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ABSTRACT: In this paper, we study the potential of future colliders to explore the param-
eter space of heavy neutral leptons (HNLs) through the dipole portal. We consider hadron
colliders such as the LHC in the high luminosity phase and FCC-hh, and lepton colliders,
such as FCC-ee. We consider various signatures for the HNLs, including the missing en-
ergy signature and displaced decays, and discuss the complementarity between the hadron
and lepton colliders. We propose new selection rules which may significantly reduce the
background events in FCC-ee. In particular, we find that thanks to a much clearer environ-
ment, FCC-ee may search for the HNLs with masses up to ~ 30 GeV and proper lifetimes
¢ty 2 1 cm, which is well beyond the reach of the experiments to be launched in the next
decade.


mailto:maksym.ovchynnikov@kit.edu,zhujingyu@sjtu.edu.cn

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 HNLs with dipole coupling at colliders 3
2.1 Phenomenology 4
2.2 Signatures 5
2.2.1 Hadron colliders )

2.2.2  Lepton colliders 6

3 Hadron colliders 8
3.1 Background 3
3.2 Sensitivity 9

4 Lepton colliders 11
4.1 Backgrounds 11
4.2 Sensitivity 13
4.2.1 Selection efficiencies 13

4.2.2 Number of events and sensitivity curves 14

5 Conclusions 16
A Events selection at FCC-ee 21

1 Introduction

The neutrino dipole portal of the heavy neutral lepton (HNL) originates from a six-
dimension operator [1]:

Laipole = L(dwWik,Ta + dpByy)Ho" N + h.c. | (1.1)

where L denotes the SM lepton doublet, W}, and By, stand for the SU(2), field strength
tensor, 7, = 0,/2 with o, being Pauli matrix, H = iooH* is the conjugate Higgs field, and
N is the HNL gauge singlet.! After the spontaneous symmetry breaking, we have

LE e = Var(daFuw — dzZu)o" N + dw i Wy N + hc., (1.2)
where
v cos Oy tan Oy v cos Oy, dyy v
do = ——(dp + dw), dg = ——=———(—= — tan Oy dg), dw = =dyy, (1.3
7 (dp 5 w), dz 7 ( 5 wdg), dw 5w (1.3)

If having two HNLs N, N, it may be possible to consider dimension-5 operators that couple Ny, Ny
to the gauge field strength (see, e.g. [2]).



with v being the Higgs vacuum expectation value, the couplings dz,dy vary within the
range

2
|dz/dal| € (0,cotOw), |dw/da| € (0, .\[ ) (1.4)
sin Oy

and d,, stands for the dipole coupling with o = e, , 7.

The first works discussing this model were motivated by the MiniBooNE and LSND
anomalies [4, 5]. Since then, many studies have been made on the constraints and sensi-
tivities of future experiments to the dipole portal, especially very recently [6-26].

The constraints on the HNLs can be briefly summarized as follows [1, 10]:

— From the viewpoint of outer space, HNL may influence the stellar cooling process as
well as the expansion and cooling of the universe. The latter can be scrutinized by
analyzing Big Bang Nucleosynthesis and CMB constraints. The above processes are
mainly sensitive to my with masses below 300 MeV [3].

— One of the efficient production mechanisms of HNLs is the neutrinos up-scattering off
electrons or nucleons[1, 10]. Therefore, the dipole portal may be constrained in neu-
trino or dark matter experiments. Examples include CHARM-II, DONUT, NOMAD,
LSND, MiniBooNE, SBND, MicroBooNE, CHARM-II, DONUT, NOMAD, Borexino,
Super-Kamiokande, IceCube, SHiP, DUNE, COHERENT, NUCLEUS, XenonlT, Su-
perCDMS, etc., see [1, 10, 14]. Because of the limited energy of neutrino sources,
these constraints or sensitivities to HNL masses can be at most at a few GeV.

— At the energy frontier, it is feasible to probe the existence of much heavier HNL
through the dipole portal. A discussion of the constraints coming from the LEP and
the LHC has been made in [1].

The currently unexplored parameter space may be probed in various future experiments.
Relatively light HNLs with masses my < O(1 GeV) may be produced by decays of light
mesons such as 7, K, and in neutrino up-scatterings [1, 10] at neutrino factories. Examples
are currently running SNDQLHC [27], FASERv [28] as well as their future upgrades —
advSND [29] and FASER2/FASERv2 [8], SHiP [30], and DUNE [31]. The plot showing
sensitivities of DUNE and FASER2 to HNLs coupled to 7 neutrinos is shown in Fig. 1.
Another potential probe of the HNL parameter space may come from Belle IT [18].
However, the sensitivity of neutrino factories quickly diminishes with the increase of
the HNL mass mjp. This is because of the quick decrease of the up-scattering production
cross-section with mpy. Therefore, we need other experiments to explore heavier HNLs
with small couplings. Future ultrahigh energy neutrino telescope may contribute to the

*Note that it is illustrated in Ref. [3] how to construct UV-complete models which give rise to the
operators in Eq. (1.2) at high energy scale A. The TeV-scale leptoquark model can make good compromises
between large values of d, and small values of active neutrino masses, where the phenomenology of HNL
is dominated by the dipole portal instead of the mixing one. In Eq. (1.1), dy and dp can be rewritten as
Cw/A? and Cg/A?, respectively, where Cyy and C'g are Wilson coefficients dependent on lepton flavor. Tt
is easy to translate the constraint of do to that of C)v and Cp from Eq. (1.3). Taking any fixed values of
|dz/da| and |dw /da| within the two ranges of Eq.(1.4) directly leads us to Cyw,5/A? proportional to da.



|dz/dy| = cot(Bw), [dw/dy| = 2 /sin(6w)
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Figure 1. Sensitivity of neutrino factories (such as DUNE [24] and FASER2 [8]) to HNLs with
the dipole coupling to 7 neutrinos. The bounds from past experiments (shown as gray region) have
been obtained from [10].

sensitivities of HNL masses as large as 30 TeV [19]. To probe masses above 1 GeV and small
couplings, one may consider various signatures with HNLs at colliders: lepton colliders,
such as FCC-ee [32], CEPC [33, 34], the muon collider [35, 36], and hadron colliders — the
LHC in its high luminosity phase, FCC-eh [32] and FCC-hh [37].

The sensitivity of CEPC to the HNLs for the particular signature of a photon and miss-
ing energy has been obtained in [26]. However, to the best of our knowledge, a systematic
study of the potential of the colliders to explore the dipole portal is lacking.

In this work, we analyze how different signatures with HNLs may be used to search
for them at the lepton and hadron colliders. The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. 2,
we study the phenomenology of HNLs at colliders, including their production and decay,
and consider different signatures used to search for these HNLs. We also discuss how the
events originating from the dipole coupling may be distinguished from those originating
from the HNL mixing with neutrinos. Subsequently, the sensitivities to the dipole portal
at hadron and lepton colliders are discussed in Sec. 3 and Sec. 4, respectively. Finally, in

Sec. 5, we make conclusions.

2 HNLs with dipole coupling at colliders

In this section, we discuss details on the production and decay of HNLs, and how to search
for them at colliders. Below, we marginalize over dz, dy by choosing their maximal possible
values (see Eq. (1.4)), namely, dz = cot(fy )d, and dy = v/2/ sin(0y)d,. We also assume
the Dirac nature of HNLs. The analysis for the Majorana HNLs would be similar, except
for the twice larger decay length for the fixed coupling and mass (see a discussion in [10]).



Experiment Ny Ny
HL-LHC 6-10'1 | 1.5-101
FCC-hh | 1.2-108 | 9.10'2
FCC-ee 5-108 5-10'2

Table 1. The numbers of bosons used in the simplified estimates for the HNL number of events in
Sec. 2. They are taken from Refs. [32, 38] (for HL-LHC and FCC-ee), or obtained using MadGraph
tree-level simulation [39] (for FCC-hh).

2.1 Phenomenology

Production. At colliders, there are two mechanisms of the production of HNLs with
masses my 2, 1 GeV. The first mechanism is direct production:

"+l = N+v (2.1)
at the lepton colliders, and
p+p—>N+v+X, p+p—-o>N+I+X (2.2)

at the hadron colliders. The processes with neutrinos may go via all the possible couplings
do,dz,dw in Eq. (1.2), while the process with the charged lepton is via dy. The second
production mechanism is via decays of W and Z bosons,

WS N+1l, Z-— N+, (2.3)

controlled by dy and dz coupling, respectively. The amounts of these bosons at the LHC,
FCC-hh, and the Z-pole mode of FCC-ee are reported in Table 1. In the low-mass limit
mpy < myy,z, the branching ratios of these decay processes behave as

d2,m3, o dw \?
Br(W — N +1) = 7/t %6510 (Gevl) : (2.4)
Br(Z - N+v)~ 1onT, ~ 8- 10 (GeV‘1> . (2.5)

For the HNLs with masses below the W/Z mass, the prompt production is suppressed
compared to the decay of the heavy bosons. This in particular means that the muon
collider, operating at energies much above the Z boson mass, is not as efficient in probing
the parameter space of such HNLs as the electron colliders.

Decays. Decays of HNLs in the mass range my < my,z occur mainly via the coupling

d. This is because the decay widths for the processes mediated by dy, 7 are suppressed by

mj‘VG% < 1. The main decay channel is the 2-body decay N — v + . The corresponding

decay width is [1]

dgmy
4

PN—>V’7 = ~ I‘N,tot (26)
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Figure 2. The branching ratios of sub-dominant decays of HNLs: the di-lepton decays N —
v 41T +17, where | = e, 1, and the hadronic decays N — v + hadrons, approximated by the decay
N — v+ g+ g, where ¢ = u,d, s,c,b. Note that below my ~ Aqep ~ 1 GeV, perturbative QCD
breaks down, and the corresponding prediction for the hadronic branching ratio becomes invalid.

However, this process does not suit the collider searches that require observing a displaced
decay vertex. Instead, sub-dominant decay channels should be considered — the 3-body
decays N — f + f + v, which occur via the virtual photon. In the limit my > 2my, the
corresponding decay width behaves as [24]

apm|da|*m3 Q7 Ny m3%
ISV 3.2 log m?c -3, (2.7)

where @y is the electric charge of the fermion f, while Ny = 1 for leptons or Ny = 3 for
quarks. The branching ratios of these processes are shown in Fig. 2.
2.2 Signatures

Having discussed the phenomenology of HNLs, we may now consider the signatures at
lepton and hadron colliders.

2.2.1 Hadron colliders

Monophoton and missing energy. One of the possible signatures is the event with a
monophoton and missing energy, e.g.

g+q— N+p, N—=v+n, (2.8)

with the missing energy carried away by neutrinos. This signature has been analyzed in [1],
where the authors utilized ATLAS search [40] performed for the dataset corresponding to
the integrated luminosity £ = 36.1 fb~1. It was shown that with this type of search, it
might be possible to probe the couplings higher than d > 107> GeV 1.



Estimating the sensitivity of the LHC in the high luminosity phase is simple. In the
accessible parameter space, the HNLs have microscopic proper lifetimes c7y < 1 mm, and
the probability for the HNL to decay is &~ 1. Therefore, the number of events scales as

Ney ~ NN,prod X Pdecay X €ge] X L x d2Za (2'9)

where NN prod o< £ X d2Z is the total number of the produced HNLs, and ¢ is the selection
efficiency, which we assume will not affect the scaling of the number of events with the
HNL model parameters. Given that the background also scales with £, the lower bound
of the sensitivity in the plane my—d changes as £71/4. For HL-LHC, L1, = 3000 fb~!,
and therefore it should probe a factor of (3000/38)'/4 ~ 3 smaller couplings than it was
derived in [1] for the old dataset. We show the corresponding bounds in Figs. 5 and 9.

Displaced vertices. HNLs with decay lengths Ix decay 2 O(1 mm) and masses my <
mw may be searched using displaced vertex (DV) techniques. An example of such a DV
scheme is the scheme [41] used at CMS to look for HNLs with the mixing coupling. The

scheme utilizes the process chain
p+p—oW+X, WoN+I, NoIT+1"" +u, (2.10)

where [, 1’,1" are electrons or muons. To discriminate HNLs from backgrounds, it is required
to detect the final state leptons [’,1”, and the prompt lepton I. These particles must have
kinematic properties that satisfy some selection criteria. Examples of such properties are
large enough transverse momentum and transverse impact parameters. We will discuss the
selection in more detail in Sec. 3.2.

For HNLs with masses my < m,,, additional production channels by decays of mesons
open up. In particular, neutral mesons such as 7°/n may promptly decay into an HNL and a
neutrino, 7°/n — N +v [24]. There are two complications with using these channels. First,
although Ny, /Ny/7 ~ 107 [42], the branching ratio of these decays is ~ 107%(do/GeV ™)
(compare to (2.5), where the branching ratios are parametrically very large); the resulting
amounts of the HNLs from heavy bosons and the mesons are thus similar. Second, there
is no clear method of distinguishing the events with feebly-interacting particles from light
mesons from SM events; in contrast, the events with decays of W/Z may be distinguished
by their specific topology and large transverse momenta of the outgoing leptons. Neverthe-
less, this production channel may be used by far-forward LHC-based experiments such as
FASER or FACET, which are located far enough to eliminate the SM background without
imposing any requirement on the events with HNLs.

2.2.2 Lepton colliders

Monophoton and missing energy. Similarly to the hadron colliders, it may be possible
to search for the HNLs via the missing energy signature at the lepton colliders. The process
of interest is [1]

I"+1" = N+v, N—oy+v (2.11)

Similarly to the case of the analogical search at the LHC, it may be possible to derive the
sensitivity of FCC-ee from the result of the older searches at DELPHI. The upper bound



from LEP on the cross-section of the process ete™ — v +inv obtained at the Z pole mode
is [43-45] oDELP IYH = 0.1 pb, where for the energy of the photon and its polar angle it was
required £, > 0.7 GeV and |cos(6,)| < 0.7. Given the similar background at FCC-ee and
LEP (and in particular that both LEP and FCC-ee are free from pileup), and assuming
conservatively the same detector properties of FCC-ee as for LEP, the lower bound of the

sensitivity of FCC-ee would be

1
O.FCC—ee %EPI 1
mono-y -pole i ) )
ogFCC-ee ™ EFCC-ee =3.3-10 (212)
mono-y Z-pole

where £J20) = 0.2 b~ and £5I5¢° = 150 - 10° fb~".

We show the corresponding sensitivity in Figs. 8 and 9. Note that this simple estimate
roughly agrees with the sensitivity of CEPC recently computed in [26].

Let us now discuss how to distinguish leptonic decays of the HNLs with mixing or
the dipole couplings. The simplest way would be to check the presence of the leptons of
different flavors in the lepton pair: such type of decays is common for the HNLs with the
mixing coupling (it occurs via the charged current) [46-48] but is highly suppressed for
the HNLs with the dipole coupling. Another way would be to compare the distribution of
the lepton pair in invariant mass. For the dipole coupling, the leptons appear via a virtual
photon. Therefore, the distribution has the maximum at my,, = 2m,. and quickly drops
with the increase of mji,,. In contrast, for the mixing coupling, the mediator is a heavy
W /Z, the corresponding propagator is a constant, and the distribution is rather flat in the

range 0 < miny < mpy, see Fig. 3.
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Figure 3. The distribution of the electron-positron pair from the HNL decay N — vete™ in the
invariant mass mee = v/ (Pe+ + Pe— )2, assuming the mixing (the red histogram) or the dipole (the
blue histogram) coupling of the HNL to the SM particles.

Displaced decays Another way to search for HNLs may be to look for the displaced
decays. Unlike the LHC, lepton colliders have a much cleaner background; in particular,



no pile-up events [49, 50]. Therefore, it may be much simpler to distinguish a hypothetical
SM background and the signal from decaying HNLs. In particular, instead of searching
for the events with prompt leptons, one may consider only the events with the displaced
vertex — the Z boson decays

et +e -2, Z—->N+v, NoIT4+1 +v (2.13)

To summarize, we conclude that there is a complementarity between the mentioned
signatures at colliders and the non-collider experiments. While the latter would probe
mainly d,, the former may explore the couplings dz, dy . The displaced vertex signatures
may contribute to the sensitivity only if dzw # 0, since these couplings determine the
production of the HNLs. In contrast, the missing energy signature may still provide the
sensitivity, given that the HNL production, in this case, is also controlled by d.

In addition, we should stress another complementarity — between the lepton colliders
may mainly probe the dz coupling, the hadronic colliders suit better for probing dyy .

Similar to the hadron colliders case, HNLs may be additionally produced by decays of
light mesons. However, such events would typically have a large multiplicity and do not
have peculiar kinematic features which simplifies their distinguishing from the SM events.
Therefore, further, we concentrate only on the production from Z bosons.

3 Hadron colliders

3.1 Background

In [41], the search for HNLs with the mixing coupling has been performed using the statis-
tics accumulated during 2016-2018, corresponding to the integrated luminosity 138 fb~! at
CMS. The results of this search may be extrapolated to the high-luminosity LHC, with the
corresponding scaling of the SM background.

To reduce backgrounds, the following selection cuts have been imposed:

— One prompt lepton /; and two displaced leptons I3 3 within the pseudorapidity range
In| < 2.5.

— Prompt electron (muon): pr > 30 — 32 (25) GeV, transverse impact parameter
|do| < 0.05 cm and longitudinal impact parameter |d,| < 0.1 cm.

— Displaced electrons (muons): pr > 7 (5) GeV, |do| > 0.01 cm, |d,| < 10 cm. The
total transverse momentum of the two displaced leptons should be pr23 > 15 GeV.

— The invariant mass of 3 leptons should be within 50 GeV < ,/s123 < 80 GeV; the
invariant mass of the displaced leptons /s23 should not be close to the invariant mass
of the SM resonances (such as w, ¢, J/1,...).

— Angular constraints: the angle between the HNL direction (assumed to be given
by the vector from the primary vertex to the secondary vertex) and the direction
given by the total momentum of Iy, p3 is cos(fsy 23) > 0.99; the azimuthal separation
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Figure 4. Selection efficiencies for the events with decaying HNLs at CMSQLHC and at FCC-hh,
assuming the same experimental setup as at CMSQLHC. Left panel: as a function of the HNL
decay length for several choices of its mass. Right panel: as a function of the HNL mass.

between the prompt and each of the displaced leptons should be [A¢(l1,ly/3)| > 1;
the angular separation between I 3 should be AR(la,l3) = \/An3; + Agds < 1.

— Maximal displacement constraints: displaced vertex within the tracker, i.e., the trans-
verse distance Asp < 0.5 m and the longitudinal distance AII < 3 m.

The reconstruction efficiency for the prompt leptons is ~ 90%. The reconstruction ef-
ficiency for displaced leptons depends on the lepton type, its relative isolation, and the
displacement. In particular, for the displacement 10 (25) cm, depending on the relative
isolation, the efficiency for the electron reconstruction varies in the limits from 20%-40%
to 60%-80% (15%-20% to 50%-60%). In contrast, for the muons with the displacement 10
(50) cm, the numbers change from 85%-90% to 95% (40%-50% to 80%).

Backgrounds for this selection set may come from the events with misidentified hadrons,
muons from pion or kaon decays, and leptons coming from decays of heavy flavor hadrons.
For the luminosity corresponding to the data set collected at CMS in 2016-2018, the total
number of predicted background events is ~ 100 — 200. The collected data agreed with the
theoretical background prediction, which was used to impose the exclusion bound on the
parameter space of the HNLs with the mixing coupling.

3.2 Sensitivity

Let us estimate the sensitivity of this scheme to the HNLs with the dipole coupling. We
will consider the LHC in its high luminosity phase (HL-LHC) and FCC-hh, assuming for
the latter the same search scheme as for the LHC. The parameters of these two detectors
are summarized in Table 2. Due to larger energies, the background at the FCC-hh may

Detector | Rx L
CMS@QLHC | <25 | 0.5 mx3m
FCC-hh <4 | 16mxbm

Table 2. Parameters of the trackers at CMSQLHC and the FCC-hh reference design detector:
pseudorapidity coverage, transverse and longitudinal size. The values are taken from [51] and [37].



qualitatively change. Therefore, we will present the sensitivity of the FCC-hh in the form
of iso-contours.

We start with evaluating the selection efficiency for the signal. We define it as
_ Diep Br(N = vItl™) x €l

sel
ion = 3.1
€selection Zl:e# BI‘(N - I/l+l_) s ( )

l
sel

we perform a pure MC simulation, where the kinematics reconstruction effects are not

where €', is the selection efficiency for the decay into a lepton pair [T1~. For simplicity,
considered. For the LHC, we approximate the displaced leptons reconstruction efficiency
by a linear function of the transverse displacement, adopting conservatively the lowest
values reported in [41] for the interpolation points. As a cross-check of the calculations, we
have reproduced the sensitivity to HNLs with the mixing coupling reported in [41] within
a factor of 1.5, which is appropriate given the simplicity of the simulation. For the FCC-
hh, we assume unit displaced leptons reconstruction efficiency, motivated by a possible
development of technologies at the time of the construction of FCC-hh. Compared to the
CMSQLHC case, we also change the pseudorapidity/displacement cuts due to the changed
tracker size (see Table 2), leaving the other cuts unchanged.

The mass and lifetime dependence of €ggjection for the HNLs with the dipole coupling
case is shown in Fig. 4. From the figure, we see that for HNLs with mass my < 10 GeV,
€selection does not exceed ~ 1072 at the LHC. The corresponding values at the FCC-hh
are at least one order of magnitude larger. This is a combined effect of the larger tracker
volume and the unit displaced leptons reconstruction efficiency. For the fixed decay length,
the efficiency increases with the HNL mass. The reason is an increase of the pr of the
produced leptons relative to the direction of the incoming HNL, and hence the transverse
impact parameter.

The number of events is given by

Nevents = Nw x Br(W = N +1) x 3 Br(N = vI*17) X €gelection (3.2)
l=e,u

The behavior of the number of events with the coupling for the fixed mass is shown in
Fig. 5. The number of events at the FCC-hh is a factor of a few hundred larger than at
the LHC. This increase is due to the larger selection efficiency and a gain in the luminosity
and W boson production cross-section.

The sensitivities of the searches for the displaced vertices at the HL-LHC and FCC-hh
assuming the coupling of the HNLs to the electron flavor are shown in Fig. 5. Although
the sensitivity of the LHC is completely within the sensitivity of DUNE, it may still be
a useful probe of the dipole portal, since it probes not only the d, coupling, but also the
coupling to W bosons, and hence the LHC is complementary to other probes.

In the same figure, we also show the projected limits for the parameter space that may
be probed by the mono 7 searches (remind Sec. 2.2.1). Because of a huge background, this
search cannot explore unconstrained HNL couplings.

~10 -
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Figure 5. Left panel: the behavior of the number of events for HNLs with different masses as
a function of the dipole coupling d,. Right panel: the potential of the hadron colliders — high
luminosity LHC and FCC-hh — to probe the HNL parameter space. For the LHC case, we show
the sensitivities coming from two signatures (Sec. 2.2.1): the dilepton displaced vertex searches,
for which we report the 90% CL limit, as well as the projected sensitivity from the searches for
the events with mono ~ and missing energy at ATLAS. In the case of the FCC-hh, we show the
iso-contours corresponding to 50 and 100 events.

4 Lepton colliders

4.1 Backgrounds

Lepton colliders are free from pileup and have a low beam-induced background. Therefore,
for the given process with an HNL,

et +e = Z > N+v—=Y+Y +vu, (4.1)

where Y, Y denote visible HNL decay products, the only possible background comes from
single events of e™, e~ collisions. The latter includes Z boson decays

et te = Z = f+f—=Y+Y +inv, (4.2)
where f =1l=e,u, 7 or ¢ =u,d, s, c,b, and prompt 4-fermion production
+ — 7 " i % .
eTt+e > f+f+f+f">Y+Y +inv, (4.3)

see Fig. 6.

By “inv”, we denote the particles that leave the detector invisibly; examples include
neutrinos or the particles that have not been detected due to the inefficiency of the detector.

In [52], a preliminary background analysis for FCC-ee has been performed for the
minimal HNL model with the mixing coupling. For the particular decay process N —
et + e~ + v, backgrounds from the decays of Z bosons have been considered. The sim-
ulation started by generating events in MadGraph [39], followed by Pythia8 [53] for the
hadronization and DELPHES [54] for the simulation of the detector response. The back-
ground reduction has been studied using pre-selection cuts, i.e. without requiring the
candidates Y, Y to form a good vertex. The selection started from the requirement to

- 11 -



Figure 6. Events at lepton colliders. An event (4.1) with an HNL decaying into a pair of charged
leptons [*,1~ (the diagram (a)), and possible background processes to it: decays Z — XX —
IT™ + 1~ + inv (the diagrams (b), (c)), as well as 4-fermion process ete™ — [T~ + v + i.

have the visible final state consisting solely of a pair of e*, e~ particles. Then, the event
was required to have non-zero missing momentum p = |Pet + Pe—| > 10 GeV, to account
for finite momentum reconstruction resolution and remove a huge fraction of background
from decays Z — ee. Then, the cut on the transverse impact parameter, the minimal
distance |dg| > 0.5 mm from the track helical trajectory to the beamline, has been applied
to both e and e~. This selection allowed reducing backgrounds from promptly produced
et,e”.

In total, the pre-selection reduced backgrounds down to ~ 10° - mostly coming from

Z—=T14+7 e +e +inv (4.4)

Therefore, an additional selection is needed to remove the background. In addition, the
impact parameter cut harms the sensitivity to short-lived HNLs, being in particular much
more restrictive than the requirement for the vertex displacement rgjsp > 400 pm used
in [52] to demonstrate the potential of FCC-ee to explore the parameter space of the HNLs
with the mixing coupling (see also Fig. 7).

An examination of the kinematics for the process (4.4) and the signal (remind Sec. 2.1)
suggests that the amount of the remaining background events may be significantly reduced
if imposing the cut on the angle between two electrons from above and their energies from
below, see Appendix A. To study this question, we have performed a toy MC simulation of
the process (4.4) and the events with HNLs in Mathematica. We have found that the cut

co8(fee) > —0.5, E.+ >2GeV, E. >2GeV (4.5)

leaves no background events even before imposing the |dp| cut while keeping a large signal
selection efficiency independent of the lifetime of the HNL. Apart from this selection,
the background may also be reduced by requiring the electron-positron pair to form a
good vertex (e.g., a small distance of the closest approach between their tracks). It may
suggest that the |dp| cut can be relaxed to allow for probing short-lived HNLs, as the
selection (4.5) should also work properly for the other Z decays. A detailed simulation

- 12 —



including the detector response is required to examine this question further, which is left
for future work.
However, the cuts (4.5) are not efficient in the case of the 4-fermion production pro-

cesses (4.3). To examine this question, we have simulated the purely leptonic process
et +e —wet+e +v+v (4.6)

in MadGraph. The total cross section of this process requiring pr;, > 0.1 GeV has been
found at the level of gee_seerry = 1.7 pb, which results in Ny - ";:% ~ 2-10% of such
events during the Z-pole mode timeline. The e™, e~ pair typically originates from the same
vertex and hence may be as collimated as the signal, while neutrinos carry away missing
momentum.

However, the 4-fermion process is prompt. Unlike the background coming from the
decays of Z, the produced e',e™ pair has zero displacement from the collision point. To
reduce this background to zero, one may additionally require non-zero displacement of the
vertex formed by the e™,e™ pair. The exact cut depends on the spatial resolution of the

tracker. We will exploit two different choices for the displacement cut:
Tdispl > 0.4 mm, or 7gispl > 0.1 mm (4.7)

The cuts considered in [52] and the pre-selection we propose in this work are summarized
in Table 3.

Selection cuts
Only e*,e” in an event, p > 10 GeV
|do| > 0.5 mm
Only [*,[™ in an event, p > 10 GeV
This work | cos(6;) > —0.5, Ej+, Ej- > 2 GeV
Tdispl > 0.4 mm, or 7gisp1 > 0.1 mm

Ref. [52]

Table 3. Summary of the selection cuts required to remove the background for different HNL decay
processes, as imposed in [52] and considered in this work. Here, dy denotes the transverse impact
parameter of any of the two tracks, p= | >~ Preconstructed| corresponds to the missing momentum in
an event, 6, is the angle between the two particles a, b, and rgisp1 is the vertex displacement from
the collision point.

4.2 Sensitivity
4.2.1 Selection efficiencies

The signal efficiency for the selection criteria from Table 3 for various HNL masses and
decay lengths, considering both the mixing and dipole couplings, is shown in Fig. 7.

Let us first consider the cuts set from [52]. We reproduce the values of the efficiencies
reported for particular masses and lifetimes of HNLs with the mixing coupling in Table 3
of this paper. The figures show that the cuts’ impact depends significantly on the HNL
mass and lifetime. The efficiency, being ~ 1 for lqecay > 0.5 mm independently on the
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Figure 7. Selection efficiency for the process N — eTe~ v (for both the mixing and dipole couplings)
based on the cuts from Table 3: the ones considered in [52] (the blue lines), and the ones discussed
in this work (the red lines), assuming the minimal displacement lgisp1 > 0.4 mm. The left panel: as
a function of the HNL decay length Iy decay = cTnpn/muy for the fixed HNL mass my = 30 GeV.
The vertical dashed gray line denotes the minimal decay length of the HNL with the mixing coupling
to which FCC-ee may be sensitive if requiring only the displacement rgisp1 > 0.4 mm (from [52]).
The right panel: as a function of the HNL mass for the fixed HNL decay length IN decay = 0.5 mm.

HNL mass, starts dropping at lgecay =~ 1 cm. For the given decay length, the decrease of €
is larger for smaller HNL masses. The reason is that the impact parameter (and hence the
efficiency) of the decay products is higher if they gain large pr relatively to the direction
of the HNL, and the magnitude of pr is controlled by the HNL mass. The efficiency for
the dipole coupling case has similar behavior. However, the impact of efficiency however
is less severe. Indeed, because of the kinematics of the decay process N — [T]~"v (remind
Sec. 2.1), in the dipole case, the leptons typically gain smaller energies and than in the
mixing case. Due to this feature, their deflection relative to the HNL is larger, which results
in a larger IP on average.

For the cuts set proposed in this paper, the situation is different. The decrease at
small lifetimes is obviously less significant. As for the my behavior, the efficiency slightly
drops once mass increases because of an increase of the mean angle between leptons with
my. In particular, for heavy HNLs with my =~ my a sizable fraction of events may
have cos(f) < —0.5. This effect is more significant for HNLs with mixing because of the
process’s kinematics. On the other hand, since leptons produced via the dipole coupling
are less energetic, the efficiency is lower at low HNL masses because of the E; cut.

4.2.2 Number of events and sensitivity curves

Let us now estimate the sensitivity of FCC-ee to HNLs. We will consider the reference
Innovative Detector for Electron—positron Accelerators (IDEA), which is a cylinder having
the radius » = 4.5 m and longitudinal size L = 11 m [52]. The other reference detector,
CLD, has very similar specifications, and therefore the sensitivity would be completely
similar.

The expected number of events with decays of HNLs at IDEAQFCC-ee is

l
Nevents =2+ Nz - BrZ%N+y X Z BrN—)Hl—y X eée)la (48)
l=e,u
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Figure 8. The potential of FCC-ee to probe the parameter space of the HNLs with the dipole
coupling, see Sec. 2.2.2. The solid and short-dashed dark blue lines show the 90% CL sensitivity
corresponding to the displaced decay signature, assuming the event selection considered in this paper
(see Sec. 4.1 and Table 3). The long-dashed lighter blue line denotes the sensitivity corresponding
to the y+missing energy signature.

where €5] = €g1(mpy,dy) is the fraction of events with HNLs decaying inside the decay
volume and that satisfy the selection cuts from Table 3. In the limit when lgecayn >
O(1 mm), the displacement selection has unit efficiency, and ey becomes decay length-

[ lmin lmax 0
€sel 2 E(TZN) /d@ <exp [_ld N] — exp [_ld(l\ﬂ) , (4.9)
ecay, ecay,
0

where the integration is performed over all directions of the cylindrical decay volume of
IDEA.

The sensitivity of the FCC-ee to the HNLs with the dipole coupling is shown in Fig. 8,
where we also include the sensitivity of the missing energy search (remind Sec. 2.2.2).

independent:

To fix the excluded parameter space, we assume d, = d,. We stress however that the
sensitivity of the FCC-ee is flavor-universal since both the production and decay of the
HNL are flavor-agnostic.

From the figure, we conclude that depending on the displacement cut, with the dis-
placed decay searches FCC-ee may probe the HNLs with masses up to my = 30 GeV. The
upper bound of the sensitivity is caused by the HNL decay vertex displacement selection.
The shape of the lower bound is changing: below my ~ 3 GeV it gets smoothly improved,
while at larger masses it becomes plateau. The reason is that at small masses, the HNL
decay length at the lower bound is INdecay > 1 m, and therefore the decay probability
scales as Piecay ~ INdecay/lad mX,A‘, where the scaling comes from the behavior of the
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Figure 9. Potential of colliders — FCC-ee, LHC in the high luminosity phase, and FCC-hh — to
explore the parameter space of HNLs with the dipole coupling. For the LHC, we report the 90%
CL sensitivity based on the search scheme and backgrounds from [41] (see Sec. 3.2). For FCC-hh,
we assume the same search scheme as for the LHC and show the iso-contour corresponding to 50
events. For FCC-ee, we report the 90% CL sensitivity assuming that the background is absent (see
the corresponding discussion in Sec. 4.1).

HNL decay width (2.6) and the 7 factor. At large masses, the HNL decay length becomes
small enough such that HNLs have a unit probability of decaying inside the detector. The
lower bound in this case is determined by the condition NN proq X €sel > 2.3, which is almost
mass-independent in the mass range of interest.

The missing energy search is complementary compared to the displaced decays. Namely,
it cannot probe as small couplings as probed by the displaced decay search because of
significant background. However, it may explore higher HNL masses, since there is no
displacement cut.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have analyzed the potential of hadron and lepton colliders to probe the
parameter space of HNLs with the dipole coupling.

We have first discussed the phenomenology of HNLs — including their production,
decays, and possible signatures — at the LHC, FCC-hh, and FCC-ee (Sec. 2.1). We have
also commented on how to distinguish decays of HNLs with mixing and dipole couplings.
Thanks to the different working modes of the lepton and hadron colliders, they complement
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each other in exploring the parameter space of HNLs: the hadron colliders may probe the
coupling of HNLs to W bosons, while the lepton colliders are more efficient in probing
the coupling to Z bosons. In addition, because of the production channels of HNLs, from
decays of W, Z bosons, as well as due to the small distance from the production point to the
decay volume, the colliders may probe the parameter space in the mass range inaccessible
to neutrino factories such as DUNE and FASER2.

Then, we have considered the hadron colliders (Sec. 3), utilizing the search for displaced
vertices with dileptons at CMS as well as the missing energy searches at ATLAS. We have
derived the sensitivity of the LHC in the high luminosity phase and estimated the potential
of FCC-hh (Fig. 5). A detailed background study for the FCC-hh case is required, which
however goes beyond the scope of this paper.

Next, we have considered the lepton colliders, see Sec. 4, concentrating on FCC-ee.
We have first made a simplified background analysis demonstrating that the HNL decay
signal can be promisingly distinguished from the background (Sec. 4.1), where we proposed
new selection rules using kinematic properties. These findings will need to be checked with
full-scale simulation in the future. Depending on the model parameters and given the ideal
zero background, it may be possible to probe the HNL masses up to my ~ 30 GeV, see
Fig. 8.

The final plot combining the sensitivities of lepton and hadron colliders is shown in
Fig. 9, where we marginalize over the couplings to Z, W assuming their maximal possible
values. From the figures, we conclude that FCC-ee may explore the HNL masses up to
my =~ 30 GeV, while the exploration potential of the hadron colliders is limited by my ~ 3
GeV. This is due to the different background environments of these colliders: FCC-ee is
free from pileup events, and therefore background is much cleaner, which allows for softer
selection which keeps high efficiency for events with HNLs and simultaneously efficiently
reduces the yield of the pure SM events.
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A Events selection at FCC-ee

Let us first analyze the kinematics of Z boson decays into two 7 leptons at FCC-ee. Since
Zs are at rest, their decay products 7,7 fly in exactly opposite directions and have the
same energy E, = E; = myz/2. The e',e” pair without any other visible particle can
originate only from the two decays (the diagram (c) in Fig. 6)

Te U +v, Toet v+, (A.1)

where the distribution of e™, e~ in the angle 0., between their directions of motion is peaked
around 6., = w. A small fraction of events with a small angle between the momenta of
e',e” have the following pattern: one of the particles from the pair has very small energy,
E+ <mgz/2.

my = 20 GeV, N - ve"'e“
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Figure 10. The distribution of the eTe™ pair in cosine of the angle between the e*, e~ at FCC-ee
in the Z-pole operating mode. Three processes are considered: the background process Z — 77 —
ete D,veyvy, and the HNL decays N — ete v, assuming the dipole and the mixing couplings
(mixing with v, is considered), respectively. The detector reconstruction effects are not included.

The situation with the signal is different: the angle distribution between the e™, e~
originated from the HNL decay is peaked at § = 0, and the situation remains the same
even for heavy HNLs my ~ myz. Therefore, the background yield may be reduced without
a significant impact on the signal if one requires a cut on cos(fe.) and E.+, E.- from below.

To estimate the effect of such a cut on the background and signal, we have simulated
~ 5-.10% decays Z — 77 — et e v.U.v, -, which corresponds to the full statistics expected
during the full timeline of FCC-ee in the Z pole mode [52]. In the simulation, we included
neither finite detector reconstruction resolution® nor the particle identification efficiency
ideally. Therefore, its predictions should be validated with full-scale simulations.

The distribution in cos(fe.) for the eTe™ pair from the background and the decays
N — ete v, considering both the models of the dipole portal and the minimal HNL

3Nevertheless, as is demonstrated in [52], FCC-ee has perfect reconstruction capabilities of both the
lepton energies and momentum (and hence cos(fe.)).
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model, is shown in Fig. 10. With the simulated sample, we have reproduced the selection
efficiencies reported in Table 2 of [52] for the process Z — 77 — ee. Next, we found that
the cut

co8(0ce) > —0.5, E.+ >2GeV, E. >2GeV (A.2)

reduces the number of backgrounds to zero even before imposing the dy and p cuts in the
simplified simulation mentioned above.

The same conclusion may hold for other decays Z — ff — ete™ +inv. The et,e™ pair
originates either from the single process f — --- — ete™ + inv? such that f — --- — inv
(the diagram (b) in Fig. 6), or from the two independent processes f — -+ — e~ + inv,
f — -+ = et +inv (the diagram (c)). By inspecting the decay modes of possible products
of f in [55] and assuming a perfect detector efficiency in detecting charged particles and
neutral long-lived mesons such as K? (via deposition in HCAL), we have not found the
combination ff which may lead to the diagram (b). Therefore, we conclude roughly that
this category of events may be a subject of the detector inefficiency only. The level of this
inefficiency is to be determined by the full-scale simulations.

Nevertheless, we believe that the combination of the presented cuts in addition to the
vertex criteria (such as the small distance of the closest approach between the tracks) would
allow reducing the background from Z boson SM decays to zero. Further, we will ideally
assume zero background from the processes of the type Z — ff — Y'Y +inv, constituting
the background for various decay modes of the HNL N — Y'Y +v. This may be especially
the case for the decays e.g. N — ¢ + ¢ + v, for which the background process, Z — q + ¢,
would have even more marginal kinematics. Note that a more detailed simulation checking
the selection rules we proposed in Eq. (A.2) is strongly suggested to be performed, which
is beyond the reach of this work.

“Here, if f is a quark, by ... we mean a hadronization.
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