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We investigate the phenomenology of a TeV-scale doubly-charged scalar from the right-handed
sector within the framework of left-right symmetric models. Focusing on its flavor-diagonal cou-
plings to right-handed electrons and muons, we assess probes from both high-energy colliders and
low-energy precision experiments. High-energy processes include Bhabha scattering at LEP and
future circular electron-positron colliders (CEPC/FCC-ee), direct production at the LHC, and ded-
icated searches and precision measurements at proposed muon colliders and µTRISTAN. Low-energy
observables encompass parity-violating Møller scattering, muon anomalous magnetic moment, and
muonium–antimuonium oscillations. Our combined analysis indicates that for a doubly-charged
scalar in the 1–3 TeV range, the flavor-diagonal Yukawa couplings to electrons and muons as small
as 10−2 are accessible. Observations of such a doubly-charged scalar would potentially point toward
the type-I seesaw mechanism of neutrino masses in the left-right symmetric model with D-parity
breaking.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of neutrino masses remains one of the most
profound open questions in particle physics. Explain-
ing the tiny neutrino masses requires particles beyond
the Standard Model (BSM). For example, in the type-
I seesaw models [1–5], right-handed (RH) neutrinos are
introduced, while in the type-II seesaw models [6–10],
left-right symmetric models (LRSMs) [11–15], radiative
neutrino mass models [10, 16, 17] and d = 7 neutrino
mass models [18, 19] include one or more doubly-charged
scalars. Seeking for new particles via their interactions
with charged leptons thus paves one of the pathways to-
wards verifying these scenarios.

In general, the Yukawa couplings of doubly-charged
scalar are connected to neutrino masses and mixing, and
contribute to charged lepton flavor violating (CLFV)
processes. If the doubly-charged scalar is an SU(2)
singlet [10, 16, 17], it directly induces neutrino masses
and lepton flavor mixing at the loop levels. If it arises
from a scalar field in a higher SU(2) representation,
however, the Yukawa couplings of the doubly-charged
scalar are the same as those of neutral component of
the scalar field, which is responsible for generating neu-
trino masses and lepton flavor mixing. For example, in
the minimal LRSM [4, 9], doubly-handed scalars emerge
from the triplet scalars ∆L,R after the spontaneous sym-
metry breaking of SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)B−L gauge
group. Since the left-right symmetry is explicitly im-
posed in the Yukawa sector, their couplings to leptons are
equal and thus both severely constrained by the CLFV
searches [20–22].

However, in non-manifest LRSMs, the RH Yukawa
couplings of the doubly-charged scalar may differ from
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those of the left-handed ones. In particular, in LRSMs
with D-parity breaking [23, 24], parity and the SU(2)R
breaking scale decouple, allowing the mass of RH doubly-
charged scalar ∆±±

R to be considerably smaller than the
RH scale vR. Within this LRSM framework, neutrino
masses can be generated via either the type-I seesaw
mechanism [24] or the type-II seesaw mechanism [25, 26].

Refs. [27, 28] investigated the sensitivities to the cou-
pling of ∆±±

R to electrons in both low- and high-energy

processes, assuming a ∆±±
R mass at the TeV scale, consis-

tent with existing constraints from direct searches at the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Recently, Ref. [29] pro-
posed a concrete LRSM featuring a long-lived ∆±±

R . In
this scenario, if the Yukawa couplings to charged leptons
satisfy |fR| ≲ 10−8, TeV-scale ∆±±

R can decay outside
the detector volume. Nevertheless, the magnitudes of
(fR)αβ are treated as being of the same order across dif-
ferent flavor indices α, β, so that the RH neutrino masses
MR ∼ fRvR are too small to generate light neutrino
masses via the type-I seesaw mechanism, necessitating
the introduction of additional fields [29].

In this work, we investigate the sensitivities to the RH

Yukawa couplings fαβ
R for α, β = e, µ in various low- and

high-energy processes. Different from the parameter re-
gions considered in Ref. [29], we focus on scenarios where
the RH doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R resides at the TeV
scale and decays promptly. We further assume that the
flavor off-diagonal couplings are significantly suppressed
relative to the flavor-diagonal ones, thereby satisfying
stringent constraints from CLFV searches and allowing
for sizable lepton-flavor-conserving coupling fee

R or fµµ
R .

This assumption is justified since, light neutrino masses
in the type-I seesaw mechanism are given by Mν =
−MDM−1

R MT
D , where the Dirac neutrino mass matrix

MD is generally complex. If future experiments observe
no CLFV signals but detect signals in charged lepton-
flavor-conserving processes, such observations could po-
tentially point toward the RH doubly-charged scalar in
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non-manifest LRSMs, possibly the LRSM with D-parity
breaking. For recent studies on a TeV-scale doubly-
charged scalar focus on lepton-flavor-violating observ-
ables, see Refs. [30, 31].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we introduce the minimal model for the doubly-
charged scalar that interacts with the leptons. We inves-
tigate the low-energy observables and high-energy pro-
cesses that can probe the mass and Yukawa couplings of
the doubly-charged scalar in Sec. III and Sec. IV, respec-
tively. In Sec. V, we present the combined results and
discuss their implications. We conclude in Sec. VI.

II. MINIMAL MODEL

We consider a minimal model motivated by the LRSM
with D-parity breaking [23, 24] (see Ref. [29] for recent
studies), which is based on the gauge group SU(2)L ×
SU(2)R ×U(1)B−L, with B and L being the baryon and
lepton numbers, respectively. The relevant Yukawa in-
teractions of triplet scalar to leptons are given by

LY = −
(
L̄c
Liτ2∆LfLLL + L̄c

Riτ2∆RfRLR

)
+ h.c. , (1)

where the LH and RH lepton doublets are defined as

LL =

(
νL
ℓL

)
, LR =

(
νR
ℓR

)
, (2)

and the scalar triplets are

∆L,R =

(
∆+

L,R/
√
2 ∆++

L,R

∆0
L,R −∆+

L,R/
√
2

)
. (3)

In Eq. (1), τ2 is the second Pauli matrix, fL,R represents
the Yukawa coupling matrices, and L̄c

L,R ≡ LT
L,RC with

C being the charge conjugation matrix, and “h.c.” de-
notes the Hermitian conjugate.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the neutral
components of ∆L,R acquire vacuum expectation values

(vevs), ⟨∆0
L,R⟩ = vL,R/

√
2. The masses of ∆L are ex-

pected to be at the D-parity breaking scale, which lies
significantly above the SU(2)R breaking scale [23, 24],
thus ∆L effectively decouples from the processes consid-
ered here. It was emphasized in Ref. [29] that the mass
of the singly-charged scalar ∆±

R must exceed 15 TeV to
satisfy constraints from K − K̄ and B − B̄ mixings [32–
35], whereas the mass of the doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R
can be arbitrarily small. In addition, we assume that the
vev vR is sufficiently large, so that the RH gauge bosons
are also irrelevant to our analysis, which focuses on ∆±±

R
in both low- and high-energy processes 1.
Furthermore, we assume the flavor off-diagonal

Yukawa couplings fαβ
R with α ̸= β are negligible, while

1 Consequently, we do not consider the searches for neutrinoless
double beta decay. For a detailed study of the scenarios where
WR does not decouple, see Ref. [28].

the diagonal couplings satisfy |fαα
R | ≥ 10−3 for α = e, µ.

Under this assumption, viable light neutrino masses and
mixing can still be achieved in the type-I seesaw mecha-
nism without the need of introducing additional singlet
fermion fields, as required in Ref. [29]. This is possible
because the RH neutrino masses MR ∼ fRvR could have
adequate magnitude, and the Dirac neutrino mass matrix
MD is a general complex matrix. For simplicity, we take
the leptonic Yukawa couplings to be real and positive
throughout this work.

III. LOW-ENERGY OBSERVABLES

In this section, we will investigate constraints on the
mass and Yukawa couplings of ∆±±

R using the low-
energy observables, including parity-violating asymmetry
in Møller scattering, muon anomalous magnetic momen-
tum, and muonium-antimuonium transition probability.

A. Møller scattering

It has been investigated in Refs. [27, 36] that the cou-
plings of ∆±±

R to the electrons can be probed in the
Møller scattering (e−e− → e−e−) process via the s-
channel exchange of ∆±±

R . By using the Firez transfor-
mation, we derive the effective interaction at low energies
as

LPV =
(fee

R )2

2m2
∆++

(ēRγ
µeR)(ēRγµeR) , (4)

where we have ignored the contribution from the left-
handed doubly-charged scalar, and m∆++ represents the
mass of the RH doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R . The upcom-
ing MOLLER experiment [37], which aims to measure
the parity-violating asymmetry of the Møller scattering
with unprecedented sensitivity, can put the following low
bound

m∆++

fee
R

> 7.6 TeV (5)

at 95% confidence level (C.L.) [28].

B. Muon g − 2

Given the coupling to muons fµµ
R , the doubly-charged

scalar ∆±±
R can contribute to the muon anomalous mag-

netic moment, i.e., (g − 2)µ, at one-loop level, which is
expressed as [38–42]

∆aµ = − m2
µ

24π2

(fµµ
R )2

m2
∆++

, (6)

with mµ being the muon mass. Based on the latest
measurement of (g − 2)µ by the FNAL experiment [43],
and the updated SM prediction in lattice-QCD calcula-
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tion [44], we obtain the difference

aexpµ − aSMµ = 39(64)× 10−11 , (7)

which can be negative at 1σ level. We thus obtain an
upper bound on fµµ

R /m∆++ < 4.3 TeV−1 at 2σ level
from the (g − 2)µ measurement.

Similarly, the coupling of ∆±±
R to electrons yields a

negative contribution to the electron anomalous magnetic
moment (g − 2)e. However, depending on whether the
fine-structure constant is determined from rubidium [45]
or cesium [46], the difference between the experimental
value and the SM prediction currently shows a sign dis-
crepancy [47]. It remains premature to draw definitive
conclusions. Therefore, we do not include constraints
from (g − 2)e in this work.

C. Muonium-antimuonium transition

The muonium to antimuonium transition has recently
drawn considerable attention both theoretically [48–53]
and experimentally [54–56]. The muonium (dubbed M)
is a bound state of µ+ and e−, thus this process can probe
BSM physics that violates lepton flavor number by two
units ∆Lµ = −∆Le = 2 [48, 57, 58], which is not directly
constrained by the CLFV searches with ∆L = 1 [22].

Besides, M − M transition can also be induced by t-
channel exchange of a doubly-charged scalar [49, 50, 59],
without involving lepton flavor violation. At low ener-
gies, we obtain the following effective interaction [59, 60]

LM−M =
fee
R fµµ

R

2m2
∆++

(µ̄Rγ
µeR)(µ̄Rγ

µeR) . (8)

Depending on the spin orientation, muonium can be
produced in either the spin-0 or spin-1 state, referred to
as para-muonium (MP ) and ortho-muonium (MV ), re-
spectively. The total transition probaliblity is a weighted
sum of these two contributions [48]

P (M → M) =
∑

i=P,V

fiP (Mi → M i) , (9)

where the fractions fP + fV = 1. Following Refs. [59,
61], we parameterize the transition probability of para-
muonium as

P (MP → MP ) = 643(
3π2α3

em

GFm2
µ

)2(
me

mµ
)6(

GMM

GF
)2

= 2.64× 10−5(
GMM

GF
)2 , (10)

where αem is the fine-structure constant, me is the elec-
tron mass, and GF denotes the Fermi constant. The
effective coupling is given by [48, 49, 59]

GMM =
fee
R fµµ

R

4
√
2m2

∆++

. (11)

The transition probability of otho-muonium is [48]

P (MV → MV ) = 9P (MP → MP ) . (12)

The most stringent constraint to date comes from the
MACS experiment at PSI [62], which places an upper
limit on the M − M transition probability of P (M →
M) < 8.3× 10−11/SB(B0) at 90% confidence level (CL).
The factor SB(B0) accounts for the suppression of the
transition due to the external magnetic field [63, 64].
For the MACS experiment, the magnetic field strength
B0 = 0.1T, leading to SB(B0) = 0.35 [62]. The proposed
MACE experiment, operating at the same magnetic field
strength, is expected to improve the sensitivity beyond
the level of 10−13 [55]. From Ref. [50], we can effectively
take fp = 1 for the MACS experiment, and derive the
upper bound GMM/GF < 3× 10−3. On the other hand,
as in Ref. [55], we estimate the sensitivity of MACE by
assuming fP = 0.3, and obtain GMM/GF < 4× 10−5.

IV. HIGH-ENERGY PROCESSES

The doubly-charged scalar can also contribute to high-
energy processes at hadron and lepton colliders. The
most stringent constraint on the mass of the doubly-
charged scalar ∆±±

R arises from direct searches conducted
at the LHC, specifically through their pair production
in the Drell-Yan process pp → ∆++

R ∆−−
R . Each scalar

decays into a pair of same-sign leptons. Based on the
searches performed during LHC Run 2, which analyzed
an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1, the mass range
m∆++

R
< 1.08 TeV has been excluded [65]. We adopt

a conservative lower limit of m∆++
R

≥ 1.4 TeV, since the

decay branching ratios of ∆±±
R are different from those

assumed in the experimental analysis.
On the other hand, bound on fee

R /m∆++ is set by
Bhabha scattering e+e− → e+e− at the Large Electron-
Positron Collider (LEP). Reinterpreting the combined
LEP limit from data collected at DELPHI, ALEPH, and
OPAL [66], which correspond to the mean center-of-mass
energy

√
s = 195.6 GeV and a total integrated luminosity

of L = 745 pb−1 [67], we obtain [28, 68]

m∆++

fee
R

> 2.43 TeV . (13)

It is evident that the current constraints on Yukawa
couplings to leptons are relatively weak, particularly in
light of the mass limits on the doubly-charged scalar es-
tablished by direct searches at the LHC. In the below, we
will examine the sensitivities of the processes illustrated
in Fig. 1 to the ratio fαα

R /m∆++ at future high-energy
lepton colliders 2.

2 Similar processes have been proposed long time ago [36] to search
for doubly-charged scalars in the LRSM at e+e−/e−e− colliders.
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• e+e− colliders: CEPC [69] and FCC-ee [70] with√
s = 240 GeV and L = 5 ab−1.

• µ+µ− colliders: future muon colliders [71, 72] with√
s = 3 TeV (10 TeV) and L = 1 ab−1 (10 ab−1).

• µ+µ+ collider: µTRISTAN with
√
s = 2 TeV and

L = 12 fb−1 [73, 74].

• µ+e− collider: µTRISTAN with
√
s = 346 GeV

and L = 1 ab−1 [73, 74].

The solid curves in Fig. 2 show the analytically com-
puted cross sections versus m∆++ for the benchmark val-
ues fee

R = fµµ
R = 0.1. They are cross-checked with Mad-

Graph5 aMC@NLO [75, 76] (dashed curves). The re-
sults agree well with each other.

For convenience, we separate the total cross section

σi = σSM
i + σNP

i , (14)

where i represents the process under consideration, the
terms with superscripts “SM” and “NP” denotes the con-
tributions from the SM and doubly-charged scalar includ-
ing its interference with the SM, respectively.

A. CEPC/FCC-ee

At future electron-positron colliders CEPC/FCC-
ee [69, 70] with the center-of-mass energy

√
s = 240 GeV,

Bhabha scattering is expected to be measured with
higher precision than the LEP due to a larger number
of signal events. In order to derive the sensitivities of
CEPC/FCC-ee to m∆++/fee

R , we calculate the cross sec-
tion of Bhabha scattering involving the contribution from
∆±±

R .

The Bhabha scattering e+e− → e+e− occurs via the
s-channel and t-channel exchange of γ/Z in the SM. The
doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R can contribute to this process
in the u channel, as depicted in Fig. 1(a).

We obtain

σNP
e+e−→e+e− =

1

16πs2

∫ tmax

tmin

dt
[
|M∆|2 +M2

int

]
, (15)

where the squared amplitude for the exchange of ∆±±
R

and the term describing interference with the SM are
expressed as

|M∆|2 =
(fee

R )4u2

4[(u−m2
∆++)2 + Γ2

∆m
2
∆++ ]

, (16)

M2
int =

e2(fee
R )2u2[g(s)− g(t)]

4[(u−m2
∆++)2 + Γ2

∆m
2
∆++ ]

. (17)

Hereafter, the lepton masses are neglected. The function

g(x) is defined as

g(x) = (u−m2
∆++)

[
4

x
+

(
x−m2

Z

)
4c2W s2W |DZ(x)|2

]

+
m∆++Γ∆mZΓZ

4c2W s2W |DZ(x)|2
, (18)

with

DZ(x) ≡ x−m2
Z + iΓZmZ . (19)

In the above, ΓZ and mZ are the width and mass of Z
boson, respectively, while Γ∆ denotes the width of ∆±±

R .
Besides, s, t and u are the Mandelstam variables. sW
and cW denote the sine and cosine of the weak mixing
angle, respectively.

The variable t is a monotonic function of the pseudo-
rapidity η,

t = − s

1 + e2η
, η ≡ − ln tan(θ/2) . (20)

In experimental searches, cut on the rapidity |η| < ηcut
should be imposed, which leads to

tmin = − s

1 + e−2ηm
tmax = − s

1 + e2ηm
. (21)

The measured cross section at LEP [66] required the
average polar scattering angle to satisfy | cos θ| < 0.90
(|η| < 1.47). In contrast, detectors at future circular
colliders like CEPC/FCC-ee can cover a larger angular
range. In practice, we take | cos θ| < 0.9998 (|η| < 4.56)
based on Ref. [77] for the studies CEPC/FCC-ee [69, 70].

The purple curve in Fig. 2 shows the total cross sec-
tion σe+e−→e+e− for Bhabha scattering at CEPC/FCC-
ee for fee

R = 0.1. This cross section is larger than that at
LEP. The increase occurs because the differential cross
section peaks in the forward direction (| cos θ| → 1). The
CEPC/FCC-ee’s enhanced angular acceptance captures
more of these forward events. This compensates for the
kinematic suppression from the higher center-of-mass en-
ergy and results in a larger total cross section.

Besides, we can see that the cross section only has a
mild dependence on m∆++ . For example, for m∆++ =
1.4 TeV, we obtain σNP

e+e−→e+e−/σe+e−→e+e− = −7 ×
10−7. It indicates that interference with the SM is
destructive and σNP

e+e−→e+e− approximately scales with

(fee
R /m∆++)

2
.

To evaluate the sensitivity, we derive the exclusion at
95% confidence level (CL) using the following criterion

ns√
ns + nb

≥ 1.96 . (22)

For the Bhabha scattering at CEPC/FCC-ee, the num-
bers of events are given by

ns = −σNP
e+e−→e+e−L , nb = σSM

e+e−→e+e−L , (23)

and the integrated luminosity L = 5 ab−1. The resulting
exclusion limits for different m∆++ are shown in purple
in Fig. (3,4) .



5

e+

e−

e−

e+

∆++
R

(a)

µ+

µ−

µ−

µ+

∆++
R

(b)

µ+

µ−

∆++
R

∆−−
R

µ+

(c)

µ+

µ+

µ+

µ+

∆++
R

(d)

µ+

µ+

e+

e+

∆++
R

(e)

µ+

µ+

∆++
R

γ

∆++
R

(f)

µ+

µ+

∆++
R

γ

µ−

(g)

∆++
R

µ+

e−

µ−

e+

(h)

Figure 1: Representative Feynman diagrams for the high-energy processes with the exchange or production of ∆±±
R .
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mΔ++ [GeV]

σ
[p
b]

μ +
e -
μ -

e +μ
+
μ
-

Δ
+
+
Δ
-
-

μ
+ μ

+ 
Δ
+
+ γ

μ+μ+μ+μ+

μ +
μ +
e +

e +

e+e-e+e-

μ+μ-μ+μ-

fR
ee/μμ

=0.1

Figure 2: Total cross section as a function of m∆++ for
various processes at different colliders: e+e−

(
√
s = 240 GeV), µ+µ− (

√
s = 3 TeV), µ+µ+

(
√
s = 2 TeV), and µ+e− (

√
s = 346 GeV). Analytical

results are shown as solid lines; cross-checks from
MadGraph5 aMC@NLO are shown as dashed lines.

In addition to the total cross section, the analy-
sis can be performed using differential distributions,
as was done at LEP. To estimate the sensitivity, we

rescale the existing limit on fee
R /m∆++ by a factor of√

(σLEPLLEP)/(σe+e−Le+e−), following Refs. [27, 28].
Here, σLEP and σe+e− denote the magnitudes of the
NP contributions to the Bhabha scattering at LEP and
CEPC/FCC-ee, respectively. The integrated luminosi-
ties are LLEP = 745 pb−1 and Le+e− = 5 ab−1.

B. Muon colliders

Given the current bound on the mass of ∆±±
R , we con-

sider the future muon collider (MuC) with the center-of-
mass energy

√
s = 3 TeV (10 TeV) [71, 72], which pro-

vides opportunities for both precision tests of the process
µ+µ− → µ+µ−, and direct production of on-shell doubly-
charged scalars via µ+µ− → ∆++

R ∆−−
R , which are shown

in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c), respectively.

For the process µ+µ− → µ+µ−, the expression of cross
section is the same as that for the Bhabha scattering,
with the substitution of e to µ. The benchmark cross
section is shown in Fig. 2. We consider the integrated
luminosity L = 1 ab−1 (10 ab−1) for 3 TeV (10 TeV)
MuC, and baseline cut on the pseudo-rapidity of leptons
|η| < 2.5 [72]. The constraint on fµµ

R /m∆++ is obtained
from the precise measurement of the cross section for the
process µ+µ− → µ+µ− with the exclusion limits derived
using Eq. (22).

Besides, the pair production process µ+µ− →
∆++

R ∆−−
R is possible if the center-of-mass energy

√
s >
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2m∆++ . The cross section is given by

σµ+µ−→∆++
R ∆−−

R
=

(fµµ
R )4(s− 2m2

∆++)

64πs2
ln

w+

w−

−
(fµµ

R )4
√
s(s− 4m2

∆++)

32πs2
, (24)

with w± ≡ s − 2m2
∆++ ±

√
s(s− 4m2

∆++). The on-shell

∆±±
R can subsequently decay into a pair of same-sign

leptons with the same flavor. The partial decay width of
∆++

R → ℓ+ℓ+, where ℓ = e, µ, is given by

Γℓℓ =
(f ℓℓ

R )2m∆++

4π

√
1− m2

ℓ

m2
∆++

. (25)

Since the sensitivity to the Yukawa couplings depends
on the flavor combination of the two decay chains, we
consider three distinct cases: 4e, 4µ, and 2e2µ. From
the collider simulation in Ref. [78], these final states are
nearly background free, and the signal efficiencies are
about 50% − 80%. We assume a conservative and uni-
versal signal efficiency of 50%, and derive the 95% CL
exclusion limits by requiring at least 3 signal events as-
suming no SM background [79, 80]. The results for 3 TeV
and 10 TeV MCs are presented in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, re-
spectively.

C. µTRISTAN

By utilizing a low-emittance muon beam originally
developed for the measurements of muon g − 2 at J-
PARC [81], a new collider design known as µTRISTAN
has been proposed [73]. By accelerating µ+ and e−

beams up to 1 TeV and 30 GeV, respectively, the
center-of-mass energies of 2 TeV and 346 GeV can be
achieved for colliding µ+µ+ and µ+e−, respectively. At
both colliders, lepton number violation (LNV) can be
probed through same-sign dilepton signals arising from
the Yukawa interactions given in Eq. (1).

At the µ+µ+ collider, the doubly-charged scalar ∆±±
R

can lead to the process µ+µ+ → ℓ+ℓ+ for ℓ = e, µ, as de-
picted in Fig. 1(d) and Fig. 1(e). For m∆++

R
< 2 TeV, the

signal process µ+µ+ → γ∆++
R (→ ℓ+ℓ+) can also occur.

The associated production of γ and ∆++
R is displayed in

Fig. 1(f) and Fig. 1(g), the latter of which involves the
Yukawa interaction of ∆++

R .
On the other hand, the µ+e− collider, which has been

extensively utilized to search for CLFV signals, can also
probe LNV through t-channel exchange of ∆±±

R in the
process µ+e− → µ−e+, see Fig. 1(h). In the following, we
will investigate the sensitivities to the Yukawa couplings
fee
R and fµµ

R in these processes.
Different from µ+µ− → µ+µ−, the process µ+µ+ →

ℓ+ℓ+ receives contributions from ∆±±
R via the s-channel,

while SM γ/Z exchange occurs in the t-channel. Using
the notation of Eq. (14) with i = µ+µ+ → µ+µ+, the

NP contribution from doubly-charged scalar is given by

σNP
µ+µ+→µ+µ+ = [σ∆(t) + σint(t)] |tmax

tmin
, (26)

while the expression of SM cross section is lengthy and
omitted. In the above,

σ∆(t) =
(fµµ

R )4

64π

t

|D∆(s)|2
, (27)

σint(t) =
(fµµ

R )2αem

4

s−m2
∆++

(s−m2
∆++)2 +m2

∆++Γ2
∆

ln
s+ t

t

− κ1 tan
−1 mZΓZ(s+ 2t)

(m2
Z + s+ t)(m2

Z − t) +m2
ZΓ

2
Z

+ κ2 ln
(s+ t+m2

Z)
2 +m2

ZΓ
2
Z

(t−m2
Z)

2 +m2
ZΓ

2
Z

, (28)

where D∆(s) ≡ s − m2
∆++ + iΓ∆m∆++ , and we have

introduced the definitions

κ1 =
(fµµ

R )2αem

64c2W s2W

m∆++Γ∆

|D∆(s)|2
, (29)

κ2 =
(fµµ

R )2αem

128c2W s2W

s−m2
∆++

|D∆(s)|2
. (30)

In the above, the minimal and maximal values of t are
defined as Eq. (21). The infrared divergence appearing
in σint for the Mandelstam variable t → 0 or t → −s is
regularized after imposing the pseudo-rapidity cut as that
for the Bhabha scattering. The relation between t and
the pseudo-rapidity η is given in Eq. (20). We require
|η| < 2.5, and obtain the cross section as depicted in
Fig. 2.

For the process µ+µ+ → e+e+, the cross section from
the s-channel exchange of ∆++

R is given by

σµ+µ+→e+e+ =
(fee

R )2(fµµ
R )2

128π

s

|D∆(s)|2
. (31)

Note that there is no SM contribution to this process,
so that its cross section is several orders of magnitude
smaller than that of µ+µ+ → µ+µ+, as illustrated in
Fig. 2.

The doubly-charged scalar can also be produced in as-
sociation with a photon µ+µ+ → γ∆++

R , if the center-of-

mass energy
√
s > m∆++ . The decay ∆++

R → ℓ+ℓ+ for
ℓ = e, µ occurs subsequently. The cross section for the
associated production is

σµ+µ+→γ∆++
R

=
e2(fµµ

R )2

128πs2
σγ∆(t)|tmax

tmin
, (32)

where

σγ∆(t) =
(s2 +m4

∆++) ln
(
s−m2

∆++ + t
)

s−m2
∆++

− 4t

− (5s2 − 4m2
∆++s+m4

∆++) ln t

s−m2
∆++

. (33)
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The Mandelstam variable t for this process is defined as

t = −s−m2
∆++

1 + e2η
, (34)

where η denotes the pseudo-rapidity of the photon, and
the minimal and maximal values of t are given by

tmin = −s−m2
∆++

1 + e−2ηm
tmax = −s−m2

∆++

1 + e2ηm
. (35)

In the analysis, we impose the cut on photon |η| < ηm =
2.5. From Fig. 2, we can see that the cross section for
µ+µ+ → γ∆++

R increases with m∆++
R

.

At the µ+e− collider, the process µ+e− → µ−e+ can
occur via t-channel exchange of ∆±±

R , which violates the
lepton flavor number by two units ∆Lµ = −∆Le = 2.
The cross section is given by

σµ+e−→µ−e+ =
(fee

R )2(fµµ
R )2

128πs2

[
s
(s+ 2m2

∆++)

s+m2
∆++

−2m2
∆++ ln

s+m2
∆++

m2
∆++

]
. (36)

Since the flavor off-diagonal Yukawa couplings fαβ
R are

smaller than the diagonal ones in order to satisfy the se-
vere CLFV constraints, the contributions from the flavor
off-diagonal couplings are not included. The cross section
σµ+e−→µ−e+ decreases with increasing m∆++ , which is il-
lustrated as the orange curve in Fig. 2.

Similar to the analyses at future MuC, we evaluate the
sensitivities of the processes depending on whether they
have SM contributions. For the process µ+µ+ → µ+µ+,
which can occur in the SM, we employ the statistical
criterion of Eq. (22). For the processes µ+e− → µ−e+,
µ+µ+ → e+e+ and µ+µ+ → γ∆++

R (→ ℓ+ℓ+), which are
purely beyond the SM, we require a minimum of three
signal events, assuming negligible SM background. The
resulting expected 95% CL exclusion limits are presented
in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we discuss the combined constraints on
the Yukawa couplings fee

R and fµµ
R from the low-energy

observables and high-energy processes. Two benchmark
masses of the doubly-charged scalar, m∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV

and 3 TeV satisfying the LHC bound [65], are considered
in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively. Processes at MuC and
µTRISTAN are labeled by their final states, which are
given in parentheses. For the processes involving on-shell
∆±±

R at colliders, we assume fττ
R = 0 to derive its decay

branching ratios.
Bhabha and Møller scattering are sensitive to fee

R .
For m∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV (3 TeV), LEP data [66] con-

strain the region fee
R < 0.58 (1.23), while the future

MOLLER experiment [37] will be able to rule out fee
R >

0.18 (0.39). At CEPC/FCC-ee [69, 70], Bhabha scatter-

10-3 10-2 10-1 100
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C
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ee
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.)
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C
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C
-
ee

3 TeVMuC (μ+ μ-)

3 TeVMuC (4 e)

3 TeV
M
uC

(2 e2μ)

3TeV MuC (4μ)

mΔ ++=1.4TeV

Figure 3: Current exclusion limits and future prospects
of the Yukawa couplings fee

R and fµµ
R for

m∆++ = 1.4 TeV. Gray regions indicate current 95%
CL exclusion from measurements of (g − 2)µ [43, 44],

Bhabha scattering at LEP [66], and searches for M −M
transition at MACS/PSI [62]. Projected 95% CL
sensitivity include those from future experiments:
Bhabha scattering at CEPC/FCC-ee [69, 70], Møller
scattering at MOLLER [37], M −M transition at
MACE [55]. Also shown are prospects from high-energy
analogues at a 3 TeV MuC [71, 72] and µTRISTAN
with µ+µ+/µ+e− beams [73], along with limits from
direct pair and associated production processes at the
MuC. The constraint from muon g − 2 is too weak and
not shown.

ing cross-section measurements can reach a sensitivity of
fee
R > 0.24 (0.51). This can be significantly improved
with differential cross-section measurements, testing val-
ues of fee

R as low as 0.007 (0.015).
Similarly, the processes µ+µ− → µ+µ− and µ+µ+ →

µ+µ+ are are able to probe fµµ
R . For m∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV (3

TeV), a 3 TeV MuC [71, 72] can test fµµ
R > 0.1 via pre-

cise measurements of µ+µ− → µ+µ−, surpassing current
limits from (g−2)µ [43, 44]. This sensitivity, however, di-
minishes at a higher center-of-mass energy,

√
s = 10 TeV.

Although µ+µ+ → µ+µ+ at a 2 TeV µTRISTAN has a
larger cross section than µ+µ− → µ+µ− at a 3 TeV MuC
(see Fig. 2), its expected constraint is weaker due to the
assumed lower integrated luminosity of 12 fb−1.
The M −M transition excludes the upper-right region

in the (fee
R , fµµ

R ) plane. In particular, MACS/PSI [62]
has ruled out fee

R fµµ
R > 0.39 (1.78) for m∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV

(3 TeV). The lower limit can be extended by the future
MACE experiment [55] to fee

R fµµ
R > 3 × 10−3 (2.4 ×

10−2). As a high-energy counterpart, µ+e− → µ−e+ at
µTRISTAN is able to probe the region of fee

R fµµ
R < 0.02

(0.08), improving upon the MACS/PSI bounds by more
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. 3, but for m∆++ = 3 TeV and
10 TeV MuC.

than one order of magnitude.
Direct production of the doubly-charged scalar offers

another avenue to simultaneously constrain fee
R and fµµ

R .

At a MuC, the pair production µ+µ− → ∆++
R ∆−−

R
depends on fµµ

R , while the decay branching ratios of

∆±±
R → e±e±, µ±µ± vary with fee

R and fµµ
R . We find that

µ+µ− → ∆++
R ∆−−

R → 4e is highly sensitive to both cou-
plings. Form∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV (3 TeV) at a 3 TeV (10 TeV)

MuC, this channel can exclude much of the parame-
ter space where fee

R , fµµ
R > 0.1 (0.05). In comparison,

µ+µ− → ∆++
R ∆−−

R → 4µ tests fµµ
R down to 0.1 (0.05)

when fee
R < 0.05; for larger fee

R , sensitivity to fµµ
R drops

quickly. The process µ+µ− → ∆++
R ∆−−

R → 2e2µ ex-
hibits a turnover in sensitivity: it increases with fee

R up
to about 0.1 (0.04), beyond which it declines.

A similar finding holds for the associated production
at µTRISTAN. The channel µ+µ+ → γ∆++

R (→ e+e+)
is highly sensitive to both couplings, excluding most of
the region where fee

R , fµµ
R > 0.018 for m∆++

R
= 1.4 TeV.

Meanwhile, µ+µ+ → γ∆++
R (→ µ+µ+) can test fµµ

R down
to 0.018 if fee

R < 6 × 10−3, with sensitivity decreas-
ing for larger fee

R . Since the center-of-mass energy of
µTRISTAN with µ+µ+ beams is 2 TeV, the associated
production process is not applicable for m∆++

R
= 3 TeV.

Besides, the process µ+µ+ → e+e+, mediated by an
off-shell ∆++

R at µTRISTAN, probes the product of the
two Yukawa couplings. Its sensitivity relative to µ+e− →
µ−e+ at µTRISTAN depends crucially on the mass of
∆±±

R . For m∆++
R

= 1.4 TeV, µ+e− → µ−e+ provides

a comparable expected exclusion, while µ+µ+ → e+e+

becomes superior for m∆++
R

= 3 TeV.

Thus far, we have assumed fττ
R = 0. Introducing

a non-zero value leaves the sensitivities of low-energy
probes and high-energy precision measurements in Fig. 1

(a), (b), (d), (e), and (h) unchanged. In contrast,
the reach of direct production processes at MuC and
µTRISTAN in Fig. 1 (c), (f), (g) is diminished, as a
non-zero fττ

R reduces the decay branching ratios of ∆±±
R

into electrons and muons.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the phenomenol-
ogy of a TeV-scale doubly-charged scalar in various low-
energy and high-energy experiments. Such a doubly-
charged scalar arises naturally from the left-right sym-
metric model with D-parity breaking. Even with the
stringent constraints from charged lepton flavor viola-
tion searches, the flavor-diagonal couplings of the right-
handed doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R to leptons can be siz-
able.
We focus on the region of Yukawa couplings fee

R , fµµ
R ≳

10−3 for the mass of doubly-charged scalar being around
O(1) TeV. Once being observed, it would provide com-
pelling indirect evidence for the type-I seesaw mechanism
as the origin of neutrino masses.
We study the contributions of ∆±±

R to the low-
energy observables, including the parity-violation asym-
metry in Møller scattering, muon g − 2, and muonium-
antimuonium transition probability, and provide the full
analytical expressions for the cross sections of the pro-
cesses involving the doubly-charged scalar ∆±±

R at future
lepton colliders (cf. Fig. 1).
We derive constraints on the couplings fee

R and fµµ
R

for m∆++
R

= 1.4 TeV and 3 TeV by analyzing both low-

and high-energy probes at their projected sensitivities, as
shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively. Our results show
that future measurements of the parity-violating asym-
metry in Møller scattering (MOLLER experiment) and
searches for M −M transition (MACE experiment) can
significantly extend the current bounds on the Yukawa
couplings fee

R and fµµ
R . Furthermore, high-energy lepton

colliders could probe coupling regions of fee
R ≳ 10−1 and

fµµ
R ≳ 10−2 using the total cross sections. Sensitivity to
fee
R could be improved to the level of ∼ 10−2 by analyz-
ing the differential distribution of Bhabha scattering at
CEPC/FCC-ee.
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