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Heavy-Majorana-neutrino production
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Heavy-Majorana-neutrino production and detection at colliders is examined. Majorana-neutrino
decay is shown to be simply calculable from Dirac-neutrino results. Majorana-neutrino production
ff—Z—NN is calculated and compared to Dirac-neutrino production. Near the threshold, the
Dirac cross section rises much more quickly. Far above the threshold, the two types of neutrinos
have the same spin-independent cross sections while the spin-dependent cross sections are very

different. This difference could be observed in the correlations between the angle and energy depen-

dence of the heavy-neutrino decay products.

Massive neutrinos can come in two different types: as
Dirac or Majorana particles. Dirac fermions have dis-
tinct particle and antiparticle degrees of freedom while
Majorana fermions make no such distinction and have
half as many degrees of freedom.! Thus fermions with
conserved charges such as color, electric charge, baryon
number, or lepton number must be of the Dirac type,
while fermions without conserved charges may be of ei-
ther type. The distinction between Dirac and Majorana
neutrinos vanishes if the mass vanishes because then both
types are equivalent to two-component Weyl fermions
since the standard weak interactions couple only to left-
handed states. Experimental results on the currently
known three generations>® of neutrinos constrain the
masses to be small but allow the neutrinos to be of either
the Dirac or Majorana type.

New neutrinos could have large masses and be of either
type. There are extensive experimental limits on heavy,
fourth-generation, neutrinos from colliders assuming that
the neutrinos are of the Dirac type.* ® These limits do
not directly apply to Majorana neutrinos since produc-
J

do™ _ GI%

dt 47742

tion and decay properties are different for the two types.
In this paper we discuss some of the relevant issues for
extending these limits to neutrinos of the Majorana type.

I. MAJORANA-NEUTRINO PRODUCTION

One of the best possibilities for producing heavy neu-
trinos is through a real or virtual Z, f+f—Z—>N-+N.
Thus the CERN collider LEP and the SLAC Linear Col-
lider will be good places to search for heavy neutrinos.
However the cross section for this process will depend on
whether the neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana particles.
A Majorana-neutrino pair can coherently interfere with
each other since particle and antiparticle are identical
while a Dirac pair will not interfere. The Feynman dia-
grams for the Majorana-neutrino production process are
shown in Fig. 1. For an electron (or quark) coupling of
FrH(PL—2x)f (x=sin’0), times 1, 1, or 2 for f=e, d,
or u), P, =(1—v5)/2, and a fourth-generation neutrino
of mass M, the differential cross section is

IR()(1—4x)M[p-(F—s)p-(g—F)—p-F—s)p-(g—7)]

+(1—4x +8x2){(p-g)p-q)+(p-g)F-§)—MXp-p)+(qg-g—M>)[(p)s-p)+(5p)s-p)]

—3q@)(gp)sp)+(G-p)s-p)+(E-gNp-FNG-s)—(5-s)p-PNG-q)

+G3)[(p-g)p-q)+(F-g)p-q)]—(g-s)[(5-p

where the spin and momentum vectors are defined in Fig.
1, M is the neutrino mass, s =(p +5)?, and
M2
R(s)= 3 Z .
s—M;+iM,T ,

This expression includes an explicit statistical factor of +
because of the two identical particles in the final state.
The initial f’s are assumed to be unpolarized and their
mass is neglected.
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Ng-p)+(3-p)g-p)1}), (1)

It was assumed above that N was a fourth-generation
neutrino, but Eq. (1) can easily be adapted to other mod-
els with a heavy Majorana neutrino. Equation (1) is in-
dependent of the vector neutrino coupling since this term
cancels out in the interference of the Majorana neutrinos,

a(q)y"Po(g)—u(q)y*PLv(q)=—u(g)ytysv(q) .
The Majorana-neutrino vector coupling cancels out for

any combination of left- and right-handed couplings. For
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams and notation used for calculation
of ee ”—NN.

production of neutrinos coupled with less than full
strength, like a heavy “right-handed” neutrino in a
“seesaw” model,” Eq. (1) is simply multiplied by a small
mixing factor, sin*f. Equation (1) is also easily adapted

HEAVY-MAJORANA-NEUTRINO PRODUCTION

2173
|z
P q
e
e— R .
axp
4
X Kl

FIG. 2. Coordinate system for the final-state neutrinos.

to describe neutrino production through new, extra Z bo-
sons,®® which might be observable at the Superconduct-
ing Super Collider. 4

In order to understand Eq. (1) let us evaluate it in the
center-of-mass reference frame with the coordinate sys-
tem shown in Fig. 2. The differential cross section for
Majorana-neutrino production ete ™ —NN takes the
form

dO'M

dQ 128 2

}R(J)|24[33{—(1—4x )2 cosO(S, +5,)+ (1—4x +8x?)[(1+cos’0)(1+8S,5,) +sin’6(S,5, — 5,851} ,

(2)
where S and S are unit spin vectors defined in the rest frame of the neutrinos with momentum q and §, respectively, and
p=[1—(12M /s )_2]1/ 2 is the velocity of a final-state neutrino. For comparison the Dirac-neutrino production cross sec-
tione e " —>NNis
do” o?

PO 128 2

IR (5)1%25B{(1—4x +8x2)(1+B?C2)+(1—4x)2BC,

—(S,+5,)[(1—4x +8x2)B(1+C%)+(1—4x)Cy(1+52)]
— (S, + S )[(1—4x +8x2)BCy+(1—4x)]S,(1—%)
+8,5,[(1—4x +8x?)(B*+ C§)+(1—4x)Cy2B]

+(S,5,. +8,5,)[(1—4x +8x%)Cy+(1—4x)B1So(1—B2)+S, 5, (1—4x +8x2)S3(1—p%)} .

(3)

Here S (S) is the spin of the neutrino (antineutrino), C,=cos@ is the angle between the electron and the neutrino three-
momentum.

Equations (2) and (3) appear quite different; however, as stated in the introductory paragraph there should be no
difference between a Dirac or Majorana neutrino when M =0. In the limit of 8— 1, the rate for the Dirac neutrino, Eq.
(3), smoothly approaches

2
do?

dQ

= =282 IR(5)|%[(1—4x +8x2)(1+C2)+(1—4x)2C,1(1—S,)(1-5,) . 4)
0

For Majorana neutrinos with M =0, we again take =1 but now the dependence on S,,, S , S,,and S, must be explic-
itly dropped. These quantities represent transverse polarizations which are unphyswal degrees of freedom for a mass-
less fermion for which only S,(S,)==1 are allowed. The differential cross section takes the form

2
do™M

dQ

IR (5)|%{[(1—4x +8x2)(1+C3)+(1—4x)2C,1(1—S,)(1—S5,)

M=0 " 256m2

+[(1—4x +8x2)(1+C%)—(1—4x)2C,1(1+S,)(1+S5,)} . (5)
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The first term is exactly one half of the Dirac-neutrino re-
sult. It gives a nonzero probability for emitting a left-
handed neutrino in the direction of the three-momentum
+z and a right-handed “anti’neutrino in the direction
—z. The second term gives a nonzero probability for em-
itting a right-handed “anti”neutrino in the direction +z
and a left-handed neutrino in the direction —z. The
coordinate system for the Dirac-neutrino expression al-
ways has the left-handed neutrino propagating along the
+2z direction; thus, in order to compare expressions we
must flip z— —z for the last term in the Majorana-
neutrino expression, Eq. (5). Then we see that Eqgs. (4)
and (5) are equal so that the differential cross sections for

Gk

+
12872

The first term above smoothly approaches the Dirac ex-
pression far above threshold, as shown previously, while
the second term does not. The second term gives a finite
probability for emitting Majorana neutrinos with trans-
verse polarizations, even far above threshold. The second
term above disappears for massless neutrinos or if one
does not observe the spin of both of the neutrinos. If
only one neutrino is observed, the spin of the other neu-
trino is summed, ¥,S}, =0, and the final term above van-
ishes. Thus the spin-independent Majorana and Dirac
cross sections will approach each other far above thresh-
old, B—1. However, in heavy-neutrino searches, the
neutrino lifetime is typically assumed to be short enough
so that both neutrinos decay inside the detector; hence,
the second term in Eq. (6) will be physically relevant.
Since the neutrino decays are parity violating, the pro-
duction spin dependence will show as correlations'®!! in
the angle and energy dependence between the decay
products of the neutrino pair. Thus there are measurable
differences between Dirac- and Majorana-neutrino pro-
duction, even far above threshold.

Near the threshold, there will be large differences be-
tween the production of Dirac or Majorana neutrinos for
the spin-independent cross sections as well as the spin-
dependent differences discussed above. From Egs. (3) and
(6) we see that the cross section is proportional to 3° for
Majorana neutrinos'>!? and to 8 for Dirac neutrinos.!*!3
Thus the Majorana-neutrino cross section rises much
more slowly above threshold than the Dirac-neutrino
cross section.

II. MAJORANA-NEUTRINO DECAY

Heavy-neutrino decay occurs through the mixing of
the heavy neutrino with the light neutrino states and has
been discussed previously by other authors.!® A Majora-
na neutrino can decay as a Dirac neutrino or as a Dirac
antineutrino. There is no interference between these two
types of decays due to the Majorana nature of the initial
neutrino because the final states are distinct. For in-
stance, the Majorana neutrino can decay analogous to a
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Dirac and Majorana neutrinos are equivalent when
M=0.

In the comparison above, the Dirac expression smooth-
ly approaches the massless limit far above the production
threshold while for the Majorana expression there is a
definite distinction between M =0 and 8— 1. The trans-
verse degrees of freedom gradually decouple as S—1 in
the Dirac case because the coupling is left handed,
y*(1—1y5), but for Majorana neutrinos the corresponding
coupling is —2y"y5, due to the interference of the identi-
cal particles, so the coupling is not to a single helicity.
Combining Egs. (2) and (5), the differential cross section
for Majorana neutrinos can be written as

IR (2)|?[(1—4x +8x?)sin’6(S, 5, —S,5,)] | . (6)

Dirac neutrino to e "e v, or it can decay analogous to
the Dirac antineutrino to e e ~%, and (neglecting a pos-
sible small Majorana mass for the v,) because the v, and
the ¥, are distinguishable there will be no interference be-
tween the two possible final states. Thus to quantitatively
describe heavy-Majorana-neutrino decay, one merely
sums incoherently the expressions describing heavy Dirac
neutrino and antineutrino decays. The predicted total
lifetime for a Majorana neutrino will be simply 1 the cor-
responding Dirac expression since for every Dirac-
neutrino decay there is a corresponding Dirac-
antineutrino decay of equal width, both of which are al-
lowed for the Majorana neutrino.

If only one of the produced neutrinos is observed, it
would be difficult to decide whether it was a Majorana or
Dirac particle. However, if both of the produced neutri-
nos are observed, then there can be clear and dramatic
differences between the two types. Assuming the neutri-
no couples dominantly to a single light charged lepton of
flavor L, N—L + W*, then the Dirac neutrinos will al-
ways decay into oppositely charged L’s while the Majora-
na neutrinos will decay like that half of the time but the
other half into like-sign L’s. Like-sign charged leptons
could provide a clean and unambiguous signal for pro-
duction of Majorana neutrinos if the L were an electron
or muon. However, if the L were a T, it would decay be-
fore reaching the detector, and heavy-neutrino produc-
tion would be more difficult to discern.

III. MAJORANA- AND DIRAC-NEUTRINO DECAY
CORRELATIONS

The correlations between neutrino decay products can
be useful for separating the neutrino signal from the
background. Also, correlations can provide important
independent checks to confirm the presence of neutrino
production. Qualitatively, it is easy to understand the
type of effects that correlations in the produced
neutrino’s spin can give rise to. For example, consider
the decay of a heavy Majorana neutrino N into a charged
lepton L and where the virtual W decays into two light



40 HEAVY-MAJORANA-NEUTRINO PRODUCTION

fermions. An L~ (L%) is emitted preferentially in the
opposite (same) direction as the heavy neutrino’s spin.
Thus the positive Sygy term in Eq. (6) causes like-
(unlike-) sign L’s to lie preferentially on the same (oppo-
site) side of the x-z plane while the negative S, S, causes
like- (unlike-) sign L’s to lie preferentially on opposite
(same) sides of the y-z plane. Quantitatively, it is often
difficult to analytically describe the physically relevant
correlations and one is forced to use numerical methods.
Here we will give some of the angle and energy correla-
tions which can be calculated analytically!” in order to il-
lustrate the differences between Dirac and Majorana neu-
trinos.

Define X; and X, to be two of the decay products of
the produced neutrinos where each X comes from a
different neutrino. The rate for the weak decay of
N — X +anything is described by

dr A~

a9 A+Bs'k (7)
in the rest frame of N, where § is the spin of N and Kk is
the unit momentum vector of X. The first correlation we
consider between X; and X, is in the angle between the
two. We define

z =cos0,co0s0, +sinbsinf,cos(¢, — @,) . (8)

This is the angle between X; and X, in the rest frames of
N, which coincides with the angle measured in the labo-
ratory only near threshold. Then folding in Egs. (2) and
(7) yields

BB,
A4,

1
4+ 2
! 3

9)

for the angular correlation between X, and X, produced
from the decay of Majorana neutrinos. For Dirac neutri-
nos, Egs. (3) and (7) yield an expression which turns out
to be identical to Eq. (9). It is reasonable that the Dirac
and Majorana expressions are identical far above thresh-
old. There the differences in the spin correlations, as
exemplified in Eq. (6), come in as two terms of identical
size, opposite sign, and transverse to the heavy-neutrino
momentum. The two terms cancel out when only the
overall angle between two decay products is considered.
In order for the two terms to give a nonzero contribution,
a correlation must be considered with a preferred direc-
tion transverse to the heavy-neutrino axis.

Next we consider the double correlation of X, and X,
with respect to the beam axis. We define

z;=cos0 cosb; +sinb sinf;cosd; (10)

which is the angle between X; and the electron in the rest
frame of the N (we stress again that this only corresponds
to the physical angle near threshold). Then the double
angular correlation for Majorana neutrinos can be writ-
ten as

1 d?

1 1 1—4x
o dzdz,

1,1 1-4 |B B
4 2 1—4x +8x?

Alzl+A222

(1
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For Dirac neutrinos, the double angular correlation takes
the form

1 d%e _ 1 3—3 1—4x B, B,
o dzydz, 4 3+B% 1—4x+8x2 | 4, A,
1—%/32 BB,
12
+ { 1+1p2 A4, %2 12

As 3—1, the terms linear in z; in Egs. (11) and (12) ap-
proach each other while the bilinear terms do not. This
difference in the z,z, term comes from the S,S,—S, S,
term for Majorana neutrinos [Eq. (6)]. The coefficient of
the linear terms is quite small due to the factor of
[1—4 sinZOW]; however, the coefficient of the Dirac bilin-
ear term is much larger, ranging from 1 near threshold to
% far above threshold. Since the bilinear term of the Ma-
jorana neutrino vanishes, the difference between the two
angular correlations is substantial.

In addition to the angular correlations given above,
moments of the energy distribution can be calculated. To
be specific, we consider X; and X, to be charged leptons
with energies E, and E,, respectively, in the laboratory
frame; and where each virtual W goes into two light fer-
mions. For Dirac neutrinos, the average energy of the
oppositely charged leptons can be written as

(E|)=(E;)
7 My 1 %Bz
TNVIEE | T ] , (13)
(E\E;) 27—0‘/12732 ‘ %liﬁjﬁz
3
1 BB+
7 g |

where the mass of the final-state fermions has been
neglected. For 8—1, the Dirac neutrinos are produced
in left-handed helicity states and the above expressions
reproduce the well-known results for weak decay (as in
muon decay). For Majorana neutrinos, the average ener-
gy of the charged leptons can be written as

_ _1 M,
<E1>_<E2>"‘20 \/_——I—BZ’
M ) (14)
|7 _Yn 1 n
(E\E,) 20V 5 1+e72ﬁ’ ,

where e=—1 (+1) for like- (opposite-) sign charged L’s.
These expressions are quite different from the Dirac re-
sults, Eq. (13), far above threshold. However, unlike the
differences in the double angular correlations, this
difference does not come from the Sy§y—SXSx term in
Eq. (6) which does not contribute at all to the average en-
ergy of the L’s since x and y are transverse to the heavy-
neutrino momentum. Instead the difference occurs be-
cause massive Majorana neutrinos are not emitted in
left-handed helicity states, even far above threshold.

In summary, we have examined the relevant issues for
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constraining heavy Majorana neutrinos from collider ex-
periments.!® The production cross section has been calcu-
lated and compared to that for Dirac neutrinos. Pair
production of the two types of neutrinos is completely
different near the threshold, while far above the threshold
the spin-independent cross sections are the same but the
spin-dependent cross sections are not. This difference is
observable in the angle and energy correlations of the
neutrino decay products. Majorana-neutrino decay is
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discussed and shown to be calculable from previous re-
sults for Dirac neutrinos. Majorana neutrinos can have a
strong like-sign-lepton signal which would be readily ob-
servable.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by the United States
Department of Energy under Contract No. DE-AMO3-
76SF00010.

IFor reviews of Majorana neutrinos, see P. D. Mannheim, Int.
J. Theor. Phys. 23, 643 (1984); B. Kayser, Comments Nucl.
Part. Phys. 14, 69 (1985).

2For a recent review of neutrino masses, see S. M. Bilenky and
S. T. Petcov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 59, 671 (1987).

3B. Kayser and R. E. Schrock, Phys. Lett. 112B, 137 (1982).

4C. Akerlof et al., Phys. Rev. D 37, 577 (1988).

5C. Wendt et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 1810 (1987).

6H.-J. Behrend et al.,Z. Phys. C 41, 7 (1988).

See, e.g., G. F. Giudice, F. Giuliani, and S. Ranfone, Phys.
Lett. B 212, 181 (1988), K. S. Babu, E. Ma, and J. Pantaleone,
ibid. 218, 233 (1989); and references therein.

8J. F. Gunion and B. Kayser, in Proceedings of the Summer
Study on the Design and Utilization of the Superconducting
Super Collider, Snowmass, Colorado, 1984, edited by R.
Donaldson and J. Morfin (Division of Particles and Fields of
the APS, New York, 1985), p. 153; M. J. Duncan and P. Lan-
gacker, Nucl. Phys. B277, 285 (1986) (Section 4 of this refer-
ence disagrees with the results contained herein).

°N. G. Deshpande and B. Kayser, University of Oregon Report
No. OITS 333 (unpublished).

10y .-S. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D 4, 2821 (1971).

11y, Kitazawa and W.-K. Tung, Nucl. Phys. B273, 1 (1986).

12H. Goldberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1419 (1983).

131, M. Krauss, Phys. Lett. 128B, 37 (1983).

14F, Bletzacker and H. T. Nieh, Phys. Rev. D 16, 2115 (1977);
Appendixes A and B contain sign errors in the spin term (Ref.
4) which are corrected in our Eq. (3).

158, Humpert and P. N. Scharbach, Phys. Rev. D 16, 2754
(1977).

16y, D. Barger and R. J. N. Phillips, Collider Physics (Frontiers
in Physics, Vol. 71) (Addison-Wesley, New York, 1987).

173. Babson and E. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 26, 2497 (1982); Z. Phys. C
20, 5(1983).

18preliminary constraints on Majorana neutrino parameters
have been obtained by the AMY Collaboration; G. N. Kim,
Proceedings of the KEK Topical Conference, 1989 (unpub-
lished).



