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Massive Right-handed Neutrinos in B Decays

Hongkai Liu
Department of Physics, Technion – Israel Institute of Technology, Haifa 3200003, Israel

In this paper, we present the differential decay distributions for B̄ → D(∗)`X̄ decays with a massive
right-handed neutrino in the low-energy effective field theory framework and show how the massive
effects of the RH neutrinos can explain the positive value of the difference in forward-backward
asymmetries, ∆AFB ≡ AµFB −A

e
FB, tentatively inferred from Belle data. We also make predictions

for q2 dependent angular observables to motivate future measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recently noticed 4 σ deviation form the stan-
dard model (SM) predictions in the difference of the
forward-backward asymmetry between the muon and
electron channel (∆AFB ≡ AµFB − AeFB) measured
from Belle data in Ref. [1] motivates the new physics
(NP) in the electron and muon sector. The anoma-
lies in the ∆ observables are quite interesting, as they
have very little form factor uncertainties and hence
any measured deviations from the SM predictions for
these observables would be clear signs of NP.
Massive right-handed (RH) or sterile neutrinos are

well-motived hypothetical particles to explain many
phenomena beyond the standard model (BMS), such
as neutrino oscillations and dark matter. RH neutri-
nos are sterile under the SM gauge interactions and
can be incorporated into the standard model effective
field theory (SMEFT). The resulting EFT [2–6], called
SMNEFT, includes additional interactions of the RH
neutrinos with SM fields. The mass scale of the RH
neutrino can vary over a large range. We consider
the case of a light RH neutrino so that it appears
as an explicit degree of freedom in the EFT frame-
work. The differential decay distribution for B̄ → D`ν̄
with a massless RH neutrino is given in Ref. [7]. We
generalize the result for a nonzero RH neutrino mass
mN . A finite mN affects both the phase space and the
leptonic helicity amplitudes. Given the anomalies in
the measured value of (g − 2)µ [8] and neutral-current
b → sµ+µ− decays [9], we assume the massive RH
neutrinos can be produced from B meson decays and
couple to the muon sector to explain the anomaly in
∆AFB .

II. FRAMEWORK

The B charged-current decay b → c`X̄ can be de-
scribed by the operators in the low-energy effective
field theory (LEFT)

− Leff =
4GFVcb√

2
(OVLL +

∑
X=S,V,T
α,β=L,R

CXαβ OXαβ) , (1)

TABLE I: The origin of low-energy effective operators from
SMNEFT.

O(3)
`q O

(1)
`equ O`edq O

(3)
`eqd Onedu O`nuq O

(1)
`nqd O

(3)
`nqd

OVLL OSLL OSRL OTLL OVRR OSLR OSRR OTRR

where

OVαβ ≡ (c̄γµPαb)(¯̀γµPβX) , (2)

OSαβ ≡ (c̄Pαb)(¯̀PβX) , (3)

OTαβ ≡ δαβ(c̄σµνPαb)(¯̀σµνPβX) , (4)

with X the left-handed (LH) SM neutrinos or RH
neutrinos. The SM and NP contributions are in the
first and second terms in Eq. (1), respectively. After
matching at the electroweak scale, only the operators
OVLL, OSLL, OSRL, and OTLL can arise from the four-
fermion operators in SMEFT, while SMNEFT yields
four more operators: OVRR, OSLR, OSRR, and OTRR; see
Table I. Note that OVLR and OVRL cannot be produced
from the four-fermion operators in SMNEFT. The
renormalization group running of the operators from
Λ to mZ and then down to the mb scale has been
discussed in Refs. [10, 11]. In what follows, we work in
the LEFT framework keeping in mind that the corre-
sponding SMNEFT WCs can be obtained by carrying
out the running and matching.

III. PHENOMENOLOGY

The differential decay distribution for B̄ → D`X̄
can be expressed in terms of the three J functions as

d2ΓD
dq2d cos θ`

= J0(q2) + J1(q2) cos θ` + J2(q2) cos2 θ` ,

(5)

with q2 ≡ (p` + pN̄ )2 and θ` the angle between the
charged lepton momentum in the `X̄ rest frame and
the direction of the D momentum in the B̄ rest frame.
The differential decay width and angular observable
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AFB can be written in terms of J functions

ΓDf (q2) ≡ dΓD
dq2

= 2J0(q2) +
2

3
J2(q2), (6)

ADFB(q2) ≡ − J1(q2)

dΓD/dq2
. (7)

Similarly, the differential decay distribution for B̄ →
D∗(→ Dπ)`X̄ with nonzero mN , can be written in
terms of the 12 different angular structures that appear
in the massless RH neutrino case:

8π

3

d4ΓD∗

dq2d cos θ`d cos θDdφ
= (I1s + I2s cos 2θ` + I6s cos θ`) sin2 θD

+ (I1c + I2c cos 2θ` + I6c cos θ`) cos2 θD

+ (I3 cos 2φ+ I9 sin 2φ) sin2 θD sin2 θ` (8)
+ (I4 cosφ+ I8 sinφ) sin 2θD sin 2θ`

+ (I5 cosφ+ I7 sinφ) sin 2θD sin θ` ,

where the three angles are defined in Fig. 1. The
expression of J and I functions are quite lengthy as
they depend on the WCs, mass of RH neutrinos, q2,
and hadronic form factors. We do not present the
details of those angular functions in this paper for
brevity. For the complete expression see Supplemental
Material in Ref. [12]. We adopt the hadronic form
factors of Ref. [13] including the corrections up to
1/m2

c in the heavy-quark limit. The q2 distributions
of differential decay width and angular observables are
related to the angular functions as follow

ΓD
∗

f (q2) ≡ dΓD∗

dq2
= 2I1s(q

2) + I1c(q
2)

−1

3
(2I2s(q

2) + I2c(q
2)) .

AD
∗

FB(q2) = −
I6s(q

2) + 1
2I6c(q

2)

ΓD
∗

f (q2)
, (9)

FL(q2) =
I1c(q

2)− 1
3I2c(q

2)

ΓD
∗

f (q2)
, (10)

F̃L(q2) =
1

3
− 8

9

2I2s(q
2) + I2c(q

2)

ΓD
∗

f (q2)
,(11)

Si(q
2) =

Ii(q2)

ΓD
∗

f (q2)
. (12)

To compare with experimental measurements, we
define 9 bins of the normalized q2-distributions [14],

∆xD
(∗)

i ≡ 1

ΓD
(∗)

tot

∫ q2i

q2i−1

dq2ΓD
(∗)

f (q2), i = 2 to 10 ,(13)

where ΓD
(∗)

tot is the total decay width after integrating
ΓD

(∗)

f (q2) over the entire range of q2. The q2 bins are
defined by

q2
i ≡ m2

B+m2
D(∗)−2mBmD(∗)ωi , i = 1 to 10 , (14)

𝑧

𝑥

𝜃!𝜃ℓ

ℓ!

"𝑋
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𝐷∗"𝐵

FIG. 1: Kinematic variables for B̄ → `−X̄D∗(→ Dπ).

with ωi = 1 + i/20. The q2-binned and -averaged
observables are defined by

Oi ≡
1

ΓD
(∗)

tot

∫ q2i

q2i−1

dq2O(q2)ΓD
(∗)

f (q2), i = 2 to 10 ,

(15)

〈O〉 ≡ 1

ΓD
(∗)

tot

∫ q2max

q2min

dq2O(q2)ΓD
(∗)

f (q2) . (16)

The values of 〈AD∗

FB〉, 〈F̃L〉, 〈FL〉 and 〈S3〉, measured by
the Belle experiment are listed in Table II. Measure-
ments of the two ratios of branching fractions Rµ/e

D(∗)

are also listed in Table II.
We find that the nonzero RH neutrino mass produces

significant effects in the angular observables which may
explain the 4σ tension in ∆〈AD∗

FB〉. In Fig. 2, we show
∆〈AD∗

FB〉 as a function mN for CSRR = CVRR = CTRR = 1.
Clearly, a GeV RH neutrino with vector or tensor in-
teractions can fit the ∆〈AD∗

FB〉 measurement within
1σ. We observe that if the RH neutrino is massless,
∆〈AD∗

FB〉 is below the SM prediction. However, for
mN ' 1 GeV, the ∆〈AD∗

FB〉 anomaly can be explained
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TABLE II: Ten observables that are sensitive to NP in the
µ sector. The corresponding predictions for the three BPs
of Table III are provided.

Observable Measurement BP1 BP2 BP3
∆〈AD

∗
FB〉 0.0349± 0.0089 0.0188 -0.0014 -0.0016

∆〈FL〉 −0.0065± 0.0059 -0.0057 -0.0063 -0.0025
∆〈F̃L〉 −0.0107± 0.0142 -0.0314 -0.0099 -0.0034
∆〈S3〉 −0.0127± 0.0109 0.0035 0.0049 0.0007
R
µ/e
D 0.995± 0.022± 0.039 1.015 1.036 1.012

R
µ/e
D∗ 0.99± 0.01± 0.03 0.983 1.021 0.991

∆xD
∗

2 −0.0040± 0.0029 -0.0153 -0.0022 -0.0002
∆xD

∗
3 −0.0025± 0.0033 0.0 -0.0022 0.0001

∆xD
∗

4 0.0024± 0.0038 0.0014 -0.0022 0.0002
∆xD

∗
5 0.0043± 0.0046 0.0022 -0.0006 0.0002

∆xD
∗

6 −0.0035± 0.0052 0.0027 0.0009 0.0003
∆xD

∗
7 0.0066± 0.0056 0.0030 0.0018 0.0003

∆xD
∗

8 −0.0103± 0.0054 0.0032 0.0021 0.0003
∆xD

∗
9 0.0± 0.0052 0.0031 0.0020 0.0003

∆xD
∗

10 0.0019± 0.0044 0.0028 0.0017 0.0003
∆〈ADFB〉 - 0.0401 -0.0032 -0.0209
∆〈S4〉 - 0.0121 0.0087 0.0021
∆〈S5〉 - -0.0128 -0.0051 0.0015

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
-0.25

-0.20

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00
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FIG. 2: ∆〈AD
∗

FB〉 as a function of mN for CSRR = CVRR =
CTRR = 1. The light orange band shows the Belle measure-
ment at 1σ.

if CVRR = 1 (red curve). For mN ' 2 GeV, the anomaly
can be explained by CTRR = 1. However, these illustra-
tive scenarios are excluded by other measurements in
Table II. So, to reproduce the ∆〈AD∗

FB〉 anomaly and
the other measurements in Table II, we choose three
benchmark points (BPs) of Table III. BP1 has both LH
and RH interactions. while BP2 and BP3 only have
RH and LH interactions, respectively. The predictions
for the three BPs for the 15 measurements are provided

in Table II and Fig. 3. Since there is no interference
between LH and RH contributions, scenarios with only
RH interactions (like BP2) necessarily increase Rµ/eD

and Rµ/eD∗ , and it is not possible to sufficiently enhance
mN (GeV) CVRR CSRR CTRR CVLL CSLL CTLL

BP1 0.4 0.82 0.1 0.02 -0.4 0 0
BP2 1.6 0.15 -0.3 0.06 0 0 0
BP3 0 0 0 0 0 0.06 0.02

TABLE III: The parameters for three benchmark points.
The WCs not listed are zero.

∆〈AD∗

FB〉. Only LH interactions (BP3) are unable to
adequately reproduce all the measurements.
We now calculate AD

∗

FB(q2), F̃L(q2), FL(q2) and
S3(q2) for our BP scenarios. We present the four
binned angular observables for the three BPs in Fig. 3.
We also show the normalized q2 distribution for B̄ →
D`X̄. Large deviations from the SM are evident in
several q2 bins. The error bars in the middle and lower
panels indicate the uncertainties due to the hadronic
form factors. We estimate these as the range of pre-
dictions using our chosen form factors [13] and the
form factors of Refs. [15, 16]. We see that ∆S3 is quite
sensitive to the form factor.

Other observables that have not yet been measured
and can be significantly modified by NP include the
forward-backward asymmetry in B̄ → D`X̄, ADFB. In
the SM, this is suppressed by m2

` . The q
2 averaged val-

ues of ∆ADFB,∆S4 and ∆S5 for the BPs are displayed
in Table II. In Fig. 4, we plot the corresponding q2

binned observables and find that large deviations from
the SM are possible.

IV. SUMMARY

We find that a nonzeromN is needed to obtain a pos-
itive value of ∆〈AD∗

FB〉, as suggested by Belle data. We
also made predictions for several angular observables
that differ substantially from SM expectations.
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FIG. 3: The expectations for the SM and three BPs for the observables in the upper and middle panels of Table II. The
Belle measurements are shown in the upper panels. The error bars in the middle and lower panels are hadronic form
factor uncertainties.
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