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Abstract
The discovery of neutrino oscillations and masses provides strong motivation to extend the Stan-

dard Model by including right-handed neutrinos, which lead to heavy neutrino states that could

exist at the electroweak scale. These states may also be influenced by new high-scale, weakly in-

teracting physics. Incorporating right-handed neutrinos into an effective field theory framework

-the νSMEFT- offers a systematic approach to study the phenomenology of heavy neutrinos in

current and upcoming experiments. In this work, we present the first prospective 95% exclusion

plots achievable at a future lepton collider operating at a center-of-mass energy of
√
s = 0.5 TeV

for what we term the agnostic νSMEFT scenario. This study focuses on the high-mass regime

where the heavy neutrino N decays promptly into leptons and jets. Specifically, we analyze the

processes e+e− → νN → νµ−µ+ν and e+e− → νN → νµ−jj, deriving the exclusion regions in the

α
Λ2 vs. mN parameter space. When compared to prospective limits for the LHeC, we find that the

semi-leptonic process with final jets in a lepton collider offers the greatest sensitivity, even with a

straightforward cut-based analysis. The expected bounds are as stringent as those considered in

recent studies for the low-mass regime where the N may be long-lived and detectable via displaced

decay searches, both at the LHC and future colliders.

∗Electronic address: lucia.duarte@fcien.edu.uy
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I. INTRODUCTION

The presence of light neutrino masses and the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations can

be explained within a minimal extension of the Standard Model (SM) Lagrangian by intro-

ducing sterile right-handed neutrinos NR, which enable a lepton-number-violating Majorana

mass term, as in the Type-I seesaw mechanism [1–5]. The Majorana mass scale, a parameter

independent of the electroweak symmetry breaking, is typically assumed to be large in the

naive (high-scale) seesaw framework. This results in the suppression of the induced mass

of the -predominantly active- light neutrinos, while generating very heavy massive states

alongside the light ones. Alternatively, the small masses of the known neutrinos could arise

from symmetry-based arguments, as proposed in the linear and inverse seesaw models [6, 7],

which lower the mass scale of the heavy neutrinos and make their phenomenology testable at

laboratory energies. Even if these heavy neutral leptons (HNLs) or heavy neutrinos N were

experimentally accessible, their interactions with SM particles are suppressed due to their

small mixing UℓN with active neutrinos νℓL which are strongly constrained by experimental

limits [8]. As a result, these interactions would be exceedingly weak and likely undetectable.

Nonetheless, various forms of new physics could exist at energies significantly above the

electroweak scale. Their effects on SM degrees of freedom are systematically analyzed using

the Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) framework. If heavy neutrinos are

sufficiently light to be included in the low-energy spectrum, such new physics could influence

their behaviour and likely dominate over interactions arising from their mixing with active

neutrinos. Consequently, the interactions of HNLs with SM particles may reflect the rem-

nants of ultraviolet (UV) physics, which can be described by an effective field theory where

the HNLs themselves are included as fundamental components. This framework extends the

SMEFT to incorporate right-handed neutrinos and is referred to as νSMEFT1[9–16]. This

effective field theory has garnered increasing attention, as it provides an effective tool to

parameterize UV physics effects and evaluate, through prospective studies, the potential to

discover HNLs via their novel interactions. It also allows for constraining the Wilson coeffi-

cients of different operators consistent with SM symmetries at a given mass dimension d and

energy scale Λ. Initially proposed by the authors of [12] as a dedicated EFT for studying

1 It is also known in the literature as SMNEFT, NRSMEFT and νRSMEFT.
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neutrino interactions, the νSMEFT framework has since seen significant advancements in

both theoretical and phenomenological aspects [17–58].

The νSMEFT can parametrize the effect of a plethora of existing -or yet to be imagined-

UV physics models in experiments performed at electroweak scale energies, where the heavy

N can be treated as an accessible degree of freedom with a mass mN in the hundred-GeV

range. In this mass window, the heavy neutrino with effective interactions, while being

accessible for direct production, can also decay promptly into on-shell top quarks, Higgs

bosons, and the electroweak standard vector bosons too, leading to final states commonly

studied for standard and BSM interactions at the LHC and future lepton and electron-proton

colliders.

In this work we study the sensitivity projections for the heavy N in future e+e− colliders,

focusing on processes where it is singly produced together with a light neutrino and decays

into di-muon and semi-leptonic final states: e+e− → νN → νµ−µ+ν and e+e− → νN →

νµ−jj. We will consider a simplified agnostic benchmark scenario, that allows for the study

of a two-dimensional parameter space, providing 95% CL exclusion limits in the mass-

coupling (mN ,
α
Λ2 ) plane. We present the agnostic νSMEFT benchmark scenario in Section

II, discuss the collider study in Section III, comparing the new results with sensitivities

obtained previously for the LHeC [48], and present our conclusions in Section IV.

II. THE AGNOSTIC νSMEFT SCENARIO

Our starting point is to consider the SM Lagrangian to be extended with only one right-

handed neutrino NR with a Majorana mass term (∼MN). While at least two right-handed

NR states are required to reproduce the measured masses and mixings with light neutrinos,

this simplifying assumption retains the main phenomenology and corresponds to scenarios

where the additional massive N are too heavy to impact in low-energy observables. The

renormalizable d = 4 Lagrangian extension then reads

Ld=4 = NRi/∂NR −

(
MN

2
N c

RNR +
∑
ℓ

Yℓ Lℓϕ̃NR + h.c.

)
. (1)

Once diagonalized, this Lagrangian leads to a massive state N as an observable degree of

freedom, together with the three known light neutrino states νi (with masses mνi ∼ 0.1

eV), which are all of Majorana nature. The active flavor ℓ = e, µ, τ neutrino eigenstates νℓL
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Type Operator Interactions Coupling

N mass d = 5 Od=5
Nϕ (Od=5

Higgs) (N̄N c)(ϕ†ϕ) hNN and Majorana mass term αd=5
Nϕ

Dipole d = 5 O(5)
NB (N̄aσµνN

c
b )B

µν , a ̸= b Dipoles dγ , dZ αd=5
NB

h-dressed mixing O(i)
LNϕ (Oβ

LNH) (ϕ†ϕ)(L̄iNϕ̃) Yukawa+doublet (UℓN . and mν) α
(i)
LNϕ

Bosonic ONNϕ (OHN) i(ϕ†←→Dµϕ)(N̄γµN) Neutral current (NNZ) αNNϕ = αZ

Currents O(i)
Nlϕ (Oβ

HNℓ) i(ϕT ϵDµϕ)(N̄γµli) Charged current (NlW ) α
(i)
Nlϕ = α

(i)
W

Dipoles O(i)
NB (ONB) (L̄iσ

µνN)ϕ̃Bµν One-loop level generated α
(i)
NB/(16π

2)

O(i)
NW (Oβ

NW) (L̄iσ
µντ IN)ϕ̃W I

µν dγ , dZ , dW α
(i)
NW /(16π2)

O(i)
QNN (OQN) (Q̄iγ

µQi)(N̄γµN) 4-fermion α
(i)
QNN

4-fermion N O(i)
LNN (Oβ

LN) (L̄iγ
µLi)(N̄γµN) vector- mediated α

(i)
LNN

O(i)
fNN (Off) (f̄iγ

µfi)(N̄γµN) f = u, d, l α
(i)
fNN

4-fermion CC O(i,j)
duNl (Oβ

duNℓ) (d̄jγ
µuj)(N̄γµli) 4-fermion vector- mediated α

(i,j)
duNl = α

(i,j)
V0

O(i,j)
QuNL (Oα

QuNL) (Q̄iui)(N̄Lj) 4-fermion α
(i,j)
QuNL = α

(i,j)
S1

4-fermion O(i,j)
LNQd (Oα

LNQd) (L̄iN)ϵ(Q̄jdj) scalar-mediated α
(i,j)
LNQd = α

(i,j)
S2

CC/NC O(i,j)
QNLd (Q̄iN)ϵ(L̄jdj) α

(i,j)
QNLd = α

(i,j)
S3

O(i,j)
LNLl (Oδβ

LNLℓ) (L̄iN)ϵ(L̄jlj) α
(i,j)
LNLl = α

(i,j)
S0

TABLE I: Basis of d = 5 and d = 6 operators with a right-handed neutrino N [12, 14].

Here li, ui, di and Li, Qi denote the right-handed singlets and the left-handed SU(2)

doublets, respectively. The field ϕ is the scalar doublet, Bµν and W I
µν are the U(1)Y and

SU(2)L field strengths. Also σµν = i
2
[γµ, γν ] and ϵ = iσ2 is the anti-symmetric symbol in

two dimensions. We follow the notation in [12] and quote the names in [49].

contain some part of the heavy N due to the mixing UℓN = Yℓ v/
√
2MN :

νℓL =
3∑

i=1

Uℓiνi + UℓNN. (2)

In turn, the heavy state N is mostly composed of the right-handed state N ≃ NR with

negligible mixing with the active ℓ flavor states νℓL, constrained by the naive seesaw relation

UℓN ≲
√

mν

MN
, and thus with negligible interaction through the SM electroweak currents

when its mass is above the GeV scale.
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In this simplified setup, we will consider the mixings UℓN in (2) to be negligibly small in

comparison to the new physics effects on the heavy state N , possibly due to the presence

of new mediators in the UV scale Λ. These are parametrized by a set of effective operators

OJ constructed with the SM and the NR fields and satisfying the SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y gauge

symmetry [12, 14, 59].

The total Lagrangian we consider is organized as follows:

L = LSM +
∞∑
d=5

1

Λd−4

∑
J

αJOd
J (3)

where d is the mass dimension of the operator Od
J , αJ are the effective (Wilson) couplings

and the sum in J goes over all independent interactions at a given dimension d. The

complete list of νSMEFT operators up to d = 6 is given in Table I.

We will not consider the d = 5 operators, because with only one right-handed neutrino

state they make no contributions to the studied processes at lepton or electron-proton (eP)

colliders when discarding the heavy-active neutrino mixings UℓN , neither to the N decay.

Thus we will only consider the contributions of the d = 6 operators, following the treatment

presented in [12, 14]. Our implementation of the effective Lagrangian in FeynRules 2.3

has been discussed in [44]. A detailed discussion of the role of each operator in the heavy N

phenomenology, the existing constraints and the full expressions for each explicit Lagrangian

term can be found in [48].

Many of the operators in Table I can contribute directly to the heavy N production in

future lepton and eP colliders, as well as to its decay modes and total decay width value.

While most part of the recent works studying the νSMEFT phenomenology focus on the

impact of specific operators [39, 45, 57] or take them to act separately at a time [49], here

we consider what we call an agnostic -or democratic- scenario, where we take into account

the simultaneous effect of every dimension 6 operator in Table I.

Our approach consists in taking the numerical value of every Wilson coefficient αJ and

high energy scale Λ to the same numerical value, simplifying the parameter space to only

two variables: the heavy neutral lepton mass mN and the effective interaction coefficients

that weight the value of the physical observables α
Λ2 . We follow this agnostic approach,

since it leads to more realistic results, given that in most cases specific BSM UV models

will generate not only one operator, but contribute to several interactions when the correct

matching between scales for the model is calculated, due to operator mixing [30, 49, 50, 56].
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This benchmark scenario implies that the total decay width of the heavy N is calculated

at tree level taking into account the interference terms between the contribution of each

operator to each channel, as we did originally in our full calculation in [18, 19] and updated

in [48]. This decay width -and every branching ratio- value is fixed for any given benchmark

point in the (mN ,
α
Λ2 ) plane (see Figure 3 in [48]). It is given as an input to the simulation

software, what in turns allows us to impose constraints directly on a reduced two dimensional

parameter space.

There are only two exceptions to this democratic numerical treatment:

• The most stringent limits that can be derived on the effective operators involve the

first fermion family and come from the yet unobserved neutrinoless double beta decay

(0νββ decay). We consider every operator contributing to this process to be upper

bounded by an mN dependent coefficient. We thus impose the value

α0νββ(mN)

Λ2
= 3.2× 10−8

( mN

100 GeV

)1/2
on the coupling of every effective operator contributing to the vertex udNe. The

details of the derivation can be followed form [17, 19] and [50]. The couplings of the

operators contributing to this vertex are: α
(1)
Nlϕ and α

(1)
NW -which contribute through

the interchange of a W boson- and the four-fermion α
(1,1)
duNl, α

(1,1)
QuNL, α

(1,1)
LNQd, α

(1,1)
QNLd.

• We consider a loop-factor 1/16π2 multiplying the couplings of the operators ONB and

ONW , which are generated at one loop-level in the UV theory [12, 59], as shown in

Table I.

On the other hand, the decision to take this agnostic point of view also implies that

we must be careful when considering existing derivations for the bounds of the νSMEFT

interactions. When more than one operator acting at a time is considered, bounds can

be obtained from a variety of processes involving combinations of couplings, typically with

different production and decay channels for the N . Recent works on νSMEFT interactions

including d = 6 operators have derived bounds for the different Wilson couplings values αJ

-or alternatively on the new physics scale Λ- given by existing experimental direct or indirect

searches of BSM phenomena. Most of these constraints are applicable for mN masses below

the range we consider in this work (mN ≤ mW ) and definitely do not apply for the agnostic
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benchmark scenario considered here [45, 46, 49, 56, 57]. We remark that for masses mN well

below the electroweak symmetry breaking scale, it would be convenient to consider the low

energy effective field theory νLEFT, with QED and QCD invariant operators with sterile

neutrinos [30, 56, 60].

III. FUTURE COLLIDER SENSITIVITIES

In this work we want to tackle the sensitivity reach to the agnostic νSMEFT scenario of

future colliders, focusing on the regime where the heavy N decays promptly into leptonic

or semi-leptonic final states, induced by 4-fermion vector and scalar d = 6 interactions.

Previous studies [44] pointed to the ability of lepton colliders to discover these interactions

with the use of angular observables like forward-backward asymmetries, and now we present

the first prospective exclusion plots based on the study of single N production with pure

leptonic or semi-leptonic decays at an e+e− collider.

These signals can be studied in future lepton colliders like the linear ILC [61] or circular

colliders like the FCC-ee [62] and the CEPC [63]. Here for simplicity we will consider an

e+e− collider with center of mass energy
√
s = 500 GeV and different integrated luminosities

L for estimating the numbers of events.

The irreducible SM backgrounds for both the pure leptonic e+e− → νµ−µ+ν and the

semi-leptonic e+e− → νµ−jj processes involve diagrams with intermediate standard bosons

-photons, Z- and Higgs bosons in s channels, which subsequently decay into muon pairs,

light neutrino pairs, or quark pairs, and W bosons decaying leptonically or hadronically.

The dominant SM backgrounds for both processes are events that come from e+e− →

W−W+, with both W decaying leptonically in the first case [64, 65], and the W+ decaying

hadronically in the second [66].

We generate events in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 3.4.1 [67, 68], producing LHE events at

parton level, which are read by the embedded version of PYTHIA 8 [69], and then are inter-

phased to Delphes 3.5.0 [70] with the DSiDi card [71] for a fast detector simulation. The

analysis of the generated events at the reconstructed level is made with the expert mode in

MadAnalysis5 1.8.58 [72].

We adopt the following basic acceptance cuts for both the pure-leptonic and the semi-

leptonic process: we keep transverse momenta for jets pjT > 20 GeV and leptons pℓT > 10 GeV,

8
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FIG. 1: 95% CL Exclusion limits reachable at
√
s = 0.5 TeV for the pure-leptonic (left)

and semi-leptonic (right) channels, for different values of integrated luminosity L.

pseudorapidities |ηj| < 5, |ηℓ| < 2.5, and isolation between jets and leptons ∆Rjj,ℓℓ,lj > 0.4.

a. Pure-leptonic channel. We consider the process e+e− → νN → νµ−µ+ν, which

gives as a signal two opposite-sign muons and missing energy. The production vertex receives

contributions from both the ONlϕ(OHNℓ) charged current operator and the scalar-mediated

four lepton operator OLNLl. The pure-leptonic N decay depends on explicit contributions

from the same operators.

As the N is produced together with a light neutrino in a 2-2 process, its energy and

boost are completely determined in the c.m. frame for each mass value mN . Its production

is reflected in the dependence of the various observables on the summed energy of the di-

muon pair Eµµ = E(µ− + µ+). We produce events in a realistic dataset, generated with the

SMNeff6 UFO [44] allowing for effective-SM interference (S+B) and separate them from the

SM-only (B) events for the pure leptonic process e+e− → νµ−µ+ν. Following the previous

work, we ask for a muon and an anti-muon in the final state, and apply a selection cut

keeping events with a minimum value of missing transverse energy (MET > 25 GeV) and

keep events with Eµµ < 240 GeV to separate the signal from the dominant SM background,

which peaks at Eµµ =
√
s/2, in a symmetric configuration where the muon anti-muon pair

shares half the energy with the unobservable light neutrinos.

9



b. Semi-leptonic channel. In the semi-leptonic process e+e− → νN → νµ−jj the N

decays into a muon and two jets. While its production mechanism remains unchanged, the

decay of the N now involves the contributions of the vector four-fermion operator O(2,i)
duNl

together with the vector O(2)
Nlϕ and the scalars O(2,i)

QuNL, O(2,i)
LNQd and O(i,2)

QNLd, which give two

quarks (jets j) in the final state.

As before, we allow for interference of the signal and the SM contributions, and perform

a cut-based analysis, asking for a muon in the final state and selecting events with missing

transverse energy (MET) greater than 25 GeV to account for the final state neutrino. The

transverse mass of the final muon-neutrino system, calculated in the reconstructed level

data as the transverse mass (MT) of the missing transverse energy (MET)- muon system:

MT-MET(µ) 2 allows to separate the signal events from the SM background, which peaks

at the mW value, reflecting the fact that the muon-neutrino pair comes from a W−. We find

that a cut selecting events with MT-MET(µ)>85 GeV keeps more than 70% of the events

for the different mN signal datasets, while keeping near 10% of the SM (B) events.

In order to obtain the exclusion plots for the agnostic νSMEFT parameter space, we gen-

erate events for different values of the couplings α
Λ2 and masses mN in a grid, also considering

different total integrated luminosities L to estimate the number of signal and background

events.

The 95% CL exclusion limits in the (mN ,
α
Λ2 ) plane are calculated following the PDG

review on Statistics [73] and Appendix B in [74]. For each signal point, we calculate the

upper number of signal events sup consistent at 95% CL with the observation of the expected

number of background events, by supposing that the data collected in the experiment exactly

matches the integer part of the number of events for the background prediction. The shaded

areas correspond to the parameter space regions where the interpolated expected number of

signal events exceeds the upper allowed value sup, and thus the limits are imposed directly

on the agnostic νSMEFT parameter space values.

Figure 1 shows the projected 95% CL exclusion limits in the (mN ,
α
Λ2 ) plane for the

pure-leptonic (left) and semi-leptonic (right) processes at a future electron-positron collider

for the agnostic νSMEFT benchmark scenario. We find that using both decay channels,

2 The transverse mass variable of the muon-missing transverse energy system is defined as MT-MET(µ)=√
2pµT p

miss
T [1− cos(∆ϕ(p⃗µT ,

⃗pmiss
T )], we use the name given in MadAnalysis5.
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even with an integrated luminosity of L = 10 fb−1 these experiments could start bounding

the effective couplings for masses mN below 200 GeV. With a luminosity of 100 fb−1, the

sensitivity reach of a lepton collider exploiting the semi-leptonic channel can test N masses

as large as 500 GeV.

This sensitivity reach can be compared to the sensitivity found for lepton-trijet processes

at an electron-proton collider like the future LHeC, already obtained for the νSMEFT ag-

nostic benchmark scenario in [48]. Those limits were obtained for the LHeC [75–77], with

a center-of mass energy close to 1.3 TeV, and an integrated luminosity L = 100 fb−1, per-

forming a BDT analysis with the Root TMVA package [78].

In Figure 2 we plot the expected exclusion limits for the lepton number conserving -but

lepton flavor violating- muon-trijet signal pe− → jµ−jj in cyan, and the lepton number and

flavor violating pe− → jµ+jj in orange, together with the lepton collider expected sensitivities

already shown in Figure 1 in purple and blue, all for an estimated number of events calculated

with the same integrated luminosity L = 100 fb−1. We find that the four channels studied

could exclude the lower mass region (mN ≲ 130 GeV) with couplings α
Λ2 > 10−7 GeV−2.

The sensitivity reach falls for higher mN values, due to the decrease of the branching ratio

of N to fermions when it can start decaying to on-shell Higgs bosons [44, 48].

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we show the first prospective 95% CL exclusion plots reachable at a future

lepton collider with a c.m. energy of
√
s = 0.5 TeV for what we call the agnostic νSMEFT

scenario, in the high mass regime where the heavy N can decay promptly to leptons and jets

that can easily be measured in detectors. We obtain the excluded regions in the α
Λ2 vs.mN

plane. Figure 1 shows that the semi-leptonic channel e+e− → νN → νµ−jj can reach the

highest sensitivity, due in principle to the bigger expected cross section [44] and an efficient

cut-based analysis proposed to separate signal from SM backgrounds.

We also compare the obtained limits with those found for the reach of the LHeC eP collider

in Figure 2. Both machines would be able to study the electroweak N mass regime with

interaction couplings in the ballpark of α
Λ2 ∼ 10−7GeV−2. These effective couplings limits are

as low as the ones that are considered in recent works for the lower mass regime where the

N can be long-lived and be found in displaced decay searches, both at the LHC and future

11



FIG. 2: 95% CL exclusion limits for the agnostic νSMEFT at future colliders.

colliders. One can find sensitivity prospects for the near-future experiments concerning the

dimension-6 νSMEFT interactions in [39] for a long-lived N at the LHC exploiting possible

displaced vertices searches, and in [45] for prompt and displaced N decays at future Higgs

factories, in both cases for lighter N benchmark scenarios with mN ≲ 60 GeV. Also, a

variety of testable signals in planned experiments are discussed in [46], and constraints on

the pp → eN cross section interpreted from recent LHC searches are obtained in [57] for

vectorial νSMEFT interactions. Our group is currently working on a detailed recast of LHC

searches for heavy neutral leptons in terms of the agnostic νSMEFT benchmark scenario.

The discovery of heavy neutrinos would have profound implications on the current land-

scape of high energy physics and our understanding of Nature; however, constraining the

potential new physics underlying neutrino mass generation could also provide a pathway to

uncovering the origin of the observed neutrino masses -one of the most significant unresolved

questions in particle physics-.
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