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The transition magnetic moment between active and sterile neutrinos is theoretically well-
motivated scenario beyond the Standard Model, which can be probed in cosmology, astro-
physics, and at terrestrial experiments. In this work, we focus on the latter by examining
such an interaction at proposed lepton colliders. Specifically, in addition to revisiting LEP,
we consider CEPC, FCC-ee, CLIC, and the muon collider, motivated by the potential real-
ization of any of them. Within the effective field theory framework, we present parameter
regions that can be probed, highlighting the dependence on the lepton flavor interacting with
the sterile neutrino. By including several new processes with large sterile neutrino produc-
tion cross sections at high-energy lepton colliders, we find that the expected sensitivity for
the active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment can reach dγ ≃ O(10−7) GeV−1.

I INTRODUCTION

Sterile neutrinos are a well-motivated extension of the Standard Model (SM) that can explain
nonzero neutrino masses via the seesaw mechanism [1–4] and the baryon asymmetry of the Uni-
verse through leptogenesis [5, 6]. In standard scenarios, sterile neutrinos interact with the SM
only through mixing, which poses significant challenges to their discovery prospects in the viable
parameter space for the low-scale seesaw [7–9]. However, the discovery potential improves if sterile
neutrinos have additional types of interaction, with the gauge-invariant neutrino magnetic moment
portal being particularly appealing. Namely, since neutrinos in the SM possess a nonzero magnetic
moment [10–13], it is expected that, if sterile neutrinos exist, an active-to-sterile neutrino transi-
tion magnetic moment arises. Such an interaction was comprehensively studied in the context of
cosmological, astrophysical, and terrestrial probes; see e.g. [14, 15] and references therein.

The constraints associated with terrestrial experiments have the smallest uncertainties, making
these probes particularly robust. Among them, in the present work, we will focus on the energy
frontier by studying collider prospects for the neutrino magnetic moment portal. Our primary focus
will be on the proposed lepton colliders: CEPC, FCC-ee, CLIC, and the muon collider (MuC). We
will examine a number of sterile neutrino production channels at these experiments, focusing on
the parameter space where sterile neutrinos decay promptly, within the central detector. We will
present expected sensitivity for several previously unexplored channels and discuss their dependence
on center-of-mass energy and the lepton flavor interacting with the sterile neutrino.

Our study builds upon the earlier analyses that we summarize here. In Ref. [14], based on
the LEP cross section limits [16], constraints on the transition neutrino magnetic moment were
derived using analytical methods; in Ref. [17], LEP was revisited and projections for CEPC [18]
were derived. In Ref. [19], the displaced vertex signature arising from sterile neutrino decay was
explored for several colliders. Ref. [20] (see also [21] for the SM neutrino magnetic moment) focused
on the MuC [22] and introduced a channel featuring fusion of γ/Z and a neutrino. The fusion of
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W± boson and a charged lepton, as well as vector boson fusion process, are also important at
high-energy lepton colliders for the model under consideration, as we will demonstrate in this
work.

This work is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce the theoretical framework used
to discuss relevant sterile neutrino production and decay channels. Section III outlines the details
of our analysis, with additional information elaborated in the Appendix. Section IV presents the
main results, and Section V provides our conclusions.

II THE MODEL

In this work we consider the active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment which arises
from the following dimension-6 operators, defined above the electroweak scale [14, 15]

L ⊃ cB
Λ2

g′BµνLH̃σµνN +
cW
Λ2

gW a
µνσ

aLH̃σµνN + h.c. . (1)

Here, H, L, and N are the Higgs field, the lepton doublet, and the sterile neutrino, respectively,
and N is assumed to be of Majorana nature. Further, g and g′ are SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge
couplings, Λ is the energy scale at which UV complete model is realized, cB and cW are Wilson
coefficients, σa represents Pauli matrices, H̃ = iσ2H∗ is the conjugate Higgs field and Wµν , Bµν

are field strength tensors.

Below the electroweak symmetry breaking scale the above terms can be written as

L ⊃ v√
2

cW
Λ2

gW−
µν ℓ̄Lσ

µνN +
v√
2

(cB
Λ2

g′ cos θw +
cW
Λ2

g sin θw

)
Fµν ν̄Lσ

µνN

+
v√
2

(
−cB
Λ2

g′ sin θw +
cW
Λ2

g cos θw

)
Zµν ν̄Lσ

µνN + h.c. , (2)

where now charged lepton (ℓ) and neutrino (ν) fields appear as well as the field strength tensors
associated to the photon, Z and W boson. Here, v = 246 GeV is the vacuum expectation value of
the Higgs field and θw is the weak mixing angle.

Using the following abbreviations

dγ =
ev√
2Λ2

(cB + cW ) ,

dZ =
ev√
2Λ2

(cW cot θw − cB tan θw) ,

dW =
ev√

2Λ2 sin θw
cW , (3)

where e = g sin θw = g′ cos θw was used, we can express the Lagrangian as

L ⊃ dγFµν ν̄Lσ
µνN + dWW−

µν ℓ̄Lσ
µνN + dZZµν ν̄Lσ

µνN + h.c. . (4)

The first term in Eq. (4) describes the active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment.
For brevity, we have omitted flavor indices in the above equations. We will assume that sterile
neutrino interacts in a flavor-specific way with dαγ denoting transition magnetic moment between
sterile neutrino and a neutrino of flavor α (α = e, µ, τ). When presenting results, we will emphasize
which generation of leptons the derived sensitivities apply to.
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FIG. 1. Upper (lower) panels show cross sections with cB/Λ
2 = 1/(30 TeV)2 (after generator-level cuts

discussed in Appendix B) for various sterile neutrino production channels, evaluated for e+e− (µ+µ−) collider
at low (high) center-of-mass energy

√
s. Notice the relative suppression of the cross sections corresponding

to the 2-3 and 2-4 processes (colors other than blue) at smaller
√
s as well as their relevance for

√
s ≳ 1

TeV. The narrow dip in panel (a) arises from absence of sterile neutrino production via the Z resonance for
dZ = 0 (cW /cB = 0.286).

II.1 Sterile neutrino production

The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the 2-2 process for sterile neutrino production are shown
in Fig. 2. In the s-channel, together with sterile neutrino, neutrino and antineutrino of any flavor
α can be produced. The analytical results for the cross section, calculated by taking into account
both s-channel and t-channel diagrams, are shown in Appendix A.

At high-energy colliders, in addition to the 2-2 process, other channels become relevant as
well. Specifically, γ/Z-ν [20] and W -ℓ fusion lead to the 2-3 processes, ℓ+ℓ− → NWℓ and ℓ+ℓ− →
N(Z/γ)ν, shown in the left and middle panels of Fig. 3 for µ+µ− initial states. As can be seen from
these two diagrams, in such realizations, sterile neutrinos can only be produced if they interact with
the charged lepton and neutrino flavor that matches the flavor of the initial states. Moreover, there
are vector boson fusion channels (2-4 processes), and a representative diagram for these processes
is shown in the right panel of Fig. 3. It should be noted that this diagram contributes regardless
of whether the lepton flavor interacting with the sterile neutrino matches the flavor corresponding
to the initial states.

In Fig. 1, we present the cross section for various sterile neutrino production channels, including
aforementioned 2-2, 2-3 and 2-4 processes. In each panel, the cross section is shown as a function
of cW /cB and for a specific value of sterile neutrino mass, mN , and center-of-mass energy

√
s. It
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FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams corresponding to the s-channel (left panel) and t-channel (right panel) 2-2
process for sterile neutrino production at lepton colliders. In addition to sterile neutrino, N , SM neutrino
is produced as well. The black blobs represent the insertion of the dimension-6 operators (see Eq. (2)).
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FIG. 3. Representative diagrams for 2-3 (left and middle panels) and 2-4 (right panel) processes for sterile
neutrino production at the proposed MuC.

is evident from the lower panels that 2-3 and 2-4 processes become relevant for O(TeV) values of
center-of-mass energy. Note that panel (a) in Fig. 1 contains only 3 lines since, at

√
s = 91 GeV

and with mN = 10 GeV, production of W and Z boson is kinematically forbidden. The narrow
dip in this panel arises from absence of sterile neutrino production via the Z resonance.

II.2 Sterile neutrino decay

There are three sterile neutrino decay channels, N → νγ, N → νZ and N → ℓ±W∓, with the
following decay rates

ΓN→νγ =
d2γm

3
N

2π
,

ΓN→νZ =
d2Z

4πm3
N

(
m2

N −m2
Z

)2 (
2m2

N +m2
Z

)
,

ΓN→ℓ±W∓ =
d2W

4πm3
N

√(
(mℓ −mW )2 −m2

N

)(
(mℓ +mW )2 −m2

N

)
×
(
2
(
m2

ℓ −m2
N

)2 −m2
W

(
m2

ℓ +m2
N

)
−m4

W

)
. (5)
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Here, mℓ, mW and mZ are charged lepton, W boson and Z boson mass, respectively. When
mN ≫ 100 GeV, the branching ratio for a particular decay channel is approximately equal to

Br(N → fV ) ≃
d2V

d2γ + d2W + d2Z
. (6)

Here, V = γ, Z, W and f represents charged leptons or neutrinos. The form of Eq. (6) can be
understood by recognizing that for large mN all the decay products can be approximated to be
massless and the only difference among the decay modes arises from the corresponding couplings,
which are independent of mN . The branching ratios are shown in Fig. 4 for four representative
benchmark points. We note that Br (N → ℓ±W∓) = 0 for any value of mN in panel (a) as a result
of the dW = 0 benchmark point, and analogously, Br (N → νZ) = 0 in panel (b) due to the dZ = 0
benchmark point.
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FIG. 4. Branching ratios for N → νγ, N → νZ and N → ℓ±W∓ decay channels are shown for four
benchmark points considered in this work.

III ANALYSIS

CEPC [18], FCC-ee [23], CLIC [24] and MuC [22] are proposed lepton collider experiments in the
focus of this work. The former three are e+e− colliders while MuC will feature muon collisions.
We list the center-of-mass energy and integrated luminosity, L, for all these experiments in Table I
where we also include former lepton collider LEP [25]. The details of our analysis for all of these
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Experiment
√
s (GeV) L (ab−1)

LEP [25] 91 2× 10−4

CEPC [18]/FCC-ee [23] 240 5.6
CLIC [24] 3× 103 3
MuC–3 [22] 3× 103 3
MuC–10 [22] 10× 103 10

TABLE I. The considered collider experiments, their expected center-of-mass energy
√
s and integrated

luminosity L.

experiments are outlined below; they form the basis for the results presented in Section IV where
we show the sensitivity reach for the neutrino transition magnetic moment.

We produced a FeynRules [26] model file featuring the dimension-6 Lagrangian from Eq. (1)
which allowed us to employ MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [27] for event generation. For the signal events, we
consider sterile neutrino production processes discussed in Section II.1 and incorporate branching
ratios for N decay. Specifically, by combining five processes shown in Fig. 1 with the N → νγ and
N → ℓ±W∓ decay processes, we arrive at 10 channels that are listed in Table II. In this table we
also abbreviate all considered channels; note that the brackets in the second column indicate the
decay channels. We choose not to study N → νZ, as this is not the leading decay process for any
of the benchmark points shown in Fig. 4. The initial states quoted in the table are µ+ µ−, however,
note that the channels are analogous for e+e− colliders.

Label Signal channel

2-2 0-γ µ+µ− → νN(νγ)

2-3
γ-γ µ+µ− → νγN(νγ)
Z-γ µ+µ− → νZN(νγ)
W -γ µ+µ− → µ±W∓N(νγ)

2-4 2ℓ-γ µ+µ− → νℓ±1 ℓ
∓
2 N(νγ)

2-2 0-W µ+µ− → νN(µ±W∓)

2-3
γ-W µ+µ− → νγN(µ±W∓)
Z-W µ+µ− → νZN(µ±W∓)
W -W µ+µ− → µ±W∓N(µ±W∓)

2-4 2ℓ-W µ+µ− → νℓ±1 ℓ
∓
2 N(µ±W∓)

TABLE II. Signal channels employed in our analysis. The products from sterile neutrino decay are shown
in brackets and, in order to simplify the notation, we use ν for both neutrinos and antineutrinos. Only the
first two channels will be studied for CEPC, FCC-ee, and LEP e+e− colliders while all 10 channels will be
scrutinized for MuC and CLIC.

We are interested in scenarios where sterile neutrinos decay promptly which is satisfied for
mN > 10GeV, complementary to studies that focused on displaced vertex signatures (e.g. Ref.
[19]) as well as realizations where sterile neutrinos only decay outside the central detector.

The number of signal events in the detector depends on the Wilson coefficients (cB, cW ) and
sterile neutrino mass mN . For all considered benchmark points we have cW = const.× cB making
our scan, for a fixed mN , one-dimensional. In this work we perform standard cut-and-count
analysis in order to calculate the expected sensitivities. We point out that the behavior of the
signal depends on mN and therefore we found it favorable to apply mN -dependent cuts. To
this end, we divided the considered sterile neutrino mass range into three regions and applied
appropriate (and different) cuts in each region. As an example, for

√
s = 10 TeV, three signal

regions (I, II, III) are obtained by dividing the mN mass range into “low” (mN ≤ 3000 GeV),
“medium” (3000 GeV < mN < 7000 GeV) and “high” (7000 GeV ≤ mN ) mass domain. The
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values mN = 1500, 5000, and 8500 GeV are representative values (and also the mean values of
mN in these regions) for which we find optimal cuts that are subsequently applied across the
respective region. In principle, this analysis can be made more fine-grained; such strategy is most
appropriately conducted using machine learning algorithms that are beyond the scope of this work.

The details on the performed cuts are given in Appendices B and C where we discuss and
tabulate all the implemented generator-level and analysis cuts. As an example, in Fig. 5, we show
normalized photon pT and η distributions of signal and background for one particular channel (0-γ)
at MuC. The left panel has three gray, vertical lines at 400, 700, and 1000 GeV that indicate the
cuts on the pT distribution in each of the three mN regions. These values are obtained by finding
pT for which normalized signal distribution starts dominating over the background distribution.
For example, when pT exceeds these values, Signal I (blue), II (green), and III (red) are larger than
the background (black), respectively. For the η distribution shown in the right panel, we observe
that Signal I does not significantly exceed the background in any region of the phase space, while
both Signal II and III clearly surpass the background in the |η| < 1 region (dashed line). We
impose |η| < 1 as a cut for Signal II and III without applying any |η| cut on Signal I.

(a) (b)
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FIG. 5. The figure shows pT (left panel) and η (right panel) distributions of signal and background for 0-γ
channel at MuC (

√
s = 10 TeV). The signal events are generated at cW /cB = 3 benchmark. The vertical

lines indicate the cuts.

After performing the cuts, we find the cut efficiency for the signal and background, defined by
ϵ = Ncut/N0, where Ncut is the number of events that survive the cuts, and N0 is the number of
generated events.

The final number of events for signal (S) and background (B) is given by,

S = σS ϵS L , B = σB ϵB L . (7)

Here, σ is the generator-level cross-section and L is the collider luminosity. Subscripts S and B
on the cross section and efficiency denote whether these quantities are associated to the signal or
background.

The log-likelihood is defined as

−2 logL = 2

(
Nexp −Nobs +Nobs log

Nobs

Nexp

)
. (8)

Since we are computing exclusion limits, the expected number of events is Nexp = S+B, while for
the observed number of events we set Nobs = B. Eq. (8) is employed because it yields valid results
even in the limit of very small Nobs. The 95% confidence level sensitivities that we will present in
Section IV correspond to −2 logL = 3.841.
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IV RESULTS

The model parameters are mN as well as dγ , dW and dZ couplings which depend on two Wilson
coefficients, cW and cB ( see Eq. (3)). The typical benchmark scenarios considered in the literature
are dZ = 0 (⇔ cW ≃ 0.286 cB) and dW = 0 (⇔ cW = 0) [14, 17, 20]. In this work, however,
we consider additional benchmark points, cW /cB = 3 and cW /cB = 5, which will allow us to
demonstrate the importance of several new channels introduced in this analysis. We will present
results inmN -dαγ parameter space, since our primary interest lies in the transition magnetic moment
dαγ for flavor α.

Before discussing results for the lepton colliders, it is useful to review present LHC limits and
upcoming HL-LHC [28] expected sensitivities. For LHC, using 36.1 fb−1, the constraint derived in
[14] for dW = 0 benchmark point is in the ballpark of dγ = 10−4 GeV−1. This allows us to estimate
the expected sensitivity for HL-LHC as dγ ≃ 3 × 10−5 GeV−1. In this section we will show that
smaller dγ can be probed at all considered lepton colliders.

In what follows, we mainly present results for the scenario where sterile neutrino interacts with
a lepton flavor that matches the flavor of colliding leptons. When applicable, we also highlight
channels which can be used to derive sensitivity for sterile neutrino interaction with other flavors.

IV.1 LEP

We first reexamine LEP constraints on deγ , which were previously derived in [14] based on LEP single
photon search [16, 29]. Using the procedure described in Section III, we performed an independent
analysis for active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment scenario. We considered a single
photon in the final state (0-γ) as well as γ-γ channel (both listed in Table II). Even though the
sterile neutrino production cross section for the latter channel is generally not competitive with
the 0-γ one (see panel (a) in Fig. 1), our aim was to investigate whether the presence of another
photon could aid in reducing the background. Our analyses for both channels are based on the
LEP run at the Z-pole (

√
s = 91GeV).

The signal and background events are subjected to the generator-level and analysis cuts pre-
sented in Appendix B and Table VII. For the single photon channel 0-γ, we find comparable limits
on the single photon production cross section to those of the LEP collaboration [16, 29]. In Fig. 6
we show LEP constraints for two benchmark points, dZ = 0 and dW = 0. For dZ = 0 (dW = 0)
benchmark we find the limit at around deγ ≃ 10−4 GeV−1 (deγ ≃ 10−5 GeV−1), both arising from
the 0-γ channel analysis; the dominance of this channel is mainly driven by the larger cross sec-
tion. Note, however, that for dZ = 0 benchmark point around mN ≃ O(10) GeV we find the two
channels to yield comparable limits; in this parameter space, the difference in the cross section is
compensated by signal and background efficiencies.

Our limit on deγ for the dZ = 0 benchmark point is comparable to the one shown in the Figure 9
of [14], where dW = 0 and dZ = 0 are taken. In a consistent effective field theory framework, these
two parameters cannot be set to zero simultaneously while allowing for a nonzero dγ . The reason
why the limits are still comparable is because the diagrams involving W boson yield subleading
contributions to the total cross section, see left panel in Fig. 7. For completeness, we also show
sterile neutrino production cross section for dW = 0 benchmark point in the right panel of Fig. 7.
For dW = 0, the constraint in Fig. 6 improves compared to the dZ = 0 case due to the larger 2-2
production cross section, as evident by comparing the panels in Fig. 7. This difference is governed
by the absence of sterile neutrino production via the Z resonance for dZ = 0.

We also employed the results from [30], which provide branching ratio limits for Z → γX,
to calculate the constraint for the dW = 0 benchmark scenario. We found that Z decays yield
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comparable limits to those from the above analysis, namely dγ ≃ 10−5 GeV−1.
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FIG. 6. Derived constraints for the dZ = 0 and dW = 0 benchmark points at LEP with
√
s = 91 GeV.
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FIG. 7. Cross section for sterile neutrino production via 2-2 process (ℓ+ℓ− → νN) with cB/Λ
2 = 1/(30 TeV)2

at e+e− collider. The center-of-mass energy for collisions is fixed to
√
s = 91GeV in order to match LEP.

The left and right panels correspond to dZ = 0 (cW /cB = 0.286) and dW = 0 (cW = 0) benchmark points,
respectively.

IV.2 CEPC and FCC-ee

CEPC and FCC-ee are proposed electron-positron colliders with comparable center-of-mass energy
and luminosity (see Table I); hence, the sensitivity reach we present in this section applies to both.
As for LEP, we consider only 0-γ and γ-γ channels. We do not consider channels with heavy gauge
bosons, noting that at

√
s = 240 GeV, the sterile neutrino production is phase space suppressed

for mN ≳ 100 GeV.
The generator-level and analysis cuts presented in Appendix B and Table VIII were applied

both to the signal and background events. We obtained Fig. 8, where we show expected sensitivity
for dZ = 0 and dW = 0 benchmark points. As can be seen from that figure, the sensitivity for the
γ-γ channel (red) is comparable, but clearly subdominant across all mN values, to the 0-γ channel
(blue), given the larger cross section for 0-γ channel at

√
s ≃ O(100) GeV (see Fig. 1).

We observe from Fig. 8 that the expected sensitivity at CEPC/FCC-ee for dW = 0 benchmark
point is deγ ≃ 10−5 GeV−1 which is similar to the LEP limit shown in Fig. 6. At first glance, this
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appears surprising, given that CEPC/FCC-ee are expected to achieve a luminosity four orders of
magnitude greater than LEP. However, note that the 0-γ signal cross section at LEP is approxi-
mately 100 times larger, given the sterile neutrino production via on-shell Z boson. This can be
observed by comparing the σ values (blue lines) at cW /cB = 0 between panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 1.
The difference in luminosity and cross section compensates, explaining the similar results for the
expected sensitivity at CEPC/FCC-ee and previously derived LEP limit. Despite that, note that
CEPC/FCC-ee can probe higher values of mN because of the larger center-of-mass energy. As far
as dZ = 0 benchmark point is concerned, we show in Fig. 8 almost identical expected sensitivity
to the one for dW = 0. This is because 2-2 sterile neutrino production cross sections for these
two benchmark points are comparable for a fixed value of cB. Note that the result for dZ = 0
presents a significant improvement over LEP, where for this benchmark point we found a limit of
deγ ≃ 10−4 GeV−1. Without the absence of sterile neutrino production via the Z resonance at LEP,
for dZ = 0, we observe a sterile neutrino production cross section at CEPC/FCC-ee comparable
to that at LEP, with the higher CEPC/FCC-ee luminosity leading to improved results.

0-γ

γ -γ

50 100 150 200
10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

mN [GeV]

d γe
[G
eV

-
1 ]

dashed: cW /cB = 0.286 (⧦ dZ = 0)

solid: cW /cB = 0 (⧦ dW = 0)

FIG. 8. Expected sensitivity for the dZ = 0 and dW = 0 benchmark points at CEPC and FCC-ee with√
s = 240 GeV.

IV.3 MuC and CLIC

In addition to
√
s ≃ O(100) GeV colliders, scrutinized in Sections IV.1 and IV.2, we also consider

the proposed TeV-scale lepton colliders. We mainly focus on the MuC, that has been discussed
in the context of two different center-of-mass energies,

√
s = 3 TeV and 10 TeV. The integrated

luminosities for these two setups are expected to be 3 ab−1 and 10 ab−1, respectively, following
from L = 10 ab−1

(√
s/10 TeV

)
[22].

The envisioned maximum center-of-mass energy and integrated luminosity for the proposed
electron-positron collider CLIC is very similar to that of MuC at 3 TeV [31]. Consequently, both
MuC at

√
s = 3 TeV and CLIC are expected to yield comparable sensitivities for the transition

magnetic moment. There is, however, a caveat: MuC and CLIC involve different colliding leptons
(µ+µ− and e+e−, respectively), and the sensitivities derived in this work apply strictly to the
scenario where the sterile neutrino interacts with neutrino and charged lepton flavor matching the
flavor of the colliding leptons. Indeed, examining e.g. the left and middle diagrams in Fig. 3, one
can infer that certain diagrams are present only if the flavor of the colliding leptons matches that
of the sterile neutrino interaction. This implies that the expected sensitivities for dµγ at a 3 TeV
MuC would also apply to CLIC, but for deγ . With this in mind, the following discussion on the 3
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TeV MuC also applies to CLIC.
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FIG. 9. Expected sensitivity for dµγ at the
√
s = 3 TeV MuC. The benchmark point cW /cB = 5 (dW = 0) is

considered in upper (lower) panel(s). The results also hold for deγ at CLIC.

For MuC we consider all 10 interaction channels listed in Table II. For particular channels, the
results strongly depend on cW /cB and therefore we choose to study several benchmark points in
order to illustrate such behavior. Specifically, we consider (i) cW /cB = 5 and (ii) dW = 0 for√
s = 3 TeV MuC and (iii) dZ = 0 and (iv) cW /cB = 3 for

√
s = 10 TeV MuC. The generator-level

and analysis cuts presented in Appendix B and Tables IX to XII were applied both to the signal
and background events. In Figs. 9 and 10 we present expected sensitivities for dµγ at 3 TeV and 10
TeV MuC, respectively, and in what follows we discuss these results in detail.

In the upper panels of Fig. 9 we consider benchmark point cW /cB = 5 and we separate scenarios
where sterile neutrino decays via N → νγ (left panel) and N → ℓ±W∓ (right panel). Looking
at both panels separately, one can observe that 0-γ and 0-W channels, for which sterile neutrinos
are produced via 2-2 process, yield the strongest sensitivity. For this benchmark point at 3 TeV
MuC, the 2-2 sterile neutrino production cross section is indeed largest (see panel (c) in Fig. 1).
Note, however, that 0-γ process still yields weaker sensitivity compared to several other channels
in the right panel, in addition to 0-W . This can be understood from the larger branching ratio for
N → ℓ±W∓ (see panel (d) in Fig. 4) as well as from the invariant mass cut. Regarding latter, if
sterile neutrino decays to a W boson and a charged lepton, its mass can be reconstructed and this
serves as a strong signal-to-background discriminator, see details in Appendix B.

According to Fig. 1, the 2-3 and 2-4 sterile neutrino production processes become dominant
as |cW /cB| decreases and therefore in panel (c) of Fig. 9, where we show results for dW = 0
benchmark point, the situation is very different compared to cW /cB = 5 case. First, note that
since the coupling of the sterile neutrino to a W boson vanishes at tree level for this benchmark
point, N primarily decays into photons. Therefore, we consider only one decay channel for this
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FIG. 10. Expected sensitivity for dµγ at the
√
s = 10 TeV MuC. The benchmark point dZ = 0 (cW /cB = 3)

is considered in upper (lower) panels.

benchmark, shown in panel (c) of Fig. 9. We find W -γ and 2ℓ-γ channels to yield overall the
strongest sensitivity, in agreement with the expectation from comparing the cross sections between
different production channels. While we focus on dµγ , we note that 2ℓ-γ channel yields sensitivity
also for deγ and dτγ scenarios, as can be inferred from the topology of the diagram shown in the right
panel of Fig. 3. Another thing to note in connection to panel (c) is that, unlike for cW /cB = 5
benchmark point as well as colliders studied in Sections IV.1 and IV.2, we find that for mN ≲ 2
TeV γ-γ yields stronger sensitivity compared to the vanilla 0-γ channel. This again follows from
the larger cross section for sterile neutrino production via 2-3 process in comparison to 2-2. The
2-3 cross section, however, falls more rapidly at larger mN , allowing sensitivity for 0-γ to surpass
γ-γ for mN ≃

√
s. The more rapid fall of the cross section for dW = 0 occurs because the diagram

shown in the middle panel of Fig. 3 vanishes at tree level; the other diagrams for the 2-3 γ-γ
channel, which lead to a more forward γ/Z in the off-shell regime, are further suppressed as mN

increases.

Expected sensitivities for
√
s = 10 TeV MuC are presented in Fig. 10 for dZ = 0 (upper panels)

and cW /cB = 3 (lower panels) benchmark points. The dZ = 0 case corresponds to cW /cB ≃ 0.286
and we observe from (d) panel in Fig. 1 that in this scenario all considered 2-3 processes have
larger cross section compared to the 2-2 one. In accord with that, in panels (a) and (b) we find
the strongest expected sensitivity for W -γ and W -W channels, respectively. Among these two,
W -W channel can be used for probing smaller values of dµγ , reaching dµγ ≃ 5× 10−7 GeV−1. Note
that, unlike for cW /dB = 5 discussed above, the N → ℓ±W∓ decay rate is smaller than N → νγ
one, preventing the sensitivities in the right panel from strongly surpassing those on the left panel,
despite the employed invariant mass cuts.
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In contrast, for cW /cB = 3 benchmark point, shown in the lower panels of Fig. 10, the expected
sensitivity for channels where sterile neutrino decays to a W boson is observably better, which,
again, follows from a larger N → ℓ±W∓ decay branching ratio and the invariant mass cut. Let
us demonstrate that by quantitatively comparing Z-γ and Z-W channels from panels (c) and (d),
respectively. These two channels yield the strongest sensitivities in the respective panels for low
values of mN . For these two, sterile neutrino production cross section is identical (µ+µ− → NZν)
and N → ℓ±W∓ partial decay width is ≃ 3 times larger than N → νγ one. At mN ≃ 1 TeV, the
sensitivity associated to the Z-W channel is roughly 4 times stronger than the one corresponding
to Z-γ, reaching dµγ ≃ 2 × 10−7 GeV−1. Given that the signal cross section scales as σS ∝ (dµγ)2,
the efficiency improvement stemming from the invariant mass cut should be around ≃ 5, which
is what we confirmed by separately studying the impact of that cut. Finally, we note that the
sensitivity for 0-W channel in panel (d) starts to dominate at larger mN ; this is because, as mN

increases, 2-2 cross section, dominated by the t-channel process, falls less steeply compared to the
cross sections corresponding to 2-3 processes.

Notice that in connection to Figs. 9 and 10 we discussed several different channels for probing
dµγ . Specifically, for cW /cB = 5 we found 0-W channel to yield the strongest sensitivity while
for dW = 0 benchmark point W -γ and 2ℓ-γ are leading at

√
s = 3 TeV. For

√
s = 10 TeV, we

considered dZ = 0 for which W -W channel shows the highest sensitivity, while for cW /cB = 3 we
found Z-W and 0-W to be the most sensitive.

Finally, let us bring up recent study exploring transition magnetic moment at MuC [20]. In
that work, the authors introduced 2-3 sterile neutrino production process at MuC. In this section,
we complemented and extended this picture by including more channels and benchmark scenarios.
Specifically, the authors of [20] considered 4 out of 10 channels listed in Table II. These 6 additional
channels are as follows: for the sterile neutrino production we have µ+µ− → νZ(γ)N as well as
vector boson fusion process (µ+µ− → νµ+µ−N). For each of the three aforementioned processes
we consider sterile neutrino decay to both γ and W , making it 6 novel channels in total.

The cuts across the two analyses are also different; importantly, we utilize invariant mass cut
that strongly improves the sensitivity for channels featuringN → µ±W∓ decay. Further, for muons,
the authors of [20] selected ηµ < 7 cut, possibly with the strategy of relying on the existence of
a forward muon detector [32]. In our work, we find comparable results for channels arising from
the 2-2 sterile neutrino production process, assuming only the existence of a central detector and
implementing the invariant mass cut.

We have, however, identified a discrepancy in the cross sections for 2-3 processes between our
analysis and that of [20], which propagates into differences in the expected sensitivities. Specifically,
we find these cross sections to be smaller, leading to more conservative results for the accessible
active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment. To investigate this further, we analytically
computed squared amplitudes and performed a 3-body phase space integration to obtain the 2-3
cross section for several benchmark scenarios. We found excellent agreement with results from
MadGraph5 aMC@NLO, strengthening the results of our analysis.

V CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied a model featuring a sterile neutrino, N , interacting with the Standard
Model via the active-to-sterile neutrino magnetic moment dαγ . We focused on exploring the potential
of proposed future lepton colliders, including CEPC, FCC-ee, CLIC, and two MuC realizations (3
TeV and 10 TeV), to probe this interaction. Additionally, we revisited constraints from LEP. In
our analysis, several sterile neutrino production processes were considered, including 2-2 process
ℓ+ℓ− → νN , various 2-3 processes involving γ/Z-ν and Wℓ fusion and 2-4 vector boson fusion
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process. By incorporating the two primary decay modes of N (N → ν γ and N → ℓW ), we
identified six channels with sizable cross sections for MuC and CLIC, along with the γ-γ channel
at CEPC, FCC-ee, and LEP, none of which have been previously explored in the literature. For
all considered processes, we implemented the generator-level and analysis cuts and performed cut-
and-count analysis in order to calculate the expected sensitivities.

Across several benchmark scenarios, we observed that the expected sensitivities vary signifi-
cantly depending on sterile neutrino production channel, center-of-mass energy, and the flavor of
neutrino and charged lepton interacting with the sterile neutrino. For LEP, CEPC and FCC-ee,
the dominant channel involves sterile neutrino production via e+e− → νN , followed by its decay
into γν. In contrast, for MuC and CLIC, the situation is more complex, with multiple chan-
nels contributing. Among the 10 channels listed in Table II, five–namely 0-W , W -γ, 2ℓ-γ, W -W ,
and Z-W–emerged as the most sensitive in specific regions of the parameter space. Notably, for
the studied benchmark points, values of dγ ≃ 10−7GeV−1 are within reach at MuC and CLIC,
significantly surpassing existing constraints for mN ≳ 100 GeV.
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APPENDIX

A CROSS SECTION FOR THE 2-2 PROCESS

We present here the results for the case where the neutrino flavor produced in the s-channel matches
the one from the t-channel, allowing for the interference across all diagrams. The cross section for
the sterile neutrino production at lepton colliders through 2-2 process, shown in Fig. 2, consists of
several components

σtot = σγ + σZ + σW + σγZ + σγW + σWZ . (A1)

Here, σγ , σZ and σW represent the contribution from the diagram including photon propagator, Z
and W propagator, respectively and the terms with 2 indices arise from the interference between
the diagrams involving different propagators. We obtained the following expressions

σγ =
αd2γ

(
m2

N − s
)2 (

2m2
N + s

)
3s3

,

σγZ =
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where mN is the sterile neutrino mass, s is the Mandelstam variable and, for brevity, we defined
cw ≡ cos θw and sw ≡ sin θw. In contrast to previous studies [17], we find non-vanishing contribu-
tions to the cross section from σγW and σWZ terms.
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B LIST OF CUTS

We define our data sample to meet the following conditions at the generator level:

• Photon

– LEP: pT,γ > 3 GeV, (450 < θγ < 1350 for 0-γ channel and |η| < 2.5 for γ-γ channel).
For 0-γ, the requirements on θγ , the polar angle between the photon direction and the
beam axis, are taken from [16] ;
CEPC: pT,γ > 5 GeV and |ηγ | < 2.5 ;
MuC: pT,γ > 10 GeV and |ηγ | < 2.5 .

– require appropriate number of photons in the event for a given channel (see again
Table II):

1. nγ = 0 (0-W , W -W , Z-W , 2ℓ-W ) ;

2. nγ = 1 (0-γ, W -γ, Z-γ, 2ℓ-γ, γ-W ) ;

3. nγ = 2 (γ-γ) .

• Lepton

– pT,ℓ > 10 GeV and |ηℓ| < 2.5 .

– require appropriate number of leptons in the event for a given channel:

1. nℓ = 0 (0-γ, γ-γ, Z-γ) ;

2. nℓ = 1 (W -γ, 0-W , γ-W , Z-W ) ;

3. nℓ = 2 (W -W , 2ℓ-γ) ;

4. nℓ = 3 (2ℓ-W ) .

The above kinematics cuts are the generator-level cuts. For specific channels, we apply stronger
generator-level cuts in order to improve the efficiencies for generating signal and background in the
desired phase space. Those channels and cuts are listed in Table III. For channels with multiple

charged leptons, p
(1)
T,ℓ denotes the transverse momentum of the highest-pT lepton.

Label MuC-3 MuC-10

γ-W
pT,ℓ > 500 GeV, pT,W > 200 GeV pT,ℓ > 1500 GeV, pT,W > 500 GeV
|ηW | < 2, |ηℓ| < 2.5, |ηγ | < 2.5 |ηℓ| < 2.5, |ηγ | < 2.5

Z-W
pT,ℓ > 400 GeV, pT,W > 200 GeV pT,ℓ > 1300 GeV, pT,W > 600 GeV

|ηZ | < 1, |ηℓ| < 2.5 |ηZ | < 1, |ηℓ| < 2.5

W -W
pT,W > 200 GeV, p

(1)
T,ℓ > 500 GeV pT,W > 200 GeV, p

(1)
T,ℓ > 1700 GeV

|ηW | < 1, |ηℓ| < 2.5 |ηW | < 1, |ηℓ| < 2.5

2ℓ-W
pT,W > 300 GeV, p

(1)
T,ℓ > 600 GeV pT,W > 700 GeV, p

(1)
T,ℓ > 1700 GeV

|ηℓ| < 2.5 |ηℓ| < 2.5

TABLE III. The generator-level cuts for specific channels.

In Tables IV and V, we show the background cross sections after imposing the generator-level
cuts discussed above.

We impose further cuts at the analysis level. The most significant analysis cuts are as follows:
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Label Background MuC-3 (
√
s = 3 TeV) (pb) MuC-10 (

√
s = 10 TeV) (pb)

0-γ µ+µ− → γ + νν/νννν 3.009 3.294
γ-γ µ+µ− → ννγγ 0.079 0.095
Z-γ µ+µ− → νZνγ 0.136 0.276
W -γ µ+µ− → µ±W∓νγ 0.050 0.020

2ℓ-γ µ+µ− → νl1ℓ
±
1 νl2ℓ

∓
2 γ 0.021 0.016

0-W µ+µ− → W±ℓ∓ν 1.051 0.367
γ-W µ+µ− → νγµ±W∓ 0.0092 0.0027
Z-W µ+µ− → νZµ±W∓ 0.0048 0.0016
W -W µ+µ− → µ±W±µ∓W∓ 0.00082 0.00042

2ℓ-W µ+µ− → ℓ±1 ℓ
∓
1 ℓ

±
3 νW

∓ 0.00086 0.00039

TABLE IV. The relevant background cross sections after generator-level cuts for MuC at two center-of-mass
energies.

Label Background LEP (
√
s = 91 GeV) (pb) CEPC/FCC-ee (

√
s = 240 GeV) (pb)

0-γ µ+µ− → γ + νν/νννν 4.050 3.476
γ-γ µ+µ− → ννγγ 0.0095 0.118

TABLE V. The relevant background cross sections after generator-level cuts for LEP and CEPC/FCC-ee.

• Veto Z-resonance: Let pX be the sum of 4-momenta of all the visible particles with the
invariant mass, p2X = m2

X . The resonance energy of the invisible particles (from on-shell Z
boson decays) reads

Eres
Z =

s+m2
X −m2

Z

2
√
s

. (B1)

We require EX /∈ [Eres
Z − 5Γboost

Z , Eres
Z + 5Γboost

Z ], where Γboost
Z = mZΓZ/

√
s is the decay

width of the boosted Z boson and ΓZ = 2.49 GeV.

• Missing transverse energy : This cut is applied to the channels with neutrino(s) in the final
state. Both Emiss

T > mN/4 and Emiss
T > 20 GeV are imposed for the channels where neutrino

is one of the decay products of N . We set Emiss
T > 20 GeV when neutrino is not produced

from N in order to avoid stringent cut and respective loss of signal events for high values of
mN .

• Reducible backgrounds: The backgrounds (ℓ+ℓ− → ℓ+ℓ−γ and ℓ+ℓ− → γγγ) to the 0-γ
channel can be removed by imposing boundary-dependent cut [33]. We define the angle θB
corresponding to the boundary of the electromagnetic calorimeter. We find the maximum
allowed energy for the photon

Em
γ (θγ) =

√
s

[
1 +

sin θγ
sin θB

]−1

. (B2)

We set | cos θB| = 0.99 for the boundary and add the following cuts for the 0-γ channel:

– single photon must be detected in the calorimeter, i.e., cos θγ < cos θB ;

– photon energy must be greater than the value in Eq. (B2), i.e., Eγ(θγ) > Em
γ (θγ) .
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• Invariant mass mWℓ: This cut is applied for the channels where sterile neutrino decays into
visible particles (N → W±ℓ∓). We construct the invariant mass squared, m2

Wℓ = (pW +pℓ)
2,

from a pair of W boson and lepton ℓ with opposite charges. There can be multiple pairs of
opposite charged (W, ℓ). We require one pair to satisfy |mWℓ − mN | < 20 GeV. W boson
identification is discussed below.

We do not explicitly decay W and Z bosons in our analysis, but when applying cuts to their
kinematic properties, we need to ensure that only events in which all decay products can be
reconstructed are considered. The W boson decays either hadronically (W → jj) or leptonically
(W → ℓν). The hadronic decay is favorable due to the larger branching ratio; moreover, if W
decays leptonically, produced neutrino acts as a missing energy, preventing the full reconstruction
of the parent particle when multiple neutrinos are involved. Similarly, hadronic decay mode of Z
boson (Z → jj) is dominant, although decay into charged leptons (Z → ℓ+ℓ−) also leads to the
reconstruction of Z boson.

We modify the cross sections of the channels with W and Z bosons by including appropriate
branching ratios and jet reconstruction efficiencies for the identification of these heavy vector
bosons. The latter are set to 50% [34] for both W and Z boson. Hence, we implement the
efficiency for identifying W and Z bosons as

rW = 0.50× 0.6741, (B3)

rZ = 0.50× 0.6991 + 2× 0.034, (B4)

where we used branching ratios for hadronic modes of W (67.41%) and Z boson (69.91%) as well
as the branching ratios for leptonic modes of Z boson (3.4% for electron pair or muon pair) [35].
If the counts of produced W and Z bosons are w and z, respectively, the modified cross section for
a given channel C reads

σtagged
C =

(
rW

)w ×
(
rZ

)z × σC . (B5)

The effective (tagged) cross section σtagged
C from Eq. (B5) is used in Eq. (7) to calculate the number

of signal and background events.

Cut Signal Background

Veto Z-resonance 1.0 0.79635
Missing transverse energy 0.9757 0.77758

Invariant mass mWℓ 0.9757 0.01142
(pT , η)Z 0.4679 0.00518
(pT , η)W 0.3468 0.00300
(pT , η)ℓ 0.2607 0.00221
All 0.2607 0.00221

TABLE VI. Cut flow table for the Z-W channel at MuC (
√
s = 3 TeV). For each cut, the fraction of

signal and background removed is indicated. The benchmark point used for the signal is cW /cB = 5 with
mN = 1500 GeV.

The remaining analysis cuts are shown separately for considered colliders in Tables VII to XII.
There, we show the cuts associated to three mN regions (see main text for further discussion on
mN -dependent cuts). In these tables, when there is multiplicity in the particles (e.g., γ-γ, W -W ,
2ℓ-γ, 2ℓ-W ), we label them as X1, X2 such that the first particle has the largest pT (pT,X1 > pT,X2).
We do not apply these additional cuts in scenarios where they fail to provide sufficient improvement
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in distinguishing the signal from the background (e.g., pT,ℓ for W -γ channel in the second mass
region, see Table IX). While we do not impose cuts on all visible particles, it is important to record
their 4-momenta to construct mX in Eq. (B1).

When appropriate, we also include in Tables VII to XII the mN -dependence of cuts in the
high-mN region. When a particle is produced along with a sterile neutrino, it will have less energy
available when mN is large. The maximum available energy is

√
s−mN , which has been used as

the maximum pT cut for some channels, e.g., W boson in W -W channel at
√
s = 3 TeV.

Finally, as an example, we present in Table VI a cut flow table for the Z-W channel. Notice
that the invariant mass cut removes about 76% of the background while keeping all the signal
events. Such high efficiency yields strong improvement in the sensitivity for the channels featuring
N → µW decay, as illustrated in Figs. 9 and 10.
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C CUT TABLES

Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified)

0-γ
mN ≤ 30 γ 15

30 < mN ≤ 60 γ 20
60 < mN γ 25

γ-γ
mN ≤ 30 γ1 15

30 < mN ≤ 60 γ1 20
60 < mN γ1 25

TABLE VII. LEP (91 GeV) cuts.

Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified) |η| <

0-γ
mN < 80 γ 40 1

80 ≤ mN < 160 γ 50 1
160 ≤ mN γ 60 1

γ-γ

mN ≤ 80
γ1 40 1
γ2 − 1

80 ≤ mN < 160
γ1 60 1
γ2 − 1

160 ≤ mN
γ1 70 1
γ2 − 1

TABLE VIII. CEPC and FCC-ee (240 GeV) cuts.

Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified) |η| <

0-γ
mN ≤ 750 γ 200 −

750 < mN < 2250 γ 250 1
2250 ≤ mN γ 350 1

γ-γ

mN ≤ 750
γ1 150 1.5
γ2 50 1

750 < mN < 2250
γ1 300 1
γ2 50 1

2250 ≤ mN
γ1 400 1
γ2 50 1

Z-γ

mN ≤ 750
γ 100 −0.5 < η < 1.5
Z 300 1

750 < mN < 2250
γ 300 1
Z 300 1

2250 ≤ mN
γ 400 1
Z − 1

TABLE IX. MuC (3 TeV) cuts.
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Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified) |η| <

W -γ

mN ≤ 750
γ 200 1
ℓ± − 1.5

750 < mN < 2250
γ 350 1
ℓ± − 1.5

2250 ≤ mN
γ 500 1
ℓ± − −

2ℓ-γ

mN ≤ 750
γ 200 1.25
ℓ±1 500 −

750 < mN < 2250
γ 300 1
ℓ±1 − 1.25

2250 ≤ mN
γ 450 1
ℓ±1 − 1.25

0-W

mN ≤ 750
W± 400 −
ℓ± − 1.5

750 < mN < 2250
W± 400 −
ℓ± − 1.5

2250 ≤ mN
W± 550 1
ℓ± 650 1.25

γ-W

mN ≤ 750
γ − 1

W± 200 2
ℓ± 600 1.5

750 < mN < 2250
γ − 1.25

W± 400 1
ℓ± 500 1.25

2250 ≤ mN

γ <
√
s−mN 1.25

W± 600 1
ℓ± 600 1

Z-W

mN ≤ 750
Z 400 1

W± 200 −0.5 < η < 1.5
ℓ± 400 −1 < η < 1.5

750 < mN < 2250
Z 300 1

W± 400 1
ℓ± 400 1

2250 ≤ mN

Z − 1
W± 800 1
ℓ± 800 1

W -W

mN ≤ 750
W±

1 400 1
W±

2 200 1
ℓ±1 600 1.25

750 < mN < 2250
W±

1 500 1
W±

2 200 1
ℓ±1 500 1

2250 ≤ mN

W±
1 600 1

W±
2 200 < pT <

√
s−mN 1

ℓ±1 700 1

2ℓ-W

mN ≤ 750
W± 300 −
ℓ±1 600 −

750 < mN < 2250
W± 400 −
ℓ±1 600 −

2250 ≤ mN
W± 600 −
ℓ±1 650 −

TABLE X. MuC (3 TeV) cuts (continued).
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Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified) |η| <

0-γ
mN ≤ 3000 γ 400 −

3000 < mN < 7000 γ 700 1
7000 ≤ mN γ 1000 1

γ-γ

mN ≤ 3000
γ1 400 1.5
γ2 100 1

3000 < mN < 7000
γ1 700 1
γ2 100 1

7000 ≤ mN
γ1 1000 1
γ2 100 1

Z-γ

mN ≤ 3000
γ 300 −0.5 < η < 1.5
Z 700 1

3000 < mN < 7000
γ 700 1
Z 500 1

7000 ≤ mN
γ 900 1
Z − 1

W -γ

mN ≤ 3000
γ 600 1

W± − 1
ℓ± − 1.5

3000 < mN < 7000
γ 1000 1

W± − 1
ℓ± − 1.5

7000 ≤ mN

γ 1500 1
W± − 1
ℓ± − 1.5

2ℓ-γ

mN ≤ 3000
γ 400 1
ℓ±1 − 1

3000 < mN < 7000
γ 800 1
ℓ±1 − 1

7000 ≤ mN
γ 1000 1
ℓ±1 − 1

0-W

mN ≤ 3000
W± 500 −
ℓ± − 1.5

3000 < mN < 7000
W± 1200 −
ℓ± − 1.5

7000 ≤ mN
W± 1600 1
ℓ± 1900 1.25

γ-W

mN ≤ 3000
W± 500 −
ℓ± 1500 1.25

3000 < mN < 7000
W± 1300 −
ℓ± 1500 1.25

7000 ≤ mN
W± 1800 −
ℓ± 1500 1.25

TABLE XI. MuC (10 TeV) cuts.
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Process Mass region (in GeV) Particle (x) pT,x > (GeV) (< specified) |η| <

Z-W

mN ≤ 3000
Z 1000 1

W± 600 −0.5 < η < 2
ℓ± 1300 −1.25 < η < 1.5

3000 < mN < 7000
Z 800 1

W± 1100 1
ℓ± 1500 −1.25 < η < 1.5

7000 ≤ mN

Z <
√
s−mN 1

W± 1600 1
ℓ± 2000 1.25

W -W

mN ≤ 3000
W±

1 1200 1
W±

2 400 1
ℓ±1 2000 1.25

3000 < mN < 7000
W±

1 1400 1
W±

2 500 1
ℓ±1 1700 1

7000 ≤ mN

W±
1 1800 1

W±
2 200 < pT <

√
s−mN 1

ℓ±1 2300 1

2ℓ-W

mN ≤ 3000
W± 700 −
ℓ±1 1700 −

3000 < mN < 7000
W± 700 −
ℓ±1 1700 −

7000 ≤ mN
W± 700 −
ℓ±1 1700 −

TABLE XII. MuC (10 TeV) cuts (continued).
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