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Various mechanisms may contribute to neutrinoless double beta decay in the left-right symmetric
model. The interference between these mechanisms also contribute to the overall decay rate. The
analysis of the contributions of these interference terms is important for disentangling different
mechanisms. In the present paper we study interference effects contributing to the decay rate for
neutrinoless double-8 decay in the left-right symmetric model. The numerical values for maximum

interference for several nuclides are calculated.

It is observed that, for most of the interference

terms, the contribution is smaller than 20% for all the nuclei considered in the study. However, the
interference between the mass-mechanisms (light and heavy) and 1 mechanism is observed to be in
the range 30%-50%. The variation of the interference effect with the @ values is also studied.

I. INTRODUCTION

The lepton number violating (LNV) rare nuclear process
of neutrinoless double-j decay (0v303),

27X = 54X +2e7, (1)

could be an important low-energy manifestation of
physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM). In contrast
with the two neutrino double- 8 decay (2v3[3), where two
antineutrinos are also emitted, in Ov3 the lepton num-
ber is violated by two units (AL = 2). Experimental ob-
servation of Ov3 would indicate BSM physics since lep-
ton number is conserved in the Stardard Model (SM). In
addition, Ov S would prove the Majorana nature of neu-
trinos [I]. Apart from the extensively studied ”standard
mass-mechanism” of light left-handed (LH) neutrino ex-
change [2], several BSM mechanisms are proposed to con-
tribute to the Ov3S3 decay [2] [3].

The left-right symmetric model (LRSM) is a natural ex-
tension of the SM where the parity is assumed to be re-
stored at energies higher than the electroweak scale. Ac-
tively investigated at the LHC [4], in the LRSM scenario
several competing mechanisms contribute to Ov 53 due to
the presence of the right-handed (RH) fields [5]. Addi-
tionally, LRSM provides a natural framework for type-I
[6] and type-II [7] seesaw mechanisms generating small
neutrino masses. Moreover, the seesaw mechanism re-
quires the existence of heavy, sterile neutrinos [7]. Neu-
trino mixing schemes would then naturally incorporate
heavy-mass eigenstates for both LH and RH neutrinos
(see Sec. [[I] for details).

The study of the Ovf3S decay rate allows us to extract
the new neutrino physics parameters resulting from such
BSM physics scenarios. However, the neutrino oscilla-
tion experiments alone can not determine the absolute
masses of the neutrinos. Moreover, if the regular ”mass-
mechanism” dominates, then Ov58 decay will allow us
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to determine the absolute masses of neutrinos. All these
features make Ov3f an exciting process for probing BSM
physics. It thus becomes essential to disentangle the com-
peting underlying mechanisms inducing OvS8 in order
to extract these new neutrino physics parameters arising
from BSM physics [8]. The inverse half-life formula for
Ov8 has the following general structure:

{T{%}‘l _ ‘Z (PPP)l_ X (PSF)f x (NME)

2

e
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Here, PPP are the particle physics parameters arising
from BSM physics, the phase-space factors (PSF) take
into account the kinematical factors of the two outgo-
ing electrons, and NME are the nuclear matrix elements
for the nuclear transition between the initial and final nu-
clei. The summation ¢ is over all possible amplitudes that
could induce the OvS33 process. Because of the modulus
squared, interference between different terms in Eq.
also contribute to the total decay rate of the process.
In Ref. [9] we studied the interference between the stan-
dard mass mechanism and heavy RH neutrino exchange
mechanism. Our analysis in [9] showed dependence of the
relative interference factor on the Q value of 0v35 (Qs3).
A contribution no larger than 12% was found for all the
nuclei considered. Here we extend our study of inter-
ference to other relevant pairs of mechanisms, inducing
OvpBp in the LRSM for six nuclei of current experimental
interest.

The paper is organized as follows: Section [[T] gives a brief
outline of the LRSM followed by the general formalism
for OvBB in LRSM in Sec. [Tl In Sec. [[V] we present
the analysis of the interference terms with the numerical
results.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF THE LEFT-RIGHT
SYMMETRIC MODEL

In the LRSM the SM gauge group Gsy = SU(3)c ®
SU(2),®@U(1)y is extended to SU(3)c®G g with Grg =
SU((2)L,®@SU((2)p@U(1)p—r, [7,10,11]. Restoring parity
above the electroweak scale, the extended group SU(2)g
allows us to form the RH fermions as doublets. We have
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the following fermion particle content in LRSM with the
corresponding representation under SU(3)c®G g [B, 12
13,

SU(2)r, Leptons : Ly, = (VLj > €(1,2,1,-1), (3)

SU(2)r Leptons : Lrj = (VRj ) €(1,1,2,-1), (4)
€Rj

SU(2)r, Quarks: Qr; = (d/ ) (3,2,1,3), (5
Lj

SU(2)r Quarks : Qp; = ( Z,R ) (3,1,2,1), (6)
Rj

where the generations are defined as: vj—123 =
{Ve, v 07}, ej=123 = {e,p, 7}, uj—123 = {u,c,t},
d;‘:l,2,3 = {d’,s’,b'}. The subscripts L and R are associ-
ated with the chiral projection operators P, = %(1 —v%)
and Pr = 3(1+ %), respectively. The first three entries
of the quadruplet of numbers denote the dimension of the
representation under each of the gauge groups SU(3)¢,
SU(2)r, SU(2)g, respectively [14]. The fourth entry de-
notes the quantum number associated with the group
U(1)p—r: the difference between the baryon and lep-
ton number, B — L = 2(Q — T5;, — T3r), with @ being
the electromagnetic charge and Ts;, and T5r being the
third component of the isospin corresponding to SU(2)p,
and SU(2), respectively. For example, (3,1,2, %) for
SU(2)r quarks denote a triplet under SU(3)¢, a singlet
under SU(2)y,, a doublet under SU(2) g, and has a charge
£ under U(1)p_r [13]. The seven massless gauge bosons
along with their respective couplings for the GEF
are,

sector

SU(2)L ‘9L, {Wll,/u ngu W?,p,}? (7>
SU(Q)R ‘IR, {Wll%w WIQ%W W]%y,}7 (8)
U(l)B—L : g/, BN' (9)

The interaction Lagrangian before spontaneous symme-
try breaking (SSB) between fermions and gauge bosons
for the G r sector is constructed in parallel to the SM
electroweak Lagrangian (a summation of repeated in-
dices, j,a =1,2,3 and p = 0,1,2, 3, is implied),

_ Oq — 04 “
Liy = 9L {LLj'YH?LLj + QY ?QL]} Wi,
— o — o “
+9r [LRJ‘“Y“?@LR]' + QRﬂ“iQR]} W,
+g [LL]’Y LLLJ +QL]7 QLJ

+Lr" P5E Lrj + Qrjy TQRH u o (10)

The charge-current part of L£FY, which is relevant for
Ovpp, takes the following form (confining ourselves to
only the first generation),
gr [(—— __
L2 [(mezner +wimmdy )W

(6L’Y Ver, + dj 4" UL)WiL}
+ I (7o en + Ty di ) Wi
/2 w
+ (e ver + Ay un) Wi |, (1)

where the charged vector bosons are defined in terms of

the WE(le 3 fields as,

Wi

1 1 - 2
NG (WL(R)M T ZWL(R)M>' (12)

The scalar sector consists of two Higgs triplets and a bi-
doublet [15],

Ay = [ iy N P
AL Ry fAL(R) o1 ¢3
(13)

with A, € (1,3,1,2), Ag € (1,1,3,2) and @ €
(1,2,2,0). The gauge symmetry Gpr is broken in two
stages by the scalar sector of the theory. Above the
SM electroweak scale the SSB: SU(2)r ® SU(2)r ®
U(l)g_r — SU(2),®U(1)y takes place through the vac-
cum expectation value (VEV) of the two Higgs triplets,

<AL>:<1Oi9L 8>7<AR>:<10 8)7(14)
\/§UL6 \/EUR

This breaks the parity and also allows Majorana mass
terms for neutrinos. In the second stage, the SM elec-
troweak SSB: SU(2)p ® U(1)y — U(1)gn takes place
through the VEV of the bi-doublet Higgs,

1
<q>>_<ﬁ"1 ! a) (15)

0 J3hee
Here we have written the Lagrangian in the flavor basis.
After SSB LY acquires mass terms for the fermions and
gauge bosons. For the neutrino sector, type I + II see-
saw scenario is assumed, giving rise to small masses for
light neutrinos due to the presence of heavy Majorana
neutrinos [5]. The mass-matrix for neutrinos (ve . ,), d
type quarks (d}) and the charged vector bosons (Wf( r)
are not diagonal in the flavor basis. We thus reexpress
the flavor-basis fields in terms of fields in the mass-basis
diagonalizing the mass matrices, for d’ quarks:

/L = Vwadr + Vussr, + Ve, (16)
/R = V;ddR+VéssR+VébbRa (17)
for electron-neutrinos:
light heavy
Vel, = Z Ueiviri + Z el NRz , (18)
i=1,2,3 i=1,2,3
light heavy
VeR = Z T (vL)© + Z VNg, (19)
i=1,2,3 i=1,2,3



and for W bosons:

Wf B cosé sin et I/VljE (20)
Wi ~\ —sin€e™®  cos¢ wiE )’

Here Eq. is the first row of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix for LH quark mixing with
Eq. being the first row of an equivalent CKM matrix
for RH quark mixing [16]. The matrix elements V4 and
V!, can be approximated as V,,4 =~ cos 0. and V| ; >~ cos 0,
in terms of the Cabibbo angle 6, for LH d quarks and
analogous 0/, for RH d quarks [I7]. We have considered
the (3-light + 3-heavy) scenario for Majorana neutrino
mixing wherein the mass basis of the light-neutrinos are
v; with masses m;, and the heavy neutrinos are IN; with

J

(o2

g
Lin 25 >
=1

III. FORMALISM FOR 0v35 IN THE
LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRIC MODEL

A. p-decay in left-right symmetric model

Starting from the charge-current Lagrangian of Eq.
for the LRSM, after applying second-order perturbation
in the gauge coupling g, we get four different types of (-
decay diagrams due to the presence of RH currents (see
Fig. . We can then integrate out the heavy degrees of
freedom for the charged bosons (mw,, mw, > 80 GeV)
to get point-like Fermi vertices. Fig. shows the usual
B-decay via W exchange with G = G'r cos 8. being the
effective point-like coupling between LH-quarks and LH-
lepton currents, and G g is the Fermi constant. Figures.
describe the presence of RH quarks and/or
lepton currents. In Fig. [1b|the RH-quark and LH-lepton
currents are coupled by Wgr-Wp, mixing, mediated by the
effective coupling Ggk. Fig. shows the diagram of Wp-
Wgr exchange between LH-quarks and RH-lepton cur-
rents with effective coupling Ggn. Lastly, Fig. shows
the RH counterpart for the usual S-decay of Figl% with
W exchange, and GgA is the effective coupling between
RH currents for quarks and lepton. The exact expres-
sions for the effective couplings, Gr, A, 7, in terms of the
LRSM parameters are given in Eqgs. (7)-(9) of Ref. [I§].
For small W;-Wg mixing (§ < 1) we get,

szx/ﬁgQ/Sm%VL , N=kK>tang, (22)

masses M;. The S, T,V mixing matrices are generaliza-
tion of the PMNS matrix U for the LH-light neutrino
mixing. The charged W bosons, Wf( g) 1€ linear combi-

nation of physical bosons leEQ) with definite masses mu,
and myy,, respectively. We can further assume a discrete
LR symmetry where the Lagrangian is invariant under
the exchange L <+ R. This assumption requires that the
two gauge couplings be equal, g = g, = gr. The case
of g1 # gr leads to different expressions for the effective
couplings G, A, n (see below), but the form of the 0v33
amplitudes are the same as for g;, = gr (see Ref. [I§] for
details). Thus, under these assumptions we can write the
charged-current Lagrangian for the first fermion genera-
tion in the mass basis as,

UL + Sk (Ng;)e© )'y er, + cosf uLfy“dL} (cosf + &nfe’aWzM)
+ ey (UeiuLi + Sei(NRi)c) + cos O dry" ur, (cos EW71, +sin femWQ_H)

+ (Tez(VLz) + ‘/;ZNRl) MCR + cos 92@7“@% ( - Sinée_iaW]_J; -+ cos €W2+IJ«)

+ [er7" (T;(Vu‘)c + VJENRO + cos Ocdry up ( — sin e "Wy, + cos EWQ_N)] : (21)

(

X = (mw, fmw,)? = (mw, /mw,)?. (23)
Thus at the level of effective couplings we can write an ef-
fective low-energy (V & A) Fermi-like current-current La-
grangian for 8 decay[I7, 18] considering the RH-currents.
Taking cosf’./ cosf. = 1 one gets,

Gsr.
- 7’% [;MM +RJETh, +nid) + Aj Tk, |+ He.,
(24)

where jE = €q7"Veq and J;fw = UaYuda are leptonic
and hadronic currents respectively with a = L, R. The
four terms in Eq. , in that order, correspond to the
four diagrams of Fig. [T} respectively. H.c. denotes the
Hermitian conjugate terms, which do not contribute to
OvBa.

Notice that the neutrino fields are written in the flavor
basis. The light and heavy neutrino mixing parameters
in Eq. , are part of the leptonic currents and not of
the effective BSM parameters 1, A. The LNV parameters
of neutrino mixing are realized at the amplitude level in
our analysis. E|

1 See Sec. [[IID| for the effective-field theory approach to OvBj3
where the LNV parameters are interpreted at the effective cou-
pling level but give us the same formula for the half-life.



(c) Wr-Wg mediation for LH-RH mixed fields.

(d) Wg mediation for purely RH fields.

FIG. 1. B-decay diagrams in LRSM at the W-boson and effective Fermi-like four-fermion level.

B. Amplitudes and diagrams for 0v53 from L'ER.

At the effective Lagrangian level of Eq. (| . OvBp am-
plitude arises at second-order (G2) of perturbation. The

J

T (L2 (@) L2 ()

time-ordered product of LER has ten distinct terms,

o2
= TﬂT([jLJBzULJz]y + 2ﬁ[jLJ£}x[jLJIE]y 4 HQ[jLJ}T;g]w[jLJ;[—g]y

+ NIRRTy + 2€0irT Relir 1]y + 0° iR JL e lir L]y
+ NG Nalind By + 1l elind Ly + s\ Tl r Ry + snlin JG)elin Ll ). (25)

From the above time-ordered product we see three types
of combinations of leptonic currents: j.jr, jrjr, and
jLjir. After applying Wick’s theorem to the time-ordered
product, the neutrino fields in the leptonic currents get
contracted, giving rise to the virtual neutrino propagator
of Ov3B. The flavor neutrinos are linear combinations of
mass eigenstates as in Eq. (19). Thus the virtual neu-
trino propagators would be of two types: light or heavy
massive Majorana neutrinos [13] for each of the three
leptonic current combinations. Expressed in terms of the
usual Dirac propagator we get for the neutrino propaga-

tors [19],
T (j1(@)ieW)) & ver (207, ()

= Z P |UZ SP.(x
’r(jR<x>jR<y>) o Ver(@)VlR(y)
- ZPR[ 250, (x —y) + Vi2Sh (@ - y)| PrC, (27)

—y)+ 5% 85, (x = )| PLC, (26)

T(mm(y)) o Ve ()25 (y)

-y r [Umesg (@ — ) + SeiViiSE, (x — )| PrC,
(28)

where C is the charge-conjugation matrix and the Dirac
propagator SP, is defined as (m} = m;, M;),

dtq e ==y
D .
ste-n=i [ GG grm). @)
Because of the presence of the chiral projection operators
Prry we will have two categories of contributions to the
amplitude,

D P e < m e (0)
i) P o 5P (31)
) Py mPro) < m

Thus we have (i) mass-dependent amplitudes where
the two electrons have the same chirality, and (ii)
momentum-dependent amplitudes when the two elec-
trons have opposite chiralities [20]. The typical scale of



momentum transfer for the vitual neutrino is |g| ~ 100
MeV. Here we assume m; < |q| and M; > |q| for the light
and heavy Majorana neutrinos, respectively. Depending
on the mass of the intermediate Majorana neutrinos, we
have two categories of approximations for both the mass
and momentum dependent amplitudes,

i) mass-dependent propagators:

; 2 2 :
m - e omi <yq light-v; 32
q* —mf? —ﬁi, M? > ¢? heavy-N;
ii) momentum-dependent propagators:
q |1‘, m? < q¢*>  light-y;
2 7z~ q\q\ 2 2 - (33)
q° —m; —a M7 >q heavy-N;

For the keV scale (M; < |q|) neutrino case see Refs.
[13, 2T]. We now discuss the (i) mass-dependent and
(ii) momentum-dependent cases separately.

Mass-dependent mechanisms: Outgoing electrons having
same chirality

The first six terms on the right-hand side of Eq. are
mass-dependent terms where both the electrons are ei-
ther LH or RH. We can ignore most of the second-order
terms because of the smallness of the BSM parameters
(k, A, n < 1) for both light and heavy neutrino exchange.
Moreover, the first-order term in s is further suppressed
because of its dependence on neutrino mass. Since the
mixing matrix S is small and given the heavy mass M; be-
ing in the denominator, the heavy neutrino exchange case
for purely LH currents can be ignored. Thus, the first
term [jr, Jz]r[jL J}:]y gives rise to the regular mass mech-
anism of Fig. 2a) of light neutrino exchange for purely LH
hadronic and leptonic currents. The amplitude for the
‘mass-mechanism’ is then,

UZm;
2 er''"
Gj E 2 (34)

where the dimensionless LNV complex parameter 7, =
[9m| exp(idy,) for the ‘mass-mechanism’ along with the
phase are defined in terms of the BSM parameters of
LRSM as follows:

; (35)

mz

| = - lmag)| = -
b = Arg| Y Uémi]. (36)

The only second-order term considered in Eq. (| is the
A2 term for the heavy neutrino exchange because the mix-
ing matrix V is assumed to be large. Thus, from the term
A2 [jRJL]:,;[jRJL]y we get the diagram of Fig. Then,
the amplitude for the heavy neutrino exchange for the

purely RH currents is,

guG%

(37)

where the dimensionless LNV parameter ny =
|nn|exp(ign) for the heavy neutrino exchange (N;) is,

V*»2 4 V*2

il = mp 2|37 S| = mp (0 ) IS e, (39)
*2

on = Arg[z ‘]/\4 } (39)

%

Momentum-dependent mechanisms: Outgoing electrons
having opposite chiralities

The last four terms in Eq. are momentum-dependent
terms. The first-order terms A and 7 can give competing
contributions to OvB5 compared with the regular mass-
mechanism of Fig. [2a] for light neutrino exchange. Thus,
the term )\[jLJz]x[jRJ};]y gives rise to the diagram of
Fig. the so-called A mechanism, due to the combina-
tion of LH and RH currents. The amplitude of Fig.
for the A-mechanism is then,

{ o GEA Z UezT* (40)

where the corresponding dimensionless LNV PPP, n, =
x| exp(iga),

S UaTs| = () |ZU T

0x = Arg| Y ULTy). (42)

Al = A ;o (41)

The other first-order term n[jLJi].[jrJ1], in Eq. (25)
gives rise to the diagram of Fig. the so-called n mech-
anism due to Wy, —Wg mixing. The amplitude for Fig.
for the n mechanism is then

Z UezT* (43)

where the corresponding dimensionless LNV PPP, n, =
1| exp(icy), is

Il = = tan{ » o (44)

DU DUl
)= Arg| Y UL (45)

Terms due to heavy neutrino exchange are suppressed,
being proportional to Se;V.iq/M? [5].



(a) Light neutrino exchange for purely LH currents.
Diagram o 7, arising from jLJ}:jL Jz term.

(b) Heavy neutrino exchange for purely RH currents.

Diagram o ny arising from jRJLjRJ}; term.

FIG. 2. Relevant diagrams for Ov33 in LRSM for both electron of same chirality.
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(a) A\-diagram due to both LH and RH currents. Diagram
o ny arising from jr, szRJ}:c term.
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(b) n-diagram due to gauge boson mixing. Diagram o 7y,

arising from jr, J}:jR J; term.

FIG. 3. Relevant diagrams for OvB3 in LRSM for both electrons of opposite chirality.

Apart from the diagrams considered in Figs. dia-same
and there could be additional contributions due to
exchange of SU(2)g and SU(2), Higgs triplets in LRSM,
see Fig. 3 of Ref. [5]. These diagrams are suppressed
[Bl, 12, 22] and hence we will not consider them in the
subsequent analysis.

C. Half-Life for 0vsp

Considering the total amplitude for OvBg for the four
diagrams of Fig. [2] and

A% = Ay 4 AN 4 AL AY (46)

we arrive at the following inverse half-life formula for

0vBp,

_ 2 2 2 2
(151 = 4| Cunlnal* + Clw* + ol + Cy |
{m,N,x,n}
Y Culndinglos (9 = 9] (a7)
i#]

where we have factorized g% = (1.27)* to be consistent
with our definitions of the PSFs [23] [24], see below. The
first four terms are contributions of the individual mech-
anisms. The rest of the terms are due to the interference
between pairs of mechanisms, we have six such combina-
tions. The differences in phases for the LNV parameters

;8 (Egs. , , , @) may produce interference

effects. The C; and Cj; are products of relevant NME



and PSF for individual and interference terms, respec-
tively [17) 25]:

2 2
Con = Go1 | Mar — (%) Mp + M| , (48)
Cn =Gn {MGTN - (%>2MFN + MTNr, (49)
C = GooM3_ — ;G03M1+M2— + %GMML (50)
C, = GoaM3, — %Gong_M2+ + %GO4M2_
— GorMpMp + GosMp + Gog M, (51)

2
Coy = —2G1, [MGT - (Z—:) Mp + MT}

Cr = — [MGT - (‘Z—Z)ZMF + MT]

x [GOBMQ, - GOWH}, (53)
Cnx=— {MGTN - (%)QMFN + MTN}
x [GO3M2_ - GO4M1+}, (54)
Conn = [Mar — (%)QMF + My
X [GO3M2+ — GoaMi— — GosMp + GOGMR}a (55)
Cny = {MGTN - (%)ZMFN + MTN}
X [G03M2+ = GoaM1- — GosMp + GOGMR}a (56)
Cry = —2GpaMo_Moy + %Goss {M1+M2+

2
+M2_M1_:| — §G04M1+M1_, (57)

where the following definitions are used,

2
Mix = Mgrq £ 3(%) Mpq — 6Mrq, (58)

1
Mz (59)

2
Moy = Mgy + (gl) Mp, —
ga
Note that the term %M 17 in Eq. above is the correct
expression (see footnote on p.146 of Ref. [26]); it was
incorrectly written as § M in Eq. (3.5.16) of Ref. [17].
Detailed expressions for the thirteen NME { Mg, Mgr,
My, Mgy, Mpq, Mgrw, Mare, M1g, Mp, MR, MpN,
Mern}, Mry} are given in the appendix of Ref. [27].
The expressions for the nine PSF integrals {Gp1 — Gog}
are [24)

g [T
Gok = T‘T/ borFo(Zs, €1)Fo(Zs, €2)p1paereader, (60)
Al

with

G 90 4,9
= W =28x107** yr~',  (61)
Y n

where the expressions for the nine kinematical factors bgs
(k =1 ~ 9) and definitions of other terms are given in
Appendix A of Ref. [24]. The PSF G{, in Cy,n (Eq. (52)))
for the interference between regular ‘mass-mechanism’
(Fig. and heavy-neutrino exchange for purely RH cur-
rents (Fig. [2b]) has the same expression as Gg; of Eq.
without the factors ejes [9]. Because of our definitions
of the PSFs and NMEs, the products C;s and Cjjs are

reported in the units of y=!.

D. Effective-Field Theory approach to Ovs3

Before proceeding to the analysis section we would like
to point out that the effective Lagrangian of Eq.
arises from an explicit LRSM charge-current Lagrangian,
Eq. . This is exactly the approach taken in the stan-
dard literature, e.g. as in Ref. [I7], where RH neutrinos
are assumed to contribute besides the usual SM neutri-
nos. In the effective-field theory (EFT) approach to Ovsg
we encounter a dimension-six Lagrangian [27] 28] that is

similar in structure to £ of Eq. ,

Gsr. ¥ V+A T

V4A p T S+P T
teviadviadvia, tesipistrls_p

Wk

RHMV |7

+e5tpiserdlyp + ety (62)
which is the most general Lorentz-invariant Lagrangian
responsible for OvgS3 in the second order of perturbation
theory. The leptonic and hadronic currents of the EFT
Lagrangian are respectively jg = eOgr and JI = 10,4,
with the O, g operators defined as,

Ovia=""(1%x75), Osip=(1%7s5),

i
OTR = 5 hua%)] (1 + 75) . (63)
Note that the neutrino fields used in Eq. are the SM
LH-neutrinos in the flavor basis. Heavy RH neutrinos
in Eq. are integrated out and any related parame-
ters are absorbed in the definition of the effective BSM
couplings €?s. EFT formalism allows us to relate BSM
physics parameters through the SM degrees of freedom.
In the case of LRSM we approximate the effective BSM
couplings as,

wth=m . e fa=m (64)
The scalar-pseudoscalar (S £ P) and tensor (Tr) terms
do not arise from the LRSM charged-current Lagrangian,
but from other BSM models. The term related to the
heavy-neutrino exchange in the presence of purely RH
currents, AY (Fig. , is not given by the £L§" since it is



TABLE I. Values of the product of NME and PSF, C; and
Cij, for various nuclei for the 0" — 07 transition in units of
y 1. See Tables [V| and of the appendix.

48Ca 76Ge SQSe 124Sn 130Te 136Xe
Cp, - 101 2.57 3.00 11.54 4.14 5.22 4.39
Cn - 10%° 1.63 0.87 3.28 1.84 2.25 1.86

Cy - 103 1.22 0.43 3.52 0.79 1.24 0.99
C, - 10 1.45 1.40 5.11 2.74 3.67 3.09
Cmn - 10" —1.82 —4.11 -935 —6.10 —6.64 —5.75
Cmx - 10" —090 —-1.13 —5.68 1.97 —2.64 —2.20
Chy - 1011 0.38 0.64 1.91 —0.97  1.19 1.01
Cnx-102  —0.72 —0.61 —3.03  1.31 —1.74 —1.43
Cny - 1010 3.05 3.43 10.19 —6.45 7.80 6.58
Cxy-10"®  —-1.51  -0.60 —5.05 —1.06 —1.65 —1.31

a short-range contribution due to the exchange of heavy
particles. LEFT gives rise to long-range contributions to
OvpBB due to the exchange of light neutrinos, see Figs.
(1(b)) and (1(c)) of Ref. [27]. In the EFT approach to
Ov3j the dimension-nine Lagrangian is [27]

2

57 = S8 [ 1Tt e Ty + VT
9 72mp 1JJ] 2 uv] 3 wul

+ e 2 g g+ e T, + TR,
+64J“J’u‘l/jy+€5<]p‘(]j# . (65)

The expressions for the leptonic and hadronic currents
are given in Ref. [27]. The short-range contribution (see
Fig. 1(d) of Ref. [27]) to OvB3B, AY, arises from the
JHJ,g term of L§FT in first-order of perturbation where
we approximate eff** = ny. However, the Ov33 half-
life formula, Eq. , is the same in both approaches.
Thus, our analysis of the interference between different
mechanisms arising from EER can easily be extended to
a subset of terms of EFT approach to Ov53 Lagrangians
LEFT and L§FT. For a complete discussion of Ov3f in the
EFT approach see Refs. [28-30]. The contribution of the
(S £ P) and T terms of LE"™ to the total decay rate of
OvBp3, along with the constraints on the effective LNV
couplings, have been studied with the assumption that
the interference terms are negligible [27]. As an extension
of our current work, we plan to explore in the future the
contribution of all the possible interference terms arising
from LEFT. A similar analysis can be also carried out for
the interference terms arising from L§'"; see, e.g., Eq.
(5) of [27].

IV. ANALYSIS OF INTERFERENCE TERMS

We now analyze the contribution of each of the interfer-
ence terms in Eq. (47) by comparison with the related
pairs of squared amplitudes for each individual mecha-
nisms. The interference between light-LH and heavy-
RH neutrinos (Cy,ny term in Eq. ([#7)) was analyzed in

TABLE II. Interference coefficients €, () in % for specific a
values.

Nuclei  €,2(0.25)  €ma(0.5) €.1(0.75)  €,.a(1)
48Ca 6.42 7.57 7.95 8.03
6Ge 12.68 14.94 15.69 15.85
82Ge 11.27 13.28 13.94 14.08
124gp 13.81 16.28 17.09 17.27
130Te 13.16 15.51 16.28 16.45
136X e 13.33 15.70 16.49 16.66

TABLE III. Interference coefficients €, () in % for specific
« values.

Nuclei — €7y(0.25)  €7y(0.5)  €nn(0.75)  Epn(1)
48Ca, 25.11 29.60 31.07 31.40
6Ge 39.27 46.28 48.59 49.09
82Ge 31.48 37.10 38.94 39.35
1248p 36.32 42.80 44.93 45.40
130e 34.29 40.41 42.42 42.86
136X e 34.75 40.95 42.99 43.44

TABLE IV. Interference coefficient ey, («) in % for specific a
values.

Nuclei €,(0.25) €,(0.5) € (0.75) €xn(1)
48Ca, 0.45 0.54 0.56 0.57
0Ge 0.31 0.37 0.38 0.39
82Ge 0.48 0.56 0.59 0.60
124gp 0.29 0.34 0.35 0.36
130e 0.31 0.36 0.38 0.39
136X e 0.30 0.35 0.37 0.38

Ref. [9]. Here we analyze the other five terms (three after
symmetry, see below). We write a generic approximate
inverse half-life formula for a pair of mechanisms in the
following manner:

(107, ~ g4 | Calnil® + Cjlny
+ Ciglmillnglcos (6 — ¢5)|, (66

where i, j = {m, N, A\, n} and ¢ # j. We assume the
individual mechanism squared amplitude to be a factor
o of each other (0 < a < 1),

Ci
Cjlns* = aCilni|* = |ny| = (o Iml- (67)
J

Thus, our approximate generic half-life expression be-
comes,

(T017 = g (1 + )i [1 + 5 cos (61— 0,)]. (69)



Ema (%)
18 124
' S 136,
6l 76.Ge Frisor,
L 828e
14} 0
12}
10}
L 480a
8|
15 2.0 25 3.0 35 4.0

I
4.5ﬁﬁ(e)

FIG. 4. Coefficient of maximum interference €, (1) plotted against Qgp values.

€mn (%)
50 76Ge
[ |
1244,

45 T 136,

[ |

13076 4,
40 oe
35
30
25¢

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Qpg (MeV)
3.5 4.0 4.5 pp

FIG. 5. Coefficient of maximum interference €,,(1) plotted against Qgg values.

where the interference coefficient

eii(a) = Va o |Gyl
Y L+a /|GGy

would allow us to compare the contribution of the inter-
ference term with respect to that of each individual mech-
anisms for maximum interference, |cos(¢; —¢;)| = 1.
We numerically calculate the products of NME and PSF,
and the ten C; and Cj; of Eq. ([48)-(57)), given in Table
The NME for the six isotopes used in this study were
calculated by shell-model techniques [2] B1] in three dif-

(69)

ferent model spaces, using three different effective Hamil-
tonians [27), 32 B3]. Some of the NME are sensitive to
short-range correlations (SRC) effects entering the two-
body matrix elements. Here we used the CD-Bonn SRC
parametrization [2]. Using the AV18 SRC parametriza-
tion [2], or/and the Strasbourg-Madrid choice for the ef-
fective Hamiltonians [27] does not significantly change
the results. The relevant NME and PSF used in this
study are given in the Appendix. Besides the values of
Ref. [27], we have also considered the PSF of Ref. [34] in
conjungtion to the various sets of NME. The results for
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the two sets of PSF do not have any appreciable differ-
ence. As discussed in Ref. [27], competing contributions
to the NME are always present but some are dominant,
such as those of the Gamow-Teller type operators, thus
avoiding full cancellations of the total NME. In addition,
given that calculations in different model spaces with dif-
ferent effective Hamiltonians lead to similar results, we
have confidence in the reliability of our conclusions.

Using Eq. we then evaluate the interference coeffi-
cients, €mx, €mn, €N, €Ny, and €xy, for different nuclei
and for some specific a values, in Tables [[T{IV] Note that
the interference coefficients €,, and exy are equal. Using

Eqgs. 7 and we see that,

Vo |GosMao — GoaMi4|

14+« \/ G01 ‘C)\‘
Similarly, using Eq. , and we get,

Em\ — EN) — (70)

€mn = €Ny
_Va |GesMay — GogMy— — GosMp + Gos M|

14« \/G01‘Cn|

(71)

Using Eq. , and , one sees from Eq. that

the interference coefficient between the mass-mechanism
and heavy neutrino exchange mechanism (e,n) is o
2G{,/Go1, which was considered in Ref. [0]. We ob-
serve that maximum interference occurs for a = 1, i.e.,
when the pairs of individual mechanisms are equal to
each other. Moreover, €;;(a) and €;;(1/a) are the same,
as one can verify from Eq. .

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

From Tables [THV] we observe an interference coefficient
no larger than ~ 18% for the interference between the
mass-mechanism and the A process (€,,)). The same
conclusions can be drawn for the case for interference
between RH-heavy neutrino exchange and the A mecha-
nism (eyx = €, ). The interference coefficient for A and
1 mechanisms is negligible with a maximum of 0.59% for
82Ge. The interference between the mass-mechanism and
heavy neutrino exchange mechanism, ¢,,n, was consid-
ered in Ref. [9] for o = 1, see Eq. (25) and Table 1 of [9].
For the interference between the mass mechanism and
the 1 mechanism, the maximum interference coefficient
(€mn(a = 1)) ranges between 30% to 50% with a maxi-
mum of about 49% for "®Ge. The interference coefficient
for RH-heavy neutrino exchange and the 1 mechanism,
€Ny, has the same values.

We plot the coefficients for maximum interference,
emx(1), €my(1), and €y, (1) as functions of Q value (Qgsp)
of various nuclei in Fig. respectively. We observe
that €, (1) and €p,,(1) decrease with Qgg. In our study
of the interference between the mass mechanism (Fig.
and the heavy-neutrino exchange for purely RH currents
(Fig. in Ref. [9] we found a similar dependence of
emn on Qg (see Fig. 2 of [9]). For the ex,(1) in Fig. [f]
we do not observe any particular dependence on Qgg.
In summary, we studied the contributions of the inter-
ference effects to the Qv decay rate for four compet-
ing mechanisms arising from LRSM: (i) the regular mass
mechanism for light-neutrino exchange of purely LH cur-
rents (1,,), (i) the heavy-neutrino exchange mechanism
for purely RH currents (ny), (iii) the A mechanism (7)),
and (iv) the n mechanism (1,). We extended our anal-



ysis of Ref. [9] to interference effects between the ‘mass-
mechanism’ (7,,) and heavy-neutrino exchange mecha-
nism (ny) to the other five contributions. Besides sev-
eral BSM scenarios, the LRSM is being actively inves-
tigated at the LHC [4]. Several competing mechanisms
have been proposed to contribute to Ovg3. It is impor-
tant to know if different mechanisms can be disentan-
gled. To that goal, analyzing the contribution of inter-
ference terms to the decay rate is essential. By comparing
the decay rate of several nuclei of experimental interest
one may be able to differentiate between two competing
mechanisms, provided that the contribution of interfer-
ence term is negligible [27] [35]. In the present study we
have observed that most of the two-mechanisms interfer-
ence terms introduce a relatively minor modification to
the half-life, less than 20%. However, the interference
between the neutrino exchange mechanisms (light and
heavy) and the 7 mechanism are not small enough for
the nuclei considered. In that case, the angular distribu-
tion of the emitted electrons can be used to distinguish
between these two mechanisms, as has been discussed in
Ref. [35]. One should emphasize that the interference co-
efficients we found are not large enough to lead to a full
cancellation of the decay rate (see Eq. ) Our con-
clusions are based on shell-model NME calculated with
different sets of effective Hamiltonians and short-range
correlation parametrizations, thus giving us confidence

J
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in their reliability.

Our analysis of the interference terms in Ov33 decay rate
in the context of LRSM can also be extended for the EF'T
approach to Ov33. Specifically, as discussed in Sec. [[ITD]
the interference of the amplitudes arising from scalar-
pseudoscalar (S+ P) and tensor (Tg) terms in L5 with
the four amplitudes studied here. This analysis will be
reported separately.
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Appendix

In this appendix we tabulate the values of the ten PSF,
{G()l - Gog, G61} and the thirteen NME, {MF, MGTa
My, Mgy, Mpq, Mgrw, Marq, M1q, MpP, MR, MFN,
Mearn}, Mry} taken from the literature.

TABLE V. PSF in y ! for 07 — 07 transition. Values of (Go1 — Goo) are taken from Ref. [27] for all the isotopes except for

12481, Values of G are taken from Ref. [9].

4SCa 76Ge 82Se 124Sn [36} 130Te 136)(e
Gor - 10** 2.45 0.23 0.10 0.89 1.41 1.45
Gy - 10" [ 1.09 0.29 0.76 0.98 1.37 1.46
Goz - 101 15.46 0.35 3.21 1.68 3.25 3.15
Gos - 10** 1.82 0.12 0.65 0.50 0.85 0.85
Goa - 10" 5.04 0.42 1.92 1.56 2.53 2.58
Gos - 1013 3.28 0.60 2.16 2.70 4.12 4.36
Gos - 1012 3.87 0.50 1.65 1.47 2.16 2.21
Gor - 1010 2.85 0.28 1.20 1.11 1.75 1.80
Glos - 101! 1.32 0.17 0.82 1.04 1.72 1.83
Glog - 100 15.55 1.12 4.42 2.95 4.47 4.44
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TABLE VI. Dimensionless NME for 07 — 0% transition. Values taken from Ref. [27] 33, [36]. From Ref. [27], we have considered
the NME calculated with the CMU effective Hamiltonians and CD-Bonn SRC-parametrization.

BCa ®Ge 828 1249 33, [36) 130 136Xe
Mear —0.805 —3.200 —3.000 —1.853 —1.658 1.501
Mrp 0.233 0.674 0.632 0.467 0.438 —0.400
My —0.073 —0.011 —0.012 —0.019 0.006 —0.007
Marn —55.890 —156.493 —144.907 —113.364 —103.025 92.565
Mpn 22.893 62.649 58.091 43.295 40.984 —36.942
Mrn —11.308 —0.205 —0.513 —3.827 2.022 —2.178
Mgrq —0.709 —3.228 —3.034 1.793 —1.587 1.440
Mpq 0.121 0.383 0.362 —0.267 0.249 —0.230
Mrq 0.173 0.059 0.058 0.011 0.013 —0.012
Marw —0.930 —3.501 —3.287 2.053 —1.855 1.682
Mp, 0.232 0.659 0.618 —0.456 0.427 —0.391
Mg —1.001 —3.243 —3.088 2.663 —2.530 2.312
Mp —0.390 2.435 2.303 —2.060 1.707 —1.600
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