arXiv:1101.5106v2 [hep-ph] 13 Sep 2012

Significant neutrinoless double beta decay with quasi-Dirac neutrinos

Pei-Hong Gu^∗ Max-Planck-Institut für Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelberg, Germany

A significant signal of neutrinoless double beta decay can be consistent with the existence of light quasi-Dirac neutrinos. To demonstrate this possibility, we consider a realistic model where the neutrino masses and the neutrinoless double beta decay can be simultaneously generated after a Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking.

PACS numbers: 23.40.-s, 14.60.St, 12.60.Fr, 14.80.Va

I. INTRODUCTION

The process of neutrinoless double beta decay [1] is motivated by the conjecture of Majorana neutrinos [2] because they both need a lepton number violation of two units. Specifically, the amplitude of the neutrinoless double beta decay is proportional to the Majorana mass of the electron neutrino. For a Majorana neutrino, its small mass [3] can be naturally understood by the seesaw mechanism [4–13]. There have been a lot of works (e.g. [14–19]) studying the standard scenario of the neutrinoless double beta decay. The electron neutrino can mediate a neutrinoless double beta decay even if it is a quasi-Dirac neutrino [20, 21]. However, the quasi-Dirac neutrino can not induce a significant neutrinoless double beta decay since its Majorana mass is much smaller than the tiny neutrino mass itself. Alternatively, the neutrinoless double beta decay may not be directly governed by the Majorana neutrino masses [13, 22–28]. In this case, the lepton number violation for the neutrinoless double beta decay eventually will result in a Majorana neutrino mass term at loop level according to the Schechter-Valle theorem [22, 29, 30].

In this paper, we shall consider an interesting scenario where the quasi-Dirac neutrinos and the neutrinoless double beta decay are simultaneously generated after a Peccei-Quinn [31] (PQ) symmetry breaking. In our model, the PQ symmetry breaking will lead to a lepton number violating interaction between two TeV-scale colored scalars. This lepton number violation can induce a neutrinoless double beta decay through the Yukawa couplings of the colored scalars to the right-handed up-type quarks, down-type quarks and charged leptons. The Majorana masses of the left-handed neutrinos can be produced at four-loop order. However, their magnitude is highly suppressed by the loop and chirality suppression factors. The loop-induced Majorana masses hence are too small to explain the neutrino oscillations [3]. Fortunately, the Dirac masses between the left- and righthanded neutrinos can arrive at the desired values as our model accommodates a variant seesaw mechanism [32].

∗Electronic address: peihong.gu@mpi-hd.mpg.de

II. THE MODEL

We extend the standard model (SM) gauge symmetry by a PQ global symmetry. The field content is summarized in Table I, where the gauge-singlet fermions ν_{Ri} (right-handed neutrinos), the isodoublet scalar ϕ_ν , the isosinglet scalars δ, ω and the gauge-singlet scalar χ, respectively, carry the baryon and lepton numbers (0, 2), (0, 1), (^1_3 , 1), (−^2_3 , 0) and (0, −2), the gauge-singlet scalar σ and the isodoublet scalars ϕ_u, ϕ_d have no baryon number or lepton number, while the SM quarks q_{Li} , u_{Ri} , d_{Ri} and leptons l_{Li} , e_{Ri} carry the usual baryon number^1_3 or lepton number 1. The global symmetry of baryon number is exactly conserved while the global symmetry of lepton number is softly broken. Under the imposed gauge and global symmetries, the allowed Yukawa interactions only include L_Y = −y_{uij} q̄_{Li}ϕ̃_uu_{Rj} − y_{dij} q̄_{Li} ϕ_dd_{Rj} − y_{eij} l̄_{Li} ϕ_de_{Rj} −y_{νij} l̄_{Li}ϕ̃_ν ν_{Rj} − h_{ij} δū_{Ri} e^c_{Rj} − f_{ij} ωd̄^c_{Ri} d_{Rj} +H.c. . (1)

As for the other gauge invariant Yukawa and mass terms, L^′ = −h^′_{ij} δq̄^c_{Li} iτ_2q_{Lj} − h^{′′}_{ij} δū^c_{Ri} d_{Rj} − h^{′′′}_{ij} δq̄_{Li} iτ_2l^c_{Lj} −h^{′′′′}_{ij} δd̄_{Ri} ν^c_{Rj} − 1 2 g_{ij} χν̄_{Ri} ν^c_{Rj} − 1 2 g^′_{ij} χν̄^c_{Ri} ν_{Rj} − 1 2 M_{ij}ν̄_{Ri} ν^c_{Rj} + H.c. , (2)

they are forbidden by the conservation of the baryon number, the lepton number or the PQ charge. We will not write down the full scalar potential. Instead, we only give the following terms,

V ⊃ ρσϕ^†_dϕ_u + ξχσ^2 + ηχϕ^†_ν ϕ_u + κχωδ^2 + H.c. , (3)

which are essential to our demonstration. Clearly, the ξ-term and η-term softly break the lepton number. Note that there are no other lepton number violating terms. For convenience and without loss of generality, we will take the parameters ρ, ξ, η and κ to be real by a proper phase rotation.

The scalars σ and ϕ_u are responsible for the PQ symmetry breaking and the electroweak symmetry breaking,

SU(3)_c × SU(2)_L × U(1)_Y U(1)_{PQ}

q_{Li} = ( u_{Li} d_{Li} ) (3, 2, +^1_6 ) 0

d_{Ri} (3, 1, −^1_3 ) +1

u_{Ri} (3, 1, +^2_3 ) 0

l_{Li} = ( ν_{Li} e_{Li} ) (1, 2, −^1_2 ) −1

e_{Ri} (1, 1, −1) 0

ν_{Ri} (1, 1, 0) +1

δ (3, 1, −^1_3 ) 0

ω (6, 1, +^2_3 ) −2

ϕ_u = ( ϕ^+_u ϕ^0_u ) (1, 2, +^1_2 ) 0

ϕ_d = ( ϕ^+_d ϕ^0_d ) (1, 2, +^1_2 ) −1

ϕ_ν = ( ϕ^+_ν ϕ^0_ν ) (1, 2, +^1_2 ) +2

σ (1, 1, 0) −1

χ (1, 1, 0) +2

TABLE I: Field content.

respectively. The vacuum expectation values (VEVs) ⟨σ⟩ and ⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ can induce the VEVs of the scalars ϕ_d, ϕ_ν and χ, ⟨ϕ^0_d⟩ ≃ − ρ⟨σ⟩⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ m^2_{ϕ0d} , (4)

⟨χ⟩ ≃ − ξ⟨σ⟩^2 m^2_χ

, (5)

⟨ϕ^0_ν ⟩ ≃ − η⟨χ⟩⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ m^2_{ϕ0ν} , (6)

like the type-II seesaw [9–13]. Clearly, our model can result in an invisible [33–36] axion [31, 37, 38] to solve the strong CP problem. We should keep in mind the constraints on the VEVs [3], 10^9 GeV ≲ ⟨σ⟩ ≲ 10^{12} GeV , (7) √ ⟨ϕ^0_u⟩^2 + ⟨ϕ^0_d⟩^2 + ⟨ϕ^0_ν ⟩^2 ≃ 174 GeV . (8)

III. QUASI-DIRAC NEUTRINOS

When the isodoublet scalars ϕ_u, ϕ_d and ϕ_ν acquire their VEVs, the up-type quarks, the down-type quarks, the charged leptons and the neutrinos can obtain their Dirac masses, L ⊃ −m_{uij} ū_{Li} u_{Rj} − m_{dij} d̄_{Li} d_{Rj} − m_{eij} ē_{Li} e_{Rj} −m_{νij} ν̄_{Li} ν_{Rj} + H.c. (9)

with m_{uij} = y_{uij} ⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ , (10) m_{dij} = y_{dij} ⟨ϕ^0_d⟩ , (11) m_{eij} = y_{eij} ⟨ϕ^0_d⟩ , (12) m_{νij} = y_{νij} ⟨ϕ^0_ν ⟩ . (13) To generate the known charged fermion masses [3], we should perform

⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ = O(100 GeV) , (14)

⟨ϕ^0_d⟩ = O(1–10 GeV) [ ⟨ϕ^0_u⟩ O(100 GeV) ] [ ρ O(0.1 m_{ϕ0d} ) ]

× [ m_{ϕ0} d O(⟨σ⟩) ]_{−2} [ ⟨σ⟩ O(10^{12} GeV) ] . (15)

In the presence of the κ-term in the potential (3), the VEV ⟨χ⟩ given by Eq. (5) will result in a lepton number violating interaction between the colored scalars δ and ω, L ⊃ −μωδ^2 + H.c. with μ = κ⟨χ⟩ . (16) Remarkably, the VEV ⟨χ⟩ can be close to the TeV scale for a nice parameter choice,

⟨χ⟩ ≃ O(10^5 GeV) [ ⟨σ⟩ O(10^{12} GeV)

]_2 [ ξ O(0.1 m_χ) ]

× [ m_χ O(m_{Pl}) ]_{−2} . (17)

Here m_{Pl} ≃ 2.43 × 10^{18} GeV is the reduced Planck mass. We then can immediately read

μ = O(10 TeV) for κ = O(0.1) . (18) Due to the lepton number violation (16), the left-handed neutrinos can obtain their Majorana masses through the

FIG. 1: The left-handed neutrinos obtain their Majorana masses at four-loop order.

four-loop diagrams as shown in Fig. 1. We can rapidly estimate the loop-induced Majorana masses as below, L ⊃ − 1 2 δm_{νij} ν̄_{Li} ν^c_{Lj} + H.c. , (19)

where δm_{νij} ≃ 4 (16π^2)^4 ( g √ 2 )_4 μ m^2_ωm^4_δ ∑ abcdef gh f_{gh}h_{ca}h_{db} ×(m_{eia} m_{ejb} + m_{eib} m_{eja} )m_{uce} m_{udf} m^∗_{dge} m^∗_{dhf} (20)

with g being the SU(2)_L gauge coupling. It is easy to find that the loop-induced Majorana masses should have an upper bound, δm_{νij} ≲ g^4 2^{15}π^8 μm^2_τ m^2_t m^2_b m^2_ωm^4_δ

, (21)

which yields

δm_{νij} ≲ O(10^{−8} eV) [ μ O(10 TeV) ] [ m_ω O(TeV) ]_{−2}

× [ m_δ O(TeV) ]_{−4} . (22)

In the above numerical estimation we have taken into account g = 0.653, m_τ = 1.78 GeV, m_t = 171.2 GeV and m_b = 4.20 GeV [3]. Therefore, the Majorana masses of the left-handed neutrinos are far below the values to explain the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations [3].

We then check the Dirac masses between the left- and right-handed neutrinos. It is striking that the Dirac neutrino masses (13) can arrive at the desired level without

FIG. 2: The left- and right-handed neutrinos obtain their Dirac masses at tree level.

fine tuning the Yukawa couplings y_{νij} [32] because the VEV ⟨ϕ^0_ν ⟩ given by Eq. (6) is just

⟨ϕ^0_ν ⟩ ≃ O(0.01 − 0.1 eV) [ ⟨ϕ_u⟩ O(100 GeV) ] [ ⟨χ⟩ O(10^5 GeV) ]

× [ η O(m_{ϕ0ν} ) ] [ m_ϕ0_ν O(m_{Pl}) ]_{−2} . (23)

Obviously, the generation of Dirac neutrino masses retains the essence of the conventional type-II seesaw [9– 13], as shown in Fig. 2.

We now can conclude that the neutrinos in our model are quasi-Dirac particles.

IV. NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY

We can integrate out the heavy colored scalars δ and ω from Eqs. (1) and (16). The leading dimension-9 op-

FIG. 3: The neutrinoless double beta decay is mediated by the colored scalars.

erator should be

O_9 = μ m^2_ωm^4_δ f_{ij} h_{kl}h_{mn}d̄^c_{Ri} d_{Rj} ū_{Rk} e^c_{Rl}ū_{Rm} e^c_{Rn} + H.c. , (24)

which can result in a neutrinoless double beta decay as shown in Fig. 3. With the cubic coupling μ = O(10 TeV) and the Yukawa couplings h_{11}, f_{11} ≲ O(1), the induced neutrinoless double beta decay can be verified by the ongoing and planned experiments [39] if the colored scalars are at the TeV scale, i.e. m_δ, m_ω = O(TeV). Note that we have the flexibility to avoid the stringent constraints from other rare processes [3] by choosing the values of the Yukawa couplings f_{ij} , h_{ij} [(i, j) ≠ (1, 1)]. With the TeV-scale colored scalars, we can also expect to check our scenario at colliders such as the LHC.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have demonstrated a scenario where the neutrinoless double beta decay can be observed by the forthcoming experiments within the next few years even if the light neutrinos are quasi-Dirac particles. In our model, a spontaneous PQ symmetry breaking will induce a lepton number violating interaction between two colored scalars. Because the colored scalars do not have any Yukawa interactions involving the left-handed fermions or the right-handed neutrinos, the lepton number violation can significantly result in the neutrinoless double beta decay at tree level while can negligibly contribute to the left-handed Majorana neutrino mass at four-loop order. Through a variant seesaw mechanism, the quasi- Dirac neutrinos can naturally obtain the desired masses to explain the neutrino oscillations.

Acknowledgement: I thank Manfred Lindner for hospitality at Max-Planck-Institut für Kernphysik. This work is supported by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation.

[1] W.H. Furry, Phys. Rev. 56, 1184 (1939). [2] E. Majorana, N. Cim. 14, 171 (1937).

[3] C. Amster et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Lett. B 667, 1 (2008).

[4] P. Minkowski, Phys. Lett. 67B, 421 (1977). [5] T. Yanagida, in Proceedings of the Workshop on Unified Theory and the Baryon Number of the Universe, edited by O. Sawada and A. Sugamoto (KEK, Tsukuba, 1979), p. 95.

[6] M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond, and R. Slansky, in Supergravity, edited by F. van Nieuwenhuizen and D. Freedman (North Holland, Amsterdam, 1979), p. 315.

[7] S.L. Glashow, in Quarks and Leptons, edited by M. Lévy et al. (Plenum, New York, 1980), p. 707.

[8] R.N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanović, Phys. Rev. Lett. 44, 912 (1980).

[9] J. Schechter and J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 22, 2227 (1980).

[10] M. Magg and C. Wetterich, Phys. Lett. B 94, 61 (1980). [11] T.P. Cheng and L.F. Li, Phys. Rev. D 22, 2860 (1980). [12] G. Lazarides, Q. Shafi, and C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B 181, 287 (1981).

[13] R.N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanović, Phys. Rev. D 23, 165 (1981).

[14] M. Doi, T. Kotani, H. Nishiura, K. Okuda, and E. Takasugi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 66, 1739 (1981).

[15] Ya.B. Zeldovich and M.Yu. Khlopov, Pisma Zh. Eksp.

Teor. Fiz. 34, 148 (1981).

[16] Ya.B. Zeldovich and M.Yu. Khlopov, Usp. Fiz. Nauk 135, 45 (1981) [Sov. Phys. Usp. 24, 755 (1981)].

[17] M. Hirsch, H.V. Klapdor-Kleingrothaus, and S.G. Kovalenko, Phys. Rev. D 54, R4207 (1996).

[18] S. Pascoli and S.T. Petcov, Phys. Rev. D 77, 113003 (2008).

[19] W. Rodejohann, arXiv:1011.4942 [hep-ph]. [20] J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 27, 1672 (1983). [21] J.W.F. Valle and M. Singer, Phys. Rev. D 28, 540 (1983). [22] J. Schechter and J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 25, 2951 (1982).

[23] R.N. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. D 34, 3457 (1986). [24] M. Hirsch, H.V. Klapdor-Kleingrothaus, and S.G. Kovalenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 17 (1995).

[25] G. Prézeau, M. Ramsey-Musolf, and P. Vogel, Phys. Rev.

D 68, 034016 (2003).

[26] B.C. Allanach, C.H. Kom, and H. Pas, Phys. Rev. Lett.

103, 091801 (2009).

[27] K.S. Babu and J. Julio, Nucl. Phys. B 841, 130 (2010). [28] V. Tello, M. Nemevšek, F. Nesti, G. Senjanović, and F.

Vissani, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 151801 (2011). [29] J.F. Nieves, Phys. Lett. B 147, 375 (1984) [30] E. Takasugi, Phys. Lett. B 149, 372 (1984). [31] R.D. Peccei and H.R. Quinn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 1440 (1977); Phys. Rev. D 16, 1791 (1977).

[32] P.H. Gu and H.J. He, JCAP 0612, 010 (2006). [33] J.E. Kim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 103 (1979). [34] M.A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein, and V.I. Zakharov, Nucl.

Phys. B 166, 493 (1980).

[35] M. Dine, W. Fischler, and M. Srednicki, Phys. Lett. B 104, 199 (1981).

[36] A.R. Zhitnitsky, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 31, 260 (1980). [37] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 223 (1978).

[38] F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 279 (1978). [39] For a recent review, see A.S. Barabash, arXiv:1101.4502 [nucl-ex].