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We study the CP violation in the lepton-number-violating process BY — Dy uTutn™ and its
CP-conjugate process B¢ — DY p~p 7" that are induced by two GeV-scale Majorana neutrinos
with nearly-degenerate masses. Our result shows that the size of the CP violation could become
considerable if the mass difference between the two Majorana neutrinos is around the decay width
of the neutrinos. We perform experimental analysis on the CP-violating processes at LHCb within
its upgrade II. The analysis shows that under current constraint on the heavy-light neutrino mixing
parameter, it is possible that such CP violation is observed with the LHCb experimental ability.
We also give the upper bound on the heavy-light mixing parameter |U,n|?> under the assumption
that no positive signal of the process is observed. The result shows that such modes can give
complementary constraint compared with previous experiments such as NuTeV, BEBC, etc. in the
mass region 1 GeV < my < 3 GeV.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The neutrino oscillation experiments have confirmed that at least two of the three generations of neutrinos have
nonzero masses [I, 2]. The relation between the flavor eigenstates and mass eigenstates of three generations of
neutrinos is described by the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix. Thus, two questions about the
nature of the neutrino arise. The first is the origin of the neutrino mass. As a well-known approach for the generation
of neutrino mass, the seesaw mechanism offers a natural explanation for the tininess of the neutrino mass, for which the
introduction of one or more generations of heavy Majorana neutrinos is necessary [3H6]. Studies on the cosmological
effect of the heavy neutrinos have shown that these heavy neutrinos can generate the observed baryon asymmetry
of the Universe through leptogenesis [7], and such heavy neutrinos can also serve as natural candidates for dark
matter [S8HIT].

Another question is whether a neutrino is a Majorana particle, i.e., its antiparticle is identical to itself, or not. If
the neutrino is a Dirac particle, then the lepton number is conserved (AL = 0). While if it is a Majorana particle,
then the conservation of the lepton number can be violated by 2 units (AL = 2). Thus, the most important approach
to establish the Majorana nature of the neutrino is to search for the lepton-number-violating (LNV) processes. Up to
now, the neutrinoless double beta (0v33) decay is the most explored LNV channel [I2HI4]. Another way is to look
for LNV processes that are induced by Majorana neutrino in the hardron or 7 lepton decays. In literature, the LNV
processes in the decays of mesons (K, D, Dy, B, B..) [I5H33], baryons (X7,Z7, Ap) [34H38], and 7 lepton [21], [39H4T]
were extensively investigated. If the mass of the hypothetical Majorana neutrino lies in the range from hundreds of
keV to several GeV, the decay widths of the corresponding LNV hadron/7 decays can be resonantly enhanced due
to the on shellness of the intermediate Majorana neutrino. Thus, it is possible for these LNV decays to be observed
by current or future hardron collider experiments. On the other hand, the nonobservation of these LNV hadron or 7
decays can set strong constraints on the heavy-light neutrino mixing parameters in the resonant range.

The neutrino oscillation experiments also showed that the 63 angle in the PMNS matrix has a nonzero value [42H44];
thus, the CP violation in the neutrino sector is still possible. Moreover, the introduction of one or more generations
of heavy neutrinos brings in more CP-violating phases in the extended PMNS matrix, which describes the mixing
between the flavor eigenstates and mass eigenstates of three normal neutrinos as well as the hypothetical sterile ones.
Suppose there only exists one generation of sterile neutrino, the CP-violating phases cause no observable effect in
the sterile-neutrino-induced LNV processes. However, if there exist two generations of GeV-scale sterile neutrinos
that have nearly-degenerate masses, the CP-violating phases in the extended-PMNS matrix could cause observable
CP violation in the sterile-neutrino-induced LNV meson decay. The idea was first pointed out in Ref. [45]. The CP
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violation in such Majorana-neutrino-induced LNV processes arises through two different mechanisms. The first is
the interference between the amplitudes contributed by the two generations of sterile neutrinos. And the second is
the neutrino oscillation during the propagation of the two on shell sterile neutrinos, which was first investigated in
Ref. [46] in LNV B meson decays. CP-violating LNV processes induced by similar mechanisms in the decays of other
mesons [46H51] and 7 leptons [52], 53] as well as W boson [54] were also studied in detail in the literature. Besides, the
existence of two nearly-degenerate Majorana neutrinos together with the CP violating phases can lead to a significant
difference between the decay widths of the LNV meson decays and those of the lepton-number-conserving ones [55, 56],
which is contrary to the common hypothesis. A remarkable conclusion about the CP violation in LNV meson decays
due to intermediate sterile neutrino interference is that the relative size of the CP violation is independent of the
neutrino mass while the parameter Amy /T’y remains unchanged, where Amy is the masses difference and I'y the
decay width of the neutrino. It is still unclear whether the conclusion holds true for four-body decays. Thus in this
paper, we would apply the mechanism to four-body decays of Bs mesons, of which the Feynman diagram is shown
in Fig. To our knowledge, no previous studies have explored the Majorana-neutrino-induced LNV decays of B
meson except Ref. [29]. Neither has any experimental research about the process been done. The mass difference
between B and Dy reaches 3.4 GeV, which may extend the constraining mass region provided by previous channels
such as three-body D and B meson decays. On the other hand, the branching fraction of By — Dglv in B, decay
reaches 8.1%, which means the branching fraction of the related LNV processes may be considerable since the latter
is proportional to the former in case that my equals zero.

The motivation for the existence of two heavy neutrinos with nearly-degenerate masses comes from the vMSM
model [10, 57], which proposes the existence of two generations of Majorana neutrinos with almost degenerate masses
between 100 MeV and a few GeV as well as a light Majorana neutrino of mass ~ 10 keV. The vMSM allows one to
explain simultaneously neutrino oscillations, dark matter and baryon asymmetry of the Universe [57].

In this work we study the CP violation between the Majorana-neutrino-mediated LNV process B — D putputm=
and its CP-conjugate process B? — Dy~ p~n". These processes are induced by two Majorana neutrinos that have
nearly degenerate but not equal masses. We focus on the neutrino mass region between 0.5 and 3.5 GeV where
the resonant enhancement appears. We deal with the CP violation that arises from the interference between the
amplitudes contributed by the two Majorana neutrinos. Moreover, we investigate the possibility of the detection of
CP asymmetries in such decays during the LHCb upgrade IT [5§].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. [T, we introduce the formalism we used for calculation and give
the expression for the size of CP violation. In Sec. we perform an experimental analysis on the processes under
the experimental ability of LHCb during its upgrade II and give the upper bounds on |U#N\2 under the assumption
that such modes were not observed in experiments. Sec. [[V] gives the summary and the conclusion of our work.

II. FORMALISM
A. Decay widths for the two processes

We define the light neutrino flavor eigenstates as

3

v =3 UnVi+UnN + Un,No. (1)
i=1
Here, v; (i = 1,2,3) and N, (j = 1,2) represent the mass eigenstates of a light neutrino and heavy neutrino,

respectively. Uy, (j = 1,2) is the heavy-light neutrino mixing elements of the extended PMNS matrix (between I
lepton and the jth heavy neutrino). We parametrize Uy, as

Uiv, = |Uin,[e"i. (2)
Here, ¢;n, is the CP-odd phase angle. We also require that the masses of N; and N, satisfy that

my, +my <mpy, <mp, —Mmp, — My,

3)

my +mx <my, <mpg, —mp, —my,

so that the intermediate neutrinos are nearly on shell and thus, the resonant enhancement appears. Another assump-
tion we make is that the masses of the two neutrinos are nearly degenerate (suppose mpy, < my,),

Amy =mpy, —mn, < mp; (1 =1,2). (4)



FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for B! — Dy ututn~™ and BY — DX p~p~nt

The Feynman diagrams for the two processes are shown in Fig. 1. We denote the amplitude of B — D pu*putr—
as MT and that of its CP-conjugate process as M~. The amplitudes can be written explicitly from the Feynman
diagram

2
iMT = GRVAVILE Y Unkma, Pra(pa)p, (1 — 35)v(p1) (D [e(0)7*b(0)| BY),
221 (5)
iM™ = GV Vuafx Y Upnmn, Pa,i(p2)p 7w (1 +7s)0(p) (D [6(0)75(0)| BY).
cbVudJm uN; TN 4N K2 @ﬂ’}/y 5 M1 s Y s

i=1

Here, Gp = 1.1664 x 1075GeV 2 is the Fermi coupling constant, and f, = 0.1304 GeV is the pion decay constant [60].
Vep and V4 are the charm-bottom and upper-down Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element. In this
work we take that |V,q| = 0.974 and |V,| = 4.012 x 1072 [60]. my, is the mass of the ith heavy neutrino. u(u2) and
v(u1) are the spinors of the two muons. The propagator Py, is defined as

1
Py, = - . 6
N (B, —pp, — P )? — ma. + TN, My, ©)

Also, (D5 [c(0)v,b(0)|B?) = (DF¢(0)7,b(0)|BY) is the By — D, transition matrix element that can be parametrized
s [61]

2

m2 —m
(D3 1e(0)7,b(0)| BY) = fo(t1) —2——=q

2 2
my, —mp,
o Mt fr(t) [p‘és +pp, - q“}, (7)

51

where ¢# = pB — pD is the transferred momentum and ¢; = ¢?. In this work, we use the numerical result of the
form factors fo(t1) and fy(t1) from Ref. [61] which is calculated by lattice QCD Equation (5)) shows that two CP-
odd factors appear in the amplitudes that are nontrivial. The first is the CP-odd phases of the heavy-light mixing
parameter U,y, and the second comes from the weak interaction vertex v#(1 — v5). In case there exists only one

I There exists a “crossed” diagram where p; and us are exchanged. Since when the lifetime of the intermediate heavy neutrino is long
enough, the two leptons appear at displaced vertices and the corresponding processes of “direct” channel and “cross” channel can be
distinguished from each other [59]. Thus, there is no interference between them and the corresponding decay width can be added
directly. This brings in a factor 2 in the final result, which cancels out with the factor 1/2! due to the indistinguishability between the
two muons .



generation of heavy neutrino, such a CP-odd term would not result in a CP violation in the observable quantity
since after being squared, the difference between the two amplitudes vanishes. While in case there are more than one
generation of heavy neutrino, a CP violation would arise in the decay width. For simplicity, we write the amplitudes

as
M =UZ M+ U M3, ®

Here /\;lli represents the canonical amplitude contributed by the ith heavy neutrino
M =GRV Vi fim, Pr,ijiz)p 1, (1 = 35)0(u1) (D5 [e(0)7b(0) | BY),
M; = GV Vuafzm, Py, a(p)p (1 +75)v(p1) (D5 1e(0)7*6(0)| BY).
It is straightforward to prove that

MFEMT = M7 M. (10)
We then define the squared amplitude matrix M as
M;j = MFMT* = M7 M5 (11)
The explicit form of M is shown in Appendix [Bl From Equation in Appendix Bl we can verify that
My = M3, (12)

Then the decay width for the two processes can be written as

rt= / dd, [\UHM "My + U, [*Mao + Ui, Upy, Mo + Ul U;?\,QMQJ,

(13)
I~ = / AP |V, |* My + Uy [ Moz + U2y, Up, Mo + Uik, U, Man
where d®, is the four-body phase space
1 1 dpp. d®py dps dPp,
ddy : ~ o= 0*(pB, = PD, = Puy = Pps — Pr)- (14)

" 2mp, (20)8 (2Ep.) (2B1) (2Fs) (2Ex)

The explicit form of d®, and the reference frame we use to define the kinematic variables for numerical calculation
are given in Appendix [Al Note that the factors | Py,|? appears in Equation (B3)), which can be approximated as

1 2 T

Py.]? =1

~ S(p3 —m3) (1=1,2 15

when it is satisfied that I'y, < my, (i = 1,2). Thus with the narrow width approximation, [ d®,M;; can be simplified
as

_ L'(N;
/dCI>4M“- =T(B, - DSMNZ-)%. (16)
N,

Here T'(By — DguyN;) and T'(N; — pgn) are the canonical decay widths for the subprocesses By — D,yui N; and
N; — pam, respectively,

— I Bg — Ds Nz — I Ni — ™
L(Bs = DspaN;) = (5 51 )’ D(N; = pom) = (|U]Vléz)
KNG

The last part that is yet unknown is the decay width for the heavy neutrinos I'y,. In the literature, I'y, can be
calculated by summing up all possible decaying channels of the Majorana neutrino, which is explained in Appendix[D]
From Equation as well as the nearly-degenerate condition my, ~ my,, we can simplify the ratio between I'y,
and 'y, as

(17)

‘UHNi

FN2 ~ |U€N2‘2a€(mN1) + |U1AN2|2alt(mN1) + ‘UTNQ‘QG'T(le)
FNI |U€N1‘2a6(mN1) + |UMN1|2alJ(mN1) + ‘UTN1‘2aT(mN1)’

(18)

where the meaning of the factors a;(I = e, u,7) is explained in Appendix @ The equation will be used in the
analytical analysis in the next subsection. However, here we emphasize that we treat the lifetime of the sterile
neutrino 7y = h/T'y as a free parameter that can be measured by LHCb experiments in our experimental analysis. In
Sec. IIT we explain in detail our treatment and justify that the treatment is consistent with the result in Appendix [D}



B. CP violation

In the following part we define that

=
ACP - Sj (19)
to measure the size of the CP violation, where S* are defined as
St =T++1". (20)
Then, following Eqgs and , we have
S” = AU, PV 520, ~ 26,,) [ d®ilimisa (21)

Here ImM;, represents the imaginary part of My2. As shown by Appendix[B] the imaginary part of M is proportional
to the imaginary part of Py, Py,

mNQFNZ (p?\i - m?\ll) - leer (p?\l - m?\fz)

ImPy, P}, = .
N [k = mR,)? + (ma, D) Al(0% — m3,)? + (ma, T, )2

(22)

The physics meaning of Equation includes two parts. First, the appearance of the factor sin(2¢,n, — 2¢un,)
implies that the physics origin of the CP violation is the difference between the CP-odd phases of mixing parameters
between the two heavy neutrinos with the common ones. We define the CP-odd phase difference ;5 as

1912 = 2(¢uN1 - ¢#N2)? (23)

which is the key parameter in deciding on the size of the CP violation. Second, the CP violation of the processes in
consideration arises as a result of the interference of the contributions of the two generations of Majorana neutrinos,
which is shown explicitly by the factor ImPy, Py,. In case that my, = mn,, ImPy, Py, vanishes and so does the
CP-violating term S~.

The sum ST can be written as

St =2 / dd, [|UMN1 |*Myy + U, |* Moo + 2|U,n, 2| U, |PReMis cos d1a |, (24)

where ReM;2 represents the real part of Mz, of which the corresponding key factor is the real part of Py, Py,

(p% —m%,)(p% —m3,) + my,mn, TN, Ty,

(PR —mR,)? + (mu, T, )?J[(p} — mR,)? + (mv, T, )]

RePy, Py, = (25)

Note that Eqs and show that T, x [ d®sMq1(Tn, x [ dPsMss) is only the function of the heavy neutrino
mass mpy, (my,) and the two functions are of the same form. Considering the nearly-degenerate situation my, =~ mpy,,
we have

Jd®iMy; Ty,

— . 26
[d®4My; Ty, (26)
Then, the relative size of the CP violation Acp can be written in the following simple form
25]/1 sin 1912
Acp = . (27)
1+ /<a211:% + 266 cos V12
2
Here, we define that
Sr — fd<I>4ReM12 _ f d<I>4ImM12 (28)
B Tdd My, T [de My
to measure the relative size of the interference term of the two heavy neutrinos. The parameter  is defined as
U 2
o | #N2‘ (29)

U P
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FIG. 2: The parameters d; and dg as a function of y for different values of my,. Note that since the deviation of 7 /dr between
different choices of my, is very small (detailed numerical result shows that the difference is less than 1%), to distinguish them,
we use different styles of plot, i.e., line plot and scatter point plot, to represent the results for different choices of my; .

In order to make a more detailed analysis of this result, we make another assumption about the properties of the
heavy neutrinos that the two Majorana neutrinos have approximately the same mixing parameters with the three
generations of normal neutrinos, namely,

Ui, |
Ui, |2

Thus, the right-hand side of Equation simply gives one. The size of the CP violation Agcp can be further
simplified as

1 (I=epu,T). (30)

(51 sin 1912

Acp = 14 6rcosVia’

(31)
The final result Equation is only the function of my,, my, and the angle 912, or equivalently, my,, Amy and
%12. A natural way to measure the size of Amy is to compare it with the decay width of the heavy neutrino I'y;
thus, we define that
AmN
y= Ty (32)
Note that d; and dgr rely both on the values of my, and y. However, numerical result shows that in the mass region
under consideration, namely, 0.5 GeV < mpy, < 3.5 GeV, the variation of 6; and dr due to different choices of my
is very small (less than 1%). In Fig. [2l we present the numerical results of d; and dr as a function of y under the
condition that my, equals 1, 2 and 3 GeV. In conclusion, 6; and dr can be considered as nearly independent of
the choice of my, in the mass region 0.5 GeV < mpy, < 3.5 GeV. Thus, the size of the CP violation Acp is also
independent of my,. The relative size of Acp reaches its maximum when y is around 1. The above conclusions are
all in accordance with the three-body case studied in Refs. [45] [46]. Note that the conclusion does not hold true when
the mass interval is larger than several tens of GeV. Reference [54] studies C'P violation of a similar mechanism in W
boson decays and it shows that under the condition that my, equals 5, 10, 20 and 60 GeV, Acp shows considerable
differences. Another significant difference is that in our result Acp reaches maximum when y is around 1 while in
Ref. [54] y is between 0.3 and 0.5. See Ref. [54] for details. In Fig. [3] we give the numerical result of Acp as a function
of y under different choices of ;5.
Finally, the decay width for the process B? — D ututn~ and its CP-conjugate process can be written in the
more compact form,

r+ = 2|UHN1|4[1 + 0r costa = 7 Sin’l912] /d‘b4M11, (33)



We define the averaged branching ratio Br,.,, for experimental analysis in the next section,

1
B'I"am« = E(F+ + Fi), (34)

here, I'p, = 4.362 x 10713 GeV is the total decay width of B, meson [60].
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FIG. 3: The size of the CP violation Ac P as a function of y for different choices of ¥12.

III. EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS

In this part, we evaluate the possibility that such CP violation is observed by LHCb in its upgrade IT [58]. In the
experiment, the most important quantity is the absolute size of the averaged branching ratio Brg,.. In this section,
we do not distinguish the two sterile neutrinos due to the degeneracy and use N to represent both of them.

The expected number of BY mesons produced on LHCb can be estimated as

Np, = L x oz x f(b— BY), (35)

where £ ~ 200 fb~! is the expected integrated luminosity of LHCb until 2035 [58], 0},; =~ 144 ub the bb cross section
within the LHCb covered 7 range (2 < 1 < 5) [62], and f(b — BY) ~ 4.4% the hardronization factor of b quark to B,
which is estimated from Ref. [63]2. The final result is Np, ~ 1.9 x 1012,

In order to get the expected sensitivity of LHCb on the processes in consideration, we also need to know the detection
efficiency of the LHCb detector € (Bs — Dguum), which contains the contribution from geometrical acceptance, trigger
and selection requirements and particle identification [64]. A systematic evaluation of the detection efficiency requires
a Monte Carlo simulation under a LHCb configuration as well as considering final state radiation generation and
interaction of the produced particles with the detector and its response [64]. Here, however, we use an indirect approach
to give an approximation to the detection efficiency, whose accuracy is enough for our calculation. Reference [65] shows
that the simulated detection efficiency of the process B — ¢(K+ K )utp~ is 1.1%. The main difference between
BY — ¢(K*K~)utu~ and B? — D7~ putut comes from the replacement of K~ with D 3. D, is reconstructed

2 Ref. [63] shows that the ratio between the production fraction of A, hardrons and the sum of the fraction of B~ and BC is around 0.259
(averaged between 4 GeV < pr < 25 GeV and 2 < 1 < 5), while that between B? and the sum of B~ and BY is 0.122. Since B=, B°/BO,
BY/BY and AY/AY) make the majority of bb products, the fraction f(bb — Ap) is estimated as 0.122/(1 + 0.259 + 0.122) x 0.5 ~ 0.044.

3 The difference between the detection of K and 7 as well as between u and p~ is very small and can be overlooked here.



by the golden mode Dy — K K, which requires two additional charged tracks and thus would reduce the detection
efficiency. From Ref. [66], we know that the ratio between the detection efficiency of B — K~ p*v and BY — Dy utv
is around 0.733 (averaged over the full ¢* range). Thus, we estimate the detection efficiency of By — Dgmupu to be
1.1% x 0.733 =~ 0.81%. We note that the accuracy of this approximation is enough for magnitude estimation.

Another factor we need to consider is the efficiency loss due to the flight of the long-lived particle, i.e., the inter-
mediate sterile neutrinos IV, in the detector. The sterile neutrinos are produced nearly on shell and would travel for
certain distance before decaying into its aftermath [59]. We include this effect by adding another factor Py to the
total detection efficiency, which relies on the lifetime of the sterile neutrino 7y as

Py =1—exp(—Lp/Ln), (36)
where Lp ~ 1 m is the length of the detector and

Ly = ctnyn BN (37)

is the decay length of the sterile neutrino [59]. Here ¢ represents the light speed and vy Sy is the Lorentz time dilation
factor of N. To our knowledge, the choice of vy 8y between 1 and 10 is common in the literature such as Refs. [25] 59
based on the realistic condition of collider experiments. In this study, we take that ynSnx equals 4 instead of doing
detailed calculation of vy 8y since the former is enough for magnitude estimation. For 7y = 1000 ps , the factor Py
is about 56%, while for 7y < 100 ps Py is very close to 1 and the effect is almost negligible.

Following the practice in experimental research of sterile neutrinos such as Refs. [67, [68], we take 7y as a free
parameter that can be measured by LHCb experiment to avoid more complication, instead of calculating 7y through
7~ = h/T'n. We assume that the sterile neutrino lifetime 7y = [100,1000] ps, which is within the acceptance of
LHCb. Here, we justify that this assumption is consistent with Equation under a certain choice of the size of
|Uin|?. Tt can be read from Ref. [69] that around 1 GeV the currently known upper bound on |U.n|? is between 10~7
and 107% | and the upper bound on |U,y|? is between 10~* and 107°, while that on |U,y|? is between 103 and
10~2. The possible region that the corresponding lifetime of the sterile neutrino can lie in is drawn in Fig. The
plot shows that within the mass range [1 GeV, 4 GeV], the choice that 7 = [100,1000] ps is acceptable.

In Table. [, we present the expected number of events for certain choices of related parameters, based on the
experimental ability discussed above. We use A\ /N_ to represent the event numbers of BY — D u*utn~/BY —
Dfp~p~7mt. The expected number of events at LHCb upgrade 11 is estimated as

+

Ny = Np_ x € (Bs — Dyupum) X Py X %. (38)
For |U#N\2 = 1074, several hundreds of events can be expected, and there is significant difference between N and
N_. For |U,n|* = 1075, event numbers decrease to a few, and the observable CP violation is not that significant.
However, it should be noted that our result is based on a relatively conservative estimation on the experimental ability
of LHCD since we use the detection efficiency of previous LHCb experiments. During the upgrade II, certain detection
ability of LHCb detectors will be improved [58] and it is possible that more events can be observed.

7~ = 1000 ps 7~ = 100 ps
Ny N_ Ny N_
|Uun|> =10"%  |665 390 119 70
|Uun|?=107° |7 4 1 0

TABLE I: Expected event numbers for B — Dy utu™r~ (N}) and BY - Drp—pnt (NM;) under the assumption that
|U#N|2 equals 107* and 107°. The relative parameters are chosen as follows: my = 2 GeV, y=1, %12 =7/4.

On the other hand, suppose that such modes were not observed on the LHCb upgrade II, we can constrain the
upper bound on the heavy-light mixing parameter |U, ~|? by requiring the total number of events to be lower than
some threshold. Reference [74] shows that the experimental sensitivity on |U,n|? at 95% confidence level (C.L.)
under a background-free environment is obtained for MVyyents = 3.09. Thus, the upper bound on |U, NN|2 at 95% C.L.
is obtained by requiring that

Np, X € (Bs = Dsppm) X Py X Brayy = 3.09. (39)

The numerical result of Equation is shown in Fig. For comparison, we also include currently known upper
bounds on |U,n|* given by other experiments including NuTeV [70], BEBC [71], Belle [72], and Delphi [73] in the
plot. The plot shows that during the mass region [1 GeV,3 GeV], the channel gives a comparable or even stronger
constraint on the size of |U,n|?. Specifically, for my equals 2 GeV, the constraint on |U,n|? goes as low as 6 x 1075.
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FIG. 4: The shaded region represent the possible region of the lifetime of the sterile neutrino N. The black line represents the
case when |Ucn|? = 1077, |Uun|? = 1074, |U-n|?> = 1072, and the blue line represents the case when |Uen|? = 1078, |Uun|? =
107°,|U-n|? = 1073,
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FIG. 5: The upper bound on the heavy-light mixing parameter |UMN|2 under the assumption that no positive signal about
the processes is observed B — D; u"p 7~ on LHCb. The shaded regions represents the excluded region given by previous
experiments including NuTeV [70], BEBC [71], Belle [72] and Delphi [73].

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we study the lepton-number-violating (LNV) process BY — D ututr~ and its CP-conjugate
process BY — DFu~p~wT that are induced by two nearly-degenerate Majorana neutrinos and explore the possibility
for searching for the CP violation in such processes. We point out that the physics origin of the CP violation is 912,
which is defined as the difference between the C'P-odd phases of mixing parameters between two generations of heavy
neutrinos with the normal ones. The CP violation becomes considerable when the masses of the two generations of
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heavy neutrinos are nearly degenerate but have a nonzero difference Ampy. The numerical result draws the following
conclusion. First, the relative size of the CP violation Acp is only the function of the mass difference Ampy and 919
and Agp is nearly independent of the absolute mass of the lighter heavy neutrino in the mass region we considered.
Second, Acp reaches its maximum when Amy is around the size of the decay width of the intermediate sterile
neutrino and the maximum value depends on the C'P-odd phase difference 15. It should be noted that the above
conclusion is drawn under the assumption that the two Majorana neutrinos have approximately the same mixing
parameters with the three normal neutrinos.

We also analyze the possibility that such CP violation is observed by LHCb during its upgrade II. It is shown
that under a current constraint on the heavy-light neutrino mixing parameter, namely, 10™% < U, ~N|? < 1075, it is
possible that such a CP violation can be observed with the LHCb experimental ability. We also give the upper bound
on the heavy-light mixing parameter under the assumption that no positive signal of the processes is observed. The
result shows that such modes can give a complementary constraint on the heavy-light mixing parameter compared
with previous experiments including NuTeV, BEBC, Belle, and Delphi in the mass region 1 GeV < my < 3 GeV.
Thus, we note that it is worthwhile searching for such modes on LHCDb due to the possibility of both observing new
types of CP violation in By meson decays and setting complementary constraints on |U#N|2.
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APPENDIX
Appendix A: THE FOUR-BODY PHASE SPACE d®4

The four-body phase space d®, is
1 1

dby = ——— —— Al
4 QmBS (277)8 4, ( )
where the factor d4 is defined as
d*pp, dp1 dps Ep
dy = u T4 - - — Dy — Dr)- A2
" ) (0B (2Fy) (2B,) P PP P e ) )
Remember the fact that
dsPN
— Ponda (02 — m2 A
then it is straightforward to prove that d4 can be factorized as
dy = dg(BS — DsulN)dQ(N — pgﬂ)dp?\[. (A4)

Here, d3(Bs — Dsu1N) is the corresponding factor in the three-body phase space for the subprocess By — Dsu1 N
and da(N — pugm) is that for N — pom. py is the four-momenta of the intermediate sterile neutrino. In the following
we set t = p3%. In the rest frame of u; — N, d3(Bs — Dspu1N) can be simplified as

1
d3(By — Dy N) = A2 (m% ,mD  1)AE (t,m? m?\,)t—dtldﬂ* dQp. (A5)
- 1

2 wr M1
64m B,

where t1 = (pn + pu,)* = (pB, — Pp.)? and dQ, = dcosfidy, is the solid angle of y; in the yy — N rest frame,

while d2p_ = d cos 29 is that of Dy in the rest frame of B,. The function A(z,y, z) is the kinematic Kéllen function,
A, y,2) = 22 + 9% + 22 — 22y — 2yz — 2x2. In the rest frame of N, do( N — pom) is written as

1 1
do(N — pgm) = %Aﬁ(tg,mi7mi)dQM2, (A6)
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where d€,,, = dcos 03dps is the solid angle of ys in the rest frame of N. As is shown in the next part, the square of
the amplitude |M|? is independent of ¢; and Qp_; thus, they can be integrated and give a factor 872. As a result,
the four-body phase space dj is

7.‘_2

dy = ———
4 64m235

1 1
A2 (mQBS , m%s , tl))\% (t1, mi, mA A2 (t, mfw mi)ﬁdtldtgd cos 01 d cos O3dps. (AT)
1t2

Here, t1 and t satisfy that (v +m,)? < t; < (mp, —mp,)? and ta > (m, +m-)?. The definitions of 01, ¢1, 05, ¢3
and the reference frames we used are shown in Fig. [6]

4 4
Ew* . ZN .
Pbpg Pyt
Py, Py,
0, b3~
; ‘ ‘ /
AN ; y RN R : y
PN Y1 o o P3
x x!
FIG. 6: The reference frames we use and the definitions of the solid angles.
Appendix B: EXPLICIT FORM OF THE SQUARED MATRIX M
For simplicity, we define in the following that
K= G%‘Vcqudfw <B1)
and
T% = () (1 F 75)0() (D 16(0),b(0)| BY). (B2)

T* contains all the spinor structures of the decaying processes. It can be checked that |[T+|? = |T~|2 = |T|%. Then
the elements of the squared amplitude matrix M are written as

My; = |K[*my,my, Py, P, |T|? (B3)

Apart from P]\;T,P]’{,j7 other factors in M;; are always real. Thus, the real/imaginary part of Mjs is proportional to
the real/imaginary part of Py, P}, . The completed form of |T|? is

IT1> = Coof (t1) + Co1 fo(t1) f+(t1) + Cu1 f3(t1). (B4)
Here, the coefficients are
Coo = %(m%s - m%s)Q{mi[tl(ml Pus) = 2(¢ - 2 (@ D)l + 4P - Pua) (@ Pe) (@ D) — 281 (P - Py ) (P -pﬂz)}a
Cor = ?(mQBS = mb )] (@2 (2005 - Pua) (P - pr) = ME(P - pa)] + (P py) [20r - Pia) (g Pe) = m2(a - )] -

Cn = 8{P2[mi(pm 'puz) = 2(px 'pm)(pﬂ 'puz)] - Zmi(P-pM)(P-pM) + 4(px 'puz)(P ) (P 'pm)}a
(B5)
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where we define that

P =pp, +pp, —

Most inner products in Equation (B5]) can be written as functions of ¢1,ts, 01, b3, @3 directly, namely,

1 1
pp, = 5(mp, =mb —h), pp. Puw = Ep By, = [P [P}, cos 01, - pu, = 5 (b +my — 1), -
BT

1
Pps - Pr = §(t2 - mi - mi), Puy - Pr = EulEﬂ' + |plt1 ||p,u2| COs 937 Puyr Pus = E,u1E,u2 - |pll«1||p#2‘ COs 03~

Here, we list the explicit forms for the energies and three-momenta that appear in the above terms (the superscript

Wy

+” represents the value in the W* rest frame),

1 1 1 1
E* - = 2 2 —t,E*:it 2—t, * ziAE 2’ Q,t,
D, 2\/E(mBs mp, —t), £, 2\/71( 1+my, —t2) . NG (mgp,,mp,,t1)
1 1 1
A2 (1, m2, ts), E, = t1 —m? —ts), E,, = ——=(ty —m? 2),
‘pm' 2\/» (t1 my, 2) m 2\/5( 1—my 2) w2 2\/5(2 mu—ﬁ-mﬂ) -
1 1 1 L
E, = 2\/>(t2_m;21+m3r)7 |pu1|: 2\/5)‘2(t17ml2ht2)7 |pH2|: 2\/5 2(t2,m2 m2)

* 1
EN (tl—l-tg ), )\Q(tl,tg,mi).

N 1
2\/> |pN| - 2\/E
Note that ¢ = p,, +Du, +Pr, 50 ¢-pu, and q-p, can also be written directly. In order to get pp, -pu, and pp, - pr, we
need to do a Lorentz transformation from the W rest frame to the IV rest frame on pp_, since only the four-momenta
vector of Dy in the W rest frame can be written directly. We need to first rotate the z axis of Xy« to the direction
of p,,, then boost the four-momenta vector of pp_ from the W* rest frame to the N rest from. In the W* rest frame
where the z axis points to the direction of p,,,, the four-momenta vector of D; is

pp, = (Ep,, |pp,|sin61, 0, |pp_ |cosbr). (B9)
The Lorentz boost from the W* rest frame to the N rest frame is

w0 0 vluy]

0 10 0
B(vy) = 0 01 0 , (B10)

ynlon] 0 0 g

where vy and vy are the Lorentz factor and the speed of IV in the W* rest frame, respectively,

p*
— ’UN|= ‘EJX‘
my N

(B11)

Here, E}, and |p}| are given in Equation (B8)). As a result, pp, - p,, and pp, - pr are written as

PD, *Puz = IN(ED, + lvn||PDh, [ cos01) B, — [PD . ||Pu,|sin b1 sin 3 cos w3 — yn ([P, | cos b1 + [vn|ED,) [Py, | cos b3,
pp. - Px = N(ED, +|vn|[pD,|cos01)Ex + |Ph_||Py, | sin 61 sin 3 cos w3 + v ([P, D) Py, | cos 03

(B12)
Appendix C: DECAY WIDTH FOR B; — D;u1 N; AND FOR N; — pom
The Feynman diagram for By — Dgu1 N; is shown in Fig. [7] The amplitude for the process is
‘ G _ _
iM(Bs = DspurN;) = TQUuNchz)U(PNi)%(l —75)0(p1)(Dy |e(0)7"b(0)| BY), (C1)

Integrating the amplitude over three-body phase space, we have the decay width for By — Dguq Ny,

GEVa 1

[(By = Dy N;) = ~FYeb -
384m3 m?st

fmaz 11 1
| gt o7 im0 0D 0 + FODO]. (€2

min
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FIG. 7: Feynman diagram for Bs — Dsu1N;

where tpmin = (my, +mu)2, tmaz = (mp, —mp_)? and coefficients D1 (t) and Do(t) are

Di(t) = |(t—m3 )* —2my (t+m3 ) + m%5:| {2t2 —tmi, + mi(2m?\,i —t) —mi, — mﬂ
(C3)
Do(t) = 3(m%, —mbp,) [tm¥, + mi(Qm?Vi +1t) — mjl\,i — mi].
As for the process N; — uom, the decay width is well known in the literature,
G% 2 2 2 1202 2 2 m i m; m,
T(N; — pur) = —L Va2 |Unn, A m2m2) || 1- S : C4
(Vs ) = SV 2o A2t | (1 5 ) e (1 ()

Appendix D: TOTAL DECAY WIDTH FOR THE INTERMEDIATE MAJORANA NEUTRINO

Although 'y, can be calculated through the channel-by-channel approach, which sums up the partial decay rates
for all the leptonic and semileptonic decay modes of N [22], for neutrino mass larger than 1 GeV the uncertainties of
the hadronic parameters such as the decay constants of the final hadronic states are large. Since we are interested in
the mass range between 1 and 4 GeV, here we use the inclusive approach introduced in Ref. [23], which approximates
the semileptonic decays of N by its decays into free quark-antiquark pairs and leptons and the approximation is better
than the channel-by-channel method for neutrino mass more than 1 GeV [75]. We refer to Ref. [23] for details of the
calculation. Then all the decay channels of N are three-body decays and the partial decay rates are proportional to
m?;. Thus, the total decay width can be written as

2.5
B GFmNi
: 9673

l=e,p,T

I'y \Uin Pai(mu,), (D1)

where a;(mpy,) are dimensionless functions of my,, and the numerical values of a;(my,) are presented in Fig.
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