decomposition of
5D gauge field becomes,

Vil y) =Y V(@) 177 ), ®)

where V") (z) = {A0(2), 2" (x), W;E™ (2)} are the 4-
dimensional KK-modes of the photon, Z-boson and the wE
boson and f‘(,") (y) their wave profiles in the bulk. The Euler-
Lagrange equation of motion of these bulk modes are given
by,

05 (e 005 /) = m2 ©)
In this equation, we have used 9,0"V,\™ (z) = m2V," (x).
These fields are set to satisfy the boundary condition,

(6VH0, V)| 0., = 0 and the ortho-normality condition,

L
/ dy f £ = 6. (10)
0

Solving Eql for m,, = 0, we find that the zero-mode profile
of the gauge boson is flat and is given by,

(0) 1
=— an
For the higher KK-modes ( m,, # 0), the solution to Eqlis
given in terms of the Bessel J and Bessel Y functions and is
of the form,

o= npen o (B5) s (22)]

where N‘(/n) and bi}1 ) are the two constants of integration.

While N‘(/n) is fixed by the orthonormality condition, bgl ) i
determined using the boundary condition. Demanding Neu-

mann boundary condition at y = 0, and y = L we get,

Jo(mn)
b = — kL oaty =0,
v Yo(")
Jo (L ekl
b = 0k aty =L . 13
\%4 Yo(%ekl‘) y ( )



The mass spectrum of the KK-modes (m, = z,ke *F)

can be computed from the solutions to the equation
Jo(zn)Yo (xne’kL) —Yo(zn)Jo (xne*kL) = 0, obtained by
equating the relations given above. For future convenience we
denote the KK-1 gauge boson mass by Mg = mj.

B. Bulk Fermion Fields

The Clifford algebra in 5-dimensional space-time is defined
by gamma matrices, I'* = {7, v, 42,43 47}, that satisfy
{T4, T8} = 2B, where n? is the flat metric defined on
the 5D tangent space. Since the algebra is irreducible, one
cannot construct a chirality projection operator in 5 dimen-
sions. Thus the fermion fields constructed in this geometry
have 4 complex degrees of freedom, which on compactifi-
cation leads to vector-like 4-dimensional fermions. More-
over, due to the lack of chiral symmetry, the geometry do
not prohibit a mass term in the bulk for the fermions. These
mass terms will become crucial for the geometric Froggatt-
Nielsen mechanism to generate 4-dimensional fermion mass
hierarchy. Let us start our discussion by constructing the 5-
dimensional fermionic action.

1. 5D Fermionic Action

The 5D action for doublet (Z) and singlet (€) leptons can be
written as,

Sfermion = Skin + Syuk (14)

Skin = / /=gl (TAEY Doy +my) T

/d%«/_ > e(rENDy+me)E

e=e,u,T
= /~ i
Svuk = /d5:c\/—g l; (Y5D) e;H(z"*)d(y— L)
+h.c., (15)

where m, and m,. are the bulk masses for the doublet and sin-
gletlepton fields and £} the inverse fiinfbeins. We denote the
tangent space indices with A, B and the 5-dimensional space-
time index with M, N. Since the fiinfbeins satisfy the con-
dition, eﬁnA Beﬁ = gun, for the geometry given in EqI]

they become e, = (e *¥6¢,1). The five dimensional anar-

~ ]
chic Yukawa matrix is denoted as (Y5 D) , with 7, j repre-
senting the generational indices. In the above equation, Dy
represent the covariant derivative in 5-dimensions given by,
Dy = Oy + wpg, where wyy = %wMAB[I‘A,FB] and the
spin connection given by,

waian = grvEY (0nEE + T5rEE) . (16)

where 4} are the inverse fiinfbeins and F g are the Christof-
fel connections.

Upon compactification, the 5D Dirac fermions decompose
to two 4D Weyl spinors. To ensure that only the correct chiral
projections survives at the zero-mode, we use boundary con-
ditions,

Ur(++), Lr(—=), eo(—=), er(++), (17)

at the orbifold fixed points (y = 0, y = L). Here, L, R stand
for the left and right chiral fields under the 4-dimensional
chiral projection operator and +(—) stands for the Neumann

(Dirichlet) boundary conditions. For example, /1, (+) means
that we apply the Neumann boundary conditions at both y = 0
&y=1L

2. The Kaluza Klein decompositions

After compactification, the KK expansion of a generic
fermion field (V) becomes,

e L) )
= vy w(@)f Ry, ), (18)
;:0: VL LR L,R

where 1/1(;% () denotes the corresponding four dimensional
KK-modes and fr, r(y) their extra-dimensional profiles in the
bulk. These wave profiles are set to satisfy the ortho-normality
condition,

/ dy e "R FLTR = On, (19)
0

The normalised zero mode profile for doublets and singlets,
with their respective bulk mass parameters ¢,, = my, /k and

Ce;, = —Me, [k, can be derived as 2,113],

I (9, e0) = VEFO(er,) FVP7e0) e ODME - 20)
s ee) = VEfO(ce,) evEmend e m0DR 1)

where,

i

(1—2¢)
1 — e (1-2¢)kL *

fe) = (22)

Using the boundary conditions given in Eq[T7 the lightest and
next to lightest modes of chiral leptons in , 4 dimensions, be-
come,

)

vy = @O, 70 F0)
Vg = @0, o), (23)

3. Yukawa interaction

Using the action in Eq[T3 and the wave function for the
zero mode leptons given in Eq21] the 4-dimensional Yukawa



matrix can be derived in terms of the 5D anarchic Yukawa as,

Y = (O, e ) Y2 (L, c,) (24)

B (1 =2¢,)(1 = 2¢;)
B (8(172c1i)kL _ 1)(8(1—206].)19L _ 1)

1—(ce;+ce, ))kLyij
5D *

xe(

For the fermion KK-modes given in Eq23] the above mass
matrix becomes,

My MyFRr 0
FrMy FrMoFr Mgk | (25)
0 Mgk 0

M:

P (Lace; e;) ij T R
O o and Myt =S¥, Since,
fL,R(L;CE,L,ci) 2

the fermions are in the flavour basis, we need to rotate this
mass matrix to obtain the physical states. In order to do that,
it will be easier if we first diagonalise the SM part, My, with
a biunitary transformation (Ur, Ug). Acting on the mass ma-
trix M with diag(Uy, 1, 1) on the left and on the right with
diag(U;%, 1,1) we get,

where the F} , =

Mp %AR 0
M= %AL Ay Mgk |, (26)
0 Mgk 0

where Mp = U, MoU}, Y5AR = ULMoFr = MpUrFg,
AL = FLMyU}, = FLUIMp and Ay, = FyMyFp =

FLUI MpUgFr.

Moreover, since the mixing of higher KK-modes with the
zero-mode are suppressed by ﬁ , itis convenient and infor-
mative to diagonalise the lower 2 x 2 part of the mass matrix.
With that, to the leading order expansion in x = S
diagonal mass matrix becomes [@i

Mp zrz(1+59) waz(l-9)
Mp = ZL%(l-l-%) MKK+ =t 0 ,
zr3(1-12) 0 ~Myxk + 4
(27)
where 21, g = %A L,r- Note that the off diagonal elements

in this matrix are very small compared to Mg . Now, the
degeneracy in the KK-1 mode is lifted to,

A
M;(;%:MKK-F—l,

2
A
M2 = — Mgk + 71 : (28)

4. Couplings with Z boson

Before discussing the flavour violating effects, we need to
identify the relevant couplings of the gauge boson. For sim-
plicity, we will consider the couplings of fermion bilinear with
an abelian gauge field in the bulk of AdS. Generalisation to
flavour violating interactions of the non-Abelian gauge field

is then straightforward. A 5-dimensional action for the U(1)
gauge field can be written as,

S=- 4 12 da/=g (9“Mg"NFepFun) . (29)

where Fiyyny = Oy An — On Ay is the field strength tensor
and g5 the 5D gauge coupling.

In the unitary gauge (A5 = 0), the vector field can be Fourier
expanded as,

() (30)

=2 AN

and the coupling of the zero-mode lepton bi-linear with the
gauge KK-modes can be computed from the overlap integral,

n 95 - n 0 0
hee) =2 [y 0 0 ) 0o e
0

€19
In the above equation, fﬁln) and f éog% are as given in Eq[12]
and Eq22]respectively. Since the geometric Froggatt-Nielsen
mechanism requires distinct bulk mass values ‘cy .’ for the
leptons, the couplings g(Lng% are different depending on the lo-
calisation of the fermion zero mode. Replacing the abelian
gauge field with the Z-boson, we can explicitly write these
interactions as,

£ = g8ty 3uZH OO+ (00 JEA, ZHED

(32)
These couplings, being depended on the bulk mass parame-
ter ‘cy ., generate flavour violations in the interactions of the
gauge boson KK-modes on rotating the fermions to their mass
basis. With this understanding, we can now address the con-
sequences of such terms in Little RS.

III.  FLAVOUR VIOLATING DECAYS IN LITTLE RS

In this section, we focus on the charged lepton flavour vi-
olating decay processes such as u — ey, u= — ete e,
wTi = eTi, 77 — e e’e™, 77 — p e e and
77 — e~ p~u™T, in the Little RS framework. Among these,
the only loop process is the 4 — e7y. Though this decay,
is divergent in Randall-Sundrum model with brane localised
Higgs, since Little RS is an effective theory with much lower
cut off ~ 103TeV, we expect a need to re-analyse this de-
cay. The dominant contribution to the process ;x — e7y pro-
ceeds through a 1-loop Feynman diagram with brane localised
Higgs and KK-fermions fields as shown in Fig[Tl The ampli-

tude of the process, assuming M 153{ to be much greater than



FIG. 1: The diagram that generates the process p — evy.

the energy scales involved, thus becomes,
Aysey = u(p'){eA, Z
i

/ d'k () + K+ M%K)v*‘(p’ +E+ M)
(2m)4 k% —m?,

X Ym}u(p)
1
= mqu(P')U”VFWUR(p)CL(qQ)
1
+ —r(p)o" Fur(p)Cr(q®) - (33)

2m,,

The divergence in this amplitude come through the large

number of fermion KK-modes that contribute to this loop
% ~ 16”2 log(Nk ). Their contributions worsen at two-
loops. Thus, the cut-off dependent part of the Wilson Coeffi-
cient has the form ],

CL,RN 1 Ysp \° o Asp
mi 167T2 MKK g k

1 A2
+ @kaif +} , (34)

where the first and second terms are the 1-loop and 2-loop
contributions respectively.

Randall-Sundrum model, being UV complete, requires
Asp = My = 10'TeV to avoid hierarchy. Moreover, to
avoid quantum gravity effects the curvature should satisfy the
condition k/M,; < 0.1. Hence, assuming k < 10'°TeV, the
number of KK modes that contribute to the process becomes
Nk 2 10. At 2-loop, dimension analysis suggests that the
amplitude becomes ~ N2, = (£22)2 > 100 [1§]. Which
means that the 1-loop and 2-loop contributions in Eq[34] are
of the same order (Log(AZD) ~ 1’{;52 AS’QD ~ 1). And the
higher loops contribute strongly and the result is not conver-
gent. This feature threatens any reliable calculations of the
1 — ey process in Randall-Sundrum model.

In comparison, Little Randall-Sundrum model is an effec-
tive theory with a scale 103TeV/, such that quantum gravity
effects are insignificant. It is straightforward to find a param-
eter space, for example Asp ~ 103TeV and k ~ 800TeV,
in which the number of KK-fermions contributing to the loop

can be much smaller (Ngx ~ 55 ~ O(1)), and the cut-off

dependent part of the Wilson Coefficient becomes,

CrL,r 1 ( Ys5p

m2 - 1671'2 MKK

2
) {0.240.008 4 ...} , (35)
n

where the 2-loop term is much smaller than the 1-loop with
the higher loop terms further suppressed. Though the am-
plitude is calculable now, still, the result is sensitive to the
cut-off scale of the model, but this can be cured if we can
dynamically stabilize this scale. Being phenomenological in
nature, Little RS requires new physics to do this. One way
this could be achieved is by embedding the model in a six-
dimensional S*/Zy x S*/Zy scenario, for which all the radii
are stabilised [23,124].

The cut-off independent part of the Wilson Coefficient,
Cr.r(¢? = 0), can be derived from Eq[33]as,

em m
Crr(¢® =0) = 5o ZYBZ gg Yie,  (36)

where Y = Mp/(v/+/2) is the rotated Yukawa coupling and

M [(;)K are the masses of the first KK-mode given in Eq271and
Eql28|respectively. The branching ratio for this process now
becomes E, @],

1272
(Grm3,)?

where, C(0), and C(0) can be derived by using Eq[271and
Eq28in Eq[36

B — e9) = CLO)F +ICR(O0)F] , GT)

m ,m>2 1
Cr(0) = 3’2 Y1 Vip—r55 OF +Ye2Y2MM(2)3]
KK KK
2
m,m
- W[AR“AL]W ’
m,m? 1
CR(O) - 83277‘_2]{[}/81}/1# (1) + }/82}/2[.1, M(2)3]T
Mg KK
2
m,m
W[ARA1AL]ZM : (38)
KK

Ay and Ap are the off-diagonal terms in the fermion mass
matrix and A; is the Yukawa mass of the KK-1 leptons given
in Eq26

This finite part can be computed and on comparing it with
the experimental bound on the Branching ratio Begp:(pt —
ev) < 0.042 x 1071 [27], we obtain the lower limit on the
mass scale My 2 1.4TeV.

A. Tri-lepton decays and ;. — e conversions

Before we discuss the tri-lepton decays in Little RS model,
to study the flavour violating effects, it is important and in-
sightful if we identify the model independent four-fermion
interactions that contribute to the processes. Adopting the



parametrisation in [23, 28], the most general low-energy ef-
fective, dimension-6, Lagrangian responsible for these pro-
cesses can be written as,

4G

—Les :T; {géj(éiR'Y'uejR)(ékR%LekR)

+ 94 (o ) (Erryulir) (39)
eirv ejr) (Ckryulir)

g9 (e
+ 9¢ (Liry" 1) (ExrYuerr) | + hoc.

where g3 456 are dimensionless Wilson coefficients. Note
that, we have only considered vector operators and not scalar
or pseudoscalar ones. This is because the Higgs contribution
to the flavour violating process is suppressed by small masses
of the fermions involved. Moreover, the next to leading order
effects from KK-fermions mixing are further suppressed.

Like fermions, the electro-weak symmetry breaking with
brane localised Higgs boson also mix the KK-levels of the
Z-boson. Details of the symmetry breaking and the mass ma-
trices of electro-weak gauge bosons are given in in Appendix
[VTAl To diagonalise this mass matrix, we need to rotate the
gauge basis (Z(©, Z() to the physical basis (Z(g), Z1)),
wherein the admixture enters as,

Zoy = 2O + fm_zzZu)’ _ f]\j[nTQZZ(O) 7
KK

(40)
where f (~ V/2kL) parameterises the mixing between the
zero and first KK level. From Eq[3] it is clear that, since
the extra-dimensional wave profile of Z(%) is flat, it couples
democratically to all the lepton generations. Whereas, cou-
plings of the fermion zero-mode bilinear with the Z(!) is de-
termined by the appropriate overlap integral and is dependent

on the bulk mass parameter ¢, ¢, ,

o = 2vx / dy e D (s coe )] @1

In the above equation, o, oy, and «, denote the ratios of
couplings given in Eq[32to the SM ones. On rotating to the

mass basis of leptons, the matrix which describes the Z,Sl)
couplings take the form,

Lint = gL,R\i’ULROéUL,RWH‘I’Zle) ; (42)

where ¢gr r are the SM gauge couplings, Ur r are the
unitary mixing matrices for charged SM leptons, o =
diag(cve, ay, o7 ) and

€L R
U=\ pLr (43)
TL,R

It can easily be seen that the generational dependence of
the Z™) boson couplings, in EqEI] conspire to create off-
diagonal elements that generate flavour violations. Moreover,
this property of the KK-1 mode of the Z-boson is inherited
by the physical Zgy boson due to the admixture. Thus the

dominant flavour violation in the electro-weak sector is medi-
ated by the zero-mode of the physical Z-boson and integrating
them out from low-energy processes results in the Wilson Co-
efficients shown in Eq39 A detailed discussion is given in
AppendixVIBl

Now, using the operators in Eq[39in Eq[64] the branching
ratio for the process ;1 — 3e can be written as,

BR(pn — 3e) =2 (|g5°1* + |94 ") + 951> + 195> . (44)

where we have assumed BR(p — evv) = 1.
And, the ;1 — e conversion rate ] becomes,

2peEeG%mia%EDZ§fo?V
ﬂ'QZFmpt

(g5 12+ 192 17]

(45)
where the couplings g¢3456, gr,r are given in
Appendix(VIB), agep is the QED coupling strength
and the remaining atomic physics constants are given in [28].

In order to constraint the Little RS model, we impose the
following current PDG limits: BR(y — 3e) < 10712 14,1291
Burisseri < 4.3x10712 5,29]. And for the rare tau decays,
we employ the constraints BR(7 — eTe~et) < 2.7 x 1078,
BR(t — ptpu put) <21 x 1078 BR(t — pu e et) <
1.8 x 1078 [29]. For computing the ;1 — e conversion, we
use the numerical values for Titanium from [@].

Comparing these limits with Eq4] and EqH43] we can de-
rive the lower bound on the mass scale in the model. We
present the constraints on Mg g for Little RS and compare
it with the bounds obtained in Randall-Sundrum model in Ta-
ble[l The details regarding our numerical analysis is given in

AppendixVIQ

conv —

Model BR(pu — 3€e) | Bconw BR(pu — e7y)
RS 2.5TeV 5.9TeV *8TeV

Little RS 20.8TeV 30.7TeV 1.4TeV
Model BR(t — 3e) |BR(t — 3u) |BR(T — pee)
RS 0.1TeV 0.4TeV 0.36TeV
Little RS 2.48TeV 2.43TeV 2.50TeV

TABLE I: Constraints on the first KK-mode mass, Mk g,
coming from various measurements for a brane Higgs field in
both the RS and the Little RS. Except for the BR(ix — e7)
in the RS model where we have used bulk Higgs, since the
brane Higgs is not computable in the RS.

IV. BRANE LOCALISED GAUGE KINETIC TERMS

Going beyond the simplest possible extension of SM in Lit-
tle RS, the action of the gauge field in 5-dimensions, given in



Eq[29] can be generalised (12, 31-33] as,

1
o /d5x /—_g{(gAMgBNFABFMN)

+ (luvd(y) + lré(y — L)) g* 9" FopFu }

S =
(46)

where [y and [;r are the localised kinetic term strengths
at the UV and the IR branes respectively. The origin of these
terms are for the time being unknown, but it is understood that
for correct re-normalisation of the model such terms are nec-
essary [34,35]. These terms can be hypothesised to have their
origin in the unperturbative effects of brane localised matter
coupled to the gauge field.

Varying the action in EqH6 with respect to the field, the
equation of motion becomes,

—95(e 205 £") = (14 1rd(y — L) + lyvd(y))m2 £

(47)
where fﬁ‘")(y) are the wavefunctions that satisfy the ortho-
normality condition,

L
/ dy[1 +11r0(y) + luvd(y — L)] f,&n)f,(axm) = Onm -
0

(48)
The solution to Eq&7lis given by,

P ) = N [ () 4650w ()]

where NI(LX") is the normalisation constants and bff) the inte-
gration constant fixed by the modified boundary conditions,

Ay f =0 = —lovmZ 7 (0)
0y f 7 y—r = +e*lrm? £V (L). (50)

Using the above relations, bff) becomes,

B ~Jo(F) + maluy S () aty = 0
A Yo () + maluv Y () ’

b(n) _ _J()(T"le‘) — mnllRekLJl(%ekL) aty = 0
A Yo (5= erl) — mylrpekl Yy (B ekl)
(51)

where m,, = x,ke ¥, and z,, are the roots of the master
equation obtained by equating the two relations in Eq[51}

From Eq47] and EqH48] the zero mode wave-function can
be derived as,

©) () — 1

Since the BLKT modifies the bulk gauge field wave profile,
their overlap with the lepton bilinear becomes,

L
n gs — n
o hlene) = 5 [ dye 1) (o) ()

(53)
where g5 = gov L + lir + lyv, with gg denoting the cou-
pling of Z(9) boson with the fermion. This generalization of
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FIG. 2: (a) The coupling of KK-1 Z boson, |g1/go|, with
leptons having bulk mass parameters ¢ = 0.8(red solid) and
c = 0.7(black dotted) as a function of kl;r (assuming
klyy = 0). (b) The coupling of KK-1 Z boson, |g1/gol|,with
fermions having bulk mass parameters ¢ = 0.8(red solid) and
¢ = 0.7(black dotted) as a function of klyy (assuming
klir = 0).

the gauge field does not affect the gauge zero-mode couplings.
On the other hand, the higher KK-mode couplings are mod-
ified significantly. Since the cLFV is mediated by the Z (1),
to capture the effect of BLKT, it is instructive to define the
quantity

‘ﬂ‘ _ ‘g(Ll,)R(CQ) — gpr(cr)

go go

; (54)

where g(L{)]%(c) is given in Eq[53

For illustration, in Fig2] we display the coupling strengths
of KK-1 partner of the Z boson, ‘g—; ‘(we denote g(L{)R(c) =

g1), and lepton bilinears, with the bulk mass parameters ¢; =
0.8 and c2 = 0.7, as a function of the BLKT strengths. The



values of ‘ﬂ
go

for different BLKTs are given in Table[IIl

02 r

BLKT |klir = klyv = 0|klir = —5,klyv = 0|klrr = 0,klyy = —5

=a 0.013

g0

0.015 0.008

015 |

BLKT |ki;gr =5, klyy =0|kljr =0, klyy = 5|klir = 5, klyy = =5

0.0123 0.002

‘ Agy 0.003

Number Density

TABLE II: ‘ % ‘ values for the three cases of BLKTs
computed with ¢; = 0.8 and ¢ = 0.7.

The numerical analysis is similar to the scenario without
BLKT, but using the modified couplings in Eq[33] The proba-
bility distribution function of simulated data, for the processes
u — ece and pT'i — eT'i, is presented in Fig3l And for
comparison, we have also shown the scenario without BLKT.
These plots clearly show that the branching ratio and con-
version rate constraints relax on imposing BLKT, bringing
down the lower limit on the KK-1 gauge boson mass scale
to ~ 12TeV. Thus, making the model relevant at the upcom-
ing hadronic collider searches. The bounds on these processes
in presence of BLKT are summarised in Table [Tl

klir = kluv = 0|klrr = 5,klyy = =5
20.8 TeV 7.49 TeV
30.7 TeV 12.03 TeV

B(u%%)

Buriseri

TABLE III: Bounds on the M g for the different BLKTs
considered.

V. SUMMARY

As an effective theory below 103TeV/, the Little Randall-
Sundrum model has been quite successful in relaxing the
strong constraints from the electro-weak precision observ-
ables without introducing custodial symmetry. As an added
advantage, it also predicts an enhanced signal at LHC[12]
compared to its UV complete counterpart. On the other hand,
the flavour predictions turn for the worse. In a previous article
by the author[lﬂ], the effect of Little RS on Kaon oscillation
were discussed, where they observed that the contribution to
the e parameter was enhanced by tree level KK-1 gluon ex-
change diagram. The lower limit on compactification scale
was computed to be ~ 327°eV. On the other hand, these limits
were relaxed on including the BLKT for gluons and the scale
was lowered to ~ 5T'eV. The relaxation of the constraints
were also achieved by imposing Minimal Flavour Protection,
U (3) flavour symmetry. This brings us to believe that the sim-
plistic structure of gauge kinetic terms, considered so far in the
literature, may not be the correct nature of the universe. In-
stead, we need to introduce BLKT. These generalised gauge
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FIG. 3: Probability distribution function satisfying (a) the
experimental branching ratio for the process @ — eee with
kl]R = 5, klUV =-5 (Black SOlld) klUV = O, kl[R =0
(Red dashed) (b) the experimental ©7't — 71" conversion
rate ki;r = 5, klyy = —5(Black solid)klyy = 0,kijr =0
(Red dashed)

kinetic terms are also necessary to correctly re-normalise the
gauge sector 134-38].

In this paper, we extend the study of flavour violation to
the charged lepton sector. The anarchic Little RS model was
subjected to a set of experimental constraints from the rare
decays of, © — eee, T — eee, T — pup, T — Lee,
T — eup , i — ey, and pTv — eTi. Unlike the case for
hadrons, here, the flavour violations are mediated by the SM
Z-boson through mixing with the KK-1 partners in gauge ba-
sis. We note that the Little RS suffer stronger bounds from
the lepton flavour violating sector, which constrains the lower
limit on the KK-1 gauge boson mass to Mg ~ 30.7TeV.
To mitigate such large constraints and make the model viable
at colliders, in this article, we proposed Brane Localised Ki-
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FIG. 4: Probability distribution function satisfying (a)
Constraints on the branching ratio of ;1 — eee with fat brane
of size ratio 0.2 (black solid) and 0.1 (blue dot-dashed), and

thin brane (red dashed) (b)Constraints on the . — e
conversion with fat brane of size ratio 0.2 (black solid) and
0.1 (blue dot-dashed), and thin brane (red dashed)

netic Terms for electroweak gauge bosons. Here, we consid-
ered non-minimal kinetic terms in both UV and IR branes and
found that positive values of BLKT on IR-brane and negative
BLKT on UV-brane relax the bounds, effectively reducing the
lower limit to Mg > 12TeV. The electro-weak sector in
Little RS exhibits a very rich flavour phenomenology. These
interactions, discussed in our paper, can also contribute signif-
icantly to processes involving Lepton Universality violation.
Before concluding, we note that that the flavour violations,
discussed here, are generated due to the difference in the local-
isating wave profiles of fermion zero modes at the UV-brane.
If the wave profiles were degenerate, the KK modes of the Z
boson would have coupled democratically to all the leptons.
It is interesting to investigate whether these large corrections

can be mitigated by relaxing our assumption on the unnat-
ural thinness and rigidity of the brane. Though beyond the
scope of this paper, if we consider fat branes, we can show that
the lower limit on M g i softens significantly. For demonstra-
tion, we choose two scenarios with the ratio of brane width to
compactification radius 0.1 and 0.2, and we have plotted the
Probability Distribution Function satisfying the constraints on
the branching ratio of 4 — eee and p — e conversion in
Figldl For ratio 0.2, it can be seen that the constraints from
w — eee limits Mg 2 8TeV, while uT'i — eT'i limits
Mgk 2 12TeV. Moreover, for flavour violations arising on
the brane, the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons of the spon-
taneously broken translational symmetry (branons) are under-
stood [19,39] to suppress the coupling of gauge boson KK-
modes with the fermion bilinear. Hence, a major part of the
flavour violation appears outside the brane. This interesting
feature disappears as the brane gets thinner and more rigid.
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VI. APPENDIX
A. Mass Matrix of Gauge Fields

After spontaneous symmetry breaking of the Higgs, the
mass terms from the Lagrangian given in Eq[3] and in Eq/4]
becomes,

Lo =S m{P2W ey =) 4 (02 40 gur)

2
+ mgn)szLn)th(n) + % /dy(g(y _ L)gge—QkyX
2
(Z W,y =an) p(m) () pln) (y))> - %(QE + g%

m,n

[ eSS 2200 1 ) £ )ty - Lid,

(55)
where mq(f) s mxl) and mg") is the nth KK masses of W-boson,
photon, Z-boson respectively.

Mass matrix of these gauge fields computed from the La-
grangian Eq[33t
The mass term of A, s,

)l Sl )

Zero-mode of the photon does not couple with the Higgs and
hence it is massless.



The mass term of Wf is,

2
M, = mgl?)?le(O)W—u(O) + m$)2W:“(1)W_“(1) + %x

[ gz S WA ) 187 680~ D
(57)
This can be represented by the matrix form,

w,

Mo, — +(0) +(1) @00 @01 ©

w [Wu Wy }am ary +miD? W,
(58)

where a,,, , = g5 Tef%Lf m)( )fi(un)(L)~

Similiarly mass term of the Z boson is,

2
My = m©@2214©) z00) (1270 Zn() 4 %(gg +g2)x

/ ”’“”ZZ““ 210 1. (m) (9) £ (9)8(y — L)dy.
(59)

(0)

K 60
2| ©

boo bo1
M :[ (0) <1>}
g Zu” 2 bio b1 +mgl)2

where by, = g2% e 26 f0™) (L) £ (L) and ZH©), Zr()
are in the gauge ba51s of the Z boson. This is a feature of
IR-brane localised electro-weak symmetry breaking.

B. Couplings and /; — 3[; branching ratio

On going to mass basis, the flavour-basis coupling matri-
ces CE_R = gr,rdiag(ae., oy, o) gets rotated to Cp g =

UL.r CfR Uz r- Since o, # ), # ar, in the rotated basis
C'r,,r generate off-diagonal entries that lead to flavour viola-
tion. Using the unitarity of Uy, r, we get,

1 L,RyrL,Rx ,Ry7L,R
g(L )}ge = gLyR(Ul,Q U2,2 (O‘u_ae)+U1 3 Uy )3 *(O‘T—O‘e)) )

1T L,RyrL,Rx* R LR*
g(L,)R#:gL,R(UQ,i Usy (cve 0‘#)+U2 Us (ar—ae)),

(1)re

R LR*
9L.R Us (

- ae)—i—Ul RUL T (ar—ae)) .

(61)
where g1, g are the usual SM couplings. Using EqH4Q the

= 9L, R(U1

couplings to Z, are obtained via multiplication by f -+
that is

M2 >

(62)
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With the above equations, it is now relatively simple to derive
the Effective Lagrangian is given in Eq[39] The Wilson coeffi-
cients g3 4 5,6 given in the Effective Lagrangian arise from the
processes with the exchange of Z(g) and Z(;) bosons. These
can be derived as,

2
93~ = 2gR [f -« ] )
J M[2(K R
2
lilj mZ (1)l1l:’
947 =290 [f — ay] 9,
J M[2(K L
2
lilj mZ (1)lil:’
g5 - 2gL [f -« ] ’
J M[2(K R
2
Lilj m 1)1
KK

where 7 and j are (e, p, 7). The first term in the above equation
are computed from the Zj exchange, while the second is from
71 exchange.

The relevant branching fractions for the process [; — 3; now

become [[18, 23],

lil]‘ lilj lilj lil]‘
BR(: = 315) =2 (1957 2 + 195" ) + 95" 2 + g6

(64)

C. Numerical Analysis

Here we present the numerical analysis of the Little RS pa-
rameter space, to determine how accurately the Little RS geo-
metric origin of flavour can be tested in current and future ex-
periments. We will discuss the full parameter scan of the bulk
mass parameters, namely ‘c’ values, that fit the lepton mass
within the experimental error. We have assumed anarchic
Yukawa in the lepton sector. We choose the basis in which the
left-handed mixing matrix Uy, = I and Ug, the right-handed
mixing matrix, contains the mixing elements. This means that
the flavour violation are generated in the right-handed sector
and hence the model is independent from fitting the Up s v s
matrix, which should happen once neutrino phenomenology
is modelled in Little RS.

The 3 x 3 complex matrices of 5-dimensional Yukawa cou-
plings Y, contains 9 real and 9 complex elements. Since we
have assumed left-handed sector to be aligned with SM, the
5-dimensional Yukawa should also be assumed to have some
symmetry. Which reduces the total free parameters to 6 real
and 3 complex phases. For simplicity, we also choose the ba-
sis in which the bulk mass parameters are diagonal and real.

We restrict the 5-dimensional Yukawa couplings to the
range 0.1 < |Y; ;| < 3 so that the values do not introduce
unnatural hierarchies and remain below the perturbative limit
in the model. Ignoring the mixing of fermionic KK-modes,
for the time being, we can write,

¢ =UlYapUr, (65)

where, Y, p are the 4D Yukawa coupling defined in Eq[23and



( is defined as

¢= \/Tidiag(mea My, mr). (66)

Using this, we compute the 5-dimensional Yukawa coupling
as

(Ysp)ij = FO N ew)(ULCUR) FO N eey) . (67)

Where Uy, and Uy, are the lepton mixing matrices. We have
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Ce1 Ce2 Ce3 Cel Ce2 Ce3
2.15-2.25(1.1-1.2|1-1.05[0.8-0.95 |0.65-0.8 | 0.55-0.70

TABLE IV: The of bulk mass parameter ‘¢’ used in our scan.

run the scan over 106 iterations and collected 5000 points in
the Little RS parametric space satisfying the anarchic Yukawa
conditions. The range of ¢ values satisfying the above con-
dition given in Tabld[V] Using these points, we calculated the
bounds on M g for all decays mentioned in sec [Tl
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