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W ith ! e decay forbidden by multiplicative lepton num ber conservation, we
study muonium {antin uonium transitions induced by neutral scalar bosons. P seu—
doscalars do not induce conversion for triplet m uonium , while for singlet m uonium ,

pseudoscalar and scalar contributions add constructively. T his is In contrast to the
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usualcase of doubly charged scalar exchange, w here the conversion rate is the sam e
forboth singlet and triplet m uonium . C om plem entary to m uonium conversion stud-—
+ |

ies, high energy " e e" ande e ! collisions could reveal spectacular

resonance peaks for the cases of neutral and doubly charged scalars, resoectively.
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The interest in muonium {antimuonim M {M ) conversion dates back to a suggestion
by Pontecorvo 1], which pointed out the sin flarity between theM {M and K °{K ° system s.
Feinberg and W einbery B] noted further that M {M oconversion is allowed by conservation
of m ultiplicative m uon num ber | muon party | but forbidden by the m ore traditional
additive muon number. It thus provides a sensitive test of the underlying conservation
law for Iepton number(s) and probes physics beyond the standard m odel. O ne advantage
of smudying M {M oonversion is that, once the e ective four-fermm jon H am iltonian is given,
everything is readily calculabl since it involves jist atom ic physics. The experin ent is
quite challenging, however, while on the theoretical front, it has attracted less attention
from m odelbuiders com pared to decay modes lke ! e which are In fact foroidden by
the m ultiplicative law .

The e ective Ham iltonian is traditionally taken to be of (V A)V A) fom
Hyy = P— @ s)e 1 s)e+ Hcey @)

and experin ental resuls are given {§] as upper lin its on Ry Gy =Gr,where Gy isthe
Fem i constant. The present lin it isR, < 0:6 B]. This would soon be in proved to 10 2
kevel B] by an ongoing experin ent [§] at PSI, with the ultin ate goalof10 °.

E xplicit m odels that lad to e ective Interactions of eq. (1) were slow to come by.
In 1982, Halprin [4}8] pointed out that in leftright symmetric (LRS) m odels w ith H iggs
triplets, doubly charged scalars can mediate M {M transitions at tree level In the t-
channel Fig. 1@)). The e ective interaction, after Fierz rearrangem ent, can be put in
VvV A)V A) fom ofeg. (1). Thisnot only encouraged experin entaljnterests':B], it also
stin ulated theoreticalwork @]. In particular, C hang and K eung {10] give the conditions for
a generic m odel. These work together gives one the in pression that doubly charged scalar
bosonsm ay be the only credble source or inducingM {M transitions. However, In a recent
model [11] for radiatively generating kpton masses from multpl Higgs doublkts, i was
pointed out In passing that the avorchanging neutral H iggs bosons responsible for m ass

generation could alsom ediateM {M oconversion. A rem nant Z, sym m etry serves the finction



analogous f10] to Feinberg# einberg’s muon parity that forbids ! e transitions, whilke

the e ective four-fem ion operators responsible forM {M transition are not of the form of
eg. (1). In this paper we explore neutralscalar induced M {M oscillations [12] in the general
case. Constrants from g 2andée ! ° scattering data are studied. W e point out

+ [

that, com plem entary to muonium studies, high energy " e e ande e !
collisions could clearly distinguish between ( avor changing) neutral and doubly charged
scalar bosons.

Consider neutral scalar and pssudoscalar bosons H and A, w ith the Interaction,
fu e
I_Y=p—§eH+1p—§ seA + H «: )

Inposing a discrete symmetry P, [L0] such that the ekctron as wellas H , A elds are
odd whilk the muon eld is even, processes odd In number of elctrons (plus positrons)
ke ! e and ! eee are forbidden. Nam ely, scalar bosons m ay not possess avor

diagonal and nondiagonal couplings at the sam e tim e. P, is nothing but a varation of the
m ultiplicative m uon num ber of Feinberg and W einberg (1. T he interaction ofeq. ) induces

Figs. 1) and 1(c)) the e ective H am iltonian
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at low energy which m ediatesM {M conversion. T he conversion m atrix elem ents r S? and

P ? operators (S, P stand Pr e and se densities) are

M E=1FMEFE=1i= —; @)

’
a3

M E=0F5ME=0i=+

;
as

M E=0P°M E =0)i= M F=1P*M F =1)i= 0; 5)

37
a3

where F' is the muonium total angular m om entum , whilk a is its Bohr radiis. Thus, only
scalars Induce muoniim oonversion In the spin triplt state, whik for snglket muonium,
the e ect of scalar and pssudoscalar channels add constructively. Note that for AY
interactions of eq. (1), we always get 8G, , = a°> for both sihglkt and triplkt muonium

R1. One clarly sees that separate m easurem ents of shglt vs. triplt M {M conversion



probabilities can distinguish between neutral scalar, pssudoscalar and doubly charged H iggs
Induced interactions.

In practice, M is fom ed as a m xture of triplkt and singlet states. It is crucial w hether
the (anti)m uon decays in the presence ofm agnetic elds. Any sizable eld strength lifts the
degeneracy ofM {M forF = 1,my = 1 states, hence e ectively \quenches" R]theM {M
conversion. This is nom ally the case under realistic conditions, but experim ents correct for
thisand report G,y (©OrRy) for zzro B eld. It is im portant to note, however, that in so
doing, one inadvertantly ignores the possble di erences in the neutral (pssudo)scalar case.
Let us take the exam ple of the ongoing P ST experin ent []. M uonium is form ed and stays
in the presence of 1kG m agnetic eld. In this cass, muonium states are populated as 32% ,
35% ,18% and 15% , respectively, for F; me) = (©0; 0); L;+1); L; 0); (L; 1).0Onlk the
my = 0 modes are active for muoniim oconversion, hence the e ective triplet probability
comes only from F,0F = 18%, down from 68% . For (Vv  AY interactions, one sinply
corrects for a factor of 1/2 reduction. For our case of neutral scalar induced interactions,

the experimental Iim it on G vy relates to scalar couplings as

\4
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Several cases are of interest: @) £, = 0; ©) the\U (1) Im " ofm, = my H and A fom
a com plex neutral scalar), with £ = f3; © fu = 0 (ossudoscalar only). For case (@), the
result is rather sin ilar to eq. (1). For case (o), constructive interference strongly enhances
the e ect In singkt channel. For case (c), only the singlkt (0, 0) part is active. If the PSI
experin ent w ill attain ] the Iim it ofR4 < 10 2 w ithout observing M {M conversion, eq.

(6) would In ply the bounds
f2=m?2 < (09; 04; 06) 10°Gev ?; 7)

respectively, for the three cases, where f=m stand for f; =m y except for case (¢).
Som e other constraintson H g p , such asthe anom alousm agneticm om ents ofthe electron

and m uon, should be considered. D e ning a g 2)=2,we nd that
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w here is for H or A contrbution, respectively, whilk for a one Interchangese !
C om paring experin ental m easurem ents 3] with QED prediction, we nd aZPt = (146
46) 10' and a®™P%= (27 69) 10'°. Thee ective bound from aZ®" on f?=m? isof
order Gy , exoept orthe U (1) lim it case. In the latter case, cancellationsbetween H and A
lead to amuch weaker lin it. However, ormuon g 2 the leading tem (proportionaltom?)
com es from the rsttem ofeq. (8) which doesnot su er from H {A cancellation. Hence, it
gives a bound oforder 10 Gy forallcases. In any rate, these lim its are considerably weaker
than eg. (7).

An Interesting constraint com es from high energye’e ! *  scattering cross sections,
which probe the Interference e ects between the contact temm s ofeq. ) Fig. 1) In t
channel) and standard diagram s. For case (o), the e ective contact interaction can be put

in standard om {13] r com positeness search,

f2
Hee =2m2(ee s€  se)
_ g, .
—ﬁeRe L +e Le R g; ©)
where Tx . Setting g*=(@ ) = 1, the combined lin it gives (ee ) > 26 Tev [LB],

which transhtes to f?=m? < 19 10° GeV 2. Thiscan be converted toa liniton M {M

conversion by assum ing eq. (6),
Gyu < 006Gr; 10)

which isbetter than present [:4] M {M oconversion bound ofR4 < 0:16, but som ew hat weaker
than the 10 # bound expected soon at PSI BI.

In the m odel of ref. {11], scalar interactions of the type ofeq. (2) were used to generate
charged lepton m asses iteratively order by order, via e ective one loop diagram sw ith lepton
seed m asses from one generation higher. To be as general as possible, we are not concemed

wih the generation of m from m here. However, In analogy to the softly broken Zg



symm etry of ref. {I1], som e discrete symm etry can be invoked to forbid electron m ass at
tree level but allow it to be generated by m via one loop diagram s as shown in Fig. 2.

Shcemy a m ,we have

m . £2 m?
- g —i a1)

m 322 "m2

Note that fy = f4 = f is necessary for divergence cancellation, hence n the U (1) lin it
i1l ofm, = my the m ass generation m echanism is ine ective. W e see that, because the
factor of 1=32 2 1=300 is already of orderm,=m , ifm, & my but are of sin ilar order
of m agniude, in generalwe would have £ 1. This looks attractive for scalar m asses far
above the weak scale since one could have large Yukawa couplings but at the same tine
evade the bound of eq. (7). However, In the m ore am bitious m odel of ref. 1], radiative
m ass generation m echanisn ispinned to the weak scale, nam ely, H iggsboson m asses cannot
be far above TeV scale for sake of naturahess. In this case, although eg. (11) still looks
attractive and is a sin pli ed version ofthem ore detailed results of ref. i1}, with £ 1 and
my;ma < TeV,thebound ofeq. (7) cannotbe satis ed. W e thus conclude that the bound
ofeq. (7), expected soon from P ST, will rule out the possibility of radiatively generatingm .
sokly from m  via one loop diagram s, if the lepton num ber changing neutral scalar bosons
are of weak scalemass. A modelwhere m . dom nantly comes from m at one loop kvel,
w ith a m fnor contrbution from m , would be presented elsewhere [14].

IfM {M conversion isobserved, one would certainly have tom ake ssparatem easurem ents
In singlet vs. trplet states to distiniguish between the possbl sources. Com plem entary
to this, one could explore signals at high energies. It was pointed out already by G lashow
f15] the connection between the studies ofe e ! collisions and M {M conversion.
Indeed, shortly after the rst M {M experinent [I6], studies of e e collisions at SLAC
inproved the limi on Gy, by a factor of 10 17]. A lthough such e orts have not been
repeated, it has been stressed recently by Fram pton {18] in the context of dilpton gauge
bosons [19]. & is clear that if exists, it would appear as a resonance peak in energetic

ee ! oollisions.



In contrast, it has rarely been mentioned B]that e ! e" oollisions m ay also be
of great interest. Even for bosons, the cross section can be sizable for P s m
However, ifneutralscalarsthatmediateM {M conversion exist, and them asses are of order
TeV or below, one would have spectacular schannel resonances in =~ e oollisions! Even
the non-observation of M {M oonversion does not preclude this possibility. Let us assum e
that PSI would not observe M {M conversion at 10 ? Jevel, hence £?=m ? is bound by eq.
(7). Assum ing just a single scalarboson H (case (@)) that saturates such a bound, and that
H ! e only, weplbtin Fig. 3 the cross section ( 'e ! e+)vs.p§ﬁ3rmﬂ =
025,05,1 and 2 TeV. The result for constrained by G, < 10 ? is also shown in
Fig. 3 as dashed lines for sim ilarm asses. Note that forf = 0:1 2, which is the plausbl
range for Yukawa couplings advocated in ref. [[1,44], eq. (7) inplies that the lower bound
formy rangesbetween 100GeV { 2 TeV .Fore e ! collisions, the curves are rather
sin ilar, w ith the role ofH and interchanged. k isclearthat “e ore e oolliders in
the few hundred G &V to TeV range have the potential of observing huge cross sections, and
could clearly distinguish between H and

The developm ent of * colliders have received som e attention recently PQ]. Perhaps
one could also consider the e oollider option, especially if one could utilize existing
facilities. A smuons are collected via ! decay, existing accelerator com plexes that have
both electron and proton facilities, such as CERN or HERA, are preferred. Sihce * is
easier to collect and cool, while e requiresno speciale ort, *e oollisions should be easier
to perfom . For exam ple, take E . to be the LEP IIbeam energy of 90 G €V, if intense 200
GeVv { 7TeV " beam s could be produced, one could attain pE 190 Gev {11 T&V.
Com pared w ith problem s like decay before collision or *  colliders 0], €' events
in "e oollisions have practically no background. Future Inear colliders should be able to
span an even wider energy range, perhaps performinge e , e , aswellase e
ocollisions.

Som e discussion is in order. Neutral scalars wih avor changing couplingsm ay appear

to be exotic P1]. However, w ith m ultiplicative Jepton num ber, one evades the bounds from



! e decay and the lke. In this light, we note that any m odelw ith m ore than one H iggs
doublt in generalwould give rise to avor changing neutral scalars. Second, the couplings
ofeq. ) dem and that H and A carry weak isogoin, hence they m ust have charged partners.
These charged scalars can induce the socalled \w rong neutrino" decay e o P
T hird, the conversion m atrix elements for (S P ¥ part ofeq. (3) can be related to eq. (1),
butthe S P)S P)partsarerwrlhtedto V @A)V A) operators, which were considered
by Fujiiet al. P2] in the context ofdilkpton gaugebosons. Th general, M {M conversion m ay
have four di erent kind of sources: doubly charged scalar or vector bosons in t-channel, or
neutral scalar or vectorbosons In s—or t-channel. D ikpton gauge boson m odels are therefore
of the second type. Neutral vector bosons would com e from horizontal gauge sym m etries,
but m odels are som ew hat di cult to construct R3]. D etailed m easurem ents of singlet vs.
triplet M {M oonversion, aswellashigh energy e ! e ande e ! collisions
should be abl to Indentify the actual agent for these lepton num ber violating interactions.
Fourth, in supersym m etric theories containing R -parity violating tem s 4], s<channel ~ (
sneutrinos, a kind of neutral scalar) exchange could also induce M {M conversion, resulting
in (S P)(S + P) operators.

Let us summ arize the novel features of this work. W e ponnt out that neutral
(ossudo)scalars m ay well induce muonium {antin uonium transitions, som ething that has
been largely neglected In the literature. A1l one needs is to invoke m ultiplicative lepton
num ber rather than adhering to the traditionalbut m ore restrictive additive lepton num ber
conservation. In this way, stringent lim its from ! e decay, etc., are evaded. The in—
ducad operators di er from the usual V A)V A ) fom , and care has to be taken when
one interprets experim ental lim its. In particular, measuring M {M oconversion strength n
both singlet and triplet muonia can distinguish between di erent Interactions. A 1 it of
Guu < 10 2 Gy, expected soon at P ST, would rule out the possibility of radiatively gener—
atingm . sokely from m at one loop order via neutral scalar bosons w ith weak scale m ass.
Complmentary toM M studies, high energy ‘e ! e" collisions m ay reveal resonance

peaks for avor changing neutralscalars, whilke them ore w idely known doubly charged scalar



would appearas resonancesn e e ! collisions.
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FIGURES
FIG.l.Diagrams or *e ! e" transitions via (@) doubly charged scalar ; and (),
() neutral (pseudo)scalarsH , A.

FIG .2. Ome Joop diagram form eneration.
e];G)vs sfbrpmH % 0.25,059,%,2Tev.0n]yH ! e is taken

FIG.3. (fe !
Into account for y , wih Yukawa couplings saturating f§=m12{ < 09 10 ®Gev 2. Analogous

bounds for the case of is shown as dashed lines.
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