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Synopsis

Introduction and Motivation

Neutrino oscillations have clearly estabilished the fact that at least two out of three active

neutrinos are massive. The immediate question one can then ask is, are neutrinos Majo-

rana or Dirac particles? Lepton number conservation (LNC) would imply that neutrinos

are Dirac particles, but there is no reason to have LNC as it is not a fundamental quantity

like electric charge. From theorist’s point of view, almost all extensions of standard model

(SM) predict Majorana neutrinos. From experimental side, the most promising process

to explore Majorana nature of neutrino is neutrinoless double beta decay, which may be

feasible due to large sample of the decaying nuclei.

From neutrino oscillations and cosmological observations, we know that neutrino masses

are very small. In various seesaw models, the inclusion of SM singlet heavy right handed

neutrinos (sterile neutrinos)1 to the Standard Model (SM) particle content is one of the

best motivated way to account for the observed neutrino masses and flavor mixing. The

modification of the charged and neutral currents from active-sterile mixing of the neutral

leptons can provide novel signatures which can be tested at the future collider experi-

ments. Sterile neutrino mass scale can lie in a wide range depending upon the models. In

particular, in low energy seesaw models sterile neutrinos may have masses between 100

MeV to few GeV. On the theoretical and phenomenological side as well, considerable

1We will be using the names sterile neutrinos or RHNs interchangeably.

1
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effort has been made in proposing possible modes that could probe SM singlet Majorana

neutrinos in various mass ranges and constrain their mixing parameters. Search strategy

varies depending on the mass scale. For example, for the sterile neutrino mass of few GeV,

various three and four body LNV meson decays M−1 → `−1 `
−M+

2 and M−1 → M2`
−
1 `
−
2 M+

3

can be used as a probe to test their existence [2]. For mass range 100 GeV or beyond,

best way to search for these heavy neutrinos is at e+e−, eγ, pp and pp̄ colliders, as well

as in top quark and W-boson rare decays. For very heavy RHNs, the production cross

section of the RHNs decreases as the mass of RHN increases. But for very heavy RHN,

gauge boson produced from heavy neutrino decay is highly boosted, leading to a fatjet.

Hence, for very heavy RHN, even if the production cross section is small, using fatjet

technique, one can significantly reduce the SM background. One common problem with

the RHNs extensions of SM is that RHNs production is very small due to small mix-

ing angle. Hence, prospects of discovering RHNs at colliders greatly improve if RHN

production is independent of the mixing angle.

This thesis deals with three and four body LNV meson decays to search for Majorana

neutrinos in the mass range of few GeV, RHNs search of orders of 100 GeV through Lep-

toquark productions and very heavy RHNs search through fatjet signature. We describe

each of these studies in the following sections.

Favoured Bc Decay modes to search for a Majorana neu-

trino

In this work [3], we propose a search for a few lepton-number violating (∆L = 2) decay

modes of Bc which can only be induced by Majorana neutrinos. We extend the SM to

include n right-handed SM singlets along with the three generation of left-handed SM

SU(2) doublets: LaL =

(
νaL `aL

)T
, NbR, where a=1,2,3 and b=1,2,3,...,n. In this

model, flavor eigenstates ν`L can be written in terms of the mass eigenstates as, ν`L =
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∑3
m=1 U`mνmL +

∑3+n
m′=4 V`m′N c

m′L, with UU† + VV † = 1. In this work, we consider a

minimal scenario in which a single RH neutrino is added to the SM field content. We

take a phenomenological approach regarding the mass and mixing elements of the heavy

singlet neutrino, taking them to be free parameters, constrained only by experimental

observations. We denote by V`N the mixing angle between the standard flavour neutrino

ν`(` = e, µ, τ) and the heavy mass eigenstate N.

Since the lepton number violating modes are expected to be rare, when using meson

decay modes for these searches one expects CKM favoured modes to be the preferred

ones; Bc → Bs is one such transition. In the proton-proton collisions at the Large Hadron

Collider, Bc mesons are expected to be mainly produced through the gluon-gluon fusion

process gg → B−c + b + c. The expected number of Bc mesons at LHC with
√

s =

13/14 TeV and luminosity 10 fb−1 is O(109 − 1010). With this large number of Bc

events, along with the resonance enhancement of the Majorana neutrino mediating the

B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ modes, one can hope to observe these rare modes, or, even their non-

observation can be used to obtain tight constraints on the mixing angles from upper limits

of the branching fractions. Using these modes we obtain exclusion curves for the mixing

angles which are tighter or compatible with results from earlier studies. However, we find

that the relatively suppressed mode B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ can provide even tighter constraints

on |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2, |VeNVµN |, and in a larger range of the heavy neutrino mass. Further,

exclusion regions for |VeNVτN |, |VµNVτN | can also be obtained for masses larger than those

accessible in tau decays. Upper limits on B
(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
can also result in stringent

exclusion curves for all the mixing elements, including that for |VτN |
2 in a mass range

where it is unconstrained thus far.
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Constraints on Right Handed Gauge Boson Mass from

Lepton Number Violating Meson Decays

In this work [4], we analyze the three body lepton number violating (LNV) meson decays

M+
1 → `+`+π−, that arise in a TeV scale Left Right Symmetry model (LRSM). The LRSM

is based on the gauge group SU (3)c × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L [5]. In addition to

the particle content of the Standard Model (SM), the model contains three right handed

Majorana neutrinos NR, and the additional gauge bosons WR and Z′.

Right handed Majorana neutrinos with mass in the hundreds of MeV-few GeV range can

be produced as an intermediate on mass shell state, resulting in a resonance enhance-

ment of the LNV meson decay rates. We follow a most generic approach taking into

account all the contributions arising from right handed, left handed currents as well as

their combinations. When calculating signal events we have taken care of the velocity of

the decaying meson and also the probability of RH neutrino to decay inside the detector.

The theoretical estimates of the number of events are functions of the mass parameters

MN and MWR . Hence, equating the numerical upper limit on the number of events to

the theoretical expressions, results in constraints on MWR , corresponding to specific MN

values. Using this method we calculated the number of events for the LNV decay modes

M+
1 → `+`+π− (M1 = B,D,Ds,K) and derive constraints plausible on the mass of the

right handed charged gauge boson WR by future searches at the ongoing NA62 and LHCb

experiments at CERN, the upcoming Belle II at SuperKEK, as well as at the proposed fu-

ture experiments, SHiP and FCC-ee. These bounds are complimentary to the limits from

same-sign dilepton search at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). The very high intensity

of charmed mesons expected to be produced at SHiP will result in a far more stringent

bound, MWR > 18.4 TeV (corresponding to MN = 1.46 GeV), than the other existing

bounds from collider and neutrinoless double beta decay searches.
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Probing Leptoquark and Heavy Neutrino at LHeC

In this work [6], we explore leptoquark (LQ) production and decay for the R̃2 class of

models at the proposed Large Hadron electron Collider (LHeC), planned to operate with

150 GeV electron and 7 TeV proton beams. Leptoquarks (LQs) are hypothetical parti-

cles, which carry both lepton number and baryon number and couple directly to quarks

and leptons. In the Pati-Salam model, they emerge from the unification of quarks and

leptons [7]. Using the SM representation of quarks and leptons, all possible LQ states

can be classified, with six scalar and six vector LQ multiplets under the SM gauge group.

Among the different classes, the scalar LQ R̃2 is interesting, as it is one of the multiplets

that allows for matter stability. Moreover, it also couples to right handed neutrinos (RH

neutrinos). The relevant Lagrangian is given by,

L = −Yi j d̄i
Re j

L R̃2/3
2 + (YUPMNS)i j d̄i

Rν
j
L R̃−1/3

2 + (VCKMZ )i j ūi
L N j

R R̃2/3
2 + Zi j d̄i

L N j
R R̃−1/3

2 + h.c.,

where the superscript of LQ fields denotes electric charge. For the RH neutrino, we adopt

a model independent framework as we are interested in frameworks that can lead to large

active- sterile mixing, so that the heavy neutrinos decay inside the detector.

At e−p colliders like LHeC, LQ can be resonantly produced and the production cross-

section is larger than that at LHC. One more advantage is that unlike seesaw models the

RH neutrino production through resonant LQ production does not depend on active-heavy

neutrino mixing angle. Hence, the RH neutrino production will be enhanced compared

to seesaw models. We analyse the collider signatures of a number of final states that can

originate from LQ decay into the standard model particles, as well as the final states that

originate from further decay of the heavy neutrinos produced from LQ: (1). e−p → ` j,

(2). e−p → j N1, N1 → `−W+, (3). e−p → t̄N3, t̄ → b̄W−, N3 → τ−W+. We consider

both leptonic and hadronic decays of W boson. We find that the final state `−+n-jets (1 ≤

n ≤ 2) has the largest discovery prospect, more than 5σ with only few fb−1 of data
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to probe a LQ of mass 1.1 TeV, even with a generic set of cuts. The significance falls

sharply with increasing LQ mass. However, with 100 fb−1 of data, a 5σ discovery for

LQs of mass upto 1.4 TeV is still achieveable. Also for the same luminosity, final state

b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET , resulting from the cascade decay of the LQ to a t̄ and right

handed neutrino, followed by further decays of t̄ and the neutrino, is expected to yield a

rather large number of events (≈ 180).

Probing right handed neutrinos at the LHeC and lep-

ton colliders using fat jet signatures

In this work [8], we explore the discovery prospect of a very heavy right handed neu-

trino in Type-I seesaw at the future collider experiments like LHeC and linear collider.

We consider the production of the heavy neutrino via the t and s-channel processes and

its subsequent decays into the semi-leptonic final states. We specifically focus on the

scenario where the gauge boson produced from heavy neutrino decay is highly boosted,

leading to a fat-jet. For both of the colliders we consider the luminosity at 1000 fb−1. In

our analysis we consider the following things:

(1). We study the prospect of discovery of RHNs at LHeC considering the boosted objects

for the first time. In the LHeC we concentrate on the lepton number violating (LNV) and

lepton number conserving (LNC) channels to produce the RHN in association with a jet

( j1). Hence the RHN will decay into the dominant `W and the W will decay into a pair

of jets. The daughter W coming from the heavy RHN will be boosted and its hadronic

decay products, jets, of the W will be collimated such that they can form a fat jet (J).

Hence a signal sample of `+ j1 + J can be studied thoroughly at this collider. We consider

two scenarios at the LHeC where the electron and proton beams will have 60 GeV and

7 (13.5) TeV energies where the center of mass energy becomes
√

s = 1.3 (1.8) TeV.
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(2). At the linear collider the leading production of the RHNs is occurring from the

t- channel process in association with a SM light neutrino (ν). We consider the linear

collider at two different center of mass energies, such as
√

s = 1 TeV and
√

s = 3 TeV

which can probe up to a high mass of the RHNs such as 900 GeV (at the 1 TeV linear

collider) and 2.9 TeV (at the 3 TeV linear collider) due to the almost constant cross section

for the Nν production. At this mass scale, the RHNs will be produced at rest, however,

the daughter particles can be sufficiently boosted. We consider N → `W,W → j j and

N → hν,h → bb modes at the linear collider where h is the SM Higgs boson. If the

RHN is sufficiently heavy, such the, MN ≥ 400 GeV, the W and h can be boosted because

MW and Mh << MN

2 . As a result W and h will produce a fat jet (J) and a fat b jet

(Jb) respectively. Therefore the signal will be ` + J plus missing momentum and Jb

plus missing momentum in the W and h modes respectively at the linear collider. Hence

studying the signals and the backgrounds for each process we put the bounds in the mass-

mixing plane of the RHNs.

Conclusion

We propose several LNV Bc decay modes to search for sterile neutrinos in the context

of sterile neutrino extension of SM. We also evaluate the LNV meson decays M+
1 →

`+`+π− within the framework of Left-Right Symmetric model. For both the above cases,

from non-observations of these decay modes, we put bound on mixing angle and MWR

corresponding to specific MN values. We also study the discovery prospect of R̃2 class

of LQ model at LHeC. We study the production and its decay to different final states

including a lepton and a jet, a jet and a RHN and RHN and a top quark. We have also

explored the discovery prospect of a very heavy RHN at LHeC and linear collider. A

massive RHN can sufficiently boost the W and h, such that its hadronic decay modes can

form a fat jet. Therefore, we study e + j1 + J and e + J + pmiss
T , Jb + pmiss

T at the LHeC

and linear collider respectively.





1 Introduction

The SM is an outstanding theoretical framework of elementary particles. With the discov-

ery of Higgs boson-the last missing piece, the SM is now complete. Though the current

data so far indicates that this is the SM Higgs boson, further work is still needed to be

certain. Even if one consider this as the SM Higgs, the SM can not be the final theory,

as the SM predicts massless neutrinos, there is no viable dark matter candidate and it

can not explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry. There are also several other issues like

unification of forces, hierarchy, fine-tunning and naturalness problem which can not be

explained in SM. A number of beyond Standard Model (BSM) extensions (minimal su-

persymmetric standard model, large extra dimensions, seesaw models of neutrino mass

generation, leptoquarks, grand unified theories etc) have been proposed in the literature

to address some of these issues. All the BSM extensions includes new particles, hence to

experimentally verify a new model, one of the most advantageous paths might be to dis-

cover new states at various ongoing and future collider experiments. In this thesis, we are

mostly dealing with models which can explain the observed neutrino masses in presence

of heavy right-handed neutrinos1 and how we can discover them from direct searches at

colliders, as well as through indirect searches from meson decays.

The discovery of neutrino oscillations [9–19] confirms the existence of at least two non-

vanishing neutrino mass-squared differences. So far, the solar and atmospheric mass

square differences ∆m2
12, |∆m2

13 | and the mixing angles θ12, θ23 and θ13 have been mea-

1We will be using the names sterile neutrinos, RH neutrino or RHNs interchangeably.

9



10 Introduction

sured with reasonable accuracy [20]. On the other hand, the cosmological constraints on

the sum of light neutrino masses [21] guarantees the SM neutrino masses to be less than

O(eV). In principle, neutrino mass could be simply generated by addition of right-handed

(RH) neutrinos through the Higgs mechanism, but to get neutrino masses less than 1 eV,

the neutrino Yukawa coupling has to be extremely small ∼ O
(
10−12

)
. Hence alternate

mechanisms for neutrino mass have been proposed. Among these the seesaw mecha-

nism [22–28] provides a natural explanation of the smallness of neutrino mass. The sim-

plest realization of the seesaw, the so-called type-I seesaw, requires the existence of a set

of heavy electroweak singlet (sterile) lepton number violating (LNV) Majorana fermions,

N. A typical scale for the Majorana mass mN in grand unified theories (GUTs) [24] is of

the order of the GUT scale, but in general, in various other scenarios, sterile neutrinos can

lie in a wide range of masses. In particular, in low energy seesaw models [29–32] ster-

ile neutrinos may have mass between ∼ 100 MeV to few GeV. eV sterile neutrinos have

also been invoked to explain the LSND [33, 34], Miniboone [35–37] and reactor [38–40]

anomalies. A viable dark matter candidate is a KeV sterile neutrino [41–58]. Other as-

trophysical observations including supernovae explosions [59] permit sterile neutrinos

mixed with active ones. While cosmological/astrophysical constraints on sterile neutri-

nos are strong, they are model dependent and hence laboratory searches and constraints on

sterile neutrinos, particularly Majorana sterile neutrinos are rather important. On the theo-

retical and phenomenological side as well, considerable effort has been made in proposing

possible observables or modes that could probe SM singlet Majorana neutrinos in various

mass ranges and constrain their mixing parameters. Sterile neutrinos have been searched

for in the laboratory through peak searches in leptonic decays of pions and kaons [60].

The lepton spectrum would show a monochromatic line at a lower energy in presence of

a heavy neutrino. These have provided tight constraints on the mixing angle of the sterile

neutrino with the active ones.

One of the promising processes to explore Majorana neutrinos is through neutrinoless

double beta decay which may be experimentally feasible due to the large samples of the
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decaying nuclei, however, on the theoretical side this involves large uncertainties coming

from the nuclear matrix elements making it harder to extract information on neutrino prop-

erties. The rare LNV meson and tau decays can be more accurately evaluated [2, 61–63]

and although their decay rates may be extremely small, they may be accessible with cur-

rent and future high luminosity machines. In the last decade or so, many experimen-

tal collaborations, CLEO [64–66], FOCUS [67], BaBar [68], Belle and more recently

LHCb [69], have searched for such LNV processes. For mass range of mN (100 MeV-6

GeV), right handed Majorana neutrinos can be produced as an intermediate on mass shell

state, resulting in a resonance enhancement of these LNV meson and tau decay rates.

For mass range 100 GeV or beyond, sterile neutrinos have also been looked for through

searches of their visible decay products. This includes proposals to search for heavier

neutrinos at accelerator and collider experiments such as, e+e− [70–75], eγ [71, 76], pp

and pp̄ [71,74,75,77–86], e−e− [75,87,88], as well as in top quark and W-boson rare de-

cays [89,90]. For very heavy neutrinos, gauge boson produced from heavy neutrino decay

is highly boosted, leading to a fatjet and this strategy can be very effective. One common

problem with the right-handed neutrino extensions of SM is that their production rate is

very small due to a small mixing angle. Hence, prospects of discovering them at colliders

greatly improve if the production is independent of the mixing angle. We address some

of these issues in this thesis.

This chapter is organized as follows: we first review briefly the basic features of SM,

following which we describe the neutrino mass models. We briefly describe two such

models like type-I seesaw and left right symmetric model. We present the existing bounds

on the sterile-active neutrino mixing angles as a function of sterile neutrino mass. Finally,

we give the outline of this thesis.
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1.1 Standard Model

The SM [91,92] is a renormalizable, Lorentz-invariant quantum field theory based on the

gauge group SU (3)c ⊗ SU (2)L ⊗ U (1)Y which contains the fundamental set of particles,

the leptons, quarks, gauge bosons and the Higgs.

SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y

qi
L 3 2 1

6
ui

R 3 1 2
3

di
R 3 1 −1

3
`i

L 1 2 −1
2

ei
R 1 1 −1

H 1 2 1
2

Gauge bosons Force
Ga
µ Strong

W±µ , Z0
µ Weak

Aµ Electromagnetic

Table 1.1: The SM particle contents and i = 1,2,3 is the generation index.

We have listed the particle content of the SM in Table. 1.1. qi
L and `i

L are the left handed

quark and lepton doublets respectively. ui
R and di

R are the right handed up and down type

singlet quarks. `i
R is the right handed lepton. H is the Higgs field. The SM fermions and

gauge bosons (W±, Z0) are forced to be massless due to the exact SU (2)L⊗U (1)Y symme-

try. We need to break this gauge symmetry somehow to generate masses for fermions and

gauge bosons. This is achieved by the spontaneous symmetry breaking: the electroweak

symmetry SU (2)L⊗U (1)Y is spontaneously broken to the electromagnetic U (1)Q through

the non-zero vaccum expectation value (VEV) of the Higgs field. The Lagrangian for the

SM can be written as

LSM = Lkinetic + LHiggs + LYukawa (1.1)

In the following section we describe each part of this Lagrangian.

Kinetic Term for Leptons and Quarks

The kinetic term for the lepton and quark sector is given by
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Llepton+quarks
kinetic = ¯̀Lγµ

(
Dµ`L`L

)
+ eRγ

µ
(
DeR
µ eR

)
+ qLγ

µ
(
DqL
µ qL

)
+ uRγ

µ
(
DuR
µ uR

)
+ dRγ

µ
(
DdR
µ dR

)
. (1.2)

The covariant derivative for the lepton doublet is given by

D`L
µ = ∂µ − i

g

2
*..
,

0
√

2W+
µ

√
2W−µ 0

+//
-
− i

g

2
W 3
µ

*..
,

1 0

0 −1

+//
-
− ig′Ỳ L Bµ (1.3)

where g and g′ are the SU (2)L and U (1)Y gauge couplings. W±µ is defined as, W±µ =

W1
µ∓iW2

µ
√

2
. W 1

µ, W 2
µ and W 3

µ are the gauge bosons of the SU (2)L generators T a = σa

2 . Bµ is

the gauge boson corresponding to U (1)Y hypercharge generator. We can write the W3 and

B field in terms of physical gauge field A and Z as

*..
,

W 3
µ

Bµ

+//
-

=
*..
,

cos θw sin θw

− sin θw cos θw

+//
-

*..
,

Zµ

Aµ

+//
-
. (1.4)

where θw is the weak mixing angle which can be defined as

tan θw =
g′

g
. (1.5)

Using Eq. 1.4 we can write Eqs.( 1.3) as

D`L
µ = ∂µ − i

g

2
*..
,

0
√

2W+
µ

√
2W−µ 0

+//
-
− i

g

cos θw
(T3 −Q` sin2 θw)Zµ − ieQ`Aµ (1.6)

and the covariant derivative for eR is given by

DeR
µ = ∂µ − ig′YeR Bµ = ∂µ − i

g

cos θw
(−QeR sin2 θw)Zµ − ieQeR Aµ. (1.7)
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Similarly for quark doublet qL we can write the covariant derivative as

DqL
µ = ∂µ − igsGµ − igWµ − iYqL Bµ, (1.8)

where Gµ = Ga
µλ

a is the gluon field and λa (a = 1,2, · · · 8) are the generator of SU (3)c.

gs is the SU (3)c gauge coupling constant. The covariant derivative for uR and dR are

given by

DuR
µ = ∂µ − igsGµ − ig

′

YuR Bµ,

DdR
µ = ∂µ − igsGµ − ig′YdR Bµ. (1.9)

The kinetic term for SU (2)L ⊗ U (1)Y and SU (3)c gauge sector

The kinetic term for the SU (2)L ⊗ U (1)Y gauge sector can be written as

Lgauge
kinetic = −

1
4

Fa
µνFaµν −

1
4

BµνBµν (1.10)

where Fa
µν = ∂µAa

ν−∂νAa
µ+gεabc Ab

µAc
ν and Bµν = ∂µBν−∂νBµ. This Lagrangian includes

3-point and 4-point interactions like W+W−γ, W+W−Z and the 4-point interactions like

W+W−γγ, W+W−Z Z , W+W−γZ and W+W−W+W−. The kinetic term for the gluon in

the SU (3)c gauge sector can be written as

Lgluon
kinetic = −

1
4

Ga
µνG

aµν, (1.11)

where Ga
µν = ∂µGa

ν − ∂νG
a
µ + g0 f abcGb

µG
c
ν, which includes 3-point and 4-point gluon-self

interactions.
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Spontaneous symmetry breaking: Higgs mechanism

In SM, the masses of all the fermions and SU (2)L gauge bosons are generated through

the spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB). The Lagrangian for the Higgs sector is given

by

LHiggs =
(
DH
µ H

) (
DHµH

)
− V

(
H†H

)
(1.12)

where, the Higgs potential is V
(
H†H

)
= −µ2H†H + λ

(
H†H

)2
. After the SSB, the

Higgs field develops its VEV and can be expanded around its classical minimum as

H (x) =
1
√

2

*..
,

H+

v + h(x) + iH0

+//
-

(1.13)

Now the covariant derivative can be written as

DH
µ = ∂µ − i

g

2
*..
,

A3
µ + tan θwBµ

√
2W+

µ

√
2W−µ −

Zµ
cos θw

+//
-
. (1.14)

Three gauge bosons W± and Z0 gets masses by eating up the three Goldstone bosons H±

and H0. The photon field remain massless as U (1)Q is unbroken. The masses of these

gauge bosons are given as

m2
W± =

1
4
g2v2, m2

Z =
1
4

g2v2

cos2 θw
, m2

A = 0. (1.15)

Replacing the Higgs field of Eq. 1.13 in Higgs potential we can derive the Higgs mass as

V = λv2h2 + λvh3 +
λ

4
h4, (1.16)

where the Higgs mass is mh =
√

2λv2 and was measured to be 125 GeV in 2012 at LHC.
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Yukawa Lagrangian for leptons and quarks

The Yukawa interactions for the lepton and quark sector are given by

Llepton
Yukawa = Ye`L HeR + H.c.,

Lquark
Yukawa = YuqL H̃uR + YdqL HdR + H.c. (1.17)

After the SSB, the Dirac mass terms for the leptons and quarks are generated as

Llepton
mass = me

(
1 +

h
v

) [
eLeR + eReL

]
,

Lquark
mass = mu

i j

(
1 +

h
v

)
ui

Lu j
R + md

i j

(
1 +

h
v

)
di

Ld j
R + H.c. (1.18)

where me =
Yev√

2
, mi j

u =
Y i j
u v
√

2
and mi j

d =
Y i j
d
v

√
2

. In the absence of right handed neutrinos we

can not write such mass term for neutrinos, hence in SM, neutrinos are massless. mi j
u , mi j

d

are 3 × 3 mass matrices that one needs to diagonalize to get the mass of the quarks. This

can be done by a unitary transformation which connects the gauge eigenstate and mass

eigenstate as

*......
,

u1

u2

u3

+//////
-L,R

= UL,R

*......
,

u

c

t

+//////
-L,R

,

*......
,

d1

d2

d3

+//////
-L,R

= DL,R

*......
,

d

s

b

+//////
-L,R

. (1.19)

We encounter bilinear terms in charged current interactions like u1Lγ
µd1L, u2Lγ

µd2L,

u3Lγ
µd3L which can be written as inner product of vectors in generation space as

(
u1 u2 u3

)
L
γµ

*......
,

d1

d2

d3

+//////
-L

=

(
u c t

)
L
U†L DLγ

µ

*......
,

d

s

b

+//////
-L

(1.20)
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where VCK M = U†L DL is the Cabbibo- Kobayashi- Maskawa matrix and can be parame-

terized as

VCK M =

*......
,

c12c13 s12c13 s13e−iδ

−s12c23 − c12s23s13eiδ c12c23 − s12s23s13eiδ s23c13

s12s23 − c12c23s13eiδ −c12s23 − s12c23s13eiδ c23c13

+//////
-

(1.21)

For the sake of completeness, we have given the neutral, electromagnetic and charged

interactions of quarks. The neutral current interaction is given by

Lq
NC = −

g

cos θw

[ (
ui

L di
L

)
γµ(T3 −QqL sin2 θw)

*..
,

ui
L

di
L

+//
-

+
g

cos θw
ui

Rγ
µ(−QuR sin2 θw)ui

R

+
g

cos θw
di

Rγ
µ(−QdR sin2 θw)di

R

]
Z0
µ, (1.22)

where for up and down type quark T3 = 1
2 and −1

2 . The electromagnetic interaction of

quarks is given by

Lq
em = −eQu

[
ui

Lγ
µui

L + ui
Rγ

µuRi

]
Aµ − eQd

[
di

Lγ
µdi

L + di
Rγ

µdi
R

]
Aµ (1.23)

Finally the charged current interaction for quarks is given as

Lq
CC =

g
√

2

3∑
i,j=1

ui
Lγ

µV i j
CK M d j

LW+
µ + H.c., (1.24)

1.2 Neutrino Mass

Neutrinos are massive, yet we do not know the exact mechanism by which they get mass.

There are various models proposed in the literature which explain the small active neutrino

masses. These includes variants of seesaw mechanism like type-I, II, III seesaw [22–26],

inverse seesaw [93, 94], linear seesaw [95, 96], double seesaw [97] etc. In seesaw, light
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neutrino masses are generated through d = 5 lepton number violating operator [98] once

heavy states are integrated out. In the case of type-I seesaw, the light neutrinos acquire

mass through mixings with additional Majorana RH neutrino fields N c. To account for the

tiny neutrino mass, the mass scale of these Majorana neutrinos has to be very close to the

gauge coupling unification scale, in which case these massive RH neutrinos will remain

inaccessible at LHC as well as, at other near future colliders. TeV scale RH neutrinos

with substantially large active-sterile mixings are however possible to accommodate in

type-I seesaw if cancellation exists in the light neutrino mass matrix [99]. In the case of

type-III seesaw, one replace the singlet fermions N c with SU (2) triplet field Σ with zero

hypercharge. The neutrino phenomenology is identical to that of type-I seesaw. In the

case of type-II seesaw, one adds a new scalar field ξ, an SU (2)L triplet with hypercharge

-1 and it couples to lepton doublet fields Li as

Lζ =
fi j

2
Li L jξ + H.c. (1.25)

This leads to Majorana neutrino masses mν = f 〈ξ〉 after the neutral component of ξ

acquire a vacuum expectation value 〈ξ〉. For the case of inverse seesaw mechanism, TeV

scale or even smaller RH neutrino masses can exist. In this scheme, in addition to the SM

particles there are gauge singlet neutrinos, with opposite lepton numbers (+1 and -1). The

light neutrino mass matrix is given in terms of the Dirac neutrino mass term, mD ∼ Yνv

(with v being the electroweak vev and Yν, a generic Yukawa coupling), the heavy neutrino

mass scale MR and, a small lepton number violating (∆L = 2) mass term µ, which ensures

that MR scale remains close to TeV or less, with order one Yukawa coupling. The light

neutrino mass matrix in this case is: mν ∼ (m2
D/M

2
R)µ. Left right symmetric model is one

another interesting model which can also explain light neutrino masses. As in this thesis

we predominantly deal with type-I seesaw and left right symmetric model, we briefly

describe these two models in the following sections.
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1.2.1 Formalism for heavy neutrino mixing

In the most general “type-I seesaw” mechanism, one extends the SM to include arbitrary

number of singlet “right-handed neutrinos” along with the three generation of left-handed

SM SU(2) doublets [2, 27]:

LaL =
*..
,

νa

`a

+//
-L

, NbR,

where a = 1,2,3 and b = 1,2,3, ...,n. n = 2 is the minimalistic scenario which can

generate two tree level neutrino masses required to explain neutrino oscillation data. For

the general case, with n right-handed neutrinos, the relevant part of the Lagrangian is

given as

−L =

3∑
a=1

n∑
b=1

Y ab
ν L̄aL H̃ NbR +

1
2

n∑
b,b′=1

Mbb′
R

¯N c
bRNb′R + H.c, (1.26)

where H is the SM Higgs doublet and H̃ is defined as H̃ = iσ2H∗. The second term

in Eq. 1.26 is the Majorana mass term while the first term gives the Dirac mass as the

Higgs field develops vaccum expectation value (VEV), 〈H〉 → v√
2

after the electroweak

symmetry breaking. Finally, the full neutrino mass matrix can be expressed as,

Mν =
*..
,

0 MD

MT
D MR

+//
-

(1.27)

where, MD =
Yνv√

2
is the Dirac mass matrix. The n × n right-handed neutrino Majorana

mass matrix MR is independent of the electroweak scale as this is invariant under the

gauge SU (3)c × SU (2)L ×U (1)Y and hence can be large MR >> v, implying | MD

MR
|<< 1.

In this limit, the neutrino mass matrix can be block diagonalized by the unitary matrix L
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as

L†
*..
,

0 MD

MT
D MR

+//
-
L∗ =

*..
,

mdiag
ν 0

0 Mdiag
N

+//
-
, (1.28)

where the mass eigenvalues mdiag
ν and Mdiag

N are given by

mdiag
ν ≈ −MD M−1

R MT
D, Mdiag

N ≈ MR, (1.29)

and the unitary matrix L can be parameterized as

L =
*..
,

U3×3 V3×n

Xn×3 Yn×n

+//
-

(1.30)

Hence, in this model, flavor eigenstates ν`L can be written in terms of the mass eigenstates

as,

ν`L =

3∑
m=1

U`mνmL +

3+n∑
m′=4

V`m′N c
m′L, with UU† + VV † = 1. (1.31)

As a result of this mixing the charged and neutral currents are now modified. Now the

charged current and neutral current interactions of the leptons in the basis of mass eigen-

states are given by

LCC
` = −

g
√

2
W+
µ

*
,

τ∑
`=e

3∑
m=1

U∗`m ν̄mγ
µPL` +

τ∑
`=e

3+n∑
m′=4

V ∗`m′N
c
m′γ

µPL`+
-

+ h.c,

LNC
` = −

g

2cosθW
Zµ *

,

τ∑
`=e

3∑
m=1

U∗`m ν̄mγ
µPLν` +

τ∑
`=e

3+n∑
m′=4

V ∗`m′N
c
m′γ

µPLν`+
-

+ h.c.

= −
g

2cosθW
Zµ

*.
,

3∑
m1,m2=1

(
U†U

)
m1m2

νm1γ
µPLνm2 +

3+n∑
m′1,m

′
2=4

(
V †V

)
m′1m′2

Nm′1
γµPL Nm′2

+/
-

−
g

2cosθW
Zµ

*.
,

3∑
m1=1

3+n∑
m′2=4

(
U†V

)
m1m′2

νm1γ
µPL N c

m′2
+ h.c.+/

-
(1.32)
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where PL =
(1−γ5)

2 , ψc is the charged conjugate, g is the SU (2)L gauge coupling. The

diagonalized majorana mass terms for the neutrinos can be written as:

Lν
m = −

1
2

*
,

3∑
m=1

mν
mνmLν

c
mR +

3+n∑
m′=4

mN
m′N

c
m′L Nm′R+

-
+ h.c, (1.33)

1.2.2 Left-Right Symmetric Model

The minimal Left Right Symmetric Model is based on the gauge group SU (3)c×SU (2)L×

SU (2)R ×U (1)B−L [100–102], with the fermions assigned in the doublet representation

of SU (2)L and SU (2)R. In addition to the particle content of the Standard Model (SM),

the model contains three right handed Majorana neutrinos NR, and the additional gauge

bosons WR and Z′. The electric charge Q and the third components of weak isospins

I3L and I3R are related as Q = I3L + I3R + (B − L)/2. The scalar sector of this model

consists of the bi-doublet Φ and the Higgs triplets ∆L and ∆R, where the Higgs states

have the following representations: Φ(1,2,2,0), ∆L (1,3,1,+2) and ∆R(1,1,3,+2). The

bi-doublet, being neutral under B − L gauge group is not sufficient to break this gauge

symmetry. Hence, additional Higgs triplet fields are required. The Higgs field ∆R takes

vacuum expectation value vR and breaks SU (2)R ×U (1)B−L down to the group U (1)Y of

SM.

In the Yukawa sector, the bi-doublet couples to the fermion bilinears Q̄LQR and ψ̄LψR, and

gives masses to quarks and leptons through the spontaneous symmetry breaking, where

its VEVs are denoted as: 〈Φ〉 = diag(κ1, κ2)/
√

2. On the other hand, the Higgs triplet ∆R

couples with the right handed neutrinos NR and generates the Majorana mass of heavy

neutrinos during the symmetry breaking. While the heavy neutrino NR contributes to the

light neutrino mass generation via Type-I seesaw mass [22–24, 26], the triplet Higgs ∆L

generates the Majorana mass of light neutrinos via Type-II seesaw [103, 104]. The VEV

of Φ field breaks the SM gauge group SU (2)L × U (1)Y to U (1)Q. Hence, the different

VEVs of bi-doublets and triplets follow the hierarchy vL � κ1,2 � vR .
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The Yukawa Lagrangian, that generates the lepton masses have the following form:

−LY = hψ̄LΦψR + h̃ψ̄LΦ̃ψR + fLψ
T
LCiτ2∆LψL + f Rψ

T
RCiτ2∆RψR + H.c. (1.34)

In the above C is the charge-conjugation matrix, C = iγ2γ0, and Φ̃ = τ2Φ
∗τ2, with τ2

being the second Pauli matrix, and γµ the Dirac matrices. Upon symmetry breaking, this

gives rise to the following light-heavy mass matrix,

Mν =
*..
,

ML MD

MT
D MR

+//
-
. (1.35)

In the seesaw approximation [22, 26, 103], this leads to the following light neutrino mass

matrix (up to O(M−2
R )) [105],

Mν ' ML − MD M−1
R MT

D − (
1
2

MD M−1
R M−1

R
∗
M†D ML + HC)

=
√

2vL fL −
κ2
√

2vR
hD f −1

R hT
D − (

κ2

2
√

2v2
RvL

hD f −1
R f −1

R
∗
h†D fL + h.c) , (1.36)

where κ =

√
κ2

1 + κ2
2, Dirac mass MD = hDκ = 1√

2

(
κ1h + κ2 h̃

)
, and ML =

√
2vL fL,

MR =
√

2vR f R. The mass matrix given in Eq. (1.35), can be diagonalized by a 6 × 6

unitary matrix, as follows:

VTMνV =
*..
,

M̃ν 0

0 M̃R

+//
-

(1.37)

where M̃ν = diag(m1,m2,m3), M̃R = diag(M1,M2,M3). Upto O(M−2
R ), the mixing matrix

V has the following form,

V ∼
*..
,

1 − 1
2 ζ
∗ζT ζ∗ + ζ ′∗

−ζT − ζ ′T 1 − 1
2 ζ

Tζ∗

+//
-

*..
,

Uν 0

0 VR

+//
-
. (1.38)
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In the above, the expansion parameter ζ has the following form ζ = MD M−1
R , and ζ ′∗ =

M†L MD M−1
R M−1

R
∗. For ML → 0, ζ ′ → 0. The order parameter is defined as, θ ≡ ||ζ | | =√

Tr (ζ†ζ ). In the subsequent analysis, we denote the mixing matrix as

V =
*..
,

U S

T V

+//
-

=
*..
,

(
1 − θ2

2

)
Uν θVR

−θUν

(
1 − 1

2θ
2
)

VR

+//
-

(1.39)

where θ =
√

mν

mN
.

Gauge Sector and Charged Current Lagrangian

In addition to the SM gauge bosons, this model consists of a right handed charged gauge

boson, WR and an additional neutral gauge boson, Z′. The SM gauge boson WL and WR

mix with each other, with the mixing

ξ '
κ1κ2

v2
R

'
2κ2

κ1

(
MWL

MWR

)2

. (1.40)

In the limit of small mixing ξ � 1, the physical masses are

MW1 ' MWL '
g

2
κ, MW2 ' MWR '

g
√

2
vR , (1.41)

where, g ≡ gL = gR and MZ ′ ∼ 1.7MWR . In our choice of Left-Right model, we assume

discrete parity as a symmetry. The charged current Lagrangian for the quarks have the

following forms:

Lq
CC =

g
√

2

∑
i,j

uiV CKM
i j W+

Lµγ
µPL d j +

g
√

2

∑
i,j

uiV R−CKM′
i j W+

Rµγ
µPR d j + H.c., (1.42)

where i = (u,c, t) correspond to the up type quarks and j = (d, s,b) represent the down

type quarks. In our subsequent analysis, we consider V R−CKM′ to be proportional to V CKM

with the proportionality factor β ∼ O(1). The charged current Lagrangian for the lepton-
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neutrino has the following form,

L`CC =
g
√

2

∑
i,j

`LiW
−
Lµγ

µPL (Ui jνL j + Si j N c
j ) +

g
√

2

∑
i,j

`Ri W−Rµγ
µPR (V ∗i j N j + T∗i jν

c
L)

+ H.c. (1.43)

Note that, both the masses of the RH neutrino and WR gauge boson, are proportional to

the SU (2)R breaking scale. However, while the WR mass and the right handed current are

dictated with the gauge coupling gR = g, the RH neutrino mass MN is governed by the

Yukawa coupling f R, therefore allowing the possibility to have a large hierarchy between

WR and N masses. For sufficiently small MN and TeV scale WR, this can give large

contribution in meson decays.

The neutral currents which will also contribute in some of the decay channels of the right

handed neutrino, are given below: [106, 107]

LNC =
gL

cosθw
(ZµJ µZ +

cos2θw
√

cos2θw
Z′µJ µZ ′) (1.44)

where,

J µZ =
∑

i

f̄ γµ(T3
L PL −Qsin2θw) f , (1.45)

J µZ ′ =
∑

i

f̄ γµ(T3
RPR − tan2θw (Q − T3

3L) f . (1.46)

The explicit interaction terms with the leptons and neutrinos are given in [106].

1.3 Existing bounds on mixing angles

As in this thesis we have studied the bounds on mixing angle for various mass ranges of

RH neutrinos N, it is good to give a brief overview of the existing bound on mixing angles
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MN [GeV]
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Figure 1.1: Left: Bounds on the mixing angle |VeN |
2 as a function of RH neutrino mass MN in

the mass range 10 MeV-100 GeV. The bounds are from peak searches (K → eν, π → eν) and from
the following experiments: PS191, NA3, CHARM, DELPHI, L3. The region above the contour
lines are excluded. The dotted maroon contour is for neutrinoless double beta decay experiment.
Right: Excluded region on |VeN |

2 versus MN from meson decays M1 → eeπ. The thin black line
is for K → eeπ meson decay with including N decay probability inside the detector.

for our interested mass ranges of N. The results of this section are based on the following

Refs. [2, 63, 108].

The bounds on the mixing angles |VeN |
2
(
|VµN |

2
)

exists from the peak searches π →

e(µ)ν and K → e(µ)ν [109]. The other limits on |VeN |
2
(
|VµN |

2
)

are found in decay

searches from beam dump experiments like PS191 [110], NA3 [111], CHARM [112] (PS191,

NA3, BEBC [113], FMMF [114], NuTeV [115] and CHARMII [116]) which assumes the

production of N in meson decays and look for visible channels. We also have limits on

|VeN |
2
(
|VµN |

2
)

analysing the data from DELPHI [117] and L3 [118] detectors by look-

ing for N for Z-boson decays. We have shown all these limits together for mixing angle

|VeN |
2 and |VµN |

2 in the left panel of Fig. 1.1 and 1.2 respectively.

For the case of mixing angle |VτN |
2, the limits comes from searches of N decays. We

have shown the results in Fig. 1.3. CHARM and NOMAD [119] bounds comes from the

assumption that the N is produced via D and τ decays. As earlier, the DELPHI bound

assumes N production in Z-boson decays.

Also in the literature, there are quite a few studies on the mixing angles bounds from the

three body LNV meson decays M−1 → `−1 `
−
2 π

+ and tau decays τ− → `−π+π+. From the
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Figure 1.2: Left: Bounds on the mixing angle |VµN |2 as a function of RH neutrino mass MN in
the mass range 10 MeV-100 GeV. Again the bounds are from peak searches (π → µν, K → µν)
and from the visible decay products in N decays in PS191, NA3, BEBC, FMMF, NuTeV. We have
also shown the bounds from DELPHI and L3 data analysis. Right: Excluded region on |VµN |2

versus MN from meson decays M1 → µµπ. The thin black line is for K → µµπ meson decay
with including N decay probability inside the detector.
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Figure 1.3: Bounds on |VτN |2 as a function of RH neutrino mass MN from the decays of heavy
neutrinos in CHARM, NOMAD and DELPHI.
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Figure 1.4: The bounds on the mixing angle |VeNVµN | versus MN from the meson decays M1 →

µπ. The thin black line is for K → eµπ meson decay with including N decay probability inside
the detector

experimental limit on the branching ratios of these decay modes, it is possible to derive

tight constraints on the limit of the mixing angles. We have shown the limits on |VeN |
2

and |VµN |
2 in the right panel of Fig. 1.1 and 1.2 respectively. For mixing angle |VeNVµN |,

|VeNVτN | and |VµNVτN |, the limits are shown in Fig. 1.4 and 1.5.

We would like to point out that inclusion of N decay probability inside the detector makes

these limits significantly weaker. We have included the RH neutrino decay probability in

our analysis. Also note that, in Fig. 1.3, there are is no bound for the mixing angle in

the mass range 2-3 GeV. We have shown in our thesis that studying the meson decay

Bc → ττπ, we can set limit on |VτN |
2 in this mass range.

For heavy neutrino mass range, the limit exists on |VeN |
2 from Electroweak precision

data [120] which obtains the bound on |VeN |
2 as 1.681 × 10−3 at the 95% CL. For the

mass range up to MN = 959 GeV, existing strong bound comes from the GERDA [121]

0ν β β study which sets bound on |VeN |
2 ∼ O(10−6) at 95% CL.
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Figure 1.5: Bounds on |VeNVτN | and |VµNVτN | versus MN from τ → e(µ)ππ, τ → e(µ)πK and
τ → e(µ)KK decays. The effect of the probability of N decay inside the detector is shown by thin
black line.

1.4 Outline of the thesis

In chapter 2, we study few lepton-number violating (∆L = 2) decay modes of Bc meson to

B0
s `
−
1 `
−
2 π

+, J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+, Bc → `−1 `
−
2 π

+ which can only be induced by a Majorana neutrino.

We evaluate these decay modes in the context of type-I seesaw model with the assumption

that only one right-handed neutrino is present in the mass range (100 MeV-6 GeV). From

non observations of these decay we obtain tight constraints on the mixing angles of the

heavy Majorana neutrino mass eigenstate N, with light flavour neutrinos from upper limits

of the branching fractions.

In chapter 3, we study few three body LNV meson decays M+
1 → `+

1 `
+
2 π
− (M1 =

B,D,Ds,K) in the context of minimal left right symmetric model. In particular, we cal-

culate the expected number of signal events for these decay modes in ongoing and future

experiments like NA62, LHCb, Belle II, SHiP, FCC-ee. When calculating the signal

events, we also include the probability factor of N to decay inside the detector for each of

the experiments. Finally, we derive constraints on the mass of the right handed charged

gauge boson as a function of RH neutrino mass MN .
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In chapter 4, we study the prospect of discovering RH neutrino through LQ productions

at the proposed e−p collider like LHeC. We consider a particular type of scalar LQ R̃2,

which can couple with RH neutrinos. At LHeC, LQ can be resonantly produced and

decay to RH neutrinos. Further decays of RH neutrinos can give plethora of final states.

We present a detailed collider analysis and discuss the discovery prospects of some of

these final states.

In chapter 5, we study the discovery potential of very heavy RH neutrinos using fatjet

signature. We first calculate the production cross sections for the RH neutrinos at the

LHeC ( j N1) and linear collider (N1νe) at various center of mass energies. Very heavy RH

neutrinos dominantly decays to `W or hν modes and can sufficiently boost the W , h such

that its hadronic decay modes can form a fatjet. In particular, we study e + j1 + J and

e + J + pmiss
T , Jb + pmiss

T at the LHeC and linear collider respectively using detailed cut

based analyses.

In chapter 6, we summarize the results obtained in the thesis.





2 Favoured Bc Decay modes to

search for a Majorana neutrino

In the literature, there are various three body LNV meson decays proposed to search for

Majorana neutrinos [2,108]. While various B, Bs and Bc meson decay modes have already

been suggested, here we propose a few additional Bc decay modes that may perhaps be

preferable for Majorana neutrino searches. The Bc mesons are unique, in being the only

states consisting of two heavy quarks of different flavours (bc for B−c ). The weak decay of

the b quark will be Cabibbo suppressed, for both b → c, (λ2 suppressed) and b → u (λ3

suppressed) transitions. However the c → s decay will be a Cabibbo favoured transition.

Hence, the mode B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ is expected to have a larger branching fraction than

the other rare lepton number violating decay modes of bottom mesons considered so far.

Further, for a heavy neutrino in the mass range ∼ (0.1−0.9) GeV, it is kinematically pos-

sible for it to be produced as an intermediate on mass shell state, resulting in an additional

resonance enhancement of the transition rate. Note that below 0.1 GeV tight constraints

already exist on | VeN |
2 from pion decay.

The B−c → B
0
sπ
− mode has already been observed by LHCb [122]. Bc decays to other

hadronic modes have also been observed by ATLAS [123] and CMS [124], hence in

addition to LHCb, ATLAS and CMS may also be able to perform the search for Majorana

neutrinos via this Bc decay mode. In the proton-proton collisions at the Large Hadron

Collider, Bc mesons are expected to be mainly produced through the gluon-gluon fusion

31



32 Favoured Bc Decay modes to search for a Majorana neutrino

process gg → B−c + b + c [125, 126]. Hence, the production cross-section would be

expected to increase in the 13/14 TeV run substantially. This, along with the luminosity

of the order of few fb−1 in Run II, leads one to believe that searches for this rare LNV Bc

decay modes may be feasible.

In Sec. 2.2, the four-body decay rate for B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ mode is evaluated and the

expected upper limits on branching ratios for these modes are used to obtain bounds on

the mixings of the heavy neutrino with the light flavoured ones. In Sec. 2.3, the modes

B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ and B−c → π+`−1 `
−
2 are discussed. We find that although these modes

are not Cabibbo favoured, but the ease of reconstruction of the final states for these modes

results in tighter possible upper limits for the branching fractions and in addition the phase

space enhancement helps in obtaining tighter exclusion curves for the mixing elements.

2.1 Model

In sec. 1.2.1, we have given the formalism for the extension of the SM to include arbitrary

number of right handed singlets. In principle there can be any number of right-handed

neutrinos but we will consider here only one right-handed neutrino and we denote by V`N

the mixing coefficient between the standard flavour neutrino ν`(` = e, µ, τ) and the heavy

mass eigenstate N. The charged and neutral current in this case can be written as

LCC
` = −

g
√

2
W+
µ

*
,

τ∑
`=e

3∑
m=1

U∗`m ν̄mγ
µPL` +

τ∑
`=e

V ∗`N N c
m′γ

µPL`+
-

+ h.c,

LNC
` = −

g

2cosθW
Zµ *

,

τ∑
`=e

3∑
m=1

U∗`m ν̄mγ
µPLν` +

τ∑
`=e

V ∗`N N c
m′γ

µPLν`+
-

+ h.c.,

(2.1)

We take a phenomenological approach regarding the mass and mixing elements of the

heavy singlet neutrino, taking them to be free parameters, constrained only by experi-

mental observations.
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Figure 2.1: Feynman diagrams for the decay B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+.

2.2 B−c → B
0
s`
−
1`
−
2π

+ Decays

Evaluation of the four-body decay rate

For the four-body decay B−c (p) → B
0
s (k1)`1(k2)`2(k3)π+(k4), where `1, `2 = e, µ, only

s-channel diagrams shown in Fig.2.1 contribute. Hence, the Majorana neutrino N that

induces this LNV process can appear as an intermediate on mass shell state, leading to an

enhancement of the decay rate. Note that the second diagram(Fig.2.1(b)) arises from the

exchange of the two leptons. We assume that there is only one Majorana neutrino, that lies

in the range, between ∼ (0.1 − 0.9) GeV that kinematically allows it to be on mass shell.

Moreover, being much heavier than the active light neutrinos, the cosmological and LEP

bounds would imply that such a neutrino would have to be necessarily an electroweak

gauge singlet or sterile.

The decay amplitude for the processes depicted in Fig.2.1 can be expressed as,

iM =
(
Mlep

)
βµ

(Mhad) βµ , (2.2)

where we can write the leptonic part as,

(
Mlep

)
βµ

=

√
2GFV ∗

`1 NV`2 N mN(
p − k1 − k2

)2
− m2

N + imNΓN
ū(k3)γβγµPRv(k2) + (k2 ↔ k3, `1 ↔ `2) ,

(2.3)
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where GF is the Fermi coupling constant, V`i N (i=1, 2) are the mixing elements between

the neutrino of flavour state ν`i and mass eigenstate N and ΓN is the total decay width of

the heavy neutrino N, obtained by summing over all accessible final states. The hadronic

tensor is a product of a transition matrix element of Bc to Bs, and a matrix element for the

production of a pion:

(Mhad) βµ =
GF
√

2
VcsVud 〈B

0
s (k1) | s̄γµ(1 − γ5)c |B−c

(
p
)
〉 〈π+ (k4) |ūγ β (1 − γ5)d |0〉 ,

(2.4)

where Vcs, Vud are the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements. The above

two hadronic matrix elements can be written as,

〈B
0
s (k1) | s̄γµc|B−c

(
p
)
〉 =

(
F+(q2)(p + k1)µ + F−(q2)(p − k1)µ

)
,

〈π+ (k4) |ūγ βγ5d |0〉 = i fπk β4 ,
(2.5)

where F+

(
q2

)
, F−

(
q2

)
(q ≡ p − k1) are the momentum transfer squared dependent B−c

to B
0
s transition form factors and fπ is the decay constant of pion. In terms of these form

factors and decay constant, we can write the amplitude M as,

M =
G2

FVcsVudV ∗
`1 NV`2 N fπ(

p − k1 − k2
)2
− m2

N + imNΓN

(
F+(q2)(p + k1)µ + F−(q2)(p − k1)µ

)
ū(k3)γβγµ

(
1 + γ5

)
v(k2)k β4 + (k2 → k3, `1 ↔ `2) .

(2.6)

The form factors for B−c → B
0
s have been calculated in the framework of 3-point QCD

sum rule in Ref. [127, 128]. The q2 dependence takes a simple pole form:

F+

(
q2

)
=

F+(0)

1 − q2

M2
p

, F−
(
q2

)
=

F−(0)

1 − q2

M2
p

, (2.7)

where F+(0) = 1.3 and F−(0) = −5.8, and Mp = 1.7 ÷ 1.8 GeV. The accuracy of the

sum rules used is determined by the variation of various parameters. It is claimed in [127]

that these variations result in δF
F ' 5%. To avoid this theoretical uncertainty and model
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dependence in the form factors, we recommend that the form factors should be determined

experimentally by measurement of the semileptonic mode, B−c → B
0
s µ
−νµ. Alternately,

perhaps lattice estimation of the form factors may also be possible.

Although the heavy sterile neutrino N is a SM singlet, it can decay via charged current

and neutral current interactions, due to its mixing with the active neutrinos as is evident

from the Lagrangian (2.1). The total decay width ΓN is given by:

ΓN =
∑
`′,P0

Γ
ν`′P0

+
∑
`′,V 0

Γ
ν`′V 0

+
∑
`,P

2Γ`
−P+

+
∑
`,V

2Γ`
−V+

+
∑

¯̀1, ¯̀2( ¯̀1, ¯̀2)

2Γ
¯̀1 ¯̀2ν ¯̀2 +

∑
`′,̀ ′2

Γ
ν`′`

′
2`
′
2 +

∑
`′

Γ
ν`′νν̄ .

(2.8)

In the mass range, which permits the heavy neutrino to be resonantly produced in the

decay mode B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ the leptons `, ¯̀1, ¯̀2, `′2 can be e or µ, while `′ can be e, µ

or τ, charged pseudoscalars (P+) that can contribute are π+ and K+, while π0 and η are

the contributing neutral pseudoscalars (P0), the charged vector mesons (V+) will include

ρ+ and K∗+ and the neutral vector mesons (V 0) that need to be included are ρ0 and ω.

The detailed expressions for the decay rates for each of these channels can be found in

Ref. [2, 63].

For the case of B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ allowed mass range of mN is (0.1 − 3) GeV. This will

allow the additional charged pseudoscalar mesons: D+, D+
s and charged vector mesons:

D∗+, D∗+s to contribute, provided ` is either e or µ; for ` = τ the mesons can only be π+,

K+, ρ+, K∗+. Additional contributing neutral pseudoscalar mesons are: η′ and ηc while,

φ and J/ψ are the heavier neutral vector mesons that can also be produced in the decays

of N. ¯̀1 or ¯̀2 can now also be a τ.

For the case of B−c → `−1 `
−
2 π

+ the allowed mass range in which N can be resonantly

produced is (0.1 − 6) GeV. Charged pseudoscalar meson B+ and vector meson B∗+ will

also contribute now for ` = e, µ. For ` = τ, the additional accompanying mesons will be

D+, D+
s , D∗+, D∗+s . Also, `′2 can also be τ.
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Figure 2.2: Heavy neutrino decay width, ΓN as a function of the mass mN when the magnitude
of all the mixing angles |V`N | = 1 (` = e, µ, τ). A bigger range for mN is chosen than that which
allows a resonant enhancement of the B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ decay, so as to include the larger values of
mN that will be permitted by the other Bc decay modes to be discussed in Sec. 2.3.

We have re-evaluated ΓN using the meson masses and decay constants from Ref. [129], in

the relevant mass range for the Bc decay modes considered here and write it in the form,

ΓN = ae (mN ) |VeN |
2 + aµ (mN ) |VµN |

2 + aτ (mN ) |VτN |
2 , (2.9)

where, ae, aµ and aτ are functions of the Majorana neutrino mass and hence will differ

from mode to mode. In Fig. 2.2, we plot the decay width ΓN as function of mass mN , for

the mixings |VeN | = |VµN | = |VτN | = 1.

For the mass range of our interest, ΓN is very small, O
(
10−17 − 10−8

)
GeV, if the mixing

|VeN |
2 = |VµN |

2 = |VτN |
2 = 1 and even smaller for more realistic values of these mixing

angles. The small width of N will imply that the heavy neutrino may travel outside

the detector before decaying and the resulting decay products may not be visible. We

will discuss this issue further in Sec. 2.3. The narrow decay width of N allows the two

propagators for N , in equation (2.6) to be written as,

1(
p2

N − m2
N

)2
+ m2

NΓ
2
N

'
π

mNΓN
δ
(
p2

N − m2
N

)
. (2.10)
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Moreover, in the narrow width approximation the two channels contribute as a sum to the

total decay width, as the interference term is neglegible.

Most of the earlier studies of LNV meson and tau decays have focused on three-body

decays. A few more recent phenomenological studies [90, 130–133] of four-body LNV

processes have also been performed, including an experimental search through the mode

B− → D0π+µ−µ− by LHCb [134]. The particular four-body Bc decay mode being con-

sidered here has the advantage of being Cabibbo favored and hence enhanced.

To calculate the four-body phase space required for evaluating the decay rate Γ(B−c (p) →

B
0
s (k1)`1(k2)`2(k3)π+(k4)) = 1

2m

∫
d4(ps) | M |2, the final particles can be partitioned

into two subsystems X12 and X34, each of which subsequently decays into a two-body

state. Hence, the four-body phase space integral is decomposed into a product of three

two-body phase space integrals:

d4(ps) = d2
(
ps B−c → X12X34

)
d2

(
ps X12 → k1k2

)
d2

(
ps X34 → k3k4

)
dM2

12dM2
34,

(2.11)

where X12 = (k1 + k2), X34 = (k3 + k4), X2
12 = M2

12 and X2
34 = M2

34, p2 = m2 and k2
i = m2

i .

The four-body phase space therefore takes the form,

d4(ps) =
1
n!

1
(4π)6

1
4
λ

1
2 *

,
1,

M2
12

m2 ,
M2

34

m2
+
-
λ

1
2 *

,
1,

m2
1

M2
12

,
m2

2

M2
12

+
-

λ
1
2 *

,
1,

m2
3

M2
34

,
m2

4

M2
34

+
-

dM2
12dM2

34dcosθ12dcosθ34dφ,

(2.12)

where m, m1, m2, m3, and m4 are the masses of B−c , B
0
s , `1, `2 and π+ respectively,

λ(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 + z2 − 2xy − 2xz − 2yz, and n = 2 for identical leptons in the

final state, otherwise n = 1. θ12(θ34) is the angle in the ~X12( ~X34) rest frame between

the three momentum ~k1(~k3) and the line of flight of ~X12( ~X34) in the Bc rest frame. The

angle φ is the angle between the normals to the planes defined in the Bc rest frame by

the B
0
s`1 pair and the `2π

+ pair. This is depicted in the four-body kinematics diagram in
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Figure 2.3:
B

(
B−c→B

0
s`
−`−π+

)
|V`N |

2 , where, ` = e, µ. The theoretical calculation uses ΓN obtained with
the assumption |VeN | ∼ |VµN | ∼ |VτN |.

the appendix A. The four momenta k1, k2 (k3, k4) are first evaluated in the ~X12( ~X34) rest

frame. To finally evaluate the decay rate in the Bc rest frame, it is assumed that ~X12 moves

in the +ẑ direction and ~X34 in the -ẑ direction and the resultant boosted explicit form of

all the four momenta in the B−c rest frame are also given in the appendix A.

Alternately, rather than calculating the full 4-body kinematics to evaluate the decay rate,

the narrow width approximation can be used to evaluate the decay rate as a product of a

3-body decay rate and the branching ratio for decay of N to a 2-body mode, as specified

below:

Γ

(
B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+
)
≈ Γ

(
B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 N

)
.
Γ

(
N → `−2 π

+
)

ΓN
. (2.13)

In Fig. 2.3, we show the curves corresponding to
B

(
B−c→B

0
se−e−π+

)
|VeN |

2 and
B

(
B−c→B

0
s µ
−µ−π+

)
|VµN |2

, as

a function of the heavy neutrino mass, mN . The regions below the curves are theoreti-

cally allowed. For this calculation, ΓN is evaluated, under the assumption that has been

frequently used in the literature [2, 63], |VeN | ∼ |VµN | ∼ |VτN |.
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Bounds on Mixing angles using upper limits on the Branching

ratios for B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2π

+ Decays

Using the matrix element in eqn.(2.6) and the narrow width approximation, eqn.(2.10) the

LNV branching ratios can be written as:

B

(
B−c → B

0
s e−e−π+

)
= Gee (mN )

|VeN |
4

ΓN
,

B

(
B−c → B

0
s µ
−µ−π+

)
= Gµµ (mN )

|VµN |
4

ΓN
, (2.14)

where, Gee and Gµµ are functions of the Majorana mass and depend on the explicit matrix

element and phase space for each of the processes. When both the like sign dileptons in

Fig.2.1 are not of the same flavour, then the process is not only lepton number violating

but also lepton flavour violating. If the two vertices of N production and decay can be

separated, then the two processes, B−c → B
0
s e−N followed by N → µ−π+ and B−c →

B
0
s µ
−N followed by N → e−π+ can be distinguished. Assuming this separation, we may

write:

B

(
B−c → B

0
s e−µ−π+

)
= Geµ (mN )

|VeN |
2 |VµN |

2

ΓN
,

B

(
B−c → B

0
s µ
−e−π+

)
= Gµe (mN )

|VeN |
2 |VµN |

2

ΓN
,

(2.15)

where, we use the notation that the first lepton is produced along with the N , while the

second lepton is produced in the decay of N ; Geµ (Gµe) are again functions of the Ma-

jorana mass and vary with the explicit matrix element and phase space for each of the

processes. Now, defining,

Fee ≡

Bexp
(
B−c → B

0
s e−e−π+

)
Gee (mN )

, Fµµ ≡
Bexp

(
B−c → B

0
s µ
−µ−π+

)
Gµµ (mN )

,

Feµ ≡

Bexp
(
B−c → B

0
s e−µ−π+

)
Geµ (mN )

, Fµe ≡

Bexp
(
B−c → B

0
s µ
−e−π+

)
Gµe (mN )

, (2.16)
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where Bexp are the expected experimental upper limits of the Branching ratios, we can

obtain the constraints:

|VeN |
4

ΓN
< Fee ,

|VµN |
4

ΓN
< Fµµ,

|VeN |
2 |VµN |

2

ΓN
< Feµ/Fµe . (2.17)

The upper limits on the Bexp in eqn.(2.17) can be very simply translated into the upper

limits on, |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2, |VeNVµN | under the assumption, |VeN | ∼ |VµN | ∼ |VτN | in ΓN .

This leads eqn.(2.17) to result in the constraints,

|VeN |
2 < Fee

(
ae(mN ) + aµ(mN ) + aτ (mN )

)
; |VµN |

2 < Fµµ
(
ae(mN ) + aµ(mN ) + aτ (mN )

)
;

|VeNVµN | < Feµ/Fµe
(
ae(mN ) + aµ(mN ) + aτ (mN )

)
.

(2.18)

According to Ref. [135] at the LHC with
√

s = 14 TeV, the beam luminosity and pro-

duction cross-section will be high enough that the rate of producing Bc events can be

108 − 109 per year. A crude estimate [136] using the measured [137] ratio of production

cross section times branching fractions between the B+
c → J/Ψπ+ and B+ → J/ΨK+

decays at
√

s = 8 TeV, indicates ∼ O
(
109 − 1010

)
Bc events with 10 fb−1 luminosity at

13/14 TeV. Ultimately, the production cross-section will be directly measured by LHCb

at
√

s = 13/14 TeV and will be known more precisely. In any case the large number of

Bc events will make a search for the proposed rare LNV Bc decays feasible. Even if these

decay modes are not seen, one may naively estimate that it may be possible to set upper

limits on the branching ratios of ∼ O
(
10−7 − 10−9

)
. However, since the final Bs meson

needs to be reconstructed via its prominant decay modes, either Bs → J/ψ(µµ)φ(KK )

or Bs → Ds (KKπ)π, with B(Bs → J/ψφ) × B(J/ψ → µµ) × B(φ → KK ) ∼ O(10−5);

B(Bs → Dsπ × B(Ds → KKπ) ∼ O(10−4), upper limits on B

(
B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+
)

of

only ∼ O(10−5 − 10−4) may be feasible. These limits are just indicative, exact realistic

limits will only be determined by the experimental collaboration, after incorporating the

detection, reconstruction efficiencies of all the final particles. Of course, tighter limits
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Figure 2.4: Exclusion curves for the mixing element |VeN |
2, |VµN |2 and |VeNVµN | corre-

sponding to the different expected upper limits for branching ratio of the decay modes B−c →

B
0
se−e−π+, B

0
s µ
−µ−π+, B

0
se−eµ−π+. In ΓN , we are using the assumption, |VeN | ∼ |VµN | ∼

|VτN |.

would be possible at future colliders.

In Fig. 2.4, we show the exclusion curves corresponding to the constraints on the mixing

angles |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2, |VeNVµN | given in eqn.(2.18), for possible upper limits on the Bexp(
B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+
)
, of 10−4 and 10−5.

For the lepton flavour violating case, `1 , `2, the mass difference of e and µ results

in a slight difference in the mass range allowed for N (for its resonant production) for

the two cases: when the electron is produced along with the Majorana neutrino N, while

muon arises from the decay of N, or vice versa. Hence, in Fig.2.4 we present the exclusion

curves for these two cases separately. If the separation of the vertices is not easily feasible,

one can just add the results of the two cases in the overlapping kinematic range. Using the

upper limit on the branching fractions, Bexp
(
B−c → B

0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−5, the bounds on

the mixing angles obtained for ∼ (0.1 < mN < 0.9) GeV, are slightly tighter than those
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from other heavy meson decays considered in [2,63]. Only the constraints from K meson

visible 3-body decays are tighter, but for the mass range of ∼ 0.35 < mN < 0.90 GeV, our

exclusion limits are either tighter or compatible with the earlier constraints. A comparison

of our exclusion plots against that shown in a recent analysis on global constraints on a

heavy neutrino [138], again shows that these bounds could provide very tight constraints

in a small range of mN , beyond that excluded only by peak searches in K meson decays,

which is otherwise so far unconstrained. 1

The reasons for this improved sensitivity are that the meson decay modes considered in

the literature so far have been mostly 3-body decay modes involving the annihilation of

the initial meson and the weak annihilation vertex of all heavy mesons (except Ds) suf-

fers from Cabibbo suppression. This reduces the coefficient of the mixing elements in

the decay rates, resulting in looser constraints. Hence, in spite of the mild phase space

suppression this 4-body mode can result in improved exclusion limits for the mixing an-

gles of the heavy Majorana neutrino with the light flavour neutrinos. With a larger sample

of Bc events, possible at future high energy colliders, much stronger upper limits on the

branching ratios would be possible, which would result in more stringent constraints on

the mixing elements.

2.3 Other Bc Decay Modes

Although the modes B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+, are expected to have a larger branching ratios due

to the Cabibbo enhancement, however, as pointed out in the last section, the reconstruction

of the B
0
s results in a penalty of ∼ O(10−4), implying that with the limited number Bc

events at LHCb even in the 13/14 TeV run, upper limits on the branching ratios for these

modes, smaller than 10−5 may not be feasible. In fact, for the modes B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+

which are Cabibbo suppressed, but where the reconstruction of J/ψ only results in a

1We wish to point out that our constraints cannot be directly compared with that in Ref. [138], as their
conservative constraints are independent of the heavy neutrino decay products.
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Figure 2.5: Feynman diagrams for the decay B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+.

suppression factor of ∼ O(10−2), tighter upper limits on the branching fraction ∼ O(10−7)

may be achievable, provided the final leptons are electrons or muons. If one of the final

leptons is a tau, the upper limit may be less tighter ∼ O(10−6). Also, while LHCb has

already searched for Majorana neutrinos via the mode B− → π+µ−µ−, perhaps a search

through the mode B−c → π+µ−µ− may provide tighter constraints on the mixing angles.

2.3.1 B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2π

+

The diagrams contributing to this decay mode are shown in Fig. 2.5.

The leptonic tensor in the amplitude will have the same form as that in eqn.(2.3), while

the hadronic tensor can be written as:

(Mhad) βµ =
GF
√

2
VcbVud 〈J/ψ (k1) |b̄γµ(1 − γ5)c|B−c

(
p
)
〉 〈π+ (k4) |ūγ β (1 − γ5)d |0〉 ,

(2.19)

Here, the hadronic matrix element of the weak current in the B−c → J/ψ transition in

terms of the vector and axial-vector form factors is given by,

〈J/ψ (k1) |J µ |B−c
(
p
)
〉 =

(
− FV ε

µνα βε∗νQαqβ + iF A
0 ε
∗µ + iF A

+ (ε∗.p)Qµ

+ iF A
− (ε∗.p)qµ

)
, (2.20)

where, Q = p + k1, q = p − k1, and ε is the polarization vector of the J/ψ meson. The

form factors, FV ,F A
0 ,F

A
+ and F A

− have been estimated using QCD sum rules in Ref. [127],
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with the values from zero recoil evolved with the pole dependence:

Fi
(
q2

)
=

Fi (0)

1 − q2

M2
i,pole

, (2.21)

with the numerical values: FV (0) = 0.11 GeV−1,F A
0 = 5.9 GeV,F A

+ = −0.074 GeV−1 and

F A
− = 0.12 GeV−1; while the pole mass used in each of the vector/axial-vector form fac-

tors for Bc → cc is 4.5 GeV. We evaluate the four-body decay rate for this mode using the

procedure analogous to that followed for the B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ decay mode, i.e., using the

narrow width approximation for N and the phase space given in eqn.(2.12). Of course,

due to the presence of larger number of form factors, the matrix element mod-squared

appears more complicated. The bounds on the mixing elements are also derived in a sim-

ilar fashion, using constraints similar to that given in eqn.(2.18), with the corresponding

parameters appropriately defined in terms of the theoretical branching fractions and the

experimental upper limits for the B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ mode. Note however, that the mass

difference between that of Bc and J/ψ will allow neutrino masses up to over 3 GeV to be

on shell. This not only allows us to constrain |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2 and |VeNVµN | over a bigger

mass range, but exclusion curves for |VeNVτN |, |VµNVτN | can also be provided for heavy

neutrino masses beyond the region probed via tau decays.

2.3.2 B−c → π+`−1 `
−
2

While the number of Bc events at LHCb are expected to be smaller than the number of

B± events, still this mode being less suppressed with respect to B− → π+`−1 `
−
2 , could

possibly result in tighter constraints on the mixing angles. The diagrams contributing to

this process are shown in Figs. 2.6. Apart from the s-channel diagram (a), there is also

a t-channel diagram, where the off-shell heavy neutrino contributes. However, since this

diagram is highly suppressed due to CKM suppression, as well as due to absence of res-

onant enhancement, we only include the dominant contribution of Fig. 2.6(a) (including
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Figure 2.6: Feynman diagrams for the decay B−c → π+`−1 `
−
2 .

that for the two leptons exchanged). The large mass difference between that of Bc and

π meson allows both final leptons to be taus also. With only pion and electrons/muons

as the final state particles, this mode should be easy to reconstruct, however, for the case

of one or both of the leptons being a tau, the reconstruction will involve accounting for

the tau branching fraction to the final state through which it is seen. The even wider

range allowed for the heavy neutrino mass, also allows upper limit on |VτN |
2, which is

unconstrained by any of the τ or other meson decays.

In Fig. 2.7 (a), (b) and (c) we show the exclusion curves for |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2 and |VeNVµN |

respectively, obtained from the expected upper limits of B
(
B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−7

and B
(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
∼ 10−9 (`1, `2 = e or µ), at LHCb with ∼ 1010 Bc events.

If one or both of the leptons is a tau, then it’s reconstruction would lead to looser upper

limits on the branching fraction. Fig. 2.8(a) shows the exclusion curves for |VeNVτN |,

while that for |VµNVτN | are displayed in Fig. 2.8(b), corresponding to the upper lim-

its: B
(
B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−6 and B

(
B−c → `−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−8 when, `−1 or `−2 is a

τ−. Fig. 2.8(c) shows the exclusion curve for |VτN |
2 corresponding to an upper limit of

B
(
B−c → π+τ−τ−

)
∼ 10−7. Note that |VτN |

2 is very loosely constrained, with some lim-

its from CHARM [139,140], NOMAD [141] and DELPHI [142] collaborations, but with

the mass range of ∼ (0.3 − 5.0) GeV almost unconstrained. 2 The B−c → π+τ−τ− mode

2Ref. [143] suggests that the large data sets of the B factories may be able to place stringent limits for
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Figure 2.7: Exclusion curves for the mixing element |V`1NV`2N | from upper limits for the branch-
ing fraction B

(
B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−7 and B

(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
∼ 10−9. Notation regarding

the ordering of the leptons is the same as that described in Sec. 2.2

partially fills up this gap in providing exclusion limits in part of this range. In each of the

above studies the Majorana sterile neutrino produced in the Bc decay is assumed to propa-

gate as a real particle and then decay after a certain distance from the production point. In

the exclusion limits obtained on the mixing elements above, we assumed an idealized de-

tector, where this distance lies within the detector length and hence the probability of this

production and decay of the heavy neutrino within the detector is unity. In practice one

may need to introduce a more realistic probability factor, which could possibly weaken

the constraints on the mixing elements. Estimation of this effect will depend on the spe-

cific experimental set up, the momenta carried by the heavy neutrino which would depend

on that of the decaying Bc meson etc. Hence this can be properly incorporated only by

the respective experimental collaborations in their data analysis. In fact, LHCb has in-

deed accounted for this in their analysis of a few LNV B decay modes, for a Majorana

neutrino of mass of 2 − 3 GeV [134]. However, in order to observe these decay modes,

100 MeV ≤ MN ≤ 1.2 GeV.
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Figure 2.8: Exclusion curves for the mixing element |V`1NV`2N |. For (a), one of the leptons is an
electron while the second one is a tau; the upper limits used are: B

(
B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−6,

B
(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
∼ 10−8, (b) corresponds to the case of one muon and one tau, again using the

upper limits: B
(
B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+
)
∼ 10−6, B

(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
∼ 10−8 and for (c), both final

leptons are taus and the expected upper limit for B
(
B−c → π+`−1 `

−
2

)
∼ 10−7.

heavy neutrinos should decay inside the detector and this finite detector size corrections

make these limits significantly weaker. Assuming the detector length is 10 m, obtained

limits on the mixing angle |VeN |
2 ∼ (10−4,10−5,10−6) for the mode B−c → B0

s `
−
1 `
−
2 π

+,

B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ and B−c → π+`−1 `
−
2 respectively, are only valid if the mass of N is

above 0.6, 1.4 and 2.2 GeV.

2.4 Summary

We propose several Bc decay modes for Majorana neutrino searches. The Bc meson is

unique in being the only meson with two heavy quarks of different flavour, allowing weak

decays not only of the b quark but also the c quark. The b quark decays are always

Cabibbo suppressed, with λ2 or λ3 suppression for b → c or b → u transitions respec-
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tively. The charm quark decay on the other hand can be Cabibbo favoured. Hence the

amplitude for B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+, (`1, `2 = e, µ) decays can be enhanced. These four-body

decay modes involve transition form factors rather than decay constants that appear in

case of annihilation of the decaying meson, as is the case for the 3-body meson decays

extensively studied for Majorana neutrino searches in the literature. To avoid model de-

pendence and theoretical uncertainties, we suggest that these form factors be measured

using the semileptonic mode, B−c → B
0
s µ
−ν. For a Majorana neutrino that lies in the

mass range that allows it to be on the mass shell, there is also a resonant enhancement

of the process. A search for Majorana neutrinos via these rare modes which are expected

to have larger branching fractions, appears more feasible. Even a non-observation can

result in exclusion curves for the mixing angles of the heavy Majorana singlet with the

flavour eigenstates, corresponding to possible upper limits for the branching fractions.

These constriants are mostly tighter than those obtained from other heavy meson decay

modes in earlier studies and the mass range probed lies beyond the range with stringent

constraints from experimental bounds on three-body Kaon LNV decays.

In spite of the Cabibbo enhancement for the B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ modes, the reconstruction

of the Bs leads one to expect less stringent upper limits for these modes compared to

that for B−c → J/ψ`−1 `
−
2 π

+ modes where the J/ψ can be reconstructed more easily via

the µ+µ− mode. Similarly the reconstruction of the B−c → π+`−1 `
−
2 mode would be less

demanding. This along with the phase space enhancement of the latter two modes may

result in much tighter (by almost an order of magnitude) exclusion curves for the mixing

elements, |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2, |VeNVµN |. Further, for |VeNVτN |, |VµNVτN |, on which bounds

exist only from tau decays, exclusion curves for masses upto about 6 GeV can be provided.

Also, upper limits for |VτN |
2 can be obtained in the mass range (0.3 − 5.0) GeV, where it

is so far unconstrained.



3 Constraints on Right Handed

Gauge Boson Mass from LNV meson

decays

One of the most attractive framework to explain the small light neutrino masses is the Min-

imal Left-Right Symmetry Model (MLRSM) [100–102]. The model offers several novel

features including high scale parity symmetry, Majorana mass of the light and heavy neu-

trinos, explanation of parity violation in SM, existence of the right handed current etc.

The light neutrino masses in this model are generated from dimension-five lepton num-

ber violating (LNV) operator [98] that violates lepton number by two units and hence

their Majorana nature can be confirmed by observing the distinctive LNV signal at exper-

iments, such as neutrinoless double beta decay (0ν β β). Additionally, the LNV signature

can also be tested at colliders from direct searches [144–148], as well as through indi-

rect searches from meson and tau decays [2, 3, 149, 150]. While the light neutrinos can

give dominant contribution in 0ν β β, the LNV searches at collider and meson decays are

however not sensitive to such small eV mass scale. Hence, a positive result in the lat-

ter experiments will non-arguably prove the existence of lepton number violating BSM

states.

Right handed Majorana neutrinos with mass in the hundreds of MeV-few GeV range, can

be produced as an intermediate on mass shell state, resulting in a resonance enhancement

49
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of the LNV meson decay rates. The detailed study of these is the main objective of this

chapter. We have described the model in sec. 1.2.2. We follow a most generic approach,

taking into account all the contributions arising from right handed, left handed currents, as

well as their combinations. We obtain constraints on the mass of WR that may be feasible

from a number of ongoing and future experimental searches of meson decay modes with

like sign dileptons, such as K → ``π, Ds → ``π, D → ``π and B → ``π. The huge

number of Ds meson decays expected in the SHiP experiment will result in the most

stringent constraint on WR mass.

3.1 Imprint of Majorana Signature in Meson Decays

In the simplest LRSM, the heavy neutrinos Ni are Majorana, that inherently carry lepton

number violation. Together with the gauge bosons WR, or even with WL, they can mediate

the lepton number violating meson decays, M+
1 (p) → `+

1 (k1)`+
2 (k2)M−2 (k3), where M1 is

a pseudoscalar, while M2 can be a pseudoscalar or a vector meson. We assume that there

are three RH neutrinos with masses in the 100 MeV − 5 GeV range, that contribute in

these meson decays. The Feynman diagrams for these decays are shown in Figs 3.1 and

3.2. The different contributions are mediated through WL − Ni −WL (Fig. 3.1(a)), while

those in Fig. 3.1(b) and Fig. 3.1(c) are mediated by WL − Ni − WR and WR − Ni − WL,

respectively. All these contributions depend on the active-sterile neutrino mixing S` j Ni

and the RH neutrino mixing V` j Ni , while the diagram shown in Fig 3.1(d), is mediated

with WR − Ni −WR, and depends on V` j Ni .

The diagram in Fig. 3.2 (and a similar diagram with two WL’s, as well as the diagrams

with doubly charged Higgs triplets exchange) will give a small contribution, as this is

not a s-channel resonance production diagram. In addition, there can also be additional

diagrams with WL−WR mixing in one of the legs. These however, will be small compared

to the diagrams discussed above, as these come with a further suppression factor of tan ξ,
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Figure 3.1: The Feynman diagrams for the lepton number violating meson decays. These pro-
cesses produce resonance enhancement. See text for details.
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Figure 3.2: The t-channel diagram for the lepton number violating meson decay. See text for
details.
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due to the WL − WR mixing. Hence, we do not consider these in our analysis. Further,

note that, the contributions from light neutrino exchange will be negligibly small as they

will not be resonantly enhanced.

Below, we explicitly write the amplitudes for the LNV decays of pseudoscalar mesons

to a final pseudoscalar as well as to a vector meson. For each of these decays, the LL,

RR, LR and RL contributions are a sum of two terms, where the second term is obtained

by interchanging the momenta k1 with k2 of the 2 leptons, as well as interchanging the

leptonic mixing elements. Hence for decay to a pseudoscalar meson we may write,

MP
h1h2

= MP
1h1h2

+ MP
2h1h2

where, h1h2 can be of different chiralities LL,RR,LR,RL.

MP
1LL = A

∑
i

MNi

(
S∗`1 Ni

S∗`2 Ni

) u(k2) /k3/p
(
1 − γ5

)
v(k1)(

p − k1
)2
− M2

Ni
+ iMNiΓNi

, (3.1)

MP
1RR = A

∑
i

MNi
*
,

M4
WL

M4
WR

+
-

(V`1 NiV`2 Ni )
u(k2) /k3/p

(
1 + γ5

)
v(k1)(

p − k1
)2
− M2

Ni
+ iMNiΓNi

, (3.2)

where A = G2
FVCK M

M1
VCK M

M2
f M1 f M2 , k3 and p are the four momentums of M+

2 and M−1

mesons. The LR and RL contributions are

MP
1LR = A

∑
i

*
,

M2
WL

M2
WR

+
-

(S∗`1 Ni
V`2 Ni )

u(k2) /k3
(
/p − /k1

)
/p
(
1 − γ5

)
v(k1)(

p − k1
)2
− M2

Ni
+ iMNiΓNi

, (3.3)

MP
1RL = A

∑
i

*
,

M2
WL

M2
WR

+
-

(V`1 Ni S
∗
`2 Ni

)
u(k2) /k3

(
/p − /k1

)
/p
(
1 + γ5

)
v(k1)(

p − k1
)2
− M2

Ni
+ iMNiΓNi

. (3.4)
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In the above, the decay rate ΓP is

Γ
P (M1 → `1`2M2) =

1
n!

(���M
P
LL + MP

RR + MP
LR + MP

RL
���
2
)

d3(PS), (3.5)

In Eqs.(3.1)- (3.4), GF is the Fermi coupling constant, V` j Ni are the elements of the mix-

ing matrix for Ni, S` j Ni are the elements between the neutrino of flavor state ν` j and mass

eigenstate Ni, VCK M
M1

, VCK M
M2

are the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix ele-

ments at the annihilation (creation) vertex of the meson M1(M2), f M1 , f M2 are the decay

constants of M1, M2 respectively. We use the values f D = 0.204 GeV, f Ds = 0.258 GeV,

fK = 0.156 GeV and f B = 0.188 GeV [129]. MNi , ΓNi are the mass and decay width of

the heavy neutrino Ni. In Eq.(3.5), n = 2 for identical final leptons, otherwise n = 1.

3.2 Total Decay Width of the heavy Majorana neu-

trino N

If the mass of Ni lies in the range 0.140 GeV < MNi < 5.3 GeV, it can be produced as an

intermediate on mass shell state in the lepton number violating meson decay modes being

considered. We compute the total width of Ni including all possible decay channels,

that are listed below. We consider only tree level diagrams for the computation. The

explicit expressions of the partial decay widths are given in the Appendix B. In addition

to the SM gauge bosons WL, Z , the gauge bosons WR, Z′ will also contribute in the

following two and three body decays of RH neutrinos via charged current and neutral

current interactions.

• RH neutrino decays to a charged pseudoscalar meson: Ni→ `−P+, where ` = e, µ, τ

and P+= π+, K+, D+, D+
s .

• RH neutrino decays to a neutral pseudoscalar meson: Ni → ν`P0, where ν` are the

flavor eigenstates νe, νµ, ντ and P0 = π0, η, η′, ηc.
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Figure 3.3: The total decay width of the heavy neutrino N1.

• RH neutrino decays to a charged vector meson: Ni → `−V+, where ` = e, µ, τ

and V+ = ρ+,K∗+, D∗+, D∗+s .

• RH neutrino decays to neutral vector meson: Ni → ν`V 0, where ν` = νe, νµ, ντ and

V 0 = ρ0, ω, φ, J/ψ.

Three body leptonic decays of Ni

• Ni → `−1 `
+
2 ν`2 , where `1, `2 = e, µ, τ, `1 , `2.

• Ni → ν`1`
−
2 `

+
2 , where `1, `2 = e, µ, τ.

• Ni → ν`1νν, where ν`1 = νe, νµ, ντ.

The total decay width of heavy majorana neutrino Ni is given by

ΓNi =
∑
`,P

2Γ`P +
∑
`,P

Γ
ν`P +

∑
`,V

2Γ`V +
∑
`,V

Γ
ν`V

+
∑

`1 ,̀ 2(`1,`2)

2Γ`1`2ν`2 +
∑
`1 ,̀ 2

Γ
ν`1`2`2 +

∑
ν`1

Γ
ν`1 νν .

(3.6)

As each of Ni are Majorana, they can also decay to the charge conjugate of the decay

modes Ni → `−P+, Ni → `−V+, Ni → `−1 `
+
2 ν`2 with the same partial width, resulting in

a 2 factor associated with these widths. In deriving the above relations, we neglect the
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contributions from the small mixing between WL − WR and Z − Z′. We show the total

decay width of the heavy neutrino N in Fig. 3.3 for different choices of WR masses. In

our analysis we consider the following mixing texture:

• Uν = UPMNS.

• VR = I,

i.e., the RH neutrinos Ni’s are in the mass basis. The numerical values of the elements of

the PMNS mixing matrix are taken from Ref. [20].

3.3 Limit on MWR from ongoing and future experiments

in presence of heavy Majorana neutrinos

We consider the LNV signatures from decay modes M+
1 → `+`+M−2 . As stated before,

the contributions from LL diagram depends on mixing angle S, RL, LR diagrams depend

on the active-sterile neutrino mixing S and V , whereas the RR contribution depends on

the RH mixing matrix V . The active-sterile mixing from Eq. (1.39) is S = θVR. Without

loss of generality, one can approximate θ ∼
√

mν

MN
, where mν and MN are the light and

RH neutrino masses, in accordance with the seesaw condition.

The sensitivity reach for the above LNV decay modes in a particular experiment depends

on the number of the parent mesons M1’s produced (NM+
1

), their momentum (~pM1) and

the branching ratio for these mesons to the LNV modes. Assuming the parent meson M1

decays at rest, the expected number of signal events is [151]:

Nevent = 2NM+
1

Br
(
M+

1 → `+`+M−2
)
PN ,

≈ 2NM+
1

Br
(
M+

1 → `+Ni
) Γ(Ni → `+M−2 )

ΓNi

PN , (3.7)
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where for ` = e, Ni = N1 and for ` = µ, Ni=N2, the factor 2 is due to inclusion of the

charge conjugate process of M+
1 → `+Ni and PN , is the probability of the RH neutrino Ni

to decay within a detector of the length LD given by:

PN =


1 − exp

(
−

MNiΓNi LD

p∗Ni

)
.

In the above, p∗Ni
=

mM1
2 λ

1
2
(
1,

m2
`

m2
M1

,
M2

Ni

m2
M1

)
is the momentum of Ni in M1 rest frame. For

the meson M1 produced with fixed boost ~β, the energy of Ni is then given by,

ENi = E∗Ni
*
,
γ +

p∗Ni

E∗Ni

√
γ2 − 1 cos θ∗Ni

+
-
,

where E∗Ni
, p∗Ni

are the energy and momentum of Ni in rest frame of M1 and γ =
EM1
mM1

.

θ∗Ni
is the emission angle of particle Ni in the rest frame of M1, which is measured from

the boost direction ~β. The energy ENi of the Ni in the boosted M1 frame lies within the

range,

ENi ∈
(
E−Ni

,E+
Ni

)
=

[(
γE∗Ni

− p∗Ni

√
γ2 − 1

)
,
(
γE∗Ni

+ p∗Ni

√
γ2 − 1

)]

Hence, the energy distribution of Ni follows a flat distribution as

f (ENi ) =
1

E+
Ni
− E−Ni

=
1

2p∗Ni

√
γ2 − 1

,

The signal event for M+
1 → `+`+M−2 in the lab-frame is:

Nevent ≈ 2NM+
1

∫ E+
Ni

E−Ni

dENiBr
(
M+

1 → `+Ni
) mM1

2p∗Ni

��~pM1
��
Γ(Ni → `+M−2 )

ΓNi

P′N , (3.8)

where P′N =


1 − exp

(
−

MNi
ΓNi

LD√
E2
Ni
−M2

Ni

)
, is the probability of Ni to decay within the detec-

tor length LD, after taking into account the boost factor. Since the LNV decays will be

rare, the expected number of events for these processes can be assumed to follow a Pois-
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son distribution. Using the method of Feldman and Cousins, we get the average upper

limit on the number of events at 95% C.L., assuming zero background events and no true

signal event to be Nevent = 3.09 [152].

Note that the theoretical estimates of the number of events (given in Eqs. (3.7) or (3.8),

corresponding to decay of parent meson at rest or in flight respectively) are functions of

the mass parameters MNi and MWR . If Majorana neutrinos having a mass such that they

can be produced as an on shell intermediate state in the LNV meson decay processes

exist, then, equating the numerical upper limit on the number of events to the theoretical

expressions, results in constraints on MWR , corresponding to specific MNi values for each

of the following experiments.

NA62

NA62 is an ongoing experiment at CERN that will produce a large number of K+ mesons

[153]. The primary SPS 400 GeV proton beam, aims on a target, producing a secondary

high intensity hadron beam with an optimum content of K+(≈ 6%). The expected number

of K+ decays in the fiducial volume is 4.5 × 1012 per year. Assuming three years of

running, NK+ = 1.35 × 1013. The detector length LD ≈ 170 m and the produced K+

mesons will decay in flight, carrying a momentum of 75 GeV. Non-observation of signal

events for the decay mode K+ → `+`+π− at NA62 can be used to set limits on MWR for

MNi ∼ 0.350GeV. Using Eq. (3.8), we derive the 95% C.L limit on MWR for different MNi

values, shown in Fig. 3.4(a) for the case of decay to like sign di-electrons. From this ee

channel, for a heavy Majorana neutrino mass MN1 ' 0.38 GeV, the RH gauge boson mass

can be constrained to be MWR > 4.6 TeV. For the µµ channel, for heavy neutrino mass

MN2 ' 0.35 GeV, a limit of MWR > 4.3 TeV can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3.5(a).
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Figure 3.4: Constraints on the RH gauge boson MWR mass, corresponding to a heavy neutrino
MN , that could be resonantly produced in lepton number violating decays of (a)K , (b)D,Ds and
(c)B mesons. The shaded region to the left of the curves corresponding to expected limits from
searches at different ongoing and future experiments will be ruled out in the absence of LNV
meson decays with like sign di-electrons.
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Belle II

The asymmetric SuperKEKB facility is designed to collide electron and positron beams

such that the centre of mass energy is in the region of the Υ resonances. An upgrade of

Belle, the newly completed Belle II detector is expected to collect data samples corre-

sponding to an integrated luminosity of 50 ab−1 by the end of 2024 [154]. The expected

number of charged BB̄ pairs to be produced at 50 ab−1 is 5.5×1010 [129,155]. In addition,

a large sample of charged D,Ds mesons will also be accessible, with ND+ = 3.4 × 1010

and ND+
s

= 1010 [155]. A direct search for heavy Majorana neutrinos in B-meson decays

was performed by the Belle collaboration using a data sample that contained 772 × 106

BB̄ pairs (at 711 fb−1) [156]. At KEKB as well as superKEKB, the energies of the e+,

e− beams are sufficiently low so that the momentum of the produced B mesons as well as

that for the charmed mesons will not be appreciable and the suppression from high mo-

mentum of the decaying mesons in the number of events will be absent. Using the much

larger expected number of mesons to be produced at Belle II (ND+ ,ND+
s
,NB+) with the de-

tector length LD = 1.5 m, we calculate the expected number of signal events for the LNV

decays of these mesons using Eq. (3.7). In Fig. 3.4(b),(c) and Fig. 3.5(b),(c) we show the

limits on MWR and MNi that will arise, if no events for the LNV D+,D+
s ,B

+ → `+`+π−

decays are observed. Note that, among the different decay modes, the most stringent limit

MWR ≥ 3.4 TeV for heavy Majorana neutrino mass MN1,2 ' 1.7 GeV can come from Ds

meson decays, which are Cabibbo favoured modes.

LHCb

The LHCb detector is a forward spectometer at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at

CERN. During run 1, the LHCb detector collected data at
√

s = 7 TeV with integrated

luminosity of 3 fb−1. During run 2, LHCb will collect additional 5 fb−1 at
√

s = 13 TeV.

A search for heavy Majorana neutrinos in B meson decays had been performed by the
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LHCb collaboration using the 7 TeV data [157]. The cross-section for producing B, D

and Ds mesons at
√

s = 13 TeV within the LHCb acceptance (2 < η < 5) are 154 µb,

1000 µb and 460 µb respectively [158, 159]. Hence, in run 2 with 5 fb−1, expected num-

ber of B, D and Ds mesons are, NB+ = 7.7× 1011, ND+ = 5× 1012 and ND+
s

= 2.3× 1012.

The produced B and D mesons will decay in flight, carrying a momentum of order of

100 GeV in forward direction [160]. We take the detector length LD ≈ 20 m. The tight-

est constraint expected from LHCb are also from Ds decays, MWR ≥ 4.4 TeV for heavy

Majorana neutrino mass MN1 ' 1.5 GeV, while for a heavier neutrino, MN1 ' 3.8 GeV,

the constraint is weaker, MWR ≥ 2.5 TeV.

FCC-ee

The Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [161] will collect multi-ab−1 integrated luminosi-

ties for e+e− collisions at c.m.energy
√

s ≈ 91 GeV. The expected number of Z-bosons is

1012 − 1013. The number of charged B mesons from Z decays can be estimated as,

NB+ = NZ × Br
(
Z → bb̄

)
× fu,

where NZ ∼ 1013, Br
(
Z → bb̄

)
= 0.1512 [162], fu = 0.410 [163] is the fraction of

B+ from b̄ quark in Z decay. The B mesons produced at FCC-ee will have an energy

distribution peaked at EB+ =
MZ

2 . Hence we can calculate the number of signal events

using Eq. (3.8), where the detector length is taken to be, LD = 2 m. At FCC, for a heavy

Majorana neutrino of mass MN1,2 ' 3.9 GeV, RH gauge boson mass upto MWR ' 2 TeV

can be excluded using the decay modes B+ → `+`+π−.

SHiP

The SHiP experiment is a newly proposed general purpose fixed target facility at the

CERN SPS accelerator [164]. A 400 GeV proton beam will be dumped on a heavy target
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in order to produce 2 × 1020 proton-target interactions in five years. One of the goals of

the experiment is to use decays of charmed mesons to search for heavy sterile neutrinos

using the decay mode D+
s /D+ → `+`+π−. The number of charmed meson pairs that are

expected to be produced in this experiment can be estimated as [165],

Nmeson = Xcc̄ × NPOT ×R,

where Xcc̄ is the cc̄ production rate, NPOT = 2 × 1020 is the number of proton-target

interaction. The relative abundances R of charmed mesons, such as, D and Ds are 30%

and 8% respectively. Hence, the expected number of D and Ds mesons are ND+ = 1.02 ×

1017 and ND+
s

= 2.72× 1016 respectively. This very high intensity of the charmed mesons

will permit the absence of LNV Ds meson decay mode at SHiP, to set tight constraints on

the mass of RH gauge boson, MWR > 18.4 TeV (MWR > 17.4 TeV) for heavy Majorana

neutrino mass MN1 ' 1.46 GeV (MN2 ' 1.43 GeV). The detector length is taken to be,

LD = 60 m. For the 400 GeV CNGS proton beam on target, the expected momentum of

the produced charmed mesons is ∼ 58 GeV [166]. The result for the constraints on MWR

are shown in Fig. 3.4(b) and Fig. 3.5(b). Similar constraint was obtained from the LNV

Ds meson decay at SHiP in Ref. [167].

From Fig. 3.4 and Fig. 3.5 it is evident that the most stringent limit in the MN ∼ 1

GeV range will be provided by SHiP with the Ds/D → `+`+π− decay mode. In the

relatively higher mass range MN ∼ 4 GeV, stringent limit can be obtained by FCC-

ee, Belle-II and LHCb experiments. Besides, the ongoing NA62 can give constraint

MWR > 4.6 TeV(MN1 ∼ 0.38 GeV), which is competitive with the collider bounds from

LHC. Note that our numerical constraints on MWR for various experiments are obtained

assuming idealized detectors with 100% detection, reconstruction efficiencies etc. The

realistic constraints (expected to be weaker) will only be feasible through searches by the

experimental collaborations, incorporating all these corrections.
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Figure 3.5: Same as Fig. 3.4, except that the limits corresponding to searches at different ongoing
and future experiments with like sign dimuons are shown.
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3.4 Comparison with Existing constraints from other

experiments

A constraint on MWR mass, MWR > 2.5 TeV was obtained in Ref [168], by calculating

the K meson mass difference in a minimal Left-Right symmetric model. In addition

to the meson decay searches, there are other direct and indirect searches that constrain

the mass of heavy neutrino N and MWR . In particular, direct collider searches, such as,

LHC dijet searches for W ′ [169], the same sign dilepton searches [146, 147] and indirect

searches, such as, 0ν β β and LFV µ→ eγ, give stringent constraints on the masses of the

gauge boson WR and heavy neutrino N . Assuming a 75% branching ratio of WR → j j,

the 13 TeV ATLAS dijet search ruled out the WR mass upto 2.9 TeV [169]. For WR

that couples to two light generation of quarks through CKM type mixing, the branching

ratios to of WR → j j is 60% [145]. The limit will be comparable with the reported

limit from ATLAS. On the other hand, the search for same-sign dilepton at LHC is only

relevant for heavy neutrino mass MN in the 100 GeV-TeV range. The 95% C.L limit

from ATLAS 8 TeV search on the MWR reaches 2.9 TeV [147,170]. For all the mediators

MWR and MN in the TeV-few hundred GeV mass range, the LHC same sign lepton search

is more constraining than 0ν β β [171]. The latter is sensitive to a wide range of heavy

neutrino N and RH gauge boson WR masses. The tightest bound from 0ν β β MWR >

9 − 10 TeV is applicable for MN ∼ 0.1 GeV [170]. The meson decays, on the other

hand, are sensitive in constraining the low mass region of RH neutrino of mass between

few hundred MeV to few GeV. The ongoing experiment NA62 can constrain MWR >

4.6 TeV(MN1 ∼ 0.38 GeV), that will be more stringent than the limit provided by LHC-

dijet search. The other future experiments, such as, SHiP can allow upto a very large mass

MWR > 18.4 TeV(MN1 ∼ 1.46 GeV).
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3.5 Summary

We evaluate the lepton number violating meson decays M1 → `+`+M2 within the frame-

work of a Left-Right symmetric model. The right handed Majorana neutrinos of masses

in the ∼ (100 MeV − 6 GeV) range, can result in a resonant enhancement of these pro-

cesses. These neutrinos along with the left handed and right handed gauge bosons mediate

these processes, with contributions from WR − Ni −WR, WL − Ni −WL, WR − Ni −WL

and WL − Ni −WR exchanges. If Majorana neutrinos in this low mass range (∼ upto few

GeV), exist, then, non-observation of the LNV meson decays at the various ongoing and

future experiments will result in constraints on the RH gauge boson MWR , corresponding

to the Majorana neutrino mass MNi . The ongoing experiment NA62 can provide the limit

MWR > 4.6 TeV(MN1 ∼ 0.38 GeV), that is more stringent than the present collider con-

straint on WR. The future experiment, such as SHiP will be sensitive upto a very large

mass MWR > 18.4 TeV(MN1 ∼ 1.46 GeV) which will be tighter than any collider con-

straint but will correspond to a low value of MN . The meson decays are sensitive for low

mass right handed neutrinos (in the few 100 MeV-few GeV range) and are complementary

to LHC (sensitive to few hundred GeV to TeV mass neutrinos).



4 Probing Leptoquark and Heavy

Neutrino at LHeC

In this chapter we explore leptoquark production and decay for the R̃2 class of models at

the proposed e−p collider LHeC, planned to operate with 150 GeV electron and 7 TeV

proton beams.

Leptoquarks (LQs) are hypothetical particles, which make leptons couple directly to

quarks and vice versa [100, 172, 173]. In the Pati-Salam model, they emerged from the

unification of quarks and leptons [174]. They also exist in grand unification theories

based on SU(5) [175] and SO(10) [176–180]. They are also expected to exist at TeV

scale in extended technicolour models [181–184]. LQs can be either of scalar or vector

nature. Using the SM representation of quarks and leptons, all possible LQ states can be

classified, with six scalar and six vector LQ multiplets under the SM gauge group [185].

Among the different classes, the scalar LQ R̃2 is interesting, as it is one of the multiplets

that allows for matter stability [186]. Moreover, it also couples to right handed neutrinos

(RH neutrinos). A substantial rise in the production cross section of the RH neutrinos is

feasible in the presence of LQs. This has been explored recently for LHC in [187] for

inverse seesaw, where a number of final states have been analysed in detail. Leptoquark

models have also been tested recently for fitting the IceCube events [188]. For the heavy

neutrino searches at LHeC in inverse seesaw model, see [189] and for the LNV signal

at LHeC, see [190]. Similar studies for heavy neutrino searches also been carried out

65
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in [191, 192].

The scalar leptoquark R̃2 transforms as (3,2, 1
6 ) under the SM gauge group SU (3)c ×

SU (2)L × U (1)Y . For the RH neutrino, we adopt a model independent framework. The

colour charge of the LQ will enable in its copious production at LHC. Moreover, at e−p

colliders like LHeC, they can be resonantly produced. The LHeC is a proposed e−p

collider in the TeV regime after HERA, supposed to be built in the LHC tunnel [193].

LHeC will use a newly built electron beam of 60 GeV, up to possibly 150 GeV, to collide

with the intense 7 TeV proton beam of the LHC. LHeC is expected to operate with 100

fb−1 integrated luminosity, and is complementary to the pp collider LHC [194]. The RH

neutrino, being coupled to the LQ, can be produced from LQ decay. The decay of LQ

into a lepton and a jet, and the decay of RH neutrino in different SM states give rise to a

plethora of model signatures, that we study in detail.

4.1 Model

We consider the scalar LQ R̃2, which in the presence of the RH neutrinos NR, has addi-

tional interaction [172, 173, 185],

L = −Yi j d̄i
R R̃a

2 ε
abL j,b

L + Zi jQ̄
i,a
L R̃a

2 N j
R + h.c., (4.1)

where i, j = 1,2,3 are flavor indices and a,b = 1,2 are SU (2)L indices. We assume

that there are three right-chiral neutrinos N j
R ( j = 1,2,3), Yi j and Zi j are the elements of

arbitrary complex 3 × 3 Yukawa coupling matrices. Note that, R̃2 comprises two LQs.

One has Q = 2
3 , and the other has Q = −1

3 . Upon expansion, the Lagrangian becomes

L = −Yi j d̄i
Re j

L R̃2/3
2 + (YUPMNS)i j d̄i

Rν
j
L R̃−1/3

2 + (VCKMZ )i j ūi
L N j

R R̃2/3
2

+ Zi j d̄i
L N j

R R̃−1/3
2 + h.c., (4.2)
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where the superscript of LQ fields denotes electric charge of a given SU (2)L doublet

component of R̃2, UPMNS and VCKM are Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) and

Cabibbo- Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrices.

The charged current and neutral current interactions of the RH neutrinos are parametrized

in a model independent way as follows,

−LCC =
g
√

2
W−µ ¯̀γµPLV` j N

j
R + H.c.,

−LNC =
g

2 cos θw
Zµ

{
(U†PM N SV )i j ν̄iγ

µPL N j
R + H.c.

}
(4.3)

The interaction of the heavy neutrinos with Higgs has the following form:

−LH =
gMj

4MW
H

{
(U†PM N SV )i j ν̄i PRN j

R + H.c.
}

(4.4)

In the above PL/R = (1 ∓ γ5)/2 is the left/right-chirality projection operator, and V is the

mixing matrix through which light neutrinos mix with the RH neutrinos.

For the RH neutrino, coupled with LQ, we do not assume any particular model. Instead,

we are interested in different frameworks of RH neutrinos, that can lead to large active-

sterile mixing, so that the heavy neutrinos decay inside the detector. It is widely known,

that a number of different frameworks can generate large active-sterile mixing, includ-

ing inverse and linear seesaw [93–96], extended seesaw [195–197], cancellation frame-

work [99]. In the inverse seesaw, light SM neutrino masses are extremely tiny, owing

to the small lepton number violating parameter of the model. The active-sterile neutrino

mixing is not constrained from light neutrino masses in this model. Active-sterile mix-

ing up to O(10−2) is allowed from experimental data [198–203]. In extended seesaw,

or double seesaw [204], the RH neutrino gets mass due to seesaw, and light neutrino

masses are generated due to two-fold seesaw. In other frameworks, such as, cancel-

lation, small light neutrino masses are generated due to cancellation between different

RH neutrino contributions in the mass matrix [99]. The active-sterile mixing is yet un-
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constrained from neutrino data. In all the above mentioned frameworks, owing to the

charged current and neutral current interactions as well as the interaction with the Higgs,

specified above in Eqs.4.3 and 4.4, the RH neutrino N can decay to a number of SM

particles, including l±W∓, νZ , and νH . The branching ratio of these three decays is

Br(N→ lW) : Br(N→ νZ) : Br(N→ νH) ' 0.6 : 0.3 : 0.1, once RH neutrino mass

becomes larger than the Higgs mass MN > MH and MN < 200 GeV [2, 75].

In the following sections, we first consider the resonant production of LQ and its decay to

a lepton and jet. We next consider the production of heavy neutrinos from LQ decay, and

discuss the discovery prospect of the LQ in a number of channels. As mentioned before,

we consider the prompt decays of heavy neutrino for the analysis of the RH neutrino

signature, that occurs due to large active-sterile neutrino mixing. We compare between

the usual charged current (CC) production of heavy neutrinos vs the alternate production

from LQ decay. We show that the production from LQ decay dominates over the CC

production mode by order of magnitude for active-sterile mixing V . 10−2.

4.2 Constraints on Leptoquark Couplings

The couplings of the LQs to fermions are constrained by low energy precision observables

such as atomic parity violation, Kaon decays etc. We assume that the Yukawa coupling

matrix elements, Yi j = δi jYii and Zi j = δi j Zii, where, i, j = 1,2,3. Hence the LQ couples

exclusively to a lepton and a quark of the same generation, although it can have non-zero

couplings to fermions of more than one generation.

LQs have been searched for and studied in the context of e+e− [205, 206], ep [207, 208],

pp̄ [209, 210], and pp [211, 212] colliders. The present tightest bounds are from the

LHC [1, 213–216]. LHC has studied the process pp → LQ ¯LQ → ` j` j for LQs of

first, second and third generations. Non-observation of any new physics at the LHC has

ruled out LQs of masses up to 1.1 TeV at 95% C.L for the LQ decaying to e j with 100%
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Figure 4.1: Left panel: Feynman diagram for the gluon-initiated LQ pair-production process at
LHC. Right panel: the same, but for the quark-initiated processes.

branching ratio [1]. For second generation, the bound is even more stringent MLQ > 1.5

TeV at 95% C.L [216]. For third generation, the bound is MLQ > 900 GeV at 95%

C.L [215].

At LHC, numerous QCD diagrams contribute to the LQ pair production. For illustration,

we show only one representative gluon initiated diagram in the left panel of Fig. 4.1.

However, with non-zero Yukawa couplings, significantly large contribution to the LQ pair

production may arise through a single t channel diagram (see the right panel of Fig. 4.1).

The pair production cross-section at LHC can be parametrised as [217],

σpair
(
Yii,MLQ

)
= a0(MLQ) + a2(MLQ) |Yii |

2 + a4(MLQ) |Yii |
4, (4.5)

where the three terms correspond to the QCD pair production, an interference term and t-

channel production. In Fig. 4.2, we show the variation of LQ pair production cross-section

with the Yukawa coupling Y11.

For small Yukawa coupling Y11, LQ pair production is mostly governed by QCD, as can be

seen from the straight line upto Y11 ∼ 0.5 in Fig. 4.2. For intermediate Yukawa couplings

there exists a region with negative interference between QCD diagrams and the t-channel

diagram where the total cross section decreases [217], resulting in the mild dip in the

cross-section for coupling beyond 0.5, that is seen in Fig. 4.2. For large Yukawa coupling

Yii, the t-channel process dominates and significantly enhances the cross-section. The

right panel of Fig. 4.2 shows the limit on the first-generation scalar LQ pair-production



70 Probing Leptoquark and Heavy Neutrino at LHeC

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4

σ
(p

p→
L
Q

L
Q
)[
fb
]

Y11

√
s = 13TeV,MLQ = 1.1 TeV

Figure 4.2: Left panel: variation of the production cross-section with Yukawa coupling for
√

s =

13 TeV. Right panel: limit on scalar LQ pair-production time branching fraction to eq final state
as a function of mass for first-generation LQs. The yellow and green bands represent the 2σ and
1σ expected limits. The NLO prediction is shown in blue curve with uncertainty due to choice of
PDF set and renormalisation/factorisation scale [1] .

times the branching fraction to e j final state as a function of the mass. For the branching

fraction LQ → e j as 100%, the bound on the pair-production of LQ becomes σ(pp →

LQLQ) . 3 fb, for LQ mass 1.1 TeV. Comparing the left and right panel of Fig. 4.2, one

can see that the limit on the cross section for a LQ of mass 1.1 TeV, will be inconsistent

with a Yukawa coupling larger than 1.

It is obvious from Eq. 4.1, that for the LQ to have 100% branching ratio in the LQ → e j

decay mode, the coupling Z needs to be zero. Allowing non-zero value for coupling Z will

open up new decay modes, such as t̄N for LQ, and hence will lower the stringent bound

on LQs. We however, adopt a conservative approach, and in order to be consistent with

the LHC results for first generation of LQ, throughout our study, we consider MLQ ≥ 1.1

TeV. Additionally, we also keep both the couplings non-zero.

The present bound on coupling Y from atomic parity violation are Yde < 0.34
( MLQ

1TeV

)
,

Yue < 0.36
( MLQ

1TeV

)
[217]. These bounds are extracted under the assumption that only one

of the two contributions is present at a given moment. These bounds allow large coupling

for larger mass of LQ, and place a stringent constraint for lighter LQ.
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Figure 4.3: Feynman diagram for e−p→ ` j.

The most stringent bound on the diagonal couplings of R̃2
2
3 comes from LFV decay mode

KL → µ−e+, as this is a tree level process. Following Refs. [217,218], the bound is given

by, ���YsµY ∗de
��� < 2.1 × 10−5

( MLQ

1TeV

)2
. In order to satisfy both the APV and LFV constraints,

for Yde ∼ O(0.1), the other coupling Ysµ has to be tiny. We consider Ysµ to be zero and a

large value (0.3) for Yde to get large production cross-section of LQ at LHeC.

We discuss the production of a LQ, and its decay to different final states in the next section,

for the benchmark points, that are in agreement with the described constraints.

4.3 Leptoquark Production and Its Decays

At e−p colliders, scalar LQs can be resonantly produced through s-channel process as

shown in the left panel of Fig. 4.3, and decay to a lepton and a jet. In addition, LQ can

also be a t-channel mediator for the process e−p → l− j, that we consider in our analysis

(shown in the right panel of Fig. 4.3).

The production cross-section of a LQ at LHeC, as well as that for both the single and

pair production at LHC, are shown in Fig. 4.4 for varying LQ mass. Clearly, the LHeC

cross-section is more than both the pair-production, as well as, the single production of

LQ associated with a charged lepton at LHC. The higher LQ production cross-section as

well as the lower background at LHeC will allow more precise studies for probing LQ and

RH neutrinos. Once produced, the LQ can decay into a number of final states, including,

a) a quark-lepton pair that gives rise to single charged lepton and a light jet, b) a light jet
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Figure 4.4: Comparison of the cross section for LQ production at LHC and at LHeC. The
c.m.energy for LHC is

√
s = 13 TeV. For LHeC, we use electron beam of 150 GeV and pro-

ton beam of 7 TeV, respectively. The coupling Yde has been varied as 0.3 MLQ

1 TeV , in agreement with
the APV constraints.

Benchmarks MN1,2,3 Y Z Process σ(fb)
BP1 (150,1000,1000) (0.3,0,0) (0,0,0) ` j 221
BP2 (150,1000,1000) (0.3,0,0) (1,0,0) j N1 242
BP3 (1000,1000,150) (0.3,0,0) (0,0,1) t̄N3 222

Table 4.1: Benchmark parameters and production cross-section for ` j, j N1 and t̄N3 at LHeC
with electron and proton beam energy 150 GeV and 7 TeV respectively. LQ mass is considered as
1.1 TeV.

and a heavy neutrino, and c) a top quark accompanied with a heavy neutrino. These heavy

neutrinos appearing from the decays of the LQ can again be more easily probed at LHeC

through its decay products. Note that, for all these processes, the LQ can also mediate

as t-channel mediator. For b) and c), there is also t-channel contribution from W gauge

boson mediator, but significantly smaller for the active-sterile mixing V . 10−2. We give

numerical estimates in Section. 4.5. However, during computation (in Fig. 4.5 and for the

collider analysis), we consider all the contributions together.

For our computations, the LQ mass has been set to 1.1 TeV. We choose three benchmark

points, with the three heavy neutrino masses and the LQ couplings, Yii and Zii chosen

such that they are consistent with all the constraints mentioned in Sec. 4.2, as well as with

the neutrino oscillation data [189]. These parameters for the benchmark points have been

specified in Table 4.1. The production cross-section for these three processes at LHeC,

with electron and proton beam energies of 150 GeV and 7 TeV respectively, are also
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shown in Fig. 4.5 as a function of the couplings.

The general expression for the two body decay of a scalar LQ to `iq and Niq final states

are given by,

Γ(LQ → `iq) =
|Yii |

2

16πM3
LQ

λ
1
2 (M2

LQ,m
2
`i
,mq2 )(M2

LQ − m2
`i
− m2

q) (4.6)

Γ(LQ → Niq) =
|Zii |

2

16πM3
LQ

λ
1
2 (M2

LQ,M
2
Ni
,mq2 )(M2

LQ − M2
Ni
− m2

q) (4.7)

In the massless limit of leptons and quarks, the branching ratios are given by,

β(LQ → `iq) =
|Yii |

2∑
i (|Yii |

2 + |Zii |
2)

and β(LQ → Niq) =
|Zii |

2∑
i ( |Yii |

2 + |Zii |
2)

(4.8)

At an e−p collider LQs can be resonantly produced, followed by their decay. Hence, we

can write the cross section approximately as,

σ(e−p→ `iq or Niq) ≈ σ(e−p→ LQ). β(LQ → `iq or Niq). (4.9)

As can be seen, from Eq. (4.8), with increasing coupling Z11 the branching ratio of

σ(e−p → j N1) increases, while σ(e−p → l j) decreases. This results in larger cross-

section for σ(e−p→ j N1) for larger Z11. Cross section for the other channel e−p→ t̄N3

is also large for large value of Z33. The values of the cross-section in fb, for three bench-

mark points are given in the last column of Table. 4.1. As can be seen, the production

cross-section at LHeC is fairly large, approximately σ ∼ 221 − 242 fb for the chosen

benchmark points. As we will show in the next section, folded with branching ratios

of heavy neutrino, top quark, the total cross-section for the different final states will be

sizeable.
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Figure 4.5: Production cross-section for ` j, j N1 and t̄N3 at LHeC with varying coupling Z11.
We have considered 150 GeV electron beam colliding with 7 TeV Proton beam. The LQ mass has
been set to 1.1 TeV. For l− j, j N1, the coupling Y11 = 0.3, Z11 is varying and for t̄N3 production,
the coupling Y11 = 0.3, Z33 is varying, rest of the Yukawa couplings have been set to zero.

4.4 Collider Analysis

We implemented the model in FeynRules [219], generated the model files for MadGraph5

(v2_5_5) [220] to calculate the parton level cross-section for signals and background.

For the collider simulation part, we passed the MadGraph generated parton level events

to PYTHIA (v6.4.28) [221], where subsequent decay, initial state radiation, final state

radiation and hadronisation have been carried out. The jets are reconstructed by anti-κt

algorithim [222] implemented in Fastjet package [223] with radius parameter R = 0.4.

For the analysis of signal and background events we use the following set of basic cuts,

1. Electrons and muons in the final state should have the following transverse momentum

and pseudo-rapidity p`T > 20 GeV, |η` | < 2.5.

2. Jets are ordered in pT , jets should have p j
T > 40GeV and |η j | < 2.5.

3. Photons are counted if pγT > 10 GeV and |ηγ | < 2.5.

4. Jets should be separated by ∆R j j > 0.5.

5. Leptons should be separated by ∆R`` > 0.2.

6. Leptons and photons isolation ∆R`γ > 0.2.

7. Jets and leptons should be separated by ∆R` j > 0.4.

8. Hadronic activity within a cone of radius 0.3 around a lepton must be limited to
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∑
phadron

T < 0.2p`T , where p`T is the transverse momentum of lepton within the specified

cone.

Due to the initial and final state radiations, additional jets will be present in the final states

considered. For the inverse seesaw framework, lepton number violation (LNV) is dictated

by the parameter µX , that is negligibly small. Therefore, the cross-section for LNV di-

lepton final states will be suppressed. For the framework where light neutrino masses

are generated as a result of cancellation, sizable lepton number violation can however

be present. Below, we adopt a conservative approach, and only consider lepton number

conserving signatures. A number of signatures, including single lepton and multi-jet,

di-lepton associated with multi-jet and missing energy, and multi-lepton associated with

missing energy and b-jet have been analysed in the subsequent sections.

4.5 Signals and Background

Signal I : `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2)

The single-lepton associated with jet is the easiest channel to probe LQ. LQ, once pro-

duced resonantly, can directly decay to a charged-lepton and a jet. Additionally, the t-

channel contribution, as shown in Fig. 4.3 will also be present. Therefore, the parton

level final state is `− + n-jets (n = 1). Additional jets will be present due to ISR, FSR.

We demand the final state should contain `− and number of jets 1 ≤ n-jets ≤ 2. The

main backgrounds arise from SM process, such as, e−p → `− j, `− j j, that are signifi-

cantly larger as compared to the signal. From Tab. 4.2, the signal cross-section is 220 fb,

while the background cross-section is 3 × 106 fb. We use a number of cuts on different

kinematic variables to reduce the background.

In Fig. 4.6 we have shown the transverse momentum of the leading lepton, leading and

subleading jet, as well as the invariant mass distribution of the leading jet and leading
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Figure 4.6: Distribution of transverse momentum pT of leading lepton, leading and sub leading
jet pT distribution, and invariant mass distribution of leading lepton and leading jet for the final
state `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2).

lepton, both for the signal and background. Evidently, for a very heavy LQ, a high-

pT cut on leading jet or lepton, and LQ invariant mass-cut will reduce SM background

drastically.

In Table. 4.2, we have shown how we can reduce the SM background to zero using pT cut

- p`
−

T (> 400GeV) on leading lepton and invariant mass cut - |MLQ − M`1 j1 | ≤ 100GeV

simultaneously after using the basic sets of cuts mentioned in the previous section.

Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts `−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) 220 2.96 × 106

Basic cuts `−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) 159 4.08 × 105

Leading lepton pT cut +p`
−

T (> 400GeV) 118 178
LQ invariant mass cut +|MLQ − M`1 j1 | ≤ 100GeV 101 0

Table 4.2: Signal and Background cross-sections for the final state `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2) after
different cuts. BP1 has been used for this final state.
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Figure 4.7: Feynman diagram for various final states from e−p → j N . For this case, t-channel
LQ mediated diagram can also contribute.

Signal II

If the coupling Zi j is non-zero, the LQ can also decay to RH neutrino and a jet, as shown

in the right panel of Fig. 4.7. The considered final state, can also arise from the t-channel

W exchange diagram as shown in left panel of Fig. 4.7. For active-sterile mixing V ∼

10−2 − 10−3, the contribution from LQ however dominates. For example, with the BP2,

the CC production cross section is ≈ 12.7 fb, while the production cross section from LQ

decay is ≈ 240 fb.

The subsequent decays of RH neutrino, followed by hadronic and leptonic decays of

gauge bosons gives rise to a number of partonic states, that we list below.

1. `− + n-jets (n = 3) (For hadronic decays of W+).

2. `− + `+ + n-jets (n = 1) + /ET (For leptonic decays of W+).

`− + n-jets (n ≥ 3)

For the case of the hadronic decays of the charged gauge boson, we demand a charged

lepton and at least three jets as final state. The invariant mass of the three jets and the

charged lepton must be equal to that of the mass of the LQ. Hence a cut on the invari-

ant mass distribution allows the separation of the signal from the backgound. For the

background we generate e−p → l− + n-jets upto n = 3. The distribution is given in the

top left panel of Fig. 4.8. Additionally, the leading jet that is directly generated from LQ
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decay has a very high transverse momentum (see Fig. 4.8). Therefore, a large cut on the

transverse momentum of the leading jet reduces the background. As can be seen from

Table. 4.3, the large pT cut on the leading jet itself reduces the background by O(104).

Further reduction in background is achieved though a cut on the invariant mass distribu-

tion of the heavy neutrino. Stringent cuts, such as, the cuts on the invariant mass of the

LQ and the heavy neutrino make the background negligibly small.

Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts `−+n-jets(n ≥ 3) 24.8 2.99 × 106

Basic cuts `−+n-jets(n ≥ 3) 7.65 2.9 × 103

Leading Jet pT cut +p j1
T (> 200GeV) 6.56 180

LQ invaraint mass cut +|MLQ − M`1 j1 j2 j3 | ≤ 100GeV 3.65 60
N invaraint mass cut +|MN1 − M`1 ja jb | ≤ 30GeV 3.08 0

Table 4.3: Signal and Background cross-sections for the final state `− + n-jets (n ≥ 3) with cuts.
BP2 has been used for this final state.

`−`+ + n-jets (n ≥ 1) + /ET

For the scenario, when charged gauge boson produced in the decay of RH neutrino, decays

leptonically, the signal will have 2 opposite sign charged leptons, jets (one or more) and

missing energy. The dominant SM background comes from the processes like e−p →

`−`+ jν` and e−p → `−`+ j jν`. The reduction of the background in this case is achieved

by applying proper cuts on the missing energy, transverse momentum of leading jet and

effective mass MEFF . The MEFF variable is defined as,

MEFF =
∑

i

p j
Ti

+
∑

i

p`Ti + /ET ,

where p j
Ti

, p`Ti are the transverse momentum of the jet and lepton, and /ET is the missing

transverse energy. We expect a hard distribution for MEFF , since the pT of the lepton and

jets coming mostly from resonantly produced LQ (as the t-channel contribution is small)

is significantly large. The peak of the MEFF shifts towards higher values with increasing

LQ mass.
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Figure 4.8: Invariant Mass distribution of LQ, pT distribution of leading, sub leading jet, and of
leading lepton. We also show the invariant mass distribution of N for the final state `−+n-jets (n ≥
3).
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Figure 4.9: Missing transverse energy distribution, MEFF distribution, pT distribution of leading
jet, and leading lepton for the final state `−`+ + n-jets (n ≥ 1) + /ET .

We have shown in Fig. 4.9 the missing energy /ET , MEFF , leading jet and leading lepton

pT distributions. The effect of different cuts on the signal and background cross-sections

are given in Table. 4.4.

Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts `−`++n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET 11.2 5.22 × 102

Basic cuts `−`++n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET 7.84 258
Missing energy cut `−`++n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET (> 100GeV) 4.26 57.5
Leading Jet pT cut +p j1

T (> 300GeV) 3.24 3.73
MEFF cuts +MEFF (> 500GeV) 2.88 2.54

Table 4.4: Signal and Background cross-section after various cuts for the final state `−`+ +

n-jets (n ≥ 1) + /ET . BP2 has been used for this final state.
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Figure 4.10: Feynman diagram for various final states from e−p → t̄N3. For this case also, the
t-channel mediated diagram with gauge boson and LQ will contribute.

Signal III

For the LQ mass more than MN + Mt , it can further decay to t̄N3, that enables a final state

with large lepton or large jet multiplicity. The large lepton multiplicity is promising due

to suppressed SM background.

For the t̄N3 production channel, considering subsequent decays of N3 and t̄, where N3 is

assumed to decay to τ±W∓, following final states at parton-level are possible:

(1) b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET (For leptonic decays of both the W bosons, W− → `−ν, W+ → `+ν),

(2) b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n = 2) + /ET (For the W boson decays, W− → `−ν and W+ → j j),

(3) b̄τ−`+ + n-jets (n = 2) + /ET (For the W boson decays, W− → j j and W+ → `+ν),

(4) b̄τ− + n-jets (n = 4)(For the W boson decays, W− → j j and W+ → j j).

We do not consider the last final states in our study because of very small cross-section

and very large SM background due to large jet multiplicity.

b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET

For the final states involving τ and b, tagging can reduce the SM background significantly.

We consider the pT for the b and τ jets, as pT > 40 GeV. In this work, we adopt a

minimalistic approach and consider a flat 75% efficiency for b-tagging and 60% efficiency

for τ-tagging. Similar to the previous case, the MEFF distribution is hard due to the large
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Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET 1.57 0.323

Basic cuts b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET 0.83 7.51 × 10−3

Missing energy cut b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET (> 100GeV) 0.502 4.46 × 10−3

Leading Jet pT cut +p j1
T (> 100GeV) 0.476 2.16 × 10−3

MEFF cuts, b and τ tagging +MEFF (> 500GeV) 0.21 7.7 × 10−4

Table 4.5: Signal and Background cross-section after various cuts for the final state b̄`−τ−`++ /ET .
BP3 has been used for this final state.

Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 3.54 0.729

Basic cuts b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 1.457 2.18 × 10−2

Missing energy cut b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET (> 100GeV) 1.277 1.344 × 10−2

Leading Jet pT cut +p j1
T (> 100GeV) 1.226 7.65 × 10−3

MEFF cuts, b and τ tagging +MEFF (> 500GeV) 0.522 2.4 × 10−3

Table 4.6: Signal and Background cross-section after various cuts for the final state b̄`−τ− +

n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET . BP3 has been used for this final state.

missing energy and large transverse momenta of final state particles. For this signal,

the most dominant SM backgound comes from the process t̄`−W+, t̄ Zν and t̄hν with

t̄ → b̄τ−ν, W+ → `+ν, Z → `+`−, and h → `+`−. After applying the basic cuts only, SM

background drops significantly. In addition, we use missing energy /ET , leading jet pT and

MEFF distribution to further reduce the SM background.

b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET

For this case, due to large jet multiplicity, SM background is greater than the previous

signal and the background mainly comes from the process t̄`−W+. However, using

missing energy /ET , cuts on leading jet pT and MEFF distribution, the SM background can

be reduced significantly.

b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET

For this final state, SM background is actualy negligibly small at e−p collider for the beam

energies considered.
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Cuts Final States Signal (fb) Background (fb)
No cuts b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 4.07 0

Basic cuts, b and τ tagging b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 1.83 0

Table 4.7: Signal and Background cross-section after various cuts for the final state b̄`+τ− +

n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET . BP3 has been used for this final state.

Final States 1.1 TeV 1.2 TeV 1.3 TeV 1.4 TeV 1.5 TeV 1.6 TeV 1.7 TeV
`−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) 101 47.53 18.37 6.148 2.04 0.82 0.42
`−+n-jets(n ≥ 3) 3.08 1.98 0.83 0.47 0.322 0.24 0.18

b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 1.83 0.74 0.29 0.12 0.06 0.03 0.02

Table 4.8: Cross-sections (in fb) after all the cuts as a function of LQ mass.

4.6 Signal Strength for Higher LQ Mass

Bound on LQs parameter space is expected to improve in future with increasing luminos-

ity at LHC. Hence, we repeat our study for higher LQ masses. Though for higher LQ

mass, we can allow for large yukawa coupling, we use the same coupling as for 1.1 TeV

LQ mass to compare our result for different LQ masses. Using the same set of cuts for

each final states as we did for LQ mass 1.1 TeV, we have calculated the cross-section for

LQ mass of 1.2,1.3, ...upto 1.7 TeV. The partonic cross-sections and the effect of different

cuts is shown in Table. 4.8 and 4.9.

Zero Background Case

First, we consider only final states for which the SM background is zero or can be re-

duced to zero using invariant mass cut of LQ and RH neutrinos. The SM background is

practically zero, for final state, b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET . For the final state, `−+n-

jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2), using p`T cut and LQ invariant mass cut (for corresponding LQ mass),

the SM background can be reduced to zero.

Similarly, for the final state, `−+n-jets(n ≥ 3), selection cut on p j
T , along with on LQ

invariant mass, and invariant mass of RH neutrino can make the SM background negli-

gibly small. The results are given in Table. 4.8. We have also shown the cross section
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Figure 4.11: Signal cross-section as a function of LQ mass for different final states.

as a function of LQ masses in Fig. 4.11. As can be seen, the cross-section for the `−+n-

jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) channel is the largest, varies 102 − 0.42 fb for a wide range of LQ mass.

With 100 fb−1 luminosity, this predicts 104 number of events at LHeC. The other channel

with jet multiplicity (n ≥ 3) also offers a large cross-section, and large number of events

O(102).

Non-Zero Backgound Case

For the final states, `−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) and `−+n-jets(n ≥ 3), the SM background

is non zero if we do not use the invariant mass of LQ and RH neutrino. Since, the LQ

and RH neutrino masses are unknown, we do not implement the mass cut, rather in this

section show the cross-sections with a very generic sets of cuts. Assuming LQ mass to

be more than 1 TeV, all the other cuts which we considered can be easily applied. For

the above two final states we applied cuts only on p`T and p j
T . For final states, `−`++n-

jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET , b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET and b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET we used the same cuts

as in Tables. 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6 respectively.

We show the signal cross section and statistical significance with integrated luminosity

of 100 fb−1 in Fig. 4.12. We also show the required luminosity to achieve 3σ and 5σ

statistical significance in Fig. 4.13. The statistical significance has been calculated using
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Final States 1.1 TeV 1.2 TeV 1.3 TeV 1.4 TeV 1.5 TeV 1.6 TeV 1.7 TeV
`−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) 118 57 23 8 2.8 1.16 0.62
`−+n-jets(n ≥ 3) 6.56 2.36 1 0.5 0.32 0.23 0.18

`−`++n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET 2.88 1.38 0.57 0.23 0.102 0.057 0.039
b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET 0.21 0.08 0.03 0.012 0.007 0.003 0.0018

b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 0.522 0.175 0.063 0.025 0.013 0.008 0.006

Table 4.9: Cross-sections in fb, after all the cuts (except invariant LQ and right handed neutrinos
mass cut) as a function of LQ mass. Backgrounds are same as for 1.1 TeV, as the beam energies
are same.
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Figure 4.12: Left panel: The signal cross-section as a function of LQ mass for different final
states. Right panel: the significance with 100 fb−1 luminosity.

the following expression:

Ssig =
S

√
S + B

, (4.10)

where, S and B denote the number of signal and background events, respectively.

4.7 Results

We discuss the discovery prospect of LQ in the mass range 1.1-1.7 TeV at LHeC. We

have shown the significance for different final states with integrated luminosity 100 fb−1

and 1000 fb−1 for each LQ mass in the range 1.1-1.7 TeV in Table.4.10. The channel

`− + n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) is the most promising. For the final states `− + n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2),

even with integrated luminosity 2 fb−1, the statistical significance is 9.69σ for the LQ of

mass 1.1 TeV.
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Final States 1.1 TeV 1.2 TeV 1.3 TeV 1.4 TeV 1.5 TeV 1.6 TeV 1.7 TeV
`−+n-jets(1 ≤ n ≤ 2) 68 217 37 117 16 51 6 19 2 7 0.87 2.74 0.46 1.46
`−+n-jets(n ≥ 3) 4.8 15 1.74 5.5 0.74 2.35 0.37 1.17 0.24 0.75 0.23 0.54 0.13 0.42

`−`++n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET 12 39 7 22 3.2 10 1.4 4.4 0.62 1.98 0.35 1.12 0.24 0.76
b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET 4.5 14.4 2.8 8.9 1.7 5.4 1.06 3.3 0.8 2.5 0.5 1.5 0.35 1.12

b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET 7.2 22 4.15 13 2.46 7.8 1.5 4.77 1.04 3.3 0.78 2.48 0.65 2.1

Table 4.10: Significance for different final states with integrated luminosity L = 100 fb−1 (1st
column corresponding to each LQ mass) and L = 1000 fb−1 (2nd column corresponding to each
LQ mass) respectively for the LQ mass range [1.1-1.7]TeV.
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Figure 4.13: The required luminosity to achieve 3σ (left panel) and 5σ (right panel ) for different
final states.

For final states `− + n-jets(n ≥ 3) and `−`+ + n-jets(n ≥ 1) + /ET , statistical significance

drastically decreases with higher LQ masses. Similarly for the final states b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET

and b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET , in spite of small SM background, as the signal cross

section is itself small for higher LQ masses, its difficult to observe these final state for

higher LQ masses.

4.8 Summary

We study the discovery prospect of R̃2 class of LQ model at LHeC. The model contains

two LQs with Q = 2
3 , and Q = −1

3 . LQ with Q = 2
3 can be copiously produced at

LHeC, due to its interaction with the electron and down type quark. We study the pro-

duction and its decay to different final states, including a lepton and a jet, a jet and a

RH neutrino, and RH neutrino and a top quark. The typical production cross-section for
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e−p → l j, j N1, t̄N3 are 221, 242, 222 fb for MLQ = 1.1 TeV, MN1,3 = 150 GeV, and

the couplings Y11 = 0.3, Z33 = 1. The produced RH neutrino further decays and give

a plethora of model signatures. For the RH neutrinos, we adopt a model independent

framework, and a large active-sterile mixing to ensure its decay within the detector. For

the LQs, the higher production cross-section as well as the lower backgrounds at LHeC

result in a much higher statistical significance for few of the signals studied.

We have analysed a number of final states, including `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2), `± +

n-jets (n ≥ 3), `±`∓ + n-jets (n ≥ 1) + /ET , b̄`−τ−`+ + /ET , b̄`−τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET ,

b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) + /ET . Among these, the model signature `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2)

arises due to the direct decay of LQ to a lepton and a jet. All the other final states arise

due to the decay of LQ to a RH neutrino and a light jet, or to a RH neutrino and top quark,

with successive decays of RH neutrino, and t quark into SM states.

We find that, among all the above mentioned final states, `− + n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2) has the

highest discovery prospect even after giving a generic set of cuts. A LQ of mass upto

1.4 TeV in this channel can be discovered at more than 5σ C.L. with 100 fb−1 of data.

The LQs will also result in the enhancement of the RH neutrino production in association

with a light jet, or with top quark. If at LHeC the electron beam is polarized, the right

handed neutrino- light jet production cross-section can substantially increase [189, 190].

We find that among all the final states `− + n-jets(n ≥ 3), and b̄`+τ− + n-jets(n ≥ 2) + /ET

are the most optimal, after implementing the selection cuts judiciously. With 100 fb−1

integrated luminosity, for LQ mass 1.1 TeV, the expected number of events for the final

sates `− + n-jets(n ≥ 3), and b̄`+τ− + n-jets(n ≥ 2) + /ET are 104 and 180 respectively.





5 Probing right handed neutrinos

using fat jet signatures

The inclusion of heavy neutral leptons (right-handed neutrinos) to the Standard Model

(SM) particle content is one of the best motivated ways to account for the observed neu-

trino masses and flavor mixing. The modification of the charged and neutral currents

from active-sterile mixing of the neutral leptons can provide novel signatures which can

be tested at the future collider experiments. In this chapter, we explore the discovery

prospect of a very heavy right handed neutrino to probe such extensions at the future col-

lider experiments like Large Hadron electron Collider (LHeC) and linear collider. We

consider the production of the heavy neutrino via the t and s-channel processes and its

subsequent decays into the semi-leptonic final states. We specifically focus on the sce-

nario where the gauge boson produced from heavy neutrino decay is highly boosted,

leading to a fat-jet. We study the bounds on the sterile neutrino properties from several

past experiments and compare with our results.

1. We study the prospect of discovery of RHNs at LHeC considering the boosted objects

for the first time. In the LHeC we concentrate on the lepton number violating (LNV) and

lepton number conserving (LNC) channels to produce the RHN in association with a jet

( j1). Hence the RHN will decay into the dominant `W and the W will decay into a pair of

jets. The daughter W coming from the heavy RHN will be boosted and its hadronic decay

products, jets, of the W will be collimated such that they can form a fat jet (J).Hence a

89
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signal sample of `+ j1 + J can be studied thoroughly at this collider. In this process people

have mostly studied the lepton number conserving channel where as the lepton number

violating will be potentially background free. However, for clarity we study the combined

channel and the corresponding SM backgrounds. We consider two scenarios at the LHeC

where the electron and proton beams will have 60 GeV and 7 TeV energies where the

center of mass energy becomes
√

s = 1.3 TeV. We have also considered another center of

mass energy at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV where the proton beam energy is raised up to the 13.5

TeV. For both of the colliders we consider the luminosity at 1 ab−1. Here the RHN is a

first generation RHN (N1) and ` is electron (e). Finally we study up to 3 ab−1 luminosity.

2. At the linear collider the production of the RHNs is occurring from the s- and t- chan-

nel processes in association with a SM light neutrino (ν). We consider the linear collider

at two different center of mass energies, such as
√

s = 1 TeV and
√

s = 3 TeV which

can probe up to a high mass of the RHNs such as 900 GeV (at the 1 TeV linear collider)

and 2.9 TeV (at the 3 TeV linear collider) due to the almost constant cross section for the

Nν production. For both of the center of mass energies we consider 1 ab−1 luminosity.

Finally we study up to 3 (5) ab−1 luminosity for the 1 (3) TeV linear collider.

3. At this mass scale, the RHNs will be produced at rest, however, the daughter particles

can be sufficiently boosted. We consider N → `W,W → j j and N → hν,h → bb modes

at the linear collider where h is the SM Higgs boson. If the RHN is sufficiently heavy,

such the, MN ≥ 400 GeV, the W and h can be boosted because MW and Mh << MN

2 .

As a result W and h will produce a fat jet (J) and a fat b jet (Jb) respectively. Therefore

the signal will be ` + J plus missing momentum and Jb plus missing momentum in the

W and h modes respectively at the linear collider. Therefore studying the signals and the

backgrounds for each process we put the bounds in the mass- mixing plane of the RHNs.
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4. We want to comment that studying e−e+ → N2νµ/N3ντ mode in the Z mediated

s-channel will be interesting where N2(N3) will be the second (third) generation RHN.

Studying the signal events and the corresponding SM backgrounds one can also calculate

the limits on the mixing angles involved in these processes. Such a process will be propor-

tional to | VµN |
2 (| VτN |

2). In these processes the signal will be µ(τ) + j j plus missing

momentum followed by the decay of N2(N3) → µ j j (τ j j). One can also calculate the

bounds on the mass-mixing plane for different significances. A boosted analysis could be

interesting, however, a non-boosted study might be more useful as the cross-section goes

down with the rise in collider energy in these processes. Such signals can also be studied

if the RHNs can decay through the LFV modes, such as e−e+ → Nνe,N → µW,W → j j,

however, µ → eγ process will make this process highly constrained due to the strong

limit Br (µ+ → e+γ) < 4.2 × 10−13 at the 90% C. L. [224]. The corresponding limits on

τ are weaker [225, 226]. Such final states have been studied in [227] for MN = 150 GeV,

a high mass test with using boosted object will be interesting in future. A comprehensive

LHC study has been performed in [228].

5. The RHN produced at the linear collider may decay in to another interesting mode,

namely, N → Zν, Z → bb̄. Which can be another interesting channel where boosted

objects can be stated. However, precision measurements at the Z-boson resonance using

electron-positron colliding beams at LEP experiment strongly constrains Z boson current,

and hence, Zbb̄ coupling. This channel also suffers from larger QCD background com-

pared to the leptonic decay of Z boson, and hence, leptonic decay of Z boson has better

discovery prospect for this particular mode of RHN decay. On the other hand, SM Higgs

, h, mostly decays (∼ 60%) to bb̄ due to large hbb̄ coupling. Due to this, we focus on the

Higgs decay mode of RHN, N → hν,h → bb̄ to study the fat jet signature. We mainly

focus on the first two items.

This chapter is organised as follows. in Sec. 5.1, we calculate the production cross sec-

tions of heavy neutrino at different colliders. In Sec.5.2 we discuss the complete collider
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Figure 5.1: Production process, ep → N1 j1 , of the RHN at the LHeC through a t channel W
boson exchange.

study. In Sec. 5.3 we calculate the bounds on the mixing angles and compare them with

the existing results.

5.1 Heavy neutrino production

5.1.1 Production cross section at LHeC

The LHeC can produce the RHN in the process e p → N1 j1 through the t- channel

exchanging the W boson. In this case the first generation RHN (N1) will be produced.

The corresponding Feynman diagram is given in Fig. 5.1. The total differential production

cross section for this process is calculated as

dσ̂LHeC

d cos θ
= |VeN1 |

2 3.89 × 108

32π
3 ×

1
3

(1
2

)2 ( M2
inv − M2

N

M2
N

)
×

256C2
`
C2

q

( M2
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N

4

)
[
M2

N − 2
{ M2

inv

4

(
1 − cos θ

)}
+

M2
inv

4

(
1 + cos θ

)]2
+ Γ2

W M2
W

(5.1)

where
√

ŝ = Minv and C` = Cq =
g

2
3
2

. Performing the integration over cos θ between

[−1,1] we find the cross section as σ̂LHeC and finally convoluting the PDF (CTEQ5M)
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Figure 5.2: RHN production cross section at the LHeC considering e p → N1 j process for the
e p collider at

√
s = 1.3 TeV (LHeC, left panel) and

√
s = 1.8 TeV (HE-LHeC, right panel).

Figure 5.3: RHN production processes at the linear collider. The left panel is the dominant t
channel process and the right panel is s channel process to produce the e+e− → N1ν1. To produce
N2ν2 and N3ν3, the Z mediated s channel process will act.

[229] we get the total cross section as

σ =
∑

i

∫ 1

M2

E2
CM

dx qi (x,
√

xECM ) σ̂LHeC (
√

xECM ) (5.2)

where ECM is the center of mass energy of the LHeC and i runs over the quark flavors.

For different center of mass energies E will be different. In Fig. 5.2 we plot the total

production cross sections of N1 at the three different collider energies such as
√

s = 1.3

TeV (LHeC) and
√

s = 1.8 TeV (High Energy LHeC (HE-LHeC)) respectively. The

cross section in Fig. 5.2 is normalized by the square of the mixing |VeN1 |
2 to correspond

the maximum value for a fixed MN .
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5.1.2 Production cross section at linear collider

The linear collider can produce the heavy neutrino in the process e+e− → ν1N1 through

t and s-channels exchanging the W and Z bosons, respectively. The corresponding Feyn-

man diagrams are given in Fig. 5.3. The total differential production cross section for this

process is calculated as

dσILC

d cos θ
= |VeN1 |

2(3.89 × 108 pb) ×
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32π
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, (5.3)

where β = (s − M2
N )/(s + M2

N ),

C1 = −C2 =
g

2
√

2
, CAν = CVν =

g

4 cos θW
,

CAe =
g

2 cos θw

(
−

1
2

+ 2 sin2 θw

)
, CVe = −

g

4 cos θw
. (5.4)

The total production cross section for the process e+e− → ν1N1 from the t and s channel

processes at the linear collider at different center of mass energies are shown in Fig. 5.4.

The s channel Z mediated process can produce the second (third) generation of RHNs,

N2(N3) in association with ν2(ν3). The cross sections for different center of mass energies

have been given in Fig. 5.5. The cross section in this mode decreases with the increase

in the center of mass energy. Such modes can reach up to a cross section of 1 pb for

MN = 100 GeV at
√

s = 250 GeV. Consider the leading decay mode of the RHN into
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Figure 5.4: RHN production cross section at the linear collider considering e+e− → N1ν1 process
at the different center of mass energies.
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Figure 5.5: RHN production cross section at the linear collider considering e+e− → N2ν2 (N3ν3)
process at the different center of mass energies from the s channel Z boson exchange.

W and ` (µ, τ) followed by the hadronic decay of the W could be interesting to probe the

corresponding mixing angles. The cross sections in Figs. 5.4 and 5.5 are normalized by

the square of the mixing |VeN1 |
2 to correspond the maximum value for a fixed MN .

5.2 Collider Analysis

We implement our model in FeynRules [219], generate the UFO file of the model for

MadGraph5 [220] to calculate the signals and the backgrounds. Further we use PYTHIA6

[221] for LHeC and PYTHIA8 [230] for the linear colliders, where subsequent decay,

initial state radiation, final state radiation and hadronisation have been carried out. We

prefer the hadronic decay mode of the W where the jets can be collimated so that we

can call it a fat-jet (J). Such a topology is very powerful to discriminate the signal from
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Figure 5.6: e + J + j1 final state at the LHeC and HE-LHeC.

the SM backgrounds. We perform the detector simulation using DELPHES version 3.4.1

[231]. The detector card for the LHeC has been used from [232]. We use the ILD card

for the linear collider. In our analysis the jets are reconstructed by Cambridge-Achen

algorithm [233,234] implemented in Fastjet package [223,235] with the radius parameter

as R = 0.8.

We study the production of the first generation RHN (N1) and its subsequent leading

decay mode (e p → N1 j1,N1 → We,W → J) at the LHeC with
√

s = 1.3 TeV and 1.8

TeV center of mass energies. The corresponding Feynman diagram is given in Fig. 5.6.

We also study the RHN production at the linear collider (International Linear Collider,

ILC) at
√

s = 1 TeV and CLIC at
√

s = 3 TeV collider energies. However, for simplicity

we will use the term linear collider unanimously. At the linear collider we consider two

sets of signals after the production of the RHN, such that, e+ e− → N1 ν,N1 → We,W →

J and e+ e− → N1 ν,N1 → hν,h → Jb where Jb is a fat b-jet coming from the boosted

SM Higgs decay in the dominant mode. For the two types of colliders we consider 1000

fb−1 luminosity. The corresponding Feynman diagrams are given in Fig. 5.7. For the

analysis of signal and background events we use the following set of basic cuts,

1. Electrons in the final state should have the following transverse momentum (pe
T ) and

pseudo-rapidity (|ηe |) as pe
T > 10 GeV, |ηe | < 2.5.

2. Jets are ordered in pT , jets should have p j
T > 10 GeV and |η j | < 2.5.

3. Photons are counted if pγT > 10 GeV and |ηγ | < 2.5.

4. Leptons should be separated by ∆R`` > 0.2.
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Figure 5.7: e + J + pmiss
T and Jb + pmiss

T final states at the linear colliders.

5. The leptons and photons are separated by ∆R`γ > 0.3.

6. The jets and leptons should be separated by ∆R` j > 0.3.

7. Fat Jet is constructed with radius parameter R = 0.8.

5.2.1 LHeC analysis for the signal e−p→ j N1 → e± + J + j1

Producing N1 at the LHeC and followed by its decay into leading mode to study the

boosted objects, we consider the final state e± + J + j1. In this case we have two different

processes, one is them is the e+ + J + j1 and the other one is e− + J + j1. The first

one is the Lepton Number Violating (LNV) channel and the second one is the Lepton

Number Conserving (LNC). At the time of showing the results we combine LNV and

LNC channels to obtain the final state as e± + J + j1.

The LNV signal is almost background free until some e++jets events appear from some

radiations, however, that effect will be negligible. Therefore for completeness we include

the LNC channel where the leading SM backgrounds will come from e− j j j, e− j j and

e− j including initial state and final state radiations. For completeness we include both
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Figure 5.8: Transverse momentum distribution of the associated jet (p j1
T ) from the signal and

background events for MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV at the
√

s = 1.3 TeV LHeC (left panel) and
MN = 900 GeV and 1 TeV at the

√
s = 1.8 TeV LHeC (right panel).
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Figure 5.9: Transverse momentum distribution of the electron (peT ) from the signal and back-
ground events for MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV at the

√
s = 1.3 TeV LHeC (left panel) and

MN = 900 GeV and 1 TeV at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC (right panel).

of the LNV and LNC channels. Further we use the fat-jet algorithm to reduce the SM

backgrounds. We have shown the distributions of the transverse momentum of the leading

jet (p j1
T ), lepton (pe

T ) and fat-jet (pJ
T ) in Figs.5.8-5.10. The fat-jet mass distribution (MJ )

has been shown in Figs.5.11. The invariant mass distribution of the lepton and fat-jet

system (MeJ ) has been shown in Fig. 5.12. We have also compared the signals with the

corresponding SM backgrounds. As a sample we consider MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV

for
√

s = 1.3 TeV LHeC and MN = 900 GeV, 1 TeV at
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC as

shown in Figs.5.8-5.12. We have chosen MN = 400 GeV- 900 GeV for the 1.3 TeV
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Figure 5.10: Transverse momentum distribution of the fat jet (pJ
T ) from the signal and back-

ground events for MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV at the
√

s = 1.3 TeV LHeC (left panel) and
MN = 900 GeV and 1 TeV at the

√
s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC (right panel).
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Figure 5.11: Jet mass (MJ ) distribution of the fat jet from the signal and background events for
MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV at the

√
s = 1.3 TeV LHeC (left panel) and MN = 900 GeV and 1

TeV at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC (right panel).

LHeC and MN = 800 GeV- 1.5 TeV for the 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC. As benchmark points we

have chosen MN = 600 GeV, 700 GeV at the 1.3 TeV LHeC and MN = 900 GeV, 1.0 TeV

at the 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC after the basic cuts. In view of the distributions in Figs.5.8-5.12,

we have used the following advanced selection cuts to reduce the backgrounds:
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Figure 5.12: Invariant mass distribution of the fat jet and electron system (MeJ ) from the signal
and background events for MN = 600 GeV and 700 GeV at the

√
s = 1.3 TeV LHeC (left panel)

and MN = 900 GeV and 1 TeV at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC (right panel).

Advanced cuts for MN = 400 GeV -900 GeV at the
√

s = 1.3 TeV LHeC after the

detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for lepton and jet, pe±
T > 50 GeV.

2. Transverse momentum for fat-jet pJ
T > 175 GeV.

3. Fat-jet mass MJ > 70 GeV.

4. Invariant mass window of e± and fat-jet J, |MeJ − MN | ≤ 20 GeV.

We have noticed that MJ > 70 GeV cuts out the low energy peaks (MJ ≤ 25 GeV) which

come from the hadronic activity of the low energy jets. Similarly, the pJ
T and pe

T cuts are

also very effective. Due to the presence of the RHN, these distributions from the signal

will be in the high values than the SM backgrounds. Therefore selecting such cuts at high

values, as we have done here, will be extremely useful to reduce the SM backgrounds.

We have noticed that e j background can completely be reduced with the application of the

kinematic cuts on pe
T , pJ

T and MJ . It is difficult to obtain a fat jet from this process because

the t channel exchange of the Z boson and photon will contribute to this process, however,

the other low-energy jets may come from the radiations at the initial and final states. These

jets do not help to make the fat jets sufficiently energetic. Therefore pJ
T > 175 GeV (pJ

T >

400 GeV) at the LHeC (HE-LHeC) are very useful. Similarly the e j j j is the irreducible



5.2 Collider Analysis 101

Cuts Signal Background Total
MN1 = 600 GeV MN1 = 700 GeV e j j j e j j

Basic Cuts 645,860 261,254 70,029,800 189,689,000 259,718,800
pJ

T > 175 GeV 476,640 214,520 295,658 338,720 634,378
MJ > 70 GeV 356,350 160,017 35,244 17,520 52,764
pe

T > 50 GeV 356,126 159,918 33,286 17,520 50,806
|MeJ − MN | ≤ 20 GeV 304,457 129,690 7 1 8

Table 5.1: Cut flow of the signal and background events for the final state e±+J+ j1 for MN = 600
GeV and 700 GeV with

√
s = 1.3 TeV LHeC where the signal events are normalized by the square

of the mixing.

Cuts Signal Background Total
MN1 = 900 GeV MN1 = 1 TeV e j j j e j j

Basic Cuts 427,311 207,015 108,243,000 273,410,000 381,653,000
pJ

T > 400 GeV 158,694 110,289 12,225 12,450 24,675
MJ > 70 GeV 145,558 96,787 4,596 4,150 8,746
pe

T > 250 GeV 144,997 96,487 4,596 4,150 8,746
|MeJ − MN | ≤ 20 GeV 119,659 71,490 3 1 4

Table 5.2: Cut flow of the signal and background events for the final state e±+J+ j1 for MN = 900
GeV and 1.0 TeV with

√
s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC where the signal events are normalized by the

square of the mixing.

background in this case which will contribute most among the backgrounds. Whereas e j j

is the second leading background in this case. However, both of these backgrounds can

be reduced using the invariant mass cut of the RHN. As the RHN will decay according

to N → eJ, therefore the invariant mass of the eJ system with an window of 20 GeV

(|MeJ − MN | ≤ 20 GeV) will be extremely useful to reduce the backgrounds further in

these colliders. In Tab. 5.1 we have given the two benchmark scenarios at the 1.3 TeV

LHeC where the signal events are normalized by the square of the mixing.

Advanced cuts for MN = 800 GeV − 1.5 TeV at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC after

the detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for lepton, pe±
T > 250 GeV.

2. Transverse momentum for fat-jet pJ
T > 400 GeV.

3. Fat-jet mass MJ > 70 GeV.

4. Invariant mass window of e± and fat-jet J, |MeJ − MN | ≤ 20 GeV.
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We have chosen MN = 900 GeVand 1 TeV at the
√

s = 1.8 TeV HE-LHeC. The cor-

responding signals normalized by the square of the mixing and the SM backgrounds are

listed in Tab. 5.2. Due to the heavier mass range of the RHN, we have chosen stronger

cuts for the transverse momenta of the electron and fat-jet which became useful to reduce

the backgrounds.

5.2.2 Linear collider analysis for the signal e± + J + pmiss
T

In linear collider we study e± + J + pmiss
T signal from the leading decay mode of the RHN

at the 1 TeV and 3 TeV center of mass energy. The corresponding distributions for two

benchmark points for MN = 500 GeV, 800 GeV at
√

s = 1 TeV and MN = 800 GeV, 2 TeV

at
√

s = 3 TeV linear colliders are given in Figs.5.13-5.17 after the basic cuts. We perform

a complete cut based analysis for the signal and the SM backgrounds. In this process

we have νeeW as the leading background where as WW , Z Z and tt̄ are other important

backgrounds. We have shown the missing momentum (pmiss
T ), transverse momenta of
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Figure 5.13: Missing momentum distribution of the signal and background events for MN = 500
GeV and 800 GeV at the

√
s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 800 GeV and 2 TeV at the

√
s = 3

TeV (right panel) linear colliders.

the electron pe
T and fat-jet pJ

T in Figs. 5.13-5.15 for the linear colliders. The fat-jet mass

MJ distribution has been shown in Fig. 5.16. We construct the polar angle variable in

Fig. 5.17 for the electron (fat jet), cos θe(cos θJ ) where θe(J) = tan−1
[ pe(J )

T

pe(J )
z

]
, where pe(J)

z



5.2 Collider Analysis 103

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0.02

0.025

100 200 300 400 500 600

1 σ
d
σ

d
p
e T
[G

eV
−
1
]

peT [GeV]

500 GeV
800 GeV

νeeW
WW

ZZ → ννjj
ZZ → eejj

tt̄

0

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.01

0.012

200 400 600 800 1000 1200

1 σ
d
σ

d
p
e T
[G

eV
−
1
]

peT [GeV]

2 TeV
800 GeV

νeeW
WW

ZZ → ννjj
ZZ → eejj

tt̄

Figure 5.14: Transverse momentum distribution of the electron (peT ) from the signal and back-
ground events for MN = 500 GeV and 800 GeV at the

√
s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 800

GeV and 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV (right panel) linear colliders.
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Figure 5.15: Transverse momentum distribution of the fat jet (pJ
T ) from the signal and back-

ground events for MN = 500 GeV and 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 800
GeV and 2 TeV at the

√
s = 3 TeV linear colliders.

is the z component of the three momentum of the electron (fat jet). This is a very effective

cut which reduces the SM background significantly. In view of these distributions, we

have used the following advanced selection cuts to reduce the backgrounds:

Advanced cuts for MN = 400 GeV-900 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider

after the detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for fat-jet pJ
T > 150 GeV for MN mass range 400 GeV-600 GeV

and pJ
T > 250 GeV for MN mass range 700 GeV-900 GeV.
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Figure 5.16: Jet mass (MJ ) distribution of the fat jet from the signal and background events for
MN = 500 GeV and 800 GeV at the

√
s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 800 GeV and 2 TeV at

the
√

s = 3 TeV (right panel) linear colliders.
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Figure 5.17: cos θJ (e) distributions for the J (e) in the first row (second row) for the 1 TeV (left
column) and 3 TeV (right column) linear colliders.
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Cuts Signal Background Total
νeeW WW Z Z tt̄

Basic Cuts 12,996,200 201,586 72,244 7,200 4,300 285,330
|cos θJ | ≤ 0.85 12,789,800 148,802 44,910 3,800 4,100 201,600
|cos θe | ≤ 0.85 12,671,800 79,008 40,574 2,800 3,900 126,280
pJ

T > 150 GeV 12,308,300 70,669 40,490 2,300 3,200 116,660
MJ > 70 GeV 10,923,100 62,303 37,043 2,100 2,300 103,700
p`T > 100 GeV 10,714,500 57,076 33,488 1,400 1,530 93,400

Table 5.3: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state e± + J + pmiss
T for

MN = 500 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the square
of the mixing.

Cuts Signal Background Total
νeeW WW Z Z tt̄

Basic Cuts 8,684,990 201,586 72,244 7,200 4,300 285,330
|cos θJ | ≤ 0.85 8,649,570 148,802 44,910 3,800 4,100 201,600
|cos θe | ≤ 0.85 8,618,420 79,008 40,574 2,800 3,900 126,280
pJ

T > 250 GeV 7,681,440 59,001 40,329 2,303 2,720 104,354
MJ > 70 GeV 7,176,280 53,990 36,997 2,187 2,282 95,437
p`T > 200 GeV 7,080,200 38,729 26,208 942 613 66,493

Table 5.4: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state e± + J + pmiss
T for

MN = 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the square
of the mixing.

2. Transverse momentum for leading lepton pe±
T > 100 GeV for MN mass range 400

GeV-600 GeV and pe±
T > 200 GeV for MN mass range 700 GeV-900 GeV.

3. Polar angle of lepton and fat-jet |cos θe | < 0.85, |cos θJ | < 0.85.

4. Fat-jet mass MJ > 70 GeV.

We have tested MN = 400 GeV to 900 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV at the linear collider.

Hence we consider two benchmark points at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider such as

MN = 500 GeV and 800 GeV. The cut flow for the
√

s = 1 TeV are given in the Tabs. 5.3

and 5.4 respectively. We have noticed that cos θe(J) is a very important kinematic variable

and setting | cos θe(J) | < 0.85 puts a very strong cut for the SM backgrounds. The MJ >

70 GeV is also effective to cut out the low mass peaks (1 GeV ≤ MJ ≤ 25 GeV ) from

the low energy jets.
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Cuts Signal Background Total
νeeW WW Z Z tt̄

Basic Cuts 21,789,900 193,533 12,135 1,361 271 207,301
|cos θJ | ≤ 0.85 13,599,300 126,980 4,766 406 215 132,367
|cos θe | ≤ 0.85 12,163,300 21,110 4,609 390 195 26,304
pJ

T > 250 GeV 12,083,500 18,619 4,607 390 189 23,807
MJ > 70 GeV 11,287,000 17,442 4,411 385 176 22,416
p`T > 200 GeV 11,094,300 16,915 4,108 343 104 21,470

Table 5.5: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state e± + J + pmiss
T for

MN = 800 GeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the square
of the mixing.

Advanced cuts for MN = 700 GeV-2.9 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider after

the detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for fat-jet pJ
T > 250 GeV for the MN mass range 700 GeV-900

GeV and pJ
T > 400 GeV for MN mass range 1 − 2.9 TeV.

2. Transverse momentum for leading lepton pe±
T > 200 GeV for MN mass range 700−900

GeV and pe±
T > 250 GeV for MN mass range 1 − 2.9 TeV.

3. Polar angle of lepton and fat-jet |cos θe | < 0.85, |cos θJ | < 0.85.

4. Fat-jet mass MJ > 70 GeV.

We have tested MN = 700 GeV to 2.9 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV at the linear collider. Hence

we consider two benchmark points at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider such as MN = 800

GeV and 2 TeV. The cut flow for the benchmark points at the
√

s = 3 TeV are given in

the Tabs. 5.5 and 5.6 respectively. At the 3 TeV we see almost the same behavior for

the kinematic variables as we noticed at the 1 TeV case except the pT distributions of the

electron and fat jet. At this point we must mention that the backgrounds like Z Z and

tt̄ can have more than one lepton in the final state which has been efficiently vetoed to

reduce the effect.
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Cuts Signal Background Total
νeeW WW Z Z tt̄

Basic Cuts 13,822,500 193,533 12,135 1,382 271 207,322
|cos θJ | ≤ 0.85 12,701,600 126,980 4,766 412 215 132,374
|cos θe | ≤ 0.85 12,647,200 21,110 4,609 396 195 26,310
pJ

T > 400 GeV 12,611,000 15,737 4,605 396 184 20,923
MJ > 70 GeV 12,015,600 14,889 4,410 391 175 19,865
p`T > 250 GeV 11,987,000 14,184 4,010 336 10 18,630

Table 5.6: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state e± + J + pmiss
T for

MN = 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the square of
the mixing.

5.2.3 Linear collider analysis for the signal Jb + pmiss
T

Considering the N → hν,h → Jb mode at the linear collider we obtain the Jb + pmiss
T final

state. For this final state the dominant SM backgrounds come from the processes hν` ν̄`

and Zν` ν̄`. Backgrounds can also come from the intermediate processes Z Z and Z H .

We have generated the background events combining all these processes in MadGraph

for our analysis. In Figs.5.18, 5.19 and 5.20, we plot the missing momentum (pmiss
T ),
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Figure 5.18: pmiss
T distribution of the signal and background events for MN = 700 GeV and 800

GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 1.5 TeV and 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV (right
panel) linear colliders.

transverse momentum of the fat-b jet pJb
T and jet mass of the fat-b jet (MJb ) distributions

for MN = 700 GeV and 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider and MN = 1.5 TeV

and 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider. In view of these distributions, we have used
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Figure 5.19: Transverse momentum distribution of Jb (pJb
T ) from the signal and background

events for MN = 700 GeV and 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 1.5 TeV and 2
TeV at the

√
s = 3 TeV (right panel) linear colliders.
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Figure 5.20: Fat b-Jet mass (MJb ) distribution from the signal and background events for MN =

700 GeV and 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV (left panel) and MN = 1.5 TeV and 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV (right panel) linear colliders.

the following advanced selection cuts to reduce the SM background:

Advanced cuts for MN = 400 GeV- 900 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider

after the detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for Jb, pJb
T > 250 GeV.

2. Fat-b mass, MJb > 115 GeV.

3. Missing energy, pmiss
T > 150 GeV.

We consider two benchmark points such as MN = 700 GeV and 800 GeV at the 1 TeV
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Cuts Signal Background
MN = 700 GeV MN = 800 GeV

Basic Cuts 1,288,150 1,248,340 19,300
pmiss

T > 150 GeV 1,239,440 1,223,480 8,373
pJb

T > 250 GeV 1,100,790 1,153,650 4,239
MJb > 115 GeV 609,330 661,258 855

Table 5.7: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state Jb + pmiss
T for MN =

700 GeV and 800 GeV at the
√

s = 1 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the
square of the mixing.

linear collider to produce the boosted Higgs from RHNs. The cut flow has been shown in

Tab. 5.7. The b-jets are coming from the SM h as the MJb distribution peaks at the Higgs

mass for the signal at the linear colliders. As a result MJb > 115 GeV sets a strong cut on

the SM backgrounds.

Advanced cuts for the MN = 1 TeV -2.9 TeV for the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider

after the detector simulation

1. Transverse momentum for fat-b (Jb), pJb
T > 350 GeV.

2. Fat-b mass, MJb > 115 GeV.

3. Missing energy, pmiss
T > 175 GeV.

We consider two benchmark points such as MN = 1.5 TeV and 2 TeV at the 3 TeV linear

collider for the boosted Higgs production from the RHN. The cut flow has been shown in

Tab. 5.8. The b-jets are coming from the SM h as the MJb distribution peaks at the Higgs

mass for the signal at the linear colliders. As a result MJb > 115 GeV sets a strong cut

on the SM backgrounds. We also consider a strong pJb
T > 350 GeV cut for the high mass

RHNs at the 3 TeV collider. In this work, we adopt a minimalistic approach and consider

a flat 70% tagging efficiency for each of the daughter b jets coming from the Higgs decay.
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Cuts Signal Background
MN = 1.5 TeV MN = 2 TeV

Basic Cuts 5,077,160 4,043,130 74,245
pmiss

T > 175 GeV 5,005,240 4,011,420 39,231
pJb

T > 350 GeV 4,731,550 3,902,490 15,327
MJb > 115 GeV 2,961,620 2,479,960 3,740

Table 5.8: Cut flow for the signal and background events for the final state Jb + pmiss
T for MN =

1.5 TeV and 2 TeV at the
√

s = 3 TeV linear collider. The signal events are normalized by the
square of the mixing.

5.3 Current bounds

The bounds on the light-heavy neutrino mixing for the electron flavor comes from a va-

riety of searches. As we are interested on the RHN of mass MN ≥ 100 GeV, therefore

we will compare our results with such bounds which are important for that mass range.

The Electroweak Precision Data (EWPD) bounds have been calculated in [120, 236, 237]

which obtains the bound on |VeN |
2 as 1.681 × 10−3 at the 95% C. L., the LEP2 [238],

calculated at the 95% C.L., bounds are rather weaker except MN = 108 GeV where it

touches the EWPD line. The strongest bounds are coming from the GERDA [121] 0ν2β

study where the limits as calculated in [148] up to MN = 959 GeV. The lepton universality

limits from [138] set bounds on |VeN |
2 at 6.232 × 10−4 up to MN = 1 TeV at the 95% C.

L. These bounds are plotted in Figs. 5.21 -5.26.

Apart from the above mentioned indirect searches, the recent collider searches for the

LHC also set bounds |VeN |
2 at the

√
s = 8 TeV at 95% C. L. from same sign dilepton

plus dijet search. The bounds on |VeN |
2 from ATLAS (ATLAS8-ee) [147] and CMS

(CMS8 − ee) [199] are obtained at 23.3 fb−1 and 19.7 fb−1 luminosities respectively for

the e±e± + 2 j sample. The ATLAS limit is weaker than the CMS limits for 100 GeV

≤ MN ≤ 500 GeV. The LHC has also published the recent results at
√

s = 13 TeV

with 35.9 fb−1 luminosity which set stronger bounds on |VeN |
2 than the previous direct

searches for 100 GeV ≤ MN ≤ 500 GeV. The bounds on |VeN |
2 from the e±e± + 2 j signal

in CMS (CMS13-ee) [201] and from trilepton search at CMS (CMS13-3`) [200] are also
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Figure 5.21: The prospective upper limits on |VeN |
2 at the 1.3 TeV LHeC (blue band) and 1.8

TeV HE-LHeC (red band) at the 1 ab−1 luminosity compared to EWPD, LEP2, GERDA, ATLAS
(ATLAS8-ee), CMS (CMS8− ee) at the 8 TeV LHC, 13 TeV CMS search for e±e± + 2 j (CMS13-
ee) and 13 TeV CMS search for 3` (CMS13-ee) respectively.

competitive, however, weaker than the EWPD for 100 GeV ≤ MN ≤ 1.2 TeV. These

limits are also plotted in Figs. 5.21 -5.26.

We have explored that at the LHeC with
√

s = 1.3 TeV collider energy and 1 ab−1 lu-

minosity, the bound on |VeN |
2 for MN = 600 GeV with 1-σ C.L. is better than the 0ν2β

limit from GERDA-low where as MN ≥ 959 GeV at 1-σ limit can be probed better than

the GERDA-low and high limit [121, 148]. The GERDA limits are stronger for the MN

benchmarks we have studied. The results have been shown in Fig. 5.21. In the same

figure we show the bounds obtained from the HE-LHeC with
√

s = 1.8 TeV collider

energy and 1 ab −1 luminosity. In this case the current GERDA bounds are stronger up to

MN = 959 GeV [121, 148]. At the HE-LHeC RHN up to MN = 1.2 TeV can be probed

at 5-σ and these bounds could be stronger than the limits obtained from the EWPD-e

limit [120, 236, 237]. The improved scenario at the 3 ab−1 luminosity for the LHeC and

HE-LHeC are shown in Figs. 5.22.

At the linear collider we have explored two sets of signals. one is the e + J + pmiss
T and
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Figure 5.22: Same as Fig. 5.21 with 3 ab−1 luminosity at the 1.3 TeV LHeC and 1.8 TeV HE-
LHeC.

the other one is Jb + pmiss
T . Using e + J + pmiss

T signal at the 1 TeV linear collider we

have probed RHNs between 400 GeV ≤ MN ≤ 900 GeV at 5-σ but the 0ν2β limit from

GERDA [148] is stronger than this result for MN ≤ 959 GeV, however, the bounds on

|VeN |
2 for the RHNs heavier than 1 TeV can be probed at 5-σ significance or more at

the linear collider with the 3 TeV center of mass energy. In this case apart from the fat

jet properties, the polar angle cut for the leptons worked nicely. The results are shown in

Fig. 5.23. We have also studied the linear colliders at 1(3) TeV center of mass energy with

3(5) ab−1 luminosity. We can find the improved results in Fig. 5.24. Using the Jb + pmiss
T

signal we did a complementarity check where MN ≥ 1 TeV can be probed better than

GERDA [148] at 5-σ significance or more at the 3 TeV linear collider. The linear collider

can probe |VeN |
2 down to O(10−5) for MN = 1.35 TeV at 3 TeV, however, compared

to this the bounds obtained at the 1 TeV linear collider are weaker. The corresponding

bounds at the
√

s = 1 TeV and 3 TeV linear collider are plotted in Figs. 5.23 and 5.25.

The red (blue) band represents the bounds on |VeN |
2 at 1 TeV (3 TeV) linear collider at

different confidence levels. Comparing the bounds between the final states e + J + pmiss
T
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Figure 5.23: The prospective upper limits on |VeN |
2 at the 1 TeV (red band) and 3 TeV (blue

band) linear colliders at the 1 ab−1 luminosity for e + J + pmiss
T signal compared to EWPD, LEP2,

GERDA, ATLAS (ATLAS8-ee), CMS (CMS8 − ee) at the 8 TeV LHC, 13 TeV CMS search for
e±e± + 2 j (CMS13-ee) and 13 TeV CMS search for 3` (CMS13-ee) respectively.

and Jb + pmiss
T we find that the former one puts slightly stronger limits on |VeN |

2. The

results are shown in Fig. 5.25. We have also studied the linear colliders at 1(3) TeV

center of mass energy with 3(5) ab−1 luminosity. We can find the improved results in

Fig. 5.26. Finally we comment that our results at the linear collider are stronger than the

limits obtained from the EWPD-e [120, 236, 237] throughout the study.

5.4 Summary

We have studied the RHNs which can be responsible for the generation of the tiny light

neutrino masses. We have calculated the production cross sections for the RHNs at the

LHeC and linear collider at various center of mass energies and have tested the discovery

prospects of these RHNs. We have chosen
√

s = 1.3 TeV and 1.8 TeV for the LHeC

and
√

s = 1 TeV and 3 TeV for the linear collider. We have considered the sufficiently

heavy mass range of the RHNs. These RHNs can decay dominantly into `W mode. A
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Figure 5.24: Same as Fig. 5.23 with 3(5) ab−1 luminosity at the 1(3) TeV linear collider.
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Figure 5.25: The prospective upper limits on |VeN |
2 at the 1 TeV (red band) and 3 TeV (blue

band) linear colliders at the 1 ab−1 luminosity for Jb + pmiss
T signal compared to EWPD, LEP2,

GERDA, ATLAS (ATLAS8-ee), CMS (CMS8 − ee) at the 8 TeV LHC, 13 TeV CMS search for
e±e± + 2 j (CMS13-ee) and 13 TeV CMS search for 3` (CMS13-ee) respectively.
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Figure 5.26: Same as Fig. 5.25 with 3(5) ab−1 luminosity at the 1(3) TeV linear collider.

massive RHN can sufficiently boost the W such that its hadronic decay modes can form a

fat-jet. Therefore we study e + j1 + J and e + J + pmiss
T at the LHeC and linear collider

respectively. Similarly we consider another interesting mode N → hν,h → bb where a

boosted SM Higgs can produce a fat b-jet and test the Jb + pmiss
T final state at the linear

collider. Simulating the events and passing through the selection cuts for the different

colliders we calculate the bounds on |VeN |
2 at different luminosities and compare with

the existing bounds. We conclude that MN ≥ 959 GeV can be successfully probed at the

1.8 TeV at the at 5-σ C. L. with 1 ab−1 and 3 ab−1 luminosities respectively. Whereas

MN ≤ 2.9 TeV can be probed at the 3 TeV linear collider with more than 5-σ C.L using

the e + J + pmiss
T signal. A complementary signal of Jb + pmiss

T can be useful, too but this

is weaker than the bounds obtained by the e + J + pmiss
T final state.





6 Conclusions and Outlook

The neutrino mass mechanism is still unknown. There are many possible models pro-

posed in the literature, some of which have been discussed in this thesis. Different models

predict different mass ranges of sterile neutrinos. We have concentrated on models in

which sterile neutrinos are Majorana, although there are many neutrino mass models with

Dirac sterile neutrinos also.

In this thesis, we study in detail few three and four body LNV meson decays in the context

of type-I seesaw and MLRSM. From non-observation of these decay modes, we derive

constraints on active-sterile neutrino mixing angles or on the right handed gauge boson

mass MWR , as function of sterile neutrino mass MN in the mass range 100 MeV - 6 GeV.

We obtain tight exclusion curves for the mixing elements |VeN |
2, |VµN |

2, |VeNVµN |. We

further obtain exclusion curves for |VeNVτN |, |VµNVτN |, on which bounds exist only from

tau decays. Most importantly we derive upper limits for |VτN |
2 in the mass range (0.3-

5) GeV, where it had been so far unconstrained. We find that the ongoing experiment

NA62 can provide the limit MWR > 4.6 TeV corresponding to MN1 ∼ 0.38 GeV), which

is tighter than the present collider constraint on WR. We also find that the future experi-

ment SHiP will result in a far more stringent bound MWR > 18.4 TeV for MN ∼ 1.46 GeV,

than other existing bounds from collider and neutrinoless double beta decay searches.

We also study heavy neutrino production through a scalar LQ R̃2 at the proposed a ep col-

117
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lider LHeC and study many possible final states emerging from the decay of this heavy

neutrino using cut based analyses. As the heavy neutrino production in this model is in-

dependent of mixing angle, the production cross-section is large and greatly improves the

discovery potential of heavy neutrinos. We find that final state `−+ n-jets (1 ≤ n ≤ 2) has

the highest discovery prospect and a LQ mass upto 1.4 TeV can be discovered at more

than 5σ C.L. with 100 fb−1 data. Among all the final states, which are coming from the

channel j N1, the final states `− + n-jets (n ≥ 3) and b̄`+τ− + n-jets (n ≥ 2) are the most

optimal.

Finally, we study the discovery prospects of very heavy RHNs using fatjet signature at

LHeC and linear collider. The gauge boson W or the Higgs boson h produced from very

heavy RHNs is highly boosted and as a result the hadronic decay products will be highly

collimated to give a fatjet. We show that using the fatjet high pT and mass distributions

we can significantly reduce the SM background which enhances the discovery prospects

of these heavy RHNs. We find that the final state e + j1 + J at HE-LHeC and e + J + pmiss
T

at the linear collider, can give stronger limits on the mixing angle |VeN |
2 than the lim-

its obtained from the EWPD-e limit for the mass range 1 TeV ≤ MN ≤ 1.2 TeV and

1 TeV ≤ MN ≤ 2.9 TeV respectively.

It is important to discover whether neutrinos are Majorana or Dirac fermions and the

absolute scale of neutrino masses. The possible clue can come from the 0ν β β and from

the cosmological observations. Nature of neutrinos and the absolute scale of neutrino

masses will determine the direction of neutrino mass model building and the scale of new

physics. Searches for sterile neutrinos including majorana sterile neutrinos need to be

performed at all possible scales, as their discovery may provide hints of the new physics

responsible for neutrino mass generation. The LNV meson decays are sensitive for the

searches of low mass right handed neutrinos (in the few 100 MeV-few GeV range) and
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are complementary to collider searches which are sensitive to few hundred GeV to TeV

mass neutrinos. One can expect to observe these meson decays at experiments like NA62,

SHiP, LHCb, FCC-ee and Belle-II due to large number of mesons production. For the

mass range of 100 GeV or beyond, RH neutrinos can be searched for more easily at the

proposed e+e− (ILC) or e−p (LHeC) colliders compared to pp and pp̄ colliders, due to

smaller background.
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A Kinematics of four-body decay

B−c → B̄s
0
`−1`
−
2π

+

To describe the kinematics of four-body decays, five independent variables are required.

We choose the independent variables to be, M2
12, M2

34, θ12, θ34 and φ, which for the pro-

cesses, B−c (p) → B
0
s (k1)`−1 (k2)`−2 (k3)π+(k4) or B−c (p) → J/ψ(k1)`−1 (k2)`−2 (k3)π+(k4)

are defined as:

M2
12 = (k1 + k2)2 ; M2

34 = (k3 + k4)2 ; cosθ12 =
v̂.~k1

| ~k1 |
; cosθ34 =

−v̂.~k3

| ~k3 |
, (A.1)

B
0
s (J/ψ)`1 and `2π

+ pair goes back to back in the Bc rest frame and we define the direction

of B
0
s (J/ψ)`1 as v̂ and direction of `2π

+ as −v̂. φ is the angle between the normals to the

planes defined in the Bc rest frame by the B
0
s (J/ψ)`1 pair and the `2π

+ pair. The ranges

of the angular variables are 0 ≤ θ12 ≤ π, 0 ≤ θ34 ≤ π, and −π ≤ φ ≤ π. To evaluate the

decay rate for the 4-body LNV B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ mode, the mod squared of the matrix

element specified in eqn. (2.6) is expressed in terms of the dot products of the momenta

123



124 Kinematics of four-body decay B−c → B̄s
0
`−1 `
−
2 π

+

1234 BC

Bs

l

l

1

2

−

−

v^

−

+

−0

k

k
k

k
1

2

3

4

Figure A.1: Kinematics of four-body decays B−c → B
0
s`
−
1 `
−
2 π

+ in the Bc rest frame.

of the final state particles as:

∑
|M |2= G4

Fm2
N | Vcs |

2 | Vud |
2 | V`1 NV`2 N |

2 f 2
π

π
mN ΓN

δ
(
p2

N − m2
N

)
(8

(
F2

+ + 2F+F− + F2
−

)
(m2

4m2 (k2.k3) − 2m2 (k2.k4) (k3.k4) + 4
(
k2.p

)
(k3.k4)

(
k4.p

)
−2m2

4
(
k2.p

) (
k3.p

)
) + 8

(
F2

+ − 2F+F− + F2
−

)
(m2

4m2
1 (k2.k3) − 2m2

1 (k2.k4) (k3.k4)

+4 (k1.k2) (k3.k4) (k4.k1) − 2m2
4 (k1.k2) (k1.k3)) + 16

(
F2

+ − F2
−

)
(m2

4 (k2.k3)
(
p.k1

)
−2 (k2.k4) (k3.k4)

(
p.k1

)
+ 2

(
p.k2

)
(k3.k4) (k1.k4) − m2

4
(
p.k2

)
(k1.k3) + 2 (k1.k2) (k3.k4)(

p.k4
)
− m2

4 (k1.k2)
(
p.k3

)
)) + (k2 ↔ k3, m2 ↔ m3) . (A.2)
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Following are the explicit form of the four momenta of the final state particles B
0
s (k1),

`−1 (k2), `−2 (k3) and π+ (k4) in the Bc rest frame,

p = [m,0,0,0]; (A.3)

k µ1 =
[
√
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34

+
-

sin(θ34) cos(φ),−
1
2

M34λ
1
2 *

,
1,

m2
3

M2
34

,
m2

4

M2
34

+
-

sin(θ34) sin(φ),

−
1
2

√
M2

34 + X2 cos(θ34)λ
1
2 *

,
1,

m2
3

M2
34

,
m2

4

M2
34

+
-
−

X
2M2

34

(
M2

34 + m2
4 − m2

3

) ]
; (A.7)
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0
`−1 `
−
2 π

+

where X = 1
2λ

1
2

(
1,

M2
12

m2 ,
M2

34
m2

)
. The results for B−c → J/ψ`−1 `

−
2 π

+ are obtained in an

analogous way, although they are a bit more complicated due to the additional form factors

involved in the pseudoscalar to vector meson transition.



B Partial decay widths of RH

neutrino Ni in LRSM

The different partial decay widths of the RH neutrinos Ni are

Γ(N j → `−P+) =
G2

F M3
Nj

16π
f 2

p
���Vqq̄′

���
2
( ���S`1 Nj

���
2

FP (x`, xP) +
���V`1 Nj

���
2
ξ4

1 FP (x`, xP)

+ 4Re
[
S`1 NjV`1 Nj

]
ξ2

1 x`x2
Pλ

1
2
(
1, x2

` , x
2
P

) )
;

Γ
(
N j → `−V+

)
=

G2
F M3

Nj

16π
f 2
V

���Vqq̄′
���
2
( ���S`1 Nj

���
2

FV (x`, xV ) +
���V`1 Nj

���
2
ξ4

1 FV (x`, xV )

− 12Re
[
S`1 NjV`1 Nj

]
ξ2

1 x`x2
V λ

1
2
(
1, x2

` , x
2
V

) )
;

Γ
(
N j → ν`P0

)
=

G2
F M3

Nj

4π
f 2

P

∑
i

|U`i |
2 ���S`1 Nj

���
2
(
K2

P + K
′2
P ξ

4
2 − 2KPK

′

Pξ
2
2

)
FP

(
xν` , xP

)
;

Γ
(
N j → ν`V 0

)
=

G2
F M3

Nj

4π
f 2
V

∑
i

|U`i |
2 ���S`1 Nj

���
2
(
K2

V + K
′2
V ξ

4
2 − 2KV K

′

V ξ
2
2

)
FV

(
xν` , xP

)
;

In the above, fP and fV are the decay constants for the pseudoscalar and vector mesons

respectively. The values used for these are taken from PDG [129].

Γ
(
N j → `−1 `

+
2 ν`2

)
=

G2
F M5

Nj

16π3

( ���S`1 Nj

���
2 ∑

i

��U`2i��2 I1
(
x`1 , xν`2

, x`2

)
+

���V`1 Nj

���
2 ∑

i

��T`2i��2 ξ4
1

I1
(
x`1 , xν`2

, x`2

)
− 8Re

(
S∗`1 Nj

V ∗`1 Nj

∑
i

U`2iT`2i
)
ξ2

1 I3
(
x`1 , xν`2

, x`2

) )
;
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Γ
(
N j → ν`2`

−
2 `

+
2

)
=

G2
F M5

Nj

16π3

( ���S`2 Nj

���
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i

��U`2i��2
[
I1

(
xν`2

, x`2 , x`2

)
+ 2

(
(g`V )2 + (g`A)2

)
I1

(
xν`2

, x`2 , x`2

)
+ 2

(
(g`V )2 − (g`A)2

)
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, x`2 , x`2

)
+ 2

(
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`
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(
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���V`2 Nj

���
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V ∗`2 Nj

∑
i
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(
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)
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`
V )I1

(
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(
xν`2

, x`2 , x`2
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− 8Re
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(
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1
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1
4

(g`V + g`A)

I4
(
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;

Γ
(
N j → ν`1`

−
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+
2

)
=

G2
F M5

Nj

8π3
���S`1 Nj

���
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i

��U`1i��2
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(g`V )2 + (g`A)2) I1
(
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) ] ]
.

In the above decay mode `1 , `2.

Γ
(
N j → ν`νν

)
=

G2
F M5

Nj

192π3
���S`Nj

���
2 ∑

i

|U`i |
2
(
1 − sin2θwξ

2
2

)2
,
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where ξ1 =
MWL

MWR
, ξ2 =

MZ

MZ ′
, xi =

mi

MN
with mi = m`,mP0 ,mV 0 ,mP+ ,m+

V . The kinematical

function are given by,

I1(x, y, z) =

∫ (1−z)2

(x+y)2

ds
s

(s − x2 − y2)(1 + z2 − s)λ
1
2 (s, x2, y2)λ

1
2 (1, s, z2);

I2(x, y, z) = yz
∫ (1−x)2

(y+z)2

ds
s

(1 + x2 − s)λ
1
2 (s, y2, z2)λ

1
2 (1, s, x2);

I3(x, y, z) = xyz
∫ (1−z)2

(x+y)2

ds
s
λ

1
2 (s, x2, y2)λ

1
2 (1, s, z2);

I4(x, y, z) = z
∫ (1−z)2

(x+y)2

ds
s
λ

1
2 (s, x2, y2)λ

1
2 (1, s, z2);

FP(x, y) =
(
(1 + x2)(1 + x2 − y2) − 4x2)λ 1

2 (1, x2, y2);

FV (x, y) =
(
(1 − x2)2 + (1 + x2)y2 − 2y4)λ 1

2 (1, x2, y2).

Neutral current couplings of leptons are given by,

g`V = −1
4 + sin2θw, g`A = 1

4 ,

g′`V = −1
4 + sin2θw, g′`A = −1

4 + 1
2sin2θw .

Neutral current coupling of pseudoscalar mesons are given by,

Kπ0 = − 1
2
√

2
, K′

π0 = 1√
2

( 1
2 − sin2θw),

Kη = − 1
2
√

6
, K′η = 1√

6
( 1

2 − sin2θw),

Kη ′ = 1
4
√

3
, K′η ′ = 1√

3
(−1

4 + 1
2sin2θw),

Kηc = −1
4 , K′ηc = ( 1

4 −
1
2sin2θw),
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Neutral current coupling of vector mesons are given by,

Kρ0 = 1√
2

( 1
2 − sin2θw),

Kω = − 1
3
√

2
sin2θw,

Kφ = (−1
4 + 1

3sin2θw),

KJ/ψ = ( 1
4 −

2
3sin2θw).
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