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We discuss a simple theory for neutrino masses where the total lepton number is a local gauge symmetry
spontaneously broken below the multi-TeV scale. In this context, the neutrino masses are generated through
the canonical seesaw mechanism and a Majorana dark matter candidate is predicted from anomaly
cancellation. We discuss in great detail the dark matter annihilation channels and find out the upper bound
on the symmetry-breaking scale using the cosmological bounds on the relic density. Since in this context
the dark matter candidate has suppressed couplings to the Standard Model quarks, one can satisfy the direct
detection bounds even if the dark matter mass is close to the electroweak scale. This theory predicts a light
pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson (the Majoron) associated to the mechanism of neutrino mass. We discuss
briefly the properties of the Majoron and the impact of the big bang nucleosynthesis bounds.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.109.115030

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of neutrino masses is one of the most pressing
issues in particle physics. It is well-known that the Standard
Model of particle physics is one of the most successful
theories of nature but it does not provide a mechanism to
understand the origin of neutrino masses. The Standard
Model neutrinos could be Dirac or Majorana fermions. The
most popular idea to explain the smallness of Majorana
neutrino masses is based on the seesaw mechanism [1–4].
In the context of the canonical seesaw mechanism, the

neutrino masses are suppressed by the mass of the hypo-
thetical heavy right-handed neutrinos. Unfortunately, the
relevant scale for the seesaw mechanism can be as large as
1014–1015 GeV. We could test directly the origin of
neutrino masses if the mechanism is realized at energy
scales that one can reach at colliders or other experiments. In
this article, we discuss a simple theory where the seesaw
scale is below the multi-TeV scale and one can hope to test
the origin of neutrino masses in the near future.
One can consider a simple theory for Majorana neutrino

masses based on the spontaneous breaking of the total
lepton number [5–7]. In this theory, the total lepton number
is a local gauge symmetry. Since the total lepton number is

not an anomaly-free symmetry in the Standard Model, one
needs to add extra fermionic fields to cancel all anomalies
and study the spontaneous breaking of this symmetry.
Different solutions have been proposed to this issue in
Refs. [5–7], see also Ref. [8] for an earlier discussion. In
most of these solutions one predicts a fermionic dark matter
candidate from anomaly cancellation. Therefore, a simple
theory for Majorana neutrino masses predicts a candidate
for the cold dark matter in the Universe. See Fig. 1 for the
main idea that defines the connection between the origin of
neutrino masses, anomaly cancellation and the existence of
a fermionic dark matter candidate.
Recently, we started the study of a new class of theories

for Majorana neutrinos [9]. In this study, we investigated
the case where the fermionic dark matter is a Dirac fermion
and using the cosmological bounds on the dark matter relic
density we found an upper bound on the symmetry
breaking scale in the multi-TeV energy scale. In Ref. [9]
we provided a detailed analysis of these theories, we
discussed the dark matter annihilation channels and the
possibility to look for lepton number violating signatures
from Higgs decays at the Large Hadron Collider.

FIG. 1. Relation between the origin of neutrino masses,
anomaly cancellation and dark matter.
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In this article, we study a simple theory where both, the
Standard Model neutrinos and the new fermionic dark
matter candidate, are Majorana fermions. We discuss in
detail the theoretical framework, and the relation between
the seesaw scale and the new symmetry breaking scale. We
investigate all dark matter annihilation channels and point
out the channels that are velocity suppressed. Since the dark
matter is a Majorana fermion, it has a vector-axial coupling
to the new gauge boson associated to the spontaneous
breaking of the total lepton number, and several annihila-
tion channels are velocity suppressed. This is a blessing
because the relic density constraints imply that the upper
bound on the mass of the new gauge boson has to be much
smaller than in the case studied in Ref. [9], where the dark
matter is a Dirac fermion. In the most generic region of the
parameter space (outside the Zl-resonance) one predicts
that the upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale is
below 30 TeV. Therefore, one can hope to test this theory at
colliders.
This theory predicts a light pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone

boson associated to the origin of neutrino masses, the
Majoron [10]. Since this new field is typically very light,
one can achieve the correct dark matter relic density in
regions of the parameter space where the new gauge boson
is not very heavy. We study in detail the properties of the
Majoron and point out that apart from the couplings to the
Standard Model neutrinos, the couplings to photons is
generated at one-loop level where inside the loop we have
the new electrically charged fermionic fields needed for
anomaly cancellation. We study the Majoron decays and
investigate the impact of the cosmological bounds from big
bang nucleosynthesis, showing that one can rule out a large
fraction of the parameter space for the Majoron mass and
its lifetime.
This article is organized as follows: In Sec. II we discuss

the theory for Majorana neutrinos based on local lepton
number, we discuss the anomaly cancellation, the main
features of the Higgs sector, and the connection between the
canonical seesaw scale and the symmetry breaking scale. In
Sec. III we discuss the main features of the Majorana dark
matter candidate, pointing out the velocity suppressed
channels, and we show the allowed parameter space where
each independent annihilation channel is contributing to the
relic density. Including all annihilation channels, we find the
upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale. We also
discuss the direct detection bounds. In Sec. IV we discuss
the main properties of the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson
and the bounds from big bang nucleosynthesis. In Sec. V we
summarize our main results.

II. LOCAL LEPTON NUMBER

In order to understand the origin of neutrino masses one
can consider a simple theory for the spontaneous breaking
of the total lepton number. This theory is based on the
gauge symmetry [5–7,9],

SUð3ÞC ⊗ SUð2ÞL ⊗ Uð1ÞY ⊗ Uð1Þl;

where Uð1Þl is the gauge group for total lepton
number. Here the total lepton number is defined in the
standard way; l ¼ le þ lμ þ lτ. In this context, using
the Standard Model leptonic fields, lL ∼ ð1; 2;−1=2; 1Þ
and eR ∼ ð1; 1;−1; 1Þ, one can estimate the different
anomalies,

AðSUð2Þ2LUð1ÞlÞ ¼ 3=2;

AðUð1Þ2YUð1ÞlÞ ¼ −3=2;

AðUð1ÞYUð1Þ2lÞ ¼ 0;

AðUð1Þ3lÞ ¼ 3; and AðUð1ÞlÞ ¼ 3:

The last two anomalies, AðUð1Þ3lÞ and AðUð1ÞlÞ, can be
canceled if one adds three copies of right-handed neu-
trinos, νR ∼ ð1; 1; 0; 1Þ, needed to implement the canonical
seesaw mechanism.
There are mainly two simple ways to cancel all anoma-

lies listed above without spoiling the anomaly cancellation
in the Standard Model:

(i) Adding vectorlike leptons [5,6];
(ii) Adding four extra fermionic representations [7].

In both cases one always predict a dark matter candidate
from anomaly cancellation. In the first case, the dark matter
candidate can be a Majorana or Dirac field, while in the
second case, it has to be Majorana. In this article, we will
investigate the case when the fermionic dark matter
candidate is a Majorana fermion. For some studies in this
context see Refs. [5,11–16].
The relevant Lagrangian for our discussion can be

written as

L ⊃ ilL=DlL þ iēR=DeR þ iν̄R=DνR þ iχ̄L=DχL

− ðYelLHeR þ YνlLiσ2H�νR
þ λRν

T
RCνRϕþ λχχ

T
LCχLS

� þ H:c:Þ
− VðH; S;ϕÞ: ð1Þ

Here the H is the Standard Model Higgs doublet which
transforms as H ∼ ð1; 2; 1=2; 0Þ, and the new Higgses, S
and ϕ, transform as S ∼ ð1; 1; 0; 3Þ, and ϕ ∼ ð1; 1; 0;−2Þ.
The field χL transforms as χL ∼ ð1; 1; 0; 3=2Þ. In the above
equation the covariant derivatives are defined as

=DlL ¼ =∂lL þ ig2=WlL − i
1

2
g1=BlL þ igl=ZllL;

=DeR ¼ =∂eR − ig1=BeR þ igl=ZleR;

=DνR ¼ =∂νR þ igl=ZlνR; and

=DχL ¼ =∂χL þ inχgl=ZlχL;
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where nχ ¼ 3=2 as predicted by anomaly cancellation.
Once Uð1Þl is spontaneously broken, the Majorana dark
matter candidate, χ ¼ χL þ ðχLÞC, stability is protected by
a Z2 symmetry,

χL → −χL ðor χ → −χÞ:

Therefore, the stability of our dark matter candidate is a
natural consequence from the spontaneous breaking of
local lepton number.

(i) Higgs sector: The most general scalar potential in
this theory is given by

VðH; S;ϕÞ ¼ −m2
HH

†H þ λðH†HÞ2 −m2
sS†S

þ λsðS†SÞ2 −m2
ϕϕ

†ϕþ λϕðϕ†ϕÞ2
þ λ1ðH†HÞS†Sþ λ2ðH†HÞϕ†ϕ

þ λ3ðS†SÞϕ†ϕ: ð2Þ

The scalar fields in this theory can be written as

H ¼
 

hþ

1ffiffi
2

p ðv0 þ h0Þeiσ0=v0
!
; ð3Þ

S ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ðvs þ hsÞeiσs=vs ; ð4Þ

and

ϕ ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p ðvϕ þ hϕÞeiσϕ=vϕ : ð5Þ

Notice that this scalar potential has the global
symmetry Oð4ÞH ⊗ Uð1Þϕ ⊗ Uð1ÞS.
In our notation the physical CP-even Higgses,

ðh;H1; H2Þ, are defined as

0
BB@

h0
hs
hϕ

1
CCA ¼ U

0
BB@

h

H1

H2

1
CCA: ð6Þ

There are three CP-odd Higgses and two of them are
Goldstone’s bosons eaten by the neutral gauge
bosons. The gauge symmetry of this theory allows
a five-dimensional term in the potential,

VðH; S;ϕÞ ⊃ λM
S2ϕ3

Λ
þ H:c: ð7Þ

This term breaks the Uð1Þϕ ⊗ Uð1ÞS symmetry of
the potential and one gets a pseudo-Nambu-Gold-
stone boson, the Majoron J. The CP-odd Higgs
eigenstates are defined by

�
σs

σϕ

�
¼
�

cos β sin β

− sin β cos β

��
Gl

J

�
; ð8Þ

where

tan 2β ¼ 12vsvϕ
4v2ϕ − 9v2s

: ð9Þ

For a detailed discussion of the Higgs sector
see Ref. [9].

(ii) Canonical seesaw: One can generate Majorana
neutrino masses using the interactions in Eq. (1).
Thus the neutrino masses are generated through the
type I seesaw mechanism and the Standard Model
neutrino mass matrix is given by

Mν ¼
v20
2
YνM−1

N YT
ν ; ð10Þ

where

MN ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
λRvϕ ¼ λRffiffiffi

2
p MZl

gl
cos β: ð11Þ

In the above equation, v0 ¼ 246 GeV, is the vacuum
expectation value of the Standard Model Higgs and
we used vϕ ¼ v cos β=2 and vs ¼ v sin β=3. One can
writeMZl

¼ glv. From Eq. (11) one can see that the
upper bound on the seesaw scale is mainly deter-
mined by the ratio MZl

=gl and the perturbative
bound on the Yukawa coupling λR.

III. MAJORANA DARK MATTER

We pointed out that the dark matter candidate is a
Majorana candidate, χ ¼ χL þ ðχLÞC.
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The main dark matter annihilation channels in this model are

χχ → ZlZl; eiei; νν; NN; JJ;HiHj;

ZlHi; ZlJ;HiJ; ZZ;WþW−; qq:

The Feynman graphs for the most important channels are listed in the figure above. Notice the presence of the light pseudo-
Nambu-Goldstone boson, the Majoron, which allow us to obtain the correct relic density in a large fraction of the parameter
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space. Since our dark matter candidate is a Majorana
fermion, most of the annihilation channels through the
Zl gauge boson are velocity suppressed. See Table I for the
classification of the dark matter annihilation channels
according to their velocity dependence. The relevant
parameters in this model for the relic density calculation are

gl;Mχ ;MHi
;MZl

;MN;MJ; sin β; and Uij:

See Appendix A for the Feynman rules. Performing the
standard freeze-out calculation for the dark matter relic
density [17], in Fig. 2 we show the allowed parameter
space by the cosmological bounds, Ωχh2 ≤ 0.12 [18],
when our dark matter candidate annihilates only into
the Standard Model charged leptons. Here we use gl ¼
0.8 which is basically the upper bound on the gauge
coupling in this model. The maximal value of gl is
determined by the perturbative bound on the S†SZlZl

coupling, which gives us that gl ≤ 0.83. As one can
appreciate, we obtain the correct relic density only when
the process, χχ → Z�

l → eþi e
−
i , occurs through the Zl-

resonance. In Fig. 3 we see a similar situation, but in this
case we have only the annihilation into neutrinos, i.e.,
χχ → Z�

l → νν. In both cases showed in Figs. 2 and 3, the
annihilation cross sections are velocity suppressed.
In Fig. 4 we show the allowed parameter space when the

dark matter annihilates only into the right-handed neutrinos
assuming that their masses are 1 TeV. In this case one can
achieve the correct relic density when Mχ ∼MZl

=2. i.e., in
the resonance region. In Fig. 5 we show the viable
parameter space to achieve the correct relic density when
one has χχ → ZlH1. As one can see, there two main
regions, the Zl-resonance region and the other region
where Mχ > MZl

=2, which is more generic. For illustra-
tion, we assume that the H1 mass is 1 TeV. In Fig. 6 we
show similar results as in Fig. 5. In this case the dark matter
annihilates into the Zl and the second new Higgs H2 with

FIG. 3. Annihilation into the SM neutrinos.

FIG. 2. Annihilation into charged leptons. FIG. 4. Annihilation into right-handed neutrinos.

TABLE I. Classification of dark matter annihilation channels
according to their velocity dependence. Here we work in the limit
where we neglect the SM neutrino, charged lepton and Majoron
masses.

Channel v-suppression

χχ → eiei Yes
χχ → νν Yes
χχ → ZlZl No
χχ → ZlHi No
χχ → JJ Yes
χχ → HiHj Yes
χχ → NN No
χχ → ZlJ No
χχ → HiJ No
χχ → ZZ Yes
χχ → qq Yes
χχ → WþW− Yes

MAJORANA NEUTRINOS AND DARK MATTER FROM ANOMALY … PHYS. REV. D 109, 115030 (2024)

115030-5



mass 1 TeV. As in the previous case, the regions allowed by
the relic density constraints have similar features, the only
difference is basically the maximal allowed value for the
gauge boson mass. In Fig. 6 the Zl mass is always below
10 TeV, while in Fig. 5 one can reach 15 TeV.
The existence of the Majoron opens up new possibilities

for dark matter annihilation. In Fig. 7 we show the results
for the allowed parameter space when one has only
the annihilation, χχ → ZlJ. As one can appreciate, in this
case, one can achieve the correct relic density without the
need of a resonance and generically the Zl does not need to
be very heavy. In Fig. 8 we show similar results when one
has the annihilation into two new gauge bosons. In this
case the annihilation cross section is also not velocity
suppressed, one can easily achieve the correct relic density
and the gauge boson mass is always below 8 TeV. In all
these results we are imposing the collider bounds on the
new gauge boson, i.e., MZl

=gl > ð6–7Þ TeV [19]. The
allowed parameter space when the dark matter annihilates
only into the new two Higgses is shown in Fig. 9. Since
this annihilation channels are velocity suppressed one can

FIG. 6. Annihilation into ZlH2.

FIG. 7. Annihilation into ZlJ.

FIG. 8. Annihilation into ZlZl.

FIG. 5. Annihilation into ZlH1.

FIG. 9. Annihilation into HiHj.
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achieve the correct relic density even when the gauge
boson is heavy, with mass below approximately 25 TeV.
There are two viable regions when the dark matter
annihilates into the new Higgses and the Majoron, see
Fig. 10. Since this annihilation cross section is not velocity
suppressed the Zl mass can be large when one has the
Zl-resonance. The last channel we have is χχ → JJ which
is velocity suppressed and we show the results in Fig. 11.
In this case the allowed values for the Zl-mass is always
below 8 TeV. The annihilation channels χχ → WW;ZZ; qq̄
are velocity suppressed and their contribution to the relic
density is negligible compared to other annihilation
channels. Therefore, we do not include these channels
in our discussion.
The previous discussion is very useful to identify the key

properties of each dark matter annihilation channel, and
then we can now show the allowed parameter space
including all annihilation channels. In Appendix B we
also show the branching ratios for the different annihilation
channels to understand the contribution of each channel in
different regions of the parameter space.

We show in Fig. 12 the viable parameter when all the
dark matter annihilation channels are included. As we
expect, there are two main allowed regions, the resonance
region which is not very generic and the other region where
the gauge boson mass is always below 30 TeV. Even in the
resonance region, the gauge boson mass is below approx-
imately 50 TeV. It is remarkable that the upper bound on the
symmetry breaking is just 30 TeV in the most generic
region. Therefore, one can be optimistic about the pos-
sibility to test this theory at colliders. We have used the
value for the gauge coupling, gl ¼ 0.8, which is basically
the upper bound coming from perturbative to show the
most conservative values for the upper bound on the gauge
boson mass allowed by the cosmological bounds. However,
the gauge coupling can be smaller and the upper bound
could be even lower.
In Fig. 13 we show again the allowed parameter space

but in this case gl ¼ 0.3. As one can see, the most generic
region, outside the Zl-resonance, tell us that the upper
bound on the gauge boson mass is always below 10 TeV.

FIG. 11. Annihilation into JJ.

FIG. 12. Allowed parameter space by the relic density con-
straints when gl ¼ 0.8. The area below the allowed region is
excluded once we impose the perturbative bound on the Yukawa
coupling λχ .

FIG. 13. Allowed parameter space by the relic density con-
straints when gl ¼ 0.3.

FIG. 10. Annihilation into HiJ.
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The most important result in this section is that as in the
Dirac case studied in Ref. [9], the cosmological bounds on
the dark matter relic density implies an upper bound on the
symmetry breaking for the spontaneous breaking of total
lepton number in the multi-TeV region and one can hope to
test the mechanism for Majorana neutrinos in the near
future.
In the Dirac case studied in Ref. [9] the upper bound on

the symmetry breaking scale is larger than in the Majorana
case because in the Majorana case studied in this article we
have many annihilation channels that are velocity sup-
pressed. In particular, the annihilation channels mediated
by the new gauge boson, such as χχ → Zl → νiνi; e

þ
i e

−
i ,

are velocity suppressed and one cannot satisfy the cosmo-
logical bounds on the relic density when the symmetry
breaking scale is above 50 TeV. In the Dirac case studied in
Ref. [9] the upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale is
approximately 100 TeV.
In this theory, the dark matter-quark interactions are

mediated only by the Higgses because the Zl gauge boson
couples only to leptons at tree level. Here we are neglecting
the kinetic mixing between the hypercharge and leptophilic
gauge boson. The dark matter-nucleon spin-independent
cross section can be written as

σSI ¼
9
ffiffiffi
2

p

π

GF

M4
h

g2lM
2
χ sin2 θ

M2
Zl
sin2 β

M2
χM4

n

ðMχ þMnÞ2
f2n; ð12Þ

where sin θ ¼ U21U11. In the above equation, Mn is the
nucleon mass, and fn ¼ 0.3 is the effective Higgs-nucleon-
nucleon effective coupling [20]. Notice that the cross section
is suppressed by the mixing angle, θ, which is the mixing
angle between the Standard Model Higgs and the new
Higgses. The mixing angle is naturally small when the new
Higgses are heavy. 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.
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
between the Higgses. In this theory, the new gauge boson Zl
mediates the dark matter-electron scattering but it is very
suppressed by the gauge boson mass.
In Fig. 14 we show the prediction for the dark matter-

nucleon cross section for different values of the gauge
coupling and the mixing angle θ. Here we use sin β ¼ 0.54
for illustration. As one can see, one can satisfy the
experimental bounds when the mixing sin θ ≤ 0.01.
Notice that in this theory, one can have a viable dark
matter candidate with mass even very close to the electro-
weak scale. See Fig. 15 for the Feynman graph describing
the interaction between the DM candidate and nucleons.
One can consider different signatures for indirect detec-

tion experiments. For example, one can have the annihila-
tion to charged leptons, χχ → eþi e

−
i , but since these

annihilation channels are velocity suppressed the theoretical
predictions are very far from the current and future
experimental bounds. One can consider also gamma line
signatures but in this theory these cross sections mediated
by the new gauge boson are also suppressed. For example,
χχ → γγ mediated by the Zl is very suppressed by the large
Zl gauge boson mass. We will study these signatures in
detail in a future publication.

IV. J DECAYS AND INTERACTIONS

In this theory, the Majoron mass is given by

M2
J ¼

λM
4
ffiffiffi
2

p
Λ
M3

Zl

g3l
cos β: ð13Þ

Notice that MJ ∼ 10−4 GeV when λM ∼ 1, MZl
=

gl ∼ 10 TeV, cos β ∼ 1, and Λ ∼MPl, with MPl being
the Planck scale. Of course, the cutoff Λ can be much
smaller than the Planck scale and the Majoron could be
much heavier. For a detailed discussion of the Majoron
properties see for example Ref. [21].
The effective coupling of the Majoron to photons is

generated at one-loop level where inside the loop we have
the new electrically charged fermions needed for anomaly
cancellation. See Table II for the new fields needed for the
anomaly cancellation. The effective JðpÞ − γðp1Þ − γðp2Þ

FIG. 14. Spin-independent dark matter-nucleon cross section.

TABLE II. Fermions needed for anomaly cancellation with
l1 − l2 ¼ −3 [6]. In the Majorana case l1 ¼ −l2 ¼ −3=2.

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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coupling can be written as

gJγγ ¼
X
f

cf e2f
π2

ð1þ 2m2
fC0ðs;mfÞÞ; ð14Þ

where cf is the coupling between J and the charged
fermion with electric charge ef and mass mf inside the
loop. In this case s ¼ ðp1 þ p2Þ2 ¼ p2, where p1 and p2

are the momenta associated to the photons and p is the
Majoron momentum. In this model, cη ¼ 3gl=2MZl

, while
cΨ ¼ −3gl=2MZl

. See Appendix for more details. The
loop function C0ðs;mÞ can be written as

C0ðs;mÞ ¼ 1

2s
ln2
�
2m2 − sþ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
sðs − 4m2Þ

p
2m2

�
: ð15Þ

We have used Package-X [22] to perform the one-loop
calculation. The coupling between the Majoron and (on
shell) neutrinos reads as

gJνiνi ¼
2glmνi

MZl

: ð16Þ

One can set strong bounds on the Majoron couplings to
neutrinos using the constraints from big bang nucleosyn-
thesis, see Refs. [23,24], when the Majoron is very light. As
we will discuss below, the bounds on the couplings of the
Majoron to photons are stronger, and one can rule out a
large fraction of the parameter space.
Using theMajoron couplings in Eqs. (14) and (16) one can

predict the decays of the Majoron. In Fig. 16 we show the
numerical values for the Majoron couplings. We show the
value for the coupling to neutrinos when mνi ¼ 0.05 eV,
while the coupling to twophotons is very small formost of the
Majoronmass values. Only, when theMajoronmass is above
1 GeV, the couplings to photons is larger. Of course, the exact
value of the coupling to photons depend of the new charged
fermion masses. Notice that here we show the numerical
values of theMajoron couplings to neutrinos in the casewhere
theneutrino spectrum is quasidegenerate. Since the lifetimeof
the Majoron does not change too much if we assume the
normal hierarchy or inverted hierarchy, we show the cou-
plings to neutrinos only in the quasidegenerate case.
In Fig. 17 we show the branching ratios for the

Majoron decays using MZl
=gl¼10TeV, Mψ ¼2.5TeV,

Mη ¼ 2 TeV, and
P

3
i¼1 mνi ¼ 0.1 eV. One can see that

the decays to neutrinos dominate when the Majoron is
light, while the branching ratio to photons is larger when
the Majoron mass is above 1 GeV.
In Fig. 18 we show the values for the lifetime of the

Majoron. In most of the parameter space, the Majoron
decays after big bang nucleosynthesis. Therefore, the
cosmological bounds are very important to set bounds
on the Majoron mass and couplings to the Standard Model
fields. In Fig. 18 we show the bounds from big bang
nucleosynthesis as discussed in Ref. [25]. The region in
red is excluded by theNeff constraints, the region in cyan is
excluded by helium overproduction, the region in yellow is
excluded by the deuterium photodissociation, the region in
gray is excluded by helium photodissociation, while the
region in green is excluded by hadronic cascades. As one
can appreciate, these bounds can exclude a large fraction
of the allowed values for the Majoron lifetime and mass.
We show the predictions for the Majoron lifetime in two
cases; the blue line shows the prediction when we use
MZl

=gl ¼ 10 TeV, Mψ ¼ 2.5 TeV, Mη ¼ 2 TeV, and

FIG. 15. Spin-independent nucleon-dark matter scattering
mediated mainly by the Standard Model-like Higgs h, and the
new Higgses H1 and H2.

FIG. 16. Majoron couplings to neutrinos (in red) and to photons
(in blue). Here we use MZl

=gl ¼ 10 TeV, Mψ ¼ 2.5 TeV, and
Mη ¼ 2 TeV and mνi ¼ 0.05 eV.

FIG. 17. Branching ratios for the Majoron decays vs. the
Majoron mass when Mψ ¼ 2.5 TeV and Mη ¼ 2 TeV, andP

3
i¼1 mνi ¼ 0.1 eV.
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P
3
i¼1mνi ¼ 0.1 eV and the red line corresponds to the

case when MZl
=gl ¼ 6 TeV, Mψ ¼ 300 GeV, Mη ¼

250 GeV, and
P

3
i¼1mνi ¼ 0.1 eV. The first case is basi-

cally ruled out when the Majoron mass is below 10 GeV,
while in the second case one can satisfy the bounds when
the Majoron mass is above 3 GeV.

V. SUMMARY

We have discussed a simple theory for Majorana neu-
trinos where the total lepton number is a local gauge
symmetry spontaneously broken below the multi-TeV scale.
Since the total lepton number is not anomaly-free in the
StandardModel, one needs to add new fermions to define an
anomaly-free gauge theory. This type of theories predict a
cold dark matter from anomaly cancellation with specific
properties related to the origin of neutrinos masses.
We discussed the case where the dark matter is also a

Majorana fermion and studied in detail all annihilation
channels to predict the region of the parameter space where
one can obtain the correct relic density in agreement with all
experimental constraints. This theory predicts a pseudo-
Nambu-Goldstone boson that modify the annihilation
channels in such way one can find the correct relic density
when the dark matter is not very heavy. Since the dark
matter is a Majorana fermion most of the annihilation
channels through the new gauge boson are velocity sup-
pressed and as a consequence the upper bound on the gauge
boson mass is not very large. In the most generic region of
the parameter space (outside the Zl-resonance) one predicts
that the upper bound on the symmetry breaking scale is
below 30 TeV. Therefore, one can hope to test this theory for
neutrino masses at current or future collider experiments.
We have discussed the direct detection constraints and

since the dark matter Majorana fermion interacts mainly to

charged leptons through the new gauge boson, the exper-
imental bounds allows us to have scenarios where the dark
matter mass is very close to the electroweak scale when the
mixing between the Standard Model Higgs and the new
Higgses is small.
We discussed the predictions for the Majoron couplings

to neutrinos and photons. The Majoron in this theory is
very long-lived but it cannot be a dark matter candidate.
The Majoron couplings to photons is generated at one-loop
level where inside the loop one has the new charged
fermions needed for anomaly cancellation. We discussed
the predictions for the J couplings and the bounds from big
bang nucleosynthesis, showing that these bounds rule out a
large fraction of the parameter space for the Majoron mass
and its lifetime.
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APPENDIX A: FEYNMAN RULES AND DECAYS

Here we list all interactions used in this article;

χχZl∶ i
3

2
glγμγ5; ðA1Þ

ννZl
μ∶ − iglγμγ5; ðA2Þ

NNZl
μ∶ iglγμγ5; ðA3Þ

ēeZl
μ∶ iglγμ; ðA4Þ

χχHi∶ i
3Mχgl
MZl

U2i

sin β
; ðA5Þ

HiNN∶ i
2glMN

MZl
cos β

U3i; ðA6Þ

HiZ
μ
lZ

ν
l∶ − i2glMZl

ð2U3i cos β þ 3U2i sin βÞgμν: ðA7Þ

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; ðA8Þ

FIG. 18. Majoron lifetime vs mass. For illustration we use
MZl

=gl ¼ 10 TeV, Mψ ¼ 2.5 TeV, Mη ¼ 2 TeV, andP
3
i¼1 mνi ¼ 0.1 eV for the blue line and MZl

=gl ¼ 6 TeV,
Mψ ¼ 300 GeV, Mη ¼ 250 GeV, and

P
3
i¼1 mνi ¼ 0.1 eV for

the red line. Here the color shaded regions are excluded by
different bounds discussed in the text.
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eR → e−iσϕ=2vϕeR; ðA9Þ

lL → e−iσϕ=2vϕlL; ðA10Þ

χL → eiσs=2vsχL; ðA11Þ

χR → e−iσs=2vsχR: ðA12Þ

The Majoron coupling to photons reads as

JðpÞAμðp1; λ1ÞAνðp2; λ2Þ∶ − igJγγϵμναβp1αp2β: ðA13Þ

The couplings of the Majoron with the neutral fields are
given by

χðp1; s1Þχðp2; s2ÞJðpÞ∶ i
3gl
2MZl

pμγ
μγ5; ðA14Þ

Zl
μðp1;λ1ÞHiðp2ÞJðpÞ∶ 2ipμð2gl cosβU3iþ3gl sinβU2iÞ;

ðA15Þ

Nðp1; s1ÞNðp2; s2ÞJðpÞ∶ − i
gl
MZl

pμγ
μγ5; ðA16Þ

νiðp1; s1Þνiðp2; s2ÞJðpÞ∶ i
gl
MZl

pμγ
μγ5: ðA17Þ

In order to compute the Majoron coupling to photons we
need to use a specific model for anomaly cancellation. The
Yukawa interactions for the fields needed for anomaly
cancellation listed in Table II are given by

−LL
Y ¼ y1Ψ̄LHηR þ y2Ψ̄RHηL þ y3Ψ̄LH̃χR þ y4Ψ̄RH̃χL

þ yΨΨ̄LΨRS� þ yηη̄RηLS� þ yχ χ̄RχLS�

þ λχχ
T
LCχLS

� þ λ̃χχ
T
RCχRSþ H:c:: ðA18Þ

In the simple theory discussed in Ref. [9] the physical
fields, η− ¼ η−L þ η−R and Ψ− ¼ Ψ−

L þΨ−
R, couple to the

Majoron in the following way:

JðpÞη−ðp1; s1Þη−ðp2; s2Þ∶
3igl
2MZl

pμγ
μγ5; ðA19Þ

JðpÞΨ−ðp1; s1ÞΨ−ðp2; s2Þ∶ −
3igl
2MZl

pμγ
μγ5: ðA20Þ

We work in the basis where we redefine the extra fields as
follows:

ηR → e−iσs=2vsηR; ðA21Þ

ηL → eiσs=2vsηL; ðA22Þ

ΨL → e−iσs=2vsΨL; ðA23Þ

ΨR → eiσs=2vsΨR: ðA24Þ

The decay widths for the Majoron are given by

ΓðJ → ννÞ ¼
X3
i¼1

ΓðJ → νiνiÞ ¼
MJg2l
4πM2

Zl

X3
i¼1

m2
νi

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1−

4m2
νi

M2
J

s
;

ðA25Þ

ΓðJ → γγÞ ¼ 9α2g2l
4π3M2

Zl

M3
JjM2

ηC0ðM2
J;MηÞ

−M2
ψC0ðM2

J;Mψ Þj2: ðA26Þ

APPENDIX B: BRANCHING RATIOS
FOR THE DM ANNIHILATION CHANNELS

In order to appreciate the contribution of the different
dark matter annihilation channels we show here the
branching ratios for the different channels in some repre-
sentative scenarios. In Fig. 19 we show the branching ratios
when MZl

¼ 5 TeV, gl ¼ 0.8, MN ¼ MHi
¼ 1 TeV, and

FIG. 19. Branching ratio of the thermal average cross section
for the dominant annihilation channels as a function of
dark matter mass. Here we use MZl

¼ 5 TeV, gl ¼ 0.8,
MN ¼ MHi

¼ 1 TeV, and the freeze-out temperature xf ¼ 25.
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the freeze-out temperature,xf ¼ 25. In Figs. 20 and 21 we
show the branching ratios when MZl

¼ 15 TeV and
MZl

¼ 25 TeV, respectively. We use the same values for
the other parameters as in Fig. 19. Notice that in all these

scenarios the annihilation into charged leptons dominate at
low DM mass, while at large values of the DM mass the
annihilation into the new Higgses is the most important
annihilation channel.
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