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ABSTRACT: Lepton-number-violating interactions occur in the Standard Model Effective
Field Theory (SMEFT) at odd dimensions starting from the dimension-5 Weinberg opera-
tor. Although the operators at dimension-7 and higher are more suppressed by the heavy
new scale, they can be crucial when traditional seesaw mechanisms leading to tree-level
dimension-5 contributions are absent. We identify all minimal tree-level UV-completions
for dimension-7 AL = 2 SMEFT operators without covariant derivatives and propose a new
simplified approach for estimating the radiative neutrino masses arising from such opera-
tors. This dimensional-regularisation-based approach provides a more accurate estimate for
the loop neutrino masses when the new physics fields are hierarchical in mass, as compared
to the cut-off-regularisation-based approach often employed in the literature. This allows
us to identify viable regions of parameter space in the full list of relevant simplified models
close to the current limits set by neutrinoless double beta decay and the LHC that would
previously have been thought to be excluded by neutrino-mass constraints.
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1 Introduction

The observation of non-zero neutrino masses represents a key laboratory evidence for
beyond-the-Standard-Model (BSM) physics. Possible theoretical explanations can be used
as guidance in searches for new, UV degrees of freedom. If neutrinos are Majorana particles,
the corresponding New Physics (NP) model inevitably needs to include interactions that
do not preserve the lepton number. Therefore, observables testing this seemingly acciden-
tal global symmetry of the Standard Model (SM) provide a well-motivated probe of BSM
scenarios.

At low energies, the NP effects can be encoded in terms of the effective operators in-
variant under the SM gauge symmetry, forming the Standard Model Effective Field Theory
(SMEFT). Lepton number violation (LNV) occurs in this formalism at odd mass dimen-
sions [1]. Therefore, the leading contribution is expected to stem from dimension-5 SMEFT
consisting of the well-known Weinberg operator. The set of next-to-leading LNV interac-
tions appear at dimension 7, the basis of which has been established not so long ago [2-7].



In Ref. [8] we have discussed the phenomenological limits on dimension-7 AL = 2
operators. These operators are constrained by a wide range of different searches, including
e.g. the LHC, Ov3p decay, and rare kaon decays [8]. However, as pointed out therein,
the effective approach is subject to a number of assumptions that may result in limited
validity and possibly less realistic constraints in comparison with specific UV-completions.
To counter these issues we continue our investigation of dimension-7 AL = 2 operators in
this work by analysing the complete set of simplified models with up to two new fields that
UV-complete these non-renormalisable interactions at tree-level (see also Ref. [9]).

Despite their stronger suppression compared to the dimension-5 (Weinberg) operator,
LNV at dimension 7 in SMEFT can also lead to sizable contributions for specific lepton-
number-violating processes. Clearly, if the usual three seesaw fields leading to type-I, type-
II, or type-III seesaw mechanisms are absent at high energies, the Weinberg operator is
not generated at tree-level at low energies. In such a scenario, the leading contribution to
LNV may stem from dimension-7 operators, which is a possibility previously proposed and
discussed in a variety of publications [9-22|. Observations suggesting a higher-dimensional
origin of LNV could hint at radiative neutrino Majorana mass models (see e.g. Refs. [23, 24]).

When determining the neutrino mass contributions within the EFT framework, typ-
ically the cut-off-regularisation-based estimates are often employed in literature, see e.g.
Ref. [25] for some relevant discussion on the methodology. It can be easily seen from a
direct comparison with neutrino mass expressions obtained in complete UV models, these
simple estimates suffer from a number of caveats stemming from the assumptions necessary
for application of the naive cut-off approximation. The most apparent discrepancy occurs in
case of a large hierarchy between the masses of the new fields. In this work we address these
drawbacks and study the loop neutrino masses from UV physics underlying the dimension-7
SMEFT. We propose a simplified approach based on dimensional regularisation and match-
ing simple UV-completions to an intermediate EFT. This helps in getting a much closer
approximation of the exact model-based results in contrast to the simple cut-off regularisa-
tion based estimates, when the heavy NP is hierarchical in mass. Allowing for the masses
of the UV fields to be independent parameters opens up new parts of parameter space to
be explored, which we use to derive neutrino-mass constraints in the simplified multi-scale
approach setup and confront them with bounds from other relevant observables.

The paper is organized as follows: we review the EFT framework and list all the
possible two-field UV-completions using the systematic approach of covariant derivative
expansion (see Appendix A for details of the calculation) in Section 2. Next, we cover the
neutrino mass generation mechanisms in all the listed UV-completions of the dimension-7
operators in Section 3, and provide an explicit comparison of neutrino masses obtained as a
single-scale cut-off estimate with a full in-depth analysis of the SM extension with two scalar
leptoquarks, Re and S; in Section 4.2. Following that we introduce and discuss a multiscale
EFT approach to radiative neutrino masses in Section 5. Eventually, we combine, compare,
and analyse the constraints imposed on the studied simplified models by neutrino masses
as well as other available observables in Section 6, before we conclude in Section 7.
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Table 1: List of all independent AL = 2 operators at dimension-7 SMEFT extracted from
the basis of Ref. [26, 27]. Here, D,2" denotes (D,x)" for x € {L;, H}.

2 AL =2 dimension-7 SMEFT and tree-level UV-completions

With NP expected to be present at energy scales higher than that of electroweak symmetry
breaking, it has become customary to view and treat the SM as an effective description of
a UV-complete theory. In this picture the low-energy SM Lagrangian can be extended by
a corresponding effective part as

L= Lsv + Ler, (2.1)

where

L= > co?, (2.2)
d a

((ld) of mass

with C(gd) denoting the Wilson coefficients of the respective effective operators O
dimension d. Operators that contribute to Majorana neutrinos masses must violate lepton
number L by two units, AL = 2, and they appear only at odd mass dimensions. Therefore,

the Lagrangian we consider in this work reads

Lg=CP0O® 3" coOD +> OO + ... (2.3)

We focus specifically on dimension-7 operators, following the notation used in Ref. [8]. For
clarity, we show explicitly the definition of the whole AL = 2 dimension-7 SMEFT basis in
Tab. 1.

We can expand the operators in Tab. 1 following the procedure of Ref. [18], which we



extend by including heavy vector fields. Using the covariant derivative expansion (CDE)
formalism [28|, we identify the dimension-7 LNV operators in Tab. 1 with the terms found
by systematically integrating out heavy BSM fields from a renormalisable Lagrangian. This
lets us find all possible tree-level UV-completions of the dimension-7 LNV operators. In
Sec. 6 we use this method to expand upon the results of previous works [9-22] by systemati-
cally categorizing the UV-completions in terms of their corresponding operators, evaluating
the neutrino masses for each model, and comparing these results with a wide set of phe-
nomenological probes for a varying hierarchy in the internal degrees of freedom.

We start with a general Lagrangian Lg describing a simplified model extension to the
SM,
Lg=> (L84 L0+ L + L) . (2.4)
1
Here m; is a light field, which in our case will correspond to the different fields of the SM, and
I1; is a heavy field my, ~ Anp belonging to a NP extension, which can correspond to a scalar
®,;, fermion ¥; or vector V;. The superscript kin denotes kinetic terms and int interaction
terms, where the last term in Eq. (2.4) also includes the interactions between heavy and
light fields. By assuming that we are only interested in observable phenomena below some
heavy scale Anp, we may rewrite the interaction Lagrangian involving heavy fields in terms
of effective operators /Jlffjt — Log where Leg corresponds to the EFT Lagrangian given
in Eq. (2.3). This replacement can be done via covariant derivative expansion (CDE) (for
details see Appendix A), in which we take the derivative of a general interaction Lagrangian
with respect to a heavy field [18, 28]
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where ¢!l has mass dimension d = 3, and cj, c¢5 have the appropriate mass dimensions de-
pending on whether the light fields 7; are fermions or bosons'. To end up with a Lagrangian
with only light fields, Eq. (2.5) can then be applied again onto itself by expanding the term
with the remaining derivative 8£iﬁ‘; / 81_1} in the same way, repeating this step until only
light fields remain. This fully light Lagrangian can then be implemented in the expansions
shown below in order to obtain a series of effective operators. For a scalar field we have the
effective Lagrangian [18, 28]
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For Dirac fermions we have [18, 28]
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INote that the term with ¢J is only meaningful if all of the fields 74, 7, and 7. are bosons.



where ot = % [v*,~"] corresponds to a tensor current, and where X, is the field strength
of a gauge field corresponding to the covariant derivative D. The relation for Majorana
fermions can be obtained via the replacement mg — %m\p Lastly, for vector fields we
have

LY. = 2.8
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For each dimension-7 AL = 2 SMEFT operator, we systematically combine the SM
fields in pairs and read off the corresponding representation under the SM gauge group for
each combination. This then corresponds to the representation of a NP field that would
couple to this pair in a vertex belonging to a NP interaction Lagrangian. In turn, this NP
field can then be paired with the remaining SM fields until only renormalisable terms are
left, at which point we identify the sum of these terms with the interaction Lagrangian that
is our starting point in the CDE. By systematically repeating this procedure we obtain a
list of all possible tree-level UV-completions. This lets us match each operator to a finite
set of tree-level UV-completions, including operators with derivatives. We limit ourselves
to tree-level UV-completions in this work.

In Tab. 2 we list the different BSM fields that appear in the tree-level UV-completions
of the dimension-7 AL = 2 operators. Here the representation of each field is shown with
respect to the SM gauge group SU(3). x SU(2), xU(1)y, and S, F', and V denote whether
the field is a scalar, fermion, or vector, respectively. The rightmost column shows the
different couplings to the SM fields, where H = iooH*. Each UV-completion consists of
two fields, such that a field in the left gray column should be combined with a single field
from one of the cells in the corresponding row. Note that two or more BSM fields can also
couple to each other in a single vertex. Note also that Fj does not have any coupling to only
SM fields. It appears in a UV-completion of O together with 3, which Fy can couple to
together with the Higgs. This UV-completion then involves two instances of ¥ such that
the whole diagram resembles that of inverse seesaw.

In Tab. 3 we show the different combinations of BSM fields from Tab. 2 that lead to
tree-level UV-completions of the dimension-7 AL = 2 operators. Here the field shown in
the leftmost column can be combined with one of the other fields of the same row to realize
the operator shown at the top of the corresponding column.

In this work we only consider UV-completions for seven out of the original twelve
dimension-7 AL = 2 operators, namely those of types W4H, W2H* and W2H?D. As can
be seen from Tab. 1, operators that contain D? or X can be understood as higher order
corrections to a lower-dimensional operator, which in our case would correspond to the
dimension-5 operator. Furthermore, as was noted in Ref. [18], since the U* D-type operator
Ogurp contains a single covariant derivative, it must originate from a UV-completion
containing a fermion mediator, c.f. Eq. (2.7). However, since it has four external fermion
legs, there is no such UV-completion at tree-level, and we conclude that no such tree-level
UV-completion is possible for this operator.

In what follows we still aim to focus on UV-completions that do not also lead to the
dimension-5 operator at tree-level, since if this operator is induced it would likely domi-
nate over any dimension-7 contribution. Note that even when it comes to the considered
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Table 2: A full list of the heavy BSM fields that appear in UV-completions of dimension-7
AL = 2 operators. The second column depicts the representation under the SM gauge
group, where S, F', and V denote a scalar, fermion, and vector field, respectively. The third
column shows the couplings to SM fields.

operators, the Weinberg operator can be generated at tree-level if either of the type-I or
type-III seesaw fields NV or ¥ are present in a given simplified model, or if the type-1I seesaw
field A is present with both couplings to a lepton doublet pair and a Higgs pair. While a
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Table 3: Combinations of BSM fields (c.f. Tab. 2) that realize the different dimension-7
AL = 2 operators at tree-level. The fields to the left can be combined with either of the
fields in the same row to realize the operator shown at the top of the corresponding column.
Each field has its own row and appears also in the entries in other rows, such that each
combination leading to a distinct simplified model is listed exactly twice.
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Figure 1: Radiative neutrino mass realised via topology I (left) and topology II (right).

UV-completion with either N or ¥ does generate the Weinberg operator, it could be the
case that their coupling to the SM is suppressed and a higher dimensional operator would
dominate. However, this higher dimensional operator would be of dimension-9 and not 7.
The reason for this is that any AL = 2 dimension-7 operator containing at least one Higgs
field and two lepton doublets? can be written as LH x LO®) where O®) denotes a three-
dimensional object. The factor LH can couple to one of the seesaw fermions F' € {N, X},
such that the two parts LH and LO®) of the dimension-7 operator are connected via this
field. If the FLH coupling is large, it can be used twice to give a dimension-5 operator of
the form LHLH, which is exactly the Weinberg operator. We then expect this operator to
dominate over the dimension-7 operator. However, if the FLO®) coupling is significantly
larger, we can instead use this coupling twice to get a dimension-9 operator of the form
LOBG)LO®) | which should dominate over the dimension-7 operator since it does not contain
the suppressed F'LH coupling. In neither scenario do we have a dimension-7 operator pro-
viding the dominant contribution. As dimension-9 operators are beyond the scope of our
analysis, we do not further evaluate the UV-completions containing N or ¥ in the following
sections, except simply to note down how and in which operators they appear. Note that
since the type-II seesaw field A couples twice to the SM, via AHH and ALL, it does not
generate the dimension-5 operator if only one coupling constant is non-vanishing, and it
can therefore participate in dominant dimension-7 operators. However, the corresponding
neutrino mass diagrams are often topologically equivalent to radiative corrections of the
type-II seesaw diagram.

3 Neutrino masses without tree-level dim-5 Weinberg operator

In this section we discuss the different neutrino mass topologies that can be generated in
the tree-level UV-completions of the dimension-7 AL = 2 operators. The operators that
generate such tree-level UV-completions can be divided into three classes: W2H*, W2H3D,
and U*H, where ¥ denotes a fermion, H the Higgs field, and D a covariant derivative.

UiH

Operators of type W*H lead to two topologies for 1-loop radiative neutrino masses, as
shown in Fig. 1. In topology I (Fig. 1 left), two new bosonic fields are introduced, which

2A similar argument can be made for the case where one of the lepton doublets is exchanged for a singlet.
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Figure 2: Tree-level neutrino mass realised via topology III (left), topology IV (centre)
and topology V (right).

subsequently mix via a dimensionful coupling to the Higgs field. In topology II (Fig. 1
right) there is one new boson and one (vector-like) fermion. For N or ¥ mediators there
is a third topology with a Higgs vacuum expectation value (vev) insertion on a lepton leg
outside the loop. Neutrino mass diagrams generated from UV-completions of operators
of this type will contain at least one loop, since we need to close off two out of the four
external fermion legs in order to get a self-energy type diagram for the remaining two. The
bosonic mediators may be scalar or vector, depending on whether they contract a spinor
with an antispinor (vector), or if they contract two spinors or antispinors (scalar). If the
bosonic mediator in topology II is the type-II seesaw field A there is an additional diagram
for operator Qg1 where the fermion loop is disconnected from the neutrinos and the
two fermion lines are coupled via A. This can be seen as a vertex correction to the regular
type-II seesaw diagram.

VZH3D

There is only a single dimension-7 AL = 2 operator of type W2H3D, namely Or.rp.
Furthermore, this operator only has a single tree-level UV-completion which does not lead
to the Weinberg operator, namely the combination of A and AI leading to topology I.
Unlike the U*H-type operators, Or.p contains only one lepton doublet. In order to
generate a neutrino mass, the lepton singlet must be converted into a doublet via a Higgs
interaction, and this is done by closing a loop with one of the three external Higgs fields,
such that there are only two insertions of the Higgs vev, and topology I is generated.

V2[4

For type W2H* there is again only a single operator, namely Opy Refs. [14, 15]. Such a
simple extension leads to a wide range of tree-level UV-completions containing either two
or three new fields. For consistency with the other operators, we will here only focus on
UV-completions with two fields.
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Table 4: Tree-level UV-completions of dimension-7 AL = 2 operators. A Roman number
denotes the topology, where an asterisk indicates a two-loop diagram obtained by an addi-
tional W-boson loop. An empty (filled) circle indicates the Weinberg operator (radiative
correction to the type-II seesaw diagram).
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In Tab. 4 the combinations of BSM fields that lead to tree-level UV-completions of the
AL = 2 dimension-7 SMEFT operators are shown for one operator at a time, along with
the corresponding radiative neutrino mass topology. A Roman number in a given entry of
these tables indicate that the corresponding neutrino mass topology shown in Fig. 1 or 2 is
generated by the combination of the two fields at the left and top that have an overlapping
row and column at this entry. Entries with an asterisk indicate that a two-loop diagram
can be generated using the one-loop topology with the addition of an H-loop or a W-loop,
such that the neutrino mass is generated at 2-loop order. An empty circle denotes that
the dimension-5 operator is generated via the type-I or type-III seesaw, and a filled circle
indicates that the corresponding neutrino mass diagram is topologically equivalent to a loop
correction to the type-II seesaw diagram.

4 Loop neutrino masses: cut-off EFT estimates vs. exact UV results

4.1 Single-scale EFT estimate based on cutoff regularisation

In principle, any AL = 2 SMEFT operator can lead to Majorana neutrino masses. For
dimension-7 operators with four fermions to generate neutrino masses, two fermion legs
have to be closed into a loop, leading to an additional Yukawa coupling. For operators
with external lepton singlets, an additional charged Higgs interaction may be needed to
convert it into a lepton doublet, and external charged leptons belonging to a doublet can
be converted to neutrinos via additional W interactions. In Refs. [25, 29, 30] and related
literature, the contributions of higher-dimensional effective interactions to neutrinos mass
via such loop diagrams have been estimated using a cut-off approximation, in which the
theory is characterized by a single cut-off scale A. In this approach, momentum integrals
are then limited by this cut-off, with NP emerging above A to regularize the theory. Power
counting of momentum factors can determine these divergences, but loop integrals can
become complex, particularly due to momentum factors in Dirac propagators, which must
appear in pairs to contribute to UV divergences. As stated in Ref. [25], when adding loops to
induce power-law divergences proportional to A, the process should be limited to the point
where the suppression of the induced term is no worse than 1/A. Beyond this, additional
divergences only provide small finite corrections that renormalise lower-order terms.

As further stated in Ref. [25], each loop comes with a numerical suppression factor due
to the normalization of the loop four-momentum integrals, specifically a factor of 1/(167?).
This suppression offsets enhancements from divergence factors. Quadratically divergent
loop diagrams are often proportional to the lowest-order contribution, multiplied by factors
depending on the number of loops and A/v, where v is the Higgs vev. For diagrams to
dominate over leading-order contributions, A must be generally greater than about 2 TeV
(for a discussion see Ref. [30]). However, many loop diagrams are logarithmically divergent
or even convergent, making the enhancement of LNV rates inefficient at the low scales
accessible to future experiments.
With all these considerations and caveats, the expressions for neutrino masses shown in
the third column of Tab. 5 can be obtained. Below we will present an alternative to this

— 11 —
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Table 5: List of the AL = 2 dimension-7 operators that appear in Tabs. 4, along with the
cut-off expression for the neutrino mass [25].

prescription that, as will be argued, better matches the results stemming from the UV-
complete scenarios.

4.2 An explicit UV model example and exact loop computation

In this section we provide a more in-depth analysis into one of the simplified models as an
example. This model consists of an extension to the SM with two scalar leptoquarks, Rs
and S7. The Lagrangian is given by [31-33]

L= Ly — RT(D +m% )Ry — S7(0+ m%,)S1 + pS1H' Ry

(A1)
92 QzGL S1—

— g7 L; 202R2 géjafejSl +h.c.,

where O = n#*¥0,0, is the d’Alembert operator, i, j, k are flavour indices, and € denotes
that the SU(2)z indices of the two doublets of this term should be contracted via the
antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor. If both Ry and S; are heavy with respect to the elec-
troweak symmetry breaking scale, Eq. (4.1) leads to the generation of operator Oz op

and Og;,,.y at the low scale, with corresponding Wilson coefficients

kj Ji _k
Cijkn . ug{”gg Cijkn kg g5" (4.2)
dLQLH1 — 12 m2 dLueH — ;2 m2 :
Ry '"S1 Ry '"51

In Fig. 3 (left column) we show how these operators are generated in this model. This
operator can then lead to Ovff decay and LNV rare kaon decays [34-36].

This model also leads to radiative neutrino masses [24, 31-33, 35-40] as well as lepto-
genesis [40]. At lowest order we have a 1-loop neutrino mass shown in Fig. 3 (top right).
If the coupling g9 is suppressed, neutrino masses can still be generated at 2-loop order via
g3 as shown in Fig. 3 (bottom right), corresponding to the set of couplings that generate
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Figure 3: Left column: Operators Ogy,o 1y (top) and Oy, (bottom) generated by the
model descibed in the text. Right column: Radiative neutrino mass diagrams generated

in the model described in the text, corresponding to the set of coupling constants that lead
to Ogrorm (top) and Ogp,.pr (bottom).

Ogruer- The mass matrix for the leptoquark pair is given by

2

M2 =" MY (4.3)
v m?gl
Diagonalising this matrix leads to two mass eigenstates myq, , given by
2 _ Ly oo 2 > 2121 2,2 A4
mLng—i mR2+m513F\/(mR2—msl) + pcv ) . ( . )

Using these mass eigenstates we can express the 1-loop neutrino mass from Fig. 3 (top
right) as [24]

3sin (26) ygkvg{kggj m%Q
(my)ij = E 5 log ——2 (4.5)
: 327 miq,

where y? is the SM down-type quark Yukawa coupling matrix. The mixing angle @ is given

by [31, 32, 41|
2uv
2 2

mRQ — mSl

tan(20) = (4.6)

where V' is the CKM matrix. The 2-loop radiative neutrino mass shown in Fig. 3 (bottom
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right) can be expressed as [41]

3sin(20)v3g? [
(mu)ij — ( ) ( k,d

T 1j Tyil d ( T\kj
(1672)2 m? 91 Ve Vi vii(92)7 55 + vii (92 )" vitViryier (91 ) J)
LQ,
ijkl(m%Ql,miQym%{/) , (4.7)

where for massless SM fermions, the function Ijkl(m%Ql,m%Qz,m%V) simplifies to [41]

MLQ,
2 mi, log mig, m?, log to
™ LQ 2 LQ 2
L5+ i (4.8)
MLQ, ~ MLQ,

2 9 miq 2 2 Miq
1MLq, log” 5z % — miq, log” —5n
9 2 2
2 miq, ~Miq,

Below we compare the 1- and 2-loop neutrino mass expressions in this model, given by
Egs. (4.5) and (4.7), with the cut-off-regularisation-based estimates in Tab. 5. The cut-off-
regularisation-based one-loop neutrino mass estimate for Oj; gy in the EFT shown in
Tab. 5 can be expressed in the flavour basis as

d 2
Ynk v
Dii = : 4.9
(m )Z] 1672 Ckinj -1/3 ( )
< JLQLH1>

which should be compared against the exact model result Eq. (4.5). Similarly, the two-loop
neutrino mass estimate for Oy, .p in the cut-off regularisation can be expressed as

2

1671'(‘2)2 <C’pi5k )*1/3 ’

(mu)ij = 929};1‘/lrygpy;k ( (410)

dLueH

which should be compared against the exact model result Eq. (4.7).

Comparing the exact loop results with the cut-off regularisation, we notice that the
exact results are sensitive to the hierarchy of scales between the two heavy fields. We can
vary the ratio between m I and mg, to show the dependence of the neutrino mass on
the hierarchy of scales between the two heavy fields. To do this we define the hierarchy

parameter £ as
max (me, , Ma, )

£

- 4.11
min (Mg, , Ma,) (4.11)
where in this model we have ®; — Ry and ®3 — S7. In Fig. 4 we compare the different
neutrino mass expressions for the benchmark points described above with m R, > Ms, at
both 1- and 2-loop. We assume normal ordering and C'P conservation in the neutrino sector,
and use the neutrino mixing angles given by NUFIT v6.0 [42], explicitly 612 = 33.68°,
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Figure 4: The sum of neutrino masses as a function of the degree of hierarchy between
mp, and mg,, assuming mpz > mg,, as quantified by the parameter ¢, at 1-loop (left) and
2-loop (right) using p = 10® GeV. The green line shows the cut-off estimate from Eq. (4.9),
the blue line shows the full model-based expression from Egs. (4.5) (1-loop) and (4.7) (2-
loop). The red line shows the expression obtained in the simplified model estimate.

923 = 44.30, and 913 = 8.56°.

For the 1-loop mass, we see that the expressions agree quite well for small £, i.e. when
there is a small mass difference between mp and mg,. For larger { the neutrino mass
is smaller in the exact model-based expression, while remaining constant in the cut-off
estimate, leading to an over-estimation of the constraint on the Wilson coefficient coming
from neutrino masses. Comparing with the leptoquark model expressions we see that
capturing the effect of a sizable hierarchy in the internal degrees of freedom of an operator
is crucial for determining the available region of parameter space correctly.

Cut-off estimates of the neutrino mass, such as the expression given in the third column
of Tab. 5, have been commonly used in the literature to estimate the constraint of small
neutrino masses on higher-dimensional AL = 2 operators. In this section we have shown
that such estimates fail to capture the effect of a non-vanishing hierarchy in the internal
degrees of freedom. As can be seen in Fig. 4, such a hierarchy can relax the neutrino mass
constraint by many orders of magnitude.

5 A simplified multi-scale approach to loop neutrino masses

It is well known that a much more robust approach compared to that of based on cut-
off regularisation is provided by the renomalization group (RG) improved perturbation
theory [43]. However, the derivation and implementation of the full RG equations order by
order for an independent basis of higher dimensional operators is often quite cumbersome.
For instance, recently in Refs. [44, 45] the RG equations for dimension-7 LNV operators
at one-loop order has been derived. In Ref. [21] a leading-log approximation for light
neutrino masses arising from LNV operators up to dimension-7 was presented, keeping
only the largest SM Yukawa couplings. A detailed technical treatment of the full RG
equations is beyond the scope of this work. Instead, in what follows, we will discuss the
limitations of the cut-off based approach which leads to a poor approximation when the
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heavy new physics degrees of freedom generating radiative neutrino masses are hierarchical
in mass. We will show that a simple dimensional regularisation based approach combined
with simple scaling arguments can approximate the loop neutrino masses arising from higher
dimensional operators much more accurately compared to the cut-off based approach. This
simplified multi-scale formalism gives a quick way to accurately estimate the loop neutrino
masses using simple momentum expansion arguments without a full implementation of the
full set of RGE equations, which can often be a very cumbersome exercise.

To highlight the limitation of the cut-off regularisation approach let us consider the
simple toy Lagrangian

rfull :/d4x {—;fh@ M — %MQ@Z + ("0, — m)h + 1Y PPyep — i'/\qfl} , (5.1)

where ® with mass M is a heavy pseudo-scalar and v is a light fermion with mass m, such
that M > m. If the typical energy scale of an observable E is such that m < E < M, then
a two-point one-loop fermionic tadpole correction in the EFT obtained after integrating out
the heavy scalar ® is given by

Y2m d*k 1 m d*k 1

GEFT _ _ = _ 5.2
2 M2 | (2m)* k2 +m2 — e A2 | (27)% k2 +m2 — e’ (52)

where to write the last equality we have used the definition that the EFT scale A = M/Y.
According to the cut-off-regularisation-based approach mentioned above, one would cut off
the integral over k£ at the heavy scale A, since the EFT obtained by integrating out & is
expected to be valid at energies E < A [46]. This leads to a resulting factor of A2 in the
numerator which would cancel against the 1/A? in the Wilson coefficient, giving a result
that is independent of the heavy UV scale A. This is of course not consistent with the
power counting rule suggesting a dependence E?/A2.

Using a dimensional regularisation approach instead, the integral is generalised to d =
4 — ¢ dimensions, where ¢ denotes the deviation from d = 4. Then the integral in Eq. (5.2)
can be expressed in the form

EFT m [ d*%k 1 i m®[2 T
G2 dim-reg el R i i vl R el O
(5.3)

where the renormalisation scale i, replaces Y — Y /175«/ % to ensure that Y is dimensionless,
and where p, is given by p, = V4me Vji,, with v being the Euler constant. The UV-
divergent piece proportional to 1/e drops out in the MS-scheme and we obtain a loop
integral result which is now consistent with the power-counting expectation.

While the EFT result in Eq. (5.3) can be recovered by evaluating the integral in the full
theory, c.f. Eq. (5.1), using dimensional regularisation and then expanding in the heavy mass
scale M, it is well known that the loop integral and the series expansion does not commute
in general [43]. This leads to a difference in the exact theory vs. the EFT estimation of
loops. This difference is analytic in the IR scale m and leads to a matching contribution,
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Figure 5: One-loop neutrino mass diagrams in the full and effective theories. The crosses
represent fermion mass insertions and the thick circle represents contact interactions.

which needs to be added to the EFT result to correctly reproduce the full theory result.
To be more concrete, the full theory computation differs from the result in Eq. (5.3) by
terms proportional to log(M?/u2) at one-loop order and by higher powers of the same log
for higher order loops [43].

A particularly interesting scenario is when two largely different heavy NP scales are
present in the full theory M > m > FE, where E is the energy scale of the experimental
observable we are interested in. In the presence of a large hierarchy between different
scales M and m in the full theory, the relatively large logs appearing in the loop integrals
of the form log(m?/M?) can be split into two contribution of the form log(M?/m?) =
log(M?/12) —log(m?/u2). The first part can be absorbed in the Wilson coefficient (upon
integrating out the large scale M) by choosing the renormalisation scale u, = M and doing
the matching procedure at u, = M. The second part, on the other hand, can be obtained
by calculating the one-loop corrections in the EFT at p, = m, which can be done using the
RG equations capturing the running of the Wilson coefficients from pu, = M to g, = m. We
note that the EFT after integrating out M depends on either ratios of the from (m?/M?) or
log(M?/u2). If we evaluate the Wilson coefficient at . = M then the terms proportional
to log(M?/u?) vanish and only terms proportional to powers of (m?/M?) survive.

5.1 Simplified multi-scale formalism for one-loop neutrino masses

With the above prescription in mind, let us now consider the one-loop neutrino mass in the
model example discussed in section 4.2, c.f. the top diagram in Fig. 3. We are interested in
the case where the heavy new physics is hierarchical in mass. Let us consider for example the
scenario where mp > mg,. The one-loop neutrino mass diagram in the UV model and ho~w
it matches into the EFT obtained after integrating out the heaviest degree of freedom Rs
are shown in Fig. 5, where the last diagram to the right symbolizes any potential additional
effective contributions arising from integrating out the heaviest degree of freedom.

In the full theory the one-loop neutrino mass diagram in dimensional regularisation

dik 1 1 1
I = ¢ i — : 4
Lo /(2w)dk2k2m§1k2m2~ (5.4)

Ro

gives the integral

where the dimensionful prefactor is given by ¢, = glggfuumg and we neglect the light
down-type quark masses in the denominators for simplicity. Now the neutrino mass in the
intermediate EFT (I-EFT) obtained after integrating out the heaviest degree of freedom
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Rs can be obtained by expanding out the above integral in the heavy mass m 7

e 1 1 1 2 4
[FEFT st/ d’k —— |1+ k2 + k4 +-- . (5.5)
(2m)d k2 k2 — msl my my o Mp,

In Fig. 5, this corresponds to the left diagram of the EFT case, while there is no tree-level

effective contribution in this case. Integrating term by term yields
i
TFEFT — ¢
" 16m2 m2

2 m2 2
<1+log<ug )) + 251 <1+log< M;' ))
Ry Mg, ng ms,
m 2
2 (14log | Lo ) )+
me, mg,

Now the analytic contributions I{"* missed in the EFT expansion (containing terms
IFFFT gy

(5.6)

proportional to logm Rg) can be obtained by performing an expansion of I; and

I-EFT

e L
exp ~ Where the subscript “exp" denotes an expansion in

EFT

ms, and taking IT"* = I, — 1

the lighter scale mg,. The expansions I3y, and Iy are given by

exp
Ak 1 1 1 m% milg
I e — — (1 1 Ly .
leXp = C Mr / (27T)d kz ]{72 7m?~% [kz ( + ka + k4 + 5 (5 7)
2
and
ddk 1 1 m m2 1 ]{32
I-EFT 2e S S
IeXp = Cm My /(QTF)dICQ [1{32 <1+ ]{721+ k41+>] [_m% <1+m2~ +>] .
RQ RQ
(5.8)
I-EFT

Upon integrating term by term I vanishes, while I1ex, gives rise to a non-vanishing

exp

contribution for I;?"?

. 1 m2 2
Ila“a—cm1622[ . <1+log<“" >>+ e <1+log<”2” >>+
™ Mg, m32 Mg, Mg,
1+log< pr )] (5.9)
m~
R>

The whole contribution to the one-loop neutrino mass is then given by

7

1
" 1672 (m%2 —mg)

Il%\ﬁtsal — [1EFT +Ilana
1

1 qul
m 6.0 (m% g ) log =) , (5.10)
R> 51 Ry

where we use the subscript MS to denote that this is the result using the multi-scale
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Figure 6: One-loop neutrino masses based on the simplified interactions in Eq. 5.19 leading
to topology I (left) and Eq. 5.20 leading to topology II.

approach.

The exact expression for the loop diagram in the full model, c.f. Eq. (4.5), when ex-
panded in the heavy scale, yields the same expression. Therefore, the above prescription
represents a consistent approach to estimate the loop neutrino masses starting from an
EFT interaction and without the knowledge of the exact computation in the full theory.
In essence, we have have split the original one-loop computation involving two hierarchical
new physics scales into a two-scale EFT problem. In the particular case when m Ry~ S,
the above expression in the dimensional regularisation reduces to the standard single scale
EFT result using cut-off regularisation, leading to a 1/A dependence with A ~ m Ry ™~ TS
c.f. Tab. 5.

5.2 Simplified multi-scale formalism for two-loop neutrino masses

A similar prescription can also be applied to higher loop order. However, the evaluation
of the multi-loop integrals become quickly nontrivial and a number of simplifying physical
assumptions can help in getting relatively simpler analytic results. Let us consider the
two-loop neutrino mass diagram in the model example discussed in section 4.2, c.f. the
bottom diagram in Fig. 3. To estimate the contribution using our prescription it suffices to
approximate the W-boson propagator by a scalar propagator of similar mass. The complete
contribution involves additional terms which are suppressed by m%v /m?~22 and m%/v /mgl,
which will provide subdominant corrections. Under the above approximations the two-loop
neutrino mass diagram can be approximated as

11 1 1 1 1
M, ~c d4/d4 =cd I, (511
v Cm/ p qp2q2q2*m%V(p—q)Q—m%pQ*m?%;DQfm% el (5.11)
2

where ¢}, ~ (QNTE)E;mdmume (p) gzys1 Yh, with the ¢’s denoting the relevant Yukawa interac-
tions of the leptoquarks with the SM fermions, N, denoting the color factor, and p denotes
the trilinear scalar coupling with mass dimension one. In the above we have ignored the
flavor structure of the light new physics, which can be straightforwardly included as nec-
essary. We have further assumed the limit of vanishing lepton- and down-type quark mass
inside the loop integral. However, we note that the overall neutrino mass contribution is

proportional to a prefactor containing these masses. Consequently, they cannot be taken to
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be vanishing in the full expression of neutrino mass. The integral I can then be expressed
in terms of the rescaled dimensionless momenta as

1 / . / L 11 1 1 1
=— [dp [ dyq , (5.12)
my, PP —r(p—q?—1p>—t1p*—ty

where r = m,/m2, t; = m?gl /m2 and ty = m%g /m2. Now one can follow the same

prescription as in the one-loop case. Assuming again that Ry is much heavier than the
momentum and mg,, we can expand the corresponding propagator to obtain in the I-EFT

limit

JEEFT _ 4 4 1 1 1 > pt
1 - ..
/d /d T(p—q)2—1p2—t1 N G
(5.13)

Similarly, we can also use the same momentum expansion scheme as in the one-loop case

to obtain the analytic contributions using

1 1 1 1 1 ty 2 1
Ioex :/d4p/d4q { <1+++ )]
P my P’ —r(p—q?—1 |p? p* P —ts

(5.14)

and
1
IixEFT /d4 /d4
P 2% ¢ —T(p q)?—1

t | # 1 v P
1 1 . (5.15
x[p2<+p2+p4+ >Ht2<+ tiEt (5.15)

Now combining the leading order terms in the expansions of Egs.(5.13), (5.14) and (5.15),
we find

1
leadi
Lyg ° = —5— [=J(r t1) + J (1, 12)] (5.16)
myme,
where ) . . .
J(r,t :/d4p/d4q , 5.17
(r,?) PR —r(p—q2—1p2—t ( )
is a standard two-loop integral, which can then be evaluated using dimensional regularisa-

leading .

tion, see for instance [47-50]. The closed form for I ;o © is still fairly lengthy. However,

under the approximation that logarithms of the masses of the SM fields and order unity

factors can be ignored compared to the logarithms of heavy NP masses, we find the ap-
leading

proximate form for Isq ° given by

m2 mZ m2 2
4 cn+log<m§2>+%log2<m§2> cn+log< 51 > 1log <ms )
I leading ., T w w miy mw
2M8 -

o~ +
2 2 2 )
m m< m
Ry Ro S1

(5.18)
where ¢, = 1 + 72/3 and we have taken the limit of vanishing m,, after evaluating the
integrations in Eq. (5.16). The approximation for the neutrino mass above matches very
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well with the full model exact loop computation of Eq. (4.7), in the limit of the hirarchical
new physics scales being much heavier than the SM masses in the loops. Note that while
the above approximation works well when mp > mg,, it leads to a supression with respect
to the full model loop computation when mp ~ mg,. This is due to the cancellation of
the symmetric structure in the square bracket in Eq. (5.18). This apparent mismatch can

2 2

be mitigated by making Eq. (5.18) symmetric by replacing me by (mR2 — m?gl) in the

prefactor, which is the form that we will use hereafter.

5.3 Generalised simplified multi-scale results for radiative neutrino masses

Given the above discussion, showing the effectiveness of the dimensional regularisation based
approach, we can now generalise our results for any tree-level realisation of the dimension-
7 SMEFT operators leading to loop-level neutrino masses via diagrams shown in Fig. 6.
Depending on the actual realisation there can be additional color factors, symmetry factors,
and even swapping (between mass and momentum exchange) of some mass scales depending
on the projection operators in the diagram. To keep the results as general as possible, we
will denote the heavy new bosons in the left diagram of Fig. 6 by ®; and ®5 . For topology
I, the relevant simplified interactions are then given by the Lagrangian

L= Lo + L5+ £50 — N, FLO} — Ng, fLD; — p®P3H (5.19)
where p is a dimensionful coupling, and El(g? and El&}; are the kinetic Lagrangians for @,
and @, respectively. Similarly, for topology Il we consider a simplified model that contains
one heavy new fermion ¥ and one heavy new scalar ® interacting with the SM Higgs- and
lepton doublets, respectively. This scenario can be described by the simplified Lagrangian

LM = Loy + L8 + L5 — A\ fLO* — yy fUH , (5.20)

where Ay and yg are dimensionless coupling constants, and where f is a SM fermion.

The two new heavy BSM fields that are introduced in either case will be assumed to
have a large hierarchy. By neglecting the masses for the SM fermion in the loop and any
color or symmetry factors, we can approximate the radiative neutrino mass generated in
topology I by

1 L m2
I i T T\T
(M )ij = 163 mg, —mj, o8 (m%i) (w MpXa, + A0 My Xa, ) (5.21)

and topology II by

(my,) (5.22)

1 v m3
I . W T\T T arTN\T
5 log< 2) (A Mpyo My Ay + Ao Myyg M Af) .

iy 2.2 _
167 my — mg >

Here my, for a € {®, ¥, ®q, Py} is the mass of the corresponding heavy BSM field, and My
and My are the diagonal 3 x 3 mass matrices for the SM fermion f and BSM fermion ¥
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respectively, where we have assumed that ¥ has three generations. At two-loop we have

(my)I, two-loop __ 1 vgﬂ

ij AT e —y [fe(ma,,mw) — fo(mae,, mw)] (5.29)

x (Ao, MpAD, + A%M}Ugl)ij
in topology I and

(m )II, two-loop 1 U3
v)ij

~ Je(mw, mw) — fo(me, mw
X ()\foy\ng)\g + )\@M@Z/%M?A?)U

in topology II, where the function fy(m,,mw) is defined as

3 m 2 m
fe(my, mw) = mVQV T (5.25)
X

Besides generating radiative neutrino masses, the simplified models discussed here will
also lead to other phenomenological processes involving the AL = 2 dimension-7 operators
(cf. Ref. [8]). The corresponding Wilson coefficients can be written as

cL =" (5.26)

for topology I, and
(5.27)

for topology II. The relevant phenomenology is briefly discussed in Sec. 6.

The results for the new simplified multi-scale approach as derived in the previous sub-
section and generalised in this section, applied to the model example discussed in Sec. 4.2,
are shown in Fig. 4 using red solid lines. Compared to the cut-off regularisation based esti-
mates shown in green solid lines, it is easy to see that our simplified multi-scale prescription
provides a much closer estimate of the exact model results. For one-loop radiative neutrino
masses the improvement is clearly visible when the ratio between the NP scales exceeds a
few. On the other hand, for the two-loop radiative neutrino mass diagram, the results are
even more striking. The disagreement obtained between the cut-off regularisation based
estimate and the model stems not only from the hierarchy between the new physics scales,
but also from an unphysical cancellation of the new physics scales due to cut-off regulari-
sation combined with a relatively poor approximation in the presence of an additional loop
of electroweak gauge bosons. The treatment of this type of radiative neutrino masses using
the simplified multi-scale approach leads to a very accurate approximation of the exact
results in spite of a number of approximations and simplifications with respect to the exact
full model computation, thereby demonstrating the simplicity and power of the simplified
multi-scale approach. In what follows, we now show that allowing for the masses of the
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heavy new physics fields realising higher dimensional LNV operators to be independent pa-
rameters opens up new parts of phenomenological parameter space which can be explored
and confronted with a number of LNV experimental observables.

6 Phenomenology of UV-completions at dimension-7

In this section we discuss the different constraints on the simplified models that appear as
UV-completions of the AL = 2 dimension-7 operators, including collider constraints as well
as low-energy observables such as neutrinoless double beta (0v3/3) decay, and compare these
constraints to radiative neutrino mass generation using the different approaches discussed
above. In Figs. 7 and 8 we show the constraints in the parameter space spanned by the two
heavy scales, for tree-level UV-completions of the four-fermion AL = 2 dimension-7 effective
operators for both topologies I and II. We chose this plane since it best highlights the effects
of a varying hierarchy in the internal degrees of freedom. Here all dimensionless couplings
are set to unity, and the dimensionful coupling u is parametrized as p = max(mae,, ma, ).
We focus on operators Opy, 11 Odruerrs Carormt: Cargrme: and Oeprrp in this section.
In Ref. 8], we presented the collider limits for dimension-7 operators when the relevant
interactions are taken as point-like, i.e. when the heavy NP degrees of freedom are not
produced on-shell as resonances. The purple regions in Figs. 7 and 8, corresponding to
constraints from searches for pp — £T¢*jj at the LHC, are cut off at the lower ends
in both NP mass-variables due to the constraint M < 900 GeV as required in order to
ensure the validity of the EFT-approach (c.f. Ref. [8]). The resulting constrained areas
are comparatively small, and always fully excluded by the flavour-universal neutrino mass
constraint. For operators Ogrop g1 and Ogpop o the area vanishes completely, as seen in
Figs. 7 (center row) and Fig. 8 (top row), respectively, since the constraint is lower than
the EFT validity scale for all NP masses. However, the cross section for pp — £7¢*jj may
be enhanced by on-shell mediators, such as e.g. in the Keung-Senjanovi¢ process [51].
Under the assumption that the AL = 2 dimension-7 operators are generated at tree-
level, collider constraints on the individual heavy fields that generate a given operator will
translate into constraints on the Wilson coefficient of the operator itself. Collider searches
for new heavy fields are typically most sensitive when the field can be created on-shell as a
resonance. However, such resonant searches are typically dependent on model parameters.
Instead, constraints on the underlying new heavy particles in the different UV-completions
can also be derived from global fits of dimension-6 operators [52, 53]. The constraints
obtained from this method are typically within an order of magnitude of the constraints from
resonant searches. We use the 95% C.L. constraints on the masses of the different new fields
that appear in the UV-completions of AL = 2 dimension-7 operators from Refs. [52-54].
For these constraints we assume flavour universality and take the most stringent constraints
for the cases where several results are available in the literature. In the following analysis, in
order to reduce the number of parameters, we set all couplings to unity. The green regions
in Figs. 7 and 8 are excluded by global fits of dimension-6 operators for LHC searches,
translated into limits on the corresponding tree-level UV-completions |52, 53|. The lightest
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Cuts for pp — pTputjj at /s = 13 TeV

Object selection cuts

1(2)

P > 25 Gev P > 20 Gev
I < 2.5 ' <25
Track-to-vertex association cuts

|z0sinf| < 5 mm |do| <1 pm

Signal region cuts

Mleading

g > 40 GeV

Hp > 400 GeV
Lmy: > 400 GeV

i > 100 Gev

AR, < 3.9 GeV
mj1j2 > 110 GGV

Table 6: Cuts used to calculate the number of pp — ¢£¢* events at ATLAS in the Ry-S;
leptoquark model, following Ref. [55].

green area is excluded by the most stringent constraint, and the darker green area by the
least stringent.

The model example discussed in Sec. 4.2 is subject to constraints from leptoquark
searches at the LHC. The leptoquarks S; and Ry both lead to distinct signatures at the
LHC, where they can be produced e.g. via pair production pp — LQ LQ or single production
pp — £ LQ, see e.g. Refs. |56, 57]. Using these modes, the masses of R» and S; have been
constrained to mp, < 3.4 TeV and mg, < 4.6 TeV, respectively, at 95% C.L. [58]. However,
the above-mentioned processes are not LNV by two units AL = 2, and therefore they do not
directly correspond to Majorana neutrino masses. In order to probe the latter scenario, an
overall AL = 2 process such as pp — £*¢*5j would need to be searched for. Such an analysis
was performed for the dimension-7 LNV operators in Ref. [8] from a model-independent
perspective, leading to constraints Ay > 1.1 TeV on both of the operators that are
generated in the Rg—Sl model, where Arnv is the corresponding NP scale. However, these
operator-based constraints could be an underestimate of what the actual model-dependent
constraints would be, since a given model can lead to resonant enhancements. To find the
model-dependent constraints on the Ry-S; model coming from pp — (F¢%jj searches at
the LHC, we implement the model using FEYNRULES [59] and calculate the cross section
with MADGRAPHS [60], including PYTHIA8 [61] for hadronisation and using the PDF set
NNPDF30 provided by LHAPDF®6 [62], after which we perform detector simulation using
DELPHES3 [63] with the cuts shown in Tab. 6, and compare with the ATLAS results [55]
for LHC Run 2 at /s = 13 TeV. We perform this analysis for 4 = max(mp_ ,mg,) in two
scenarios: a) g1 = g2 = 1 and g3 = 0, corresponding to Oj; o1, and b) g1 = g3 = 1 and
g2 = 0, corresponding to Ogp,. - For a vanishing hierarchy, such that mp = mg, = ANy,
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and at 95% C.L., we find Apnv > 3.1 TeV in both scenarios a) and b).

There is a variety of ways that LNV can be probed at low energies, as was discussed
in detail in Ref. [8]. The most stringent bounds generally stem from neutrinoless double
beta (OvB5) decay searches, which, however, can probe only the first-generation couplings.
Therefore, in NP models that dominantly couple the second- or third generation fermions,
Ov 3 decay searches might still not lead to any signals. In such models, it may be rare kaon
decays that provide the first hints of LNV [39, 64, 65]. Nonetheless, at leading order and
within dimension-7 SMEFT, these processes constrain only operator Oy gy - Further,
operator Ozrrrr does not lead to Ovf3/5 decay (at tree-level) and may instead be probed
in lepton-number-violating rare muon decays [66]. Other observables are not discussed in
this work due to them being generally sub-dominant, e.g. coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus
scattering (CEvNS), long-baseline neutrino oscillation, u~ to e™ conversion, and other LNV
meson decays such as Kt — 77 ¢7¢" or B — Kvv (see Ref. |§]). The orange areas are
excluded by Ov3f decay, and blue shows the exclusion from rare kaon decays for Ogpor i1
(Fig. 7 center row), and magenta shows the exclusion from rare muon decays for Oz 5
(Fig. 7 bottom row).

The red regions in Figs. 7 and 8 show the area of parameter space where the sum
of neutrino masses is larger than the limit obtained from the KATRIN experiment [67]*
following the simplified multi-scale approach described in Sec. 5. Note that the constraint
from KATRIN is set on mEATRIN where (mKATRINGZ — S™|17,,12m? < (0.45 eV)? [69],
where U is the PMNS matrix. We translate this into a limit on the sum of neutrino masses
Tr m,, by using the central values of the neutrino mixing angles as well as the mass splittings
Am2, = 7.49%x107° eVZ and Am3; = 2.513x 1073 eV? given by NUFIT v6.0 [42], assuming
normal ordering, and solving for the free parameter m; (the lightest neutrino mass), such
that

U Pm3 + |Uea 2(m? + Amdy) + [Ugs|2(m2 + Amdy) < (mEATRINZ - (6.1)

A lower limit can be obtained by setting the lowest neutrino mass mq to zero. The area
between these two limits is shown as a striped red region in Figs. 7 and 8. The black
striped region shows the corresponding neutrino mass constraints using the conventional
cut-off approximation. Note that the dip in the top-left part of the neutrino mass constraint
for topology I comes from our choice of y = max(me,, mae,).

In Figs. 7 and 8 we see that the constraint on 1-loop neutrino masses using the cut-off
estimate (black striped area) generally only agrees with our simplified model approach (red
striped area) for a vanishing hierarchy, i.e. at the point where the two masses are approxi-
mately equal (along the diagonal from bottom left to top right). For a larger hierarchy the
disagreement increases, which is also what was found in the comparison in Fig. 4. Fig. 8
corresponds to operators for which the neutrino mass is generated at 2-loop order. Here we
see that the cut-off estimate does not reproduce the results of our more accurate simplified-
model approach for most of the parameter space, as also seen in Fig. 4. One reason for this
mismatch is that the 2-loop mass generally depends on all mass scales involved, rather than

3Note that we do not use the corresponding PLANCK limits [68] due to their dependence on the
underlying cosmological model.
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Figure 7: Parameter space for operator Og, g (top row), Ogrorp1 (center row), and
Oerrru (bottom row) in topology I (left column) and topology II (right column). The red
and black areas correspond to two-scale and cut-off neutrino masses, where the striped area
leads to the observed neutrino mass and the solid area is excluded. We consider normal
The orange, blue and magenta areas correspond to Ov((
decay, rare kaon decay and rare muon decay, while green and purple correspond to dim-6
and LNV dim-7 operators at the LHC, respectively.
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Figure 9: Same as Fig. 7, but for the Ry — S; model described in Sec. 4.2.

just the highest scale as was our approximation in the 1-loop case. We further see that the
regions which lead to the observed neutrino mass are generally excluded by Ov33 decay.

For some operators, the single-particle limits from global fits of LHC results (green
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regions) roughly overlap with the Ov33 and neutrino mass constraints simultaneously, in
regions of parameter space where one field is significantly more massive than the other, i.e.
where there is a large hierarchy.

In Fig. 9 we show the different constraints in the leptoquark model presented in Sec. 4.2,
for the realisation of operators Oy gy (left) and Ogp,, . (right). Note that for the latter
case, the neutrino mass is generated at 2-loop order, while at 1-loop as in the former. The
different colored areas correspond to experimental constraints similar to Figs. 7 and 8, i.e.
green, purple, orange, blue and red correspond to direct searches for Ry and S;, LNV at
the LHC, Ov33 decay, rare kaon decay, and neutrino masses, respectively, while the striped
red areas correspond to the observed neutrino masses. The two different operators are
generated by two different couplings of Sy to the SM. In both cases, the limits coming from
LNV searches at the LHC (purple) are subdominant compared to direct searches (green)
for the whole parameter space. For comparisons with our simplified model approach, the
corresponding figures are Fig. 7 (center left) for Fig. 9 (left) and Fig. 8 (bottom left) for
Fig. 9 (right).

The accuracy of the simplified multi-scale approach introduced in Sec. 5 can be, again,
verified by its comparison with the UV-complete scenario. Specifically, the neutrino-mass
constraints shown in red in the left-center panel of Fig. 7 and in the left-bottom panel of
Fig. 8 are in excellent agreement with the bounds obtained from the full model depicted in
Fig. 9, left and right panel, respectively. We also see in Figs. 7 and 8 that a hierarchy in the
internal degrees of freedom of a given UV-completion of a dimension-7 AL = 2 operator has
a significant effect on the size of the available parameter space. Unlike the naive single-scale
cut-off-regularisation-based limits, the more realistic neutrino mass bounds obtained by the
simplified multi-scale approach open up viable regions of parameter space within potential
reach of LHC searches and/or future Ovg3 decay experiments.

7 Conclusions

In this work we have extended the phenomenological investigations of dimension-7 AL = 2
operators in the framework of SMEFT by analyzing their UV-completions, in particular, in
relation to the generation of the observed neutrino masses. Generally, dimension-7 lepton-
number-violating interactions are, following the usual EFT paradigm, expected to be more
suppressed than the well-known dimension-5 Weinberg operator. However, in UV scenarios
without the seesaw fields these operators can provide the leading contribution to LNV
processes and provide a valuable insight into radiative Majorana neutrino mass models.
After obtaining the full list of tree-level UV-completions of dimension-7 AL = 2 op-
erators, we identified the radiative neutrino Majorana mass topologies corresponding to
these UV-completions, and provided approximate expressions for the value of the neutrino
mass in both scenarios. When doing so we have used a dimensional-regularisation-based
approach to study neutrino mass contributions in a multiscale setup, ensuring a more robust
analysis and allowing for realistic description in presence of a hierarchy among new fields.
We then compared our results to a leptoquark model example, for which we find very good
agreement and a significant improvement over conventional approximations of the neutrino
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mass corresponding to dimension-7 operators employing naive cut-off-based regularisation.
Most notably, we showed that a hierarchy in the internal degrees of freedom of an operator
will significantly affect the neutrino mass.

As part of the subsequent phenomenological analysis we compared our results to other
observables probing LNV, including Ov 53 decay and the LHC. Among other things we found
that there are regions of parameter space for most operators that successfully generate the
observed neutrino mass while being close to the experimental reach of both the LHC and
OvpBp decay. These regions generally involve a large internal hierarchy, and as such have
evaded the attention in previous studies assuming a common scale of NP. In this way, our
findings provide valuable guidance for future experimental efforts aimed at probing LNV
and searching for BSM physics.
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A Covariant derivative expansion

In order to relate the AL = 2 operators to the underlying tree-level UV-completions we
here employ the covariant derivative expansion formalism (CDE) [28] following Ref. [18].
In this Appendix we show the calculations corresponding to the results presented in Sec. 2,
for a scalar, fermion, and vector field, respectively.
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A.1 Scalar field

A general Lagrangian that contain both light fields m; and heavy complex scalar fields ®
can be written as

oLy
L

Ls D LI 4 L5 = (<1> + h.c.> + 0" (—D? —md) &+ O(®*). (A1)

Here D is a covariant derivative, and we have neglected terms quadratic in ®. Evaluating
the linearised equations of motion (EOM) for ® then leads to

oLk

~D*—m3)®=— O(®? A2
(-D*~md) @ =~ 4 O(a?), (A2)
which we can solve using the classical field
1 aﬁint
Py=—5—2 A3
<= 2 + m?{) o0d* (A-3)
Expanding in D?/m2 we have
1 D>\ ack 1 D? oLy
Py=— (14+— e = - +... e A4
cl m2 < + m%) 0> (m% ms, + ) o0P* (A44)
Substituting the classical field into Eq. (A.1) gives us a series of interaction terms
aﬁint 1 D2 8£int
LD L= 22— — —+... e A5
off 2 Leff o0 <m<2p mé + ) o0D* (A-5)

This expression contains an effective Lagrangian that is independent of the heavy scalar
field ®, but that does depend on the interactions of ® with other fields, both light and
heavy, corresponding to the derivatives LDt/ 0™,

A.2 Fermion field

For a heavy Dirac fermion field ¥ = ( Xa, ¢ )T we have

int
Ls D iUV — my TP + (xp agg + h.c.>

. : A6
e e (L oLw  oLw (A.6)
= ixa D" xp + 11" D,5n'"” + | Xa Bx +7 o —myn®xa + hec. ) .
«
Here we have used
D% =DFap’, D,y =Dlo,;. (A7)

The second term in Eq. (A.6) can be written in the form of the first using integration by
parts,

in“Dzn'” = =i(D**)o 0™ . (A8)
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After applying a Fierz transformation
_i(D“Ua)UWBUW — mT oBO‘D“na — mT Dﬁana ’

we can write the EOM as

. . aﬁint
iDY¥xg —men'® + —% =0,
OX4
8£mt
iDY%ng —mgx'® + L =0,
ana

where in Eq. (A.10) we can be solve for 77;’

1 . oLy 1 1 oLyt
nh = —¢,. (z’Do‘Bxg—l— 2 ) =i—es. DPx5+ — = .

B myg Pé 8><L my P& my Oy th

Taking the complex conjugate of Eq. (A.11) now leads to

1 g 1 oLy LY
—— DB, Daﬁxg 4 pPalEr —myx®+ —L =0.
my my 8XT5 Mo
Expressing the first term in Eq. (A.13) using the field strength
Xaﬁ = XMVUVQ,&/(}Z/B = —4 [D”, DV] (Tl,a:y53/3
and the relation
DPe;, DY = DHD 5% 500
= D“D”ema 50 50‘
= DFDYe™ (05 = 2i(0pw)7*)
= D?%P 4 %6’87X7a ,
where
1 . _ _ g T (g 4
(Ow)a” = 1 (aﬂaﬁazﬁ — O'VQA/UJ’B> , (Ow) = 1 (Ufﬁawﬁ- — U,?”UMB> .
then leads to
D2 ad _ iy o HLint a)cmt
my 22 — € | x5 4 iD= =0
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(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)
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which we can solve using the classical fermion field

1 D200 _ i s -1 aﬁlnt HLint
S L I N P B

my, m?, aXTﬁ ONe, (A18)
D2eos + 4 X, e LOLm  rine |
_ QLSS_’_ ad Z « ’Yts_i_“. <iD’8a \II. +my v > )
my, my oxt8 Ma

The classical field (7c1)s can be obtained in an analogous way. We now substitute the fields
in Eq. (A.6) to obtain a series of interaction terms

acmt D2 4 Q'X ¥ aﬁlnt acint
Leg D Lz = fod | 20T 37 B0, <Dﬁ°‘ +my q’)
Oxs \ my my Ay 1P N
+ oLy’ fod Déas + §XaTers +... <1D5°‘ oLy +my aﬁi&}t) +h.c.
ons \m? my, 87775 OXa
oLyt (1 D+ 3X,,0" , oLy
= ov <?71%I,+7n<11,+ (Z¢+m\P) ov
(A.19)
where we have used
o = 2 "], (A.20)
For Majorana fields we can use the replacements n® — x® and myg — %m\p .
A.3 Vector field
A heavy vector field V# leads to
1 * * uxyv UNTHU 1 2 *\TU 8ﬁl\l}t *
Ls D 1 (DMV,, — D,,VH) (DHVY — D"VH) + §mVVMV oV v, (A.21)

where we have used the field strength X# = —i[D#, D]. The EOM can be obtained as

8£th
D*V* — DD, V" + m3, V¥ — ¥ =0, (A.22)
8V;
which we solve with the classical vector field
_ 8£int
(Vcl)p = (DQUMP - DVDMUV/J =+ m%ﬂ?“p) ' T\}i
o
. A.23
1 D?n,, — D,D,n"? oLy ( )
- 72 TIMP + 2 + “ e 8V* .
my my "

This solution then leads to a series of interaction terms without the heavy vector field

aﬁint n DQT] —D.D aﬁint
vV _ Vv uv iz v v
Leff D) ’Ceﬁ — avy ( P) + 4 + .o ) 8V;

my My

(A.24)
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