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ABSTRACT: We investigate how extensions of the Standard Model (SM) involving heavy
neutral leptons (HNLs) can be probed at FCC-ee, the proposed high-energy circular e*e™
collider. Using the effective field theory (EFT) approach, we determine the impact of new
interactions on the production and decay of HNLs at FCC-ee. In particular, we consider
d < 7 vSMEFT operators which induce vector, scalar and tensor four-fermion and effec-
tive charged- and neutral-current interactions of HNLs, that may also mix with the active
neutrinos of the SM. We consider sensitivities to the active-sterile mixing and EFT Wilson
coefficients from monophoton searches and displaced vertex decay signatures. In both anal-
yses, we consider the scenarios where HNLs are Majorana or Dirac fermions. We translate
the upper bounds on the Wilson coefficients to lower limits on the scale of new physics and
examine the implications for tree-level ultraviolet completions.
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Introduction

Since the direct observation of atmospheric and solar neutrino oscillations over a quarter

of a century ago [1, 2], it is well-known that neutrinos are massive fermions. However, the

Standard Model (SM) of particle physics in its current form does not include right-handed

(RH) neutrinos, Ng, forbidding renormalisable Yukawa terms that generate neutrino masses

after electroweak (EW) symmetry breaking. Physics beyond the SM is therefore necessary

to explain non-zero neutrino masses.

Adding at least two RH neutrinos is the most straightforward extension of the SM to

explain the neutrino oscillation data. As the RH neutrinos are singlets under the SM gauge



group, SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y, any number of RH states with ¥ = 0 is compatible
with anomaly cancellation [3, 4]. Furthermore, no gauge symmetry forbids the presence of
Majorana mass terms for the RH neutrinos if one allows the violation of total lepton number,
L, which is conserved accidentally in the SM. In the standard type-I seesaw mechanism [5—
9], the Majorana masses are much larger than the EW scale, the naive scale of the Dirac
masses induced by the Yukawa term, producing three light Majorana active neutrinos and
an arbitrary number of sterile neutrinos or heavy neutral leptons (HNLs).

While the minimal type-I seesaw mechanism has some other appealing features, such
as the viable generation of the baryon asymmetry of the universe via high-scale thermal
leptogenesis [10-13], the sterile states are too heavy to have a direct impact on collider and
neutrinoless double beta (0vf3) decay experiments. If the Majorana masses of the RH
neutrinos were to be kinematically accessible at colliders, the mixing V,n between active
and sterile states implied by the light neutrino masses would be too small to produce an
observable number of HNLs.

This has spurred an interest in other low-scale seesaw mechanisms such as the inverse
seesaw [14-17|. There, the light neutrino masses are proportional to small approzimately
lepton number violating Majorana masses among the RH neutrinos. Consequently, pairs
of heavy Majorana states form so-called pseudo-Dirac states with correspondingly small
mass splittings. An attractive feature of this scenario is that the mixing between the active
neutrinos and the pseudo-Dirac states is decoupled from the light neutrino masses and can
in principle be large. Not only can these states be produced in collider and beam dump
experiments [18-26], but they can also generate the baryon asymmetry via the resonant
leptogenesis mechanism [27-36]. In the limit of zero RH neutrino Majorana masses, lepton
number is exactly conserved; the contribution of this mechanism to the light neutrino masses
then vanishes and the pseudo-Dirac pairs become exactly Dirac-like. The standard type-I
and inverse seesaw mechanisms can be seen as opposite limits of the RH neutrino parameter
space, with intermediate scenarios being equally possible [24, 37].

Given the breadth of SM extensions explaining the light neutrino masses and containing
RH neutrinos, a phenomenological analysis of HNLs can benefit from the model-independent
effective field theory (EFT) approach. The EFT valid for the unbroken phase of the SM
(SMEFT) has been studied in detail, with a complete basis of non-redundant operators and
their renormalisation group (RG) running examined in [38-50]. Likewise, the EFT of the
broken phase (LEFT) has been explored in [51-56]. In the EFT framework, models giving
rise to the light neutrino masses are those with non-zero matching to the d = 5 Weinberg
operator and other AL = +2 operators [57-61]. If the Majorana masses of RH neutrinos
are below the TeV scale, Nr must also be included as a light degree of freedom in the EF'T,
which has motivated studies of the so-called vSMEFT and vLEFT above and below the EW
scale, respectively [62-68|. The operators of lowest dimension in the ¥YSMEFT can result
in phenomenology distinct from that produced by the active-sterile mixing, cf. [69, 70| and
references therein.

In this work, we consider the phenomenology of HNLs in the presence of v*SMEFT
operators at the Future Circular eTe™ Collider (FCC-ee), proposed alongside the Circular
Electron-Positron Collider (CEPC) [71] as a successor to the high-luminosity Large Hadron
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Figure 1: Single and pair production of HNLs at FCC-ee via the EFT operators considered
in this work: four-fermion operators (left), effective W* coupling (centre), and Z coupling
(right). The active-sterile mixing V,,n with o = e induces the W* and Z diagrams and
o = p, 7 the Z diagram only. Initial state radiation in each case can give a mono-v plus
F signature if the HNLs do not decay inside the detector. If the HNLs are long-lived, but
decay inside the detector, the DV signature becomes possible.

Collider (HL-LHC), with the aim to improve significantly on measurements at the Large
Electron Positron (LEP) collider [72]. Operating at the Z pole and three higher centre
of mass energies, FCC-ee and/or CEPC will enable precision tests of physics at the EW
scale, which may be sensitive to the effects of TeV-scale new physics. Global constraints on
SMEFT operators impacting EW precision observables (EWPOs) have already been placed
using LEP and SLD data [73-85], and forecasted for the future ete™ colliders [85-88|. The
EWPOs complement other collider observables in the top and Higgs sectors, flavour and
low-energy scattering observables.

In this study, we go beyond the use of precision SM measurements and target two
distinct final states to probe vSMEFT operators at FCC-ee. These are the monophoton
(mono-7y) plus missing energy (¥) and displaced vertex (DV) signatures. It is well-known
that FCC-ee and CEPC will be able to improve on LEP measurements of the invisible Z
decay width T2V and therefore the number of neutrinos N,, [89-94] via measurements of the
peak hadronic and leptonic cross sections at the Z pole [95] and radiative return at higher
centre of mass energies, measuring the ratio o(ete™ — viry)/o(ete™ — £T07v) [96]. The
measured value of Fizn" at LEP can also be interpreted as a constraint on the presence of
sterile neutrinos via non-unitary neutrino mixing [97-102]. Meanwhile, the mono-v plus £
signature at LEP [103] and future colliders [104] can be used to constrain additional light
degrees of freedom if present, including viable dark matter candidates. Finally, FCC-ee will

be highly constraining in the lifetime frontier via searches for displaced vertices [105-108|.

We aim to leverage the large luminosity and clean environment at FCC-ee to understand
the importance of mono-v plus £ and DV signatures at FCC-ee for the YSMEFT landscape.
Specifically, we examine the d = 6 and d = 7 vYSMEFT operators which can induce these
signatures and also be generated at tree-level by ultra-violet (UV) complete theories. At the
scales relevant to FCC-ee, these YSMEFT operators are manifested as effective four-fermion,
charged- and neutral-current interactions of either Majorana or Dirac HNLs. In Fig. 1, we
show how these operators trigger the single and pair production of HNLs, eTe™ — vN(y)
and efe™ — NN(v), respectively. For the effective W* and Z HNL interactions, the
scattering is a t- and s-channel process, respectively. The four-fermion operators may be
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Figure 2: A selection of decays of HNLs via the same EFT operators in Fig. 1. The

active-sterile mixing Vv also induces the W* and Z diagrams.

induced by the s- or t-channel tree-level exchange of a heavy mediator. The diagrams in
Fig. 1 also depict how HNLs can be produced for non-zero active-sterile mixing V.

In the scenario where the produced HNLs do not decay inside the FCC-ee detector,
initial state radiation can result in eTe™ — vN+v/NN~ and a mono-vy plus F signature,
shown in the diagrams of Fiig. 1. The active-sterile mixing V,x and EFT operators that lead
to the production of the HNLs in Fig. 1 can also result in their decay, as shown in Fig. 2.
Given these decay channels, the HNLs must be sufficiently long-lived to appear as missing
energy, which is naturally realised if the HNLs are light, i.e., with masses below a GeV.
However, heavier HNLs can also be long-lived if they have a vanishingly small active-sterile
mixing V. or only possess diagonal EFT operator couplings. Alternatively, a pseudo-Dirac
pair with a small mass splitting and off-diagonal EFT operator coupling can be effectively
stable over the FCC-ee detector length. If the produced HNLs decay inside the detector
over a macroscopic distance, the signature of a displaced e*e™ pair will become much more

constraining.

We note that there have been a number of works examining the constraints on vSMEFT
operators in the context of hadron collider signatures [109-120|. At the (HL)-LHC, vSMEFT
operators can trigger HNL single production pp(— W*) — ¢*N /pp(— v/Z/h) — vN and
pair production pp(— v/Z/h) — NN, followed by HNL decays via the same operator. For
lighter HNL masses, production can occur via meson decays. Constraints can arise from
prompt decay signatures, displaced vertices inside the detector (e.g., non-pointing photons)
and outside (utilising future far detector experiments), monolepton and monojet searches.

This paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we give a review of the yYSMEFT operators
considered in this work, examining their impact, in addition to the active-sterile mixing,
on the production and decay of HNLs at FCC-ee in Appendices B and C, respectively. In
particular, we provide a formalism for including both non-zero active-sterile mixing and EFT
operator coeflicients, which requires consistent rotation of the coefficients to the mass basis.
We briefly explore which simplified UV models can induce these operators at tree-level. In
Sec. 3.1, we explore the sensitivity of mono-y plus £ searches at FCC-ee to the electron-
flavour mixing strength, Veu, for a single Dirac HNL, comparing to current constraints and
previously estimated sensitivities from DV searches at FCC-ee [105-108|. Following this,
in Sec. 3.2, we estimate the sensitivity of mono-vy plus £ searches to the EFT operators
of interest at the EW scale, assuming vanishingly small active-sterile mixing and a pair of



Majorana or Dirac HNLs. The sensitivities for different mass splittings between the HNL
pair are examined. Next, in Sec. 4, we perform a sensitivity analysis for the same operators
using DV searches at FCC-ee. In both the mono-v plus J and DV analyses, we qualitatively
explore the impact of non-zero active-sterile mixing on the obtained constraints. Finally,
in Sec. 5, we translate the maximum reach of FCC-ee via mono-y plus £ and DV searches
to the scale of new physics of the vYSMEFT operators. We conclude in Sec. 6.

2 Heavy Neutral Leptons in the vYSMEFT

In general, adding RH neutrino fields N to the SM makes it possible to write the following
kinetic and mass terms after EW symmetry breaking,

_ 1 _ c
Ly, = NprpidNpg, — B (M) NepNre + h.c.} ;. Np= (;;) : (2.1)

where ¢ = Cy”, with C the charge conjugation matrix, and the indices p,r run over the
weak eigenstate fields. We indicate that g combines the left-handed (LH) neutrino fields
vir, with r = 1,...,n,, and the RH neutrino fields Ng,, with r = 1,...,ns. In Eq. (2.1),
M, is a (ny, + ns) X (n, + ng) complex symmetric matrix which can be divided as

_ [ My Mp
M, = (Mg MR) . (2.2)

In the absence of additional heavy new physics, the Majorana mass My, is zero due to
vy, transforming under SU(2)y, as a component of the lepton doublet L. The Dirac mass
Mp arises from the renormalisable Yukawa coupling —Y, LNz H, where H is the SM Higgs
doublet, and H = iooH*, with oo the second Pauli matrix. After EW symmetry breaking,
Mp = vY, /v/2, where v is the VEV of the Higgs field. Finally, as the N fields are singlets
under the SM, the Majorana mass Mp can be of arbitrary size if lepton number is not
conserved in the UV theory. We take the lepton number assignments L(vy) = L(Ng) = +1.

To determine the mass eigenstates of the theory, the fields in Nz must be rotated to
diagonalise M, i.e.

Nrr = PRUN; = midij = Upildyj My ]pr (2.3)

where U is a (n, +ns) X (n, +ns) unitary matrix and N; are (n, +ns) Majorana states with
masses m;. For the standard three generation active neutrino scenario (n, = 3), the lighter
massive states, v; = N for i = 1,2, 3, should mostly mix with the active LH neutrino fields
and have masses compatible with neutrino oscillation data, beta decays and cosmology.
The remaining states, N; = N3 for i = 1,...,ng, should mostly mix with the sterile RH
neutrino fields and can have arbitrary masses, my, = m;3.

This scenario can be obtained in the limit M; < Mp <« Mg, where the matrix M,
can be block-diagonalised into light and heavy mass matrices,

M, ~ M — MpMp'M}, My =~ Mg, (2.4)



which can both be diagonalised by a further rotation of the fields,
midi; = U Ul [Mylpr . min6ij = Upn,Upn [MN]pr - (2.5)

Without loss of generality, the SM charged lepton mass matrix M, = vY,/v/2 can be chosen
to be diagonal in the weak basis. The transformations of the charged lepton fields to the
mass basis are therefore ey, = Prrqeq and e, = Préro€q, with @ =1,2,3 = e, u, 7. As
vrr and er, originate from the same SU(2);, doublet L,, this allows us to set vi, = vi,.
The mixing matrix U can then be written explicitly as

Vin i Van, Vi
=P i . 2.6
(NR3> r (VSZ UsNi> <Nz> (2:6)

The elements Uy, should coincide (up to non-unitary corrections) to the observed PMNS
mixing matrix, while

Van, & (MpMz") Uiy, . Vem —(Mg'Mp) Uk, (2.7)

describe the active-sterile mixing. In the standard type-I seesaw mechanism, RH neutrinos
are the only source of non-zero neutrino masses, with small masses naturally implied by
Eq. (2.4) for My =0 and Mp < Mp. Again, without loss of generality, Mp can be chosen
to be diagonal for the weak eigenstates, with Usy, = 5. The combination of Egs. (2.4)
and (2.7) implies the typical seesaw relation |Von| ~ /m,/my.

However, it should be emphasised that Eq. (2.4) can correctly reproduce the light
neutrino masses over a wider range of the parameter space than that covered by the standard
type-I seesaw. A well-motivated example is the inverse seesaw mechanism, which adds ng
additional LH gauge-singlet fields Sy, to the SM, with L(S1) = +1, such that

Vs My Mp 0
Nr=|Ng| = M,=| ML ur MI|. (2.8)
S¢ 0 Ms ps

In the limit My, pug,us < Mp < Mg, lepton number is approximately conserved. After
rotating to the mass basis, the light neutrinos are Majorana, with a mass matrix given by
M, ~ My, — MDMglugMglMg. Thus, their light masses can be the result of small ug,
instead of large Mg. The approximate lepton number symmetry protects the light neutrino
masses from large corrections. The resulting heavy Majorana states form pseudo-Dirac
pairs and the active-sterile mixing is decoupled from the standard type-I seesaw relation.

In the limit of exact lepton number conservation, My = ur = pugs = 0, diagonalisation
of M,, in Eq. (2.8) yields three massless Weyl fermions, while the pseudo-Dirac pairs become
exactly Dirac fermions. In this limit, the mixing becomes

Ve dei =s5Van, vaVan\ (v Soi 0 Vg \ [
Nes | =Pr| 0 J50s 50 | |N/|=Pr| 0 64 O N, |, (29



up to corrections ensuring the unitarity of A4.> Eq. (2.9) shows that the resulting n, Dirac
states, NV; = %(ZNZI + S!), are each equivalent to two degenerate Majorana states with
maximal mixing. Defining Nz = (0, Ng)" and N = (v, )7, it is evident from the
second equality in Eq. (2.9) that the LH and RH neutrino fields transform independently
of each other. The rotations can be written as N, = PropiN; and Np, = PrlpN;, with

the mass eigenstates N = (v, N)7

VLo dai Van, Vi
Nie = ProwiNi, _p i , 2.10
womei (5)=n 3 '5) (%) o

for the RH and LH neutrino fields, respectively.

, or more explicitly as,

Clearly, this limit is unable to generate the observed light neutrino masses and mixing.
However, as discussed below Eq. (2.8), light Majorana neutrino masses can be the result
of small perturbations to My, ur and pg. Alternatively, the light neutrinos may be Dirac
fermions if additional RH neutrino fields vg are introduced, entering as Nz = (vg, Ng)%.
Rotating to the mass basis requires the RH mixing Nr, = PrV,/N;, where the unitary
matrix V is independent of . Models where such a situation arises, often adding additional
symmetries to forbid AL = 42 terms, have been explored previously in the literature,
of. [121-123].

For the phenomenology of HNLs at colliders, the exact source and therefore nature of
the light neutrino masses have a negligible impact, as the light neutrinos are effectively
massless at the energies involved. More important is the Majorana or Dirac nature of the
HNLs. Thus, in the following sections, we consider the phenomenology of the vYSMEFT
for Majorana and Dirac HNLs, with the active-sterile mixing of the former described by
Eq. (2.6) and the latter by Eq. (2.10).

2.1 EFT Operators

The effect of new physics at the scale A > v on observables above the EW scale can be
described by the Lagrangian

L=Lsu+ Ly, + Y CQ7, (2.11)

where Ci(d) are the Wilson coefficients of the dimension-d operators di), constructed from
SM degrees of freedom and respecting the SM gauge symmetry. The coefficients C’i(d) are
dimensionful quantities, suppressed by d — 4 powers of the new physics scale A, and can
be expressed in terms of the couplings and masses of a specific UV model. If also present
as light degrees of freedom, the RH neutrino fields Ng should be included in the EFT. A
non-redundant basis of operators in the YSMEFT has been written up to d = 9 [63-66].
In this work, we consider the vYSMEFT operators of dimension d < 7 listed in Table 1.
At FCC-ee, these operators modify the SM process ete™ — vv(y), contribute at tree-level
to the single and pair production of HNLs, ete™ — vN () and ete™ — NN (), and induce

"Without loss of generality, Ms can be chosen to be diagonal for the weak eigenstate fields. The active-
sterile mixing in Eq. (2.9) is given by Van, = (MpMg")asdsi and Vi = —(Mg ' MP)sabai-



¢2H3 ¢4
Qinm (LNp)H(H'H) Qu (LyuL)(LA*L)

Y2H? V2H?D Qie | (LvuL)(Ery"er)
] - . _ xS _. _
Qs | ijemn(LiCL™)HI H" QW | (LyuL)(H' D'H) |Qinie| €ij(I'Ng)(Lier)
— PN — A= — —
Qx| (N&Ng)(HTH) O | Ly L) (HY D™ H) | Qv | (LyuL)(Ney*Ng)

_ (—) _ _
Qun |(NryuNr)(H'i D*H)| Qen | (erVuer)(NrY"NR)
_ U
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W2 H AH
Qi | €ij€mn(LL™)HIH"(H'H) | Quien | €ij€mn(erLY)(LICL™) H"
QNH (N}A\];)([]TII)Z QiNiH 6,’4,‘([7,7/,,[,)(\7} 'L")I]j

Y?*H?D Qenurr | €ij(ErVuer) Ny L') H

(J\'“ 6,/( N¢ L1)<7D/1H7><HTH) (2]‘\'(,,][ ([u\v]g)(A\ F)}(ﬂ];)H
@niz | € (D 5““ L')HI(HTi DrH) |Qunn H'(erL)(N§Nr)
(‘2[<‘11D 6ljfmn( ,//CE>H/H’”D“H"

Table 1: vSMEFT operators at d < 7 which contribute to the neutrino mass matrix in
Eq. (2.1), four-fermion operators (for charged leptons, f = e = ¢) in Eq. (2.14), and effective
W+, Z and Higgs couplings in Eq. (2.12). The tree-level matching conditions are given in
App. A. Operators with AL = +2 are shaded grey.

HNL decay. Furthermore, these operators can be generated at tree-level by possible UV
complete models, reviewed in Sec. 2.2. In the upper left table, we write the two d = 5
operators of interest of type 12H?: the Weinberg operator Q5 and the Higgs-dressed RH
neutrino mass Q. In the upper right table, we show the relevant d = 6 operators: the
Higgs-dressed Yukawa term Q;ng of type 1?2 H?3; bosonic currents? of type ¥?H?D, and
four-fermion operators of type 1. In the lower table, we list the considered d = 7 operators:
the Higgs-dressed Weinberg operator Q;zr and doubly Higgs-dressed RH neutrino mass Q n gy
of type ¥?>H*; bosonic currents of type ¥»>H3D; and four-fermion operators of type ¢¥*H.
At the EW scale, the Higgs field develops a non-zero VEV, and at energies much below
the EW scale, heavy degrees of freedom such as W*, Z, h and t are integrated out. The
resulting vLEFT operators are constructed from the remaining light degrees of freedom
and respect SU(3). X U(1)em- A basis of operators in the vLEFT has been determined
up to d = 9 [66, 124-126]. This basis is necessary to describe the impact of heavy new
physics on HNLs at low scales, e.g., the decays of GeV-scale HNLs. However, at the scales
applicable for the production of HNLs at FCC-ee, the W+, Z and Higgs fields are dynamical
degrees of freedom. To account for this, a basis of operators can be used where the Higgs
doublets in ¥YSMEFT operators are expanded around v, EW gauge fields are rotated to the

>With H'D#H = H'(D"H) — (D*H)'H and H' D"H = H'71(D*H) — (D*H)'+ H.



mass basis, but no SM fields are integrated out. The Wilson coefficients of these operators
are determined by the size of the ¥YSMEFT operator coefficients at the new physics scale
A. Then, the appropriate renormalisation group running and mixing is used to evolve the
coefficients down to the EW scale, where matching is performed.

In Table 1, the four-fermion ¥SMEFT operators of type 1* and 1*H result in effective
vector, scalar and tensor four-fermion operators in the rotated vSMEFT,

LD VRR(NRp'YuNRr)(fRs’Y th) + CNf (NRp’YuNRr)(fLs’Yﬂth)

T3 [CS Y N NRr) (fLsfRe) + C}f}?L( Vo NEr) (fRsfLt)
+ O (N0 Nee) (FLso™ fre) + h.c.] , (2.12)

p'rst

for f = e =+{. The Wilson coefficients satisfy,

CVRX _ CVRX* ’ CS RX CS RX , CTRR _Ci“/,_fR’ (2.13)
prst rpts prst Tpst pr st rpst

for the weak eigenstate indices p,r, s,t and chiralities X = R, L. Furthermore, the bosonic
current operators of type ¥2H2D?, 1> H3D? and bilinear neutrino operators of type 2 H?2,
Y2 H?3 and 2 H* generate the following effective W*, Z and h interactions,

£ =2 [ (S )W+ V4 (V) W+

_ 1 _
- gZ[Zﬁ’]pr (NRp'Y,uNRr)ZM - 5 [Djﬁ’]pr( }%pNRr)h + h-C~i| ) (2'14)

where gz = g/cy, with g is the SU(2), gauge coupling, and ¢,, = cos 0, with 6,, the weak
mixing angle. The dimensionless effective Z and Higgs couplings satisfy

[Z8r = (28 e = Vs - (2.15)

The tree-level matching conditions between the coefficients in Eqgs. (2.12) and (2.14)
and the vYSMEFT coefficients are given in Tables 7 and 8 of App. A. In order to perform
the matching, it is necessary to organise the coefficients in an analogous way to extended
neutrino mass matrix M, in Eq. (2.2), i.e

V,RR ~V,RR
Cpitt = CVRR CVRR Wit = WVJZ Z5 = Z}é% Z%V (2.16)
¢ Clee CNe WN ZNV ZN

with similar structures for the remaining operators. It is convenient to write the operators
containing two active neutrino fields in the RH convention, with v§ on the right. These can
be obtained from the coefficients usually seen in the literature as

CVRX CV LX , CS RX CS LY ’ CY;,BRR _ CT,LL* ’
prst 'rpst prst rpts prst rpts
[Zf]pr = _[Zlﬂwa [yf]pr = [yVL]:p7 (2.17)



for X #Y = R, L. Furthermore, Egs. (2.13) and (2.15) imply that

CV:RX _ (ViRXx  oSRX _ ~SRX  ~T.RR _ _ ~T.RR
Nve ~— ~vNe ) Nve ~— “vNe > Nve vNe
prst rpts prst rpst prst rpst
R _ R 1% R _ R
[ZNV]pT - [ZVN]Tp7 [le/]pr - [ny]rp . (218)

The matching conditions in App. A include the SM contributions to Eq. (2.14),
[Wzﬂpr = [Wf]giv[ + [5W1{J]prv [Zzﬂpr = [Zf]STM + [525]10% (2~19)

where [WVL]%M = pr and [Z,f]g}yl = g% 6pr, with g7 =1/2.

In Table 1, we do not include all vYSMEFT operators with d < 7 that can induce the
production and decay of HNLs at FCC-ee. One additional d = 5 operator of type ¥?X can
be written: the dipole operator Qnng = (N}%UMVN r)B*, which vanishes identically for a
single RH neutrino. At d = 6 and d = 7 there are also dipole operators of type 12HX and
Y2 H?X , respectively, such as Qnp = (I_/JWNR)fNIBW and Qnw = ([_JUuVNR)TIﬁWIMV.
While providing interesting phenomenology in their own right, these operators can only be
generated by heavy new physics at one-loop and above, so we do not include them in this
analysis. Starting at d = 7, there are also derivative operators of type 12H2D? and *D.
Because all of these operators are suppressed by 1/A3, we also do not consider them in this
work. Finally, there are YSMEFT operators which cannot contribute to the production of
HNLs at FCC-ee, but can enable their decay, such as Qinga = (LNR)e(Qdg) and other
operators involving quark fields.

The operators in Eq. (2.12) and (2.14) are written in the weak eigenbasis and must
be rotated to the basis where M, is diagonal. However, the bilinear neutrino operators of
type 2 H?, ¢?H? and > H* themselves contribute at tree-level to M, , with the matching
given in Table 7. The operators Q5 and Q;y should not contribute more to the light
neutrinos masses via Eq. (2.4) than what is implied by neutrino oscillations, beta decays
and cosmology. The Planck [127] upper limit on the sum of neutrino masses, > m, <
0.12 eV, sets upper bounds on the elements of M,3. Assuming that M, ~ M, the scale
of new physics for the operators Q5 and @y is constrained to be A > 1 x 10'? TeV and
A >3 x 10% TeV, respectively. Similarly, in order for the HNL masses to be in the GeV to
TeV range relevant to FCC-ee, the operators @)y and Qg should not dominate Mp. From
the tree-level matching condition, we obtain the naive bounds A = 6 TeV (10 GeV/my) and
A > 0.6 TeV (10 GeV/my)'/3, respectively. Finally, the contribution of Qg should not
significantly modify Mp and therefore the active-sterile mixing via the relation in Eq. (2.7).
Rearranging the matching condition gives A > 20 TeV (1073 /|Van|)/2(10 GeV/my)'/2.
Note that all of these limits can be relaxed if cancellations occur in M,,, e.g. between the
two terms in Eq. (2.4).

The operators in Table 1 can also contribute to M, at one-loop. The d = 7 operators
Qi and Qqem give rise to My when two external Higgs and leptons lines, respectively,

3Taking, for example, the normal ordering (NO) of light neutrino masses, the upper limit on > my
translates to an upper bound on the lightest neutrino mass m;. For this value, upper limits on [M,]s are
obtained by maximising with respect to the two Majorana phases in the PMNS mixing matrix.
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are joined to form a closed loop. A naive estimate [59, 60| of these contributions leads
to the bounds A > 8 x 10 TeV and A > 2 x 105 TeV, respectively. The latter scale is
lower because Qe requires, assuming electrons in the loop, an insertion of the electron
Yukawa coupling. Likewise, the d = 5 operator @Qn and d = 7 operators Qnp, QiNer and
Qenig modify Mp at one-loop, while the d = 6 operators Q;ng, Qinie and @Q;n contribute
to Mp. However, it can be estimated that the tree-level bounds are more stringent for
Qn, Qing and Qn g, while the constraints on Qinie, Qin, Qiner, Qeing are weak due to
Yukawa-suppression. While a full analysis is beyond the scope of this work, we repeat that
stringent bounds from M, can always be weakened by assuming that cancellations occur,
and are nevertheless complemented by direct constraints [128, 129].

In the Majorana HNL scenario, the rotation to the mass basis is assumed to follow
Egs. (2.3) and (2.6). Then, the four-fermion coefficients in Eq. (2.12) with f = e and the
effective gauge and Higgs couplings in Eq. (2.14) are transformed as

V,RX V.RX S,RX S.RX T,RR _ T.RR
Cpae =UlhiC " Cxe =UplhiCR" Oy = Upilhyi Oy,

ijaf praf ijaf praf ijafB praf
(Wilis = U Willps,  [Wilis = Ui Witlps
(Z3i5 = Ui [ZR¥or s [VNi5 = Upilhei [V (2.20)

where the charged lepton indices have been interchanged as s,t +> «, 8 after taking M, to
be diagonal. In the mass basis, the effective Lagrangian for Majorana HNLs can then be
written as

V,RX _
[”Maj =) CNe (M’VMPRM)(GOXY#PXeﬁ)

ijof
+ % [C%EX(MPR/\Q)(%PX@ + OV (Nioy PRN;) (€40" Preg) + hc.
ijaf ijafB
— % [[WJ\);]W (/\_/‘Z”YMPXeg)WJrﬂ + h.C.}
_ 1 _
— gz[Zf\%/—]ij (/\/;’}/MPR.N’]‘)Z“ - 5 [D}ﬁ]w (MPR/\/-])h + h.C.} ) (2.21)

which can be used to calculate the cross sections for ete™ — vv(y), efe™ — vN(y) and
ete” — NN(v) and Majorana HNL decay rates given in Apps. B and C, respectively. It
is convenient to rewrite the coefficients involving heavy mass eigenstate fields as, e.g.,
V,RR _ ~V,RR R _ mi/R Rl _ 7R
Che =Cnc  WNlis=Wilas)s,  [2N)i = 120 G+s)(+3) - (2:22)
ijaB (i+3)(j+3)apB
and analogously for the other coefficients in Eq. (2.21). In the limit where all ¥SMEFT
couplings are vanishing, C; = 0, and the active-sterile mixing is non-zero, V,n # 0, rotating
the SM contributions in Eq. (2.19) and the Yukawa coupling Y, to the mass basis gives the
expressions,
* v * 1 * *
(Wlis = Usi» 1205 = —gillaithas VN =  (Uaillyymi + Unitdaymy) , - (2.23)

where the summation over the flavour index o = e, u, 7 is implied.
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¢2H3 1/}4
QisH (LS§)H(HYH) | Qusie | € (L'SF)(Ler)
Q;[)2H2D Qis (L'Yu )( 1A"SL)
Qus (SLWSL)(HTZ'?“H) Qisn | (LyuL)(S{y"Nr)
QusN (S}"wi\"n)(ﬂwﬁ“H) Qes | (€ruer)(Sey"St)
(

¢2H2
Qs | (SLS$)(HTH)
Qsn | (SLNg)(HH)

i RS ] _ i
QHse (S l(H)<H|’D“H> Qesn | (€rY YJWER S([ W N ’)

W2 HA VAH
Qsn (5.57)(HTH)? Qusirr | €5 (LA L) (SpyPLY) HY
QsNH (SLNg)(H'H)? QesiH Ez;(eR’m er)(Spy*L')HY
Y?H®*D Qiser (LSF)(Srer)H
Qs | € (S L) (iD*HY)(HVH) | Qusnen <LSLXN%6R>
Qsi2 Eij(SL’YuLi)Hj(HTiﬁ“H) QeisH H(erL)(5.5%)
QelsNH H'(erL)(SLNR)

Table 2: Additional ¥vSMEFT operators at d < 7 when the LH gauge-singlet field Sy, is
present and results in a Dirac HNL. Operators with AL = +2 are shaded grey.

For the purposes of Sec. 3.2, it is useful to consider operators where the heavy states
are in the mass basis, N; with j = 1,...,n,, but the active neutrinos remain in the flavour
basis. The coeflicients of operators with one flavour eigenstate active neutrino and one mass
eigenstate HNL can be obtained from the purely mass eigenstate coefficients as

C;/]\]]%eX = U* CVRX , CSJ\IZ;X = U CS RX ’ CZ]\?@R UpoT RR ,
pjal z(]+3)a6 piaB ’L(J+3)045 pjo 1(J+3)a6
R R — R
[ZVN]F)] U [ZN] (J+3) > [yuN]pj = Upi[y/\/]i(jJrB) ) (2-24)

while for coefficients of operators containing two flavour eigenstate active neutrinos,

VRX — V,RX S,RX _ S,RX T,RR _ . T,RR
CVEX = Un U, CNEY OSEX = U, U050, CLER = U,U,, O

00'045 ijaf3 poaf ijaf3 poaf ijaf
Wios = UslWiis,  [Wihes = UnilW: s
(200 = UpiUsilZ8i5 [V pe = UpilUoIVHis » (2.25)

for p,oc =e, i, T

In this work, we also consider the vSMEFT operators of dimension d < 7 shown in
Table 2. These additional operators can be written when the field content is extended by
the LH gauge-singlet fields Sy, relevant in the Dirac HNL scenario. For the phenomenology
of Dirac HNLs at FCC-ee, we take the exact lepton number conserving limit, in which the
active neutrinos are massless. Thus, all AL = £2 operators in Tables 1 and 2, shaded in
grey, are assumed to vanish. Then, the remaining AL = 0 four-fermion operators of type 1/*
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and 9*H can be matched at tree-level to the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (2.12). To do this,
it is convenient to arrange the RH and LH fields as Nr = (0, Ng)T and N = (v, S)T,
respectively, bringing the effective Lagrangian into the form

LD CX}i%R(NRpVHNRr)(éRSVN€Rt) + CX}fL(NRp’YpNRr)(éLs’YﬂeLt)

prst prst

+ C}\//’éR (NLp'YuNLr) (éRs'Y'u eRt) + C}\/}gL (-/\TLp’YuNLr) (éLsryueLt)

prst prst

+ C'S’ER(NLpNRT)(éLseRt) + Ci}};L (NepNer)(Ersert)

prst prst

+ CERR (N0, N ) (ELso™ e ) + h.c.] , (2.26)

prst

where the coefficients are distributed as

O = 0 VORX OEt = C’{{f{ C'Ex%i
¢ 0 CN76 ‘ CS;/e CS:z
S,RX T,RR
CS,RX — 0 CVNe CT,RR — 0 CVNe (2 27)
e 0 CS,RX Y e O CT,RR Y °
SNe SNe

for X = R, L. The AL = 0 bosonic current operators of types ¢2H?D?, and ?H3D? and
neutrino bilinear operators of types ¥?H?, ¥?H?3 and ¢?>H* are matched at tree-level to
the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (2.14), rewritten for convenience as

LD _\% [[Wﬁ]pr(NRqueRp)WJm + [W/\Lf}pr(NLp’YueLp)WJm + h.c.}

- QZ[ZJ@]W(NRP”MNRT)ZM - QZ[ZJI\J/]pr(/\_[Lp’YuNLr)Z“
- [[yﬁ}pr(NLpNRr)h + h-C-:| ) (2.28)

where we can write explicitly,

0 Wk
Wit = s W=
(Wf?) Ws
00 VAR 0YE
Zf = Zy =\ oy e ¥ = WV 2.29
v (ozﬁ)’ v (z z) 2ok 2

The tree-level matching between the coefficients in Egs. (2.27) and (2.29) and the vSMEFT
(extended with S7,) can be found in Tables 7 and 8, where the relevant AL = 0 operators are
not shaded grey. For simplicity, we retain the unphysical limit where the active neutrinos
are massless Weyl fermions and only the AL = 0 operators in Tables 1 and 2 are considered.
If vg is introduced to make the light neutrinos Dirac fermions, operators in the ¥SMEFT
involving vr would also need to be included.

The effective Lagrangian in the lepton number conserving limit can now be diagonalised
according to Eq. (2.10). The four-fermion coefficients in Eq. (2.26) and the effective W,
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Scalar S Si ®
Irrep. (171)0 (151)1 (152)

[1]

—_
=1

(17 3)0 (17 3)1

1
2

Fermion N E Al Ag i 21
Irrep. | (1,1)p (1,1)—1 (1,2)_ (1,2)7% (1,3)0 (1,3)—1

1
2

Vector B B w Wi L4 L3
Irrep. | (1,1)0 (1,1)1 (1,3)0 (1,3); (1,2) (1,2)7%

1
2

Table 3: New scalar (top), fermion (middle) and vector (bottom) fields with tree-level
matching to the ¥YSMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2, following the naming convention
of [130]. The irreducible representations under the SM gauge group are indicated.

Z and Higgs couplings in Eq. (2.28) can be transformed as

V.RX _  « ~VRX V.LX _ 547, ~V.LX
Che =0i0riChre™ s Cyre” = UlhniC
ijaf praf ijaf3 praf
SRX _ ;45 ~SRX TRR _ ;s ~TRR
CNe - upi67"JCNe ) C./\/e - upi(smc./\/'e )
ijaf praf ijaf3 praf

[W/@]iﬁ = 512@’ [WJ\Pf]pB ) [W/\Lf]zﬁ = u;i [W/%f]pﬁ )
[ZN)ig = 0pibrj (28 pr s [ZXis = Unithes [ 2R )pr s VK5 = Ui [V - (2.30)

In the mass basis, the resulting effective Lagrangian for Dirac HNLs is

E‘Dirac 2 CX}—)e(Y(MPYHPX'/\[j)(éa’YuPYeﬁ>

+ C%EY(MPXM)(éapyeﬁ) + Cﬂgx(MUuVPXM)(éaU“ “Pxeg)
VA ija
g

2 [[W/{/(]iﬁ(MVupxeg)W+“ + h.c.]

— 92[Z3)i; (N Px NG 24 — (V)i (NP N, (2.31)
for X, Y = R, L. The coefficients above satisfy the following relations,

V,.XY V,.XY S, XY S,Y X T,XX TYY
O =0\, oY =0, A =0

Ne Ne ) Ne Ne ) Ne Ne )
ijaf3 JjiBa ijaf3 JiBa ijaf3 Jifa
X X X Y
[Zx)is = [ZN 15y Ynlis = v (2.32)

For the scalar, tensor and effective Higgs couplings, a +h.c. term is no longer required, as
the properties of the coefficients above ensure the hermiticity of the Lagrangian.

2.2 UV Completions

The vSMEFT operators of dimension d < 7 in Tables 1 and 2 can be generated by heavy new
degrees of freedom at the scale A > v. Given the large number of possible representations
of heavy new fields under the SM gauge group, which may contribute to the operators at
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w2H3 wél
Qi o, B, A1, S, 51, | Qu |81, B, B,W
¢2H2 (S,N) Qie w0, B, L1, L3
Qs |Z1, N, X2 w2 H*D QinNie S1, 0
Qv | S, A QU@ N E LS | Qn | @B L
QuN A4, B QenN S1, B, By
QuNe A1, By
1/)2H4 1/)4H
Qi 2, N, 2 0 N, X,
s, T (81,9), (51,8), (9.51), (21, A9)
Qnu (A1), (B, A1), (B, %), (B1, Av), (S1,9), (81, E), (S1,A1), (v,E1),
(E1,%1), W, A1), (A1 X), (A1, %) Qumisr (e, N), (¢, 2), (B1, A1), (E1, Z1),
Y H’D N, B), (N, L1), (B, L1), (A1, B),
(S;N), (S, A1), (S, L), (E,Av), (A, W), (27W) (X, £L1), (51, L1)
(E.%), (B, L1), (B1, A1), (B, E0), (S1,9), (S1,N), (S1,A3), (p, A1),
Qnie) | (B1, L1), NV, A1), NV, B), (A1,X), | Qenta | (N, B), (N, B1), (A1, B), (A1, B1),
(A1,%1), (A1, B), (A1, B1), (A1, W), (A 1751) (A1, Ls), (As, L1), (As, Ls)
(A1, Wh), (B, W), (£1, W) Qinen (S, 9), (S, E), (S,A1), (S1, ),
Ouerin N, %, (81, E), (S1,A1), (v, A1)
(E1, A1), (A1, By), (B1, Ls) Qunit (S,9), (S, A1), (v, A1), (81, E),
(E,B1), (A1,B1), (A1, L)

Table 4: One- and two-particle tree-level UV completions of the vYSMEFT operators which
can be probed by FCC-ee. Two-particle UV completions are gathered in parentheses and
are only shown if the fields cannot induce the operator individually.

tree-level, one-loop or a higher number of loops, it is practical to consider only a subset of
UV complete models. We therefore examine only the general extensions of [130]: the lowest
irreducible representations of scalar boson, vector-like fermion and vector boson fields under
the SM, shown in Table 3, which generate the operators at tree-level.

The tree-level matching of these fields to d = 6 and d = 7 SMEFT operators has been
systematically performed in [130, 131], while the matching to d = 7 in the vYSMEFT has
been studied in [132]. In Table 4, we show the single- and two-particle UV completions
of each ¥YSMEFT operator in Table 1. These tree-level UV completions also apply to the
operators in Table 2; as Nr and S, are SM gauge singlets, any diagram inducing an operator
containing Nr will also generate an operator with Np — S .

We now consider two particularly simple UV scenarios. If one adds the singly-charged
scalar 81 to the SM field content, it is possible to write the renormalisable terms,

LD _[y‘lsll]pTeijIj;‘)CLz‘Sl - [ygfle]pTNIC{peRTsl + h'C-a (233)
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Figure 3: Two UV complete scenarios generating at tree-level the processes ete™ — vv,
ete”™ — vN and ete” — NN, a singly-charged scalar S; (left) and gauge-singlet vector
boson B (right).

with [yg1 lpr = — [nylI ]rp- Integrating out S; yields the matching relations
C no= [ygl];s [ygl]rt ClNl - _ Q[yglsl‘l];;s [yévle]rt C N = [y‘]s\/;e]:p [y‘]s\!le}tr (234)
prst Mgl ’ prste Mgl ’ 1787"375 2M§1

Thus, the heavy singly-charged scalar S; can modify the SM process eTe™ — vv(y) via
Cy and result in the eTe™ — vN(y) and ete™ — NN(v) processes via Cynie and Cey,
respectively, shown in Fig. 3 (left).

Alternatively, a TeV-scale gauge-singlet vector boson B may be present. Such a field
naturally arises as the gauge boson of an additional U(1)x gauge group, such as the Z’ of
a gauged U(1)p_r. The generic scenario allows to write the terms

£ (gl (Fo ) B — ol (1§D, 1)B, (2:35)
with f = L, Np,egr,Q,ugr,dr and [g{s}pr = [g{a]jp. If B is associated with an extra gauge
symmetry, the couplings [gl];] and [gg ] correspond to the charges of the fields under U(1)x.
For U(1)p—_r, the couplings are [glJ;] = gB,LYéc_L, with gp_, the new gauge coupling and
Yé_L = —1 (1/3) for leptons (quarks). Ome can consider U(1)p_1 to be an unbroken
symmetry, requiring the neutrinos to be Dirac fermions and for Z’ to obtain its mass
via the Stiickelberg mechanism [133, 134]. Alternatively, U(1)p_, can be broken, with
the RH neutrino mass Mp proportional to the symmetry breaking scale [135-137| and
the neutrinos being Majorana fermions. Regardless of this distinction, integrating out Z’
induces a large number of effective operators, leading to stringent constraints from collider
experiments [138]. A scenario where mono-y or DV searches at FCC-ee could provide
competitive constraints would be if B couples only to N and eg. It is straightforward to
find the following matching conditions after integrating out B,

L9515 93]t L9515 L95 Ist (95 prl95 st

Coo = BB Oy = —BP BN Oy = BB 2.36
WS 2MZ e Mz od oz 0 (339

with Qe = (éR'yMeR)(éR’y“eR) and QNN = (NR')’HNR)(NR’Y“NR) The operator Q.n
induces the ete™ — NN () process, shown in Fig. 3 (right).

Finally, we comment on the applicability of EFT constraints from mono-v and DV
searches at FCC-ee on general new physics extensions involving RH neutrinos Ng. In the
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later sections, we consider constraints on one operator in Egs. (2.21) and (2.31) at a time,
and therefore on a single YSMEFT operator via the tree-level matching conditions in App. A.
More specifically, for the mono-y plus £ and DV signatures at FCC-ee, we assume that
the production and decay of HNLs occurs via the same operator. For these two signals,
the HNL decay is required to occur outside and inside the detector, respectively. Thus,
constraints derived on single coefficients can only be reliably translated to new physics that
induces a single operator; if more than one operator is generated, this can modify the HNL
decay width and therefore the expected mono-y plus £ and DV signals. However, there
are two exceptions to this rule of thumb for the former signature; the first is if the HNLs
are light, i.e. my < 1 GeV, and the additional HNL decay modes have a negligible impact
on the mono-vy plus J signal. The second is if we relax the condition that the HNLs must
decay outside the detector, which could be relevant if the HNLs decay width is increased
by additional decays to invisible final states and therefore still contribute to missing energy.
In both cases, the limits can be used to constrain any UV complete scenario inducing the
operator responsible for HNL production.

3 Monophoton Constraints at FCC-ee

We establish the sensitivity of the mono-y plus J search at FCC-ee to the EFT operators
considered in Sec. 2. Mono-y and monojet plus J searches in the context of the (v)SMEFT
have been previously examined in [70, 139, 140]. To keep the analysis straightforward, we
consider the presence of one HNL interaction at a time. First, in Sec. 3.1, we consider
the scenario where all EFT coefficients are zero, C; = 0, and the active-sterile mixing is
turned on for Dirac HNLs, Von # 0. We then consider in Sec. 3.2 the opposite limit,
in which the active-sterile mixing is negligible and the EFT coefficients are sizable for
Majorana or Dirac HNLs. We consider two of the proposed centre of mass energies at
FCC-ee, /s = 91.2 GeV (Tera-Z) and /s = 240 GeV (Zh) with the forecasted integrated
luminosities £ = 100 ab~! and £ = 5 ab™!, respectively. The two other possible centre of
mass energies, /s = 161 GeV (WTW ™) and /s = 350/365 GeV (tt) can also be considered,
but are likely to provide intermediate or weaker sensitivities with respect to /s = 91.2 GeV
and 240 GeV.

3.1 Active-Sterile Mixing

At FCC-ee, the active-sterile mixing V,,y can result in the single HNL production, ete™ —
vN (), via the centre and right diagrams in Fig. 1, where each blob denotes an insertion of
Van. The t-channel W# exchange is only present for o = e, while the s-channel Z exchange
is present for o = e, u, 7. In principle, the s-channel h exchange diagram is also present,
but suppressed by the small electron Yukawa coupling. Additionally, the pair production
of HNLs, eTe™ — NN(v), can proceed via the Z exchange diagram, but the amplitude is
suppressed by an additional power of the active-sterile mixing strength.

The general 2 — 2 scattering cross sections for £1¢; — >_i; vilVj (Majorana) and
oy — > viN; + 7;N; (Dirac) is given in Eq. (B.18) and can be found by rotating
the SM couplings in Eq. (2.19) to the mass basis and inserting these into Eq. (B.11) and
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Vs [GeV] Cuts
91.2 |cosf,| < 0.9, E, <4 GeV
240 |cosf,| < 0.95, B, <90 GeV

Table 5: Kinematic cuts used to maximise the signal-to-background ratio for each /s in
the active-sterile mixing sensitivity analysis.

Eq. (B.10), respectively. The corresponding mono-y cross sections can be approximated
by inserting Eq. (B.18) into Eq. (B.21). For the purposes of simulating the mono-y cross
section in MadGraph5_aMCONLO, we make use of the UFO output of the Feynrules model
file SM HeavyN Dirac CKM Masses LO [141].

The Feynrules model file contains three generations of Dirac HNLs, Ny 23, with N =
N taken to be the lightest. We only consider Dirac HNLs; the difference in the sensitivities
for Dirac and Majorana HNLs is similar to that the EFT operators, so we defer that
comparison to Sec. 3.2. For simplicity, we consider only the electron-flavour mixing strength
to be non-zero |V.y|? # 0, with the mono-y plus ' signature constraining the parameter
space spanned by my and |V.x|2. The electron-flavour mixing parameter space is the most
constrained by current and future experiments [24]. From the mono-y plus ¥ search at FCC-
ee, similar constraints can be placed on the other flavour active-sterile mixing strengths,
V.n|? and |V;n|?, with small differences arising from the smaller cross sections in those
scenarios (with only Z exchange contributing).

3.1.1 Sensitivity Estimate

Using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO, we simulate the signal process ete™ — v, Nv + 1, N~ alongside
the irreducible SM background process eTe™ — > vy, each with Nyt = 5 X 10* events
requiring p} > 1 GeV at generator level. In the case of the signal process, the simulation
is carried out for HNL masses up to the kinematic threshold my < /s.

For the simulated signal and backgrounds at /s = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV, we apply
the kinematic acceptance cuts shown in Tab. 5 to the outgoing photon angle 6, and energy
E,. These cuts are designed to maximise the signal-to-background ratio given the different
signal and background distributions in cos ., and E,, (or equivalently, z, = 2E,/1/s), shown
in Fig. 4. The distribution in z, in units of the maximum possible photon energy,

max 2
xgmzﬂ:l—@. (3.1)

NG s
For mpy = 10 GeV (solid, blue), the distributions are compared to the SM background (grey
dashed, shaded). The distributions for my close to the kinematic threshold are also shown.

Along with these cuts, we note that the HNL can decay to SM particles via the active-
sterile mixing with diagrams such as those in Fig. 2, which show the contribution of V,n
to the leptonic decays N — v£~¢*. Other leptonic and semi-leptonic decays channels are
open, such as N — vvo, N — vqq and N — (~ud, with the quarks hadronising to form
single pseudoscalar and vector mesons for HNL masses below the QCD scale, and forming
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Figure 4: Normalised binned distributions in the outgoing photon angle cos ., (above)
and energy z, = 2E,/\/s (below) for mono-y processes induced by the electron-flavour
mixing V,x and SM background in the Dirac HNL scenario. Distributions are shown for
Vs = 91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). Solid lines indicate the scenario with

my = 10 GeV. We also show the distributions for mpy close to the kinematic threshold
using dashed and dot-dashed lines.

multi-hadron final states/jets above. The total Dirac HNL width can be found from the
general decay rates in App. C by rotating the SM charged and neutral-current interactions
to the mass basis. After this, we find the same total width I'y for the Dirac HNL as

explored in [19, 22, 25, 142|. The total decay width in the Majorana HNL scenario is twice
as large.

We first consider mono-y plus J signal, and do not consider HNL decays, effectively
treating it as a stable particle. However, for the parameter space considered in this analysis,
HNLs can indeed decay inside the detector, which results in a displaced vertex (DV) signa-
ture. Therefore, the mono-v analysis can be considered as an inclusive analysis if the HNL
decays are not considered, while it can be considered as an exclusive analysis if mono-vy
has no DV signature associated with it, i.e, when HNLs decay outside the detector volume.
The HNL decay probability therefore needs to be appropriately accounted for.

The HNL decay probability is a function of detector geometry and boost. Based on
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the preliminary FCC-ee proposal [96], we approximate the detector geometry and consider
it as a spherical detector of radius . = 5 m. The probability of the HNL decaying within
the interval {Li, Lo} can be written as,

73in(-[/lv L2) \/ga mn, VaN) = /dbf(\/gv my, b) e_Ll/bTN - e_LZ/bTN ) (32)

where b = /3 is the boost factor of the HNL with the probability distribution f(y/s, mu,b)
and 7y = 1/I'y is the proper lifetime of the HNL. As we consider a 2 — 3 scattering process,
the boost distribution does not have a simple analytical form like the equivalent 2 — 2
process without the photon, where f(y/s,my,b) = 6(b—V), with ¥’ = (s —m3%,)/(2mn+/3).
We follow a simple approach to overcome this difficulty; on an event-by-event basis for
mono-y events that pass the kinematic cuts in Tab. 5, we take the boost factor of the
HNL directly from the MadGraph simulation. For each event ¢, the probability of the
HNL decaying outside the FCC-ee fiducial volume is obtained as P!, = 1 — P! | where
P! is found by setting f(v/s,mn,b) = d(b—b;) in Eq. (3.2). Then, the overall geometric
acceptance can be approximated as Pout = (bmax — bmin) ), Pl i/ (€xNiot), where €, Nioy is
the number of events surviving the kinematic cuts. Through the boost distribution f and
the proper lifetime 7y, the estimated probability P,yt depends the HNL mass my and the
active-sterile mixing strength V.

The method above defines sensitivity for the ezclusive mono-vy plus [ signature at
FCC-ee. Complementary to this, the inclusive mono-v search relaxes the condition of
HNL stability in the fiducial volume. Clearly, for the inclusive search one cannot identify
the photon energy with the missing energy due to the presence of additional potentially
prompt visible final states. This also implies that the inclusive analysis may have additional
backgrounds, which we do not account for. Our sensitivity estimate is still applicable if the
HNLs can decay to additional exotic invisible final states, thereby suppressing the branching
ratios for visible decays in the detector. For the inclusive search, we set Pous = 1.

After applying the kinematic cuts and estimating the geometric acceptance, the total
number of surviving mono-vy plus J signal events is given by,

S =L xX0XPout X €, (3.3)

which depends on the HNL mass and active-sterile mixing through the cross section for the
signal process, o, and Pyyut. The number of background events, B, is similarly found by
multiplying the SM cross section by the integrated luminosity and the associated kinematic
efficiency. To determine the sensitivity to the active-sterile mixing, V., we compute the
median significance for a counting experiment of known background [143],

s=2((smm(1e5)-5)= 2, 39

where in the second equality, we assume that for relevant parameter space the cross section
for efe™ — Y wiry is much larger than that for eTe™ — >, Ny + N7, such that
S <« B. For each HNL mass point up to my < /s, the expected significance is computed
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Figure 5: Sensitivity of mono-y plus J searches at FCC-ee to the electron-flavour mixing
strength as a function of the HNL mass at 90% CL, for /s = 91.2 GeV (red) and /s =
240 GeV (black). Shown are the results of the exclusive signal analysis (solid), taking into
account the probability of the HNL decaying outside the detector of length L = 5 m, and
inclusive signal analysis (dashed), where this requirement is relaxed. The shaded regions
correspond to the currently excluded regions of the parameter space.

for different values of the active-sterile mixing strength; bounds at 90% CL are then placed
by determining the value(s) of |V.x|? corresponding to S = 1.28, which delimit an excluded
region of the parameter space with & > 1.28.

3.1.2 Results

Using the procedure outlined above, we present in Fig. 5 the estimated sensitivity of the
mono-y plus J search at FCC-ee to the electron-flavour mixing strength, |V, |?, for HNL
masses my between 500 MeV and 240 GeV. The sensitivities are shown for the exclusive
(solid) and inclusive searches (dashed) for /s = 91.2 GeV (red) and /s = 240 GeV (black),
for a detector length of L =5 m. The shaded regions indicate the excluded regions of the
parameter space from complementary beam dump, prompt and displaced vertex collider
searches; BEBC [144], CHARM |[145, 146], DELPHI [147]|, ATLAS [148], CMS [149], Higgs
decays [150] and electroweak precision data (EWPD) [151].

We immediately observe that the /s = 91.2 GeV run is more sensitive by an order
of magnitude with respect to /s = 240 GeV. This is expected from the enhancement of
the cross section at the Z pole and the ~ 20 times larger integrated luminosity. For the
exclusive mono-y plus J search, we see that the reach of FCC-ee is severely impacted for
HNL masses above my = 1 GeV, where the HNLs are very unlikely to decay outside the
detector and appear as missing energy. For each HNL mass, competing effects yield two
|Ven|? solutions for the condition S = 1.28; for large values of the active-sterile mixing
strength, both the cross section and the decay rate are large, leading to a small probability
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to decay outside the detector and a reduced value of §. Conversely, for small values of
the active-sterile mixing strength, the probability of decaying outside the fiducial volume
is enhanced, but the cross section and therefore S is suppressed. For the inclusive signal,
no such suppression from the geometric acceptance applies, removing the lower limits on
|Vn|? and extending the bounds up to the kinematic thresholds.

Overall, the reaches of the exclusive and inclusive searches are around |Vy|? ~ 107*
and |Ven|? ~ 1073 for /s = 91.2 GeV and /s = 240 GeV, respectively. In the parameter
space depicted in Fig. 5, the sensitivities therefore lie almost entirely within the region
excluded by existing searches, unlike the proposed displaced vertex searches for HNLs, which
can probe |Von|? ~ 107! for my ~ 30 — 60 GeV [105-108]. Only the unconstrained region
around mpy ~ 80— 130 GeV, below the reach of EWPD constraints, can be excluded by the
inclusive mono-v search at /s = 240 GeV. However, we note that the exclusive and inclusive
search sensitivities both extend to lower values of the HNL mass. For my ~ 10 eV—2.5 MeV,
bounds from kink searches in 3 decay spectra, excluding |Von|? 2 1074 —1073, are generally
less stringent than the sensitivities presented here for the FCC-ee mono-y plus £ search at
Vs =91.2 GeV.

3.2 EFT Operators

Given the wide range of existing constraints on the active-sterile mixing strength, it is now
interesting to explore the mono-y plus J constraints on the EFT operators considered in
Sec. 2, which are generally less constrained.

At FCC-ee, the four-fermion operators, effective W= and Z interactions can lead to the
single and pair production of HNLs, eTe™ — vN(v) and ee™ — NN (v), respectively, via
the diagrams in Fig. 1. Heavy new physics may also contribute to operators involving two
active neutrino fields, modifying the SM process ete™ — vv(y). For Majorana and Dirac
HNLs, the general 2 — 2 scattering cross sections via the EFT operators are in Egs. (B.11)
and (B.10), respectively. The cross sections with an additional final-state photon can be
approximated through the use of Eq. (B.21). For the analysis, we simulate the 2 — 3 process
in MadGraph5_aMC@ONLQO, implementing the relevant operators in Feynrules and obtaining
the necessary UFO input. The technical difficulty in MadGraph5_aMC@ONLO related to four-
fermion operators containing two Majorana fermions is solved using the method described
in App. B.

In this analysis, we turn on a single EFT operator coefficient C; in Sec. 2.1 at a time.
The operators are taken to be in the mass basis, with the diagonalisation of the extended
mass matrix M, resulting in two Majorana or Dirac HNLs, N; and Na, with my, < my;,.
In the Majorana case, the light neutrino fields are rotated back to the flavour basis according
to Eqgs. (2.24) and (2.25). In the Dirac case, the active light neutrinos are massless and the
mass and flavour eigenstates are therefore interchangeable. We consider:

e Diagonal coefficients of the four-fermion and effective Z interactions with two HNLs:

V,RR S,RR ~T,RR 2
Cie {eNi, ORI, ORIt 512k} (3.5)

itee itee iiee
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with 7 = 2, which induce the pair production of HNLs via ete™ — Ny Noy (Majorana)
or ete”™ — NyNoy (Dirac). As the HNLs cannot decay via these couplings, only the
mono-vy plus J signal can constrain these operators at FCC-ee.

Off-diagonal coefficients of four-fermion and effective Z interactions with two HNLs:

Cre {CR, ORER | ORRR 21zt (3.6)
ijee ijee ijee
with 7 = 1 and j = 2, leading to HNL pair production via ete™ — N3 Noy (Majorana)
or efe™ — NiNoy+ Ny Nay (Dirac). We consider three different mass splitting ratios,
d = (mn, — mn,)/mn,, between the HNLs: 6 = 0.01, 0.1, and 1. Because Ny can
decay to Np via these couplings, the DV signature can also provide complementary
constraints, as explored in Sec. 4.

Coefficients of the four-fermion and effective Z interactions involving a light neutrino
and HNL, and effective W¥ interactions involving an HNL;

Cie {CR, SR, IR, S, W, S125u}. (67)
pjee pjee pjee v v v
with p = e,u,7 and j = 2, which lead to the single production of HNLs via the
processes eTe” — >, v;Noy (Majorana) and ete™ — > . 15Noy + ;Nay (Dirac).
We consider operators with the light neutrino fields in the flavour basis, as defined in
Eq. (2.24). In the Dirac case, the couplings CI‘,/ ]’\ZR and ZE are technically not present,
as we do not introduce the RH neutrino vg. However, subsequent constraints on these
couplings are identical to those for Cl‘// NL eR and Zf , which are non-vanishing. For the
four-fermion and effective Z couplings in Eq. (3.7), the mono-vy plus £ constraints
can be obtained from those for the off-diagonal couplings in Eq. (3.6), with § = 1.

Coefficients of the four-fermion and effective Z interactions with two light neutrinos
and the effective W interactions involving a light neutrino;

2 2 2
Cre oy, oy, oS ot 2w Sswh e, 262t} (9)

poee poee poee poee

with p,o = e, pu, 7, modifying the SM process ete™ — > viry. We note that the
couplings C,i;LL, CLE and WE are not present in the Dirac case, again because
we do not add the RH neutrino vg. In the Majorana case, these operators do not
interfere with the SM; thus, constraints on them can be obtained from the limits
on the diagonal and off-diagonal couplings in Eqgs. (3.5) and (3.6), respectively, in
the limit my, — 0. New physics contributions to Cl‘,/e’LL, C’l‘,/e’LR, SWE and §2L,
meanwhile, interfere with the SM, depending on the flavour of the fields involved.
Interference with the SM can be the leading effect of these operators, and must be
taken into account when deriving limits on the associated ¥SMEFT coefficients in

Sec. 5.

~93 -



Vs [GeV] Cuts
91.2 |cosfy| < 0.4, |cosb,| > 0.8
240 |cosf,| < 0.95, E, <40 GeV

Table 6: Universal kinematic cuts for maximising the signal-to-background ratio for each
/s in the EFT operator sensitivity analysis, in both the Majorana and Dirac HNL scenarios.

Finally, we note that we do not consider constraints on the effective Higgs interactions in
the following analysis. The cross section for the s-channel process ete™(— h) — vN/NN is
proportional to the electron Yukawa coupling and therefore suppressed for the four proposed
centre of mass energies at FCC-ee. However, promising avenues to constrain effective Higgs
couplings to HNLs include Higgs production through the ete™ — Zh and eTe™ — v .h
(WHW~ fusion) channels and subsequent Higgs decays, requiring a different analysis to
the one outlined in the next section. We leave this for future studies.

3.2.1 Sensitivity Estimate

The sensitivity analysis for the EFT operators now proceeds similarly to the active-sterile
mixing analysis in Sec. 3.1.1, with the simulation performed in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO. Firstly,
for the four-fermion operators, we simulate the signal processes ete™ — NoNoy and eTe™ —
N1Nyy + N1 Ny for the diagonal and off-diagonal couplings, respectively. As described in
App. B, Majorana HNLs are treated as Dirac HNLs in the simulation, with the definition
of couplings in the FeynRules model file ensuring the correct behaviour of the Majorana
four-fermion operators. For the effective W+ and Z interactions, the HNLs can instead
be treated as Majorana fermions in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO. For the former, the processes
ete™ = VeNoy + UeNoy and ete™ — v.Noy + U Novy are simulated in the Majorana and
Dirac cases, respectively. For the latter, we simulate ete™ — NoNoy (Majorana) and
ete™ — N3Ny (Dirac) for the diagonal couplings and ee~ — NyNoy (Majorana) and
ete™ — N1Nay + N1Nyy (Dirac) for the off-diagonal couplings. For all signal scenarios,
Niot = 5 x 10* events are generated. For the irreducible SM background, we use the same
simulated events as in Sec. 3.1.1.

We generate signal and background samples with a generator level cut of pl. > 1 GeV.
For the signal processes, we repeat the simulation for HNL masses up to the kinematic
threshold my, < v/s/(2 — §), with § = 0 for the diagonal coefficients. In Tab. 6, we show
the universal kinematic cuts applied to the signals and backgrounds for /s = 91.2 GeV
and /s = 240 GeV. These cuts are informed by the distributions in the outgoing photon
energy E, and angle 6,. In Fig. 6, we illustrate the normalised cosf, (top panel) and
zy = 2E,/\/s (bottom panel) distributions in the Dirac HNL scenario for /s = 91.2 GeV
(left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). As in Fig. 4, the distributions in z., are shown in units of
the maximum possible photon energy,

max _ 2B mi;, (2 — 6)?

T = 7 :1_f' (3.9)
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Figure 6: Normalised binned distributions in the cosine of the outgoing photon angle
cos 0 (above) and energy z, = 2E, /\/s (below) for mono-y processes induced by the four-
fermion, effective W and Z interactions and SM background in the Dirac HNL scenario.
Distributions are shown for /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). Solid lines
indicate the scenario with my, = 10 GeV. For the vector four-fermion operator, we also
show the distributions for my, close to the kinematic threshold, see text for details.

In Fig. 6, the solid lines show the normalised distributions for my, = 10 GeV and non-zero
values of the diagonal coefficients in Eq. (3.5), which induce ee~ — Ny Nav, and a non-zero
value of the coefficient [W s, leading to eTe™ — >, v;Noy + 7;Na7y. These are compared
to the distributions for the SM background (grey dashed and shaded).

The distributions in cos 6, show the expected behaviour for initial state radiation, with
peaks in the forwards and backwards directions. As discussed in App. B, the distributions
can be approximated by multiplying the 2 — 2 cross sections by a radiator function,
as in Eq. (B.21). This predicts identical cos#@, distributions for all of the processes in
question, and we see that this is the case for the four-fermion and effective W interactions.
However, we observe that for the SM background and the effective Z interaction, the cos 0,
distribution is less prominent for |cosf,| 2 0.8 and |cos 8| < 0.95 for /s = 91.2 GeV and
Vs = 240 GeV, respectively; as a consequence of the p} > 1 GeV cut on these s-channel
processes. Thus, for the four-fermion and effective W+ interactions, |cosB,| > 0.8 and
| cos 6| < 0.95 are sensible universal cuts to minimise the SM background.
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However, we note that for HNL masses near the kinematic threshold, the distributions
in cos 6., change considerably. In Fig. 6, we plot the normalised distributions for non-zero
values of the vector four-fermion coefficient C’]‘\/,’BP”R with mpy, = 44.5 GeV (dashed) and
45 GeV (dot-dashed) for /s = 91.2 GeV and my, = 119 GeV (dashed) and 119.4 GeV
(dot-dashed) for y/s = 240 GeV. The distributions now peak at cos 6, = 0 and lose support
at cosf, ~ £1. For /s = 91.2 GeV, the cut |cosf,| > 0.8 therefore removes too much of
the signal. To avoid this, we also allow events with |cos 6| < 0.4.

The distributions in ., also agree with the approximate expression in Eq. (B.21),

with the distributions for the four-fermion and effective W7 interactions all decreasing

max
Y

replacement s — s(1—x,) in the 2 — 2 cross section results in a peak at s(1—x,) = M3, or
zy=1—M2/s. In the /s = 240 GeV case, this occurs at x, & 0.85. For /s = 91.2 GeV,
we find that a further cut on E, does not noticeably improve the signal-to-background

up to the threshold x, = z'**. For the SM background and effective Z interactions, the

ratio. However, given the considerably different distributions for /s = 240 GeV, we apply
the universal cut £, < 40 GeV. The cuts in Table 6 are applied in both the Majorana and
Dirac HNL scenarios, as there are only minor differences in the cos 6, and £, distributions.

For each benchmark HNL mass taken, tailored cuts may instead be applied to further
increase the signals over the SM background. However, we find that this does not increase
the sensitivity significantly over the universal cuts. Therefore, for the purposes of this work,
we apply the universal cuts for all EF'T operators and HNL masses considered. Note that we
also use the same cuts for the effective Z interaction, which leads to distributions more akin
to the SM background. While different cuts could be applied on cosf, and E, to obtain
increased kinematic efficiencies in this case, the improvement is likely to be marginal.

The method used to obtain the geometric acceptance in this analysis is identical to
that used in Sec. 3.1.1. For the diagonal coefficients in Eq. (3.5), N2 cannot decay and is
therefore stable, giving Poyt = 1. For the off-diagonal coefficients in Eqgs. (3.6) and (3.7),
however the heavier HNL Ny can decay. For example, the decays Ny — ve~ et /Nje e™ are
possible, as shown in Fig. 2. Additional decay modes are present for the effective W+ and
Z interactions, such as Ny — vvv/Nyvv, Ny — vqq/N1qq and Ny — ¢~ud. In App. C, we
give expressions for the total decay width of Ny in the Majorana and Dirac HNL scenarios.
These can be used in Eq. (3.2) to calculate the probability of the HNL decaying outside the
detector on an event-by-event basis, and finally the overall geometric acceptance Pyt for
the ezclusive mono-vy plus J signal. As in Sec. 3.1, we also consider an inclusive mono-y
search, with Py = 1.

To estimate the sensitivity of mono-y plus J searches at FCC-ee to the EFT operator
coefficients in Eqgs. (3.5)-(3.7), the total number of signal events, S, after kinematic and
geometric cuts, can be found as in Eq. (3.3) for each simulated HNL mass. Combining
with the surviving SM background after kinematic cuts, B, the median sensitivity S is
calculated as in Eq. (3.4). In the next section, we show the bounds at 90% CL by excluding
the (mp,, C;) parameter space with S > 1.28.

In this analysis, we take the active-sterile mixing of N; and Ny to be negligible*. There

4In order to make this assumption, we follow the reasoning of [111] and require that the bare Yukawa
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are three main advantages of this limit:

e Firstly, to simplify the matching in Sec. 5 of the coefficients C; in Egs. (3.5)—(3.8) to
the coefficients of the vSMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2. In the limit of vanishingly
small active-sterile mixing, |Van,| < 1, the weak and mass eigenstate fields are related
by vie = PrUqiv; and Nps = Prég; IN; in the Majorana scenario and vy, = Prdav;,
Nps = PrésN; and Sps = PrdgN; in the Dirac scenario. Accordingly, there is a
one-to-one mapping of the coefficients C; and the vSMEFT coefficients of interest.
This is described in more detail in Sec. 5.

e Secondly, to ensure that the EFT operators dominate the production of HNLs. This
is practically assured for the pair production process, ete™ — NN(v), because the
contributions from the active-sterile mixing via the SM charged- and neutral-current
interactions are suppressed by two powers of |V, n,| < 1 in the amplitude. However,
for the single production process, ete™ — vN(v), the active-sterile mixing can play a
more important role; now, the contributions from the SM interactions are proportional
to a single power of |V,n,| and can compete in size with the EFT coefficients in
Eq. (3.7). For example, taking C; = Cyj\iR # 0 and Vey, # 0, we can make use of
the expressions for the 2 — 2 cross sections® in Egs. (B.10) and (B.11) of App. B to
compare the sizes of the contributions. At the Z pole, the active-sterile mixing does

not dominate the cross section for

|C] L'z —3< |Cil >
Vera| 5 2V2Gp\/(95)% + (97)? Mz 1076 Gev™ .

where we have neglected interference terms, which is just below the current upper

limits on |V.n,|? shown in Fig. 5. Similar conditions can be found for the other EFT
coefficients in Eq. (3.7). For /s = 240 GeV and away from the Z pole in general, the
condition in Eq. (3.10) is further relaxed.

e Finally, for non-negligible values of the active-sterile mixing strength, the decay width
of N is increased. This is inconsistent with our assumption that Ny is stable for the
diagonal coefficients in Eq. (3.5). Likewise, the results of the exclusive mono-vy plus
F analysis for the off-diagonal coefficients in Eqgs. (3.6) and (3.7) should be modified.
To obtain a qualitative understanding of the size of this effect, in the following section
we examine how the electron-flavour mixing strength V., modifies the HNL decay
length in the (my,, C;) parameter space.

3.2.2 Results

In Fig. 7, we present the estimated sensitivities of mono-y plus £ searches at FCC-ee to
the diagonal four-fermion and effective Z coefficients in Eq. (3.5), for masses of Ny between

coupling Y,,, plus any corrections at tree-level and one-loop from vYSMEFT operators such as Q;nmr, vanishes.
Then, in the Majorana HNL scenario, the light neutrinos no longer obtain masses via Eq. (2.4). Similar to
the Dirac HNL scenario, an additional source is required to generate the light neutrino masses.

®In principle, the 2 — 3 cross section with a final-state photon should be used, by applying Eq. (B.21)
to Egs. (B.10) and (B.11) and integrating over cosf, and E., according to the cuts in Table 6. However,
this gives qualitatively the same result as in Eq. (3.10).

_ 97 -



FCC-ee, Mono-y + [, /s = 240 GeV

FCC-ee, Monoy + £, /s = 91.2 GeV

1073 s = 107°
| |
o [==)
10! L | 1071
z
— = = —
| I L e ‘ .
= 107 |1 EFT vaid| = 10773
[ I’ [}
O, ® O T =
U : — o T 0y
a =) —ar)
—T7] 'R —71
10 H C£¢{(1f 10 —— Dirac N
— ZE ---- Majorana N
10-8 , . . 10-8 . . .
100 10t 10? 100 10t 10?
my, [GeV] my, [GeV]

Figure 7: Sensitivities of mono-vy plus J searches at FCC-ee to the diagonal four-fermion
and effective Z coefficients as a function of the HNL mass at 90% CL, for /s = 91.2 GeV
(left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). Limits are shown for Ny being a Majorana (dashed) or
Dirac (solid) fermion. The parameter space where the EFT is not valid is indicated by the
grey shaded region.

200 MeV and 500 GeV. The 90% CL sensitivities for the vector (blue), scalar (orange) and
tensor (green) four-fermion and effective Z (red) interactions are shown for /s = 91.2 GeV
(left) and /s = 240 GeV (right) in the Majorana (dashed) and Dirac (solid) HNL scenarios.
For the effective Z interaction, the sensitivity is shown for C; = U%[Z ﬁ]” to maintain units
of GeV~2. The grey shaded region indicates where the EFT prescription is no longer valid.
As explained in App. B, we assume this to be the case for A < 34/s, or C; = 1/A% > 1/(9s).

Firstly, we see that /s = 240 GeV is more sensitive to the four-fermion operators by
a factor of ~ 3 with respect to /s = 91.2 GeV. Clearly, the reduced SM background and
increased cross section compensate for the lower luminosity. The opposite is true for the
effective Z interaction, which benefits more from the resonant behaviour of the cross section
at /s = 91.2 GeV. For the vector four-fermion and effective Z interactions, the sensitivities
in the Majorana case can be seen to fall off faster as a function of my, compared to
the Dirac case. This is a result of interference terms further suppressing the Majorana
cross sections near the kinematic threshold, my, < 1/s/2, seen also in Fig. 17. With the
normalisation of the operators in Eqs. (2.21) and (2.31), the sensitivities in the Majorana
and Dirac scenarios coincide in the my, — 0 limit for the vector four-fermion and effective
Z interactions, while the sensitivity for the scalar four-fermion operator in the Majorana
case is weaker by a factor of /2. Finally, no constraint is shown for the tensor four-fermion
coefficient in the Majorana scenario, which vanishes identically.

The future sensitivities in Fig. 7 assume that V5, = 0 and therefore that N is stable.
To determine how large the active-sterile mixing can be for these results to remain valid,
we consider two values of the electron-flavour mixing strength®: |V.n,| = 1073 and 1077,
For these two values, we calculate the HNL lifetime 7, = 1/I'n, and decay length in the

6As seen in Fig. 5, |Ven,| = 1072 is roughly the maximum active-sterile mixing strength still allowed by
current experiments in the HNL mass range of interest.
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lab frame L = Svy7n,, taking the boost factor 8y ~ \/s/(2my,). In Fig. 7, the grey dashed
(solid) lines indicate where the Majorana (Dirac) HNL decay length satisfies L = 5 m,
with L < 5 m to the right. For |V.n,| = 1073 and 1077, respectively, the mono-vy plus
F bounds are therefore no longer applicable for my, > 5 GeV and 80 GeV. Ultimately,
for [Von,| < 1076 (1078), we find that the sensitivities for /s = 91.2 GeV (240 GeV) are
unaffected by the mixing-induced decays of Ns.

For the off-diagonal coefficients in Egs. (3.6) and (3.7), we show the 90% CL sensitivities
of the exclusive and inclusive FCC-ee mono-y plus J searches in Figs. 8 and 9. We give
the results of the /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right) analyses for the vector
(blue), scalar (orange) and tensor (green) four-fermion operators in Fig. 8 and the effective
W (purple and pink) and Z (red) interactions in Fig. 9. For comparison with Fig. 7, the
normalisations C; = 5 [Wx]je, %[Wxlje and 3[ZL];; arc again used in Fig. 9. For the
exclusive (inclusive) search, the Majorana and Dirac HNL scenarios are shown as dashed
(dotted) and solid (dot-dashed) lines, respectively. The sensitivities for the three values
0 =0.01, 0.1 and 1 are depicted as light, medium, and dark shaded lines, respectively.

The results of the inclusive mono-y plus J search appear similar to the sensitivities
for the diagonal coefficients in Fig. 7, with the upper bounds on |C;| now extending up to
the kinematic threshold, my, < v/s/(2 — ). The /s dependencies of the cross sections
again ensure that /s = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV are more constraining for the effective Z
and four-fermion interactions, respectively. In the mpy, — 0 limit, the cross sections for
the vector, scalar and tensor four-fermion operators satisfy the ratio 4 : 3 : 16, assuming
equal coefficients. Thus, the smallest values of the four-fermion coefficients |C;| that can be
probed satisfy the ratio 2 : 4/4/3 : 1, which can be seen visually in Fig. 8. For the vector
four-fermion and effective Z interactions, the sensitivities in the Majorana case again fall
off faster as a function of my, compared to the Dirac case. Finally, for the effective W
interactions, the sensitivities are marginally stronger for /s = 240 GeV, reflecting the
logarithmic scaling of the cross sections with y/s. The bounds on the coupling [W£];e are
slightly more stringent than for [W]\L,] je, as the cross section for the former is larger if the
couplings are of equal size.

For the ezclusive mono-y plus J search, we see that the constraints on the off-diagonal
coefficients are impacted substantially by the decays of N, similar to the active-sterile
mixing sensitivity in Fig. 5. This is the most pronounced in the 6 = 1 case, which applies
to the coefficients in Eq. (3.6) for my, = 0 and the coefficients in Eq. (3.7). For HNL
masses up to certain size, a range of |C;| values are excluded. Now, for |C;| values larger
than a certain size, the HNL decay is very unlikely to occur outside the detector, reducing
the exclusive signal. However, for § < 1, the sensitivities can extend to much larger
values of my,, because the HNL decay rate via No — Nje e’ (and additional decays
such as No — Nivi, No — Nip~pu™, No — Ny7- 7" and Ny — Nyqq for the effective Z
interaction) is suppressed, increasing the HNL lifetime sufficiently for heavier HNLs to be
long-lived.

As for the diagonal couplings, we take V,,n, = 0 for the determination of the sensitivities
in Figs. 8 and 9. In order to illustrate the impact of the active-sterile mixing, we compute
the HNL lifetime 7, = 1/T'y, and decay length L = By, with Sy ~ \/s/(2mp,), as a

~99 —



FCC-ee, Mono-y + F, \/s = 240 GeV

............................ &
EFT Valid | >
O,
§
-7
' 10 —— Dirac N
CRR cyre ---- Majorana N
10-8 . ; T 10°8 : ; .
100 10t 10% 100 10! 10%
my, [GeV] my, [GeV]
» FCC-ce, Mono-y + E. /s = 91.2 GeV B FCC-ee, Mono-y + F, /s = 240 GeV
107 107
=4
10744
L1077
[ N\
G N N A R U . NS NNWEL IR WY S S
— 1064 \
S 10 \
—7] -7
10 ) 10 ——— Dirac N
C;A’iR’ C;-:m --== Majorana N
1078 . . . 1078 . . .
100 10t 102 100 10t 102
my, [GeV] my, [GeV]
103 FCC-ee, Monoy + B, /s = 91.2 GeV FCC-ee, Mono-y + F, /s = 240 GeV

SRR SN SN\ WU\ O SO g
> EFT Valid | >
[ (]
O, (2P OO \ U\ S\ N F
S) S)
07— Dirac N
CZ?@R’ CKIFRR ---- Majorana N
1078 . . T 10-8 . . .
100 10! 10% 100 10! 10%
my, [GeV] my, [GeV]

Figure 8: Sensitivities of the exclusive and inclusive mono-vy plus £ searches at FCC-ee
to the off-diagonal four-fermion coefficients as a function of the HNL mass at 90% CL, for
Vs =91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). Limits are shown for Majorana (dashed)
and Dirac (solid) HNLs for three different mass splitting ratios. The sensitivity of the
inclusive search is also shown for the Majorana (dotted) and Dirac (dot-dashed) cases. The
parameter space where the EFT is not valid is indicated by the grey shaded region.

function of my, and Cj, for Vo, = 0. In Figs. 8 and 9, we show as grey dashed (solid)
lines where the Majorana (Dirac) HNL decay length satisfies L = 5 m. As expected, these
align with the fall off of the sensitivities; as L < 5 m applies to the right of the lines, the
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Figure 9: Sensitivities of the exclusive and inclusive mono-y plus J searches at FCC-ee to
the effective W+ and (off-diagonal) Z interactions as a function of the HNL mass, at 90%
CL, for /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right). The benchmark scenarios are the
same as in Fig. 8.

exclusive mono-vy plus J signal is reduced significantly. Next, we set the electron-flavour
mixing strength to the value |V.n,| = 107° for the four-fermion and effective Z interactions
and |V.n,| = 1073 for the effective W* interactions. We show as gray dotted (dot-dashed)
lines where L = 5 m is now fulfilled in the Majorana (Dirac) scenario. Furthermore, we

show as faint grey dashed (solid) lines where the equality,
FNQ(Ci7‘/€N2) = 2FN2(CZ7O) P (311)

is satisfied, i.e. where the contributions due to Ve, # 0 become equal in size to those from
the coefficients C;. Below these lines, the condition I'n, (Ci, Ven,) > 2T, (Cj, 0) is met. For
the four-fermion and effective Z interactions, the lines of L = 5 m become independent of
|C;| for mp;, ~ 20 GeV, where the crossing with the lines defined by Eq. (3.11) occurs and the
active-sterile mixing therefore dominates the HNL decay width. The § = 0.1 and 1 scenarios,
which are not sensitive up to my, ~ 20 GeV, are therefore unaffected for [V.n,| = 1072,
and more generally for |[Von,| < 1072 and 1074, respectively. As seen in Fig. 9, the effective
W interactions are likewise unaffected for |V.n,| < 1072. However, with the exception
of the effective Z interaction for /s = 240 GeV, the § = 0.01 scenario is impacted for
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|Von,| = 107°. We find that the mixing strength must satisfy |V.n,| < 1076 (10~7) for the
Vs =91.2 GeV (240 GeV) sensitivities to remain valid.

4 Displaced Vertex Constraints at FCC-ee

In this section, we examine the sensitivity of DV searches at FCC-ee to the EFT operators
in Sec. 2. Again, we consider the presence of one HNL interaction at a time. The scenario
where all EFT coefficients are zero, C; = 0, and the active-sterile mixing is non-negligible,
Van,; # 0, has already been considered in [105-108]. Here, we consider V,n, = 0 and C; # 0
for Majorana and Dirac HNLs. As for the mono-v plus J analysis in Sec. 3, we consider the
V5 = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV runs at FCC-ee with the integrated luminosities £ = 100 ab™!
and 5 ab™ !, respectively.

4.1 EFT Operators

The following benchmark scenarios are taken in this analysis. As discussed in Sec. 3.2, the
diagonal four-fermion and effective Z coefficients in Eq. (3.5) cannot induce decays of Ny in
the Vi, = 0 limit, and therefore are not considered further here. Likewise, the coefficients
of the operators in Eq. (3.8) containing two active neutrino fields cannot be probed by
DV searches. Therefore, we only consider the off-diagonal four-fermion and effective Z
coefficients in Egs. (3.6) and (3.7) and the effective W coefficients in Eq. (3.7). For the
off-diagonal coefficients involving N7 and Ny in Eq. (3.6), we consider three mass splitting
ratios; 0 = 0.1, 0.5, and 1. The results for § = 1 are equally applicable for the coefficients
of the off-diagonal operators containing an active neutrino and Ny in Eq. (3.7).

4.1.1 Sensitivity Estimate

This sensitivity analysis proceeds as follows. Using MadGraphb5_aMC@NLO, we simulate for
the four-fermion operators the 2 — 2 signal process ete~™ — N1 Ny + N1 Ns, in both the
Majorana and Dirac HNL scenarios. As in Sec. 3.2.1, the definition of the couplings in the
Majorana FeynRules model file reproduces in the expected behaviour of the cross section
in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO for the Majorana four-fermion operators. The HNLs can instead
be treated as Majorana fermions for the effective W+ and Z interactions, for which we
simulate eTe™ — v.No + 7,Ny and eTe™ — N; N> in the Majorana scenario, respectively,
and eTe™ — veNoy + 7,Ny and ete™ — NNy + N1 N, in the Dirac scenario. All signal
processes are simulated with Nio; = 5 x 10 events.

In the simulation, we further require Ny (and Nj in the Dirac HNL scenario) to decay
via the operators of interest to a di-electron final state; specifically, No — Nje~e™ for the
four-fermion and effective Z interactions and Ny — ve~e™ for the effective W= interactions.
The total width of Ny and the branching ratios of these channels are calculated using the
expressions of App. C and inputted by hand. The detector response is once again simulated
with Delphes3, using the Innovative Detector for Electron—positron Accelerators (IDEA)
FCC-ee detector card [152].

We estimate the DV final state reach in a background-free approach. The SM back-
grounds are predominantly prompt and, if necessary, can be reduced by using a cut on the
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electron-track transverse impact parameter, e.g. |dp| > 0.6 mm [107, 108]. In addition, we
require p% > 0.7 GeV as the minimum momentum necessary to identify an electron at the
FCC-ee. The kinematic efficiency ¢ is found by dividing the number of events surviving
the cut by Niot. For the geometric acceptance, we use Eq. (3.2) with f(v/s, mn,, mn,,b) =
(b —b') and the boost factor of Ny fixed to b’ = X(s,m3,,m3,)/(2mn,/s), which gives
the probability of Ny decaying inside the detector, Pi,. The FCC-ee detector is taken as
spherical, with the minimum and maximum radii L1 = 0.1 mm and Ls = 5 m, respectively.

With the kinematic cuts and geometric acceptance described above, we estimate the
total number of DV signal events as,

S=Lx0xBR(Ny = ve e /Nie eT) x Py X €. (4.1)

Given zero background, we determine the excluded regions at 90% CL in the (mp,,C;)
parameter space by identifying where the condition S > 2.3 is met for the signal events.

4.1.2 Results

In Figs. 10 and 11, we show the resulting 90% CL sensitivities of the DV search at FCC-ee
to the coefficients in Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7), for masses of No between 200 MeV and +/s.
For /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and /s = 240 GeV (right), we show the sensitivities for the
vector (blue), scalar (orange) and tensor (green) four-fermion operators in Fig. 10 and the
effective W* (purple and pink) and Z (red) interactions (with the same normalisations
as in Sec. 3.2.2, C; = %[Wﬁ]je, E—Q[Wﬁ]]e and U%[Zﬁ]ij) in Fig. 11. The sensitivities for
the three values § = 0.1, 0.5 and 1 are depicted as light, medium, and dark shaded lines,
respectively. The same EFT validity regions are indicated as in Figs. 8 and 9.

We first note that, like the active-sterile mixing, the DV search can probe much smaller
values of the coefficients |C;| with respect to the mono-y plus [ search. Firstly, for the
four-fermion operators with 6 = 1, both the /s = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV runs can reach
1C;] ~ 1072 GeV~2 for mpy, ~ 20-70 GeV and my, ~ 20-90 GeV, respectively. Instead,
for § = 0.1 and 0.5, the sensitivities become bounded for /s = 91.2 GeV by the kinematic
threshold, my, < /s/(2 — 0), which can be seen as vertical slices on the right-hand side
of the excluded regions. For /s = 240 GeV, the opposite behaviour can be seen, with
the sensitivities reaching larger values of my, for successively smaller values of §, until
the bounds again hit the kinematic threshold. Unlike the mono-vy plus £ sensitivities, the
bounds weaken as mpy, — 0, because in this limit Ny becomes too long-lived, with the
decay length in the lab frame L = Svy7y, > 5 m. On the upper side of the excluded regions,
N> instead decays too promptly, with L < 0.1 mm.

The sensitivities for the effective W interactions, like the four-fermion operators, are
slightly more stringent for /s = 91.2 GeV compared to 240 GeV. Even though the cross
sections are larger for these operators at higher /s, the reduced luminosity at /s = 240 GeV
does not compensate enough. Furthermore, the sensitivities for /s = 240 GeV do not
benefit from the reduced SM background with respect to /s = 91.2 GeV, like the mono-v
plus # search. Smaller values of the coupling [W#];. are probed compared to [W¥]j., as
the former induces a larger cross section for equal values of the couplings. The sensitivities
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Figure 10: Sensitivities of the of DV search at FCC-ee to the off-diagonal four-fermion
coefficients as a function of the HNL mass at 90% CL, for /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and
Vs = 240 GeV (right). Limits are shown for Majorana (dashed) and Dirac (solid) HNLs
for three different mass splitting ratios. The parameter space where the EFT is not valid
is indicated by the grey shaded region.

overlap at larger values of |C;| because the rates for No — ve~ e’ are equal. For the
effective Z interaction, the resonant cross section at /s = 91.2 GeV clearly provides a
more stringent limit compared to /s = 240 GeV, reaching almost to |C;| ~ 10710 GeV 2
for mpy, ~ 30 GeV. The cross section is insufficient for the § = 0.1 scenario to reach the
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Figure 11: Sensitivities of the DV search at FCC-ee to the effective W and (off-diagonal)
Z interactions as a function of the HNL mass at 90% CL, for /s = 91.2 GeV (left) and
Vs =240 GeV (right). The scenarios shown are the same as in Fig. 10.

kinematic threshold, as was the case for the four-fermion operators.

Finally, we consider the impact of non-zero active-sterile mixing on the results of this
analysis. Setting the electron-flavour mixing strength to |V.n,| = 1075, we show as light
grey lines in Figs. 10 and 11 where the equality in Eq. (3.11) holds, i.e., where the con-
tribution to the Ny decay width from the active-sterile mixing is equal to that from the
coefficient C; only. The lines for § = 0.1 and 1 are at higher and lower values of |C;],
with 6 = 0.5 at intermediate values. In some cases, the sensitivities for § = 1 are just
touching or slightly below the light grey line, indicating that |Vey,| < 107° is required for
the active-sterile mixing to not significantly alter the results. Where the § = 0.1 and 0.5
sensitivities pass below their respective lines, the DV search constraints are no longer valid
for the choice |Von,| = 107°. Generally, we find that |V.n,| < 1077 and 1076 must be
satisfied for the 6 = 0.1 and 0.5 sensitivities in Fig. 10 and 11 to remain fully applicable.

5 Discussion

Having presented the sensitivities of FCC-ee to the EFT coefficients C; from mono-v plus £
searches in Sec. 3.2 and DV searches in Sec. 4.1, we now assess the corresponding constraints
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on the coefficients of the ¥vSMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2, which can further be
translated to lower bounds on the scale of new physics A, shown in Figs. 13, 14 and 15. We
also compare the sensitivities of FCC-ee to existing constraints on the ¥*SMEFT operators
in Fig. 12.

As discussed previously, the analyses of Secs. 3.2 and 4.1 assume the active-sterile
mixing to be negligible, such that the EFT operators dominate the production and decay
of the Majorana or Dirac HNLs N7 and Nsy. This assumption furthermore streamlines the
matching of the coefficients C; in the HNL mass basis and the vSMEFT coefficients in
the weak basis. For non-negligible V,,n,, multiple vYSMEFT operators can contribute to
an operator C; after EW symmetry breaking, albeit with the contributions arising from
Van, # 0 being suppressed both by |[V,n,| < 1 and the scale of new physics A > v.
Therefore, in the following, we simply take the leading contributions to C; with |V,n,| = 0.

For example, using the matching relations in App. A, the d = 6 ¥YSMEFT operators
in Table 1 contribute to the coefficients C; in Egs. (3.5)—(3.8). In the |Von,| = 0 limit,
we have the trivial relations between the weak and mass eigenstates Nrs = PrdgINV; in
the Majorana scenario and Ngs = Prds;IN; and Sps = Pr.dsN; in the Dirac scenario. The
coefficients C; in Egs. (3.7)—(3.8) are also defined for the flavour eigenstate active neutrinos,
which by definition are the weak eigenstates. Thus, the indices of the vYSMEFT operators
can be interchanged with the flavour indices p, o = e, u, 7 for the active neutrinos and the
mass indices 4,7 = 1,2 for the HNLs.

For the coefficients C; in Egs. (3.5) and (3.6), the matching with the d = 6 ¥YSMEFT
operators is therefore given by,

2
V,RR
CNe = CeNa E[Zﬁv]l] = CI‘%N? (51)

ijee eeij

and for the coefficients C; in Eq. (3.7) by,

Conelt = Ciie + %Cuwm Coaet = %Cuwev %[Wz{?]je = CHNe - (5.2)
pjee pjee ejpe pjee ejpe v je

The constraints on the coefficients C; in Figs. 7-11 can now be translated to bounds on the
d =6 vSMEFT operators.

In Fig. 12, we show in the upper two panels the bounds on the coefficient C.n of the
d = 6 YSMEFT operator Q.n = (éRfyueR)(]\_me“NRj) as a function of mpy,, fori =j = 2
(left) and i = 1, j = 2 (right), in the Dirac HNL scenario, with N; assumed to be massless,
i.e. § = 1. The same colour scheme is used as Fig. 5, with the /s = 91.2 GeV (red) and
Vs = 240 GeV (black) FCC-ee runs shown for the exclusive (solid) and inclusive (dashed)
mono-y plus J searches and the DV search (dotted), which are taken directly from the
constraints in Figs. 7, 8 and 10, according to the matching relation in C}\/,’ERR = Cen.

The only existing constraint on C,y originates from mono-vy plus £ searches at LEP.
As in [70], we obtain these bounds by recasting the constraint in [103] on a purely vec-
tor four-fermion operator coupling a Dirac fermion dark matter candidate to electrons,
(Nv,N)(ey"e), using DELPHI data for /s values between 180 GeV and 209 GeV [153, 154].
We follow the same procedure as [70], rescaling the bound on the purely vector operator by
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equating the cross sections for ete™ — NN#, i.e.
|Cil*6; = |Cj|65 (5.3)

where the hat denotes that the dependence on the coefficient C; is removed from the cross
section o;. The cross section for the purely vector operator can be found by setting the
coefficients to C%’ER = C’X,’EL = C’X[’eLR = C’X,’GLL = Cy in Eq. (B.10) and inserting the result
into Eq. (B.21), integrating over the photon signal region 0.06 < z., < 1 —m?VQ (2—9)?/s and
ley| < 1/4/2, for /s = 200 GeV. The cross section for C.y # 0 can be found by repeating
the same procedure, with C’X’ER = C,n. In Fig. 12, the resulting constraints on |C.y| are
shown as grey shaded regions. Note that for ¢ # j, we do not take into account the decay
Ny — Nie~e' via C.n, which would modify the LEP bound similarly to the exclusive
mono-vy plus # bounds at FCC-ee. For both i = j and i # 5, the FCC-ee mono-vy plus £
search at /s = 240 GeV improves on the LEP bound by over an order of magnitude, and
also extends the sensitivity to larger values of my,. For i # j, the DV searches at FCC-ee
increase the sensitivity much further for 400 MeV < mpy, < 110 GeV.

In the centre-left panel of Fig. 12, we instead show the bounds on the coefficient Cjnye
for the d = 6 YSMEFT operator Q;nje = (EpNRj)e(EUeR), with p = 0 = e and j = 2.
From Eq. (5.2), Cjnje contributes to both the scalar and tensor four-fermion coefficients as

C’f ]’\ZR = 1203 ]’V]ER = 3Cnie/2. However, in the analyses of Secs. 3.2 and 4.1, we considered
only one non-zero coefficient C; € {C’;9 ]’\ZR, C’VT]’VRER} at a time. In general, it is not possible

to obtain the exact limits on Cjyje from the individual constraints on Cf ]’\I,%eR and C'VT ]’\ZR in

Figs. 8 and 10, because this cannot account for one coefficient dominating the production
and another the decay, or both being equally important. Fortunately, with the particular
relation C’fj’\iR = 1203 f\iR’ the scalar coeflicient dominates both the production and decay
of Ny. In Fig. 12, we thus show the limits found by rescaling the ~ plus £ and DV bounds
on the scalar coefficient only, according to CVS]’\ZR = 3C)nie/2. For the LEP bound, we again
rescale the purely vector operator, with the cross section for Ciyje # 0 found by setting
C’f ]’\iR = 12C’VT ]’VB;R = 3/(2A?) in Eq. (B.10). The improvement of the FCC-ee bounds over
LEP can be seen to be similar to that for the coefficient C.pn for i # j.

Next, in the centre-right panel of Fig. 12, we show the bounds on the coefficient C .
of the d = 6 YSMEFT operator Qgye = (NRj'yueR)(ﬁTiﬁ“H), for j = 2. From the
matching condition in Eq. (5.2), the sensitivities of the mono-y plus £ and DV searches
at FCC-ee can be taken directly from Figs. 9 and 11. We note that any charged-current
process that leads to the production and decay of HNLs via the active-sterile mixing can
also do so via the effective W* interaction, with the rates for these processes found by
replacing Vn by WJI\? = %CHN& The constraints from signal processes involving only
charged-current interactions can therefore be rescaled trivially. Many constraints on the
active-sterile mixing also arise from signal processes involving neutral-current HNL decays.
These bounds must be rescaled by the ratio of decay rates for the active-sterile mixing
and effective W¥ interaction scenarios, as performed in [70]. From the rescaling of bounds
on the electron-flavour mixing V. y,, we show in in Fig. 12 the bounds from NA62 [155],
T2K [156], BEBC [144], CHARM [145, 146], Belle [157], ATLAS [148|, CMS [149]| and
PMNS unitarity [158|. As we consider Dirac HNLs in Fig. 12, we do not show constraints
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Figure 12: FCC-ee sensitivities to the d = 6 ¥YSMEFT operator coefficients C.n (top),
Cinie and Cgpne (centre) and Cyy (bottom), in the Dirac HNL scenario, compared to

existing constraints.

taken from searches for lepton number violating signals, such as Ov33 decay and same-sign
lepton signatures at colliders. The constraints on Cp e from Ov3f5 decay experiments have
been explored in detail in [159, 160].

Finally, the lower two panels of Fig. 12 depict the bounds on the coefficient Cyy of the
d = 6 vYSMEFT operator Qun = (NRi'yMNRj)(HTi%)“H), for i = 5 = 2 (left) and i = 1,
j = 2 (right). Again, from the matching condition in Eq. (5.1), the FCC-ee sensitivities
can be directly transferred from Figs. 9 and 11. We compare these to the current limit
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from LEP, found by rescaling the upper bound on the purely vector four-fermion coefficient
by the ratio of cross sections for eTe™ — NN+; our result for i = j is in good agreement
with the calculation of [70]. Also shown is the constraint from decays YT(1S) — NN at
BaBar, which enforced the upper limit BR(Y(1S) — inv) < 3 x 10~* at 90% CL [161].
Bounds from the invisible decays of other neutral mesons (7°, , 1/, w, ¢, J/v) are less
stringent, and therefore do not appear in the parameter space of Fig. 12. Indirect bounds
from supernova cooling 70, 162| are also present at smaller HNL masses than those shown
in Fig. 12. Finally, Cyyx can contribute to the invisible decays of the Z boson at LEP
and FCC-ee. At LEP, the invisible Z width was inferred from the peak hadronic cross
section, agszk’o, and ratio of hadronic and leptonic partial widths, Rg = T'had /T, assuming
lepton universality, to be T'V|ex, = 499.0 £ 1.5 MeV [94]. Compared to the SM prediction,
[V sy = 501.48 + 0.04 MeV [163], this constrains the contribution of additional invisible
final states. Using the decay rate for Z — NN in App. C, we perform a simple x? fit to
the LEP invisible width, excluding the blue shaded region at 90% CL in Fig. 12. A similar
measurement can be performed at FCC-ee, with a relative precision of 10™% expected for
the invisible Z width, being limited by the uncertainty in the luminosity [95]. Assuming
the measured invisible width to be agreement with the SM, we find the dashed blue lines in
Fig. 12 to be the sensitivity of FCC-ee. Taking instead the same experimental value as LEP,
we obtain the dotted blue lines. Note that for ¢ # j, we again do not take into account the
impact of Ny decays on the LEP and BaBar constraints, which would render the bounds
invalid for large my, values. Comparing all of the constraints and sensitivities in Fig. 12,
we can see that the FCC-ee mono-y plus F searches at /s = 91.2 GeV and /s = 240 GeV
provide the most stringent limits below and above mpy, < 91.2/(2 — §), respectively. For
i # j, the DV search at /s = 91.2 GeV can extend the limits to much smaller values of
Cpn for 100 MeV < my, < 80 GeV.

This concludes the review of the constraints on the d = 6 operators in Table 1. However,
for completion, we summarise in Figs. 13, 14 and 15 the sensitivities of FCC-ee to all of the
d = 6 and d = 7 operators considered in this work. In the Majorana HNL scenario, these are
the AL = 0 and AL = +2 operators in Table 1. Meanwhile, in the Dirac HNL scenario, the
AL = 0 operators in Tables 1 and 2 are relevant. For the FCC-ee sensitivities in Figs. 7-11
from mono-v plus £ and DV searches, we take the smallest value of |C;| that can be probed,
which occurs in the my, — 0 limit for the mono-y plus J sensitivities and at the apex
of the DV sensitivities. These values are then related to the d = 6 and d = 7 vSMEFT
operator coefficients using the relations in App. A, assuming that the active-sterile mixing
is negligible, making it possible to trivially exchange the weak and mass eigenstate indices
for the HNLs. Next, the vYSMEFT coefficiets are related to the scale of new physics as
C’Z@ = 1/A? and C’Z-m = 1/A3 for the d = 6 and d = 7 operators, respectively. In this way,
we show in Figs. 13, 14 and 15 the maximum reach of FCC-ee for each operator, which may
occur at different values of the mass my,. For comparison, we also show in Figs. 13, 14
and 15 the current constraints from mono-y plus J searches at LEP.

Firstly, in Fig. 13, we show the maximum reach of FCC-ee to the d = 6 and d = 7
vSMEFT operators inducing effective interactions at the EW scale involving two HNLs Ny
and Ny in the Majorana (left) and Dirac (right) scenarios, assuming the benchmark mass
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Figure 13: Maximum reach to the scale of new physics A for the d = 6 and d = 7 vYSMEFT
operators involving two HNLs, inducing e™e™ — NN (), in the Majorana (left) and Dirac
(right) scenarios. For each operator, the FCC-ee sensitivities from the mono-y plus [ search
are shown for i = j (left) and i # j (centre) and the DV search for i # j (right). The LEP
mono-vy plus J constraints are shown as black striped bars.

splitting ratio 6 = (mp, — mn,)/mpy, = 0.1. For each operator, the left bar shows the
maximum reach of FCC-ee to the i = j coefficient from the mono-y plus £ search. The
centre and right bars instead indicate the reach to the i # j coefficient from the mono-v plus
F and DV searches, respectively. The light and dark shaded bars illustrate the reaches for
Vs =91.2 GeV and 240 GeV, respectively, while the colours indicate the type of operator,
from the vector (blue), scalar (orange) and tensor (green) four-fermion and effective W=
(purple) and Z (red) interactions, which is induced at the EW scale.

The majority of the vSMEFT operators are matched to a single effective interac-
tion at the EW scale. However, the d = 6 operator QQ;n generates both of the opera-
tors (Nv,PrN)(ev"Pre) and (Nv,PrN)(Uey*Prve) at the EW scale, giving the decay
mode Ny — Njvv which was not considered for the bound on |C;| in Fig. 10. For
the DV bound in Fig 13, we take this into account, resulting in A being at a slightly
lower value with respect to Cen. Additionally, the d = 7 operator Qisney contributes
to both the scalar and tensor four-fermion operators in the Dirac HNL scenario, with
C’f,’fR = 4C]:\F,’f B — _0Cisner/(2v2). If we assume that the FCC-ee sensitivities are
limited by the production cross section”, we can convert the scalar and tensor coefficient
limits separately as |C’JS\',’€RR| = v/(2v2A%) and |CJJ\;’6RR| = v/(8v/2A3.) and determine the
scale of new physics for the YSMEFT coefficient as Cjgney = 1/ A3, with AS = Ag + AGT7
shown as orange and green striped bars. The mono-y plus £ (DV) sensitivities can be seen
to reach A ~ 1-2 TeV (A ~ 20-30 TeV) for the d = 6 operators and A ~ 600-900 GeV

"This is always true for the maximum mono-vy plus J sensitivity in the limit m N, — 0, where the HNL
decay length satisfies L > 5 m and the probability to decay outside the detector is Pout & 1, but not for
the maximum DV sensitivity for § = 0.1. In Fig. 10, the 6 = 0.1 sensitivities are cut off at the kinematic
threshold my, = v/s/(2 — 0), unlike the 6 = 0.5 and 1 sensitivities which reach the cross section-limited
regime at the tips of the excluded regions, where the probability to decay inside the detector satisfies
Pin ~ 1. Nevertheless, we have verified that A® =~ A% + AS. still approximately holds for § = 0.1.

— 40 —



Majorana N Dirac N

B 912 GeV Bl 912 GeV
1024 240 GeV | 1021 240 GeV |
777, LEP 7/7, LEP
,,,,,, == =]

104

I bv

A [TeV]
Af

! I»>®

Mono-vy

- ! L
=
= B {

= |

B

kel i -

104 ey B0 104 &
1] :
497272579 .| 2991297

N

1
CivirCenir Cinte Civie Cinvie Crive Cnin Cvin Cviz Cisir Cesizr Civie Cr
elliH - iille Soilile Sifile oH[Ve SNIL NIL SN S ~egtil ~ilie AN

ee,

rie Cinte Cne Csn Csin Cspa
y egec je je Jn ir

Figure 14: Maximum reach to the scale of new physics A for the d = 6 and d = 7 vYSMEFT
operators involving a single HNL, inducing e™e™ — vN(7), in the Majorana (left) and Dirac
(right) scenarios. For each operator, the FCC-ee sensitivities from the mono-vy plus £ (left)
and the DV (right) searches are shown. The LEP mono-y plus £ constraints are shown as
black striped bars.

(A ~ 3-5 TeV) for the d = 7 operators.® The FCC-ee sensitivities are seen to be a large im-
provement over the mono-y plus J constraints at LEP (black striped bars), which exclude
up to A ~ 300-500 GeV.

Next, in Fig. 14, we show the maximum reach of FCC-ee to the d = 6 and d = 7
VSMEFT operators leading to effective interactions with a single HNL at the EW scale.
This is shown for the Majorana (left) and Dirac (right) scenarios, with the same colour
coding used as in Fig. 13. For each operator, the left and right bars show the maximum
sensitivity of the mono-y plus J and DV searches at FCC-ee, respectively. Where relevant,
we indicate with an additional striped colour where the YSMEFT coefficient contributes to
more than one effective interaction at the EW scale. For example, Qinie = (L,Ng;)e(Lo€er)
can contribute to both the scalar and tensor four-fermion coefficients, as already discussed
in the context of Fig. 12. For p = u,7 and o = e, only the scalar coefficient is generated,
with CoER — Cinie- However, for p = e and ¢ = pu, 7, the matching condition is now

vNe
given by C;g ]’\ZR = 4CVT]’VI1R = Cinie/2. Assuming that the maximum FCC-ee sensitivities
are cross section-limited, the scalar and tensor coefficients are again converted separately as
]Cf]’\l,%eR] =1/(2A%) and \CVT]’VReR\ = 1/(8A%), and the scale for the d = 6 YSMEFT coefficient
found as Cjye = 1/A2, with A* = A‘é + A4T. For p = 0 = e, we instead convert the scalar
coefficient as Cf J’\ZR =3/(2A%).

The d = 7 ¥YSMEFT operator Q1 also contributes to both the effective W+ and Z
interactions in the Majorana HNL scenario, with the matching condition Wﬁ, = —2Z§N =
—v3Cp11/(2v/2). In this case, we must also take into account that the contributions of Wk
and ZI to the process eTe™ — vN(7) interfere with each other. Taking the sensitivities to

again be cross section-limited, the effective W* and Z couplings can be converted to sepa-

8We emphasise that the DV reaches are taken at the mass of N> which maximises the sensitivity. Not
all values of A smaller than the reach shown in Fig. 13 would be excluded for this particular value of mny,,
but would instead be ruled out for other values.
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rate scales of new physics as [Wk| = v3/(2v/2A3,) and |ZL| = v3/(4v/2A3), respectively,
and then to a scale for the d = 7 operator as C;; = 1/A3, with
AGZA%V(l—w:VW_Z&ZQJFAGZ(lJF&S;V_V?). (5.4)

Here, 61 and 6z are the cross sections for ete™ — vN(y) via W* and Z exchange,
respectively, while 6z is the contribution from the interference. The hats again denote
that the dependence on the coefficients WAL[ and ZEN is removed from the cross sections. For
the DV sensitivities, we simply compute these from the 2 — 2 cross section in Eq. (B.11),
while for the mono-v plus J sensitivities, we insert Eq. (B.11) into Eq. (B.21) and integrate
over the relevant photon signal region. For LEP, this is given below Eq. (5.3), while for
FCC-ee we account for the cuts in Table 6. Ultimately, we find that the sensitivities on
the effective W+ and Z interactions dominate at /s = 240 GeV and /s = 91.2 GeV,
respectively. The procedure is equivalent for the d = 7 operator (Qg;1 which contributes
to the couplings W]% and ZI{JN at the EW scale. To summarise, the mono-y plus £ (DV)
sensitivities can be seen to reach A ~ 1-2 TeV (A ~ 20-40 TeV) for the d = 6 operators
and A ~ 600-900 GeV (A ~ 5-10 TeV) for the d = 7 operators. The reach of the DV search
is greater compared to Fig. 13 because the § = 1 sensitivities in Figs. 10 and 11 are used.

Finally, in Fig. 15, we show the maximum reach of FCC-ee to the d = 6 and d = 7
SMEFT operators generating effective interactions at the EW scale involving no HNLs.
The only distinction between the Majorana and Dirac HNL scenarios is that the AL = £2
operators Qg and Qg p are assumed to vanish in the latter scenario. The results shown
for these operators only apply in the Majorana case. The translation of the FCC-ee mono-y
plus £ bounds in Figs. 7, 8 and 9 to the SMEFT coefficients is now slightly more involved,
because the coefficients can interfere with the SM contribution to ete™ — vi(7).

For the coefficients that do not interfere with the SM, the appropriate matching condi-
tion can be used to rescale the constraint on |C;| in the my, — 0 limit, as for the operators
in Figs. 13 and 14. This is the case for the d = 7 SMEFT operators,

1 v
S,LL _ T,LL _
CoH = V2w <C'zzzeH + CuleH> , O™ = Cliter ,
poee ee{po} 2 e{pec} poee 4\/§ e[peo]

%[Wf“]pe = —%Czegp, (5.5)
where the curly (square) brackets denote the (anti-)symmetrisation of the flavour indices.
As can be seen in Fig. 15, the constraints on Cjy.y depend on p,o0 = e, u,7; in each
case, the left and right bars show p = ¢ and p # o, respectively. The tensor operators
relevant to ete™ — vr(y) are only generated when the first and third flavour indices are of
electron flavour and the second and fourth indices are different. When the coefficient for the
tensor operator is non-zero, the maximum reach for the SMEFT operator is determined as
Cuierr = 1/A3, with AS = A + A9, where Ag and At are found separately from Eq. (5.5),
and the bar given green stripes. For the SMEFT coefficient Cj.gp, we show the maximum
reach for p = e (left) and p # e (right) as purple bars.

We next examine the maximum reach for the remaining d = 6 SMEFT operators, which
can interfere with the SM depending on the flavour indices of the coefficient. Firstly, the
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Figure 15: Maximum reach to the scale of new physics A for the d = 6 and d = 7 vYSMEFT
operators involving the active neutrinos, inducing ete™ — v (). For each operator, the
FCC-ee sensitivities from the mono-vy plus J search are shown for p = o (left) and p # o
(right). The mono-v plus J' constraints from LEP are shown as black striped bars.

operators @y and @, contribute to the vector four-fermion operators as

cCViL—cy, +Cy , CULRE=-C, . (5.6)

poee poee eepo poee poee

Using either Eq. (B.10) or Eq. (B.11) in the m;,m; — 0 limit, the contribution of these
coefficients to the total cross section for ete™ — Y v is

S VLL VLR GFMZ VLL VLR
oc=0 + —( +1C%; ) + ) Re[ c’ *C" }
‘SM P,ZU |:487T Paee } ’ Poee 6\/> PO'X2 L PUC@ g paee

GrMyj, V,LL 2 l+w
+ el Re[ome} 342w -2 +w)log (—=) )|, (57)

with w = M3, /s and x2 is given in Eq. (B.17). The second and third terms in the sum-
mation are the interference of the coefficients with the SM Z and W exchange diagrams,
respectively. The coefficients Cj; and Cj. with p = o interfere with the SM Z diagram away
from the Z pole, where the interference vanishes, while Cy; with p = o = e interferes with
the SM W# diagram. For p # o, there is no interference with the SM.

The maximum reach of mono-y plus [ searches FCC-ee can be found as in Eq. (5.3),
but now including the interference terms if present,

|Cil*6i = Re[Cj] & + |Cj*65 + ... (5.8)

On the LH side we write the cross section for ete™ — NN~ in the my, — 0 limit, with
the coefficient C’X’ER extracted. The RH side is the cross section for ete™ — Y viry, split

V,.LR
or Cp¢™"" removed.

into interference and non-interference terms, with the coefficient CcytE
The hatted cross sections are computed at leading order (LO) by inserting the relevant
2 — 2 cross sections into Eq. (B.21) and integrating over the photon energy and angle

accordingly. For the LEP bounds, we integrate over 0.06 < z, < 1 — m%VQ (2 —6)?/s and
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ley| < 1/v/2 for y/s = 200 GeV. For FCC-ee, we instead integrate over the phase space that
is not removed by the cuts in Table 6 and p). > 1 GeV, for /s = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV.
Incorporating the pJ. cut is easiest with the change of variables (z,c¢,) — (p7, ¢y) in the
differential cross section, as explained below Eq. (B.21). The p) cut has the advantage
of shifting where the interference between Cj and Cj. and the SM Z diagram vanishes
to a value of /s sufficiently above the Z pole. The cross section &; is therefore not as
sensitive of the value of /s in the vicinity of the Z pole as for ete™ — > vi. This also
reduces the importance of next-to-leading order (NLO) corrections to ete™ — > vy for
the evaluation of #;. In the following, we do not take into account the NLO corrections to
remain consistent with the analysis of Sec. 3, where we simulate the signals and background
at LO. The corrections decrease and increase the SM contribution to eTe™ — > viry at
Vs = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV, respectively, and decrease the interference contributions at
both /s values. We expect this to have a non-negligible but small impact on the obtained
limits. With the hatted cross sections now evaluated, we set C; in Eq. (5.8) to the maximum
reach of LEP or FCC-ee and rearrange to find the maximum reach for C;. The resulting
reaches for Cj and Cj. are shown as blue bars in Fig. 15. We comment here that the
C); and Cj, sensitivities can be improved if a shape analysis is considered instead of the
counting analysis performed here. This is particularly applicable to these operators due to
the existence and dominance of the interference terms, which modifies the shape of the pJ.
distribution.

Next, we consider the d = 6 SMEFT operators Qgg and Qg%, which contribute to
the effective W* and Z interactions involving light neutrinos. However, the situation is
further complicated by contribution of ng to the process = — e~ V.1, which is used to
determine the value of the input parameter Gr. As such, we make use of the {MW, My, G F}
input scheme [164], where the canonically normalised values of these quantities are shifted
linearly by the d = 6 coefficients. While the masses My, and My are shifted by operators
not considered further here, the operator Q(I_‘;)z shifts the Fermi constant as,

1 3) (3)
§Gr=——(C% +C%)), 5.9
F 2GF ( Iz;Iel ﬁ{f) ( )

where G 7 = 1.1663787x 10~° GeV 2 is the measured value. This shift enters the deviations
to the SM W and Z interactions in Eq. (2.19), along with the direct contributions from

Qg? and Q(Hgg, as

5G 5G 2
Ly _ 9GF -2 ~(3 Ly _ _9YF 4 . 1) ~3)
W] e = 5 e+ 9 Cly) 625 0 7 900 — (ng Cl;g) . (5.10)

respectively, where 92 = 1/(v/2Gr). To determine the cross section for eTe™ — S viry, the
shifts in Eq. (5.10) are added to the SM contributions [WVL]EE/I = 0pe and [ZVL]E};/I = 90,0
and inserted into Eq. (B.10). Here, one must also take into account the deviation of the Z
coupling to electrons, i.e.

0G oG 02
R Rl L _ F e v (1) (3)
0Zeap = =75 9r0as s 10Zeas = =—5 9105 = 5 (ng + Caﬁl) ) (5.11)
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with @« = 8 = e. Finally, Eq. (B.10) is inserted into Eq. (B.21), where we account for the
QED coupling constant e also being shifted by de/é = —dGr/+/2. For particular values
of C’gl) and CSI), we can integrate over the photon energy and angle to obtain the total
cross section. We cross-check the accuracy of the analytical results by using the UFO file
SMEFTsim_general_MwScheme provided by the SMEFTsim package [165, 166] to simulate the
process eTe” — Y viry in MadGraph5_aMC@NLO for Cgl), C’S’l) # 0.

)

The maximum reach of mono-y plus £ searches FCC-ee to Cgl) and C](L?l can now
be found as in Eq. (5.8). Integrating over the photon phase space with the relevant cuts
for LEP and FCC-ee included, we obtain a function of the coefficient Cgl) or C’S’l) on the
RH side of Eq. (5.8). As before, there is a term linear in the coefficients if they interfere
with the SM, while a quadratic term is always present. However, there are now additional
higher-order terms, denoted as ellipsis in Eq. (5.8). These terms, being further suppressed
by A, have a negligible impact on the maximum reach, which we have verified numerically.
The resulting reaches for Cgl) and Cg’l) are shown in Fig. 15, with the colors indicating
whether W# (purple) and Z (red) exchange contributes.

Before concluding this section, we note that the d = 6 SMEFT operators considered
here are constrained by other present and future observables, at low and high energies.
However, given the vast number of additional d = 6 SMEFT coefficients which can also
contribute to these and other probes, previous works [73-88| have opted to perform global
fits to ensure sufficient model independence, usually limiting the number of operators by
enforcing a flavour symmetry such as the minimal flavour violation hypothesis. A complete
analysis of the bounds from mono-y plus JF searches at FCC-ee in the context of global
constraints is beyond the scope of this work, but we nevertheless list the relevant observables
below and conduct a naive comparison of our results with the upper bounds extracted from
the global fits.

The coefficients Cj; and Cj. are constrained by lepton pair production ete™ — ¢/,
with data available for the differential Bhabha scattering cross section do./dcosf, the
total cross sections o, and forward-backward asymmetries A%B for £ = p,7, and the 7
polarisation P,, measured at different /s values by LEP, SLD and VENUS [94, 167, 168].
At low energies, the coefficient Cj; is constrained by the parity violating asymmetry Apy
in Mgller scattering, e"e~ — e~ e, measured by the SLAC E158 experiment [169]. Both
C}; and (e can also be probed by neutrino-electron scattering, such as vee™ — ve~ and
vpe” — ve~ at CHARM [170] and CHARM II [171]. Using these measurements, the global
fit of [77] sets the lower limit at 90% CL of A = 2—4 TeV for the diagonal couplings of Cy
and Cje, depending on the flavour. The off-diagonal couplings of Cj; and Cj. are subject
to stringent bounds from charged lepton flavour violating (cLFV) processes, . — ece at
SINDRUM [172] and T — eee, T — pee at Belle [173]. The former sets A > 207 TeV
and A > 164 TeV for the p = e and o = pu couplings of Cy; and Cj., respectively, while
the latter imposes A 2 8-11 TeV for the other off-diagonal couplings [174-176]. Evidently,
the bounds on Cy and Cj. from mono-vy plus J searches at FCC-ee are more stringent
than current bounds on the diagonal coefficients, but are not competitive with those on the
off-diagonal coefficients. Future measurements at FCC-ee and CEPC of eTe™ — ¢/~ in

— 45 —



the vicinity and above the Z pole are also expected to improve the bounds on the diagonal
coefficients [86-88|.

The coefficients ng) and C’Sl) are constrained by all of the observables discussed above,
in addition to the following. Firstly, at low energies, the coefficients contribute to the
neutrino scattering processes v. N — vX at CHARM [177], v, N — vX at CCFR [178|, and
CEvNS at COHERENT [179, 180]. Experiments measuring atomic parity violation [181]
and parity-violating electron-proton [182] and nucleus [183, 184| scattering constrain the
effective weak charge QQys, which can be expressed in terms of the coefficients Cgl) and
C’g’l) However, it is well known that EWPOs at the Z pole, i.e., the total Z width I'z, peak
hadronic cross section Uﬁzgk’o and ratios of hadronic and leptonic partial widths, provide the
dominant constraints. The global fit of [86] requires A 2 6-10 TeV at 90% CL for Cgl) and
C’S’l) . The same work considers the future sensitivity FCC-ee and CEPC to EWPOs and
additional processes such as ete™ — qq, e"e”™ — Zh, ete™ — vivh and ete”™ — WTW ™
away from the Z pole. The sensitivities for the diagonal couplings are extended up to the
tens of TeV. Intriguingly, with the exception of CJ(L?Z) for p = 0 = e, we find that mono-vy plus
F searches at FCC-ee can reach beyond these limits. The greatest potential improvement
is seen in the third generation couplings C’gl) and C’SZ) for p = 0 = 7. For the off-diagonal
couplings of C’Sl) and Cg’l) , we find that cLFV bounds already constrain the scale of new
physics to be A > 164 TeV for p = e and ¢ = p and A 2 8 TeV for the other off-diagonal
combinations, already more stringent than the forecasted mono-y plus £ FCC-ee bounds.

6 Conclusions

HNLs are a well-motivated extension of the SM particle content, which, depending on their
masses, can provide a mechanism that naturally leads to the light neutrino masses, serve as
potential dark matter candidates, and offer insights into the matter-antimatter asymmetry
of the universe via leptogenesis. In general, Majorana or Dirac HNLs can couple to the SM
via active-sterile mixing (V,n) and/or EFT operator coefficients (C;) generated by heavy
dynamics at the high scale A. In Sec. 2, we provide a general framework for including both
non-zero active-sterile mixing and d < 7 vSMEFT coefficients in the theory, requiring the
consistent rotation of the coefficients to the mass basis below the EW scale. In this context,
we analyse the production and decay of HNLs for two proposed centre of mass energies at
FCC-ee, /s = 91.2 GeV (£ = 100 ab™!) and /s = 240 GeV (L = 5 ab~!), and subsequent
final states giving distinct mono-y plus £ and DV signatures. Simple cut-based analyses
are proposed to take advantage of these signatures. Firstly, in Sec. 3.1, the sensitivity of
mono-v plus J searches to Vv for a single Dirac HNL (N) is investigated. In Sec. 3.2, the
sensitivity of mono-v plus F searches to vector, scalar and tensor four-fermion operators
and effective charged- and neutral-current interactions is examined for a pair of Majorana or
Dirac HNLs (N;, @ = 1,2) in the limit of vanishing V. Sensitivities to diagonal (i = j) and
off-diagonal (i # j) couplings are studied alongside the effects of different mass splittings
between the HNL pair. Finally, in Sec. 4, the sensitivity of DV searches is analysed for the
same EFT operators and particle content.
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The reach of mono-y plus J searches at FCC-ee to the electron-flavour active-sterile
mixing Vpy (Fig. 5) lies almost entirely within the region already excluded by existing
searches. However, the EFT operators are generally less constrained by current data, with
mono-y plus /' and DV searches probing unconstrained regions of the parameter space for
Van = 0. The impact of non-vanishing mixing (V,n # 0) on the projected sensitivities is
discussed in Sec. 3.2.2 (mono-y plus F search) and Sec. 4.1.2 (DV search). In Sec. 5, we map
the maximum reach of our proposed searches at FCC-ee to the basis of YSMEFT operators
in Tables 1 and 2, using the matching conditions in App. A. The maximal sensitivities to
the scale of new physics A, assuming one operator at a time, are summarised in Figs. 13,
14 and 15 for the processes eTe™ — NN(v), vN(v) and vv(v), respectively.

Of the vYSMEFT operators contributing to ete™ — NN (7), it can be seen from Fig. 13
that FCC-ee is more sensitive to the less-suppressed d = 6 vector four-fermion operators
Qcn and Qn and the d = 6 bosonic current operator Qpy (in addition to Q.s, Qs
and Qg in the Dirac scenario), with A ~ 1-2 TeV probed by mono-y plus £ searches (an
improvement by a factor of ~ 5 with respect to existing LEP bounds) and A ~ 20-35 TeV by
DV searches. The DV search sets completely new sensitivities with no equivalent existing
bounds. For the coefficient Cyn of the d = 6 operator Qun = (NR%LNR)(HTZ'?“H),
FCC-ee also improves considerably on bounds from invisible decays of T(1S) (BaBar) and
Z (LEP), shown in Fig. 12. The bounds on the d = 7 operators Qe ng and Qiner (QeisNg
and Qsnem in the Dirac scenario) are less stringent due to the additional suppression by
A, but are still appreciable, especially from the DV search.

The situation is analogous for the vYSMEFT operators contributing to ete™ — vN(v),
with the reaches for the d = 6 scalar four-fermion operator Q;n;e and d = 6 bosonic operator
Qe being the most optimistic in Fig. 14, probing A ~ 1.5-2.5 TeV (mono-v plus J search)
and A ~ 30-40 TeV (DV search). The mono-y plus J reaches are again ~ 4-5 times stronger
than existing LEP constraints. While the operator Qgne = (NRvueR)(fITiﬁ“H) in the
Dirac HNL scenario is heavily constrained by existing bounds from NA62, T2K, BEBC,
CHARM, Belle, ATLAS, CMS and PMNS unitarity constraints (Fig. 12), the DV search at
FCC-ee can still reach to currently untested parts of the parameter space. In the Majorana
HNL scenario, the DV search at FCC-ee is expected to not be competitive with bounds from
OvB decay on Qune. The reaches for the d = 7 operators Qinim, Qenig and Q nyi(2) in the
Majorana scenario (Qisifr, Qesig and Q si1(2) n the Dirac scenario) are also considerable.

Finally, there are d < 7 operators in the SMEFT which contribute to eTe™ — vv(7y).
For these, we take into account the interference with the SM when present, which increases
the mono-vy plus F reach for the d = 6 operators Qy, Qe, Qg? and Qg; considerably, as
seen in Fig. 15. For example, the scale of new physics that can be probed for Cgl) and C’Sl)
is A ~ 40-60 TeV, depending on the flavours involved. This can be an order of magnitude
improvement over previous LEP bounds. Furthermore, these sensitivities are comparable
with those from future FCC-ee and CEPC bounds from EWPOs, with bounds on the third
generation couplings from this analysis potentially being an improvement. While they do
not benefit from interference, the scale of new physics A ~ 0.6-1 TeV can still be probed
for the d = 7 operators Qg and Q.gp. In conclusion, this work highlights the potential
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Mass Terms (+ h.c.)

) Parameters )
Operator|Coefficient Matching
Total CP-even
O | =5ML] e (e + 1) [Any (ny, + 1) (O + 5 Cry)
rp rp
2
Oun _[MD]pr 2nyns NyNg _%([Yy]pr — %CUXTH)
On _%[‘\IRLH’ Ns (ns =+ 1) %ns(ns + 1) _%“7[/?}1)1' + 17_) (CA\' + %CVA\'H>
pr pr
— 2 2
Ons _[MS]pr 2”? ng —[Ms]pr + %(Cijr\f + %CS]p\CH)

Table 7: Matching between the terms in the extended neutrino mass matrix M, and the
d <7 vSMEFT operators.

of FCC-ee to probe a wide range of extensions leading to operators in the (v)SMEFT at
low energies. We have performed a comprehensive study of d < 7 operators that can be
probed by mono-vy plus £ and DV signatures.

Acknowledgments

P. D. B. is supported by the Slovenian Research Agency under the research core funding
No. P1-0035 and in part by the research grants N1-0253 and J1-4389. P. D. B. has received
support from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme un-
der the Marie Sktodowska-Curie grant agreement No 860881-HIDDeN. S. K. is supported
by the FWF research group funding FG1 and FWF project number P 36947-N. C. M. is
supported by the Newton International Fellowship (NIF) of the Royal Society, UK with
grant number NIF\R1\221737, he also wants to thank Supriya Senapati for useful dis-
cussions. W. P. is supported by the Excellence Programme of the Hungarian Ministry of
Culture and Innovation under contract TKP2021-NKTA-64. F. F. D. acknowledges support
from the UK Science and Technology Facilities Council (STFC) via the Consolidated Grant
ST/X000613/1.

A Operator Matching and Running

Here, we give the tree-level matching conditions between the coefficients C; of the considered
effective operators at the EW scale O; and the coefficients of the d < 7 yYSMEFT operators
@; in Tables 1 and 2. We show the conditions applicable to the Majorana and Dirac HNL
scenarios considered in this work. In the Majorana scenario, the RH fields Ny are introduced
with the lepton number assignment L(vy) = L(Ng) = +1, and AL = +2 operators are
permitted. In the Dirac scenario, we also introduce the LH fields Sy, with L(Sy) = +1, and
AL = £2 operators are forbidden.

Firstly, in Table 7, we give the matching conditions between the terms in the extended
neutrino mass matrix M, in Eq. (2.2). In Table 8, we show the matching conditions for the
effective W+, Z and h interactions in Eq. (2.14). Finally, in Table 9, we give the matching
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Effective Charged Current N'eWW Couplings (+ h.c.)

) Parameters .
Operator Coefficient Matching
Total |CP-even
? 3 g z
Ol/eW’ ve H %[WL]P“ o {U a L” 2nMe| MwMe _%(5177‘ + Uzcj(tll)) ’ T e 111)
ONeW’ li(zH %[WR]IJM 77{“:%'}[”’ 2ngne| Ngne 2\/>CHN5 > v 0\1751
OSeW’ Osm %[Ws]pra - [” f‘hn 2nsNe| NsNe TCSM ) *2 (us(
pr pr
Effective Neutral Current NN Z Couplings
) Parameters )
Operator | Coefficient Matching
Total| CP-even
2 (1 3
Oy | =921Z00pr | 1% |5mw(nw +1)| 9297 0pr + gz%(Cﬁu) - Cfnu) )
Ol +hc|=gz[Z] ]| 2nums Nyt —9z7, f<( NI +2C \I))
rp
Oz —9z[ZRpr | 02| 5ns(ns +1) ngc'pr
3
Olsz | =921Z55lpr [2ms|  mums 9237 (Con +2C5)
p rp
2
Oéz _QZ[Zg]pr n? %ns (ns + 1) QZ%CII{;?
Effective Higgs NN h Couplings (+ h.c.)
. Parameters )
Operator|Coefficient Matching
Total CP-even
O///[ 7%[\)}1{1}[”‘ ny(ny + 1) %ny(nlj + 1) (( + (9 )( ]H)
pr
Ol | Ve | 2m0ms MM *%([Yu]pr - TCUXﬁ)
O, | =5V [ns(ns + 1) | §ns(ns + 1) v(Cn + v*Cni)
pr pT
Ofvn | —[VExlpr 2n? n? U(CSPJTV + UQCS]PYTH)

Table 8: Matching between the effective W* (top), Z (centre) and h (bottom) interactions
and the d < 7 vSMEFT operators.

conditions for the vector, scalar and tensor four-fermion interactions in Eq. (2.12). In each

table, the operators before the partition are present in the Majorana scenario, with the

AL = +2 operators shaded grey. In the Dirac scenario, the AL = 0 operators above and

below the partition are present. For each operator, we give the total number of parameters,

as well as those which are CP-even, for n, active neutrinos vy and ng gauge-singlet fields

Npg and Sy,

Finally, we comment here that we do not include the effects of RG running in this

analysis.
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Vector Four-Fermion Ne Operators

) Parameters .
Operator |Coefficient Matching (X = R, L)
Total CP-even
V,LX V,LX n2n2 |1
Opé C e nyne Qnyne(nune + 1) Cir ,Cyu +Cy
stt prst prst stpr
AV, RX . YW,RX 2 2 v
O No +hel C vNe 2n,ngn; NyNgng —ﬁ(%\[w , — (/\I/H
1), S I[) /1)
V.RX V,RX 2 9 1
Oy C ning | 5nsne(nsne + 1) Cen » Cin
prst stpr stpr
V,LX V,LX 2 2 v * v *
O the| G [2nunsng MMM V2Cesin - Bl
prst tsrp tsrp
VLX V,LX 2 9 1
Og; Cy nsn:  |5NsNe (nsne + 1) Ces ,Cis
p'rst stpr stpr
Scalar Four-Fermion Ne Operators (+ h.c.
p
) Parameters )
Operator|Coefficient Matching (X = R, L)
Total CP-even
S.LX 1 ~S,.LX 21 2
Oz/( _Cvml nu(nl/ + 1)”6 in/(nll + 1)ne 0, ) 7@ (( /ll‘( II} + C /l{l( I/})
prs < /\/n ptr
S,RX S,RX 2 2
OZ/Ne C'VNe 2nVn8ne nyNsTg ClNle + ClNle ; 0
prst prst srpt
SRX | 1,4S.RX 9l1 9 v
ONe 20N ns(ns + 1)ng | 3ns(ns + 1)ng ’f’( INeH ﬁ(w?\'H
prst “v= {pr}t stpr
S,RX S,RX 2 2
OSNe CSN@ 2n,ngn; NyNsh, fClSNeH ) \/%CelSNH
prst sprt stpr

Tensor Four-Fermion N'e Operators (+ h.c.)

. Parameters i
Operator|Coefficient Matching
Total CP-even
T,LL 1 T,LL 1
Oue (V ve nlj(nl/ - 1)”3 §nl/(nu - 1)”5 %(V///(’H
prst 8v2 s[ptr]
T,RR T,RR 2 2
O, Ne Coie 2n,ngn? NyNsNZ ClNle
prst srpt
T,RR 1 ~T,RR 2|1 2 :
Ow. 5CN. ns(ns — 1)nZ|5ns(ns — 1)ng M’—ﬁ(,]yqft[
prst -
T,RR T,RR 2 2
Ogne Cone 2n,ngn? NyNsNZ 8\[CZSN€H
prst sprt

Table 9: Matching between the vector (top), scalar (centre) and tensor (bottom) four-
fermion interactions and the d < 7 vYSMEFT operators.

has been calculated in [67] and implemented numerically in [185]. In theory, the vSMEFT
coefficients should be run from the scale A down to the EW scale, where they are matched
to the rotated coefficients in Egs. (2.12) and (2.14), according to Tables 7-9. Mixing also
occurs between the d = 6 operators; for example, a non-zero value of Cyn at the scale
A generates the coefficients Cjn, Cen, Cqn, Cun and Cyn at the EW scale. In practice,
because the running is proportional to the U(1)y gauge coupling ¢’, the running and mixing
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is negligible for A ~ 1 TeV. The same argument can be made for the d = 7 operators.

B HNL Production Cross Sections

Here, we provide analytical expressions for the cross sections of the scattering processes
ete” »vr(y), ete” = vN(y) and ete”™ — NN () shown in Fig. 1, which can be induced
by the ¥SMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2 and the resulting effective Lagrangians in
Egs. (2.21) and (2.31) describing Majorana and Dirac HNLs, respectively. For complete
generality”, we derive the leading order (LO) cross sections for the scattering processes,

3+ng 3+ng
EIE; — Z NiNj(y) (Majorana), EIE; — Z NiN;(y) (Dirac), (B.1)
i<j i,J

with the four-momenta assignments p, + pg = p; + pj. In the former case, N; = v; for
i=1,2,3 and N; 3 = N; for i = 1,...n,, where both v; and N; are Majorana fermions. In
the latter case, N; = v; for i = 1,2,3 and N; 3 = N; for i = 1,...n,, where v; are massless
Weyl fermions (or light Dirac fermions, as discussed below Eq. (2.10)) and N; are Dirac
fermions. In order to derive the following expressions, we work in the Feynman gauge and
use the Feynman rule prescription for Majorana fermions in [189).

The differential cross section for the processes in Eq. (B.1), without a photon in the

final state and neglecting the masses of the initial state charged leptons E;rﬁg, can be written
at LO as

d—g—l i%sm m)
deg ~ \2) 1287

y Kl B (mf —m3)? N A(s,mZ,m3) ><’LVRR’ N ‘LVRL}Q)

52 52 jaf ijof

i <1 _ m?img) (‘LSRRF n ‘LSRL‘Z)

ijaf ijaf

2 2 2 2\2 2 2
m; + m3 m; —m5 A(s,ms3 ;M5
16( i i (m; . ]) I ( . >‘LTRR‘

ijaf3

dm;m; V,LR ;V,RR S,LR ; S,RRx
+ Re [QLNe L/\/e *7L/\/e LNe }
ijafB ijaf ijof ijof
2)\2 S m2 m2
I (s, ) (‘LVRRF }LVRL|2 — 4Re [LSRRLI/“\,/}:R*]>]
S ijaf ijaf ijap ijof
+ (L < R), (B.2)

where s = (po +pg)? = (pi+pj)? is the centre of mass energy, A(z,y, 2) = (v —y—2z)* —4yz
is the Kéllén function and ¢y = cos 6, with 6 the angle between the incoming charged lepton

9The following formulae can therefore be applied for a future u*u™ collider [186, 187] or e~ u™ collider,
such as the pyTRISTAN proposal [188].
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ZE and the outgoing A;. In the Dirac case, the coefficients in Eq. (B.2) are given by

VXX _ AVXX X Yy
LN% Dirac C B + XZ[ZN]Z] [Z; ]aﬁ + X%V[W./\/' ]ija,B,
ijo ija
A e LT
S, XX S, XX
L . = CNe o D)N]lj [ye]aﬁ + XW 5 [W ]zja,@ ,
Uaﬁ Dirac ijaB 2M
S, XY _ ~SXY
o ijo
7 LXX CTXX o MU Xy .
/J\Q% Dirac ”aﬂ +Xw 8M2 [ N ]130457 ( )

for X #Y = R, L. The final line in Eq. (B.2) indicates that, for each term, a term with
L < R should be added. We define for convenience,

(Wi lijas = Wirlis WA o (B4)

and use the charged lepton neutral-current and Higgs couplings,

2
e e v 3
(ZFas = 95005, [ZF)as = 95005 — = (Clg] + C)) |

2 af aB
Pl = 5 [elas = 2. (B.5)
where g = =52 and g5 =—1/2+ 52, with s, = sinf,,. The propagator factors
a 92 1 _ 2 1
W= oM+ ity My N T s M2 i My
Xh = ! (B.6)

s— M }% + iPhM h ’
account for the t-channel exchange of W+ and s-channel exchange of Z and h, respectively.
The t-channel combination of four-momenta appearing in x;, can be expressed as

1
tag) = (P = Pa(e)” = (Pi = Pae)” = 5 (m +m? — s+ X3 (s,m?, m? )Ce) (B.7)

in the limit of vanishing initial state masses.
In the Majorana case, the coefficients in Eq. (B.2) are instead given by

VXX _ VXX g MMy XX
A =L% - WX
Z%% Maj Z’?{;% Dirac Xw 2M2 [ ]jzaﬁ ’
V. XY V. XY
Ly =L | = VA ias
”ag Maj 1]a[3 Dlrac
S,XX _ 1 SXX g MMy Xy
L =LY + w i
ijj\i% Maj Z/]\i% Dirac Xw M2 [ N ]leﬁ?
S, XY S, XY
L L ) — 2X [WN ]jia,@ s
”aﬂ Maj Ua,g Dirac
T,XX _ ;T.XX g MMy o Xy
Ly =L — w » B.8
Z'/J\Q% Maj ZJJ\Q% Dirac w SMI%V [ N ]]za,@ ’ ( )
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for X #Y = R, L. The additional terms with respect to Eq. (B.3) involving the effective
W= couplings arise from diagrams where A and N are interchanged in the final state. In
Eq. (B.8), the following replacements should be made in the Dirac coefficients in Eq. (B.3),

CVLX N CV RX* CS LX N CS’ RY x CT LL N OT RRx

) )
Ullﬁ ZJ/J‘a ZJOLB ’LJBCX 7~J045 7«]304

[ZN )i = =281, DN — R - (B.9)

)

By construction, operators containing Py, in the neutrino bilinear (MF/\/}) are not present
in the Majorana case, because they can be always be re-expressed in terms of a bilinear
containing Ppr, which is the convention taken in Eq. (2.21). The Majorana cross section
should also be multiplied by the factor of 1/2 in parenthesis, which takes into account
that the sum over 7,5 in Eq. (B.2) double counts the process e;e; — NN for i # j.
Furthermore, the factor of 1/2 provides the mandatory symmetry factor for identical final
state particles, i.e. £105 — NN for i = j.

To compute the total cross sections as a function of the centre of mass energy, the
differential cross section do/dcy in Eq. (B.2) is integrated over the cg range [—1,1]'°. In the
Dirac case, the LO cross section for E;‘ﬁg — ZL j N;N}, including all interference terms, is

1 1
U(S)‘Dirac = 19271 Z)‘2 (S,m?,m?)
i?j

[1926‘2 MA
X [ S A A

3 , ,
SE b (F% W ijas|” + G | WA Nijas] )

+4<1 m7 +m} B (mi —m3)? ><\LVRR\2+ ‘LVRL}Q)

2 282 ijaf ijaf
e U (g )
ijaf3 1jo
2 9(m2 — m2)2
+16< Lty 2 ngj) )\L%ZR\Q
ijaf

| 12mamg e [ LVLRLVRR* LSLRLSRR*}

waﬂ l]aﬂ ijaf ijap

48G p M2
\@s zja 21(1/3

< + (F9,L% FZR + Gy LY, L: + Frhy L} }ZR> Wy ]maﬂH
ijo ijor e

+ (L + R), (B.10)

where G = 1/(1/2v?) is the Fermi constant and the final line again indicates that additional

10We take the limit D'y < M so that the terms originating from the ¢-channel W exchange can be
performed analytically.
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terms with L <+ R are required. In the Majorana case the cross section given by,

1 0ij \ y 1 2,2
(8)|Maj = @Z (1 — 2]))\2($,miymj)
<J

y [192(;2 2 My,

: ( <|[W Jijas| + ![W/\L/L}ija512>

+GY, (\ (Wi ijas]” + HW/%/R]UW‘Q)

+ Fyjyy Re [[W/{‘}R]mg (WiH 0 + Wit lijas [W/\LfL]ijﬁo‘}
+ G Re [[W,\L/R]ija,a [WﬁL]z’jﬁa] )

+4<1 m2—|—m2 _ (m?—mQ) )(’LVRR‘2+}LVRL|2)

S

2 282 ijaf3 ijof
S,RR S,RL |2
+3(1 ) LN€}+\L *)
ijaf zga
_|_ 2 2(m2 _ m2)2
m; J T,RR |2
+16< - 2 >\L$§% |

]QW%WMI{[LVRRLVRR LKﬁLLVRL LiﬁLLSRR}
5] €

S ijaf 1jBa ijaf 7B ijaf 7B

+ TWR |:L‘J/\f1:R< [W ]zjaﬁ - G&W[W/\]}R]jiaﬁ)

ijaf

V,RL ij
LN% (G&W[W ]zgaﬁ [W ]]zaﬂ)

ijo

ij S,RR S,RL
T Eswk e Wi Tfijyas + G wlxe (Wit Ttisyas
‘+fq%vLTq?qVVRLh}aﬂ}}

ijo

+(a e B, x < x"), (B.11)

where W Jij105 = (W lijas + [WRH jiap and [WiH Tijap = W lijas = [WRH ljias-
In both Egs. (B.10) and (B.11), the coefficients are given by

V.XY V.XY X Y
LN% =Cy; Ne + xz1Z5)ij[Ze lag s
Jo ijo
S, XY S, XY X
Ly = =Cpe ~ Xn Vi lijVelas »
1Jo g
T,.XX TXX
LhAX = C_A/’e ' (B.12)
ijaf ijap

The final line in Eq. (B.11) indicates that for each term, an additional term must be included
with o 3 8 and x > x* in the coefficients in Eq. (B.12). The factors Fy/ and G¥ are given
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2w I
— wiiLis
(1+2wij)2 =Ny 777)7
1 2w 2w
W= - A2 (1 - —wiils
w 2w (1 + 20.)”‘)2 _ )‘ij + zy( (1 n 2wij)2 — Aij Wij zg) ,

.. 2 1 .. 1 2 ..2_)\.,
F%W:Aij(l — ( . + %) U—A?j)Lm‘),

g 1
F&J,—l—i—%—(l—i-wij)l)ij—i-z‘l?j(l—

_1+2wij % w 4w
y 2w w (1 4+ 2w;ii)? — Nij
GY o =2(1—- —— L+ A% (1 8 — Y )L
ww < 1+2wij> i ”( +1—|—2wij< 2w K

Fi, =3+ 2w — 2((1 +w)(1 4 2w — w) + 2w(1 + 2w)A;4‘j)L,~j ,

. 14+ 2w::)2 — \is
GgW:_Aij<1—2wij+2w<1+( T 20g) ”)Li]),

4w
Fiy = —Ai(1+3wLy),

SN2 Y.
(1 + 2w;;) A”)L
2w

Fry = 84j; (wz’j t5 <1 - ij> ) (B.13)

where we define,

o REAA o 7 g o mimj
)\i]’:T7 wij:w—T, AZ]: 9 gV N (B14)
and,
L = ! log<1+2wij+ )\ij) (B.15)
Zj_\/)\ij 1—|—2wij—,/)\ij ’ .

for convenience.

Using Eq. (B.10), we can calculate the cross section for the SM process £ 07 — > v,
where the neutrinos are massless Weyl fermions with vy, = Prdp;v;. The SM charged- and
neutral-current couplings in Eq. (2.19) are inserted into Eq. (B.10) and the limit m;, m; — 0
taken. This yields the well-known LO result

G2 M} . . 1 1+w
o9yt = CEnE N () + (65280 + 6cb (14 5 (1w tog (5))

e 2 2 lt+w

+ 3Xx297.Co008 (3 + 2w — 2(1 +w)”log (w))} , (B.16)

with w = M3, /s and

52 s(s — M2)

= = . B.17

MT G- MR TzMp2 T (s M2+ (T7My)? S0

The first term in Eq. (B.16) corresponds to s-channel Z exchange, the second to t-channel
W+ exchange, and the last to the interference between the two contributions. The cross
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section in Eq. (B.16) is also applicable for light Majorana or Dirac neutrinos with non-zero
active-sterile mixing, as long as the PMNS mixing matrix is approximately unitary. For
non-zero EFT interactions, Egs. (B.10) and (B.11) provide the leading interference effects
between the SM and heavy new physics contributions to the process £1¢; — > v, which
we make use of in Sec. 5.

The expressions in Egs. (B.10) and (B.11) can also be used to compute the cross section
for the processes (i¢; — > . viN; (Majorana) and (55 — 3=, v;N; + 7;N; (Dirac)
induced by the active-sterile mixing Vi n;. In both cases, the total cross section is

G2 M4
()] e = =2 Vo, P(1 — )
0J

6ms
<=+ ma(? + 65
+6c4(5 +63,) 1+i— 1+w—% L;:
w\ ap P 20 ) )
+ GXQQEC?U(SQ/@(SQP (3 +2w—y; —21+w)(l+w-— yj)Lij)} , (B.18)

where L;; = log[(1+w—y;)/w]/(1—y;), and x1, x2 are given in Eq. (B.17). Asin Eq. (B.16),
the first and second terms in parenthesis in Eq. (B.18) correspond to Z and W# exchange,
respectively, and the last term to Z — W¥ interference.

Using Egs. (B.10) and (B.11), we now explore the contributions of EFT operators to
the single and pair production of HNLs. In Fig. 16 (left) we plot the LO cross section for the
process ete™ — NjNjy as a function of /s, turning on one off-diagonal four-fermion and
effective Z coupling at a time. In the same plot, we show the cross section for ete™ — v, No
induced by the effective W= coupling. The benchmark values of the couplings are

CIZVRR CéRR C?ng =1TeV 2, Wi, (2812 =1072, (B.19)
and two mass splitting ratios § are chosen for Majorana or Dirac HNLs; § = 1 (or equiv-
alently, my, = 0) and 6 = 0.1. For comparison, we also plot the SM prediction for
ete” — > v in Eq. (B.16) and the total hadronic cross section ete™ — ¢, neglecting
quark masses and QCD corrections.

As expected, the impact of the effective Z interaction is maximised near the Z pole,
while the cross sections for the four-fermion and effective W# interactions grow linearly
and logarithmically with s, respectively. In Fig. 16 (right), we plot the same cross sections
as a function of my, for a fixed value of the centre of mass energy, /s = 91.2 GeV. In both
plots, the impact of the mass splitting § is apparent. In the left plot, the minimum value
of v/s required to produce Ny and Na, /s > mp, +mpn, = mn,(2—J), can be seen. In the
right plot, this is equivalent to the upper limit my, < 1/s/(2 — 9) for fixed /s and 4.

In Fig. 16, the cross sections for the production of Dirac (solid and dashed lines) and
Majorana HNLs (dot-dashed and dotted lines) are compared. With the normalisation of
the Lagrangians in Egs. (2.21) and (2.31) (in particular, we note the prefactor of 1/2 for
the scalar and tensor Majorana operators), the cross sections for 1 ¢; — NN, (Majorana)
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Figure 16: (Left) LO total cross sections o(s) as a function of /s for ete™ — NNy,
induced by the off-diagonal four-fermion and effective Z couplings, and ete™ — v,.No,
induced by the effective W* coupling. (Right) The same cross sections, but as a function
of mp, for \/s = 91.2 GeV. The cross sections are plotted for Dirac and Majorana N and
two values of the mass splitting ratio .

and £505 — N;N; + N;N; (Dirac) with i # j, coincide!! in the limit m;, m; — 0 for the

same values of C’X/fR, C’S’f’R, C’T’ER

, W/{} and Zf}. The differences in the cross sections
now arise solely from the Dirac versus Majorana nature of the HNLs. For § = 1, the Dirac
and Majorana cross sections are identical, while for § = 0.1, the vector four-fermion and
effective Z interaction induced cross sections fall off faster in the Majorana case compared
to the Dirac case. This is because, in the Majorana case, there are additional interference
terms proportional to ~ miije[(CX,’fR)Q] and ~ m;m;Re[(Z§)?], which vanish when
one of the outgoing states is massless (0 = 1), but result in a reduced cross section for
m; ~ m;. Such terms are not present for single single scalar or tensor coefficients.

In Fig. 17, we plot the cross sections for the processes eTe™ — NoNy (Majorana) and
ete™ — N3N, (Dirac) induced by the diagonal four-fermion and effective Z interactions,

taking the benchmark coupling values

V,RR  ~S,RR ~T,RR -2 R -2
CNe  CRe s Cne " =1TeV2, [Z]oa =1077. (B.20)
22ee 22ee 22ee
With the choice of normalisation of the Majorana and Dirac Lagrangians, it can be seen
that the vector four-fermion and effective Z cross sections again coincide in the massless
limit. However, this is no longer true for the scalar and tensor operators. In the Majorana

. . . T,RR . . : .
scenario, the diagonal tensor coupling C},"" and associated cross section vanishes, while

" There is an interesting exception for the cross sections E;Eg — v;v; (Majorana) and Zié; — ViU + V50
(Dirac). If the coefficients [W;%];o are non-zero for general 4 and «, t-channel diagrams with the SM charged-
current at one vertex and W,F at the other give different overall cross sections in the Majorana and Dirac
cases, even neglecting the neutrino masses. This is the result of the additional term in Eq. (B.11) with
respect to Eq. (B.10) that is proportional to G%W, which does not vanish in the m;, m; — 0 limit.
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Figure 17: LO cross sections for ete™ — NyNo, induced by the diagonal couplings of the
four-fermion and effective Z interactions, shown as a function of my, for /s = 91.2 GeV
and the Dirac and Majorana scenarios.

the cross section via Cf,’fR is a factor of two smaller in the Majorana case compared to the
Dirac case. The Majorana cross sections via C’]‘\/,’ER and Zﬁ can again be seen to fall off
faster as a function of my, compared to the Dirac cross sections.

In this work, the 2 — 2 cross sections above are used to estimate the sensitivity of DV
signatures at FCC-ee to the vSMEFT operators in Table 1. However, for the complementary
mono-vy signature, the cross sections in Eq. (B.1) with a photon in the final state are
required. For these 2 — 3 processes, diagrams such as those in Fig. 1 contribute. Additional
diagrams with the photon attached to the other incoming charged lepton should be included.
Finally, for the t-channel diagram induced by the effective W interactions, a diagram must
be added with the photon attached to the intermediate W*. In previous analyses, the
contribution from this diagram has been neglected due to the suppression from two W+
propagators. Following this approximation and taking only the leading contributions from
initial state radiation, the mono-y cross sections can be obtained from o(s) in Egs. (B.10)
and (B.11) with

d*o (sl _m)gw (1—=z,)% 1

—B2e2°
dzdcy 7r T 1 —Bzcs

(B.21)

where o = €?/(4r) is the QED fine-structure constant, z, = 2E,/+/s is the fraction of the
beam energy carried away by the photon and c, = cosf,, with 6, the angle of the photon
with respect to the beam axis. The differential cross section in Eq. (B.21) follows the usual
dependence on z, and cy. In all cases, the cross section peaks at z, ~ 0 and ¢, ~ £1. For
the four-fermion operators, the cross section decreases monotonically with ., while for the
s-channel diagram induced by the effective Z coupling, there is an additional peak at . ~
1—M?2/s. In Sec. 5, it is convenient to perform the change of variables (z-,cy) = (ph, ¢y) to
implement the p). > 1 GeV cut. This can be done with the replacement E, = p7./(/1 — c?,
and multiplying Eq. (B.21) by the appropriate Jacobian factor.
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For the full analysis of the mono-v plus J signature, it is necessary to apply cuts on the
outgoing photon energy E., transverse momentum p7., and angle 6. In order to do this,
we simulate the eTe™ — ANy process in MadGraph5_aMCONLO [190]. We implemented
the Lagrangians in Eqs. (2.21) and (2.31) in Feynrules [191| model files, which were then
converted to UFO files for input to MadGraph. In the Dirac scenario, all of the effective
operators in Eq. (2.31) can be simulated. However, MadGraph does not support multi-
fermion interactions with the violation of fermion-flow [190]. One way to circumvent this
limitation is to add heavy fields to the model file which, when integrated out, produce the
four-fermion operators in the Majorana case [192].

However, we use a simpler method to reproduce the Majorana cross sections for the
four-fermion operators. In the Feynrules model file, the Majorana Lagrangian is written
identically to the Dirac Lagrangian, and SelfConjugate -> False is taken for the states
N; and Nj. However, one can make the replacements in Eq. (B.9) for the four-fermion
operators containing Py, in the neutrino bilinear (MF/\G) Then, the Majorana cross section
for f;rﬁg — NiNj(v) can be correctly reproduced for i = j and ¢ # j by simulating
lily — NiNi(7) and €565 — NiNj(v) + NiNj(7), respectively. To finalise the procedure,
all four-fermion couplings should be multiplied by 1/ V/2; at the cross section level, the
resulting factor of 1/2 provides the necessary symmetry factor for i = j and takes into
account the double counting inherent in the simulated process above for i # j. For the
effective Z and W interactions, we can simply set SelfConjugate -> True.

Before concluding this appendix, we briefly discuss the applicability of the EFT for-
malism. As discussed in Sec. 2.2, the vYSMEFT operators can be the result of UV physics
at tree-level, one-loop or multiple loops. The simplest scenarios are UV completions with s-
and t-channel contributions to E;FEE — NiNj(7), such as those shown in Fig. 3. In the case
of the heavy vector boson mediator B, the propagator of the full scattering cross section
can be expanded for /s < Mp as

1 1 s
s — M2 +iT'pMp __]\4123+0<]\4z23>’ (B.22)
which gives the same result as integrating B out of the full theory, matching to the vYSMEFT
coefficient C.n and then to the rotated vSMEFT coefficient CX;BRR, which is inserted into
Eq. (B.10) or (B.11). The same expansion can be performed for ¢-channel and one-loop

cross sections in the UV theory. The EFT is then only valid for /s sufficiently smaller than
M, where M is the generic heavy mediator mass; /s < M/3 is sufficient not to observe, for
example, the resonant and logarithmic scaling of s- and ¢-channel cross sections, respectively.
The naive scale of new physics A is related to M via UV couplings and 1/(1672) loop factors.
However, decreasing the couplings and increasing the number of loop factors only increases
the size of A with respect to M. Therefore, the condition A = 3+/s also applies for the EFT
to be valid.

C HNL Decay Rates

The v*SMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2 and resulting effective Lagrangians in Egs. (2.21)
and (2.31), which are relevant for the production of HNLs via the processes in Eq. (B.1),
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N Decays

Operator (?)mex <1 GeV? | (¢2)™ > 1 GeV? | (¢?)max > M2, M2, M?
Chine NiNeN; NiNeN; NiNeN
CyY, oy, o™ Nt b} Ntz 0} Ntz b}
-t =0t
WL Nitals Nita'6; Fw
’ (TP vE C=ud (Cad) ¢
NiNeN; NiNeN;
[Z3¢)is Nitg b} Nitg b} Niz
N;iPO/VO Niqq
NiNN; NiNeN;
Viclis Nl tf Nitgtd Nih
N; PY Niqq

Table 10: Majorana HNL decays induced by the vYSMEFT operators in Tables 1, for three

different ¢? regimes.

can also lead to their decay, as depicted in Fig. 2. Here, we review the possible decay modes,
which are summarised in Table 10, and give approximate formulae for the decay rates.

All of the operators in Egs. (2.21) and (2.31) induce the decay N; — N;e~e™. For the
four-fermion operators, we take all coefficients except o« = 8 = e to vanish, so this is the
only available decay channel. However, the effective Z and h interactions can also mediate
Nj = Nyl tF for a = p, 7, while the effective W= interactions can lead to N; — Mﬁ;ﬁ;
with @ = e and 8 = p, 7. In the Majorana case, N; — ./\/%;6:{ with o = p, 7 and 3 = e is
also possible. Assuming that the HNL mass is well below the EW scale, the decay rates for
these processes are given by'?

_ N.m
F(AG %Mfafﬁ) =

5
c; i V,RR|2 V,RL |2
T 153673 [Iia (lLNf + ‘LNf

ijaB ijof
1/ 5RR2 S,RL|2 T,RR |2
+4<}LN]; +yLM; >+12]LNJ; |
o 1 1jo

— I3 Re| LY LY

ijafB

Nf 2

ijaf

1 _SLR ;S RR+

— ISR }
ijapf ijaf

+(L < R), (C.1)

for f = e = £ and the number of colors N, = 1. The coefficients are given in the Dirac and
Majorana cases by Egs. (B.3) and (B.8), respectively, with the following limit taken for the

12Tn Eq. (C.1), we also neglect interference terms which become important near the kinematic threshold
m; ~ m; +Mq + mg.
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propagator factors in Eq. (B.6),

2 2
g Z
XW =~ XZ = 5, Xh— — . (C.2)
2M§V M% M,%

This is equivalent to matching the YSMEFT to vLEFT operators (for which W+, Z and h
are integrated out) at the EW scale and neglecting QED corrections [52]. In Eq. (C.1), we
use the shorthands Iia’B = I (Yi, Ya, yp) and Igﬁi = I3(Ya, Y3, yi), where yx = mx/m; and
the functions I1(z,y, z) and I3(x,y, z) are given by,

(1-2z)?
Nz, y,2) = 12 / B 1422 sy s —a® — )AL s, 22)AB (5,02, o)
(z+y)2 S
(l—z)2 ds ) L
Bie o) =20z [T st - M (L N (s, 0P). (C.3)
(z+y)2 S

While Eq. (C.1) is a good approximation for HNLs in the GeV range, for masses closer to
the W+, Z and h masses, we implement a more accurate estimate of I'(N; — /\/’Mgﬁ;)
retaining full dependence on the propagators, discussed further below Eq. (C.14).

The effective W=, Z and h interactions also lead to the decays of HNLs to quarks. For
maximum momentum transfers to the ¢g system above the QCD scale ~ 1 GeV, the quarks
do not hadronise and appear as jets in the final state. Firstly, the effective W+ couplings
induce the process Nj — {5 u,d, with

_ N.m?
_ B ] o (17V,RL |2 V,LL |2 o V,RL ;V,LLx
F(N? - eauPdU) T 153675 |:pr (}Le./\[ud} + ‘Le./\fud ) B Ig “Re |:Le/\('ud Le./\[ud:|:| )
ajpo ajpo ajpoc  ajpo
(C.4)
for N, = 3 and,
VXL — g X1x C
eNud — [W/\/]javpav ( .5)

2
N 2M2,

where V' is the CKM matrix, defined to rotate the LH down-type quark fields to the mass
basis as dr, = PrV,sd,. For Majorana HNLs, the decay ./\/J — f;ﬂpda is also possible,
with a decay rate equal to Eq. (C.4). Likewise, the effective Z and h couplings induce the
process Nj — N;qags with the decay rate given by Eq. (C.1) with f = g and N, = 3, where
a,B8 =u,cforg=wand o, =d,s,b for ¢ = d. In the Dirac scenario, the coefficients are

2
vXy _ 9 X Y sxy _ 1
Ly, =- 51723120 lass Ly =73

M2 q V¥iiValas, L =0, (C.6)

q

2
ijof ijof h ijafB

where

[Zf]aﬁ = g?{&aﬁ ) [ZqL]a,B = g%‘saﬂ )
Me 1 M

Yulap = —0ap, [Vilap = —=[Yalap =

e 7 Sas (C.7)

v
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with g% = —2s2,/3, g = 1/2—2s% /3, g% = s2,/3 and g% = —1/2+ s2 /3. In the Majorana
scenario, the coefficients are equal to Eq. (C.6) with the replacements [Zx];; — —[Zj{tﬂ;‘j
and (Vi — [yj\"}];‘j. Following the approach of [22], large QCD corrections to decays
with outgoing quarks are taken into account by multiplying Eqgs. (C.1) and (C.4) by the
factor [193]

r - + hadr. : :
(T — vr + ?r) :1+%+5,20%+26.4a—§. (C.8)
Zq F(T - Vr+ Uq)’tree T i "

1+ AQCD =

where the strong coupling constant oy is evaluated at the maximum momentum transfer
to the outgoing quarks; (¢2)™* = (m; —mq)? for Nj — lyu,d, and (¢%)™ = (m; —m;)?
for Nj — NigaGps-

Finally, we comment that some of the YSMEFT operators in Tables 1 and 2 generate
four-neutrino operators below the EW scale. These operators do not contribute to HNL
production, but can induce their decay. For example, in the Majorana scenario, Q;n and
Qg induce the operators (’)VRL (NR’YMNR)(I/L’}/'“I/L) and (’)V]\I,%VL (7§ yuNRr)(Pry* V1),
respectively, both of which contribute to OVRR (Nrv,NR)(NrY*NR). The operator
OxfffR can be rotated to the mass basis accordmg to Eq. (2.3) and the decay rate for
N; — NiNpN; calculated. An analogous operation can be performed in the Dirac case.
However, when the active-sterile mixing is negligible, it is sufficient to estimate these decay
rates as Nj — Njvqg, using Eq. (C.1) with f = v, N, =1 and yo = yg = 0. Only the

coefficients

Ly, =0 " - Mﬂ%%ﬂ%m (C.9)

ijap ijap

are non-zero, with [ZL] = g¥§,5. The coefficients Cin, Cinig (and Cjg, Cigpyr in the Dirac
case) are matched to CX/XL in a similar manner to the matching of these operators to
C)\//fL, and rotated to the mass basis analogously to Eq. (2.20). For Majorana HNLs, the
replacements in Eq. (B.9) with e — v should again be made. Ultimately, the HNL decay
width from Cjy, for example, is twice as large as that from C,.n for m; > m; + 2me.,
because the decay N; — N;v i is open with an equal rate to N; — N;e"e™.

We now summarise the two-body HNL decays induced by the effective W+, Z and h
interactions. If the maximum momentum transfer (¢2)™2* of the process is instead below
the QCD scale, the final-state quarks hadronise to form mesons. Thus, the effective W+
interactions lead to the decay of HNLs to charged pseudoscalar and vector mesons, N; —
(5 Pt and Nj — €5V, respectively, with the lightest states being P* = {7*, K*, D* D¥}

and V* = {p*, K**}. The decay rates for these processes are
GHIEm; | Vaal*

D(N; = 4, PT) = o

N5 (1,2, 5B) | F (s ye) (| W85l + W)
+ dyaypRe| Wi W] (C10)
GEfirm3|[Vyql?

DN = L,V = or

A%(l,yivy%)[G(ya,yv)(\ Wijal” + WiHjal )

— 12yt Re [ Wi WA | (C11)
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where F(z,y) = 1 —y* — 2?2 — 2% +¢?), G(z,y) = (1 —y*)(1 +2¢%) + 2?(2? + y* - 2),
and the pseudoscalar and vector form factors are defined via (0| ¢y,v5¢|P) = ifpp, and
(0] qyuq |V) = ifymye,, respectively. The values taken for these form factors are given in
Table IV of [142]. The appropriate CKM matrix element Vg should be used depending
on the quark content of the meson. For Majorana HNLs, the effective W™ couplings also
induce the decays N; — ¢ P~ and N; — ¢{V~ with the same rates as Eq. (C.10).

The effective Z interactions also lead to the decay of HNLs to neutral pseudoscalar
and vector mesons, N; — N;P? and N; — N;VY, respectively, with PY = {n% n, 7'} and
VY = {p,w,¢}. These have the decay rates

TG — NGP°) = 02@07’2:"%@,.1;3,;/%) Fiye) (1128051 + 12K %)
+ dyaypRe 1281412515 | (C.12)
L(N; = AGV0) = Wxéu,yf,y% (Gl (128" + 12Kl
—12yiRe|1Z012605]] . (©13)

where the ky factors arise from the light quark composition of the vector mesons and take
the values k, = 1 — 252, k, = —252 /3 and ks = —v/2(1/2 — 252 /3) [25]. The contribution
of the effective h interaction to N; — N;PY is suppressed by the light quark masses and is
therefore neglected.

Finally, for O(100) GeV HNL masses, the effective W=, Z and h interactions enable the
two-body decays N; — (W', N; — N;Z and Nj — N;h, when the momentum transfer
¢? exceeds the on-shell production thresholds of W+, Z and h. The decay rates are

Grm?
DG = (W) = <228 (002w [ Gl o) (| W3 + [ )

~ 1290y Re [ (Wl WH5] |

G m3 1
DG = MiZ) = 205 (10205 | Gloes w2) (12857 + (2K 7)
— 12yZyZRe[ ZN ij Z/\/’ ]H
DN = Nih) = 22208 (1 g2 o) [ (1= o + o) (| + DRl

+ayiRe| D 45| (C.14)

The three-body decays Nj — N; fo fs (for f = £,u,d), Nj =  u,dy and Nj — NiNi N are
implemented with the full propagator structure of the intermediate states W+, Z and h. For
momentum transfers larger than My, Mz and M, these expressions already account for the
two-body decay rates above; for (¢?)™%* > MVQV, M%, M ,f, the integration over phase space
is dominated by the propagator poles. In this regime, the narrow width approximation
(NWA) can be used. For (¢?)™® < MZ,, M%, M2, the total HNL width is given in the
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Figure 18: (Above) Branching ratios of the decays No — e X for non-zero values of the
coefficient [W#]s. and for Majorana (dashed) and Dirac (solid) HNLs. (Below) Branching
ratios of the decays No — N1 X for non-zero values of [Z]@]lg, for the mass splitting ratios

§ =1 (left) and 6 = 1072 (right).

Majorana case by

TN lyiag = 2 TAaNeni + D Dt
i<k<l i,a,8

+ Z [@i]‘ Z L po + O Z Lapvo + (1 = ©4) Z FMqaqg]
i PO Vo p

+2) [@aj D Typi +00i> Ty + (1= 6045) rga_upgg] ., (C.15)
[e% P+ V+ p,o

and in the Dirac case by,

FM |Dirac = Z FMNkM + Z FNM;K}'

i<kl i,

+ Z |:®ij ZFMPO + Gij ZPMVO + (1 — @ij) ZFNiqa@;:|
i PO Vo

a’/B

+) [eaj D T pi +00; Y Tpps + (1—64)) Zreaupdo] . (C.16)
@ P+ V+ p,0
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where we introduce the shorthand I'y = I'(N; — X) and
(my —ma)?

Ow=0(1-—7——]. C.17

b ( 1 GeV? ( )

When (¢%)™a exceeds MI%Vv M% and M}%, the contributions of W*, Z and h can be replaced
by the NWA expression, respectively. For (¢?)™* > MI%V’ M%, M }%, this can be written as

4
F%}’VA = r}”\/j + (2)T =+ Z BRy+_x + Tz Z BRz_.x + s Z BRj_x, (C.18)
X X X

where F% is the contribution of only the four-fermion operators to Eq. (C.15) or (C.16).
The factor of two in parentheses is necessary for the Majorana HNL decay rate. In
Eq. (C.18), the decays of W*, Z and h also include the channels W+ — NifE, Z — NiN;
and h — N;Nj, respectively, with rates given by

GrM3 m? + m> m? —m?2)?

D(W* = Nith) =

12m;mg

2 m2
SIS R W B, s W | a2 (1, 22 5
+ MI%V e[[ /\/—]ﬁ[ N]zﬂ:|:| 2 ,Ma/jMI%V ’

T(Z = NiN;) = (1 _ 5@']') GpM3 [(2_ m7 +m3 B (m? _m?)2>(\[2ﬁ/]¢j\2+ \[Zﬁ/]ij\2>

2 ) 6v2r M2 M}
12mm; Ly Ry |32 (1 M8 Tﬁ
+ M% Re[[ZN]U [Z/\/']z]]:|)‘2 (17 M%’ M% )
8i \ M my +mj 2 2
L'(h — NNj) = < - ;)W [(1 - Ms]> <|D’f\7]ia‘]‘ + | [Vis]| )
_ dm;m; m? m?

e [0kl [ (1 5. 55 ) - (a9

Including all possible final states, the branching ratios in Eq. (C.18) sum to unity and the
total HNL decay width is just the sum of three-body decays, induced by the four-fermion
operators, and the two-body decays in Eq. (C.14).

We now briefly explore the branching ratios of HNL decays via the operators of interest
in this work. In particular, the decay mode with e~e™ in the final state, which is considered
as the displaced vertex signature in Sec. 4. For the majority of the four-fermion operators,
this is the only decay mode present, giving BR(Ny — Nie~e') = 1. However, as discussed
below Eq. (C.9), some of the YSMEFT operators induce the decay No — Njv,Ue, resulting
in BR(Ny — Nie~e™) = 1/2. Finally, we show in Fig. 18 the branching ratios resulting
from the effective W* (above) and Z (below) interactions. Clearly, the presence of more
decay modes lead the branching ratios to depend on the mass of Ny, with BR(Ny — ve~e™)
and BR(Ny — Nje~e™) decreasing for HNL masses above the production thresholds for
hadronic final states. For large my,, the branching ratios plateau at the values BR(Ny —
veet) ~ 1/9 and BR(N2 — Nie“e') ~ 3.4 x 1072, In the case of the effective Z
interaction, the branching fractions also depend on the mass splitting ratio. For small §
(right), the kinematic thresholds are pushed to larger values of my,, while a difference in
the branching ratios of Dirac (solid) and Majorana (dashed) Ny becomes evident.
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