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W mass in a model with vector-like leptons and U(1)′
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Abstract

We study the effects of vector-like leptons on the W boson mass in a model with a
vector-like U(1)′ gauge symmetry. This model provides simultaneous explanations for the
recent anomalies in the muon anomalous magnetic moment and the semi-leptonic decays of
B mesons. We found that the recent result of the W boson mass precise measurement at
CDF can be explained if the charged (neutral) vector-like lepton is lighter than 250 (80) GeV.
The light vector-like leptons may not be excluded by collider experiments if these decay to
a physical mode of the U(1)′ breaking scalar field.
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1 Introduction

Recently, the CDF collaboration reported a new result of the precise W boson mass measure-
ment [1],

mCDF
W = 80.4335 (94) GeV. (1)

This value is larger than the combination of the previous measurements mPDG
W = 80.379 (12) GeV

and the Standard Model (SM) prediction mSM
W = 80.361 (6) GeV [2]. Since the announcement

of the result, the explanations for the new W boson mass and its relations to other physics have
been studied extensively [3–77].

In this work, we point out that the shift of the W boson mass can be explained in a model with
vector-like (VL) leptons and an extra U(1)′ gauge symmetry which was proposed in Refs. [78,79].
The model provides a simultaneous explanation for the anomalies in the muon anomalous magnetic
moment, g−2, and the semi-leptonic decays of the B meson 3. The recent FNAL measurement [97]
confirmed the long-standing discrepancy of the muon g − 2 between the experimental value [98]
and the SM prediction [99–118], and the current discrepancy is ∆aµ = 2.51 (59) × 10−9. Yet
another discrepancy from the SM is found in the measurements of rare semi-leptonic B meson
decays [119–135], b→ s``. In this paper, we focus on the VL leptons and Z ′ boson in this model
to show that mW and ∆aµ can be explained simultaneously. As we have shown in Refs. [78, 79],
this model can easily accommodate the b → s`` anomaly when the Z ′ boson is sufficiently light
and strongly couples to muons, so that ∆aµ is explained. Therefore, our model will provide a
unified explanation for the recent three anomalies, mW , ∆aµ and b → s``. It will turn out that
the VL leptons should be lighter than those to explain ∆aµ. Hence we will study the observables
which would be changed from the SM values due to the light VL leptons.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The model is briefly introduced in Sec. 2, and then
the observables in our analysis are discussed in Sec. 3. The result of a numerical analysis is shown
and the LHC signals are discussed in Sec. 4. Section 5 is devoted to summary. Diagonalization
of the mass matrices is discussed in Appendix A, and the formula for the three-body decays are
shown in Appendix B.

2 Model

2.1 Mass matrices

We briefly introduce our model, with particular interests in VL leptons, see Refs. [78,79] for more
details. The matter content relevant to the discussion in this work is shown in Table 1. We
assume that the VL leptons mix with only the SM leptons in the second generation to prevent

3Models with VL fermions and a U(1)′ symmetry for the anomalies are proposed in Refs. [80–90]. Explanations
for ∆aµ by VL leptons are proposed in e.g. Refs. [91–96].

1



Table 1: Matter contents. Electric charge of fermion f is Qf = T 3
f + Yf/2. The SU(2)L doublets

have components; `L = (νL, µL), H = (H0, H−), LL = (N ′L, E
′
L) and LR = (−E ′R, N

′
R).

`L µR νR H LL ER LR EL NL NR Z ′ Φ

SU(2)L 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1

U(1)Y −1 2 0 −1 −1 2 1 −2 0 0 0 0

U(1)′ 0 0 0 0 −1 1 1 −1 −1 1 0 −1

flavor violations. The mass terms and the Yukawa couplings are given by

L ⊃ −mLLRLL −mEEREL −mNNRNL −
1

2
MRν

c
RνR (2)

+ y2µR`LH + ynνR`LH̃ + λLΦLR`L − λEΦ∗µREL − λNΦ∗νRNL

+ λeERLLH − λ′eLRH̃EL + λnNRLLH̃ + λ′nLRHNL + h.c.,

where H̃ := iσ2H
∗ = (H∗−,−H∗0 ). The SU(2)L indices are contracted by iσ2. We introduce the

Majorana mass term of νR for the type-I see-saw mechanism. After the scalar fields develop their
vacuum expectation values (VEVs), vH := 〈H0〉 and vΦ := 〈Φ〉, the Dirac mass matrices for the
leptons are given by

eRMeeL :=
(
µR ER E

′
R

)
y2vH 0 λEvΦ

0 λevH mE

λLvΦ mL λ′evH



µL

E ′L

EL

 , (3)

nRMnnL :=
(
νR NR N

′
R

)
ynvH 0 λNvΦ

0 λnvH mN

λLvΦ mL λ′nvH



νL

N ′L

NL

 . (4)

The mass basis is defined as

êL := U †eLeL, êR := U †eReR, n̂L := U †nLnL, n̂R := U †nRnR, (5)

where unitary matrices diagonalize the mass matrices as

U †eRMeUeL =


mµ 0 0

0 mE1 0

0 0 mE2

 , U †nRMnUnL =


· · ·
0 mN1 0

0 0 mN2

 . (6)

The masses are increasingly ordered. Here, ·’s in the first row of the neutrino mass matrix will be
irrelevant after νR is integrated out. Neglecting O (vH) entries, the VL lepton masses are given by

mE1 ∼ME :=
√
m2
E + λ2

Ev
2
Φ, mN1 ∼ mN , mE2 ∼ mN2 ∼ML :=

√
m2
L + λ2

Lv
2
Φ, (7)
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when ME,mN < ML and hence L ∼ (E2, N2).
We define the Dirac fermions as

ê := (µ,E1, E2) , n̂ := (ν,N1, N2) , (8)

where

[e]i := ([êL]i , [êR]i) , [n]i := ([n̂L]i , [n̂R]i) , (9)

with i = 1, 2, 3. We expand the neutral scalar fields as

H0 = vH +
1√
2

(h+ iah) , Φ = vΦ +
1√
2

(χ+ iaχ) , (10)

where h and χ are the physical real scalar fields, while the pseudo-scalar components ah and aχ
are absorbed by the Z and Z ′ bosons, respectively.

2.2 Interactions

The Z and W boson couplings are given by

LZ,W = Zµ
∑
f=e,n

fγµ
(
gZfLPL + gZfRPR

)
f +

[
Wµnγ

µ
(
gWL PL + gWR PR

)
e + h.c.

]
, (11)

where

gZeA =
g

2cW

(
−EA + 2s2

W13

)
, gZnA =

g

2cW
NA, gWA =

g√
2
hA, (12)

for A = L,R. Here,

EA := U †eAQAUeA , NA := U †nAQAUnA , hA := U †nAQAUeA , (13)

where QL = diag(1, 1, 0) and QR = 13 − QL. PL (PR) are the chiral projections onto the left-
(right-) handed fermions.

The gauge interactions with the Z ′ boson in the mass basis are defined as

LZ′ = Z ′µ
∑
f=e,n

fγµ
(
gZ
′

fL
PL + gZ

′

fR
PR

)
f, (14)

where the coupling matrices are given by

gZ
′

eA
= g′U †eAQ

′
eUeA , gZ

′

nA
= g′U †nAQ

′
nUnA , (15)

with Q′e = Q′n = diag(0,−1,−1). g′ is the gauge coupling constant for U(1)′.
The Yukawa interactions are given by

−LY =
1√
2

∑
S=h,χ

∑
f=e,n

Sf Y S
f PLf + h.c., (16)
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where

Y h
e = U †eR


y2 0 0

0 λe 0

0 0 λ′e

UeL , Y χ
e = U †eR


0 0 λE

0 0 0

λL 0 0

UeL , (17)

Y h
n = U †nR


yn 0 0

0 λn 0

0 0 λ′n

UnL , Y χ
n = U †nR


0 0 λN

0 0 0

λL 0 0

UnL . (18)

2.3 Couplings at the leading order

We show the structures of the coupling matrices at the leading order in O (mµ/vΦ). Hereafter, we
assume λe, λn ∼ y2, so that the muon mass is explained without fine-tuning, and the Z and W
boson couplings to the SM leptons do not sizably deviate from the SM values. The formulas with
the sub-leading terms are explicitly shown in Appendix A. The Z ′ couplings are given by

gZ
′

eL
= g′U †LQ

′
LUL ∼ − g′


s2
L −cLsLceL cLsLseL

−cLsLceL s2
eL

+ c2
Lc

2
eL

s2
LseLceL

cLsLseL s2
LseLceL c2

Ls
2
eL

+ c2
eL

 , (19)

gZ
′

eR
= g′U †RQ

′
RUR ∼ − g′


s2
E −cEsEseR −cEsEceR

−cEsEseR c2
eR

+ c2
Es

2
eR
−s2

EseRceR

−cEsEceR −s2
EseRceR c2

Ec
2
eR

+ s2
eR

 , (20)

where

cX :=
mX

MX

, sX :=
λXvΦ

MX

, X = L,E. (21)

Here, ceA and seA (A = L,R) are the angles to diagonalize the VL mass matrix, defined in Eq. (60).
These are approximately given by

ceA ' 1−
η2
eA

2
, seA ' ηeA , ηeL :=

λ′evHML

M2
L −M2

E

, ηeR :=
λ′evHME

M2
L −M2

E

, (22)

for ηeA � 1. Those for the neutrino couplings gZ
′

nA
are given by replacing sE → 0, cE → 1 and

eA → nA. The isospin parts of the Z and W boson couplings are given by

EA ∼


δAL 0 0

0 c2
eA

−ceAseA
0 −ceAseA s2

eA

 , NA ∼


δAL 0 0

0 c2
nA

−cnAsnA
0 −cnAsnA s2

nA

 , (23)
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and

hA ∼


δAL 0 0

0 ceAcnA −cnAseA
0 −ceAsnA seAsnA

 , (24)

for A = L,R. Here, δAL = 1 (0) for A = L (R). Thus, the SM lepton couplings to the Z and W
bosons are the same as the SM ones, and the off-diagonal couplings of the SM and VL fermions
are vanishing, up to O (mµ/vΦ). This is in contrast to the model studied in Ref. [20], and hence
the W -mass could be addressed in this model solely by the VL leptons.

The Yukawa couplings to the scalars h and χ are respectively given by

Y h
e ∼


y2cLcE + λesLsE O (y2) O (y2)

O (y2) seLceRλ
′
e ceLceRλ

′
e

O (y2) −seLseRλ′e −ceLseRλ′e

 , (25)

Y χ
e ∼


0 cEseLλE cEceLλE

cLceRλL sEseLseRλE + sLceLceRλL sEceLseRλE − sLseLceRλL
−cLseRλL sEseLceRλE − sLceLseRλL sEceLceRλE + sLseLseRλL

 . (26)

Those for the neutrinos are given by replacing y2 → 0, e → n and E → N . Note that mµ ∼
(y2cLcE + λesLsE)vH , so the Yukawa coupling to the Higgs boson is also not changed from the
SM value for heavy VL leptons. The SM Higgs couplings to the SM and VL leptons are again
suppressed by the small muon Yukawa coupling. The χ boson coupling to the SM muon vanishes
if we neglect the muon mass.

3 Phenomenology

3.1 Oblique parameters and W boson mass

In this model, the VL lepton contributions to the T parameter, one of the oblique parameters [136,
137], is given by [138],

16πs2
W c

2
WT =

∑
a,β

{(∣∣hLaβ∣∣2 +
∣∣hRaβ∣∣2) θ+(ya, yβ) + 2Re

(
hLaβh

R∗
aβ

)
θ−(ya, yβ)

}
(27)

−
∑
a<b

{(∣∣N L
ab

∣∣2 +
∣∣NR

ab

∣∣2) θ+(ya, yb) + 2Re
(
N L
abNR∗

ab

)
θ−(ya, yb)

}
−
∑
α<β

{(∣∣ELαβ∣∣2 +
∣∣ERαβ∣∣2) θ+(yα, yβ) + 2Re

(
ELαβER∗αβ

)
θ−(yα, yβ)

}
,

where a, b = 1, 2, 3 (α, β = 1, 2, 3) run over the neutral (charged) leptons. These subscripts are
the elements of the couplings matrices, e.g. hLaβ := [hL]aβ. The other oblique parameters, 2πS
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and −2πU , are obtained by replacing the functions, θ± → χ±, except for the first line in the S
parameter which should be replaced as θ± → ψ±. The loop functions are defined in Ref. [41]. For
an order of magnitude estimation, taking seA , snA = 0 and mL0 ' mL− , we have

16πs2
W c

2
WT ∼

2(m2
L− −m2

L0)2

3m2
ZM

2
L

∼ 2v4
H

3m2
ZM

2
L

(
λ′e

2

1−M2
E/M

2
L

− λ′n
2

1−m2
N/M

2
L

)2

, (28)

where mL− and mL0 are the masses of doublet-like charged and neutral VL leptons, respectively.
ηeA , ηnA � 1 is assumed in the second equality. Hence,

T ∼ 0.13×
(

λ′e
2

1−M2
E/M

2
L

− λ′n
2

1−m2
N/M

2
L

)2(
250 GeV

ML

)2

, (29)

where we used s2
W = 0.23121 [2]. The W boson mass is related to the oblique parameters as [139,

140] 4

δm2
W

m2
W |SM

=
αe

c2
W − s2

W

(
−1

2
S + c2

WT +
c2
W − s2

W

4s2
W

U +
s2
W

αe
εµ

)
∼ 0.001×

(
T

0.1

)
, (30)

where T � S, U and εµ ' 0 are assumed in the second equality. We include the shift from the
W boson coupling to the muon at tree-level, hL11 =: hLνµ =: 1− εµ. Hereafter, we write the indices
for the SM leptons by ν/µ instead of 1, so that these are not confused with the first generations.
Note that εµ is positive in our model as shown in Eq. (61). Therefore, from Eq. (29), the shift
may be explained if λ′e, λ

′
n ∼ O (1), ML ∼ 250 GeV and M2

E/M
2
L,m

2
N/M

2
L are O (1).

3.2 Muon g − 2

The muon anomalous magnetic moment ∆aµ is shifted by the 1-loop effects via the Z ′ and χ
bosons. This is approximately given by [93,141]

∆aµ ∼ −
mµλ

′
evH

16π2m2
Z′
C̃LR, (31)

C̃LR :=
λLλEmLmE

MLME

(
GZ(xL)−GZ(xE)

xL − xE
+
m2
Z′

2m2
χ

yLGS(yL)− yRGS(yR)

yL − yR

)
, (32)

where xL := M2
L/m

2
Z′ , xE := M2

E/m
2
Z′ , yL := M2

L/m
2
χ and yE := M2

E/m
2
χ. The exact formula and

the loop functions are shown in Refs. [78,79]. The value of ∆aµ is estimated as

∆aµ ∼ 5× 10−9 × λ′e
(

500 GeV

mZ′

)2
(
C̃LR
−0.01

)
. (33)

Hence, the Z ′ boson with mass of order 500 GeV can explain ∆aµ.

4We neglect the difference in the definitions of the oblique parameters. The length of slopes of self-energies are
taken to be finite value [138], but these effects are less than 5% in the parameter space studied in this paper, and
thus not important.
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3.3 EW observables

The mixing of the second generation leptons and the VL states can change the SM predictions of
the EW boson couplings. The Fermi constant Gµ determined by the muon decay is given by

Gµ = GF

∣∣hLνµ∣∣ , GF√
2

=
g2

8m2
W

, (34)

at the tree-level, where Gµ = 1.1663787 × 10−5 GeV2 [2]. The partial width of the W boson is
given by

BR (W → µν) =
g2mW

48πΓW

∣∣hLνµ∣∣2 , (35)

where the muon and neutrino masses are neglected. In the SM, the gauge coupling constant
and ΓW are given by g(mZ) = 0.65184 (18) [142] and ΓW = 2.0895 (8) GeV [143], respectively.
We use these SM values for numerical analysis, since the branching fraction, ∝ g2mW/ΓW , is
approximately independent of g and mW .

The Z boson partial decay widths are given by

Γ (Z → µµ) =
GFm

3
Z

12
√

2π

(
1 +

3αe
4π

)(∣∣−ELµµ + 2s2
W

∣∣2 +
∣∣−ERµµ + 2s2

W

∣∣2) , (36)

Γ (Z → inv) =
GFm

3
Z

12
√

2π

(
2 +

∣∣N L
νν

∣∣2) , (37)

where the Z boson couplings to the electron and tau neutrinos are set to the SM values. The
leading QED effect is included for Z → µµ. The asymmetry parameter Aµ and AµFB are given by

Aµ =
(ELµµ)2 − (ERµµ)2 − 4s2

W

(
ELµµ − ERµµ

)
(ELµµ)2 + (ERµµ)2 − 4s2

W

(
ELµµ + ERµµ

)
+ 8s4

W

, AµFB =
3

4
AeAµ. (38)

Since the Z boson couplings to the electrons are the SM-like, Ae = ASM
e = 0.1468 (03) [2]. We

shall use the SM value for the weak angle, s2
W = 0.23155 [2] to calculate Aµ.

Similarly to the SM gauge bosons, h→ µµ can deviate from the SM value. We define the ratio
of the width,

Rµµ :=
Γ(h→ µµ)

Γ(h→ µµ)SM

=
v2
H

m2
µ

∣∣∣[Y h
e

]
µµ

∣∣∣2 . (39)

The decay rate of h→ γγ will deviate from the SM value due to the loop effects mediated by the
charged VL leptons. We define the ratio of the width of h→ γγ to that in the SM as

Rγγ :=
Γ(h→ γγ)

Γ(h→ γγ)SM

=

∣∣∣∣∣1 +
∑
i=1,2

([
Y h
e

]
EiEi

vH
mEi

)
AH1/2(τEi)

ASM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (40)
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where τI = m2
H/(4m

2
I) for the lower case I = E1, E2, and the SM contribution ASM is given

by [144]

ASM := AH1 (τW ) +
∑
f

N f
c Q

2
fA

H
1/2(τf ). (41)

Here, f runs over all the SM fermions. Qf and N f
c are the electric charge and the number of

colors of the fermion f , respectively. Assuming that the production cross sections are the same
as in the SM, the current experimental values are Rµµ = 1.19± 0.34 and Rγγ = 1.10± 0.07 [2].

For hLνµ 6= 1, the SM gauge boson couplings are not lepton flavor universal. We shall consider
the decays of Z, W bosons and τ ,

Γ (Z → µµ)

Γ (Z → ee)
=

∣∣−ELµµ + 2s2
W

∣∣2 +
∣∣−ERµµ + 2s2

W

∣∣2
1− 4s2

W + 8s4
W

,
Γ (W → µν)

Γ (W → eν)
=
∣∣hLνµ∣∣2 , (42)

Γ (τ → µνν)

Γ (τ → eνν)
=
∣∣hLνµ∣∣2 F`(m2

µ

m2
τ

)
, (43)

where

F`(y) = 1− 8y + 8y3 − y4 − 12y2 log y. (44)

We also study the ratio of the Z/W boson decays to tau and muon, Γ (Z → ττ) /Γ (Z → µµ) and
Γ (W → τν) /Γ (W → µν) which are given by the inverse of Eq. (42) in our model.

3.4 Muon trident process

The Z ′ boson can induce the so-called neutrino trident process, νµN → νµµ
+µ−N [145–150]. The

cross section for this process at the CCFR experiment is estimated as [150,151]

RCCFR :=
σCCFR

σSM
CCFR

'
(1 + 4s2

W + ∆gVµµµµ)2 + 1.13(1−∆gAµµµµ)2

(1 + 4s2
W )2 + 1.13

, (45)

where the Z ′ boson contributions ∆gV,Aµµµµ are given by

∆gV,Aµµµµ =

√
2

GF · 2m2
Z′

[
gZ
′

nL

]
νµνµ

([
gZ
′

eR

]
µµ
±
[
gZ
′

eL

]
µµ

)
∼ s2

L(s2
E ± s2

L)

2
√

2GFv2
Φ

. (46)

The experimentally observed rate is σCCFR/σ
SM
CCFR = 0.82± 0.28 at 95% C.L 5.

3.5 b→ sµµ anomaly

We emphasize that the recent anomaly in the b → s`` process can easily be explained in this
model. The Wilson coefficients for the semi-leptonic operators are given by

C9,10 ∼ −
π

2
√

2αeGF

1

VtbV ∗ts

(
λ2
E

M2
E

± λ2
L

M2
L

)
gZ
′

sb

g′
, (47)

5For the calculation of RCCFR, we used s2W = 0.23129 as in Ref. [150].
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where Vtb and Vts are the CKM elements, and gZ
′

sb is the Z ′ boson coupling constant to sb in the
left-handed interaction. The Wilson coefficient C9 is estimated as

C9 ∼ −0.8×
(

200 GeV

mVLL

)2(
gZ
′

sb /g
′

10−4

)
,

1

m2
VLL

:=
λ2
E

M2
E

+
λ2
L

M2
L

, (48)

whereas the current favored values is C9 ∈ [−1.0,−0.5] depending on the value of C10 [152–158].
Thus, the b → s`` anomaly can be explained even with the small Z ′ coupling to quarks, as long
as those to the VL leptons are sizable to explain the shift in mW and ∆aµ. With such small
couplings to the Z ′ boson, the flavor violations such as Bs-Bs mixing will not deviate from the
SM prediction due to the small couplings, as we have explicitly shown in Refs. [78, 79]. Further,
the production cross sections at the LHC will be so small that the di-muon signal is much below
the current limit [159].

3.6 Cabibbo angle anomaly

As pointed out in Refs. [160, 161], the shift of the W boson coupling to the muon could explain
the recent Cabibbo angle anomaly, which may be caused by the disagreement between values Vus
determined from beta and Kaon decays. Let us consider the observable [160]

R(Vus) :=
V Kµ
us√

1− |V β
ud|2 − |Vub|

2
=

Vus√
1− |Vud/hLνµ|2 − |Vub|

2
∼ 1 +

∣∣∣∣VudVus

∣∣∣∣2 εµ. (49)

where V Kµ
us (V β

ud) is the value of the CKM element determined from the Kaon (β) decay. The
CKM elements without superscript are those in our model which are assumed to be unitary 6.
Here, V Kµ

us = 0.2252 (5), Vub = 4 × 10−3 [2] and Vud = 0.97373 (09) [160]. The current measured
value is R(Vus) = 0.9891 (27) [160]. Since εµ > 0 in this model, the tension can not be resolved by
the mixing with the VL leptons. We shall not include R(Vus) in our χ2 analysis because it can not
be explained by the mixing with VL leptons, and could be explained by mixing with VL quarks.

4 Numerical results and LHC signals

4.1 χ2 fitting

There are 12 parameters in our model,

x = (g′, vΦ,mχ,mL,mE,mN , λL, λE, λe, λ
′
e, λn, λ

′
n), (50)

to be scanned in our parameter search. The SM Yukawa coupling constant y2 is fixed to explain
the muon mass for a given parameter set. We take λN = yn = 0 since these are irrelevant

6We neglect non-unitarity of the 3 × 3 CKM matrix which could be induced by mixing with VL quarks, since
we have shown that it is unitary up to O

(
10−11

)
for typical cases [78,79].
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Table 2: The list of observables and their values studied in our χ2 analysis.

Obs. Exp. Unc. Remark

∆aµ × 109 2.51 0.59 Refs. [97–118]

mW [GeV] 80.4335 0.0094 CDF value [1]

BR (W → µν) 0.1063 0.0015 Ref. [2]

Γ (Z → µµ) [GeV] 0.08395 0.00018 Ref. [2]

Γ (Z → inv) [GeV] 0.4989 0.0025 Ref. [2]

Aµ 0.142 0.015 Ref. [2]

AµFB 0.0169 0.0013 Ref. [2]

Rµµ 1.19 0.34 Ref. [2]

Rγγ 1.10 0.07 Ref. [2]

Γ (Z → µµ) /Γ (Z → ee) 1.0001 0.0024 Ref. [2]

Γ (Z → ττ) /Γ (Z → µµ) 1.0010 0.0026 Ref. [2]

Γ (W → µν) /Γ (W → eν) 0.996 0.008 Ref. [2]

Γ (W → τν) /Γ (W → µν) 1.070 0.026 Ref. [2]

Γ (τ → µνν) /Γ (τ → eνν) 0.9762 0.0028 Ref. [2]

RCCFR 0.82 0.14 Ref. [150,151]

for phenomenology after integrating out νR. To find points which can explain the anomalies
consistently with the other observables, we minimize the χ2 function

χ2(x) :=
∑
I

(yI(x)− y0
I )

2

σ2
I

, (51)

where yI ’s are observables listed in Table 2. y0
I and σI are the experimental central value and

its 1σ error, respectively. For RCCFR, the error is chosen such that the 2σ deviation corresponds
to the 95% C.L limit. Here, we assume that the W boson mass is given by the CDF result.
In the SM, χ2

SM ' 94 mainly originated from ∆aµ and mW as well as the 2.7σ deviation in
Γ (W → τν) /Γ (W → µν).

In our analysis, we restrict the parameter space to be

vΦ ∈ [100, 2000] GeV, mL,mE ∈ [100, 1500] GeV, (52)

mχ ∈ [63, 1500] GeV mN ∈ [40, 1500] GeV, (53)

and

g′ ∈ [0, 0.35], λL, λE, λe, λn, λ
′
e, λ
′
n ∈ [−1, 1]. (54)
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Figure 1: Scattering plots on the observables in our analysis. The cross and circle points are
100 < mE1 < 175 GeV and mE1 > 175 GeV, respectively. All the points explain the mW and ∆aµ
within 1σ. The error bars on the left panel are the 1σ uncertainties, and the dash horizontal line
on the right panel is 95% C.L. limit on RCCFR. The central value of Rγγ = 1.10 is outside of the
figure. The benchmark points, (A), (B), (C), and (D), lie on top of each other in the left panel.

Here, the lower bounds of mχ is chosen so that h → χχ is kinematically forbidden. The U(1)′

gauge constant g′ is required to be smaller than 0.35, so that it is perturbative up to 1016 GeV in
the full model with VL quarks [78]. We minimize the χ2 function from random initial points in
the parameter range. We further require mE1 ,mZ′ > 100 GeV and mN1 > 45 GeV for the fitted
points, so that the collider limits would be avoided and Z → N1N1 is kinematically forbidden.

We calculated branching fractions of the Z ′ boson and the VL leptons. For the Z ′ boson
decay, we calculated the two-body decays to the leptons. We neglect the decays to quarks, since
the couplings to quarks will be tiny as discussed in Section 3.5. For the decays of VL leptons,
we calculated the two-body decays to a SM, χ, Z ′ boson and a lepton. The three-body decays
via off-shell Z ′ or W boson are calculated based on the formula shown in Appendix B if the
corresponding on-shell two-body decay is kinematically forbidden.

Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4 show the scatter plots of the result of the χ2 fitting. On these plots,
the cross and circle points are 100 < mE1 < 175 GeV and mE1 > 175 GeV, respectively. The
colors of points indicate the dominant decay mode of the lightest charged VL lepton E1. Note
that the three-body decays are also classified by its off-shell boson, e.g. E1 → N1eνe is a part of
E1 → N1W for mE1 −mN1 < mW .

The scatter plots for the observables are shown in Fig. 1. On the left panel, the gray error
bars are the 1σ errors along the axes. We see that ∆aµ and mW are simultaneously explained on
these points within 1σ. From the right panel, Rγγ can deviate from unity at most 4%, and hence
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Figure 2: Scattering plots the Yukawa couplings (λ′e, λ
′
n) and the VL lepton masses (mE1 ,mN1).

The cross and circle points are 100 < mE1 < 175 GeV and mE1 > 175 GeV, respectively.

this is about 1σ below the experimental central value of 1.10. The neutrino trident process can
be induced from the Z ′ boson exchange, and there are points close to the upper bound of 1.10,
depicted by the gray dashed line. Altogether, all of the points explain the anomalies in mW and
∆aµ without conflicting with the current limits on Rγγ and RCCFR.

The left panel of Fig. 2 shows the scatter plots on (λ′e, λ
′
n). There are points only where

|λ′n| ∼ 1.0. This indicates that the mass shift of mW is predominantly induced by the VL neutrino
which can be lighter than the charged ones. The right panel shows the same plot on (mE1 ,mN1).
We see that the VL neutrino should be lighter than 80 GeV to explain the shift of mW , and the
upper bound becomes stronger for heavier E1. Thus, most of the points with mE1 > 175 GeV
have E1 → N1W as the dominant decay mode.

Figure 3 shows the scatter plots on the mE1 and mZ′ (mχ) plane on the left (right) panel. The
gray line is mE1 = mZ′ or mχ. The upper bound on mZ′ is about 600 GeV to explain the muon
g − 2, while χ can be much heavier. E1 → N1W is the dominant decay mode even if mZ′ < mE1

due to the larger gauge coupling constant g > g′.
Figure 4 shows the scatter plots for the oblique parameters. The solid (dashed) lines correspond

to 1σ (2σ) errors of mW of the CDF measurement when U = 0 and S = 0 on the left and
right panel, respectively. For mE1 > 175 GeV, the points are found only around (S, T, U) ∼
(0.01, 0.15, 0.02), so the W boson mass shift is mainly explained by the T parameter. Different
values of the oblique parameters are allowed for mE1 < 175 GeV. These patterns of the oblique
parameters will be useful to distinguish the parameter space of our model.

Tables 3 and 4 shows the benchmark points of our model. The second row of Table 4 is the
SM predictions whose χ2 value is about 94, whereas the benchmark points have χ2 ∼ 15. The

12



Figure 3: Scattering plots on the masses of Z ′ boson and the VL leptons. The cross and circle
points are 100 < mE1 < 175 GeV and mE1 > 175 GeV, respectively. The diagonal lines are
respectively mZ′ = mE1 and mχ = mE1 on the left and right panel.

Figure 4: Scattering plots on the oblique parameters. The cross and circle points are 100 <
mE1 < 175 GeV and mE1 > 175 GeV, respectively. The solid (dashed) lines are 1σ (2σ) range
of the W boson mass measured by the CDF for U = 0 and S = 0 on the left and right panel,
respectively.
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Table 3: Selected input parameters and branching fractions of new particles. The observables
not included in our χ2 analysis are shown in the last four rows.

benchmark A B C D

g′ 0.3479 0.1212 0.3500 0.3500

mZ′ GeV 119.2054 105.5420 145.2143 196.6287

mχ GeV 1498.6692 118.1512 135.2181 63.1570

mE1 GeV 102.2595 118.0921 142.4606 178.4233

mE2 GeV 322.9197 156.0050 1524.0154 1517.7766

mN1 GeV 45.8666 73.1853 68.6071 63.5020

mN2 GeV 216.9324 247.9042 245.9130 258.8140

Br(Z ′ → µµ) 0.0057 0.6488 0.0017 0.0033

Br(Z ′ → νν) 0.0000 0.1059 0.0002 0.0006

Br(N1 → χν) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9938

Br(N1 → Z ′ν) 0.0006 0.9896 0.0027 0.0009

Br(N1 → Wµ) 0.9994 0.0104 0.9973 0.0054

Br(E1 → χµ) 0.0000 0.0000 0.6454 0.0163

Br(E1 → Z ′µ) 0.0010 0.9999 0.0000 0.0000

Br(E1 → WN1) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9836

Br(E1 → SM) 0.9990 0.0001 0.3546 0.0000

S 0.0299 0.0390 0.0347 0.0249

T 0.1377 0.1763 0.1713 0.1652

U 0.0586 0.0168 0.0204 0.0191

R(Vus) 1.0002 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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Table 4: Values of observables at the benchmark points. The second column is the SM prediction.
The degree of freedom is 15− 12 = 3.

benchmark SM A B C D

χ2 93.7831 15.2403 16.2259 16.0397 16.1686

∆aµ×109 0.0000 2.4826 2.5001 2.5136 2.5027

mW GeV 80.3610 80.4338 80.4335 80.4338 80.4334

Br(W → µν) 0.1084 0.1084 0.1084 0.1084 0.1084

Γ(Z → µµ) 0.0840 0.0840 0.0840 0.0840 0.0840

Γ(Z → inv) 0.4976 0.4977 0.4976 0.4976 0.4976

Aµ 0.1468 0.1475 0.1468 0.1470 0.1468

AµFB 0.0162 0.0162 0.0162 0.0162 0.0162

Rµµ 1.0000 0.9277 0.9999 0.9693 0.9955

Rγγ 1.0000 1.0282 1.0016 1.0044 1.0011

Γ(Z → µµ)/Γ(Z → ee) 1.0000 0.9994 1.0000 0.9999 1.0000

Γ(Z → ττ)/Γ(Z → µµ) 1.0000 1.0006 1.0000 1.0001 1.0000

Γ(W → µν)/Γ(W → eν) 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

Γ(W → τν)/Γ(W → µν) 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

Γ(τ → µνν)/Γ(τ → eνν) 0.9726 0.9725 0.9726 0.9726 0.9726

RCCFR 1.0000 1.0000 1.0050 1.0002 1.0004
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improvement of χ2 − χ2
SM ∼ 79 is dominantly from ∆aµ and mW . At the point (A), the Higgs

boson decays can be changed by 7% and 3% in h→ µµ and h→ γγ, respectively, due to the light
VL lepton, mE1 ∼ 100 GeV. The other observables, including Γ(W → τν)/Γ(W → µν) which
gives 2.7σ, are not changed from the SM values. The values of the oblique parameters S, T, U and
R(Vus) are shown in the last four rows of Table 3 for reference. We find R(Vus) & 1 as expected
from the analytical analysis.

The points (A), (B), (C) and (D) are chosen from the points whose E1 decay is dominated by
that to the SM particles, Z ′µ, χµ and N1W , respectively. Here, the SM particles include Zµ, hµ
and Wν. These points are plotted on Figs. 1, 2, 3 and 4. The branching fraction of the Z ′ boson
to the SM leptons are shown in this table. The Z ′ boson will also decay to the VL leptons if it is
kinematically allowed 7. The lightest VL neutrino N1 decays to a SM neutrino and a χ boson if
mχ < mN1 as in the point (D), while it decays to a W or Z ′ boson in the other cases.

4.2 LHC signals

We found that mE1 . 250 GeV is required to explain the shift of mW . Such a light VL lepton
may be constrained by LHC searches, depending on its decay.

(A) E1 → SM
The VL lepton would decay to a SM boson and a SM lepton. If E1 is doublet-like, the
latest limit is about 1000 GeV [163] 8. Even for the singlet-like case, the limit is about 200
GeV [164] using the run-1 data [165]. Since E1 is mostly doublet-like, the VL lepton lighter
than 250 GeV may be excluded by the current data. However, these decay modes may be
suppressed because [gZeL,R ]E1µ = O (mµ/mE1), and hence the other decay mode will coexist,
or even dominate the decays. Actually, E1 → SM is sizable only on the point (A).

(B) E1 → Z ′µ
In Ref. [166], it is shown that the limit for the doublet-like VL lepton is about 500 (1200)
GeV for BR (Z ′ → µµ) = 2/3 and BR (E1 → Z ′µ) = 0.1 (1.0) by the signal with four muons
or more [167]. Although the Z ′ boson was assumed to be on-shell in Ref. [166], the limits
on the VL lepton would be similar even for mE1 < mZ′ . At the point (B), this decay mode
dominates the others and Br(E1 → Z ′µ→ µµµ) ∼ 0.65, so this case may also be excluded.

(C) E1 → χµ
This is the dominant decay mode on the point (C). This case may not be excluded if χ decays
to quarks. The χ coupling to two SM fermions is induced only by the fermion mass effects,
so χ → bb can be the dominant mode 9. Another possibility is χ → hh∗ via the quartic

7Signals same as the leptonic cascade decay Z ′ → E1µ at the LHC is studied in Ref. [162]. This search could
constrain our parameter space if the production cross section is sufficiently large.

8We consider the limit from the search for the VL lepton pair production decaying to a tau lepton as a conser-
vative limit for our VL lepton decaying to muon.

9For mχ > 2mt, χ → tt may be the dominant decay mode, so the signal would be constrained by the 4 top
quarks search [168]. Such heavy χ boson is, however, always heavier than E1, and E1 → χµ is kinematically
forbidden.
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interaction |H|2|Φ|2 in the scalar potential. Since the decays to fermions are suppressed,
this mode can dominate over the others. In this case, we expect 4h + µµ from the E1 pair
production. Yet another possibility is loop-induced decays such as χ → γγ and gg, which
may be particularly important for mχ < mh. Thus there are so many decay modes that
could be sizable and many parameters independent of our discussions which are involved.
Thus this case may not be excluded.

(D) E1 → WN1

This decay mode may dominate the others when mN1 < mE1 which is favored to explain
the mW shift. The VL neutrino N1 then decays as N1 → Z ′ν or N1 → χν. At the point
(D), N1 → χν dominates, so the signal is E1E1 → WW + χχ + νν. This signal contains
many particles in the final state, but these will be relatively soft because of the smaller phase
space. Thus, there may be a case in which the point (D) is not excluded by the current
bounds.

We note that the pair production of N1 is also constrained by the ≥ 4µ search [166] or the
VL lepton search [163], as for E1 pair production. Although N1 is mostly singlet-like, there is a
mixing with the doublet-like state, and thus N1 can be pair produced from a Z boson. The light
N1 would be excluded if BR (N1 → Z ′ν) or BR (N1 → Wµ) is sizable. Hence, the point (C) would
also be excluded by the direct N1 search. Therefore, the benchmark points other than the point
(D) may be excluded by the current data. At the point (D), the decay of χ is important for the
collider signals of both N1 and E1. As we have already discussed, there are various decay modes of
the χ boson because of the vanishing couplings to two SM fermions, see Eq. (26), and thus there
may be cases which any search can not constrain. This is an interesting subject, but is beyond
the scope of this paper.

5 Summary

In this work, we studied the W boson mass in the SM extension with VL leptons and a U(1)′

gauge symmetry, in which only the VL leptons carry non-zero charges. The full model with VL
quarks was originally considered to explain the anomalies in the muon g − 2 and the b → s``
decay simultaneously [78, 79]. We explicitly studied the W boson mass and ∆aµ induced by the
VL leptons and the Z ′ boson, and we found points which can explain both anomalies. Since
b → s`` can easily be explained by tiny couplings with the SM quarks, as discussed in Sec. 3.5,
our model provides a simultaneous explanation for the three anomalies.

The VL leptons should be light to explain the shift of mW . We found that the lightest charged
(neutral) VL lepton E1 (N1) is lighter than 250 (80) GeV if absolute values of the Yukawa couplings
are less than unity. In our model, the VL leptons typically decay through the Z ′ or χ boson. If
the VL lepton decays through the Z ′ boson, which may decay to di-muons, there will be strong
constraints from the searches for signals with four muons or more [166]. Hence, the decay to the χ
boson should dominate the decay of the VL lepton, which may be achieved by the mass hierarchy
mχ < mE1,N1 < mZ′ . The χ boson decays to the SM particles in various ways, and thus there may
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be some cases for which none of the LHC searches exclude our model with the light VL leptons.
Studying the decays of the χ boson in the full model with VL quarks is our future work.
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A Diagonalization of mass matrices

We first discuss the diagonalization of the charged lepton mass matrix Eq. (3). The diagonalization
matrix is decomposed as

UL = U0
LU

1
LU

2
L, UR = U0

RU
1
RU

2
R. (55)

The unitary matrices are given by

U0
L =


cL sL 0

−sL cL 0

0 0 1

 , U0
R =


cE sE 0

−sE cE 0

0 0 1

 , (56)

U1
L =


1− y2

42

v2
H

2M2
E

y22y24
v2
H

M2
L

− y42λ
′
e

v2
H

MEML

y42
vH
ME

−y22y24
v2
H

M2
L

+ y42λ
′
e

v2
H

MEML

1 0

−y42
vH
ME

0 1− y2
42

v2
H

2M2
E

+O
(
m3
µ

)
, (57)

U1
R =


1− y2

24

v2
H

2M2
L

y22y42
v2
H

M2
E

− y24λ
′
e

v2
H

MEML

y24
vH
ML

−y22y42
v2
H

M2
E

+ y24λ
′
e

v2
H

MEML

1 0

−y24
vH
ML

0 1− y2
24

v2
H

2M2
L

+O
(
m3
µ

)
, (58)

and

U2
L =


1 0 0

0 ceL −seL
0 seL ceL

 , U2
R =


1 0 0

0 seR ceR

0 ceR −seR

 , (59)

18



where (
seR ceR

ceR −seR

)(
y44vH ME

ML λ′evH

)(
ceL −seL
seL ceL

)
= diag (mE1 ,mE2) . (60)

Here, y22 = cLcEy2 + sLsEλe, y24 = cEsLy2 − sEcLλe, y42 = cLsEy2 − cEsLλe and y44 = sLsEy2 +
cLcEλe. The unitary matrices U1

L,R block diagonalize the SM and VL leptons up to O (y2
2v

2
H) when

we assume λe ∼ O (y2). These are simply identity matrices if we neglect O (mµ/vΦ). The unitary
matrices U0

L,R keeps the SU(2)L gauge couplings unchanged, while U1
L,R do change the couplings

as

(
U1
L

)†
QLU

1
L =


1− y2

42

v2
H

M2
E

0 y42
vH
ME

0 1 0

y42
vH
ME

0 y2
42

v2
H

M2
E

 ,
(
U1
R

)†
QRU

1
R =


y2

24

v2
H

M2
L

0 −y24
vH
ML

0 0 0

−y24
vH
ML

0 1− y2
24

v2
H

M2
L

 . (61)

For λevH . mµ, the correction to the muon coupling deviates from the SM value within O (10−6)
for O (100) GeV VL lepton masses, while it can be O (1) for λe ∼ O (1) with the fine-tuning for
y22vH ∼ mµ. Note that U2

eL,R
does not change the SM coupling since these rotate only the VL

block.
The neutrino mass matrix, Eq. (4), can be diagonalized as follows. First, we rotate Mn as

M̃n =MnV
0
L =


mD · ·
0 0 m̃N

0 M̃L mn

 , V 0
L =


1 0 0

0 cN sN

0 −sN cN




c̃L s̃L 0

−s̃L c̃L 0

0 0 1

 , (62)

where mD = c̃LynvH + s̃LsNλNvΦ, m̃N =
√
m2
N + λ2

nv
2
H , m̃L = cNmL − sNλ′nvH , mn = sNmL +

cNλ
′
nvH and M̃L =

√
m̃2
L + λ2

Lv
2
Φ. The mixing angles are defined as

cN :=
mN

m̃N

, sN :=
λnvH
m̃N

, c̃L :=
m̃L

M̃L

s̃L :=
λLvΦ

M̃L

. (63)

The dots in the first low are linear combinations of ynvH and λNvΦ, which are irrelevant for our
discussion after integrating out the right-handed neutrino νR. The active neutrino mass is given
by m2

D/MR. The unitary matrices to diagonalize the neutrino mass is given by

UnL = V 0
L


1 0 0

0 cnL −snL
0 snL cnL

 , UnR =


1 0 0

0 snR cnR

0 cnR −snR

 , (64)

up to vΦ/MR � 1, where(
snR cnR

cnR −snR

)(
0 m̃N

M̃L mn

)(
cnL −snL
snL cnL

)
= diag (mN1 ,mN2) (65)
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With the unitary matrix UnL , the SM muon neutrino coupling to the Z boson is rescaled as
c2
L + c2

Ns
2
L. Therefore, sN ∼ λnvH/mN � 1 is required for the SM-like Z boson coupling to muon

neutrinos.

B Decay widths

We calculate the three-body decay, F → f3V
∗ → f3f 2f1, of fermions via a off-shell vector boson

V whose couplings are given by,

L = Vµf 1γ
µ
(
g12
L PL + g12

R PR
)
f2 + Vµf 3γ

µ
(
g3F
L PL + g3F

R PR
)
F. (66)

The partial width is given by

Γ
(
F → f3f 2f1

)
=

mF

768π3

(∣∣g12
L

∣∣2 +
∣∣g12
R

∣∣2) (67)

×
∫ (1−√y)2

0

dt
β(t)

(t− z)2

[(∣∣g3F
L

∣∣2 +
∣∣g3F
R

∣∣2){(1− y)2 + (1 + y)t− 2t2
}
− 12Re

(
g3F
L g3F∗

R

)√
y t
]
,

where β(t) =
√
t2 − 2(1 + y)t+ (1− y)2, y = m2

3/m
2
F and z = m2

V /m
2
F . Here, m3, mF and mV

are respectively the masses of f3, F and V , and we neglect the masses of the fermions f1 and f2.

References

[1] CDF Collaboration, T. Aaltonen et al., High-precision measurement of the W boson mass with
the CDF II detector, Science 376 (2022), no. 6589 170–176.

[2] Particle Data Group Collaboration, P. A. Zyla et al., Review of Particle Physics, PTEP 2020
(2020), no. 8 083C01.

[3] A. Strumia, Interpreting electroweak precision data including the W -mass CDF anomaly,
arXiv:2204.04191.

[4] J. de Blas, M. Pierini, L. Reina, and L. Silvestrini, Impact of the recent measurements of the
top-quark and W-boson masses on electroweak precision fits, arXiv:2204.04204.

[5] J. M. Yang and Y. Zhang, Low energy SUSY confronted with new measurements of W-boson mass
and muon g-2, arXiv:2204.04202.

[6] G.-W. Yuan, L. Zu, L. Feng, and Y.-F. Cai, W -boson mass anomaly: probing the models of
axion-like particle, dark photon and Chameleon dark energy, arXiv:2204.04183.

[7] P. Athron, A. Fowlie, C.-T. Lu, L. Wu, Y. Wu, and B. Zhu, The W boson Mass and Muon g − 2:
Hadronic Uncertainties or New Physics?, arXiv:2204.03996.

[8] C.-T. Lu, L. Wu, Y. Wu, and B. Zhu, Electroweak Precision Fit and New Physics in light of W
Boson Mass, arXiv:2204.03796.

20

http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04191
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04204
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04202
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04183
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.03996
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.03796


[9] Y.-Z. Fan, T.-P. Tang, Y.-L. S. Tsai, and L. Wu, Inert Higgs Dark Matter for New CDF W-boson
Mass and Detection Prospects, arXiv:2204.03693.

[10] K. S. Babu, S. Jana, and V. P. K., Correlating W -Boson Mass Shift with Muon \boldmathg − 2 in
the 2HDM, arXiv:2204.05303.

[11] J. J. Heckman, Extra W -Boson Mass from a D3-Brane, arXiv:2204.05302.

[12] J. Gu, Z. Liu, T. Ma, and J. Shu, Speculations on the W-Mass Measurement at CDF,
arXiv:2204.05296.

[13] P. Athron, M. Bach, D. H. J. Jacob, W. Kotlarski, D. Stöckinger, and A. Voigt, Precise calculation
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and the CDF II anomaly, arXiv:2204.04559.

[33] G. Cacciapaglia and F. Sannino, The W boson mass weighs in on the non-standard Higgs,
arXiv:2204.04514.

[34] T.-P. Tang, M. Abdughani, L. Feng, Y.-L. S. Tsai, and Y.-Z. Fan, NMSSM neutralino dark
matter for W -boson mass and muon g − 2 and the promising prospect of direct detection,
arXiv:2204.04356.

[35] C.-R. Zhu, M.-Y. Cui, Z.-Q. Xia, Z.-H. Yu, X. Huang, Q. Yuan, and Y. Z. Fan, GeV
antiproton/gamma-ray excesses and the W -boson mass anomaly: three faces of ∼ 60− 70 GeV
dark matter particle?, arXiv:2204.03767.

[36] M.-D. Zheng, F.-Z. Chen, and H.-H. Zhang, The W`ν-vertex corrections to W-boson mass in the
R-parity violating MSSM, arXiv:2204.06541.

[37] N. V. Krasnikov, Nonlocal generalization of the SM as an explanation of recent CDF result,
arXiv:2204.06327.

[38] F. Arias-Aragón, E. Fernández-Mart́ınez, M. González-López, and L. Merlo, Dynamical Minimal
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