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Abstract

We analyze the boson masses and their mixing in the Minimal Su-
persymmetric SU(3)C ⊗SU(3)L⊗U(1)N Model, and we will show all
the numerical results are in agreement with actual current experimen-
tal limits.
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1 Introduction

Recently the CDF Collaboration at Fermilab presented its new High-precision
measurement, with an accuracy of ∼ 10−4, of the W -boson mass [1]

(MW )CDF = (80.4335± 0.0094)GeV , (1)

this measurement represent an excess bigger than 6 σ in relation to the more
precise value (conservative scenario) of the Standard Model (SM) [2, 3] which
is given by [4]

(MW )SM = (80.3505± 0.0077)GeV . (2)

Clearly if this result, presented by the CDF, is confirmed by other exper-
imental collaborations, this mean a new indication of physics beyond the
SM.

From the theoretical point of view, the SM cannot be a fundamental
theory since it has so many questions like that of the number of families do
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not have an answer in its context. One of these possibilities to solve this
problem is that, at energies of a few TeVs, the gauge symmetry may be

SU(3)C ⊗ SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)N , (3)

(or it is more known as M331 for shortness) instead of that of the SM [5, 6].
They are interesting possibilities for the physics at the TeV scale and we can
also accomodate the CDF data [7]. When σ1 get non zero value the neutrinos
get the following Majorana mass term [8]

Gab

2
√
2
< σ0

1 > . (4)

The supersymmetric version of the 331 minimal model, or it is more
known as MSUSY331 for shortness, was considered [9, 10, 11, 12]. In this
model beyond the anti-sextet S, we need to introduce a Sextet S ′ Higgs boson,
to cancel chiral anomalies generated by the superpartners of S in similar way
as we have to add a new doublet scalar at Minimal Supersymmetric Standard
Model (MSSM).

When all the neutral fields in sextet and anti-sextet get vev, the neutrinos
obtain mass via the see-saw mechanism, due to the mix between higgsinos
with the usual leptons, which is given by:

µ0iL̂iη̂
′ + λ2ij(ǫL̂iL̂j η̂) + λ3ij(L̂iŜL̂j) + λ4i(ǫL̂iχ̂ρ̂), (5)

in a similar way to what we have done [13]. It must be explore it in the
future.

The vaccum expectation value of this new scalar field, S ′, can expain the
shift on the W mass as we will shown below. We can decompose our scalars
fields in SU(2)⊗ U(1) representations [14, 15, 16]

60 → 32 ⊕ 2−1 ⊕ 1−4 (6)

where

S =





T ΦS√
2

ΦT

S√
2

H−−
2



 ∼ (1, 6∗, 0),

T =





σ0
1

h+

1√
2

h+

1√
2

H−−
1



 ∼ (1, 3,+2),

ΦS =

(

h+
2

σ0
2

)

∼ (1, 2,−1), H−−
2 ∼ (1, 1,−4). (7)
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ΦS is the Higgs doublet of SM while T was considered at [17]. One of main
goal at Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is to find new physics beyond the
SM. Then it is useful to predict the masses of new particles arising in some
interesting models. We want to present a detailed analyses of the gauge
bosons masses in similar way as we have done in the scalar sector [18, 19].
We have also presented a previous mass spectrum of this model, without the
Sextet [12, 20], in this article we have also studied the processes

g, d → U−− + J, g, u → U−− + jα. (8)

These exotic quarks have charge (5/3)e and −(4/3)e, respectivelly. These
processes was suggested by Alexandre Belyaev and its signature is llX and
it can be detected at LHC if they really exist in nature.

We will present in next Section, Sec.(2), the Minimal Supersymmetric
331 Model, (MSUSY331), and our numerical results are present at Sec.(3).
Our conclusions are presented at the last Section of this article. We present
in appendices the analytical analysis of the mixtures of the gauge bosons
of this model and some numerical analyses about the mixing in tne neutral
boson sector..

2 Minimal Supersymmetric 331 Model (MSUSY331)

The scalars in this model are given by [11, 12]:

η =







η0

η−1
η+2





 ∼ (1, 3, 0), ρ =







ρ+

ρ0

ρ++





 ∼ (1, 3,+1),

χ =







χ−

χ−−

χ0





 ∼ (1, 3,−1), χ̃′ =







χ̃′+

χ̃′++

χ̃′0





 ∼ (1, 3∗,+1),

η̃′ =







η̃′0

η̃′+1
η̃′−2





 ∼ (1, 3∗, 0), ρ̃′ =







ρ̃′−

ρ̃′0

ρ̃′−−





 ∼ (1, 3∗,−1),

S =













σ0
1

h+

2√
2

h−

1√
2

h+

2√
2

H++
1

σ0
2√
2

h−

1√
2

σ0
2√
2

H−−
2













∼ (1, 6∗, 0),

3



S̃ ′ =













σ̃′0
1

h̃′−

2√
2

h̃′+

1√
2

h̃′−

2√
2

H̃ ′−−
1

σ̃′0
2√
2

h̃′+

1√
2

σ̃′0
2√
2

H̃ ′++
2













∼ (1, 6, 0). (9)

The charged gauge bosons of this model are:

W±
m(x) = − 1√

2
(V 1

m(x)∓ ıV 2

m(x)),

V ±
m (x) = − 1√

2
(V 4

m(x)± ıV 5
m(x)),

U±±
m (x) = − 1√

2
(V 6

m(x)± ıV 7

m(x)). (10)

while the neutral gauge bosons are the photon

Am = sin θW
(

V 3

m −
√
3V 8

m

)

+
√

1− 4 sin2 θWVm, (11)

where θW is the Weinberg angel and we have also two massives neutral bosons
defined as

Zm = cos θWV 3

m +
√
3 tan θW sin θWV 8

m − tan θW

√

1− 4 sin2 θWVm,

Z ′
m =

1

cos θW

[
√

1− 4 sin2 θWV 8

m +
√
3 sin θWVm

]

. (12)

In order to get the gauge bosons masses we have to calculate

LEscalar
Higgs = (Dmη)

†(Dmη) + (Dmρ)
†(Dmρ) + (Dmχ)

†(Dmχ) + (Dmη
′)†(Dmη′)

+ (Dmρ
′)†(Dmρ′) + (Dmχ

′)†(Dmχ′) + Tr[(DmS)
†(DmS)]

+ Tr[(DmS
′)†(DmS ′)].

(13)

The mass of charged gauge boson are given by [12, 20]

M2
W =

g2

4

[

v2η + v2ρ + v2σ2
+ v2η′ + v2ρ′ + 2

(

v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

)

+ v2σ′

2

]

,

M2
V =

g2

4

[

v2η + v2χ + v2σ2
+ v2η′ + v2χ′ + 2

(

v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

)

+ v2σ′

2

]

,

δWV =
g2√
2

(

vσ1
vσ2

+ vσ′

1
vσ′

2

)

,

M2

U =
g2

4

(

v2ρ + v2χ + 4v2σ2
+ v2ρ′ + v2χ′ + 4v2σ′

2

)

. (14)
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This new charged vector boson, V ±, is best known in the literature as being
W ′ and in recent analyzes its masses have been considered in the following
range [21]

0.25 ≤ MW ′ ≤ 2 TeV . (15)

The charged gauge bosons can mixing. We present the analytical analysis of
this mixture in Sec.(A). We also have, as in SM, the usual Z-boson and an
extra neutral gauge boson known as Z ′-boson and in the approximation that
vχ ≃ v2χ′ and they are bigger than the others vev of this model we get the
following values [12]

M2

Z ≈ 1

2

(

g2 + 4g′2

g2 + 3g′2

)

(

v2η + v2ρ + v2σ2
+ v2η′ + v2ρ′ + v2σ′

2

)

,

M2
Z′ ≈ 2

3
(g2 + 3g′2)(v2χ + v2χ′), (16)

using the first expression from Eq.(41), toghether with M2
Z , we can write

M2
Z

M2
W

=
1 + 4t2

1 + 3t2
, (17)

where. we have defined the new parameter t in the following way:

t ≡ g′

g
, (18)

but from the SM we know the following result

M2
Z

M2
W

=
1

1− sin2 θW
, (19)

where θW is the Weak mixing angle. When we impose Eq.(19) is the same
results are presented in Eq.(19), we get the famous relation

t2 =
sin2 θW

1− 4 sin2 θW
, (20)

It imply

sin2 θW <
1

4
, (21)
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with a Landau pole 1 in

sin2 θW (µ) =
1

4
, (22)

this result is in agreement with the actual experimental bound, given by

sin2 θW = 1− M2
W

M2
Z

= 0.223562, (23)

our neutral gauge bosons can mixing, the analytical results without this
approximation is presented at Sec.(B). The limits on the Z ′ mass is given by
[21]

1.0 ≤ MZ′ ≤ 4.5 TeV . (24)

3 Numerical Analyses for CDF Experimental

Results.

The masses of theW -boson and Z-boson receive a new tree-level contribution
given by:

δM2

W =
g2

4

[

2
(

v2σ1 + v2σ′

1

)

+ v2σ′

2

]

, δM2

Z =
g2

4 cos2 θW

[

4
(

v2σ1 + v2σ′

1

)

+ v2σ′

2

]

,

(25)

therefore, as first prevision of this model is

δM2

W 6= δM2

Z , (26)

our analytical results are in agreement with the results obtained for the M331
as presented by the references [8, 23, 24]. In order, to explain the W -mass
anomaly we have to impose:

∣

∣

∣

∣

√

2
(

v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

)

+ v2σ′

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
2

g

√

| (MW )2SM − (MW )2CDF | = 11.19GeV . (27)

This new contribution does not have any restrictions coming from the fermion
mass explanation.

1Exists an energy scale µ where the model loses its perturbative regime, see [22].
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Recently it was proposed this shift can be easily explained by a real
triplet Higgs boson [25, 26] and the triplet vev, vT , is around 10 GeV. We
can also use an extra complex triplet Higgs boson with vT ≈ 3.2 GeV [27]
to expain this anomaly. There is also, an interesting proposal to explain
this anomaly using the Minimal R-Symmetric extension of MSSM, known
as MRSSM [28, 29, 30] and in this case |vT | ≤ 4 GeV [29]. The mechanism
is based on the fact that in this model a new scalar field is introduced in
the Triplet representation and it is not necessary to generate mass for the
fermions [29, 30], the vev of this new scalar can be around 3 GeV [31].

By another hand, for the ρ-parameter, in our model, it is hold the follow-
ing expression:

ρ =

(

M2
W

M2
Z cos2 θW

)

=
1 +R

1 +R′ ,

R = 2





v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

v2MP



+
v2σ′

2

v2MP

, R′ = 4





v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

v2MP



+
v2σ′

2

v2MP

,

ρ = 1 +R− R′ = 1− 2





v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

v2MP



 . (28)

remember the experimental measurement of this parameter is given by: ρ =
0.9998± 0.0008, then we must satisfy the following inequality:

√

v2σ1
+ v2σ′

1

<

√

0.0008

2
vMP < 5GeV . (29)

So we can explain the new CDF data for the W -mass, see Eq.(27), and
the ρ-parameter, Eq.(29), if the new vev of this model are of the order of a
few GeV. First result can be taken all the vev from the triplet equal to zero,
it means

v2σ′

1
= v2σ′

1
= 0 GeV , (30)

it imply ρ = 1 and also

δM2
Z =

δM2
W

cos2 θW
⇒ δM2

Z = 17.187592 GeV 2,

vσ′

2
= 11.1942 GeV . (31)

When we take the
v2σ′

1
= v2σ′

1
= 0 GeV , (32)
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our Eq.(29) give the upper limit v2σ1
< 5 GeV the same result given in [23],

but in order to also satisfy Eq.(27), we must have

vσ1
= 7.91552 GeV , (33)

therefore, this solution is not possible inside m331 model, but it is possible
in MSUSY331.

We must have all new vev different of zero. We can use Eqs.(27,29) for
fix vσ′

2
:

vσ′

2
=

√

√

√

√

4δM2
W

g
− erro ∗ v2MP = 8.7691841 GeV . (34)

Using Eq.(29) we can define vσ1
:

vσ1
=

√

√

√

√

2δM2
W

g
−

v2σ′

2

2
− v2σ′

1

(35)

our results is shown in Fig.(1). Now we get the following numerical results:

ρ = 0.9992,

δM2

Z = 28.8278 GeV 2, ⇒ (MZ)CDF = 91.3181 GeV . (36)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5
2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

v
Σ1

’ HGeVL

v Σ
1
H
G

eV
L

v
Σ 2

’ = 8.77 GeV

Figure 1: Possible values for vσ1
as function of vσ′

1
, in the minimal supersym-

metric SU(3)C ⊗ SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)N Model, see Eq.(35).

We will consider, for the charged gauge bosons, the following two case:
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vσ′

2
GeV MU GeV MV GeV MZ′ GeV δZZ′ GeV2

12.0 468.506 461.584 2023.910 -21956.1
12.5 468.512 461.586 2023.910 -21956.0
13.0 468.518 461.587 2023.910 -21955.8
13.5 468.524 461.589 2023.910 -21955.6
14.0 468.530 461.590 2023.910 -21955.5
14.5 468.536 461.592 2023.910 -21955.3
15.0 468.543 461.593 2023.910 -21955.1
15.5 468.550 461.595 2023.910 -21954.9
16.0 468.557 461.597 2023.910 -21954.7

Table 1: Masses of new gauge bosons for some values of vσ′

2
but vσ1

= vσ′

1
= 0

GeV; vχ = vχ′ = 1000 GeV and the values of MV , see Eq.(15), and the values
of MZ′, Eq.(24) and they satisfy the bounds presented by Eqs.(15,24).

a-) Only vσ′

2
6= 0, in this case the gauge bosons W and V are the physical

ones; Our numerical results are presented in Tabs.(1,2). Under this
hypotheese, the mixing parameter is zero, see Eq.(41), then the bosons
W and V are the physical ones. In this scenario we can easily conclude
the following hierarque in the masses are

MZ′ > MU > MV , (37)

this result is in agreement with the previous analysis presented in [20].

b-) Consider all new vev are non zero, where W1 and W2 are the physical
gauge bosons. Our results can be found in Tabs.(3,4). In this case we
get the following results

– MW1

∼= MW and MW2

∼= MV ;

– MU = 468.476 GeV and MZ′ = 2023.910 GeV.

The Eq.(37) is still hold in this case.

4 Conclusions

We show that in the context of Minimal Supersymmetric SU(3)C⊗SU(3)L⊗
U(1)N Model, MSUSY331, we can explain both the new measurement on

9



vχ′ GeV MU GeV MV GeV MZ′ GeV
1000 468.498 461.582 2023.91
1500 593.809 588.368 2579.43
2000 734.150 729.757 3199.01
2500 882.379 878.726 3851.85
3000 1035.110 1032.000 4523.57
3500 1190.620 1187.910 5206.88
4000 1347.930 1345.550 5897.75
4500 1506.500 1504.360 6593.79
5000 1665.950 1664.020 7293.54

Table 2: Masses for all new gauge bosons of this model for some values of vχ′

with vσ′

2
= 11.1942 GeV; vχ = 1000 GeV; vσ1

= vσ′

1
= 0 GeV and they are in

agreement with the bounds at Eqs.(15,24). The values for δZZ′ = −21956.4
GeV2.

vσ1
GeV MW GeV MV GeV δWV GeV2

0.0 80.4332 461.582 12.9285
0.5 80.4335 461.582 14.4345
1.0 80.4345 461.582 15.9406
1.5 80.4361 461.582 17.4467
2.0 80.4385 461.583 18.9528
2.5 80.4414 461.583 20.4588
3.0 80.4451 461.584 21.9649
3.5 80.4494 461.585 23.4710
4.0 80.4544 461.586 24.9771
4.5 80.4600 461.587 26.4831
5.0 80.4663 461.588 27.9892
5.5 80.4732 461.589 29.4953

Table 3: Masses of single charged gauge bosons and δWV for some values of
vσ1

for vχ = vχ′ = 1000 GeV; vσ′

1
= 4.89453 GeV; vσ′

2
= 8.7691841 GeV.
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vχ′ GeV MW GeV MV GeV MW1
GeV MW2

GeV
1000 80.4335 461.582 80.4335 461.582
1500 80.4335 588.368 80.4335 588.368
2000 80.4335 729.757 80.4335 729.757
2500 80.4335 878.726 80.4335 878.726
3000 80.4335 1032.000 80.4335 1032.000
3500 80.4335 1187.91 80.4335 1187.91
4000 80.4335 1345.55 80.4335 1345.55
4500 80.4335 1504.36 80.4335 1504.36
5000 80.4335 1664.02 80.4335 1664.02

Table 4: Masses of MW ,MV ,MW1
and MW2

, see Eq.(46), for some values of
vχ′ for vχ = 1000 GeV; vσ1

0.5 GeV; vσ′

1
= 4.89453 GeV; vσ′

2
= 8.7691841

GeV.

the W -boson mass as well as the ρ-parameter if Eqs.(27,29) are satisfied
simultaneously as we have showed in Eqs.(31,36) and also in our Fig.(1). We
also calculated the masses of all the gauge bosons of this model and MZ′ >
MU > MV and their values are in agreement with the actual experimental
data given at Eqs.(15,24).
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A Mixing between W and V .

We notice, from Eq.(41), if vσ1
6= 0 the gauge bosons W and V are no longer

the physical ones, in agreement with the results presented at [14, 15, 7]. They
can mixing and the physical bosons are W±

1,2 and their masses are

M2
W1

=
1

2

(

M2
W +M2

V −
√

(M2
W −M2

V )
2 + 4δ2WV

)

,

M2

W2
=

1

2

(

M2

W +M2

V +
√

(M2
W −M2

V )
2 + 4δ2WV

)

. (38)
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The physical eigenstates are defined as
(

W±
1m

W±
2m

)

=

(

cos θ± − sin θ±

sin θ± cos θ±

)(

W±
m

V ±
m

)

, (39)

the mixing angle is given by

tan2 θ± =
M2

W1
−M2

W

M2
W2

−M2
V

. (40)

B Mixing between Z and Z ′.

The neutral gauge bosons Z and Z ′ can mix and it is given by

Lneutra =
(

Zm Z ′
m

)

(

M2
Z δZZ′

δZZ′ M2
Z′

)(

Zm

Z ′
m

)

, (41)

where

M2
Z =

g2v2MP

4 cos2 θW
,

M2
Z′ =

g2

4

[

4v2MP

3s
+

2t2U2

s
+

4s

3

(

w2 + w′2
)

]

,

δZZ′ =
g2

4
√
3hws

[

(V 2 − U2)− 6t2U2
]

, (42)

compare those values with our result presented on Eqs.(16). We have defined

V 2 = v2 + 2y2 + z2 + v′2 + 2y′2 + z′2,

U2 = u2 + u′2,

t2 =
sin2 θW

1− 4 sin2 θW
,

s = 1 + 3t2,

v2MP = V 2 + U2, (43)

to understand how to get the third expression above see Eqs.(19,20). We can
show the following relations

cos θW =

√
s√

s+ t2
,
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sin θW =
t√

s+ t2
,

√
s + t2 =

(

√

hW

)−1

,

hW = 1− 4 sin2 θW . (44)

The physical mass of physical gauge bosons are

(

Z0
1m

Z0
2m

)

=

(

cos θ0 − sin θ0

sin θ0 cos θ0

)(

Z0
m

(Z ′)0m

)

, (45)

where the mixing angle in this sector is

tan2 θ0 =
M2

Z1
−M2

Z

M2
Z2

−M2
Z′

, (46)

where

M2
Z1

=
1

2

(

M2
Z +M2

Z′ +
√

(M2
Z −M2

Z′)2 + 4δ2ZZ′

)

,

M2

Z2
=

1

2

(

M2

Z +M2

Z′ −
√

(M2
Z −M2

Z′)2 + 4δ2ZZ′

)

. (47)

C Preliminar Numerical Analysis for Z and

Z ′

For our numerical analyses, at tree-level, we will apply the constraint2

V 2

η + V 2

ρ + 2V 2

2 = (246 GeV)2, (48)

coming from MW , where, we have defined

V 2

η = v2η + v2η′ , V 2

ρ = v2ρ + v2ρ′ ,

V 2

2 = v2σ2
+ v2σ′

2
. (49)

Assuming that

vη = 20, vσ2
= 10, vη′ = vρ′ = 1 GeV , (50)

2As we have choose at [11].
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The value of vρ is fixed by Eq.(2), we get

vρ = 245.20 GeV . (51)

As an example as the mixing of Z and Z ′ we use the vev defined in Eq.(50)
together the following vev

vσ1
= vσ′

1
= vσ′

2
= 0 GeV ,

vχ = vχ′ = 1000 GeV , (52)

in Eq.(42) to get the following results3

MZ = 91.1875 GeV , MZ′ = 2023.91 GeV ,

δZZ′ = −21958 GeV 2, (53)

the value for Z ′ mass is in agreement with Eq.(24). Repare δZZ′ 6= 0, therefore
Z and Z ′ are not physical gauge boson. The masses of physical gauge bosons
Z1,2, using Eq.(47), are4

MZ1
= 91.1875 GeV , MZ2

= 2023.91 GeV . (54)

Therefore the bosons Z and Z ′, as a first approximation, can be considered
as being the physical states, and their masses given at Eq.(42).
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