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Abstract

The constructions of the new high-intensity muon beamlines are progressing in facilities around

the world, and new physics searches related to the muons are expected. The facilities can

observe the transverse positron polarization of the polarized µ+ decay to test the standard

model. The transition of muonium into antimuonium (Mu-to-Mu transition), which is one of

the interesting possibilities in the models beyond the standard model, can be also tested. The

near-future observation of the transition gives us a great impact since it indicates that there is

an approximate discrete symmetry in the lepton sector. If the Mu-to-Mu transition operator

is generated, a new muon decay operator can exist and it may interfere with the standard

model muon decay operator to induce the corrections to the transverse positron polarization

in the µ+ decay. In this paper, we examine the possibility that the Mu-to-Mu transition and

the correction to the transverse positron polarization are related, and we show that those two

are related in the model of a neutral flavor gauge boson. We also investigate the models to

generate the Mu-to-Mu transition, such as an inert SU(2)L doublet, a SU(2)L triplet for the

type-II seesaw model, a dilepton gauge boson, and a left-right model. The non-zero value of the

transverse polarization for one of the two directions, PT2
, violates the time-reversal invariance,

and the experimental constraint of the electron electric dipole moment can provide a severe

constraint on PT2
depending on the model.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.06279v2


1 Introduction

The operating high-intensity muon beamlines at Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex

(J-PARC) are being upgraded [1], and muon fundamental properties, such as the anomalous

magnetic moment (g − 2) and electric dipole moment (EDM), will be accurately examined [2].

The high-intensity muon beamlines are planned in the world [3]. The facilities can produce the

Muonium (a bound state of µ+e−), and they will examine the muonium-to-antimuonium (Mu-

to-Mu) transition [4, 5], which is an interesting phenomenological possibility with the lepton

flavor violation (LFV) [6, 7, 8, 9]. By using the beamline, the transverse positron polarization

in the polarized µ+ decay [10, 11, 12, 13] will be also measured to find a clue of new physics

[14].

The LFV is one of the keys of the new physics in the lepton sector since it directly indicates

that there is a new particle and interaction beyond the standard model (SM) at the TeV scale.

The LFV processes, such as µ→ eγ, µ→ 3e decays, and µ–e conversion in nuclei, are not yet

observed, and non-observation only gives severe bounds to the model parameters at present

[15, 16, 17]. We have to remark that the absence of such ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1 processes does

not necessarily mean that there is no new physics at the TeV-scale. Even if those processes

are absent, there is still plenty of room left for new physics in the lepton sector. Contrary to

the quark sector, the lepton sector may have a high affinity with discrete symmetry; e.g., the

atmospheric neutrino mixing is nearly maximal. Though it is surely important to search for

the ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1 processes, we need a close examination of the models beyond the SM

so as not to have a preconception that those processes are dominant in the new physics with

LFV. Indeed, if there is an approximate discrete flavor symmetry, the Mu-to-Mu transition as

a ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±2 process can be important to find new physics in the lepton sector while the

∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1 processes are suppressed. Since the constraints from the ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1

processes to obtain the Mu-to-Mu transition has been intensively investigated in Ref.[18], we

assume that the ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1 processes are absent by a discrete symmetry in order to make

the statements simple in this paper.

Let us suppose that the Mu-to-Mu transition rate is just below the current experimental

bound. We take notice of the existence of a new muon decay operator, if (at least) one of

the two muons and one of the two electrons are left-handed in the transition operator. The

coupling strength of the four-fermion operator is less than O(10−3) in the unit of the Fermi

coupling constant of the (V −A)× (V −A) muon decay in the SM from the experimental result

at the Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) [19]. If the new effective operator for the muon decay is

the type of (S − P )× (S + P ), the interference of the decay amplitudes can contribute to the
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transverse polarization of the e± from the polarized µ± decay in the primary order of the new

physics. Though the new coupling is bounded by the result of the Mu-to-Mu transition, near-

future experiments have the potential to observe the contributions from the new physics in the

transverse positron polarization. Actually, the high-intensity muon beam facility can examine

both the Mu-to-Mu transition and the transverse positron polarization in the polarized µ+

decay.

There are two independent transverse directions, and the positron polarizations are named

PT1
and PT2

. Let ke be the momentum of the positron and Pµ be the polarization vector (which

specifies the degree and the direction of the polarization) of µ+ at rest. The direction of PT2

is defined to be that of ke × Pµ. A non-zero value of PT2
violates the time-reversal invariance

(namely, CP invariance), and PT2
is extremely tiny in the SM. On the other hand, PT1

is non-

zero even in the SM, and its size is ∼ me/mµ and becomes smaller for larger positron energy.

Observing the transverse polarizations gives us a useful test of the fundamental interaction in

the lepton sector.

In this paper, we examine the relation between the Mu-to-Mu transition and the transverse

positron polarization in the polarized µ+ decay. The four-lepton operators (without right-

handed neutrinos) are generated by the tree-level exchange of the inert SU(2)L doublet, SU(2)L

triplet, dilepton gauge boson, and neutral flavor gauge boson. We show that they are related

in the case of the neutral flavor gauge boson, and the model can be tested in the near-future

experiment. The CP phases in the models are severely bounded by the experimental constraint

of the electron EDM (eEDM). We discuss whether the eEDM can allow the non-zero PT2
in

the models. We also describe the transverse positron polarization in the left-right model.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we review the formulation of the muon

decay and give the formula for the transverse polarization of the decayed e± in the polarized

µ± decay. In Section 3, we review the expressions of the Mu-to-Mu transition. In Section 4,

we describe the model of the neutral flavor gauge boson and show the relation between the

Mu-to-Mu transition and the transverse positron polarization in the µ+ decay. In Section 5,

we consider the other models which can generate the transverse positron polarization by the

tree-level exchange of mediators. Section 6 is devoted to the conclusion. In Appendix A, we

will give expressions of the Fierz transformation of the muon decay operators for Majorana

neutrinos. In Appendix B, we comment on the physical background of the model discussed in

Section 4. In Appendix C, we describe the constraints on the heavy-light neutrino mixing to

evaluate the transverse positron polarization from the muon decay operators with right-handed

neutrinos.

2



2 Transverse polarization of the decayed e± in the µ± decay

In this section, we review the formalism for the transverse polarizations of the decayed e± in

the polarized µ± decay [10, 11, 13]. We follow the convention given in the review by the Particle

Data Group [20]. In general, we can write the four-fermion interaction for the µ→ eνµν̄e decay

in the Lagrangian [21] by

−Lµ→eνµν̄e =
4GF√

2

∑

γ=S,V,T

∑

ǫ,m=R,L

gγǫm (eǫΓ
γνe) (νµΓγµm) + H.c., (2.1)

where GF is the Fermi constant, ΓS = 1, ΓV = γµ, and ΓT = σµν/
√
2. For simplicity to de-

scribe, we call the operators by using the dimensionless couplings, gγǫm. Since the two operators

of gTLL and gTRR are identically zero, there are ten independent couplings. The standard model

corresponds to gVLL = 1 and the other couplings being zero. We note that the flavor violat-

ing “wrong” muon decay µ → eνeν̄µ can interfere with the µ → eνµν̄e decay if the neutrinos

are Majorana fermions. We list the Fierz transformation of the operators for the Majorana

neutrinos in Appendix A.

When we neglect the radiative correction, the differential decay rate of µ± is given by

d2Γ

dxd cos θ
=
Ḡ2

F

4π3
mµW

4
eµ

√

x2 − x20 {FIS(x)± Pµ cos θFAS(x)}
{

1 + ζ̂ · Pe (x, θ)
}

(2.2)

for the emitted e± with its spin parallel to the arbitrary direction ζ̂ . Here Pµ is the magnitude

of the µ± polarization vector Pµ, and θ is the angle between Pµ and the e± momentum ke.

Defining the maximal e± energy,

Weµ =
m2

µ +m2
e

2mµ
, (2.3)

we use the dimensionless variables,

x =
Ee

Weµ
, x0 =

me

Weµ
, (2.4)

instead of the energy Ee and the rest energy E0 = me. The allowed value of x is between x0 and

1. We note that ḠF in Eq. (2.2) includes the new physics effect Ḡ2
F = G2

FA/16. See below for

the parameter A/16 ≃ 1. The muon decay constant determined by the muon lifetime is ḠF . As

we will note in the next section, the quadratic corrections from the new muon decay couplings

are bounded from the precision data relating to the universality of the weak couplings.

The polarization vector Pe of e± is defined by the differential decay rate in Eq.(2.2), and

the transverse components of Pe are defined by

PT1
≡ x̂1 · Pe, PT1

≡ x̂2 · Pe, (2.5)
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where the following three unit vectors are defined by using the two specific directions ke and

Pµ:

x̂3 =
ke

|ke|
, x̂2 =

ke ×Pµ

|ke ×Pµ|
, x̂1 = x̂2 × x̂3. (2.6)

The transverse components can be written as

PT1
(x, θ) =

Pµ sin θFT1
(x)

FIS(x)± Pµ cos θFAS(x)
, (2.7)

PT2
(x, θ) =

Pµ sin θFT2
(x)

FIS(x)± Pµ cos θFAS(x)
, (2.8)

where the functions FIS, FAS, FT1
, and FT2

depend on the coefficients gγǫm. Instead of using

the coefficients directly, it is practical to define the muon decay parameters for the spectrum

and the transverse polarization [22, 23, 24, 10]. For example, the function FT2
is written as

FT2
(x) =

1

3

√

x2 − x20

[

3
α′

A
(1− x) + 2

β′

A

√

1− x20

]

, (2.9)

where

α′ = 8 Im
[

gVLR
(

gS∗RL + 6gT∗RL

)

− gVRL

(

gS∗LR + 6gT∗LR

)]

, (2.10)

β′ = 4 Im
[

gVRRg
S∗
LL − gVLLg

S∗
RR

]

. (2.11)

It is important that the non-zero value of PT2
indicates the CP violation in the interaction. See

Refs.[11, 13, 20] for the definition of the other CP conserving parameters (a, a′, b, b′, c, c′, α, β;

or their recombination, ρ, δ, η, η′, ξ, ξ′, ξ′′, A) and the functions, FIS, FAS, and FT1
. Here, we

write about the case when there are only the following relevant operators for our purpose:

−Lµ→eνµν̄e =
4GF√

2

[

gVLL (eγαPLνe) (νµγαPLµ) + gSRR (ePLνe) (νµPRµ)

+gVRR (eγαPRνe) (νµ(x)γαPRµ) + gSLL (ePRνe) (νµPLµ)
]

+H.c. (2.12)

We obtain

a = a′ = α = α′ = c = c′ = 0, (2.13)

b = 4
(

∣

∣gVLL
∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣gVRR

∣

∣

2
)

+
∣

∣gSRR

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣gSLL
∣

∣

2
, (2.14)

b′ = −4
(

∣

∣gVLL
∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣gVRR

∣

∣

2
)

+
∣

∣gSRR

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣gSLL
∣

∣

2
, (2.15)

β = 4 Re
[

−gVRRg
S∗
LL − gVLLg

S∗
RR

]

, (2.16)

β′ = 4 Im
[

gVRRg
S∗
LL − gVLLg

S∗
RR

]

, (2.17)
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and the parameters for the muon decay spectrum (at the tree level) are given by

ρ = δ =
3

4
, η = η′ = 0, ξ′′ = 1, (2.18)

ξ = ξ′ = −4b′

A
, (2.19)

A ≡ a + 4b+ 6c = 4b. (2.20)

We obtain the functions for the spectrum and the transverse polarization of emitted e±,

FIS(x) =
1

6

(

−2x2 + 3x− x20
)

− 2β

A
(1− x) x0, (2.21)

FAS(x) =
ξ

6

√

x2 − x20

(

2x− 2 +

√

1− x20

)

, (2.22)

FT1
(x) = −1

6
(1− x) x0 +

2β

3A

(

x− x20
)

, (2.23)

FT2
(x) =

2β′

3A

√

(

1− x20
) (

x2 − x20
)

. (2.24)

As can be seen in Eq.(2.16), the gSRR operator can directly interfere with the gVLL operator

in the SM, and thus it can provide the primary contribution from the new physics beyond the

SM. The other contributions are all quadratic (including all the other operators). Since x0 in

FIS is small (x0 = 9.67 × 10−3) due to me ≪ mµ, it is important to observe PT1
and PT2

to

extract the primary effect in the muon decay. The analysis of the current experimental results

at PSI shows [12, 13, 25]

β

A
= (1.1± 3.5 (statistical)± 0.5 (systematic))× 10−3, (2.25)

β′

A
= (−1.3 ± 3.5 (statistical)± 0.6 (systematic))× 10−3, (2.26)

if gSRR is the only source of the new physics. The experimental accuracy has not yet reached the

size of the SM contribution in PT1
. Though the current experimental bounds for β, β′ are loose

yet, we expect that the hundred-times-intense new muon beamlines in the world can develop

the observation of the transverse positron polarization for β/A, β′/A ∼ 10−3. The sensitivity of

the order of 10−3 of those values in the near-future experiment at J-PARC can be also expected

from the simulation in Ref.[14].
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3 Mu-to-Mu transition

The effective Mu-to-Mu transition operators in the Lagrangian is given as [26]

−LMu−Mu =
4GF√

2
[g1(µ̄γ

αPLe)(µ̄γαPLe) + g2(µ̄γ
αPRe)(µ̄γαPRe) (3.1)

+g3(µ̄γ
αPLe)(µ̄γαPRe) + g4(µ̄PLe)(µ̄PLe) + g5(µ̄PRe)(µ̄PRe)] + H.c.

There are four states (F,m) = (0, 0), (1, 0), and (1,±1) in the 1S orbital of Mu. The transition

amplitudes for the (F,m) states are

M0,0 = −8(mredαem)
3

√
2π

(

g1 + g2 −
3

2
g3 −

1

4
g4 −

1

4
g5

)

GF , (3.2)

M1,m = −8(mredαem)
3

√
2π

(

g1 + g2 +
1

2
g3 −

1

4
g4 −

1

4
g5

)

GF , (3.3)

where mred = memµ/(me + mµ) ≃ me is the reduced mass between the muon and electron,

and αem is the fine structure constant.

The external magnetic field mixes the (0, 0) and (1, 0) states, and the amplitudes in the

magnetic flux density B are given as [27, 28]

MB
0,0 =

1

2

(

M0,0 −M1,0 +
M0,0 +M1,0√

1 +X2

)

, (3.4)

MB
1,0 =

1

2

(

−M0,0 +M1,0 +
M0,0 +M1,0√

1 +X2

)

, (3.5)

where X = 6.31×B/Tesla. On the other hand, the magnetic field splits the (1,±1) states, and

the oscillations of the (1,±1) states are dropped in the magnetic field for B >∼ 0.01 Tesla.

The time-integrated transition probability at the PSI experiment is given as

P = 2τ2
(

|c0,0|2|MB
0,0|2 + |c1,0|2|MB

1,0|2
)

, (3.6)

where |cF,m|2 gives the population of the Mu states, and τ is the Mu lifetime. The result by

the PSI experiment at the magnetic flux density B = 0.1 Tesla is [19]

P < 8.3× 10−11. (3.7)

If g3 = 0, we obtain

P =
64m6

redα
6τ2G2

F

π2

∣

∣

∣
g1 + g2 −

1

4
g4 −

1

4
g5

∣

∣

∣

2 |c0,0|2 + |c1,0|2
1 +X2

. (3.8)
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The PSI experimental result is decoded as

∣

∣

∣
g1 + g2 −

1

4
g4 −

1

4
g5

∣

∣

∣
< 3.0× 10−3. (3.9)

If g3 6= 0 and the others are zero, we find

|g3| < 2.1× 10−3. (3.10)

We use the population of Mu states, |c0,0|2 = 0.32, |c1,0|2 = 0.18.

The Mu-to-Mu transition operators are generated at the tree level by the following media-

tors [18]:

1. Neutral flavor gauge boson (→ g1, g2, g3)

2. Neutral scalar in an inert SU(2)L doublet (→ g3, g4, g5)

3. Doubly-charged scalar in the SU(2)L,R triplet (→ g1, g2)

4. Dilepton gauge boson in a SU(3)l × U(1)X extension of electroweak symmetry (→ g3)

If the Mu-to-Mu transition is generated, new muon decay operators are also induced, especially

for the g1 and g3 terms. For the g2, g4, and g5 terms, new muon decays are induced if the right-

handed neutrinos are lighter than muon. Through the mixings of the left- and right-handed

neutrinos, muons can also decay to active neutrinos plus an electron.

We note that the four-fermion operators induced by the mediators can modify the decay

constant, ḠF in Eq.(2.2), and therefore, the universality of the decay constants can constrain

the masses of the mediators and their flavor-dependent couplings. However, the Mu-to-Mu

transition (if induced) can provide stronger experimental constraints on the couplings than

the electroweak precision and high energy Bhabha scattering. Corrections to the muon decay

operators to induce the transverse positron polarization in the µ+ decay for our target are

about 10−3, and they can be a deeper probe than the current experiments. Therefore, we do

not describe the current experimental constraints from the electroweak precisions in this paper.

See Refs.[29, 30, 31, 32, 33] for the experimental constraints. We also note that the contributions

to muon and electron g − 2 are too small to explain their anomalies as a consequence of the

10−3 size of the induced coupling in our context.

In the next section, we will consider the model of the neutral flavor gauge boson, and we

show that the Mu-to-Mu transition and the correction to PT1
in the polarized µ+ decay are

related. In the subsequent section, we will also study the other models.
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4 Neutral flavor gauge boson

The interactions to the neutral gauge boson X to generate the Mu-to-Mu transition are written

as

L = gX(ℓµγαℓe + ℓeγαℓµ)X
α + agX(e−iϕµRγαeR + eiϕeRγαµR)X

α, (4.1)

where ℓe and ℓµ are the left-handed lepton doublets:

ℓe =

(

νeL

eL

)

, ℓµ =

(

νµL

µL

)

, (4.2)

and a is a U(1)′ charge for the right-handed charged leptons. In Appendix B, we give a

construction of this model. Here, we only mention that the interactions have a discrete lepton

flavor symmetry, and they do not induce the ∆Le,∆Lµ = ±1 processes, such as µ → eγ,

µ → 3e. See Ref.[18] for the bound of the ∆Le,∆Lµ = ±1 processes in the case where the

discrete symmetry is not exact. There can be a physical phase parameter ϕ in the coupling

in general. The phase in the left-handed lepton couplings can be rotated away without loss of

generality.

The Mu-to-Mu transition operators can be generated by the exchange of the neutral gauge

boson, and we obtain

g1 =
g2X

4
√
2M2

XGF

, g2 = a2e−2iϕ g2X
4
√
2M2

XGF

, g3 = 2ae−iϕ g2X
4
√
2M2

XGF

, (4.3)

where MX is the mass of the neutral gauge boson.

The interaction can also generate the following eEDM via a loop diagram with the muon

mass insertion in the internal line:

de
e

= mµ

2ag2X sinϕ

64π2M2
X

G

(

m2
µ

M2
X

)

=
mµGF Im g∗3

8
√
2π2

G

(

m2
µ

M2
X

)

, (4.4)

where G is a loop function,

G(x) =
4− 3x− x3 + 6x ln x

(1− x)3
. (4.5)

The experimental bound of the eEDM is [34]

|de| < 1.1× 10−29 e · cm. (4.6)

One needs |ϕ| <∼ 10−5 if we consider the |g3| ∼ 2×10−3 region which is near the current bound

from the Mu-to-Mu transition experiment in Eq.(3.10). Therefore, we suppose that there is no

CP phase in the interaction, ϕ = 0.
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Figure 1: We plot the muon decay parameter β/A as a function of the model parameter a, supposing
that the probability of the Mu-to-Mu transition is just at the current experimental bound. The
transition experiment allows a larger magnitude of β/A for positive values than for negative values.

The exchange of the neutral gauge boson can also induce the muon decay operators. Using

the Fierz transformation,

(νµLγνeL)(eRγµR) = −2(eRνe)(νµµR), (4.7)

we find

gSRR = −2g3. (4.8)

Similarly, the exchange can induce the correction of gVLL,

∆gVLL = g1. (4.9)

If the neutrinos are Majorana fermions, we also find

gVRR = −g3, gSLL = 2g1. (4.10)

From the definitions of the muon decay parameters β in Eq.(2.16), we obtain

β = 4(+2g1g3 + 2g3(1 + g1)) ≃ 8g3. (4.11)

The model parameters are constrained by the time-integrated transition probability (with

B = 0.1 T) given in Eq.(3.6). Since there are no ∆Le, ∆Lµ = ±1 processes in the model

in Eq.(4.1) and the Mu-to-Mu transition gives the strongest constraints, the experimental

constraints for the model parameters gX ,MX and a are governed by the bound of the transition

probability in Eq.(3.7). We assume that the neutral gauge boson is heavier than the muon. In

future, Belle II (the ILC) can directly search for the boson with MX . 10 GeV (O(100) GeV)

if its integrated luminosity accumulates enough. The transition probability is proportional to

|c0,0|2 |−1.68g3 + g1 + g2|2 + |c1,0|2 |0.68g3 + g1 + g2|2 . (4.12)

9



β/� = 0 β/� = 0.0012 β/� = -0.0007

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
-0.010

-0.005

0.000

0.005

�

P
T
1

Figure 2: We plot PT1
(θ = π/2) as a function of the reduced positron energy, x = Ee/Weµ, for

various β/A. The SM case corresponds to β/A = 0.

Notice that g1 and g2 are positive, and g3 can be either positive and negative. One can find that

the magnitude of g3 allowed by the transition experiment depends on the sign of g3. Indeed,

the larger magnitude is allowed for g3 > 0. In Fig.1, we show a plot of β/A as a function of a,

assuming that the transition probability is just the upper bound from the PSI experiment.

In Fig.2, we plot PT1
given in Eq.(2.7). We choose β/A = 0.0012 and β/A = −0.0007 which

are allowed by the experimental result of the Mu-to-Mu transition. The electron mass can

induce PT1
in the SM case, β/A = 0. Around the maximal energy of the positron, PT1

tends

to zero. As can be found from Eq.(2.23), PT1
changes its sign for β > 0 for larger energy. We

note that the differential decay width given in Eq.(2.2) is larger for the larger positron energy,

and the near-future experiment may observe the change of the sign.

5 Other models

As examined in the previous section, the flavor neutral gauge boson can generate both the Mu-

to-Mu transition and the transverse positron polarization PT1
in the muon decay, and those two

are related. In this section, we study other models to generate the new muon decay operators

and see if the transverse polarizations are related with the Mu-to-Mu transition.

We first enumerate the interactions to generate the following new muon decay operators at
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the tree level:

(a) heeeRℓeΦ+ hµµµRℓµΦ + H.c., (5.1)

(b) heµeRℓµΦ+ hµeµRℓeΦ + H.c., (5.2)

(c) κeeℓceℓe∆L + κµµℓcµℓµ∆L +H.c., (5.3)

(d) κeµ(ℓceℓµ∆L + ℓcµℓe∆L) + H.c., (5.4)

(e) f(ℓceℓµS
+ − ℓcµℓeS

+) + H.c., (5.5)

(f) g3l((eR)cγαℓeY
α + (µR)cγαℓµY

α) + H.c., (5.6)

(g) g3l((eR)cγαℓµY
α + (µR)cγαℓeY

α) + H.c., (5.7)

(h) gX(ℓeγαℓµX
α + a eRγαµRX

α) + H.c. (5.8)

Here, Φ is a SU(2)L inert doublet which does not have a vacuum expectation value (vev), ∆L

is a SU(2)L triplet whose vev can generate the type-II neutrino masses [35, 36, 37, 38], and S+

is a SU(2)L singlet with hypercharge Y = 1. The couplings to ∆L and S+ are written in terms

of the components as

ℓcaℓb∆L = (νaL)cνbL∆L − 1√
2

(

(νaL)cebL + (eaL)cνbL
)

∆+
L + (eaL)cebL∆

++
L , (5.9)

ℓcaℓbS
+ =

(

(νaL)cebL − (eaL)cνbL
)

S+. (5.10)

The vector field Yα = (Y ++
α , Y +

α ) denotes a multiplet of the dilepton gauge boson in a model

with gauge extension, and Xα is a flavor neutral gauge boson, which we have studied in the

previous section. The coexistence of (a) and (b) suffers from the LFV decay constraints if the

couplings are sizable. The same is true for the coexistence of (c) and (d), and that of (f) and

(g). A discrete flavor symmetry can forbid the coexistence of them. For example, we assign

the discrete charges ci to the lepton fields and the SM Higgs H as

ℓe, eR : c1, ℓµ, µR : c2, ℓτ , τR : c3, H : 0, (5.11)

and ci’s are all different. If the charge of Φ is 0, case (a) is obtained. If we assign the discrete

charge n to Φ under Z2n symmetry and c1 − c2 ≡ n, we obtain case (b). In fact, Φ and H

should not mix in case (b) to suppress the LFV, which can be also controlled by the discrete

symmetry. For (e), it also suffers from the LFV if S+ also couples to τ . These are all the lepton

bilinear couplings (without right-handed neutrinos) that cause muon decays at the tree level.

The muon decay operators from the couplings with the right-handed neutrinos are suppressed

by the heavy-light neutrino mixings, which will be studied in the context of the left-right model

later.
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Table 1: We list which muon decay operators are induced from the respective interactions and
mediators given in Eqs.(5.1)-(5.8). We assume that the neutrinos are Majorana to make it interfere
with the SM decay operator if the induced operator is for µ → ν̄µνee (See Appendix A). In the fourth
column, we put “Im” if the phase of the coefficient is allowed. The ♯ mark is attached if the phase
is constrained from the existence of the (ΦH̃)2 term in the scalar potential (See explanations in the
text). If the eEDM constrains the phase, we put “Re (∵ eEDM)”. In the fifth column, we put the
transition operators if they are induced.

interaction mediator operator phase Mu-to-Mu

(a) Φ+ gSRR Im

(b) Φ+ gVRR Im (♯) g3

(c) ∆+

L gSLL Im g1

(d) or (e) ∆+

L or S+ gVLL Im

(a)+(c) Φ+–∆+

L gSLR,RL Im g1

(b)+((d) or (e)) Φ+– (∆+

L or S+) gS,TLR,RL Im g3

(b)+(d) Φ0–∆0
L gS,TLR,RL Im g3

(b)+(d) Φ0∗–∆0
L gVLR,RL Im g3

(f) Y + gVRR Im g3

(g) Y + gSRR Re (∵ eEDM)

(h) X gS,VRR , gS,VLL Re (∵ eEDM) g1,g2,g3

In Table 1, we list the muon decay operators which can be induced by the interactions from

(a) to (h). If the induced muon decay process is µ → eνeνµ, which does not interfere with

µ→ eνeνµ, the Fierz-transformed operator given in Appendix A is shown by assuming that the

neutrinos are Majorana. One can see that gSRR can be induced in the cases (a), (g), and (h),

and PT1
can be modified from the SM since β/A can be ∼ 10−3. Due to the constraint of the

eEDM, only case (a) can generate β′/A ∼ 10−3, and PT2
can be observed in the near-future

experiments. Only case (h) can relate the transverse polarization and the Mu-to-Mu transition

as discussed in the previous section.

5.1 Inert Higgs doublet Φ

The interaction (a) can directly induce gSRR via Φ+ exchange,

gSRR ∝ heeh
∗

µµ. (5.12)

The EDMs for electron and muon are obtained by a Φ0 loop diagram, and

da ∝ ma Imh
2
aa

(

f(ma,M
2
Re)− f(ma,M

2
Im)
)

(a = e, µ), (5.13)
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where MRe and MIm are the masses of the real and imaginary parts of Φ0, and f is a loop

function. One can find that gSRR can be complex without contradicting EDMs for electron

and muon if h2ee is real or MRe = MIm. The magnitude of the muon EDM (µEDM) for

PT2
∼ O(10−3) in the case of imaginary hµµ andMRe 6=MIm is estimated to be O(10−24) e·cm,

which is far below the current experimental bound [39, 40]. The absence of (ΦH̃)(ΦH̃) term

(H is a Higgs doublet which acquires a vev) can make MRe =MIm, though discrete symmetries

cannot realize it in non-supersymmetric models. We note that the size of the (ΦH̃)(ΦH̃) term

is related with the radiative neutrino mass with the inert doublet [41]. Anyway, gSRR can be

complex, and therefore, both PT1
and PT2

can be observed in the near-future experiment in

this case. The Mu-to-Mu transition is not induced.

In case (b), the operator which is induced by the charge scalar Φ+ exchange is

(eRνµ)(νeµR), (5.14)

which is not gSRR. If the neutrinos are Majorana, the induced operator can become gVRR (instead

of gSRR). We find that the relation of the Mu-to-Mu transition is

gVRR ≃ −g∗3 ∝ heµh
∗

µe. (5.15)

The eEDM is

de ∝ mµ Im(hµeheµ)
(

f(mµ,M
2
Re)− f(mµ,M

2
Im)
)

. (5.16)

The coupling of (ΦH̃)(ΦH̃) term and only one of hµe and heµ can be made to be real by the

redefinition of the lepton fields and Φ. Therefore, in order to make Im gVRR 6= 0 in agreement

with the eEDM, MRe = MIm is needed in this case. We note that the eEDM diagram hits

the muon mass at the internal line, while the electron mass is hit for the µEDM and thus the

µEDM becomes much smaller than the eEDM.

If we take into account the light-heavy neutrino mixings, gSRR can be induced even in the

case (b). The current neutrino state can be written by the mass eigenstates as

νa = Uaiνi +XaINI . (5.17)

See Appendix C for the neutrino mixing matrix. We find

{β, β′} ∼ {Reg3, Img3}
∑

i,j

UeiU
∗

µiU
∗

ejUµj . (5.18)

We have supposed that NI ’s are heavier than muon. Using the unitarity relation, we find
∑

i

UeiU
∗

µi = −
∑

I

XeIX
∗

µI . (5.19)

This magnitude is constrained by the µ → eγ decay process, and the transverse positron

polarizations are tiny in the case (b).
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5.2 Type-II seesaw

The interactions (c) and (d) are available for type-II seesaw neutrino masses when the SU(2)L

triplet ∆L acquires a vev.

In case (c), the gSLL muon decay operator is generated by ∆+
L exchange, if the neutrinos are

Majorana. The Mu-to-Mu transition operator (g1) is also generated by ∆++
L exchange:

gSLL = 2g∗1. (5.20)

In case (d), the gVLL contribution of the muon decay is generated, while it does not induce the

Mu-to-Mu transition. The type-II seesaw interactions do not generate the EDMs, and thus,

the induced coefficients can be imaginary.

5.3 Type-II seesaw + inert doublet Φ

The β, β′ parameters for the transverse polarizations in Eqs.(2.16) and (2.17) are not generated

from the type-II seesaw terms alone. If we add the inert doublet Φ and there are multiple

contributions (b)+(c), β, β′ can be generated and they relate with the Mu-to-Mu transitions

as follows:

{β, β′} = {Re, Im}(8g∗1g3). (5.21)

Those magnitudes are less than O(10−5) from the PSI bound of the Mu-to-Mu transition.

The scalar trilinear term ΦH∆L is allowed, and it can induce a Φ-∆L mixing since the SM

Higgs doublet H acquire a vev. Then, gS,V,TLR,RL operators can be generated (See Table 1). Among

them, gVLR,RL can be generated by the neutral scalar exchange with (ΦH̃)(ΦH̃) insertion in the

interaction with (b)+(d). The generated operators are

gS,TLR ∝ κ∗eµh
∗

µe, gS,TRL ∝ κeµheµ, gVLR ∝ κeµh
∗

µe, gVRL ∝ κ∗eµheµ. (5.22)

We note that the coupling of ΦH∆L can be made to be real by the phase redefinition of ∆L.

We obtain the CP violating parameter α′ in Eq.(2.10) for PT2
as

α′ ∝ |κeµ|2 Im(hµeheµ). (5.23)

As explained, the existence of the (ΦH̃)(ΦH̃) term can conflict with the eEDM, and hµe and

heµ should be real. As a consequence, the muon decay parameter α′ is severely constrained by

the eEDM in this model.
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5.4 Dilepton gauge boson

In the dilepton gauge model [42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47] whose gauge symmetry is SU(3)c×SU(3)l×
U(1)X , the leptons are unified in one multiplet, 3∗ representation of SU(3)l, La = (la,−νa, lca).
The gauge interaction (in two-component spinor notation) of the dilepton gauge boson is given

as

L = g3l(νaσ
µlcaY

+
µ − laσ

µlcaY
++
µ ) + H.c. (5.24)

The Higgs boson to generate the charged lepton masses are 3∗ and 6 under SU(3)l. Remind

that the coupling matrices with 3∗ and 6 are anti-symmetric and symmetric, respectively, under

the generation index a. If the Yukawa couplings with the 3∗ Higgs boson are absent, the mass

matrix is symmetric and the gauge interaction of the mass eigenstates is given by (f). By

adopting a discrete flavor symmetry, e.g., L1 : 1, L2 : 2, L3 : 0, 3∗ and 6 : 0 under Z3, the

allowed Yukawa couplings can be

L1L2 3
∗ − L2L1 3

∗ + L1L26+ L2L16+ L3L36. (5.25)

In this case, the gauge interaction is given by (g), because the multiplets are La = (e,−νe, µc),
(µ,−νµ, ec), and (τ,−ντ , τ c). In order to make me ≪ mµ, one needs a fine-tuning.

In case (f), the Mu-to-Mu transition operator g3 is generated by the Y ++ exchange. The

gVRR muon decay operator can be generated by the Y + exchange,

gVRR = −g∗3, (5.26)

assuming that the neutrinos are Majorana.

In case (g), the gSRR muon decay operator is generated by the Y + exchange. Therefore, the

modification of PT1
from the SM can be sizable to detect in the muon decay experiments. In

general, the couplings with Y + are complex in the basis where the charged lepton masses are

real. However, the complex couplings can induce the eEDM via the Y ++ loop diagram. Due

to the eEDM bound, the phase of gSRR has to be tiny, and PT2
will not be observed in the

near-future experiment.

5.5 Left-right model

The involvement of the right-handed neutrinos also provides muon decay operators which can

interfere with the SM decay amplitude. Though their contributions are small due to the heavy-

light neutrino mixings as we mentioned, we describe the contributions to gSRR in the left-right

model, SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)B−L gauge theory, as a pedagogical guide.
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We introduce a SU(2)R triplet ∆R and consider the interaction,

ℓceRℓeR∆R + ℓcµRℓµR∆R +H.c., (5.27)

where ℓR is a SU(2)R doublet, e.g., ℓeR = (NeR, eR)
T . The vev of the SU(2)R triplet breaks

SU(2)R×U(1)B−L down to U(1)Y , and also generates the Majorana masses of the right-handed

neutrinos. The ∆++
R exchange generates the g2 operator of the Mu-to-Mu transition. The ∆+

R

exchange generates

(eR(N
c
e )L)((N

c
µ)LµR). (5.28)

We use the notation of the neutrino mixing matrix given in Appendix C, and the current

neutrino state can be written by the mass eigenstates as

(Nc
α)L = Vαiνi + YαINI . (5.29)

We obtain

{β, β′} = {Re, Im}
(

−8g∗2

∑

i,j

UeiV
∗

eiU
∗

µjVµj

)

. (5.30)

We remark that the magnitude of UeiV
∗

ei is directly constrained by the neutrinoless double

beta decay (0ν2β). The unitarity and the decay universality restrict UµiV
∗

µi = −XµIY
∗

µI (See

Appendix C). The induced size of |β(′)| is estimated to be less than O(10−7).

The tree-level WR gauge boson exchange can generate the gSRR operator if the neutrinos are

Majorana [48]. Using

(eRγNeR)(NµRγµR) = 2(eR(N
c
µ)L)((N

c
e )LµR), (5.31)

we obtain the muon decay parameter from the WR exchange as

{β, β′} = {Re, Im}
(

−8
g2R
g2L

M2
WL

M2
WR

∑

i,j

UeiV
∗

µiU
∗

µjVej

)

, (5.32)

which is also very tiny due to the WR mass bound from the LHC [49, 50, 51, 52] and 0ν2β.

For a native estimation of the quantity |
∑

i,j UeiV
∗

µiU
∗

µjVej | (See Appendix C), we obtain |β(′)|
is less than O(10−8). Even for more conservative estimation of the quantity, |β(′)| is less than
O(10−6).

6 Conclusion

The new leptonic interactions with a discrete flavor symmetry can induce the Mu-to-Mu tran-

sition and the transverse polarization of e± in the polarized µ± decay, which can be of a size
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that will be observable at the facilities with high-intensity muon beamlines. We have studied

whether the transition rate and the transverse polarization can be related.

There are three candidates of the mediators to induce the testable muon decay parameter

β for the transverse positron polarization in the near future:

• Neutral flavor gauge boson,

• Inert doublet,

• Dilepton gauge boson.

Among them, in the model of the neutral flavor gauge boson, the Mu-to-Mu transition and the

β parameter (the correction of the transverse positron polarization PT1
) are indeed related. A

larger contribution is allowed by the Mu-to-Mu transition experiment for the positive value of β

than the negative value (PT1
changes its sign depending on the positron energy for positive β).

The other direction of the transverse polarization, PT2
, is constrained by the non-observation

of the eEDM.

In the model with an inert scalar doublet (which does not acquire a vev), one of the Mu-

to-Mu transition and the correction to the transverse positron polarization can be observed.

The non-zero value of PT2
does not conflict with the eEDM in this model. In the dilepton

gauge boson, one of the the Mu-to-Mu transition and the correction to the transverse positron

polarization can be observed. The non-observation of the eEDM restricts PT2
. Though the

observable size of the Mu-to-Mu transition can be induced in the model with SU(2)L and

SU(2)R triplet scalars, the correction to the transverse polarization is smaller than the three

above.
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A Fierz transformations of the muon decay operators for Majorana

neutrinos

The following identical equations hold for four-component fermions ψ and χ:

ψχ = χcψc, ψγµχ = −χcγµψc, ψσµνχ = −χcσµνψc, (A.1)
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where ψc = Cψ
T
and C is a charge conjugation matrix. Using these, one finds for Majorana

neutrinos ν = νc,

(eRνaL)(νbLµR) = −1

2
(eRγµR)(νbLγνaL) =

1

2
(eRγµR)(νaRγνbR)

=
1

2
(eRγνbR)(νaRγµR). (A.2)

Similarly,

(eLνaR)(νbRµL) =
1

2
(eLγνbL)(νaLγµL), (A.3)

Here, we omit the obvious Lorentz indices of γµ for their contraction. For example, though

(eRνµL)(νeLµR) does not interfere with the usual µ → eνeνµ decay amplitude for Dirac neu-

trinos, it can be made to be an operator to interfere with it for Majorana neutrinos using the

above equation.

One can also obtain for ν = νc,

(eLγνaL)(νbRγµR) = (eLγνbL)(νaRγµR), (A.4)

(eLνaR)(νbLµR) = −1

2
(eLνbR)(νaLµR) +

1

8
(eLσνbR)(νaLσµR), (A.5)

(eLσνaR)(νbLσµR) = 6(eLνbR)(νaLµR) +
1

2
(eLσνbR)(νaLσµR), (A.6)

and the same for the exchange of L↔ R.

B The model with the neutral flavor gauge boson

We describe the construction of the model with the neutral flavor gauge boson discussed in

Section 4.

Table 2 shows extra U(1) charge assignments of the lepton fields. The extra U(1) symmetries

do not cause gauge anomalies: [SU(3)c]
2U(1)n, [SU(2)L]

2U(1)n, [U(1)Y ]
2U(1)n, [U(1)n]

2U(1)Y ,

[U(1)n]
3, [U(1)1]

2U(1)2, [U(1)2]
2U(1)1, and [gravity]2U(1)n (n = 1, 2).

The ℓ3 and e3R fields are identified to the third generation, and the Yukawa interaction to

generate the mass of the tau lepton can be directly written. The Yukawa interaction to generate

the electron and muon masses can be obtained by introducing the vector-like fermions, L, E,

as in usual flavor models:

−LY = y1φ
∗

1LRℓ1 + y2φ1LRℓ2+ y′1φ
∗

2e1REL+ y′2φ2e2REL+ yELH +MLLL+MEEE. (B.1)

By integrating out the vector-like fermions, one obtains

− LY = (Yℓ)ijeiRℓiH, (B.2)
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Table 2: We list the U(1)1 × U(1)2 charge assignments of the left-handed lepton doublets ℓi, right-
handed charged leptons eiR, and SM singlet scalar fields, φ, φ1, φ2. The scalar field φ breaks the
U(1)1 × U(1)2 down to U(1)′. The scalar fields φ1, φ2 break the remaining U(1)′ symmetry, and can
generate the Yukawa interaction of the first and second generations of the charged leptons. The U(1)
charges of the quark fields are all zero.

fields ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3 e1R e2R e3R φ φ1 φ2

U(1)1 charge +1 −1 0 +1 −1 0 a1 1 1

U(1)2 charge +1 −1 0 −1 +1 0 a2 1 −1

U(1)′ charge +1 −1 0 a −a 0 0 1 a

and

Yℓ = − y

MLME

(

y1y
′

1φ
∗

1φ
∗

2 y1y
′

2φ
∗

1φ2

y2y
′

1φ1φ
∗

2 y2y
′

2φ1φ2

)

. (B.3)

We note that the electron is massless (at the tree level) if only one set of the vector-like fermions

are introduced as given in Eq.(B.1). Introducing one more set of the vector-like fermions, one

obtains a tree-level electron mass, though we do not write it explicitly to avoid the complication

of the expression.

We suppose that the U(1)1 × U(1)2 symmetry is broken down to U(1)′ by a vev of a scalar

φ whose charges are given in Table 2. By redefining the normalization of the U(1)′ charge, the

U(1)′ charge for the right-handed charged lepton is

a =
a2 + a1
a2 − a1

. (B.4)

We note that U(1)2 (U(1)1) is just broken if a1 = 0 (a2 = 0), and one obtains a = 1 (a = −1)

trivially, which returns to special charge assignments given in Ref.[53]. We assume that the vev

of φ is much larger than the vevs of φ1 and φ2 which break U(1)′, and we ignore the contribution

from the exchange of the heavier extra gauge boson in Section 4.

If the Lagrangian in Eq.(B.1) has an exchange symmetry under ℓ1 ↔ ℓ2, e1R ↔ e2R,

(namely, y1 = y2, y
′

1 = y′2; their phases can be different in more general exchange symmetry),

the fields ℓi and eiR can be written in terms the mass eigenstates ℓe, ℓµ, eR, µR as

ℓ1 =
ℓe + eiϕLℓµ√

2
, ℓ2 =

ℓe − eiϕLℓµ√
2

, e1R =
eR + eiϕRµR√

2
, e2R =

eR − eiϕRµR√
2

. (B.5)

We remark that the Yukawa couplings can have phases in general and there can be phases in

the linear combinations in Eq.(B.5) in the basis where the electron and muon mass is real. The
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gauge interaction is calculated as

L = gX(ℓ1γαℓ1 − ℓ2γαℓ2)X
α + agX(e1Rγαe1R − e2Rγαe2R)X

α (B.6)

= gX(e−iϕLℓµγαℓe + eiϕLℓeγαℓµ)X
α + agX(e−iϕRµRγαeR + eiϕReRγαµR)X

α.

By a phase redefinition, ℓµ → e−iϕLℓµ and µR → e−iϕLµR, which does not change the phase of

the muon mass, we obtain Eq.(4.1) with one physical phase ϕ = ϕR − ϕL.

C Heavy-light neutrino mixings

In order to evaluate the muon decay operators which contain right-handed neutrinos, we need

to know the size of the heavy-light neutrino mixings. Here, we list the knowledge on it.

Before we study the constraints on the mixings, we define the neutrino mixing matrix. We

work on the basis where the charged-lepton mass matrix is diagonal. The neutrino mass term

is given as

− Lm =
1

2

(

(νc)R NR

)

M
(

νL

(Nc)L

)

+H.c., (C.1)

where ν and N are current-basis left- and right-handed neutrinos, and the 6× 6 neutrino mass

matrix M is written as

M =

(

0 mD

mT
D MN

)

. (C.2)

The mass eigenstates ν′, N ′ are given as
(

νL

(Nc)L

)

= U
(

ν′L

N ′

L

)

, (C.3)

and

UTMU = diag(MI) = diag(mi,MI). (C.4)

We choose phases in U so that MI ’s are real. We use index i for the light neutrino mass

eigenstates, index I for the “heavy” neutrino mass eigenstates, and index I for both states.

For the generation index in the current basis, we use a, b. For convenience, we define

U =

(

U X

V Y

)

. (C.5)

Namely,

νaL = Uaiν
′

iL +XaIN
′

IL, (C.6)

Nc
aL = Vaiν

′

iL + YaIN
′

IL. (C.7)
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In the following, the mass eigenstates νi and NI are defined as Majorana fermions, namely,

νi ≡ ν′iL + (ν′iL)
c and NI ≡ N ′

IL + (N ′

IL)
c.

Our concern is the constraints of the size of Vai, i.e., the mass eigenstate of the active

neutrino in the current basis of the right-handed neutrino Nc
aL. Because of the unitarity of the

mixing matrix U , we obtain

UaiV
∗

bi +XaIY
∗

bI = 0. (C.8)

Therefore, let us first enumerate the constraints on XaI [54, 55].

1. The mixings are bounded by electroweak precision data

∑

I

|XeI |2,
∑

I

|XµI |2 <∼ 0.003, (C.9)

individually. This obeys the unitarity
∑

i

|Uai|2 = 1 −
∑

I

|XaI |2 and the universality of

the four-fermion decays. If the new muon decay operators are added, the bound can be

modified, but then the contribution to the muon decay parameters from the new operators

will be dominant. If NI is lighter than the Z boson, the new decay modes constrain the

mixing more severely depending on their channel.

2. The product of |XeIXµI | is bounded by the µ→ eγ decay process as follows:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

I

X∗

µIXeIF

(

M2
I

M2
W

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<∼ 4× 10−5, (C.10)

where

F (x) =
x(1 − 6x+ 3x2 + 2x3 − 6x2 ln x)

(1− x)4
. (C.11)

3. For one generation (2× 2 neutrino mass matrix), the light neutrino mass in type-I seesaw

is mν = m2
D/MN , and the mixing is (XαI)

2 = m2
D/M

2
N = mν/MN , and therefore, the

Mu-to-Mu transition is tiny. For a three-generation case, there are degrees of freedom

to enlarge the mixings, XeI and XµI , while keeping the tree-level active neutrino masses

tiny.

4. If the light–heavy neutrino mixing is enlarged, a sizable active neutrino mass can be

generated by the Z boson loop diagram [56],

(Mν)
1−loop
ab ≃ α2

4π cos2 θW

∑

I

XaIXbI

M3
I

M2
I −M2

Z

ln
M2

Z

M2
I

. (C.12)
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The loop-induced neutrino mass can be canceled if the heavy neutrino masses are degen-

erate (M1 = −M2, Xa1 = Xa2). If the heavy neutrino masses are not degenerate and

one wants to avoid unnatural cancellation between the tree-level and one-loop neutrino

masses, we need XaI <∼ O(10−5) for MI ∼ 1 TeV. Therefore, we usually suppose that

there is a mass degeneracy in the heavy neutrino sector to obtain a size of the mixing

XaI .

5. The neutrinoless double beta decay (0ν2β) process via the heavy neutrinos X2
eI/MI , which

can be canceled for the degenerate heavy neutrino masses. If it is not canceled, the current

half-lifetime gives the bound

|XeI |2 <∼ 10−5 × MI

1 TeV
. (C.13)

Next, let us see the direct constraints on Vai [57, 58].

In the left-right model, the 0ν2β process can be induced via WL –WR mixing and the WR

coupling to the right-handed electron, and UeiV
∗

ei is bounded as

|UeiV
∗

ei| <∼ O(10−4)× gL
gR

10−5

ξLR
, (C.14)

where ξLR is a WL –WR mixing, and gL and gR are the WL and WR coupling constants.

One often considers the so-called inverse seesaw by adding singlet fermions NS . The 9× 9

mass matrix for N = (νL, (N
c)L, NS)

T is

M =









0 mD 0

mT
D µN MS

0 MT
S µS









. (C.15)

We denote the 9× 9 unitary matrix to diagonalize the mass matrix M as

U =









U X

V Y

W Z









, (C.16)

where U, V,W are 3 × 3 matrices, and X, Y, Z are 3 × 6 matrices. The light neutrino mass

matrix is

M light
ν ≃ mD(M

T
S )

−1µSM
−1
S mT

D, (C.17)

for the small Majorana mass µS . In the left-right model, the Dirac mass mD is the naively

similar size of the charged lepton masses, which is not good to obtain sub-eV neutrino masses
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in the TeV-scale model. In the inverse seesaw, the tiny neutrino masses can be explained by

the smallness of µS . The size of X is naively mD/MS , which can be sizable. However, the size

of V is tiny, ∼ mDµS/M
2
S ≃ Mν/mD, while W can be as large as X . Therefore, the inverse

seesaw is not suitable if one wants a sizable Vai mixing in the left-right model.

If one wants a sizable Vai mixing avoiding unnatural cancellation of the tree-level and one-

loop active neutrino mass, one needs a special structure of the 6 × 6 neutrino mass matrix

in Eq.(C.2) (or a more complicated setup) with the mass degeneracy in the 3 × 3 Majorana

neutrino mass matrix, though we do not describe the detail which is beyond the purpose of

this appendix. The structure restricts the estimation of the quantity J =
∑

i,j UeiV
∗

µiU
∗

µjVej =
∑

I,J XeIY
∗

µIX
∗

µJYeJ , which affects the discussion in Section 5.5. If the sizable mixings are

Xa1 = Xa2 for M1 = −M2, the µ → eγ process bounds Xe1X
∗

µ1 in Eq.(C.10), and therefore,

the magnitude of the quantity J is restricted to be less than O(10−5). Even if one can somehow

evade the µ → eγ constraint and also make |
∑

UµiV
∗

ei| ≪ |
∑

UeiV
∗

ei| to avoid the 0ν2β

constraint in Eq.(C.14), the bound in Eq.(C.9) will restrict |J | to be less than O(10−3).
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