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Abstract

We investigate neutrinoless double beta decay (0v(3) in the presence of sterile neutrinos
with Majorana mass terms. These gauge-singlet fields are allowed to interact with Standard-
Model (SM) fields via renormalizable Yukawa couplings as well as higher-dimensional gauge-
invariant operators up to dimension seven in the Standard Model Effective Field Theory
extended with sterile neutrinos. At the GeV scale, we use Chiral effective field theory involv-
ing sterile neutrinos to connect the operators at the level of quarks and gluons to hadronic
interactions involving pions and nucleons. This allows us to derive an expression for Ovj3
rates for various isotopes in terms of phase-space factors, hadronic low-energy constants, nu-
clear matrix elements, the neutrino masses, and the Wilson coefficients of higher-dimensional
operators. The required hadronic low-energy constants and nuclear matrix elements depend
on the neutrino masses, for which we obtain interpolation formulae grounded in QCD and
chiral perturbation theory that improve existing formulae that are only valid in a small
regime of neutrino masses. The resulting framework can be used directly to assess the im-
pact of Ov33 experiments on scenarios with light sterile neutrinos and should prove useful
in global analyses of sterile-neutrino searches. We perform several phenomenological studies
of Ov3p in the presence of sterile neutrinos with and without higher-dimensional operators.
We find that non-standard interactions involving sterile neutrinos have a dramatic impact
on OvBf phenomenology, and next-generation experiments can probe such interactions up
to scales of O(100) TeV.
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1 Introduction

The observation of neutrino oscillations implies that neutrinos are massive particles. The absence
of a right-handed neutrino and SU(2)1, x U(1)y gauge invariance forbid a renormalizable neutrino
mass term within the context of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. Beyond-the-SM
(BSM) physics is thus required to account for neutrino masses. A minimal solution is to extend
the SM with a right-handed gauge-singlet neutrino field, often called a sterile neutrino, that can
couple to the left-handed neutrino field and the Higgs field via a Yukawa interaction. Electroweak
symmetry breaking then generates a neutrino mass term in the same way the SM generates mass
terms for the charged fermions. However, no gauge symmetry forbids a Majorana mass term
for the sterile neutrino. Adding this term, in combination with the Yukawa interaction, leads to
Majorana mass eigenstates and the violation of Lepton number (L) by two units. Such scenarios
involving sterile neutrinos can affect neutrinoless double beta decay (OvS3) experiments, which
are excellent probes of lepton number violation (LNV). Current experimental limits on OvSf
half lives are at the level of 10?0 years [1-27] and next-generation ton-scale experiments aim for
one or two order-of-magnitude improvements [28-37].

If sterile neutrinos are heavy with respect to the electroweak scale v ~ 246 GeV, they can be
integrated out and their contributions to LNV processes can be described by local gauge-invariant
effective operators that appear in the SM effective field theory (SMEFT). LNV operators have
odd dimension [38] and start at dimension five. The single dimension-five operator, the Weinberg
operator [39], provides, after electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), the first contribution to
the neutrino Majorana mass. In the well-known “type-I seesaw” scenario [40-42|, the Wein-
berg operator originates from integrating out a heavy right-handed neutrino. Assuming Yukawa
couplings of O(1) indicates a scale of BSM physics around A ~ 105 GeV. Higher-dimensional
operators are then greatly suppressed by additional powers of v/A ~ 10712 and thus negligible.

This is not necessarily the end of the story. In several BSM scenarios, the dimension-five
operator is forbidden by imposing additional symmetries or is suppressed by small couplings
and higher-dimensional operators can become competitive or even dominant. These scenarios
include radiative neutrino models [43-48|, where the Weinberg operator is only generated at loop
level, models with flavor symmetries, reviewed for example in Ref. [49], and models such as the
left-right symmetric model, in which the light neutrino mass is proportional to small Yukawa
couplings [42]. In recent work, we studied Ov/33 arising from such higher-dimensional operators
up to dimension nine [50,51], see also Ref. [52-54]. Starting from the gauge-invariant SMEFT
operators at the scale A, nuclear Ov 303 rates are calculated in a systematic way. In a first step,



the SMEFT operators are evolved to the electroweak scale where heavy SM particles (top, Higgs,
W, Z) are integrated out of the EFT. The resulting operators are evolved to the GeV scale, after
which they are matched to LNV hadronic operators in chiral perturbation theory (xPT). The
xPT Lagrangian is used to calculate the nn — ppee transition operator, which, once inserted
into many-body nuclear wave functions, gives rise to Ov3/ of atomic nuclei. The final result is
a so-called ‘Master formula’ that relates SMEFT operators to Ov33 decay rates in a systematic
expansion in (v/A)%(Ay/v)?(my/Ay)?, where m; is the pion mass and A, ~ 1 GeV the chiral-
symmetry-breaking scale, and «, 3, v exponents that depend on the original LNV source. The
formula expresses Ov3f3 rates in terms of a set of phase-space factors, nuclear matrix elements,
hadronic low-energy constants, QCD evolution factors, and the original LNV Wilson coefficients.
With this formula, any BSM model for which the SMEFT framework is applicable (A > v and
no light BSM degrees of freedom) can be directly connected to Ov3/ rates.

In this work, we extend the above-sketched framework to an important class of BSM scenarios:
models with additional light sterile neutrinos. Such models have been considered in light of
low-scale leptogenesis [55-61|, the possibility of sterile neutrinos as a dark matter candidate
[58-63], and to account for anomalies in neutrino-oscillation experiments [64]. More generally,
the presence of neutrino masses hints towards the existence of sterile neutrinos but not towards
a specific mass scale. As such, it is important to extend the framework developed in Refs. [50,51]
to include the option of light sterile neutrinos and allow for non-standard interactions that could
originate at scales not too far from the EW scale, A ~ 1-100 TeV. Ov3g3 in presence of light
sterile neutrinos is not a new topic and has been investigated extensively in the literature, see
e.g. Refs. [59,65-73|. Here we wish to go beyond these studies in several directions. First of all, we
perform a systematic study in the framework of the sterile-neutrino-extended SMEFT [74-76].
We extend the SM not only with sterile neutrinos and the usual renormalizable interactions
with SM fields, but we also include higher-dimensional operators arising from integrating out
non-neutrino states that are assumed to be heavy compared to the electroweak scale. This is
relevant to describe a vast class of models, from left-right symmetric models [77-79], where sterile
neutrinos interact with heavy SU(2)r gauge bosons, to leptoquark models [80,81] and Grand
Unified Theories [82].

To describe physics at the EW and lower scales, the heavy mediators can be integrated out,
leading to the appearance of effective operators such as right-handed Fermi-like interactions. We
extend the SM with a full set of dimension-six and -seven gauge-invariant operators including the
light gauge-singlet sterile neutrinos, where light means a mass of order of the electroweak scale
or below. Depending on the mass m,, we proceed in different ways. For A, < m,, < v we can
integrate out sterile neutrinos before matching to hadronic operators. After integrating out vg
we obtain effective dim-3, -6, -7, and -9 operators that have already been studied in Refs. [50,51].
The resulting Ov 35 rates can then be readily read from the Master formula in those works.

The situation becomes more complicated for m,,, < A,. In this case, v remains a propagating
degree of freedom at hadronic scales and needs to be considered explicitly in calculations of
nn — ppee transition operators. In this paper, we derive the Ov34 transition operators induced
by light sterile neutrino in the framework of chiral EFT. In particular:

e We systematically construct the chiral Lagrangian in the presence of light sterile neutrinos
with non-standard interactions with SM degrees of freedom. The Lagrangian includes
terms with explicit neutrinos, couplings to nucleons and pions via vector, axial, scalar,
pseudoscalar, and tensor currents. In addition, the Lagrangian contains LNV operators



induced by the exchange of virtual sterile neutrinos, which in several cases contribute to
the transition operator at leading order. We organize these interactions in the chiral EF'T
power counting, and study the neutrino mass dependence of the associated low-energy
constants (LECs)

e We derive the transition operators in a consistent power counting, which guarantees that
LNV scattering amplitudes are properly renormalized. We further identify the set of nuclear
matrix elements (NMEs) required to calculate the Ovgg half-life.

e The NMEs and the LECs in the chiral Lagrangian depend on the mass of the sterile
neutrinos. We derive effective interpolation formulae grounded in QCD and xPT which
allow us to smoothly interpolate between the m,, < A, and m,, > A, regimes. These
formulae can be systematically improved by calculating pion, nucleon, and two-nucleon
LNV matrix elements with nonperturbative methods for different neutrino masses.

e We address sources of theoretical uncertainties on the OvGS half-lives. In addition to the
large uncertainty on the NMEs, the often-neglected uncertainties of the LECs, which orig-
inate when matching the EFT at the quark/gluon level to Chiral EFT, is very significant.
We estimate this uncertainty by conservatively varying the unknown LECs.

Our main result is an extension of the master formula obtained in Refs. [50,51] that now includes
the contributions from light sterile neutrinos. As we provide a direct matching to the UV
scale, the applied framework can be matched to any BSM scenario involving sterile neutrinos
and be readily connected to other probes of sterile neutrinos such as LHC searches, oscillation
experiments, and meson decays [83,84]. In particular, our results can be used in models where
sterile neutrinos play a role as dark matter or in producing the universal matter/antimatter
asymmetry via leptogenesis. To illustrate the use of the framework, we end by studying several
simple scenarios involving sterile neutrinos and the associated Ov33 phenomenology.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we introduce the sterile-neutrino-
extended SMEFT framework and discuss its evolution to the GeV scale. We discuss the matching
to the low-energy EFT where heavy SM fields are integrated out, and the effects of integrating
out sterile neutrinos with masses between the GeV and electroweak scale. In Sect. 3 we match
the operators at the quark level to the hadronic level using xPT, the low-energy EFT of QCD.
We discuss the hadronic input required to describe LNV processes at low-energies. In Sect. 4
we derive the resulting nn — ppee transition operators by considering soft- and hard-neutrino
exchange between nucleons. In Sect. 5 we present our formulae for OvfSS3 decay rates as a
function of phase-space factors, hadronic low-energy constants, nuclear matrix elements, the
neutrino mass eigenvalues, and the Wilson coefficients of higher-dimensional operators. The
nuclear matrix elements and their neutrino-mass dependence are discussed in Sect. 6. The
neutrino-mass dependence of hadronic low-energy constants and so-called subamplitudes are
studied in Sect. 7. In Sect. 8 we illustrate some applications of the developed framework by
considering several scenarios involving light sterile neutrinos. We summarize and conclude in
Sect. 9. Several appendices are devoted to technical issues.

2 The Lagrangian in the Standard Model Effective Field Theory

We consider a Lagrangian at the scale of BSM physics A > v that consists of the SM Lagrangian
supplemented by a right-handed gauge-singlet neutrino and higher-dimensional operators. In



this work, we consider operators up to dimension seven. To be precise, when discussing gauge-
invariant operators in the SMEFT, we follow Ref. [51] and denote their dimensions by dim-n
with n = 5,6,7. After EWSB, the EFT operators are only SU(3). X U(1)em invariant and we
refer to them, without the overline, as dim-n operators where n = 3,6,7,9. dim-9 LNV operators
play an important role in the phenomenology of Ov/35 but the relevant operators do not involve
neutrinos. Their contribution has been studied in detail in Ref. [51] and is not affected by the
inclusion of light sterile neutrinos. The Lagrangian we consider is then

1 _ _ o~
L = Lsy— |:2510{MRI/R+LHYVVR+h.C.:|

AL + L) 4+ £+ £ 4+ £ 4 £7) (1)

VR ?
in terms of the lepton doublet L = (g, er)”, while H = ity H* with H the Higgs doublet

H = %U(@( Hoh(z) ) : (2)

v
where v = 246 GeV is the Higgs vacuum expectation value (vev), h(z) is the Higgs field, and U(x)
is a SU(2) matrix encoding the Goldstone modes. vg is a column vector of n right-handed sterile
neutrinos. Y, is a 3 x n matrix of Yukawa couplings and Mz a general symmetric complex n x n
mass matrix. Without loss of generality we will work in the basis where the charged leptons eiL7 R
and quarks uZL r and di, are mass eigenstates (i = 1,2,3). This implies d} = V% d% A% where
V is the CKM matrix. The relation between the mass and weak eigenstates for the neutrinos
will be discussed below. We define ¢ = CU? for a field ¥ in terms of the charge conjugation
matrix C = —C~! = —CT = —CT. We use the definition for chiral fields Ui p=(Yrr)" =

CULn = PppV¢, with Pry = (14 75)/2.

We now turn to the higher-dimensional operators. In general they contain all generations of
quarks, but for OvgS the most important operators are those involving the first generation of
quarks. We therefore focus on operators with just u and d quarks, which implies that the Wilson
coefficients will carry indices in lepton flavor only. We make one further truncation of the set
of effective operators by focusing on interactions containing just one neutrino field. The only
exception are operators that contribute to neutrino masses after EWSB and thus contain two
neutrino fields.

The dim-5 operators obeying the above criteria are written as

LY = epenn(LE CO CLp ) HH,, £ = —0 MY vpHTH 3)

which after EWSB contribute to Majorana mass terms for active and sterile neutrinos. For n > 2
there appears a dim-5 transition dipole operator but it does not play an important role in Ov58.
See e.g. Ref. [85] for the more general phenomenology of these dim-5 operators. The number of
operators grows when going to higher dimensions, but the operators that match at tree level to

Ov 3 operators is not that large. In Tables 1 and 2 we list the operators in E(Vi) and L’l(,?, which
involve active left-handed neutrinos and were constructed in Ref. [86] and [87,88|, respectively.

)

The operators appearing in ﬁ,(g) and ﬁ(V; involve sterile neutrinos and were first constructed in
Ref. |76], they are given in Tables 3 and 4. We use the convention of Ref. [51] for the covariant
derivative.
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Table 1: LNC dim-6 operators [86] involving active neutrinos that affect Ov83 at tree level.
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7 = _
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Table 2: LNV dim-7 operators [87] involving active neutrinos that affect 0v35 at tree level.

Table 3: LNC dim-6 operators [76] involving a sterile neutrino that affect Ov3f at tree level.

Operators with even dimensions are L-conserving (LNC) and must be combined with LNV
interactions to induce OvBf5. This might lead one to believe that the dim-6 interactions can
only give small corrections to the effects of the LNV dim-3, -5, and -7 operators. However, the
LNV interactions themselves often require the insertions of small couplings
Majorana mass Mp contributes through the weak interaction and Y, couplings which can be
bypassed if dim-6 interactions are active. As we will see explicitly in Sect. 8.3, this means that

Class 1 W2 H3 Class 4 Pt
O | Tvm)HHEH) | 05 | (dy'u)(Wie)

Class 2 »2H2D o8 . | (Qu)(wrL)
0. | ryre)(HUiD,H) || O, | (Lvr)e(Qd))

Class 3 W2HX 0o, | (Ld)e(Qur)
(’)l(,?,{, (EUMVUR)TIgWI“”

the LNC dim-6 interactions can significantly affect the Ov503 rate.

. For example, the
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Table 4: LNV dim-7 operators [76] involving a sterile neutrino that affect Ov35 at tree level.

2.1 Evolution to the electroweak scale

To evolve the higher-dimensional operators from u = A to the electroweak scale, p ~ my, we
briefly discuss the required renormalization group equations (RGEs). Although for several classes
of operators the complete set of RGEs have been derived, in particular for the dim-6 [89-91] and
dim-7 [88] operators without right-handed neutrinos, here we only consider the RGEs due to one-
loop QCD effects. Most of the operators in Tables 1-4 do not undergo QCD renormalization or
consist of a quark bilinear and evolve either like a scalar or tensor operator. For these operators
the RGEs are rather simple

dC ST
dlnp

Cs

Qs

= —= C
e YsrlsT,

m

Vs = _60F7

6 7
{CLeQul ’ Cée)dQ’ Cél)/QuH} ’

Yr = QCFa

C = {CuW ) Cc(l?/V’ LeQu3}

(4)

where Cp = (N2 —1)/(2N,) for N, = 3, the number of colors. In addition, there are several
cases for which only combinations of couplings follow a simple RGE

1
) -

1 7 7 T
T35 {CngdeHl + (CJEJZQdH1> ] ,

1 7 7 T 7 7 T
1 {C(LL)QdHl + (CéL)QdH1> ] 5 [CéL)QdHZ + (CéL)QdH2> ] )

1 6 6
_50201)@,/ + C(Lu)Qd 5

1

3 1 6
CT(“) = _écéd)Qy7

()

where Cgf)T follow the same RGEs as Csr in Eq. (4). For some of the operators involving vg
the linear combinations that run like a scalar or a tensor current are more involved and lead to



the following RGEs

jl(rfL - 4%; <V%TVT 705 ) Cr, Cl = (Céz)chD,CégyeH/ye) ;
T 0 0 0 0
dCsy Qg w s 0 0 0
din = i vs+yr 0 —7s 0 0] -Co,
0 0 0 Y1 0
VS;‘YT 0 0 ’YTg'YS vs
St = (G (TR Ol Crus 0 O Ce ) - ©)

where yy = V2m #/v. The Cg zyu p and C((iz)Q ;p couplings induce additional operators that only
contribute to neutral currents and are therefore not shown.

2.2 Matching at the electroweak scale

After EWSB where the Higgs field takes its vacuum expectation value and after integrating out
SM particles with masses of the order of the electroweak scale, the SMEFT operators can be
matched to a new EFT. Operators in this EFT are only invariant under SU(3)¢c x U(1)em gauge
symmetries and only involve light quarks, charged leptons, neutrinos, photons, and gluons. For
purposes of v 35, operators containing first-generation quarks and no photons or gluons are the
most interesting and we focus on this subset of operators.

Below the electroweak scale, the Lagrangian in Eq. (1) can be matched to the following effective
Lagrangian

1 1
L = Lsy— |:2ﬂz Mipvy, + 517% Mgpvgr + 0V Mprg + h.C.:|

6 6 7 7 9
FLR s+ LR+ LN + LR + LR (")

where Lg\ now refers to interactions of dim-4 and lower of light SM fields, and Mp = vY,, /V/2.
The relevant higher-dimensional operators are given by

6 2GF | _ _ 6) ¢ | - _ A6) ¢, - _ 6) ¢ |, - _ A6) ¢
E(A)LZQ = 7\/5 {uL'y“dL [eR'y#C\(,E v + eL'yyC\(,ﬁ VR] + ugy!dgr [eR '7#0\(,3{ Vi + e WMC\(,}){ I/Ri|
+iurdr [éL c8vs +ep C*éguf%} + urdy, [éL s +ep C‘é‘?uﬁ}
+aLot dp €0, O v§ + apotdy erouw OF) v p +h 8
wlp " Vf, RO LEROuUp ' VR + h.c. ( )
(6) 2Gr ) s [ () ) T P () o (6)
LA1_o = W uryHdy, [eL’YuCVL VL + ERYuCy, Z/R:| + upy"dgr [eL YuCyg VL + ER Vulyp VR]

+urdg [ER c(sgyL +er éguR} + uRrdr [éR c(S?VL ter 5:(361?7/}2}

+ugot¥dr éRaWc(TGS) vy +arnotdg éLUWE@ I/R} +h.c. 9)
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2G .(—) o .<_>
E(A7)L:O = \/;;{EL’YHdL [éR Cgﬁ Dy +eg cgﬁ i D uVR}

<= <=
+urpy'dgr [éR cg%{ZD uVL + €L Egg{ZD MVR}
— = (N = = (7
+urotdr 0y (ercprpvr ) + urotdr O, (ercy oL + h.c. (11)

where %)u =D, — ﬁu‘

Apart from dim-6 and -7 operators, several dim-9 operators can be induced as well. Although
only a small subset is induced at the electroweak scale, almost all can be populated if a right-
handed neutrino with A, < m, < my is integrated out. We therefore list the complete set

L= 5 [ (e ercel+ ) ercel) 0+ cPeynsce of |, (12)

where O; and O are four-quark operators that are Lorentz scalars and vectors, respectively.
The scalar operators have been discussed in Refs. [92,93] and can be written as

Or = @vrtat @d'vrel, O =@t ah Gy

O: = @iriaf dprtar, Oy =27} 4/ ap .

O3 = CIRTJFqg qu+QL7 O = QLT+q1‘; QETJFQR )

Oy = TFyrtaf Gt q,’; ;

Os = ainr'dg aptr” (13)
where 7 = (71 £472)/2 with 7; the Pauli matrices and «, 3 are color indices. The O/ operators

are related to the O; by parity. The vector operators take the form [92]

of = ((jLT+’YHQL) ( LT+QR) , OW = (qRT ~ qR)( T+qL) ,

or = (QLtaT Yqr) (qrt*t qr) O = (qrt"tty"qr) (qrt"T"aL) .

Of = (@wr™v"ac) (ar7"ar) . O%' = (arm"7"qr) (@7rar)

Of = (qrt*v™y"qr) (qrt"t qr) , O = (grt®ty"qr) (qt*mtqr) , (14)

where the second column of operators is related to the first column by a parity transformation.
Together, Eqgs. (13) and (14) provide a complete basis of four-quark two-electron operators.
Without loss of generality, we work in a basis without operators with tensor structures that



can be replaced through Fierz relations in terms of operators involving quark bilinears with
uncontracted color indices, for example Or = q%0,,7¢% (jga“” T*gﬁ = —803 — 40s.

As mentioned, we only included operators with first-generation quarks and no photons. In
principle, there appear dipole-type operators containing F},,, and operators with heavier quarks.
We have kept all generations of leptons for now. To derive the matching contributions, we applied
the equations of motion of the various fields

idv, = Mpvg+ szi , idvp = MEVL + M};I/]C%,
ide, = Meeg, idur, = myug, iddy, = madpg ,
g 1 :
wr ~ 2L (GL’)/ vy, +dry uL) . (15)
2 1 I
K V2 myy,
Here M, = diag(m., my, m;) which appears in the Lagrangian as Ly, = —eér,M.er+h.c., while

my,q are the masses of the up and down quarks. Before giving the explicit matching conditions,
it is convenient to first rotate to the mass basis of the neutrino fields.

2.2.1 Rotation to the neutrino mass basis

After EWSB the mass terms can be written as

1 M, M
L= —5NM,N +he., M,,:( L D),

M}, M,
where N = (v, v%)T and M, is a N x N symmetric matrix (since My, and Mg are symmetric
matrices), with N = 3 + n. The mass matrix can be diagonalized by a single N x N unitary

matrix, U,
UM, U = m, = diag(m1,...,m34n), N =UN,,. (17)
In the general case U contains N (NN + 1)/2 phases and N(N — 1)/2 rotation angles and the
mai,...,my are real and positive. The kinetic and mass terms of the neutrinos can be written
as
1 1
L, = 517@'@1/ — §I7ml,1/, (18)

in terms of the Majorana mass eigenstates v = N,,, + NS, = v°. The rotation to the mass basis
is given by

v, = Pr(PU)v, vi = Pp(PU")v,
vr = Pr(PsU")v, v = PL(PU)v, (19)

where P and P are 3 x N and n x N projector matrices
P = (I3><3 03><n) ) P = (0n><3 Ian) . (20)

The above rotations lead to the following form for the SM charged and neutral currents,

9 _ - g _ + pT
L= Jseiy PUVW, + 5Py (U P PU) V2. (21)
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Both currents involve the combination PU, which is an 3 X N non-unitary matrix, implying that
the neutral current is no longer necessarily diagonal or universal. In general, the matrix PU
contains (N —n)(N +n+1)/2 phases. In the absence of higher-dimensional operators N —n = 3
of these phases can be absorbed by the charged-lepton fields, leading to (N —n)(N +n—1)/2 =
3(n+ 1) phases and an equal number of angles [94]. In the case of N = 3 the resulting matrix is
the usual PMNS matrix. In the presence of higher-dimensional operators the same re-phasings of
the electron fields can still be performed, but will result in redefinitions of the Wilson coefficients
of these operators.

After rotating to the neutrino mass basis the operators in E@::o and E(AG)LZQ, and C(A?::O and

E?Lz? can be written in rather compact form. We combine the dim-6 operators into

2G
£© = TQF {uL’y“dL {éRyuC\(,GL)R v+ éLfyMC'\(fﬁL I/} + apy'dgr {éR 'yMC\(,ﬁl%R v+er VMC\(,GQL y]

+urdgr [éL Cgfi{)RU + er Cé?;gLI/} + urdy, [éL Céi)RI/ + er C’éi)Ll/}

+aro*dgr éLO'w,Céﬁ;){R v+ uagpot¥dy éRO'uVC'g‘(i[),L I/} + h.c. (22)

while for the dim-7 operators we obtain

2G <5 ‘D
(0 — F{WdL o0 Cli B+ en €y D]

V20

<= <=
+’L_LR’)/‘“dR [EL C\(ZF){R 1D pV t+ER C\(/?{L 1D MV}
+uro™dp éLC”(F?{lﬁ/t'VVV + gt dp e CL) 70w

+uro*’dgr Du (éLCrg—_)m’yyl/> + arot¥dy, DM (éLCrgﬂ?27Vy> } + h.c. (23)

The dim-9 operators contain no neutrino fields and are unaffected. The dim-6 and -7 operators
are now mixtures of LNC and LNV terms, as the v fields do not have a definite lepton number.
The Wilson coefficients of the dim-6 operators are given by

Cyir = CWLPU" + & PU", Cyr = CYRPU" + 8 PU”,

cl® =cOpu+9pu, cl® =c¥Wpu+8ru,

C{y = CHPU* + &) PU", O = CO PU* + &5 PU™,

c® =c¥pu+pu, c®) =c®pru+ 8 pU,

ol =cWVpu+dPPU, 0 =9 pur + Y pUr, (24)
and those of the dim-7 operators become

c = pu+cipu, c =D pu+ o pU,

Cyig = CVLPU" + &L PU, CVir = CYRPU" + &R PU”,

0%7131 = C'(T?PSU’ ngz = C(T?JPU?

Cliy = CAPU Cligs = YR PU . (25)
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The operators involving v§ » and vg 1 contribute to the same terms in the mass basis, the only
difference results from the flavor indices that are summed over, i.e. whether P or P, appears.
This notation will help simplify the calculation of the nn — ppee transition operators.

Before discussing the matching conditions, we note that although the dim-7 operators are in
principle independent, this is no longer true in the approximation that the charged leptons carry
zero momenta. In this case, derivatives on the charged-lepton fields can be dropped which allows
one to neglect Cgf)u' In addition, the derivatives in the vector-like operators can now be moved
onto the quark bilinears, which, after using the equations of motion, gives rise to interactions
that have the same form as the scalar dim-6 operators. As a result, the contributions of the
dim-7 vector operators can be captured by the following shifts of the dim-6 scalar operators,

L - L+ %C\(;L)L - %C\(/?P){L . Cik = Cn + %C\(/?R - %C\(/?%R?

Cl — Co+ %C\(Zf){R - %C\(/?L)m C&h = C8h, + %C\(/?}){L - %C\(/?IZL - (26)
While working within this approximation, we will often employ the above shifts to obtain the
contributions from the dim-7 vector operators, instead of writing them out explicitly.

2.2.2 Matching contributions to the neutrino mass terms

Finally we explicitly give the matching conditions for the various effective interactions. We only
consider tree-level relations. Some one-loop matching results can be found in Ref. [95]. The mass
terms are given by

o
ML = —’UQC(B)—ECLH,
4
Ma = Mp+o?Ht) - L),
2
(% (% 6
Mp = ﬂ[yy—chjH}, (27)

such that the Majorana mass of active neutrinos gets dim-5 and dim-7 contributions. Additional
dim-7 contributions are induced at the loop level and discussed in Ref. [50]. The Majorana mass
of sterile neutrinos gets a direct dim-3 contribution and higher-dimensional corrections. The
Dirac mass gets a direct dim-4 contribution and a dim-6 correction. In principle, one expects the
lowest-dimensional contribution to each mass term to dominate the mass, but power-counting
estimates can be violated by small dimensionless numbers such as Yukawa couplings.
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2.2.3 Matching conditions for operators involving active neutrinos

We now turn to the dim-6 operators involving active neutrinos vy. The Wilson coeflicients of
LNC operators are given by

6 6 6 6 4y/20 6)\ T
L = —2Vual+20% [0, - CFL - Cia1] - =M (c)

4\/>U 7 T
IJWMT +4v (Céglw) Mp,

R

&= ()

Cgi) = v’ (CJ(:(?QuI)T’

c(TG) = (Cg?Qw)T. (28)

The first contribution to c§,6)L is the SM contribution. The remaining contributions to c§,6)L and

the other couplings are from BSM interactions and can be probed in S-decay experiments [75,96].
The matching conditions for LNC dim-7 operators are

M _ 4\f <<6)> ,

&L —
7
G- o,
2
Ky _4{020531,
KU _4@205@;1, (29)

such that the right-handed dim-7 coupling is not generated. The tensor operators are generated
by coupling to leptons through the SM charged current and are therefore diagonal in lepton
flavor space.

The analogous conditions for LNV interactions involving v, are given by

1 ¢ (7) * me _ 4V2 * 8 (7) %
03 CVL,ij = —ﬁVudCLHDe,ﬂ + 4V, 7CLHW31 - T ( LCeW) giv (MDCVeVV)ji )
L e 1 e«
w3 CVR,ij - ECLeuJH,ji )
L e 1 (1) (1) (7) *
3 CSR,ij - 2\[ (CLLQdHQ ij CLLQdHQ i + CLLQdHl zj)
Vud Ma ( (7) (7) (7) LT (7) *
t (b1 = Cltprgi = Cibpog) - o (S anrs = Cotauprss) -
L e 1 e« (7) T
3 USLjj ﬁ LLQuH,ij + % (CQLVUD> Mp ;
Vd M ( (1) (7) (7) * L ima ((7) (7) *
R (CLHDl ij ~ Crapig — Crmp 2,jz‘> t3 <CLLJuD 17~ CLLdun 1,ji> )
L e 1 ) ) (7) *
E CT:ij - \[ (CLLQdHQ i + C1LLQdH 2,51 + CLLQdHl zg) ’ (30)
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for dim-6 operators and

1 7 Vud ( A7 ) ) 7 *

3 \(/Izu = Ty (CLI){D 155t Crap1ji T Crapayi + SCLI){W,ji) )

L A LA (7) y
w3 CVR,ij D) (CLLJuD 1,ij + CLLJuD l,ji) ’ (31)

for dim-7 operators. The expressions for dim-6 and -7 LNV operators were obtained earlier in
Ref. [50], with the exception of the dim-6 contribution proportional to M} and M. Note that

the contribution proportional to MLCE%), scales as A=3 as My = O(v?/A) as given in Eq. (27),
so that all terms scale as A3,
2.2.4 Matching conditions for operators involving sterile neutrinos

In analogous fashion we obtain the Wilson coefficient of the operators involving sterile neutrinos
vg. For the LNC dim-6 operators we find

.|.
8v? 44/2 i 44/2
A = |-l akel, - 22 (o) i - 2 2arbe) |
g g g
T
(6 6
Cgff){ = UQ (Ct(iu)ue> ?
2
(6 6 v (6
C(SP% = _U2C§,z/)Qd+EC£d)QV7
2
6) _ o2~ T, V(A T
Cg, = v (CQUVL) +§(OQLWD> Mp,
2
_(6 v 6
& = SClig.: (32)
and for the LNC dim-7 operators
(7 4V/20% (6
g - Mg
g
& = 0. (33)

Analogous to Eq. (29) the right-handed coupling is not induced, while dim-7 tensor couplings
are not generated for sterile neutrinos either. In the case of the active neutrinos, such tensor
couplings arise from the product of a dim-6 operator involving quark fields and the SM weak
interaction, the latter of which only couples to active neutrinos.
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The dim-6 LNV conditions are given by

=(6 4\/>U 1}2 7 T
o - e ot s (e o
3
v 7 7 T %
(2 () - et 3
2 3
=(6 v 7 T v 7 T
C\(/T){ = _?md (CézuuD> + <\/§> (C(gL)l/uH) )
3 2 2 2 T
~(6 v 7 v 7 v 7 v (7)
CQ = |5 CRuen + 5 MIC s = Sl — ]
T
0(6) B £0(7) (v 3 0(7) n f 0(7) + 0—20(7) M. + 12 0(7)
SL \/5 QuveH \/5 QevuH 9 MaC guveD 9 QLvuD"""¢€ 2 MuCyep )
3 2
~6) _ Y M N (e )
CT - 8\& (CQeuuH) + ] Me (CQLVUD> . (34)

All contributions scale as A™3 except for the first contribution to C’( ) which scales as A2 and
is proportional to a LNC dim-6 coefficient, while the LNV source is the Majorana mass of the
sterile neutrino.

Finally the dim-7 LNV Wilson coefficients become

SO0 = 5 (elh) -5 (eh)"

%é\(/?}?)i = %(Cc(lz)ueD>T7

v

L) = 1 (o)

;130%){ = %(Cc(lz)QLD)T‘ (35)

2.2.5 Matching conditions for dim-9 operators without neutrinos

The matching conditions for the dim-9 operators can be taken from Ref. [50]

1 9 *

vi?)C{ﬂ)] = 2V (Céllellj +4CLHWZ]> )

L 9 . (7)*

w3 Crij = —2VuCpppn; L

1 9

o3 C’E(”)J = 0. (36)

Other dim-9 operators are induced from dim-9 contributions as discussed in Ref. [51].

2.3 Evolution to the QCD scale

Below the electroweak scale we again considering the one-loop QCD running of the operators in
Egs. (22), (23), and (12). The dimension-six and -seven couplings evolve like scalar or tensor
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currents, as in Eq. (4), with

6 6 7
Cs € {CéPzR,SRL,SLR,SLL}’ Cr e {Cé‘lzLR,TLD C(TP){LTRQ,TLLTLZ}' (37)

For the scalar dim-9 couplings we have [51,97,98|

d o _ 1\ as 9
dlnucl B 6<1 Nc> R

d [\ ay (84 & 6N, —4— 5 14N (cf
dlnp C§9) T An 4—]\% 4+Nlc+2Nc C?Eg) ,
(O as (/N 0 ) (O (38)
dinp \ ¢ ar \ -6 —12Cp) \ o

The RGEs do not depend on the lepton chirality, and we therefore omitted the subscripts L, R

in Eq. (38). The equations for the C’g% coefficients are equivalent to those in Eq. (38), while
the RGEs for the vector operators are given by

d 06(9) as _20F3]\1f\cfc—4 QCF(NC+2]2[(2NC—1) Cég) @)
dinp \c ) — 4x 4Ne=2 W@ﬂ )

2.3.1 Integrating out sterile neutrinos with A, <m, <wv

In case one or more neutrinos have masses in the range A, < m, < v, we should integrate them
out before matching onto chiral perturbation theory. We can do so by writing the Lagrangian
involving the heavy neutrinos as

N
1 . 1
L= | E {21/2-2(}914 — il/im,/il/i + Jivi| , (40)
i=N—ng+1

where 7 is a neutrino mass eigenstate index that runs over the heavy neutrinos, i.e. A\, <m,, <v
fori € {N —ng+1, N}, with ng the number of heavy neutrinos. Furthermore, J; incorporates
the interactions of the i-th neutrino that are present in £(%7) 1. When integrating out the heavy
neutrinos, combinations of the interactions in £67) will give rise to dimension-nine operators.
These can be derived by making use of the equations of motion,

v C~(Jm,"),, i€{N—ng+1, N}, (41)

1

where m ;! is a diagonal N x N mass matrix for the heavy neutrinos, m;! = diag(0,...0,

771,71\1,77%+ L m;]\}), and we neglected the kinetic term of the heavy neutrinos, which produces
terms that are suppressed by ¢/m,,. Making the same approximation for the interactions in J

allows us to drop the dim-7 terms. Appendix D discusses corrections to this approximation. We

!Note that the hermitian conjugate terms in Eqs. (22) and (23) can also be written in terms of the v; fields
instead of 7; fields, since vI'e = v°T'e = ECCTTC*ll/, where I' denotes the Dirac structure.
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obtain

T = Ji+J;
J; ~ ! uryHd [e c® L& 9 } + apy*d [e c® 4+ & ~,09
i = 2 (WAL [ CRTuE VLR T EL T VLL RY"AR |eRVubLyRR T €L Vb yRL

_ _ 6 _ 6 _ _ 6 — 6
+urdpr [6[, CS(,R)R + er Cé}gL} + urdy, [eL CéL)R +er CéL)L}
117 (6) T e (6)
+urot’dgr eLUMVCTRR + augot¥dy, eRUHVCTLL R (42)
i
where J; are the interactions that arise from the hermitian conjugate in £(%7) i.e. terms involving
er,r instead of er, r. This leads to the following effective Lagrangian

1
~ 5jm;lch, (43)

in which the terms of interest for Ov3~ 4™, namely those that have L = —2 (not L = 0,2), are
contained in the ~ Jm 'CJT part of the above Lagrangian. Instead, the operators with L = 2,
which give rise to 03+ 5+ decays are contained in the ~ Jm;'CJT term and are given by the
hermitian conjugate of the L = —2 interactions. This procedure leads to the following matching
conditions for the scalar operators

O = —50Wem O, Ol = —5Cmm, O

059122 = *CéL)L 7 _1Cé(1i)LT + 80C} ng 10%13L ; ng = zcglj%)L 7 _1Cé1>2L 4

Csp = 16v0é6£L mOfl . O3 =0,

Czigz)% = _5 [C\(/(SP){R g _10(6)R + C\(/L)R g _IC\(/P){R} )

oS = -5 |CRumi oyl + cimy oRil | - (44)

9)

Analogous matching contributions arise for the Ci( I
above by replacing

operators, which can be obtained from the

o e e Y o N o) e
C(A?L A O/&%R? Cl(XGI%L AN Cl(XGIZR’ Ae{S,V,T}. (45)
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The matching conditions for the vector operators are given by

o

CSQ)/

()

2

6) — 1 6)T 16T 6) _ 1 (6)T 6) — 16T
[C\(/L)R 1CéR)R + CéPgR 1C\(/L)R B C\(/IZLmVICéFgL + Cérngulcx(/L)L ]
2 2

172 9)

8v

NS

Y

2

6) _ 16T 6) _ 1 (6T
C(VL)Rmu IC”(FP){R + C”}lngmV 1C\(/L)R]

2 2

6) — 16T 6T 6) — _1(6)T 6T
C\(/I),R 1C§L)R +C§L)R 10\(/1)}{ B Cé/L)L 1C§L)L + CéL)L 1C\(/I),L]

172 9)
+4 <Nc+1>09 )

8v

NS

6) _ _1(6)T 6) _ 16T
C\(fﬁLmu 1C(TI),L + C"E“Iszu 1C\(/L)L
2

)

2 2

6) _ 1 (6)T 16T 6) — 1 (6)T 6) — 1 (6T
C&P){R 1CéL)R +C§L)R 10{/1%}{ C\(/%LmulcéL)L +C§L)Lmulc\(/1;L]

1 2 (9)r
+1 (1) o,

NS

©6) — 1O T | A6) 16T
Cyrpmy 1CTL + Crpm 1CVRL
2

106 T 6) _ 16T 6) _ 1 6)T 6) — 1 (6T
[ VRR' ICS) +C§£Rm,,10\(,})m _C\(/l)%LmVICéPgL +CéR)LmVIC\(/}){L]
41
4

8v

9

2 2

il 9y
(N +1)C 5

2

6) _ 1.6 16T
_8u [C\(/l)m e )R+C”(FP){R VIC\(/}){R]' (46)

Furthermore, integrating out a heavy neutrino in principle induces four-quark two-lepton
operators with an additional derivative. We discuss such terms in Appendix D.

3 Chiral perturbation theory with (sterile) neutrinos

Below the GeV scale, a description in terms of quarks and gluons as degrees of freedom breaks
down. We therefore match to an effective description in terms of pions and nucleons. To keep
the connection to QCD and the higher-dimensional operators we apply the framework of chiral
perturbation theory (xPT) [99-102]. xPT is the low-energy EFT of QCD and the yPT La-
grangian consists of all interaction among the effective low-energy degrees of freedom consistent
with the chiral and space-time symmetry properties of the underlying microscopic theory. We
apply two-flavored xyPT in which pions appear as pseudo-Goldstone bosons of the approximate
chiral symmetry of QCD. Up to small chiral-symmetry-breaking corrections, pionic interactions
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involve space-time derivatives. This feature allows for a perturbative expansion in €, = p/A,
where p is the momentum scale of a process. For p ~ m, only a finite number of interactions
need to be considered. Each interaction is proportional to a coupling constant, often called a low-
energy constant (LEC), whose value cannot be obtained from symmetry considerations alone.
The LECs can be fitted to experimental data, calculated using nonperturbative QCD methods
such as lattice QCD, or estimated based on the power-counting scheme with naive dimensional
analysis (NDA) [103]. The application of xPT to neutrinoless double beta decay was developed
in Refs. [50,51,92,93,104].

The extension of yPT to systems with more than one nucleon, as required for our purposes,
is often called chiral EFT (YEFT) [105] and has a more complicated power counting. The
nuclear scale p?/2my becomes relevant in diagrams in which the intermediate state consists
purely of propagating nucleons, which are enhanced with respect to the xPT counting. This
leads to the need to resum certain classes of diagrams to all orders, which manifests in the
appearance of bound states: atomic nuclei. The need to resum certain nuclear interactions also
has important consequences for external currents [106]. Currents that are sandwiched between
nuclear interactions that must be resummed can appear at lower order in the power counting
than expected based on NDA. For example, the exchange of a light Majorana neutrino between
two nucleons leads to a nn — ppee transition operator whose matrix element between nuclear
wave functions diverges [107,108|. This implies that a counterterm must be present, in the form
a short-range nnppee operator, to absorb the associated divergence. In this work, we determine
the scaling of nucleon-nucleon currents by explicitly enforcing that the nn — ppee amplitude is
renormalized.

The discussion of OvS8 mediated by light neutrinos requires the consideration of two more
scales: the energy of the outgoing electrons and the neutrino mass. The electron energy is
determined by the @Q-value of the Ov33 reactions. All isotopes of experimental interest have
Q-values at the MeV scale @ ~ O(MeV) which is small compared to the typical momentum
exchange between nucleons ¢ ~ krp ~ m; where kr is the Fermi momentum of a nucleus.
nn — ppee transition operators that explicitly depend on the lepton momenta therefore give
rise to suppressed Ov 35 amplitudes. To explicitly consider this suppression in the power-counting
scheme we assign the counting rule ) ~ m, ~ mﬁef< [51]. The electron energy is of similar size
as the excitation energy of the nuclear intermediate states, which are related to violation of the
so called “closure approximation”. In chiral EFT, corrections to closure are associated to the
propagation of ultrasoft (usoft) neutrinos, with ¢° ~ |q| ~ @, and, in the standard mechanism
2 are suppressed by Q/(4rkp) ~ ei [104] 3.

The mass of sterile neutrinos is a varying parameter, which can go from m; < @, similar to
the standard mechanism, all the way to m; > A,. For almost massless neutrinos, m; S @, the
Ov3/3 amplitude receives contributions from “potential” neutrinos, with (¢, q) ~ (0, kr), from
hard neutrinos, with gy ~ q ~ A, and from the usoft regime discussed above. The usoft region
is suppressed, unless the LO potential contribution cancels, as happens when the active neutrinos

2Throughout this work, we refer to the standard mechanism as Ov33 induced by three very light, m; < Q,
Majorana neutrinos.

3Ref. [104] adopted the counting Q ~ p2/mN ~ Mmréy, leading to the usoft contribution to be suppressed by
ei rather than eiA Since the usoft contribution to the Ovpgf half-life is given explicitly in terms of the energy
spectrum of the initial, intermediate, and final nuclear states and of the zero-momentum matrix elements of the
weak currents, it would be interesting to evaluate its size for Ov33 emitters of experimental interest, and assess

which counting is more accurate.
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have no Majorana mass, My, = 0, all sterile neutrinos are light, and higher-dimensional operators
are turned off. In this case, the potential region is suppressed by m? / k% [67,68], while the usoft
region is comparatively less suppressed, by mf /Q?, and the two become similar. In this paper,
we do not include the contributions from the ultrasoft region, which are phenomenologically
important only in the narrow region m; < @, and very small M. We will address the intricacies
of the usoft region in a forthcoming study. In several cases, the hard region gives contributions
that are comparable to those from potential neutrinos. We will consider the corresponding chiral
Lagrangian in Sect. 3.4.

If we increase the neutrino mass to m; ~ mg, the usoft region disappears. In this case, soft
neutrinos and pions with gy ~ q ~ m, are explicit degrees of freedom in the theory, but they
correct the OvBf3 transition operator only at loop level, implying a suppression by factors of
€y [104]. Instead, in the region m; ~ A, such loop corrections become large, ~ m;/A,, making
this the most complicated region to describe rigorously. Finally, if m; > A, the sterile neutrinos
can be integrated out in perturbation theory, as discussed in Sect. 2.3.1.

Within the framework of YEFT, extended with the additional scale considerations mentioned
above, the nn — ppee transition operators have been derived for several sources of LNV. For
example, Refs. [104,107,108| calculated the transition operator in the standard mechanism up to
next-to-next-to-leading order in the €, expansion. Refs. [50,51]| calculated the first non-vanishing
contribution for, respectively, dim-7 and dim-9 LNV operators. In this work we extend these
calculations to contributions from sterile neutrinos.

3.1 Chiral building blocks
The construction of the yPT Lagrangian is well documented [100,102,109], and the application

to OvBp is spelled out in Ref. [50]. Here we just repeat the main steps. It is convenient to write
the QCD Lagrangian supplemented by the operators in Egs. (22) and (23) as
qu = (ﬁﬁq + Q{ZH'Y;LPL + TM'V/LPR
—(M + s+ ip)Pr, — (M + s — ip)Pp + t o P, + t%’a,wPR}q, (47)

with ¢ = (ud)T a doublet of quark fields, and M = diag(m,,, mgq) is a diagonal matrix of the
real quark masses. The external sources s, p, I#, r*, /", and t’;{' can be read from Egs. (22) and
(23). Neglecting the SM electromagnetic and neutral weak interaction, and focusing on terms
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that create electrons instead of positrons, we identify

‘ 2G _ _ _ _ T
s+ip = —7\/5 {7-+ (eLCéi)RV + 6RCé(£)LV> + (7'*)T (eLCé%)RV + eRCé%)Lu> } ,
s—ip = (s+ ip)T ,

[ C— 2Gr + - MC(G) = MC(G)

= \/%T veRY " CyirV tvery " Cyrv
e IRy (N ?} the,
2G
rt = —ﬂi Tt {U éR’Y“C\(/%RV +v éL”Y#C\(/ﬁlzxLV

1o, T Ty 4 e ?} the.,
v 2G — v — v — v
t = \/511: {T+ [U ero” C%?L v+ eLC(T7L)17 v + 0" (eLC(T?ﬂ Vﬂ

T
+ (T+)T {U éLUWC'(T?R v+ éLCg}%l(g”v”V + ot <éLCé71%2’ny>} } ,

= () (48)

The quark-level Lagrangian is formally invariant under local SU(2)r, x SU(2)g transformations,
qr. — Lqr and qg — Rqpr with L and R general SU(2) matrices, provided that the spurions
transform as

l, — LLL'—i@,L)L", r,— Rr,R" —i(9,R)R",
M+s+ip — R(M+s+ip)LT, " — RtWVLT, th — Lt RY. (49)

The chiral Lagrangian that describes the exchange of potential neutrinos is then constructed by
building the most general interactions that are invariant under these transformations.

3.1.1 The pion sector
In xPT pions are described by

9 iT T
U=u —exp< 2 >, (50)
in terms of the Pauli matrices 7, the pion triplet 7r, and Fy is the decay constant in the chiral
limit. We use F; = 92.2 MeV for the physical pion decay constant, and, since we work at lowest
order in xPT, we will use Fy = Fy. Under SU(2);, x SU(2)g transformations the pion field
transforms as U — LUR!. Tt is convenient to define a covariant derivative that transforms in
the same way D,U — L(D,U)R' under local transformations, where

DU = 0,U —il,U +iUr, , (51)

where [, and r, are the external source terms given above. Quark masses explicitly break chiral
symmetry and their effects are included by the spurion y that transforms as y — LyR', and
explicitly

X =2B(M + s —ip), (52)
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where B is a LEC, often called the quark condensate, related to the pion mass via m2 =

B(my +myg). The LO chiral Lagrangian consists of the Lorentz- and chiral-invariant terms with

the lowest number of derivatives
F? E?
Ly= LTy [(D#U)T (D“U)] + LT [U* X+ UXT] . (53)

By expanding the U field, we can immediately read off the interactions between pions, neutrinos,
and electrons, that are induced by effective operators that contribute to I*, r# s, and p. Con-
tributions from the tensor sources require two additional derivatives and only appear at higher
order. For those sources, interactions in the pion-nucleon sector are more relevant. Interactions
with more derivatives or insertions of x also appear at higher order, but will not be necessary
for our purposes.

3.1.2 The pion-nucleon sector

We work with non-relativistic heavy-baryon nucleon fields denoted by N = (p, n)? characterized
by the nucleon velocity v# = (1,0) and spin S* = (0, o/2). Under chiral symmetry the nucleon
field transforms as N — KN with K an SU(2) matrix, belonging to the diagonal subgroup of
SU(2), x SU(2)r. The same matrix appears in the transformation of u = VU — LuKT = KuR'.
A nucleon covariant derivative can be defined as

1 . .
D,N = (0, +T,)N, r,= B [uT(ﬁu —il,)u + u(0y, — zru)uq , (54)

such that D, N — KD, N. It is useful to introduce two more objects with convenient symmetry
properties

Uy, = —i [UT(OH —ily)u —u(0y — iru)uq ,
X+ = uTqu + uXTu, (55)

that transform as X — KXKT, with X € {x4, u,}. Operators relevant for Ov33 with the
lowest number of derivatives are given by

ﬁfrljzf = iNv-DN + gaNS - uN + c5 NX4+ N — 2g7€,,050" NS? (uTtﬁ'uT + ut‘i”u) N, (56)
where x4+ = x4+ — Tr(x+)/2 and ¢5 and gy are two LECs. c¢j5 is connected to the strong proton-
neutron mass splitting (m, —m,)5"" and to the scalar charge gg via c5 = (my, —my)*" /(4B (my, —
mq)) = —gs/(4B) |110]. gr is nowadays known from lattice QCD calculations. The numerical
values of all LECs are given in Table 5.

For certain LNV sources we also require the NLO corrections. Particularly important are the
contributions from the nucleon isovector magnetic moment gps and the tensor form factor g/,

/
2 am — g _
‘Cgrfzf - _deaﬁva NS fif,N — mifvvu N | (a9 ul + uth”u), Dy | N.

The my in the definitions in Eq. (57) is conventional, and do not indicate that the LECs gy
and ¢/ are determined by reparameterization invariance. At the same order in the Lagrangian,
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Figure 1: Tree-level contributions to n — pe~ v, in the presence of non-standard vector, axial,
scalar, pseudoscalar, and tensor currents. Nucleons and pions are denoted by double and dashed
lines, the electron by a single line with an arrow, while v, which is a Majorana mass eigenstate,
by a single line (with no definite particle flow). The insertion of the non-standard current is
denoted by a square, while strong-interaction vertices by a circle. In the case of the vector,
scalar, and tensor currents, only the first topology appears because parity forbids the couplings
of the current to a single pion. Both diagrams contribute to the axial current at LO, while the
pseudoscalar current is dominated by the pion pole in the second diagram.

there arise recoil corrections to the axial, vector and tensor form factors
@) _ 1 S iga
£7TN, rec ma (quy - gl“’) (NDNDVN) - 2m N

—%ewﬁ NSa{(uft"ut + uth”u), iDy}N .

N{S-D,v-u}N (57)

Notice however that these terms contribute to the neutrino potentials only at N?LO, and we
disregard them in what follows. Before turning towards the nucleon-nucleon sector, we first
discuss the single neutron (-decay transition operator, which plays an important role in the
descriptions of Ov3f induced by sterile neutrinos.

3.2 The neutron -decay transition operator

The chiral Lagrangians of the pion and pion-nucleon sector can be used to derive the S-decay
amplitude of a single neutron. This amplitude provides a building block towards deriving the
OvpBf transition operators. Not all contributions to Ov35 can be captured in this way, since
LNV interactions such as wmwee, TNee, and NN N Nee operators, contribute to the Ov3f transi-
tion operator without the exchange of a neutrino. The long-distance contributions from sterile
neutrinos with masses below A,, however, can be captured by combining two neutron S-decay
transition operators that are derived here.

At tree-level in xPT, there are two types of diagrams that contribute to n — p+e+v (where v
denotes a Majorana mass eigenstate) depicted in Fig. 1. In the region m; < A, loop corrections
appear at next-to-next-to-leading order and will be neglected. They have been considered in
Ref. [104] for the case of the exchange of a light Majorana neutrino with SM couplings. The
amplitude can be written in compact form

l,+r lL,—r .
#T#J‘i;—i-ujz—SJS—FZPJP‘FtRuVJ#}:"‘V‘tL/LVJ’_#Z N(p>7 (58)

An—>pe*1/ — N(p/) 5
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where N(p) denotes a spinor of a non-relativistic nucleon field with three-momentum p. The
sources are given in Eq. (48), and include both LNC and LNV terms. Up to NLO in the chiral
expansion we obtain

oyl - 2
J"lj — gv(qz) <'U'u + b +p ) + ZgM(q )g,u,l/aﬁvasﬁql/’
2mN my
Ti = —9ald) 25#—i25'(p+p’) +M2q“s.q
A 2mN 2mN )
Js = gs(q®),
2
Jp = ng(q)s.q’
my
" 2 Pa + P, gp(q?)
sy = or(ae? (v P ) 3 00—,
w o= ”

where p and p’ stand for the momenta of the incoming neutron and outgoing proton. J’Tf and J’Tﬁ
start to differ only at higher orders in the chiral expansion. We define ¢* = (¢°, q) = p* — p'#,
and e*®# is the totally antisymmetric tensor, with €0123 = 41, We have written the currents
in terms of form factors that depend on the momentum transfer q?. Up to the order we work,

most form factors are constants with the important exception of gp(q?). Explicitly, we obtain

(@ = gv. gal@®)=ga, gu(d®)=gum,
2gampy
2 _ oy _
gS(q ) gs, gP(q ) q2+m%—a
gr(@® = gr,  gr(d®) =g, (60)

and the values of the (combinations of) LECs gv, ga, gum, gs, g7, and g/ are given in Table 5.
All form factors are O(1), except for gp(q?) that is enhanced by my/m,. We stress that the
form factors gp(q?), gar(q?), and g4(q?) are associated with an inverted power of my in the
contributions to the hadronic currents in Eq. (59). In practice, the NME calculations we use in
Section 6 include dipole form factors, that is they multiply Eq. (60) by (1 + q?/A?)~2, with A
either the vector or axial mass, Ay = 850 MeV and A4 = 1040 MeV. These corrections appear
at N2LO in chiral EFT. In Ovf3/3 candidates, these form factors shift the NME by 10%-15%,
consistent with the chiral EFT expectation [111].

3.3 Chiral Lagrangian induced by dimension-nine operators

The chiral Lagrangian induced by the dimension-nine operators in Egs. (13) and (14) was dis-
cussed in Refs. [51,93]. These operators induce LNV couplings of two pions, two nucleons and
one pion, or four nucleons to two electrons. The n7 interactions only obtain significant contri-
butions from the scalar operators. Neglecting terms with more than two pions, which are only
relevant at loop level or in multi-nucleon operators, the pionic Lagrangian can be written as
eCet
o

L. = F2[C[™Oum 0'r™ +CT™n 7| +(L+< R). (61)

As we will see in the next subsection, these w7 interactions, as well as the 7N and NN inter-
actions discussed below, are not only induced by dim-9 operators, but also receive contributions
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from the exchange of hard neutrinos. In anticipation of these additional contributions, we will
write the above couplings (as well as those to be introduced below) as

nr
C§=cy+> Cos(mi), a€{mm xm, 7N, NN}, Be{L,RV}, (62)
=1

where we use cg to denote the dim-9 contributions, while the remaining terms will be discussed
in Sect. 3.4. The contributions from the dim-9 operators can then be written as

T 5 T 9 9
T = i <C§L) + C{L)’) :
1
= [gZ’TCﬁ) +gi"Cs) — g (0593 + Céi)’) — 95" (03{?3 + C§9L>’)} , (63)

where the couplings with right-handed electron fields are obtained by the replacement L — R.
The LECs, g™, were defined in [51] and their sizes can be estimated using NDA

FT=0(1),  g5has=0(AF). (64)

The LECs in Eq. (61) were computed in Ref. [112], and are found to be in agreement with these
expectations. We report the values of the LECs in Table 5.

Pion-nucleon couplings are induced by both scalar and vector operators. For scalar operators,
the mN couplings are subleading, with the exception of the operator O;. For vector operators,
they contribute to the LO OrvS3f3 transition operator. Expanding in pion fields, the Lagrangian
has the form

5 15T > =T
Lﬂ'N = \/5914}7‘7r [ps.(aﬂ—)n] { |:CEN BLS;BL —|—(L<—>R) —{—C{}NU“(WZ;CG},

T s 9 9 T T 9 ~tN ~(9
Er = 97" (CiL),lR ™ CiL{&R) oG =gy + ey (65)

where CY) = O + ¢ + ¢ + ¢, &) = ¢ + ¢ + 0"+ ¢, The LECs g7y and
g7V were defined in Ref. [51], and they are O(1).
Finally, both scalar and vector operators induce nucleon-nucleon interactions. Following the
definitions of Ref. [51] and again expanding in pion fields, we have
~ ercer O éyu%ng } |
v

CN
L 115

Lyy = (pn) (pn) { + (L < R)

9 o) 9 9y 9 o)
ay = gV <C§L),1R + CfL),lR) +g (CéL),QR + CéL),QR) +g3 ™ (C:JEL),?)R + C?EL),?)R)
+g5 NCZE%)AR + 935 NCEE%),E)R )
c]‘\/[N = géVNC"(/g)—i-géVNé‘(/?). (66)

The scaling of the nucleon-nucleon couplings follows the NDA expectation for g{\jﬁ%, while gé\gﬁl’ 5
need to be enhanced with respect to NDA in order to renormalize the nn — pp ee amplitude [51].
Explicitly, we have

9o =0(1),  grsus=0((4n)?). (67)
Currently, only NDA estimates are available for the 7N and NN LECs.
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3.4 Chiral Lagrangian from the exchange of hard neutrinos

In addition to the long-range contributions originating from the exchange of potential neutrinos
between nucleons, mediated by the currents in Eq. (58), the Ov35 half-lives receive corrections
from short-range operators, induced by the insertions of two currents connected by the exchange
of hard, virtual neutrinos. The origin of these contributions can be understood by considering
the effective action induced by two insertions of the interactions in Eqs. (22) and (23)

iSest = —% 'z dyT{[£O@) + LD (@)] [£O @) + £V } . (68)
In terms of Eq. (68), the long-distance potential, derived in Sects. 3.1.1 and 3.1.2, arises from
the region |x —y| 2 1/kp where factorizing the two interactions is a good approximation. These
long-distance contributions do not necessarily capture the region where |z —y| < 1/A,. In fact,
as we will argue below, NDA and renormalization imply that this region contributes at leading
order in several cases. In order to correctly describe Ov503, the constructed chiral Lagrangian
should be able to reproduce the amplitudes that result from inserting Seg between initial and
final states. In cases where the |z —y| < 1/A, region is important, this implies that additional
short-distance interactions, of the same form as those induced by the dim-9 operators, are needed
at LO in the chiral Lagrangian.

3.4.1 Double insertions involving the vector couplings C\(,ﬁgR VRR

Before discussing these contributions in generality, let us consider the amplitude (hrejez|Sem|hi),
where h; ; are hadronic states, for the example of the insertion of two vector operators. Since
we are interested in amplitudes without initial- or final-state neutrinos, the neutrino fields in
L7 will be contracted among each other. Using this fact, and neglecting electron momenta,
the Dirac algebra for the leptonic part can be performed, leading to

mi dq e—tq(z—y) ~ .
2@4/d41:d4y/ 2r (ere2]er(z)eR(x)[0)

(hpeiea|Seg|hi) = ; )1 q? —m? + e

© \2 - - ©® \? - "
< (g3 (OVl) | iwde(@) iy dily) + (CRaw) arvudr(e) iry*dr(y)

+2(C\r) . (CVlk)  arvudr(a) amﬂdmy)}\h» (L R)+ ... (69)

where the dots stand for terms proportional to other Wilson coefficients, as well as terms that
arise from the ¢ term in the propagator. In this example, we will focus on the terms oc m;.
As mentioned above, Eq. (69) will induce operators of the same form as those induced by

: L : © \? (A6 \? (6) ~(6)
the dimension-nine operators. In particular, the (Cyigr ) , (Cypr ) » and Oy gCypp terms

transform as the O1, O}, and Oy operators under chiral transformations. As a result, chiral
symmetry allows the following non-derivative pionic Lagrangian

T
Lon = 2G3F2Ymigif(mi) T[QuQulenC\y (COdn) ek + (L& R),  (70)
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where we introduced Qf, = u'7u, Qp = urTul. By NDA the LEC ¢7%(m;) is of order O(F2),
and we have explicitly given it a dependence on m;. With this scaling, g{'f(m;) contributes at
LO to Ovj3f, meaning that the |z — y| < 1/A, region in Eq. (68) significantly contributes.

Very similar short-distance LECs are generated by the insertions of two electromagnetic
currents, where hard virtual photons are exchanged instead of neutrinos. As explained in
Refs. [104, 107, 108|, this analogy can be made precise in the limit m; — 0, which allows for
a relation between g{'f(0) and the pion mass splitting,

m2. — m?2
= % ~ 0.8F2, (71)
e

9ir(mi = 0)
explicitly confirming the NDA expectations. The (C\(,GIER’VRRY terms in principle give rise to
pionic operators involving derivatives, which however induce subleading corrections to the long-
distance neutrino potentials. None of the terms in Eq. (69) induce 7N couplings at leading order
and we neglect them here.

Additional interactions appear in the nucleon-nucleon sector. All combinations of couplings
in Eq. (68) give rise to short-distance nucleon-nucleon couplings, which are expected at N2LO
by NDA. However, as discussed in Refs. [51,107,108], in the case of the standard mechanism and
several dim-9 operators they must appear at LO to guarantee that nn — ppee amplitudes are
properly renormalized and regulator independent. The chiral Lagrangian is given by

1 S _C E :
6 \? NN N N 6 \2 NN _ _
X (CVLR> I (mi) NQLN NQLN + (CVRR> Nz (mi)NQrN NQrN

_ _ 1 _ _
+2 (C\(/%R) (C@L) giR () (N QLN NQpN — 2Tr(QLQr)NTN - NTN) }

+(L < R), (72)

2
where the (C\(/GIZR VRR) terms are related by parity and therefore come with the same LEC. In

addition, we omitted traces that vanish for the form of Qp, r relevant for Ov34, but in principle
could be non-zero for other isospin components. From NDA, one finds g~ (m;) ~ Ay 2 which
implies the short-range operators contribute at N?LO. To absorb divergences in the scattering
amplitudes, however, the scaling needs to be modified into gZNN ~ F~2 sothat the ggg’ ,, operators
in Ly contribute at LO. The coupling g)'N was already encountered in Refs. [107,108], since it
also appears in the standard mechanism.

As was the case of the 7 interactions, the LECs that appear in the N N sector can be related to
LECs that appear due to the insertion of two electromagnetic currents. In this case, it is the sum
of g"N and g}fg that is related to electromagnetic LECs, which affect isospin-breaking observables
in nucleon-nucleon scattering. As a result, this combination of couplings can be obtained from
the charge-independence breaking combination of scattering lengths, ~ an, + app — 205y, as
detailed in Ref. [108]. Within pionful chiral EFT, at m; = 0 and in the MS scheme, this leads
to

3 N(0) + 3R (0) _ Ci+Co
2 2

=2.5—18In(my/n), (73)
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2 - 2
where we introduced g; = (m‘i’;c) gi and C; = <m4]\7:c) C;, while the electromagnetic couplings

C1 were defined in Ref. [108]. Furthermore, C(u) = O(F;?) is the nucleon-nucleon contact
interaction that appears at LO in the 'Sy channel within chiral EFT. This coupling can be
obtained by fitting to the isospin conserving nucleon-nucleon scattering lengths, and, within

pionful EFT and using the MS scheme, one has [108],

(TZ—:)Q In ::% . (74)

1 gAm?>
— = -024fm 2 24T
() AF?

The above equations imply gh~(0) + ghg (0) = O(1), or gi™N(0) + gy (0) = O(F;?). This
example explicitly confirms the arguments below Eq. (72).

3.4.2 The general case

We now discuss the general chiral Lagrangian induced by hard neutrino exchange. This involves
other combinations of Wilson coefficients, as well as the terms induced by the oc ¢ term in the
neutrino propagator, both can be constructed along similar lines. The induced interactions will
have the form of the 7w, 7N, and NN Lagrangians of Sect. 3.3 such that all of these effects can
be captured by the couplings defined in that section. For the non-derivative pion couplings of
Eq. (61) we have

m;v
T _ T 7 VT
iLLR — CGLRT T2 GiLR
™

i = 2g7Rm) (OF) | (CVh) |, — 2057 (m) [(Oéi)R)2. + (Cé?QR)Q]

el el
2
i) (), (O, ~ 2 0m) (CS3)" 77
aqr = i’ gqr=0. (75)
Contributions from dim-7 operators are captured by cglgm7, which are discussed in Appendix
B, and all LECs scale as g]" = O(F?). The contributions that are explicitly proportional to
m; arise from choosing the ~ m; part of the neutrino propagator when performing the lepton
contractions, as in Eq. (69). The remaining terms arise from the ¢ part of the propagator, but
only contribute at the dim-7 level. The right-handed coupling /%" can be obtained from 7"
by interchanging the L, R labels on the Wilson coefficients, L <> R, while leaving those on the
LECs unchanged, and dropping ¢} ]7{“7
The derivative mm couplings are given by

RV < SR LCOpY 7k
iL,R Ay i L,R Ay i LR
&7 = g8vLL(m) [(Cé%)R> o (C\(/ﬁL)L)ei + (Cé?J)R) o (C\(/'ﬁl){L) ez}
—ng?“i(mi) (Cfw)  (C¥1L)  +(VLL & VRL) |
It o= g, T =0, (76)

where ¢/" can again be obtained from ¢/%" with the interchange L <> R and ¢/ 7 is given in

Appendix B. The LECs related to these derivative couplings scale as O(1), one of which was
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already encountered in Ref. [51] where it was called g™ = %Q%TVLL (0). It should be noted that
the terms proportional to 9831, 9SVRL and 93T g0 are generally suppressed by F2/ Ai compared
to the long-distance amplitudes in the limit m; — 0. In this limit these pieces only significantly
contribute if the pseudo-scalar and axial couplings, that induce the long-distance contribution,
are suppressed compared to the scalar and vector couplings.

The pion-nucleon couplings of (65) can be written as,

TN _ TN Mi ynN
iLLRYV = GLRV T A CGiLRV
X

A= b (0h), (), + (o), (),

_ v (mi) (cfiw) | (Ch). } + (VLL > VRL)

2 i
iV = @, R =0,
C?\]/V = —éjiggjﬁfL,VLR(mi) [(C\(/GIZL)ei (C\(/(jﬁR) o (L R)|,
vt = (77)

where g7V = O(1), the right-handed coupling cfg is given by cﬁv with L < R, and the
dimension-7 contributions are again relegated to Appendix B. Several of the above LECs are

connected to those of Ref. [51], for which we have gTd} y1r(0) = &V % and ¢gFN; 1 (0) =
TN Ax
9T mn-
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Finally, the contributions to the nucleon-nucleon couplings in Eq. (66) are given by,

C}\ILI\,IR,V = C%jR,V""ZZC?E}}I%,V’

A= o (), (), + (), (c6),]
—g¥§/L2L(mi) <C(T6f){R> g (C\(/6L)L> i } + (VLL <> VRL) 4 I 7,

= ) s ()] (eh) (eh),
PR ()] (), ] - B (), (),
A )]

QY = v Sl [(cGl) (cGln) - @ e R)

7 AX 2 VLL i VLR ei

im0 (), (), - 5 7]

+AUXQ¥,I\SILL(mi) [(C(T?{R) o (CéﬁL)L)ei (L e R)} + Cf'VVN7 ;

¢ 6 6 6 6
UX = g8eLvrL(ma) [(CéL)L + CéPQL) . (C\(/IZL + C\(/P){L> — (L R)}
X el el
AN (6) © _ 0 ot
+9rrL veL(mi) [(CTLL>ei <CVLL - C\/RL)ei — (L« R)} + ok, (78)
The right-handed couplings cfg VNN can be obtained from C?IEI VNN by interchanging the L, R

labels on the Wilson coefficients, L <> R, while leaving those on the LECs unchanged, and
dropping /NN 7. By NDA, the LECs related to the ¢/NN couplings scale as g8 = O(A?) while

X
those contributing to the C%\IN couplings follow the scaling g%\IN = O(1). However, apart from

the terms proportional to g§§L7VLR, gSN}\\I,LL, ggl\\;RL, g%%LL, and g%l}l,RL, one has to enhance the
scaling of all NN LECs by Ai /F2 in order to obtain renormalized amplitudes. We report the
RGE:s for the enhanced LECs in Appendix C. Finally, two of the above LECs are related to those

discussed in Ref. [51], namely g§§L7VLR(0) = gV Tﬁ?\] and g?%LL(O) =gV Tﬁ—’;

3.5 Summary

The LECs needed to construct the neutrino potential at LO, and their current determinations, are
summarized in Table 5. The LECs that enter the neutron S decay operators discussed in Sect. 3.2
are well determined, either from experiment, as in the case of g4 a7, which appear in SM currents,
or from lattice QCD, in the case of gg, gr and B. The one exception is g/, which contributes to
the tensor current at recoil order and is not very important in 8 decays. The evaluation of this
LEC could be pursued with the same methods discussed in Refs. [113-115]. The 77 couplings
induced by dim-9 operators have been computed in Lattice QCD [112], with uncertainty better
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than 10%. The 7w, 7N, and NN couplings induced by dim-6 and dim-7 operators are functions
of the neutrino mass. In the case of gff, both the small- and large-m; behavior are known,
allowing us to obtain a reliable interpolation formula, as we will discuss in Sect. 7. In several
other cases, only the large m; behavior is known. The calculation of these couplings as a function
of m; could use techniques similar to the Hubbard-Stratanovich transformation proposed in
Ref. [116] for the g{™ 5 couplings, with the difference that the scalar particle o introduced in
Ref. [116] is kept light. The determination of the pion-nucleon and nucleon-nucleon couplings,
induced by dim-6, -7 and -9 operators, is much more uncertain. At the moment, only the
combination gYN(0) + QERN (0) is known, in a variety of renormalization schemes [51,108|, via
its relation to charge-independence breaking in nucleon-nucleon scattering. All other couplings
require dedicated Lattice QCD calculations of LNV nucleon-nucleon scattering amplitudes. In
the literature, the LECs in Table 5 are often estimated using uncontrolled assumptions such
as “factorization” of the product of two weak currents. While this might be unavoidable at
the moment, we will show that varying the LECs in a range suggested by their NDA scaling
introduces uncertainties in the OvgB3 half-lives that are as large as those in the nuclear matrix
elements, and should not be neglected.

As argued above, the exchange of hard neutrinos within chiral EFT leads to counterterms
that are expected to induce O(1) effects in many cases. However, as we will discuss in Sect. 6,
the nuclear matrix elements for isotopes of experimental interest are all calculated using various
many-body methods, for which it is a priori unclear how the conclusions of Chiral EFT carry
over. Thus, although the extraction of the counterterm from NN scattering in Eq. (73), as well
as ab initio calculations in light nuclei [108,117], suggest that hard-neutrino exchange has an
O(1) impact on the Ov3f half-life, we cannot say with certainty to what extent this is true in
many-body calculations for the heavy nuclei of experimental interest. This implies that it is in
principle possible that the effects of hard neutrinos, which are O(1) in the Chiral approach, turn
out to be smaller in the calculation of NMEs of larger nuclei, such as those of Refs. [118-121]
(depicted in Table 7). To deal with these issues when deriving Ov(3/ constraints in Sect. 8, we
will conservatively employ the above mentioned NMEs and their uncertainties, while estimating
the theoretical error due to the unknown hard-neutrino LECs by using their NDA values.

4 The nn — ppee transition operator including sterile neutrinos

We now turn to the main part of this work: the derivation of the nn — ppee transition operator.
This transition operator will be inserted between nuclear wave functions and is sometimes called
the “neutrino potential”. The transition operator is not necessarily due to the exchange of
a neutrino as other mechanisms exist, for instance via the contact mmee, npree and nnppee
interactions discussed in Sect. 3.3 and 3.4. Such mechanisms have been discussed in detail in
Ref. [51] and the derivation of the potential in the presence of sterile neutrinos amounts to
generalizing the couplings C™ C™ and CNV as in Eq. (62), to include the contributions
of hard-neutrino exchange. We therefore focus here on the neutrino potential arising from the
exchange of a light neutrino, with mass below the chiral-breaking scale A,.. In general the induced
neutrino potential arises from the four diagrams in Fig. 2, where any combination of hadronic
currents can be used. The top (bottom) incoming and outgoing nucleons have momenta p;
(p}) and pa (ph), respectively, and we define g12 = p12 — pj 5. The top (bottom) electron has
outgoing four-momenta k; (k2). In diagrams (a) and (b) the neutrino then carries momentum
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n — pev, T — ev ar—ee: OO
ga 1.271 +0.002 [122] 97" 0.36 £ 0.02 [112]
gs 1.02+0.10  [114,115] 957 2.0+0.2 GeV? [112]
gm 4.7 [122] 957 —0.62+£0.06 GeVZ [112]
gr 0.99+0.03  [114,115 gi" -1.94+02 GeV? [112]
lg%r o) gET —-8.0+0.6 GevZ  [112]
B 2.7 GeV
n — pree: OO 06 g OO ar —ee: 06D gO6)
\91 | o(1) |g”71£TVLL‘7 \9§§/LL|7 |9”7HVRL|7 \9§§/RL| o)
9TR ], 1957 2] O(F?)
|977% ], 197l 1971, Trl O(F7)
nn — ppee: OO nn — ppee: OO g O6)
\9167 o(1) 1921, 1ot | 198 ] O(1/F?)
O((4m)?) 98 s lgnt |, |gSLL VLL O(1/F7)
‘gTLL vl 1925 1, ‘gTL Rl O(1/F?)
|97 T‘ |gTR 7l O(l/Ai)
|95, SVl 1ot VLL| |91L VLR o)
|gs TRl \QT VRl o(1)
|9T Skl |9T Sl ‘gTL vl |gTR vl O((4m))

Table 5: The low-energy constants relevant for the dim-3, dim-6, dim-7, and dim-9 operators.
The headings show the type of long-distance (n — pev, m — ev) or short-distance processes the
LECs induce, while the labels O and O©7) @ ©6.7) indicate whether the corresponding LECs
are induced by dim-9 operators or by the insertion of two dim-6(-7) interactions. Whenever
known, we quote the values of the LECs at x4 = 2 GeV in the MS scheme.

q11 = 1 —k1 = —q2+ko. In diagrams (c) and (d) the neutrino carries momentum g2 = g1 — ko =
—q2 + k1. In most cases, we can neglect the electron momenta in the neutrino propagators and
hadronic currents. In those cases, q11 = qi12 = ¢1 = —¢2 = ¢q. Finally, we define the notation
Jy(i), where x = {V, A, S, P, Tg, T} and i = {1,2}, that implies that the expression in Eq. (59)
should be evaluated for nucleon ¢ using the momenta p;, p}, and g;.

We begin by studying the so-called standard mechanism of Ov 35 which is the exchange of a
light Majorana neutrino. We review how to derive the well-known form of the neutrino potential
appearing in this scenario and how it is affected by the presence of additional sterile neutrinos
that interact via left-handed currents. This warm-up calculation provides a useful guide towards
obtaining the neutrino potential arising from other interactions. The calculation of the remaining
terms is in principle straightforward, however, as it is rather lengthy we have checked our results
by use of the MATHEMATICA package FEYNCALC [123,124].

4.1 The standard mechanism with sterile neutrinos

We start by considering the nn — ppee transition operator arising from potential neutrinos
term in Eq. (22). This term includes the SM weak interaction as
). We use the same vertex for the top and bottom nucleon

that interact via the C\(/GIZL
can be seen from Egs. (24) and (28
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ﬁ i ] %
i;(a) - (b) g(w - (d)

Figure 2: Tree-level contributions to the Ov33 transition operator arising from the exchange of
a light neutrino. The notation for nucleons, electrons, and neutrinos is as in Fig. 1. The squares
denote the nucleon vector, axial, scalar, pseudoscalar, and tensor form factors, which, at LO in
chiral EF'T, include one or both diagrams in Fig. 1. The currents acting on the two nucleons can
be different, which we denoted by hatching one of the two squares. LNV arises from the mass of
the neutrinos, which in general are Majorana eigenstates, or from the couplings of the neutrinos
to the nucleons, which receive LNV contributions at dim-7.

propagators such that diagrams (a) and (b) add coherently and the resulting factor 2 is cancelled
by the 1/2! from using the same vertex twice. Diagrams (a) and (b) then sum to

< [ +2iGF (6 2iGF  ~(6) 1
a b . _
Vy( o) = Z(T1+72+) ;1 < NG CVLL) g ( /2 (CVLL)T>ZE X 9 [‘]\/j(l) + Jﬁi(l)}

g L)+ T4 ¢ P B, P (). (79)

where u(k;) denotes an electron spinor with momenta k;, and we introduced ny, = N —ng, such

that the sum runs over all neutrino eigenstates with masses below A,. The potential is related
to the amplitude via A = —V. This expression can be simplified into

G2 & T
VIO = ()RS (Ofh) (OV), 6 + J4)] @) + I5(2)
=1

ie
m; o _
XmU(h)W%PRuC(kg) +..., (20)

)

where the dots denote corrections proportional to the lepton momenta or nucleon energy which
are suppressed by additional powers of €,. Similarly, the remaining two diagrams sum to

G2 nL . T
VD = —(rf )T (cg)gL)ei (c&‘ﬁL)ie [J5(1) + J5(D)] [ (2) + J4(2)]
=1

m; B c

i
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where the overall sign difference is from exchanging the two electrons. Summing all diagrams
then gives

Vo = (i) Z( o) ( éﬁﬁL)Zwv(l)m(l)]-[Jv<2>+JA<2>1
x% (k1) Pruc(ks) + (82)

The product of hadronic currents can be explicitly calculated from Eq. (59) and contains
parity-even and parity-odd components. As the remaining part of V,, is an even function of q,
only the parity-even parts contribute to the 07 — 07 transitions of experimental interest. The
relevant hadronic currents are therefore

2 2 1
B ) = ghla?) - Dulda <0'1-0'2+25(12)> |
N

2 (g2 2 2\ 2 2 (2) 44
92(a°) . gp(a®)ga(a®)a® | gp(q°)q
Ja(1) - Ja(2) = —93{01'02 ( A(z )+ P(3)2 o, + 11;2 )2 >
_g12) QP(QQ)QA(QQ)Q2+Q?D(Q2)q4 )
3g53mn 12¢2m2, ) |

where we have defined the tensor operator
S(12)20'1~02—30'1-QU2-61. (84)

It is useful to split the Fermi (F), Gamow-Teller (GT), and Tensor (T) operators into their
separate contributions arising from vector, axial, pseudoscalar, and magnetic currents, as the
corresponding nuclear matrix elements are reported in the literature. We define the combinations

her(@®) = hip(a®) + h&r(a®) + hér(a?) + it (a?)
hr(a?) = mpP(a?) + 08P (@?) + h™M(d?). (85)

For the F, GT, and T functions, we have

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
gy (a%) g4(a”) gp(a®)ga(q”)q
hp(q?) = Vgg herr(a®) = A=, hér(d®) = .
1% A A
2 2 4 2
gp(q%)q (a®)q?
hgg(qZ) = 1;91247712 ) hgjz'\/[(cf) = ](;/1124 ) (86)
N

and 77" (a%) = —hgr(a®), hp”(a?) = —hér(a®), and hp™ (a?) = hgit (a®) /2.
We then obtain for the neutrino potential

m;
b= oS ()] ()
X |:—.g‘2/hp(q2) + 0102 hGT(qQ) + 5(12) hT(qQ)] X ﬂ(kzl)PRuc(kg) . (87)
A

This expression reduces to the familiar expression for the neutrino potential for the case of
3 light Majorana neutrinos. We set n = 0 and we turn off all higher-dimensional operators
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except for the active Majorana mass (which is formally a dim-5 operator). In this limiting case,

c®) = -2V, PU and

S 2 i 4V2 4v2
6 m; f - .
iz; (Ci/EL)ei <q2 +m$) ~ q2d [PUmZ,UTPT] o = qu (ML)ee 7 (88)

where we used Eq. (17) and used m; < q. The neutrino potential becomes proportional to
the Majorana mass of the active neutrinos and agrees with the usual result for the standard
mechanism

4.2 The general neutrino transition operator with sterile neutrinos

The neutrino potentials arising from the other interactions in Eqgs. (22) and (23) can be obtained
in analogous fashion to the calculation in the previous subsection. We give here the results for
all combinations of interactions that lead to a non-vanishing potential when the electron mass
and momenta are neglected. The limited cases in which the first non-vanishing contribution to
the transition operator involves lepton momenta are discussed in Ref. [50].

The neutrino potential can be divided into three separate leptonic structures

V = —({1)diGE Z 2ak1 {VL Pr+ Vi PL+ Var /9" } ul(kz) . (89)

We separate the structures

6) M /(1) q’ +mz (sd)

Vi,rM = VL(RM+T LRM T~ 5 VLRM> (90)
7r

into three parts. The part with superscript (6) denotes contributions from the dim-6 operators
in Eq. (22) and is given by

9 2
Vi = (Gl + Qi) [—Zghp +o1 o hgt! + 50y M]

(=2

+m; ( {/61_)4L VRL> [ -0y (g + hih + hER) + 812 (hifF + hgp)}

).
(Cé%)R SLR)

6) \2 169 AA
—m; <C(T;){R> o102 ﬁhGT

B\ - ) (CQ — Ciik)  [o- o2 (hEF + 20EF) + U2 (0" + 2027

c'o)

g5,
T ( SR + Csir

2

= [m 02 (WA + 2hER) + 512 (1 + 207

o (8, + 08 ) () m (o1 b+ 502 )

2
49Tqu—2hp 7 (91)
gA my
6 6
V}(%) = VL()|L<—>R7 (92)
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4
Vi = o (CRLOWR — D 0 R) I [on il 12 ni]

M :(C(GL)L + C\@%L) o (Céi)L + CégL)ei - Lo R} gzgv hrp
i [ (O = ) (CRh),, — 1 B] 22X [ o nih + i) + 509 1
+B [ (Cl —08h) , (800), ~ Lo R [or-cundh+ S0 087 . (93)

Instead, VL(TI)%’ s arise from the dim-7 operators in Eq. (23). As these terms are parametrically

suppressed by a power of m, /v or A, /v, we relegate the explicit expressions to Appendix A.
Finally, the short-distance part of the potentials, VL(SI‘?M, are induced by dimension-nine

operators as well as the exchange of hard neutrinos, see Sects. 3.3 and 3.4, they are given by,

5 2 T hAP hAP
Ve = —4”3;{ (S5 + o) [ (M50 + k) v oa s (P 4 ) s02)
C7TN ey 2
LS (Wi o - o+ hPS0D) - SO R
2 9JA
(sd) (sd)
VR - VL ‘LHR’
2 CTI'N 2
v —4m’f{ L (héf o oo+ ng"s02) QCJVVNhF}- (94)
v 2 9a

5 The neutrinoless double beta decay master formula including
sterile neutrinos

Armed with the neutrino potentials we define the nn — ppee amplitude by

3 .
A= 013 [ e via) o). (95)

where V(q?) are the neutrino potentials from the previous section, and the sum extends over all
the nucleons in the nucleus. r = r,, — r,, is the distance between nucleons m and n and |r| = r,
and the potentials are inserted between the 0T initial- and final-state nuclei of experimental
interest. The leptonic part of the neutrino potentials can be taken outside of the nuclear wave
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[125] BCe #8e 1B0Te 136Xe
Go1 0.22 1. 1.4 1.5
Gos 0.19 0.86 1.1 1.2
Gos 0.33 1.1 1.7 1.8
Gog 0.48 2. 2.8 2.8

[ Q/MeV [126] | 2.04 30 25 25 |

Table 6: Phase space factors in units of 107 yr=! obtained in Ref. [125]. The last row shows
the @ value of Ov33 for various isotopes, where Q) = M; — My — 2m..

functions and we define

GZm, o S
A 9aGEme { S Aclm)+ Y AP (ma)| k) Prut(kz)
=1

TR
A i=nr+1

+ EL:-AR(mz Z A(g mz _(kl)PLuC(k2)

i=ny+1

- ZL.AM(mz Z AR (ma) u(k1)7°75uc(k2)}
=1

i=nr+1

fﬁ:ﬂ © x [Apalkn)Pruc(ks) + Ag a(ki)Pruc(ks) + Anr (ki) v uc(k2)] , (96)

where R4 = 1.2 AY/3 fm is the nuclear radius in terms of the atomic number A and @(k; o) denote
the spinors of the outgoing electrons. This factor is introduced to align the definitions of the
NMEs to those in the literature. The subamplitudes Af, g as(m;) and .A(LQ)R a7(m;) depend on
nuclear and hadronic matrix elements, the neutrino masses, and the Wilson coefficients of the
higher-dimensional operators. They are discussed in detail below. We have explicitly separated
contributions from light neutrinos (with masses m; < A,) and heavy neutrinos (m; > Ay).
If corrections due to electron masses and momenta are kept, additional terms appear, see e.g.
Ref. [50,51].

With the definitions of the amplitudes in Egs. (95) and (96), we express the inverted half-life
for 07 — 07 transitions as

—1
(1) = g;‘;,{(;m (AL + | ARI?) — 2(Go1 — Gos)ReA} AR
+GinlAu? + Gon e (A~ Ar) ] | (97)

For a derivation of this formula we refer to Refs. [50,127]. Here Gy, are electronic phase-space
factors given in Table 6 that have been calculated in the literature [125,128,129].

The subamplitudes depend on a product of Wilson coefficients and hadronic and nuclear
matrix elements. To keep the expressions somewhat compact, we list here only the contributions
from the standard mechanism and dim-6 interactions. Contributions from dim-7 interactions are
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given in Appendix A. The amplitude Ar, which includes the standard mechanism, is given by

1 2
Ap(mi) = — e {mz’Mv(mi) <C\(/61),L + C\(/P){L> + miMa(m;) (C\(Zﬁl),L - C\(IGF){L)ei
B? 6 6 6 6 6
+Mps(m;) [mz m2 (Cész - CéL)R> o 2B (C\(/IZL - C\(/%L)ei] (Cész - CéL)R) o

2
+miMg(m;) (Cgfi{)R + Cé?R) oi mi Mo (mi) (C%Gf)m) ei

+my Mry (m;) (C\(EL)L + C£/6I){L>ei (ngf)m) i } + A (mi), (98)

where M;(m;) are combinations of LECs and NMEs defined below and B = M: s an LEC

May+Mmyg
introduced in Sect. 3.1.1, also see Table 5. Most of the terms above describe the long-distance

contributions, while .A(LV) is due to the exchange of hard neutrinos and given by

m2 CrT C7rN Cl7r7r
Ay = 8| (0 ) Mo+ S (g
2
—TC%NMF,sd ) (99)
iy

where the subscript ‘sd’ on the NMEs refers to their short-distance nature and the combinations
of couplings, C’fj , are defined in Sect. 3.4. The subamplitude for right-handed electrons, which
does not appear for the standard mechanism, has a very similar structure. At the dim-6 level,
this amplitude can be obtained by exchanging L <+ R

AR(mZ) = .AL mz (100)

‘L<—>R ’
where AV )(ml) can be obtained by replacing C%, — Cf, in Eq. (99). Once dim-7 operators are
included there appear differences between Ay, (ml) and AR(ml) due to the dim-7 tensor operators.
The explicit formulae are given in Appendix A.

The “magnetic”’ subamplitude Ay is given by *

Am(mi) = ! {—mNMVA(mz ( VLL) <C6R> :

2me

—|—;m@/\/ls(ml)zv (C( LL T C’VRL) (CéLL + CS%L) ei

+miMra(m;) <C\(/6[),L - C\(/GF){L)ei (C(T?L)

el

+Merp(m)B (€8, ~ Cé%)ei (cf) —(LeR } + AV (my) . (101)

4We dub this amplitude “magnetic” since in left-right symmetric models it is dominated by My 4 [127], which
is proportional to the nucleon magnetic moment gas. Since these models inspired most of the early literature on
non-standard contributions to Ov33, we retain the denomination magnetic.
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Here Ag\l//[)(mi) again describes the contributions from hard neutrinos,

2
Ag\l/’[) M | _ 70 MF sd + C ( GT sd T MT Sd) (102)
mev gA

Finally, we have the subamplitudes related to heavy neutrinos. Since they are induced by the
same 7w, 7N, and NN interactions as those arising from hard-neutrino exchange, the resulting
amplitudes are very similar to those mentioned above. In particular, one can obtain the dim-9
amplitudes using the following replacements,

9 v
AL py = AL gy (mi) (103)
CEL,R,V%CZR,V
The combinations of couplings 3 are defined in Sect. 3.3.
In the above expressions we have defined the combinations of NMEs and LECs
2
My () = =5 M () + M (m) + M3 (m),
A
Ma(ms) = MEF(ma) + MET (ma) + MEF (ma) + M2F (mg) + MEP (my)
1 1
Mpg(m;) = *MAP(mi) + MEF (mi) + *MAP(mi) + Mz (mi)
Mpssa = MGT sa(0) + MET 44(0) + MT £a(0) + M7 2,(0),
Ms(m) = 5 Mp(my),
9%
_ T AA
Mp(m;) = 169—2MGT (m;), (104)
A

which arise from the insertions of the same currents on the nucleon lines, and the combinations

16
Moy (mi) = 49T9V U ™ M, ca(mi) + —25 [MAM (my) + MMM (my)]
gA mN gm

My a(mi) = 2971\4 [MEP (ma) + MF™M (my)]
My g(m;) = gngMF( i)

gA

g
Mz a(my) = g{ [2ME7 (ma) + MAT (ma) + M#F (my)]

g
Mrpp(mi) = g%; [MEE (ms) + M4 (my)] (105)

which appear when two different currents interfere. We explicitly denoted the dependence on
the neutrino mass in Eqs. (104) and (105).

6 Nuclear matrix elements

While the expressions for the subamplitudes given in the previous section look complex, they
actually only depend on a relatively small set of structures. It is useful to introduce the Fourier-
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transformed functions in r-space

2 o q .
Big(rymi) = ~Ra /0 dlal gy Hiélad) dallalr).
2R q!
ab A ab .
i) = d 7/1 , 106
K, sa(r; i) Wm2/0 lal g2 Mic(a ?)ix(lalr) (106)

where jj(|q|r) are spherical Bessel functions, and the functions h%(q?) are defined in Eq. (86)
for K = {F, GT, T}, and ab = {AA, AP,PP,MM} for K = GT, ab = {AP,PP,M M} for
K =T, while for K = F the ab superscript should be ignored. Finally, A =0 for K = {F, GT'}
and A = 2 for K = T'. The factor of R4 in Eq. (106) cancels against the 1/R4 in Eq. (96). Note
that the h}j{ .q(r,m;) are normalized using a factor of m? instead of (myme)~! as was done in
Ref. [118]. Apart from this rescaling, these definitions agree with the literature once we neglect
the energy of the intermediate states, which is a subleading correction in chiral EFT.
We define the nuclear matrix elements (NMEs) from these functions via

]\4F7 (sd) (mz) = 0+| Z hF (sd) T, ml) +(m)7_+(n)|0+> ,
Mgéf (say(Mi) = (07| Zh (r,m;) ™ . g™ 7 Hm) )ty
Mg (g (mi) = OﬂZh"b (say (1, i) ST (&) M) o) (107)

where the tensor in coordinate space is defined as
Smn) () = — (a(m) oM — 35 . j oM f') . (108)

The set of NMEs have been calculated with various nuclear many-body methods and for different
isotopes in the limit m; — 0. We use calculations in the quasi-particle random phase approxima-
tion (QRPA) [118], the Shell Model [119], and the interacting boson model [120,121] and their
values are given in Table 7. We focus on these particular calculations because, in those works,
the results were presented in terms of the different components (i.e. AA, AP, PP, M M) of the
F, GT, and T long- and short-distance matrix elements. At leading order in Chiral EFT, not
all NMEs are independent. The momentum dependence of gy(q?) and ga(q?) is a higher-order
effect in yPT. Neglecting this dependence gives leading-order relations such as

ME7 44(0) = =3Mp, 4q(0) . (109)

This and other relations were obtained in Ref. [50].

6.1 Interpolation formulae

To calculate Ov3 decay rates when sterile neutrinos are present, we require an understanding of
the m; dependence of the NMEs. For certain linear combinations of the NMEs given above, this
mass dependence has been explicitly calculated [65,69], but the results are often not split up as
in Table 7. Furthermore, in certain cases we also require the derivative of the NMEs with respect
to the neutrino masses. Inspired by Ref. [69], we therefore construct an interpolation formula
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NMEs 6Ge 82Ge 130T e 136X e
[118] [119] [120,121] | [118] [119] | [118] [119] | [118] [119]
Mp -1.74  -0.59 -0.68 | -1.29 -0.55 | -1.52 -0.67 | -0.89 -0.54
Map 548 3.15 506 | 3.87 297| 428 297| 3.16 245
MEE -2.02  -0.94 -0.92 | -1.46 -0.89 | -1.74 -0.97 | -1.19 -0.79
MEF 0.66  0.30 0.24| 048 028 059 0.31] 039 0.25
MMM 051 0.22 0.17| 037 020| 045 023| 031 0.19
MpA - — - — - - — — -
M#P -0.35 -0.01 -0.31 | -0.27 -0.01| -0.50 0.01 | -0.28  0.01
MEP 0.10  0.00 0.09| 0.08 0.00| 0.6 -0.01| 0.09 -0.01
MMM -0.04  0.00 -0.04 | -0.03  0.00 | -0.06 0.00 | -0.03  0.00
Mp sq || -3.46 -1.46 -1.1| -253 -1.37 | -2.97 -1.61 | -1.53 -1.28
Mg || 111 4.87 3.62| 7.98 4.54| 101 531| 571 4.25
MEf o || -5:35  -2.26 -1.37| -3.82 -2.09 | -4.94 -251| -2.80 -1.99
MEE | 199 0.82 042 | 142 0.77| 1.86 0.92| 1.06 0.74
My, || -0.85  -0.05 -0.97 | -0.65 -0.05| -1.50  0.07 | -0.92  0.05
ML, 0.32  0.02 0.38| 0.24 0.02| 058 -0.02| 036 -0.02

Table 7:  Comparison of NMEs computed in the quasi-particle random phase approximation
[118], shell model [119], and interacting boson model [120,121] for several nuclei of experimental
interest. All NMEs are evaluated at m; = 0. The NMEs are defined in Eq. (107).
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Figure 3: The NME M&#(m;) for 3%Xe from the interpolation formula in Eq. (111) (dashed)

and Eq. (113) (solid) using the quasi-particle random phase approximation [118| (red) and the
Shell Model [119] (blue).

for the m; dependence of the NMEs. For most NMEs, we know the behavior in the small and
large neutrino-mass limits. For instance, for Mp(m;) we have

2
lim Mp(m;) = Mp, lim Mg (m;) = —= Mg, o (110)
me

m;—0 m;—00 ;

Note that when we give an NME without an (m;) dependence, it is implied that it is an NME
given in Table 7 corresponding to m; = 0. We stress that the meaning of an NME becomes
ambiguous for m; 2 A,. For example, in the standard mechanism, the contributions are pro-
portional to the NME My + M 4. However, for large neutrino masses, m; 2 Ay, the neutrino
mass eigenstate should be integrated out before matching onto YEFT, which would contribute
via the dim-9 operators in Eqgs. (44)-(46), and its effects are no longer captured by My + M4
alone. This implies that the correct large-m,; limit is not necessarily equivalent to naively taking
the m; — oo limit in the NMEs. We discuss this issue in detail in the next section.

To nevertheless capture the m; dependence of the NMEs in the m; < A, region, we can
construct a simple Padé approximation of order (0,1) that interpolates between the limits in
Eq. (110)

m2

Mpint(mi) = Mpsa———— 57— - (111)

2 o MFp, sq
m; +mz M

We can do the same for M‘G“ﬁTim(mi), MéﬁTint(mi), and MgﬁTim(mi). The formulae for the
tensor NMEs are less reliable due to smallness and large model dependence of the tensor NMEs.
The functional form in Eq. (111) was used in Ref. [69] and was shown to agree well with the
explicit m; dependence calculated in the interacting boson model.

In case of Méfl (m;) we can use additional information to further constrain the interpolation
formula

3
M@ =me) = ~Sasgf
0 AP 3 PP 1 AP
—M ; = — | M, —M . 112
oM m)| = (M (112)

42



With additional constraints, we can construct an order (1,2) Padé approximation

ag + aym? /m2

Ming2(m 113
i2(ms) = 1+ bym?/m2 + bom}/mi (113)
For an NME, M, with the large m; behavior of Eq. (110), the coefficients are given by
M (my)? — M(0) (M (my) + M'(my))
= M - MS 9
@0 0, @ d M (mx)2 + M (1) Mg
ap + a1
by = by 41 by = a1 /My, 114
1 M () (be +1), 2 = a1/Msq (114)

where M'(m,) = %Afln(zg) e

In Fig. 3 we plot M&#. . (m;) and M&#, ,(m;) for neutrino masses between 1 MeV and 1
GeV for ¥%Xe based on two nuclear many body methods. The two interpolation formulae agree
within 25% over the whole range of neutrino masses, and the associated spread is smaller than
the spread between different many-body methods. We therefore use Eq. (111) for the NMEs
where we do not have sufficient information to construct the more accurate approximation in
Eq. (113).

Armed with these interpolation formulae it is straightforward to obtain the m; dependence of
the remaining NMEs in Table 7. For the magnetic GT NME we use

MM 912\4 m2 AA
Mer" (m;) = 602 —MGT s — QZM 7 (mi)| (115)
ga LMy N
while for the short-distance NMEs we obtain
2
Mp, sa(m;) = Mg 5 Mp(m;),
mﬂ'
2
m;
M& a(mi) = M&p 40— mf & (my)
i
ab mzz ab
M sd(mi) = MT,sd 2MT (m) (116)

6.1.1 O(m?) corrections in the small neutrino mass limit

From the functional form of Egs. (111) and (113) it is obvious that the NMEs quickly saturate for
small neutrino masses, m; < m;, and become constant. However, in certain interesting cases it
is important to understand how fast the functions become constant. For instance, as observed in
Ref. [65], in scenarios with light, m; < m,, sterile neutrinos and no additional higher-dimensional
operators, i.e. My = 0, the leading nn — ppee transition operator is proportional to

2 . 4V 4V
3 (e ( il > ~ o [PUm,UTPT), =~ (M) =0, (117)
g ( VLL)a’ q? +m? q? q*

and vanishes. In this case, the m?/q? correction is necessary to get a non-vanishing result. This
correction can in principle be estimated from expanding the interpolation formulae in the small
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NMEs(13¢Xe) | [118] [119]
Mj 0.52  0.23
Mad -1.75  -1.41
MAr 0.51 0.31
MEP -0.14  -0.09
MMM -0.15 -0.11

Table 8: Comparison of the derivative of 13Xe NMEs with respect to mf in the quasi-particle
random phase approximation [118] and shell model [119]. The NMEs are defined in Eq. (118).

m? limit. We write for m; < m

2

b b b m;
M ey (mi) = Mg crmy + MiEarry m; : (118)

™

Using the interpolation formula in Eq. (111), we can directly calculate M{%I,)GT,T} and we give

the results in Table 8 for 6Xe. We stress that the results for the derivatives for the NMEs
in the small m; regime are associated with significant uncertainties even beyond those from the
dependence on the nuclear many-body method. By using the interpolation formulae in Eq. (113)
for M&#(m;) instead of Eq. (111) leads to O(100%) corrections in M{##. More importantly, for
neutrino potentials scaling as 1/q*, contributions from ultrasoft neutrinos can be as important
as those from potential neutrinos that are considered here. We leave these corrections to future
work, but stress that our results for M’ should be taken as order-of-magnitude estimates.

7 Neutrino mass dependence of subamplitudes

The master formula in Eq. (96), combined with the results presented in Ref. [51], describes all
possible contributions to Ovf3S from sterile and active neutrinos, capturing both the regime of
heavy sterile neutrinos, m; > A, and light sterile neutrinos m; < A. In the former regime, the
heavy neutrino is integrated out at the quark level, while in the latter regime it has to be kept as
a degree of freedom in chiral EFT. In the region m; ~ A,, however, both approaches are ques-
tionable. Within chiral EFT, diagrams arising at the n-loop level give corrections ~ (m;/ AX)Qn
and the loop expansion breaks down. Instead, when integrating out the heavy neutrino at the

n
quark level, operators involving additional derivatives, ~ (m%) x O cannot be neglected as

they induce corrections ~ (A, /m;)". This implies the m; ~ A, regime is beyond the reach of
chiral EFT and of perturbative QCD methods, and it is therefore hard to treat rigorously. In
this section we discuss the m; dependence of the amplitudes in more detail and employ what is
known of the amplitudes in the two regimes to suggest approximate interpolation formulae that
link the low- and high-mass regions.

Before discussing the interpolation it is useful to consider the two regimes in an example
involving one neutrino mass eigenstate with mass m; which couples to left-handed electrons,
and to right- and left-handed quark vector currents. The low-energy amplitudes depend on the
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neutrino masses in two ways, explicitly through the light neutrino propagator, and implicitly
via the mass dependence of the low-energy constants in Egs. (70) and (72). The resulting Ov3/3
amplitude, valid in the region m; < A, can be written as

Av = _47:::6{ CULLOVIL (M (mi) — Ma(m,)
+ [(CQL)Q + (C\(/fj}){]_,>2:| (My(m3) + Ma(my)) } (119)

where we include the contributions from the hard neutrino exchange amplitudes, .A(Ly)(mi), in
My a(m;). In the limit of large neutrino masses, A, < m;, we can integrate out the neutrino in
perturbation theory, as discussed in Sec. 2.3.1, and consider the hadronization of the four-fermion
operators with coefficients Cg), C’{i)/ and Cg). Using Eq. (103), we find

© _ 1 (6) , —1(6) 6) . —1.(6)
A = “om. (CVLLmV Cyrr, + Cyrimy CVRL> (120)
% §m2 mr(MPP _i_MPP)_i_migr TrN(MAP _i_MAP)_i 2 NN,
6 91 GT, sd T, sd B 9 GT, sd T, sd 931 mz91 F,sd
1 6) 16 6) 16 1 2
o (B €+ B ) { T Mpsaa — St
e 9a

where gf™ = O(A%) and gi'N = O(A2/F?), while gi”r’”N’ M — 01).

Although the amplitudes in Eqgs. (119) and (120) look rather different from one another, one
can see that they take similar forms in the large-m; limit. To naively take this limit for the
long-range contributions, as discussed in Sect. 6.1, we use

2 2
m b . AA m
%Mf(?s)w im M = —3ﬁMF,sd, (121)

3 (2

1 M(ab) _
and neglect the magnetic contributions which lead to short-range derivative operators, subleading
in the power counting. Using the above expressions, we obtain naive estimates of the LECs g]™,
g™ and ¢Y'N in Eq. (120). By matching terms that depend on the same NMEs in Eqgs. (119)
and (120), which is equivalent to matching the 77w — ee and nn — pp ee amplitudes, we obtain

> . (122)
m; >Ny

These equations were obtained by setting A(Lg) = Ar, in the regime m; > A, where the left-hand
side should be reliable, while the right-hand side receives large contributions from loop diagrams
that were neglected. This implies that Eq. (122) can only give an order-of-magnitude estimate.
Nevertheless, neglecting the g ™ (m;) contribution, we see that these estimates are consistent
with the NDA expectation and coincide with the “factorization” approximation. The value of
97" extracted from the lattice, 7™ (1 = 2 GeV) = 0.36, is about 40% smaller than Eq. (122).

While these estimates are not very accurate, they at least give the right scaling. This is not
so clear for the LECs in the third line of Eq. (120). For instance, we can obtain

, (123)
m; >Ny

3 1
g =5 o =1 N = (1 +3g% — 2migy" (mi)

1
o = (1 — 34 — 2migrR (mi)
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where the first two terms on the right-hand side are O(1), whereas Table 5 tells us that gy =
O((4m)?). In similar fashion, we obtain

4mQQEE(m1)

g = 73 + O(m2). (124)

m;>Ay

9" = O(Ai) which is not clear from the right-hand side. Similarly, it is not obvious that the
gYN term in Eq. (122) scales the same as the left-hand side which is O(1). In all of these cases,
the comparison of the naive limit of Eq. (119) with Eq. (120) suggests that the hard-neutrino
LECs should have a non-trivial m; dependence. As we will argue below for the case of gg, it is
indeed the m;-dependence of these LECs which ensures that the matching relations are restored.

7.1 A dispersive representation

In the case of the gff we can investigate its m; dependence by exploiting the isospin relation to
the pion mass splitting. Modifying the dispersive representation derived in Ref. [130] to account
for a massive neutrino, we find °

s N\ 2 Q2 2
gLR(mZ) - F2 327T2 Q Q2 ( Q HLR(Q ))) (125)

where Iy r is the vacuum matrix element of the tlme—ordered product of a left-handed and right-
handed current, see e.g. Ref. [130]. The correlator Iy g is exactly zero in perturbation theory
and in the chiral limit, making it an order parameter for spontaneous symmetry breaking. As
such, the correlator falls off rapidly, Q*IILg(Q?) — 0, as Q? — oo and the integral in Eq. (125)
is finite. This behavior leads to the Weinberg sum rules, which are discussed for example in
Ref. [130]. In the large-N, limit, the correlator can be modeled by an infinite sum of narrow
axial and vector resonance contributions, subjected to the Weinberg sum rules

2
7Q2HLR(Q F2+ZfAmA 2 +Q2 va 2 +Q27
= fimi - Zfimi, D femy =Y famh =0. (127)
14 A Vv A

In this parametrization the integral in Eq. (125) can be done explicitly and, after imposing the
Weinberg sum rules, we obtain

(126)

3
3272 F?

grr(mi) =

m? m$ m2
P UL, P Sy (128)
—my, mz —m% m;
Considering a two-resonance model with one axial and one vector resonance, the Weinberg sum
rules allow us to solve for fi/ 4 in terms of the resonance masses and Fy. Using my = m, = 770
MeV and m4 = mg, = 1.24 GeV, and taking the massless neutrino limit, we obtain

3 mimé, m} 2
gfﬁ(O) =——-42 Y log| —% | ~1.02F7, (129)
9res  32m2mZ4 —mi my, "

"Here we used g% (m:) as an ‘effective’ LEC that captures both the hard-neutrino exchange contributions
as well as the loop diagrams ~ (m;/Ay)" which become non-negligible for m; ~ A,. Explicitly, we have

A(m(q)m(—q) = erer)|q=0 = 80\(,612LC\(,6P1L % Mfmuh such that g{g(m:)|es = ¢TR(0) in the limit m; — 0.
Here and in what follows we use the notation gfg (m1)|cﬁ — 9rr(ms).
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which is in reasonable agreement with the determination from the pion mass splitting, ¢{'f(0) ~
0.8 F2, see Eq. (71). Considering the large-m; limit one instead obtains

3 mim%/ 9 m? 9 m?
9LR (Mi) ma log > | —my log ) . (130)
' ~ 3272 (m? — m})m? m? m?3,

2—res

Using ma ~ my ~ O(A,) and (47)% = Ai/f?r, for large neutrino masses the LEC scales as
AQ
TR ) > % P2, (131)
(2

and the left- and right-hand sides of Eq. (124) are of the same size.

We can be more precise by taking into account additional constraints on g{';. Firstly, we can
consider the asymptotic limit of Il g for Q> — oco. In the chiral limit, the correlator can be
obtained through the operator product expansion and it is dominated by the matrix elements of
dimension-six operators [130, 131]

QggngGHLR«Q2) = 8ﬂ{<0qLT SR quRm>—-——<omLT a1 GrT vaRKD}
1 Yiwis
— s (- ) = 3 (R - ) (132)
c VA
Using this, we can rewrite Eq. (125) for m; > A, as
T 1 3 A 2 Q2 2
gir(mi > Ay) = ﬁ32772 dQ 2+ m? ( Q°TLr(Q%))
2 Q2 2
e / 10" G- QTIR(@). (133)

in the first term, m; > @, and we can drop Q? in the denominator, while in the second term we
use the asymptotic expression in Eq. (132) for the correlator. This gives

3 « 1 1 m?
T . A — _7F27S LR ¢ R | Yy
3 2 m2
famS log — f2m$ log —¥ ) . (134)
327T2F2 ZQ % ( AlltA M vty M

The dependence on A and p cancels after applying the sum rule in Eq. (132).

Secondly, at large values of m;, the expression for gf; has to reproduce the amplitude obtained
from integrating out the neutrino at the quark level as done in Sect. 2.3.1. In this case, matching
the mm — ee amplitudes gives, see Eq. (124),

2

F,
gir(mi > Ay) = — 595" (ma). (135)
K3

Together with Eq. (134) this gives an expression for g7"(m;), which can be written in terms of
97" (p) using the RGE of this LEC, see Eq. (38),

Yiwis T T
d 94 — as 6/NC 0 94 (136)
dinp \g5" C4n \ -6 —12CF gET )’
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Figure 4: The LEC g{{ in units of F2 as a function of the neutrino mass m;. The blue and
green lines denote the three- and five-resonance models, while the red line denotes the naive
interpolation formula in Eq. (142).

and its perturbative solution

3a 1 m2
gi(mg) = g1 (1) + Zf (gé”r - Ncgif’r> log ? - (137)

By combining Eqgs. (134)-(137) we can derive an expression for the LEC gf™(u),

o 3 2,6 ] m,24 2,6 m%/
94 (M):STFQF#% famy Og?—f\/mv ogF . (138)

Note that the log m? dependence has dropped out in the above expression, as one would expect.
By using the two-resonance approximation and the corresponding Weinberg sum rules, the above
already allows for an estimate of the LEC,

2 2

3 miym} 2 m 2 my 2
g1 (w) = L4 <m log —2 — mj log —~ | ~ —1.5GeV~, (139)
4 ST2F2Zm% —m2 \ 7 2 VS 2

2—res

for 4 = 2 GeV. This is in reasonable agreement with the direct lattice-QCD calculation ¢g]™ (1 =
2GeV) = —1.9 GeV? [112].

The final condition that can be imposed on g[f is the known behavior in the limit m; — 0,
where we have, g% (m; = 0) ~ 0.8F2, see Eq. (71). All in all, we then have five constraints, the
two Weinberg sum rules Eq. (127), knowledge from the large Q2 behavior of the correlator in Eq.
(132), and the high- and low-mass limits of ¢{'f, Egs. (135) and (71). Clearly, not all of these
constraints can be satisfied in the two-resonance approximation, even though the predictions
for the high- and low-mass limits, Eqgs. (139) and (129) are not very far off. To incorporate all
constraints we can take into account five resonances, namely the p, p(1450), p(1700), a1(1260),
and a;(1640) [132], and we use the physical masses while fixing their couplings through the five
constraints. We show the resulting g7 in Fig. 4 in green, while a three-resonance approximation,
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for which we do not include p(1700) and a;(1640) and do not impose Egs. (71) and (129), is
shown in blue. As is clear from the figure, the three- and five-resonance case approximations
agree very well.

7.2 A naive interpolation formula

It will prove useful to construct a simpler interpolation formula that can be applied to LECs
for which we have less information or where the resonance model is not applicable. We follow a
similar strategy as in the start of this section and impose

Asine(mi)| AD (m,), (140)

mi >Ny
where Aaing(m;) = Axd)(mi) + Afzi)m(mi) with A € {L,R,V} and Agd)(mi) = A, (my) —
AE:) (m;) is the purely long-distance part of the amplitude constructed in Sect. 5. Instead,
flg?nt = Ag)‘gaﬁga involves ‘effective’ LECs, g,(m;), that capture both the hard-neutrino ex-
change contributions as well as the loop corrections that become large in the m; ~ A, regime. In
the limit of zero neutrino mass, we have g,(0) = go(0). In this way the interpolated amplitude
has the correct limiting behavior in both the low- and high-mass regions.

The condition Eq. (140) can be used to obtain expressions for these ‘effective’ hard-neutrino
LECs at a scale m; > A, in terms of LECs arising from dim-nine operators and possible long-
distance contributions. To do so, we employ the large-m; limits of the NMEs, see Eq. (121), and
demand that the contributions proportional to each NME in Eq. (140) match (this is equivalent
to demanding that Eq. (140) not only holds for the nn — ppee amplitude, but also for the
7w — ee and n — pr ee subamplitudes). We then construct an interpolation formula

9a(0)
2 -1
1+ 9a(0) [0(mo — m) 23 ga(mo) + O(mi — mo)ga(my)]

ga(mi)‘naive - (141)

where mo =~ 2 GeV is a scale at which the procedure of integrating out the heavy neutrino
becomes reliable and we use Eq. (140) to obtain expressions for g, (my,;). The ‘effective’ LECs in
the large-m; region scale as m;Z, due to the mf in the denominator of the neutrino propagator.

This scaling ensure that g, (m;) ‘naive reduces to go(m;) for m; — oo, while it reproduces g,(0) in

the opposite, m; — 0, limit. Using ga(mi)‘naive in the interpolated amplitude, A 4int(m;), then
allows us to obtain amplitudes for any value of m;.
2

F
4m?2 gzlwr (ml)

Applying this procedure to the case of g, we again obtain g{'§ (1) |m;>n, = —
from Eq. (140), which, in combination with Eq. (141), leads to

- 9tr(0)
9LR (M) = G —, (142)
naive 1 — m2 45 [0(mg — my) g™ (mo) + 0(m; — mo)gf™ (my)] ™"

where on the right-hand-side we use the observed value for g7 (0) = 0.8F2 (see Eq. (71)). At
m; = mgo = 2 GeV this function approximates Eq. (135) and it has the correct logarithmic
dependence on m; in the perturbative QCD regime due to the 8(m; — mg)g;™(m;) term. This
naive interpolation formulae is shown in red in Fig. 4, where it is compared to the results from
the three- and five-resonance models. The formulae agree over the whole range of m; within
20%. Based on this success, we will use similar naive interpolation formulae for the other LECs.
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It remains to understand the relations in Egs. (122) and (123) and the m; dependence of
g"N(m;) and gY(m;). These equations imply that gry is enhanced with respect to gh'™ in
the m; > A, region. This can be understood from the different RGEs of these couplings. For
m; < A, the RGE for ggg receives contributions from both light neutrino exchange and the
7 — e~e” coupling, while g\ only from the former

d_ NN 1 2
= (142
leg,U,gU 2( + gA))
d_ NN 1 2 2 9LR (M)
_ = —-(1-2 204 ——=——= 143
dlog IR 2( 9+ 29 72 ; (143)

where gMN = (myC/47)2GNN ~ gNN/F2. While the first term is independent of m;, the second
term in the RGE of gNy scales as Ai /m? for large m; as can be seen explicitly from Eq. (142).
It is this behavior which ensures that the left- and right-hand side of Eq. (123) match.

We can now construct interpolation formulae for gi'™ (m;) and ghR (m;) similar to Eq. (142),
by using the matching conditions at large neutrino masses

_ 2, 2 1
N> A = =) = 2 () - 036
i i
_ 2, 2 1
N> A = = 2N m) = 2 () - Ja-3) . ()
i i
to obtain
guNN(mi) = NN gyN(O) 17
naive 1-— m?gVT(O) [Q(mo — ml)glNN(mo) + Q(ml — mo)glNN(mZ)] a
NN
NN 9ir (0)
JLR (ml) = NN (0 1 (145)
naive 1— mgig”%( ) [G(mo — ml)§4NN (mo) + e(mz - mO)g4NN (mz)]
where we use the following RGEs to express gll\ff (m;) in terms of g&N (b ~2GeV)
3a 1 m?
NN NN s NN i
) — i T log —-
g1 (mi) g () =5 ( Nc> g1 1og 5
NN(m,) _ NN( )+§% w1 lo 7&2 (146)
94 i 94 \H 17 95 NCQ4 g 2

Armed with the interpolation formulae we are now ready to calculate the Ov33 amplitude
in Eq. (119), starting with the combination of NMEs and LECs My + M. The combination
My + M4, relevant for scenarios without higher-dimensional operators, depends on NMEs such
as Mp(m;) for which we use interpolation formulae of the form in Eq. (111). In addition, there is a
dependence on g\~ (m;) for which we use Eq. (145). Unfortunately, the latter formula depends on
two LECs, ghN(0) and ¢g¥N(myg), that have not been determined with nonperturbative methods.
For a discussion of the required lattice QCD calculation, as well as recent steps towards such a
determination, we refer to Refs. [133-137]. We use two reasonable choices for the LECs to assess
the associated uncertainty. We use the NDA estimates

aN0) = F

1
2F, )2 g (mo) = 7t 3g3) £ 1, (147)
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Figure 5:  Top-left panel: the dependence of My +M 4 (blue) and My —My4 (red) as a function
of m; for 136Xe NMEs obtained with QRPA (solid) or the Shell Model (dashed). The bands reflect
the uncertainty due to LECs associated with hard-neutrino exchange. Top-right panel: same as
top-left panel but for larger neutrino masses. The relative enhancement of My — My at large
neutrino masses is due to the behavior of the LEC ¢[f (m;). Bottom-left panel: the dependence
of (m;/4m.)(My £ M4) (blue) as a function of m; for 39Xe NMEs. Bottom-right panel: same
as bottom-left panel but larger m; region.

where the latter choice is guided by the factorization approximation in Eq. (122). The choice
for gd™N(0) is dictated by the NDA expectation gi™(0) ~ ¢gNY(0), and by the extraction of
gYN(0) + gNY(0) from isospin breaking in nucleon-nucleon scattering [108]. As discussed in
Ref. [108], the value of (2F;)2(gi™(0) + Ny (0)) varies between 0.2 and ~ 2.5 in various high-
quality chiral interactions, depending on the form and value of the ultraviolet regulators.

For the left-right combination My — M4 we require, in addition to the usual NMEs, the
‘effective’ LECs g% (m;) and ghg (m;) for which we use the interpolations in Egs. (142) and
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(144). The former is reasonably well understood, see Fig. 4, while the latter is as uncertain as
gYN(0). In this case, we include this uncertainty by assigning a 50% error on the contribution
from g{'f(m;), as both effects are expected to appear at the same order. The dependence of
My + M4 on m; is depicted in the top panels of Fig. 5. The blue and red bands correspond,
respectively, to My & My for 36Xe NMEs obtained with QRPA (solid) or the Shell Model
(dashed). The bands are obtained by varying the LECs as discussed above and it is clear that
these LECs, and not the NMEs, provide the dominant uncertainty. At small neutrino masses,
My +M 4 and My — M 4 are of similar size with the former being a bit larger, but this behavior
changes drastically once m; increases. Around a few hundred MeV, My — M 4 becomes larger
due to m; dependence of g'f (m;).

In the bottom panels of Fig. 5 we plot the combinations (m;/4m.)(My + M) that appear
in the subamplitude A;. The amplitudes peak in the hundreds of MeV to GeV range, but
the exact location depends on the underlying operators. The uncertainties are sizable, at the
order-of-magnitude level, and dominated by uncertainties in the LECs. The amplitudes show
a non-trivial behavior on m; which is in part due to the m; dependence of the ‘effective’ hard-
neutrino LECs. The contributions from these LECs are not included in interpolating formulae
in the literature, which are purely based on the m;-dependence of the NMEs [69]. This leads to
significant differences for the case of My — M4 where 97 dominates the m; 2 A, region.

Similar interpolation formulae can be derived for the other LECs introduced in Sect. 3.4.2 by
matching via Eq. (140) and employing the interpolation formula in Eq. (141). This procedure
allows us to smoothly interpolate between the m; < A, and m; > A, limits. In Appendix E we
discuss several cases that we require in Sect. 8.3.

8 Phenomenology

We now turn to applications of the master formula in Eq. (97) by investigating several scenarios
involving sterile neutrinos. We emphasize that our purpose is not to find phenomenologically
viable models of neutrino masses, but mainly to illustrate the use of the framework developed
in this work. The search for sterile neutrinos is a very rich field with searches in a wide range
of experiments, see e.g. Refs. [138-143], of which OvBf is only a small, but crucial, part. The
framework presented here can be used directly in future global analyses of sterile neutrinos.

In what follows we study several relatively simple scenarios. We start by considering minimal
scenarios in which we extend the SM by one or two sterile neutrinos that are gauge-singlets and
do not interact via higher-dimensional interactions. In these so-called 3 + 1 and 3 + 2 models,
Ovpp arises solely from the Majorana masses of the sterile neutrinos. We begin by studying
whether OvB3 can be measured in these minimal models and discuss the m; dependence of
the resulting decay rates. After considering these cases, we turn on several higher-dimensional
operators that are induced in BSM scenarios involving leptoquarks and determine the impact of
such interactions on the Ov3f3 predictions.

The current experimental bounds on the half-lives of various isotopes are summarized in
Table 9, where the expected future sensitivities are also shown. In our numerical analyses, we

use the limit on Tlo/”2(136Xe) obtained by KamLAND-Zen, which is the strongest one at present,
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Isotope Experiment Current limit (x10%°yr) Future sensitivity (x10%yr)

BCa ELEGANT-IV 5.8 x 1073 2] —
CANDLES 6.2 x 1073 [23] 1072 [28]
NEMO-3 2.0 x 1073 9]
Ge  MAJORANA DEMONSTRATOR 2.7 [22] -
GERDA 9.0 [24] —
LEGEND - 103 [29]
82Ge CUPID 3.5 x 107! [25]
NEMO-3 2.5 x 1072 [20]
SuperNEMO — 10 [30]
W67y NEMO-3 9.2 x 1074 3]
100Mo NEMO-3 1.1x 1071 8]
CUPID—-1T — 9.2 x 10? [37]
AMOoRE 9.5 x 1073 [26] 5.0 x 10 [31]
H6Cq NEMO-3 1.0 x 1072 [13]
128Te — 1.1 x 1072 [1] -
130Te CUORE 3.2 [21] 9.0 [32]
SNO+ — 1.0 x 102 [33]
136X e KamLAND-Zen 10.7 [10] 2.0 x 102
EXO-200 3.5 [27] 103 [34]
NEXT — 2.0 x 10? [35]
PandaX — 1.0 x 102 [36]
150N NEMO-3 2.0 x 1073 [12]

Table 9: Current and future experimental limits on Tlo/”2 at 90% C.L.

and take into account the following future prospects

17 (**°Xe) > 2.0 x 10* [yr] (KamLAND2 — Zen), (148)

17}, (%°Xe) > 1.0 x 10%° [yr] (nEXO). (149)

The prospects for the LEGEND experiment are of high interest as well, with an expected sensi-
tivity of Tlo/”2 (76Ge) ~ 1028 yr.

Before we begin analyzing the scenarios with sterile neutrinos mentioned above, we first briefly

discuss the scenario of 3 light Majorana eigenstates, that is, the standard mechanism. This case

corresponds to only turning on the LNV operators that generate Majorana masses for the left-
handed neutrinos, My, in Eq. (7). We use the standard parametrization and write

U = RPWBRdiag(1, e, e2) | (150)

in terms of the rotation matrices [Wab(eab, 5ab)] i = 0ij + (5ia5jbei5ab — 5ib5jae_i5ab)sab + (0iadja +
5ib6jb)(cab — 1) and Rab(eab) = Wab(eab, 0), so that

2i\1 2 2 2i(A2—013) (2
mgg = E miU2% = m1c3yc2y + mae? 52y c2y 4+ mge?i P2 —013) g2, (151)

53



3 light Majorana case 3 light Majorana case with g,"N = 0

T TN T I TTTTT
1

T TTTT T T T [T T I TTTTT
1

LUt

IRERGSS

1

1030 e 1030

Ll
Ll

E\ 10% = E\ 10297 =
o EC) ]
> >

2 0% W8 10 -1

~ 9 ~ E E
g 1 8 e ... KamLAND2 |
> 27 > 27 \

i 10 = i 107" = IH -

10% 1026

Current limit
7%, > 1.06 x 10% yr

Ll Ll [T I
107 1072 107!

Miightest [CV] Miightest [eV]

Current limit
7%, > 1.06 x 10% yr

Ll Ll [T NIRRT
1073 1072 107! 1

7
2l

v

— &2l

._.
S
JS
—_
o
IS

Figure 6: Ov/33 half-life of 136Xe as a function of the lightest neutrino mass in the scenario of 3
light Majorana neutrinos in case of the normal hierarchy (blue) and inverted hierarchy (red). We
show results obtained with QRPA (solid) or the Shell Model (dashed) NMEs. In the left panel,
the bands reflect the uncertainty due to LECs associated to hard-neutrino exchange and the
unknown Majorana phases. In the right panel, we ignore the contributions from hard-neutrino
exchange as typically done in the literature and the bands arise solely from varying the unknown
Majorana phases. The shaded regions in both panels correspond to the present experimental
limit, and expected future limits are depicted by the two dashed lines.

in terms of the sines (cosines) of the neutrino mixing angles, s;; (c;;), the Dirac phase d13, and
the Majorana phases, A1 2. We set the mixing angles to their central values [132] (see Table 10).
The relevant subamplitude is A, (m;) that depends on the combination My (m;) + M a(m;), but
since all mass eigenstates are at the eV scale or below, we actually only require My (0) + M 4(0).
This combination depends on the unknown LEC gYN(0) associated with the exchange of hard
neutrinos. This contribution is usually not considered in the literature, but as demonstrated in
Refs. [107,108] appears at the same order as the exchange of potential neutrinos. To calculate
decay rates we marginalize over the Majorana phases and vary gy (0) between +(2F,)~? as
discussed below Eq. (145).

The resulting ¥%Xe half life is depicted in the left panel of Fig. 6 for the normal hierarchy
(NH) in blue and inverted hierarchy (IH) in red as a function of the lightest neutrino mass, m.
We used two sets of NMEs obtained with the QRPA (solid) and Shell Model (dashed). Around
m = 5-1072 eV, the usual ‘funnel’ appears for the NH due to a possible cancellation in mgag.
For smaller m, the uncertainty on the half life is roughly two orders of magnitude for both the
NH and IH. This uncertainty arises roughly in equal parts from the uncertainties in the LECs
and Majorana phases, and in smaller amount from the change in NMEs between the QRPA and
Shell Model. This can be seen more clearly by comparing to the right panel of Fig. 6 where
we have set ¢gN(0) = 0 and thus ignored contributions from hard-neutrino exchange as usually
done in the literature. While the O(1) contribution from the hard-neutrino LEC is consistent
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with the chiral expectations discussed in Sect. 3.4, it is possible that this effect turns out to be
smaller when consistently evaluated in the many-body methods used in Refs. [118-121] (see the
discussion at the end of Sect. 3.5). If this turns out to be the case, the uncertainty shown in the
right panel of Fig. 6 is more appropriate. The fact that the bands in both the NH and IH are
significantly smaller in this panel highlights the importance of pinning down the value of gN™(0)
with nonperturbative methods.

8.1 341 model

The simplest scenario we investigate is the 3 + 1 model where the SM is extended by one gauge-
singlet neutrino. That isn = 1 and N = 4. This model leads to two massless neutrinos and is thus
ruled out by the combined atmospheric, AmiTM ~2.4-1073 eV? and solar, Am%OL ~75-107°
eV?2, squared mass differences. Nevertheless, due to its simplicity, the scenario provides a useful
toy model. In the flavor basis, we write the neutrino mass matrix as

0 0 0 Mp,
| o 0 0 M,
Me=1 0 0 M|’ (152)

and we set M, = Mp, = M} 3 = Mj,. The neutrino mass matrix is then described by
just two paraméters M]’57and M Rf Note that in the absence of higher-dimensional operators,
(M,)i; = 0 for i,j7 = 1,2,3 is required by gauge invariance. This simple setup predicts two
massless neutrinos, m; = mgy = 0, and two massive neutrinos described by

1 1
my =g [\/‘MRP +12[Mp|* — [Mg|| ,  ma=3 [\/‘MRP +12|Mp[* +|Mg[| ,  (153)

where we assumed m3 < my, while the inverted relations are

1
|Mp|=my—m3, [Mp|= N (154)

It is straightforward to diagonalize the mass matrix to obtain the PMNS matrix, which can be
parametrized as [144|

U = DLR34R24R23R14R13W12DR
Dy = é'@rtar/2diag(1,1,1,e"@rten)y  Dp =diag(1,1,4,1), (155)

where W% and RY are defined below Eq. (150) and « p,r = Arg Mp gr. In this fairly simple case
nearly all the mixing angles can be expressed in terms of the neutrino masses

ms3
- 2, = s, = A Ve 10
So3 634/f S34 21 S24 Slgm 14 2m3+3m4 ( )

where t;; = si;/ci;, while s12 is unconstrained due to the two vanishing neutrino masses. One
useful result of the above is

U23 _ ——U24 —__—_ "1 L i(2aptar) (157)
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As mentioned, this model of neutrino masses is too restrictive to reproduce the oscillation data.
To nevertheless investigate the effect a sterile neutrino would have on Ov3g in this scenario we
approximate Am%py =~ 0, and set m3 = Vv AmZ, ~ 0.05 eV. For my < A, the Ov38 half life is
then simply given by (Eq. (97))

4 2
-1
(T%) = ghGor | Ap(mi)| (158)
i=1
where (Egs. (98), (119))
i T v (6) 2

Ap(mi) = “Im [My(m;) + Ma(m;)] (Cyfp)e s (159)

and (Egs. (24) and (28))
CiL = —2Vaa(PU)ei = —2ViaUse; (160)

All other Wilson coefficients vanish. The combinations of NMEs and LECs My _4(m;) are defined
in Eq. (104), with the inclusion of the short-range pieces in Eq. (99), and their dependence on
the neutrino masses is discussed in Sects. 6.1 and 7. For m4 > A,, instead, the half life becomes

2

3
S Ap(mi) + AP (ma) (161)

i=1

(Tf)/'é)_l = gaGoi

as the fourth mass eigenstate is integrated out on the quark level. In this case A(Lg)(m4) is defined
in Egs. (103) and the neutrino mass dependence enters via

) 2012
o = -l - -

U?, . 162
2m4 m4 64 ( )

The interpolation formulae described in Sect. 7.2 ensure that the my < A, and my > A, limits
smoothly match.

The result for the Ov33 3%Xe rate is depicted in the left panel of Fig. 7 as a function of
my. It can be divided into three regions. For m4 < m, the life time increases as mji for
decreasing neutrino masses. For m4 > A, the lifetime becomes independent of the neutrino
mass. The intermediate region is more complicated and shown in more detail in the right panel of
Fig. 7. The behavior in the three regions can be understood from the neutrino mass dependence
of My (m;) + Ma(m;) shown in Fig. 4. For small neutrino masses my < m, ~ kg, the
NMEs become almost independent of the neutrino mass. The dominant contribution, however,
is proportional to

4
> mU% =0, (163)
=1

as can be seen explicitly from Eq. (157), see also Eq. (117) and Ref. [65]. The first non-vanishing
contributions in this regime are suppressed by mz2 /m?2 as discussed in Sect. 6.1.1 and the half

life is proportional to
2

— |Mp2Mg|* ~ m3md, (164)

4

3772
E m; Ug;
i=1
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Figure 7: Ov/3p3 half-life of *6Xe as a function of my in the 341 model. We show results obtained
with the QRPA (solid) or Shell Model (dashed) NMEs. The bands reflect the uncertainty due to
LECs associated with hard-neutrino exchange. Right-panel: same as left panel but for neutrino
masses around the pion mass.

in the regime my4 > mg. For large neutrino masses, m4 > A,, we need to compare the two terms
in Eq. (161) which are both non-zero. The first term involves the sum over light neutrinos, but
only the mj3 contribution is nonzero, and depends on Ugz ~ —1/v/3 which is constant in the
3+ 1 model up to ms/my corrections, see Eq. (157). Similarly, we can see that m4U624 is roughly
independent of my from Eq. (157), but in this case the amplitude scales as Af) (my) ~ Cf%) ~
U2 /my ~ mZz and thus quickly drops off. In fact, already for m4 = 1 GeV the fourth neutrino
only contributes at the 10% level.

From Fig. 7 it is clear that for small neutrino masses, the 3 + 1 toy model predicts extremely
slow OvBp rates, orders of magnitude away from present or projected sensitivities. For my > 1
GeV, the half lives range from roughly 1.7 - 1027 yr to 1.5 - 10%® yr depending on the choice of
NMEs and LECs. The uncertainty in the half life is at the order-of-magnitude level and mainly
due to our poor knowledge of the short-distance LEC g)N(m;). Although the uncertainty in
the small-m4 region looks small this is probably unrealistic. In this regime, the amplitudes
depend on the derivative of the NMEs with respect to m;, which we estimated by expanding the
interpolation formula. However, as discussed in Sect. 6.1.1, this expression might not be accurate
in this region and a realistic uncertainty would likely be at the order-of-magnitude level as well.
Since the decay rates are immeasurably small, this uncertainty is not too relevant.

57



8.2 342 model

We now consider a minimal 3 + 2 model, where we extend the SM with two sterile neutrinos
(n = 2). This model is more realistic as it can readily accommodate the measured neutrino
mass splittings, mixing angles, and CP phase. We closely follow the analysis of Ref. [145]
to conveniently parametrize the 5 X 5 mixing matrix in terms of neutrino masses and PMNS
parameters. The original 5 X 5 mass matrix is given by

0 0 0 Mj, M,
0 0 0 Mj, M,
M,=] 0 0 0 M, Mp, (165)

* * *
Mp, Mp,, Mp, Mg, Mg,
* * *
Mp,. Mp,, Mp, Mg, Mg,

This mass matrix leads to one massless and four massive neutrinos and can be diagonalized by
a b x 5 unitary matrix U that consists of physical parameters [145]

UTM,U = diag(m1, ma, m3, myg, ms) U= Uaa  Uas , (166)
USG USS
where, in the normal hierarchy, we have
Uso = U L0 Uys = iU 0 167
aac = UPMNS { o 7 ) > as = tUPMNS Hml%RTMh_% ) (167)
. 1 -
Uso = i (0 M, szll/ﬂ) : Uy =H. (168)

Here, m; and M}, are 2 x 2 mass matrices

_(m2 O _(m4 O
ml—<0 m3), Mh—<0 m5>, (169)

and Upyns and R are 3 x 3 and 2 x 2 matrices

Upning = RBWBR2 diag(1,1, '), (170)
n_ ( cos (045 + 1745) sin (045 + 1'745)> 7 (171)
—sin (045 + iya5) cos (0as + i745)

where 045 € [0,7/2] and 45 € (—00,00). As the name implies, Upysng is the usual PMNS
matrix consisting of 3 mixing angles, 1 Dirac phase, and 1 Majorana phase (there is only 1
Majorana phase because mj = 0). The matrices H and H are composed of the above mass and
rotation matrices

— _1 _1
, H= {I+Mh >RmyR'M, 2] : (172)

(SIS
(SIS

1 1
H= [I +m] RTMh_lRmf}

The above form of U assumes m; = 0 making it directly applicable to the case of the NH,
while in the case of the IH we instead have mgs = 0. To account for this change we can replace
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NH Am3; [eV?] Am3, [eV?] A1,2
7.39-107° 2.449 - 1073 0
30 [6.79, 8.01]-107° [2.358, 2.544] - 103 [0, 7
sin2 012 sin2 923 sin2 013 513/7‘(‘
3.10- 101 5581071 2.241-1072 1.23
30 || [2.75, 3.50]- 1071 [4.27, 6.09] - 1071 [2.046, 2.440] - 102 [0.78, 2.06]
IH Am3; [eV?] Am3, [eV?] A12
7.39-107° —2.509 - 1073 0
30 [6.79, 8.01]-10~® [-2.603, — 2.416] 1073 [0, 7]
Sin2 912 sin2 923 sin2 913 513/7T
3.10-1071 5.63-1071 2.261- 1072 1.58
30 || [2.75, 3.50]- 10! [4.30, 6.12] - 10! [2.066, 2.461] - 102 [1.14, 1.97]
3+2 045 V45
/8 0.5

Table 10: Input parameters used for the analysis of the standard three-light Majorana neutrino
scenario, depicted in Fig. 6, and the 3+ 2 model. The values of the light neutrino mass splittings
and the PMNS angles are taken from Ref. [132].

mao3 — my2 in the above, leading to a solution of UTM,U = diag(0, m1, ma, myg, ms), after
which the mass matrix can be brought into its usual ordering by rearranging the columns of U.
Although this procedure leads to a perfectly adequate parametrization of U, it does not lead to
the familiar identification of the mixing angles s;; with the solar and reactor angles. To ensure
that the usual Upysng appears as the upper left-hand block in our parametrization of U (in the
limit m45 — oo0) we simply follow the steps of the derivation in Ref. [145], starting from Eq.
(166) with mg = 0 instead of m; = 0. This leads to a form of U which can again be written as
in Eq. (166), but now

N N 0
Uww = U H, Uus = iU HR _ ,
PMNS iUppmnsHR;3 <ml1/2RTMh 1/2>
Usa = 1 (0 [—{thl/Qlel/2> R?’:a Uss = H, (173)
: o7 1 0\ o7 . . .
where m; = diag(mq,ms), while H = R3 0 I R3, with H as in Eq. (172) but using m; =

diag(mi,mso), and Ry = W3 (—7/2,0)W?3(7/2,0). M) and H are left unchanged. To obtain
these expressions we used the relation

T
diag(mq,ma,0,mg, ms) = <fé3 (1)> diag(0, m1, ma, myg, ms) (%3 (1)> , (174)
to write Eq. (166) in the form of Eq. (2.3) of Ref. [145]. The rest of the derivation then closely
follows that of Ref. [145], leading to a similar form of U as in the NH case, but with additional
factors of Rg.

We do not wish to perform a fully general analysis of the parameters in the mixing matrix.
Instead, we fix all parameters except for m4 and ms. We work in the normal hierarchy and set
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Figure 8: Left panel: Ovj33 half-life of 136Xe as a function of my for ms = 30 MeV (blue),
ms = 100 MeV (red), ms = 500 MeV (green), and ms = 5000 MeV (orange) in the NH.
The gray horizontal line is the predicted half life for the standard mechanism for the same
choices of neutrino parameters and LECs. Right panel: Same as left panel but now we included
uncertainties from NMEs and LECs. Bands correspond to ms = 30 MeV (blue), ms = 100 MeV
(red), ms = 500 MeV (green).

mo = MAm%OL ~ 8581073 eV and ms = \/AmiTM ~ 0.05 eV. We pick the best-fit values for

the PMNS mixing angles and Dirac phase [132]. For simplicity we set the Majorana phase to
zero, « = 0. While the choice of 645 does not affect the unitary matrix drastically, U.o and Uls
can deviate from the experimental values if v45 2 O(1). Taking into account this restriction, we
pick moderate values for 45 and 745. All choices of parameters are given in Table 10.

We show the lifetime TP;’2(136X6) in the case of the NH as a function of m4 for four different
values of mj in the left-panel of Fig. 8. We use the QRPA NMEs of Ref. [118] and a specific
value of the short-distance LECs to not clutter the plots too much. We set

1

9" (0) = ~gpyz 9 (mo) = (5+393)/4, (175)

as discussed in Sect. 7.2. We can observe a few things. For small ms < m,; and my < ms
the half life becomes independent of my4 and scales as mé, similar to the behavior of the 3 4+ 1
scenario for small my (the left part of Fig. 7). This is the ‘cancellation regime’, where the NMEs
and LECs become m; independent and

Z mi (My (mi) + (Ma(mg)) ~ O(UZm3) o« m2, (176)
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Figure 9: Left panel: OvA33 half-life of 13¢Xe as a function of my4 for ms = 30 MeV (blue),
ms = 100 MeV (red), ms = 500 MeV (green), and ms = 5000 MeV (orange) in the IH. The
gray horizontal line is the predicted half life for the standard mechanism for the same choices of
neutrino parameters and LECs. Right panel: Same as left panel but now we included uncertain-
ties from NMEs and LECs. Bands correspond to ms = 30 MeV (blue), ms = 100 MeV (red),
ms = 500 MeV (green).

since Ues ~ /my/ms. The scaling with m? breaks down for larger values of ms, in fact, for
ms > 500 MeV and m4 < m, the half life becomes essentially independent of both m4 and ms
as can be seen by comparing the left part of the green and orange lines.

For my > m, and ms > A, (the right part of the green and orange lines), the scenario
becomes similar to a standard seesaw scenario with 3 light Majorana neutrinos and ‘decoupled’
heavy states, see the horizontal gray line. The lifetime becomes roughly 10?° yr, the predicted
lifetime in the NH for a massless lightest neutrino and vanishing Majorana phases. Shorter half
lives are possible if one neutrino is heavy while the other is at or below the pion mass. The right
sides of the blue and red curves correspond to such a scenario with a half life of roughly 2 - 1028
yr, not too far from the projected nEXO limits. Finally, for almost degenerate m,4 and ms there
is a cancellation leading to a peak in the half life. In the right panel of Fig. 8, we show the same
results for three choices of ms, now including the uncertainty from the short-distance LECs and
we show results for two choices of NMEs. The uncertainties are at the order-of-magnitude level.

The case of the IH is shown in Fig. 9, which shows a behavior that is very similar to that of
the NH scenario. In particular, at large values of ms the half life becomes almost independent of
my5, while, in the small mass region, the scaling ~ mé reappears. We again see a cancellation
when my ~ ms, and the half life approximates that of a seesaw scenario with 3 light neutrinos
in the large-my 5 region. In contrast, the absolute value of the half life does differ between the
scenarios and is roughly an order of magnitude smaller in the IH than in the NH. In fact, nEXO
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Figure 10: Left panel: 0v33 decay half-life of 3°Xe in the NH as a function of the Majorana
phase, a, for mys > 1 GeV (blue), for my =1 eV and ms > 1 GeV (red), and my = 100 MeV
and ms = 1 GeV. LECs and NMEs as in the left panel of Fig. 8. Right panel: similar but now
for « = 0 and we vary the mixing angle 65.

will be sensitive to minimal 3 4+ 2 scenarios in the IH for which at least one mass eigenstate has
mass larger than roughly 500 MeV.

It should be mentioned that Figs. 8 and 9 depend on the choice of mixing angles and phases,
for which we used a = 0 and the values in Table 10. Varying the phases can lead to significantly
larger half lives, especially when they are tuned to induce cancellations between the different
contributions, while in other parts of parameter space (often milder) enhancements are possible.
To get an idea of these effects we show the dependence on the Majorana phase o and the mixing
angle 045 in the NH in the left- and right-panel of Fig. 10 for three choices of m4 and ms.
The blue lines correspond to decoupled mass eigenstates with my5 > 1 GeV. In this case, the
Majorana phase is still relevant and the half life varies by roughly a factor 5 depending on «, but
only has a mild 645 dependence. The red line corresponds to m4 = 1 eV while ms = 500 GeV is
decoupled. In this case, the dependence on « is significant and for @ = 7 the half life increases
by roughly six orders of magnitude compared to o = 0, while the dependence on 6,5 is far less
severe. Finally, the green line correspond to an intermediate scenario with m4 = 100 MeV and
ms =1 GeV.

8.3 A leptoquark scenario

In this section we illustrate the use of the EFT framework by performing the matching in the
case of an explicit model of BSM physics. Our main goal is to illustrate the framework and we
consider a simple SM extension. We extend the SM with right-handed neutrinos that interact
with leptoquarks (LQs). Leptoquarks are hypothetical particles that convert quarks to leptons
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and vice versa. All possible representations of LQs are summarized in Ref. [81], and among them
is a scalar LQ that transforms as an SU(3). triplet, an SU(2)L doublet, and carries nonzero
hypercharge: R (3, 2, 1/6). The LQ interaction with sterile neutrinos is given by

Liq = *ybeJRaRieijLJLb + y?QiLaRiVRb +h.c., (177)

where a, b and i, j are flavor and SU(2) indices, respectively. In addition to these interactions, we
include the right-handed neutrino Majorana mass terms and Yukawa interactions as in Eq. (1).
The LQ interactions are LNC so that LNV only arises from the Majorana mass of the sterile
neutrinos. Integrating out R, one dim-6 operator in Table 3 is generated

£ =), (Lidy) €9 (Qlvra) + hec., (178)
abed
where
6 1 TE Ri«
Clogy = —— Uyl (179)
abed LQ

with mp,q being the mass of the R LQ. The above operator, as well as O LvQd generated through
the RGEs of Eq. (4), induces the dim-6 scalar and tensor operators in Eq. (9) below the elec-
troweak scale. We focus on operators involving the first-generation quarks and charged leptons

2Gr | _6) - , _ _(6) _ _
Ef)L:o = T; cgg UrdRErVRa + c(g) urot’drero" ' via | , (180)
ea ea

where the subscripts e and a denote the charged-lepton and neutrino flavor, and

() _ 40 _ V' TR R 81
Csr = *C7° = 2m2 Y1a Y1e > ( )
ea ea LQ

where a runs from 1 to n.
Of course, we also have to include the SM weak interactions and together we obtain the
following matching to the operators in Eq. (24)

() = —ul. () —4(C8) =Y s (2
a=1 €

With these nonzero Wilson coefficients the O35 decay rate can be directly read from the master
formula in Eq. (97). We use the procedure outlined in Sect. 7.2 to obtain matching relations for
the relevant LECs and we explicitly give the resulting interpolation formulae in App. E.

8.3.1 A 341 scenario with leptoquark interactions

We first consider the 3+ 1 scenario, but now with the additional LQ interactions described above.
This only provides a simple toy model in which to study the effects of the LQs, as it also leads
to two massless neutrinos and cannot explain the observed oscillation data. A more realistic
3-+2 scenario is studied in the next subsection, we note, however, that is also possible to explain
the neutrino masses in LQ models without introducing sterile neutrinos, see e.g. [146-148|. For
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Figure 11: Left panel: Tlo/”2(136Xe) as a function of my4 in the LQ 3 4+ 1 model. The blue line is
the total half life whereas the red line depicts the contribution from just the standard mechanism
(exchange of neutrinos interacting via left-handed currents). We have set y#?yf* = 1.0 and
myq = 10 TeV. Right panel: Similar but now we fixed my = 10 eV (blue), ms = 1 keV (red),

and my4 =5 GeV (green) and vary mrq. In both panels the Dirac and Majorana phases were set
to zero, mz = \/AmQATM, and the QRPA NMEs were used.

simplicity we set the couplings y?yﬁl’* = 1 as deviations can be absorbed in my,q. For the

contributions from the standard mechanism we set the unknown LECs as in Eq. (175). The LQ
interactions induce a large number of contributions to the subamplitude Ay, as given in Eq. (199).
Unfortunately most of these contributions are associated to LECs we do not control. To simplify
the analysis somewhat we only include contributions from purely pionic operators, where lattice
results are available that can help constrain the LECs. The missing contributions from pion-
nucleon and nucleon-nucleon interactions can be added once more information about the LECs
is obtained. The missing contributions appear at the same order as the pionic contributions we
do include, and thus correspond to a significant uncertainty. For the pionic operators we require
the interpolation formulae discussed in Eq. (206) of App. E. These depend on 915345 that are
known (see Table 5) and the unknown couplings ¢§7(0), g775(0), 98511,(0), 97yrL(0). In this
section we use the NDA estimates

1

981 (0) = —g71(0) = 72 983LL(0) = g7ypL(0) = —1, (183)

T

where the signs were chosen in such a way that the LECs do not change sign when varying the

neutrino mass.
We plot the resulting 0v33 half-life of 136Xe in the left panel of Fig. 11 for mrq = 10 TeV as
a function of my4. The red line denotes the limit of my,q — oo corresponding the 3 + 1 scenario

discussed above. We have set the Dirac and Majorana phases to zero, ms = \/AmQATM, and
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used QRPA NMEs. The theoretical uncertainty due to NMEs and LECs is not shown, but is
similar to the 34+ 1 and 3 4 2 scenarios and thus roughly one-to-two orders of magnitude on the
half life. The plot shows that for a light fourth neutrino, m, < 100 GeV, the LQ interactions
completely dominate over the standard mechanism. In fact, the current experiments rule out 10
TeV interactions for 100keV < my4 < 100 GeV. In the LQ scenario, Ov5( experiments are most
constraining at my ~ 170 MeV, where we find mrg > 56 TeV. Future experiments could push
this towards mrg > 150 TeV.

In the right panel of Fig. 11 we show the half life as a function of mpq for three specific
values of m4. We set my = 10 eV, with the eV-scale being motivated by anomalies in neutrino
experiments [149-152| (but see Ref. [153] as well), m4 = 1 keV, as motivated by models of sterile
neutrino DM [154,155], and m4 = 5 GeV as motivated by studies of low-scale leptogenesis [61].
For these cases, the limits on my,q are respectively mrg > 1 TeV, mpg > 3 TeV, and mpq > 21
TeV. While it is difficult for present and future Ov35 experiments to probe scenarios with just
light sterile neutrinos, these results illustrate that prospects are much better in scenarios where
the sterile neutrinos have non-standard interactions.

8.3.2 A 3-+2 scenario with leptoquark interactions

We now repeat the analysis in the 3 + 2 model. In Sect. 8.2 we concluded that detection of
Ovf3 is not possible with the next generation of experiments in the pure 34 2 model for the NH
(see Fig. 8). It is interesting to investigate what the scale of BSM physics should be to make
a detection possible. We take the LQ interactions as an example of BSM physics in order to

determine the relevant mass of my,q for different choices of m4 and ms. To reduce the number

of parameters we set y?y{?* = y@y{?* = 1 and use the same phases, angles and LECs as

in Sect. 8.2. We do not show the dependence on the LQ couplings explicitly, but note that
LR, RLx*
Y1a Yie

2

g , so that a shift in the couplings of, for example,
Lq

they always appear in the combination

yERyLx 5 1072 is equivalent to rescaling the LQ mass by a factor of 10.

In the top-left panel of Fig. 12, we set my,q = 10 TeV and ms = 10 €V (blue), ms = 1 keV
(red), ms = 1 MeV (green) and vary my4. Current experiments already rule out such scenarios
for a significant range of my4. For ms in the MeV range, the resulting half lives are too short and
excluded. For light ms < keV, the scenario is excluded for 100keV < my4 < 100GeV. In the
top-right panel, we set ms = 100 MeV (blue), ms = 5 GeV (red), ms = 100 GeV (green) and
conclude that such values are ruled out independent of my4. Of course, the results depend on the
scale of BSM physics. In the bottom panels we repeat the analysis but now set mp,q = 50 TeV.
The bottom-left panel, corresponding to light ms, tells us that future experiments are sensitive
if my > 10 MeV, while scenarios where both my4 and mg are light lead to decay rates that are
too slow to observe. The right panel shows that current limits already exclude the scenario for
ms = 100 MeV independent of my. For larger ms, nEXO can observe Ovf3S events if my < 1
GeV.

Our main goal is not to exhaustively investigate the parameter space of this LQ model.
Instead, we wish to highlight that future OvBf3 experiments are sensitive to a class of BSM
models with light sterile neutrinos if they have weak non-standard interactions with SM fields.
How weak these interactions can be depends on the exact value of the neutrino masses, but scales
of 1-100 TeV can be accessed. We illustrate this in Fig. 13. In scenarios with m4 and ms around
1 eV, the ¥6Xe half life from just the standard mechanism is roughly 10%° yr, but nEXO can
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Figure 12: Top-left panel: Tlo/”2(136Xe) as a function of my in the LQ 3+ 2 leptoquark model for
different choices of ms = 10 eV (blue), ms = 1 keV (red), ms = 1 MeV (green). We consider a
leptoquark mass of 10 TeV. Top-right panel: same as top-left but now for ms = 100 MeV (blue),
ms = 5 GeV (red), msz = 100 GeV (green). Bottom panels are the same as the top panels but
now for a leptoquark mass of 50 TeV. All panels use the same phases, mixing angles, and LECs
as in Sect. 8.2.

make a detection for my,q < 1 TeV. In this particular case, LHC experiments already strongly
constrain such LQ masses [156,157], but for heavier neutrinos much higher LQ mass scales can
be probed. For instance, for m4 at the keV scale and ms at the GeV scale, next-generation
experiments are sensitive to leptoquark masses up to 100 TeV.

This discussion highlights the important role that Ov3/ experiments can play in understand-
ing the nature and interactions of sterile neutrinos. While a positive Ov3f3 signal alone cannot
unambiguously be interpreted as evidence for sterile neutrinos, Ovf5 experiments, in conjunc-
tion with direct observations in laboratory experiments or astrophysical probes, can put severe
constraints on the possible interactions of these particles that are very competitive with other
low-energy probes and high-energy collider experiments.
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Figure 13: TP;’2(136Xe) as a function of myq for 4 choices of m4 and ms. The blue line
corresponds to my4 = 0.69 eV and ms = 1 eV, the red line to myqy = 1 €V and ms = 1 keV, the
green line to m4 = 1 keV and ms = 1 GeV, and the orange line to m4 = 3 GeV and mys = 4 GeV.

The same phases, mixing angles, and LECs as in Sect. 8.2 were used.

9 Conclusions

Sterile neutrinos are natural candidates to explain the origin of active neutrino masses via the
type-I seesaw mechanism [40-42], which, however, does not definitively point towards a specific
mass scale. While the smallness of neutrino masses can be realized with very massive vp,
My ~ 10 GeV, with O(1) Yukawa couplings to SM leptons, the sterile neutrino mass scale can
be lowered to the TeV scale [42], inducing interesting signals at the Large Hadron Collider [158],
or even to the GeV or sub-GeV region [60,61]. In such scenarios the sterile neutrinos could
provide a dark matter candidate and induce the correct matter-antimatter asymmetry in the
Universe [60-63]. While muon, meson, and nuclear 8 decays constrain the interactions of sterile
neutrinos with SM particles to be more feeble than the weak interaction, in generic models vr
can be charged under new forces, mediated by bosons with masses much larger than the W
and Z masses. These interactions, while weak, can leave traces in high-precision experiments,
including searches for Ov33.

In this paper, we studied the impact of light sterile neutrinos with mass smaller than the
electroweak scale, m,, < v, on Ov33, in a systematic framework which relies on a tower of
EFTs. The contribution of sterile neutrinos to Ov35 has been investigated extensively in the
literature [65,66,68—-70], in the minimal scenario in which v has only renormalizable interactions,
namely the Majorana mass term Mp and a Yukawa interaction Y, in Eq. (1). Here we extend

these works in several, significant directions

e We extend the SM by adding a (family) of sterile neutrinos vg, which are singlets under the
SM gauge group. At scales larger than the electroweak scale, we allow the vg to interact
with SM degrees of freedom via a dimension-four Yukawa interaction, and the most general
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set of gauge-invariant higher-dimensional operators up to dim-7, in the framework of the
sterile-neutrino-extended SMEFT [74-76]. With the exclusion of the Majorana mass term
in Eq. (1), we consider operators with at most one vg, which are the most relevant for
OvBp. The dim-6 LNC operators with active and sterile neutrinos are listed in Tables
1 and 3, respectively, while the dim-7 LNV operators are given in Tables 2 and 4. The
renormalization-group equations describing the QCD evolution for the coefficients of the
dim-6 and dim-7 operators are given in Egs. (4) and (6).

We match the SMEFT operators onto SU(3) X U(1)en-invariant operators, by integrating
out heavy SM degrees of freedom. For 2GeV < m,, < v, the sterile neutrino is also
integrated out in this step, and one is left with dim-9 operators in Eqgs. (13) and (14),
with coefficients given by Egs. (44), (45), and (46). If v is lighter, it remains dynamical
in chiral EFT. In this case, at the quark level, one finds the generalized LNC and LNV
p-decay Lagrangians in Egs. (8), (9), (10), and (11), which involve, vector, axial, scalar,
pseudoscalar, and tensor currents as well as derivative operators. Rotating these interac-
tions to the neutrino mass basis gives rise to the operators in Egs. (22) and (23), whose
coeflicients can be expressed in terms of the gauge-invariant operators in Sect. 2.2.

We systematically construct the chiral Lagrangian in the presence of light sterile neutrinos
with non-standard interactions, starting from the quark-level operators in Eqgs. (22) and
(23). This Lagrangian includes terms with explicit neutrinos, that couple to pions and
nucleons via the vector, axial, scalar, pseudoscalar, and tensor currents. These are con-
structed in Sects. 3.1 and 3.2, and the neutron S-decay transition operator is summarized
in Eq. (58). In addition, the Chiral Lagrangian contains LNV operators that couple pions
and nucleons to two leptons, which are induced by the exchange of virtual light neutrinos.
In Sect. 3.4 we construct, for the first time, these operators in full generality and we show
that the mmee and nnppee couplings contribute at LO for several higher-dimensional op-
erators. We discuss the dependence of the LECs of these operators on the neutrino mass,
and demonstrate that they are needed to guarantee that the Ov3 S amplitude has a smooth
dependence on the neutrino mass.

We identify all the chiral EFT low-energy constants required for the derivation of the Ov5g3
operator at LO. They are summarized in Table 5. With the exception of the recoil-order
LEC appearing in the tensor current, ¢/, all LECs in the neutron S-decay operator are well
known, either from experiment or Lattice QCD. The m7 couplings induced by dim-9 oper-
ators are also well known [112], while 77 couplings induced by hard-neutrino exchange and
N and NN couplings induced by dim-9 operators and hard-neutrino exchange are at the
moment mostly undetermined. The ignorance of these LECs causes a sizable hadronization
uncertainty in the Ov58 half-lives, which, though usually neglected, is often as big as the
error from nuclear matrix elements, see for example Figs. 5 and 6.

We derive the Ovf3f transition operator in Sect. 4 and the master formula for Ov3S3 in
Sect. 5. In spite of the large number of operators, we find that the final form of the
amplitude and the half-lives, Egs. (96) and (97), are rather compact and involve structures
that are very similar to those found for the exchange of active neutrinos in Refs. [50,51].
In particular, they involve the same nuclear matrix elements, with the difference that, for
1 MeV < m, < A, the NMEs acquire a non-trivial dependence on the neutrino mass.
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e We study the dependence of the Ovf3S half-lives on the neutrino masses. For neutrino
masses below A, the dependence arises in two ways, explicitly via the neutrino propa-
gators in the neutrino potentials and implicitly via the LECs induced by hard-neutrino
exchange. In contrast, if m,, > A, the mass dependence appears through the matching
coefficients of dim-9 operators. We derive interpolation formulae, grounded in QCD and
xPT, for both the nuclear matrix elements, in Sect. 6.1, and the LECs, in Sect. 7. These
formulae allow us to smoothly interpolate between the m,, < A, and the m,, > A,
regimes, as shown in Figs. 5 and 11, and to get the correct chiral EFT scaling of the ampli-
tudes. The interpolation formulae for the LECs are partially phenomenological, due to the
difficulties to treat the intermediate region m, < m,, < Ay rigorously, but can be sys-
tematically improved by calculating pion, nucleon, and two-nucleon LNV matrix elements
with nonperturbative methods for different neutrino masses.

e As a consequence of the systematic construction of the chiral Lagrangian and the study
of the mass dependence of NMEs and LECs, we can address all sources of theoretical
uncertainties on the Ov58 half-lives, induced by active and sterile neutrinos. An important
finding of this work is that the hadronization uncertainty is very significant. We estimate
this uncertainty by conservatively varying the unknown LECs in the range expected on the
basis of naive dimensional analysis and internal theoretical consistency. We recommend to
include the hadronization uncertainty in future analyses of Ovf35. As an example, in the
left panel of Fig. 6 we show the usual inverted and normal hierarchy predictions for the
136X e half life as a function of the lightest neutrino mass with errors bands that include the
hadronization uncertainty. This can be compared with the right panel where this hadronic
uncertainty has been neglected.

To illustrate the use of the developed EFT framework, we studied several scenarios with
light sterile neutrinos. Scenarios with two additional sterile neutrinos can reproduce all neutrino
oscillation data. In the normal hierarchy, a minimal model where sterile neutrinos only interact
via mixing, leads to '39Xe half lives that for all choices of m4 and ms are (slightly) above
10?8 yr, the prospected sensitivity of next-generation experiments. In the inverted hierarchy a
detection will be possible if at least one of the neutrinos has a mass above O(500) MeV. These
conclusions change drastically in the presence of higher-dimensional interactions. For instance,
Ov 3 experiments already exclude scalar interactions at a scale of 10 TeV if one of the neutrinos
has a mass around the keV scale and the other at the GeV scale. Such mass ranges appear in
scenarios where sterile neutrinos can account for both Dark Matter and the matter-antimatter
asymmetry [62], although to account for both at least three sterile neutrinos are necessary.
Depending on the exact neutrino masses, next-generation experiments are sensitive to scales up
to O(100) TeV. The framework developed here, and the master formula in (97) in particular, can
be used directly to assess the impact of Qv experiments on any BSM scenario with light sterile
neutrinos and should prove useful when comparing Ov 35 with other probes of sterile neutrinos.
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A Long-distance potentials induced by dim-7 operators

Here we collect the potentials induced by dim-7 interactions. As the contributions of dim-7 vector
operators can be obtained from the dim-6 potentials through a shift of the scalar interactions,
see Eq. (26), we only explicitly list the terms due to Cgﬁ = ngl + C&?Q and C,(f% = C%))\Q.
These are given by

dgm
VO = e (08 ) (O +0) A (g gy 1t 4 502 g

gMMx
grgv o ©) Y Sg2 »
— h m (C ) (C ) o1-0oh
7 myme T \Crme) (SR ) 94 71 72567, od]

bone ()., ()., 5k [ o b 2502 142

2 2
(). o aanith

My 29 7 7
+ ZTﬁ (CéL) (C"(Fl%>ei [‘71 02 Wi, g + 28 b sd} + ...,
vl = 0+...,
7 6 6 7 gr
VJ\(4) = Mg (0511%1{ - C\(/L)R)ei (C”(H){) i 204 {‘7 -0y (3hET + 2h o) — 512 hi sd:|
6 6 9T
+max (C\(/P){R - C\(/IZR> iy (C’E‘IDEZ 21 [‘71 o2 (h&T + 2hGT. o) — SU2) (2nF + hi sd)}

(184)
where h4 d = h%q?/m2 and the dots indicate that the complete dimension-seven potentials

involve contributions from the dim-7 vector operators.
The resulting left-handed amplitude can be written as,

P = () ot (05), 3] (),
Tz Mav(mi) (O, + O ) (G + O1)
R (0 4 o) Wit
—i—% (C&))m (Cé?{) i (MT sd MGT sd) ] } (185)

The amplitude for right-handed electrons does not obtain contributions from the dim-7 tensor
operators, which implies

AD(my) = 0+4..., (186)
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while the “magnetic” amplitude Ay is given by

m2

7 m; 6 6 7 7
A5m) = g et ™22 (8, - 3), (8 - o)

8Mev 4

() [(05) Mt + (08), st} 159

The additional matrix elements that appear in the above potentials are given by

M1 sa(ms) = 8 éﬂésd( i)
A
8¢5
Mra sa(m;) = 3gT (MGTsd(mi)‘F?Mzé,éd(mi))v
A
Mrai(m;) = g:(gMGAIE(mi)+2Mé£sd(ml) Mp%y(my))
Mo az(my) = g*j(Méf(mszGTsd( mi) — 2MAP (my) — MAP (my)) . (188)

B Hard-neutrino exchange contributions from dim-7 operators

In this appendix we collect the contributions from dim-7 tensor operators, C’F(FETR, due to hard-
neutrino exchange, mentioned in Sect. 3.4. As noted in Sect. 2.2.1, all contributions from the
dim-7 vector operators can again be obtained from a shift of the dim-6 scalar couplings, see Eq.
(26), and we do not explicitly discuss them here. The contributions in the 77 sector can be

written as

T = ﬁ‘{gﬁf,m(mi) () (cf) .+ gii(ma) {(Cé?)? + (0%1)2.] } ,

€1 €1

ar "= 222 [ gTL,TR(mi) <C’§‘712>m <C%6P)LR> + 8¢7T, (M) (Cgf){) oi (C%Gf)m)ei] ) (189)
T = o) [(0), (), + (0R), (), ] + it o vmu).

where 77, 971, TR = O(F2). In the TN sector we have

GV = — oot [(0) () +(OR). (L) ]+ (ViL e vRD),
C?XJ/V "= [QZEJLV,V(mi) (C%?) +9TRV m;) ( ) } (C\(/?R - CVRR) o
N = [Q"TLEZIY,T(mi) (C”(;I),) +gTRT m;) ( ) ] ( TLL) o’ (190)

where all the LECs scale as g7V = O(1).
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Finally, the dim-7 contributions in the NN sector are given by,

GpNT 197 Vi (m4)

vAy B _gT KC(T?D& (C‘(’Gf){L) ei + (C%D ei <C‘(’613L> ei:| + (VLL & VRL)

I ICH) (Cé%) Lot ()’ + (o)} }

%\17 = A2 [4gTL TR (M) (C 7) (mz) ( (7)) J (0%613»19 o’
CfVX}W = [QTLV m;) (C ) +9TRV mg <C7 ) l] ( v}ZR C\(/GAR) o
= e [(CR), (), + (R, (%),

+ 1A gT SLL (m;) [( ) Z( SPEL) g (ng{)ez (Céi)L>ei]
R [ ) (OF) + oatma) (0) ] (09) (101)

Of the above LECs that were not encountered in Sect. 3.4.2, gTL TR gTL and g%lf Vo 9¥g,v are
enhanced with respect to the NDA expectation and scale as O(1/ F,% ) and O(A i /F2), respectively.
The RGEs that signal the enhancement of these LECs are collected in Appendix C. The LECs
g%lg o and gl}Ig,T do not need to be enhanced and scale as O(1/ Ai)

As one would expect, the above equations lead to contributions that scale as v=° (v=%) for
one (two) insertions of dim-7 operators. Interestingly, the terms proportional to gJ] TR and
971 give rise to contributions that are enhanced by A2 / F2 over the corresponding long-distance

(7)

contributions. In addition, we note that Cyy tr combined with dim-6 vector or scalar operators
induces the same LECs that were already encountered in the insertions of dim-6 operators only

(see Sect. 3.4.2), namely, g$ VLL' 9T VRL® 9T SLL> and g7 ggy,- The hadronic parts of c! Iz TR X C'( )
(6)

insertions are very similar to those of C',(H%R rL X C; 7, and, although the former involve an
additional derivative this can be supplied by a factor of ¢ from the neutrino propagator in the

latter case. This leads to a relation between the amplitudes of Cgﬁ TR X C’i(6) , resulting from the

o m; term in the neutrino propagator, and those of c\® X G(G), which result from the
TRR,TLL i

term instead. After working out the leptonic Dirac algebra one finds that the Seg in several cases
differ only by an overall constant ~ m;/v. As these are relations between the effective actions
they are also respected by the corresponding long-distance amplitudes.

C Non-perturbative renormalization of LECs

Here we collect the RGEs which give rise to the enhancement of LECs over their NDA expec-
tations. These follow from the requirement that the LO nn — ppee amplitude is finite and p
independent, see Refs. [51,107] for details. The RGEs for the LECs related to two insertions of
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dim-6 operators are given by,
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where we introduced g; = (mN e

2
) gi- The RGEs for the dim-7 pieces can be written as,
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D Derivative contributions to four-quark two-lepton operators

Integrating out a heavy neutrino induces operators involving four-quark fields, two-lepton fields,
and a derivative, in addition to the contributions discussed in Sect. 2.3.1. These terms can
be generated through dim-6 operators, proportional to m, 2, or through dim-7 interactions,
o m,, 1. When such operators are matched onto Chiral Perturbation Theory, they will give rise

to interactions that come with new, unknown, LECs. For the dimension-6 contributions one
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expects the derivative operators to be suppressed by my/m, compared to the operators of Sect.
2.3.1 5. However, there are several Wilson coefficients for which the contributions in Sect. 2.3.1
scale as ~ vt /A4 while the derivative couplings can be induced by interfering with the SM

coupling, C\(,IZL <
are important.

Here we will refrain from constructing the full set of derivative interactions that are induced
in this way. The reason being that these interactions are only relevant in fairly specific scenarios
and regimes of parameter space. In addition, their construction would lead to a sizable number
of new operators all of which will come with unknown LECs, meaning that we cannot do better
than an order-of-magnitude estimates in this regime. We therefore restrict ourselves to listing
the contributions can be captured by the usual dim-9 interactions, i.e. the terms that, through
the equations of motions, can be written as m, x 0.

The ~ mg terms resulting from interference with the SM-like vector operators are given by

0C) = —amgCQ) m 2Oy, 6CH) = —vm, CF M ORE

9 96T 9 6 6 96T
5C§2 = v (muc\(/IZL - mdc\(/P){L) m, QCéL)R ) 505 L)' =v (muc\(/P){L - de(vﬁL) m, 2CéR)R )
) = o (maCy + ma O ) O

9 v 6 6 96T 6 6 96T
505()2 -~ 75 [(muc\(/L)L - mdo\(/F){L) mVQCéFgR + (muc\(lf){L - mdc\(/L)L) mVZCéL)R ] . (194)

These ~ mg terms are expected to contribute at the same order as the original derivative cou-
plings. Although NDA counts a derivative as a factor of ~ A, > m, when matching onto ChiPT,
the insertion of m, allows for a chirality flip which changes the chiral symmetry properties of the
operators. In the above cases this allows one to trade derivative operators that do not induce
7w terms at LO, for interactions that do induce 77 terms proportional to m,. As a result,
one expects the relative scaling of A, ~ (47r)2mq for the derivative and m, terms, respectively,
allowing us to use the latter as an order-of-magnitude estimate for the total.

We can in principle derive similar ~ m, terms for the interference of C\(IGL)R with C\(/IEL How-
ever, in this case a chirality flip does not lead to chiral enhancement (the induced operators are
dim-9 vector operators which do not induce 77 terms at LO), implying that the m, terms cannot
be used to estimate the derivative pieces in this case. If such interference terms are important
we would have to construct the derivative terms to obtain an order-of-magnitude estimate.

We take a similar approach for the derivative operators involving dim-7 interactions. Namely,
we only list the pieces ~ my, that can be written in terms of the dim-9 operators discussed in
Sect. 2.3.1. These pieces can be written as

6cf) = —|of+ (o + 2R mrt (muCl + mac g)
o) = —[chu+ (BLel+ ZeeR) | myt (mac) + mucg?{)T ,
sof) = —[ouni (mac e )"+ iyt (macs] +micR)’
=2 (O + maC) i (maC) + muOR) (195)

5This estimate holds when the interactions in Sect. 2.3.1 induce 77 couplings at LO, while the corresponding
derivative terms do not. This is the case for both the scalar and tensor dimension-6 operators.
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while possible terms oc ;2 do not appear for the combinations C\(,ﬁL)L X C%lTR and (C’(T?TR)%

We again stress that in all these cases one should in principle consider the additional operators
involving derivatives, along with the unknown LECs that result from them, and the results above
can only serve as an order-of-magnitude estimate.

E Matching and interpolation formulae for the leptoquark sce-
nario

As discussed in Sect. 8.3, right below the electroweak scale we can match the leptoquark model
of Eq. (177) to the dim-6 operators involving the first-generation quarks and charged leptons

2G
,C(AG}/ 0= \/f Cé}% ULdReLVRa"FCgT) uLa“ dReLa“ VRa (196)
2 ea ea
where
2
_(6) — 4 6 _ Y LR, RLx* 197
ea ;1;1 Qm%Q la Jle > ( )

and a runs from 1 to n. For simplicity we neglect the evolution to lower energies and simply give
the matching to the operators in Eq. (24). We obtain

(C\(/613L>ei = —2VuqUei , (Cé2R> e =4 (CéP)LR) e = z:C%U;m,z’- (198)

With these nonzero Wilson coefficients the O35 decay rate can be directly read from the master
formula. For mass eigenstates m; < A, the interactions only introduce contributions to the
subamplitude Az, (m;) which is given by

m; 2

Autm = =12 L1y () + Mamo)] (C40)’

dm,

[ s(m;) + Mpg(m;) B;r] <C§?R> y — Mp(m;) (CéGP)LR)Q}

i [29rs0m) (€130), =M n) (0] ] (040,
T inew [ (m2 F?2 L’ + /TXCzL ) Mps,sd

U in 2
+5 (Cz’L — A GL c; W) (M&fq + MPE) — 7 CZ]XNMF,sd] ' (199)
X A
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The first three lines arise from the exchange of potential neutrinos while the last two lines arise
from hard-neutrino exchange. The couplings are given by

7 = 2087 (i) (C5le)” — 2085 (mo) (O )

;Tr = [ggj{/LL(mi) (CégFJ o %g’TIETVLL(mi) (C(T%R) el} (C\(;SIZL) e
Z,TLN = XX [QQ%LL(mi) (Cé%{)ei - %g’?{\\I/LL(mi) (C”(f(%R) EJ (C\(/GL)L> i’
Y = - [ham) (0, -~ 3R om) (€8he) ] (€42)

1 2 1 2 1 2
+my [4giw<mi> (i), + 798N o) (CQ) ", + 798 (ma) (Cg) } - (200)

€l

ei

Mass eigenstates with m; > A, are integrated out at the quark level and induce dim-9 oper-
ators. From Eqs. (44) and (194) we find the following contributions

oy = ()~ (c) (c) -
ety = 2 [1(c)” s ()] - 22 (c), () oo
Y = = ()., (203)
i -2 (). (cl).. -
o= () (o). -

%

The resulting amplitude Ag)) is

2
A = [(Lz +f > Mpssi+ 5 ( N = ) (Marsa+ Miga) = —er ™ Mrsal
mev | \'m 9A
with 7™, 7™, 7N and MV defined in Egs. (63), (65), and (66).
We introduce interpolation formulae for the LECs appearing in Egs. (200) along the lines of
Sect. 7.2. For the pionic terms we use

1
951 (mi) = g371(0) o
1+ 8F2 957 (0) [g57 (mo) — B
1
Frm) = g (0) —
1+ Fz QTT(O) [495™ (mo) + 2957 (mo)]
1
ggj{/LL(mi) = ggf{/LL(O) 2m —1>
- (0) [B+ 5z [=2mag™(mo) + mug8™(mo)]|
1
grviL(mi) = g7viL(0) T (206)

1+ % 8A gT L (0) [mugf™(mo) + 3mam2gT™(mo)] ™~
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The pion-nucleon interpolation formula is

N
gér,VLL(mi) = ggf{/LL(mi) )
1

ng{\\[/LL(mi) = ng{\\[/LL(O) o . (207)

2m2 -1
i 9N (0) [mugf™ (mo) + 2mam2 g™ (mo)]

1+

A similar formula can be written down for g§ ]\\;LL (m;) once four-quark operators involving deriva-
tives are explicitly included, see App. D. The nucleon-nucleon interpolation formulae become

1
NN NN
gs1 (mi) = gs1 (0) )
1+migdiN(0) [295N (mo) — 53]
1
NN NN
grr (mi) = grr (0) 1>
1+ mZgA (0) [3295™ (mo) + 6495~ (mo) — 2497 ]
1
NN NN
gSNLL(mi) = QS,VLL(O) 2 1
— 5- 9801 (0) [ma ga™ (mo) + gmau g8 (mo)]
1
g’]IV‘,gLL(mi) = QJTV,]\\/[LL(O) (208)

2
1+§7T;9]TV,]\\/[LL(O) [md ngN(mo) + my, giVN(mo)]

In all the above relations we use the matching scale p = mg = 2 GeV. With some effort the
relations can be RGE improved as we did for gT%(m;), g’ (m;), and g™ (m;) in Sect. 7.2.
This is more complicated for scalar and tensor interactions because scalar and tensor quark
bilinears have non-vanishing anomalous dimensions in contrast to the vector case. Given the
large uncertainties, and in order not to clutter up the expressions, we refrain from explicitly
including the RGE corrections in the interpolation formula.
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