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Right handed weak currents (RHCs) in the left-right (L-R) symmetric model are examined in
neutrinoless double beta decays (0ν DBDs) of both 0+ → 0+ and 0+ → 2+ transitions. The
structures of the nuclear matrix elements (NMEs) of < m >, < λ > and < η > -terms are studied
in detail for these two transitions. In case of 0+ → 0+ transition, the enhancement mechanisms
of the < η > term over the < λ > term are shown. The ∆ isobar contribution to the NME for the
transition to the 2+ state is evaluated to be of the order of 10 − 20% of the NME. Measurements
of both ββ and γ rays associated with 0ν DBDs by means of the ton-scale DBD detectors under
construction are used to study the effective RHCs around < λ >≈ 10−7 and < η >≈ 10−10. These
values depend on the phase space and the NME with the effective weak coupling of geffA .

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrinoless double beta decay (0ν DBD) is a realistic probe for studying the neutrino (ν) nature (Majorana or
Dirac), the absolute ν-mass scale, the right-handed weak current (RHC) and others, which are beyond the standard
model (BSM), as discussed in reviews [1–5] and references therein.

In the present work we study the effects of the RHC in the 0ν DBDs to the ground and excited states, where < λ >-
and < η >-terms in addition to < m >-term appear (Eq. (12)). Based on the neutrino oscillation experiments, the
effective Majorana neutrino-mass < m > is around 15-45 meV and 2-5 meV for the inverted mass hierarchy (IH) and
the normal mass hierarchy (NH) cases, respectively. Then recent experimental works are concentrated mostly on the
light-mass mechanism by measuring the ground-state 0+ →0+ DBDs [6, 7].

The DBD transition rate depends on the nuclear matrix element (NME). The NME, which reflects the complex
nuclear correlations in the DBD nucleus, is crucial to extract the ν-mass and the contributions of RHC. The NME,
however, depends on the models and the nuclear parameters used there [8–12]. One critical parameter is the effective

axial-vector weak coupling geffA , which is much quenched in a nucleus due to the various kinds of the nucleonic and
non-nucleonic correlations [13–15].

Recent high-sensitivity experiments have excluded the larger ν-mass region of < m > ≥ 100-200 meV if the NME
is around Mm ≈ 2-3. Then they are going to build higher-sensitivity and larger-scale DBD detectors to search for
the neutrino mass in the IH neutrino-mass region around < m >≈ 30 meV. Since the minimum neutrino-mass to
be measured is proportional to (B/N)1/4 with N being the total amounts of the DBD isotopes used in the detector
and B being the backgrounds, one needs ton-scale (N ≈ tons) detectors to measure the IH neutrino-mass and even
multi-10 ton scale DBD detectors for the NH neutrino mass. Accordingly, one might anticipate that the ton-scale
DBD detectors under construction may not be quite effective if the neutrino mass spectrum is of NH without RHC.

From the theoretical view point of grand unified theories, our results prefer the NH to the IH: that is, inputting
the observed lepton masses and the PMNS angles into the model, we compare the outputs of quark masses and CKM
matrices in the model with the observed data, and obtained χ2 ≤ 1 for the NH case and χ2 > 200 for the IH case [16].
On the other hand, recent measurements of baryonic acoustic oscillations of cosmic microwave background constrain
[17–19]

∑
i mνi < 0.072 eV at 95% C.L. This bound disfavors IH at 3σ [20]. If this is the case, the future ton-scale

DBD detectors may find no signal without RHC. The present paper aims to report for the first time how the ton-scale
DBD detectors are used to study the RHC of the current interest by measuring both 0ν DBDs to the 0+ ground and
2+ excited states. The RHCs to be studied are the < λ > and < η > in the region of 10−(6−7) and 10−(9−10) regions,,
respectively. Then the DBD signal in the 0+ ground state is due to either < λ > or < η >, or both of them, while
that in the 2+ one is exclusively due to < λ >, as will be discussed in Sec. 3 and Sec. 4. From these experiments we
obtain the values on the parameters included in < m >, < λ > and < η > mechanisms in BSM physics.

DBD detectors to be discussed in the present work are β − γ detectors to make it possible to separate the excited-
state decay from the ground state decay and to reduce considerably back-ground contributions to both the ground
and excited state DBD studies, as shown in early works with ELEGANT experiments [21, 22].
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Actually, recent ν-mass DBD experiments have been made mostly on DBDs to the 0+ ground state in medium
heavy nuclei with the large Q-value around 2-3 MeV since the ν-mass DBD is exclusively due to the 0+ ground state.
Detectors used are mostly calorimetric detectors to measure the total DBD energy, but do not measure individual 2
β-ray tracks to identify the DBD processes, the mass, the RHC λ, and η ones.

This paper is organized as follows. The theoretical aspects of the RHC DBD are discussed briefly in section 2.
The RHC NMEs for the 0+ ground and 2+ excited state transitions are discussed in section 3. Here we include brief
discussions on the possible contribution of the ∆ isobar to the RHC NMEs to the 2+ excited state. Experimental
sensitivities for measuring the λ and η RHCs and experimental merits of measuring both ββ and γ rays are explained
in section 4. Finally remarks on the future RCH DBD works are briefly given in section 5.

II. THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF RHC DBDS

We use the notations of [23] for the detailed applications of Left-Right (L-R) symmetric model. The weak Hamil-
tonian is given by

HW =
GF cos θc√

2

[
jµL J̃

†
Lµ + jµRJ̃

†
Rµ

]
+H.c. (1)

Here jµ (Jµ) indicates the leptonic (hadronic) current, and the L- and R-handed leptonic currents, jLµ and jRµ, are
given by

jLα =
∑

l=e,µ,τ

l(x)γα(1− γ5)νlL(x)

≡
∑

l(x)γα2PLνlL(x), (2)

jRα =
∑

l=e,µ,τ

l(x)γα(1 + γ5)NlR(x)

≡
∑

l(x)γα2PRNlR(x), (3)

where νlL(NlR) are L-handed (R-handed) weak eigenstates of the neutrinos, and

J̃µ
L (x) = Jµ

L (x) + κJµ
R(x), (4)

J̃µ
R(x) = ηJµ

L (x) + λJµ
R(x). (5)

The neutrino mass matrix is [24–27]

Mν =

(
ML MT

D
MD MR

)
≈

(
0 MT

D
MD MR

)
. (6)

Thus we have the extended Fermi couplings (1). In (2) and (3), νlL(NlR) are L-handed (R-handed) weak eigenstates
of the neutrinos. Using 3× 3 blocks U, V,X, Y , the mass eigenstates ν′, N ′ are given as(

ν
(NR)

c

)
L

=

(
U X
V ∗ Y

)(
ν′

N ′

)
L

≡ U
(

ν′

N ′

)
L

. (7)

That is,

(νL)α = Uαiν
′
i +XαIN

′
I , (NR)

c
α = V ∗

αiν
′
i + YαIN

′
I , (8)

where α (i) are the flavour (mass) eigenstates.

UTMνU =

(
mlight 03×3

03×3 Mheavy

)
. (9)

mlight = −MT
DM−1

R MD (10)

From GUT, if we adopted very naive order estimation neglecting flavour indices, MD is of order of the top quark
mass, and MR is of order of 1014 GeV and the effect of RHC is not observable. However, we can realize the TeV
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scale seesaw [28] in the SU(2)L ×SU(2)R ×U(1)B−L model [29]. The transition rate (inverse of the half-life T J
1/2) for

0+ → J+ (J = 0, 2) is given as [1, 30–34]

Γ(J) ≡ 1

T J
1/2

= C(J)
mm(

< m >

me
)2 + C

(J)
mλ

< m >

me
< λ >

+ C(J)
mη

< m >

me
< η > +C

(J)
λλ < λ >2 (11)

+ C(J)
ηη < η >2 +C

(J)
λη < λ >< η > .

Here C
(0)
ab includes the NME and the phase space integral. The other parts include the ν-mass and the BSM physics.

The effective couplings < η > and < λ > are given as

< m >= |
∑
i

U2
eimi|, < λ >= λ|

∑
j

UejVej |, < η >= η|
∑
j

UejVej |. (12)

The constants λ and η in (1) are related to the mass eigenvalues of the weak bosons in the L and R-handed gauge
sectors (WL, WR) as follows [35]

W+
L = W+

1 cos ζ −W2 sin ζe
−iα, (13)

WR = W+
1 sin ζeiα +W+

2 cos ζ, (14)

GF√
2

=
g2

8
cos2 ζ

M2
W1 tan

2 ζ +M2
W2

M2
W1M

2
W2

, (15)

λ =
M2

W1 +M2
W2 tan

2 ζ

M2
W1 tan

2 ζ +M2
W2

, (16)

η = − (M2
W2 −M2

W1) tan ζ

M2
W1 tan

2 ζ +M2
W2

. (17)

Here MW1 and MW2 are the masses of the mass eigenstates W1 and W2, respectively, and ζ is the mixing angle which
relates the mass eigenstates and the gauge eigenstates. We are considering L-R symmetric model. The gauge boson
masses are [35]

M2
W =

(
1
2g

2(κ2 + κ′2 + 2v2L) −g2κκ′e−iα

−g2κκ′eiα g2v2R

)
. (18)

Here the the Yukawa coupling between quark doublets (and lepton doublets) and bi-doublet Higgs is given by

LY = QLi(YijΦ+ Y ′
ijΦ̃)QRj +H.c. (19)

with

< Φ >=

(
κ 0
0 κ′eiα

)
, and Φ̃ = τ2Φ

∗τ2. (20)

Thus this model is the ”minimal” L-R symmetric model. We consider this model to clarify the essence of L-R
symmetric model in DBD. However, the quark mixing angle is almost diagonal and if we assume

κ ≫ κ′, and Yij ≫ Y ′
ij , (21)

then they are related with more familiar quantities,

κ ≈ vu, κ′ ≈ vd,
1√
2
(κ2 + κ′2) = v2ew (22)

and the L-R weak boson mixing angle becomes

tan 2ζ = −2κκ′

v2R
≈ 2vuvd

v2R
= −4ξ

(
MWL

MWR

)2

(23)
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with

ξ ≡ κ′/κ ≈ vd/vu ≡ 1/ tanβ (24)

[36] and

MW2 = gRvR ≥ 3.7 TeV (25)

[37], where the symbol ≈ implies to adopt the assumption of (21). In the L-R symmetric model, we set gL = gR,
which indicates further unification of at least rank five GUT, including SU(3) color. tanβ is constrained from the
fact that the Yukawa coupling is renormalizable up to the GUT scale,

0.5 ≤ tanβ ≤ 60. (26)

That is, the upper limit (lower limit) appears from the renormalizability of bottom (top) Yukawa coupling in GUT.
As will be shown in Sec. 4, we note that the RHC regions to be studied are < λ >≈ 10−7 and < η >≈ 10−10. If we
adopt the approximation (22), one may get

λ ≈
(
M1

M2

)2

and η ≈ − tan ζ ≈
(
M2

L

M2
R

)
1

tanβ
≈ λ

tanβ
. (27)

III. RHC DBD NMES FOR THE GROUND 0+ AND EXCITED 2+ STATES

A. Transition amplitude of 0ν DBD

The transition amplitude I → F + ep1,s1 + ep2,s2 is given by the second order perturbation of HW following Ref.
[38] as,

R0ν =
4√
2
(
G cos θc√

2
)2

∑
α,β,i

∫
dxdy

∫
dk

(2π)3
e−ik·r−1

2ω

×[(ēp2,s2(y)γ
µPβ(γ0ω − γ · k +mi)Pαγ

νecp1,s1(x))(< F |J̃ν†
β (y)

1

EI − (Hst + ω + e1)
J̃µ†
β (x)|I >)

− (ēp2,s2(y)γ
µPβ(γ0ω + γ · k −mi)Pαγ

νecp1,s1(x))(< F |J̃ν†
β (y)

1

EI − (Hst + ω + e2)
J̃µ†
β (x)|I >)]. (28)

Here the four momentum of the exchanged neutrino is kµ = (ω,k), r = x − y and ei is energy of electron, ω =√
k2 +m2

ν . |I >, |F > are state vector of the initial and the final hadron states and Hst is Hamiltonian of strong

interaction. It is noticed that at this stage hadron current J̃µ
α is given in terms of current quark and initial and final

state vector can be nuclear states or any hadronic states.
To simplify the derivation, we assume that the neutrino energy ω dominates the energy denominator EI − (Hst +

ω + ei). R0ν is then expressed as

R0ν =
i

4π

4√
2
(
G cos θc√

2
)2 < F |M|I > (29)

with

M =
∑
α,β,i

∫
dxdy

h(r)

r2
ēp2,s2(y) /̃J

†
β(y)Pβ(r · γ)Pα

/̃J
†
α(x)e

c
p1,s1(x). (30)

Here h(r) is given as

h(r) = − 4π

(2π)3
r
d

dr

∫
dk

e−ik·r

ω2
∼ 1

r
. (31)

Now, the η and λ dependence of M are clearly given as

M =

∫
dxdy

h(r)

r2
ēp2,s2(y)Oecp1,s1(x), (32)
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with

O = < η > [( /V (y)(r · γ) /V (x) + /A(y)(r · γ) /A(x))− ( /V (y)(r · γ) /A(x) + /A(y)(r · γ) /V (x))]

+ < λ > [( /V (y)(r · γ) /V (x)− /A(y)(r · γ) /A(x))− ( /V (y)(r · γ) /A(x)− /A(y)(r · γ) /V (x))γ5]. (33)

The difference between the < η >- and < λ >-terms is transparent that relative sign between vector current V − V
and axial vector current A−A and interference term of vector and axial vector term V −A and A−V . Furthermore,
γ5 of < λ >-term modifies even-odd structure of lepton Dirac matrix. The formula can be used both for 0+ → 0+

and 0+ → 2+ nuclear DBD. Since the angular momentum L = 1 and parity −1 are carried by neutrino, s1/2 and

p1/2 partial waves of the electron contributes to the 0+ → 0+ transition. However, as first noticed in Ref. [39] and

discussed in Ref. [23], magnetization current ∇ × µ with the (s1/2)
2 electrons enhances the sensitivity of η term

through the V −A interference term.
The enhancement mechanism of the < η >-term for 0+ → 0+ DBD does not work for 0+ → 2+. In order to carry

J = 2, electrons have to be at least s1/2 and p3/2 orbits. Sensitivity of the < η >-term is similar to that of < λ >-term

for 0+ → 2+ DBD, while 0+ → 0+ DBD is particularly sensitive to the < η >-term.

B. Effective operator for 0+ → 2+ transition

The outline of the derivation of the transition amplitude of angular momentum J = 2 of RHC DBD is briefly
described. Using standard partial wave expansion of the scattering wave functions of electron [40], leading order
contribution of s1/2 and p3/2 states are taken as follows,

ēp2,s2(y) = χ†
s2(g

∗
−1(p2, y) , −f∗

1 (p2, y)(p̂2 · σ)), (34)

ecp1,s1(x) =

(
−if∗

2 (p1, x)[3(x̂ · p̂1)(p̂1 · σ)− (x̂ · σ)]
ig∗−2(p1, x)[3(x̂ · p̂1)− (x̂ · σ)(p̂1 · σ)]

)
χc
s1 , (35)

with χc
s = iσ2χs. x̂ is a unit vector x/|x|. Matrix element M is given by the sum of the each electron wave functions

as

M = M−2−1 +M21 +M −1
2 +M−2

1. (36)

Here Mij includes electron wave function f i
j defined in Ref. [38] where a superscript i (a subscript j) etc. indicate

that g
(−)
i (f

(−)
j ) should be taken. For example f−2−1 = g−2(p1, R)g−1(p2, R), where R is nuclear radius. f−2−1

and f21 contribute to the phase space factor G1, while f −1
2 and f−2

1 contribute to G2. G1 and G2 are defined in
Refs. [41, 43]. M−2−1 and M21, which are the odd element of Dirac matrix O, give effective rank 2 operators of
< λ > Mλ− < η > Mη. M −1

2 and M−2
1 from the even element of O give < η > M ′

η.

Matrix element M−2−1 and M −1
2 are given as

M−2−1 = −i
f−2−1∗

R

∫
dxdy

h(r)

r2
χ†
s2 [< η > (MV V +MAA)+ < λ > (MV V −MAA +MV A−)]

× (3(x · p̂1)− (x · σ)(p̂1 · σ))χc
s1 , (37)

M −1
2 = i

f −1
2

∗

R

∫
dxdy

h(r)

r2
χ†
s2 < η > MV A+(3(x · p̂1)(p̂1 · σ)− (x · σ))χc

s1 , (38)

where MV V ,MAA,MV A± are

MV V = V0(y)r · σV0(x), (39)

MAA = (A(y) · σ)(r · σ)(A(x) · σ), (40)

MV A± = V0(y)(r · σ)(A(x) · σ)± (A(y) · σ)(r · σ)V0(x). (41)

Rewriting M, the multipole operator for hadron is written by the product of hadron and lepton irreducible tensors
of rank 2. Here we show M−2−1, which include necessary operator for DBD of ∆1232. The matrix element is rewritten
in terms of hadron tensor H and lepton tensor L of rank J = 2 as

M−2−1 = −i
f−2−1∗

R

3
√
5

2
[H⊗L](0), M −1

2 = i
f −1
2

∗

R

3
√
5

2
[H′ ⊗ L′](0). (42)
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The lepton tensor, which is independent of nuclear coordinate is

L = χ†
s2 [p̂1 ⊗ σ](2)χc

s1 , L′ = χ†
s2([p̂1 ⊗ p̂1]

(2) +

√
3

2
[[p̂1 ⊗ p̂1]

(2) ⊗ σ](2))χc
s1 (43)

and the hadron tensor is

H =< η > [hV V + hAA]− < λ > [−hV V + hAA − hV A−], H′ =< η > hV A+. (44)

Here

hV V =

∫
dxdyh(r)V0(y)V0(x)[r̂ ⊗ r̂](2), (45)

hAA =

∫
dxdyh(r)(

2

3
[A(y)⊗A(x)](2) − 1

3
A(y) ·A(x)[r̂ ⊗ r̂](2) −

√
7

3
[[A(y)⊗A(x)](2) ⊗ [r̂ ⊗ r̂](2)](2)), (46)

hV A− = −
√

3

2

∫
dxdyh(r)[(V0(y)A(x) +A(y)V0(x))⊗ [r̂ ⊗ r̂](2)](2), (47)

hV A+ =

∫
dxdyh(r)

r+
r
[(V0(y)A(x)−A(y)V0(x))⊗ (

1√
2
[r̂ ⊗ r̂+]

(1) −
√

3

2
[r̂ ⊗ r̂+]

(2))](2) (48)

with r+ = x+ y.
Taking the impulse approximation of the nuclear current V0(x) =

∑
i τ

+
i δ(ri−x) and A(x) =

∑
i gAτ

+
i σiδ(ri−x),

the half-life [43] derived at first in Ref. [41] is given as,

(T1/2)
−1 = G1| < λ > M ′

λ− < η > M ′
η|2 +G2| < η > M ′

η′ |2, (49)

where

M ′
λ =

5∑
i=1

CλiMi, M ′
η =

5∑
i=1

CηiMi, M ′
η′ =

7∑
i=6

C ′
ηiMi. (50)

We refer the coefficients Cxi and C ′
xi to [41, 43]. The axial vector coupling constant g4A is included in the phase space

factor Gi.

C. Estimation of N∆ transition in 0ν DBD

The hadron currents Jµ
L and Jµ

R are given in terms of current quarks. In the standard nuclear physics approach, the
nuclear state vector is described using only nucleon degrees of freedom, instead of quarks. Therefore effective DBD
interaction Hamiltonian has to be described by using nucleon degrees of freedom. This is achieved in two steps. At
first, the semi-leptonic interaction is truncated into hadron degrees of freedom. The interaction Hamiltonian consists
of nucleon current and N∆ transition current and possible weak pion production current as shown in left panel of Fig.
1.

FIG. 1. Semileptonic interaction of hadron. Left panel shows electron and neutrino production processes of nucleon and N ↔ ∆
transition. Right panel shows 2N-mechanism of DBD.

In the second step, hadron degrees of freedom other than nucleon are eliminated and effective Hamiltonian to be
used with many body wave function of nucleon is obtained. The resultant effective semileptonic Hamiltonian is well
known for beta decay, muon capture and neutrino reaction. The nuclear weak current consists of one-nucleon impulse
current(IMP) and many-body meson exchange current(MEC).

Jµ(x) = Jµ
IMP (x) + Jµ

MEC(x). (51)
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The contribution of ∆ appears as MEC. Basic mechanism of DBD due to nuclear weak current in Eq.(51) is the neutrino
exchange between nucleons shown in the right panel of Fig. 1, which include IMP and MEC (2N-mechanism). The
MEC of axial vector current contributes partly to the quenching of gA seen in beta decay [12, 47]. Since the high

momentum will be carried by exchanged neutrino in DBD compared with beta-decay and 2ν DBD, geffA might depend
on the kinematics of the process.

The ∆ mechanism which emerges in DBD is shown in left panel of Fig. 2 [1, 38]. Neutrino is exchanged between
quarks within single hadron. This mechanism generates new MEC as shown in the right panel of Fig. 2. Among
the excited nucleon states, resonance must be iso-spin 3/2 ∆ resonance. ∆33(1232) is expected to give the largest
contribution. Then N∆ DBD contributes for 0+ → 2+ transition(∆-mechanism) but not for 0+ → 0+ transition.

FIG. 2. Diagrams of neutrino exchange within baryon. Left panel shows 0ν DBD of N ↔ ∆ transition. Right panel shows
∆-mechanism of DBD.

Within the non-relativistic constituent quark model with SU(6) symmetry, the matrix element of hAA for n → ∆++

transition is given as

M∆ =< ∆++||hAA||n >=< ∆++||
3∑

i,j=1

2

3
[σi ⊗ σj ]

(2)h(rij)||n >= −8
√
10

3
< h >, (52)

where the first term of hAA in Eq. (46) in terms of quark operator contributes. The ∆-mechanism contributes to
both η and λ terms.

The ∆-mechanism is estimated in Ref. [1]. They give a large contribution of the ∆ mechanism. It is estimated
by using the probability of the ∆ in nuclear wave function P (∆) and the transition matrix element of the A − 1
nucleons < ΦF |ΦI >. P (∆) is estimated as P (∆) ∼ 0.01 following Ref. [42] based on the probability of iso-spin 1/2
N∗ resonances instead of ∆, suggested by the analysis of magnetic moment and (p, d) reaction at that time. The

transition matrix element is assumed to be < ΦF |ΦI >∼
√
0.1. Using those numbers, ∆-mechanism is estimated as,

< 2+||hAA||0+ >

|M∆|
=

√
P (∆) < ΦF |ΦI >∼ 3.2× 10−2. (53)

The ∆-mechanism is studied in the microscopic model for the DBD of 76Ge in Ref. [41]. The ∆ component in nuclei
is evaluated perturbatively by using the transition potential VNN↔N∆,

< 2+||hAA||0+ > = < F ||VNN−N∆
1

Ef −H
< ∆|hAA|N > + < N |hAA|∆ >

1

Ei −H
VN∆−NN ||I > . (54)

The NN-N∆ transition potential is given by the pion and rho meson exchange model. The energy denominator is
approximated by the N∆ mass difference Ei/f−H ∼ mN−m∆. The ∆-mechanism is evaluated by the meson-exchange
current in Fig. 2 with ’Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov type’ nuclear wave function. The ∆-mechanism of the microscopic
model turn out to be about 1/60 of the estimation of (53).

The dominant contribution of the ∆-mechanism is due to the matrix element of the following operator:

A∑
m,n=1

τ+mτ+n σm · σn[r̂mn ⊗ r̂mn]
(2). (55)

The ratio of the NME of operators which have the same spin and angular momentum structure for both the 2N-
and ∆-mechanism gives us less model dependent estimation of the ∆-mechanism. Using the notation of Ref. [41],
M1 is for the 2N-mechanism and M9 and M12 are for the ∆-mechanism. Apart from coupling constants, difference
among the matrix element Mi is only radial dependence of the operators, which is h(r) for 2N-mechanism while that
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of the ∆-mechanism with one-pinon-exchange is Y2(mπr) = e−mπr(1 + 3/(mπr) + 3/(mπr)
2)/r. Using the numbers

of Ref. [41], the ratio is calculated as

r =
Cλ1M1

c9M9 + c12M12
∼ 0.12. (56)

Assuming the A-dependence of the radial overlap integral is weak, the ∆-mechanism for this particular type of matrix
element is estimated as about 10% of that of the 2N-mechanism using gA = 1.27, while the ∆-mechanism can be 20%

using quenched geffA ≈ 0.7 [47].

IV. NUCLEAR AND DETECTOR SENSITIVITIES FOR DBD RHCS

A. The ν-mass and RHC sensitivities in DBD experiments

We discuss first individual DBD rates for the ν-mass and RHC processes to see how the rates depend on < m >,
< λ > and < η >. The DBD rate Γk with k being m,λ, η for the 0+ → 0+ ground state transition is given as [15, 44]

Γ
(0)
k = (< k > Sk(MkGk))

2, Sk(MkGk) ≈ MkG
1/2
k , (57)

where Sk(MkGk) is the sensitivity for the k-process (k : m,λ, η) with Mk and Gk being the NME and the phase space
factor. In this section, < m > is given in units of me, i.e. < m >=< m > /me. The sensitivity is a kind of the
amplification factor to make the small < k > visible experimentally. Mk and Gk stand for the nuclear and atomic
sensitivities, i.e. nuclear and atomic amplification factors. The axial-vector weak coupling factor of g 4

A with gA being
the axial-vector coupling for a free nucleon is included in Gk.

The NMEs are conventionally expressed as Mm = MGT (1 + χF + χT ) with χF and χT being the Fermi and tensor
coefficients, Mλ = χ2−, and Mη = χ′

R, and the phase space factors are Gm = G01, Gλ = G02, and Gη = G09 [1]. In
fact the sensitivity of Sλ includes higher order terms with G03 and G04, which are of the order of a few % of the main
term with G02.

The phase space factor Gk, which depends on the DBD Q value and the atomic number, is evaluated theoretically.
The RHC factors are found to be given by the mass one as

G
1/2
λ ≈ 2×G1/2

m , G1/2
η ≈ 200×G1/2

m , (58)

The RHC sensitivities of Sλ and Sη depend linearly on the NMEs, which depend much on the nuclear models and
nuclear parameters used for calculating them, as discussed in Sec. 1. The sensitivities are evaluated by using for
examples the QRPA NMEs in [45] and [38] and the shell model NMEs in [43]. They are shown for typical DBD nuclei
as a function of the mass number A in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. Actually, the DBD nuclei shown here are all promising
nuclei from experimental view points because of the large Q value, the large natural isotope abundance , the good
energy-resolution, and thus the ton-scale DBD plans are under progress or consideration [6, 7].

The RHC sensitivities of Sλ and Sη are found to be around 10−6 and 10−10, respectively, and increase as the ν-mass
one of Sm increases as

Sλ ≈ aλ × Sm, Sη ≈ aη × Sm, (59)

with aλ ≈ 1-2 and aη ≈ 200. These are similar as the phase space factors in Eq. (58), suggesting similar NMEs
of Mλ ≈ Mη. Actually, many multipole states with J=0-7 over an wide excitation region of E=0-15 MeV in the
intermediate nucleus are involved in DBD, and thus M reflects gross features of the nucleus, being rather insensitive
to the valence nucleon configuration of the individual nucleus, as given by the simple relation of Mm =5.2-0.023 A

with A being the mass number [47]. Here the key nuclear parameter of the effective coupling of geffA /gA ≈ 0.65 is
used. Then a similar relation may be expected also for Mλ and Mη, and thus experimental studies on several DBD
nuclei (detectors) are useful to check and confirm the RHC signals.

The sensitivities for < η > are larger by a factor around 200 than those for the < m > and < λ >, reflecting the
same factor as the square root of the phase space factors. This indicates that the relative NMEs for ν-mass and RHCs
are nearly same. The RHC sensitivities are nearly proportional to the ν-mass sensitivity as shown in Fig. 4, reflecting
the RHC phase space factors proportional to the ν-mass one.

The ν-mass of < m > and the RHCs of < λ > and < η > to be studied are beyond the standard model, and thus
are considered to be very small. No signals in 0ν DBD experiments so far suggest that the RHCs are as small as
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< λ >≈ 10−7, and < η >≈ 10−9 or less. Accordingly the RHC DBD rate to be considered is of the order of 10−35

per sec or less. This corresponds to a few DBD signals per 1 ton of the DBD isotopes per year. Thus it is studied by
using ton-scale DBD isotopes for years. Then for practical use, we use as the DBD rate the signal rate per ton year
(t y). It is expressed as

Γk = (
< k >

k0
)2, k0 =

0.15× 10−14A1/2

Sk(Mk, Gk)
, (60)

where k0 with k = m,λ, η stands for the unit effective ν-mass (in units of me) and the unit effective RHCs that give
the rate of Γk=1 per ton year. Actually, k0 is around 1.5 ×10−14/Sk(Mk, Gk) for typical DBD nuclei of A ≈100 of
the current interest.

Note that the transition rate per year is given as ln2 (T1/2)
−1, and thus the rate per t y is

Γ = (41.5/A)1028(T1/2)
−1 (61)

with A being the mass number. Then, the rate of Γ=1 per t y corresponds to the half-life of 0.55 for 76Ge, 0.42 for
100Mo and 0.31 for 136Xe, all in units of 1028 years. Thus ton-scale DBD detectors are used to study RHC DBDs
with half-life in the 1027−28 y region.

Now we discuss the DBD transition to the 2+ excited state. The DBD rate for the ν-mass is reduced much for the
2+ state, and thus the rate is given exclusively by the RHC terms. The transition rate Γ

(2)
k with k = λ, η is given by

Γ
(2)
k = (< k > S′

k)
2, (62)

where S′
k is the sensitivity for the k-process DBD to the 2+ state. The sensitivities for λ and η are expressed as

S′
λ = M ′

λ(G1)
1/2, S′

η = ((M ′
η)

2G1 + (M ′
η′)2G2)

1/2, (63)

where M ′
k′ and G1, G2 are the NMEs and the phase space factors for the k-process DBD. Here and hereafter dash

indicates for the value of 2+ transition as given in Eq. (50).
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FIG. 3. DBD ν-mass and RHC sensitivities. Sm (light blue diamond), Sλ ( blue triangle) and Sη (blue square) for typical
DBD nuclei of 76Ge, 82Se, 96Zr, 100Mo, 116Cd, 130Te, 136Xe and 150Nd of current interest. Top: QRPA NMEs in [45]. Middle:
QRPA NMES in [38]. Bottom: Shell model NMEs in [46]. Some Sm points are shifted by the mass number 2 to avoid overlap
with the Sλ ones.
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130Te and 136Xe of current interest. The NMEs used are in [43]

.

The phase space factors are found to be expressed as (G2)
1/2 ≈ 0.8(G1)

1/2. It is interesting to note that (G1)
1/2

and (G2)
1/2 for the excited states are nearly the same as Gm and Gλ for the ground states even though the Q value

for the excited state is 20-30% smaller than that for the ground state. The sensitivities of S′
λ and S′

η for the excited
state DBDs are shown in Fig. 5.

It is noted that the sensitivities of S′
λ and S′

η do not follow the trend of the phase space factors of G1 and G2

because the NME fluctuates much as the mass number (nucleus) changes. The sensitivity S′
λ is around 1-3 ×10−7

except 0.3 ×10−7 for 76Ge. This is about 1/3 of the Sλ for the ground state. This is mainly due to the smaller M ′
λ by

a factor 3 than Mλ for the ground state. The sensitivity S′
η is around 2 ×10−7 except 7 × 10−7 for 130Te. This is 2-3

orders of magnitude smaller than the one for the ground state because the phase space factors for the 2+ state is 5
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.

orders of magnitude smaller than G09 for the ground state. Then, the η-RHC is studied exclusively by measuring the
ground state DBD [23], while the λ-RHC may be studied by measuring the excited state DBD as well as the ground
state DBD.

The unit RHCs for the excited state are shown in Fig. 6. They correspond to the RHCs to be measured by a
typical DBD detector with N=1 ton B=1/t y and T=5 y run.

B. RHCs to be studied by ton-scale detectors

.
Experimentally, the ν-mass and the RHCs to be measured depend on DBD detector specifications. The minimum

< k > to be measured by using a detector with N ton DBD isotopes for T years run is expressed as [15, 44]

km = d× k0, d = 1.3× ϵ−1/2(B/NT )1/4, (64)

where km with k being m,λ, η is the minimum < k > to be measured and d stands for the detector sensitivity. It is
expressed by using the detector efficiency ϵ, the background rate B per t y and the total DBD isotope mass N (ton).
Since d depends on B1/4 and N−1/4, one needs to reduce the BG rate (B) and increase the total amount (N) of the
DBD isotopes by 2 orders of magnitude to reduce the minimum k to be measured by a factor 10 to go down from the
IH ν-mass region of < mm >=30 meV to the NH one of 3 meV.
We first discuss < km > for the 0+ ground state DBD. In case of a typical high-sensitivity DBD detector with N=1

t, B=1/t y, ϵ=0.75, and T=5 y, the detector sensitivity is d ≈1. Then one gets km ≈ k0=0.15 ×10−14A1/2/Sk with
k = m,λ, η. In this case, the minimum ν-mass of mm and the minimum RHCs of λm and ηm are nearly the same as
the m0, λ0, η0.

It is interesting to note that the ratios of the minimum RHCs to the minimum ν-mass are given approximately by
the ratios of the phase space factors as

λm

mm
=

λ0

m0
≈ 1,

ηm
mm

=
η0
m0

≈ 1

200
. (65)

Detectors for the IH ν-mass of around mm = 0.5 × 10−7(< m >≈ 25meV) are used to search for the RHCs of λ ≈
0.5 × 10−7 and η ≈ 0.25 ×10−9.
The minimum RHC to be measured by the 2+ excited state DBD is given as in case of the ground state DBD,

k′m = d′ × k′0, d′ = 1.3× ϵ′
−1/2

(B′/NT )1/4, (66)

where d′ is the detector sensitivity for the 2+ state. Here the DBD isotope mass N and the run time T for the excited
state are same as those for the ground state. The B and B′ are also same for simple calorimetric detectors to measure
the summed energies of the two β-rays.
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caption 3). Solid lines for the ground and excited states with B=1 and B′=1. Dashed lines for the excited state with B′=0.01
by the γ coincidence measurement. Top panel: λm for the 0+ ground state and λ’m for the excited 2+ state. Bottom panel:
ηm for the 0+ ground state and η’m for the excited 2+ state.

The present work emphasizes measurement of the γ ray from the 2+ state as well as the ββ rays to the 2+ state.
Using the Q values of Q and Q′ for the ground and excited state DBDs, the ββ energies for them are Eββ = Q and
E′

ββ = Q′ and the energy of the γ ray from the excited state is Eγ = Q − Q′. Then the 2+ state DBD is measured

by observing the total energy of E′
ββ + Eγ = Q in coincidence the the γ signal with Eγ = Q − Q′ to separate the

transition from the ground state transition and to reduce substantially backgrounds associated with RI impurities.
The background contribution from the 2ν DBD decay to the excited state is also much smaller by a factor around
(Q′/Q)5 ≈0.1 than that for the ground state transition. Back grounds from solar neutrinos are also reduced much
[48, 49]. Actually, the background reduction rate depends much on the energy resolution of the γ measurement. It is
of the order of B′/B ≈0.01 in case of bolometers with the energy resolution of 10 keV. Then the minimum RHCs to
be measured by the 2+ DBD get smaller by a factor around (0.01)1/4 ≈0.3 by requiring coincidence with the γ ray.
The minimum RHCs of km and k′m are evaluated in cases of B=1 and B′=1 and 0.01 as a function of N for typical

DBD nuclei as shown in Fig. 7. Here the unit RHCs are assumed to be λ0 = 0.27, η0=0.001 for the ground state and
λ′
0 = 1, η′0=0.7, all in units of 10−7, as shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 6.
The η current of the order of < η >≈10−10 will be observed in the ground state transition, but not in the excited

state transition. On the other hand λm for the ground state transition with B=1 is nearly same as λ′
m for the excited

state with B′ = 0.01, and thus the λ current of the order of < λ >≈ 3× 10−7 will be observed in both the 0+ ground
state and 2+ excited state transitions.
Let us discuss realistic cases where both the λ and η currents coexist as given in Eqs. (11) and (49). For simplicity,

we discuss the RHCs in the case of the NH mass spectrum, where < m >≈ 7×10−9 (3.5 meV). Then the RHCs to be
studied by ton-scale experiments with B and B′ being around1/t y and 0.01/t y are of the orders of 10−7 for < λ >
and 10−10 for < η >. In these regions, the contribution from the mass term is much smaller than those from the RHC
ones. Then the minimum RHCs to be studied are given by ellipsoids in Fig. 8 for 76Ge and in Fig. 9 for 136Xe.

The minimum RHCs of < λm > and < ηm > to be measured are around 0.3×10−7 and 0.2 ×10−9 for the 0+ ground
state DBDs of 76Ge and 136Xe, while the minimum < λ′

m > is around 1×10−7 and 0.5 ×10−7 for the 2+ excited state
DBDs of 76Ge and 136Xe. The small < λ′ > for the 136Xe 2+ state is due to the large NME of M ′

λ.
So far we have discussed the ν-mass and the RHCs to be studied on the basis of the model NMEs with the weak

coupling of gA for a free nucleon. Actually, the NMEs are sensitive to nuclear and non-nuclear spin(σ)-isospin(τ)
correlations and nuclear medium effects. Then the real GT(Gamow-Teller) NMEs are reduced (quenched) much than

the model NMEs without these effects. Then effective coupling constant of geffA is introduced in order to incorporate
the effects which are not properly included in the model calculation. Actually the RHC NMEs in [43] are calculated

for the quenched gA by 0.75 as well. The quenching coefficient, geffA /gA has been recently shown to be around 0.65
in case of the QRPA model [13, 15, 47].

The axial-vector components in the Mm and Mλ are quenched by the factor (geffA /gA)
2 ≈ 0.4, and thus Mm and
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FIG. 9. The minimum RHCs to be measured by the 136Xe. See caption of Fig. 8. Note the large interference terms of < λ >
and < η > in the 2+ transition.

Mλ are reduced by a factor around 0.5-0.6, depending on the vector components, while Mη is reduced by the factor

geffA /gA ≈ 0.6. Accordingly the actual RHCs to be studied are about a factor 2 larger than the RHCs given in Fig.
7, i.e. < η > ≈2×10−10 and < λ > ≈ 5× 10−8 by using DBD detectors with N = 1, B = 1, B′ = 0.01. The limits get
smaller by 20 % by using larger DBD isotope-mass N or less background B detector by a factor 2.

The RHCs of < λ >, < η > and tanβ to be studied or constrained by the ton-class DBD experiment for both the
ground 0+ and 2+ transitions are as given below. Here we assume the NH mass spectrum.

A: Mλ ≪ M ′
λ and the 0νββ signal in 2+, but not in 0+. | < λ > | ≈ 5×10−8, | < η > | ≤ 2×10−10, 1/ξ ≥ 2.5×102.

B: The 0νββ signal in 2+ and 0+. | < λ > | ≈ 5× 10−8, | < η > | ≈ 2× 10−10, 1/ξ ≈ 2.5× 102.

C: The 0νββ signal in 0+, but not in 2+. | < λ > | ≤ 5× 10−8, | < η > | ≈ 2× 10−10, 1/ξ ≤ 2.5× 102.
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The cases of A and B with non-zero 0νββ signals in the 2+ decay, are unlikely if 1/ξ ≈ tanβ from (21) and (26) .
In other words, the observation of the 0ν DBD events in the 2+ channel indicates 1/ξ ≫500.

So far we have discussed the DBD rate based on the QRPA model NMEs. In fact there are several ways (models) to
evaluate the DBD NMEs, and the evaluated NMEs scatter over an order of magnitude, depending on the models [15].
Recent IBM (Interacting Boson Model) NMEs [50] for the 2+ RHCs are smaller by an order of magnitude than the
QRPA ones. These smaller NMEs give the minimum < λ′ >m around 3 ×10−6 in case of N = 1, B′ = 0.01/t y, which
is larger than the value with the QRPA NME by an order of magnitude. Then one can not expect any neutrinoless
signal in the 2+ transition, but only in the 0+ transition in case of < λ >≈ 3 × 10−7 and/or < η >≈ 10−10. In this
case one has to measure the energies of individual β rays to identify experimentally the RHC to be < λ > or < η >
once the 0νββ signal is observed, although it likely be due to < η > if we assume (21) and if tanβ ≤60.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the present paper, we have studied in the framework of the L − R symmetric model the NMEs and the < λ >
and < η > terms to be studied in the next-generation ton-scale DBD detectors. They are as given below.
1. Ton-scale DBD detectors are under construction to explore DBDs in the new region of T1/2 ≈ 1027−28 y of

current interest to search for the effective ν-mass in the IH region around 15-45 meV. The ν-mass spectrum, however,
is likely be NH on the basis of the theoretical considerations and the experimental limit on the sum of the ν-masses in
the universe. Then the effective NH mass gets smaller by an order of magnitude than the IH mass, and the half-life
smaller by 2 orders of magnitude. Then one may expect almost no contributions from the ν-mass terms, and thus we
may study well the RHCs in the interesting region which have not been measured.

2. By examining 0+ and 2+ transitions, we have explored both < λ >- and < η >-terms in the NH case. Their
values depend on NMEs and phase space volumes.

3. The NMEs involved in the RHCs have been explicitly given from a simple derivation for both the 0+ and
the 2+ transitions. The enhancement mechanism of the < η >-term for the 0+ transition has been discussed. The
∆-mechanism, where ν exchange between quarks, appears for the 2+ transition. Guided by the analysis of the 76Ge
DBD, the ∆ mechanism is estimated about 10% or 20% of the 2N-mechanism for the leading axial vector current

NME of σm · σnY2 depending on the gA of free nucleon or the quenched geffA .
4. The RHC DBD rate to be observed by the ton-scale experiment with N=1 ton isotopes and BG rate of B=1

per ton year and T=5 year run is around Γ=1/ton year, which corresponds to the half-life around (40/A) 1028 years
with A being the mass number.
5. The RHCs to be observed by the ton-scale DBD detector are | < λ > | ≈ 8 × 10−8 and | < η > | ≈ 4 × 10−10,

depending on the NMEs. They are studied by measuring the 0+ ground state transition, while only the λ-current is
studied by measuring the excited 2+ transition in coincidence with the γ-ray from the 2+ state to the ground state.
Here the smaller phase-space factors for the excited state is compensated by the lower BG rate of B ≈ 0.01 in the
γ-ray coincidence measurement.
6. The studies of both the ground and excited state DBDs are used to get the RHCs or the limits on them, and

tanβ, the ratio of them, which are of interest from particle physics models. Needless to say, a number of ton-scale
low-BG detectors are useful to confirm the ultra-rare RHC signals among background ones.

7. The DBD rate is given in terms of the products of the RHC < k > and NME Mk with k = λ, η and the NME
depends much on the nuclear model and the nuclear parameters used for the model, it is valuable to study them
on several nuclei to confirm the RHC. It is highly appreciated to evaluate accurate values for the NMEs involved in
the RHCS. In principle. precise measurements of RHCs in 2 nuclei would give < λ > and < η >, provided that the
accurate values for the NMEs would be well known. Then, once the RHC signals are identified, measurements of
energy and angular correlations of the individual β rays by using tracking detectors are encouraged to identify the
RHC as < λ > or < η > or both.
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