On the W mass anomaly in models with right-handed currents
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Abstract
We show that, in electroweak models with right-handed currents and gauge symmetry SU(2)L ⊗SU(2)R ⊗
U(1)B−L , it is possible to accomodate, at the tree level, the anomaly of the W mass obtained by the CDFII. The solution to that anomaly is possible independently if a generalized parity is broken explicitly or
spontaneously. A change in the mass of Z is also predicted. This seems to be a characteristic of any of this
type of models.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

Recently the CDF collaboration has obtained a W mass which does not agree with the value
predicted by the standard model (SM) [1] at the 7 σ level:
MW |CDF = 80, 433.5 ± 9.4 MeV,

(1)

that if compared with the value in the context of the SM (with the Higgs boson mass measured
at the LHC used as input and using radiative corrections) MW |SM = 80, 357 ± 0.0056 MeV [2],
it means a dissagrement at 7σ level with the thepretically prediction. The CDF value is also in
disagreement with other experimental data [3]. Then, if confirmed, the CDF’s result implies that
new physics has been revealed.
In the literature some explanations for this fact have been proposed. For instance, it may be
new physics whose effects appear through radiative corrections [4–6], or also at tree level [7–9].
Any solution to this problem requires that new physics would manifest itself in other observables
since it is difficult for its effects to occur only in the mass of the W .
A characteristic that we will explore here is the fact that in models with many scalar fields
some of them do not have couplings with the known fermions. For instance, if a symmetry, or
the representation content, of the model prohibits a scalar to interact with the fermions but it
contributes to the mass of W , the respective VEV would be, in principle, a free parameter and it
would be in charge of the extra contribution to the mass from W . An example of this mechanism
is possible in the supersymmetric models in which the supersymmetry forbids the interaction of a
scalar with fermions but its VEV contributes to the vector boson masses [10, 11].
Another example that we will consider here, are the well motivated models with electroweak
gauge symmetry [12–15]
SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R ⊗U(1)B−L

(2)

with, or without, a conserved (at a given energy scale) generalized parity P .
In this sort of models left- and right-handed fermions transform as doublets of SU(2)L and
SU(2)R , respectively. The minimal scalar sector consist of one bidoublet Φ ∼ (2L , 2R , 0), two
doublets χL ∼ (2L , 1R , +1) and χL ∼ (1L , 2R , +1). Instead of doublets these scalars may be complex triplets, say χL ∼ (3L , 1R , +2) and χR ∼ (1L , 3R , +2), if we want to have Majorana neutrino.
However, we will not consider the latter possibility here because our idea does not depend on this.
Only the bi-doublets, and the complex triplets, if they are added, can generate all fermions masses.
2

In fact, in order to allow the doublet χL to interact with quarks, new quarks singlets must be introduced as in Ref. [16]. If χL,R are triplets, they may couple with left- and right-handed leptons,
unless a discrete symmetry, say Z2 , forbids the coupling with the triplet χL . Below we consider
χL,R being doublets of the respective SU(2)L,R factor.
√
Since the vacuum expectation value of hχL i = vL / 2 contributes only to the mass of the WL ≈
W (where W is the SM charged vector boson) and for this reason it has an arbitrary value, it may
be even zero [14]. Here we explore this possibilty in order to explain the W mass anomaly in the
√
context of these models. Of course, hχR i = vR / 2 6= 0 because it is in charge of the mass of the
WR ≈ W 0 vector boson. We denote k and k0 the VEVs of the bi-doublets.
In these models the mass square matrix for the charged vector bosons has the following structure
2
MCB
=

g2 v2R
4



x + y −2 z ε



1+x


,

(3)

where we have defined x = K 2 /v2R , with K 2 = k2 + k02 , y = v2L /v2R , and z = kk0 /v2R , ε = g2R /g2L .
Below we call the mass eigenstates of the matrix in (3) just W and W 0 , similarly with Z and Z 0 , but
we omit the mass matrix of the neutral vector bosons.
The outline of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II we consider the model in which there is
a left-right symmetry which is spontaneously broken; in Sec. III we consider a model with the
same representaion content of the first one but now with explicit parity breaking. Our conclusion
appears in Sec. IV.

II.

MODEL WITH LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRY

In the first model there is also the symmetry under a generalized parity, P ,
µ

gL ↔ gR , WLµ ↔ WR , fL ↔ fR ,
χL ↔ χR , Φi ↔ Φ†i , Φ̃i ↔ Φ̃†i ,

(4)

Φ̃i = τ2 Φ∗i τ2 , which is broken spontaneously [12–14].
As we said above, the scalar doublet, χR , under SU(2)R has a VEV whose value is determined
by the LR symmetry breaking scale, but the χL which is introduced just to maintain the generalized
parity symmetry has a free VEV, that would be zero, or having an appropriate value to solve the
case of W mass as we will do here. In this case, we have the parameters x, y and z defined as above
3

but with ε = 1, and the eigenvalues of the mass matrix in Eq. (3) are


1+y p
g2 v2R
2
x+
− ∆1 ,
MW =
4
2


g2 v2R
1+y p
2
MW 0 =
x+
+ ∆1 ,
4
2
1
∆1 = 4z2 + (1 − y)2 .
4

(5)

Expanding in x we have


g2 K 2 
1 + ξ − x 1 + y + y2 + x3 ,
4
2
g
≈ v2R , ξ = v2L /K 2
4

2
MW
≈
2
MW
0

(6)

2  M 2 , and we identify the W ± of the standard model with W ± . We can see
Notice that MW
0
W
1

that the extra mass contributions comes from the vL , and (6) for x  1 we have
2
δMW
=

g2 2
v ,
4 L

(7)

and we see that an additional contribution to the mass of the W boson is possible since vL is a free
parameter.
However, we use the exact expression in Eq. (5) for calculating MW as a function of vL , using
several values for vR , say from 1 TeV to ∞ (in fact vR  k, k0 ), using K 2 = (246 GeV)2 , and for the
sake of simplicity we assume k = k0 . Moreover, we use g = 0.6539 and sθ = 0.2312 [3]. In fact,
although the model has two mixing angles in the neutral vector bosons [15, 17], in the limit of the
large mass of W 0 (vR → ∞) we can idenitifiy sin θ = sin θW . The result are shown in Fig. 1, the
colored strip indicates the value of the CDF at the level of 1σ and we show the result for several
values of vR . We have verified that with 2.4 ≤ vL ≤ 60.6 GeV, the lower bound refers to vR → ∞
and the larger one to vR = 1 TeV, we get the mass of the W obtained by the CDF [1]. Below we
will show that the solution with vR = 24 TeV, and vL = 3.47 GeV is an interesting possibility.

However, there are also contributions to the Z and Z 0 masses (we omit the mass square matrix
in the neutral vector bosons) given by
MZ2
MZ2 0



g2 v2R
1
1p
0
x + (1 + y)(1 + δ ) −
Ξ1
=
4
2
2


g2 v2R
1
1p
0
x + (1 + y)(1 + δ ) +
=
Ξ1
4
2
2
4

(8)
(9)

FIG. 1. W mass as a function of vL in a model with left-right symmetry.

where:
Ξ1 = (1 + y)2 (1 + δ0 )2 − 4 δ0 x(1 + y) − 4(1 + 2δ0 )y + 4x2
δ0 = g0 2 /g2 = tan2 θ = 03987, expanding in x
MZ2 ≈

g2 K 2
(1 + ξ), ξ = v2L /K 2
4 cos2 θ

however the usual relation
δMZ2 ≈

2
δMW
,
cos2 θ

(10)

(11)

2 /M 2 cos2 θ = 1 at tree
is still valid, as expected, since χL,R are a doublet of SU(2)L , then ρ = MW
Z

level. If χL is a complex triplet, i.e., carrying hypercharge, the relation in Eq. (11) implies a upper
<

bound in its VEV, denoted by vT , in order to keep ρ = 1, within the experimental error, then vT ∼ 4
GeV which is also consistent with the CDF II result of the W mass. This happens in any model
with this sort of scalar [18].
Since δMW |CDF = 0.0094 GeV then δMZ = 0.0107 GeV. Notice that it is a prediction of the
model that the mass of the Z is also different than its value in the context of the SM. This make
the model falsifiable.

III.

MODEL WITH EXPLICIT PARITY BREAKING

Next, let us now consider a model with the gauge symmetry as in Eq. (2) but with P being
explicitly broken [19], i.e., in which gL 6= gR and the transformations in Eq. (4) are not valid.
5

Hence, the bosons and all parameters in the SU(2)L are not related with those of the SU(2)R
factor, including the mixing matrices in each quiral fermion sector. In this case the mass matrix of
the charged vector bosons is as in Eq. (3) with x, y and z are defined as in the previous model but
now ε = g2R /g2L 6= 1. Then we obtain for the charged vector bosons the masses:
p i
g2L v2R h
=
(1 + ε) x + y + ε − ∆2
8
p i
g2L v2R h
2
MW
(1 + ε) x + y + ε + ∆2 ,
0 =
8
∆2 = 4εx2 + [ ε − y − (1 − ε) x]2 ,
2
MW

(12)

from these equations we see that


y
g2L 2 h
y i
K ξ − 1 + x + 1 − x2
4
ε
ε
2
2
= δMW |ε=1 + δMW |ε6=1

2
δMW
≈

2
MW
0 ≈

g2
g2L 2
ε vR (1 + x) = R v2R (1 + x),
4
4

(13)

2 |
where δMW
ε=1 is as in Eq. (7) but now with g → gL , and
2
δMW
|ε6=1


y
y  2i
g2L 2 h
1+ x− 1− x ,
=− K
4
ε
ε

(14)

2 |
and δMW
ε6=1 → 0 when x → 0. Hence the δMW is again as given in Eq. (7).

Notice that, in order to mantain the δMW mass at a given value, the greater the vR (x  1)
smaller the ε  1 (gR  gL ) for any energy. This also mantain the mass of the W 0 at a given value.
In Fig. 2(a) we show the W mass in terms of ε for several values vL and vR = 1 TeV. We see that
even with vL = 0 it is possible to have solutions for the W mass anomaly. In Fig. 2(b) we show the
mass of W in terms of vL for several values of ε and also vR = 1 TeV. For the neutral vector bosons
we have in this case

p 
1
MZ2 = g2L v2R x(1 + ε) + y (1 + δL ) + ε + δL − Ξ2
8

p 
1
MZ2 0 = g2L v2R x(1 + ε) + y (1 + δL ) + ε + δL + Ξ2 ,
8
Ξ2 = y2 (1 + δL )2 + x2 (ε + 1)2 + (δL + ε)2 + 4xy(1 − ε(1 + δL ) − δL ),

(15)

where δL = g0 2 /g2L = 0.3987. Again when x, y → 0 (vR → ∞) the relation in Eq. (11) is obtained,
independently of the value of ε.
From the exact expression in Eq. (12) we can calculate the mass of the W 0 gauge boson. We
recall that most searches for W 0 , and also for Z 0 , assume that the couplings of these bosons to
6

quarks and leptons are taken to be identical with those of SM’s W and Z and also that gL = gR [3].
This is not the case in the present model which has explicit parity breaking and in this case the
limits are considerably weaker than for the special case of manifest left-right symmetry [20].
Moreover, since we have considered only Dirac neutrinos and no scalar triplets (no doubly charged
scalars), the results obtained in Ref. [21] do not apply straitforward, moreover in the model with
explicit parity breaking does not exist any relation between the left- and right- parameters, gL , gR
and the respective mixing matrices at any energy scale.
<

<

Notice, in particular, that for vR = 1 TeV and vL = 60 GeV, we have 0.8 ∼ ε ∼ 1.2. We have
found but do not show in Fig. 2, that when vL = 0 the solution still exist but only at the 5σ level
with ε rather small, gR ∼ 10−6 gL .

IV.

CONCLUSIONS

Here we have shown that the well motivated minimal version of electroweak models with righthanded currents and SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2) ⊗U(1)B−l gauge symemtry, with or whitout left-right symmetry, are able to explain the W mass anomaly while keeping the usual phenomeology of the
models. It is interesting that if these models are the solution to the W mass anomaly, there must
also be an anomaly in the mass of Z.
Another possibility, which we have not considered here, is the case in which the mass of a new
charged vector, say V − , does exist and has a mass near the mass of W − , so that the measures
before the CDF [3] have obtained an average value of the mass of both charged vectors, but CDF
II with more precise data has measured the mass of one of them (may be the mass of the lightest
one). Finally, it is possible that loop effects are important also and even if vL = 0; in this case the
doublet χL would be an example of an inert doublet [22].

7

FIG. 2. In the upper picture we show the W mass as a function of ε and two values of vL,R . In the lower
picture it appears the W mass as a function of ε for several values of vL and vR = 1 TeV in a model with
explicit parity breakdown.
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