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We investigate TeV scale type-I and type-II seesaw scenarios at the tree level at the µ+e− and
µ+µ+ colliders in the µTRISTAN experiment. In minimal type-I seesaw scenario we consider two
generations of Standard Model (SM) singlet heavy Majorana type Right Handed Neutrinos (RHNs)
which couples with SM gauge boson through light-heavy neutrino mixing. We consider a mini-
mal scenario where one (other) generation of the RHN dominantly couples with electron (muon).
Generating events for the signal and generic SM backgrounds for the final states e−νjj and µ+νjj
from µ+e− collision at

√
s = 346 GeV and 1 ab−1 luminosity, we estimate limits on the light-heavy

neutrino mixing angles with respect to heavy neutrino mass for two generations of the heavy neu-
trinos. Comparing with the existing limits we find such limits could be two orders of magnitude
stronger than electroweak precision data. Further, we study the effect of doubly charged scalar
boson (H++) from the type-II seesaw scenario in µ+µ+ collision at

√
s = 2 TeV. In this case we

consider µ+µ+ → ℓ+i ℓ
+
j and µ+µ+ → H++Z/γ processes followed by the same sign dilepton decay

of H++. We find that events involving e+e+ among these final states could provide significant
difference between the normal and inverted orderings of the neutrino mass which could be probed
in µTRISTAN collider at 5σ significance in future.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of tiny neutrino mass and flavor mixing [1] is an unknown, long standing puzzle as Standard Model
(SM) fails to explain it. It leads us to extend SM in a variety of ways to explain such interesting observation. Simply
a dimension five operator [2] within SM opened the door to incorporate beyond the Standard Model (BSM) physics
through particle extension of the SM. A fascinating approach to study such anomalies is to introduce SM-singlet
heavy Majorana type Right Handed Neutrinos (RHNs) to generate tiny neutrino mass through suppression of a
lepton number violating mass scale [3–8]- commonly recognized as type-I seesaw scenario. SM-singlet RHNs mix with
the SM light neutrinos to interact with the SM gauge bosons and Higgs. However, RHNs are hitherto unidentified
and considered that it could have mass from a light scale up to a very heavy scale depending on its role in a variety
of theoretical aspects [9–18]. Recently LHC is also looking for prompt RHNs from same sign dilepton plus dijet
and trilepton plus missing energy modes respectively to provide limits on the RHN mass and its mixing with light
neutrinos [19–22].

Apart from the singlet fermion extension of the SM, there is another simple but interesting aspect where SM is
extended by an SU(2) triplet scalar with hypercharge Y = +2 arising as an UV-complete scenario of the dimension
five operator. This scenario is called the type-II seesaw scenario [23–30]. Through the inclusion of the triplet scalar
with small vacuum expectation value (VEV) v∆, Majorana type tiny neutrino mass in O(eV) scale can be generated
at the tree level followed by flavor mixing. Such a scenario could evolve large neutrino Yukawa coupling of O(1). Due
to the gauge structure, the triplet (complex) scalar interacts with the SM gauge bosons, SM lepton and Higgs doublet
developing a variety of decay modes of the triplet scalar [31, 32]. As a result such triplet scalars can be tested at high
energy colliders following different decay modes of its doubly, singly charged and neutral scalar multiplets [33–39].
We point out that for v∆ ≤ 10−4, doubly charged Higgs dominantly decays into same sign dilepton mode whereas for
v∆ > 10−4, it decays into same sign W bosons. In the first case, doubly charged scalar mass below 1080 GeV [40]
was not observed whereas in the second case the upper limit is around 350 GeV [41]. The singly charged and neutral
multiplets from the type-II seesaw scenario have been tested at the LHC from gluon-fusion channels [42–47]. These
processes are suppressed by an additional factor of O(v2∆) making them irrelevant for type-II seesaw scenario.

In this paper we study the tree level minimal type-I seesaw model at muti-TeV same sign muon collider or muon-
positron collider [48–55] at µTRISTAN experiment using ultra-cold anti-muon technology from J-PARC [56]. In this
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experiment µ+e− collision could occur at
√
s = 346 GeV where µ+ energy is Eµ = 1 TeV and e− energy is Ee = 30

GeV (
√
s = 2

√
EµEe) at 1 ab−1 luminosity. This could be upgraded to µ+µ+ collider at

√
s = 2 TeV or higher where

muon energy is considered to be 1 TeV with 100 fb−1 luminosity or higher. Such a machine can potentially serve as
a Higgs factory and participate in various phenomenological aspects [57–63] involving physics beyond the SM.

The unique initial state of the µTRISTAN experiment allows us to study the tree level seesaw scenarios from
interesting perspectives. In case of µ+e− collision we consider the heavy neutrino production from the type-I seesaw
where only a t−channel W mediated scenario will appear provided the RHN mass (MN ) resides in the electroweak
or TeV scale. Due to the light-heavy mixing, this process will be suppressed by modulus square of the respective
mixing. We consider that there are two generations of RHNs which reside at the TeV scale and can be produced at the
colliders. First generation of the RHNs (N1) dominantly couple with the electron whereas the second generation (N2)
dominantly couples with muon. In this collider we can explore these two generations of RHNs and their corresponding
mixing with electron and muon. The RHN produced in this scenario can dominantly decay into a muon in case of
N2 (electron in case of N1) and W boson followed by the hadronic decay of its daughter W boson. Finally from the
lepton and jets it could be possible to reconstruct the RHNs. Hence we can estimate the limits on mass and mixings
of RHNs studying signal and corresponding SM backgrounds. For µ+e− collision we consider 45 GeV ≤ MN1,2

≤ 340
GeV. In case of µ+µ+ collider we can study a unique behavior of the RHNs where a t−channel RHN mediated process
could produce a pair of same sign W boson reflecting the Majorana nature of the heavy neutrino. However, this
process is suppressed by the fourth power of the modulus of the mixing but it could be realized only in the collisions
of same sign fermions.

In case of type-II seesaw scenario, µ+µ+ collision could play a crucial role to probe the effect of doubly charged scalar
multiplet. In this case we consider two scenarios. In the first case we consider the doubly charged scalar mediated
same-sign dilepton production scenario in the s−channel process accompanied by the t−channel same sign dilpeton
production mode mediated by SM neutral bosons. Here we prefer to consider non-muonic final states to reduce SM
backgrounds. Followed by this scenario, we study the production of doubly charged scalar in association with Z boson
or photon in the s− channel and t−channel. If Z boson is produced, then it is considered to decay into dominant mode
of jets resulting a final state of same sign dilepton and two jets where same sign dileptons are produced from the doubly
charged component of the triplet scalar. In case when doubly charged scalar is produced with a photon, the final
state consists of a same sign dilepton from doubly charged scalar plus a photon. These processes are influenced by the
Yukawa interaction between the left handed lepton doublet and scalar triplet following SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y gauge theory
where we introduce recent neutrino oscillation data following two neutrino mass hierarchies, for example, normal
ordering (NO) and inverted ordering (IO). In addition to that if we consider the same sign dilepton production
process from doubly changed scalar and SM gauge bosons then we can compare left-right asymmetry (ALR) for the
SM and doubly charged scalar induced processes. Here we consider one benchmark value for the triplet scalar mass
as 1.03 TeV following the recent ATLAS study [40] at 140 fb−1 ruling out the possibility of a doubly charged scalar
below 1 TeV.

The paper is arranged in the following way. In Sec. II we discuss the seesaw models at the tree level which could be
tested at µTRISTAN experiment. We give detailed analysis on the BSM searches in Sec. III followed by discussions
on different limits on the model parameters, dependence on the neutrino oscillation. Finally we conclude our article
in Sec. IV.

II. TESTABLE SEESAW MODELS AT THE TREE LEVEL

Among many proposals of neutrino mass generation mechanism, we discuss the tree level processes to generate
neutrino mass which could reproduce the neutrino oscillation data and flavor mixing. These simple but interesting
models are commonly known as type-I and type-II seesaw scenarios where SM-singlet heavy RHNs and SU(2)L triplet
scalar with Y = 2 are introduced respectively. We discuss these models in following way:

Type-I seesaw

SM-singlet RHNs (Nβ
R) are introduced to extend the SM which couples with SM lepton doublet (ℓα) and Higgs

doublet (Φ). Hence we write down the relevant part of the Lagrangian as

Lint ⊃ −yαβD ℓαLΦN
β
R − 1

2
Mαβ

N NαC
R Nβ

R +H.c.. (1)

where α and β stand for the generation indices. The second term in Eq. 1 is the lepton number violating Majorana
mass term for the RHNs. After the electroweak symmetry is broken by the generation of VEV of the SM Higgs vΦ, one
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obtain the Dirac mass term of the neutrinos as MD = yDvΦ√
2
. Hence we can write neutrino mass matrix incorporating

the Dirac and Majorana masses in the following as

Mν =

(
0 MD

MT
D MN

)
. (2)

Now diagonalizing Eq. 2, the seesaw formula for the light Majorana neutrinos mass can be obtained as

mν ≃ −MDM−1
N MT

D . (3)

To obtain a light neutrino mass of O(0.1) eV from a heavy RHN of mass MN around O(100) GeV, the Dirac Yukawa
coupling yD could be O(10−6), however, the YD could reach at O(1) if general parametrization for the seesaw scenario
is considered [64]. This scenario is considered in our article. We assume, MDM−1

N ≪ 1 so that the light neutrino
flavor eigenstates (ν) can be written in terms of the mass eigenstates of light neutrino (νm) and heavy neutrino (Nm)
as ν ≃ Nνm + V Nm where V = MDM−1

N and N =
(
1− 1

2ϵ
)
UPMNS with ϵ = V ∗V T and UPMNS is the usual neutrino

mixing matrix applied to diagonalize mν in the following way

UT
PMNSmνUPMNS = diag(m1,m2,m3). (4)

In presence of the parameter ϵ, mixing matrix N is non-unitary [65–67]. Now we replace neutrino flavor eigenstates
in charged current (CC) and neutral current (NC) interactions of the SM and obtain

LCC = − g√
2
Wµeγ

µPL (Nνm + V Nm) + h.c., (5)

where e denotes the three generations of the charged leptons in the vector form and

LNC = − g

2cw
Zµ

[
νmγµPL(N †N )νm +NmγµPL(V

†V )Nm +
{
νmγµPL(N †V )Nm + h.c.

}]
, (6)

where cw = cos θw is the weak mixing angle and projection operators are denoted as PL(R) =
1
2 (1 ∓ γ5). Because of

non-unitarity N , the flavor-changing neutral current could occur through the first term of Eq. (6) involving N †N
which is not equal to unity. In our scenario RHN mass is a free parameter. If RHN mass lies between 10 GeV
≤ MN < MW , RHN undergoes three-body decay. The partial decay widths of Ni can be approximately given as

Γ(Ni → ℓ−α ℓ
+
β νℓβ ) = Γ(Ni → ℓ+α ℓ

−
β ν̄ℓβ ) ≃ |Vαi|2 G2

F

192π3M
5
Ni

(α ̸= β), (7)

Γ(Ni → ℓ−β ℓ
+
β νℓα) = Γ(Ni → ℓ+β ℓ

−
β ν̄ℓα)

≃ |Vαi|2 G2
F

192π3M
5
Ni

(
1
4 cos

2 2θW + sin4 θW
)

(α ̸= β), (8)

Γ(Ni → ℓ−α ℓ
+
ανℓα) = Γ(Ni → ℓ+α ℓ

−
α ν̄ℓα)

≃ |Vαi|2 G2
F

192π3M
5
Ni

(
1
4 cos

2 2θW + cos 2θW + sin4 θW
)
, (9)

Γ(Ni → νβ ν̄βνℓα) = Γ(Ni → νβ ν̄β ν̄ℓα) ≃ |Vαi|2 1
4

G2
F

192π3M
5
Ni

, (10)

Γ(Ni → ℓ−α qaq̄b) = Γ(Ni → ℓ+α q̄aqb) ≃ Nc|Vαi|2|V ab
CKM|2 G2

F

192π3M
5
Ni

, (11)

Γ(Ni → qaq̄aνℓα) = Γ(Ni → qaq̄aν̄ℓα) ≃ Nc|Vαi|2 G2
F

192π3M
5
Ni

2
(
|gqV |2 + |gqA|2

)
, (12)

where

guV =
1

2
− 4

3
sin2 θW , guA = −1

2
,

gdV = −1

2
+

2

3
sin2 θW , guA =

1

2
, (13)

respectively which come from the interaction between Z boson and the quarks. Nc = 3 is the color factor for the
quarks. If the RHNs are heavier than the SM gauge and scalar bosons then dominant two-body decay modes are
N → ℓW , νℓZ, νℓh, respectively and the corresponding partial decay widths can be given by

Γ(Ni → ℓαW ) =
g2|Viα|2

64π

(M2
N −M2

W )2(M2
N + 2M2

W )

M3
NM2

W

,

Γ(Ni → ναZ) =
g2|Viα|2

128πc2w

(M2
N −M2

Z)
2(M2

N + 2M2
Z)

M3
NM2

Z

,

Γ(Ni → ναh) =
|Viα|2(M2

N −M2
h)

2

32πMN

(
1

v

)2

, (14)
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respectively. The partial decay width of the heavy RHN into W± being twice as large as into a neutral one due to the
two degrees of freedom of W±. In Fig. 1, we show the branching ratios of heavy neutrinos Ni to various final states

Figure 1. Branching ratios of Ni to different final states under the assumption VeNi = 1, VµNi = 0 and VτNi = 0. We show the
branching ratios to three body leptonic channels eℓ1νℓ1 + νeℓℓ, νeνν̄ and semi-leptonic channels such as ejj and νejj, where
ℓ = e, µ, τ , ℓ1 = µ, τ . For relatively large MNi the two body decay channels such as eW , νeZ and νeh dominates. Similar
behavior will be observed with the choice VeNi = 0, VµNi = 1 and VτNi = 0.

for 10 GeV ≤ MN ≤ 1000 GeV assuming that VeNi
= 1, VµNi

= 0 and VτNi
= 0. We point out that similar behavior

will be observed with the choice VeNi
= 0, VµNi

= 1 and VτNi
= 0. This is minimal scenario in case of type-I seesaw.

For RHNS lighter than W boson (MN < MW ) the dominant modes involve three body leptonic or semi-leptonic final
states, whereas for RHNs heavier than W boson (MN > MW ), two body decay modes dominate. Note that for very
heavy RHNs where MN ≥ O(1) TeV with non-zero light-heavy mixing, the branching ratios can be obtained as

BR(Ni → ℓW ) : BR(Ni → νℓZ) : BR(Ni → νℓh) = 2 : 1 : 1. (15)

Note that for sufficiently small mixing and relatively small MN , heavy RHNs could be long-lived candidates which that
can travel a long distances before their decay into different daughter particles. This scenario gives rise to displaced
vertex scenarios. We consider MN and |VℓNi

|2 as free parameters and VℓNi
is always large enough so that RHNs suffer

prompt decay.

Type-II seesaw scenario

In case of type-II seesaw scenario SM is extended by an SU(2)L triplet scalar ∆ = (∆++,∆+,∆0)T . The triplet
scalar is described in the matrix form with the help of Pauli spin matrices as

∆ =

(
∆+/

√
2 ∆++

∆0 −∆+/
√
2

)
, (16)

and due to its SU(2)L charge, it interacts with the SM gauge bosons. In addition to that it participates in a Yukawa
coupling with SM lepton doublets. The corresponding Lagrangian with the scalar kinetic term can be written as

Ltype II =
[
iY∆αβL

T
αC

−1τ2∆Lβ + h.c.
]
+ (DµΦ)

†
(DµΦ) + (Dµ∆)

†
(Dµ∆)− V (Φ,∆), (17)
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where Y αβ
∆ is the Yukawa coupling and it is a symmetric complex matrix. Here Lα represents SM lepton doublets, C

stands for the charge conjugation operator, Dµ shows covariant derivative of the related scalar field and V (Φ,∆) is
the scalar potential which could be expressed as

V (Φ,∆) =−m2
ΦΦ

†Φ+
λ

4
(Φ†Φ)2 + M̃2

∆Tr
[
∆†∆

]
+ λ2

[
Tr∆†∆

]2
+ λ3Tr

[
∆†∆

]2
+
[
µΦT iσ2∆

†Φ+ h.c.
]
+ λ1(Φ

†Φ)Tr
[
∆†∆

]
+ λ4Φ

†∆∆†Φ.

(18)

In this case Higgs triplet UV-completion of the Weinberg operator could be characterized by the induction of a tiny
VEV of ∆. Minimizing the potential we find the mass-squared terms of the scalar fields as

M̃2
∆ = M2

∆ − 1

2

[
2v2∆(λ2 + λ3) + v2Φ(λ1 + λ4)

]
, where M2

∆ ≡ v2Φµ√
2v∆

. (19)

m2
Φ =

1

2

[
v2Φλ

2
+ v2∆(λ1 + λ4)− 2

√
2µv∆

]
. (20)

Solving Eq. (19) under the limit M∆ ≫ vΦ and satisfying all existing experimental limits we get

v∆ ≈ µv2Φ√
2M̃2

∆

, (21)

keeping terms in first order of vΦ/M∆. Hence using Eq. (17) and inserting the VEV of the triplet scalar, the neutrino
mass from type-II seesaw can be estimated as

mν =
√
2Y∆v∆ = Y∆

µv2Φ
M̃2

∆

. (22)

Using neutrino oscillation data and UT
PMNSmνUPMNS = diag(m1,m2,m3) to diagonalize the neutrino mass matrix we

express

Y∆ =
1

2
√
v∆

UPMNSm
diag
ν UT

PMNS, (23)

where mdiag
ν = diag(m1,m2,m3), neutrino mass eigenvalues carry the information of neutrino oscillation for normal

and inverted neutrino mass orderings along with UPMNS which is the PMNS matrix. From Eq. (22) we find that
neutrino mass is directly proportional to the triplet VEV. Therefore tiny neutrino mass can be ensured by small
triplet VEV which could be satisfied either by a small trilinear term µ or being suppressed by a large M̃∆.

After spontaneous symmetry breaking we write the doublet and triplet fields as

∆ =
1√
2

(
∆+

√
2∆++

v∆ + h∆ + iη∆ − ∆+

)
, Φ =

1√
2

( √
2Φ+

v + hΦ + iηΦ

)
, (24)

expanding the neutral multiplet around the VEV. In this model framework scalar sector contains ten degrees of
freedom. After the electroweak symmetry breaking seven out of them have definite mass being evolved as physical
fields. These scalar fields can be written as H±±, H± for the charged multiplets; h, H0 and A0 as neutral scalar
fields respectively. Here H±± is simply ∆±± as presented in the triplet scalar field ∆ and the physical mass of H++

can be written as

m2
H++ = M2

∆ − v2∆λ3 −
λ4

2
v2Φ. (25)

The singly charged and neutral scalar mass eigenstates can be obtained by using 2× 2 orthogonal rotation matrix as(
Φ±

∆±

)
= R(β±)

(
H±

G±

)
,

(
hΦ

h∆

)
= R(α)

(
h
H0

)
,(

ηΦ
η∆

)
= R(β0)

(
A0

G0

)
, R(θ) =

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
,

where θ = {β±, β0 and α} are angle of rotation and tanβ± =
√
2v∆
vΦ

, tanβ0 = 2v∆
vΦ

and tan(2α) = 2B
A−C taking,

A =
λ

2
v2Φ, B = vΦ(−

√
2µ+ (λ1 + λ4)v∆), C = M2

∆ + 2(λ2 + λ3)v
2
∆. (26)
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The charged scalar fields Φ± from Φ and ∆± from ∆ are mixed to produce a physical H± where an unphysical G±

is also identified as a Goldstone mode. Hence the physical mass of H± can be written as

m2
H+ =

(
M2

∆ − λ4

4
v2Φ

)(
1 +

2v2∆
v2Φ

)
. (27)

In the same line we find that CP-odd scalar A0 and neutral Goldstone boson G0 evolve from the mixture of η∆ and
ηΦ and hence G0 becomes the longitudinal mode of Z boson. Now we find that the mass of the CP-odd scalar field
A0 can be written as

m2
A0 = M2

∆

(
1 +

4v2∆
v2Φ

)
. (28)

Finally, the CP-even scalar fields h∆ from the neutral multiplet of ∆ and hΦ from Φ will mix and hence the SM Higgs
(h) and a BSM neutral heavy Higgs (H0) will evolve with physical masses as

m2
h =

1

2
[A+ C −

√
(A− C)2 + 4B2], (29)

m2
H0 =

1

2
[A+ C +

√
(A− C)2 + 4B2] (30)

respectively. The triplet VEV v∆ could be constrained from the ρ parameter leading to upper bound of of the triplet
VEV as O(1 GeV) [1]. Hence using the fact v∆ ≪ vΦ, the masses of physical Higgs bosons can be approximated as

m2
H±± ≃ M2

∆ − λ4

2
v2Φ, m2

H± ≃ M2
∆ − λ4

4
v2Φ, m2

h ≃ 2λv2Φ and m2
H0 ≈ m2

A0 ≃ M2
∆, (31)

so their mass-squared differences can be written as

m2
H± −m2

H±± ≈ m2
H0/A0 −m2

H± ≈ λ4

4
v2Φ. (32)

Now we define two mass-splittings for the scalar fields {H0, H±} and {H+, H±} as

δm1 = mH0 −mH± , δm2 = mH± −mH±± (33)

which could be further approximated to

∆m ≡ δm1,2 ≈ λ4

8

v2Φ
M∆

. (34)

with the assumptions v∆ ≪ vΦ and M2
∆ ≫ |λ4|v2Φ. Hence we could express all the physical Higgs masses in terms of

mH±± and ∆m only. The quartic coupling λ4 between Φ and ∆ should be small satisfying perturbative constraints at
high energy below Planck scale. The mass splitting between singly and doubly charged multiplets of the triplet scalar
∆m = mH± −mH±± affects S, T and U parameters putting a stringent constraint as |∆m| ≲ 40 GeV [68]. Depending
on the value and sign of λ4 we obtain three different spectra: (i) λ4 = 0 : ∆m ≈ 0 (mH±± ≃ mH± ≃ mH0/A0), (ii)
λ4 < 0 : ∆m < 0 (mH±± > mH± > mH0/A0) and (iii) λ4 > 0 : ∆m > 0 (mH±± < mH± < mH0/A0), respectively.
The triplet scalar interacts with the SM gauge bosons and fermions. The partial decay widths of the doubly charged
scalar into different modes taking ∆m ≈ 0 (degenerate scenario) into account can be given by

Γ(H±± → l±i l
±
j ) =

mH±±

(1 + δij)8π

∣∣∣∣mν
ij

v∆

∣∣∣∣2 , mν
ij = Y∆ijv∆/

√
2, (35)

Γ(H±± → W±W±) =
g2v2∆

8πmH±±

√
1− 4

r2W

[(
2 + (rW /2− 1)2

)]
, (36)

where rW =
mH±±
MW

and mν represents the neutrino mass matrix with i, j as generation indices. For the case ∆m < 0,
one consider the additional decay mode as

Γ(H±± → H±W±∗) =
9g4mH±± cos2 β±

128π3
G

(
m2

H±

m2
H±±

,
m2

W

m2
H±±

)
, (37)
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Figure 2. Branching ratios of H±± for mH±± = 1.03 TeV with ∆m ≈ 0 (left panel) and ∆m = −20 GeV (right panel),
respectively. We consider three decay mode of H±± into ℓ±ℓ± (red), W±W± (green) and H±W±∗ (cyan), respectively. The
decay mode H±± → H±W±∗ is only open for ∆m < 0 and further dominates in the region of intermediate v∆ when ∆m is
relatively large.

where tanβ± =
√
2v∆
vΦ

and the functions λ(x, y), G(x, y) can be given by

λ(x, y) = (1− x− y)2 − 4xy , (38)

G(x, y) =
1

12y

[
2 (−1 + x)

3 − 9
(
−1 + x2

)
y + 6 (−1 + x) y2 − 6 (1 + x− y) y

√
−λ(x, y)

{
tan−1

(
1− x+ y√
−λ(x, y)

)

+ tan−1

(
1− x− y√
−λ(x, y)

)}
− 3

(
1 + (x− y)

2 − 2y
)
y log x

]
. (39)

In Fig. 2, we show the branching ratios of H±± for mH±± = 1.03 TeV with ∆m ≈ 0 (left panel) and ∆m =
−20 GeV (right panel), respectively. For small ∆m, depending on v∆, H

±± dominantly decays either into same-sign
dileptons for v∆ ≤ 10−4 GeV or gauge bosons for v∆ > 10−4 GeV. On the other hand from the right panel of Fig. 2
with ∆m = −20 GeV, the cascade mode H±± → H±W±∗ dominate over the leptonic and diboson decay modes for an
intermediate v∆. The doubly charged multiplet of the triplet scalar provide tightest constraints from the searches at
the LHC. The collider searches strictly depend on v∆ and ∆m which governs the decay modes of the doubly charged
multiplets, see Fig. 2. Assuming a degenerate scenario, bound onmH±± can be obtained considering same sign leptonic
decay of H±± at the 13 TeV LHC following Drell-Yan (DY) production. LHC has tested H±±H∓ mode through
s−channel W± boson exchange followed by leptonic decay of the charged scalars. Combining these modes bounds on
the triplet mass was obtained as mH±± > 820 GeV at 95% C.L. from CMS [35] and from DY process the bound is
mH±± > 1080 GeV at 95% C.L. from ATLAS [40]. Using γ and Z exchange process in s−channel LEP provides a
strong constrain as mH±± > 97.3 GeV [33] at 95% C.L. from doubly charged scalar multiplet pair production holding
for v∆ < 10−4 GeV only. For v∆ > 10−4 GeV, H±± dominantly decays into W±W± mode followed by the leptonic
decay of the W bosons. Such modes have been studied by ATLAS providing a limit mH±± ≃ 350 GeV [41].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We consider the minimal type-I seesaw scenarios to study two generations of heavy neutrinos. In this case we
investigate a single electron(muon) final state in association with jets and neutrinos. In case of type-II seesaw
scenario we study same-sign dilepton final state and doubly charged scalar multiplet production in association with
Z boson and photon. We also study left-right asymmetry form the same-sign dilepton mode. We describe complete
search strategies and results in the following way:
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Figure 3. Heavy neutrino production processes in t−channel and its dominant decay in µTRISTAN experiment. In this case
we consider two generations of RHNs where one of them dominantly couples with muon(left) and the other dominantly couples
with electron(right).

50 100 200 500
0.01

0.10

1

10

100

MN[GeV]

σ
(e

-
μ
+
→
ν
N
)
[p
b
]

Figure 4. Heavy neutrino production cross section as a function of heavy neutrino mass in µTRISTAN experiment at
√
s = 346

GeV center of mass energy normalized by the light-heavy mixing squared.

Heavy neutrino search

Depending on its flavor, the heavy neutrino can be produced in µTRISTAN experiment through either of the
processes shown in Fig. 3. To reduce the background, we only consider final states with hadronically decaying W
boson. In this scenario we consider two generations of heavy neutrinos where first(second) generation dominantly
couples with electron(muon). The differential scattering cross section for the t−channel process can be given by

dσ(µ+e− → Nν)

d cos θ
= (3.89× 108 pb)× (s−M2

N )

32πs2
×
[ g4

4 {(s−M2
N )(1± cos θ)× ( 12s−

1
4 (s−M2

N )(1∓ cos θ))}
( 12 (s−M2

N )(1∓ cos θ) +M2
W )2 + Γ2

WM2
W

]
(40)

where g(= 0.65) is the SU(2) gauge coupling, MW (= 80.4) GeV is the W boson mass and ΓW (= 2.4952) GeV is the
total decay width of W boson for the heavy neutrino coming either from the muon or electron vertex, respectively.
The production cross section of these heavy neutrinos in µTRISTAN experiment at

√
s = 346 GeV center of mass

energy are shown in Fig. 4. We find that the cross section falls sharply at the energy threshold. To obtain the signal
cross section, we integrated over the scattering angle (θsc) in the range of −0.95 < cos θsc < 0.95. The cross sections
for signal processes shown in Fig. 4 do not include the branching ratio of the heavy neutrino and the light-heavy
mixing parameters have been set to unity. The branching ratios of heavy neutrinos could be found in Fig. 1.

To study the signal and SM backgrounds, we simulate corresponding events using the event generation package
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MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [69] using the UFO model files generated by FeynRules [70]. The Pythia8 [71] is used to imple-
ment parton shower, hadronization and decay of the SM hadrons. The detector effects are simulated by Delphes [72]
with the default ILC configuration card. The leading order cross sections of the generic SM backgrounds µ+e− → e+jj
and µ−jj are listed in Tab. I. While generating the background, the transverse momenta of the final state charged
lepton and jets are required to be greater than 10 GeV and 20 GeV, respectively. To increase the signal significance, we

Process σ [pb]

µ+e− → e+jj 7.97× 10−5

µ+e− → µ−jj 8.42× 10−5

Table I. The leading order production cross section of generic SM backgrounds at
√
s = 346 in µTRISTAN experiment.

will adopt the Gradient Boosted Decision Tree (GBDT) method [73] that takes into account several feature variables
for signal and background discrimination. Only events that fulfill the following preselection cuts will be used in the
training and testing of the GBDT: (1) exactly one charged lepton with pT (ℓ

±) > 20 GeV and |ηℓ| < 2.5; (2) either
one or two jets with pT (j) > 20 GeV, |ηℓ| < 4.5, and mjj ∈ [70, 90] GeV for two jets events 1; (3) missing transverse
momentum /ET < 60 GeV. From those preselected events, we reconstruct several feature variables:

pµ(ℓ±), cos(θℓ±), pµ(ℓjj), mℓjj . (41)

The distributions for some of the feature variables are shown in Fig. 5. The GBDT method uses a 100 tree ensemble
that requires a minimum training events in each leaf node of 1 and a maximum tree depth of three, with a learning
rate of 0.1. It is training on benchmark signals with heavy neutrino masses in the range of [39, 300] GeV with a step
size 14.5 GeV. For each mass, half of the preselected signal (∼ 104) and background (∼ 104) events are used in the
training and testing of the GBDT respectively. To avoid overtraining, the sub-sample is required to be less than 0.8.
After the training, the GBDT is able to assign a BDT score for each event. The score combines all discriminating
abilities of the input feature variables, which can be used for signal and background discrimination. The BDT scores
for signal and background are around unit and zero, respectively. In Fig. 6, the BDT score for a few benchmark
signals and the corresponding backgrounds are shown. The signal and background are well-separated for each case,
indicating the strong discriminating power of the GBDT. After the application of the kinematic cuts we write down
the signal and background events in Tab. II for some benchmark heavy neutrino masses (MN1(2)

) considering the
decay of the heavy neutrinos in the ℓjj final state. After the application of all the kinematic cuts we estimate a 2σ

√
s (GeV) MN1 (GeV)

Signal (S) Background (B)
before cuts (pb) after cuts (fb) before cuts (fb) after cuts (fb)

45 14.87 4.45 0.0842 0.016
68 14.31 43.23 0.0842 3.12× 10−4

346 97 14.50 83.15 0.0842 5.87× 10−4

184 7.70 1046.13 0.0842 1.23× 10−4

300 2.42 849.34 0.0842 3.44× 10−4

√
s (GeV) MN2 (GeV)

Signal Background
before cuts (pb) after cuts (fb) before cuts (fb) after cuts (fb)

45 14.87 47.58 0.0797 0.013
68 14.31 1045.93 0.0797 1.27× 10−4

346 97 14.50 523.40 0.0797 4.68× 10−4

184 7.70 2305.81 0.0797 1.31× 10−4

300 2.42 2236.41 0.0797 1.94× 10−4

Table II. Signal normalized by light-heavy mixing squared and SM background cross sections before and after cuts for several
benchmark points of the heavy neutrino masses.

contour on the MN1(2)
− |Ve(µ)N1(2)

|2 plane solving the following equation

σ =
S × |Ve(µ)N1(2)

|2√
S × |Ve(µ)N1(2)

|2 +B
, (42)

1 The one jet final state corresponds to a boosted hadronically decaying W boson.



10

0.800 0.825 0.850 0.875 0.900 0.925 0.950 0.975 1.000
Cos( + )

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

+ e eN( + W(*))
mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Cos( e )

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6
+ e N( e W(*))

mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
m + W(*) [GeV]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6
+ e eN( + W(*))

mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
me W(*) [GeV]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6
+ e N( e W(*))

mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

0 200 400 600 800 1000
pz(N) [GeV]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

+ e eN( + W(*))
mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

0 200 400 600 800 1000
pz(N) [GeV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
+ e N( e W(*))

mN=97 GeV
mN=184 GeV
mN=242 GeV
mN=300 GeV
BG

Figure 5. Feature variables that input to the BDT from top to bottom: cosθ of µ/e, invariant mass and longitudinal momentum
of the reconstructed heavy neutrino. Left panels: muonic flavor heavy neutrino; Right panels: electronic flavor heavy neutrino.
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Figure 6. The BDT score for a few benchmark signals and the corresponding backgrounds.

where S and B stands for signal and corresponding background events, respectively at 1 ab−1 luminosity. Cor-
responding estimated bounds for electron and muon bounds are shown in Fig. 7 which are represented by orange
dashed line for the first (upper panel) and second (lower panel) generation cases. We show shaded regions in these
figures which are already ruled out by different existing searches. From our analysis we find that in case of the
first generation heavy neutrinos, prospective limits could be stronger than existing bounds from prompt heavy neu-
trino searches from CMS [74, 75] and EWPD [76–78] for 77 GeV ≤ MN1

≤ 315 GeV. We find that for 93 GeV
≤ MN1

≤ 295 GeV, mixing could vary 4.2 × 10−6 ≤ |VeN1
|2 ≤ 10−5. In addition to that, we estimate prospective

limits on the light-heavy mixing square for the second generation heavy neutrino which could provide stronger limits
compared to prompt heavy neutrino searches from CMS [74, 75] (gray solid) and EWPD (cyan solid(dashed) for
electron(muon))[76–78] for 61.5 GeV ≤ MN2

≤ 321 GeV. We find that for 88 GeV ≤ MN2
≤ 304 GeV, mixing could

vary around 2.0× 10−6 < |VµN2
|2 ≤ 10−5. These limits could be probed in future.

We compare the prospective bounds with existing results from a variety of experiments represented by the gray
shaded region in Fig. 7. Bounds from the same sign di-lepton (SSDL) search by ATLAS and CMS experiments at√
s = 8 TeV LHC are shown by the red dashed and dotted lines from [79, 80]. Experimental bounds from L3 detector of

the LEP experiment are shown by light green dot dashed line from [81] in Fig. 7 (upper panel). Bounds from
√
s = 13

TeV LHC using the SSDL searches from CMS [20] using cyan dot-dashed and trilepton searches from ATLAS [82]
using cyan dashed and CMS [19] brown dot dashed lines, respectively. Bounds obtained from the prompt (Pr) and
long-lived (LL) heavy neutrinos searches from the DELPHEI [83] experiment are represented by black dot dashed
and dashed lines, respectively. Bounds on the mixing using long-lived particle (LLP) searches for Majorana type
heavy neutrinos from the CMS [22] are shown by purple dashed line in the upper panel of Fig. 7. Conservative limits
on Majorana type heavy neutrino mixing from the meson decay are shown by light green dashed line following [84].
Displaced vertex (DV) searches in ATLAS from Majorana type heavy neutrinos are taken from [85, 86] where bounds
are shown for single flavor (1F) case with normal hierarchy (NH) and inverted hierarchy (IH) scenarios, respectively
by blue dotted, green dashed, magenta dotted and red dot dashed lines. We show corresponding CMS bounds for
displaced vertex from Majorana type heavy neutrinos by pink dot dashed line [75]. We also estimate bounds on
the light-heavy mixing from the top quark decay into heavy Majorana neutrinos shown by light green solid line in
the shaded region [87]. Limits on the light-heavy mixing due to the second generation heavy neutrino studying the
vector boson fusion process from ATALS (VBF-ATLAS13, VBF-ATLAS13-2)[86, 88, 89] and CMS (SSDM(W)) [21]
are shown by different yellow lines in the gray shaded region. Prospective bounds obtained from the future electron
positron circular collider (FCC-ee) are shown by the dashed Magenta line from [90] in the upper panel of Fig. 7.
Prospective limits on the light-heavy mixing from the SHiP experiment are shown by the darker red dot dashed
line from [91, 92] and those from the NA62 experiments are shown by darker red dashed line [93–96], respectively.
Prospective limits from MATHUSLA at FCC-hh for the W/Z boson decays for MATHUSLA surface version(M-
WZ-FCC-hh(S)) and forward version(M-WZ-FCC-hh(F)) are shown by orange dashed and dotted lines, respectively.
Similarly prospective limits for the heavy neutrinos produced from the W/Z boson decays at high luminosity LHC
(HL-LHC) are represented by M-HL-LHC-WZ and these bounds are shown by solid orange line in the upper panel of
Fig. 7 for the first generation heavy neutrinos. Bounds on light-heavy neutrino mixing obtained from the B/D meson
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Figure 7. Limits on light-heavy mixing with respect to first (upper) and second (lower) generation heavy neutrino masses
from µTRISTAN experiment (orange dashed, thick) at

√
s = 346 GeV and 1 ab−1 luminosity and compared with prospective

bounds from FASER, MATHUSLA, NA62, FCC-ee and SHiP analyses. Shaded regions are already ruled out by different
existing experimental searches. See text for details.
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Figure 8. Doubly charged scalar multiplet (H++) mediated µ+µ+ → ℓ+ℓ+ processes in (a) and the SM backgrounds (γ, Z) in
(b) in µTRISTAN experiment within type-II seesaw framework. Feynman diagrams for µ+µ+ → H++Z/γ process are shown
in (c) and (d) followed by the decay H++ → ℓ+ℓ+ which could be tested in µTRISTAN experiment at

√
s=2 TeV.

decays are represented by M-HL-LHC-BD and shown by thick orange dot dashed line [97]. Prospective bounds on
the light-heavy neutrino mixing obtained from the FASER collaboration with detector radius 20 cm (1 m) are shown
by the darker cyan dashed(dot dashed) line marked as FASER20 (FASER1) respectively from [98, 99]. Lower part of
the shaded region consists of the exclusion limits obtained from experiments like CHARM, JNIR, PS191 [100–104]
and theoretically estimated bounds from BBN and seesaw [11, 105–109] scenarios in counter-clockwise direction from
below.

Triplet scalar search

We consider the type-II seesaw scenario where doubly charged component of the SU(2) scalar triplet could play a
crucial role in µ+µ+ collision of the proposed µTRISTAN collider using [69]. In this case we consider a center of mass
energy

√
s = 2 TeV with a luminosity of 1 ab−1. We consider two scenarios for type-II seesaw where we produce same

sign dilepton following µ+µ+ → ℓ+i ℓ
+
j scenario where s−channel and the SM background could be obtained from the

t−channel µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ process using Z/γ exchange. Corresponding Feynman diagrams are given in Fig. 8. Total
production cross section of µ+µ+ → ℓ+i ℓ

+
j ( ̸= µ+µ+) signal process can be given by

σ(µ+µ+ → ℓ+i ℓ
+
j ) =

|Y µµ
∆ Y ij

∆ |2

4π(1 + δij)

s

(s−m2
H±±)2 +m2

H±±Γ2
H±±

, (43)

neglecting initial and final state lepton masses. Here
√
s = 2 TeV, δij is Kronecker delta vanishing for leptons of

different kind, giving unity for same type leptons and ΓH±± is the total decay width of H±±. We consider a luminosity
of 1 ab−1 to estimate number of events for the signal and background. In Fig. 9 we show the number of events for
the process for same sign dilepton mediated by H++ as a function of mH++ which attains a maximum at mH++ = 2
TeV. In this analysis we generate the signal and background events with transverse momentum of the leptons as
pℓT > 400 GeV and /E

max
T < 10 GeV. We find that generic SM backgrounds are very large for µ+µ+ final state as a

result we did not show the results for this final state. However, for the other combinations of the signal events like
e+µ+, µ+τ+, e+τ+ and τ+τ+ the number of signal events are large compared to the almost negligible amount of
generic SM backgrounds. From these cases we find it is difficult to distinguish between the NO and IO cases of the
neutrino mass hierarchy given in the left and right sides of the top and middle panels of Fig. 9. In the bottom panel
of Fig. 9 we show the events for the µ+µ+ → e+e+ process for NO and IO scenarios as a function of mH++ . We
find that the number of events for NO case are different from the IO case where events for IO case could be at least
three to four orders of magnitude larger than the NO case. In the lower right panel of Fig. 9 we show the number
of events for µ+µ+ → e+e+ process as a function of the lightest light neutrino mass (mlightest) fixing mH++ = 1.03
TeV. We find that for mlightest < 0.01 eV numbers of events for the NO and IO scenarios become nearly two orders
of magnitude different. Depending on neutrino oscillation data IO case could provide O(100) events which could be
O(10) events for the luminosity 100 fb−1. In this case number of events for NO case is small for 1 ab−1 that will be
lower for 100 fb−1 luminosities. Therefore µ+µ+ → e+e+ process mediated by H++ can be tested in the µTRISTAN
experiment to probe IO of the neutrino mass generation mechanism. In this analysis v∆ and mH++ are take in such
a way that the branching ratios of the LFV decay mode µ → eγ and µ → 3e are satisfied by the experimental limits
BR(µ → eγ) = 4.2× 10−13 and BR(µ → 3e) = 10−12 [110, 111], respectively. The neutrino oscillation parameters are
varied within their allowed 3σ range [31] whereas the Majorana phases (ϕ1, ϕ2) are set to be zero. The gray shaded
region in the bottom right panel of Fig. 9 is excluded from the combined analysis of CMB+BAO [112]. We found
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Figure 9. The number of the events for the processes µ+µ+ → e+µ+ (upper left), µ+τ+ (upper right), e+τ+ (middle left),
τ+τ+ (middle right) and e+e+ (bottom) as a function of mH++ for mlightest = 0. We show the number of events for µ+µ+ →
e+e+ case as function of lightest neutrino mass for mH++ = 1.03 TeV in µTRISTAN collider considering

√
s = 2 TeV and

luminosity as L = 1 ab−1 assuming v∆ and mH++ to be taken in such a way that the branching ratios of the LFV processes
µ → eγ and µ → 3e are satisfied by the experimental limits BR(µ → eγ) = 4.2 × 10−13 and BR(µ → 3e) = 10−12 [110, 111],
respectively. The neutrino oscillation parameters are varied within their allowed 3σ range [31] whereas the Majorana phases
(ϕ1, ϕ2) are set to be zero. The gray shaded region in the bottom right panel is excluded from the combined analysis of
CMB+BAO [112].

that the generic SM background is negligibly small, therefore depending on mH++ and mlightest IO scenarios could
be observed at the µTRISTAN experiment with at least 3σ significance or more considering e+e+ final state with
luminosity varying between 100 fb−1 to 1 ab−1.
We study another production mode of H++ following µ+µ+ → H++γ/Z and the corresponding Feynman diagrams

are given in Fig. 8. We fist consider the scenario µ+µ+ → H++γ → e+e+γ to generate events using MadGraph[69]. In
this analysis we apply the kinematic cuts for the photon as pγT > 50 GeV and lepton as peT > 400 GeV, /E

max
T < 10 GeV,

respectively. After cuts, signal events become almost half of the events before cut for the final state e+e+γ where e+e+

will be produced from H++ decay. The generic SM background reduces to 10−11 pb after the application of kinematic
cuts from the cross section 3.7451× 10−5 pb obtained before application of kinematic cuts. As a result after cuts SM
background becomes negligible. These SM backgrounds could be large for µ+µ+ mode. Therefore we do not consider
H++ → µ+µ+ mode. In the same line we generate events for µ+µ+ → H++Z → e+e+jj considering hadronically
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Figure 10. Cross sections of µ+µ+ → e+e+γ (upper left panel) and e+e+jj (upper right panel) processes after cut with√
s = 2 TeV and mlightest = 0 in the µTRISTAN experiment. Fixing mH++ = 1.03 TeV distinction between NO and IO cases

are shown (bottom panel) as a function of mlightest. We assume v∆ and mH++ to be taken in such a way that the branching
ratios of the LFV processes µ → eγ and µ → 3e are satisfied by the experimental limits BR(µ → eγ) = 4.2 × 10−13 and
BR(µ → 3e) = 10−12 [110, 111], respectively. The neutrino oscillation parameters are varied within their allowed 3σ range [31]
whereas the Majorana phases (ϕ1, ϕ2) are set to be zero. The gray shaded region in the bottom right panel is excluded from
the combined analysis of CMB+BAO [112].

decaying Z boson due to larger branching ratio over leptonic mode. In addition to that, we do not consider all muon
final states due to large SM background. To analyze these signal and SM background events we apply kinematic cuts
as pγT > 50 GeV, peT > 400 GeV, pjT > 20 GeV, /E

max
T < 10 GeV. Signal events after cut is almost 84% of the events

before cut. Applying these cuts we find that the generic SM background reduces to 10−12 pb from the cross section
7.52 × 10−6 pb before cuts. We show the cross section of these processes as a function of mH++ in the upper panel
of Fig. 10 after applying kinematic cuts. Depending on triplet mass, the cross section of e+e+γ final state could vary
between 1 fb to 15 fb for 1 TeV≤ mH++ ≤ 1.95 TeV in the IO case whereas that could vary between 0.01 fb to 0.1
fb in the NO case for the same range of mH++ which could provide distinguishable number of events for the neutrino
mass orderings if luminosity varies between 100 fb−1 to 1 ab−1. On the other hand cross sections for the e+e+jj
process could vary between 0.1 fb to 2 fb for 1 TeV≤ mH++ ≤ 1.9 TeV for the IO scenario whereas that for the
NO scenario is roughly one order of magnitude small. This final state can also produce significantly large difference
between the neutrino mass orderings if luminosity varies between 100 fb−1 to 1 ab−1. As a result depending on mH++

and mlightest we could distinguish between the NO and IO cases at least 3σ significance or more if the luminosity
varies between 100 fb−1 to 1 ab−1. In the lower panel of Fig. 10 we show difference between the cross sections of the
same final states as a function of mlightest for the NO and IO cases and the difference between these two orderings of
the neutrino mass comes prominent for mlightest ≤ 0.01 eV. Depending on luminosity between 100 fb−1 to 1 ab−1 the
significance of finding different neutrino mass hierarchies could be at least 3σ or more.

In the context of type-II seesaw scenario we also consider the µ+µ+ → ℓ+ℓ+ process where BSM process will be
produced through H++ in s−channel and the SM case will be mediated by Z boson and γ in t−channel, respectively.
Corresponding Feynman diagrams are given in Fig. 8. Here we consider polarized cross sections at the µTRISTAN
experiment considering center of mass energy as

√
s = 2 TeV with 1 ab−1 luminosity and discuss left-right asymmetry

in use of the method in ref. [113]. The scattering process is given by

µ+(k1, σ1) + µ+(k2, σ2) → ℓ+(k3, σ3) + ℓ+(k4, σ4), (44)
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where σi indicate helicity and ℓ = {e, µ, τ}. In addition to the SM interactions we take into account doubly charged
scalar exchanging interaction described by effective operator

Leff =
(Y †

∆Y∆)µℓ
2m2

H++

(µ̄γµPLµ)(ℓ̄γµPLℓ). (45)

Squared helicity amplitudes |M{σi}|2 = |M(σ1σ2σ3σ4)|2 for the µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ process are calculated as

|M(+−+−)|2 = |M(−+−+)|2 = s2 (1 + cos θ)
2

[
e2

t
+

gLgR
tZ

]2
, (46)

|M(+−−+)|2 = |M(−++−)|2 = s2 (1− cos θ)
2

[
e2

u
+

gLgR
uZ

]2
, (47)

|M(+ + ++)|2 = 4s2
[
e2
(
1

t
+

1

u

)
+ g2R

(
1

tZ
+

1

uZ

)]2
, (48)

|M(−−−−)|2 = 4s2

[
e2
(
1

t
+

1

u

)
+ g2L

(
1

tZ
+

1

uZ

)
−

(Y †
∆Y∆)µµ
m2

H++

]2
, (49)

where gL = e(−1/2 + s2W )/(sW cW ), gR = esW /cW , s = (k1 + k2)
2 = (k3 + k4)

2, t = (k1 − k3)
2 = (k2 − k4)

2 =
−s(1− cos θ)/2, u = (k1 − k4)

2 = (k2 − k3)
2 = −s(1 + cos θ)/2, uZ = u−m2

Z + imZΓZ , tZ = t−m2
Z + imZΓZ , and

cos θ is the scattering polar angle. For µ+µ+ → e+e+(τ+τ+) process, we do not have the SM contribution and the
amplitude is only

|M′(−−−−)|2 = 4s2

[
(Y †

∆Y∆)µe(τ)

m2
H++

]2
. (50)

Here we write differential cross-section for purely-polarized initial-state as

dσσ1σ2

d cos θ
=

1

32πs

∑
σ3,σ4

∣∣M{σi}
∣∣2 . (51)

For realistic case, we consider partially-polarized initial-state with the degree of polarization Pµ+ for the µ+ beams,
and the polarized cross section is given as

dσ(Pµ+ , Pµ+)

d cos θ
=

1 + Pµ+

2

1 + Pµ+

2

dσ++

d cos θ
+

1 + Pµ+

2

1− Pµ+

2

dσ+−

d cos θ

+
1− Pµ+

2

1 + Pµ+

2

dσ−+

d cos θ
+

1− Pµ+

2

1− Pµ+

2

dσ−−

d cos θ
. (52)

For µTRISTAN, we consider the following right-handed and left-handed cases:

dσR

d cos θ
=

dσ(Pµ+ = −0.8, Pµ+ = −0.8)

d cos θ
, (53)

dσL

d cos θ
=

dσ(Pµ+ = 0.8, Pµ+ = 0.8)

d cos θ
. (54)

To study the sensitivity to the doubly-charged scalar effects on µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ scattering process, we consider the
left-right (LR) asymmetry defined by

ALR =
NR −NL

NR +NL
, (55)

where

NL(R) = L ·
∫ 0.95

−0.95

d cos θ
dσL(R)

d cos θ
, (56)
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Figure 11. Left right asymmetry (left most panel) and the deviation (middle panel) from the SM at 3σ (lower black dashed line)
and 5σ (upper black dashed line) significance as a function of mH++/Y∆ for µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ process in µTRISTAN experiment
at

√
s = 2 TeV at 1 ab−1 luminosity. In the right most panel we show total number of events for e+e+ and τ+τ+ final states

for left (NL) and right (NR) polarizations represented by red dotted and blue-black solid lines.

where L = 1 ab−1 is the luminosity we consider in this analysis. To estimate total cross sections we integrate over
the range −0.95 ≤ cos θ ≤ 0.95 of the scattering angle. We also consider a statistical error of the asymmetry given by

δALR =

√
1−A2

LR

NR +NL
. (57)

The sensitivity to the new physics scenario is estimated at some confidence level (x σ) by requiring∣∣ALR(SM + δ++)−ALR(SM)
∣∣ ≥ x× δALR(SM), (58)

where ALR(SM)[δALR(SM)] can be obtained by considering the limit mH++ → ∞. For µ+µ+ → e+e+(τ+τ+) process,
we simply consider number of event NL,R since there is no SM contribution. The corresponding results are shown in
the left and middle panels of Fig. 11 where we estimate LR asymmetry (ALR) for the µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ process and
its corresponding deviation (∆ALR) from the SM as a function of mH++/Y∆. We find that the deviation could be
probed by the µTRISTAN collider at 3σ (upper black dashed line) and 5σ (lowe black dashed line) levels with

√
s = 2

TeV and L = 1 ab−1 for mH++/Y∆ > 45 TeV. In the right most panel of Fig. 11 we show the number of events for
left (NL) and right (NR) polarizations represented by red dotted and blue-black solid lines obtained from e+e+ and
τ+τ+ final states as a function of mH++/Y∆ where there is no SM background. We find that NR > NL by two orders
of magnitude through out the range of mH++/Y∆ under consideration. In µTRISTAN experiment we could probe a
high scale of triplet mass though sizable left-right asymmetry for different same sign dilepton mode and deviation of
left-right asymmetry from the SM scenario for e+e+ final state.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We study two different tree level seesaw scenarios, namely, minimal TeV scale type-I and type-II seesaw models in
proposed µTRISTAN collider at

√
s = 346 GeV and 2 TeV considering µ+e− and µ+µ+ collisions. In case of µ+e−

collider we study the productions of first and second generation heavy RHNs in association with light neutrinos.
These heavy RHNs dominantly couple with electron and muon, respectively through ligh-heavy neutrino mixing.
These heavy neutrinos decay though the dominant mode of a charged leton and jets providing a single lepton, missing
momentum and jets. Generating events for the signal and generic SM backgrounds we estimate prospective limits on
the light-heavy mixing angles of these heavy neutrinos at 1 ab−1 luminosity at 2σ significance. We find that mixing
for the first generation heavy neutrino mixing could be probed between 4.2 × 10−6 ≤ |VeN1

|2 ≤ 10−5 for 93 GeV
≤ MN1

≤ 295 GeV which is two orders of magnitude stronger than EWPD limits. Similarly for the second generation
of the heavy neutrino mixing could be probed between 2.0 × 10−6 < |VµN2

|2 ≤ 10−5 for 88 GeV ≤ MN2
≤ 304 GeV

which is also nearly two orders of magnitude stronger than the limits obtained from EWPD at 1 ab−1 luminosity. In
addition to that we have studied same sign dilepton production from the doubly charged scalar induced interactions
from the type-II seesaw scenario. We estimated that such a scenario could depend on neutrino oscillation data and
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hence on neutrino mass hierarchy. Generating signal events for different final states involving photon, same sign
lepton and jets we find that it could be possible to differentiate between the NO and IO. Avoiding purely muons in
the final state we find that purely two positron final state could provide nearly two orders of magnitude more events
if inverted hierarchy of the neutrino mass is considered compared to the normal hierarchy scenario. Final states with
unlike flavor and same sign dilepton can not distinguish between the neutrino mass hierarchies at 1 ab−1 luminosity.
On the other hand if we consider two positron final state in association with photon and/or hadronically Z boson,
cross section for this process after all kinematic cuts could make a nearly two orders of magnitude difference between
normal and inverted ordering of the neutrino mass hierarchy. We find that generic SM backgorund events could
be negligibly small after the application of kinematic cuts allowing for 5σ significance of these signals for different
neutrino mass hierarchies in future. Finally we studied the left-right asymmetry from the same sign dilepton mode
of mediating the doubly charged scalar boson. We find that positively charged di-muon final state could significantly
deviate from the SM results and the corresponding deviations could be probed in the µTRISTAN experiment with
3σ to 5σ significances in future.
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