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Abstract

W e analyze neutrinoless double �-decay (0���-decay) m ediated by heavy particles from the

standpointofe�ective �eld theory. W e show how sym m etriesofthe 0���-decay quark operators

arisingin agiven particlephysicsm odeldeterm inetheform ofthecorrespondinge�ective,hadronic

operators. W e classify the latter according to their sym m etry transform ation properties as well

asthe orderatwhich they appearin a derivative expansion. W e apply thisfram ework to several

particle physics m odels,including R-parity violating supersym m etry (RPV SUSY) and the left-

right sym m etric m odel(LRSM ) with m ixing and a right-handed M ajorana neutrino. W e show

that,in general,the pion exchange contributions to 0���-decay dom inate over the short-range

four-nucleon operators. This con�rm s previously published RPV SUSY results and allows us to

derivenew constraintson them assesin theLRSM .In particular,weshow how a non-zero m ixing

angle � in the left-right sym m etry m odelproduces a new potentially dom inant contribution to

0���-decay thatsubstantially m odi�espreviouslim itson them assesoftheright-handed neutrino

and boson stem m ing from constraintsfrom 0���-decay and vacuum stability requirem ents.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thestudy ofneutrinolessdoublebeta-decay (0���-decay)isan im portanttopicin par-

ticle and nuclearphysics(forrecentreviews,see Refs.[1,2,3]).The discovery ofneutrino

oscillationsin atm ospheric,solarand reactorneutrino experim entsprovestheexistenceofa

non-vanishing neutrino m ass[4,5,6].W hileoscillation experim entsprovideinform ation on

m ass-squared di�erences,they cannotby them selves determ ine the m agnitude ofthe neu-

trino m assesnordeterm ineifneutrinosareM ajorana particles.Iftheneutrino sectorofan

\extended" Standard M odelincludes m assive,M ajorana neutrinos,then 0���-decay pro-

videsdirectinform ation on theM ajorana m asses.Indeed,sinceM ajorana neutrinosviolate

lepton num ber(L),Feynm an graphssuch astheonedepicted in Fig.1a arenon-vanishing.

In particular,ifthe e;�;� neutrinos have non-vanishing M ajorana m asses,an analysis of

0��� coupled with data from neutrino oscillationsprovideslim itson the absolute value of

theselightneutrino m asses[7].

Neutrinoless ��-decay can also be a probe forheavy m ass scales. Forexam ple,in the

left-rightsym m etric m odel[2,8,9],a heavy right-handed neutrino also contributesto the

process;it can even be dom inant depending on the values ofthe elem ents ofthe m ixing

m atrix.Thus,0��� can beatoolfortheexploration ofenergyscalesbeyond theelectroweak

sym m etry breaking scale. Alternatively,the L-violating interactionsresponsible for0���-

decay m ay notinvolve M ajorana neutrinosdirectly. Forexam ple,sem ileptonic,R parity-

violating(RPV)supersym m etric(SUSY)interactions,involving exchangeofcharged-lepton

superpartners(an exam pleofwhich isgiven in Fig.1b ratherthan M ajorana neutrinos,can

FIG .1: a) 0��� through the exchange ofa M ajorana neutrino. b) 0��� through the exchange oftwo

selectronsand a neutralino in RPV SUSY.
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give rise to 0���-decay [10,11,12].Here again 0���-decay providesa probeofthe heavy

SUSY m ass scale and im poses constraints on RPV SUSY param eters [13]. Furtherm ore,

thesealternativescenariosfor0���-decay arerelevantforthestudy ofM ajorana neutrinos

sinceany 0���-decay m echanism willgenerateM ajorana m assesfortheneutrinos[14].

Theleft-rightsym m etricm odeland RPV SUSY arebuttwo ofa num berofm odelsthat

involve a heavy m assscale��� thatcharacterizestheheavy,L-violating physics.Although

the e�ectsofthese m echanism swilltypically be suppressed by som e inverse powerof� ��,

0���-decay m ediated by lightneutrinoscan also besuppressed since theam plitudeispro-

portionalto theneutrino e�ectivem ass.Thus,itisim portantto analyzesystem atically the

potentially com parable contributionsstem m ing from L-violating m echanism s m ediated by

heavy particles.Since��� isfarheavierthan any hadronicscalethatwould entertheprob-

lem ,thereexistsa clearseparation ofscalesin thiscase.Fortheanalysisofsuch situations,

e�ective �eld theory (EFT)isthetoolofchoice.

In what follows, we system atically organize the 0���-decay problem using EFT,fo-

cusing on L-violation m ediated by heavy physics (for other e�orts along these lines,see

Refs.[15,16,17]).Sincetheparticlephysicsdynam icsofthisheavy physicsoccurprim arily

atshort-distance,onem ay \integrateout"theheavy degreesoffreedom ,leavingan e�ective

theory ofquarksand leptons;these quark-lepton operatorsin turn generate hadron-lepton

operatorsthathave the sam e transform ation propertiesundervarioussym m etries. In this

work,only the lightest quarks are considered,with the relevant sym m etries being parity

and strong SU(2)L� SU(2)R [chiralSU(2)].Thee�ective hadron-lepton Lagrangian forthis

theory,L
0���

EFF
,contains an in�nite tower ofnon-renorm alizable operators,which m ay be

system atically classi�ed in powersofp=� H,p=��� and �H=���.Here,p denotesany sm all

quantity,such asm � ortheenergy ofthedilepton pairand �H � 1 GeV isa hadronicm ass

scale. W hile the coe�cientsofthe e�ective operatorsin L
0���

EFF
are unknown1,the sym m e-

try properties ofthe underlying short-distance physics m ay require that certain operator

coe�cientsvanish.

Thesesym m etry propertiescan havesigni�cantconsequencesforthesizeof0���-decay

nuclear m atrix elem ents and,thus,forthe short-distance m ass scale deduced from exper-

1 Thecom putation ofthesecoe�cientsfrom theunderlying quark-lepton interaction introducesom edegree

ofuncertainty { a problem wewillnotaddressin thiswork.
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im entallim its. Speci�cally,the hadronic vertices appearing in L
0���

EFF
willbe ofthe type

N N N N ee,N N �eeand ��ee,etc.They stem from quark-lepton operatorshaving di�erent

transform ation properties under parity and chiralSU(2);as such,they willcontribute to

di�erentordersin thep=� H expansion.

Traditionally,the short-range N N N N ee contribution to 0���-decay hasbeen analyzed

using a form -factorapproach [18]where the �nite size ofthe nucleon istaken into account

with the use ofa dipole form -factor. The form -factorovercom esthe short-range repulsive

corein N N interactionsthatwould otherwise preventthenucleonsfrom evergetting close

enough to exchange the heavy particles thatm ediate 0���-decay. The disadvantage ofa

form -factorm odelisthattheerrorintroduced by them odelingcannotbeestim ated system -

atically in contrastto theEFT approach.A discussion oftheN N N N ee vertex within the

fram ework ofEFT willappearlaterin thispaper.

In contrastto the shortrange contribution to 0���-decay,the long range contributions

involve the exchange ofpions[19]through the N N �ee and ��ee vertices. Although these

long range contributions have been analyzed in the form -factor approach [20], they are

m oresystem atically analyzed within thecontextofEFT becauseoftheseparation ofscales:

m � < �H � ���.Asnoted in ref.[21],forexam ple,them atrix elem entsassociated with the

longrangepionice�ectsallowed underRPV SUSY scenarioscan bedom inant.However,we

show thatthe dom inance ofpion exchange in 0���-decay m ediated by heavy physics isa

m oregeneralresultnotlim ited toRPV SUSY.Thesepionice�ectscan beconsiderablylarger

than thoseobtained using theconventionalform factorm odelfortheshort-rangeN N N N ee

process. Forthese reasons,the analysis ofthe long range contributions to 0���-decay in

EFT willbethem ain focusofthispaper.

ThevarioustypesofL-violatingoperatorsthatcontributetothelongrangecontributions

of0���-decay appearatdi�erentordersin thep=�H expansion with p� m�,and theorder

atwhich they appeardepends on theirsym m etry properties. Itistherefore im portantto

delineateclearly thesym m etry propertiesofL
0���

EFF
forvarioustypesofL-violating operators

and use these sym m etries to relate the hadron-lepton operators to the underlying quark-

lepton operators. Carrying out this classi�cation constitutes the �rst com ponent ofthis

study. In doing so,we also com m ent on the standard approach to deriving 0���-decay

nuclearoperatorsand correctsom eerrorsappearing in theliterature.

The second step in ourtreatm entinvolves deriving 0���-decay nuclearoperatorsfrom
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L
0���

EFF
and expressing the rate in term sofcorresponding nuclearm atrix elem ents. Forany

��-decay m odeto occur,the�nalnucleusm ustbem orebound than any otherprospective

single �-decay daughter nucleus. Such �-forbidden but ��-allowed nucleionly occur for

su�ciently heavy nuclei. Thus,the extraction ofthe short-distance physicsthatgivesrise

to 0���-decay (atpresent,only upperlim itson thedecay ratesexist)dependson a proper

treatm entofthem any-body nuclearphysics.Having in hand theappropriatesetofnuclear

operators (for a given L-violation scenario),one could in principle com pute the relevant

nuclear m atrix elem ents. Unfortunately,it is not yet possible to do so in a m anner fully

consistent with EFT.This problem has been studied extensively in the case ofthe N N

and three-nucleon system s,where the state-of-the art involves use ofchiralsym m etry to

organize(and renorm alize)therelevantnuclearoperators[22,23,24,25].Outofnecessity,

we follow the sam e philosophy here. Nonetheless,the organization ofvarious0���-decay

operatorsbased on sym m etry considerationsand EFT powercounting should representan

im provem entoverpresenttreatm entsofthenuclearproblem .

Asa �nalstep,we relate the variousnuclearoperatorsobtained from L
0���

EFF
to di�erent

particle physics m odels for L-violation. Doing so allows us to determ ine which nuclear

m echanism sdom inatetheratefora given particlephysicsm odel.Forexam ple,in both the

RPV SUSY and theleft-rightsym m etric m odelwith m ixing ofthegaugebosons,the��ee

contribution tothe0���-decay am plitudeissigni�cantly largerthan thatoftheshortrange

N N N N ee contribution.In contrast,forleft-rightsym m etric m odelswith no m ixing,these

contributions are ofa sim ilar m agnitude. W e also show how this large ��ee contribution

to 0���-decay substantially a�ectstherelationship between them assesoftheright-handed

neutrino and gauge boson including a new correlation between the m inim um m ass ofthe

right-handed neutrino and the W L � WR m ixing angle. In short, the sensitivity ofthe

0���-decay searchesisstrongly a�ected by the sym m etry transform ation propertiesofthe

operatorscontained in a given particlephysicsm odel.

Therem ainderofourpaperisorganized asfollows.In Section II,weclassifytheoperators

in L
0���

EFF
according to their sym m etry properties and p=� counting and we tabulate the

variousquark-lepton operatorsaccording to thehadron lepton operatorsthey can generate.

In Section IIIwe use the leading operatorsto derive non-relativistic nuclearoperatorsand

com pare their structure with those appearing in conventionaltreatm ents. In section IV

we work outthe particle physicsim plicationsundervariousscenarios,nam ely RPV SUSY
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and the left-rightsym m etric m odeland com pare them to each other. W e sum m arize our

conclusionsin Section V.

II. EFFEC T IV E 0���-D EC AY O P ER AT O R S

Theclassi�cation oftheoperatorsin L
0���

EFF
relieson two elem ents:

1.Theuseofsym m etry to relatee�ective lepton-hadron 0���-decay operatorsto those

involving quarksand leptons. The relevantsym m etries are parity and chiralSU(2).

Indeed,because the lepton-hadron e�ective operatorsare generated from the quark-

lepton operatorsthrough strong interactions,they should retain the sam e parity and

chiralstructure.

2.Theorganization ofthesee�ectivelepton-hadron operatorsin an expansion in powers

ofa sm allm om entum p.

To organize the non-standard m odel(NSM )operatorsin powersofp,consider�rstthe

longrange�-exchangecontributionsto0���-decay ofFigs.2a,b,and c.Thefactthatpions

areGoldstonebosonsallowsustousechiralperturbation theory [26,27]toclassify theNSM

hadronic operatorsin term sofa p=�H expansion,with �H = 4�f� � 1 GeV and p � m�

where f� ’ 92:4 M eV isthe pion decay constant.The leading order(LO)quark operators

should therefore induce e�ective hadronic operatorsthatdo notinvolve derivatives ofthe

pion �eldsorpion m assinsertions2,thenext-to-leadingorder(NLO)operatorswould involve

asinglederivativeofthepion �eld,thenext-to-next-to-leadingorder(NNLO)would involve

FIG .2:Diagram sthatcontributeto 0��� attree level.Theexchange diagram sarenotincluded.
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2 Attreelevel,thepion m assinsertionsalwayshavetheform m 2

� and thereforedo notcontributeatLO or

NLO .
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twoderivativesorpion m assinsertionsand so-on.Thisapproach to0���-decay issim ilarto

theapplication ofe�ective�eld theory topurely hadronic�S = 0parity-violatingoperators

thatwasdonein [28]and thesam enotation willbeused.

Thepowercounting forthelong-range0���-decay operatorswillinvolvethechiralorder

ofthestandard m odel(SM )operatorsaswellasthechiralorderoftheNSM operators.For

theSM operators,thesecounting rulesareasfollows:

� a pion propagatorisO (1=p2)while

� each derivativeofthepion �eld and theLO strong �N N vertex areO (p).

As for the short range operators (Fig.2d,the hadronic part is constructed from a 4-

nucleon vertex.Thisvertex can also beexpanded in powersofthenucleon’s3-m om entum .

However,thechiralcounting suggeststhattheleading O (p0)four-nucleon vertex isalready

strongly suppressed relativetothelongrange0���-decay operatorssuch thatthe4-nucleon

vertex can beneglected to lowestorder.Indeed,with theserules,thechiralcounting ofthe

0���-decay operatorsofFigs.2a-d are

Fig.2a� K��p
� 2
; Fig.2b,c� KN N �p

� 1
; Fig.2d � KN N N N p

0
; (1)

where the K i denote the order ofthe NSM hadronic vertices. In general,the LO vertex

in each diagram is O (p0),though in certain cases sym m etry considerations require that

the leading ordervertex vanish (see below).Thus,the long range0���-decay operatorsof

Figs.2a,and 2b,c are enhanced by 1=p2 and 1=p,respectively,relative to the short-range

operator ofFig.2d. In what follows,we willconsider contributions generated by allof

the diagram sin Fig.2. Since the LO contribution from Fig.2d isO (p0),we m ustinclude

contributionsfrom Fig.2a-cthrough thisorderaswell.Consequently,weconsiderallterm s

in K �� and K N N � to O (p
2)and O (p),respectively.

A . Q uark-Lepton Lagrangian

In orderto constructthehadron-lepton operators,webegin by writing down thequark-

lepton Lagrangian for0���-decay. This is done by considering allthe non-vanishing,in-

equivalent,lowest-dim ension quark-lepton operatorsthatare Lorentz-invariantand change
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lepton num berby two units,

L
q

0���
=

G 2
F

���

��
o1O

+ +

1+ + o2O
+ +

2+ + o3O
+ +

2� + o4O
+ +

3+ + o5O
+ +

3�

�
�eec

+
�
o6O

+ +

1+ + o7O
+ +

2+ + o8O
+ +

2� + o9O
+ +

3+ + o10O
+ +

3�

�
�e5ec

+
�
o11O

+ + ;�

4+ + o12O
+ + ;�

4� + o13O
+ + ;�

5+ + o14O
+ + ;�

5�

�
�e�

5
e
c+ h.c.

	
; (2)

where

O ab
1+ = (�qL�

a

�
qL)(�qR�

b
�qR); (3)

O
ab
2� = (�qR�

a
qL)(�qR�

b
qL)� (�qL�

a
qR)(�qL�

b
qR); (4)

O ab
3� = (�qL�

a

�
qL)(�qL�

b
�qL)� (�qR�

a

�
qR)(�qR�

b
�qR); (5)

O
ab;�

4� = (�qL�
a

�
qL � �qR�

a

�
qR)(�qL�

b
qR � �qR�

b
qL); (6)

O
ab;�

5� = (�qL�
a

�
qL � �qR�

a

�
qR)(�qL�

b
qR + �qR�

b
qL): (7)

TheqL,R = (u;d)L,R areleft-handed and right-handed isospinorsand the�’sarePaulim atri-

cesin isospace.W hen a = b,theoperatorswith subscript+(-)areeven (odd)eigenstatesof

parity ascan beveri�ed by noting thattheparity operatorsim ply interchangesleft-handed

spinors with right-handed spinors. This list ofnine operators was arrived at by inspec-

tion3. Other operators that could have been written down are either equivalent to those

in Eqs.(3)to (7)orvanish as shown in appendix A. In particular,alloperatorspropor-

tionalto �e���ec,�e5���ec and �e�ec vanish sincetheseleptoniccurrentsareidentically zero

ascan be veri�ed with the use ofFierz transform ations. Som e ofthese vanishing leptonic

currents were erroneously taken asnon-zero in Ref.[17]. Sim ilarly,a quark operator,like

�q����� q�q����
� q,can be re-expressed in term sofO � �

2� by applying a Fierz transform ation

despite the color indices since the hadronic m atrix elem ents offour-quark operators only

selecttheircolorsingletpart4.

Recallingthatferm ion �eldshavem assdim ension 3/2,notethattheoperatorsappearing

in L
q

0���
have m ass dim ension nine. Therefore, the overallcoe�cients have dim ensions

[M ass]� 5. In Eq.(2),this scale factor is expressed as G 2
F=��� where ��� rem ains to be

3 In writing down theEqs.(3-7),wesuppressed thecolorindicessinceEFT only relatescolor-singletquark

operatorsto hadronicoperators.
4 The projection onto colorsingletstatesintroducesa new factorthatcan ultim ately be absorbed in the

oi’s.
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determ ined.Derivativequark operatorsaresuppressed by extrapowersof��� and need not

beconsidered further.

The operatorsin L
q

0���
can be generated by variousparticle physicsm odels,butnotall

ofthem are necessarily generated in a single m odel. Forexam ple,the left-rightsym m etric

m odelalwaysinvolvesthe productofleft-handed and/orright-handed currents,while only

O ab
1+ and O ab

3� areofthatform .Thus,O ab
2� ; O

ab;�

4� and O
ab;�

5� cannotappearin theleft-right

sym m etricm odel.Anotherexam pleisam inim alextension ofthestandard m odelwith only

left-handed currentsand M ajorana neutrinos;in thisscenario,only O ab
3� could appear.On

the other hand,these operators allappear in RPV SUSY.This observation willallow a

classi�cation oftheseparticlephysicsm odelslaterin thispaper.

Since 0���-decay always requires a = b = � , the O ’s have de�nite transform ation

properties.Using thequark �eld transform ation propertiesunderchiralSU(2),

underSU(2)L� SU(2)R: qL ! LqL; qR ! RqR; (8)

wheretheL and R transform ation m atriceshavetheform expfPL;R �L;R g and

�L;R �
1

2
~� �~�L;R ; PL;R �

1

2
(1� 

5); (9)

wederivethetransform ation propertiesoftheO
ab(�)

i� underchiralSU(2),

O ab
1+ ! (�qLL

y
�
a

�
LqL)(�qRR

y
�
b
�RqR); (10)

O
ab
2� ! (�qRR

y
�
a
LqL)(�qRR

y
�
b
LqL)� (�qLL

y
�
a
RqR)(�qLL

y
�
b
RqR); (11)

O ab
3� ! (�qLL

y
�
a

�
LqL)(�qLL

y
�
b
�LqL)� (�qRR

y
�
a

�
RqR)(�qRR

y
�
b
�RqR); (12)

O
ab;�

4� ! (�qLL
y
�
a

�
LqL � �qRR

y
�
a

�
RqR)(�qLL

y
�
b
RqR � �qRR

y
�
b
LqL); (13)

O
ab;�

5� ! (�qLL
y
�
a

�
LqL � �qRR

y
�
a

�
RqR)(�qLL

y
�
b
RqR + �qRR

y
�
b
LqL): (14)

W e observe thatO ab
1+ belongsto the (3L;3R)representation ofSU(2)L� SU(2)R (from here

on,thesubscriptsL;R aredropped)in thesensethatthe�rstsuperscripta transform slike

atripletunderSU(2)L whilethesecond superscriptbtransform slikeatripletunderSU(2)R.

Note that only O ab
1+ belongs to a representation ofchiralSU(2). The other O

ab(;�)

i� ’s are

superpositionsofoperatorsthathavedi�erenttransform ation propertiesunderchiralSU(2).

Thisisnotsurprising since the generatorsofchiralSU(2)do notcom m ute with the parity

operator as they involve 5. For instance,(�qL�
� �qL)(�qL�

� �qL) changes isospin by two

unitsand isasingletunderSU(2)R such thatitbelongsto(5,1)while(�qR�
� �qR)(�qR�

� �qR)

belongsto (1,5).Hence,O � �
3� belongsto (5;1)� (1;5).
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B . H adron-Lepton Lagrangian

Letusnow turn to thederivation ofthe��eevertex from thequark operators.Thiswill

befollowed by a sim ilaranalysisfortheN N �ee and N N N N ee vertices.

1. ��ee vertex.

To derivethehadronicvertex,�rstconsiderparity.Theproductoftwo pion �eldsbeing

even underparity,only positiveparity operatorscan contribute.Secondly,notethatO
� � ;�

4+

and O
� � ;�

5+ m ustgiveriseto an operatoroftheform

�
+
@
�
�
+ �e�

5
e
c+ h.c. (15)

A partialintegration shows thatthis operatoris suppressed by one power ofthe electron

m ass,and isthereforenegligible.

Thus,theonly term sin L
q

0���
thatcontributeare:

G 2
F

���

�
O + +

1+ �e(o1 + o6
5)ec+ O + +

2+ �e(o2 + o7
5)ec+ O + +

3+ �e(o4 + o9
5)ec+ h.c.

	
: (16)

Thehadronicoperatorsthatstem from thesequark operatorsm usthavethesam etrans-

form ation propertiesand can bewritten down by introducing thefollowing �elds[28]:

X a
R = ��

a
�
y
; X a

L = �
y
�
a
�; Xa = ��

a
�; (17)

� = exp(i�=f�)= exp

�
i

p
2f�

�

�
+
�
+ + �

�
�
� +

1
p
2
�
3
�
0

��

(18)

�
� =

1
p
2
(�1 � i�

2); N :Nucleon �eld. (19)

Thetransform ation property oftheabove�eldsunderparity are

� ! � �; � $ �
y
; X a

R $ X a
L; X a

$ X ya
; N ! 

0
N ; (20)

whileunderSU(2)L� SU(2)R they transform as

� ! L�U
y = U�R

y (21)

X
a ! U� R

y
�
a
L �U

y (22)

X
a
L ! U�

y
L
y
�
a
L �U

y (23)

X
a
R ! U� R

y
�
a
R �

y
U
y (24)

N ! UN : (25)

9



Thetransform ation m atrix U only dependson the�’sand thepion �eld.

AtLO (no derivatives),thetwo-pion operatorstem m ing from theO � �
1+ operatoris

O � �
1+ ! tr[�� �

1+ ]� tr[X�

L
X

�

R
+ X

�

R
X

�

L
]=

4

f2�
�
�
�
� + � � � ; (26)

whiletheonegenerated by O �
2+ is

O �
2+ ! tr[�� �

2+ ]� tr[X�
X

� + X
y�
X

y� ]= �
4

f2�
�
�
�
� + � � � : (27)

Here,�� �
1;2� arede�ned

�� �
1� � X

�

L
X

�

R
� X

�

R
X

�

L
;

�� �
2� � X

�
X

� � X
y�
X

y�
; (28)

and the� subscriptrefersto thetransform ation propertiesofthe�� �i� ’sunderparity.

Note thatwhen the tracesof�� �
1+ and �� �

2+ are expanded up to two powersofthe pion

�eld,they arephysically indistinguishable since therelative m inussign can beabsorbed in

a operatorcoe�cientreferred to asa low energy constant(LEC).

Now considerthe case ofthe two-pion operatorgenerated by O � �
3+ ;to LO the hadronic

operatorshould be:

tr
�
X

+

L
X

+

L
+ X

+

R
X

+

R

�
= 0 : (29)

Thus,thereexistsno (5;1)� (1;5)hadronicoperatorwith no derivatives.

TheLO Lagrangian forthe��ee vertex istherefore

L��ee
(0) =

G 2
F

���

�
tr[�+ +

1+ ]�e(a+ b
5)ec+ tr[�� �

1+ ]�e
c(a+ b

5)e

+tr[�+ +

2+ ]�e(a
0+ b

0

5)ec+ tr[�� �

2+ ]�e
c(a0+ b

0

5)e

	
; (30)

where a;b;a0;b0 are LEC’s. Note thatalthough there are nom inally four LEC’s,once the

tracesofthe��
i ’sareexpanded,therearein practiceonly two:a� a0and b� b0.

In contrast to the oi’s,the a;b;a
0;b0 are dim ensionful. It is usefulto express them in

term sofdim ensionlessparam eters(denoted in thiswork by Greek letters)with the aid of

a scaling rule. In a scaling rule,the hadronic operatorsare divided by the relevantscales

such thattheircoe�cientsare dim ensionless and ofa \natural" size. W e follow the na��ve
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dim ensionalanalysis(NDA)scaling rulesgiven in Ref.[29]and m odi�ed heretoaccountfor

thelepton bilinears5:

�
�N N

�Hf
2
�

� k �
@�

�H

� l�
�

f�

� m �
f2�G

2
F

���

�eec
�

� (�Hf�)
2
: (31)

Justi�cation for this scaling rule is given in Appendix B. Note that the scaling factor

(�=f�)
m is already properly accounted for in the de�nition of� and need not be applied

again in Eq.(30)afterexpanding the�’sto two pions.Forthenon-derivative��eevertex,

wehave(k;l;m )= (0;0;2)and

L��ee
(0) =

G 2
F�

2
Hf

2
�

���

�
�
�
�
� �e(�1 + �2

5)ec+ �
+
�
+ �ec(�1 � �2

5)e
	
: (32)

Consider now the higher order contributions to the ��ee vertex. As discussed below

Eq.(15),thereisno NLO contribution.Hence,L��ee
(1)

= 0.

AtNNLO,notonly do O � �
1+ and O � �

2+ generatetwo-derivative hadronicoperator,butso

doesO � �
3+

O � �
3+ !

1

2
tr
�
D �

X
�

L
D �X

�

L
+ D �

X
�

R
D �X

�

R

�
; (33)

wherethechiralcovariantderivativeisgiven by

D � = @� � iV�; V� =
1

2
i
�
�@��

y+ �
y
@��

�
: (34)

TheoperatorD �X L,R hasthesam etransform ation propertiesunderchiralSU(2)asX L,R.

The only other contribution stem s from quark m ass insertions that always generate

squared pion m ass insertions. W riting the NNLO contributions directly in term s ofpion

�elds,weobtain

L��ee
(2) =

G 2
Ff

2
�

���

�
@��

�
@
�
�
� �e(�3 + �4

5)ec+ m
2

��
�
�
� �e(�5 + �6

5)ec+ h.c.
	
: (35)

Notethatthe�5;6 term sconstitute correctionsto �1;2 ! �1;2 + m 2
��5;6 thatcan beignored

in particlephysicsm odelswheretheLO operatorscontributesince�1;2 m ustbem easured
6.

5 W e neglectelectrom agnetice�ects.
6 As discussed in Ref.[30],EFT relates the two-derivative ��ee operatorto the 27-pletK ! 2� decays

indicating thepossibleexistenceofan extrasuppression factorbeyond thatdeduced from powercounting.
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2. N N �ee vertex

W eanalyze the N N �ee vertex ofFigs.2b and 2c using sim ilarlogic asin the foregoing

discussion. The LO Lorentz-scalarN N � operatoris �N �� �� N which isodd underparity.

Therefore,O � �
1+ ;O

� �
2+ and O � �

3+ cannotcontribute since they areparity even.AsforO � �
3� ,

noticethatasin the��ee case,theLO contribution (X �

L
X

�

L
� X

�

R
X

�

R
)vanishes.

Theoperator �N �� �� N can only beinduced by O � �
2� .Theresultis

O � �
2� ! �N �� �

2� N : (36)

It is straightforward to verify that �N �� �
2� N transform s precisely like O � �

2� under

SU(2)L� SU(2)R.

In addition,O
� � ;�

4� and O
� � ;�

5� also generateLO contributionsto theN N � operator,

O
� � ;�

4+ ;O
� � ;�

5+ ! �N �5�� �
3� N ;

O
� � ;�

4� ;O
� � ;�

5� ! �N ��� �
3� N ; (37)

where

�� �
3� = (X �

L
+ X

�

R
)(X � � X

� y); (38)

ascan bechecked explicitly by considering thetransform ation propertiesunderchiralSU(2)

and parity.TheN N �ee LO Lagrangian can now bewritten down,

LN N �ee
(0) =

G 2
F

���

�
�N �+ +

2� N �e(c+ d
5)ec+ �N �(f1 + f2

5)�+ +

3� N �e�
5
e
c+ h.c.

	

�=
G 2
F�Hf�

���

�
�N�+ ��N �e(�1 + �2

5)ec+ �N�(�3 + �4
5)�+ ��N �e�

5
e
c+ h.c.

	
;(39)

wherethe�iaredim ensionlessLEC’sintroduced using Eq.(31)with (k;l;m )= (1;0;1)and

wherewehaveexpanded the�’sto onepion.

AtNLO,O � �
1+ ,O

� �
2+ ,O

� �
3� and O � �

3+ contributeto theN N � operator,

O � �
1+ ! �N 5�� �

1� N ; (40)

O
� �
2+ ! �N 5�� �

2� N ; (41)

O � �
3� ! �N

�

�
�
X

�

L
(� iD�X

�

L
)� X

�

R
(iD �X

�

R
)
�	
N ; (42)

O � �
3+ ! �N

�

�

5
�
X

�

L
(� iD�X

�

L
)� X

�

R
(iD �X

�

R
)
�	
N : (43)
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The�rstthingtonoteisthataterm like �N 5�N issubleadingbecausein thenon-relativistic

reduction,the5 couplessm alland largecom ponentsofthe nucleon spinors.Secondly,we

observethatEqs.(40),(41)and (43)arephysically indistinguishableon shellwhen expanded

to one pion and to the order we are considering,as seen from the equations ofm otion.

Thirdly,Eq.(42)is negligible even atNLO because the equations ofm otion can be used

to show that �N 6@�N isproportionalto the electron m om entum .Therefore,O � �
3� doesnot

contributeto theN N �ee vertex.

OthercontributionstoO (p)includeterm snorm allyneglected atLO inthenon-relativistic

reduction ofEq.(39),nam ely theterm sproportionalto �3 and �4 with � = 1;2;3and � = 0

respectively,where LO and NLO com ponents ofthe nucleon spinors are coupled. These

are the only contributions to the N N �ee vertex since the m 2
� insertions are ofO (p2)and

excluded asdiscussed below Eq.(1).Hence,theonly new contributionsto O (p)is,

L
N N �ee
(1) =

G 2
F�Hf�

���

�N5�+ ��N �e(�5 + �6
5)ec+ h.c. (44)

where the scaling rule in Eq.(31)wasused with (k;l;m )= (1;1;1). LN N �ee
(1)

issubleading

becausethe5 couplesthelargeand sm allcom ponentsofthenucleon spinorsand theresult

isproportionalto p=M whereM isthenucleon m assand p isthem agnitudeofthenucleon

three-m om entum .

3. N N N N ee vertex

To identify thequark operatorsthatgeneratethe0���-decay four-nucleon operators,we

insertthe hadronic �eldsX � �

LR
; X � � ; X y� � in allpossible waysinto �N �N �N �0N and use

theirtransform ation propertiesunderchiralSU(2)to relatethem to theO
� � (;�)

i� .Thefour-

nucleon operatorsarethen obtained by expanding thesehadronic�eldsto LO and ignoring

allcontributionsfrom pion loops. Thus,itisnotnecessary to insertthese hadronic �elds

in allpossible ways;we only need to show thata particularquark operatorcan generate a

particularnucleon operatorwith thesam etransform ation propertiesunderparity and chiral

SU(2).

Forexam ple,theLO operator(�N �� N )2 can begenerated by O � �
1+ .Thelattertransform s

thesam eway underparity and chiralSU(2)asthehadronicoperator

(�N X �

L
N )(�N X �

R
N ) : (45)
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TABLE I:Cross-reference table between nucleon and quark operators. The X indicatesthatthe

quark operatorcannotgenerate the corresponding nucleon operatorwhile the
p
indicatesthatit

can.

N N N N ops.O � �
1+

O � �
2+

O � �
2� O � �

3+
O � �
3� O

� � ;�

4+
O
� � ;�

4� O
� � ;�

5+
O
� � ;�

5�

N
� �
1+

p p
X

p
X X X X X

N
� �
2+

p p
X

p
X X X X X

N
� �
3+

p p
X

p
X X X X X

N
� � ;�

4+
X X X X X

p
X

p
X

N
� � ;�

4� X X X X X X
p

X
p

At zero pion order,the X �

L
and X

�

R
both becom e �� ,so that the operator in Eq. (45)

justbecom es(�N �� N )2.In a sim ilarfashion,itcan be easily shown thatthe following �ve

operators

N
� �
1+ = (�N �� N )2; N

� �
2+ = (�N �� �N )(�N �� �N ); N

� �
3+ = (�N �� 5�N )(�N �� 5�N );

N
� � ;�

4+ = (�N �� �N )(�N �� N ); N
� � ;�

4� = (�N �� 5�N )(�N �� N ); (46)

exhaustthelistofpossibleLO four-nucleon operators7 thatcan begenerated by thechecked

O
� � (;�)

i� ’sin TableI.

TheLO four-nucleon Lagrangian isthereforegiven by

LN N N N ee
0 =

G 2
F

���

��
�1N

+ +

1+ + �2N
+ +

2+ + �3N
+ +

3+

�
�eec+

�
�4N

+ +

1+ + �5N
+ +

2+ + �6N
+ +

3+

�
�e5ec

+
�
�7N

+ + ;�

4+ + �8N
+ + ;�

4�

�
�e5�e

c+ h.c.
	
; (47)

wherethe�i’saredim ensionless.

In concluding this section,we discuss a few issues that willrequire future work. The

�rstinvolvestheapplication ofEFT toheavy nuclei.Aspointed outearlier,no fully consis-

tenttreatm entforsuch situationshasyetbeen developed. In principle,one could im agine

following a program sim ilar in spirit to the EFT treatm ent offew-body system s. In that

case,therehasbeen recentprogressin developing aconsistentpowercounting forEFT with

explicitpions[24,25]. The approach involvesincluding the LO �-exchange contribution to

7 Since �N 5N and (�N 5�N )(�N �N )areproportionalto p=M ,they aresub-leading in thenon-relativistic

lim it.
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the NN potential,expanding itaboutthe chirallim it(m 2
� ! 0),and obtaining two-body

wavefunctionsby solving theSchrodingerequation with thechirally-expanded potential.To

be consistent,operatorswould also be expanded to the sam e chiralorderasthe potential

and m atrix elem entscom puted using the corresponding wavefunctions. Thisapproach ap-

pears to reproduce the consistent m om entum power counting obtained with perturbative

pionsin the 1S0 channeland the convergence obtained with non-perturbative pionsin the

3S1-
3D 1 channel.In goingtom orecom plexnuclei,onem ightexploream arriageofthechiral

expansion with traditionalm any-body techniques(e.g.,shellm odelorRPA),in which case

one would require a corresponding chiralcounting ofnuclearoperators. In organizing the

0���-decay hadronic operatorsaccording to both the derivative and chiralexpansion,we

have taken one step in this direction. Forthe m om ent,however,we willhave to content

ourselves with using these operators along with wavefunctions obtained from traditional

m any-body techniques.

A second issue isthepresence ofhigherpartialwavesin thetwo-body transition m atrix

elem ents appearing in 0���-decay. A fully consistent treatm ent would,therefore,require

thatoneincludethecorrespondinghigher-orderoperators{ataskthatisclearly im practical

atpresent. Fortunately,in ourcase,there isreason to believe ourqualitative conclusions

about the dom inance oflong-range,pion-exchange operators are fairly insensitive to this

issue.Forthecaseswhere theLO ��ee arenotforbidden by thesym m etriesofthequark-

lepton operators,theLO �-exchange operatorarising from Fig.2a willalwaysgive theLO

contribution to thetransition m atrix elem ent,regardlessofthepartialwavedecom position

ofthetwo-nucleon initialand �nalstates.In general,then,weexpectthatm atrix elem ents

ofthese operatorsshould always be enhanced relative to those involving the four-nucleon

contactoperatorsor�-exchange operatorsobtained with higher-orderpionic vertices. In-

deed,som eevidencetothise�ectisgiven by thecom putation ofRef.[39],wheretherelative

im portance ofthe LO �-exchange operatorsand short-range operatorswere com pared for

RPV SUSY 8.

Finally,when NNLO and NLO interactionsareincluded attree level,loop graphsm ust

also be included to be consistent with the power counting (exam ples ofwhich are given

in Fig.3). These loop graphs are handled according to the chiralperturbation theory

8 However,in thatwork,the traditional,form factorapproach wasused to com puteshort-rangee�ects.
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prescription by which thedivergencesrenorm alizetheLEC’sthatm ultiply them 2
� and two-

derivative��eevertex ofEq.(35).In thiscontext,loop graphsthatrenorm alizetheN N �ee

vertexareN 3LO and can beignored.Indeed,thiscan bedem onstrated usingpowercounting

whereeach loop involvesa factorofp4 whilenucleon propagatorscountasp� 1 [36,37,38].

W hen loopsareincluded,new lepton-violatingtreelevelverticescan contributeinsidethe

loop graphs,such asthe����eevertex ofFig.3b.Othernew verticesthatcould potentially

contributeattheoneloop levelareN N ��ee and ���eevertices.In short,largenum berof

Feynm an diagram sm ay need to becalculated atNNLO.W edefera discussion ofsuch loop

contributionsto a subsequentstudy.

To sum m arize the conclusions ofthe analysis,Table IIliststhe quark-lepton operators

thatcontributetothevarioushadron operatorsatLO.Oneim portantresultindicated in the

table isthe factthatifthe short-distance physicsresponsible for0���-decay belongsto a

representation ofSU(2)L� SU(2)R ,only operatorsthatbelong to the(3,3)and (5;1)� (1;5)

can generate 0���-decay and therefore,only O� �1+ and O
� �
3+ can contribute. Forexam ple,

the left-right sym m etric m odelwith m ixing between left-and right-handed gauge bosons

inducesoperatorsbelonging to the(3,3)aswellasthe(5;1)� (1;5).From TableII,theLO

0���-decay operatorthatcontributesin thiscaseisgenerated by Fig.2a and isO (p� 2).

Alternatively,considera short-distancem odelinvolving productsoftwo left-handed cur-

rentsortworight-handed currentsonly.Such asituation arises,forinstance,in theleft-right

sym m etric m odelwhen the W L and W R bosons do notm ix. Forthis scenario,only O � �
3+

contributes,and thereareno LO contributionsto the��ee and N N �ee vertices.The �rst

FIG .3: a) Exam ple ofa graph that renorm alizesthe LEC’s that m ultiplies the m 2

� and two-derivative

��ee vertex.b)Exam pleofa new vertex (����ee)thatcontributesto 0��� atNNLO .

n p

n p

�
e�

e�

(a) (b)
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TABLE II:Leading order0���-decay hadronic-lepton operatorsgenerated by the variousquark-

lepton operators.

0���-decay ops.O� �
1+

O � �
2+

O � �
2� O � �

3+
O � �
3� O

� � ;�

4+
O
� � ;�

4� O
� � ;�

5+
O
� � ;�

5�

��ee LO
p p

X X X X X X X

��ee NNLO
p p

X
p

X X X X X

N N �ee LO X X
p

X X
p p p p

N N �ee NLO X
p

X
p

X
p p p p

N N N N ee LO
p p

X
p

X
p p p p

non-zero contributions to the hadronic part ofthese vertices are given by Eqs.(33) and

(43)aswellascontributionsthatinclude m 2
� insertions. The resulting contribution to the

am plitudeisO (p0).In thiscase,both thelong-and short-rangenuclearoperatorsoccurat

thesam eorder.

III. N U C LEA R O P ER AT O R S T O LO A N D N LO

In thecalculation ofthe0���-decay am plitude,theFeynm an diagram sofFig.2m ustbe

calculated to O (p0),where p isthe sm allm om entum used asan expansion param eter. As

discussed below Eq.(1),thisim pliesthatwe need to include NNLO ��ee operators,NLO

N N �ee operatorsand LO N N N N ee operators.

From the ��ee Lagrangian of Eq.(32), the LO 0���-decay am plitude of Fig.2a is

calculated to be

M
��
0 = �

g2
A
G 2
F
�2
H
M 2

���

8(�up3
5un1)(�up4

5un2)

(q21 � m2� + i�)(q22 � m2� + i�)
� �ue1

2

0(�1 + �2

5)�uTe2 ; (48)

where q1 = P1 � P3; q2 = P2 � P4 asde�ned in Fig.2a and gA = 1:27 is the usualaxial

pion-nucleon coupling related to g�N N by theGoldberger-Treim an relation.

As for the NLO,recallfrom Eq.(15) and the discussion that followed that the ��ee

vertex hasno NLO contributions. Thus,the NLO 0���-decay nuclearoperatorsare given

byFig.2band2c.Notethatexperim entsplanned andunderwayinvolvem ainlygroundstate

to ground statetransitions0+ ! 0+ which arefavored by phasespace considerations.The

nuclearm atrix elem entsofallthe operatorsofLN N �ee
0 [Eq.(39)]vanish forthistransition
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by parity9.There arethereforeno NLO contributionsforthe0+ ! 0+ transition and M ��
0

istheonly non-vanishingam plitudethrough O (p).Nevertheless,weprovidetheexpressions

fortheNLO nuclearoperatorsin Appendix C forcom pleteness.

Takingthenon-relativisticlim itofEq.(48)and Fouriertransform ingtoco-ordinatespace

yields

F.T.M ��
0 ’

1

12�

g2AG
2
F�

2
H

���

�ue1
2

0(�1 + �2

5)�uTe2O
��
0 (~x1;~x2;~x3;~x4); (49)

wherethenuclearoperatorisgiven by

O ��
0 (~x1;:::;~x4)= � �(~x1 � ~x3)�(~x2 � ~x4)(�

y

3;��1;�)(�
y

4;�
�2;�)

1

�
[F1~��� � ~��� + F2T��;��];(50)

and

T��;�� � 3~��� � �̂~��� � �̂ � ~��� � ~��� : (51)

Theform -factorsF1 and F2 were�rstintroduced in Ref.[20]

F1(x)= (x� 2)e� x; F2(x)= (x + 1)e� x; (52)

wherex = m ��,� = j~x1 � ~x2jisthedistancebetween thenucleons,and �̂ = ~�=�.However,

in Ref.[20],these form -factors were derived within a m inim alextension ofthe standard

m odelwith only left-handed currentsand heavy M ajorana neutrinos;aswasshown above

by considering the possible representations to which the productoftwo left-handed weak

currents can belong,this m inim alextension cannot give rise to the LO ��ee vertex that

yieldsthese form -factors. In contrast,the derivation ofF1 and F2 wasperform ed here by

consideringthesym m etry propertiesofthequarkoperatorsthatcould generatethehadronic

0���-decay operators without specifying the short-distance physics responsible for0���-

decay.

Up to NLO,the0���-decay half-lifeistherefore

1

T1=2
=

~c2

144�5ln2

g4A

R 2

�4
HG

4
F

�2
��

Z E � �� m e

m e

dE 1F(Z + 2;E 1)F(Z + 2;E 2)

1

2
[(�21 + �

2

2)p1E 1p2E 2 � (�21 � �
2

2)p1p2m
2

e]jM 0j
2
; (53)

9 Recallfrom abovethat �N 5N and �N iN ,i= 1;2;3,areNNLO operatorsthatcouplethelargeand sm all

com ponentsofthe nucleon spinors.
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where F(Z;E )isthe usualFerm ifunction describing the Coulom b e�ecton the outgoing

electronswith

M 0 = < 	 A ;Z + 2j
X

ij

R

�ij
[F1(xij)~�i� ~�j + F2(xij)Tij]�

+

i �
+

j j	 A ;Z >; (54)

Tij = 3~�i� �̂ij~�j � �̂ij � ~�i� ~�j; (55)

E 2 = E �� � E1; pi=

q

E 2
i � m2e : (56)

Here �ij isthe distance between the i’th and j’th neutrons in the initialnucleus j	 A ;Z >

or the distance between two protons in the �nalstate j	 A ;Z + 2 >,m e is the m ass ofthe

electron,R isa scaletaken to beoftheorderofthenuclearradius10 ~�i(j) actson thespin of

thei(j)’th neutron and theisospin m atrix �+
i(j)

turnsthei(j)’th neutron intoaproton.Note

thatindependently ofthe nuclearm atrix elem ent,the �21 � �22 partofthe rate in Eq.(53)

isalwaysconsiderably sm aller(by atleasta factorof� 10 from the kinem atics)than the

�21 + �22 partwhich istheonly oneusually considered.

A . Long R ange O perators A t N N LO

Considernow thelongrangeoperatorsatNNLO.W eareinterested in com paring theLO

and NNLO tree-levellongrangecontributionsand forsim plicity wewillignorecontributions

from loops,m 2
� insertions and the four-nucleon vertex which also contribute at NNLO 11.

Thus,weonly need thehadronicoperatorsofEqs.(35)and (44)rewritten here

M 2 =
G 2
F

���

�
f
2

�@��
�
@
�
�
� �e(�3 + �4

5)ec+ f��H
�N5�+ ��N �e(�5 + �6

5)ec+ h.c.
	
: (57)

The diagram s ofFig.2a,b and c can be evaluated using the operators ofEq.(57). The

Fouriertransform ofthe�nalresultis:

M 2 =
1

8�
g
2

A

G 2
F

���

�
�ue1

2

0(�3 + �4

5)�uTe2 O
��
2 (~x1;:::;~x4)

+ �ue1
2

0(�5 + �6

5)�uTe2 O
�N N
2 (~x1;:::;~x4)

�
; (58)

10 Thisscale isinserted to m ake the operatorin Eq.(54)dim ensionless. Itiscanceled by a corresponding

factorof1=R 2 in the rate.
11 W ealso ignorerecoilordercorrectionsfrom theam plitudeofFig.2a whereK �� isofO (p

0).In thiscase,

the ratewillbe dom inated by term sin Eq.(53).
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with

O ��
2 (~x1;:::;~x4) = � �(~x1 � ~x3)�(~x2 � ~x4)(�

y

3;��1;�)(�
y

4;�
�2;�)

1

�3
(59)

� (G��1 ~��� � ~��� + G ��
2 T��;��)

O �N N
2 (~x1;:::;~x4) = �

p
2�H

gAM
�(~x1 � ~x3)�(~x2 � ~x4)(�

y

3;��1;�)(�
y

4;�
�2;�)

1

�3
(60)

�
�
G �N N
1 ~��� � ~��� + G �N N

2 T��;��
�
;

and (x = m �� asbefore)

G
��
1 = �

x2

3
(4� x)e� x; (61)

G
��
2 = �

�

2+ 2x +
1

3
x
2 �

1

3
x
3

�

e
� x
; (62)

G
�N N
1 = �

1

3
x
2
e
� x
; (63)

G
�N N
2 = � (1+ x +

1

3
x
2)e� x: (64)

Thenew form -factorsG ��
1 and G ��

2 stem from the��eevertex whileG�N N
1 and G �N N

2 (also

given in Ref.[39])stem from theN N �eevertex.In contrastto thezero-derivativecase,the

am plitudesstem m ingfrom thesetwoverticesareofthesam eorderin thism inim alextension

ofthestandard m odel.

Thecorresponding half-life,assum ing thatEq.(58)representstheonly decay am plitude,

is:

1

T1=2
=

1

64�5ln2

�
~c

R

� 6
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G 4
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��
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<
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+
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gAM
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3
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e
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=

;
; (65)

with

M
��(�N N )

2 = < 	 A ;Z + 2j
X

ij

�
R

�ij

� 3h

G
��(�N N )

1 (xij)~�i� ~�j

+ G
��(�N N )

2 (xij)Tij

i

�
+

i �
+

j j	 A ;Z > : (66)
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W e can com pare the ratesofEq.(53)and Eq.(65)by assum ing thatalldim ensionless

constantsareoftheorderofunity with 1=�ij � m� and �H � 1 GeV,and thatthenuclear

m atrix elem entscancelin theratio:

Eq.(53)

Eq.(65)
�
�4
H

m 4
�

� 103: (67)

Note that this ratio agrees with our expectation based on power counting. W e end this

subsection by em phasizing that Eq.(65) is not the generalform ula for the 0���-decay

half-lifeatNNLO (which m ustincludeallcontributing term sincluding loops,recoile�ects,

N N N N ee term sand m 2
� corrections)since the LO contributions should be added ifthey

do notvanish from sym m etry considerationsbeforesquaring theam plitude.

IV . PA RT IC LE P H Y SIC S M O D ELS

W hile our discussion so far has been quite generaland independent ofthe underlying

physics ofthe lepton-num ber violation,we apply in this section our EFT analysis to two

particlephysicsm odels:RPV SUSY and theleft-rightsym m etric (LRS)m odel.

A . R P V SU SY

R-parity-violating supersym m etry can contribute to 0���-decay through diagram slike

the one in Fig.1b. Since supersym m etric particles are heavy,their internallines can be

shrunk to a point in tree leveldiagram s yielding operators that involve only quarks and

leptons. W hen the RPV superpotentialis expanded to yield a lepton num ber violating

Lagrangian,and a Fierz transform ation is used to separate leptonic from quark currents,

theresultis[21]

Lqe =
G 2
F

2M
�e(1+ 

5)ec
�

(�~q + �~f)(JP JP + JSJS)�
1

4
�~qJ

��

T
JT��

�

; (68)

where

JP = �q5�+ q; JS = �q�+ q; J
��

T
= �q���(1+ 

5)�+ q; (69)

and �~q;�~f arequadraticfunctionsoftheRPV SUSY param eter,�0111 de�ned in Ref.[21]:

�~k =
2�

9

j�0111j
2M

G 2
F
m 4

~q

�

2�s
1

m ~g

+ � � �

�

; with ~k = ~q;~f: (70)

21



Here M isthe nucleon m ass,m ~q isa �rstgeneration squark m ass,m ~g isthe gluino m ass,

�s isthe running SU(3)C coupling,and the + � � � indicate contributionsinvolving the �rst

generation sleptons and lightest neutralino12. Note that the dependence on G F and M

cancelfrom Eq.(68),so that the e�ective lepton-quark 0���-decay operator depends on

�veinverse powersofSUSY m asses.

Itisusefulto rewriteEq.(68)in term sofouroperatorsO + +

i� :

Lqe =
G 2
F

2M
�e(1+ 

5)ec
�
1

2
(�~q + �~f)O

+ +

2+ �
3

14
�~q
�
O + +

2+ � O+ +2�

�
�

: (71)

The �rst thing to note is that O + +

2� can be neglected for 0+ ! 0+ nuclear transitions.

Secondly,from TableIIweseethatO + +

2+ givesriseto LO ��eeand NLO N N �ee operators

and thereforecontributesto thelong range0���-decay operatorofFig.2a thatisenhanced

relativetotheshortrangeinteraction ofFig.2d asobserved bydirectcalculation in Ref.[21],

butderived with di�erentassum ptionsaboutthescaling oftheLEC.

From Eqs.(16),(30) and (32),it follows that the LO ��ee operatorcontributes dom -

inantly to the 0���-decay in RPV SUSY.The corresponding half-life form ula isEq.(53)

with �1 = �2 and with thesubstitution

1

���

!
1

4M

�
4

7
�~q + �~f

�

: (72)

Obviously,alowerlim iton thehalf-lifecan beinterpreted asan upperlim iton thecoupling

constants�~q and �~f.M aking furtherassum ptionsaboutm assesofSUSY particles,onecan

ultim ately obtain m odel-dependentupperlim itson thecoupling constant�0111 asdiscussed

in Ref.[39].

Next,letuscom parethescalingrulesused hereand in Refs.[21]and [39].In theprevious

section,weused NDA to extracttherelevantscalesoutofthedim ensionfulLEC’sby using

the scaling rule Eq.(31). The alternative m ethod used in Ref.[21]was to calculate the

quark operator m atrix elem ent in the vacuum insertion approxim ation (VIA) and m atch

theresultto thehadron operatorm atrix elem ent.

Speci�cally,forthe LO ��ee operatorofEq.(30)we found thatthe dim ensionfulLEC

12 Theslepton/neutralinoterm s{ which havecom plicated expressions{ cause�~q 6= �~f.W ehaveonly shown

the gluino contributionsforillustrativepurposes.
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scaled as�2
Hf

2
� whiletheVIA would predict13:

LEC’s� h�+ jJP JP j�
� i � h�+ jJP j0ih0jJPj�

� i

= � 2f2�
m 4

�

(m u + m d)
2
; (73)

where m u;d are the light quark m asses. Taking �H = �� = 4�f�,the chiralsym m etry

breaking scale,and m u + m d = 11:6 M eV we�nd

NDA

VIA
�

(4�f�)
2f2�

2f2�
m 4

�

(m u+ m d)
2

= 0:7 : (74)

The NDA scaling isthusslightly sm allerthan thatobtained from the VIA.Although they

giveresultsofthesam eorder,VIA hasproved to beunreliable in othercontexts(see,e.g.,

thestudy ofrarekaon decaysin Ref.[40]).W ewillthereforeuseNDA in whatfollows.

Referring to Table II,itfollowsthatthere should be additional,subdom inantcontribu-

tions from the operator ��ee and from the N N �ee operator at NNLO.The NNLO con-

tributions from the N N �ee vertex were considered in Ref.[39]where detailed num erical

evaluations showed that they contribute on average about thirty tim es less then the LO

contribution.Oursystem aticanalysisleadstothesam equalitativeconclusion (nam ely with

regardstotheNNLO suppression ofp2=�2
H with respecttotheLO),butdi�ersfrom Ref.[39]

in som erespects.

First ofall,not allNNLO contributions were included. In particular,as pointed out

above,theNNLO ��eeoperatorcontributesto0���-decayatthesam eorderastheN N �ee

operator(called 1� in Ref.[39])and theform -factorsG ��
1;2 should beincluded.

Secondly,ouranalysisshowsthattheN N N N eeoperator(theonly oneconsidered previ-

ously in thistypeofanalysis)givescontributionsatNNLO.14 In Refs.[21]thesuppression of

thatoperatorrelativetotheLO ��eecontribution wasonlyby afactoroften for76Gewhich

islargerthan whatwould be expected from ourpowercounting (see also Ref.[42]). How-

ever,thissuppression isstillin qualitativeagreem entwith ouranalysiskeeping in m ind that

13 Notethatwedo nottakeinto accountthecolorfactor8/3 ofRef.[21]sinceitisa num berofO (1)which

doesnotinvolveany m assscale.Itcan thereforebe absorbed in the LEC’swhich areundeterm ined.See

also the footnotebelow Eq.(7).
14 W enotethatthelong-rangeoperatorsconsidered in Ref.[41]through theinduced pseudoscalarcoupling

term softhe nucleon currentcorrespond to the NNLO contributionsofEq.(35). The resultspresented

by the authorsofRef.[41]in the form -factorapproach arecom patible with the EFT analysisgiven here

sincethey only considered left-handed hadroniccurrents.
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considerableuncertainty rem ainsin theevaluation ofnuclearm atrixelem ents.Furtherm ore,

although the traditionalm ethod ofcalculating the short-range 0���-decay operatorusing

dipole form -factors[20]m ay yield resultsofthe correctorder,the m ethod isunsystem atic

with uncontrollableerrorsthatcannotbeeasily estim ated.

B . Left-right sym m etric m odel

W econsiderLRS m odelsthatcontain aheavyright-handed neutrino,and m ixingbetween

the right-handed and left-handed gauge bosonswith gL � gR = g where gL and gR are the

left-handed and right-handed gaugecouplings.TheLRS Lagrangian istaken tobeinvariant

underSU(2)
L
� SU(2)

R
� U(1)

B � L
whereB ;L arethebaryon,lepton num bersrespectively.

W ewillnotbeconcerned with theCP-violatingphasesofthem ixingm atrix U R oftheright-

handed quark generations(theright-handed equivalentoftheCabbibo-Kobayashi-M askawa

m atrix,denoted hereU L)northeprecisenatureoftherelationship between U R and U L (e.g.,

m anifestversuspseudo-m anifestLRS m odel)asthe orderofm agnitude ofthe constraints

obtained from experim entsare broadly robustto the di�erentpossibilities[43,44,45,46].

W ewillusethestandard Higgssectorcom posed ofaleft-handed triplet,� L,a right-handed

triplet,� R,andam ultiplet,�,thatrespectivelytransform underSU(2)
L
� SU(2)

R
� U(1)

B � L

according to (L;R;Y )= (3,1,2),(1,3,2)and (2,2,0).Theirvacuum expectation valuesare

h� Li=

0

B
B
B
@

0

0

� 0
L

1

C
C
C
A
; h� Ri=

0

B
B
B
@

0

0

� 0
R

1

C
C
C
A
; h�i=

0

@
� 0

0 �0

1

A : (75)

Assum e the following relation between the gauge and the m ass eigenstates (ignoring the

possibility ofa CP-violating phase)

W L = cos�W 1 + sin�W 2

W R = � sin�W1 + cos�W 2 ; (76)

where� isa sm allm ixing anglebetween them asseigenstatesand,

M
2

W 1

�=
g2

2

�

�
2 + �

02
�

; (77)

M
2

W 2

�=
g2

2

�

�
2 + �

02 + 2� 0

R

2
�

; (78)

� �=
��0

� 0
R

2
; (79)
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where M W 1;2
are the m asses of W 1;2. From these equations and the fact that

j�2 + �0
2
j=2� j��0j,weim m ediatelyobtaintheim portantrelation�rstderived inRef.[47],15

� �

�
M W 1

M W 2

� 2

� � : (80)

Turning to experim entalboundson them assesand m ixing angles,wewilluseforthelower

lim iton therighthanded gaugeboson M W 2
> 715 GeV [48],which correspondsroughly to

� < 10� 2; (81)

Toputlim itson them ixingangle,weuserecentresultsfrom superallowed 0+ ! 0+ �-decay

in Ref.[49]thatim ply aviolation oftheunitarity oftheCKM m atrix atthe95% con�dence

level.In theLRS m odel,unitarity can berestored by taking a positivevalueforthem ixing

anglewith m agnitude

� = 0:0016� 0:0007 ; (82)

given thatonehas

jVudj
2 + jVusj

2 + jVubj
2 = 0:9968� 0:0014 ; (83)

in the Standard M odelonly [49]. A range of2� 10� 4 � � � 3� 10� 3 isallowed at95%

con�dence level. Note thatthe discrepancy in the unitarity condition cannot be resolved

by adjusting � because it enters the ordinary �-decay am plitude quadratically and,thus,

producesa correction sm allerthan 10� 4 [seeEq.(81)].In whatfollows,wewillconsiderthe

range 0 � � � 3� 10� 3 and use the centralvalue ofEq.(82)forsom e speci�c estim ates.

Note that for the centralvalue of� ofEq.(82),we obtain an upper lim it on M W 2
from

Eq.(80)of

M W 2
� MW 1

=
p
� ! M W 2

� 2 TeV, for� = 0:0016 : (84)

W ith these boundson M W 2
and �,we can now estim ate therelative orderofm agnitude of

thegraphsofFig.4.

W hen the right-handed neutrino and W L;R are integrated out,the am plitude ofFig.4a

reduces to an operatorofthe form O + +

3+ while Fig.4b reduces to an operatorofthe form

O + +

1+ .
16 In previoustreatm entsof0���-decay,only graph4a with right-handed interacting

15 From hereon,� willexclusively denote the m agnitudeofthe m ixing angle.
16 Recallthatthe parity-odd LL=RR operatorO + +

3� issuppressed atNNLO .
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FIG .4: Left-right sym m etric m odelgraphs. Fig.4a involves the interaction oftwo right-handed (left-

handed)currentswhile Fig.4b depictsthe interaction ofleft-handed and right-handed currents.
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e�
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currentsisconsidered and the im pactofW L-W R m ixing isneglected. Ouranalysisofthe

previoussectionsim pliesthatthehadronicoperatorsgenerated by O + +

3+ aresuppressed by a

factorofp2=�2
H � 10� 2 relativeto thosegenerated by O + +

1+ .Hence,taking into accountthe

factthatthecoupling ofa (right)left-handed currentwith a (W 1)W 2 involvesa suppression

factor of� while a W 2 internalline involves a suppression factor of�,we expect the ��

operatorsgenerated by thesequark operatorsto scaleas

M
(LL)

4a)
� �

2
p2

�2
H

< 10� 8; M
(R R )

4a)
� �

2
p2

�2
H

< 10� 6;

M
(LR )

4b)
� �� < 10� 5; (85)

with allelseassum ed equal.Therefore,even if� isten tim essm allerthan thecentralvalue

in Eq.(82),the contribution stem m ing from the m ixing ofleft-handed and right-handed

gaugebosonsisstillnon-negligible.Itm ay even bedom inant.

Such analysism ay m odify two constraintsthatrelate the right-handed weak boson and

neutrino m asses,M W 2
and M N R

respectively17.

The �rst constraint stem s from the requirem ent that the vacuum expectation value of

the Higgs�eld � R be a true m inim um ofthe Higgspotentialthatgeneratesthe m assesof

the right-handed particles[50]. The vacuum isthen stable againstcollapse. Thisim poses

stringentconstraints on the one-loop correctionsto the e�ective potential[51,52,53]. In

17 Forillustrativepurposes,weassum ethe existenceofonly oneright-handed neutrino.
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FIG .5: Constraints on the right-handed weak boson and neutrino m asses (in TeV) in the LRS m odel.

The solid lines stem from the vacuum stability (V.S.) constraint ofEq.(86) while the hyphenated lines

correspond to lim itsim posed from 0���-decay and Eq.(80)with thefollowing valuesofm ixing anglefrom

longestto shortestdashes:�i = f3� 10� 3;1:6� 10� 3;0g with i= 1;2;3.G raphs(a),and (b)correspond to

cases1 and 2 ofthetext,respectively.Notethatthevalueofthem ixing angle�3 = 0 cannotoccurforcase

2 withoutsim ultaneously taking M W 2
to in�nity,while �2 correspondsto the centralvalue obtained from

CK M unitarity. The arrows indicate the lower bound M W 2
� 715 G eV im posed by direct searches. The

shaded,triangularregionsin the graphsarethe allowed valuesofthe m assesifthe m ixing angleis�2.
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particular,theloop correctionswillinvolveterm softheform k� 4
R ln(�

2
R=�

0
R

2
)wherek isa

constantthatdependson theparticlem asses.Forthevacuum tobestableatlargevaluesof

� R,k m ustbepositiveto ensurethatthem inim um attheVEV isa truem inim um and not

sim ply a localm inim um . The condition k > 0 isequivalentto a condition on the m asses.

Following thisform alism allowsusto derivea relationship between M W 2
and M N R

:

1:65M W 2
� MN R

: (86)

Thisconstraintisrepresented in thegraphsofFig.5bythefactthatnovalueof(M N R
;M W 2

)

below thesolid linesisallowed18.

A second relationship constraining M W 2
and M N R

in theLRS m odelwith m ixing can be

inferred from experim entallim its on 0���-decay [50,55]from Eq.(53)with ��� = M N R

18 In Ref.[50],the constraintthatappearsis0:95M W 2
� M N R

,the resultofa typo [54].
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and choosing �1 = �2 = 1

j�� � �(�2 + �
2)j2 <

9

2

M 2
N R

�4
H
G
(A ;Z )

0� jM
(A ;Z )

0 j2T
(A ;Z )

1=2

� �
(A ;Z )2

; (87)

G
(A ;Z )

0� = (G F cos�CgA)
4

�
~c

R

� 2
1

32�5~ln2
�

Z E � �� m e

m e

dE 1F(Z + 2;E 1)F(Z + 2;E 2)p1E 1p2E 2 ; (88)

where �(A ;Z ) is de�ned by Eq.(87),�H � 1 GeV,T
(A ;Z )

1=2
is the current lim it on the half-

life ofthe 0���-decay transition ofa nucleus (A;Z)and where the functions G
(A ;Z )

0� were

tabulated in Ref.[56]forvariousnuclei.Them atrix elem entM
(A ;Z )

0 isde�ned in Eq.(54).19

In Eq.(87)wehavem adeexplicitthescalingfactorsofEq.(85)and alsointroduced afactor

� which param etrizesthep2=�2
H suppression oftheNNLO 0���-decay operatorsrelativeto

theLO operators.Asm entioned above,thenum ericalevaluationsin Ref.[39]suggestthat

� � 1=30 which isthe conservative num berwe willuse. Thus,the �2 term stem sfrom the

exchangeoftwoW 2’swhilethe�
2 term com esfrom theexchangeoftwoW 1’swhere�,being

them agnitudeofthem ixing angle,isalwayspositive.Therelativesign between the�� and

�(�2 + �2)term son theLHS ofEq.(87)cannotbepredicted by EFT sincewedo notknow

thesign oftheLEC’s.

Forthevaluesofhalf-life,G
(A ;Z )

0� and M
(A ;Z )

0 ,wewillusetheonesdeterm ined for76Ge

T
G e

1=2 � 1:9� 1025yrs; (G G e

0�)
� 1 = 4:09� 1025eV 2 yrs; M G e

0 = 2; (89)

whereweextracted thevalueofM G e
0 from thevalueofM 2� calculated in Ref.[39]and the

lim iton thehalf-lifeisat90% con�dencelevel[57].W ith thesenum bers,Eq.(87)becom es:

j�� � �(�2 + �
2)j< �

G e =

r
9

3:8

�
M N R

TeV

�

10� 6; (90)

In thelim it� ! 0 weobtain

M W 2
>

 

�

r
3:8

9

TeV

M N R

106

! 1=4

M W 1

�=

�
TeV

M N R

� 1=4

TeV: (91)

Ourresultisslightly sm allerthen theresultobtained in Refs.[50,55]forzero m ixing angle.

In Refs[50]thisconstraintwascalculated with theshortrangeNNLO N N N N ee operator

19 From hereon,wetakecos�C = 1.
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ofFig.2d using the dipole form factorapproach. Note thatwe can reproduce exactly the

valuesgiven in Refs.[50,55]by slightly adjusting theunknown constants�1;�2 in Eq.(53).

To extractthe constraint im posed by Eq.(90)on M N R
and M W 2

,we need to consider

threecases:

� (1)theLO and NNLO term shavethesam esign which correspondsto taking theplus

sign in Eq.(90),

� (2)they haveoppositesignswith �� > �(�2 + �2),and

� (3)they haveoppositesignswith �� < �(�2 + �2).

W enotethatin allthreecases,theupperlim iton M W 2
for� > 0im plied by Eq.(80)always

holds.

Case 1: W hen solving the quadratic equation in �,we m ustkeep the rootthathasthe

sam elim itasEq.(90)when �;� ! 0,

� � � �
1

2�

�

� � +
p
(1� 4�2)�2 + 4��

�

; (92)

where we used Eq.(80)to obtain the �rstinequality. The �rstthing to note isthatEqs.

(90-92)im posea lower-lim iton them assoftheright-handed neutrino

M N R

TeV
>

r
3:8

9
106(1+ 2�)�2 �= 1:8 ; (93)

assum ing the centralvalue ofEq.(82).Thislowerlim itonly dependson the m ixing angle

since� can in principlebecalculated.In Fig.5a,theconstraintEq.(92)isplotted forthree

valuesofthem ixing angle�i= f3� 10� 3;1:6� 10� 3;0g.

In Fig.5a,we see thatthe largerthe m ixing angle,the largerthe param eterspace that

is ruled out. In particular,for �1,the largest angle that we are considering,the region

allowed by Eqs.(92)and (93)islocated below theconstraintim posed by vacuum stability.

Hence,a valueofthem ixing angleaslargeas�1 isexcluded.In contrast,thecentralm ixing

anglevaluefrom CKM unitarity,�2,allowsfora triangularregion [bordered by thevacuum

stability curveand Eqs.(92)]ofpossiblevaluesforthem asses.In particular,for�2,wenote

thatnotonly do wehavetheupper-lim itofEq.(84),butwealso haveM W 2
� 1:6 TeV and

M N R
� 3:2TeV,which would constitutem orestringentlim itsthan thatobtained from direct

searches so far. Forzero m ixing angle,the entire region thatissim ultaneously above the
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vacuum stabilitycurveand thecurvestem m ingfrom Eq.(91)isallowed.Thus,in general,as

them ixingangleincreases,theallowed region ofparam eterspaceshrinkswhilethem inim um

valueofM W 2
increases.Them axim um m ixing anglethatresultsin a non-vanishing allowed

region20

� � 2:2� 10� 3; with M W 2

�= 1:7 TeV; M N R

�= 2:8 TeV: (94)

Case 2: The condition ofvalidity forthiscase,�� > �(�2 + �2),rulesoutthe positive

rootofthequadraticequation in �,Eq.(90).Thelim itson � arethen

� � � �
1

2�

�

� �
p
(1� 4�2)�2 � 4��

�

: (95)

W enotethatEq.(95)im posesupperand lowerlim itson both M N R
and M W 2

,

r
3:8

9
106(1� 2�)�2 �

M N R

TeV
�

r
3:8

9
106

1

4�
(1� 4�2)�2;

s

2�M 2
W 1

�
� MW 2

: (96)

For�2,we obtain in particular,1.6 TeV� MN R
� 12 TeV and MW 2

� 0:51 TeV.Note that

theupperlim iton M N R
for�2 iswellabovetheconstraintstem m ing from vacuum stability,

Eq.(86),com bined with theupperlim iton M W 2
given in Eq.(84).Eqs.(96)also im pliesa

new relationship between M N R
and M W 2

applicableonly to case2,

M W 2
�

 r
3:8

9

106TeV

4�M N R

! 1

4

M W 1

�= 3:8

�
TeV

M N R

� 1

4

TeV; (97)

whereweneglected the4�2 term .

From the plot in Fig.5b,the sam e analysis as in case 1 follows: as the m ixing angle

increases,the region ofallowed values forthe m asses shrinks. As in case 1,�1 is already

excluded while �2 allowsfora triangularregion ofpossible valuesforthe m asses. W e note

thatEq.(97)doesnotfurtherconstrain theallowed region ofparam eterspaceand hasbeen

included here forcom pleteness. Forthiscase,the m axim um m ixing angle iscalculated to

be,

� � 2:1� 10� 3; with M W 2

�= 1:8 TeV; M N R

�= 2:9 TeV; (98)

which aresim ilarto thevaluesfound forcase1.

20 Actually,a pointin thiscase.
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TABLE III:O rderatwhich theleft-rightsym m etricm odelswith/withoutm ixing and RPV SUSY

contribute to the 0���-decay operatorsofFig.2.

M odels Fig.2a Fig.2b,c Fig.2d

LRSM � = 0 p0 p0 p0

LRSM � 6= 0 p� 2 p0 p0

RPV SUSY p� 2 p� 1 p0

Case 3: For the case �� < �(�2 + �2),we m ust keep the root that gives the correct

upper-lim itwhen � ! 0 since now the lim it� ! 0 cannotbe taken. W ith the constraint

on � stem m ing from thecondition ofvalidity ofthiscase,�� < �(�2 + �2),theinequalities

satis�ed by � are

� �
�

2�

�

1�
p
1� 4�2

�

;
�

2�

�

1+
p
1� 4�2

�

� � �
1

2�

�

� +
p
(1� 4�2)�2 + 4��

�

:(99)

Thus,values of� located between the roots �� = �=(2�)(1�
p
1� 4�2) are excluded.21

Note thatforthe two non-zero anglesconsidered in Fig.5,the rangesde�ned by � � �+

have already been ruled outby directsearchesofright-handed bosons[44]and we are left

with the �rst constraint ofEqs.(99) which does not depend on lim its from 0���-decay.

Howevercasethreeappearsto beentirely ruled outby Eq.(80).Indeed,approxim ating the

rem aining constraintofEq.(99)to � < ��,weseethatboth constraintscannotbesatis�ed

sim ultaneously.

From Fig.5 and thethreecasesconsidered above,itfollowsthatthee�ectofm ixing on

them assconstraintcan bevery im portant{apointnotrecognized previously.In particular,

we see thatnon-zero m ixing angleswillgenerally exclude m uch ofthe param eterspace by

im posing m uch m ore stringent constraints on the m asses and that the m ass ofthe right-

handed neutrinoisbounded from below.W ealsonotethatquitegenerally,them ixingangle

isconstrained to be� 2:2� 10� 3.

W econclude thissection by briey com paring the left-rightsym m etric m odeland RPV

SUSY.W eobserve thatalthough both m odelscan contribute to O (p� 2)to the operatorof

Fig.2a,only RPV SUSY contributesto Figs.2b,c to O (p� 1)asdiscussed in the previous

21 Since 1=(2�)

�

� +
p
(1� 4�2)�2 + 4��

�

� �=(2�)
�
1�

p
1� 4�2

�
for allnon-zero values of� and �,we

need only be concerned with the �� upperlim iton �.
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section.Theseresultsaresum m arized in TableIII.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Neutrinolessdoublebeta-decaywillcontinuetoprobe\new"physicsscenariosthatviolate

lepton num berforsom etim etocom e.Theexistenceofsuch scenariosisintim atelyrelated to

thenatureoftheneutrino,nam ely,whetherornotitisa M ajorana particle.Ifa signi�cant

signalfor0��� decay wereto beobserved,onewould know thattheneutrino isa M ajorana

particle. However,one would notknow whetherthe rate isdom inated by the exchange of

a lightM ajorana neutrino orby som e otherL-violating processthatisalso responsible for

generation oftheM ajoranam ass.Such L-violatingprocessescould involvem assscales(���)

wellabove the weak scale. Thus,itisim portantto study the im plications of0���-decay

forsuch scenarios{ a task which wehaveundertaken in thepresentpaper.

In doing so,wehaveapplied theideasofEFT,which isappropriatein thiscasebecause

there is a clear distinction ofscales:��� � �H � p. W e wrote down allnon-equivalent

quark-lepton operatorsofdim ension nine thatcontribute to 0���-decay,and showed how

to m atch them to hadron-lepton operatorsby using theirtransform ation propertiesunder

parity and chiralSU(2). W e then organized the hadron-lepton operators (��ee,N N �ee

and N N N N ee) in powers ofp=�H and discussed how the sym m etries determ ine the type

ofhadronic operators that can be generated by each quark operators. In particular,we

dem onstrated thatthe hadronic operatorsgenerated by the interaction oftwo left-handed

or two right-handed quark currents are always ofNNLO.W e also showed that EFT can

classify particlephysicsm odelsof0���-decay in term softhehadron-lepton operatorsthey

can generateand towhatordertheseoperatorsenter.In particular,wefound thatleft-right

sym m etricm odelswith m ixing can potentially and considerably m odify existing constraints

on them assesoftheright-handed particles.Indeed,a non-zero m ixing anglegivesfarm ore

stringentconstraintson theallowed valuesofthem assesofright-handed particlesincluding

a correlation between the m ass ofthe right-handed neutrino and the m ixing angle. W e

also found thata necessary condition fortheexistenceofa region ofallowed valuesofM W 2

and M N R
is� � 2:2� 10� 3. ForRPV SUSY m odels,we have also con�rm ed the previous

conclusion thatthedom inantcontribution stem sfrom the��eeoperatorwhich leadstom ore

severeconstraintson thecorresponding RPV SUSY param etersthan traditionally believed.

32



M oregenerally,withthisEFT analysisandusingTableII,itcanbeim m ediatelyknown what

hadron-lepton operatorscan be generated by any quark-lepton operatorsappearing in any

particlephysicsm odelthatgivesriseto 0���-decay,and to whatorderthesehadron-lepton

operatorswillcontribute.Finally,wenotethatderiving detailed inform ation abouta given

scenario forL-violation willrequirecom bining inform ation from a variety ofm easurem ents.

As our analysis ofthe left-right sym m etric m odelshows,using studies of0���-decay in

conjunction with precision electroweak m easurem ents(e.g.,lightquark�-decay)and collider

experim entscan m oreseverely constrain theparticlephysicsparam eterspacethan can any

individualprobe alone. Undertaking sim ilar analysis for other new physics scenarios and

otherprobesofL-violation constitutesan interesting problem forfuturestudy.

W e thank P.Bedaque,M .Butler,R.M ohapatra,and M .Savage forusefuldiscussions.

P.V.thanks Prof. J.Ho�rej�s�� for his hospitality at the Center for Particle and Nuclear
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under Departm ent ofEnergy contracts DE-FG02-00ER41146,DE-FG03-02ER41215,DE-

FG03-88ER40397,and DE-FG03-00ER41132 and NSF award PHY-0071856.

A P P EN D IX A :EQ U IVA LEN T A N D VA N ISH IN G Q U A R K O P ER AT O R S

Alloperators proportionalto �ec�e and �ec���e vanish identically by virtue ofthe fact

thattheelectron �eldsareGrassm ann variables.Forexam ple:

�ec�e = ie�
0

��
2

��
�

��
e�

= � ie�(
�

��
)T2��

0

��e�

= ie
T

2

0

�
e

= � �ec�e

= 0: (A1)

Notealso that5��� = 2i"������� im pliesthat�e
c5���ealso vanish identically.In Ref.[17],

theseoperatorswereincorrectly included in theirsuper-form ula 22.

22 However,they neglected them in their�nalanalysisbecausethey worked in the s-waveapproxim ation.
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Othercolorsingletoperatorsthatcould potentially contributeto 0���-decay are

O + +

6+ = (�qaL�
+
qR ;a)(�q

b
R�

+
qL;b)=

1

6
O + +

1+ ; (A2)

O + +

7� = (�qaR�
+
�
��
qL;a)(�q

b
R�

+
���qL;b)� (�qaL�

+
�
��
qR ;a)(�q

b
L�

+
���qR ;b)=

12

7
O + +

2� ; (A3)

O + +

8+ = (�qaL�
+
�
��
qR ;a)(�q

b
R�

+
���qL;b)= 0; (A4)

O
+ + ;�

9� = (�qaL�
+
�
��
qR ;a + �qaR�

+
�
��
qL;a)(�q

b
L�

+
�qL;b� �qbR�

+
�qR ;b)=

� i

1� 8
O

+ + ;�

4� ; (A5)

O
+ + ;�

10� = (�qaL�
+
�
��
qR ;a � �qaR�

+
�
��
qL;a)(�q

b
L�

+
�qL;b� �qbR�

+
�qR ;b)=

� i

1� 8
O

+ + ;�

5� ; (A6)

wherethelatinindicesdenotecolorand term sthatinvolvetheproductofcoloroctetcurrents

areignored (seebelow).Using Fierztransform ationsand thefollowing form ula,

�ab�cd =
1

3
�ad�cb+

1

2

8X

i= 1

�
i
ad�

i
cb ; (A7)

it is easy to prove Eqs.(A2)-(A6). Note that the second term on the right-hand side of

Eq.(A7)representstheproductoftwo coloroctetcurrents.Thisterm doesnotcontribute

sincetheasym ptoticstatesarecolorlessand acom pletenessrelation involving only hadronic

statescan beinserted between thecurrents.W ethereforeneglectthiscontribution.

Even though two Fierz-related operators can arise due to di�erent short-distance dy-

nam ics,they arephysically indistinguishable.Notethatin Ref.[17],theseindistinguishable

operatorswereincluded asseparateoperators.

A P P EN D IX B :N A �IV E D IM EN SIO N A L A N A LY SIS SC A LIN G R U LE

To determ ine the scaling rulesofthe various�eldsappearing in the chiralLagrangian,

startwith therelation between theaxialcurrentand thepion decay constant[40],

h0jA a;�j�b(p)i= i�
ab
f�p

�
; (B1)

which im pliesthat� isnorm ally norm alized by f�.Recallingthatchiralperturbation theory

isan expansion in powersofp=�H,we scale pion derivatives by �H noting thatpion loop

correctionswillinvolve factorsofp2=(4�f�)
2;thissuggeststhat�H � 4�f�.

Since theaction isdim ensionless,we also have from thekinetic energy term ofthepion

�eld
Z

d
4
x@

�
~� � @�~� =

Z

d
4
x(�Hf�)

2
@�

�H

~�

f�
�
@�

�H

~�

f�
: (B2)
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Thisshowsthatwe can associate with d
4
x the scale (�Hf�)

2. Thisisthe origin ofthe last

factorofEq.(31).From theparity-conserving pion nucleon coupling,wehave

Z

d
4
x
gA

f�

�N 5 6@�N =

Z

d
4
x(�Hf�)

2
gA

�Hf
2
�

�N 5
6@

�H

�

f�
N : (B3)

Thisshowsthatwecan associatethescale�Hf
2
� with

�N N .

Next,we note that since the axialcurrent at the quark levelis given by �q5�q while

a contribution to the axialcurrentatthe hadronic levelis �N 5�N ,we can also associate

with �qq thescale�Hf
2
�.Fora 0���-decay quark-lepton operator,thisim plies

G 2
F

���

Z

d
4
x(�q�q)(�q� 0

q)(�e�00ec)=
G 2
Ff

2
�

���

Z

d
4
x(�Hf�)

2
�q�q

�Hf
2
�

�q�0q

�Hf
2
�

�e�00ec: (B4)

Therefore,wecan associatethescaleG 2
Ff

2
�=��� with thelepton bilinears.Thisexplainsthe

origin ofthescaling rulein Eq.(31).

A P P EN D IX C :N LO N U C LEA R O P ER AT O R S

HerewepresenttheresultsforFigs.2b and 2c.TheLagrangian Eq.(39)gives

(b)+(c) = 4i
gAM �H
p
2

�ue1
2

0(�1 + �2

5)�uTe2

�

�
(�up3un1)(�up4

5un2)

(q22 � m2� + i�)
+
(�up3

5un1)(�up4un2)

(q21 � m2� + i�)

�

+ 4i
gAM
p
2f�

�ue1�
2

0

5�uTe2 �

�
(�up4

5un2)

(q22 � m2� + i�)
�up3

�
�3 + �4

5
�

�
un1 +

(�up3
5un1)

(q21 � m2� + i�)
�up4

�
�3 + �4

5
�

�
un2

�

: (C1)

Aftertaking thenon-relativisticlim itand perform ing a Fouriertransform weobtain:

F.T.(C1) ’
1

2�

m �
p
2gA�H

g2
A
�2
H

�5
��

�(~x1 � ~x3)�(~x2 � ~x4)
e� x

�
(1+

1

x
)�

n

�ue1
2

0(�1 + �2

5)�uTe2 (�24�
y
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y
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+ �ue1�
2

0

5�uTe2

�

h

� �
y

3(�3�
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i
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4(�3�
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� �4�

i
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�i)�2 �

y
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i o

: (C2)
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Onecan check explicitly thatthisnuclearoperatorisparity-odd and doesnotcontributeto

the 0+ ! 0+ nucleartransitions. Note also the extra factorofm �=�H relative to the LO

contribution ofEq.(49)which isconsistentwith thepowercounting ofEq.(1).
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