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We discuss a class of theories for Majorana neutrinos where the total lepton number is a local gauge
symmetry. These theories predict a dark matter candidate from anomaly cancellation. We discuss the
properties of the dark matter candidate and using the cosmological bounds, we obtain the upper bound on
the lepton number symmetry breaking scale. The dark matter candidate has unique annihilation channels
due to the fact that the theory predicts a light pseudo-Goldstone boson, the Majoron, and one can obtain the
correct relic density in a large fraction of the parameter space. In this context, the seesaw scale is below
the Oð102Þ TeV scale and one can hope to test the origin of neutrino masses at current or future colliders.
We discuss the lepton number violating Higgs decays and the possibility to observe lepton number
violation at the Large Hadron Collider.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of the charged fermion and gauge bosons
masses in the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is
well understood. After the discovery of the Brout-Englert-
Higgs (BEH) boson at the Large Hadron Collider we know
that spontaneous symmetry breaking plays a fundamental
role in nature. It is well known that the SM does not provide
a mechanism to generate neutrino masses and one needs to
look for a more complete theory. Today, we know nothing
about the nature of neutrinos; they could be Majorana or
Dirac fermions. In the case of Majorana neutrinos the total
lepton number (l ¼ le þ lμ þ lτ in our notation) sym-
metry has to be broken in two units, while in the Dirac case
the total lepton number is conserved or broken in more than
two units.
One of the leading ideas for the origin of neutrino masses

is related to the canonical seesaw mechanism [1–4], where
the SM is extended including at least two copies of right-
handed neutrinos. In this context, the SM neutrino masses
are suppressed by a new mass scale, Mν ≈ YT

νM−1
N Yνv20=2,

where Yν is the Yukawa coupling between the SM
neutrinos and the new right-handed neutrinos, MN defines
a new Majorana mass scale and v0 ¼ 246 GeV is the
constant value of the BEH field. This simple mechanism

does not predict the scale where the new mass scale MN is
generated; it could be MN ≈ 1014–15 GeV if Yν ∼ 1. If the
origin of neutrino masses is related to the so-called
canonical scale, Mseesaw ∼ 1014 GeV, there is no way to
have direct access to the mechanism of Majorana neutrino
masses at current or future collider experiments.
The scale for total lepton number violation could be

around the TeV scale if Yν ∼ 10−6 and one could hope to
test the origin of Majorana neutrino masses at colliders. In
this case one can look for lepton number violating (LNV)
signatures with same sign leptons and multijets as pointed
out in Ref. [5]. See Ref. [6] for a detailed discussion about
lepton number violation at colliders and Ref. [7] for a
discussion of different ideas in physics beyond the Standard
Model that could predict lepton number violation.
The total lepton number is a key symmetry to under-

standing the origin of neutrino masses. In the SM the total
lepton symmetry is a conserved global symmetry at the
classical level but broken by the SUð2ÞL instantons in three
units. One can promote the total lepton number to a local
gauge symmetry to understand the link between spontaneous
symmetry breaking and neutrino masses. In Refs. [8–10] the
authors studied simple anomaly-free theories based on local
Uð1Þl. See also Ref. [11] for an earlier discussion. The
simple theories in Refs. [9,10] predict the following:
(1) a new sector needed for anomaly cancellation,
(2) a dark matter candidate from anomaly cancellation,
(3) the total lepton number must be broken below the

multi-TeV scale, and
(4) possible lepton number violating signatures at

colliders.
In this article, we study for the first time a simple theory
based on local total lepton number with Majorana neutrinos.
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We discuss in detail the properties of the dark matter
candidate discussing each annihilation channel. This theory
predicts the existence of a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson
(Majoron) associated with the spontaneous breaking of
lepton number [12]. We show that the dark matter candidate
can annihilate through different channels containing the
Majoron and one can satisfy the relic density constraints
in different regions of the parameter space compared to the
study in Ref. [13]. Using the cosmological bounds on the
dark matter relic density we point out the upper bound on
the mass of the new neutral gauge boson associated with the
total lepton number gauge symmetry.
Since the new symmetry breaking scale is below the

Oð102Þ TeV scale, we discuss the possibility to observe
lepton number violation from Higgs decays at the Large
Hadron Collider. In the case of the SM-like Higgs one can
have a large number of LNV events because the branching
ratio, BRðh → NNÞ, could be relatively large. We also
show the predictions for the LNV signatures from the other
Higgs decays. In this case, one cannot have many events at
the LHC due to the fact that the production cross section is
small if one uses the bounds on the mixing between the
SM-like Higgs and the new Higgses coming from direct
detection dark matter experiments. The theory studied in
this article provides an interesting correlation between the
origin of neutrino masses, the nature of dark matter, and
possible exotic signatures at colliders.
This article is organized as follows: In Sec. II we discuss

a simple theory for Majorana neutrino masses where the
total lepton number is a local gauge symmetry sponta-
neously broken at the low scale. In Sec. III we discuss the
main properties of the fermionic dark matter candidate
predicted from anomaly cancellation in the theory. The
lepton number violating Higgs decays at the Large Hadron
Collider are discussed in Sec. IV, and we summarize our
main findings in Sec. V.

II. LEPTON NUMBER AS A LOCAL
GAUGE SYMMETRY

We can have a simple theory for massive neutrinos based
on the gauge symmetry [8–10]

SUð3ÞC ⊗ SUð2ÞL ⊗ Uð1ÞY ⊗ Uð1Þl;

whereUð1Þl is defined as the local total lepton number. It is
well known that the total lepton number is a symmetry
conserved in the Standard Model at the classical level but
broken by three units at the quantum level by SUð2ÞL
instantons. In order to define an anomaly-free theory based
on the above gauge symmetry, we need to add new
fermions together with right-handed neutrinos (νR). In
Table. I we list the extra fermions needed for anomaly
cancellation as proposed in Ref. [9]. See also the other
possibilities in Refs. [8,10].

The Lagrangian of this theory is given by

L ¼ LSM þ iν̄R=∂νR − glðlLγ
μlL þ ēRγμeR þ ν̄Rγ

μνRÞZl
μ

−
1

4
Zl
μνZl;μν þ LL

K þ LL
Y − VðH; SÞ: ð1Þ

Here lL ∼ ð1; 2;−1=2; 1Þ and eR ∼ ð1; 1;−1; 1Þ are the SM
leptonic fields, LSM is the SM Lagrangian, and VðH; SÞ
contains the new terms in the scalar potential. Here we
neglect the kinetic mixing term between the two Abelian
gauge symmetries for simplicity. The kinetic terms for the
new fields can be written as

LL
K ¼ iΨ̄L=DΨL þ iΨ̄R=DΨR þ iη̄L=DηL þ iη̄R=DηR

þ iχ̄L=DχL þ iχ̄R=DχR þ ðDμSÞ†ðDμSÞ; ð2Þ

and the new Yukawa interactions read as

−LL
Y ¼ y1Ψ̄LHηR þ y2Ψ̄RHηL þ y3Ψ̄LH̃χR þ y4Ψ̄RH̃χL

þ yΨΨ̄LΨRS� þ yηη̄RηLS� þ yχ χ̄RχLS� þ H:c: ð3Þ

Here H ∼ ð1; 2; 1=2; 0Þ is the Standard Model Higgs, and
H̃ ¼ iσ2H�. Here we do not consider the case when l1 ≠
−l2 and assume li ≠ �1. Notice that when we have
fractional values for li one makes sure that higher-
dimensional operators do not affect the stability of our
dark matter candidate. The case l1 ¼ −l2 ¼ −3=2 is
interesting but less generic. In this case the Yukawa
interactions χLχLS� and χRχRS are allowed by the gauge
symmetry, and the dark matter candidate is a Majorana
fermion. In this article we focus on the most generic cases
with l1 − l2 ¼ −3, l1 ≠ −l2 and li ≠ �1. Notice that the
condition li ≠ �1 is needed to avoid the mixing between
the χL, χR and the right-handed neutrinos.
The new Higgs quantum numbers are determined by

anomaly cancellation condition, l1 − l2 ¼ −3, and the
above Yukawa interactions. Therefore, the new Higgs
transforms as

TABLE I. Fermions needed for anomaly cancellation with l1 −
l2 ¼ −3 [9].

Fields SUð3ÞC SUð2ÞL Uð1ÞY Uð1Þl

ΨL ¼
�
Ψ0

L
Ψ−

L

�
1 2 − 1

2
l1

ΨR ¼
�
Ψ0

R
Ψ−

R

�
1 2 − 1

2
l2

ηR 1 1 −1 l1

ηL 1 1 −1 l2

χR 1 1 0 l1

χL 1 1 0 l2
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S ∼ ð1; 1; 0; 3Þ: ð4Þ

For some studies in this context see Refs. [8,13–17].
In this theory we can generate Majorana neutrinos using

the following interactions:

−Lν ⊃ YνlLH̃νR þ λRν
T
RCϕνR þ H:c: ð5Þ

Here ϕ ∼ ð1; 1; 0;−2Þ is a new Higgs field needed to
implement the seesaw mechanism. After the local lepton
number symmetry, Uð1Þl, is broken, the theory has an
accidental global Uð1Þ symmetry:

ΨL → eiθΨL; ΨR → eiθΨR;

ηL → eiθηL; ηR → eiθηR;

χL → eiθχL; χR → eiθχR:

Therefore, the lightest field in the new sector is stable. In
order to have a consistent scenario for cosmology we
assume that the lightest new stable field is the neutral
Dirac field: χ ¼ χL þ χR. Therefore, one can say that this
theory predicts a cold dark matter candidate from anomaly
cancellation and its stability is a natural consequence
from spontaneous symmetry breaking. Notice that field
Ψ ¼ Ψ0

L þ Ψ0
R is ruled out as a dark matter candidate

because it has a large coupling to the Z gauge boson and
one cannot satisfy the dark matter direct detection
constraints.

A. Higgs sector

The Higgs sector is composed of the SM Higgs, H, and
the new Higgses, S and ϕ. The scalar potential in this theory
is given by

VðH; S;ϕÞ ¼ −m2
HH

†H þ λðH†HÞ2 −m2
sS†Sþ λsðS†SÞ2

−m2
ϕϕ

†ϕþ λϕðϕ†ϕÞ2 þ λ1ðH†HÞS†S
þ λ2ðH†HÞϕ†ϕþ λ3ðS†SÞϕ†ϕ: ð6Þ

Notice that this scalar potential has the global symmetry
Oð4ÞH ⊗ Uð1Þϕ ⊗ Uð1ÞS. The scalar fields in this theory
can be written as

H ¼
� hþ

1ffiffi
2

p ðv0 þ h0Þeiσ0=v0
�
; ð7Þ

S ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ðvs þ hsÞeiσs=vs ; ð8Þ

and

ϕ ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ðvϕ þ hϕÞeiσϕ=vϕ : ð9Þ

After the spontaneous symmetry breaking, the constant part
of the scalar potential can be written as

Vðv0; vL; vϕÞ ¼ −
1

2
m2

Hv
2
0 þ

λ

4
v40 −

1

2
m2

sv2s þ
λs
4
v4s

−
1

2
m2

ϕv
2
ϕ þ

λϕ
4
v4ϕ þ

λ1
4
v20v

2
s

þ λ2
4
v20v

2
ϕ þ

λ3
4
v2ϕv

2
s ; ð10Þ

and the minimization conditions read as

−m2
Hv0 þ λv30 þ

1

2
λ1v2sv0 þ

1

2
λ2v2ϕv0 ¼ 0; ð11Þ

−m2
ϕvϕ þ λϕv3ϕ þ

1

2
λ2v20vϕ þ

1

2
λ3v2svϕ ¼ 0; ð12Þ

and

−m2
svs þ λsv3s þ

1

2
λ1v20vs þ

1

2
λ3v2ϕvs ¼ 0: ð13Þ

In this theory, the mass matrix for the CP-even Higgses, in
the ðh0; hs; hϕÞ basis, can be written as

M2
even ¼

0
BB@

2λv20 λ1v0vs λ2v0vϕ

λ1v0vs 2λsv2s λ3vsvϕ

λ2v0vϕ λ3vsvϕ 2v2ϕλϕ

1
CCA: ð14Þ

In our notation the physical Higgses, ðh;H1; H2Þ, are
defined as

0
B@

h0
hs
hϕ

1
CA ¼ U

0
B@

h

H1

H2

1
CA: ð15Þ

There are three CP-odd Higgses in this theory; two of them
are Goldstone’s bosons eaten by the neutral gauge bosons.
Notice that the CP-odd Higgses, σs and σϕ, masses are
protected by the a shift symmetry, σi → σi þ c, where c is a
constant. This shift symmetry is broken by the dimensional
five term in the scalar potential:

VðH; S;ϕÞ ⊃ λM
S2ϕ3

Λ
þ H:c: ð16Þ

This term is allowed by all the symmetries of the theory
and tells us that there is only one Nambu-Golstone boson in
the new sector. Notice that this term breaks the global
symmetry, Uð1Þϕ ⊗ Uð1ÞS, to a new Uð1Þ symmetry. The
CP-odd mass matrix in the ðσs; σϕÞ basis can be written as
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M2
odd ¼

λMffiffiffi
2

p
Λ

�
2v3ϕ 3vsv2ϕ

3vsv2ϕ
9
2
v2svϕ

�
; ð17Þ

with eigenvalues

M2
Gl

¼ 0 and M2
J ¼

λMvϕ
2

ffiffiffi
2

p
Λ
ð4v2ϕ þ 9v2sÞ: ð18Þ

In this theory, the Zl mass can be written as

M2
Zl

¼ g2lð9v2s þ 4v2ϕÞ: ð19Þ

Notice that the mass of the leptophilic gauge boson can be
used as the seesaw scale in this theory because it tells us
about the scale where the lepton number is spontaneously
broken.
Using Eqs. (18) and (19) one can estimate the Majoron

mass as a function of the ratio between the new gauge
boson mass and gauge coupling: M2

J ¼ λMM3
Zl
cos β=

ð4 ffiffiffi
2

p
g3lΛÞ. One finds that MJ ∼ 10−4 GeV when λM ∼ 1,

MZl
=gl ∼ 10 TeV, cos β ∼ 1, and Λ ∼MPl, withMPl being

the Planck scale. As we will discuss, in our case the seesaw
scale will be below Oð102Þ TeV. Therefore, the Majoron
will decay fast into neutrinos and it cannot be a dark matter
candidate. See for example Ref. [18] for a detailed
discussion of the Majoron properties. For the cosmological
bounds on the Majoron interactions with neutrinos, see for
example Refs. [19,20].
The CP-odd Higgs eigenstates are defined by

�
σs

σϕ

�
¼

�
cos β sin β

− sin β cos β

��
Gl

J

�
; ð20Þ

where

tan 2β ¼ 12vsvϕ
4v2ϕ − 9v2s

: ð21Þ

B. Fermionic Fields

1. Neutral Dirac fermions

The mass matrix for the neutral fermions can be written,
in the ðχ0L Ψ0

LÞ and ðχ0R Ψ0
RÞ basis, as

−L ⊃ ðχ0RΨ0
RÞM0

�
χ0L
Ψ0

L

�
þ H:c:; ð22Þ

where

M0 ¼
1ffiffiffi
2

p
�
yχvs y3v0
y4v0 yΨvs

�
: ð23Þ

One can diagonalize the mass matrix as follows:

Mdiag
0 ¼ N†

RM0NL: ð24Þ

where the neutral fields are related by the NL and NR
mixing matrices as given by

�
χ0L
Ψ0

L

�
¼NL

�
χ01L
χ02L

�
; and

�
χ0R
Ψ0

R

�
¼NR

�
χ01R
χ02R

�
: ð25Þ

In the limit when vs ≫ v0, the mass of the dark matter
candidate is given as Mχ ¼ yχvs=

ffiffiffi
2

p
.

2. Charged fermions

The mass matrix for the charged fermions can be written
in the ðη−RΨ−

RÞ and ðη−LΨ−
LÞ basis as

−L ⊃ ðη−R Ψ−
RÞMC

�
η−L
Ψ−

L

�
þ H:c:; ð26Þ

where

MC ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p
�
yηvs y1v0
y2v0 yΨvs

�
: ð27Þ

In our notation, the mass matrix can be diagonalized as
follows:

Mdiag
C ¼ V†

RMCVL; ð28Þ

while the physical charged fields are related by the VL and
VR matrices

�
η−L
Ψ−

L

�
¼ VL

�
χ−1L
χ−2L

�
; and

�
η−R
Ψ−

R

�
¼ VR

�
η−1R
χ−2R

�
: ð29Þ

3. Neutrino masses

In this theory, the neutrino masses are generated through
the type I seesaw mechanism and the SM neutrino mass
matrix is given by

Mν ¼
v20
2
YνM−1

N YT
ν ; ð30Þ

where

MN ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
λRvϕ ¼ λRffiffiffi

2
p MZl

gl
cos β: ð31Þ

Here we used vϕ ¼ v cos β=2 and vs ¼ v sin β=3.
Therefore, in this theory the upper bound on the seesaw
scale is determined by the ratio MZl

=gl and the perturba-
tive bound on the Yukawa coupling λR.
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III. DARK MATTER CONSTRAINTS

We have discussed above that this theory predicts a dark
matter from anomaly cancellation. In this context, the dark
matter is a Dirac fermion, χ ¼ χL þ χR. After symmetry
breaking χL and χR have the same quantum numbers. The
dominant dark matter annihilation channels are

χ̄χ → eiei; νν; ZlZl; HiHj; ZlHi; ZlJ; JHi:

Notice that the existence of the annihilation channels
containing the pseudo-Goldstone boson J, the Majoron,
is quite unique. These channels will allow us to obtain the
correct relic density in regions of the parameter space far
from the Zl resonance.
One can compute the relic density using [21]

ΩDMh2 ¼
1.05 × 109 GeV−1

JðxfÞMPl
; ð32Þ

where the function JðxfÞ can be written as

JðxfÞ ¼
Z

∞

xf

g1=2� ðxÞhσviðxÞ
x2

dx; ð33Þ

where g� is the total number of degrees of freedom at
freeze-out and the thermal average cross section times
velocity is given by

hσviðxÞ ¼ x
8M5

χK2
2ðxÞ

Z
∞

4M2
χ

σ × ðs − 4M2
χÞ

ffiffiffi
s

p
K1

�
x

ffiffiffi
s

p
Mχ

�
ds:

ð34Þ

Here x ¼ Mχ=T, K1ðxÞ, and K2ðxÞ are the modified Bessel
functions. The freeze-out parameter xf can also be com-
puted by using

xf ¼ ln

�
0.038 gMPlMχhσviðxfÞffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffig�xf

p
�
; ð35Þ

where g is the effective number of degrees of freedom of the
dark matter particle and MPl ¼ 1.22 × 1019 GeV. In order
to understand the importance of each annihilation channel,
we study the contribution of each channel independently,
and later taking into account all relevant annihilation
channels we find the upper bound on the lepton number
symmetry breaking scale.
In this theory, we have unique annihilation channels

since the dark matter can annihilate into a light Majoron, J.
Then, we start our discussion taking into account only the
annihilation channel χ̄χ → ZlJ. This channel has three
contributions, see Fig. 1.
In Fig. 2 (left panel) we show the allowed region when

only this channel is included in the calculation of the relic
density. As one can appreciate, there is an upper bound on
the Zl mass around 30 TeV. This annihilation channel can

FIG. 1. Feynman graphs for the annihilation channel χ̄χ → ZlJ.

FIG. 2. Allowed regions by the cosmological bounds on dark matter relic density [22] and perturbative bound on the yχ coupling. In
the left panel, we have the annihilation into ZlJ, while in the right panel one has the HiJ channel. We show the results for different
values of the gauge coupling gl and assume that the mass of the new Higgses are equal to 1 TeV.
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give us the correct relic density in a large fraction of the
parameter space. We show the results for three different
values of the gauge coupling, gl ¼ 0.83 (in orange), gl ¼
0.5 (in purple), and gl ¼ 0.1 (in blue). Notice that when we
decrease the value of the gauge coupling gl from 0.83 to
0.1, the allowed region is smaller because the cross section
for the process χχ̄ → ZlJ is smaller for smaller gl and one
obtains the correct relic density only in a reduced region of
the parameter space. For all numerical examples, we use the
values l1 ¼ 1=2 and l2 ¼ 7=2. The main results are very
similar if we choose different values for l1 and l2 charges.
This channel is important because one can have a large
annihilation cross section when Mχ > MZl

=2 because the
Majoron mass is very small and one does need to rely on a
resonance to achieve the correct relic density. We show
similar results for the annihilation channel χ̄χ → HiJ in the
right panel in Fig. 2. However, in this case one has also the
allowed solutions when you are close to the Zl resonance
because one of the processes is χχ̄ → Z�

l → HiJ, and then
when Mχ ∼MZl

=2 one can have the large contribution of

the Zl resonance. The different colored regions correspond
to the different values of the gauge couplings as in the left
panel. The maximal value of gl is determined by the
perturbative bound on the S†SZlZl coupling, which gives
us that gl ≤ 0.83.
In Fig. 3 we show the allowed parameter when we

include only the dark matter annihilation into leptons. In
the left panel we have the annihilation into neutrinos, while
in the right panel we have the annihilation into charged
leptons. These channels can give the correct relic density
only when one has the Zl resonance, i.e., Mχ ∼MZl

=2.
The different colored regions correspond to different values
of the gauge coupling. As one expects, when the gauge
coupling is smaller it is more difficult to find solutions
allowed by the relic density constraints because the
annihilation cross section is smaller and one typically
obtains too much relic density for smaller couplings.
Therefore, when the coupling is smaller one has allowed
solutions only when the dark matter mass is very close
to MZl

=2.

FIG. 3. Allowed regions by the cosmological bounds on dark matter relic density [22] and perturbative bound on the yχ coupling,
when only the annihilation into leptons is included. In the left panel we consider the annihilation into neutrinos, while in the right panel
we have the annihilation into charged leptons.

FIG. 4. Allowed regions by the cosmological bounds on dark matter relic density [22] and perturbative bound on the yχ coupling,
when only the annihilation into two Higgses or two gauge bosons are included. In the left panel we consider the annihilation into two
Higgses, while in the right panel we have the annihilation into two gauge bosons. Here we use MH1

¼ MH2
¼ 1 TeV.
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In Fig. 4 we show the same results for the HiHj and
ZlZl annihilation channels. When these channels are
kinematically allowed, one can have a relic density in
agreement with experiments in a large fraction of the
MZl

−Mχ plane. The main contributions for the annihila-
tion cross sections for these channels are from the u and t
channels. Since the masses of Zl and the new Higgses must
be well above the electroweak scale, these processes are
mainly relevant when the dark matter mass is above the
electroweak scale.
In Fig. 5, we show the allowed parameter space when

one has only the ZlH1 (left panel) or the ZlH2 (right panel)
channels. In this case, one has two main regions, the
region around the Zl resonance and the region when
2Mχ ≫ MZl

þMHi
. Here we show the allowed solutions

by the relic density constraints only for two values of the
gauge couplings, gl ¼ 0.5 (in orange) and gl ¼ 0.83 (in
purple), because there are no allowed solutions when
gl ¼ 0.1. Notice that in this case one has two main regions;

below the Zl resonance and the u and t channels allow us to
obtain solutions far from the resonance.
In Fig. 6 the allowed MZl

−Mχ plane is shown by
considering only the χχ̄ → JJ (left panel) and χχ̄ → NN
(right panel) annihilation channels. In this theory, the
χχ̄ → JJ annihilation channel is velocity suppressed, and
the allowed parameter space by the relic density does not
satisfy the collider bounds on the Zl mass. The χχ̄ → NN
channel can satisfy both the relic density and collider
bounds only in the resonance region. These channels are
clearly unique because they are present in the theory
predicts the existence of the Majoron and the right-handed
neutrinos. The colored regions correspond to the same
values of the gauge couplings as in the previous figures.
Notice that in the case when we study the annihilation into
two Majorons, one has only the u and t contributions. For
the annihilation into two right-handed neutrinos we have
also χχ̄ → Z�

l → NN, and then we can have also the
allowed region close to the Zl resonance.

FIG. 5. Allowed regions by the cosmological bounds on dark matter relic density [22] and perturbative bound on the yχ coupling when
only the annihilations into a Higgs and a gauge boson are included. In the left panel we have χ̄χ → ZlH1, while in the right panel we
show the results for χ̄χ → ZlH2. Here we use MH1

¼ MH2
¼ 1 TeV.

FIG. 6. Allowed region by the cosmological relic density [22] and perturbative bound on the Yukawa coupling yχ . In the left-panel we
show the annihilation to Majorons, while in the right panel we have the annihilation into right-handed neutrinos. For illustration, we
used MN ¼ 1 TeV.
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Finally, in Fig. 7 we include all annihilation channels
discussed above and show the allowed parameter space by
the relic density constraints. As one expects, there are two
main regions: (a) The Zl resonance (less generic) and
(b) the region when the dark matter is far from the Zl
resonance and the annihilation channels with the Majoron
and the new Higgses are allowed. The second region is
more generic because it does not rely in any particular
relation of the masses of the fields involved. Clearly, if we

think about the most generic allowed solutions the upper
bound on the leptophilic gauge boson mass is around
30 TeV. See Appendix B for the Feynman graphs for each
different annihilation channel. The numerical results in
Fig. 7 are in agreement with the perturbative unitarity
bounds [23]. Notice that these results tell us that the seesaw
scale in this theory is below the Oð102Þ TeV scale and one
can hope to test the origin of neutrino masses at colliders.
In this theory, the main contribution to the spin-

independent dark matter–nucleon cross section is mediated
by the SM-like Higgs as we show in Fig. 8. This cross
section is given by

σSI ¼
72ffiffiffi
2

p GF

πM4
h

g2lM
2
χsin2 θ

M2
Zl
sin2 β

M2
χm4

N

ðMχ þmNÞ2
f2N: ð36Þ

HeremN is the nucleon mass,GF is the Fermi constant, and
fN ¼ 0.3 [24] is the effective Higgs-nucleon-nucleon
coupling. Here sin θ ¼ U21U11, where the Uij are the
elements of the mixing matrix in Eq. (15). Notice that if we
include the kinetic mixing between the two Abelian gauge
groups the new neutral gauge boson can also mediate this
scattering process. See Ref. [25] for the calculation of this
cross section at one-loop level. This contribution to the
cross section for the dark mater–nucleon scattering is
highly suppressed by the mass of the new gauge boson
but it is independent of the mixing angle θ. In this theory,
the new gauge boson Zl mediates the dark matter–electron
scattering but it is very suppressed by the ratio gl=MZl

.
In Fig. 9 we show the numerical results for the spin-

independent dark matter-nucleon cross section for different
values of gl and sin θ. In the case when gl ¼ 0.83, the
orange and green lines represent the spin-independent cross
section for sin θ ¼ 0.01 and sin θ ¼ 0.1, respectively.
Notice that all numerical results presented in Fig. 9 are
valid for the different values of the input parameters, gl,
Mχ , and MZl

, where one obtains the correct relic density,

FIG. 7. Allowed region by the cosmological relic density [22]
and perturbative bound on the Yukawa coupling yχ . Here we
include all relevant annihilation channels. For illustration, we
use MH1

¼ MH2
¼ 1 TeV, and the mixing between the heavy

Higgses is θH ¼ π=6.

FIG. 8. Feynman diagram for the dark matter–nucleon cross
section mediated by the SM-like Higgs boson.

FIG. 9. Numerical values for the spin-independent cross section for dark matter–nucleon scattering. The red shaded region is excluded
by the LZ experiment [26]. For gl ¼ 0.83, orange and green lines represent the spin-independent cross section for sin θ ¼ 0.01 and
sin θ ¼ 0.1, respectively. We have used sin β ¼ 0.54 (when vs ¼ vϕ) and fN ¼ 0.3.
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i.e., Ωχh2 ¼ 0.12. As one can appreciate, in this simple
theory, one can satisfy the LZ experimental bounds [26]
when sin θ is below 0.01, which is also in agreement with
the experimental bounds of the SM Higgs mixing angle,
sin θ < 0.3. Therefore, one can easily satisfy the current
experimental bounds from direct detection experiments.

IV. LEPTON NUMBER VIOLATING SIGNATURES
AT THE LHC

As we have discussed above, in this theory the seesaw
scale can be below theOð102Þ TeV scale in agreement with
the cosmological bounds on the dark matter relic density,
and one can hope to test the mechanism responsible for
Majorana neutrino masses at colliders. In this article, we
will focus on the testability at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC). The collider bounds on the leptophilic gauge boson,
Zl, are very strong and it will be very difficult to produce it
at the LHC. However, the Standard Model-like Higgs and
new Higgses, H1 and H2, decays can give rise to lepton
number violating signatures. For a previous study of lepton
number violating signatures from Higgs decays see for
example Refs. [27,28].
One can produce the Higgses at the LHC through gluon

fusion and look for the decays into right-handed neutrinos
that give rise to lepton number violating signatures with
two same-sign charged leptons and four jets:

pp → h;Hi → NkNk → e�j e
�
m4j: ð37Þ

A. LNV signatures from h decays

The SM-like Higgs can decay into two right-handed
neutrinos, if kinematically allowed, through the mixing
between the Higgses. The decay width can be written as

Γðh → NNÞ ¼ 3

4π

M2
Ng

2
lsin

2 θ

M2
Zl
cos2 β

Mh

�
1 −

4M2
N

M2
h

�
3=2

; ð38Þ

and the branching ratio is given by

BRðh → NNÞ ¼ Γðh → NNÞ
cos2 θ ΓSM þ Γðh → NNÞ : ð39Þ

Here we are assuming for simplicity that all right-handed
neutrinos have the same mass. In this case, we can estimate
the number of events as given by

Nhðe�j e�m4jÞ ¼L× σðpp→ hÞ×BRðh→NNÞ× 2

×BRðN→ e�j jjÞ×BRðN→ e�mjjÞ: ð40Þ

In Fig. 10 we show the number of LNV events from the
SM-like Higgs decays using the HL-LHC luminosity
L ¼ 3000 fb−1, σðpp → hÞ ¼ 54.7 pb, cos β ¼ 0.84,
and sin θ ¼ 0.01. Notice that the mixing angle θ has to

be small, sin θ ≤ 0.01, to be in agreement with the dark
matter direct detection constraints. The branching ratio
BRðh → NNÞ is around 10−5 in the scenarios shown in
Fig. 10. Since the dark matter direct detection bounds are
only valid in a fraction of the parameter space, we show in
Fig. 10 the number of events when the luminosity L ¼
138 fb−1 and sin θ ¼ 0.3. This simple estimation tells us
that the HL-LHC could have access to a large number of
LNV signatures coming from the SM-like Higgs decays.
These signatures can be quite exotic because the light right-
handed neutrinos can be long lived and then the LNV
decays can give rise to displaced vertices. Clearly, these
signatures are quite unique but the predictions depend on
the mixing angle θ between the Higgses that could be
smaller. The main reducible background for these signals is
pp → tt̄W� → W�W�jjbb̄ but by using a set of kinematic
cuts one can reduce the background quite effectively. See
for example the discussion in Ref. [29] for details.

B. LNV Signatures from Hi decays

The new Higgses can be produced at the LHC though the
mixing with the SM-like Higgs and their decays can give
rise to LNV signatures. In this case the number of events is
given by

NHðe�j e�m4jÞ ¼ L × σðpp → HiÞ × BRðHi → NkNkÞ × 2

× BRðNk → e�j W
∓Þ × BRðNk → e�mW∓Þ

× BR2ðW∓ → jjÞ; ð41Þ

where the hadronic decay of the W boson is
BRðW∓ → jjÞ ≃ 2=3. The right-handed neutrino decay
width for Ni → e−j W

þ is given by

FIG. 10. Lepton number violating events from the SM-like
Higgs decays as a function of right-handed neutrino masses
(MN). The red line shows the predictions when the luminosity
is L ¼ 3000 fb−1, cos β ¼ 0.84, BRðNk → e�i jjÞ ¼ 0.5, and
sin θ ¼ 0.01. The blue line corresponds to the case when
L ¼ 138 fb−1 and sin θ ¼ 0.3.
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ΓðNi → e−j W
þÞ ¼ g22

64πM2
W
jVjij2M3

Ni

�
1þ 2

M2
W

M2
Ni

�

×

�
1 −

M2
W

M2
Ni

�
2

: ð42Þ

The matrix V defining the mixing between the right-handed
and left-handed neutrinos can be written as [30]

V ¼ VPMNSm1=2 RM−1=2; ð43Þ

where VPMNS is the Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–
Sakata (PMNS) mixing matrix, m ¼ diagðm1; m2; m3Þ
is the matrix of the light neutrino masses, and

M ¼ diagðMN1
;MN2

;MN3
Þ is the matrix for the heavy

neutrino masses, and the R matrix is complex and orthogo-
nal. For a detailed study of the BRðNk → e�W∓Þ taking
into account the neutrino constraints and using the freedom
in the matrix R, see Ref. [31].
The cross section reads σðpp → HiÞ ¼ sin2 θσðpp →

HiÞSM, where σðpp → HiÞSM is the predicted cross section
in the Standard Model changing the Higgs mass. Since this
cross section is suppressed by the mixing angle and
sin θ ≤ 0.01, to be in agreement with dark matter direct
detection constraints, one cannot expect a large number of
events even at the HL-LHC.
In the above equation, the branching ratio for the Higgs

decays into two right-handed neutrinos is given by

BRðHi → NkNkÞ ¼
ΓðHi → NkNkÞ

sin2 θΓðHi → SMSMÞ þ ΓðHi → χ̄χÞ þ ΓðHi → NkNkÞ þ ΓðHi → hhÞ ; ð44Þ

where Hi → SMSM are the decays into SM particles
excluding the SM-like Higgs. Since in our case sin θ ≤
0.01 these decays are very suppressed. The decay width for
Hi → NkNk is given by

ΓðHi → NkNkÞ ¼
3

4π

M2
Ng

2
lU

2
3i

M2
Zl
cos2 β

MHi

�
1 −

4M2
N

M2
Hi

�
3=2

;

ð45Þ

the decay width for Hi → χ̄χ is

ΓðHi → χ̄χÞ ¼ 9

8π

M2
χg2lU

2
2i

M2
Zl
sin2 β

MHi

�
1 −

4M2
χ

M2
Hi

�
3=2

; ð46Þ

and the decay width for Hi → hh is

ΓðHi → hhÞ ¼ λ2Hihh

32π

�
MZl

6gl

�
2 1

MHi

�
1 −

4M2
h

M2
Hi

�
1=2

ð47Þ

where

λHihh ¼ 2λ1U2i sin β þ 3λ2U3i cos β:

FIG. 11. Number of lepton number violating events as a function of heavy Higgs masses (MHi
) and Br(Nk → e�j W

∓). Here we used
luminosity L ¼ 3000 fb−1 and cos β ¼ 0.84, MN ¼ Mχ ¼ 100 GeV, sin θ ¼ 0.01, sin θH ¼ 0.5, and MZl

=gl ¼ 7 TeV.
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In Fig. 11 we show the predictions for the LNVevents at the
HL-LHC as a function of heavy Higgs mass, MHi

, and
BrðNi → e�W∓Þ. For illustration, we use L ¼ 3000 fb−1,
cos β ¼ 0.84, MN ¼ Mχ ¼ 100 GeV, and sin θ ¼ 0.01.
Here we neglected the decays into two SM-like Higgses
to show the most optimistic scenarios. Unfortunately, the
number of events from the heavy Higgses are not too large
at the LHC due to the fact that the production cross section
is suppressed. Therefore, the best hope at the LHC is to
look for the lepton number violating signatures from the
SM-like Higgs decays into two right-handed neutrinos.

V. SUMMARY

The origin of neutrino masses is one of the most pressing
issues in particle physics. In this article, we discussed a
class of theories for Majorana neutrinos where the total
lepton number is a local gauge symmetry. In order to define
an anomaly-free theory based on the total lepton number
one needs to add extra fermions including the right-handed
neutrinos. These theories predict a fermionic dark matter
candidate from anomaly cancellation. The properties of the
dark matter candidate were discussed in great detail taking
into account all annihilation channels. The dark matter
candidate has unique annihilation channels due to the fact
that the theory predicts a very light pseudo-Goldstone
boson, the Majoron, and one can obtain the correct relic
density in a large fraction of the parameter space. Using the
cosmological bounds on the dark matter relic density we
pointed out the upper bound on the total lepton number
symmetry breaking scale.
These theories provide a unique scenario predicting a

low scale seesaw mechanism for Majorana neutrino masses
since the seesaw scale is below the Oð102Þ TeV scale. We
have shown that one could hope to test the origin of
neutrino masses at current or future colliders. We discussed
the lepton number violating Higgs decays and the pos-
sibility to observe lepton number violation at the Large
Hadron Collider. We have shown that the SM-like Higgs
decays can provide a unique window to the origin of
neutrino masses if the lepton number violating decays can
be observed in the near future.
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APPENDIX A: FEYNMAN RULES

In our study, the dark matter candidate is the Dirac
spinor, χ ¼ χL þ χR. Neglecting the mixing between χ and

the neutral components of the fermionic SUð2Þ doublets,
we list the simplified Feynman rules relevant to study the
dark matter annihilation channels and direct detection cross
section:

χ̄χZl∶ − iglγμðl2PL þ l1PRÞ; ðA1Þ

χ̄χHi∶ i
3glMχ

MZl

U2i

sin β
; ðA2Þ

χ̄χJ∶ i
3gl
2MZl

PJ
μγ

μγ5; ðA3Þ

Zl
μHiJ∶ ið2PJ

μÞð3gl sin βU2i þ 2gl cos βU3iÞ; ðA4Þ

NNJ∶ i
gl

2MZl

PJ
μγ

μγ5; ðA5Þ

ννJ∶ − i
gl

2MZl

PJ
μγ

μγ5; ðA6Þ

ννZμ
l∶ i

gl
2
γμγ5; ðA7Þ

NNZμ
l∶ − i

gl
2
γμγ5; ðA8Þ

ēeZμ
l∶ − iglγμ; ðA9Þ

HiNN∶ i
glMN

MZl
cos β

U3i; ðA10Þ

HiZlZl∶ 2iglMZl
ð2U3i cos β þ 3U2i sin βÞgμν: ðA11Þ

We have used vs ¼ 1
3
v sin β and vϕ ¼ 1

2
v cos β to obtain the

above Feynman rules. Here we are neglecting the small
mixing angle between the SM neutrinos and the right-
handed neutrinos. Notice that we are working in the basis
where the J interactions are invariant under the shift
symmetry. We redefine the fields as follows:

νR → e−iσϕ=2vϕνR; ðA12Þ

eR → e−iσϕ=2vϕeR; ðA13Þ

lL → e−iσϕ=2vϕlL; ðA14Þ

χL → eiσs=2vsχL; ðA15Þ

χR → e−iσs=2vsχR: ðA16Þ

Notice that the Majoron, defined as J ¼ cos βσϕ þ sin βσs,
couples to fermions as a pseudo-Goldstone boson.
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APPENDIX B: DARK MATTER ANNIHILATION CHANNELS

The annihilation cross sections were calculated using FEYNCALC [32–34]. Our dark matter candidate has the following
annihilation channels:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)
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(v)

(vi)

(vii)

(viii)
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(ix)

(x)

(xi)

(xii)
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