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W ith � ! e decay forbidden by m ultiplicative lepton num berconservation,we

study m uonium {antim uonium transitions induced by neutralscalar bosons. Pseu-

doscalarsdo notinduce conversion fortripletm uonium ,while forsingletm uonium ,

pseudoscalarand scalarcontributionsadd constructively. Thisisin contrastto the

usualcase ofdoubly charged scalarexchange,wheretheconversion rate isthesam e

forboth singletand tripletm uonium .Com plem entary to m uonium conversion stud-

ies,high energy �+ e� ! �
�
e
+ and e� e� ! �

�
�
� collisionscould revealspectacular

resonance peaksforthecasesofneutraland doubly charged scalars,respectively.
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The interest in m uonium {antim uonium (M { �M )conversion dates back to a suggestion

by Pontecorvo [1],which pointed outthesim ilarity between theM { �M and K 0{�K 0 system s.

Feinberg and W einberg [2]noted furtherthatM { �M conversion isallowed by conservation

ofm ultiplicative m uon num ber | m uon parity | but forbidden by the m ore traditional

additive m uon num ber. It thus provides a sensitive test ofthe underlying conservation

law forlepton num ber(s) and probesphysics beyond the standard m odel. One advantage

ofstudying M { �M conversion isthat,once the e�ective four-ferm ion Ham iltonian isgiven,

everything is readily calculable since it involves just atom ic physics. The experim ent is

quite challenging,however,while on the theoreticalfront,it has attracted less attention

from m odelbuilderscom pared to decay m odeslike �! e which are in factforbidden by

them ultiplicative law.

Thee�ectiveHam iltonian istraditionally taken to beof(V � A)(V � A)form

H M �M =
G M �M
p
2
���(1� 5)e��

�(1� 5)e+ H.c.; (1)

and experim entalresultsare given [3]asupperlim itson R g � GM �M =G F ,where G F isthe

Ferm iconstant. The presentlim itisR g < 0:16 [4]. Thiswould soon be im proved to 10� 2

level[5]by an ongoing experim ent[6]atPSI,with theultim ategoalof10� 3.

Explicit m odels that lead to e�ective interactions ofeq. (1) were slow to com e by.

In 1982,Halprin [7,8]pointed out that in left-right sym m etric (LRS) m odels with Higgs

triplets,doubly charged scalars� � � can m ediate M { �M transitionsattree levelin the t-

channel(Fig. 1(a)). The e�ective interaction,after Fierz rearrangem ent,can be put in

(V � A)(V � A)form ofeq.(1).Thisnotonly encouraged experim entalinterests[3],italso

stim ulated theoreticalwork [9].In particular,Chang and Keung [10]givetheconditionsfor

a generic m odel.These work togethergivesone the im pression thatdoubly charged scalar

bosonsm ay betheonly crediblesourceforinducing M { �M transitions.However,in arecent

m odel[11]for radiatively generating lepton m asses from m ultiple Higgs doublets,it was

pointed outin passing thatthe avor-changing neutralHiggsbosons responsible form ass

generationcould alsom ediateM { �M conversion.A rem nantZ2 sym m etryservesthefunction
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analogous[10]to Feinberg-W einberg’sm uon parity thatforbids� ! e transitions,while

the e�ective four-ferm ion operatorsresponsible forM { �M transition are notofthe form of

eq.(1).In thispaperweexploreneutralscalarinduced M { �M oscillations[12]in thegeneral

case.Constraintsfrom g� 2 and e+ e� ! �+ �� scattering data arestudied.W epointout

that,com plem entary to m uonium studies,high energy �+ e� ! �� e+ and e� e� ! �� ��

collisions could clearly distinguish between (avor changing) neutraland doubly charged

scalarbosons.

Considerneutralscalarand pseudoscalarbosonsH and A,with theinteraction,

� LY =
fH
p
2
��eH + i

fA
p
2
��5eA + H :c: (2)

Im posing a discrete sym m etry Pe [10]such that the electron as wellas H ,A �elds are

odd while the m uon �eld is even,processes odd in num ber ofelectrons (plus positrons)

like � ! e and � ! ee�e are forbidden. Nam ely,scalar bosons m ay not possess avor

diagonaland nondiagonalcouplingsatthe sam e tim e. Pe isnothing buta variation ofthe

m ultiplicativem uon num berofFeinbergand W einberg[2].Theinteraction ofeq.(2)induces

(Figs.1(b)and 1(c))thee�ective Ham iltonian

H S;P =
f2H

2m 2
H

��e��e�
f2A

2m 2
A

��5e��5e; (3)

atlow energy which m ediatesM { �M conversion.Theconversion m atrix elem entsforS2 and

P 2 operators(S,P stand for ��e and �� 5e densities)are

h�M (F = 0)jS2
jM (F = 0)i= +

2

�a3
; h�M (F = 1)jS2

jM (F = 1)i= �
2

�a3
; (4)

h�M (F = 0)jP 2
jM (F = 0)i= �

4

�a3
; h�M (F = 1)jP 2

jM (F = 1)i= 0; (5)

where F isthe m uonium totalangularm om entum ,while a isitsBohrradius. Thus,only

scalars induce m uonium conversion in the spin triplet state,while for singlet m uonium ,

the e�ectofscalarand pseudoscalar channels add constructively. Note thatfor(V � A)2

interactions ofeq. (1),we always get 8G M �M =�a
3 for both singlet and triplet m uonium

[2]. One clearly sees that separate m easurem ents ofsinglet vs. triplet M { �M conversion
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probabilitiescan distinguish between neutralscalar,pseudoscalarand doubly charged Higgs

induced interactions.

In practice,M isform ed asa m ixture oftripletand singletstates.Itiscrucialwhether

the(anti)m uon decaysin thepresenceofm agnetic�elds.Any sizable�eld strength liftsthe

degeneracy ofM { �M forF = 1,m F = � 1 states,hencee�ectively \quenches" [2]theM {�M

conversion.Thisisnorm ally thecaseunderrealisticconditions,butexperim entscorrectfor

thisand reportG M �M (orR g)forzero B �eld.Itisim portantto note,however,thatin so

doing,oneinadvertantly ignoresthepossible di�erencesin theneutral(pseudo)scalarcase.

Letustake the exam ple ofthe ongoing PSIexperim ent[6]. M uonium isform ed and stays

in the presence of1kG m agnetic �eld.In thiscase,m uonium statesarepopulated as32% ,

35% ,18% and 15% ,respectively,for(F;m F )= (0;0);(1;+1);(1;0);(1;� 1).Only the

m F = 0 m odes are active for m uonium conversion,hence the e�ective triplet probability

com es only from jc1;0j
2 = 18% ,down from 68% . For (V � A)2 interactions,one sim ply

correctsfora factorof1/2 reduction. Forourcase ofneutralscalarinduced interactions,

theexperim entallim iton G M �M relatesto scalarcouplingsas

G
expt:

M �Mp
2

=
1

8

v
u
u
t
jc0;0j

2

 

f2H

m 2
H

+ 2
f2A

m 2
A

! 2

+ jc1;0j
2

 

�
f2H

m 2
H

! 2

: (6)

Severalcasesareofinterest:(a)fA = 0;(b)the\U(1)lim it" ofm A = m H (H and A form

a com plex neutralscalar),with fA = fH ;(c)fH = 0 (pseudoscalaronly).Forcase (a),the

resultisrathersim ilarto eq.(1).Forcase (b),constructive interference strongly enhances

the e�ectin singletchannel. Forcase (c),only the singlet(0,0)partisactive. Ifthe PSI

experim ent willattain [5]the lim itofR g < 10� 2 withoutobserving M { �M conversion,eq.

(6)would im ply thebounds

f
2
=m

2
�< (0:9;0:4;0:6)� 10� 6 GeV � 2

; (7)

respectively,forthethreecases,wheref=m stand forfH =m H exceptforcase(c).

Som eotherconstraintson H S;P ,such astheanom alousm agneticm om entsoftheelectron

and m uon,should beconsidered.De�ning a � (g� 2)=2,we�nd that
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�ae ’ �
f2

16�2
m e

 

m e

3m 2
�
3m �

2m 2
�
m �

m 2
ln
m 2

e

m 2

!

; (8)

where � is forH or A contribution,respectively,while fora� one interchanges e  ! �.

Com paring experim entalm easurem ents [3]with QED prediction,we �nd �aexpt:e = (146�

46)� 10� 12 and �aexpt:� = (27� 69)� 10� 10.Thee�ectivebound from �aexpt:e on f2=m 2 isof

orderG F ,exceptfortheU(1)lim itcase.In thelattercase,cancellationsbetween H and A

lead toam uch weakerlim it.However,form uon g� 2theleadingterm (proportionaltom2�)

com esfrom the�rstterm ofeq.(8)which doesnotsu�erfrom H {A cancellation.Hence,it

givesa bound oforder10 G F forallcases.In any rate,theselim itsareconsiderably weaker

than eq.(7).

An interestingconstraintcom esfrom high energye+ e� ! �+ �� scatteringcrosssections,

which probe the interference e�ects between the contactterm sofeq. (2)(Fig. 1(b)in t-

channel)and standard diagram s.Forcase (b),the e�ective contactinteraction can be put

in standard form [13]forcom positenesssearch,

H ee�� =
f2

2m 2
(��e��e� �� 5e��5e)

=
g2

2�2
f�e�Re��

�
L�+ �e�Le��

�
R�g; (9)

where � � �+LR. Setting g2=(4�)= 1,the com bined lim it gives �(ee��)> 2:6 TeV [13],

which translatesto f2=m 2 < 1:9� 10� 6 GeV � 2.Thiscan beconverted to a lim iton M { �M

conversion by assum ing eq.(6),

G M �M < 0:06 G F ; (10)

which isbetterthan present[4]M { �M conversion bound ofR g < 0:16,butsom ewhatweaker

than the10� 2 bound expected soon atPSI[5].

In them odelofref.[11],scalarinteractionsofthetypeofeq.(2)wereused to generate

charged lepton m assesiteratively orderby order,viae�ectiveoneloop diagram swith lepton

seed m assesfrom onegeneration higher.To beasgeneralaspossible,wearenotconcerned

with the generation ofm � from m � here. However, in analogy to the softly broken Z8
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sym m etry ofref.[11],som e discrete sym m etry can be invoked to forbid electron m ass at

tree levelbut allow it to be generated by m � via one loop diagram s as shown in Fig. 2.

Sincem H ;A � m �,wehave

m e

m �

�=
f2

32�2
log

m 2
H

m 2
A

: (11)

Note that fH = fA = f is necessary for divergence cancellation,hence in the U(1) lim it

[11]ofm A = m H the m assgeneration m echanism isine�ective. W e see that,because the

factorof1=32�2 � 1=300 isalready oforderme=m �,ifm A 6= m H butare ofsim ilarorder

ofm agnitude,in generalwe would have f � 1. Thislooksattractive forscalarm assesfar

above the weak scale since one could have large Yukawa couplings but at the sam e tim e

evade the bound ofeq. (7). However,in the m ore am bitious m odelofref.[11],radiative

m assgeneration m echanism ispinned totheweak scale,nam ely,Higgsboson m assescannot

be farabove TeV scale forsake ofnaturalness. In this case,although eq. (11)stilllooks

attractiveand isa sim pli�ed version ofthem oredetailed resultsofref.[11],with f � 1 and

m H ;m A �< TeV,thebound ofeq.(7)cannotbesatis�ed.W ethusconcludethatthebound

ofeq.(7),expected soon from PSI,willruleoutthepossibility ofradiatively generating m e

solely from m � via oneloop diagram s,ifthelepton num berchanging neutralscalarbosons

are ofweak scale m ass. A m odelwhere m e dom inantly com es from m � atone loop level,

with a m inorcontribution from m �,would bepresented elsewhere [14].

IfM { �M conversion isobserved,onewould certainlyhavetom akeseparatem easurem ents

in singlet vs. triplet states to distiniguish between the possible sources. Com plem entary

to this,one could explore signalsathigh energies. Itwaspointed outalready by Glashow

[15]the connection between the studiesofe� e� ! �� �� collisionsand M { �M conversion.

Indeed,shortly after the �rst M { �M experim ent [16],studies ofe� e� collisions at SLAC

im proved the lim it on G M �M by a factor of10 [17]. Although such e�orts have not been

repeated,ithas been stressed recently by Fram pton [18]in the context ofdilepton gauge

bosons[19].Itisclearthatif� � � exists,itwould appearasa resonance peak in energetic

e� e� ! �� �� collisions.
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In contrast,ithasrarely been m entioned [8]that�+ e� ! �� e+ collisionsm ay also be

ofgreat interest. Even for � � � bosons,the cross section can be sizable for
p
s � m� .

However,ifneutralscalarsthatm ediateM { �M conversion exist,and them assesareoforder

TeV orbelow,one would have spectacular s-channelresonances in �� e� collisions! Even

the non-observation ofM { �M conversion doesnotpreclude thispossibility. Letusassum e

thatPSIwould notobserve M { �M conversion at10� 2 level,hence f2=m 2 isbound by eq.

(7).Assum ing justa singlescalarboson H (case(a))thatsaturatessuch a bound,and that

H ! �� e� only,we plotin Fig. 3 the cross section �(� + e� ! �� e+ )vs.
p
s form H =

0.25,0.5,1 and 2 TeV.The resultfor� � � constrained by G M �M �< 10� 2 isalso shown in

Fig.3 asdashed linesforsim ilarm asses.Notethatforf = 0:1� 2,which isthe plausible

range forYukawa couplingsadvocated in ref.[11,14],eq. (7)im pliesthatthe lowerbound

form H rangesbetween 100GeV {2TeV.Fore� e� ! �� �� collisions,thecurvesarerather

sim ilar,with theroleofH and � � � interchanged.Itisclearthat�+ e� ore� e� collidersin

thefew hundred GeV to TeV rangehavethepotentialofobserving hugecrosssections,and

could clearly distinguish between H and � � � .

The developm entof�+ �� collidershave received som e attention recently [20].Perhaps

one could also consider the �� e� collider option, especially ifone could utilize existing

facilities.Asm uonsarecollected via �! �decay,existing acceleratorcom plexesthathave

both electron and proton facilities,such as CERN or HERA,are preferred. Since �+ is

easiertocollectand cool,whilee� requiresnospeciale�ort,�+ e� collisionsshould beeasier

to perform .Forexam ple,take E e to be the LEP IIbeam energy of90 GeV,ifintense 200

GeV { 7 TeV �+ beam s could be produced,one could attain
p
s ’ 190 GeV { 1.1 TeV.

Com pared with problem slike � decay before collision for� + �� colliders[20],�� e+ events

in �+ e� collisionshavepractically no background.Futurelinearcollidersshould beableto

span an even wider energy range,perhaps perform ing e� e� ,�� e� ,�+ �� as wellas e� e+

collisions.

Som e discussion isin order.Neutralscalarswith avorchanging couplingsm ay appear

to beexotic[21].However,with m ultiplicative lepton num ber,oneevadestheboundsfrom
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�! e decay and thelike.In thislight,wenotethatany m odelwith m orethan oneHiggs

doubletin generalwould giveriseto avorchanging neutralscalars.Second,thecouplings

ofeq.(2)dem and thatH and A carry weak isospin,hencethey m usthavecharged partners.

These charged scalars can induce the so-called \wrong neutrino" decay �� ! e� �e��� [3].

Third,theconversion m atrix elem entsfor(S � P)2 partofeq.(3)can berelated to eq.(1),

butthe(S� P)(S� P)partsarerelated to(V � A)(V � A)operators,which wereconsidered

by Fujiietal.[22]in thecontextofdilepton gaugebosons.In general,M { �M conversion m ay

have fourdi�erentkind ofsources:doubly charged scalarorvectorbosonsin t-channel,or

neutralscalarorvectorbosonsin s-ort-channel.Dilepton gaugeboson m odelsaretherefore

ofthe second type. Neutralvectorbosonswould com e from horizontalgauge sym m etries,

butm odelsare som ewhatdi�cultto construct[23]. Detailed m easurem ents ofsingletvs.

tripletM { �M conversion,aswellashigh energy �� e� ! �� e� and e� e� ! �� �� collisions

should beableto indentify theactualagentforthese lepton num berviolating interactions.

Fourth,in supersym m etrictheoriescontaining R-parity violatingterm s[24],s-channel~�� (�

sneutrinos,a kind ofneutralscalar)exchangecould also induceM { �M conversion,resulting

in (S � P)(S + P)operators.

Let us sum m arize the novel features of this work. W e point out that neutral

(pseudo)scalars m ay wellinduce m uonium {antim uonium transitions,som ething that has

been largely neglected in the literature. Allone needs is to invoke m ultiplicative lepton

num berratherthan adhering to thetraditionalbutm orerestrictiveadditivelepton num ber

conservation. In this way,stringent lim its from � ! e decay,etc.,are evaded. The in-

duced operatorsdi�erfrom theusual(V � A)(V � A)form ,and carehasto betaken when

one interprets experim entallim its. In particular,m easuring M { �M conversion strength in

both singlet and triplet m uonia can distinguish between di�erent interactions. A lim it of

G M �M < 10� 2 G F ,expected soon atPSI,would ruleoutthepossibility ofradiatively gener-

ating m e solely from m � atoneloop ordervia neutralscalarbosonswith weak scale m ass.

Com plem entary to M �M studies,high energy �+ e� ! �� e+ collisionsm ay revealresonance

peaksforavorchangingneutralscalars,whilethem orewidely known doublycharged scalar
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would appearasresonancesin e� e� ! �� �� collisions.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Diagram s for�+ e� ! �
�
e
+ transitions via (a)doubly charged scalar� � � ;and (b),

(c)neutral(pseudo)scalarsH ,A.

FIG .2. O neloop diagram form e generation.
FIG .3. �(�+ e� ! �

�
e
+ ) vs.

p
s for m H = 0.25,0.5,1,2 TeV.O nly H ! �

�
e
� is taken

into accountfor�H ,with Yukawa couplingssaturating f2
H
=m

2
H �< 0:9� 10� 6 G eV � 2. Analogous

boundsforthe case of� � � isshown asdashed lines.
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