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Abstract

We study the feasibility to observe sterile neutrino at the high energy colliders, using direct

production channels e+e− → ν̄eN, e−γ → NW− and indirect production channels through

heavy meson/baryon and Higgs decay. We thus cover a mass window that is between what can

be studied in heavy hadron factories and high energy colliders. For e+e− → ν̄eN channel, the

sensitivity of active-sterile mixing |UeN |2 in the lower mass end (0.3∼ 2 GeV) could be 10−6

at the SuperKEKB under its operation with designed luminosity, the sensitivity for hundreds

GeV region can be further extended to 10−7 at the CEPC and the ILC. We also explore the

heavy sterile neutrino production through e−γ → NW− channel at the ep collider, the mixing

|UeN |2 is estimated to reach a sensitivity of 10−4 at the LHeC if mN to be electroweak energy

mass scale, which can shed light on sterile neutrino searching at this mass region. For heavy

hadron decay, the lepton-number-violating process in |∆L| = 2 decays of Λc,Ξc,Ξcc and Λb

are explored via an intermediate on-shell Majorana neutrino in GeV scale. The branching

fractions and the lower-limit on |UℓN |2 versus mN are given. The Higgs → Wµµπ channel is

also considered, which is sensitive at lower mass scale.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The experimental observation of neutrino oscillation has conclusively shown small

but non-zero neutrino mass. Since neutrinos are massless in the Standard Model (SM),

the mass origin has become an important portal to physics beyond the standard model

(BSM). There are generally three theoretical explanations: see-saw mechanism [1, 2],

radiative generated mass [3] and extra-dimensions [4]. While originally the see-saw

mechanism resort the smallness to the presence of extra field with far beyond electroweak

energy mass scale. There are also models where extra fields are not so heavy [5], leaving

the open possibility for eV to TeV scale extra sterile neutrinos, and hence feasible for

collider searches. The reason for the smallness is yet not fully understood, but the

very existence of neutrino mass may indicate the existence of a right-handed gauge-

singlet (sterile) neutrino NR. The Dirac or Majorana nature of NR can be identified by

neutrinoless double-beta decay 0νββ [6] of nucleus or other W ∗,±W ∗,± → ℓ±ℓ± induced

processes, which led to Standard Model forbidden lepton number violation (∆L = 2)

processes.

Various laboratory searches have put stringent constraints on sterile neutrino mixing

with active ones in a broad mass range from eV to TeV. For the sterile neutrino mass

below MeV, it is proposed to search kinks in the Kurie plots in the nuclear beta decays of

187Re [7], 3H [8], 63Ni [9], 35S [10], 20F [11], etc. Analogously, search peaks in the energy

spectra of two-body leptonic decays of charged pseudoscalar meson, e.g., π [12], K [13],

for heavier sterile neutrino mass from MeV to GeV. Sterile neutrino can be also tested

via its effects on the lepton universality ratio BR(M+ → ℓ+1 νℓ1)/BR(M
+ → ℓ+2 νℓ2),

M = π, K, D, Ds [14, 15], from their SM values, or via Majorana neutrino induced

lepton number violation (LNV) three/four body decay of heavy meson, e.g., D+ →
π−(K−)e+e+ at the CLEO [16], B+ → D− + ℓ+ℓ

′+ at the Belle [17], B− → π+µ−µ−

at the LHCb [18], D → Kπe+e+ at the BESIII [19]. For the heavy sterile neutrino

mass above GeV, using the possible production of sterile neutrino in the Z0 boson decay

Z0 → ν(ν̄)N , limits on the active-sterile mixing are obtained by L3 [20] and DELPHI

[21], analogous production in the W boson decay W → ℓN is explored at the ATLAS
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[22]. For the mass above electroweak energy mass scale, direct searches were performed

employing same-sign dileptons plus jets [23–25], or N → ℓjj [26], N → ℓW [27] at the

LHC.

Now in this article we give several complementary investigations to the previous

work by studying the feasibility of collider test for sterile neutrino through: (1) direct

production via e+e−, ep collision; (2) indirect production via heavy particles decay, e.g.,

Higgs, heavy meson/baryon.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the direct

searches for sterile neutrino at the e+e−, ep colliders. In Sec. III, we investigate the

indirect channels for sterile neutrino via heavy particle decay. The last section is reserved

for summary and conclusions.

II. DIRECT PRODUCTION

A. e+e− collision

In the presence of one or several sterile neutrinos, active neutrinos in the flavor

base are a mixture of the light and heavy sterile neutrinos in mass eigenstates. The

lagrangian of interaction terms between sterile neutrino and gauge boson, Higgs boson

in mass eigenstates are

−L =
g√
2
W+

µ

(

τ
∑

ℓ=e

3
∑

m=1

U∗
ℓmν̄mγµPLℓ+

τ
∑

ℓ=e

3+n
∑

m′=4

V ∗
ℓm′N̄ c

m′γµPLℓ

)

+ h.c.

+
g

2 cos θW
Zµ

(

τ
∑

ℓ=e

3
∑

m=1

U∗
ℓmν̄mγµPLνℓ +

τ
∑

ℓ=e

3+n
∑

m′=4

V ∗
ℓm′N̄ c

m′γµPLνℓ

)

+ h.c.,

+
gmN

2mW
H

τ
∑

ℓ=e

V ∗
ℓNN̄

cPLνℓ + h.c., (1)

where g = e
sin θW

, θW is the weak Weinberg mixing angle and sin2 θW = 0.231, Uℓm/Vℓm is

the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix [28, 29], charge conjugate state

is defined as ψc = Cψ̄T , the left hand projection operator PL =
1− γ5

2
.
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FIG. 1: Sterile neutrino production through Drell-Yan (Z) and W-exchange channels at the

e+e− collider.

In this section we discuss the possible production of the sterile neutrino through

e+e− collision, and its subsequent decay at the leading order. In this line, we address

the dependency on active-sterile mixing |UℓN |2 for the different colliders. There are

two dominant production channels, one is an annihilation channel through Z boson (s-

channel), another is given by the exchange of a W boson (t-channel), see FIG. 1. We

note that the sterile neutrino can be also produced via e+e− annihilation into Higgs,

which is largely suppressed by the tiny coupling between electron and Higgs.

In the previous researches, the e+e− → νN channel has been explored at various

future high energy lepton colliders, see [30] for review. In this section, we study the

sterile neutrino produced via s-channel and t-channel at the SuperKEKB, the Super

Tau-Charm Facility (STCF), the Circular Electron Positron Collider (CEPC) and the

International Linear Collider (ILC), where the final sterile neutrino is reconstructed by

µπ-channel for light mass region and by ℓjj-channel for heavy mass region. Here and

the rest of this article, one sterile neutrino N is supposed, one can easily extend our

analysis to multi sterile neutrino model.

According to gauge-interaction lagrangian in (1), the canonical matrix element square

takes the form:

|M(e+e− → ν̄eN)|2/|UeN |2 = 8G2
Fm

4
W{4u(u−m2

N)

(m2
W − t)2

− 4(2s2w − 1)u(m2
N − u)

c2w(m
2
W − t)(m2

Z − s)

+
−m2

N [4s4w(t + u) + u(1− 4s2w)] + 4s4w(t
2 + u2) + u2(1− 4s2w)

c4w(m
2
Z − s)2

},

(2)

4



where GF is the weak interaction Fermi constant with GF = απ√
2m2

W sin2 θW
is employed, the

Mandelstam variables are define as s = (pe+ + pe−)
2, t = (pe− − pνe)

2, u = (pe− − pN )
2

with Mandelstam relation s + t + u = m2
N , and sw = sin θW , cw = cos θW , mW =

80.377 GeV,mZ = 91.187 GeV. We have |M(e+e− → ν̄eN)|2 = |M(e+e− → νeN̄)|2 for

the charge conjugated process.

The cross section is straightforward

σ(e+e− → ν̄eN) =
1

2

1

2

1

2s

1

8πs

∫ 0

m2
N−s

|M(e+e− → ν̄eN)|2dt, (3)

where the first two
1

2
are spin-polarization average factors of electron and positron,

1

2s

and
1

8πs
are the flux and two-body final state phase space factor.

TABLE I: The center-mass energy and integrated luminosity of current and future e+e− col-

liders. The integrated luminosity is estimated by 1034 cm−2s−1 ∼ 1 ab−1/10 years.

Collider STCF SuperKEKB CEPC ILC

√
s(GeV) 7 10.6 250 500

∫

dL(ab−1) 5 80 3 1.8

The direct search for sterile neutrino is considered at the future lepton colliders, the

SuperKEKB, the STCF, the CEPC and the ILC, each with its own physics focus on

bottom, tau-charm, Higgs and Z respectively. The center-mass energy and integrated

luminosity after 10 years operation are listed in TABLE I. For the same strength of

mixing parameter UℓN , the t-channel is enhanced approximately 1∼2 magnitudes com-

pared with the s-channel and hence get better sensitivity for |UℓN |2. We noted that the

s-channel can be largely enhanced at the Z-pole running for the CEPC and the ILC, the

mainly contribution can be regarded as on-shell Z boson decay [21]. In our analysis, the

sterile neutrino is reconstructed by µπ for light N, while for heavier N, the µjj-channel

is adopted.
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As estimated in [31, 32], the total decay width for Dirac sterile neutrino is set to be

ΓDirac
N =























5
∑

ℓ=e,µτ

|UℓN |2
G2

Fm
5
N

96π3
mN < mW

∑

ℓ=e,µτ

|UℓN |2
3GFm

3
N

16π
√
2

mN > mW ,

(4)

here UeN = UµN = UτN is adopted for naturalness consideration. For Majorana sterile

neutrino, ΓMajorana
N ≈ 2ΓDirac

N is proposed.
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FIG. 2: The cross section of sterile neutrino N production in Drell-Yan(Z) and W-exchange

channels at the e+e− collider and the |UeN |2 sensitivity at the 95% confidence level. Here for

light N, N → µπ is used; while for heavy N, N → µjj is adopted. The inflections are caused

by signal cuts and definition of ΓN .

At the STCF and the SuperKEKB, we construct the signal via N → µπ and missing

energy, the main background comes from e+e− → W ∗W ∗ → µν̄µπ which is negligible

small due to double weak coupling at low center-of-mass energy, hence we neglect the

background in our analysis. At the CEPC and the ILC, the signal is composed of µjj

with missing energy, and there tend to be small open angle between the signal lepton and

jets for more energetic N, while the open angle is relative large in the background e+e− →
W ∗W ∗ → µν̄µjj due to lepton and jets origin from different W boson. Hence we impose

the open angle cut for signal selection at the CEPC (ILC):
∑

θℓjj < 160◦ is adopted

for mN < 80 (150) GeV, the background can be ruled out with cut; while
∑

θℓjj <
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270◦ (240◦) for mN > 80 (150) GeV with the background is cut to be 0.0557(0.0167)

pb. The basic cuts are used for the analysis at the CEPC and the ILC: pℓ,jT > 10 GeV,

|ηℓ,j| < 5 and /ET > 10 GeV.

According to our numerical results, see FIG.2, the cross sections are sub-fb to tens of

pb with the increase of
√
s from the STCF to the ILC. Considering that the integrated

luminosity of those facilities is large, the signatures for GeV sterile neutrino can be well

explored and hence make a constrain for active-sterile mixing |UℓN |2. The constrain

can be estimated by solving Ns√
Ns+NB

≈ 1.7 which means signal significance at the 95%

confidence level [33], where Ns/B is the signal/background events number. At the STCF,

the center-of-mass energy can reach 7 GeV, the lower-limit of |UeN |2 can reach 10−3 −
10−4 at 0.3-2 GeV with 5 ab−1 integrated luminosity. While for the SuperKEKB, the

constrains can be further extended due to high luminosity. At the high energy electron-

positron collider, the CEPC and ILC, the physics potential for sterile neutrino searches

can be extended to hundreds GeV level with |UeN |2 sensitivities of 10−3 − 10−6.

B. ep collision

In this section, we explore the production mechanism of sterile neutrino in the

context of γ-W ∗ interaction at the future ep colliders, where the photon is produced

via proton bremsstrahlung [34], the distribution function of photon is given in FIG.3.

The photon from proton bremsstrahlung tends to less energetic compared with electron

bremsstrahlung and laser back scattering, while the collider signature is relative clear

due to the unbroken proton, generally several light jets are generated via broken proton

and the signal jets could get submerged in complex jets background.

The energy spectrum of proton bremsstrahlung photon can be well formulated in

Weizsacker-Williams approximation (WWA-p) [34]

f p
γ (x) =

α

2π

2

x

{[

1− x+
x2

4
(1 + 4a+ µ2

p)

]

I + (µ2
p − 1)

[

1− x+
x2

4

]

I ′ − 1− x

z3

}

, (5)
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where µp = 2.79, a = 4.96, z = 1 +
a

4

x2

1− x
and

I = − ln(1− 1

z
)− 1

z
− 1

2z2
− 1

3z3
(6)

I ′ = − 1

(a− 1)4
ln(1 +

a− 1

z
) +

1

(a− 1)3z
− 1

2(a− 1)2z2
+

1

3(a− 1)z3
. (7)
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FIG. 3: The distribution function of photon through electron/proton bremsstrahlung (WWA-

e/p) and laser back scattering (LBS).

The total cross section can be expressed as the convolution of the e−+γ → N +W−

cross section with the photon distribution function,

σ =

∫

dxf p
γ (x)σ̂(e

−γ → NW−) (8)

σ̂(e−γ → NW−) =
1

2

1

2

1

2s

1

8πs

∫ t+

t−
|M(e−γ → NW−)|2dt, (9)

where the Mandelstam variables are define as s = (pe− − pγ)
2, t = (pe− − pN)

2, t± =
m2

N+m2
W−s±

√
λ(s,m2

N ,m2
W )

2
with the Källen function λ(x, y, z) ≡ (x− y− z)2− 4yz; the first

two
1

2
are spin-polarization average factors of electron and photon;

1

2s
and

1

8πs
are the

flux and two-body final state phase space factor.
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FIG. 4: The Feynman diagrams for heavy sterile neutrino production through e−γ → NW−

channel, where the photon is produced via proton bremsstrahlung.

The amplitude square for e−γ → NW− is

|M|2 = − |UeN |2
2m2

W s(m
2
W − t)2s2w

{2m6
N(m

2
W − t) +m4

N [6m
4
W − 8m2

W t+ t(s+ 2t)]

+m2
N [−6m6

W − 2m4
W (3s+ 2t) +m2

W (9s2 + 14st+ 12t2) + t(s2 − st− 2t2)]

+ 4m2
W [m6

W −m4
W (3s+ t) +m2

W (2s+ t)2 − 2s3 − 4s2t− 3st2 − t3]}. (10)

In this section, we consider the production of sterile neutrino through e−γ → NW−

channel at the future electron-proton collider, i.e., the LHeC. For the events reconstruc-

tion, N → µjj channel is adopted, while the W boson is reconstructed via hadronic

channel with Br(W− → jj) ≈ 65%. The LHeC is designed to reach a luminosity of

1.05 × 1034, led to approximately 1 ab−1 integrated luminosity for 10 years operation.

Furthermore, the Dirac or Majorana nature of the sterile neutrino can be identified via

the sign of single lepton, e.g., N → ℓ+jj only for Majorana neutrino, while N → ℓ−jj

for both Dirac and Majorana neutrino.

The incoming electron/proton beam energy at the LHeC is 60/7000 GeV, leds to

the center of mass energy
√
s = 1296 GeV. The WWA-p photon will be produced

at the LHeC through high energy proton bremsstrahlung, therefore it provides a better

condition for researching new phenomena due to clear background. The signal for e−γ →
NW− channel is µ− + di-jet + W-jet without missing energy, the di-jet may appears to

be fat jet origins from N decay and the W-jet is generally composed of two prong jets.

The main background signals come from e− + γ → νe + Z +W− where Z decays into

ℓν̄ℓ + jj, and e− + γ → νe +W− +W− +W+ with W decays into leptons or jets, the

two cross sections are below experiments tag limit 1/
∫

L ≈ 1 ab. In the next analysis,

9
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FIG. 5: Left : The canonical production cross section of e−γ → NW− at the LHeC with basic

cuts. Here the photon is produced through proton bremsstrahlung. Right : The sensitivities of

sterile and active neutrino mixing |UeN |2 at the 95% confidence level with integrated luminosity

of 1 ab−1 at the LHeC. Here Br(N → µ−jj) and Br(W− → jj) are taken into account for

N and W boson reconstruction. The inflection near mW is caused by the definition of sterile

neutrino total width.

we adopt the basic cuts (BC) for lepton and jets: pℓ,jT > 10 GeV, |ηℓ,j| < 5.

In the FIG.5, the cross sections for e−γ → NW− and |UeN |2 sensitivity at the

LHeC are given. According to our analysis, the canonical production cross section for

e−γ → NW− process will reach hundreds of fb for the electroweak energy mass scale

sterile neutrino. The cross section decreases to tens of fb when for mN ∼ 500 GeV, and

hence provides tests for heavy sterile neutrino in this region which is poorly constrained.

The sensitivity of active-sterile neutrino mixing |UeN |2 with 100 < mN < 500 GeV is

estimated to be 10−3 ∼ 10−4 level, therefore provide helpful information to search the

heavy sterile neutrino in this region.
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III. INDIRECT PRODUCTION

A. Kink search via B meson semileptonic decay

The sterile neutrino can be also investigated by searching kinks in lepton energy

spectrum of the B meson semileptonic decay, see earlier nucleus β-decay spectrum kink

search [35]. The mechanism is straightforward, in three-body decay B → D + ℓν, the

maximal lepton energy in B meson rest frame is Eℓ =
m2

B +m2
ℓ − (mD +mν)

2

2mB
. If

the sterile neutrino mass is in GeV, which led to kink at giving energy point in the

spectrum, see FIG.6 for diagrammatic sketch. The previous research focus on Nucleus

or π,K beam-dump experiments, in which π,K are stopped, e.g., by plastic scintillator

inside a homogeneous magnetic field [36]. While at the SuperKEKB B-factory, B meson

is produced nearly rest, thus can be applied for kink search.

FIG. 6: Schematic kink structure in lepton energy spectrum of β-decay.

The SuperKEKB, with design luminosity of 8 × 1035 cm−2s−1, will produce 2.7 ×
1010 Υ(4S) [σ(e+e− → Υ(4S)) = 1.08 nb] at Υ resonant energy [37] per-year. The

BB̄(approximately stopped) number can be estimated by half the Υ(4S) yields, hence

11



there will be 1.35× 1010 BB̄-pair. Suppose as an estimation that

Br(B → D + ℓN) ∼ |UℓN |2Br(B → D + ℓν) = 2.2× 10−2|UℓN |2, (11)

and the D meson can be reconstructed via K + nπ-channel,

Br(D+ → K− + 2π+) = 9.38%, Br(D̄0 → K− + π+) = 3.94%.

Therefore the low sensitivity limit for |UℓN |2 can be extended to 10−7-level at 1−4 GeV

mass region. What deserves mentioning here is the decay length of N may be far long

than detector size (L ∼ 1 m), hence the directly reconstructed signal of N will suppressed

by factor 1−exp[− L
cτNγβ

], typically 10−4 ∼ 10−2 in this mass region, so the direct search

of N may be limited, therefore the kink method will provide another insight in sterile

neutrino searching. The same techniques can be used in the BES-III via Ψ(3770) → DD̄.

B. Meson Decay

The 0νββ decay branching ratios of charged meson (π,K,D(s), B(s,c)) induced by

W ∗W ∗ is too small, encounters a severe suppression either due to the small neutrino

mass like
m2

N

m2
W

or due to the small mixing |UℓNUℓ′N |2, lack of experiment interest at

present. Typically, the K+ → π− + µ+µ+ branching ratio for heavy sterile neutrino is

[38]:

Br(K+ → π− + µ+µ+) ∼ 1.6× 10−12(
1 GeV

mN
)2|UµN |4

However, if the neutrino mass lie between mπ+mµ ≤ mN ≤ mK−mµ, the branching

ratio can be greatly enhanced by resonant effect [39]. In the narrow resonance approxi-

mation, the decay rate can be formulated as

Γ(M1 →M2 + ℓℓ) = Γ(M1 → ℓN)
Γ(N → ℓ+M2)

Γ(N)
(12)

Hence, the branching ratio can be easily estimated by leptonic ratio of meson times

N → ℓ + M decay ratio, which is approximately several persents. The number of

12
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N

FIG. 7: 0νββ decay and sterile neutrino resonant decay of meson.

TABLE II: The leptonic decay fraction of K,D,Ds, B,Bc, the e+νe branching ratio are tiny

due to small electron mass.

Br K+[40] D+[40] D+
s [40] B+[41] B+

c [42]

µ+νµ 0.635 3.74 × 10−4 5.43 × 10−3 4.3 × 10−7 6.2 × 10−5

τ+ντ - 1.2× 10−3 5.3 × 10−2 1.09× 10−4 1.47× 10−2

D/B meson produced at LHC is estimated to be about 1013/1012, there are extensive

investigation upon this topic, thus provide experimental limits on sterile neutrino mixing

elements (|UℓN |) in mass region of mN = 1 ∼ 4 GeV.

C. Baryon decay

The resonant mechanism can be easily extended in baryon semileptonic decay, i.e.,

B1 → B2 + ℓN(→ ℓπ), the branching ratio can be factorized as,

Br(B1 → B2 + ℓℓ+ π) =
Γ(B1 → B2 + ℓN)

Γ(B1)

Γ(N → ℓπ)

Γ(N)
, (13)

where ΓB1/N is the total decay width of initial meson (N).
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FIG. 8: 0νββ decay of baryon.

The secondary decay width is well known,

Γ(N → ℓπ) =
G2

F

16π
|Vud|2|UℓN |2f 2

πmN

√

λ(m2
N , m

2
ℓ , m

2
π)[(1−

m2
ℓ

m2
N

)2− m2
π

m2
N

(1+
m2

ℓ

m2
N

)], (14)

where we set mπ = 139 MeV, fπ = 130.4 MeV,mµ = 105 MeV for numerical analysis.

The Feynman diagram for this process is shown in FIG.8, the amplitude can be

formulated as

M(B1 → B2 + ℓN) =
GF√
2
Vq1q2UℓN 〈B2| q̄2γµ(1− γ5)q1 |B1〉 [ℓ̄γµ(1− γ5)N ], (15)

where the CKM matrix elements are taken as: Vud = 0.9737, Vcs = 0.975, Vcd =

0.221, Vcb = 4.08× 10−2.

The hadronic transition matrix elements for the semileptonic decay can be parame-

terized in terms of six invariant form factors,

〈B2| q̄2γµ(1− γ5)q1 |B1〉 = ū(B2)[γ
µf1(q

2) + ıσµνqν
f2(q

2)

mB1

+ qµ
f3(q

2)

mB1

]u(B1) (16)

− ū(B2)[γ
µg1(q

2) + ıσµνqν
g2(q

2)

mB1

+ qµ
g3(q

2)

mB1

]γ5u(B1),

where u(B1/2) are Dirac spinors of the initial/final baryon with q = pB1
− pB2

.

Note that a considerable number of heavy baryon can be produced at the LHC,

hence provides opportunity for experiment search of the sterile neutrino induced four-

body decay. In the previous research [31, 43], Λb/c baryon has been considered. In this

14



section, we explore the four-body |∆L| = 2 decays of the Ξ++
cc ,Ξ

+
c ,Ξ

0
c baryon,

Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c + µ+µ+π−,

Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c + µ+µ+π−,

Ξ+
c → Ξ0 + µ+µ+π−,

Ξ0
c → Ξ− + µ+µ+π−,

which can occur via the exchange of Majorana neutrino with kinematically allowed

mass, mµ +mπ < mN < mB1
−mB2

−mµ. Within this mass region, the narrow width

approximation [32] is valid due to ΓN ≪ mN . For numerical evaluation, we use the form

factor for Ξ++
cc → Ξ+

c [44], Ξ++
cc → Λc [45], Ξ+

c → Ξ0 [46], Ξ0
c → Ξ− [46] among those

references respectively, the canonical branching fraction Br(B1→B2+µµπ)
|UµN |2 is given in FIG.

9.

At the LHC, the production number of heavy baryon can be estimated by fragmen-

tation fraction of c-quark and b-quark, f(c → Λ+
c ) = 20.4% [47], f(c → Ξ0

c) = 8% [47],

f(b→ λ0b) = 25.9% [48], and the production cross section for cc̄ and bb̄ are measured to

be 2369 µb [49] and 144 µb [50] at the LHCb with
√
s = 13 TeV. Suppose the LHCb

accumulate an integrated luminosity of approximately 50 fb−1 at the end of LHC Run-

4 till 2035, hence we will get N(Λc) = 2 × 50 fb−1 × 2369 µb × 20.4% = 4.83 × 1013,

N(Ξ0
c) = 2×50 fb−1×2369 µb×8% = 1.90×1013, N(Λb) = 2×50 fb−1×144 µb×25.9% =

3.73× 1012. The production cross section of Ξ+
c [51] is measured to be 14.9 µb, the pro-

duction number is estimated to be N(Ξ+
c ) = 2 × 50 fb−1 × 14.9 µb = 1.49 × 1012. The

production cross section of Ξ++
cc can be estimated via its decay fraction versus Λ+

c [52],
σ(Ξ++

cc )Br(Ξ++
cc →Λ+

c K−π+π+)

σ(Λ+
c )

= 2.22 × 10−4, and the fraction for Br(Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c K
−π+π+)

is approximately 1.5% [53], hence the fraction σ(Ξ++
cc )

σ(Λ+
c )

= 1.48%, led to N(Ξ++
cc ) =

4.83 × 1013 × 1.48% = 7.15 × 1011. The production number of above heavy baryon

is organized into TABLE.III.

Experimental limits from the search of above |∆L| = 2 processes can be reinterpreted

as constrains on the sterile neutrino mixing matrix elements |UµN |2 versus mN , hence

one need to estimate the detection efficiency. Precise computation of the detection effi-

ciency requires fully simulated decay-specific Monte Carlo samples, that is reconstructed
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TABLE III: The estimated production number of heavy baryon at the LHCb in 13 TeV at an

accumulated luminosity of 50 fb−1.

Λ+
c Λ0

b Ξ++
cc Ξ+

c Ξ0
c

number(1012) 48.3 3.73 0.715 1.49 19.0

TABLE IV: The mass and lifetime of heavy baryon.

Λ+
c Λ0

b Ξ++
cc Ξ+

c Ξ0
c

mass(GeV) 2.286 5.619 3.621 2.467 2.470

lifetime(fs) 201 1464 256 453 151

in the same manner as real data and with a simulation of the full detector, which is out

of the range of this paper. Based on the above analysis, here we explore the constrains

of |UµN |2 from the experimental searches on Λ+
c → Λµ+µ+π−,Λ0

b → Λ+
c µ

−µ−π+,Ξ++
cc →

Ξ+
c µ

+µ+π−,Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c µ
+µ+π−,Ξ+

c → Ξ0µ+µ+π−,Ξ0
c → Ξ−µ+µ+π− at the LHCb with

the 95% confidence level, that is N(B1)Br(B1 → B2 + µµπ)Br(B2 → X)ǫeff = 3.09.

Considering the values found for the cross section and efficiencies at the 95% confidence

level, FIG.9 shows the constrains for |UµN |2 versusmN at the LHCb in 13 TeV with an in-

tegrated luminosity of 50 fb−1. The final state baryon Λ,Ξ0,Ξ−,Λ+
c ,Ξ

+
c are reconstructed

via Λ → pπ−,Ξ0 → Λ(→ pπ−)π+,Ξ− → Λ(→ pπ−)π−,Λc → pK−π+,Ξ+
c → pK−π+

channels respectively, the branching fraction are listed in TABLE V.

According to the above analysis, the |UµN |2 −mN planes are give in FIG.9. As the

branching fraction for heavy baryon four-body decay reach its maximal value just above

µπ threshold & 252MeV, the constrain for |UµN |2 is strongest here. For Λc → Λµ+µ+π−

channel, the maximal branching fraction can reach several part-per-thousand, and the

Λc can be numerously produced at LHCb, the lower-limit for |UµN |2 can reach ×10−8

at 0.25 < mN < 0.5 GeV. The fraction of charm quark fragment into Ξc is smaller
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TABLE V: The reconstruction channels and detection efficiencies of heavy baryon

Λc,Λb,Ξ
++
cc ,Ξ+

c ,Ξ
0
c four-body decay. The branching fraction of secondary decay chain is

adopted from [40]. The detection efficiency for Λb/c is adopted according to estimation of

previous research [31, 43], the efficiency for Ξ+
c ,Ξ

0
c is estimated from similar decay channels at

LHCb [54]. Due to the experimental investigation of new discovered double-charmed Ξ++
cc is

poor, hence we approximately set the detection efficiency to be 1× 10−4.

Λ+
c

→ Λµ+µ+π− Λ0
b

→ Λ+
c
µ−µ−π+ Ξ++

cc
→ Ξ+

c
µ+µ+π− Ξ++

cc
→ Λ+

c
µ+µ+π− Ξ+

c
→ Ξ0µ+µ+π− Ξ0

c
→ Ξ−µ+µ+π−

channel Λ → pπ− 64.1% Λ+
c

→ pK−π+ 6.26% Ξ+
c

→ pK−π+ 0.62% Λ+
c

→ pK−π+ 6.26% Ξ0
→ pπ−π+ 63.8% Ξ−

→ pπ−π− 64.0%

efficiency 1× 10−3[31] 9.8× 10−3[43] 1× 10−4 1× 10−4 1.18× 10−2[54] 1.1× 10−3[54]
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FIG. 9: The canonical branching fraction of sterile neutrino exchange four-body heavy baryon

decay, and the sensitivity of |UµN |2 at the LHCb with an integrated luminosity of 50 fb−1 at

the 95% confidence level.

compare with Λ+
c , and the branching fractions for Ξ+

c → Ξ0µ+µ+π−,Ξ0
c → Ξ−µ+µ+π−

are in part-per-thousand, hence the lower-limits for |UµN |2 are shifted by one magnitude

around 10−7 at the same mN mass region. We also explore the decay channels for

double-charmed baryon Ξ++
cc via Ξ++

cc → Ξ+
c µ

+µ+π−,Ξ++
cc → Λ+

c µ
+µ+π−, although the

branching fractions are not small, the constrains are weak for less produced number and

inefficiency. As pointed in previous research [31, 43], the bottom baryon Λ0
b can also
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provide unique test with broad mass region 0.3 ∼ 3.0 GeV.

D. Higgs Decay

The collider search for massive sterile neutrino via Higgs boson decay channels also

provide a interesting test, especially for heavier mass as the Yukawa coupling is pro-

portional to fermion mass. In reference [55, 56], the author explore direct coupling of

Higgs → νN . In contrast, if the sterile neutrino mass lie much below Higgs mass, the

coupling strength will dramatically suppressed, in this case the Higgs → WW (→ µµπ)

decay channel may be also provide an unique test. Furthermore, at least one missing

energy is required for the construction of direct decay channel, while final state prod-

ucts of the Higgs →WW (→ µµπ) channel can be fully reconstructed and the |∆L| = 2

same-sign µµ event is an obvious new physics signal.

Higgs

W+

µ−

µ−
N

π+

W−

W+

FIG. 10: Sterile neutrino production via Higgs → WW (→ µµπ) channel.

In this section, we calculate the branching fraction for Higgs → WW (→ µµπ), the

decay width can be formulated as

Γ(H →W+µ−µ−π+) = Γ(H → W+µ−N)
Γ(N → µ−π+)

Γ(N)
, (17)

where narrow resonance approximation for sterile neutrino N is adopted.

According to (1), the decay amplitude is written as

M(H →W+µ−N) = − 4m3
WGFUµN

(pN + pπ)2 −m2
W

ǫ∗µ(pW )ū(pµ)γ
µγLu(pN), (18)
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where ǫ∗µ(pW ) is the polarization vector of final W+ boson, γL =
1− γ5

2
. The amplitude

square is

|M(H →W+µ−N)|2 = 16G2
Fm

4
W |UµN |2

(m2
H +m2

µ +m2
N − s1 − s3)2

[m2
Hm

2
W +m2

µ(m
2
N +m2

W − s3)

+ (m2
N + 2m2

W )(m2
W − s1) + s3(s1 − 2m2

W )], (19)

where we define s1 = (pW + pµ)
2, s2 = (pW + pN)

2.

The decay width can be formulated as

Γ(H →W+µ−N) =
1

2mH

1

(2π)5
π2

4m2
H

∫ (mH−mN )2

(mµ+mW )2
ds1

∫ s+2

s−2

ds2|M(H →W+µ−N)|2

(20)

Here s±2 = m2
W+m2

N−
(s1−m2

H+m2
N )(s1+m2

W−m2
µ)∓λ1/2(m2

H ,s1,m2
N )λ1/2(s1,m2

W ,m2
µ)

2s1
, and

1

(2π)5
π2

4m2
H

is the factor for three-body final state phase space. We setmH = 125 GeV,ΓH = 3.2 MeV

in the calculation.
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FIG. 11: Branching fraction for Higgs → WW (→ µµπ) and the |UµN |2 sensitivity at the 95%

confidence level in 13 TeV LHC with integrate luminosity of 300/3000 fb−1 respectively. Here

the production cross section of Higgs is estimated to be 50 pb, and the W boson is reconstructed

via cs̄-jet channel. The charge conjugate is hold here.

At the LHC, Higgs boson is mainly produced via gluon-gluon-fusion channel with

cross section of σggF (pp → Higgs +X) ∼ 50 pb. The ATLAS has accumulated an inte-

grated luminosity ∼ 150 fb−1, means 7.5×106 Higgs. After LHC update, the integrated
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FIG. 12: Bounds on active-sterile mixing |UeN |2 from various experiments and this article.

Kink search: 187Re [7], 3H [8], 63Ni [9], 35S [10], 20F [11], Fermi2 [11]; N decay search: Borexino

[57], Bugey [58], CMS [27]; Peak search: π → eν [12], K → eν [13]; Beam-dump: PS191 [59],

NA3 [60], CHARM [61]; Z0 decay: DELPHI [21], L3 [20]; B meson decay: Belle [62]; Direct

production search: ATLAS [25]

luminosity will be in 3000 fb−1 level, hence the produced Higgs can reach 1.5 × 108.

Such abundant Higgs events will put new sight in sterile neutrino search. Compared

with direct Higgs → νN decay, the Higgs → WW (→ µµπ) channel can be easily de-

tected and the new physics signal is much more clear. We analyze the branching fraction
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FIG. 13: Current bounds on active-sterile mixing |UµN |2 from various experiments and this

article. Peak search: K → µν [63]; Beam-dump: PS191 [59], NA3 [60], CHARMII [64], BEBC

[65]; Z0 decay: DELPHI [21], L3 [20], FMMF [66], NuTeV [67]; B meson decay: Belle [62],

LHCb [18]; N decay search: CMS [27]; Direct production search: ATLAS [25].

of this channel, see FIG.11, with mN lie between mµ +mπ and mH −mW −mµ. The

fraction reaches maximal value at mN mass slightly above mµ +mπ threshold, and de-

creases dramatically in high mass region. We analyze the constrain for |UµN |2 at the

95% confidence level, suppose that W boson is reconstructed via cs̄-jet channel with

Br(W+ → cs̄) = 30%. The |UµN |2 −mN plane is given in FIG.11. The lower-limit of
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|UµN |2, reach 10−5, lies just above mµ +mπ threshold. Hence we recommend an exper-

imental investigation in this mass region, the signal is obvious and the background is

relatively clear.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have studied the production mechanisms for sterile neutrino with

collider signatures, the direct production channels at the e+e−, ep colliders and indirect

production through heavy particles decay are considered. Our results will provide com-

plementary tests for the possible see-saw and radiative generated mass probe of sterile

neutrino from GeV to TeV. For the direct production channel at e+e− collider, we in-

vestigate the W-exchange mechanism at the STCF, the SuperKEKB, the CEPC and

the ILC. Numerical results indicate that the canonical cross section is considerable, the

sensitivity for active-sterile mixing |UℓN |2 is given at the 95% confidence level. According

to our estimation, the lower sensitivity limit can reach 10−5 in 0.3 − 2 GeV region for

lower energy e+e− collider, e.g., the STCF and the SuperKEKB; extended to 10−7 in

electroweak energy mass region for high energy collider, e.g., the CEPC and the ILC.

For the direct production channel at ep collider, we explore the γ-W ∗ fusion mechanism

at the LHeC using proton bremsstrahlung. The canonical production cross section for

e−γ → NW− process can reach tens fb if we probe a electroweak energy mass scale

sterile neutrino, the low sensitivity limit of |UeN |2 will reach 10−4 at this mass region.

Besides, the Dirac or Majorana nature of the sterile neutrino can be tested via the sign

of single lepton in N → ℓjj decay.

We also studied the indirect production channels via hadron (meson and baryon) and

Higgs decay. For heavy meson, we proposed a new search method for sterile neutrino

via kink structure in lepton energy spectrum of B-meson semileptonic decay. For heavy

baryon, we explore the four-body decay of Λc,Ξc,Ξcc and Λb. Numerical results show

that the |UℓN |2 are sensitive slightly above the µπ threshold. Considering the yields

of heavy baryon is large at the LHCb, the constrain plane is given in this region. For

Higgs decay, we investigate the Higgs → Wµµπ process with relative clear signal, the
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constrain of mixing parameter is also given. The low sensitivity limits of |UℓN |2 versus

sterile neutrino mass from channels of this article and present experimental limits are

given in FIG.12 - 13.
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