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Abstract

Future direct observations of the Cosmic Neutrino Background (CvB) have the potential
to explore a neutrino lifetime, especially in the region of the age of the universe, o =
4.35% 1017 s. We forecast constraints on neutrino decay via capture of the CvB on tritium,
with emphasis on the PTOLEMY-type experiment. In addition, in some cases of invisible
neutrino decay into lighter neutrinos in the Standard Model and invisible particles, we
can constrain not only the neutrino lifetime but also the masses of the invisible particles.
For this purpose, we also formulate the energy spectra of the lighter neutrinos produced
by 2-body and 3-body decays, and those of the electrons emitted in the process of the
detection of the lighter neutrinos.
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1 Introduction

Neutrino oscillation experiments have established that neutrinos have tiny masses and fla-
vor mixing exists in the neutrino sector. However, the mechanism that generates the tiny
neutrino masses remains one of the most important mysteries in particle physics. Thus,
neutrino oscillations imply the existence of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) and
non-standard interactions in the neutrino sector. In addition, these experiments bring us in-
formation only on the differences of the neutrino mass squared, that is Amg; = m7 —m?_[1],

Am3 ~ (8.6 meV)®? and |Am3| ~ (50 meV)? (1)

where [ = 1,2. The neutrino mass ordering and the absolute values of neutrino masses (in
particular, the lightest neutrino mass myightest) have not yet been known. The mass ordering
has two possibilities, m,, > m,, > m,, called Normal Ordering (NO) and m,, > m,, > m,,
called Inverted Ordering (I0). The currently best laboratory limit on the neutrino mass itself
is mp, = /3, [UelPm2, < 0.8 eV at 90% CL that is reported by the KATRIN experiment [2].
In the future, the planned measurement of 1000 days will allow us to reach m;, < 0.2 eV at
90% CL. When the neutrino masses are degenerate as m,, ™~ Myightest, the above limit could
directly constrain mjigntest thanks to my, >~ Miigntest-

One of the significant phenomena induced by massive neutrinos is neutrino decay. With
the SM interactions, heavier neutrinos can radiatively decay into lighter neutrinos and pho-
tons through a non-zero magnetic moment induced by one-loop interactions [3]. Due to the
suppression of one-loop interactions, the neutrino lifetime is much larger than the age of the
universe 7, > 10%(m, /eV)~® yr, where m, is the neutrino mass[| On the other hand, non-
standard interactions can induce invisible neutrino decays, where heavier neutrinos decay
into lighter neutrinos and undiscovered light particles. With such a decay channel, the heav-
ier neutrinos can have much shorter lifetimes. One of the extensions that induce invisible
neutrino decays is the majoron model [4-6]. In this scenario, the neutrino mass is generated
by the breaking of a global lepton number symmetry, whose pseudo-Nambu Goldstone boson
is called majoron.

In radiative decay scenarios, a neutrino lifetime is severely constrained by electron-
neutrino scattering experiments as 7, 2> 10'® yr [7,8]. The lower bound from astrophysical
> 10% yr. Cos-

~

observations [9H11] and cosmological 21 ¢cm absorption signals [12] is 7,
mic Microwave Background (CMB) spectral distortions also constrain a neutrino lifetime as
7, 2 1012 yr [13[[14].

However, for invisible neutrino decays, the lower bound of a neutrino lifetime is dras-
tically weaker because it is hard to probe particles produced by invisible decays. In ad-

!Then, we practically look on the neutrino lifetime as infinitely long for the massive neutrinos without
non-standard decay modes.



dition, the decay rates of ultra-relativistic neutrinos, which are the currently observed
neutrinos, are highly suppressed by the Lorentz factor. Experimental constraints on in-
visible neutrino decays come mainly from solar and reactor neutrino experiments. The
strongest constraint on the lifetime of vy is 7,,/m,, = 1.5 x 1073 s eV ™' [15]. In addi-
tion, the lower limits on the lifetime of vy and vy are 7, /m,, > 4 x 1073 s eV~" [16] and
Tus /M = 2.2 x 107° s eV~ [17], respectively. Cosmological constraints on a neutrino life-
time through invisible decays also come from observations of the CMB anisotropies and
Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). The measurements of the CMB anisotropies impose the
strongest constraint of 7, > 1.2 x 10 s (m,, /50 meV)? [18.[19] when non-relativistic neutri-
nos decay, and 7, 2 4 x 10° s (m, /50 meV)? [20] when relativistic neutrinos decay. The

observations of BBN also impose the constraints of 7, > 1073 s [19], and the bound from
Supernova 1987A observations is 7,,/m,, > 10° s eV~! [21]. In the near future, the constraints
on neutrino decays will be pursued more by measurements of atmospheric and reactor neu-
trinos [22/-28], solar neutrinos [29], high energy astrophysical neutrinos [30-34], a galactic
supernova [35-38] and the diffuse supernova neutrino background [39-41].

Future direct detections of the Cosmic Neutrino Background (CvB) will place strong
constraints on neutrino decays, in particular, much stronger limits on invisible neutrino
decays since cosmic neutrinos are freely streaming almost during the age of the universe,
to = 4.35 x 10'7 s [42]. In addition, since the average magnitude of momenta for neutrinos
in the current universe pg is (pg) ~ 0.53 meV, which is smaller than the observed two mass-
squared differences, at least two mass-eigenstates of neutrinos are non-relativistic. Their
decay rates in the current universe are not suppressed by the Lorentz factor. From these
facts, we can impose the constraint on neutrino lifetimes of 7, ~ t, via future direct detections
for the CvB. If cosmic neutrinos would have decayed until today, this result can place upper
bounds of neutrino lifetimes, complementing the current lower bounds of neutrino lifetimes.

The most promising methodE] of direct detections of the CvB is neutrino capture on
p-decaying nuclei [49,[50], in particular on tritium target [51}55], via the inverse S-decay
process, v; + *H — e~ + 3He (see refs. [5661] for studies of physics beyond the SM via
cosmic neutrino capture on tritium). This method has at least two merits: (i) this process
includes no threshold energy, (ii) thanks to the energy injection of cosmic neutrinos, its
energy of emitted electrons appears above the 3-decay endpoint, *H — 7; + e~ + 3He. The
challenges of the cosmic neutrino capture on tritium lie in large tritium mass and high
resolution of emitted electron energy to distinguish its signature and the noise from the S-
decay background (If tritium is solid state, an additional limitation for the energy resolution
might be occur due to the fundamental uncertainty principle [62,63]). Recently, as a cosmic
neutrino capture experiment, the PTOLEMY-type experiment has been proposed, in which
100 grams of tritium target and the graphene-based detector will be used [64}65].

2The various other methods for direct detections are also proposed [43-48].



In this work, we forecast constraints on neutrino decays via cosmic neutrino capture on
tritium, with emphasis on the PTOLEMY-type experiment. In particular, we consider the
invisible decays of heavier SM neutrinos to lighter SM neutrinos in the current universe.
If such decays would be significant, the current energy distributions of the neutrinos will
be different from those without such decays, for example, those in the SM. Thus, the en-
ergy distributions of the neutrinos will give us a wealth of information. We formulate the
energy distributions for cosmic neutrinos in 2-body and 3-body decays. Then we forecast
the expected signals in cosmic neutrino capture on tritium. In addition, we discuss future
constraints not only on a neutrino lifetime but also on the mass of an invisible particle from
the PTOLEMY-type experiment because the expected energy distributions would depend
on the kinematics of the invisible neutrino decays.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we review the properties of the
decays of the CvB. In section |3 we discuss invisible decays of cosmic neutrinos induced by
non-standard interactions. In particular, we estimate the relations between the suppression
factors by invisible neutrino decays and the coupling constants of non-standard neutrino
interactions. In section [4, we formulate lighter neutrino spectra produced by the decays of
heavier neutrinos. In section [5], the would-be observed spectra for unstable neutrinos and
the future constraints on a neutrino lifetime and an invisible particle mass are given. Finally,
section [6] is devoted to conclusions. In the appendix, we show invisible neutrino decay rates
in several cases.

2 Cosmic neutrino decays

In this section, we review the decays of cosmic neutrinos. In particular, we consider the
number density of decaying neutrinos in the current universe.

If cosmic neutrinos would decay until today, the neutrino number densities will be sig-
nificantly suppressed depending on their lifetimes. In such a scenario, the present neutrino
number density per one degree of freedom is given by

n,(to) = e ™ fonl, (2)

where f. is the enhancement factor for the gravitational clustering by our Galaxy and nearby
galaxies [61,/66-70], and e=* is the suppression factor for the possible neutrino decays.

nd = n,(tq)]a(ts)/a(te)]® ~ 56 cm™ is the would-be current number density of neutrinos

per one degree of freedom in the SM (practically without decays), o is the present cosmic
time, t4 is the decoupling time of neutrinos, a(t) is the scale factor of the universe at the
time ¢, and n,(t) is the neutrino number density per one degree of freedom at the time t.

The enhancement factor f. depends on the mass of neutrinos and we display several values



of f. in Table 1] for reference [70]. Here, in terms of the time ¢ and the redshift z, A, is given
by [53,71]

= / ﬂ B / 1+ z>§<zz>v<z>n’ ®)

where 7, is the lifetime in the rest frame of neutrinos, boosted into the lifetime in the frame
of the observer at epoch z, 7/,(2) = v(z)7,, by the Lorentz factor,

(z) = Em(z) _ %(1 IS (@)

where pg is the momentum of a neutrino at z = 0. zg ~ 6 x 10? is the redshift of neutrino
decoupling and the Hubble parameter H(z) is given by

H(z) = Ho /(1 4+ 2)4 + Qu(1 + 2)3 + Qq, (5)

where Hy ~ 67.36 km s~ Mpc~! is the present Hubble parameter. €2, < 1074, Q,, = 0.3158
and Q, = 0.6842 are the present (normalized) energy densities of radiation, matter, and

cosmological constant, respectively [42].

The era close to the current epoch, z < 1, contributes to the integral of Eq. most
efficiently since the integrand is at least suppressed by (1 + z). In addition, if neutrinos are
non-relativistic in the current universe, then the Lorentz factor at z < 1is v(z < 1) >~ 1.
Thus, the expression of Eq. for (currently) non-relativistic neutrinos is simplified as

>\u ~ tO/Tuy (6>

where ty is the current age of the universe. We have numerically confirmed that this ap-
proximation is justified with 0.3% precision for m, = 50 meV and (py) = 0.53 meV. For
m, > 50 meV, Eq. @ becomes a more precise approximation than that for m, = 50 meV.
The present number density for non-relativistic neutrinos is given by

n,(to) =~ e_tO/T”fcng. (7)

3 Invisible neutrino decays

In this section, we discuss invisible neutrino decays induced by non-standard interactions of
neutrinos. After giving the effective Lagrangians of non-standard neutrino interactions, we
will estimate the decay rates of these channels.

In the following, we only consider 2-body and 3-body decays. Discussions on 4-body
decays and beyond will be left to future work since such decay channels include many (un-
known) parameters and we may not be able to impose severe constraints on these channels.

6



m (meV) fe

10 1.0053
20 1.12
100 1.5
200 3

Table 1: The enhancement factor, f., due to neutrino clustering by our Galaxy and nearby
galaxies for given values of neutrino masses [70].

3.1 2-body decays

In the case of 2-body decays, we consider the following Lagrangian at renormalizable level,
which is the interaction between neutrinos v; and the pseudo-scalar bosons ¢,

Lint = z'/\l-jgzﬁﬂﬁ%j + h.c. (8)

Here ¢ may be a majoron or an axion if an axion couples to neutrinos. The indices i,j (=
1,2,3,4) denote mass eigenstates and \;; are real coupling constants. Note that v, denotes
light sterile neutrinos (or unknown fermions) since heavier active neutrinos can decay into
sterile neutrinos and bosons. Although we can consider other interactions of 3-point coupling
including scalar bosons or vector bosons, the constraints on these neutrino lifetimes will not
be changed drastically, which is easily translated into the constraints on the couplings of
other interactions. Hereafter we only consider the interaction in Eq. as the case of 2-
body decays. We discuss other interactions of 2-body decays in appendix [A.T] All of the
decay rates in this work match with those in the latest version of ref. [72]. In the case of the
interaction , the rate of the 2-body decays, v; — v;¢, is

dmm,, my. m2,

k3

Py — 0 [(1 - m—)2 - m—i’] VIm2, = (m, +mg)2) [m2, — (m,, —mg)?]. (9)

Here and hereafter we have assumed that neutrinos are Majorana fermions. For Dirac
neutrinos, we need to replace \;; with \;;/2. In the case of m; > m;, my, we obtain

2
r ~ i
Vi—rVj (],5 — ml/i

47

m,, A 2
pum— t_l VZ Z] . 1
o (50 mev) (6.2 x 10—16) (10)
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Figure 1: Suppression factor, e %/ as a function of Aij for several values of m,, in the case of

Eq. .

Then the present number density of v; is, according to 7, = 1/ | RS

my, Aij ’ 0
s (fo) = exp [_ (50 mev> <6.2 x 1016) ] Jetty, (11)

In Fig. [1} we plot the suppression factor, e~%/™i as a function of \;; for several values of
m,, in the case of Eq. . Thus, in the case of m; > m;, mg,, we can impose significant
constraints on the coupling between neutrinos and bosons at the order of 107! via future
direct detections of the CvB.

3.2 3-body decays

If pseudo-scalar bosons are heavier than neutrinos, mg > m,,, the 2-body decays in the
previous section are kinematically forbidden. Even in this case, 3-body decays of neutrinos
are induced by mediating pseudo-scalar bosons as off-shell particles, v; — v;¢ — vu1; if
my,, > m,, +m,, +m,. The effective Lagrangian that causes the 3-body decays can be

written from Eq. as

Leg = Geog [ny‘r’yjz?k’y%l + I7i’)/5le7[’)/5Vk + h.c.} , (12)
where
Aii\
Geff = T;,szl- (13>
o]
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Eq. .

For Majorana neutrinos, the decay rate of v; — v is

2
Geﬁ" 5
m.,.
3253 W7

my. 5 G f 2
= ;! ( Vi ) : , 14
0 \50 meV <3.8 x 10~12 eV2) (1)

where we assume m,, > My My, 5 My, and j # k. For j = k, we need an additional factor
of 1/2. Note that we cannot find the exact analytic formula of this decay rate at tree level
although we can get the analytic formulae for some specific cases. See also appendix [A.2]
where the decay rates match with those in the latest version of ref. [72].

In Fig. |2l we plot the suppression factor, e %/ as a function of Geg for several values
of m,, in the case of Eq. . In the case of m,, > My s My, My, WE can impose significant
constraints on the effective coupling, Geg, at the order 1072 ¢V ~2 in future direct detections
of cosmic neutrinos.

F — ~Y
Vv, — ViVl —

4 Lighter neutrino spectra from heavier neutrino de-
cays

In this section, we discuss the expected spectra of lighter neutrinos produced by the decays of
heavier neutrinos. We begin to review generic arguments of the expected spectra of particles
produced by the decays of heavy particles. Then, we give concrete formulae of the spectra
in the 2-body and 3-body invisible decays for neutrinos.



4.1 Spectra from neutrino decays

In this section, we derive the expected spectrum of lighter neutrinos produced by the decays
of heavier neutrinos.

The decay of one particle of heavier neutrino v; injects N,, numbers of lighter neutrinos
v; with a spectrum dN/dE,,,

dN N, dT, /dE dN
dE, T, dE,’ " dE,,

= N,,, (15)

where N(t) denotes the particle number of lighter neutrinos v; from the decay of one particle
of heavier neutrino ;. N(t) = 0 before the decay of v; while N(t) = N,, after the decay of
v;.

In the following, we take into account the energy dilution due to the cosmic expansion
and the superposition from non-instantaneous decays of neutrinos. The number density of
the lighter neutrinos v; produced by the decays of the heavier neutrinos v; is written from

Eq. as
~ _ 0 (Z(to) ’ ftd N t/
ny,(t) = Nyn, {—a(t) ] 1— (

1— e V/m
~ N, 16
Jj Vi a(t)3 ( )
where a(t) is the scale factor of the universe with a(ty) = 1 and we assume that ¢ is sufficiently
large so that heavier neutrinos are non-relativistic at the time ¢. From Eq. , the comoving

number density of lighter neutrinos can be written as

d (7, a3) N, n?

Vj Vz t/Tyi . 17
dt T, (17)
After changing the time ¢ to the redshift z and doing a little calculation, we obtain
d (ﬁ .a3) 1 N,nS 1 dN
Vj dN = — Y v, —t(2) /T, d 18
dE,, 1+: 7, H(dE, (1)

where [ dz%¥ dN —N,,. In addition, dN/dE,, can be rewritten as

dN E, p..(z) dN
— 1 J J 1
dE,, (1+2) pu, B, (2)dE, (2) (19)
where
Py, (2) = py, (1 + 2),
E,(2) = \/p?,j (1+2)2+m2. (20)

10



py,(2) and B, (z) denote the momentum and the energy at the redshift z to which p,, and
E,, in the current detection are extrapolated (blue-shifted). Finally, after integrating from
z =0 to z = z4 =~ 00, we obtain the present energy spectrum of the lighter neutrinos v;,

i g e E,, p,(s) dN
s v / dz e &)/,  Py2) _d (E;(2)),
dE,, T, Jo H(z) py, B,,(2)dE, ()"

k3

(21)

where ﬁgj = n,,(tg) = 7, (to)a(to)’. We have also derived Eq. (21) from the Boltzmann

equation for neutrinos (see e.g. ref. [40]). In the epoch when the universe is mainly composed
of dark matter and dark energy, the Hubble parameter is approximately given by

H(z) ~ Hor/Qun(1 4 2)3 + Q4. (22)

This approximation is valid when we search for the neutrino decays in the universe dominated
by dark matter and dark energy. Under this approximation, we can express the time of the
universe at redshift z as

Hz) ~ ﬁlﬂ (Vi@ +VI+r()., (23)

where r(2) is given by

Qpn 1

Finally we comment on effect of gravitational attraction by our Galaxy on Eq. . From
Eq. , the superposition of neutrino decays around z ~ 1 is mainly contributing to the
present spectrum of the lighter neutrinos since Eq. is suppressed by H(z) at z > 1
and dN/dFE(z) is normalized. At z ~ 1, neutrinos decay outside our Galaxy. Then the
heavier neutrinos are not clustered. In addition, the lighter neutrinos produced by decays
are more energetic than neutrinos produced in the early universe due to energy injections by
decays, resulting in higher velocity of neutrinos produced by decays. Thus, we expect that
the lighter neutrino spectra with mass m produced by the decays of the heavier neutrinos
are less clustered by our Galaxy, compared with neutrinos produced in the early universe as
in Table [l We leave this precise estimation to future work.

4.2 2-body decays

In a 2-body decay v; — v;¢, a lighter neutrino v; has the following monochromatic momen-
tum and energy at the decay,

v = 5o JIm2, — ()2, — (m, —m, )],

2m,,
. My mp —mg
o (25)

11



Then Eq. in a 2-body decay becomes a monochromatic spectrum,

dN
dE” 5 12—body

=4 (B, — E), (26)

where N, = 1. We can obtain the expected spectrum of lighter neutrinos in the case of
2-body decays after substituting Eq. into Eq. . However, in the following, we will
rederive it in another simple way, following ref. [58].

At the time of the production of a lighter neutrino, tp = t(zg), it has a momentum
of p*. Owing to the expansion of the universe, the momentum of the lighter neutrino is
pu; = p*a(tg). Thanks to this one-to-one correspondence between the current momentum
and that at the production, the present energy spectrum of the lighter neutrinos is related
to the comoving number density of neutrinos,

4, d(a(t)*,, (1)

dEVj dEVj t=t
=tp
1By, d(a(t)*7, (1))
p*py;,  da(t)
_ 0 e tee)/m, Ew‘

=N, .

t=tg

(27)

where tg = t(zp) and H(zg) are the time and the Hubble parameter at the decay, respec-
tively. For the lighter neutrinos with present energy E,. produced by the decay of the heavy
neutrino, the redshift at the decay zg is given by

*

p

2 _ 2
B —mi,

4.3 3-body decays

In order to obtain the energy spectrum in the case of 3-body decays, v; — v;1v;7, we consider
dly, v /dE,, and Ty .., 5 in Eq. (15). The decay rate I'y,_, ., is given by

|M|254(pw —DPv; — Py, — sz)

Fw—)yj 14871 =

1 d&*p,, dpy, d*py,
2975m,,, E, E,E,
i j
1 2
= / dE, dE,, | M, (29)
where |M|? is the squared matrix element averaged over spins for the initial state and
summed over spins for the final states. Here we assume j # k, and for j = k, we need an addi-

tional factor of 1/2. Next we integrate over E,, for each E,, in Eq. and dl'y, 1, /dE,,.

12



The lower (upper) limit of the integration denotes EX™ (E®). After some calculations,
ERax — Bt s given by

2ml/i pl/j |

Emax o Emin —
Vi Vi 2 _ 2
my, —2my, B, + m;,

1/2
Emax _ p 1/2 Emax _ p 2m1’kml’l / 30
( v Vj) v vj + m.,. . ( )

k3

E** is the maximal value of E,  in the 3-body decay, which is given by
J J

max 1 2
B = o [l i, = (my )] (31)
Then dl'y, 1,5 /dE,, is given by
dry-—n/-ukl?l 1 E‘IUI;:X
TR — dE,, |M[>. 32
P = / . dEalM (32)

For the case of Majorana neutrinos, we obtain |M|? in the 3-body decays mediated by
pseudo-scalar bosons,

|M‘2 = 27Gzﬁ(ml/iEl/j - ml/iml/j)(El/kEVl - pl/k : pl/l _'_ ml/kmljl)7 (33>
where
1
Pu Py = 5 |2Bu By + 2y, By + md, i, —ml —m? | (34)

Finally, we obtain

drlji—ﬂljukﬁl ZGgﬁ" myi ijl(EVg - m,,j) 2 9 9
dEVj —= 7T3 mgl _ 2myiEVj + ml%j |:ml’i + mVj - (myk - ml’l) - 2mViEVji|

2m,, my,
X \/<E’lrll;ax _ E'Vj) (E'Irjr;ax _ Eyj + M) . (35)

my,

3

dfyiﬁyjl,k,,—l/ dE,; obviously vanishes at F, = Ef,’;ax since the value of F,, is kinematically
allowed from my,; to Ef};ax. We also obtain the decay rate Ly as

Ell'njax dru ViV D,
Fl/i*)ujl/kljl :/ dEV]% (36>

m,,j

Note that the formula of |M|? depends on the mediated bosons. In appendix [A.2] we show
dly, Svjui / dE,; in the cases of mediated scalar and vector bosons. Note also that dV / dE,,
in Eq. is independent of the coupling constant, Gg.

13



5 Forecasts of constraints in neutrino capture experi-

ments on tritium

Cosmic neutrinos can be captured on tritium with a half-life of 12.32 years by the following
process,

vi +°H = 3He + €. (37)

In this section, we estimate the would-be observed spectrum of the emitted electrons and
their detectability from the neutrino decays in future experiments of neutrino capture on
tritium. In particular, we focus on the PTOLEMY-type experiment, assuming 100 g of
tritium as a target.

In the case of Majorana neutrinos, the capture rate of cosmic neutrinos v; with the
number density n,, on tritium is simply given by [53] [

Z‘Cl/B = 2|U€Z|25nl/1NT)
& =3.76 x 107* cm?, (38)
where Ny = My /masy is the number of tritium, My is the total mass of the experimental
setup of tritium, and May ~ 2809.432 MeV is the atomic mass of the 3H [73]. |U,;|?5 is the

cross section of Eq. , which is approximately constant, and |U;| is an element of the
Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix, which is measured to be [1]

Ua]? ~0.681,  [Un|? ~0.297,  |Uwl? ~0.0222. (39)

The capture rate on tritium of lighter neutrinos v; produced by the neutrino decays and the
spectrum of the electrons emitted in this process are given by

T, = 2|Uq|*a0), Ny
~ 2|U,;[*ond Ny (1 — e~'0/™i),
. 0
dF]CZ/B dn”j

—_— = A27
dEe 2|Ue]| O'NT dEe.

(40)
From the energy-momentum conservation, the energy of the emitted electron, E., is [53]

Ee = Kgnd +me + EVJ"

(msg — me)? — mgHe

Kvgnd - (41>

msy

3In the case of non-relativistic Dirac neutrinos, the capture rate is given by I't, 5 ~ |Ue;|?dn,, Nt [53)].
For relativistic Dirac neutrinos, the capture rate is discussed in refs. [541[55]
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We can rewrite the emitted electron spectrum from the lighter neutrinos v; produced by the
neutrino decays as

y 0

dFJCVB dn”ﬂ'

d—_E'e(Ee) - 2|Uej|26'NT

(Ee). (42)

5.1 Observed spectra for unstable neutrinos

In this section, we show the would-be observed spectrum of an electron emitted from the
process given in Eq. in the case that cosmic neutrinos decay into lighter neutrinos until
today via the interactions of Egs. or ([12). One of the main challenges for detecting
the signals of CvB is to distinguish them from the background of tritium S-decay, H —
3He + e~ + ;. The -decay spectrum near the endpoint is given by [74]

3

dl's o
— = =N Uei 2H E&? vi)s 43
75 = 7o Wl H Eem) (13)
where
1 —m?/(E.msy) 2m,, Msye my,
H(Ee,my,) = < i i+ — i - e vi)| o
( ml) (1—2Ee/M3H+m§/m§H)2 Yi | yi + - Y +m3H(7TL3H —f‘ml)
(44)
with y; ~ E' ; — E.. Here E! , denotes the maximum electron energy in the process of
*H — 3He + e~ + 17,
Eénd = K(?nd + Me — My, (45>

E? 4 for the lightest neutrinos is the maximum electron energy in the (-decay called the

[-decay endpoint energy,
Eend =~ Kgnd + Me — Mightest - (46)

To distinguish the signals of CvB from the [-decay background, we need to take the
energy resolution of the detector A into account. We model the Gaussian-smeared spectrum
as an actual spectrum. Then the Gaussian-smeared (S-decay spectrum is given by

dy 1 [ dl; (B — E,)?
- dE 2 (R e T Ze) 4
v / B e>exp{ —u (47)

where 0 = A/v/81In2 is a standard deviation, not a cross section. The Gaussian-smeared
spectrum of the electrons from cosmic neutrinos produced in the early universe, dI',, /dEk,
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and that of the electrons from lighter neutrinos produced by the decays of heavier neutrinos,
dl',, /dE. , are given respectively b

iy 1 [ (B, - B’
1 — o [ AL Tl ESIEL — (Baa + B+ g exp | PP
7 A 1~ drl (E! — E.)?

vB _ dE' CvB E’ e e ' 48
ren = [ ap Gen e |- E A (48)

The actual expected spectrum is a superposition of dT's /dE,, dT'%,;/dFE, and df‘éyB JdE..
However, showing each spectrum separately would give us a better prospect for understand-
ing the nature of neutrino decays. Then, in the following, we will show the expected electron
spectra, dT'3/dE,, dT%, 5/dE, and dT%, 5 /dE,, separately.

5.1.1 2-body decays

In the following, we consider the expected spectra in the case of 2-body decays, assuming
100 g of a tritium target. Due to the ambiguities of the couplings to invisible particles and
the neutrino masses, we will not explore all of the possible parameter regions. Hereafter we
consider only the decay processes of v3 — 1v1¢ in the normal mass ordering and v; — 3¢ in
the inverted mass ordering. This assumption implies that we set \;; in Eq. as

NO: /\13#0 and )\Zj:()(Z?é]_,]?é?)),
10 : )\31#0 and )\ZJIO(Z#3,j§£1>

In this setup, 15 does not decay and is not produced by the decays of heavier neutrinos. In
addition, we take the neutrino masses to satisfy the observed values of neutrino squared-
mass differences from neutrino oscillation experiments [1], Am3; ~ (8.6 meV)? and |Am2| ~
(50 meV)2. We take [ =1 for the NO case and [ = 2 for the IO case as in ref. [1].

First, we discuss the NO case. In Fig. [3] we show the expected spectra in four cases:
(my,, A) = (0 meV, 10 meV) (top panels) and (50 meV, 40 meV) (bottom panels). In
the horizontal axis, K, = E, — m, represents the kinetic energy of the emitted electron.
In both cases, we consider neutrino lifetimes, 7,, = 2ty (left panels) and 7,, = 0.5¢; (right
panels), with several values of the mass of ¢, my. to = 4.35 x 10" s is the present age of
the universe. Blue, red and yellow lines represent the spectra for v produced by the decays
of v for my = 0, 20, 40 meV, respectively. A purple dashed line represents the spectrum
for v3 produced in the early universe but suppressed by the decays of v3. Black dotted lines
represent the contributions of the spectra for v; and 15 produced in the early universe and

4In the following sections and when neutrino masses are degenerate (mlightest > 50 meV), we
assume for simplicity that the number densities for all neutrino species produced in the early universe are
enhanced by the gravitational clustering as much as the same amount as that of the lightest neutrinos.

16



[-decay background. In these figures, the upper threshold energy of the spectrum for 14
produced by the decays of v is characterized by the maximal energy for vy, £* in Eq. .
With a larger value of m, the threshold energy for v; produced by the decays of v becomes
smaller since £ also becomes smaller. The lower threshold energy of the spectrum for v
produced by the decays of v5 is characterized by the lighter neutrino mass m,, through
Eq. with E,, = m,,. With a larger value of m,,, the lower threshold energy of the
spectrum for v; becomes larger although the lower limit of the spectrum for 1y produced by
the decays of v5 cannot be observed experimentally in the case of Fig[3l Note that due to
the energy conservation, my < 20 meV is allowed for m,, = 50 meV.

Finally, we consider the IO case. In Fig. 4] we show the expected spectra with m,, =
0 meV in the case of the energy resolution of A = 10 meV. We set 7,, = 0.5¢; with several
values of m,. In this case, the number of the CvB signal produced in the early universe
increases while the number of the CvB signal produced by the decays decreases due to the
values of the PMNS matrix.

5.1.2 3-body decays

In this section, we consider the expected spectra in the case of 3-body decays. Hereafter we
discuss only the decay channels of v3 — vv4774 in the normal mass ordering and vy — V3474
in the inverted mass ordering. As in the previous section, we also set the neutrino masses
to satisfy the observed values of neutrino squared-mass differences and the same values of
PMNS matrix elements in the case of 2-body decays.

First, we discuss the NO case. In Fig. [5] we show the expected spectra in four cases:
(my,,A) = (0 meV, 5 meV) (top panels) and (50 meV, 40 meV) (bottom panels). In
both cases, we also consider neutrino lifetimes, 7,, = 2ty (left panels) and 7,, = 0.5ty (right
panels), with several values of the mass of ¢, mgs. Blue, red and yellow lines represent the
spectra for v; produced by the decays of v3 for m,, = 0, 10, 20 meV, respectively. A purple
dashed line represents the spectrum for 3 produced in the early universe but suppressed
by the decays of v3. Black dotted lines represent the spectra for v; and v, produced in the
early universe, and f-decay background. In these figures, the upper threshold energy of the
spectrum for vy produced by the decays of v3 is characterized by EJ** in Eq. . Thus,
a larger value of m,, reduces the upper limit of energy for 14. As in the case of 2-body
decays, a larger value of m,, increases the lower threshold energy. Note that due to energy
conservation, only m,, < 25(10) meV is allowed for m,, = 0(50) meV.

The lower panels of Fig. [5for m,, = 50 meV are almost the same with the case of 2-body
decays for m,, = 50 meV in the lower panels of Fig. 3| since in both cases of 2-body and
3-body decays, v; produced by the decays of v3 are non-relativistic in the current universe.
In these cases, we cannot distinguish 2-body and 3-body decays without an extremely small
energy resolution.
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Figure 3: The expected spectra from the 2-body decays, vs — v1¢, in the neutrino capture
on 100 g of tritium for the NO case. We set (my,,A,7,) = (0 meV, 10 meV, 2ty) (top left
panel), (0 meV, 10 meV, 0.5¢p) (top right panel), (50 meV, 40 meV, 2ty) (bottom left panel) and
(50 meV, 40 meV, 0.5t) (bottom right panel) with several values of my. Blue, red and yellow lines
denote the spectra for 11 produced by the decays of v3 for my = 0, 20, 40 meV, respectively. A
purple dashed line denotes the spectrum for v3 produced in the early universe but suppressed by
the decays of v3. Black dotted lines denote the contributions of the spectra for 11 and v, produced
in the early universe and -decay background. Note that the actual spectrum is a superposition of
these spectra, and only mg < 20 meV is kinematically allowed for m,,, = 50 meV.
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Figure 4: The expected spectra with m,, = 0 meV from the 2-body decays , v1 — v3¢, in the
neutrino capture on 100 g of tritium for the IO case. We set 7,, = 0.5tp with A = 10 meV and
several values of mg. Blue, red and yellow lines denote the spectra for v3 produced by the decays
of v; for my = 0, 20, 40 meV, respectively. A purple dashed line denotes the spectrum for 14
produced in the early universe but suppressed by the decays of ;. Black dotted lines denote the
contributions of the spectra of vo and v3 produced in the early universe and [-decay background.

Note that the actual spectrum is a superposition of these spectra.
Finally, we show results for the IO case. In Fig. [6] we show the expected spectra with

m,, = 0 meV in the case of the energy resolution of A =5 meV. We set 7,, = 0.5ty with

several values of m,,.
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Figure 5: The expected spectra from the 3-body decays, vs — viv404, in the neutrino capture
on 100 g of tritium for the NO case. We set (my,,A,7y;) = (0 meV, 5 meV, 2ty) (top left
panel), (0 meV, 5 meV, 0.5¢p) (top right panel), (50 meV, 40 meV,2ty) (bottom left panel) and
(50 meV, 40 meV, 0.5t) (bottom right panel) with several values of my. Blue, red and yellow lines
denote the spectra for v; produced by the decays of v3 for m,, = 0, 10, 20 meV, respectively. A
purple dashed line denotes the spectrum for v3 produced in the early universe but suppressed by
the decays of 3. Black dotted lines denote the contributions of the spectra for 1 and v produced
in the early universe and -decay background. Note that the actual spectrum is a superposition of

these spectra.
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Figure 6: The expected spectra with m,, = 0 meV from the 3-body decays, v; — v3v474, in the
neutrino capture on 100 g of tritium for the IO case. We set 7,, = 0.5tg with A = 5 meV. and
several values of m,,. Blue, red and yellow lines denote the spectra for v3 produced by the decays
of vy for my, = 0, 10, 20 meV, respectively. A purple dashed line denotes the spectrum for 1
produced in the early universe but suppressed by the decays of 11. Black dashed lines denote the
contributions of the spectra for vo and v3 produced in the early universe and §-decay background.

Note that the actual spectrum is a superposition of these spectra.
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5.2 Constraints on a neutrino lifetime and an invisible particle
mass

5.2.1 Method

In order to forecast how well the PTOLEMY-type experiment will be able to constrain a
neutrino lifetime and the mass of invisible particles, we employ a x? test to the would-be
observed CvB signals.

To construct a Gaussian y2-function, we refer to the formulation proposed in the PTOLEMY
project [65] (see also [75H77]). We define the would-be observed numbers of -decay back-
ground and the CvB signals within an energy bin ¢ with width A, which is the same with
the energy resolution of the detector, centered at Ej;,

) Ei+A/2 dr
N = T/ PdE

EifA/Q dEe “
‘ E;+A/2 AT
Now =T / b,
El—A/Q €
. E+A/2 df\c B
Ni, :T/ B g, (49)
B E;—A/2 dEe

where T is the exposure time. For fiducial models, the total number of expected observable
signals per an energy bin is given by

00s(0) = N5(8) + N&,y(6) + N, (9), (50)

where @ is the vector of parameters and 6 is that for the fiducial values. In this formulation,
the number of signals per an energy bin for a parameter 6 is also given by

Then we can obtain a Gaussian y?-function, assuming a statistical error of 1/ N?, () in each

obs
bin,
2

X2<0> _ Z Nz(e) B Nébs(g) : (52>

~

i Nébs(e)

which is translated into the corresponding likelihood function by x> = —2log L. []

For energy bins with low statistics, a Gaussian y?-function may not be appropriate, strictly speaking.
However, we confirmed that the following constraints on a neutrino lifetime and the mass of invisible particles
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For our analysis, we assume an observed energy range of E; between Fn, = E° ; and
Epax = EY .+ 100, 150, 300, 600 meV for Miightest = 0, 90, 100, 200 meV, respectively, where

end
E? . = K? , + m, is the endpoint energy for massless neutrinos. We set E.c to be a

sufficiently high energy in the no-signal region whereas FE,,;, is determined by the smallest
value of the energy for signal from the neutrino decays. When the value of E,;, changes from
ES . —A/2to E2 + A/2, the constraints on a neutrino lifetime and the invisible particle
mass slightly change by a factor since the intervals of the energy bins shift. The detailed
value for E,.;, will be determined when the setup is more concrete and the observational
data is actually obtained. We also take several values of the energy resolution, A, and an
exposure, TMr, where M is the total tritium mass.

With some fiducial values of parameters 6 fixed, we compute Ax? = y% — x2,., where
X2, =0 for the fiducial values in the definition of Eq. , on a grid of § = (7,,, m,) for
2-body decays, v; — v;¢, and 0 = (1,,, m,,) for 3-body decays, v; — v;v4vy. For 7,,, we
take 400 grid points as 7' = 10% 4 (I — 1)[10* — 10*]/99 (k = —2,-1,0,1, = 1,...100)
in the region 7' € [1072, 10%]. For my and m,,, we take a width of grid, A,, = 0.5 meV in
the region my, m,, € [0, Muyax], Where Mmyax is the kinematically allowed maximal value of
Mg O My,

Subsequently x? is given marginalized over mg, or m,, in some cases. Marginalized 1-D
X%, X2 p , is defined by

X%—D(Tl/i) = -2 log £17D>
1
Ly p= /dm €Xp {‘59(2(9)} ) (54)
where m = my for 2-body decays, v; — v;¢, m = m,, for 3-body decays, v; — vjv4v4, and

we assume the prior probability is flat. Then we estimate Ax?_p = XT_p — Xi_p, min, Where
X1 b min = min [x?_p(7,)]. Considering the marginalized 1-D x?, we discuss a parameter
) TD’L

to be ruled out at 1o when /Ax3_, > 1 and/or at no when /Ax3_ > n.
Here we comment on how we handle the masses and the ordering of active neutrinos
in our analysis. Currently, the mass of the lightest neutrinos, migntest, and the ordering of

change by a factor but not an order even if we consider a Poissonian likelihood instead of a Gaussian
likelihood,

B Né(0)Nens(6)=N"(8)
e =11 T[N, (8)+1] (53)

i obs

In particular, the constraints on the mass of invisible particles are slightly improved in the case of a Poissonian
likelihood. A detailed comparison between Gaussian and Poissonian likelihoods will be important when the
setup of the PTOLEMY-type experiment is more precisely determined, but here we leave it for a future issue
and take a simple Gaussian likelihood.
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neutrino masses are not determined since we only know the two squared-mass differences
from neutrino oscillation experiments. In the future PTOLEMY-type experiment with 100
g of tritium, we will determine the value of myightess and their ordering by observing a large
number of events of -decay background (see Figs. 2 and 3 of ref. [65]) since the shape of
the B-decay spectrum near the endpoint significantly depends on muigntest and neutrino mass
ordering. Although the p-decay spectrum at the endpoint energy FE..q overlaps with the
CvB signal produced both by the decay and during the early universe, even in the region of
E, < Eena, the S-decay spectrum is still dependent on myightest and in this region the S-decay
spectrum is the dominated signal. Even if mygneest is slightly deviated from the fiducial value
Miightest, the contributions of the S-decay spectrum to x? in the region of E, < E.,q are very
large and Mmyigntest Would be severely constrained.

Therefore, in our analysis, we neither marginalize mjightest NOT the mass ordering, rather fix
them as the would-be known values. In the case of 2-body decays with (7,,, M, ,,) = (to, 0),
we confirmed that we obtain the same result after maginalizing myigniest With different 10%
and 50% uncertainties for a fiducial value of the lightest neutrino mass 7Mignest by using 10
grid points equally spaced. For muignest = 0, we also confirmed that we obtain the same result
by taking 10 grind points in the region myghtest € [0, 10 meV]. (Note that in these cases we
set Bopin = Egnd — 100, 150, 300, 600 meV for myigntest = 0, 50, 100, 200 meV, respectively, to
measure (-decay background well.)

5.2.2 2-body decays: 3 — v4¢ in the NO case, v; — v4¢ in the IO case, and any
other processes of decays of 13 in the NO case and of v; in the 10 case

In this section, we forecast the constraints on neutrino lifetimes in the 2-body decays, v3 —
v4¢ in the NO case and v; — v4¢ in the 10 case. In this case, we cannot observe the expected
spectrum for v4 produced by the decays of v3 in the NO case and v; in the 10 Caseﬂ However,
we will impose the constraints on neutrino lifetimes through the suppression of the observed
CvB signal. Here the suppressed signal is v3 in the NO case and v in the IO case. Then
0 is simplified to be § = 7,, in the NO case and 6§ = 7,, in the IO case and the result is
independent of m,, as long as the process of 2-body decays is kinematically allowed. This
forecast can be applied to any processes of decays of v3 in the NO case and of 1 in the 10
case too.

First, we consider 3 — v4¢ in the NO case. Unfortunately, in this case, we cannot observe
many events of the signal for the heaviest neutrinos v3 because of too small |U.|, and we
cannot impose severe constraints on a neutrino lifetime without a large exposure. In Fig. [7]
we show the constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,, for a fiducial value of 7,, with 7,, = o0
(no decay). Here we set a large exposure of 1000 g yr, A = 20 meV and m,, = 0 meV.

6We assume Ugy = 0 in the PMNS matrix.
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The lower bound at 1o confidence level is 7, ~ 0.2t, which is much longer than the current
constraints on 7,,. Due to the small signal for v3, we cannot impose an upper bound for a
fiducial value of 7,, for unstable cosmic neutrinos with 7,, # oco. If the lightest neutrinos
are more massive, we can distinguish the CvB signal from the -decay background with a
larger energy resolution since the -decay background is far away from the CvB signal as in
figures in section [5.1] However, in the NO case, it is difficult to distinguish the signal for the
massive lightest neutrinos 14 with the large |U,;| from the suppressed signal for v5 by their
decays since these signals are heavily overlapped as in the lower panels of Fig. 3] Then the
required energy resolution will be almost the same or worse compared with the case of the
massless v since we cannot distinguish the statistical fluctuation for massive v; from the
suppressed signal for v3 due to their decays.

In Fig. we show the constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,, for 11 — v4¢ in the
IO case for four different fiducial values: 7,, = oo (blue solid), 2, (red dashed), to (yel-
low dash-dotted), 0.5ty (purple dotted). We assume m,, = 0 meV, and (TMrp, A) =
(100 g yr, 40 meV) (top left panel), (100 g yr, 20 meV) (top right panel), (500 g yr, 40 meV)
(bottom left panel) and (500 g yr, 20 meV) (top left panel). Note that in an exposure of
100 g yr, the signal of 14 with 7,, = 0.5¢; cannot be observed since the expected number of
this event is smaller than unity [55]. Due to the large value of |Ue|, the constraints on a
neutrino lifetime are more severe than those in the NO case. Even using the detector with
its energy resolution of A = 40 meV in an exposure of 500 g yr, we will be able to impose an
upper bound of 7, < 4ty at 20 confidence level if a fiducial value of 7, is 7,, ~ 0.5y, and
then we can distinguish this scenario from the case with 7,, = oo (no decay). In the case of
A < 20meV and an exposure of TMrt 2 500 g yr, we would impose both upper and lower
bound at 20 or at 30 confidence level with a fiducial neutrino lifetime of 7,, ~ t.

For the more massive lightest neutrinos, the required energy resolution will be relaxed
since the S-decay endpoint is far away from the CvB signal. In Table [2], we also show upper
limits on the lifetime of v; at 1o confidence level for 1y — v4¢ with fiducial values of 7, = 1
and 7, = 0o, and an exposure of 500 g yr, considering various values of the lightest neutrino
masses m,,. The upper limits for any fiducial values of 7,, < t, are almost the same since
the results for 7,, = ¢, and 7,, = 0.5¢; are almost the same as in Fig. [§| We find that for
larger values of m,, 2 50 meV with an exposure of 500 g yr, the required energy resolution
to obtain constraints on a neutrino lifetime with its fiducial values of 7,, < ¢y and 7, = c©
at 1o confidence level is

A <m,, for m,, =50 meV. (55)

This is because the actual S-decay endpoint energy for the massive lightest neutrino would
be shifted by —miightest + 2A from Eqng for the massless lightest neutrinos in Eq. while
the energies for the degenerate CvB signals are shifted by E,, ~ m,, from E., for the
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massless lightest neutrinos (see also Eq. and figures in section .
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Figure 7: \/Ax? as a function of a test value of 7,, for v3 — v4¢ in the NO case with m,, = 0 meV,
where a fiducial value of 7, is assumed to be oo, suggested by the SM. An exposure of TMt = 1000
g yr and an energy resolution of A = 20 meV are also assumed.

Ordering m,, (meV) A (meV) TMr (gyr) | 7, lo(7, =to) | 7, 1lo(7, = )
0 40 Ty, S 4tO tO S Ty
50 60 Ty < 3t0 to < Ty
I t 1 ~ ~ 1
O 100 100 200 ° <t |0 k<,
200 200 T S 3lo 2t S 7,y

Table 2: Constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7, at 1o confidence level for vy — v4¢ with fiducial
values of 7,, = tg and 7,,, = oo in the IO case and for various values of the lightest neutrino mass,
= 50 meV,

~

m,y,, and of the detector resolution, A. We assume an exposure of 500 g yr. For m,,
the required energy resolution to obtain constraints at 1o confidence level is A < m,,.
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Figure 8: \/Ax? as a function of a test value of 7,, for v1 — v4¢ in the 10 case with m,, =
0 meV, where fiducial values of 7, are assumed to be co (blue solid), 2ty (red dashed), ty (yellow
dash-dotted), 0.5ty (purple dotted). We set (TMyp, A) = (100 g yr, 40 meV) (top left panel),
(100 g yr, 20 meV) (top right panel), (500 g yr, 40 meV) (bottom left panel) and (500 g yr, 20 meV)

(bottom right panel). In an exposure of 100 g yr, the signal of CvB with 7,

observed since the number of this event is smaller than one [55].
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5.2.3 2-body decays: v3 — v1¢ and v, — V3¢

Next we forecast the constraints on the neutrino lifetime and the invisible particle mass in
the 2-body decays, v3 — 141¢ for the NO case and v; — v3¢ for the 10 case.

For the IO case, 11 — 139, as in Fig. [d], the electron spectrum for v3 produced by the
decays of vy is extremely suppressed, compared to that for v produced by the decays of v3
for the NO case, and the constraint is almost the same with those given in Fig. |§] for the
case with v; — v4¢ unless an extremely large exposure is obtained.

For the NO case, v3 — v1¢, we show in the left panels of Fig. [9]the 1o confidence intervals
in the (7,,,my) plane for three different fiducial values: (7,,,7mM4) = (2t5,0) (red dashed),
(to,0) (yellow dot-dashed), (0.3tp,0) (green dotted). In this case, we assume m,, = 0 meV,
a tiny energy resolution of A = 10 meV and an exposure of TMt = 500 g yr. Due to the
large events of the signal for vy from the decays of v3 with large |Ue;|, the constraints on 7,
become more severe than those for the NO case in the previous section [5.2.2] In the case of

= 0 meV, from Fig. @ we find that the upper bound on mg, my < 30 meV, is imposed
in addition to the bounds on the lifetime of v3, 0.3ty < 7, < 3to, at 1o confidence level for a
fiducial value of (7,,,7M4) = (to,0). The constraints on (7,,,m,) = (2t,0) and (0.3%,0) are
almost the same since the less signal for v; from the decays of v5 is produced with longer 7,
while the energy of v; from the decays of v3 with the shorter lifetime is diluted by the longer
cosmic expansion. In other words, in the two cases of (7,,, M) = (2tp,0) and (0.3to, 0), the
distinguishable number of events for v; produced by the decays of v3 from the background
are almost the same. In the right panel of Fig. |§| the marginalized 1/Ax? as a function
of 7,, is shown. In both the cases of (7,,,7m4) = (2t0,0) and (0.3%y,0), \/Ax? contains a
local minimum in the opposite true minimum each other for the same reason as above. For
(Tus, M) = (t0,0), v/Ax? contains no local minimum since the distinguishable number of
events for vy produced by the decays of 3 from the background would be maximum in the
case of (myl, A, TMrt) = (0,10 meV, 500 g yr).

In Fig. [10, we show the marginalized constraints on 7,, for m,, = 50 meV. In this case,
constraints on m are not obtained. Note that in the case of m,, = 50 meV, my < 20 meV
is allowed by the energy conservation. For m,, = 50 meV, even in an energy resolution of
A = 40 meV, we see the bounds on a neutrino lifetime at 1o, 7,, < 2ty, for the fiducial value
of (7,4, my) = (0.3ty,0)

In Table 3] we also show marginalized constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,, at 1o
confidence level for v3 — v1¢ with fiducial values of 7,, = t; and 7,, = 0o, and an exposure
of 500 g yr, considering various values of the lightest neutrino masses m,,. For 7,, = 0o, we
cannot find a lower bound on 7,, since for 7,, < ¢, the signal for v; produced by the decay
of v3 is too diluted by cosmic expansion to distinguish from the [-decay background. For
a fiducial value of 7,, < ty, the upper limits with m,, 2 50 meV do not change drastically
since the electron spectrum for vy produced by the decays of 3 is Gaussian centered at
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) + e +my, (see the bottom panels in Fig. [3). On the other hand, the constraint
on 7, for a fiducial value of 7,, <ty with m,, >~ 0 meV become weaker because the energy
injection into 14 from the decays of v3 is enough diluted and the spectrum produced by the
decays of v3 is at F, ~ K2 ; + me. The required energy resolution to obtain constraints on

€
T,, with its fiducial value of 7,, < ¢y and 7,, = 0o at 1o confidence level with m,,, 2 50 meV

E.~K?

and an exposure of 500 g yr is
A <0.6m,, for m, 2 50 meV. (56)

This resolution is smaller than that given in Eq. since the signal for massive v; produced
by the decays of 5 is overlapped with that for massive v; produced in the early universe in

the NO case.
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Figure 9: Left panels: Contour plots showing 1o confidence intervals in the plane of (7,,,mg) for
v3 — v1¢ in the NO case with m,, = 0 meV, A = 10 meV and an exposure of TMt = 500 g yr.

Right panels: Marginalized \/Ax?, \/Ax3_p, as a function of 7,,. A fiducial value of (7,,, M) is
assumed to be (2tg,0) (red dashed), (¢, 0) (yellow dot-dashed), and (0.3ty,0) (green dotted).
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Figure 10: Marginalized \/Ax?, , /A)&_D, as a function of 7,, for v3 — v1¢ in the NO case with
my, = 50 meV, A = 40 meV and an exposure of TMt = 500 g yr. The fiducial value of (7,,, M)
is assumed to be (00, 0) (blue solid), (2tg,0) (red dashed), (o, 0) (yellow dot-dashed), and (0.3tp, 0)
(green dotted). Marginalized \/Ax? as a function of 7,, for v3 — 11474 in the NO case with
my, = 50 meV, A =40 meV and an exposure of TMt = 500 g yr are almost the same with those

given in this figure.

Ordering m,, (meV) A (meV) TMr (gyr) | 7o, lo(7,, = to) Tys lo(7,, = 0)
0 10 0.2tg S 71y S 3o No bound
50 40 Ty S Blo 2t ST
NO 500 t 3~ ~ s
100 60 0 Ty S 3o g S Tug
200 120 Tus S Tlo 6to < 7o,

Table 3: Marginalized constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7, at 1o confidence level for v3 — v1¢
with fiducial values of 7,, = tp and 7,, = oo in the NO case and for various values of the lightest
neutrino mass, m,,, and of the detector resolution, A. We assume an exposure of 500 g yr.
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5.2.4 3-body decays: v3 — vy and vy — V34,

Finally we forecast the constraints on the neutrino lifetime and the invisible particle mass in
the 3-body decays. For simplicity, we only consider the following 3-body decays, v3 — v1v404
for the NO case. For vy — 131474 in the 10 case, due to the suppressed spectrum of v from
the decays of v; as in Fig. [6] the result is also the same with Fig. [§ unless a very high
exposure is obtained.

For the NO case, v3 — viv404, we show in Fig. the 1o confidence intervals in the
(Tys, My, ) plane and the marginalized constraints on 7,, for three different fiducial values:
(Tug, T, ) = (2t,0) (red dashed), (to,0) (yellow dot-dashed), (0.3ty,0) (green dotted). In
this case, we assume m,, = 0 meV, a high energy resolution of A =5 meV and an exposure
of TMr = 500. Since the spectrum for v produced by the decays of v3 decreases around the
maximum energy of emitted v; in the 3-body decays, EJ'* in Eq. , the constraints on 7,
for m,,, ~ 0 meV become weaker and the smaller energy resolution is required compared with
the 2-body decays. For a fiducial value of (7,,,m,,) = (to,0) in the case of m,, = 0 meV,
we find that the upper bounds on m,,, m,, < 17 meV, are imposed while the bounds
< Tto. We also find that the marginalized constraints on 7, for
m,, = 50 meV, A = 40 meV and TMt = 500 g yr are almost the same with those given
in Fig. In this case, the constraint on m,, is not obtained. Note that in the case of
m,, = 50 meV, m,, < 10 meV is allowed by the energy conservation.

on 7,, are 0.1ty < 7,

In Table [] we also show marginalized constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,, at 1o
confidence level for v3 — 40, with fiducial values of 7,, = t; and 7,, = oo, and an
exposure of 500 g yr, considering various values of the lightest neutrino masses m,,. For
m,, 2 50 meV, the results are almost the same with the case of 7,, for v5 — v1¢ as in Table
since the electron spectrum for vy produced by the decays of v3 is Gaussian centered at
E.~K?

a4 T me +m,, and does not depend on the decay process approximately.

To distinguish 2-body decays and 3-body decays, more exposure and a better energy
resolution may be needed since in general, there are many undetermined parameters in both
cases. We leave this analysis to future work.
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Figure 11: Left panels: Contour plots showing 1o confidence intervals in the plane of (7,,,m¢)
for v3 — v1upy in the NO case with m,, = 0 meV and A = 5 meV. Right panels: Marginalized
VAX?,\/AX2_p, as a function of 7,,. A fiducial value of (7,,, ) is assumed to be (2o, 0) (red
dashed), (9, 0) (yellow dot-dashed), and (0.3tp,0) (green dotted). An exposure of TMt = 500 g yr

is also assumed.

Ordering m,, (meV) A (meV) TMr (gyr) | 7o, lo(7,, = to) Tyy lo(7,, = o0)
0 5 0.2tg S 1y S 3t No bound
50 40 Tus S Do 2t ST
N t 3~ ~ 3
O 100 60 500 0 Ty S 3o 4 S Tus
200 120 Tys S 7t0 6t0 S Tys

Table 4: Marginalized constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,,, at 1o confidence level for v3 — vV

with fiducial values of 7,, = tg and 7,, = oo in the NO case and for various values of the lightest

neutrino mass, m,,, and of the detector resolution, A. We assume an exposure of 500 g yr.
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5.2.5 Relation between confidence level and exposure of tritium

In previous sections we mainly forecast constraints on neutrino lifetimes at 1o confidence
level in cosmic neutrino capture experiment on tritium. In this section we shortly discuss on
relation between constraints on neutrino lifetime at 20 and more confidence level and the
required exposure of tritium.

In our definition of x*(@) given in Eq. , x? is proportional to the exposure time T
and the total mass of tritium Mr,

X*(6) o< TMr. (57)

The x? marginalized over my,, as defined in Eq. is estimated approximately
1
Lin= [ dmexp |—2x(0)
1.,
~ dm exp —g5miny 9|,

X%fD (TVi) = -2 IOg £1—D7
~ minx?*(), (58)

where we neglect dm since dm is canceled out in Ax? . Then x?_(7,,) is also proportional
to TMr.

In the previous sections, we mainly assume 500 g yr of tritium with a fixed A and then
constrain neutrino lifetime at 1o or slightly higher confidence level. When we use TMr of
tritium, the confidence level for marginalized constraints on neutrino lifetimes is expected to
be enhanced by (TM</500 g yr)'/? compared with 500 g yr of tritium. If we use 2000 g yr
of tritium and the same energy resolutions in the previous sections, it is expected to impose
marginalized constraints on neutrino lifetimes at 20 or 30 confidence level in some cases.
We have numerically confirmed that we obtain similar constraints on neutrino lifetimes at
20 confidence level with 2000 g yr of tritium if we obtain the constraints at 1o confidence
level with 500 g yr of tritium in all cases of section [5.2][7]

6 Conclusions

Future direct observations of the CvB will be able to impose significant constraints on a
neutrino lifetime, especially in the region of the age of the universe, t, = 4.35 x 10'7 s, once
we would obtain enough statistics on the signal of the CvB. In sections [3| and |4 we have

"Using the Poissonian likelihood , we have also confirmed that similar constraints at 20 confidence
level are obtained.
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formulated invisible neutrino decay rates and lighter neutrino spectra from heavier neutrino
decays for the 2-body and 3-body decays in the current universe, respectively. After giving
the formulation, in section [f], we have forecasted the would-be observed spectra for unstable
neutrinos, and the constraints on a neutrino lifetime and an invisible particle mass in cosmic
neutrino capture on tritium, in particular, the PTOLEMY-type experiment. The main
forecasts of the constraints on neutrino decays are summarized as follows:

e For any processes of decays of v3 in the NO case and v, in the IO case, constraints on
a neutrino lifetime will be imposed as in section In the NO case, the neutrino
lifetime 7, for the case without neutrino decays is bounded to be 7,, 2 0.1%, at lo
confidence level with a large exposure of 1000 g yr and the detector resolution of
20 meV (see Fig.[7). In the IO case, for m,, = 50meV (m,, < 50 meV), the neutrino
lifetime 7,,, with fiducial values of 7,,, < ¢y and 7,, = oo will be bounded to be 7,, < 4ty
and tg < 7,,, respectively, at 1o confidence level with an exposure of TMt 2 500 g yr

and the detector resolution of A < m,,, (A < 40 meV) (see Table [2)).

e For the 2-body decay process in the NO case, v3 — 110, as in section [5.2.3| the neutrino
< 3ty

~

lifetime 7, with a fiducial value of 7,, ~ t, will be constrained to be 0.2ty < 7,
at 1o confidence level with m,, = 0 meV, an exposure of 500 g yr and the resolution of
10 meV (see Fig. E[) In addition, in this case, the constraint on the invisible particle
mass, my S 40meV, will also be imposed. For m,, 2 50 meV, even in the resolution
of A < 0.6m,, meV, the constraints on neutrino lifetimes at 1o confidence level,
Tus S 10ty and 2ty S 7, for fiducial values of 7,, < tp and 7,, = oo respectively, will
be obtained with an exposure of TMt = 500 g yr (see Table [3)).

e For the 3-body decay process in the NO case, v3 — vi140, as in section [5.2.4] the
neutrino lifetime 7,, with a fiducial value 7,, >~ t; is bounded to be 0.2ty < 7., < 3t at
1o confidence level with an exposure of 500 g yr and the smaller resolution of 5 meV.
In this case, the constraints on the invisible particle mass, m,, < 17 meV will be also

imposed (see Fig. [11). For m,, 2 50 meV, the constraints on the neutrino lifetime 7,

Y

will be almost the same with the 2-body decays for v3 — v1¢ (see Table 4] Fig. |3| and
).

In the case of the decays in the NO case, v3 — 14, the total event number of the CvB is
larger than the case without neutrino decays thanks to large |U.;|. These neutrino decays
may make it easier for us to detect the CvB in the PTOLEMY-type experiment. Here we
assume 1o are stable and neglect gravitational clustering by our Galaxy and nearby galaxies
in lighter neutrinos produced by the decays. If 15 also decays, the constraints on 7,, might
be better since the background fluctuation from v4 is reduced. In addition, the gravitational
attraction by our Galaxy and nearby galaxies in neutrinos produced by the decays might
enhance statistics on neutrino decays.
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The required energy resolutions to obtain the constraints on the neutrino lifetime at 1o
confidence level are almost the same as the required resolution to discover the CvB signal
at the confidence level of 1o or higher in the case without neutrino decays (see Fig. 5 in
ref. [65]), but we neglect a tiny constant background noise in this work. An exposure of 500
g yr can be achieved in the PTOLEMY-type experiment with 100 g of tritium after 5-year
data taking. To improve the confidence level for neutrino decays, more exposure will be
necessary as discussed in section A more quantitative discussion will be possible after
the more concrete PTOLEMY setup is decided, and the neutrino mass ordering and the
lightest neutrino mass are constrained more severely from complementary future neutrino
experiments.

To summarize, the PTOLEMY-type experiment would be able to constrain neutrino
decays with long lifetimes especially for the cases that the lightest neutrino mass is not too
small or the neutrino mass ordering is inverted if enough small energy resolution and large
exposure are obtained. On the other hand, for the normal ordering case with mightest = 0,
it would be quite difficult to impose constraints on neutrino decays for any channels unless
one would realize a very small energy resolution and a very large exposure. A future CvB
experiment may reveal non-standard neutrino interactions with very light particles.
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A Invisible neutrino decay rates

In this appendix, we show the formula for the invisible neutrino decay rates, I',,, in the
several cases of 2-body and 3-body decays, all of which match with those in appendix A.1
of the latest version of ref. |[72]. In the case of 3-body decays, we also show the decay rates
in each neutrino energy produced by the decays, dI',, ,,1,5/dE,,, to obtain cosmic neutrino
spectra from the decays. We can apply the formula to both cases where cosmic neutrinos
decay into active neutrinos and sterile neutrinos.
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A.1 2-body decays
A.1.1 Decays into bosons with spin 0: v; — v;¢

In this case, the general interaction Lagrangian between neutrinos and bosons with spin 0,
¢, at renormalizable level is given by

L2 = ¢7,(hij + idijys)v; + hec, (59)

where 7,7 = 1,2, 3,4 and v4 denotes sterile neutrinos (or unknown fermions).
The decay rates for v; — v;¢ is given by

1
4mm,, \/[m’%z - <mVJ' + m¢)2} |:m12/z - (mVj - m(i))z]

2 2 2 2
my, m my, m

A.1.2 Decays into bosons with spin 1: v; = v; 7’

Fw%yjd) =

The general interaction Lagrangian between neutrinos and bosons with spin 1, Z’, at renor-
malizable level is given by
Efl/t = Zl:ﬂi’y“(giLjPL + gZ-I;?PR)uj +h.c., (61)
where Prg) = (1 — (+)75)/2 are left-(right-) handed projection operator and g/ is assumed
to be the non-zero only for g (that is, the other components vanish).
Then the decay rates for v; — v;Z" is given by

Izl
Loy r = g [, = (m, +m ] [, = (i, = mzr)?]
m2 —m?)? m?2. 2
x{glg—gﬁ—+1+ ;—zmg}. (62)
mZm?, m2, m?,

Since we assume heavier neutrinos are active ones, the decay rates do not include gg- but gZLj
gg- appears later in Eq. for the decay rate of 3-body decays.
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A.2 3-body decays
A.2.1 Decays mediated by bosons with spin 0: v, = v;¢ — v;u1

The decay rate in each neutrino energy produced by the decays, dI',,.,,1,5,/dE,,, from the
interaction Lagrangian is

dru- ViVED, 2 my, v; 2 v 1%
i ViVEVL zp]| \/(Elrjr;ax_El/j) (EII/I;aX_EUj_FM)

dE,, mmymg, — 2m,, B, +mi, my,
AU+ YOl + B, o+, =, =, 2, B,

+ 2(1 25 + e ) (Nt P = |V g,

= (il = s ) (Al + [Py, [, +m2, = m2, —m?, = 2m,, B,

= 20l = I YL = s (63)

Here we assume j # k, and for j = k, we need an additional factor of 1/2. We cannot find
the analytic formula of the decay rate I',, .., although we can estimate the value of the
decay rate numerically as

N
J vV, — ViVl
Fl/i*)le/le :/7,;1”_ dEV]T:] (64>
J
For m,, > m,,;, m,,, m,,, we obtain the analytic formula of the decay rate,
Ai 12+ Thig) ) (A + |l
o oo (0l )N ) .

1
9673m s

A.2.2 Decays mediated by bosons with spin 1: v; = ;2" — v,i0

The result of the decay rate in each energy for lighter neutrinos, AUy, Svum, / dE,,, from the
interaction Lagrangian is
)
dE,,
2
mm5,

max. min! 1 max min
I G0 =, = 2 (B — ) = (B -

max: min 1 max. min
+ |gzj| |gkl’2{ (m + m - My; — ml%z)(Euk 2 - EVk 2) - gmw(Euk - El/k 3)}

+ §|gml 2(ga9n + 90 ghe) Buymu,my, (B2 — B (66)
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with ¢ = 1,2,3. Here we assume j # k, and for j = k, we need an additional factor of 1/2.

ERe g Boax and E are maximal and minimal energy for v, and v, satisfying the

following relations,

max min max my
Eyka + El/k = 2 (mw - E”j) |:EVja B EVJ' + _k(mVl + ka):|7

Vj v;

my,
(mw - EVj) |:E3;‘ax o EVJ‘ + _z(mw + ka>:| )

vj v

max min __
EVl + EVl -

max min __ max min
El,k — Eyk = Ew — El,l

2ml/i pl/j |

— 2 2
my, —2my, B, + m;,

1/2
Emax _ p 1/2 Emax _ p 2kamVl / 67
( v Vj) vj vj + m,,. : ( )

K3

We cannot also find the analytic formula of the decay rate mediated by a gauge boson Z’
without additional approximation. For m,, > My Moy, 5 My, WE obtain the analytic formula
of the decay rate,

g5 P (lgal® + lagi?) s
FV'—)V'V b = m,,.
IR 9673m?%, Vi

(68)
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