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Heavy neutral leptons N are introduced to explain the tiny neutrino masses via the seesaw mecha-

nism. For proper small mixing parameter VℓN , the heavy neutral leptons N become long-lived, which

leads to the displaced vertex signature at colliders. In this paper, we consider the displaced heavy

neutral lepton from the neutrinophilic Higgs doublet Φν decay. The new Higgs doublet with MeV

scale VEV can naturally explain the tiny neutrino masses with TeV scale N . Different from current

experimental searches via the W± → ℓ±N decay, the new decays as H± → ℓ±N are not suppressed

by the small mixing parameter VℓN . Therefore, a larger parameter space is expected to be detected

at colliders. We then investigate the promising region at the 14 TeV HL-LHC and the 3 TeV CLIC.

According to our simulation, the DV signature could probe |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−19 with mN < mH+ ,

which covers the seesaw predicted value |VℓN |2 ∼ mν/mN . We could probe mH+ ≲ 1200 GeV at

the 14 TeV HL-LHC and mH+ ≲ 1490 GeV at the 3 TeV CLIC.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Observations of neutrino oscillation mean that the lepton sector of the standard model (SM) should be

extended with non-zero neutrino masses [1, 2]. Meanwhile, the cosmological observations require that the

sum of neutrino masses should be less than 0.12 eV [3], which indicates that the neutrino masses are below

the eV scale. Such tiny neutrino masses can be generated by the Yukawa interaction with SM Higgs doublet

as yL̄Φ̃νR, but the coupling y ≲ 10−12 is unnatural small compared with other SM couplings.

One appealing pathway to explain the origin of tiny neutrino masses is introducing the heavy neutral

leptons (HNL) N . Through the canonical type I seesaw mechanism [4, 5], the predicted neutrino mass is

mν ∼ (yv)2/mN , where v = 246 GeV is the SM Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV). For y ∼ O(1),

eV scale neutrino mass can be obtained with mN ∼ O(1014) GeV. The success of thermal leptogenesis also

requires mN ≳ 109 GeV [6]. But the supper heavy neutral leptons N are far beyond the reach of current

colliders.

If we do not insist on large Yukawa coupling y, electroweak scale heavy neutral leptons are allowed

by current experimental limits [7]. Low-scale leptogenesis is also possible with nearly degenerate heavy

neutrino leptons [8, 9]. However, the seesaw predicted mixing parameter VℓN ∼
√

mν/mN ≲ 10−6 is

too small to be tested even in future planned experiments. To study the signature of heavy neutral leptons

at colliders, an electroweak scale mN with free mixing parameter VℓN is usually assumed [10], because

testable large VℓN is theoretically possible in inverse seesaw mechanism [11, 12]. From the well-known

seesaw formula mν ∼ (yv)2/mN , Ernest Ma proposed that light neutrino masses could originate from a

neutrinophilic Higgs doublet Φν with MeV scale VEV vν[13]. In this way, the heavy neutral leptons are

naturally below the TeV scale, which leads to various observable signatures [14–20].

Due to the Majorana nature of heavy neutral leptons in seesaw models, the intrinsic collider signature

is from the lepton number violation process as pp → W±∗ → ℓ±N → ℓ±ℓ±jj [21–27]. Meanwhile, if a

heavy neutral lepton is lighter than the W boson, it becomes long-lived with a small enough mixing param-

eter, and then leaves a displaced vertex (DV) signature inside the detectors [28–30]. The LHC experiment

has now excluded the parameter region with |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−6 and 2 GeV < mN < 15 GeV [31, 32]. With a

relatively clean SM background, the DV signature has drawn increasing attention [33, 34]. Displaced heavy

neutral lepton from Higgs decay [35–41], Z decay [42–44], W ′ decay [45–48], and Z ′ decay [49–55] are

extensively studied. In this paper, we consider the heavy neutral leptons from the neutrinophilic Higgs

doublet Φν decay.

This model introduces a new Higgs doublet Φν with lepton number LΦν = −1, while the heavy neu-

tral leptons N have zero lepton number. Such charge assignment forbids the Yukawa interaction L̄Φ̃N ,
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but allows the new term LΦ̃νN under a global U(1)L symmetry. When the heavy neutral leptons N are

lighter than the neutrinophilic doublet scalars, they can produced via the new decay channels as H± →
ℓ±N,A/H → νℓN [56]. The further decay of heavy neutral lepton generates a DV signature with proper

mixing parameter. Due to the doublet nature of neutrinophilic scalars, the cross sections of generation

processes as pp → H+H−, H±A/H only depend on the scalar masses. Therefore, the cross section of dis-

placed vertex signature from neutrinophilic scalars decay is not suppressed by the mixing parameter VℓN .

This new channel is expected to probe VℓN down to the natural seesaw value. The decay mode H± → ℓ±N

also makes this new channel distinguishable from other DV channels.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly review the neutrinophilic two Higgs doublet

model (ν2HDM) and relevant constraints. In Sce. III, we discuss the decay properties of charged scalar

and heavy neutral lepton. In Sec. IV, we study the displaced vertex signature of heavy neutral leptons from

neutrinophilic scalars at the 14 TeV LHC and 3 TeV CLIC. The conclusions are presented in Sec.V.

II. THE MODEL

This model further extends the SM by a neutrinophilic scalar doublet Φν and three heavy neutral leptons

N . To forbid the Yukawa interaction of heavy neutral leptons to SM Higgs doublet L̄Φ̃N , a global U(1)L

symmetry is imposed with LΦν = −1 and LN = 0. A small VEV of Φν can be naturally induced by a

soft U(1)L breaking term µ2(Φ†Φν +h.c.). In this way, the neutrinophilic doublet Φν couples to the heavy

neutral leptons via the Yukawa interaction L̄Φ̃νN , which is responsible for the generation of tiny neutrino

masses. The new terms are given by

−LN = yLΦ̃νN +
1

2
mNN cN + h.c., (1)

with Φ̃ν = iσ2Φ
∗
ν . Similar to the type I seesaw mechanism, light neutrino masses can be derived as,

mν = −1

2
v2νym

−1
N yT . (2)

The mixing parameter between the heavy and light neutrinos is expressed as [57]

VlN =
yvν√
2
m−1

N = UPMNSm̂
1/2
ν Rm

−1/2
N , (3)

where UPMNS is the neutrino mixing matrix, m̂ν = diag(m1,m2,m3) is the diagonalized neutrino mass

matrix, and R is a generalized orthogonal matrix. Since the natural seesaw predicted value is usually too

small to be detected, we consider VℓN as free parameters in this paper. Moreover, it is sufficient to consider

one heavy neutral lepton mixing with light neutrinos for the collider signature as

L ⊃ − g√
2
WµN̄V ∗

ℓNγµPLℓ−
g

2 cos θW
ZµN̄V ∗

ℓNγµPLνℓ −
gmN

2mW
hN̄V ∗

ℓNPLνℓ + h.c.. (4)
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The two scalar doublets can be denoted as,

Φ =

 ϕ+

1√
2
(v + ϕ0,r + iϕ0,i)

 , Φν =

 ϕ+
ν

1√
2
(vν + ϕ0,r

ν + iϕ0,i
ν )

 . (5)

The scalar potential under the global U(1)L symmetry is,

V = − m2
Φ(Φ

†Φ) +m2
Φν

(Φ†
νΦν) +

1

2
λ1(Φ

†Φ)2 +
1

2
λ2(Φ

†
νΦν)

2 (6)

+λ3(Φ
†Φ)(Φ†

νΦν) + λ4(Φ
†Φν)(Φ

†
νΦ)− µ2(Φ†Φν + h.c.),

where the µ2-term breaks the U(1)L symmetry explicitly. The boundedness condition of the potential

requires [58]

λ1, λ2 > 0, λ3 +
√

λ1λ2 > 0, λ3 + λ4 +
√

λ1λ2 > 0 (7)

Assuming µ2 << m2
Φν

, we can obtain the relations of VEVs by deriving the minimization conditions

v ≃
√

2m2
Φ

λ1
, vν ≃ µ2v

m2
Φν

+ (λ3 + λ4)v2/2
. (8)

For an electroweak scale mΦν , vν ∼ O(MeV) is obtained with µ2 ∼ 1 GeV2. The smallness of µ2 is

protected by the soft broken U(1)L symmetry. The VEV hierarchy vν ≪ v indicates that mixings between

the two Higgs doublets are heavily suppressed by vν/v. Masses of the physical Higgs bosons are

m2
h ≃ λ1v

2, (9)

m2
H ≃ m2

Φν
+

1

2
(λ3 + λ4)v

2, (10)

m2
A ≃ m2

Φν
+

1

2
(λ3 + λ4)v

2, (11)

m2
H± ≃ m2

Φν
+

1

2
λ3v

2, (12)

where the terms of O(v2ν) and O(µ2) are neglected. For simplicity, a degenerate mass spectrum of neu-

trinophilic scalars mH± = mH = mA is assumed in the following discussion, which is realized with

vanishing λ4.

The neutrinophilic doublet could induce observable lepton flavor violation processes [59]. The most

stringent constraint comes from the radiative decay µ → eγ with the experimental limit BR(µ → eγ) <

4.2× 10−13 [60]. The predicted branching ratio is [56]

BR(µ → eγ) ≈ 3α

16πG2
F

m2
N |m̃µe|2
m4

H+v4ν

∣∣∣∣F (
m2

N

m2
H+

)∣∣∣∣2 , (13)
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FIG. 1. Branch ratio of charged scalar H+ with mH+ = 200 GeV. In the left panel, we assume mN = 100 GeV. In

the right panel, we have fixed vν = 10 MeV.

with m̃ = UPMNSm̂νU
†
PMNS, and the loop function F (x) is

F (x) =
1

6(1− x)4
(
1− 6x+ 3x2 + 2x3 − 6x2 lnx

)
. (14)

To satisfy the current experimental limit, mH± · vν ≳ 600GeV · MeV is required for electroweak scale

mN . In this paper, we fix vν = 10 MeV, which results in the corresponding Yukawa coupling y ∼
√
2mνmN/vν ∼ 10−2 for mν ∼ 0.05 eV and mN ∼ 100 GeV.

Searches for the neutrinophilic doublet mainly focus on the charged scalar H±. When the heavy neutral

lepton N is heavier than the charged scalar H±, the leptonic decay H± → ℓ±ν is the dominant channel

[15], which requires mH± ≳ 700 GeV to satisfy the LHC limit [61, 62]. On the other hand, the charged

scalar decays to leptons and heavy neutral lepton as H± → ℓ±N when mN < mH+ . Further decays of N

lead to several lepton number violation signatures [56]. Since there are no experiments searching for such

signatures, we take the LEP bonds on charged scalar mass mH± > 80GeV [63]. In this study, we consider

the light HNL scenario mN < mH+ . We also assume mH+ ≥ 200 GeV to satisfy the direct search limit.

III. DECAY PROPERTIES

The decay properties of the neutrinophilic scalars H±, A, H and heavy neutral lepton N have been

discussed in Refs. [13, 15]. In our consideration of mH+ > mN , the neutrinophilic charged scalar can
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FIG. 2. Decay branch ratio of heavy neutral lepton N (left) and the theoretical decay length (right). The gray bond in

the right panel is the collider sensitive region.

decay into leptons and heavy neutral lepton via the neutrino Yukawa interaction as,

Γ(H+ → l+N) =
|y|2mH+

16π

(
1− m2

N

m2
H+

)2

, (15)

where the Yukawa coupling y is typically at the order of O(10−2). In addition, H+ can also decay into

tb̄,W+γ,W+Z via mixing with SM Higgs doublet, which is suppressed by the mixing factor vν/v ∼ 10−4

as vν = 10 MeV in the following studies. In Figure 1, we show the branching ratio of charged scalar H+.

The leptonic decay H+ → l+N is the dominant channel when vν ≲ 0.1 GeV. For vν = 10 MeV, the

H+ → l+N is the dominant decay mode once it is kinematically allowed, meanwhile, the neutral scalars

decay into neutrinos as H/A → νN .

In the scenario with mN < mH+ , the decay widths of heavy neutral lepton N are determined by its

mass mN and the mixing parameter VlN . When mN < mW , the heavy neutral lepton N decays into three

fermions via off-shell W and Z. For heavier mN , the two-body decays N → l±W∓, νZ, νh become the

dominant decay channels. See Ref. [22] for the explicit decay width of each channel. In Figure 2, we show

the branching ratio of heavy neutral lepton and the decay length cτN . To match the collider sensitive region,

the heavier the MN is, the smaller the VℓN is required. Different from the canonical type-I seesaw, the

production of heavy neutral lepton is via decays of neutrinophilic scalars, which is not suppressed by the

mixing VℓN . Therefore, we expect to probe larger parameter space, i.e., smaller VℓN and heavier mN .
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FIG. 3. Cross section of neutrinophilic scalars at 14 TeV LHC and 3 TeV CLIC.

IV. DISPLACED VERTEX SIGNATURES

The long-lived heavy neutral leptons travel a macroscopic distance within the detector before decaying,

which leads to the so-called DV signature. Due to negligible SM backgrounds, this signature is a unique

way to probe GeV scale mN with proper VℓN at colliders and beam-dump experiments. In this paper, we

study the DV signature of heavy neutral leptons from neutrinophilic scalars at the 14 TeV LHC and 3 TeV

CLIC. In Figure 3, we show the cross section of neutrinophilic scalars at 14 TeV LHC and 3 TeV CLIC.

The corresponding production processes are shown in Figure 4 and Figure 8. For a naive estimation, LHC

and CLIC could probe charged scalar up to TeV order.

To simulate the displaced vertex signature, we use FeynRules2.3 [65] to generate the Universal Feyn-

Rules Output (UFO) [66] file of the ν2HDM model. Then events are generated by Madgraph5 aMC@NLO

[67], and Pythia8[68] is used to do parton showering and hadronization. The detector simulation is per-

formed by Delphes3[69] with the corresponding cards for LHC and CLIC respectively.

A. Signature at LHC

In this section, we aim to search for the DV signature of heavy neutral leptons at 14 TeV LHC. It should

be noted that the Yukawa matrix y and mixing pattern VℓN are sophisticated for the theoretical predictions

of the ν2HDM. Following the spirit of the experimental groups, we focus on a simplified scenario, in which

neutrinophilic scalars and heavy neutral lepton N only couple to electron or muon exclusively. Due to much

lower tagging efficiency, we do not consider the tau channel in this analysis. At the 14 TeV LHC, the signal
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ℓ±NνℓN in the right panel.

process can be written as

pp →H+H− → ℓ+Nℓ−N, (16)

pp →H±A/H → ℓ±NνℓN, (17)

where ℓ = e or µ exclusively. Corresponding signal processes are shown in Figure 4. The pair production of

the charged scalar process pp → H+H− is mediated by the virtual γ∗ and Z∗, and the associated production

processes pp → H±A/H are mediated by the virtual W ∗±. Due to the doublet nature of neutrinophilic

scalars, the production cross sections at 14 TeV LHC only depend on their masses. For mH+ less than

1000 GeV, the cross sections are larger than 0.01 fb, which are hopefully to be detected [56]. Decay of

charged scalar H± leads to a prompt charged lepton. In order to trigger the DV signal, we require at least

one prompt charged lepton in the final states. Therefore, we do not include the contribution of process

pp → HA → νℓNνℓN in the following analysis.

The further decays of HNL generate the DV signature, which depends on its mass mN and mixing pa-

rameter VℓN as shown in Figure 2. Theoretically speaking, there are two HNLs in the decay of neutrinophilic

scalars, which could lead to two DVs signature. With higher tagging efficiency, the one DV signature would

have a wider sensitive region than the two DVs signature in principle. However, the one DV signature cor-

responds to the inclusive process pp → ℓ±N +X with X denoting the undetected particles, which has an

additional contribution from pp → W± → ℓ±N . The latter process could become the dominant channel

for relatively large mixing parameter VℓN , which then makes it hard to distinguish various seesaw models

with HNL. This ambiguity can be solved when VℓN is small enough to make H± → ℓ±N the dominant

contribution, especially for the region as mN > mW . On the other hand, the two DVs signature with

prompt charged lepton only arises in the ν2HDM, but the reconstruction processes for two DVs signal will
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FIG. 5. Distributions of lepton transverse momentum P ℓ
T , transverse impact parameter d0, displacement for tracks l0,

reconstructed DV mass mDV . The left (right) panels are for the electron (muon) channel.
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lost most of the events.

The SM backgrounds of DV signature mainly stem from long-lived heavy flavor hadrons, e.g., B0 me-

son, which can be effectively excluded by cuts on invariant mass and displacement [29]. The backgrounds

may also be from the random crossing of tracks that compose a fake DV, from nuclear interactions with the

detector material, or from fake photons, cosmic rays, and beam-halo muons, which are hard to simulate and

estimate. The full SM background analysis is beyond the scope of this work, but is safe to consider it as one

for an optimistic estimation [29]. In searching for one DV signature, we aim to figure out the contribution of

neutrinophilic scalars, so the inevitable pp → W± → ℓ±N process is treated as an irreducible background.

Since this new physics background is only sensitive within the region of |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−9 and mN ≲ 30 GeV

at LHC, we do not seek further cuts to suppress it.

Distributions of some related parameters for selection cuts are shown in Figure 5 . Three benchmark

points are selected as mH+ = 200 GeV while mN =30 GeV, 50 GeV, and 70 GeV with |VℓN |2 = 10−10(ℓ =

e or µ) respectively. With a relatively clear environment for DVs search at LHC, here we do not include

any SM background as a reference. Meanwhile, the cross section of new physics background pp → W± →
ℓ±N is less than 10−3 fb with |VℓN |2 = 10−10, thus it is also negligible.

After the simulations, we first select events carrying at least one electron (muon) with transverse momen-

tum greater than 20 GeV and pseudo-rapidity of |ηℓ| < 2.5, which are the trigger cuts of the DV signature.

For a lighter mN , the prompt lepton tends to be more energetic. Distributions of P e
T are similar to those of

Pµ
T for the same value of mN , even though the multiplicity of muons is slightly greater than that of electrons

due to the different acceptance at the LHC detector.

Then we select tracks by using a softer momentum cut P trk > 5 GeV to escape the magnetic field, as

well as a large transverse impact parameter of d0 > 2 mm. The parameter d0 is defined as

d0 = |xtrkP trk
y − ytrkP trk

x |/P trk
T , (18)

where xtrk, ytrk are track positions in the transverse plane from the primary interaction vertex, P trk
x , P trk

y

are the x- and y-components of the track momentum, and P trk
T =

√
(P trk

x )2 + (P trk
y )2 is the transverse

momentum of a track. With the fixed value of |VℓN |2 = 10−10, the maximum value of d0 decreases as mN

increases. In this sense, the case with mN = 30 GeV is more promising for DV signature than those with

heavier mN .

Considering that the dominant decay products of HNL always contain an electron (muon) as shown in

Figure 2, we require that the reconstructed displaced vertex has at least one electron (muon) track. In this

work, the long-lived HNLs are considered to decay before the muon chamber. Since tracks from the same

HNL are expected to share the same origin point, we reconstruct the displaced vertex by requiring that at
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Cut-Flow

Trigger on Lepton Nℓ ≥ 1, P ℓ
T > 20 GeV, |ηℓ| < 2.5

Tracks P trk > 5 GeV, d0 > 2 mm

Displaced Vertex Nℓ ≥ 1, Ntrk ≥ 2,∆x < 1mm,∆y < 1mm,∆z < 1mm

Reconstruction ∆R > 0.1, l0 ∈ [5, 3000]mm, mDV ≥ 5GeV

Benchmark Point 1 Displaced Vertex Significance 2 Displaced Vertex Significance

mN = 30 GeV 25.56(29.34) 1254(1352) 6.19(6.94) 573(610)

mN = 50 GeV 26.66(30.16) 1283(1373) 6.06(6.93) 566(609)

mN = 70 GeV 6.11(6.90) 569(608) 0.25(0.25) 93(93)

TABLE I. Cut flow and the final cross sections for DV signature at LHC. The cross sections are in the unit of fb. The

results of muon mixing are in brackets. Significance is calculated with an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1.

least two charged tracks satisfy ∆x < 1mm,∆y < 1mm,∆z < 1mm, and tracks are isolated with the

condition ∆R =
√

∆η2 +∆ϕ2 > 0.1. In order to reduce backgrounds from long-lived SM hadrons, the

reconstructed displaced vertex is required to satisfy a displacement cut of 5 mm < l0 < 3000 mm and an

invariant mass cut of mDV ≥ 5 GeV. Since the DV signature originates from the HNL, mDV ≲ mN is

expected. Here, the upper bound on mDV is not applied so as to extract the mass of HNL. We summarize

all of the selection cuts in Table.I.

Assuming Poisson distribution, the significance for n observed events is calculated as [70]

S(n|b) =
√

−2ln
P (n|b)
P (n|n) , (19)

where P (n|b) = bne−b/n! is the Poisson probability, b is the event number of the backgrounds, and n =

b + s is the total event number of background and signal. With one background event, we should have at

least nine signal events for the discovery of S(n|b) > 5. Meanwhile, the system uncertainty of signal and

background estimation are overlooked. The significance of benchmark points is also shown in Table I. For

mN = 30 GeV and mN = 50 GeV, the cross sections after all selection cuts are similar. With 3 ab−1

data, the significance could reach about 1300 for one DV pure electron(muon) channel. The significance

for two DVs pure electron(muon) channels are smaller than one DV, which could reach about 600. For

mN = 70 GeV, although it is less promising than the previous two benchmark points, the significance

could reach 90 even for the two DV channels.

Based on the above selection cuts, we first analyze the events with at least one DV. The results for a fixed

value of mH± = 200 GeV are shown in the upper two panels of Figure 6. It is clear that the DV signature

can be discovered within the parameter space of 3 GeV < mN < 200 GeV when 10−19 < |VlN |2 < 10−4.
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FIG. 6. Sensitivity reach of the 14 TeV LHC with luminosity L = 3ab−1 for a fixed value of mH+ = 200 GeV.

The upper two panels are for one DV signature, and the lower two are for two DVs signature. The black lines are

the natural seesaw value V 2
ℓN ∼ mν/mN , where we have fixed mν = 0.05 eV for illustration. The red regions are

excluded by direct search for HNL at LHC [71–73]. The green lines are the projected sensitivity reach of HL-LHC in

the W± → ℓ±N channel[29]. In the left panels HNL N only couples to electron and in the right panels HNL N only

couples to muon.

Since the production of HNL is not suppressed by the mixing parameter VℓN , we can explore the range

of |VℓN |2 below seesaw predicted value. Compared with the canonical W± → ℓ±N channel, the viable

parameter space of the charged scalar H± → ℓ±N channel is much larger. For instance, the W± → ℓ±N

channel could only probe |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−9 with mN ≲ 30 GeV at LHC [29], while the H± → ℓ±N channel

could probe |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−19 with mN < 200 GeV. This upper limit corresponds to the kinetic threshold of
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H± → ℓ±N decay, since we fix mH± = 200 GeV in the analysis. The displacement cut l0 ∈ [5, 3000] mm

leads to the upper and lower bound on |VℓN |2 for certain mN . Qualitatively speaking, the larger the mN

is, the smaller the |VℓN |2 would be. For mN = 10 GeV, the promising range is 10−11 ≲ |VℓN |2 ≲ 10−5,

which just reaches the seesaw predicted limit. For mN = 100 GeV, the promising region becomes 10−18 ≲

|VℓN |2 ≲ 10−10. There is a dip around mN ∼ mW , because the two-body decays as N → ℓ±W∓ is

allowed when mN > mW , so a much smaller |VℓN |2 is required to satisfy the displacement cut of l0. The

sensitivity region of electron mixing and muon mixing patterns are quite similar. Although the acceptance

rates of electron and muon at the detector are slightly different, it is shaded by the relatively large uncertainty

of the Monte Carlo simulation procedure.

We then tighten the selection cuts by requiring at least two DVs in the final state while keeping the

other cuts in Table I unchanged. The results are shown in the lower two panels of Figure 6. Considering

that the acceptance rate for DVs search at LHC detectors decreases linearly with length [33, 64], we can

simply assume that the reconstruction efficiency for two DVs signature search would decrease quadratically.

Therefore, the overall discovery region of two DVs is 10−18 < |VℓN |2 < 10−4 with HNL mass dependence,

which is slightly smaller than that of one DV. In contrast to the one DV signature, the two DVs signal is

free from the canonical W± → ℓ±N background. For mN ∼ few GeV with |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−5, the two

DVs channel is better than the one DV channel to probe the new contribution from neutrinophilic scalars.

However, such a region is now already excluded by LHC direct search.

Besides the HNL mass mN and mixing parameter VℓN , the cross section of the DV signature also

depends on the charged scalar mass mH+ . In Figure 6, it is shown that the upper bound of mN for the

DV signature corresponds to the charged scalar mass mH+ with the proper mixing parameter VℓN . By

setting the mixing parameter |VlN | = 10−10 and |VlN | = 10−14, we then explore the promising region

of the DV signature in the mN − mH+ plane at the HL-LHC. The benchmark value |VℓN | = 10−10 is

larger than the canonical seesaw prediction value |VℓN |2 ≃ mν/mN ∼ 10−12, meanwhile the benchmark

value |VℓN | = 10−14 is smaller than the theoretical favor prediction. The results are shown in Figure 7.

For one DV signature, the sensitive region of mH+ can reach 1200 GeV. Due to lower reconstruction

efficiency, the sensitive region of mH+ for two DV signal would reach about 1100 GeV. A larger value of

mH+ will lead to a smaller sensitive region of mN . For example, the sensitive region is mN ∈ [10, 80]

GeV when mH+ = 300 GeV and |VℓN |2 = 10−10, which reduces to about mN ∈ [20, 70] GeV when

mH+ = 700 GeV. Considering similar tagging efficiency for electron and muon at LHC, the pure muon

mixing won’t give essentially different results from the electron mixing pattern.

For the promising region of mN , it heavily depends on the mixing pattern. A smaller mixing parameter

VlN usually requires a larger mN to satisfy the displacement cut 5 mm < l0 < 3000 mm. When |VℓN |2 =



14

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
[GeV]±H

m

10

210

[G
eV

]
N

m

,1DV-10=102|eNV|

,1DV-14=102|eNV|

,1DVNm/νm=2|eNV|

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
[GeV]±H

m

10

210

[G
eV

]
N

m

,1DV-10=102|NµV|
,1DV-14=102|NµV|

,1DVNm/νm=2|NµV|

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
[GeV]±H

m

10

210

[G
eV

]
N

m

,2DV-10=102|eNV|

,2DV-14=102|eNV|

,2DVNm/νm=2|eNV|

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
[GeV]±H

m

10

210

[G
eV

]
N

m

,2DV-10=102|NµV|

,2DV-14=102|NµV|
,2DVNm/νm=2|NµV|

FIG. 7. Sensitivity reach of the 14 TeV LHC with luminosity L = 3 ab−1 for |VℓN |2 = 10−10, 10−14,mν/mN . We

have fixed mν = 0.05 eV for calculation.

10−10, the promising regions always satisfy mN < mW for both one DV and two DVs signature, which

indicates that the three body decays of HNL N are the dominant decay modes for mixing parameter |VℓN |2

larger than the seesaw predicted value. On the other hand, when |VℓN |2(= 10−14) is smaller than the

theoretical favor value, most of promising regions of DV signatures would satisfy mN > mW , so two body

decays of HNL N become the dominant channels. In this scenario with |VℓN |2 = 10−14, one may probe

mN up to ∼ 300 GeV.

The most natural scenario is the seesaw predicted value |VℓN |2 = mν/mN . The results are also shown

in Figure 7. As already shown in Figure 6, current DV searches via the W± → ℓ±N channel can not

probe such tiny mixing parameter. With an unsuppressed cross section, we find that the H± → ℓ±N
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FIG. 8. Feynman diagrams for the e+e− → H+H− → ℓ+Nℓ−N processes.

channel could probe mH+ ≲ 1200 GeV in this scenario. The promising range of mN heavily depends on

mH+ . Typically for mH+ = 600 GeV, we could probe mN ∈ [30, 110] GeV in the one DV channel and

mN ∈ [50, 100] GeV in the two DVs channel.

B. Signature at CLIC

The Compact Linear Collide (CLIC)[74–76] is a proposed multi-TeV e+e− linear collider. In this paper,

we consider the 3-TeV collision energy stage with a high luminosity of L = 5 ab−1. According to the results

in Figure 3, the cross section of H+H− at CLIC is much larger than it is at LHC for TeV scale mH+ . So

CLIC is expected more promising to probe the heavily charged scalar region. In the ν2HDM model, the

long-lived HNL can be generated at CLIC through e+e− → H+H− → ℓ+Nℓ−N process. As shown in

Figure 8, there are two different production channels for H+H−. The s-channel process is mediated by

virtual γ∗ or Z∗, which only depends on the mass of the charged scalar. On the other hand, the t-channel

process is mediated by the HNL N , which is also determined by the Yukawa coupling y. In principle, large

yeN can be obtained by tunning the structure of Yukawa matrix y. For simplicity, we consider y ∼ 10−2 to

avoid tight constraints from the lepton flavor violation. In this way, the contribution of the t-channel process

can be neglected. So the following results of CLIC in this study are conservative.

Similar to the LHC study, we also focus on the decay of charged scalar H± → ℓ±N to distinguish

the ν2HDM from other HNL models in this section. Therefore, the DVs signature from e+e− → HA →
νℓNνℓN is not taken into account. It should be mentioned that the DVs signature also arises from process

e+e− → NN via t-channel mediator of H±. However, the cross section of e+e− → NN is also suppressed

by small Yukawa coupling y ∼ 10−2 in our consideration. On CLIC, searches for long-lived particles
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Cut-Flow

Trigger on Lepton Nℓ ≥ 1, P ℓ
T > 20GeV, |ηℓ| < 2.5

Tracks P trk > 5GeV, d0 > 2mm

Displaced Vertex Nℓ ≥ 1, Ntrk ≥ 2,∆x < 1mm,∆y < 1mm,∆z < 1mm

Reconstruction ∆R > 0.1, l0 ∈ [5, 1100]mm, mDV ≥ 5GeV

Benchmark Point 1 Displaced Vertex Significance 2 Displaced Vertex Significance

mN = 30 GeV 1.10(1.11) 290(292) 0.12(0.12) 82(82)

mN = 50 GeV 2.01(2.02) 407(408) 0.53(0.52) 193(2)

mN = 70 GeV 0.68(0.68) 211(211) 0.04(0.04) 44(44)

TABLE II. Same as Table I but for the 3 TeV CLIC with luminosity L = 5 ab−1.

through DVs signature have no irreducible SM background. There is one irreducible background from new

physics as e+e− → W+W− → ℓ+Nℓ−N . However, the corresponding cross section is suppressed by

the mixing parameter as |VℓN |4, which is negligible under current experimental limits. So it is still safe to

consider the total backgrounds as one.

To search for the possible existence displaced vertex signature on CLIC, we perform a similar analysis

as on LHC. In Figure 9, we show distributions to use. As before, three benchmark points are selected as

mN = 30, 50, 70GeV with mH+ = 200 GeV and |VℓN |2 = 10−10(ℓ = e or µ). Considering the clean

environment for DVs search at CLIC, we did not put any backgrounds as a reference. Distributions of

electron mixing and muon mixing are quite similar to each other. Benchmark points can be distinguished

by variables as P ℓ
T , d0, l0,mDV . As different detector geometries of CLIC and LHC, we have changed the

selection cuts on displacement as 5 mm < l0 < 1100 mm, meanwhile other cuts are kept unchanged. We

summarize all of the selection cuts for CLIC in Table II.

For the three benchmark points of mN =30 GeV, 50 GeV, 70 GeV, the significance could reach 290(292),

407(408), 211(211) for one DV pure electron(muon) mixing pattern, and 82(82), 193(190), 44(44) for

two DVs pure electron(muon) mixing pattern. Qualitatively speaking, the electron channels have similar

significance as the muon channels at CLIC. With |VℓN |2 = 10−10, the most promising benchmark point is

mN = 50 GeV. Compared with LHC, the significance for benchmark points at CLIC are smaller, because

of the smaller production cross section of H+H− for mH+ = 200 GeV.

We then explore the parameter space for one DV signature with fixed charged scalar mass mH± =

200 GeV. The results are shown in the upper two panels of Figure 10. In both the electron and the muon

mixing pattern, we can probe |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−18 when mN > 3.5 GeV. For seesaw induced mixing |VℓN |2 =

mν/mN , the one DV signature could discover 20 GeV ≲ mN ≲ 130 GeV. Compared with the sensitive
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FIG. 9. Same as Fig.5, but for 3 TeV CLIC.
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FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 6 but for sensitivity reach of the 3 TeV CLIC with luminosity L = 5 ab−1.

regions of LHC, the regions of CLIC are slightly smaller, because the cross section of H+H− at CLIC is

smaller than it is at LHC for mH± = 200 GeV. Therefore, if no DV signature is discovered at LHC, then

CLIC can hardly have any positive DV signature for light charged scalar.

For the two DVs signature, scanned results are shown in the lower two panels of Figure 10. Compared

with the one DV signal, the promising areas become smaller due to more strict selection cuts. For pure

electron or muon mixing pattern, we can probe HNLs with the square of the mixing parameter as small as

|VℓN |2 ∼ 10−16, and the mass as small as mN ∼ 8 GeV. In the narrow mass region between 40 GeV and

110 GeV, we may discover the two DV signature with seesaw induced mixing |VℓN |2 = mν/mN . We also

find that the two DV signature at CLIC could not probe regions with |VℓN |2 > 10−6, which is different from

LHC. According to Figure 6, |VℓN |2 > 10−6 requires mN ≲ 10 GeV for observable DV signature. Due to
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FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 7 but for sensitivity reach of the 3 TeV CLIC with luminosity L = 5 ab−1.

the selection cut on the reconstructed DVs mass of mDV > 5 GeV, the acceptance efficiency for the DV

signal is relatively low in this region. Meanwhile, the cross section of the signal process on 3 TeV CLIC

is much smaller than on 14 TeV LHC for mH+ = 200 GeV, so the two DVs signature is not sensitive for

mixing parameter |VℓN |2 > 10−6.

To obtain the limitation of CLIC on ν2HDM, we then scan the parameter space in the mH± − mN

panel with the mixing parameter |VℓN |2 = 10−10 and |VℓN |2 = 10−14 separately. The results are shown in

Figure 11. Both the one DV and two DVs signature could probe mH+ ≲ 1490 GeV, which are close to the

threshold of H+H− production at the 3 TeV CLIC. For |VℓN |2 = 10−10(10−14), the promising region of

HNL is mN ∈ [15, 80] GeV (mN ∈ [50, 400] GeV), with little dependence on the scalar mass mH+ . This is

because the cross section of H+H− at CLIC is nearly a constant for mH+ below the TeV scale. Compared



20

with LHC, the CLIC has a larger sensitive region for mH+ above TeV, mainly due to a larger cross section

of H+H−. For the two DVs signature, the sensitive regions are smaller than the one DV signature. And

the sensitive regions for |VℓN |2 = 10−10 and |VℓN |2 = 10−14 have no overlap. For the seesaw induced

mixing |VℓN |2 = mν/mN , the promising region is about mN ∈ [20, 160] GeV for one DV signal and

mN ∈ [50, 110] GeV for two DVs signal, with little dependence on the charged scalar mass.

V. CONCLUSION

The neutrinophilic two Higgs doublet model can naturally explain the tiny neutrino masses with TeV

scale heavy neutral leptons. Under a global U(1)L symmetry, the new Higgs doublet Φν carries lepton

number LΦν = −1, while the heavy neutral leptons N have LN = 0. Such charge assignment allows the

new Yukawa interaction L̄Φ̃νN , which induces neutrino masses via seesaw mechanism with MeV scale

VEV vν .

With proper mixing parameter VℓN , the heavy neutral lepton N becomes long-lived, which leads to dis-

placed vertex signature at colliders. In this paper, we consider the displaced vertex signal of the heavy neu-

tral lepton from the neutrinophilic Higgs doublet decay. Compared with the current experimental searches

via the W± → ℓ±N channel, the neutrinophilic scalar decay channels as H± → ℓ±N are not suppressed

by the small mixing parameter, which makes the new channel more promising at colliders.

In this paper, we perform a detailed simulation of the displaced vertex signature at the 14 TeV HL-LHC

in the pure electron or muon mixing pattern. For the 14 TeV HL-LHC with an integrated luminosity of

L = 3 ab−1, we focus on the current inner tracker DV searches. According to the simulations, the one DV

signature is promising to probe the parameter space with |VℓN |2 ≳ 10−19 and mN < mH+ , which is about

ten orders of magnitudes smaller than the W± → ℓ±N channel. Meanwhile, the promising regions of two

DVs signal are slightly smaller than the one DV signal due to more tight selection cuts. We also find that

both the one DV and two DVs signature could detect the seesaw predicted mixing |VℓN |2 ∼ mν/mN for

certain mN . The sensitive region of VℓN heavily depends on the HNL mass mN , i.e., a larger mN usually

needs a smaller VℓN to satisfy the DV cuts. The DV signatures also depend on the charged scalar mass

mH+ . At the 14 TeV LHC, we may probe mH+ ≲ 1200 GeV via the one DV signal and mH+ ≲ 1100

GeV via the two DVs signal. For mixing parameter larger than seesaw value |VℓN |2 ∼ mν/mN , we may

probe mN < mW . While for mixing parameter smaller than the seesaw value, we may detect mN up to a

few hundred GeV.

A similar analysis is also performed at the 3 TeV CLIC in searching for long-lived HNL. For light

charged scalar mH+ around the electroweak scale, the DV signature is less promising at CLIC than at LHC,
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because the production cross section of H+H− is smaller. But it is more promising at CLIC for the TeV

scale mH+ . We could probe the charged scalar mass up to the threshold mH+ <
√
s/2 in both one DV and

two DVs signatures.

Our results can be seen as a supplement to possible future searches of long-lived HNL, which is quite

promising via charged scalar decay H± → ℓ±N on LHC and CLIC experiments. Furthermore, a better

understanding of the backgrounds is also highly desirable. For example, if we can reduce the cut on the

reconstructed displaced vertex mass and keep the background clear from the decay of B hadrons, HNL with

smaller masses would have a greater chance of being discovered.
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[35] A. M. Gago, P. Hernández, J. Jones-Pérez, M. Losada and A. Moreno Briceño, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, no.10, 470

(2015) [arXiv:1505.05880 [hep-ph]].

[36] E. Accomando, L. Delle Rose, S. Moretti, E. Olaiya and C. H. Shepherd-Themistocleous, JHEP 04, 081 (2017)

[arXiv:1612.05977 [hep-ph]].

[37] E. Accomando, L. Delle Rose, S. Moretti, E. Olaiya and C. H. Shepherd-Themistocleous, JHEP 02, 109 (2018)

[arXiv:1708.03650 [hep-ph]].

[38] F. F. Deppisch, W. Liu and M. Mitra, JHEP 08, 181 (2018) [arXiv:1804.04075 [hep-ph]].

[39] S. Jana, N. Okada and D. Raut, Phys. Rev. D 98, no.3, 035023 (2018) [arXiv:1804.06828 [hep-ph]].

[40] W. Liu, J. Li, J. Li and H. Sun, Phys. Rev. D 106, no.1, 015019 (2022) [arXiv:2204.03819 [hep-ph]].

[41] N. Bernal, K. Deka and M. Losada, [arXiv:2311.18033 [hep-ph]].

[42] A. Abada, N. Bernal, M. Losada and X. Marcano, JHEP 01, 093 (2019) [arXiv:1807.10024 [hep-ph]].

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102255
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.1409
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.4254
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.1775
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.1544
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06779
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.01896
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2468
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.3589
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.2209
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7305
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05491
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.06541
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02180
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.05191
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01020
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.05578
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11988
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04497
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.07330
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05880
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05977
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.03650
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06828
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.03819
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.18033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.10024


23

[43] A. Blondel, C. B. Verhaaren, J. Alimena, M. Bauer, P. Azzi, R. Ruiz, M. Neubert, O. Mikulenko, M. Ovchyn-

nikov and M. Drewes, et al. Front. in Phys. 10, 967881 (2022) [arXiv:2203.05502 [hep-ex]].

[44] R. Aleksan, E. Perez, G. Polesello and N. Valle, [arXiv:2406.05102 [hep-ph]].

[45] J. C. Helo, M. Hirsch and S. Kovalenko, Phys. Rev. D 89, 073005 (2014) [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 93, no.9,

099902 (2016)] [arXiv:1312.2900 [hep-ph]].

[46] G. Cottin, J. C. Helo and M. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.5, 055025 (2018) [arXiv:1801.02734 [hep-ph]].
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