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Abstract 

Due to the assumption that sterile neutrinos are right-handed neutrinos, an analysis of the modern experimental situation in neutron decay for 

right-handed currents was carried out. As a result of the analysis, it was found that there are indications of the existence of a right-handed 

vector boson 𝑊𝑅 with a mass 𝑀𝑊𝑅
≈ 870−140

+260 GeV  and a mixing angle with 𝑊𝐿: 𝜁 = 0.061−0.024
+0.017. This circumstance is the basis for 

discussing the possibility of expanding the Standard Model with an additional gauge vector boson 𝑊𝑅 and right-handed neutrinos. 

There is a hypothesis that sterile neutrinos are actually 

right-handed neutrinos [1, 2]. Such a hypothesis is quite 

appropriate, for example, it is discussed in connection with 

the possibility of explaining dark matter by right-handed 

neutrinos. However, this idea needs experimental 

justification. Right-handed neutrinos can appear if right-

handed vector bosons exist: 𝑊𝑅
±, 𝑍𝑅. Theoretical models 

introducing right-handed vector bosons were well known 

[3-6] since the late 1970s. The most detailed analysis of 

neutron decay is presented in [7], where aspects of the 

possible contribution of right-handed currents are also 

considered. Before analyzing the modern experimental 

situation in neutron decay for the possible presence of 

right-handed currents, we present a review illustrating the 

increase in measurement accuracy and trends in changing 

the lifetime and asymmetries of neutron decay. The results 

of measuring the neutron lifetime, electron and neutrino 

asymmetries of neutron decay are shown in Fig. 1 and in 

Fig. 2. 

 
Fig. 1. Experimental results for the neutron lifetime since 1990 from [8], discrepancy between the data in 2005 [9] and the data in 2000 [10], 

new results with a magnetic trap (marked in green), which has a decisive role [11-14]. 

    
Fig. 2. Left – Ratios of axial and vector constants of weak interaction 𝜆 obtained from neutron decay asymmetries presented in [15], blue 

dots correspond to electron asymmetry 𝐴, which makes a decisive contribution. Right – Experimental results of neutrino asymmetries of 

neutron decay 𝐵 and averaged result from PDG. 
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It can be seen that significant progress has been made in 

the accuracy of neutron lifetime measurements over the 

past 25 years. In 2005, a revolutionary change in the 

neutron lifetime occurred with the [9] - the measurement of 

the neutron lifetime with a gravity trap of ultracold 

neutrons. This result was further confirmed by 

measurements with a magnetic UCN trap at PNPI [11, 12] 

in 2009 and finally, with even greater accuracy, by 

measurements with a magnetic UCN trap at LANL in 2018 

[13] and in 2021 [14]. For our analysis of the possible 

presence of right-handed currents, we will use the most 

accurate measurement results from the experiments with 

ultracold neutron storage. 

The trends in the measurements of the electron 

asymmetry of neutron decay are presented in Fig. 2. In the 

measurements of the electron asymmetry of beta-decay, 

significant changes in the accuracy occurred due to the 

PERKEO II [16] and PERKEO III [17] experiments. The 

accuracy of the decay asymmetry measurements first 

increased by 3 times and then by another 2.5 times, and 

eventually amounted to 0.17%. At the same time, the 

absolute value of the electron decay asymmetry increased 

by 2%. In addition, for further analysis, it is necessary to 

use the unitarity condition of the CKM matrix [18] and the 

data of experiments with Fermi super-allowed nuclear 0+ −

0+ transitions [18]. And finally, and it is especially 

important for our analysis of right-handed currents, it is 

necessary to use the results of measurements of the neutrino 

asymmetry of the neutron decay [18]. A graphical analysis 

of the listed measurement results is presented in Fig. 3. 

                        
Fig. 3. Left – Dependence of the matrix element of quark mixing 𝑉𝑢𝑑 on , calculated using the SM formulas from the neutron decay, from 

experiments with Fermi super-allowed nuclear 0+ − 0+ transitions and from the unitarity of the CKM matrix, using measurements of 𝑉𝑢𝑠 

[18]. Right – Comparison of experimental neutrino asymmetry of neutron decay and calculated within the SM depending on the ratio of axial 

and vector constants of weak interaction . 

Within the SM or V-A theory of the weak interaction, 

all three methods to determine 𝑉𝑢𝑑    (from neutron decay, 

from experiments with Fermi superresolved nuclear 0+ −

0+ transitions, and from the unitarity of the CKM matrix) 

should coincide. The results of determining 𝑉𝑢𝑑 from 

neutron decay and the unitarity of the CKM matrix agree 

within the errors, however, the matrix element 𝑉𝑢𝑑 

obtained from 0+ − 0+ transitions differs significantly 

(Fig. 3 on the left). The difference in 𝑉𝑢𝑑 value obtained 

consistently and the value of 𝑉𝑢𝑑 from 0+ − 0+ transitions 

is 2.6𝜎. Figure 3 on the right shows a comparison of the 

value of the experimental neutrino asymmetry of neutron 

decay and the calculated asymmetry within the SM as a 

function of . In this case, a discrepancy is also observed 

between the experimental value of the neutrino asymmetry 

and the SM prediction. The difference in the values of 

these quantities is 2.1𝜎. 

The observed discrepancy can be analyzed within the 

framework of a model taking into account right-hand 

currents. In the simplest left-right “manifest” model [3, 5], 

the mixing of left and right vector bosons is considered, 

and the mass states 𝑊1 and 𝑊2 can be represented as 𝑊1 =

𝑊𝐿 cos 𝜁 − 𝑊𝑅 sin 𝜁 ; 𝑊2 = 𝑊𝑅 cos 𝜁 + 𝑊𝐿 sin 𝜁, where 𝜁 
is the mixing angle of the current states 𝑊𝐿 , 𝑊𝑅, а 𝛿 is the 

ratio of the squares of the masses of the states 𝑊1 and 𝑊2.  

To analyze the situation with neutrino asymmetry data, 

we use the relation that is presented below in a generalized 

form from the [7, 19, 20].  

2𝛿2 + 2𝜁2
𝜆𝑛

𝜆𝑛 − 1
+ 2𝛿𝜁 [

3𝜆𝑛
2 (2𝜆𝑛 − 1) + 1

(1 + 3𝜆𝑛
2 )(𝜆𝑛 − 1)

] = −
𝐵exp − 𝐵𝑆𝑀

𝐵𝑆𝑀
 

Here 𝐵𝑒𝑥𝑝 is the magnitude of neutrino asymmetry 

measured in the experiment,  𝐵𝑆𝑀 – the magnitude of 

neutrino asymmetry calculated from the value 𝜆𝑛 in SM: 

𝐵𝑆𝑀 =
2𝜆𝑛(𝜆𝑛−1)

(1+3𝜆𝑛
2 )

. 

To find the dependence of the ratio (𝐹𝜏)00 (𝐹𝜏)𝑛⁄  on the 

right-handed currents, given that 

(𝐹𝜏)00 (𝐹𝜏)𝑛⁄ ∝ (𝑉𝑢𝑑
𝑛 𝑉𝑢𝑑

00⁄ )2, we have the following 

expression for the relation between 𝛿 and 𝜁, which is 

represented below in a generalized form  
from the [4, 19, 20]. 

𝑉𝑢𝑑
𝑛 − 𝑉𝑢𝑑

00

𝑉𝑢𝑑
00

(𝛿2 + 𝜁2) − 2𝛿𝜁
3𝜆𝑛

2

(1 + 3𝜆𝑛
2 )

= −
𝑉𝑢𝑑

𝑛 − 𝑉𝑢𝑑
00

𝑉𝑢𝑑
00  
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The matrix element 𝑉𝑢𝑑
𝑛  is obtained from the results of 

measuring the neutron lifetime and the most accurate value 

of 𝜆𝑛 from measurements of the electron decay 

asymmetry, and the matrix element 𝑉𝑢𝑑
00, is obtained from 

measurements of the probability of nuclear 0+ − 0+ 

transitions. 

Figure 4 on the left shows the result of calculations 

based on the given formulas. As can be seen, both areas of 

possible values of the parameters 𝛿, 𝜁 exclude 𝛿 = 0 and 

𝜁 = 0, i.e. the SM values. The possible values  𝛿, 𝜁 for 
𝛥𝑉𝑢𝑑

𝑉𝑢𝑑
 and the values  𝛿, 𝜁 for 

Δ𝐵

𝐵
 intersect in two areas. 

These are the results of solving the second-order equations 

(the intersection of the ellipse and the hyperbola), which 

have two solutions. The intersection point of our interest 

has the values 𝛿 = 0.0085, 𝜁 =  0.061. The corresponding 

value for the mass of the right vector boson is 

𝑀𝑊𝑅
= 870 GeV. The range of values around this point is 

shown in Fig. 4 on the left and allows us to indicate the 

errors in the mass and mixing angle which are 

𝑀𝑊𝑅
≈ 870−140

+260 GeV and 𝜁 = 0.061−0.024
+0.017.  

The results of the presented mathematical analysis 

require a physical interpretation of the result. The essence 

of the matter is that the addition of the right vector boson 

𝑊𝑅 should reduce the neutrino asymmetry of the decay. 

The neutrino asymmetry 𝐵, in principle, should be equal to 

100% at  = 1, i.e. before the renormalization of the weak 

interaction by the strong interactions of quarks. Due to the 

renormalization by the strong interactions of quarks, the 

contribution of the axial interaction increases and the ratio 

of the axial constant to the vector constant increases to  =

1.27, and the neutrino asymmetry 𝐵 decreases to 

approximately 99%. The renormalization by the strong 

interaction produces in essence the effect of right-handed 

currents. The addition of the right vector boson 𝑊𝑅, i.e. 

real right-handed currents, should further reduce the 

neutrino asymmetry.  

The decay of mirror nuclei is essentially the decay of a 

neutron in a nucleus, where the neutron transforms into a 

proton, while the spin equal to zero and the positive parity 

of the nucleus are conserved during the decay of the 

nucleus, so this is a purely vector transition. As for the 

difference in the value of 𝑉𝑢𝑑, derived from the Gamow-

Teller axial-vector transition and the Fermi purely vector 

transition, the addition of the right vector boson 𝑊𝑅 

enhances the axial part for neutron decay and has less 

effect on the purely vector Fermi 0+ − 0+ transition for 

mirror nuclei, where there is no axial part.  

It should be mentioned that taking into account the 

inner and outer radiative corrections to the processes 

considered above is of great importance. Several works 

were devoted to this issue [21 – 25]. The results of the 

calculations of the radiative corrections are taken into 

account when presenting the experimental results for the 

electron asymmetry of neutron decay and the ratio  

(𝐹𝜏)00 (𝐹𝜏)𝑛⁄ . Note that there are practically no radiative 

corrections for neutrino asymmetry [26], inner radiative 

corrections arise at a level of about 10-5, so measuring 

neutrino asymmetry is the finest test for right-handed 

currents. 

It should be noted that the accuracy of calculation of 

the right vector boson mass and the mixing angle is 

approximately 3𝜎, although the original experimental 

accuracy was at the level of  2𝜎. The increase in accuracy 

after the analysis is associated with nonlinear 

dependencies in the calculated relations. Therefore, the 

actual confidence level in determining the 𝑊𝑅  mass and 

the mixing angle 𝜁 is 2𝜎 or 95%. On the other hand, it 

should be noted that the SM parameter values 𝛿 = 0, 𝜁 =

 0 are excluded with 95% confidence twice and 

independently - from the neutrino asymmetry and from the 

determination of the matrix element 𝑉𝑢𝑑. This is very 

important, since these are correlated effects. Therefore, it 

is more properly to estimate the values of 𝑀𝑊𝑅
 and 𝜁 with 

a confidence level of approximately 3𝜎. 

The constraint on the 𝑊𝑅 mass presented in PDG 2023 

shows that 𝑀𝑊𝑅
> 715 GeV at a 90% confidence level. 

This constraint was established in 1999. However, PDG 

contains much stronger constraints on the hypothetical 

vector boson 𝑊′, obtained in accelerator experiments. It is 

necessary to distinguish between these constraints and it is 

no coincidence that they are in different subsections of 

PDG. The fact is that the constraints on the 𝑊𝑅 mass were 

obtained in the decay of neutrons and nuclei, where the 

time of interaction of quarks are determined by large 

periods of neutron-nucleus decay, and in accelerator 

experiments the constraints on the mass of the hypothetical 

vector boson 𝑊′ are determined by processes with 

extremely short interaction times of quarks and fast decay 

of jets arising from collisions of high-energy protons. The 

difference in the time of interaction of quarks is extremely 

large in favor of nuclear processes. This is a case where 

precision measurements at low energies may have an 

advantage over the direct method of searching for new 

particles in high-energy proton collisions at accelerators. 

Due to the obtained results of the analysis for right-

handed currents, it is necessary to discuss the possibility of 

expanding the SM with an additional right-handed gauge 

vector boson 𝑊𝑅 and right-handed neutrinos. If we accept 

the estimates for the mass of 𝑊𝑅 obtained above, and 

although it should be remembered that these are only 

indications with confidence level 2 − 3 𝜎, then the next 

step towards expanding the SM seems obvious and is not 

unexpected. In fact, such a possible expansion of the SM 

was considered back in the 70s and 80s [3–5], when the 

SM had not yet been experimentally confirmed. Below in 

Fig. 4 on the right is a scheme of such a natural expansion 

of the SM. 
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Fig.4. Left – The relation between the values of the parameters of the left-right weak interaction model (𝛿 and 𝜁) with the deviation of the 

experimental value of neutrino asymmetry in neutron decay from the neutrino asymmetry within the SM (
𝐵𝑆𝑀−𝐵exp

𝐵𝑆𝑀
= 6.5 ⋅ 10−3) and with 

the deviation of the experimental values of 𝑉𝑢𝑑 from neutron decay and from 0+ − 0+ transitions for mirror nuclei ( 
𝑉𝑢𝑑

𝑛 −𝑉𝑢𝑑
00

𝑉𝑢𝑑
00 = 8.6 ⋅ 10−4). 

Right – Scheme of the extension of the Standard Model with an additional right-handed gauge vector boson 𝑊𝑅 and right-handed 

neutrinos 𝜈𝑅 . 

There is a possibility of further increasing the 

measurement accuracy in neutron decay. For example, the 

PNPI NRC KI project "Neutron Beta Decay" for the PIK 

reactor is aimed at this [27–29], in which it is planned to 

use a superconducting solenoid with a long flight base for 

neutron decay in order to increase the statistical accuracy 

of decay events and with a magnetic mirror-collimator to 

isolate the electron emission direction. It is a development 

of the PNPI RAS experiment of 1998 [30], which is 

planned to achieve a relative measurement accuracy of 10-3 

for neutrino and electron decay asymmetries. Another 

project of the Technical University of Munich "PERC" for 

FRM2 reactor [31] also uses a long superconducting 

solenoid with a magnetic probe to measure neutrino and 

electron neutron decay asymmetries with a relative 

accuracy of 10-3-10-4 [32]. Thus, there is reason to believe 

that the question of the existence of 𝑊𝑅, with the above 

parameters, will be clarified. 

Now we should turn to the question of experimental 

indications of the existence of right-handed neutrinos, 

based on the Neutrino-4 and BEST experiments at the 

5.8𝜎 CL, where the analysis determined the oscillation 

parameters 𝛥𝑚14
2 = (7.3 ± 0.13𝑠𝑡 + 1.16𝑠𝑦𝑠) eV2 and 

sin2 2𝜃14 ≈ 0.38 (best fit point), and the sterile neutrino 

mass of 2.7 eV [33, 34, 35, 1, 2]. Fig. 5 demonstrates the 

oscillation effect discovered in the Neutrino-4 experiment. 

The oscillation effects in these experiments are 

interpreted by a transition to the state of the so-called 

sterile neutrino. However, the scheme for explaining the 

oscillations in the hypothetical sterile neutrino is 

unsatisfactory due to the chiral forbiddance. The fact is 

that the Neutrino-4 experiment is carried out with an 

antineutrino that has positive chirality, and the BEST 

experiment is carried out with a neutrino that has negative 

chirality. Then, as Fig. 6 on the left shows, the 

hypothetical sterile neutrino should have different chirality 

in the Neutrino-4 experiment and in the BEST experiment. 

The scheme with right-handed neutrinos in Fig. 6 on the 

right resolves this contradiction by introducing right-

handed neutrinos and antineutrinos into consideration 𝜈𝑒
𝑅 

and 𝜈𝑒
𝑅 with corresponding chirality. We can generalize 

this scheme to the case of three neutrinos, according to the 

flavors of the active neutrinos:𝜈𝑒
𝑅 and 𝜈𝑒

𝑅,𝜈𝜇
𝑅 and 𝜈𝜇

𝑅, and 

𝜈𝜏
𝑅 and 𝜈𝜏

𝑅. 

 

 
Fig. 5. Oscillation process curve. Oscillation parameters obtained 

as a result of data analysis are 𝑚14
2 = (7.3 ± 0.13𝑠𝑡 +

1.16𝑠𝑦𝑠) eV2  sin2 2𝜃14 = 0.36 ±  0.12𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡 (2.9𝜎). 
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Fig. 6. On the left it is shown that the hypothetical sterile neutrino should have different chirality in the Neutrino-4 experiment and in the 

BEST experiment, which is unacceptable. On the right – The scheme with right-handed neutrinos resolves this contradiction by introducing 

right-handed neutrinos and antineutrinos with the corresponding chiralities. 

Thus, the experimental situation with neutrino 

oscillations in the Neutrino-4 and BEST experiments also 

points to the need to introduce the right vector boson and, 

accordingly, right neutrinos into consideration. The latter 

consideration closes the circle of reasoning about the need 

to expand the Standard Model. 

The work was supported by the Russian Science 
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