
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
96

03
21

3v
1 

 4
 M

ar
 1

99
6

N ew Leptoquark M echanism ofN eutrinoless D ouble B eta D ecay

M .Hirsch,H.V.Klapdor-Kleingrothausand S.G.Kovalenko�

M ax-Planck-Institutf�urKernphysik,P.O.10 39 80,D-69029,Heidelberg,

Germ any

�JointInstitute forNuclearResearch,Dubna,Russia

A bstract

A new m echanism forneutrinolessdoublebeta (0���)decay based
on leptoquark exchange isdiscussed.Due to the speci�c helicity struc-

tureofthee�ectivefour-ferm ion interaction thiscontribution isstrongly

enhanced com pared to thewell-known m assm echanism of0��� decay.
Asa resultthe corresponding leptoquark param etersare severely con-

strained from non-observation of 0���-decay. These constraints are

m orestringentthan thosederived from otherexperim ents.

PACs:11.30,12.30,13.15,14.80,23.40

Neutrinolessdoublebeta decay (0���)isforbidden in thestandard m odel

(SM ) ofelectro-weak interactions since it violates lepton num ber conserva-

tion. Therefore,experim entalobservation ofthisexotic processwould be an

unam biguoussignalofphysicsbeyond theSM (seerefs.[1]-[4]forreviews).

Essentialprogressin the exploration of0���-decay both from theoretical

and experim entalsideshasbeen achieved in thelastfew years(see,forinstance

[4]and references therein). The considerably im proved experim entallower

bounds on the halflives ofvarious isotopes enhance the potentialof0���

experim ents in testing di�erent concepts ofphysics beyond the SM such as

supersym m etry (SUSY)and leptoquarks(LQ).

The SUSY m echanism s of0���-decay were com prehensively investigated

in a seriesofpapers[5]-[9]. Itturned outthatconstraintson certain SUSY-

param eters from non-observation of0���-decay [7]are stronger than those

from current and near future accelerator and non-accelerator experim ents.

Therefore,it is usefulto investigate other possible contributions ofphysics

beyond theSM to 0���-decay to obtain 0��� constraintson thecorrespond-

ing param eters.

In this note we present a new m echanism of0���-decay associated with

theleptoquark contribution tothee�ectivelow-energy charged currentlepton-

quark interactions. The diagram s describing this contribution are presented

in �g.1.
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TheSM sym m etriesallow 5 scalar(S)and 5 vector(V �)LQswith thefol-

lowingLQ(SU(3)c
SU(2)L
U(1)Y )assignm ents:S0(3c;1;�2=3),~S0(3c;1;�8=3),

S1=2(�3c;2;�7=3),~S1=2(�3c;2;�1=3),S1(3c;3;�2=3),V0(�3c;1;�4=3),~V0(�3c;1;�10=3),

V1=2(3c;2;�5=3),~V1=2(3c;2;1=3),V1(�3c;3;�4=3),whereY = 2(Q
em

� T3).

Them ostgeneralform oftherenorm alizableLQ-quark-lepton interactions

consistentwith SU(3)c
 SU(2)L 
 U(1)Y gaugesym m etry can bewritten as

[10]
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Here q and ‘ are the quark and the lepton doublets. Following [10,11]we

distinguish S(V )L;R being LQs coupled to the left-handed and right-handed

quarksrespectively (see,however,the discussion on chiralcouplingsin [12]).

ForLQ triplets�1 = S1;V
�

1 thenotation �̂1 = ~��~�1 isused.

On the sam e footing the LQ �elds couple to the SM Higgs doublet �eld

H .A com pletelistoftherenorm alizableLQ-Higgsinteractionsisgiven in ref.

[12]. These new interactions are especially im portant for 0���-decay,since

afterelectro-weaksym m etrybreakingtheyleadtom ixingbetween di�erentLQ

m ultiplets. In turn thism ixing generatesthe e�ective 4-ferm ion interactions

involvingright-handed leptoniccurrents.In com bination with theordinarySM

left-handed charged currentinteractionsthelatterproducethecontribution to

0���-decay shown in the diagram sof�g. 1 with large enhancem ent factors.

This type ofcontribution is absent in the case ofdecoupled LQ and Higgs

sectors[12].

Underelectro-weak sym m etry breaking the neutralcom ponentofthe SM

Higgs�eld acquiresa non-zero vacuum expectation value,hH 0i,which creates

via LQ-Higgsinteraction term snon-diagonalm assm atricesforLQ �eldswith

the sam e electric charge but from di�erent SU(2)L m ultiplets. To obtain

observable predictions from the LQ-lepton-quark interaction Lagrangian in

eq. (1),the LQ �elds (I = S;V ) with non-diagonalm ass m atrices have to

be rotated to the m asseigenstate basisI0. Thiscan be done in the standard

way:I(Q)= N (I)(Q)� I0(Q),whereN (I)(Q)areorthogonalm atricessuch that

2



N (I)T(Q I)� M2
I(Q)� N(I)(Q)= D iagfM 2

In
g,with the M In being the m assof

therelevantm asseigenstate�eld I0.

Now it is straightforward to derive the e�ective 4-ferm ion �� u � d � e

interaction term s generated by the LQ exchange in the upper parts ofthe

diagram sin �g.1.AfterFierzrearrangem entthey taketheform [12]
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�S;V = 1;�1 forscalarand vectorLQs.�Ikn(Q)isa m ixing param eterde�ned

by

�
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where N (I)(Q) are m ixing m atrix elem ents for the scalar I = S and vector

I = V LQ �eldswith electric chargesQ = �1=3;�2=3.Com m on m assscales

M S ofscalarand M V ofvectorLQsareintroduced forconvenience.

Followingthewellknown procedure[2]onecan �nd theLQ contribution to

the 0���-decay m atrix elem entforthe diagram sin �g.1. The LQ exchange

sectorsofthesediagram saredescribed by thepoint-like4-ferm ion interactions

speci�ed by the e�ective Lagrangian in eq. (2). Theirbottom partsare the

SM charged currentinteractions.The �nalform ula fortheinverse half-lifeof

0���-decay reads
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In eq. (6) the coe�cients C n are de�ned following [2]; m e and R are the

electron m assand nuclearradius.W ekeptonly thedom inantterm sin eq.(6),

neglecting,particularly,term sproportionalto theneutrino m assm � which we

assum e to be very sm alland putm � = 0 in eq. (6). Also m ixed term s,such

as a � bL=R ,are not accounted for,since these are expected to only slightly

a�ectournum ericallim its.Thenew m atrix elem entM
(�)

1 wasintroduced and

calculated in ref. [9]within the pn-QRPA fram ework. Calculating Ci within

the sam e approach [13]for the particular case of 76Ge we have a com plete

set ofnuclear structure coe�cients in eq. (6) (allin units ofinverse years):

jM G Tj
2 ~C1 = 1:63� 10�10 ,jM G Tj

2C4 = 1:36� 10�13 ;jM G Tj
2C5 = 4:44� 10�9 .

Now we are ready to derive constraints on the LQ param eters a;bL;R in

eq.(6).W e use the resultfrom the Heidelberg-M oscow 76Ge experim ent[14]

T
0���

1=2
(76Ge;0+ ! 0+ )> 7:4� 1024 years90% c:l:

Assum ing no spuriouscancellationsbetween thedi�erentterm sin eq.(6)

wederivethefollowing constraintson thee�ective LQ param eters:

�I � 2:4� 10�9
�

M I

100GeV

�2

; (8)

�
(L)

I � 2:3� 10�10
�

M I

100GeV

�2

; (9)

�
(R )

I � 8:3� 10�8
�

M I

100GeV

�2

: (10)

RecallI = S;V .

Itisinteresting to com pare these constraintswith the corresponding con-

straints from other processes [11]. Consider the helicity-suppressed decay

�! e� which isextrem ely sensitiveto the�rsttwo scalar-pseudoscalarterm s

in eq. (2),leading to a helicity-unsuppressed am plitude [11]. The follow-

ing constraint from � ! e�-decay data was obtained in ref. [12]: �I �

5� 10�7 (M I=100GeV)
2
.Apparently,thecorrespondingconstraintsfrom 0���-

decay in eq. (8)are m ore stringentby abouttwo ordersofm agnitude. This

con�rm sthat0���-decay isa powerfulprobeofphysicsbeyond thestandard

m odel.

In sum m ary,non-observation of0��� decay can providestringentbounds

on param etersofextensionsofthestandard m odel.M oreover,the0���decay

boundson som eofthesefundam entalparam eterscan bem uch m orestringent

than thosefrom otherexperim ents.Previously such aconclusion wasobtained

forthe case ofthe R-parity violating supersym m etric contribution to 0���-
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decay [7]-[9]. In this letter we have shown that the leptoquark m echanism

allowssim ilarconclusions.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 Feynm an graphsforthe leptoquark-induced m echanism of0��� decay.

S and V � stand sym bolically for a) Q = �1=3 (upper part) and b)

Q = 2=3 (lowerpart)scalarand vectorLQs.
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Figure 1
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