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Abstract: We summarize the potential charged lepton flavor violation (LFV) from neutrino mass relevant
models, for instance the seesaw mechanisms. In particular, we study, in a model-dependent way, the
LFV signals at the high-energy hadron and lepton colliders originating from the beyond standard model
(BSM) neutral scalar H, doubly charged scalar H±±, heavy neutrino N, heavy WR boson, and the Z′

boson. For the neutral scalar, doubly charged scalar and Z′ boson, the LFV signals originate from the
(effective) LFV couplings of these particles to the charged leptons, while for the heavy neutrino N and
WR boson, the LFV effects are from flavor mixing in the neutrino sector. We consider current limits on
these BSM particles and estimate their prospects at future high-energy hadron and lepton colliders.

Keywords: lepton flavor violation; BSM neutral scalar; doubly charged scalar; heavy neutrino; heavy WR

boson; Z′ boson

1. Introduction

In the standard model (SM) of particle physics, charged lepton flavor violation (LFV)
processes are vanishing, such as the decays `α → `βγ, `α → `β`γ`δ (with α, β, γ, δ = e, µ, τ
the lepton flavor indices) and muonium-antimuonium oscillation [1]. Other observables, for
instance the anomalous magnetic dipole moments of electron and muon, might also receive
sizable contributions from the beyond SM (BSM) particles and their interactions [2]. Therefore,
these precision measurements at the high-intensity frontier are one of the primary probes
of the BSM physics [3–6]. LFV in the charged lepton sector can be, to some extent, relevant
to BSM in the neutrino sector, for instance the various seesaw mechanisms to generate the
tiny neutrino masses. Depending on model details and specific UV completions, the BSM
particles from the seesaw frameworks can be of spin zero, half, or one, i.e., the CP-even
scalars or pseudoscalars, fermions, and vector bosons. In principle, these particles can be
either heavy at the TeV scale or relatively light at the GeV scale or even lighter, if allowed by
experimental data. Furthermore, some of the LFV signals induced by these particles can also be
lepton number violating (LNV) [7,8] and/or lepton flavor universaility violating (LFUV) [9–13],
which are closely related to neutrino mass generation and the B-anomalies [14], respectively.
For simplicity, we will not consider LNV or LFUV, however focus here only on LFV [2,15–18].

In this paper, we summarize the LFV effects from a couple of representative particles in
the seesaw mechanisms, i.e., the BSM neutral scalar H, doubly charged scalar H±±, heavy
neutrino N, heavy WR boson, and the Z′ boson. It is worked as much in a model independent
way as possible, and we do not consider too much dependence on the model details. With
given LFV couplings, we will check the relevant LFV limits from current data, and estimate the
prospects of these particles at future high-energy lepton and hadron colliders. More details can
be found in the original papers.
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2. BSM Neutral Scalar H

If a BSM neutral scalar couples directly to the SM quarks or mixes with the SM Higgs, it
may induce flavor-changing neutral currents (FCNCs) in the quark sector, which are stringently
constrained by the K and B meson data [1]. Therefore, for simplicity, we assume the neutral
scalar H does not couple directly to the SM quarks and its mixing with the SM Higgs h is
sufficiently small. In a large variety of BSM scenarios, the scalar H can couple to the SM-charged
leptons in a flavor-violating way [19–22],1 e.g., in the left-right symmetric model (LRSM) [36–
39], two Higgs doublet model [40–42] , R-parity violating supersymmetric theories [43–46],
and mirror models [47–50]. The LFV couplings of H can arise at the tree-level or 1-loop level,
depending on model details. The scalar H can be from a BSM singlet, doublet, triplet, or other
multiplets, and thus has different quantum numbers (such as the isospin), gauge couplings,
which will provide different production channels of H at the high-energy colliders. In this
paper, we focus only on the production of H at future lepton colliders via the LFV couplings
in a model independent way. In the perspective of effective theory, the couplings of H to the
SM-charged leptons can be written in the following way.2

LY = hαβ`α H`β + H.c. , (1)

where ` is the charged lepton, and hαβ is the Yukawa coupling. For simplicity, we have assumed
H to be a real field and CP to be even. As a result, the matrix hαβ is symmetric.

The couplings hαβ of the scalar H can induce very rich LFV signals at the high-energy
colliders. In light of the clean backgrounds, the future e+e− colliders are the primary facilities
to search for such smoking-gun signals, such as at the International Linear Collider (ILC) [51],
Circular Electron-Positron Collider (CEPC) [52], Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [53], and
Compact Linear Collider (CLIC) [54]. Given a single LFV coupling hαβ with α 6= β, if kinemat-
ically allowed, the scalar H can be on-shell produced at high-energy e+e− colliders via the
process:

e+e− → `±α `
∓
β H . (2)

The Feynman diagrams can be found in Figure 1. For simplicity, it is assumed that all other
Yukawa couplings in the matrix hαβ are vanishing. As a result, a single coupling hαβ can not
induce the LFV decays, such as `β → `αγ and `β → 3`α, which depend on the combinations
of hαβ with other Yukawa couplings, e.g., hααhαβ. It turns out that only a few precise LFV
measurements can be used to set limits on the single coupling hαβ.
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Figure 1. Representative Feynman diagrams for on-shell production of H at future lepton colliders via
the process in Equation (2). Figure from Ref. [20].

The coupling heµ can induce muonium-antimuonium oscillation at the tree-level, con-
tributes to the anomalous magnetic moment ae of electron via the H − µ loop, and affects
also the measurements of e+e− → µ+µ− at the LEP. The corresponding Feynman diagrams

1 See e.g., Refs. [23–35] for the rich phenomenologies of LFV couplings of the SM Higgs.
2 Note that without any details on the couplings of H to the active neutrinos the couplings in Equation (1) are not

invariant with respect to the SM SU(2)L group.
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are shown in Figure 2. The precise measurements of muonium oscillation by MACS [55], the
current value of ae [56] and the LEP data [57] exclude a large region in the parameter space
of the scalar mass mH and the coupling heµ, as depicted by the shaded regions in Figure 3.
More calculation details can be found in Refs. [20,58]. The coupling heµ contributes also to
the magnetic moment aµ of muon via the H − e loop. However, this contribution is highly
suppressed by the electron mass, and can not explain the current discrepancy of the muon
g− 2 anomaly ∆aµ [59,60] (cf. the left panel of Figure 3).
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FIG. S2. Feynman diagrams for the magnetic dipole moment
of electron induced by H with the coupling heµ.
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Figure 2. Feynman diagrams for the H contribution to muonium-antimuonium oscillation (upper left
and right), electron g− 2 (lower left), and the LEP e+e− → µ+µ− process (lower right) with the LFV
coupling heµ. Figure from Ref. [20].
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Figure 3. Prospects of LFV couplings |heµ| (left), |heτ | (middle), and |hµτ | (right) from the process (2) at
CEPC 240 GeV with 5 ab−1 (red) and ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1 (blue). A branching ratio of 1% (long-dashed),
10% (short-dashed), or 100% (solid) from H decay is assumed to be visible. The shaded regions are
excluded by the corresponding limits. In the left and right panels, the brown line could fit the central
value of ∆aµ, and the green and yellow bands cover the 1σ and 2σ ranges of ∆aµ. See text for more details.
Figure from Ref. [20].

The coupling heµ can induce the signal e+e− → e±µ∓H at future high-energy e+e−

colliders. After being produced, the scalar H can decay back into a pair of opposite-sign
different flavor-charged leptons, i.e., H → e±µ∓. In the SM, such processes are absent, and
the most important backgrounds at e+e− colliders are mainly from electrons mis-identified as
muons or vice versa. Therefore, the LFV signal of eµ resonance can be easily distinguished
from the SM backgrounds. Taking CEPC 240 GeV with an integrated luminosity of 5 ab−1 and
ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1 as benchmark facilities, the resultant prospects of mH and heµ are shown
as the red and blue lines in the left panel of Figure 3, assuming at least 10 signal events. The
long-dashed, short-dashed, and solid lines correspond respectively to the branching ratio (BR)
of H → e±µ∓ to be 1%, 10%, and 100%. Benefiting from the larger luminosity, the CEPC can
probe a smaller heµ than ILC, down to O(10−4) in the limit of massless H. On the other end,
when H is heavy, ILC can probe a heavier H than CEPC due to the kinematics reason.

If the LFV coupling, heτ is present, it will contribute to the electron g− 2 via the H − τ
loop and the e+e− → τ+τ− process at LEP. The corresponding constraints are shown as shaded
regions in the middle panel of Figure 3. With the coupling hµτ , the neutral scalar H provides
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a simple explanation for the muon g− 2 anomaly via the H − τ loop. The corresponding 1σ
and 2σ ranges of ∆aµ in the parameter space of mH and hµτ are presented in the right panel of
Figure 3, respectively, as the green and yellow bands, while the gray shaded region is excluded
by the muon g− 2 discrepancy at the 5σ C.L. As for the case of heµ, the prospects of heτ and hµτ

are shown respectively in the middle and right panels of Figure 3, with again at least 10 signal
events. The reconstruction efficiency of τ lepton has taken conservatively to be 60% at both
CEPC and ILC [51]. For all the three LFV couplings heµ, eτ, µτ , even if all the current stringent
lepton flavor constraints are taken into account, there are yet large regions of parameter space
of mH and hαβ (with α 6= β) that can be probed at future high-energy e+e− colliders, as seen in
Figure 3.

If the couplings hee and heµ are both nonzero, as an s-channel mediator the scalar H will
induce the process:

e+e− → e±µ∓ (3)

at high-energy colliders, which is also apparently LFV. The Feynman diagram is shown in the
left panel of Figure 4 (with `α`β = eµ). However, the coupling heeheµ is severely constrained by
the limit from µ → eee [61], which precludes all the prospects of e±µ∓ at future high-energy
lepton colliders. In the τ sector, the limits are much weaker. Let us consider the process
e+e− → e+τ−, which can be induced by an s-channel H mediator and the combination h†

eeheτ

of Yukawa couplings (cf. the left panel of Figure 4 for the Feynman diagram). Such couplings
are subject to the limits from the decays τ → eee, τ → eγ, electron g− 2, and the LEP data
e+e− → e+e−, τ+τ− (the corresponding Feynman diagrams are similar to those in Figure 2),
which are shown as the shaded regions in the left panel of Figure 5. Requiring at least 10
signal events, the prospects of mH and |h†

eeheτ | at CEPC 240 GeV and ILC 1 TeV are presented
in the left panel of Figure 5, respectively, as the solid and blue lines. The dips are due to the
resonant production of H at CEPC and ILC with mH '

√
s. As H is only in the mediator

for the LFV processes, its mass can go well above the center-of-mass energy
√

s at the lepton
colliders, as seen in the three panels of Figure 5. In the limit of mH �

√
s, the high-energy

lepton colliders probe the effective four-fermion interaction (ee)(eτ)/Λ2 with the cut-off scale
Λ ' mH/

√
|h†

eeheτ | [62–67].
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`+β

e−

e+

H

`−α

`+β

Figure 4. Feynman diagrams for off-shell production of H at future lepton colliders (cf. the process in
Equation (3)). Figure from Ref. [20].
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Figure 5. Prospects of |h†
eeheτ | (left), |h†

eehµτ | (middle), and |h†
eµheτ | (right) from searches of e+e− →

e±τ∓, µ±τ∓ at CEPC 240 GeV with 5 ab−1 (red) and ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1 (blue). The shaded regions
are excluded by the corresponding limits. See text for more details. Figure from Ref. [20].
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To obtain the signatures of e+e− → µ+τ−, there are two different combinations of Yukawa
couplings, i.e., h†

eehµτ and h†
eµheτ , which are mediated respectively by an s- and t-channel H

(cf. the Feynman diagrams in the left and right panels of Figure 4). For the case of h†
eehµτ ,

there is only constraint from the decay τ− → µ−e+e− [68], while for h†
eµheτ the limits are

mainly from the rare decays τ− → µ+e−e−, τ− → µ−γ, electron g − 2, and the LEP data
e+e− → µ+µ−, τ+τ−. These constraints are shown respectively in the middle and right panels
of Figure 5 as the shaded regions. The prospects of h†

eehµτ and h†
eµheτ at the CEPC and ILC are

also shown in these two figures as the red and blue lines. As the coupling combination h†
eµheτ

can not induce any s-channel process at colliders, the prospects in the right panel of Figure 5 do
not have any resonance structure. For all these H-induced LFV processes e+e− → e±τ∓, µ±τ∓,
the future high-energy e+e− colliders can probe a large unconstrained parameter space of mH
and h†

αβhδγ, as seen in Figure 5.
Before switching to the doubly-charged scalar in the next section, here are a few more

comments on H:

• Analogous to the neutral current process in Equation (2), we can also have charged current
process e+e− → νανβH, which is mediated by a t-channel W boson. See Ref. [58] for more
details.

• At future high-energy e+e− colliders, high-energy photon beams can be obtained from
the back scattering of high-intensity low-energy laser beam off high-energy electron
beams [69–71], which provides more production channels for the neutral scalar H, e.g.,
via the process γγ→ e±µ∓H (the corresponding Feynman diagram is similar to the third
diagram in Figure 6). These channels are largely complementary to the e+e− channels
above [58].

• Future high-energy muon colliders can probe larger regions of parameter space for the
muon flavor couplings, in particular for the explanation of muon g− 2 anomaly (see e.g.,
Ref. [72]).

• The LFV signal due to the scalar H can also be searched for at the hadron colliders,
i.e., in the channel qq̄ → `±α `

∓
β H at the parton level. As a result of the relatively “dirty”

backgrounds at the hadron colliders in particular for the tau leptons, the searches of LFV
signals from H is more challenging at the hadron colliders than at the lepton colliders.
However, the scalar H can be probed to a larger mass at the hadron colliders (cf. Ref. [73]).

e−

e+

γ, Z

`+α

H−−

`−i

`+β

e−

γ

e

`+

H−−

`+β

`+α

H−−

γ

γ

Figure 6. Representative Feynman diagrams for on-shell production of H±± at future lepton colliders (cf.
the processes in Equation (5)). Figure from Ref. [58].

3. Doubly Charged Scalar H±±

The doubly charged scalar H±± exists in a large variety of BSM scenarios, such as the
type-II seesaw [74–78], LRSM [79–81], and the Zee–Babu model [82]. The doubly charged
scalars can couple either to left-handed or right-handed charged fermions in the SM, and the
Yukawa couplings can be written in the form of, from the perspective of effective Lagrangian:3

LY = fαβH++`C
α `β + H.c. (4)

3 As in Equation (1), the couplings in Equation (4) may not be invariant under the SM SU(2)L if the charged leptons
involved are left-handed.
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which is not only LNV if the doubly charged scalar does not carry any lepton number [83],4

but also potentially LFV. As a result of the gauge couplings of H±± to photon as well as
the Z boson and the Yukawa couplings fαβ, H±± can be pair produced at the high-energy
lepton and hadron colliders, i.e., e+e−, pp→ H++H−−. The usual gauge interaction inducing
the Drell–Yan process can not be used to directly probe the Yukawa couplings fαβ, unless
the Yukawa couplings are sufficiently small such that H±± is long-lived at the high-energy
colliders. After being produced, the doubly charged scalars decay into pairs of same-sign
dileptons, i.e., H±± → `±α `

±
β , which is apparently signatures beyond the SM. In some models,

the doubly charged scalar may decay also into other particles, e.g., H±± → W±W± in the
type-II seesaw. The most stringent limit on the doubly charged scalar mass M±± is from
the direct searches of same-sign dilepton pairs from H±± decay at the LHC [84–87] (see e.g.,
Refs. [88–90] for classic phenomenological studies and Refs. [91–96] for projections of H±± at
future hadron colliders). At the low-energy high-precision frontier, the coupling fαβ is also
constrained by the LFV decays `α → `βγ, `α → `β`γ`δ, the electron and muon g− 2, muonium
oscillation, and the LEP e+e− → `+`− data (see e.g., Ref. [58]).

As for the neutral scalar H case above, the doubly charged scalar H±± can also be singly
produced at the high-energy lepton colliders via the Yukawa couplings fαβ [88,97–101], e.g.,
e+e− → H±±`∓α `

∓
β (cf. the left panel of Figure 6). The corresponding production cross section

of this channel is proportional to the Yukawa coupling | fαβ|2, therefore the Yukawa coupling
fαβ can be directly measured in such processes. Take feµ as an explicit example, with the e±

beams and the the high-energy photon beams, we can have the following single production
processes:

e+e−, γγ→ H±±e∓µ∓ , e±γ→ H±±µ∓ . (5)

The corresponding Feynman diagrams can be found in Figure 6. For simplicity, we
assume the doubly charged scalar decays predominately into e±µ±,5 which can be ensured if
the coupling feµ is much larger than other Yukawa couplings and other decay channels of the
doubly charged scalar, such as H±± →W±W± are subdominant. With BR(H±± → e±µ±) =
100%, the corresponding LHC limit on M±± is shown as the vertical dashed line in the left
panel of Figure 7 [84,85]. The coupling feµ will also induce extra contribution to e+e− → µ+µ−

at the LEP, and the corresponding limit is presented as the pink shaded region in the left panel
of Figure 7. The contribution of doubly charged scalars to the muon g− 2 is always negative,
and therefore can not explain the muon g − 2 anomaly. Furthermore, the doubly charged
scalar contribution to muon g− 2 is highly suppressed by the charged lepton mass [2], thus
not shown in Figure 7.

4 The lepton number of the doubly charged scalar is model dependent: for instance, H++ has lepton number L = −2
in the type-II seesaw, while in some other models its lepton number can be zero.

5 In the type-II seesaw, this is not a good approximation, as the leptonic branching fractions are largely determined
by the PMNS neutrino mixing matrix, see e.g., Ref. [90].
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Figure 7. Prospects of the doubly charged scalar mass M±± and the LFV coupling feµ (left) and feτ

(right) at ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1, in the Yukawa pair (orange) and single production modes of the
e+e− (blue), eγ (purple) and γγ (brown) processes. The pink shaded regions are excluded by the LEP
e+e− → `+`− data. The vertical dashed gray lines indicate the current same-sign dilepton limits on
the doubly charged scalar mass from LHC, assuming respectively, BR(H±± → e±µ±) = 100% and
BR(H±± → e±τ±) = 100% for the left and right panels . See text for more details. Figure from Ref. [58].

The prospects of H±± and feµ at the ILC 1 TeV with luminosity of 1 ab−1 are shown
in the left panel of Figure 7. For the photon beam, we take the effective photon luminosity
distribution from Refs. [69–71]. In the e+e− and γγ channels, for doubly charged scalar mass
M±± .

√
s/2 = 500 GeV, the production of H±± will be dominated by pair production via

both the gauge and Yukawa interactions, while for M±± & 500 GeV only the single production
of H±± is kinematically allowed. The e±γ process has only two particles in the final state, thus
it can probe a smaller Yukawa coupling feµ. For the LFV coupling feτ , the prospects at the ILC
1 TeV is to some extent similar to the feµ case (cf. the right panel of Figure 7) , with a smaller
reconstruction efficiency for τ than muons. For the LFV coupling fµτ , the production cross
section for e+e−, γγ→ H±±µ∓τ∓ is much smaller than that for H±±e∓µ∓ and H±±e∓τ∓. As
a result, the prospects of fµτ are only at the order of 0.1 [58].

Analogous to the neutral scalar H above, the doubly charged scalar H±± can also induce
LFV processes e+e− → `±α `

∓
β at the high-energy lepton colliders by playing the role of the

t-channel mediator (cf. the left panel of Figure 8). The limit from µ→ eee is stringent, and it
precludes the prospects of H±± in the channel of e±µ∓. In the τ flavor sector, with the coupling
f †
ee feτ , the doubly charged scalar can induce the processes (see Figure 8 for diagrams):

e+e− → e±τ∓ , e±γ→ e±e±τ∓, τ±e±e∓ . (6)

Similar to the neutral scalar case, the relevant limits for the doubly charged scalar are
from the LFV decays τ → eγ, τ → eee, and the LEP data `+`− data, which are presented as the
shaded regions in the left panel of Figure 9. The prospects of M±± and | f †

ee feτ | at the CEPC 240
GeV with the luminosity of 5 ab−1 and ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1 are shown in the left panel of
Figure 9, with red lines for the channel e+e− → e±τ± and the blue lines for eγ→ eeτ (combing
the two possible final state in Equation (6)). The dashed lines denote the CEPC sensitivities,
and the solid lines are for ILC. As in the neutral scalar case in Section 2, both CEPC and ILC
can probe H±± with a mass larger than the center-of-mass energy in the e+e− channel, which
corresponds to detecting the effective four-fermion interaction (ee)(eτ) with the cut-off scale
Λ ' M±±/

√
| f †

ee feτ |. With three particles in the final state, the cross section for eγ processes
are not as competitive as the e+e− channel, as seen in the left panel of Figure 9.
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Figure 8. Feynman diagrams for off-shell production of H±± at future lepton colliders (cf. the processes
in Equation (6)). Figure from Ref. [58].
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Figure 9. Prospects of the Yukawa couplings | f †
ee feτ | (left) and | f †

eµ feτ | (right) for the doubly charged
scalar H±± production via the ee→ `α`β (red) and eγ→ `α`β`γ (blue) processes, at CEPC 240 GeV with
5 ab−1 (dashed) and ILC 1 TeV with 1 ab−1 (solid). The shaded regions are excluded by the corresponding
limits. See text for more details. Figure from Ref. [58].

Given the coupling f †
eµ feτ , the doubly charged scalar H±± can induce the processes

e+e− → µ±τ∓ and e±γ → µ±e±τ∓, τ±e±µ∓. The corresponding limits from τ− → µ−γ,
τ− → µ−e+e−, the LEP `+`− data, and prospects of H±± at the CEPC 240 GeV and ILC 1 TeV
are presented in the right panel of Figure 9. As for the case of f †

ee feτ , the e+e− processes have
better sensitivities than the eγ collisions. These processes can also be induced by the coupling
f †
ee fµτ . However, the corresponding production cross sections are smaller, which weakens the

detectability of f †
ee fµτ at future high-energy lepton colliders. More H±± induced LFV processes,

such as eγ→ µµµ, µµτ are also possible, however the corresponding prospects are suppressed
by the small cross sections. More details can be found in Ref. [58].

Here are more comments on the doubly charged scalar H±±:

• The CLIC energy can go up to 3 TeV, and this will improve significantly the prospects of
M±± in both the on-shell and off-shell searches at future lepton colliders.

• The future muon collider will provide more channels for searches of LFV due to the
doubly charged scalar, for instance in the processes µ+µ− → e±µ∓, µ±τ∓. Furthermore,
the muon collider can explore higher energy scales than the e+e− colliders [102].

• For sufficiently small couplings, the doubly charged scalar can be long-lived at the
high-energy colliders, which is however largely model dependent. For instance, in some
regions of parameter space in the type-II seesaw, the decays H±± → `±α `

±
β , W±(∗)W±(∗)

are suppressed, respectively, by the tiny active neutrinos and the small vacuum expectation
value v∆ of the triplet (and the off-shell W bosons), which makes H±± potentially long-
lived [90]. The searches of long-lived doubly charged scalar is largely complementary to
the searches of prompt signals from H±± decay [103].

• As mentioned above, the doubly charged scalar can be produced at the high-energy
colliders via the gauge interactions, e.g., the Drell–Yan process pp→ H++H−−. At future
high-energy hadron colliders, the doubly charged scalar can be probed to a higher mass
than at the lepton colliders [104]. Though the LFV couplings can not be directly measured
in these channels (unless the doubly charged scalar is long-lived at the colliders), the LFV
signals at the hadron colliders are largely complementary to the signals in this section at
the lepton colliders.
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4. Heavy Neutrino N

In the type-I seesaw [105–109], heavy neutrinos are introduced to generate the tiny neu-
trino masses. With the mass termMN,ijNC

i Nj (i, j are the mass indices), the heavy neutrinos
Ni are Majorana particles. In some other seesaw models such as the inverse seesaw [110–112],
by adding three more neutral singlet fermions, the heavy neutrinos form pseudo-Dirac states.
Whether they are Majorana or Dirac fermions, the heavy neutrinos could mix with the active
neutrinos να (α = e, µ, τ), and thus couple to the SM Higgs, as well as the W and Z bosons
through heavy-light neutrino mixing VαN . If the heavy neutrinos are at or below the TeV-scale,
they can be produced at the high-energy lepton and hadron colliders. For simplicity, let us
focus here only on the LFV signals from the heavy neutrinos. To this end, let us neglect the
specific UV completions of seesaw models and consider only one heavy neutrino N = N1, with
the other two states N2,3 much heavier and not contributing significantly to the LFV signals.

The heavy neutrino N can be produced at pp colliders via the charged current Drell–Yan
and vector-boson fusion (VBF) process [113–117]:6

qq̄′ →W±∗ → `±α N → `±α `β
∓W±, `±α `

±
β W∓ ,

W±∗γ→ `±α N → `±α `β
∓W±, `±α `

±
β W∓ . (7)

The representative diagrams are presented in Figure 10, and we have assumed the
heavy neutrino mass mN > mW (with mW the W boson mass). If the heavy neutrino N
is a Dirac fermion, there will only be opposite-sign charged leptons `±α `

∓
β in the final state.

For the case of Majorana N, there will also be the same-sign charged leptons `±α `
±
β , which

is undoubtedly LNV signals beyond the SM. For some mass ranges of mN , the gluon-fusion
process gg→ Z∗, h∗ → νN is also very important [120–123]. More details about the production
channels of N can be found e.g., in Ref. [124]. If the heavy neutrino N mixes with two neutrino
flavors να, β (with α 6= β) in the SM, the production and decay of N at the high-energy colliders
will produce LFV signals via the charged currents , i.e., `α 6= `β in the final state of the process
in Equation (7) [125].

q

q̄

W+

`+α

`−β
N

W+

q q′

W+

γ

W+

`+α

`−β
N

W+

Figure 10. Feynman diagrams for production of heavy neutrino N at future hadron colliders (cf. the
processes in Equation (7)). Figure from Ref. [124].

Considering both the charged current Drell–Yan and VBF processes in Equation (7), if
the W boson from N decays leptonically, we will have three charged leptons plus significant
missing transverse energy (MET) in the final state, with potentially extra (VBF) jets. With
|VeN | = |VµN | and VτN = 0, we can have the processes pp→ ee`X + eµτh, with τh referring to
the hadronic decaying tauons, `X = e, µ, τh, and all the possible lepton charges are included.
Adopting dynamic jet vetoes, the sensitivities of mN and the heavy-light neutrino mixing
|VeN | = |VµN | at future hadron colliders are presented in the left panel of Figure 11 [124]. For
the case of |VeN | = |VτN | with VµN = 0, the charged leptons in the final state can be eee, eeµ,
and eτh`X, and the corresponding prospects of mN and |VeN | = |VτN | are shown in the right
panel of Figure 11. It is found that the prospects here are not sensitive to the Majorana or Dirac
nature of N. In the near future, the LHC 14 TeV data with a luminosity of 300 fb−1 can probe

6 The heavy neutrino N can also be produced from the W+W− and W±W± scattering processes [118,119].
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heavy-light neutrino mixing angles |VeN |2 = |VµN |2 and |VeN |2 = |VτN |2 up to the order of
10−3 for a heavy neutrino at the scale of 100 GeV. At future 100 TeV collider, the sensitivity
of heavy-light neutrino mixing can even go down to O(10−4). More simulation details can
be found in Ref. [124]. In Figure 11, the regions above the short dashed lines are excluded
by the direct trilepton searches of N at CMS [126], and horizontal dot-dashed lines represent
the current electroweak precision data (EWPD) constraints on |VαN | [127]. More limits on
heavy-light neutrino mixing can be found e.g., in Refs. [128–130].

310 410
Heavy Neutrino Mass [GeV] 
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4−10

3−10

2−10

1−10 CMS upper limit

-1

LHC 14, 300 fb

-1

LHC 14, 3 ab

-1

LHC 27, 3 ab

-1

LHC 27, 15 ab

-1

LHC 100, 15 ab

-1

LHC 100, 30 ab

Indirect upper limit

310 410
Heavy Neutrino Mass [GeV] 
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LHC 27, 3 ab

-1

LHC 27, 15 ab
-1

LHC 100, 15 ab

-1

LHC 100, 30 ab

*

Indirect upper limit

Figure 11. Sensitivities of heavy neutrino mass mN and the heavy-light neutrino mixing
|VeN |2 = |VµN |2 (left) or |VeN |2 = |VµN |2 (right), at future LHC 14 TeV with luminosities of 300 fb−1 and
3 ab−1, LHC 27 TeV with 3 ab−1 and 15 ab−1, and 100 TeV collider with 15 ab−1 and 30 ab−1. Regions
above the short dashed lines are excluded by CMS data, and the dot-dashed horizontal lines indicate the
indirect limit from current EWPD data. See text for more details. Figure from Ref. [124].

At the GeV-scale, the limits on the neutrino mass mN and |VαN |2 will be mostly from the
high-precision LFV measurements below [131–135]:

• At lower energies, the charged current Drell–Yan process in Equation (7) will “hadronize”
to be semileptonic weak decays of charged mesons, i.e.,

P±2 → `αN(∗) → `±α `
∓
β P
±
1 , (8)

with P±1, 2 the charged mesons. As at the high energy scale, the heavy neutrino N will
induce LFV in meson decays if `α 6= `β. LNV decays P±2 → `±α `

±
β P
∓
1 are also possible

if N is a Majorana fermion. It is found that for the mass range of mπ < mN < mK (with
mπ, K the masses of pions and Kaons), the most stringent limit on |VeNVµN | is from the
decay K+ → π+e±µ∓ leading to |VeNVµN | . 10−9 [136]. For mK < mN < mB (with mB
the B meson mass), the strongest limit is from B+ → π+e±µ∓. In the process (8), if N
is on-shell, it can be directly searched via the two-body meson decays, e.g., K+ → `+N.
The NA62 data have excluded |VeN |2, |VµN |2 . 10−8 to 10−9 for 170 MeV < mN < 450
MeV [137]. More processes can be found e.g., in Refs. [128,133].

• For neutral mesons P0, the heavy neutrino will induce LFV leptonic decays at the 1-loop
level, i.e., [138]:

P0 → `±α `
∓
β , (9)

which can be applied to the LFV leptonic decays of KL, D0, B0, and B0
s . Such LFV meson

decays are all highly suppressed in the SM, and the mass mN and heavy-light neutrino
mixing |VαNVβN | are tightly constrained by precision meson data. More details can be
found e.g., in Refs. [136,138].
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• In the charge lepton sector, if N mixes with two SM neutrino flavors, it will induce
extra contribution to the LFV radiative decays of charged leptons `α → `βγ and µ− e
conversion in nuclei. It is found that the most stringent limit is from µ→ eγ, which leads
to |VeNVµN | . 10−3 for a 10 GeV N [128].

• For sufficiently light N, it could be long-lived at the high-energy colliders. The corre-
sponding rich phenomenologies can be found e.g., in Refs. [132,133,139–174].

If two (or more) heavy neutrino N1, 2 are involved, there could be more phenomenological
implications, such as heavy neutrino mixing and CP violation due to the TeV-scale N [175] or
in the decays of mesons and the SM Higgs [176–178]. All these processes might involve LFV in
some way.

5. Heavy WR Boson

In the LRSM, the heavy neutrinos are states from the right-handed isospin doublets,
therefore N couples to the heavy right-handed WR boson. As a result of the Majorana nature of
N, the production and decay of WR at the high-energy hadron colliders will produce same-sign
dileptons via the process:

qq̄′ →W±R → `±α N → `±α `
±
β W∓∗R → `±α `

±
β jj , (10)

which constitutes the smoking-gun signal of LRSM. The Feynman diagram is shown in Fig-
ure 12. In such a process, the heavy neutrino mass eigenstate N may be a state of a pure flavor,
or combinations of two or more flavors. Take the two flavor case as an explicit example, the
heavy neutrino mass eigenstate can be decomposed as N = cos θNα + sin θNβ, with θ as the
mixing angle of heavy neutrinos Nα, β, which leads to LFV signatures `±α `

±
β . The most stringent

LHC limit on WR and N is from the recent searches by CMS with a luminosity of 138 fb−1 at 13
TeV, which covers both the lepton flavor conserving cases ee, µµ, and LFV case eµ [179]. No
significant excess is found above the backgrounds, and the WR mass is excluded up to 5.4 TeV.
With 3000 fb−1 data at 14 TeV, the WR mass can be improved up to roughly 6.5 TeV [180,181].
At future 100 TeV colliders, the WR mass can be probed up to roughly 38 TeV with a luminosity
of 30 fb−1, assuming the heavy neutrino decays promptly [182]. If the neutrino N is relatively
light, say at the 100 GeV scale, the parameter space of three-body decay N → `jj will be highly
compressed. The highly compressed signature leads to a boosted topology [182,183], which
has been searched at the LHC [184,185]. Projections at future colliders can be found in e.g.,
Ref. [180]. If sufficiently light, the heavy neutrino N will be long-lived at the high-energy
colliders, with the decay length up to the meter level for mN ∼ 10 GeV [139,180,186–189]. The
displaced vertex signals from N decay can be used to search for the heavy WR boson, and
the prospect of WR mass can go up to 33 TeV at the future 100 TeV collider, with mN ∼ 100
GeV [180]. The prompt and displaced vertex signals from WR and N can both be sources for
LFV at future high-energy colliders.

q

q̄

W+
R

`+α

`+β
N

W−R

q

q̄′

Figure 12. Feynman diagram for production of heavy WR boson at future hadron colliders (cf. the process
in Equation (10)).
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6. Z′ Boson

The Z′ gauge boson is associated with a BSM U(1)′ gauge symmetry. There have been
intensive studies on the rich phenomenologies of Z′, see e.g., Refs. [73,190–199]. The Z′

boson is intimately related to the neutrino mass generation, e.g., in the U(1)B−L gauge
group [196,200–209]. In some cases, the heavy neutral Z′ boson can have flavor changing
neutral currents, 7 e.g., from the mixing of SM fermions with heavy exotic fermions [214].
Another important motivation of LFV couplings of Z′ is the muon g− 2 anomaly, where the Z′

boson can be either heavy or light. For instance, the effective LFV couplings of Z′ to µ and τ
can be written as:

L ⊃ Z′µ
(

g′Lµ̄LγµτL + g′Rµ̄RγµτR
)
+ H.c. . (11)

with τ running in the loop, the Z′ boson with LFV couplings can explain the muon g − 2
discrepancy, which is in some sense similar to the neutral scalar case above [2,215]. The
corresponding 2σ regions for the muon g− 2 anomaly is shown as the green band in Figure 13,
where we have assumed that the gauge couplings g′L = g′R/10.

The direct searches of heavy Z′ → eµ, eτ, µτ have been performed at the LHC [216].
Assuming the LFV couplings of Z′ are the same as the couplings of Z boson to charged leptons,
Z′ mass has been excluded up to 5.0 TeV in the eµ channel, 4.3 TeV in the eτ channel, and 4.1 TeV
in the µτ channel [216]. The LFV couplings g′L, R in Equation (11) are also severely constrained
by the decay τ → µZ′ with Z′ → νµν̄τ , the lepton flavor universality violation in tauon decays,
the high-precision LHC W data, the LEP Z-pole data, and the muon g− 2 anomaly at the 5σ
C.L.. As seen in Figure 13, when all these constraints are taken into consideration, a Z′ with
mass mZ′ & 2 GeV can provide viable interpretation of the muon g− 2 anomaly.

The LFV coupling g′L, R of the light Z′ boson can be directly measured at the high-energy
hadron and lepton colliders via the process:

pp, e+e− → µ±τ∓Z′ , (12)

which is quite similar to the process (2) for the neutral scalar H, and the Feynman diagram
is shown in Figure 14. With Z′ → µ±τ∓, the LFV coupling g′L, R will generate same-sign
dilepton pairs µ±µ±τ∓τ∓. The prospects at the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) 14 TeV
with an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1 and the FCC-ee 91 GeV with 2.6 ab−1 are presented,
respectively, as the dotted orange and blue curves in Figure 13. It is clear that both machines
can probe large regions of the Z′ interpretation of the muon g− 2 anomaly. More details can be
found in Ref. [215]. It should be noted that the prospects can be further improved at a future
muon collider.

7 See e.g., Refs. [23,67,157,190,210–213] for the rich phenomenologies of LFV couplings of the SM Z boson.
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Figure 13. Prospect of mZ′ and g′R at HL-LHC (dotted orange line) and FCC-ee (dotted blue line) with
g′L = g′R/10. The green band corresponds the muon g− 2 anomaly at the 2σ C.L.. The blue, gray, and
red shaded regions are excluded by τ → µZ′, muon g− 2 discrepancy at the 5σ C.L., and τ → µνν̄. The
purple and black dashed lines are, respectively, the limits from the LEP Z-pole data and the LHC W data.
See text for more details. Figure from Ref. [215].

f

f̄

γ, Z

`+α

Z′

`−β

Figure 14. Representative Feynman diagram for on-shell production of Z′ at future high-energy colliders
via the process in Equation (12). Figure from Ref. [215].

With the LFV coupling g′eµ to electron and muon, the Z′ boson could contribute to µ− e
scattering [217,218], e.g., in the MUonE experiment, which is proposed to determine the
contribution of hadronic vacuum polarization to muon g − 2 [219,220]. However, the LFV
coupling g′eµ of Z′ boson is tightly constrained by muonium-antimuonium oscillation and
electron g− 2, which has precluded the sensitivity of the MUonE experiment. More details can
be found in Ref. [217].

7. Conclusions

In this paper, we summarized briefly the LFV signals from some representative particles
in the seesaw frameworks, i.e., the BSM neutral scalar H, doubly charged scalar H±±, heavy
neutrino N, heavy WR boson, and the Z′ boson. Constrained by current data, some of these
particles are required to be heavy, i.e., the doubly charged scalar and the WR boson, while
others can be either heavy at the TeV-scale or light down to the GeV-scale or even lighter, i.e.,
the scalar H, the neutrino N and the Z′ boson. The LFV signals induced by these particles can
originate from the direct (effective) LFV couplings in the charged lepton sector, i.e., the neutral
scalar H, the doubly charged scalar, and the Z′ boson. Some of these couplings might be
relevant to the neutrino sector, for instance the couplings of doubly charged scalar to charged
leptons are largely determined by the neutrino oscillation data in the type-II seesaw. For the
heavy N and WR boson, the LFV signals are intimately related to flavor mixing in the neutrino
sector, which is transited to the charged lepton sector via the charged currents by the W and WR
bosons. This paper focused mainly on the LFV signals induced by these neutrino mass relevant
particles at the high-energy lepton and hadron colliders. The LFV signatures can also be
searched for at the high-intensity frontier. In particular, if the muon g− 2 anomaly is revealed
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to be true, or any LFV signal is found in future experiments, we need to understand better these
particles, as well as other well-motivated particles, such as leptoquarks and supersymmetric
particles.
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