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ABSTRACT: AL = 2 lepton number violation (LNV) at the TeV scale could provide an
alternative interpretation of positive signal(s) in future neutrinoless double beta (0v33) decay
experiments. An interesting class of models from this point of view are those that at low
energies give rise to dimension-9 vector operators and a dimension-7 operator, both of whose
Ovf35-decay rates are “chirally suppressed”. We study and compare the sensitivities of Ov[35-
decay experiments and LHC searches to a simplified model in this class of TeV-scale LNV
that is also SU(2)y x U(1)y gauge invariant. The searches for Ov33 decay, which are here
diluted by a chiral suppression of the vector operators, are found to be less constraining
than LHC searches whose reach is increased by the assumed kinematic accessibility of the
mediator particles. For the chirally suppressed dimension-7 operator generated by TeV-scale
mediators, in contrast, Ov33-decay searches place strong constraints on the size of the new
Yukawa coupling. Signals of this model at the LHC and Ov3/3-decay experiments are entirely
uncorrelated with the observed neutrinos masses, as these new sources of LNV give negligible
contributions to the latter. We find the prospects for the high-luminosity LHC and ton-scale
OvBp-decay experiments to uncover the chirally-suppressed mechanism with TeV-scale LNV
to be promising. We also comment on the sensitivity of the Ov35-decay lifetime to certain
unknown low-energy constants that in the case of dimension-9 scalar operators are expected
to be large due to non-perturbative renormalization.
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1 Introduction

In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, lepton number is conserved in all perturbative
interactions. The well-known seesaw mechanism [1-6] that explains the origin of tiny neutrino
masses strongly motivates the existence of overall lepton number violating interactions in
extensions to the SM, which could appear at the TeV scale, in for example the type-II seesaw
mechanism [6, 7]. There have been extensive studies of TeV-scale LNV at intensity and energy
frontiers, inspired by the non-zero neutrino masses [8], baryon asymmetry of the Universe [9—
11], and experimental accessibility [12-14].

We particularly concentrate on the violation of lepton number by two units, AL = 2,
which is related to the possible Majorana nature of neutrinos [6] and can be tested directly
in the process of neutrinoless double beta (0v353) decay. In this context, it is significant that
current cosmological observations constrain the sum of the light neutrinos masses to < 0.12
eV [15], while future cosmological surveys may completely exclude the so-called inverted hier-
archy [16-20]. Despite the impressive limits on Ov3/3-decay lifetimes, it may prove challenging
for the next-generation Ovf3S-decay experiments, which will probe the full range of the in-
verted hierarchy, to detect the conventional Majorana neutrino mass mechanism [21]. That
potentially gloomy outcome may actually be invigorating: a negative outcome from cosmolog-
ical observations excluding the inverted hierarchy coupled with a future positive Ov53-decay
detection necessarily prompts us to investigate alternatives to Majorana neutrino masses that
are responsible for Ov35 decay.

The systematic application of chiral perturbation theory (yPT) and chiral effective field
theory (YEFT) to Ovf33 decay was first pioneered by Ref. [22], which also pointed out general
the dominance of pionic contributions for several dimension-9 operators. ! In that work,
the classification of possible AL = 2 LNV operators at the dimension-9 level, including only
quark and lepton fields, that contribute to Ov53 decay was performed using Weinberg power
counting [24, 25]. 2 In particular, the quark-lepton operators are organized according to
the power counting of the mapped hadron-lepton operators in chiral effective field theory.
These Ov35-decay operators do not necessarily generate the observed neutrino masses, and
could give sizable contributions to OvSS decay [27]. In the framework of simplified models
outlined in [28], the potential for the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) to probe TeV-scale LNV
is promising [12, 13, 29], as LHC searches can be complementary to Ov3/-decay experiments.

In this work, we will study the phenomenology of TeV-scale LNV arising from certain
dimension-9 vector operators discussed below, using a simplified model that provides an ultra-
violet (UV) completion for these operators and that is SU(2) x U(1)y gauge invariant. The
use of a simplified model allows us to assess the relative sensitivities of Ov33 decay and
searches for LNV in high energy pp collisions, as the relevant partonic center of mass energies

n the case of specific models (R-parity-violating supersymmetry) the importance of pion interactions was
first noticed in Ref. [23].

2This terminology refers to Weinberg’s prescription for organizing the momentum expansion in multi-
nucleon scattering processes. A cogent summary can be found in Ref. [26].



in the latter may not justify integrating out the new particles responsible for the low-energy
effective operators. Importantly, at low-energies, the leading contribution of the dimension-9
operators to Ov3f decay occurs at next-to-next-to-leading order (N2LO) in Weinberg’s power
counting, in striking contrast to most other dimension-9 LNV operators (so-called “scalar”
operators) that can occur at leading order (LO). Moreover, a renormalization group analysis
of the vector operators implies that their treatment according to Weinberg power counting is
robust [30, 31]; the promotion of higher order contact operators to LO that enters the scalar
channel (as well as the conventional light Majorana neutrino exchange mechanism) [31-34]
does not occur in this case.

It is worth noting that the interplay between Ov[53-decay experiments and LHC searches
in a similar simplified model has been studied previously in Ref. [29]. ® There are notable
differences however between that work and the present analysis. The simplified model studied
here is SU(2), xU(1)y gauge invariant, whereas the models and topologies studied in Ref. [29]
are only SU(3). X U(1)ey, invariant. Electroweak invariance has consequential difference, as
we show it: relates the dimension-9 vector operators that contribute to Ov35 decay to other
AL =2 operators, that generate neutrino masses at three-loop level; and makes for a more
complex and richer LHC phenomenology, since for instance, different particles in the same
electroweak doublet produce different final states upon decay. In our validation and recasting
of existing LHC analyses, we perform parton showering, jet reconstruction, and use a fast
detector simulation (Delphes3 [35]). A subsequent analysis comparing the LHC reach of a
model that generates a scalar LNV operator to the analysis of Ref. [29], found that important
Standard Model and detector backgrounds were overlooked [13]. In performing projections
for the high-luminosity LHC, here we instead re-scale existing LHC analyses assuming the
signal-to-background ratio remains the same. In our OvfSf analysis we include here the
perturbative QCD one-loop renormalization group evolution of the LNV operators from the
TeV scale down to the hadron scale. Moreover, the analysis of the Ov55-decay process itself
performed here uses a complete basis for dimension-9 vector operators [36], and makes use
of more recent results using chiral effective field theory [30, 37]. Ref. [29] appears to not
include so-called 4-quark ‘color-octet’ operators, and only includes the contribution of the
4-nucleon (np)(np) interaction, but ignores the pion contribution [13] even though it occurs
at the same order in the chiral power counting. Although these contributions appear with
unknown low-energy constants, we consider their impact on the Ov53-decay rate by varying
the low-energy constants over an O(1) range.

This model also generates a dimension-7 LNV operator, that makes a long-distance con-
tribution to Ov36 decay. Here however, its LO contribution to Ov35 decay vanishes, and the
next-leading contribution is proportional to the electron mass or outgoing electron energies.
While the OvS3-decay amplitude is suppressed, the corresponding Ov33-decay bound on the
Yukawa coupling is still quite strong, suggesting this interaction — which does not contribute

3Specifically, ‘topology I’ with the ‘decomposition 2-ii-b’ in the terminology of the diagrams and Table I
of that reference.



to the dimension-9 vector operators — is not relevant at LHC energies.

While current and future ton-scale Ov3/ decay experiments are insensitive to the details
of the underlying LNV mechanism because they are only sensitive to the decay rate, and not
for example, angular or energy correlations between the two outgoing electrons, LHC searches
have a greater potential to uncover it, if the associated mass scale is at the TeV. The reason
is that if the particles that generate these operators have masses close to the TeV mass scale,
they could be produced on-shell at the LHC, greatly increasing their production cross section.
In the case of dimension-9 LNV scalar operators this potential has already been demonstrated
[29] [13] [11].

Turning to Ov53 decay, because these vector operators contribute to the amplitude at
N2LO, their contributions to the Ovj3S-decay rate are naively suppressed by a factor of
(Ay/mz)* ~ 2 x 10%, with A, ~ 1 GeV a typical hadronic scale and m, the pion mass.
As a result of this suppression — which is a purely a consequence of low-energy hadronic
physics — and the increase of production cross section with on-shell particles, LHC searches
are relatively stronger at constraining these operators than direct Ov33-decay limits.

It is noted that Refs. [29] [11] have studied the sensitivities of OvfS-decay and LHC
searches, and also found that LHC searches can have greater reach. As aforementioned, this
is caused by the increase in production cross section arising from the mediators being kine-
matically accessible at the LHC. Here, we emphasize that in case of dimension-9 LNV vector
operators, the chiral suppression of the OvfS3-decay rate will further promote the sensitiv-
ity of LHC searches in comparison with Ovf3-decay searches. In contrast, the perturbative
QCD renormalization group evolution of the vector operators is found to cause their Wilson
coefficients at the hadronic scale to be slightly enhanced compared to the TeV scale, partly
offsetting the previous effect. These points are discussed in more quantitative detail in Section
2.1.

We derive the sensitivities of 0v33 decay for the KamLAND-Zen [38] and future ton-scale
experiments, and investigate the current and projected sensitivities to TeV-scale LNV at the
LHC in our simplified model. Our results clearly illustrate the complementary role of these
experiments in probing the TeV-scale physics described here.

One might be concerned that LNV at the TeV scale necessarily generates too large of a
neutrino mass, and that that constraint renders such new phenomena unobservable at current
and near-future LHC and Ovf3-decay experiments. This concern is model-dependent, and
here we find that while these new sources of LNV do indeed generate neutrino masses, they
are induced at three-loop level or higher level in the case of dimension-9 vector operators,
and for the dimension-7 operator at two-loop level *. In both circumstances the induced

“Ref. [29] notes that because of the Schechter-Valle “black box” theorem [39], a neutrino mass is generated
at four-loop level. However, because of the SU(2)r invariance of this model, neutrino masses are generated
at three-loop level, and at a value larger — significantly larger than a loop factor — than given by the theorem.
This result is not in contradiction with the Schecter-Valle “black box” theorem, for recall it only provides a
minimum estimated value to the neutrino mass given a positive detection of a Ov33-decay lifetime. These and
other aspects are discussed further in Sections 2.2 and 2.4.



neutrino masses are further suppressed by powers of the light quark and electron masses and
are entirely negligible. This does mean that the model discussed here cannot explain the
origin of neutrino masses.

A potential shortcoming of the simplified model described here is — in the absence of
imposing any additional symmetries — the presence of large flavor-changing neutral currents
and charged lepton flavor violating processes. As the interactions most relevant for our
analysis here involve only first generation leptons and quarks, we consider only the flavor-
diagonal components of the model and defer a study of the flavor- non-diagonal interactions
to future work. Indeed, our aim is to demonstrate the important input the LHC can provide
towards solving what will may hopefully be a future Ovf5-decay “inverse problem”.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce a simplified model
containing leptoquarks that, at low energies, generates dimension-9 LNV vector operators
and a dimension-7 LNV operator. In Sec. 2.1 and Sec. 2.3 we then calculate the half-lives
of OvfBB decay arising from the dimension-9 and dimension-7 operators, and estimate their
contributions to the neutrino mass in Sec. 2.2 and Sec. 2.4, respectively. Then, in Sec. 3,
we recast the existing LHC searches and make projections for future prospects. In Sec. 4,
we discuss the sensitivities of the LHC and OvfgfS-decay experiments to TeV-scale LNV in
our model. In Appendices A, B, and C, we extend the discussion about hadron-level Ov35
amplitudes, show how the neutrino mass arises at three-loop level in the model, and provide
all the relevant decay widths of the new particles, respectively. We conclude in Sec. 5.

2 Model and 0vj35 decay

To see how the Ov35 decay and collider probes interplay with each other in the tests of TeV-
scale LNV, we will work in the context of simplified models. The systematic decomposition
of Ovf3-decay operators with the possible realizations are sketched in Refs. [28, 40]. We will
particularly pay attention to the UV realization of a class of Ov53-decay operators which are
suppressed at hadron-level in chiral power counting, but are potentially accessible at colliders
and next-generation Ovpp-decay experiments and give small contributions to the neutrino
masses.

Consider the following model with a scalar field S € (1,2);/9, a leptoquark field R €
(3,2)1/6 and a Dirac fermion field ¥ € (1,2)_;/9, where (X,Y’)z corresponds to the repre-
sentations under the SU(3)¢c, SU(2)r, and U(1)y gauge groups, respectively. They interact
with the SM fields via

Lint = YqaQSdR + YquirST eQ + yewerSiV¥y,
+ )\edEER*dR + )\UQJ\TIRRU% + )\quG\T/LR*dR
+ 9Ly Heg +he., (2.1)

where Q@ = (u,d)f, L = (ve,e)t, € = io?, Yr/r = Prrt, uf = P;Cu” with Prp =
(1 Fv5)/2, ¢ denoting the fermion fields and C' being the usual charge conjugation matrix,



and “h.c.” represents the Hermitian conjugate terms. The fields S and ¥ have the same
quantum numbers as the SM Higgs and lepton doublet fields, respectively. A mass term
WgrL can be removed by a field redefinition of ¥, and L. Following Ref. [41], we assume for
simplicity that at tree-level S has no vacuum expectation value and so at this order all of its
components are physical.

With three generations of SM fermions there is no reason a priori for the Yukawa couplings
of S to quarks and charged leptons to be aligned with the SM Yukawa couplings. Tree-level
exchange of S generically leads to dangerous flavor-changing neutral current processes and
charged lepton number violating processes. We will not address this problem here, since our
focus is on illustrating the interplay between the LHC and Ov(33-decay experiments.

This model violates overall lepton number whenever AegA,w 7 0 or AguAyw # 0. To see
that, consider a fictitious lepton number U(1)r, under which the fields are charged, and the
Yukawa couplings are treated as spurions and also charged to make the Lagrangian invariant.
Thus the lepton numbers ¢(L) = q(e) = ¢(¥) = 1, ¢(S) = 0, and ¢(R) = r can be arbitrary.
Then the Yukawa couplings necessarily have a charge such that ¢(Aeq) = ¢(Agw) = 1+ r and
q(Muw) = 1 — 7, implying ¢(AegAuv) = ¢(AguAuw) = 2. The term in Eq. (2.1), A\gge¥ 1 R*dRg,
does not contribute to Ov55 decay at tree-level and is not considered further.

en oy

dr(Q) L

Figure 1: Quark-level Feynman diagrams that induce AL = 2 vector Ov3-decay operators
at low energies.

At low energies this model generates dimension-9 and dimension-7 operators that con-
tribute to OvB3 decay. In each of these cases the amplitude for Ov35 decay is suppressed,
either by m2 in the case of the dimension-9 vector operators, or in the case of the dimension-7
operator, by the electron mass or energies of the outgoing electrons. We next discuss these
in turn.

2.1 Dimension-9 operators

At the quark level, the interactions in this model lead to two Ov3/3-decay contributions shown
in Fig. 1, arising from the interactions in Eq. (2.1) proportional to y4q and ygq., respectively.
After integrating out the S, R, and V¥ fields, the effective interactions take the forms of

(urdr)(érug)(erdr) , (urdr)(érug)(€Ldr) (2.2)



with u% = (ugr)®. Using the Fierz identity, we obtain

(eru) (e dn) = 5 (i dm) Eryucs) (23)

In the approach of the SM effective field theory (SMEFT), the effective interactions after
integrating out the heavy fields are [22, 30, 36, 37, 42, 43]

1
Lhmrr = 15 (CQu10qui + Ca10qar) + h.c. (2.4)

where A is the LNV scale, and the dimension-9 quark-lepton vector operators are expressed
as

Oqui = (urQ)(urY.dr)(ERY'LS) ,

. - - . (2.5)
Oqa1 = €ij(Q"dr)(urYudr)(ErRY"' L) .
The Wilson coefficients are given by
CQU1 _ ye\Il/\ed)\u\Il
= -
A 2mimimy 1 26)
Car _ YewedAuw
Ad 2mim¥imy Yad -

where mpg, mg, and my are physical masses of R, S and V¥, respectively.

Note that under the fictitious U(1)z, introduced earlier, the charge of these Wilson co-
efficients is exactly cancelled by the charge of the effective operators Ogy1 or Ogqi, so that
the above Eé?\)/IEFT is invariant. Hereafter we assume without loss of generality that all of the
couplings are real.

We evolve the operators Og,1 and Ogq1 down to the electroweak scale, which mix with
the color octet vector operators Ogy2 and Ogg2, respectively, written as

Oqu2 = (urt*Q)(urt*yudr)(€ry" L") ,

. i e (2.7)
Ogaz = €ij(Q"tdR)(urt*vudr)(epy"L’°) .

The corresponding Wilson coefficients Cgy2 and Cgge are normalized in a similar way as Cgq1
and Cgq in the Lagrangian. The one-loop QCD RG equation for the Wilson coefficients Cgq1
and Cgq2 is [30],

40 80

4 (Cou) _as |9 27| (Coui) (2.8)
dnp \ Coua 4r | 4 46 | \ Cgue

3 9

where oy is the strong coupling. The evolution of the Wilson coefficients Cgq1 and Cgao
is govern by the RG equation of the same form with the substitution: Cg,1 — Cga1 and
CQUQ — CQdQ.



Below the electroweak scale, the effective interactions are written in the low-energy ef-
fective field theory (LEFT) [22, 30, 36, 44]

9
1
LIE?)FT s Z CiOM e, yse + hoc. (2.9)
i=6

where the vacuum expectation value v = 246 GeV, and the vector operators are given by

O = (arm"qr)(@rTtar) ,

OY = (qrt*t™y"qr)(Grt" 7 qr) , (2.10)
O = (Grm™"qr) (@7 qR) | '
04" = (qrt"T""qr)(qLt* T qr) |

where 71 = (71 +i72) /2 with 7! and 72 being the Pauli matrices, and qr, g = (u, d)%,R denote
the left-handed and right-handed quark isospin doublets. For the color octect operators 0‘7‘/
and Of, 1% = \%/2, a = 1,...,8, Tr[t*"] = §7°/2, A% denote the SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices
in the fundamental representation, and the summation over the index a is assumed.

The matching conditions at the electroweak scale myy = 80.4 GeV are

5
v
Cony(mw) = 575 Cour2) (mw)
g 207 (2.11)
v
Cy(oy(mw) = x5 Caa2) (mw) .

The RGEs for the Wilson coefficients in the LEFT take the same form in Eq. (2.8) with the
substitution: Cg,1 — Cg(Ch), Couz — C§(CY); and with the change in the [S-function of
as. Choosing a typical high scale ® A = 2 TeV, the Wilson coefficients C(/S,7,8,9 at the scale
mo = 2 GeV, are given by

Co)(mo)\ _ Z {“5} Cui(qQar)(A) (2.12)
Cé(g) (mo) 2 |AS Coua(Qaz) (M)
with
5 143 —023) 213)
—0.10 0.68

The matrix Z gives the one-loop running from the scale i = A, where Cg,1(A) and Cgqr(A)
are given in Eq. (2.6) and Cgu2(A) = Cggaa(A) = 0, to the scale u = my.

In chiral perturbation theory the quark-lepton operators are mapped onto hadron-lepton
operators defined below the scale A, ~ 1 GeV, with the non-perturbative QCD dynamics
encoded by low-energy constants (LECs) [45, 46].

5We neglect the difference if ms r,w deviate from 2 TeV, which is a minor effect.
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Figure 2: Hadron-level Feynman diagrams for Ov33 decay induced by the LNV operators
mN Nee (left) and NNN Nee (right), which are denoted by the black squares.

In several ways the behavior of the vector operators in chiral perturbation theory is in
striking contrast to that of scalar operators. For vector operators, their lowest order local
interaction with pions is of the form (7wd,m)ey*yse¢ which, after using the pion equations
of motion, is 7wmee, but importantly suppressed by a factor of m. and negligible [22, 36] -
for further details see Appendix A. Unlike scalar operators, vector operators do not induce
any operators at LO in the chiral power counting. The leading contribution of the vector
operators Og,’z&gé'yufyg,ec to the OvfBB-decay amplitude instead arises from their mapping
onto the hadronic operators 7N Nee and NNN Nee [22, 30, 36] which are at NLO and N?LO
in Weinberg’s power counting [24, 25], respectively. While requiring that the amplitude is
regulator independent implies that the LECs for these two operators are related, in the case of
vector operators, no “promotion” of the NN N Nee operators to lower chiral order is needed,
and at least for these vector operators, Weinberg’s power counting appears correct [30, 31].
In the case of vector operators then, the 7N Nee and NN N Nee operators make comparable
contributions to the OvfSB-decay amplitude. The Ovg@5-decay rate however has a sizable
uncertainty due to the unknown values of these LECs, as is illustrated in Fig. 3.

In heavy-baryon chiral perturbation theory [47] the effective Lagrangian for the leading
hadron-level LNV interactions 7N Nee and NN N Nee is given by [30]

ﬁ\e/fefctor — ﬁvector Evector 7 (214)

[’;/re]\c[tor — f\ngFﬂpS Oy n[gv C( ) ~7rNO( )} % Uué'Yu’YBGC , (2.15)
vector 1 = o e ¢

LR = = (pn)(pn) [96 Now + gl Cx(/)] x vheytyse” (2.16)

where F; = 91.2 MeV, g4 = 1.27, and S® and v* are the nucleon spin and velocity. The
coefficients

Oy = C(mo) + Ch(mo) ,
C = Ch(mo) + Ch(mo) . (2.17)

The LECs gf%, g7V, g™, ¢¥" = O(1) in the naive dimensional analysis (NDA) [48, 49], and
little is known about them. Inspecting the numerical solution to the RG equations (2.12) and



(2.13), one finds C‘(/?) = 1.430°/(2A%)[Cqu1 (A) + Cga1 (A)] - so that this Wilson coefficient has
an O(1) enhancement at low scales  — and a small non-vanishing C"(/g ) has been generated.
In Fig. 2 we show the Feynman diagrams for the Ov53 decay at hadron-level, that is the
transition nn — ppee, which are induced by the NLO operators 7N Nee and N2LO operators
NNNNee. In chiral power counting, the transition amplitudes of these two diagrams are at
the same order. For the vector operators consider here, the amplitude for nuclear Ov 35 decay
0t — 07" is [30]
2 2
Avector = MAM’&(I{”VOVSJCET(]{Z) ) (218)
TRA
where k1 and ko are the momenta of the emitted electrons, G is Fermi coupling constant,
the radius Ry = 1.2A4Y/3 fm with A the number of nucleons of nucleus, and the reduced
amplitude is given by

m2 [1 ~aN A 2 A
mev | 2 ga

with Mp . = (M1, + M%), where the basic NMEs Mg, = —2.80, MjiF, = —0.92 and
Mpgsq = —1.53 for 136X e calculated using the quasi-particle random phase approximation
(QRPA) [50]. The reader is referred to Ref. [30, 37] for definitions of these basic NMEs. The
inverse half-life of the Ov(33 decay is expressed as

-1
<T1%> = gaGool An |, (2.20)

where the phase space factor Gog = 2.8 x 10714 year~! for 136Xe [51], following a trivial
rescaling as discussed in [30, 37]; see also Ref. [52, 53]. Three-body nucleon interactions such
as NNNNN Nee contributing to 07 — 07 are expected to contribute at higher-order in the
Weinberg power counting and are not considered here.

As discussed above, the vector operators 0‘6‘7/7,879(57,17560 are mapped onto the operators
mNNee and NNN Nee, whose contributions are suppressed in chiral power counting. This
can be seen in Eq. (2.19) with the amplitude Aj; being proportional to m?2, while amplitudes
for the LO hadron-lepton operators are proportional to Ai [22, 30, 36]. An explicit UV
completion of these scalar quark-lepton operators can be found in Ref. [54].

As an aside, one may naively expect that, in the absence of any underlying model and
consequently no linear ordering of the magnitudes of the Wilson coefficients of these operators,
the vector operators are quantitatively less important than scalar operators in Ov35 decay
due to the suppression of the Ov33-decay amplitude by a factor of (A, /mr)? ~ 60. However,
this level of suppression may not be realized in practice. To illustrate, consider a comparison
with the Ovfpp-decay amplitude (Agcalar) induced by scalar operators. It turns out that this
suppression is sensitive to the size of certain unknown LECs as well as NMEs. To see why,

SNote that the factor of v°/(2A®) comes from the definitions of Wilson coefficients.

,10,



first consider the limit where the unknown LECs for operators NN N Nee contributing to
Agcalar follow the Weinberg power counting expectation of O(1), then

2
Avector N mi MP,sd

Ascalar m?\/ MPS,sd ’ (2‘21)
where my ~ A, is the nucleon mass and Agcalar arises from the LO pion-exchange inter-
action. Here Mpg g is a NME that appears in the expression for Agcalar; more details on
each can be found in Appendix A. As shown in Appendix A, the ratio of NMEs is about
6 — 8, across a variety of isotopes and methods for estimating their values. Thus, the naively
expected suppression may too severe by nearly an order of magnitude. In addition, recent
work suggests that the the LECs for the NN N Nee arising from the scalar operators may be
considerably larger than O(1) [30-34] — for more details the reader is referred to Appendix
A. The NNN Nee contribution to Agcalar involves yet another NME, further clouding the
estimated magnitude of the full scalar amplitude.

Substituting the values of the phase space factor, NMEs and the other constants into
Eq. (2.20), we obtain

(TYfy) ™" = 6.0 x 10722[(0.98¢7" — g5'™) — (0.069g7" — 0.070g7"™ )]?

5 2
X |ye\11(yqu + yqd))‘ed)\u\ll|2 X ( QTe;/ ) year_l ’ (2'22)
MEmpmy

where all of the masses are normalized by the scale of 1 TeV.

The most stringent OvS[-decay limit comes from the experiment KamLAND-Zen [38]:
T 10/”2 > 1.07 x 10%° year at 90% confidence level (C.L.). The constraint from the final results
of GERDA experiment [55] is slightly weaker. There exist a number of planned experiments
at the ton-scale [56-61] that aim to improve the half-life sensitivity by about 2 orders of
magnitude, reaching Tlo/”2 > 10?8 year at 90% C.L. From Eq. (2.22), we thus infer that
future ton-scale Ovf33-decay experiments are able to probe TeV-scale LNV with the masses
ms = mp = myg = 1 TeV and the couplings |yew (Ygu + Yga)Aearuw| = (3 —9) x 1073 for
g@N = QQN =1 and g}V = g’V = £1/2. In Fig. 3, we show for three sets of assumed values
for these low-energy constants, the half-lives of Ov33 decay for 136Xe as a function of the
LNV scale. Clearly, we can see that typically the LNV scale up to around 4.5 — 6 TeV for the
Wilson coefficients Cgy1 + Cgq1 = 1 is in the reach of next-generation ton-scale Ovj33-decay
experiments. The same figure also illustrates that the sensitivity of the inferred LNV scale
to these LECs is sizable.

2.2 Neutrino masses: dimension-9 operators

Before closing this section, it is interesting to discuss the connection in this model between
OvfBfS decay and neutrino masses. On general grounds, the Schechter-Valle theorem [39]
implies that the observation of Ov33 decay implies the existence of a light neutrino Majorana
mass term. For the model of interest here, the Ov/33-decay operators can induce Majorana
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Figure 3: Half-lives of Ov3S decay as a function of the effective LNV scale
A=A/ |Cqu1 + CQd1|1/ ® The solid black curve is obtained with g"}N = ggN =1 and
gév N — gév N = 0. The dotted (dashed) black curve is obtained with the same settings of
g, g7 but with gl = gV =1/2 (—1/2). The solid red and dashed red lines
correspond to the constraints on the half-life in KamLAND-Zen and future ton-scale

experiments for 135Xe.

vL

VL

Figure 4: The LNV vector operators contribute to neutrino masses at three-loop or higher
order, and are completely negligible. Shown here is a typical three-loop Feynman diagram
contributing to the neutrino mass. The red dot depicts the dimension-9 operators in

Eq. (2.23). The analogous diagram in the simplified model is shown in Fig. 14 of Appendix

B.

neutrino masses at loop level. It is instructive to consider this connection after integrating
out the heavy degrees of freedom. Retaining only the light degrees of freedom, we obtain the
loop-induced Majorana mass from diagrams such as Fig. 4. In the simplified model neutrino
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masses are generated at three-loop level © as briefly discussed in Appendix B. The red dot in
Fig. 4 depicts the effective operators in the form of

Comt . o
2?5 “(apur) (apyedr) (ErY V) |

C -
L (dudr) (arudr) @Ry vE) - (2.23)

In the SMEFT, they arise from the v—component of the SU(2); x U(1)y invariant dimension-

9 effective operators in Eq. (2.5). The contribution of these operators to the neutrino mass is
highly suppressed by three insertions of the light quark masses and one of the electron mass,
as well as by the loop factors, and is estimated as

GMyMe A%V
my, ~ WT (muCQul + deng)

m3 me A 2 /1 TeV\®
~ 10" AMeV [ —2d v 2.24
¢ ( MeV? ) <1 TeV A ’ (2.24)

which is completely negligible compared to the actual neutrino masses. Here Ayy is an UV

cutoff, with Ayy ~ A. Two powers of Ayy arise from the quadratic divergence in the “bubble”
loop of light quarks appearing below the “horizontal line” in Fig. 4. (In dimensional regular-
ization two powers of the light quark masses would appear instead.) In obtaining this estimate
we have defined A5 = (m%m%my) and set equal to one the product of Yukawa couplings ap-
pearing in the Wilson coefficients Cg,1 and Cgg: %ye\p)\ed}\u\pyqu = %yeq,)\edAuq,yqd = 1.
The simplified model presented here cannot generate the observed neutrino masses, which
therefore must arise from some other source.

We end by returning to the Schechter-Valle “black box” theorem [39]. It is noted that the
contribution to Majorana neutrino masses arising from an insertion of the Ov33 decay “black-
box operator” occurs at four-loop level. The induced shift in the Majorana neutrino mass,
derived using the experimental limit Tlo/”2 > 1.07 x 10% year, is roughly 2 x 10728 eV [62]. Here
we have updated the numerical results of Ref. [62] to reflect the more recent KamLAND-Zen
limit [38]. This value is much smaller than the direct contribution to neutrino masses arising
in the simplified model considered here.

2.3 Dimension-7 operator

Here we consider the effects of the interaction

YoV Hep (2.25)

"It is evident from Fig. 14 that if S acquires a vacuum expectation value (vev), then a neutrino mass
is generated at two-loop order. With Ayv ~ A, the estimate for the neutrino mass from such a two-loop
diagram is larger by a factor of 167%(S)/m, compared to the estimate from the three-loop diagram. In this
case the neutrino mass is still suppressed far below its actual value. If a vev for S doesn’t occur at tree-level,
at one-loop a term STH in the Lagrangian is generated, which leads to (S) ~ mgA%y/(1672m%). With (S) of
this size, then the direct three-loop diagram (14) and two-loop (S) induced neutrino masses are parametrically
the same size.
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on Ovff decay. This interaction appears in the last line of the Lagrangian in Eq. (2.1), and
is allowed by all symmetries. It does not contribute to the LNV dimension-9 operators, but
its presence does generate a LNV dimension-7 operator above the electroweak scale. The
Yukawa coupling y. g, has zero lepton number.

To see that it cannot be forbidden by any symmetry, note that the model already has
Yukawa couplings of S to the SM quarks. Under any discrete symmetry S and H must have
the same charge, which means we cannot distinguish S from H. Thus if we have ¥y Ser
in the Lagrangian we cannot forbid W Hepr. This operator cannot be forbidden by any Zx
discrete symmetry.

Figure 5: Quark-level Feynman diagram that induce AL = 2 dimension-7 Ov35-decay
operator O, at low energies.

Integrating out S and R at tree-level gives the following new contribution to the effective

theory below that mass scale,

7 1
‘C(SI&[EFT :FCLeuJHOLeuJH + h.c. ’ (226)

where the dimension-7 operator is given by
Orevanr = (uryudr)(€ry" L) H (2.27)
with a Wilson coefficient

Crewdn _ 1YewAearuw
A3 2 mimy

(2.28)

The Feynman diagram generating this effective interaction is shown in Fig. 5. Note that
this Wilson coefficient depends on the same combination of Yukawa couplings (AcgA,w) that
appears in the Wilson coefficients of the dimension-9 operators. Of course, here 3., also
occurs, which does not appear in the dimension-9 Wilson coefficients.

The operator Oy .,y is proportional to a current of quarks, so the QCD RG evolution
of this operator is trivial. After the electroweak symmetry breaking, the Higgs doublet H
develops the vev (H) = v/+/2, and the following effective Lagrangian in the LEFT is obtained

6 1 6) A6
Ligpr = —CypOvg +hie. (2.29)
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where the dimension-6 operator is
OVh = (@ryudr)Eny'v") (2:30)

and the Wilson coefficient is given by

1 6 1 N
VR = 535 CLewdn (2.31)

Due to the presence of the neutrino, this interaction make a long-distance contribution to
Ovf3f decay as shown in Fig. 6.

Figure 6: Hadron-level Feynman diagram for Ov3( decay, induced by the LNV operator
npev® denoted by the black square. The other vertex denotes the single 8 decay operator
from SM interactions.

Below the scalar A, ~ 1 GeV, the quark-lepton operator are mapped onto hadron-lepton
operators. Up to NLO in chiral expansion, the resulting one-body current for single g decay
was shown explicitly in Ref. [37].

At LO in the Weinberg power counting, the dimension-6 operator O{,ﬁf){ makes a vanishing
contribution to OvBS decay. The first non-vanishing contribution is obtained by expanding
the one-body vector and axial currents to NLO [37]. The contribution of the dimension-6

operator Ogs}){ to the amplitude for 0* — 07 is given by [30, 37]

2G2m, E, - E
Ayg = JAZETe | p iy )yoCa” (k) ———2

_ _T
R o~ + Ap u(k)Cu’ (k2)| (2.32)

where F7 and FE5 are the energies of the emitted electrons and the reduced amplitudes are

Ap = C\(,%ME,R y A, = C\(/6P){Mmﬁ’3 , (2.33)
and the NMEs
Mg p = 1 ﬁM 1 2MAA + MAA
E,R__3 P} F_3( ar + T) )
9ga
1[g¢? 1
Moo = § | DM+ 3 (MR — M%) + 3048F + MEF + 37" + 2aF™)] (230
A
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Here, gy = 1, and the six long-range NMEs are given by Mpr = —0.89, MéA = 3.16,
MEE = —1.19, MEE =0.39, MAP = —0.28, and MEP = 0.09 for 13Xe calculated using the
QRPA method [50]. The NME M#4 cannot be extracted from current calculations of light
and heavy neutrino Majorana mass contributions to Ov83 decays of current experimental
interest. Here we set it to zero as it is expected to be small compared to the other NMEs. &
With these as input, Mg r = 0.89 and M,,, r = —0.41, again for 136Xe.

The amplitude is proportional to the outgoing electron energies or the electron mass and
therefore highly suppressed. In the Weinberg power counting three-body nucleon interactions
and loops of pions are expected to make comparable contributions. As a result, the limit and
projection obtained below should be viewed as an order-of-magnitude estimate [37].

The inverse half-life is given by [37]

-1
(T0) = g4 [4Goal Apl? — 4GosRe (A, Ap) + 2Goa| A, I (2.35)

with the phase space factors Ggo = 3.2 x 10714 year™!, Goz = 0.86 x 107 year™', and
Gos = 1.2 x 107" year™! for 36Xe. Substituting for C\(,?{, the NMEs, and the phase space
factors, gives

2
-1 TeV3
0 _ —184,/ 2 -1
(Tl/”2> = 8.6 X 107 |y, g AedAuw|” X <m%m\p> year - . (2.36)
s
o
=
= 10%5. ]
1024 ]
10237 J
0 20 40 60 80 100
A [TeV]

Figure 7: Half-lives of Ov3/ decay as a function of the effective LNV scale
A=A/ ‘CLeud_H|l/ ®. The solid red and dashed red lines correspond to the constraints on the
half-life in the KamLAND-Zen and future ton-scale experiments for 136Xe.

The Kamland-Zen limit of Tlo/”2 > 1.07 x 10%% year gives a constraint of YL g AedAuw| <
3.3 x 107° for mr = mg = 1 TeV. Setting the Yukawa couplings equal to one, this bound

8In the case of light nuclei, Variational Monte Carlo (VMC) calculations for —M#4 ~ 0.06 — 0.25 are
obtained in [63]. Among AI = 2 nuclear isospin transitions, the largest value found is —M#4 ~0.15.
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translates into a bound on A = (m%

my)'/3 Z 40 TeV. Current and projected limits are shown
in Fig. 7, where we can see that future ton-scale experiments are sensitive to the LNV scale
up to 90 TeV for the Wilson coefficient C; .4z = 1.

One can see that OvBf3 decay is more sensitive to the dimension-7 operator Oj.,ix
compared to the dimension-9 vector operators. Following Refs. [30, 37], this can be understood
in chiral power counting. Denoting €, = ¢/Ay with ¢ ~ m, the typical momentum transfer

of Ovf5 decay, then the typical outgoing electron energies scale as F ~ MeV ~ Axei. Since

the reduced amplitudes meAp and meA,,, induced by OE,GF){ are proportional to the electron
energies, they scale as Axei. In contrast, m.Ays induced by the dimension-9 vector operators
scales as Aiei /v. Although all of them are chirally suppressed, Ay is smaller than Ag and
Ap, by a factor of A, /(ve,) >~ 0.03.

The existence of the Yukawa interaction yé\l,\fl . Hepr would also contribute to the deviation
from unitarity of the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata matrix and mass mixing of charged
leptons with more phenomenological implications and constraints. However, since the LHC
searches considered in the next section are insensitive to this interaction, we simply assume
that it is suppressed, which might be realized in UV theories, and focus on the interplay
of chirally suppressed Ov3S5 decay induced by the dimension-9 vector operators and LHC

searches.

2.4 Neutrino masses: dimension-7 operators

This discussion closes with some comments about neutrino masses. Like the dimension-9 op-
erator previously discussed in Section 2.1, the dimension-7 operator Eq. (2.26) also generates
neutrino masses at higher loop order. In particular, a neutrino mass is first generated at
two-loops and is finite. It is highly suppressed due to one electron mass and two light quark
mass insertions, and one estimates that

Cleud MdMyMe
(1672)2 A3

1 TeV\?
~ 107VC,, Mev  DulldMe ( : 2.37
Leud '€ ( MeV3 A ( )

my ~

which is completely negligible. Consequently, the observed values of the neutrino masses do
not constrain the size of this Wilson coefficient.

3 LHC searches

We will investigate the complementary test of TeV-scale LNV in our simplified model using
LHC searches. The process with a pair of first generation leptons with the same charge
(e*et) and at least two jets would provide a clear sign of LNV at the LHC. Searches for this
same-sign dilepton plus dijet signal have thus far yielded null results, leading to constraints
on different models for TeV-scale LNV. We analyze the corresponding implications for our
simplified model below. Additionally, searches for leptoquarks as well as those for dijet
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resonances, which do not rely on LNV signatures, can also be used to extend the sensitivities
to the masses and couplings of new particles in our simplified model.

In this section, we will reinterpret the existing searches, which are performed at the
13 TeV LHC with integrated luminosities of ~ 40 fb=! — 140 fb~!, in terms of the corre-
sponding LNV and lepton number conserving processes generated in our model, then make
projections for the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) with the integrated luminosity of 3 ab™!.
In all of our projections for exclusion and discovery at the HL-LHC, we make the strong
assumption that the selection cuts and efficiencies remain unchanged from those in existing
searches. The reaches presented here might be improved with an optimization of cuts.

Note that both y,, and y4q terms in Eq. (2.1) can contribute to the scalar production
at the LHC, which do not interfere. For the charged scalar ST, their contributions to the
production cross section are the same if 44, = y4q. For the neutral scalar 59, however, the
contribution to the production cross section from the /4, term is larger than that from the y,4
term, since u-quark parton distribution function (PDF) is typically about two times larger
than d-quark PDF for the Bjorken 2 ~ mg//s, which is around 0.1 —0.2. Here, /s = 13 TeV
is the center-of-mass energy of the LHC. Consequently, the constraints from dijet search in
case of non-vanishing y44 is relatively weaker than that for non-vanishing .

Besides, different from the Ovf3-decay half-life that depends on (ygu + Yga)?, there is
no interference between the contributions from the ¥4, and y4q terms to the production
cross sections of pp — S*, S0, Hereafter, to simplify the presentation of our analysis, we
assume g, = 0 and y4q # 0, and study the interplay of LHC searches and Ov3f decay. Our
conclusions would be qualitatively similar if y4q = 0 and y4, # 0 were assumed instead.

3.1 Leptoquark searches

Direct search for pairs of first-generation leptoquarks by the ATLAS collaboration at the
13 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of 139 fb~! has excluded the leptoquark mass
region below 1.8 TeV [64]. To make a conservative projection for the future sensitivity to
leptoquarks, we assume that both observed upper limit on the number of signal events and
the number of the background events in Ref. [64] scale with the integrated luminosity, and
obtain that the lower limit on the leptoquark mass at the LHC is about 2 TeV with an
integrated luminosity of 1 ab™!. These constraints become weaker if the decay branching
ratio of leptoquark into electron et /e~ and quark is less than 1.

In the analysis of the leptoquark search [64], a pair of opposite-sign electrons e™e™ and
at least two jets are required in the final state. In addition, the pairs of electron and jet

asym

closest in the invariant mass must satisfy m,’" = (mg™ — mgjl»in) /(mgi™ + mg}in) < 0.2,
e and me“;.m denote the larger and smaller of the two electron-jet invariant masses.
The upper limits on o x B x A for each leptoquark mass are derived by performing fits to

the distribution of mg;®®", which is defined as mg®" = (mg™ + mg}in) /2. Here, o denotes

the leptoquark pair production cross section, B is the product of the decay branching ratios

where m

of intermediate particles, and A describes the overall acceptance.
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Figure 8: Representative Feynman diagrams for the parton-level pair production of
leptoquarks (RiQ). Here, g denotes a gluon ¢ denotes a quark, and the electric charge

Q=12/3,1/3.

Figure 9: Feynman diagram for the cascade decays of leptoquarks. The labels Py, ..., Pr
denote the possible particles in the chain, which are specified in Tab. 1.

Table 1: The cascade decays of leptoquarks in the presence of V.

P || P | P| P | Pg| Py
R3 | o | OO | 4 | R3] d |ef
R2/3 | o | OO [ e~ | ST d
R | 4 |Ut|et| 8O | d| d

The signal process pp — RT2/3R=2/3 R?/3 — etd, R=2/> — e~ d has the same acceptance
A as Ref. [64]. Thus the upper limit on o x B reported in Ref. [64] can be directly applied
to this signal process. However, this conclusion is not true for other signal processes due
to different cut acceptances. To be more specific, in our simplified model the leptoquark R
can also have a cascade decay if mp > my. In Figs. 8 and 9, we show schematic Feynman
diagrams for the pair production and cascade decays of leptoquarks.

In fact, for the other leptoquark pair production processes such as pp — R1T2/3R~
R™2/3 5 e=d, R*2/3 — WO, ¥° — etud, and pp — RTY3R™Y/3 RT3 5 wtg, R71/3 —
U—u, U — etdd, after imposing the cut m>¥™ < 0.2 the efficiencies and the values of

€Jj

myg;**" are smaller, since there are more jets in the final state. This leads to a smaller overall

2/3
M
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acceptance A. Finally, it is noted that in our model the processes pp — et W0, W0 — e~ud and

pp — e~ W0 WY — etdu also contribute to our reinterpretion of the leptoquark search [64],
asym

ej

After taking into account all of the signal processes with the possible decays of R, and

but their contributions are substantially reduced by the selection cut on m

deducing the corresponding acceptance, the lower bound on the leptoquark mass is expected
to be smaller than that in Ref. [64]. Instead of reanalyzing the fits for all of these signals, we
will assume conservatively the leptoquark mass mpr = 2 TeV.

1/3 can also give signatures of jets + MET

The leptoquark pair production pp — RT/3R~
(monojet), jets + e + MET, where the missing energy (MET) comes from neutrino(s) in
R*Y3 — dv and/or R™'/3 — dp and e* come from the cascade decay of R¥'/3. However,
due to low trigger efficiencies of these signals the constraints are expected to be very weak,
and will not be considered hereafter.

Finally, it is worth noting that other searches for first-generation leptoquark may give
constraints comparable to the pair production with the assumption that both the leptoquark
coupling A.4 and decay branching ratio are equal to 1. In Ref. [65], a search for the single
production of leptoquark was performed by the CMS Collaboration at the 8 TeV LHC with
an integrated luminosity of 19.6 fb~!. The recast and projection of this search with the same
selection cuts being imposed [66] show that mp < 1.4 TeV could be excluded at the 13 TeV
LHC with an integrated luminosity of 36 fb~!. For comparison, the search for leptoquark
pair production has excluded mp < 1.435 TeV by the CMS Collaboration with an integrated
luminosity of 35.9 fb~! [67]. Ref. [68] finds that mg < 3.6 TeV would be able to be excluded
at the HL-LHC with an integrated luminosity of 3 ab~! with the boosted decision tree method
being used in the analysis. It was found in Refs. [66, 69] that other constraints on mp can
be obtained in the searches for single resonant production and Drell-Yan production, which
could exclude mp < 2.5 TeV and mp < 3.8 TeV at the 13 TeV LHC with the integrated
luminosities of 36 fb~! and 139 fb~!, respectively, and mpr < 4.2 TeV with the integrated
luminosity of 3 ab™! in the former process.

One might thus ask if mr = 2 TeV that we choose for our benchmarks satisfies the current
constraints in these leptoquark searches. It is important to note that the cross sections of
(1) the single production of leptoquark and (2) single resonant production of leptoquark are
proportional to |A.4|?, and the cross section of (3) the Drell-Yan production mediated by
exchange of leptoquark is proportional to [A\eq|*. By decreasing M4, these constraints will be
significantly released. With integrated luminosities of 36 fb~!, 36 fb~! and 139 fb~! at the
13 TeV LHC, mgr < 0.9 TeV, 1.8 TeV, 1.5 TeV with A,q = 0.6, 0.4, 0.6 for the processes
(1) (2) (3), respectively [69]. On the other hand, the impact on the mass reach for the pair
production of leptoquarks is much smaller.

3.2 Same-sign dilepton plus dijet search

In order to directly test TeV-scale LNV at the LHC, we study the same-sign dilepton plus
dijet (SSDL) processes. In our simplified model, lepton number is violated if AegAyw # O,
which translates into (1) if ¥° — e~ du or its charge conjugate occurs since the lepton number
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of W0 is equal to 1; (2) if R=2/3 — e~d and R*?/3 — W% or their charge conjugates occur
simultaneously. To this end, we will consider the following signal processes (with processes
having charge-conjugate final states not shown explicitly):

e SS-1: pp — e WY WO — e~du. It proceeds through an s-channel production of S,
followed by a LNV (cascade or three-body) decay of WY.

e SS-2: pp — RT2BR2/3 R=2/3 5 ¢=d, RT2/3 — W%, U0 — e~du if mp > my. Here
the decay of W0 is lepton number conserving.

e SS-3: pp — RY2/BR2/3 R=2/3 5 ¥0qy, RT2/3 — 00, 00 — e~ du and U° — e du if
mpg > my. Here the decay of ¥ is lepton number conserving and the decay of W is
lepton number violating.

The parton-level processes ad — e~ WY in SS-1 and gg, ¢7 — R1T?/3R~2/3 in SS-2 and SS-3 are
shown in Fig. 10 and Fig. 8, respectively. The decays of W9, RT2/3 and their anti-particles
can be read off in Fig. 9 and Table 1.

|
9]

d g0
Figure 10: Feynman diagram for the parton-level process ud — e~ WY in SS-1.

Searches for the right-handed W boson and heavy neutrino at the 13 TeV LHC with the
integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb~! [70] and 35.9 fb~! [71] have been performed by the ATLAS
and CMS Collaborations, respectively. The ATLAS analysis [70] is divided into the same-sign
and opposite-sign channels with ete* and eTe™, respectively. In comparison with the SSDL
search, the opposite-sign dilepton search [70] suffers from much larger SM backgrounds, and is
always less sensitive to the couplings y.g and y,4 unless the magnitudes of the couplings satisfy
[Aed,uv| < |[Yew qa|- In the CMS analysis [71] there is no charge requirement on electrons, so
that its sensitivity cannot compete with that of the ATLAS analysis.

In Tab. 2, we show four benchmark points for mr = 2 TeV and different mg and my
assuming mg > my to ensure that the cross section of the SSDL signal is sizable enough.
The cross section of pp — RT2/3R~2/3 is 0.0155 fb at the 13 TeV LHC for the leptoquark
mass mp = 2 TeV [72], while that of pp — ST depends on the value of Yqd> as shown in the
last column. After taking into account the decay branching ratios, we find that SS-2 and SS-3
always give negligible contributions compared to SS-1 unless the magnitudes of the couplings

SatiSfy ‘)‘ed,u\I/’ < |ye\Il,qd’ or ‘)\ed,u\I/’ ~ ’yelll,qd‘ < 1
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Table 2: The benchmark points that we choose for the collider and Ov55-decay studies.

my mg mp Og+

BP1 | 1.0 TeV | 2.0 TeV | 2.0 TeV 3.2ygd pb
BP2 | 1.9 TeV | 2.0 TeV | 2.0 TeV | 3.2y2; pb
BP3 | 1.0 TeV | 4.5 TeV | 2.0 TeV 6.4y§d fb
BP4 | 3.0 TeV | 3.5 TeV | 2.0 TeV | 78y2, fb

If | Aed.uw| < |Yew qal, the branching ratio of the lepton number violating decay W% — e~du
is proportional to A\*/y* < 1, where A\ ~ Xeduw and y ~ ygq 0w (for more details, the reader
is referred to Appendix C), so that the cross sections of SS-1 and SS-3 are suppressed by the
decay branching ratios compared to SS-2. If [Acgyw| ~ |Yew qd| < 1, the cross section of SS-1
is suppressed by small \yqd\Q, while those of SS-2 and SS-3 are not suppressed. In either case,
the contribution of SS-2 and SS-3 to the SSDL signal can be comparable to that of SS-1.
Nevertheless, in these two limits the sensitivity of the SSDL signal is very suppressed due to
the small signal cross section, and we have checked that for the benchmark points in Tab. 2
there is no interplay of the SSDL search and 0v33 decay . Thus, we will only consider SS-1
and recast the SSDL search by the ATLAS Collaboration [70].

The following selection criteria (SR-ee cuts) are applied in Ref. [70]. A pair of same-sign
electrons with the transverse momenta pr > 30 GeV and the pseudo-rapidity |n| < 2.47 are
selected. All selected events contain at least two jets with pr > 100 GeV and |n| < 2.0.
The invariant masses of two electrons (me.) and two jets (mj;) satisfy me. > 400 GeV and
mj; > 110 GeV. The scalar sum of pr of electrons and the two most energetic jets (Hr) is
larger than 400 GeV.

In the recast, we simulate the signal process SS-1 and obtain the selection efficiencies
passing the SR-ee cuts. Owing to the same selection criteria, the SM backgrounds are the
same as those modelled in Ref. [70]. Thus we can easily take the number of SM background
events from Ref. [70] for the integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb~!, which is 11.2 with the SR-ee
cuts being imposed. For a larger integrated luminosity £, the number of SM background
events is assumed to scale with the integrated luminosity, that is 11.2 x £/(36.1 fb™1).

We use MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [73] to generate signal events with the PDF set
NNPDF3.0NLO [74], which are passed to Pythia8 [75] and Delphes3 [35] for parton
shower and detector simulation. The selection efficiencies of signals events in SS-1 passing
SR-ee cuts are 0.30, 0.10, 0.27 and 0.38 for the benchmark points BP1, BP2, BP3 and BP4,

9For illustration, we assume yq¢ = yew/4 = 0.1, which satisfies the existing dijet constraint as we shall
see, and set Aeqg = Ayw = A. For BP2, the cross section of SS-2 is comparable to that of SS-1 if A = 0.025.
Compared to the case of A = 1, however, the total cross section of the SSDL signal is smaller by an order of
10% and the Ovf3B-decay rate is suppressed by an order of 10°. The situation is similar for BP1 and BP3.
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respectively 9. Note that the selection efficiency for BP2 is smaller than those for the other
benchmark points, since the energy of electron produced in association with ¥ is limited by
the mass difference between mg and my.

After imposing SR-ee cuts, a likelihood fit of the Hp distribution was performed in
Ref. [70] to derive the observed limits, since signals tend to have larger Hr compared to the
SM backgrounds. We generate Hr distributions of the signal SS-1 for four benchmark points,
which are compared with the SM background Hr distribution in Ref. [70], and find that the
cut Hy > 1.25 TeV can efficiently separate the signals from the SM backgrounds. The overall
selection efficiencies are 0.26, 0.09, 0.27 and 0.38 for BP1, BP2, BP3 and BP4, respectively —
which are more-or-less the same as those for Hy > 400 GeV — and only ~ 1 background event
remains with the integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb~!. While the sensitivity of SSDL search is
improved, we will only impose the SR~ee cuts to avoid an overestimate of the sensitivity.

We evaluate the exclusion limit at 95% C.L. using the asymptotic formula [76]

Zeyel = /2[5 — bIn ((s + b)/b)] = 1.96 , (3.1)

where s and b are the numbers of signal and background events after passing the selection
cuts, respectively. Besides the expected exclusion limit, we also consider the 50 discovery
potential for the SSDL search, which is obtained with [76]

Zawe = \/2[(s + 0)In (s + 0)/b) — 5] = 5 . (3.2)

As mentioned earlier, to assess future prospects at the HL-LHC, we assume that the selection
cuts and efficiencies remain unchanged. The sensitivities to the couplings in Eq. (2.1) will be
discussed in Sec. 4.

3.3 Dijet resonance search

The mass of the scalar S and its couplings are constrained by the dijet resonance searches at
the 13 TeV LHC with the integrated luminosities of 139 fb~1 [77] and 137 fb~! [78] by the
ATLAS and CMS Collaborations, respectively. In both searches, the upper limits on product
of signal cross section and acceptance, the latter of which depends on the transverse momenta
and pseudo-rapidities of jets, for resonances in some benchmark models were obtained. A
simple scaling was used in Ref. [79] to reinterpret the results [77, 78] in the benchmark
of new gauge boson W’ to other mediators. We have verified that the reinterpretation in
Ref. [79] works well for Ref. [78] by the CMS Collaboration. Specifically, we generate the
signal pp — ST, and assume that ST only decays into ud or du, and set o(pp — S*) x A
to be equal to the limits observed by the CMS Collaboration given in Ref. [78], in which the
acceptance of A = 0.5 for a scalar is declared. The upper limit on the coupling of S* to
the quarks we obtain agrees well with that in Ref. [79]. However, the acceptance for a scalar
was not reported by the ATLAS Collaboration in Ref. [77]. Using the reinterpretation results

9They are validated against the efficiencies reported by the ATLAS Collaboration [70] in the context of
right-handed W boson and heavy neutrino.
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given in Ref. [79], we find that the acceptance for the scalar in the ATLAS analysis [77] is
about A = 0.60, 0.89 and 0.55 for mg = 2 TeV, 3.5 TeV and 4.5 TeV, respectively.

In Ref. [77], the 95% C.L. observed upper limits on ogjje; X A are obtained after performing
the likelihood fit of the dijet invariant mass distribution, where og;je; denotes the signal cross
section. For mg = 2 TeV, 3.5 TeV and 4.5 TeV, we obtain that the upper limits on og;je; are
38.3 fb, 5.3 fb and 6.3 fb, respectively.The projection of the upper limits are derived using
Eq. (3.1) assuming that the numbers of signal and background events both scale with the
integrated luminosity.

The total dijet cross section is given by

Odijet = Us+Br(S+ — d_U) + O'SfBI'(S_ — ’U/d) + JsoBr(SO — d_d) (33)

within our signal model, where the contribution of the neutral scalar S is also included. Here
og+ and ogo are the production cross sections of ST and S, respectively, and “Br” denotes
the decay branching ratio. By requiring the dijet cross section ogjjer to be smaller than its
observed upper limit for a given resonance mass [77], we obtain the exclusion limits of the
couplings y,q and yew at 95% C.L., which will be presented in Sec. 4.

4 Results and discussion

In Sec. 2 and Sec. 3, we have investigated the Ov33 decay and LHC searches in our simplified
model, respectively. Our interest is the regime where both sets of searches provide comple-
mentary and/or overlapping sensitivities. Thus, we consider new particle masses that allow for
potentially observable effects at the LHC. Specifically, we assume that the masses mg > my
and mpr = 2 TeV, with benchmark values of my and mg shown in Tab. 2. From the expected
sensitivity to Ov3B-decay rate at future ton-scale experiments, |YewYgadearuw| = O(1073) is
required with a sizable uncertainty due to unknown values of LECs for vector operators. For
illustration, we assume the LECs g@N = g;}N =1 and gév N = g%v N =0, and the couplings
[AeaAuw| = 1. For a larger (smaller) |AcgA\,w], the sensitivity of Ov5S decay to the couplings
Yqd and yew is stronger (weaker), while the LHC sensitivities are less affected 11 Besides, the
sensitivity of Ov3/ decay becomes stronger (weaker) for negative (positive) values of gé\y\[ .
In order to differentiate the couplings A.q and A,y, a more detailed analysis of leptoquark
searches in our simplified model is needed. As discussed in Sec. 3, the single production,
single resonant production of the leptoquark and the Drell-Yan production are sensitive to
the coupling Aeq.

We show the sensitivities in the Ov33 decay, SSDL search and dijet search in Fig. 11 and
Fig. 12. The current and projected exclusion limits are depicted in solid and dashed curves,
respectively. The red regions are excluded by the Ovf33-decay experiment KamLAND-Zen
and future ton-scale experiments at 90% C.L. The current constraints from the SSDL search

1\We will not consider the case [Aed,uv| < |Yew,qd|, which the SSDL and Ov[3S-decay searches are insensitive
to.
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Figure 11: The current and projected sensitivities in the plane of y,q — yey for BP1 and
BP2. The red regions are excluded at 90% C.L. by the KamLAND-Zen (solid curve) and
ton-scale (dashed curve) experiments. The blue regions are excluded at 95% C.L. by the
dijet searches with the integrated luminosities of 139 fb™! (solid curve) and 3 ab™! (dashed
curve). The green regions are excluded at 95% C.L. by the SSDL searches with the
integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb~! (solid curve) and 3 ab™! (dashed curve). The green
dot-dashed curves correspond to the 50 discovery potential at the HL-LHC. The product of
leptoquark couplings |[AcgAyw| = 1 is assumed. yew and y,q denote the magnitudes of the
couplings with the absolute value symbols omitted.

(green) and dijet search (blue) are obtained with the integrated luminosities of 36.1 fb! and
139 fb~! at the 13 TeV LHC, respectively, while the future projections for the HL-LHC are
made with the integrated luminosity of 3 ab™!. We also show the 50 discovery potential of
the SSDL search at the HL-LHC in green dot-dashed curve.

Both the SSDL and dijet searches are sensitive to the scalar mass mg. For relatively
small mg, the cross section of pp — ST is sizable for BP1 and BP2. From the left panel
of Fig. 11, the accessible region of y,q and yey (the absolute value symbols are omitted) at
future ton-scale Ov53-experiments has already been excluded by the existing SSDL and dijet
searches for BP1. In such a scenario, there is no signal expected in Ov53-decay experiments
barring extremely small y,4.

The OvfBp-decay and LHC experiments are complementary for the other benchmark
points. For BP2, my is close to mg, so that the decay branching ratio of S* — eV is
largely suppressed and the selection efficiency in the SSDL search is smaller compared to
BP1. In the right panel of Fig. 11, we can see that the combination of the existing SSDL and
dijet searches gives stronger constraints compared to the Ov33-decay search at KamLAND-
Zen. For y,q < 0.1, which is currently allowed, it is possible to observe a TeV-scale LNV signal
in a large portion of the region yey 2 0.25 in both future Ov5p-decay and SSDL searches. If
however no signal is observed, most of the region y.y = 0.15 can be excluded.
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Figure 12: Same as Fig. 11 but for BP3 and BP4.

In Fig. 12, larger values of mg are considered. The cross sections of pp — S* for BP3
and BP4 are smaller than those for BP1 and BP2 by 2 — 3 orders of magnitude, as seen in
Tab. 2. For BP3, the sensitivities to the couplings y4q¢ and y.y in KamLAND-Zen and future
ton-scale Ov3-decay experiments are always better than those of the current and projected
SSDL searches, respectively, which is shown in the left panel. In addition, the constraint from
the existing dijet search is much weaker than that for BP1 and BP2. For future prospects,
the dijet search can probe a large portion of the region y,q 2 0.4. One can observe TeV-scale
LNV signal in both future SSDL and Ov3S-decay searches for yey 2 0.35 and y,q 2 0.15,
which is indicated by the 5o contour. If signal of LNV is only observed in ton-scale Ovp3j-
decay experiments, it implies that either y.y < 0.2 or y4¢ < 0.1, which could be distinguished
using the dijet searches.

For BP1, BP2 and BP3, we have assumed that the Dirac fermion mass myg is below the
leptoquark mass mp. For BP4, an alternative scenario my > mp is considered, and mg is
slightly larger than my. In comparison with BP1, the sensitivity of SSDL search is reduced
due to the smaller production cross section and decay branching ratio of S*, although the
decay branching ratio of ¥ increases. Besides, the sensitivity of Ov53 decay also degrades,
since the decay rate is proportional to 1/ (m‘ém‘}l{m?y). In the right panel of Fig. 12, we can
see that the projected sensitivity of SSDL search at the HL-LHC is better than that of Ov3
decay in ton-scale experiments in contrast to BP3, after taking into account the constraint
from the dijet search. In analogy with BP2, it is very promising to observe TeV-scale LNV
for y.g 2 0.3. We also note that BP2 and BP4 might be distinguished with differential
distributions, such as pr of electron or jets and Hrp.

It is worth noting a few caveats about our projections: if the mass of the new particles is
sufficiently large, the LHC loses sensitivity and a future pp collider may be needed; we assumed
the same set of selection cuts and efficiencies that occurs, at the time of this writing, in LHC

collaboration analyses of 13 TeV LHC data; and we did not include any effects due to pile-up
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or pile-up subtraction. Our results indicate that the HL-LHC has promising prospects for
uncovering the chirally-suppressed mechanism with TeV-scale LNV, that is complementary
to the on-going Ov 3 decay experiments. Our results suggest a more detailed study including
more realistic assessment of backgrounds and optimizing the reach of the HL-LHC for TeV-
scale LNV is warranted.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have studied AL = 2 LNV interactions, whose contributions to Ov33 decay
are chirally suppressed in a simplified model. While the Ov83 decay is insensitive to the
details of underlying mechanism, the LHC can provide complementary tests in the same-
sign dilepton plus dijet search channel and, by using dijet and leptoquark searches, further
distinguish different scenarios of TeV-scale LNV in our simplified model. We have calculated
the half-life of OvBf3 decay, and investigated the current and projected sensitivities of the
LHC searches.

In three of the benchmark points we examined (BP1, BP2, and BP4), we find that due
to the on-shell production of a 2 — 3.5 TeV charged scalar (S*) in the s-channel at the
LHC, the sensitivities of SSDL searches are better than those of Ov33-decay searches. Dijet
searches can place severe constraints, and in particular a large portion of parameter space
accessible to future SSDL and Ov(33-decay searches has been excluded by the existing dijet
search. However, for a fourth benchmark point (BP3) in which the scalar particle has a mass
of 4.5 TeV, we find that Ov5-decay searches have a better sensitivity compared to the SSDL
search, and the constraint from dijet search is much weaker. In all of the scenarios that
we consider, most of the region within reach of the Ovf35-decay search at future ton-scale
OvpB-decay experiments can be covered at the 5o discovery level in the SSDL search at the
HL-LHC.

From the benchmark studies, we could obtain some general results about the future Ov35-
decay and LHC searches for TeV-scale LNV, which at low energies generates dimension-9
vector operators:

e If one observes a LNV signal in the SSDL search but not in Ov35 decay, it implies that
either the coupling of scalar to quark or lepton is extremely small (e.g. BP1) or the
masses of new Dirac fermion and scalar are close (e.g. BP2 and BP4).

e If one observes a LNV signal in Ov33 decay but not in the SSDL search, however, there
might exist a heavy scalar with its coupling to quarks or leptons is small (e.g. BP3).

e If LNV signals are observed in both Ov3f3 decay and SSDL search, either the production
or decay of the scalar at the LHC is suppressed (e.g. BP2, BP3 and BP4).

e [f there is no LNV signal observed, then LNV may have other origins or lepton number
may be conserved at the classical (Lagrangian) level.
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In case of LNV signal(s) being observed, depending on whether we observe a signal in dijet
search, we know that the coupling of scalar to quarks is large or not.

In this work we have focused on the potential of the LHC to search for the particles and
interactions in the simplified model underlie the dimension-9 LNV operators. It would be
interesting to extend our analysis of LHC searches. It would also be interesting to revisit the
issues explored here in a model that has acceptable levels of flavor-changing neutral current
and charged lepton number violating processes.
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A Hadron-level 0vj§$-decay amplitudes: comparing dimension-9 LNV vec-
tor and scalar operators

Below the GeV scale, dimension-9 LNV quark-lepton operators induce local LNV hadron-
lepton interactions. These can be described using chiral pertubration theory, which is an
effective theory with an expansion parameter €, = ¢/A,. Here A, ~ 1 GeV and ¢ is a typical
momentum-transfer scale of the nuclear Ov33 decay 0T — 0, with ¢ ~ m,. For dimension-
9 LNV operators, their leading interactions with hadrons are through induced local wmee,
mNNee and NN N Nee operators. For the sake of brevity, we will not give the explicit forms
of the dimension-9 LNV operators. For further details the reader is referred to Ref. [30].

For all dimension-9 vector operators 05,7,8,9 and 05,17,8,97 no sizable non-derivative
nmee operators are generated at LO [22] or through N?LO [36]. The LNV operators
induced by the vector operators that involve two 7’s are of the form (w0#m)eyH~yse€, and
(0" ) (0,0 )eyFyse’, at LO and N2LO respectively. The point here is that the pion
equations of motion can be used to show that all of these local operators are proportional to
the non-derivative operator wmwee with a coefficient proportional to the electron mass m,. and
therefore negligible at this level.

In the Weinberg power counting therefore, the leading contributions of vector operators
to the amplitude arise from 7N Nee and NN N Nee operators which both contribute at (’)(ei)
to the nn — ppee amplitude.
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Naively then, the transition amplitude arising from dimension-9 vector operators is sup-
pressed by O(ei) compared to that of scalar operators that arise from Oz 345 and 0573 which
contribute at O(e?() to the amplitude. ' While we find this expectation to generally be true,
it depends on an interplay between NMEs and the size of unknown LECs that occurs, in the
case of scalar operators, in the expression for the amplitude. The point of this Appendix is
to expand on this statement.

n p

n 1 p

Figure 13: For scalar operators, the amplitude for nn — ppee receives an additional
contribution from the Feynman diagram shown here, which must be combined with those
shown in Fig. 2.

Going into further detail, the reason dimension-9 scalar operators Oz 345 and O3 5 con-
tribute at 0(69() to the amplitude is because they induce non-derivative mmee operators that
are unsuppressed by m, or any chiral power. In this case the total amplitude is given by
summing the Feynman diagrams in Fig. 13, together with Fig. 2. For these scalar operators,
in the Weinberg power counting, the second diagram in Fig. 2 is naively suppressed to the
diagram in Fig. 13 by ei. But there is a further subtlety: the contribution of the local
wmee operator to the total amplitude, obtained by solving the Lippman-Schwinger equation
for the strong NN potential, is actually UV divergent. Requiring that the total amplitude is
independent of the regulator necessitates promoting the local N NN Nee operator from N2LO
to LO, which would violate Weinberg’s power counting. The RG equation relating the LECs
of the mwmee and NN N Nee operators suggests that the LEC of the latter is actually larger
by a factor of (47)? compared to NDA. So that in the chiral power counting, the diagram in
Fig. 13 and the second diagram in Fig. 2 contribute at the same order [30-32]. This feature
will be important to the discussion that follows.

To see this explicitly, the contributions of dimension-9 scalar operators 2 to the amplitude
for nuclear Ov33 decay 0T — 07 is given by [30]

2 M2
gaGpme

Ascalar = [Auﬂ(kl>PRcaT(k2) + ARa(kl)PLcaT(kZ)] ) (Al)

TRA

12T this Appendix we do not consider the scalar operators O; and O} which give a chirally suppressed
contribution to Ov3S decay.
3But note the previous footnote 12.
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where the reduced amplitudes A, and Ag are

2 2
_ my L) Mz ~(9) M3 (9)
A, (AR) = oo |~ 22, G ryMPs,sd + om?, CrinpmyMpsd — gA 2 CNNL(R)

MFp sq
(A.2)

where 07(33 L(R)’

dimension-9 scalar operators, and in LECs. Their detailed expressions do not matter for this
discussion, but can be found in Ref. [30]. Each of these is multiplied by the NMEs

07(3\)7L(R)7 and C! ])VL(R) are linear in the Wilson coefficients C; of the

1
Mpgssq = MG’T od + MEF a+ §Mzé‘,§d + M7 E, (A.3)
Mpsq = MGTsd MTsd ) (A4)

which are linear combination of short distance Gamow-Teller and tensor nuclear matrix ele-
ments, and by a short-distance Fermi nuclear matrix element M g4, respectively. Expressions
for these matrix elements in terms of “neutrino potentials” can also be found in Ref. [30].

Next, first consider the value of Mpg 4. For 136X e, M‘G“j}fsd = —2.80, Mg;sd = 1.06,
M{}fd = —0.92 and Mjlf «q = 0.36, calculated using the quasi-particle random phase approx-
imation (QRPA) [50]. While the first three NMEs are O(1), a partial cancellation occurs in
the summation: Mpgsq = —0.44. A similar pattern of partial cancellation across other iso-
topes 6Ge, 82Se, and 139Te, whether evaluated by QRPA [50], shell models [80], or interacting
boson models (IBM) [81, 82] is seen to occur:

MPS,sd ‘ 76Ge 828e 130Te 136)(e

QRPA [50] | —0.79 —0575 —0.78 —0.44
Shell [80] | —0.315 —0.28 —0.32 —0.25
IBM [81] | —0.37

(A.5)

For vector operators, the NME for the left diagram appearing in Fig. 2 is given by Mp 4,
and is currently

Mp q ‘ 6Ge 82ge  130m 136X,
QRPA [50] | —6.2 —4.47 —64 —3.7 (A.6)
Shell [80] | —2.3 —21 —-24 —1.9 '

IBM [81] | —2.34

Let’s now consider each of the three terms in Eq. (A.2) in turn. The first one arises from
induced mwwee interactions. Specifically, CSBL( R) depends on the Wilson coefficients C; and
the LECs g/ 5 45, the latter of which are known from chiral SU(3) [83] and lattice QCD
[84] to be ~ few x GeV?, in agreement with naive dimensional analysis (NDA). Thus all
else being equal, the size of the quantity C(g) / m%\, is just given by the size of the Wilson

coefficients C; appearing in the expressions for C ( )L( R)’
9)

For the second term, C "5 L(R) depends on g1 and g™, which at this chiral order only
occurs for O and Of]. Since we are not considering O; and O] in this Appendix, we can
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neglect the second term in our comparison of the scalar operators O 345 and 0573 to the
vector operators.

The last term in Eq. (A.2) arises from induced 4-nucleon operators (NNN Nee), and
is from the diagram on the right in Fig. 2. It is naively suppressed compared to the first
term, depending as it does on the explicit factor of m2/ m?v However, the prefactor C’](\?])V L(R)
depends on the LECs gV, and RG evolution suggests gé\g}lﬁ = O((47)?) [30, 31]. If these
LECs are that large then the last term cannot be neglected.

But first suppose these LECs are much smaller than O((47)?). Then the ratio of ampli-
tudes induced by vector operators to scalar operators is, all else being equal,

2
Asector o Mz MP,sd

~ . AT
Ascalar m?v MPS,sd ( )
The ratio of NMEs appearing above is currently
MP,sd/MPS,sd ‘ 76Ge 8286 130Te 136Xe
QRPA 7.8 7.8 8.3 8.5 (A.8)
Shell 7.3 7.6 7.6 7.8
IBM 6.3

and exhibits remarkable stability across isotopes and methods for estimating the NMEs. In
particular, this ratio is O(6 — 8), and is driven by the “small” values of the NME appearing
in Agcalar, rather than a suppression of the NME appearing in Ayector-

In other words, under the assumption that the contribution of the right diagram in Fig. 2
t0 Ascalar is O(m2/m%;) ~ 1/60, the amplitude Ayector is only suppressed compared to Ascalar
by an amount ~ (6 — 8)/60, rather than 1/60.

This conclusion is however sensitive to the unknown values of the LECs gl-N N contributing
t0 Agcalar, as we now explain. The reason is that in the expression for Agcalar, the contribution
of the 4-nucleon operator is weighted by the NME Mp 4, which are not small:

Mp s ‘ 6Ge 82Qe 130 136X,
QRPA [50] | —3.46 —2.53 —2.97 —1.53 (A.9)
Shell [80] —1.46 —-1.37 -—-1.61 —1.28
IBM [81] —1.1

In the extreme situation that the LECs 953]?2175 ~ O((47)?), the relevant comparison of
NME’s is instead to Mp sq/MF sq

MP,sd/MF7sd‘76Ge 82qe 130T  136xq

QRPA[50] | 1.8 18 22 24 (A.10)
Shell [80] | 1.6 15 15 15
IBM [81] | 2.1

which varies on the O(1.5 — 2.5).
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Of course, the enhancement of the LECs appearing in the Ovf5-decay amplitude induced
by the scalar operators O34 5 and 05’3 may not be as large as (47)%. In that case the
comparison between the OvfSS-decay amplitude induced by vector and scalar operators lies
somewhere between the two extremes described here. Reducing the uncertainty on the sizes
of the LECs is greatly needed.

B Neutrino mass

In the full theory where all the fields are not integrated out, a neutrino mass is first generated
at three-loop order, as shown, for example, by the Feynman diagram given in Fig. 14. If S
acquires a vev (S), then a neutrino mass is generated at two-loop order, as can be seen from
a straightforward inspection of Fig. 14. In either case, the estimate size of the neutrino mass
from these effects is far below the actual value of neutrino masses, as discussed in Sec. 2.

vy

Figure 14: An illustrative LNV Feynman diagram of the UV theory that contributes to the
neutrino mass. The heavy degrees of freedom are highlighted in red.

C Partial decay widths

In this appendix, we provide the decay widths of the new particles in our simplified model.
For brevity, all of the couplings are assumed to be real and the step functions 8(mx — my)
for the decay processes X — Y + ... are omitted.

The two-body decay widths of U° and St are

2 2 2\2
Yoy (mg —m
(St — ¥let) = “1’(16?%3 w) : (C.1)
S
2 2 .2)\2
F(\IJO N S+€_) _ ye‘ll(m\ll mS) ’ (02)

3
32mmy,
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- 3
L(ST = du) = Ems(ygu + ygd) ) (C.3)

DU — R?3g) =T(0~ — R~ Y3q)

)‘i\p(m%p - m%%)2

= : (C.4)
167Tm?]’%
The two-body decay widths of ¥~ and S are
- 3
I'(S° — dd) = Emsygd , (C.5)
0 . - 3 2
I'(S° — au) = To7 "5 Yau » (C.6)
2 (02 232
(O~ = §0%) = Yeu(My = ms)” (C.7)
64mms
v
I-\(SO N \I/+€_) _ yg‘ll(m%' - m%l)Z ’ (CS)
327rm?§
2 (12 212
— Yew (mS — mlP)
(S° — ¥ et) = : (C.9)
32mm?,
The two-body decay widths of R are
D(R?? = etd) = T(R™Y? = wd)
/\z mp
= f%iﬂ 7 (C.10)
D(RY? — ¥%) =T(R™Y3 - U w)
_ Mg (mp —my)” (C.11)

3
167TmR

For the three-body decay widths of W0 are computed numerically using MadGraph5_aMCONLO [73]
and checked with CalcHEP [85]. For the sake of convenience, we provide the decay widths in
the limit of my <« mg, mpg

- 1 md
D(U° = e ud) = g Yeu (Ygu + Yga) (C.12)
S

5
1 my

P00 = etud) = ——— ¥
(V7= eTd) = 551803 i e

My (C.13)

Because the lepton number of W0 is +1, the decay ¥ — e~ ud conserves lepton number
whereas W0 — etad violates it.
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