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Abstract

The electric dipole moments (EDMs) of charged leptons ayeificantly suppressed in stan-
dard model. It has been found previously that they are ever severely suppressed in seesaw
type models by powers of tiny neutrino masses as far as aliggB® source is concerned. We
investigate whether a Majorana-type Yukawa coupling betweharged leptons and a doubly
charged scalar can contribute significantly to their EDMs1 dbservable EDM would then
help unravel the Majorana nature of neutrinos by a leptonbmimgonserving quantity. We
find that the EDMs are indeed parametrically large, of thenfdg ) emq (Mg — ) /mt* up
to logarithms, wheren, andm are respectively the masses of charged leptons and the.scala
And they satisfy a sum rule to good precisi@lg/me + d, /my + d;/m; = 0. With the most
stringent constraints from lepton flavor violating traimis taken into account, their values are
still much larger than the mentioned previous results. dofaately, even in the most optimistic
case the electron EDM is about three orders of magnitudevble foreseeable experimental
sensitivity.

PACS: 13.40.Em, 14.60.-z, 12.60.Fr, 14.60.Pq
Keywords: electric dipole moment, Majorana neutrino, dgaharged scalar

lliaoy@nankai.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.4324v2

1 Introduction

The CP violation through a Dirac phase in the CKM matrix of waderactions has been well
tested in the flavored systems of hadrons. It is generalig\md however that this cannot be
the unique or even the dominant source of CP violation becatithe observed large baryon
number asymmetry in our universe (BAU). One of attractietsons to BAU is offered by the
mechanism of leptogenesis [1] in which the lepton numbemasgtry is first generated through
CP violation in the lepton sector and then converts partly BAU via sphaleron effect§[2].

Our current information on the leptonic mixing matrix congesninantly from experiments
of neutrino oscillationd[3]. The matrix is CKM-like invailvg a single Dirac phase if neutrinos
are Dirac particles, but can contain additional two CP phdseutrinos are of Majorana nature.
The oscillations are blind to the latter Majorana phasesatheir sensitivity to the Dirac phase
is seriously diminished by a very small, if not vanishingximg angle out of three. This leaves
CP violation in the lepton sector largely untested so faepkperhaps for the experiment of
neutrinoless double betayBf) decays which can be sensitive to CP phases but whose status
is under debate.

Nevertheless, there is another physical observable, dutriel dipole moment (EDM), that
can provide an independent probe to CP violation. The ctiesgrerimental limits on the EDMs
of the mercury aton [4], neutrofl[5], electrdn [6] and mubhdre already very impressive,
and further improvements are expected to take place in thefature [8]. These EDMs can in
principle be induced by the Dirac phase in the CKM matrix ahstard model (SM). However,
it was known long ago that the electric and chromoelectpolgi moments of quarks vanish to
the two-loop order [9]. This was interpreted as a joint restiwo features in SM [10], namely
the unitarity of the CKM matrix and the purely left-handedrality of the charged current, and
relaxation of any of them would yield quark EDMs at two loogd]. The lepton EDMs then
become extremely small in SM as they are first induced at foapg [12]. This makes them a
potentially ideal place to search for CP violation in thettepsector.

If neutrinos are Dirac particles, the EDMs of charged leptaill be hopelessly tiny. The
case of quarks in SM repeats in the lepton sector in an evesenmanner since neutrinos
can be considered degenerate to very good precision at tak seale, in which case there
is effectively no CP violation in the lepton sector. But theation could be different when
neutrinos are Majorana particles because of peculiasitits Majorana CP phaseis [13]. Since
Majorana phases dominate over the Dirac phase in this casbsarvable lepton’s EDM would
not only discover CP violation in the lepton sector but algpase the Majorana nature of
neutrinos by a lepton number conserving quantity in shargrast to @23 decays. Indeed,
as pointed out in [14], there is a topologically new type obtlwop Feynman diagrams when
neutrinos are Majorana particles that can contribute tactteeged lepton EDMs. But it was
found subsequently that this type of contribution is alwagserely suppressed by neutrino
masses from virtual loops whether one works in the standguel t seesaw modé€l [15] or one
augmented with an additional Higgs doublet|[16], or in typsdesaw|[[1[7]. The obtained
numbers are actually even smaller than the four-loop rekiwdtto the CKM phase, and thus



would not be observable in any foreseeable experiments.

When neutrinos are Majorana patrticles, the lepton numbgrbeaviolated either by a bare
Majorana-type mass of heavy neutrinos that are singletd/pfod by some other fields that are
active in SM and couple in particular to leptons. The physickbw energies is much richer
in the latter case. And the simplest choice would be to addakastriplet as in the type I
seesaw model [18]. We are thus motivated to consider the geostral Majorana-type Yukawa
couplings of charged leptons to a doubly charged scalars&@'kheuplings could arise as, but
are not restricted to, part of interactions as in type Il aeegsr a larger extension of SM. The
CP violation encoded in the couplings can induce EDMs togdrhiteptons, and we find that
this contribution is indeed parametrically large. Besittesproduct of Yukawa couplings and
a lepton mass factor for chirality flip, the EDM is suppressgdharged lepton masses squared
over four powers of the scalar mass and is partly enhancedlbgagithm. In particular, it
incurs no suppression by neutrino masses since no neugppesar in virtual loops. This is the
largest term in lepton EDMSs, to our knowledge, coming fromeadt dependent CP source.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section werittes¢he Majorana-type
Yukawa couplings between the charged leptons and doublgetiacalars, and count the num-
ber of independent physical parameters. The two-loop diragrfor EDMs are then evaluated
analytically in section 3, and a sum rule is found. Using theststringent constraints from
lepton flavor violating decays we estimate in section 4 thgelst allowed values for the EDMs.
We summarize and conclude in the last section.

2 Majorana-type Yukawa couplings
The relevant interactions for our study are the Majoramqee-tyukawa couplings
Lk = (TBEPRLETT (DT EPRITE @)
and the standard QED
Loep = —AH Lyl + 2ieAH(E 9,6t — &9, ) (2)

Here?, £** andA, are respectively the charged lepton, doubly charged saathelectromag-
netic fields, ance is the electromagnetic coupling. We use Greek letters totaetine three
charged leptonsg = iyPy? is the matrix employed in charge conjugation ard = %(1i V)
are chiral projectors.

The Yukawa coupling matriltis symmetric in lepton flavors due to antisymmetry in fermion
fields but is otherwise arbitrary. Withflavors of leptonsh has generally + %n(n — 1) moduli
andn—+ %n(n— 1) phases. All moduli are physical parameters. However, natféhe phases
are physical. For instance, the phases in the diagonakshiyi, can all be removed by re-
defining complex fieldg,. After this, there are no more degrees of freedom to rephelss fi
without reintroducing phases intg,,. There are thus onlgn(n— 1) physical phases. They
signalT andCP violation as we analyze below.
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When the matrix is real, we can prescribe tieandCP transformations a§& *+T -1 =
+&T+, (CP)ETH(CP)~1 = —&~~ so that both are preserved by the above interactions. If
b is purely imaginary, we can prescribe in the opposite matm@reserve botil andCP,
TEHHT 1= &+, (CP)ETH(CP)~1 = +&~~. The latter case can of course be reduced to
the former by rephasing th&™ field by a factor ofi. Therefore,T andCP symmetries are
violated only when the matrik is genuinely complex, neither real nor purely imaginary.

The above results are general and do not rely on any modal.also possible to preserve
lepton number by assigning two units § —. Our later calculation of EDM applies to the
general case. But since the doubly charged scalars appeaalhain type Il seesaw, it is
interesting to consider this particular case separately:

1.,
b= Esv myV T (3)

whereV is the lepton mixing matrix andh, the diagonal neutrino mass matrix with real, semi-
positive eigenvaluesy. The vacuum expectation value of the scalar triplgtjs induced from
that of the scalar doublet through a soft lepton number tiradderm. Itis possible and common
practice in type Il seesaw to arrange order one Yukawa cogph by assuming/; to be the
same order of magnitude as,. The moduli inb correspond ta neutrino masses (ovévs|)
plus %n(n — 1) mixing angles irV, while the physical phases are equivaleng to—1)(n—2)
Dirac phases anth— 1) Majorana phases M.

3 Evaluation of electric dipole moments

Now we calculate the EDM,, induced for the charged leptdg due to interactions in eqs.1(1,
[2). The effective EDM interaction is defined as

P -
ZepM = —édagaYSqugaFuv (4)

There is no contribution at one loop level since the matreaentb, g always appears in a
self-conjugate formjb,g 2 so that no phases can survive. The other way to see this titen
that, when computing, for a specifica, one can choose suitable phases fordpéields so
that all ofb, g are real. Thus more factors bfave to be involved to induce an EDM, and the
first contribution occurs at two loop level.

The two-loop Feynman diagrams contributingdip are depicted in Fig. 1. The incoming
and outgoing momenta of thg are respectively + %q with q being the outgoing momentum
of the photon attached at the vertex indicatedbyl'he arrows in the graphs denote the flow of
negative charges, and the summation over the virtual ctdeggons(g, £, and/ is implied.
We find that because of the chirality structure4fyk the chirality flip required by the EDM
has to be done by the external lepton mags, Upon extracting out this mass factor we ignore
further dependence on it. This is a good approximation factical purposes with incurred
relative errors of orde®(rq), wherery = m /n? andmis the mass of **. The dependence
on other charged lepton masses enters in a quadratic feqviarg 5.
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The lepton flavor dependence in the relevant term of eachhgrap thus be described as

b;abgﬁbéybﬂaf(r&rv;ré)a (5)

where f is a function of the indicated mass ratiog. is generally a sum of terms that are
respectively symmetric and antisymmetricBnandy. The symmetric term cannot contribute
to EDM since we are effectively summing the self-conjugdiéactors,bj, bgB bsybga +cC.C.,

which do not vanish even for a real or purely imaginarylhe antisymmetric combination on

the other hand survives only whéns genuinely complex with CP phases involved:

i >k >k
ED[bya opPsyPpal[f(rp,ry;rs) — F(ry,rpirs)] (6)

Sincers < 1, the leading term, if not vanishing, is obtained by setting= 0. Theb factors
then degenerate into the form

D[b;k/a bBa(bTb)By] (7)
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Figure 1. Diagrams contributing to EDM 6} .

It is interesting that the above form does not vanish evehéncase of two flavors where
only a single Majorana phase can appear. To see the poiuffittes to consider the easier case
of type Il seesaw in eq[]3) with

“(52)(*)



wherec, sare the cosine and sine of the mixing angle, amslithe CP phase. Then, we find for
instance

(2Iv3)*2i0[b] ebec(bb)ey] = (M —mB)mymp(u? — u'?) 9)

which does not vanish in general. This is a feature pertgitorthe Majorana-type couplings
of charged leptons in ed.](1) or the Majorana nature of neasrin type Il seesaw.

We will see in the next section that the combinath%bw is no less constrained than
(bTb)By. It is thus a good approximation to keep the leading terny at O while ignoring small
corrections that are at most of ordgtinrs. The final answer fod, thus looks like

ern * . .
dg =C= 5[0y bpa (00) gy [ (1. 1y 0) — F(ry.r5: 0)] (10)
whereC is a loop factor. This result entails an interesting sum rule
d
Ge G & _, (11)

Me M, My

which is exact up to small relative correctionsQifr, 5). And up to logarithmic enhancements,
we have approximately,

emg (g —Ty)
o ~C—p—
We are now ready to present the results for the graphs. Gegpd $¢ymmetric in3 andy,
and does not contribute to EDM. Graphs (b) and (c) each aosjemmetric and antisymmetric
terms, while the sum of (d) and (e) is antisymmetric. The Gbation to EDM is

D[b;k/abﬁa(bTb)By] (12)

2%emq .
da = 5 zaryme D PraLoa(0'D)pyI(p,1y) (13)

where again summation ovgr yis implied and] is a sum over four graphs:
I(rg,ry) =3P (rg,ry) +39(rg,ry) + 34 (15,1 (14)
Each of these four graphs has ultraviolet sub-divergennes-- 2¢ dimensions, they are
Jb)dv _ _o5(©dv _ _oj(d+e)div _ F(rp.ry)l (e), (15)
where the arguments thare suppressed and

2[b? + ¢ — bc — be(b + ¢) + b2c?]
- (b—1)%(c—1)*(b—c)
b?[~3c+Db(1+b+c)]Inb  c?[—3b+c(1+b+c)]inc
(b—1)3(b—c)? - (c—1)3(b—c)?

F(b,c) =

The divergences are canceled on summation as they must be.
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The analytic result for the finite part is much more lengthy.atldition to the displayed
functionF, each graph involves one or two other twofold parameteghnais that can be worked
out in terms of the fractions, logarithmsrlp and Inry, and the dilogarithms k(1 —rg) and
Li2(1—ry). We will not record these exact results but the sum of all lgsagat has been
expanded to the leading orderrip ,:

rg+ry—rpry rg(rg—3ry)Inrg—ry(ry—3rpg)inry
J(rp,ry) = — 5 T2
fg—Tly (rg—ry)

where the dots stand for higher order termsgn. Since the charged lepton masses are hierar-
chical, further expansion is possible; fodrg > ry, we have

+oo (16)

1
Irp,Ty) =rp—2ry+5(rg—3ry)Inrg+ - 17)

We have tested that the leading terms shown inleq. (16) retoeéirst three digits of the exact
results ain= 200 GeV and are good enough for our later numerical analysis.

4 Numerical analysis

Our result for the charged lepton EDMs shown in efjsl[ (13 4 8uppressed by charged lepton
masses squared over four powers of the scalar mass, and hislagarithmic enhancement
factor. This is a parametrically large contribution. Fostance, at our reference poimt=
200 GeV, we havé(re,ry) ~ 1.83x 1075, J(re,rr) = J(ry,rr) ~ 2.94x 1074, and

de ~ 4 x 10730 x [b factorg ecm (18)

which would be within the reach in the next generation of expent at the sensitivity of order
103t ecm [19].

However, the same Yukawa couplings in €d. (1) induce otHec&fas well, and a realistic
estimate of EDM should take into account the constrainta fitwose effects. In this section, we
present our numerical results in two approaches. The maisti@nts considered are from lep-
ton flavor violating (LFV) decays of charged leptons. Alsontiened are anomalous magnetic
moments and W23 decays. We start with a model independent analysis in thesuésection
and then specialize to the case of type Il seesaw. The coristia the second approach are
more stringent because of less free parameters involved.

4.1 Approach 1. model independent result

The Yukawa couplings in eq[J(1) mediate radiative LFV decatysne loop level and purely
leptonic decays at tree level. The branching ratio for tidkatave decay is

(bTb)aB
Grrm?

Fa ’
Br(ﬁ,; —Llgy) = 5677 BgBs, (19)




modes| u — ey T—ey T— Uy u— 3e T—3e

Br [1210%R20]|1110721]|4510822] | 1.010*?[23] | 43108 [24]
bounds| 1.2 104 291072 1.910°7 2.010° 1.010°3
modes| T — 3u T — e2U T — u2e T — eel T — Hue

Br [53108%[@24) |5610°%[[24]|5810%[24]|80108[24] |3.7108[24]
bounds| 1.1 103 1.110°3 1.210°3 9.710° 6.6 104

Table 1: Experimental upper bounds on branching ratios oaglein egs.[(19, 20) set upper
bounds orj(b'b) 45|/ (GeMP) and|bsqbg, |/ (GEMP) respectively.

with B, = 1 andB; ~ 17%. B¢ is a model parameter which equagy9)? for the contribution
of &** alone (in this subsection) and equals 1 when otk and&™* are included as in type
Il seesaw model (in the next). The branching ratio for theefyuleptonic decay is

2

bs,b
S By (2—dgy)Bs, (20)

— 1

which is only induced by ** exchange. The factd@ — dgy) distinguishes between identical
and nonidentical particles in the final state. Using the arpental bounds on the branching
ratios we can constrai\rQbTb)aB\ /(GEnP) and|bsqbgy|/(GF n?) respectively. These numbers
are shown in table 1, and will be employed to set conservayper bounds on EDMs.

Eachd, has three terms proportional 8gre,ry), J(re,rr), andJ(ry,r;) respectively, for
instance,

961" de B -bﬁebee(bTmeu
G2 eme 7| wPGe niGy ]sz(re’r“)
[ b ebee (bTb)eT
+D_szF szF]sz(re,rT)
[biebpie (bTD)
+D_mZGF e MPI(ry, ) (21)

The first term is much smaller because of a smalléactor and more severely suppressed
moduli of the products adb factors, and can safely be ignored. In the optimistic caseraithe
products ofb factors in the last two terms are purely imaginary and additraatively, we get
atm= 200 GeV,

de| <8.1x 10 ecm (22)

Since our bounds in table 1 are given independentlyfoivhile m?J depends only logarithmi-
cally onn?, the above bound is stable against mild variationsioSimilarly, we obtain

dy| <1.4x10 % ecm (23)



The expression fod; contains several combinationsiofactors that cannot be constrained in
LFV decays, so that a direct bound is not possible. But we téimaithe sum rule[(1]1) to set a
bound

|d;| <5.2x 103 ecm (24)

The limit on |dg|, though larger than the four-loop SM result [12] and the ltsureached via
other mechanisms [14, 115,116,/ 17], is still about three ardémagnitude below the precision
reachable in the near futuiie [19].

4.2 Approach 2: acasestudy in typell seesaw

The discussion in the previous subsection is model indeg@ndVhen the Yukawa interaction
in eq. (1) is part of a complete structure in a model, moregémt constraints on EDMs can be
obtained. This is the case particularly in the type Il seesmael where the Yukawa couplings
are related via eg[]3) to the neutrino masses and mixingxatich have been determined to
certain extent. In this subsection we will not attempt a gldliting but demonstrate the point
by a case study in this model.
The mixing pattern determined by oscillation data is clasthe tribimaximal texture [25].

We will work in this simplified scenario. There is then no Ringhase but there can be two
Majorana phases, »:

_ 1 1
\ 176U1 \/§1U2 ? (25)
el TR
Then, the matrib'b is real and symmetric,
1
4vab’h = §(m§+ M5 +mj) 13
1 2\13 —2A17 2712
+8 —201 —Aq13 —A13— 2023 (26)
2A12 —A13— 2A23 —Dq3

with Ajj = mz—mf

The off-diagonal modull(bTb)aB| depend explicitly or\jj, which have been determined
e.g. in [26] to bepy; = 7.6 x 1072 eV?, |Azq| = 2.4 x 103 eV2. The bound on Biu — ey)
then implies (usindd; = 1)

V3|?mPGg > 5.75x 1072 eV? (27)

Since Bt — ey) also depends oAy, its less stringent bound is useless. Instead, its relation
to Br(u — ey) in type Il seesaw and the experimental bound on the lattenmea

Br(T — ey) = B{Br(u — ey) < 2.0x 10 12 (28)
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which is much below the current bound. We also notice thabthend on Bt — ny), though
more than three orders of magnitude larger thafuB#> ey), gives a constraint that is only
slightly weaker than in eql_(27), because of an enhanceraettrfAz;| /Az;. A similar relation
also holds between Br — 3e) and B(u — 3e); the more stringent bound on the latter implies

r(t—3e)=BBr(u—3e) <17x10"
B 3e) = B;B 3e) <1.7x10°1® (29)

which is much smaller than its current bound and thus mofiedifto observe than other decay
modes oft.

To proceed further with leptonic decaysmwénd EDM, we set all neutrino massesif), bg,,
(but not in(bTb)Ba of course) to be equal to their average vatie This simplification holds
true barring very delicate cancellation among neutrinogwhfferences and Majorana phases.
Then, the most stringent constraintsjor+ 3e, T — eeu, upe (together with the less stringent
one onT — €2u) are proportional tdu% — u% . We may reach the most optimistic values of
EDMs by assuminglf = u% — €% to avoid these bounds. The remaining ones en 3y, u2e
yield comparable constraints:

M| sing|

mg|sin(@/2)|
8|V3|2m2G|:

1.1x10°3
e TV o T

<1.2x1073 (30)

The electron EDM being proportional m(ujzug) vanishes, while the other two simplify to

dy d; Ii?\,Algsinq)
=L = 1
emy em; 21 3n4|V3\4mZJ(r“’rT)’ (31)

barring cancellation 0D(Az1/|A31]) ~ 3% or O([A213(re, )]/ [|831]d(r,Tr)]) ~ 2 x 1074,
The bounds in eqs_(27,130) then giverat= 200 GeV

dy| < 20x 10 ecm, |d;| <3.4x 10 %2 ecm (32)

As expected, this result is better than the model-indep#ratee in the previous subsection.

In this special scenario, the effective neutrino mass medsin 23 decays ismgg =
(2my +mp) /3 ~ m,. The contributions to anomalous magnetic dipole momergewia on the
diagonal elements df'b and are given by

3  MMEGe

- 1.1x10 1
% = amzavemecy
3 rﬁ\%mﬁGF 10
47x10 33
% = (amzavsemece < (33)

using eql(2l7) andn, ~ 0.21 eV from a recent update of cosmological bounds on the sum of
neutrino masses [27]. Bote anday, are below the potential gap between measurements and
SM expectations [28, 29].
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5 Conclusion

CP violation in the lepton sector has remained an experiatigninexplored issue. The charged
lepton EDMs offer a potential arena to detect it. This is esdly encouraged by the experi-
mental precision in EDM measurements that has been readdedith possibly be accessible.
However, it has been found previously that it is hard to abganot too tiny EDM for charged
leptons from a flavor CP source. This may be blamed on the gy, thus almost degenerate
at the electroweak scale, neutrinos. Together with a smalhmangle out of three, this makes
a Dirac phase effectively unobservable; and it suppreseeeftects of Majorana phases on
EDMs by several factors of neutrino masses. We have thus ine¢rmated to consider a CP
source that arises from Majorana-type Yukawa couplingshafged leptons. Such couplings
may appear naturally in SM with an extended scalar sectoh as type Il seesaw model, but
we have presented our analytic results in a general seWedound that the EDMs so obtained
are parametrically large. They are only suppressed by eddepton masses squared over four
powers of heavy scalar masses for order one Yukawa coughiagisnay be naturally arranged,
for instance, in type Il seesaw model by assigning a tiny vactaxpectation value for the scalar
triplet.

Nevertheless, the fate with a flavor CP source seems insuntalole. While a large enough
EDM, though flavor diagonal, demands reasonably large flakanging couplings, this may
not be allowed by strictly bounded LFV transitions. Withgbédounds taken into account, we
found that the electron EDM is at least three orders of mageibelow the precision achievable
in the near future, although it is still much larger than tbhatcibutions considered previously.
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