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A bstract

W e analyze neutrinoless doubl -decay (0 -decay) m ediated by heavy particles from the
standpoint of e ective eld theory. W e show how symm etries of the 0 -decay quark operators
arising in a given particle physicsm odeldetermm ine the form ofthe corresponding e ective, hadronic
operators. W e clssify the latter according to their sym m etry transform ation properties as well
as the order at which they appear in a derivative expansion. W e apply this fram ework to several
particlke physics m odels, ncluding R -parity violating supersymm etry RPV SUSY ) and the left-
right sym m etric m odel (LRSM ) with m ixing and a right-handed M a prana neutrino. W e show
that, In general, the pion exchange contributions to 0 -decay dom Inate over the short-range
fournuclkon operators. This con m s previously published RPV SUSY resuls and allow s us to
derive new constraints on them asses n the LRSM . In particular, we show how a non-zero m ixing
angle  In the leftright symm etry m odel produces a new potentially dom nant contribution to
0 -decay that substantially m odi esprevious lim its on the m asses of the right-handed neutrino

and boson stem m ing from constraints from 0 -decay and vacuum stability requirem ents.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he study of neutrinoless double beta-decay (0 ) is an im portant topic In par-
ticle and nuclear physics (for recent review s, see Refs. I I yl]) . The discovery of neutrino
oscillations in atm ospheric, solar and reactor neutrino experin ents proves the existence ofa
non-vanishing neutrino m ass I,I,I]. W hilke oscillation experin ents provide inform ation on
m asssquared di erences, they cannot by them selves determ ine the m agnitude of the neu—
trino m asses nor detemm ine if neutrinos are M a prana particles. If the neutrino sector of an
\extended" Standard M odel includes m assive, M a prana neutrinos, then 0 -decay pro—
vides direct Infom ation on the M aprana m asses. Indeed, since M a prana neutrinos violate
Jepton number (), Feynm an graphs such as the one depicted in F ig.la are non-vanishing.
In particular, if the e; ; neutrnos have non-vanishing M a prana m asses, an analysis of
0 coupled w ith data from neutrino oscillations provides lim its on the absolute value of
these light neutrino m asses [1].

N eutrinoless -decay can also be a probe for heavy m ass scales. For exam ple, In the
left—right sym m etric m odel I, I,I], a heavy right-handed neutrino also contributes to the
process; it can even be dom lnant depending on the values of the elem ents of the m ixing
m atrix. T hus, 0 can be a tool for the exploration ofenergy scalesbeyond the electrow eak
symm etry breaking scale. A tematively, the L-violating interactions responsible for 0 -
decay m ay not involre M aprana neutrinos directly. For exam ple, sam ileptonic, R pariy-
viclating RPV ) supersymm etric (SUSY ) interactions, nvolring exchange of charged-lepton

superpartners (an exam ple ofwhich isgiven in F ig.lo rather than M a-prana neutrinos, can

FIG.1l: a0 through the exchange of a M a prana neutrino. b) 0 through the exchange of two

selectrons and a neutralino in RPV SUSY .
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give rise to 0 -decay ., ., l]. Here again 0 -decay provides a probe of the heavy
SUSY mass scale and in poses constraints on RPV SUSY param eters ]. Furthem ore,
these altemative scenarios for 0 -decay are relevant for the study ofM a prana neutrinos
since any 0 -decay m echanisn w ill generate M a prana m asses for the neutrinosi_].

T he leftright symm etric m odeland RPV SUSY are but two ofa num ber ofm odels that
Involve a heavy m ass scale that characterizes the heavy, L-violating physics. A though
the e ects of these m echanisn s w ill typically be suppressed by som e Inverse power of ’
0 -decay m ediated by light neutrinos can also be suppressed since the am plitude is pro—
portional to the neutrino e ective m ass. T hus, it is in portant to analyze system atically the
potentially com parable contributions stemm ing from L-violating m echanisn s m ediated by
heavy particles. Since is far heavier than any hadronic scale that would enter the prob—
Jem , there exists a clear separation of scales In this case. For the analysis of such situations,
e ective eld theory EFT) isthe toolof choice.

In what follows, we system atically organize the 0O -decay problm using EFT, fo-
cusing on L-violation m ediated by heavy physics (for other e orts along these lines, see
Refs. [, ,l]) . Since the particle physics dynam ics of this heavy physics occur prin arily
at short-distance, onem ay \integrate out" the heavy degrees of freedom , leaving an e ective
theory of quarks and kptons; these quark-lepton operators In tum generate hadron—Jlepton
operators that have the sam e transform ation properties under various symm etries. In this
work, only the lightest quarks are considered, w ith the relevant sym m etries being parity
and strong SU (2);; SU Rk [chiralSU (2)]. The e ective hadron—lepton Lagrangian for this
theory, LEFF , contains an In nie tower of non-renom alizable operators, which m ay be
system atically classi ed in powers ofp= 4, P= and g= . Here, p denotes any an all
quantity, such asm or the energy of the dilkpton pairand 1 G€&V isa hadronicm ass
scale. W hile the coe cients of the e ective operators in L EFF are unknown', the symm e~
try properties of the underlying short-distance physics m ay require that certain operator
ooe cients vanish.

These sym m etry properties can have signi cant consequences for the size of 0 -decay
nuclkar m atrix elem ents and, thus, for the short-distance m ass scale deduced from exper-

1 The com putation ofthese coe cients from the underlying quark—lepton interaction introduce som e degree
of uncertainty { a problem we willnot address in this work.



Inental lin its. Speci cally, the hadronic vertices appearing In LgFF w ill be of the type
NNNNee, NN eecand ee etc. They stam from quark—lepton operators having di erent
transform ation properties under parity and chiral SU (2); as such, they w ill contribute to
di erent orders iIn the p= y expansion.

Traditionally, the shortrange N N N N ee contriution to 0 -decay has been analyzed
using a fom -factor approach ] where the nite size of the nuclkon is taken into acoount
w ith the use of a dipole fom —factor. T he form —factor overcom es the shortrange repulsive
core In N N Interactions that would otherw ise prevent the nuclons from ever getting close
enough to exchange the heavy particlks that m ediate 0 -decay. T he disadvantage of a
form —-factorm odel is that the error ntroduced by the m odeling cannot be estin ated system —
atically in contrast to the EFT approach. A discussion ofthe N N N N ee vertex w ithin the
fram ework of EF T w ill appear later in this paper.

In contrast to the short range contribution to 0 -decay, the long range contributions
nvolve the exchange of pions ] through the NN ee and ee vertices. A lthough these
long range contributions have been analyzed in the form —factor approach l], they are
m ore system atically analyzed w ithin the context of EF' T because of the ssparation of scales:
m < g . A snoted in ref. 1], orexam ple, the m atrix elem ents associated w ith the
long range pionic e ectsallowed under RPV SU SY scenarios can be dom nant. H owever, we
show that the dom inance of pion exchange in 0 -decay m ediated by heavy physics is a
m ore generalresult not Iim ited toRPV SUSY .Thesepionice ectscan be considerably larger
than those cbtained using the conventional form factorm odel for the short-rangeN N N N ee
process. For these reasons, the analysis of the long range contrlbutions to 0 ~decay In
EFT willbe them ain focus of this paper.

T he various types of L violating operators that contribute to the long range contributions
of0 -decay appear at di erent orders in thep= y expansion with p m , and the order
at which they appear depends on their sym m etry properties. It is therefore In portant to
delineate clearly the sym m etry properties ongFF for various types of L -violating operators
and use these symm etries to relate the hadron-lepton operators to the underlying quark-—
Jepton operators. Carrying out this classi cation constitutes the st com ponent of this
study. In doing so, we also comment on the standard approach to deriving 0 -decay
nuclear operators and correct som e errors appearing In the literature.

The second step in our treatm ent Involves deriving 0 -decay nuclear operators from



LgFF and expressing the rate In tem s of corresponding nuclear m atrix elem ents. For any

-decay m ode to occur, the nalnuclkusmust bem ore bound than any other progoective
single -decay daughter nuclkus. Such -forbidden but -allowed nuclei only occur for
su ciently heavy nuclei. Thus, the extraction of the short-distance physics that gives rise
to 0 -decay (at present, only upper lim its on the decay rates exist) depends on a proper
treatm ent of the m any-body nuckar physics. H aving in hand the approprate st of nuckar
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 of the NN
and threenuclon systam s, where the stateofthe art nvolves use of chiral symm etry to
organize (and renom alize) the relevant nuclear operators l,l,l,l]. O ut of necessity,
we follow the sam e philosophy here. Nonetheless, the organization of various 0 -decay
operators based on symm etry considerations and EFT power counting should represent an

In provem ent over present treatm ents of the nuckar problm .

0

ppp 0O dierent

Asa nalstep, we relate the various nuclear operators cbtained from L
particle physics m odels for L-viclation. Doing so allows us to detem Ine which nuclear
m echanisn s dom inate the rate for a given particle physicsm odel. For exam ple, in both the
RPV SUSY and the lkeftright sym m etric m odelw ith m ixing of the gauge bosons, the  ee
contribution to the 0 -decay am plitude is signi cantly larger than that ofthe short range
N N N N ee controution. In contrast, for left—right sym m etric m odels w ith no m ixing, these
contrbutions are of a sin ilar m agniude. W e also show how this arge  ee contrbution
to 0 -decay substantially a ects the relationship between the m asses of the right-handed
neutrino and gauge boson Incliding a new correlation between the m minmum m ass of the
right-handed neutrino and the W Wy m ixing angle. In short, the sensitivity of the
0 -decay seardhes is strongly a ected by the sym m etry transformm ation properties of the
operators contained in a given particle physics m odel.

T he rem ainder of our paper is organized as llow s. Th Section ll, we classify the operators
n LgFF according to their symm etry properties and p= oounting and we tabulate the
various quark-lepton operators according to the hadron lpton operators they can generate.
In Section Il we use the leading operators to derive non-relativistic nuclear operators and
com pare their structure with those appearing in conventional treatm ents. In section Il

we work out the particle physics im plications under various scenarios, nam ely RPV SUSY



and the leftright sym m etric m odel and com pare them to each other. W e sum m arize our

oonclusions in Section M.

II. EFFECTIVE O DECAY OPERATORS

0
EFF

T he classi cation of the operators In L relies on two elam ents:

1. The use of symm etry to relate e ective lepton-hadron 0 -decay operators to those
Ihwvolving quarks and lptons. The relevant symm etries are parity and chiral SU (2).
Indeed, because the kpton-hadron e ective operators are generated from the quark—
Jepton operators through strong interactions, they should retain the sam e pariy and

chiral structure.

2. The ormganization ofthese e ective Jepton-hadron operators in an expansion In pow ers

ofa snallm om entum p.

To organize the non-standard m odel (N SM ) operators in powers of p, consider rst the
long range -exchange contributionsto 0 -decay of F igsilla,b, and c. The fact that pions
are G oldstone bosons allow s us to use chiral perturbation theory 1,10 ] to classify the N SM
hadronic operators In temm s of a p= y expansion, with 5 = 4 £ 1GeV and p m
where f 7 924 M eV is the pion decay constant. The lading order (LO ) quark operators
should therefore induce e ective hadronic operators that do not involve derivatives of the
pion eldsorpion m ass insertions?, the next-to—leading order (NLO ) operatorswould nvolve
a single derivative ofthe pion eld, the next-to-next-to—Jeading order NN LO ) would invole

FIG .2: D iagram s that contrlbute to 0 at tree evel. T he exchange diagram s are not included.
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2 At tree kevel, the pion m ass insertions alw ays have the m m ? and therefore do not contribute at LO or
NLO.



tw 0 derivatives or pion m ass insertions and so-on. T his approach to 0 ~decay is sin ilar to
the application ofe ective eld theory to purely hadronic S = 0 party-violating operators
that was done In .] and the sam e notation w illbe used.

T he pow er counting for the Jong-range 0 -decay operators w ill involre the chiral order
ofthe standard m odel (SM ) operators aswellas the chiral order ofthe NSM operators. For

the SM operators, these counting rules are as ollow s:
a pion propagator isO (1=p) while
each derivative of the pion eld and the LO strong NN vertex are O (o).

A s for the short range operators F ig.ld, the hadronic part is constructed from a 4-
nuclkon vertex. T his vertex can also be expanded in powers of the nuckon’s 3-m om entum .
H ow ever, the chiral counting suggests that the leading O (©°) Hurnuclkon vertex is already
strongly suppressed relative to the long range 0 —-decay operators such that the 4-nuclon
vertex can be neglected to lowest order. Indeed, w ith these rules, the chiral counting of the

0 -decay operators of F igslla-d are
Fig.lle X p? Figlllbc Ky p'; Figlld EKywuwp’; 1)

where the K ; denote the order of the NSM hadronic vertices. In general, the LO vertex

in each diagram is O ©°), though in certain cases symm etry considerations require that

the leading order vertex vanish (see below ). Thus, the long range 0 ~decay operators of
Fis.lk, and lb,c are enhanced by 1=p* and 1=p, respectively, relative to the short-range

operator of Fig.lld. Th what ollows, we will consider contrbutions generated by all of
the diagram s in Fig.M. Since the LO contrbution from Fig.ld is O °), we must include

contributions from F ig.lla—< through this order aswell. C onsequently, we consider all term s

MK andKyy toO @) and O (o), respectively.

A . Quark-Lepton Lagrangian

In order to construct the hadron-lepton operators, we begin by w riting down the quark—
JIepton Lagrangian for 0 ~decay. This is done by considering all the non-vanishing, in—

equivalent, lowest-din ension quark—lepton operators that are Lorentz-invariant and change



Jepton num ber by two units,

G2
L = —% 007+ 005 +005" + 0,03 + 003" e
+ 001 + 0,057 + 05057 + 003 + 0,057 e %
+ 010, " + 00,7 + 030" +040i7 e *+he.; @)
w here
0P = @ a)& ® x); 3)
0 = @ *a)@ "a) @ *&x)@ "x); @)
0¥ =@® a)a® a) @°* ax)@& ° x); 5)
0 = @ & 4° &)@ "x 4 °"a); ©)
0 = @® @& @° @)@ "x+a "q): (7)

Theqg r = (U;d)Lr are keft-handed and right-handed isospinorsand the ’‘sarePaulim atri-
ces in isospace. W hen a = b, the operatorsw ith subscript + () are even (odd) eilgenstates of
parity as can be veri ed by noting that the parity operator sin ply interchanges left-handed
soinors w ith right-handed spoinors. This list of nine operators was arrived at by ngoec—
tion®. O ther operators that could have been written down are either equivalent to those
in Egs. ) to W) or vanish as shown in appendix ll. Tn particular, all operators propor—
tionaltoe €%,e ® e ande € vanish sihce these Jptonic currents are dentically zero
as can be veri ed w ith the use of F ferz transfom ations. Som e of these vanishing leptonic
currents were erroneously taken as non-zero n Ref. ]. Sin ilarly, a quark operator, lke
q ee] g, can be reexpressed In tem s of O, by applying a F ierz transform ation
despite the color ndices since the hadronic m atrix elem ents of ourquark operators only
select their color singlet part?.

Recalling that ferm ion  elds have m ass din ension 3/2, note that the operators appearing
in Lg have m ass din ension nine. Therefore, the overall coe cients have din ensions

Mass] °. Tn Eq. W), this scale factor is expressed as G2= where rem ains to be

3 T writihg down the Eqgs. [Hll), we suppressed the color indices sihce EF T only relates colorsinglet quark

operators to hadronic operators.
4 The profction onto color singlet states introduces a new factor that can ultin ately be absorbed in the

0o;’s.



determm ned. D erivative quark operators are suppressed by extra pow ers of and need not
be considered further.

T he operators in Lg can be generated by various particle physics m odels, but not all
of them are necessarily generated In a single m odel. For exam ple, the left—right sym m etric
m odel alw ays involves the product of left-handed and/or right-handed currents, whilke only
02 and 02" are ofthat form . Thus, 02°; 03” and 0¥ cannot appear in the Jeft-right
sym m etric m odel. A nother exam ple isam nin alextension of the standard m odelw ith only
left-handed currents and M aprana neutrinos; in this scenario, only O g‘b could appear. On
the other hand, these operators all appear ln RPV SUSY . This observation will allow a
classi cation of these particle physics m odels later in this paper.

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

properties . U sing the quark eld transfom ation properties under chiral SU (2),
under SU 2);; SUQ@r: o ! Lag; & ! Rxk; 8)

where the L and R transfom ation m atrices have the form expfPz . x9g and
1 1 5
LR 5"' LR 7 Prr 5 @ ); ©)

we derive the transform ation properties of the O ib( ) under chiral SU ),

0% ! @LY?® La)@&RY® Rx); (10)
05 | @&RY°’Lg) &R’ "Lg) @L' *Rk)@l’ Rak); 1)
0 ! @L'® Lg)@l’”® La) @RY*® R&k)@&RY” Ra); 12)
0" ' @l¥?® La @RY® Ra)@L’Raq aRY "Lg); (13)
0¥ 1 @L'® Lg qR’® Ra)@L’ "R + &RY "Lg): 14)

W e obsarve that O fﬁ’ belongs to the (3;,;3r) rmpresentation of SU (2); SU Rk (from here
on, the subscripts L ;R are dropped) in the sense that the rst superscript a transform s lke

a triplet under SU (2);, whilke the second superscript b transform s like a triplet under SU () .

ab@ ),
i

Note that only O 2* belongs to a representation of chiral SU ). The other O s are

superpositions of operators that have di erent transformm ation properties under chiralSU (2).
T his is not surprising since the generators of chiral SU (2) do not com m ute w ith the parity

operator as they nvolve °

. For Instance, (o, a,) @ q,) changes isosoin by two
unisand isa singlkt under SU (2)z such that tbelongsto (5,1) whilke (g k) @R k)

belongsto (1,5). Hence, O; belongsto (5;1) @;5).



B. Hadron-Lepton Lagrangian

Let usnow tum to the derivation ofthe  ee vertex from the quark operators. Thiswill

be followed by a sin ilar analysis forthe NN ee and N N N N ee vertices.

1. ee vertex.

To derive the hadronic vertex, rst consider parity. T he product oftwo pion eldsbeing
even under parity, only positive parity operators can contrbute. Secondly, note that O ,,

and O 5, ’ must give rise to an operator of the fom
R ‘e ¢+ hec. (15)

A partial Integration show s that this operator is suppressed by one power of the electron
m ass, and is therefore negligible.

Thus, theonly temmsin L]  that contrbute are:

G2
—E 0lfel+ 05 )EE+ 0L e+ 0 P)eE+ 05 e+ 0y °)e¥+ he. (16)

T he hadronic operators that stem from these quark operatorsm ust have the sam e trans-
form ation properties and can be w ritten down by introducing the follow ing elds l]:

Xg = Y X$= 7Y@, xX= @7
. i + o+ 1 3 0
2f 2
1 1 2
= p—z( i%); N :Nuckon ed. 19)

T he transform ation property of the above elds under parity are
! i $ Y XR s X3 xTs x¥; NN (20)

whilke under SU 2);, SU Q) they transfom as

! L ¥=U R 1)

Xx* 1! u R 22)
Xgr oYLy w 23)
Xg ! U RYR YUY @4)
N ! UN : 5)



T he transform ation m atrix U only depends on the ’sand the pion eld.

AtLO (no derivatives), the two-pion operator stemm ing from the O,, operator is

4
O bl ] 'R Xp + XXy = + ;

while the one generated by O ,, is

| Yy Yy — 4
O,, ! tr[ ,, 1 &K X +X* X7 ]= P +
Here, ,, arede ned
1 X, Xy Kp Xy 7
5 X X X¥ x¥ ; ©28)

and the subscript refers to the transform ation properties ofthe ;| ’sunder parity.
Note that when the tracesof ;, and ,, are expanded up to two powers of the pion
eld, they are physically indistinguishable since the relative m inus sign can be absorbed in
a operator coe cient referred to as a low energy constant (LEC).
Now consider the case of the two-pion operator generated by O 5, ; to LO the hadronic

operator should be:

tr X X[ +X X, = 0: 29)
T hus, there exists no (5;1) (1;5) hadronic operator w ith no derivatives.

The LO Lagrangian forthe  ee vertex is therefore

G2
Lp*= —2 tl i k@+b )+ tr] , E@+b’e

+trl 5@+ B %)+ tr L, R+ e ; 30)

where a;b;a%1’ are LEC’s. Note that although there are nom inally our LEC’s, once the
traces ofthe . 's are expanded, there are in practice only two:a dandb B.

In contrast to the o;’s, the a;b;a%b are dim ensionfiill. Tt is usefiil to express them in
term s of din ensionless param eters (denoted in this work by G reek ltters) w ith the aid of
a scalng rule. In a scaling rule, the hadronic operators are divided by the relkevant scales

such that their coe cients are din ensionless and of a \natural" size. W e ©llow the na ve

10
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din ensionalanalysis ND A ) scaling rules given in Ref. l] and m odi ed here to account for
the Jepton bilinears’ :

N N k @ 1 m

u £2 B f

£2G2
F ee® (af )% (31)

Justi cation for this scaling rule is given in Appendix . Note that the scaling factor
( =f )" is already properly accounted for in the de nition of and need not be applied
again in Eq. @) affer expanding the ’sto two pions. For the nonderivative  ee vertex,
we have k;Lm )= (0;0;2) and

G2 2f2

Lg*= —— e(1+ 5 )+ T te(; L Ve 32)

Consider now the higher order contributions to the ee vertex. A s discussed below
Eq. ), there isno NLO contribution. Hence, L o= 0.

AtNNLO,notonly doO,, and O,, generate two-derivative hadronic operator, but so

does O 5,
1
Oy ! JEED X D Xy +D XD Xg 33)
w here the chiral covariant derivative is given by
1,
D =@ v ; V=§1 @ Y+ '@ : (34)

The operatorD Xz has the sam e transform ation properties under chiral SU 2) asX . -
The only other contrbution stem s from quark m ass insertions that always generate
squared pion m ass insertions. W riting the NNLO ocontributions directly in tem s of pion
elds, we cbtain

G2f?
L™ = - @ @ e(3+ 4 °)+m? e(s+ ¢ )+ he. @ (35

Note that the s, tem s constitute correctionsto 1, ! 12+ m 2 5,6 that can be ignored

in particle physics m odels whhere the LO operators contribute since 1, must bem easured®.

5 W e neglect electrom agnetic e ects.
6 As discussed .n Ref. ], EFT relates the two-derivative  ee operator to the 27plt K ! 2 decays

Indicating the possibble existence of an extra suppression factorbeyond that deduced from pow er counting.

11



2. NN eevertex

W e analyze the NN ee vertex of F igs.llb and lkc using sin ilar logic as in the foregoing
discussion. The LO Lorentz—scalar NN  operator isN N which is odd under parity.
Therefore, 0,, ; O,, and O,, cannot contribute since they are parity even. AsforO0,; ,
notice that as in the  ee case, the LO contrbbution X X,  X; X ) vanishes.

T he operator N N can only be nduced by O, . The resul is
0, ! N , N: (36)

&k is straightforward to verify that N , N transforms precisely ke O,  under
SU (2), SU @Rk .

In addition, 0, * and O. ’ also generate LO contrbutionsto the NN  cperator,

O4+’,O5+; PN ’ 3 Nj

o, ;0,7 I N ; Nj; @7
where

3 = X, + X)X X ¥); (38)

as can be checked explicitly by considering the transform ation properties under chiral SU (2)

and parity. The NN ee LO Lagrangian can now be w ritten down,

G2
LY = —/— N }"Ne@+d e+ N (+£ °) ;"Ne °¢+he.

GZ 4f
= ZE 80 N O Ne(,+ 5 )E+N (34 4% Ne %+hce. ;39
where the ; are dim ensionless LEC ’s introduced using Eq. [l) wih &;L;m )= (1;0;1) and
w here we have expanded the ’sto one pion.

AtNLO,O0, ,0,, ,05 andO,, contrbutetotheNN operator,

O, ! N ° N; (40)
0,, ! N °, N; (41)
0, ! N X, ( DX;) X, @ X,) N; 42)
O,, ! N > X, ( DX;) X, @ X,) N: 43)



The rstthingtonoteisthatatem lkeN ° N issubleading because in the non—relativistic
reduction, the ° couples sm all and Jarge com ponents of the nuclon spinors. Secondly, we
observe that Egs. [ll), ) and ) are physically indistinguishable on shellw hen expanded
to one pion and to the order we are considering, as seen from the equations of m otion.
Thidly, Eq. [l is negligble even at NLO because the equations of m otion can be used
to show that N @ N is proportionalto the electron m om entum . Therefore, O, does not
contrbute to the NN  ee vertex.

O ther contributionsto O (p) include term snom ally neglected at LO In the non-relativistic
reduction of Eq. [l), nam ely the term sproportionalto ; and ,with = 1;2;3and =0
respectively, where LO and NLO ocom ponents of the nuclkon spinors are coupled. These
are the only contrbutions to the NN ee vertex since the m? insertions are of O @*) and

excluded as discussed below Eq. ). Hence, the only new contributions to O (p) is,

GI:Z“ HfN5+

L) <= Ne(s+ ¢ °)e+ he. 44)

where the scaling rule n Eq. [l wasused with &k;Lm) = (1;1;1). Llfllf ¢ is sublading
because the ° couples the lJarge and am all com ponents of the nucleon spinors and the result
is proportionalto p=M where M isthe nucleon m ass and p is the m agnitude of the nuckon

three-m om entum .

3. NNN N ee vertex

To identify the quark operators that generate the 0 -decay fournuclkon operators, we

insert the hadronic edsX ., ; X ;XY i allpossbkewaysintoN NN N and use

) . The our-

their transform ation properties under chiral SU (2) to relate them to the O ;
nuclon operators are then cbtained by expanding these hadronic eldsto LO and ignoring
all contrbutions from pion loops. Thus, it is not necessary to insert these hadronic elds
In all possible ways; we only need to show that a particular quark operator can generate a
particular nuclkon operatorw ith the sam e transform ation properties under parity and chiral
SU ).

Forexam ple, the LO operator N N )? can be generated by O 1+ - The Itter transform s

the sam e way under parity and chiral SU (2) as the hadronic operator
NX N)NX_.N) : 45)
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TABLE I:C rossteference table between nucleon and quark operators. The X indicates that the

quark operator cannot generate the corresponding nuclkon operator whilke the P indicates that it

can.
NNNN ops O, [0, [0, |03 |05 |04 " [0, 7]0s 7|05 7
N, x | P | x X X X X
N, PP x| P lx X X X X
N ., PP x| P lx X X X X
N,, ' X | X | X | X |Xx P X P X
N, ' X | X | X | X |X X P X P

At zero pion order, the X and X, both become , so that the operator in Eq. [l
Jist becomes N N )2. In a sin ilar fashion, it can be easily shown that the ollow ing ve

operators

N,, = N N); N, =N N )N N); N,, =N ° N)N > N);

N, =O N)N N); N, " =@® > N)N N); (46)

exhaust the list of possible LO four-nuclon operators’ that can be generated by the checked
o, “VsinTapkk

1

The LO Purnuckon Lagrangian is therefore given by

++

G2
F ++ ++ c ++ ++
— NG+ N+ N3 e+ N+ N~ + (N3~ e e

NNNNee __
Ly =
+ N, T+ N, e® &€+he. ; @7)

where the ;’s are din ensionless.
In concluding this section, we discuss a f&w issues that will require future work. The
rst involves the application of EF T to heavy nuclei. A s pointed out earlier, no fully consis—
tent treatm ent for such situations has yet been developed. In principle, one could In agihe
follow Ing a program sin ibr in spirdt to the EFT treatm ent of few body system s. In that
case, there hasbeen recent progress in developing a consistent power counting for EF T w ith
explicit pjonsl,l]. The approach Involves ncliding the LO -exchange contrbution to

7SinceN °N and N ° N )N N ) areproportionaltop=M , they are sub—leading in the non-relativistic
lim it.
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the NN potential, expanding it about the chirallimnit m? ! 0), and obtaining twobody
w avefinctions by solving the Schrodinger equation w ith the chirally-expanded potential. To
be consistent, operators would also be expanded to the sam e chiral order as the potential
and m atrix elem ents com puted using the corresponding wavefunctions. T his approach ap-—
pears to reproduce the consistent m om entum power counting obtained w ith perturbative
pions in the 'S, channel and the convergence obtained w ith non-perturbative pions in the
35,-°D ; channel. Tn going tom ore com plex nuclei, onem ight explore a m arriage of the chiral
expansion w ith traditionalm any-body techniques (4., shellm odelor RPA ), In which case
one would require a corresponding chiral counting of nuclkar operators. In organizing the
0 -decay hadronic operators according to both the derivative and chiral expansion, we
have taken one step in this direction. For the m om ent, however, we w ill have to content
oursslves w ith using these operators along w ith wavefunctions cbtained from traditional
m any-body techniques.

A second issue is the presence of higher partial waves in the twobody transition m atrix
elem ents appearing in 0 -decay. A fully consistent treatm ent would, therefore, require
that one include the corresponding higher-order operators { a task that is clearly im practical
at present. Fortunately, In our case, there is reason to believe our qualitative conclusions
about the dom nance of longrange, pion-exchange operators are fairly insensitive to this
issue. For the cases where the LO ee are not forbidden by the sym m etries of the quark—
Jepton operators, the LO  -exchange operator arising from Fig.lla will always give the LO
contribution to the transition m atrix elem ent, regardless of the partial wave decom position
ofthe twonuclkon initialand nalstates. In general, then, we expect that m atrix elem ents
of these operators should always be enhanced relative to those involving the fournuclkon
contact operators or -exchange operators obtained w ith higher-order pionic vertices. In—
deed, som e evidence to thise ect isgiven by the com putation ofR ef. I], w here the relative
In portance of the LO -exchange operators and short-range operators were com pared for
RPV SUSYS®.

Finally, when NNLO and NLO Interactions are Incluided at tree level, loop graphsm ust
also be included to be consistent w ith the power counting (exam ples of which are given
in Fig.M). These Ioop graphs are handled according to the chiral perturbation theory

8 However, in that work, the traditional, orm factor approach was used to com pute short-range e ects.
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prescription by which the divergences renom alize the LEC ’s that m ultiply them ? and two—
derivative  ee vertex of Eq. [l . In this context, lJoop graphs that renom alize theN N ee
vertex are N *LO and can be ignored. Indeed, this can be dem onstrated using pow er counting
where each Joop involves a factor of p* while nuclkon propagators count asp * p ,l].
W hen loopsare ncluded, new lepton-violating tree level vertices can contribute inside the
loop graphs, such asthe ee vertex of F iglllb. O ther new vertices that could potentially
contrbute at the one loop kvelare N N ee and ee vertices. In short, Jarge num ber of
Feynm an diagram sm ay need to be calculated at NNLO . W e defer a discussion of such loop

contributions to a subsequent study.

To summ arize the conclusions of the analysis, Tabl [l lists the quark-lepton operators
that contribute to the varioushadron operatorsat LO .0 ne In portant result ndicated in the
table is the fact that if the short-distance physics responsible for 0 ~decay belongs to a
representation of SU (2); SU Rk , only operators that belong to the (3,3) and (5;1) @;5)
can generate 0 -decay and therefore, only O;, and O;, can contrbute. For exam ple,
the leftright symm etric m odel w th m ixing between lft— and right-handed gauge bosons
induces operators belonging to the (3,3) aswellasthe (5;1) (1;5). From TabXil, the LO
0 -decay operator that contributes in this case is generated by Figllla and isO  ?).

A Ytematively, consider a short-distance m odel nvolving products of two left-handed cur-
rents ortw o right-handed currents only. Such a situation arises, for Instance, in the leftright
symm etric m odelwhen the W ; and W x bosons do not m ix. For this scenario, only O 5,

contributes, and there are no LO contridbutions to the eeand NN ee vertices. The rst

FIG.3: a) Exampl of a graph that renom alizes the LEC s that m ultiplies the m ? and two-derivative

ee vertex. b) Exam ple of a new vertex ( ee) that contributes to 0 at NNLO .
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TABLE II: Leading order 0 -decay hadroniclepton operators generated by the various quark—

Jepton operators.

0  -decay opsl Oy, |0, [0, |04 [05 [0, 710, 7|0 7|0 7
ee LO PP x| x| x X X X X
eennzo | P[P x| P |x X X X X

NN eelo | x | x |F |x |x P P P P

NN eeNLO | x | © | x | P |x P P P P

NNNNeezo | 0 | P | x | P |x P P P P

non—zero contributions to the hadronic part of these vertices are given by Egs. ) and
) as well as contrbutions that incluide m ? fnsertions. The resulting contribution to the
am plitude is O ©°). In this case, both the long—and short-range nuclear operators occur at

the sam e order.

ITT. NUCLEAR OPERATORS TO LO AND NLO

In the calculation ofthe O -decay am plitude, the Feynm an diagram s of F igllm ust be
calculated to O @©°), where p is the an allm om entum used as an expansion param eter. A s
discussed below Eq. W), this in plies that we need to include NN LO ee operators, NLO
NN ee operatorsand LO N N N N ee operators.

From the ee Lagrangian of Eq. ), the LO 0 -decay am plitude of Fig.la is
calculated to be

%RGr iM?  8Ups “Uni) (Ups “Un2) 2 0

5y..T
H 4
G m*+i)d m*+1i) he 1t 2 Uy 48)

My

whereq = P; P;; ¢ =P, P,asdened inFig.lk and g, = 127 is the usual axial
pion-nuclkon coupling related to g yy by the G oldbergerT rein an relation.

As for the NLO, recall from Eq. ) and the discussion that ollowed that the ee
vertex has no NLO ocontributions. Thus, the NLO 0 -decay nuclkar operators are given
by F ig.llo andlc. N ote that experim entsplanned and underw ay involvem ainly ground state
to ground state transitions 0 ! 0" which are favored by phase space considerations. The
nuclear m atrix elm ents of all the cperators of Ly ¥ < Eq. [ll)] vanish for this transition
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by parity® . T here are therefore no NLO contrbutions for the 0* ! 0" transition and M
isthe only non-vanishing am plitude through O (o). N evertheless, we provide the expressions
or the NLO nuclear operators in A ppendix [ll or com pleteness.

T aking the non—relativistic Iim it of Eq. ) and Fourier transform ing to co-ordinate space
yields

FTM. 1 ®Gr & 2 00 5vul 0 es a5, ) ¢ 49
TM, o Ua (14 2 u,04 ®1ix2iR3;%4); @9)

w here the nuclkar operator is given by

Oy @j::1%) = @ %) & 2)(3 1)y 2 )}[Fp ~+ F,T ; 1;(50)
and
T , 3~ Av N~ o~ (1)
The form -factorsF; and F, were st introduced in Ref. l]
Fi1®)= x 2)e7; Fo)= &+ 1le™; 52)
wherex=m , = 3 3% 7 is the distance between the nuclkons, and * = ~= . However,

in Ref. .], these form —factors were derived w ithin a m Inin al extension of the standard
m odelw ih only left-handed currents and heavy M a prana neutrinos; as was shown above
by considering the possibl representations to which the product of two left-handed weak
currents can belong, this m inin al extension cannot give rise to the LO ee vertex that
yields these form —-factors. In contrast, the derivation of F; and F, was perform ed here by

considering the sym m etry properties ofthe quark operators that could generate the hadronic

0 -decay operators w ithout specifying the short-distance physics responsible for 0

decay.
UptoNLO,theO -decay halflife is therefore
Z
! = - g;i gGg ’ meCE F@Z+ 2;E)F@Z + 2;E,)
T, 144 5T2R2 2 ! T e
1
5[( f"‘ 22)P1E 1B (f 22)P1P2mi]j\4 oF; (563)

° Recallfrom abovethatN °N andN N ,i= 1;2;3,areNNLO operatorsthat couplk the large and sm all

com ponents of the nucleon spinors.
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where F' (Z ;E ) is the usual Fem i function describing the Coulomb e ect on the outgoing

electrons w ith
X g .
Moo= < ag+2J f[Fl(Xij)Ni o Foxi) Tyl ;j Az > (54)
i M
Ty = 3~ iy 3 o 3 (55)
q__
E, = E Ei; pi= EZ m?: (56)

Here ;5 is the distance between the i'th and j'th neutrons in the mitialnucleus j a;; >
or the distance between two protons In the nalstate j a;z+2 >, M. is the mass of the
electron, R isa scale taken to be of the order of the nuclear radius'® ~; 5, acts on the spin of

the 1(j)"th neutron and the isospin m atrix tums the i(j)th neutron into a proton. N ote

+
i3)
that independently of the nuclkar m atrix elm ent, the ? 2 part of the rate n Eq. [l

is always considerably an aller oy at least a factorof 10 from the kinem atics) than the

2+ 2 part which is the only one usually considered.

A . Long Range OperatorsAt NN LO

Consider now the long range operatorsat NNLO .W e are interested In com paring the LO
and NN LO treeZlevel Iong range contributions and for sin plicity we w ill ignore contridoutions
from Joops, m 2 insertions and the furnuclkon vertex which also contrbute at NNLO .

Thus, we only need the hadronic operators of Eqgs. [ll) and ) rew ritten here
2
M,= —2 f2@ @ e(3+ 4 )+ f zNZ>T Ne(g+ ¢ )+ he. ¢ (57)
The diagram s of Fig.lla,b and ¢ can be evaluated using the operators of Eq. [ll). The

Fourer transform ofthe nalresul is:

Gs

1
M, = 8_g§— U 2 P(st+ 4 7ul, 0, Guiiiiing)

tug 2 (st 6 Oul, 0, N i) (58)

10 This scale is nserted to m ake the operator in Eq. M) din ensionless. Tt is canceled by a corresponding
factor of 1=R % in the rate.

11 W e also ignore recoil order corrections from the am plitude of Fig.lle where K isof O ¢©°). In this case,
the rate w illbe dom inated by term s in Eq. ).
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w ith

Yy Yy 1
O, Gujiixg) = & ) @ 2)(35 )0y 2)—3 (59)
p(gl ~ ~+G, T ) l
0, @yjiiiimg) = = e o®m) e x)(Y )Y )5 (60)
B M
G, "~ ~+G,""T ,
and X =m as before)
X2
G, = F@ xe% (1)
G 24 2+ 2 1k’ e 62)
= X+ —-X —X" e 7y
2 3 3 ’
N N 1 2 b4
G, = —-x"e 7; (63)
3
N N 1 2 b4
G, = T+ x+§x e “: (64)

Thenew form factorsG, and G, stem from the eevertexwhileG,"" andG,"" (alo
given In Ref. .]) stem from the N N ee vertex. In contrast to the zero-derivative case, the
am plitudes stem m Ing from these tw o vertices are of the sam e order In thism inin alextension
of the standard m odel.

T he corresponding halflife, assum ing that Eq. ) represents the only decay am plitude,

is:
6 4 4
1 1 ~Cc gy Gg
T1:2 64 5]1"12 R ~ 2 C4
Z E me
d’ElF (Z + 2;E1)F (Z + 2;E2)
82 e 3
< pé 2 pz 2
Z 4 M, + =M NY o+ M+ 2 M"Y 55 E pE
2 a2 M T2 a2 M 6t 2 Prl1Poku2
2 3 9
p- 2 P- 2 =
2 2
4 M H M NN M H M NN 5 2 .
3 5 4 6 p1pom (65)
2 oM 2 2 M 2 e, 7
w ith
(NN) X R oh (NN)
M, = < A;Z+2j - Gl (Xij)Ni 57
iy b .
i
N N .
+ G, ( ) )Ty ;J az > : (66)
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W e can com pare the rates of Eq. [l and Eq. [ by assum ing that all din ensionless
constants are of the order of unity wih 1= 4 m and g 1 G&V, and that the nuclear

m atrix elem ents cancel In the ratio:

Eq. ) ¢
Eqg.l ) n*

N ote that this ratio agrees w ith our expectation based on power counting. W e end this

10: ©7)

subsection by em phasizing that Eq. [l is not the general formula for the 0 -decay
halfdife at NNLO (Which must include all contributing tem s Including loops, recoile ects,
N N NN ee tem s and m 2 corrections) sihce the LO contrbutions should be added if they

do not vanish from symm etry considerations before squaring the am plitude.

IV. PARTICLE PHYSICS M ODELS

W hilke our discussion so far has been quite general and independent of the underlying
physics of the lepton-num ber violation, we apply in this section our EFT analysis to two
particle physics m odels: RPV SUSY and the keftright symm etric (LRS) m odel.

A. RPV SUSY

R “parity-violating supersymm etry can contribute to 0 -decay through diagram s lke
the one n Fig.lb. Since supersymm etric particles are heavy, their intemal lines can be
shrunk to a point In tree level diagram s yielding operators that involve only quarks and
leptons. W hen the RPV superpotential is expanded to yield a lepton number violating
Lagrangian, and a F ierz transformm ation is used to ssparate kptonic from quark currents,

the resul is ]

Gg‘ 5y _C 1
Lg = Me(l-i_ e (gt £)WJpJp + JsJs) 2 oJr Jr ’ (68)

where

=9’ " s=q'g J, =qg @6+ °) g (69)

and 4; - are quadratic functions of the RPV SUSY param eter, {,; de ned in Ref. .]:
2 jmM 1

= —F 2 s— + ; with K= e;£: 70
)'d 9 Gg‘mé Smg 4 ql ( )
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Here M isthe nuckon mass, m4 isa rst generation squark m ass, m 4 is the gluino m ass,

s is the running SU (3): coupling, and the + Indicate contrloutions involving the st
generation slkptons and lightest neutralino'?. Note that the dependence on Gy and M
cancel from Eq. ), so that the e ective Jpton-quark 0 -decay operator depends on

ve Inverse powers of SUSY m asses.

Tt isusefil to rew rite Eq. ) I tem s of our cperators O | * :

3

ﬁ@Io;j o, (71)

=
3

I

)

o
+

w
(DO
N -
Q

+

R
O
N+
4

The rst thing to note is that O, can be neglected for 0* ! 0 nuclar transitions.
Secondly, from TabkMwe see that 0, givesriseto LO  eeand NLO NN  ee operators
and therefore contributes to the long range 0 -decay operator of F iglla that is enhanced
relative to the short range interaction ofF ig.ld as cbserved by direct calculation in Ref. l],
but derived w ith di erent assum ptions about the scaling ofthe LEC .

From Egs. ), ) and @), i ©lows that the LO ee operator contributes dom —
inantly to the 0 -decay in RPV SUSY . The corresponding halflife ormula is Eq. )
wih ;= , and wih the substiution

ot o 72)

O bviously, a Jower lin it on the halflife can be interpreted as an upper lin it on the coupling
constants 4 and ..M aking further assum ptions about m asses of SUSY particles, one can
ultin a obtain m odeldependent upper lim its on the coupling constant 811 as discussed
in R ef.tﬁ].

N ext, Jet us com pare the scaling rules used here and in R efs. .] and .]. In the previous
section, we used ND A to extract the relevant scales out of the dim ensionful LEC ’s by using
the scaling rule Eq. ). The alemative m ethod used in Ref. .] was to calculate the
quark operator m atrix elem ent In the vacuum mnsertion approxim ation (VIA) and m atch
the resul to the hadron operator m atrix elem ent.

Speci cally, for the LO ee operator of Eq. ) we und that the din ensionful LEC

12 The slepton/neutralino tem s { which have com plicated expressions { cause ¢% .Wehaveonly shown
the gluino contributions for illustrative purposes.
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scaled as  Z£? whilke the VIA would predict’’:

LEC’s h*"{:3:7 i h'p Pi0Pe 3 i
4

- 2p 0 ; (73)
(mu+ md)2 ’
where m , 4 are the light quark masses. Taking gy = = 4 f , the chiral symm etry
breaking scale, andm , + myg= 11:6 M &V we nd
NDA @4 £ )*f?
v N =07 : (74)
2f (Inu+md)2

The NDA scaling is thus slightly an aller than that obtained from the VIA . A though they
give resuls of the sam e order, VIA has proved to be unreliable in other contexts (see, eg.,
the study of rare kaon decays in Ref. ) . W ewilltherefore use NDA in what follow s.

Referring to Tabk [, i ©low s that there should be additional, subdom inant contriou—
tions from the operator ee and from the NN ee operator at NNLO . The NNLO con-
tributions from the NN ee vertex were considered in Ref. .] where detailed num erical
evaluations showed that they contribute on average about thirty tin es less then the LO
contrbution. O ur system atic analysis leads to the sam e qualitative conclusion (ham ely w ith
regardsto the NN LO suppression ofp?= 2 w ith respect to the LO ), but di ers from Ref. (1]
in som e respects.

First of all, not allNNLO contrbutions were included. In particular, as pointed out
above, the NN LO ee operator contributes to 0 -decay at the sam e orderastheN N ee
operator (called 1 in Ref. ) and the form —factors G |, should be included.

Secondly, our analysis show s that the N N N N ee operator (the only one considered previ-
ously in this type ofanalysis) gives contributions at NNLO ! In Refs. 1] the suppression of
that operator relative to the LO  ee contribution wasonly by a factor often ©r’°G ewhich
is Jarger than what would be expected from our power counting (see also Ref. l]) . How-

ever, this suppression is still in qualitative agreem ent w ith our analysis keeping In m ind that

13 N ote that we do not take into account the color factor 8/3 of R ef. .] since it is a num ber of O (1) which
does not Involre any m ass scale. It can therefore be absorbed In the LEC s which are undetem ined. See

also the fotnote below Eq. ).
1% W e note that the Jong-range operators considered in R ef. .] through the nduced pseudoscalar coupling

term s of the nucleon current correspond to the NNLO contributions of Eq. [lll). The resuls presented
by the authors ofRef. .] in the form —factor approach are com patdble w ith the EFT analysis given here
since they only considered left-handed hadronic currents.

23



considerable uncertainty ram ains in the evaluation ofnuclkarm atrix elem ents. Furthem ore,
although the traditionalm ethod of calculating the short—range 0 -decay operator using
dipole fom —factors .] m ay yield resuls of the correct order, the m ethod is unsystem atic
w ith uncontrollable errors that cannot be easily estin ated.

B . Leftright sym m etric m odel

W e consider LR S m odels that contain a heavy right-handed neutrino, and m ixing betw een
the right-handed and lft-handed gauge bosons w ith g, G = g where g, and gz are the
left-handed and right-handed gauge couplings. The LR S Lagrangian is taken to be nvariant
under SU (2), SU @) U (1) . whereB ;L are the baryon, lpton num bers respectively.
W ew illnot be concemed w ith the C P <«iolating phases ofthem ixingm atrix U® ofthe right—
handed quark generations (the right-handed equivalent of the C abblboK cbayashiM askawa
m atrix, denoted here U ) northe precise nature ofthe relationship between UR and U* (eg.,
m anifest versus pseudo-m anifest LR S m odel) as the order of m agnitude of the constraints
obtained from experin ents are broadly robust to the di erent possibilities ,l, l, l].
W e w illuse the standard H iggs sector com posed ofa keft-handed triplet, 1, a right-handed
triplkt, r,andamultiplet, ,thatresectively transform undersu ), SU 2) U Q) .
according to (L;R;Y )= (3,%,2), @,3,2) and 2,2,0). Their vacuum expectation values are

0 0 1
0 1
- B & 0
h (i= ; h gi= ; hi= @ A . 75
Ll%OAI Rl]é%OA, 1 o o (75)
0 0
L R

A ssum e the follow Ing relation between the gauge and the m ass eigenstates (ignoring the
possibility of a CP -violating phase)

Wi = ©os W1+Sjn W,

WR sin W1+ cos Wz,' (76)

where isa anallm ixing angl between the m ass eigenstates and,

M =% IR a7

M2 = % 24 Pi 07, (78)
0

_ ; (79)



where My ,, are the masss of W,,. From thess equations and the fact that
324+ %2 § % weinmediately obtain the in portant relation rstderived in Ref. [l],*°
2

My,

My,

80)

Tuming to experin entalbounds on the m asses and m xIng angles, we w illuse for the lower

Iim it on the right handed gaugeboson M  , > 715 G &V ], which corresponds roughly to
<10 % (81)

To put lin its on them ixing anglke, we use recent resuls from superallowed 0° ! 0" -decay
In Ref. .] that In ply a violation ofthe unitarity ofthe CKM m atrix at the 95% con dence
level. In the LR S m odel], unitarity can be restored by taking a positive value for the m ixing

angl w ith m agnitude

= 00016 0:0007 ; (82)
given that one has
Vet + VusF + Vunf = 09968  0:0014 ; (83)
in the Standard M odel only .] .A rangeof2 10°* 3 10 is allowed at 95%

con dence kevel. Note that the discrepancy In the unitarity condition cannot be resolved
by adjisting because it enters the ordinary -decay am plitude quadratically and, thus,
produces a correction an allerthan 10 ¢ [see Eq. [ll)]. In what ©llow s, we w ill consider the
range 0 3 16 and use the central valie of Eq. ) or som e speci ¢ estin ates.
Note that for the central value of ofEq. lll), we obtain an upper lim it on M, from

Eq. [l of
My .= ' My, 2Tev, or = 00016 : 84)

W ith these boundson My, and , we can now estin ate the relative order of m agnitude of
the graphs of F ig. .

W hen the right-handed neutrino and W  z are integrated out, the am plitude of Fig.lla
reduces to an operator of the orm 03, while Fig.lb reduces to an operator of the fom
07, !* In previous treatm ents of 0 -decay, only graphllla w ith right-handed interacting

15 From hereon, willexclusively denote the m agnitude of the m ixing angle.
16 Recall that the parity-odd LL=RR operatorO ;" is suppressed at NNLO .
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FIG . 4: Leftright symm etric m odel graphs. Fig.lla nvolves the interaction of two right-handed (left—

handed) currents while F ig.lb depicts the interaction of left-handed and right-handed currents.
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currents is considered and the inpact of W W x m xing is neglected. O ur analysis of the
previous sections In plies that the hadronic operators generated by O ; . are suppressed by a
factorof p?= Z 10 ? relative to those generated by O 7, . Hence, taking into account the
fact that the coupling of a (right)left-handed current with a W ;)W , Involves a suppression
factor of whik a W, Intemal line involves a suppression factor of , we expect the

operators generated by these quark operators to scale as

2

@©L) RS 8, RR) B ST 6,
2
H

"l o z
M'(Lj) < 10°%; (85)

w ith all else assum ed equal. T herefore, even if isten tin es an aller than the central value
in Eq. @, the contrbution stemm ing from the m ixing of left-handed and right-handed

gauge bosons is still non-negligibl. It m ay even be dom inant.

Such analysis m ay m odify two constraints that relate the right-handed weak boson and
neutrinom asses, M iy, and M , respectively’’.

The rst constraint stem s from the requirem ent that the vacuum expectation value of
the Higgs eld g beatrmuem ninum of the H iggs potential that generates the m asses of
the right-handed particles l]. The vacuum is then stabl against collapse. This :'misoses

, B8]

stringent constraints on the one-loop corrections to the e ective potential [, l . In

17 For illustrative purposes, we assum e the existence of only one right-handed neutrino.
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FIG .5: Constraints on the right-handed weak boson and neutrino m asses (n TeV) in the LRS m odel.
The solid lines stem from the vacuum stability (v S.) constraint of Eq. [l while the hyphenated lines
correspond to lim its in posed from 0O -decay and Eq. [ll) with the ©llow ing values of m ixing angle from

longest to shortest dashes: ;= £3 10 3;1%6 10 *;0gwih i= 1;2;3. G raphs (a), and (b) correspond to
cases 1 and 2 ofthe text, respectively. N ote that the valie of the m ixing angle 3 = 0 cannot occur for case
2 w ithout sin ultaneously taking M y , to In nity, while , corresponds to the centralvalue obtained from

CKM unitarity. The arrow s indicate the lower bound M y , 715 G&V inposed by direct searches. The

shaded, trangular regions In the graphs are the allowed values of the m asses if them ixing anglke is 5.
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particular, the Joop corrections w ill involve term softhe om k £ In( 2= 0°%) wherek isa
constant that depends on the particlke m asses. Forthe vacuum to be stable at large values of

r r K must be positive to ensure that them ninum atthe VEV isa truem inimum and not
simply a localm nimum . The condiion k > 0 is equivalent to a condition on the m asses.

Follow ing this form alisn allow s us to derive a relationship between M, and M y,, :

165M y, My, : (86)

R

T his constraint is represented in the graphs ofF ig M by the fact that no value of M y, ;M y ,)
below the solid lnes is allowed'®.

A second relationship constrainingM y, and M ., In the LRS m odelw ith m ixing can be
Inferred from experin ental lim its on 0 -decay ,l] from Eq. ) wih = My,

18 T Ref. .], the constraint that appears is 0:95M ; , My _, the result ofa typo .].

27



and choosing 1= ,=1

i E+ HF< 2 My, ), ©7)
@®z) @;z) @;z) !
2 4Gy M T FT
2
®iz) 4 ~C 1
G = Gy cos — O r-m——
° Ceooscam) ¢ Foimz
Z E me
EF @2+ 2E))F 2 + ZE)pE1m:E; ; (88)

me

where ®7#) isde ned by Eq. ), & 1Gev, T is the current lin it on the half-

=2
life of the O -decay transition of a nuckus @A ;Z) and where the finctions GéA;Z) were
tabulated in Ref. l] for various nucki. Them atrix elem ent M (()A;Z ' isde ned nEq. ) »°
h Eq. ) we havem ade explicit the scaling factors of Eq. [l and also ntroduced a factor
which param etrizes the = 2 suppression ofthe NNLO 0 -decay operators relative to
the LO operators. A sm entioned above, the num erical evaluations In Ref. ] suggest that
1=30 which is the conservative number we willuse. Thus, the ? term stem s from the
exchange of two W ,’swhile the 2 term com es from the exchange oftwo W ;’swhere , being
the m agnitude ofthe m ixing angle, is always positive. T he relative sign between the and
(?+ ?)temson the LHS of Eq. M) cannot be predicted by EFT since we do not know
the sign ofthe LEC 's.

iz ®iz)

For the values ofha]f—]jjé,GéA " and M o ', wewilluse the ones detem ined for *Ge
TES 19 18y  GS°) '= 4909 10Feviyrs; M (= 2; 89)

where we extracted the value ofM §° from the value ofM ? calculated in Ref. .] and the
Iim it on the halfife isat 90% con dence level l]. W ith these numbers, Eq. ) becom es:

r__
9 My
. + 2 '< Ge: - R 10 6. 90
3 (+ 93 38 Ter ; (90)
Inthelimi ! O we obtain
r— f g 1=4
38Tev _ Tev
My, > — 10 My, = Tev : 91)
9MNR My,

Our resukt is slightly an aller then the result cbtained In Refs. l,l] for zero m xing angle.

In Refs 1] this constraint was calculated w ith the short range NNLO N N N N ee operator

1% From here on, we take cos ¢ = 1.
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of Fig.ld using the dipok form factor approach. Note that we can reproduce exactly the
values given In Refs. i, ]by slightly adjusting the unknown constants .; , hEq. [l).
To extract the constraint inposed by Eq. [l on My, and M y,, we need to consider

three cases:

(1) the LO and NNLO tem s have the sam e sign which corresponds to taking the plus

sign n Eq. ),
(2) they have opposite signs w ith > 9+ ?),and
(3) they have opposite signs w ith < A+ 2.

W enote that in allthree cases, theupper linitonM i, ©or > 0 inplid by Eq. Il aways
holds.

Case 1: W hen solving the quadratic equation in , we must keep the root that has the
same lmitasEq. @) when ; ! O,

1 P
> + 1 42)2+4 (92)

where we used Eq. ) to obtain the rst lnequality. The st thing to note is that Egs.
) inpose a owerlin it on the m ass of the right-handed neutrino

r

M 38
—f= ?106 1+2)*=18; 93)

Tev
assum ing the central value of Eq. ). This Jower lin it only depends on the m ixing angle
since can in principle be calculated. In Figla, the constraint Eq. ) is plotted for three
valies of them ixing angle ;= f3 10°3;1:6 10 3;0g.

In Fig.la, we see that the larger the m ixing anglke, the larger the param eter space that
is muled out. In particular, for ;, the largest anglke that we are considering, the region
allowed by Eqgs. ) and ) is Iocated below the constraint in posed by vacuum stability.
Hence, a value ofthem ixing angle as large as ; isexcluded. In contrast, the centralm xing
angl value from CKM unitariy, ,,allows fora triangular region pordered by the vacuum
stability curve and Egs. )] of possble values for the m asses. Tn particular, or ,, we note
that not only do we have the upperdin i ofEq. ), but we also have M y , 16 TeV and
My, 32 TeV ,which would constitutem ore stringent 1im its than that obtained from direct

searches 0 far. For zero m ixing angle, the entire region that is sin ultaneously above the
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vacuum stability curve and the curve stemm ing from Eq. [lll) isallowed. Thus, in general, as
them ixing angle Increases, the allow ed region ofparam eter space shrinksw hilke them inin um
value ofM y , Increases. Them axin um m xing angle that resuls n a non-vanishing allowed

region?’
22 10°; withMy,= 17TeV; My, = 28 TeV: (94)

Case 2: The condition of validity for this case, >  (?+ ?), rules out the positive

root ofthe quadratic equation in ,Eq. ). The Imitson are then

1 P
> L 42)2 4 : (95)

W e note that Eq. [l in poses upper and Iower lin its on both M y, and M y ,,

r___ r___ S S 2
: M 38 1 M
“T10°@ 2 ) —E= 10— (1 4% % LRV
9 ( ) TeV 9 4 ( ) 4 W o

96)

For ,,we cbtain in particular, 1.6 TeV My, 12 TeV and My, 0:51 TeV . Note that
theupperlimiton My, for , iswellabove the constraint stemm ing from vacuum stability,
Eq. M), combined with theupper limiton M, given in Eq. ). Eqgs. @) alo mpliesa
new relationship between My, and M y , applicable only to case 2,

|
r P .

y 3:810°Tev “M _sa Tev @
e 9 4 My, T T My

Tev; 97)

R

where we neglected the 4 2 tem .

From the plot in Fig.lb, the sam e analysis as in case 1 ©llows: as the m ixing anglke
Increases, the region of allowed values for the m asses shrinks. Asin case 1, ; is already
excluded whilk , allows for a triangular region of possible values for the m asses. W e note
that Eq. ) does not further constrain the allowed region ofparam eter space and has been
Included here for com pleteness. For this case, the m axinum m ixing angle is calculated to
be,

24 10°; withMy,= 18TeV; My, = 29TeV; (98)

which are sim ilar to the values found forcase 1.

20 A ctually, a point In this case.
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TABLE III:O rder at which the leftright sym m etric m odels w ith /w ithout m ixing and RPV SU SY

contribute to the 0 -decay operators of Fig .

Models |Fig.Be|Fig.lbcFig.ld
LRSM =0 ¢ p’ p°
LRSM 6 (0 p? P° p°
RPV SUSY | p 2 | p? p°

Case 3: For the case < (*+ ?), wemust kesp the root that gives the correct
upper-im it when ! 0shcenow thelmit ! O cannot be taken. W ih the constraint
on stemm Ing from the condition of validity of this case, <  (*+ ?),the hequalities

satis ed by are

p— pP— 1 p
— 1 1 42 ; — 14+ 1 4°2 — + @ 42) 2+ 4 : (99)
2 2 2
P
Thus, values of located between the roots = =@ ) ~ 1 42) are excuded
N ote that for the two non—zero angles considered in Fig. M, the ranges de ned by +

have already been ruled out by direct searches of right-handed bosons ]and we are keft
with the st constraint of Egs. () which does not depend on Iim its from 0 -decay.
H ow ever case three appears to be entirely ruled out by Eq. [ll) . Indeed, approxin ating the
ram aining constraint of Eq. M) to < , we see that both constraints cannot be satis ed
sim ultaneously.

From Fig.M and the three cases considered above, it ollow s that the e ect ofm ixing on
them ass constraint can be very In portant { a point not recognized previously. In particular,
we see that non—zero m ixing angles w ill generally exclude m uch of the param eter space by
In posing much m ore stringent constraints on the m asses and that the m ass of the right-
handed neutrino isbounded from below . W e also note that quite generally, the m ixing angle
isconstrained tobe 22 10°.

W e conclude this section by brie y com paring the left—right sym m etric m odeland RPV
SUSY .W e cbserve that although both m odels can contribute to O @ ?) to the operator of
Fi.lla, only RPV SUSY contrbutes to Figs.llb,c to O ( ') as discussed in the previous

21 a4 p 2y 2 p 2
Sihce 1= ) + @ 44) 2+ 4 =2 )1 1 4 for all non—zero values of and , we
need only be concemed w ith the upper lim it on
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section. These results are summ arized in Tabk IR.

V. CONCLUSIONS

N eutrinoless double beta-decay w ill continue to probe \new " physics scenarios that violate
Jepton num ber for som e tin e to com e. T he existence of such soenarios is intim ately related to
the nature of the neutrino, nam ely, whether or not it isa M aprana particle. If a signi cant
signal for 0 decay were to be cbserved, one would know that the neutrino isa M a prana
particle. However, one would not know whether the rate is dom inated by the exchange of
a light M aprana neutrino or by som e other L-violating process that is also resoonsible for
generation oftheM apranam ass. Such L-violating processes could involem assscales ()
well above the weak scale. Thus, it is In portant to study the im plications of O -decay
for such scenardios { a task which we have undertaken in the present paper.

In doing s0, we have applied the ideas of EF T, which is appropriate in this case because
there is a clear distinction of scales: H pP. We wrote down all non-equivalent
quark-lepton operators of din ension nine that contribute to 0 —decay, and showed how
to m atch them to hadron-kpton operators by using their transform ation properties under
parity and chiral SU (2). W e then organized the hadron—Jkpton operators ( e, NN ee
and NN N N ee) n powers of p= y and discussed how the symm etries determ ine the type
of hadronic operators that can be generated by each quark operators. In particular, we
dem onstrated that the hadronic operators generated by the interaction of two left-handed
or two right-handed quark currents are always of NNLO . W e also showed that EFT can
classify particlke physics m odels of 0 ~decay In tem s of the hadron-lepton operators they
can generate and to what order these operators enter. In particular, we found that left—+right
sym m etric m odels w ith m ixing can potentially and considerably m odify existing constraints
on the m asses of the right-handed particles. Tndeed, a non—zero m xing anglk gives farm ore
stringent constraints on the allow ed values of the m asses of right-handed particles ncluding
a ocorrelation between the m ass of the right-handed neutrino and the m ixing anglk. W e
also found that a necessary condition for the existence ofa region of allowed values ofM y ,
and My, is 22 10°. For RPV SUSY m odels, we have also con m ed the previous
conclusion that the dom inant contrilbbution stem s from the  eeoperatorwhich leadstom ore

severe constraints on the corresponding RPV SU SY param eters than traditionally believed.
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M ore generally, w ith thisEF T analysisand using Tablklll, it can be in m ediately known what
hadron-lepton operators can be generated by any quark—Jepton operators appearing in any
particle physics m odel that gives rise to 0 -decay, and to w hat order these hadron—Jlepton
operators w ill contribute. F inally, we note that deriving detailed inform ation about a given
soenario for L-violation w ill require com bining Infom ation from a variety ofm easurem ents.
A s our analysis of the leftright sym m etric m odel show s, using studies of 0 -decay in
con janction w ith precision electrow eak m easuram ents (4., light quark -decay) and collider
experin ents can m ore severely constrain the particle physics param eter space than can any
Individual probe alone. Undertaking sin ilar analysis for other new physics scenarios and
other probes of L-iolation constitutes an Interesting problem for future study.

W e thank P.Bedaque, M . Butler, R .M ochapatra, and M . Savage for usefiil discussions.
PV . thanks Prof. J. Horep for his hosgoitality at the Center for Particle and Nuclkar
Physics, Charlkes University, P rague, Czech Republic. This work was supported in part
under D epartm ent of Energy contracts DE-FG 02-00ER 41146, DE-FG 03-02ER 41215, DE-
FG 03-88ER 40397, and DE-FG 03-00ER 41132 and NSF award PHY -0071856.

APPENDIX A:EQUIVALENT AND VANISHING QUARK OPERATORS

A 11 operators proportional to €® e and € e vanish identically by virtue of the fact
that the electron elds are G rassn ann variables. For exam ple:

e e= 1l e
= de( ) ? %e
=i 2% e
= €& e
= 0: @1
Notealso that °> = 2i" inpliesthate® ° e also vanish identically. Th Ref.l],

these operators were ncorrectly included i their super-omula 2.

22 However, they neglected them in their nalanalysis because they worked in the swave approxin ation.
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O ther color singlet operators that could potentially contribute to 0 -decay are

Of = & "@ma)@E "ap = %OIJ; @2)
0;" = @7 )" an G &) &p= %o;w @3)
O = €7 @) " ap=0; @ 4)
0, = @ @®eatd " @@ @ § 7 @p) =7 i802“; @5)
0’ = @' *» 4 @@ @ 4 @p=7 i8o§+"; @ 6)

w here the latin indices denote colorand tem s that nvolve the product of color octet currents

are ignored (see below ). U sing F ierz transform ations and the follow ing form ula,
ad @t > o A7)

i is easy to prove Egs. [lll)-l). Note that the second term on the right-hand side of
Eq. ) reoresents the product of two color octet currents. This term does not contriute
since the asym ptotic states are colorkess and a com pleteness relation nvolving only hadronic
states can be Inserted between the currents. W e therefore neglect this contribution.

Even though two F ierz+related operators can arise due to di erent short-distance dy-—
nam ics, they are physically Indistinguishable. N ote that In Ref.l], these indistinguishable

operators were included as ssparate operators.

APPENDIX B:NAIVE DIM ENSIONAL ANALY SIS SCALING RULE

To determm ine the scaling rules of the various elds appearing In the chiral Lagrangian,

start w ith the relation between the axial current and the pion decay constant 1],
RAY JP@)i=1®fp; ®1)

which Inpliesthat isnom ally nom alized by £ . Recalling that chiralperturbation theory
is an expansion In powers of p= 5, we scale pion derivatives by y noting that pion loop
corrections w ill involve factors of p?=@4 f )?; this suggeststhat , 4 f.
Since the action is dim ensionless, we also have from the kinetic energy tem of the pion
eld

dke ~ @ = d%(4f )2@—f— - . B2)



This show s that we can associate w th d’% the scale ( x £ )?. This is the origin of the last

factor of Eq. ) . From the parity-conserving pion nuclkon coupling, we have
Z Z
¢]
d4xi—AN 5@ N = dx(4f)P-2 N 2 N ®3)

u £2 n f
This show s that we can associate the scale f? with NN .
Next, we note that since the axial current at the quark level is given by g ° g whilke

a contrbution to the axial current at the hadronic lvel isN ° N, we can also associate

wih ggthe scale 4 f?.Fora0 -decay quark—lpton operator, this in plies
Z Z

G2 G2 £2 —
—  dkx@a@q @e %)== d( uf P—F——e % ®B4)
afé wf
Therefore, we can associate the scale G2£f?=  with the Jpton bilinears. This explains the

orighh ofthe scaling mule n Eq. ).

APPENDIX C:NLO NUCLEAR OPERATORS

Here we present the results or Figs.llo and k. The Lagrangian Eq. [ll) gives
. M
©)+ ©) = 41—Ap§—‘*uel 2000+ 2 Vg

5 5
(Up3Un1) Wps “Un2) (Ups “Un1) Wpsaun2)

G m?>+ i) GF m>+ i)

M
+ éliie—gAEf Uet 20 5u£2

Ups “Unz) .
G m?>+1i) p3

WUps Un1)
= p3m2 j_li)upél 3+ 40 Upp @ Cc1

A fter taking the non-relativistic 1im it and perfom ing a Fourier transform we obtain:

3t 4 Upy t

1 m F 2 e = 1
Fr. .l —p= S e om) e m)— (1+ —)
2 295 u X

Ua %1+ S)Uez (24 3~ gl 13 4~ %)

+uel 20 SUZZ
s o h o I~ %
o io
+ T(3 0 I BPRR £ g : C2)



O ne can check explicitly that this nuclear operator is parity-odd and does not contridbute to
the 0" ! 0" nuclar transitions. Note also the extra factor ofm = ; relative to the LO

contribution of Eq. ) which is consistent w ith the power counting ofEq. W).
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