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We propose two versions of radiative linear seesaw models, where electrically charged scalars

and vector-like leptons generate the Dirac neutrino mass submatrix at one and two loop levels. In

these models, the SM charged lepton masses are generated from a one loop level radiative seesaw

mechanism mediated by charged exotic vector-like leptons and electrically neutral scalars running

in the loops. These models can successfully accommodate the current amount of dark matter and

baryon asymmetries observed in the Universe, as well as the muon anomalous magnetic moment.

Our friend and collaborator Iván Schmidt passed away during the completion of this

work. He will be sorely missed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of the SM charged fermion mass hierarchy, the tiny active neutrino masses and the current amount of

dark matter relic density and lepton asymmetries observed in the Universe are one of the most relevant open issues

not addressed by the Standard Model (SM) of Particle Physics. Several theories have been proposed in order to

explain the tiny values of the light active neutrino masses; see e.g. Ref. [1] for a review and [2] for a comprehensive

study of one loop radiative neutrino mass models. The most economical way to generate the tiny masses of the light

active neutrinos, considering the SM gauge symmetry, is by adding two right-handed Majorana neutrinos that mix

with the light active neutrinos, thus triggering a canonical seesaw mechanism [3–9], where either the right handed

Majorana neutrinos have to be extremely heavy, with masses of the order of the Grand Unification scale, or they can

be around the TeV scale thus implying that the Dirac Yukawa couplings have to be very tiny. In both scenarios,

the mixing between the active and sterile neutrinos is very tiny, leading to strongly suppressed charged lepton flavor

(CLFV) violating signatures, several orders of magnitude below the experimental sensitivity, thus making this scenario

untestable via CLFV decays. One interesting and testable explanation for the tiny masses of light active neutrinos is

the so-called linear seesaw mechanism [10–25], in which the masses of light active neutrinos feature a linear dependence

on the Dirac neutrino mass submatrix. In the linear seesaw realizations the mixing between active and sterile neutrinos

is several orders of magnitudes larger than in the type I seesaw, thus resulting in charged lepton flavor violating decay
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rates within the reach of experimental sensitivity. Furthermore, the linear seesaw realizations, due to the small mass

splitting between the heavy pseudoDirac neutral leptons, provides a successfull scenario for resonant leptogenesis.

In the present paper we propose a radiative realization of the linear seesaw mechanism, where the Dirac neutrino

mass submatrix is generated at one or two loop level. The layout of the remainder of the paper is as follows. In

section II we describe two radiative linear seesaw models, where the Dirac neutrino mass matrix is generated at one

and two loops. The implications of the two loop radiative linear seesaw model in leptogenesis is discussed in section

VIII. The consequences of the radiative linear seesaw models in muon anomalous magnetic moment, dark matter,

charged lepton flavor violation and leptogenesis are discusssed in sections V, VI, VII and VIII, respectively. We state

our conclusions in section IX. Appendix A shows in full detail the perturbative diagonalization procedure of the full

7× 7 neutrino mass matrix.

II. THE MODELS

In this section we discuss two radiative linear seesaw models where the Dirac neutrino mass matrix is generated at

one and two loops from the virtual exchange of electrically charged mediators. We discuss the phenomenological

consequences of these models for the muon anomalous magnetic moment. Before describing two radiative linear

seesaw models, where the Dirac neutrino mass matrix is generated at one and two loops, we start by explaining the

motivations behind the inclusion of extra scalars, fermions and symmetries needed for implementing the linear seesaw

mechanism at one and two loop levels and to generate the SM charged lepton masses at one loop level. The masses

of the active light neutrinos arise from a linear seesaw mechanism when the full neutrino mass matrix expressed in

the basis
(
νL, ν

C
R, N

C
R

)
, has the following structure:

Mν =

 03×3 ε m

εT 02×2 M

mT MT 02×2

 , (1)

where νiL (i = 1, 2, 3) are active neutrinos, whereas νkR and NkR (k = 1, 2) are the sterile neutrinos. Their lepton

numbers are L(νL) = L(νR) = −L(NR) = 1. Therefore, the only source of lepton number violation is m-entry. For the

linear seesaw mechanism to work properly, the entries of the full neutrino mass matrix (1) should obey the hierarchy

εin << min << Mnp (i = 1, 2, 3, n, p = 1, 2). In what follows we will discuss the models where the smallness of the

submatrix ε is due to symmetries allowing its generation only at one- and two-loop levels.

We first explain how the tree level type I and tree level linear seesaw mechanisms are forbidden in our models. This is

done by precluding certain operators with ad hoc symmetries imposed on the models. To forbid the tree level type I

seesaw mechanism, we look for a symmetry forbidding the operators:

liLϕ̃νnR, mνR
νmRν

C
nR (2)

whereas in the case of linear seesaw mechanism it is sufficient to ban only one of the following operators:

liLϕ̃νnR, liLϕ̃NnR, mνR
νmRN

C
nR . (3)

Here ϕ is the SM Higgs doublet, liL (i = 1, 2, 3) stand for the SM leptonic doublets, while νnR and NnR (n = 1, 2, 3) are

gauge singlets right handed Majorana neutrinos. We choose to ban the liLϕ̃νnR Yukawa operator, whereas allowing

the liLϕ̃NnR and mνR
νmRN

C
nR operators. To implement the above specified conditions we impose on the model a Z4

discrete symmetry, which is assumed to be spontaneously broken down to a preserved Z̃2 discrete symmetry. This

guarantees the radiative nature of the linear seesaw mechanism, where the submatrix ε arises at one loop level. In

this approach we also need to extend the SM scalar sector by adding an inert SU (2)L scalar doublet η, two pairs
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of electrically charged scalar singlets S±
1 , S±

2 , two electrically neutral scalar singlets χ, ξ and three SU (2)L singlet

charged vector-like leptons Ei (i = 1, 2, 3). With these fields we can built the following operators needed for the

construction of the submatrix ε at one loop level:

liLηEjR, EiLS
−
1 νnR, (ME)ij EiLEjR, S+

1 S−
2 χξ, εab (η

∗)a (ϕ∗)b S+
2 . (4)

For generating the submatrices m and M , one has to introduce the operators:

liLϕ̃NnR, MmnνmRN
C
nR (5)

Let us note, that several of the above-introduced fields

play an important role in the one loop level radiative seesaw mechanism that generates the SM charged fermion

masses.

For this, it is additionally necessary to introduce an electrically neutral scalar singlet ρ and three charged exotic

leptons Ei (i = 1, 2, 3), as well as right-handed Majorana neutrinos NnR and νnR (n = 1, 2) in the singlet SU (2)

representations. The charged exotic leptons Ei (i = 1, 2, 3) mediate a one loop level radiative seesaw mechanism

that gives rise to the SM charged lepton masses and to the neutrino mass submatrix ε. This mechanism can be

implemented via the following operators:

liLηEjR, EiLρljR, η†ϕρ, (ρ∗)2 χξ, (ME)ij EiLEjR, (6)

To guarantee the radiative nature of the above described seesaw mechanisms, we need to add the spontaneously broken

Z2 and Z4 discrete symmetries, with Z4 broken down to a residual Z̃2 discrete symmetry preserved at low energies.

Furthermore, the inclusion of the Z4 symmetry will be crucial to forbid the Majorana mass terms M
(ν)
mnνmRν

C
nR and

M
(N)
mn NmRN

C
nR , thus allowing us to have zero 2× 2 submatrices in Eq. (1). We assume that the inert SU (2) doublet

η and the singlet scalar ρ have complex Z4 charges, thus implying that they will be charged under the residual Z̃2

symmetry. The inclusions of these inert fields is necessary to radiatively generate the SM charged lepton mass matrix

at one loop level. To close the corresponding loop, the scalar singlets χ and ξ, having real Z4 charges, are required in

the scalar spectrum. Besides that, the radiative seesaw mechanism that generates the submatrix ε at one loop level

is mediated by the above mentioned inert doublet η, as well as by the electrically charged scalar singlets S±
1 and S±

2 ,

whose inclusion is necessary for the implementation of this mechanism.

Now we proceed to discuss the case where the submatrix ε is generated at two loop level.

This requires introduction of six charged exotic leptons Ei, Ẽi (i = 1, 2, 3), right handed Majorana neutrinos NnR

and νnR (n = 1, 2) in the singlet representations of SU (2) as well as inert SU (2) doublet scalar η, and gauge singlet

scalars χ, ξ, σ, S±
1 , S±

2 . Generation of the submatrix ε at two loop level requires the inclusion of the following

operators:

liLηEjR, EiLS
−
1 νnR, (ME)ij EiLEjR, EiLσẼjR,

(
MẼ

)
ij
ẼiLẼjR, S+

1 S−
2 χξ, εab (η

∗)a (ϕ∗)b S+
2 σ∗ (7)

The condition that the submatrix ε appears only at the two-loop level requires introduction of the conserved discrete

Z
(2)
2 symmetry as well as of the spontaneously broken Z

(1)
2 and Z4 discrete symmetries, with Z4 assumed to be broken

down to a preserved Z̃2 discrete symmetry. In comparison with the previously discussed one-loop realization, here we

need an extra preserved discrete Z
(2)
2 symmetry in order to prevent one-loop radiative generation of the submatrix

ε. Note that in this realization of the two-loop linear seesaw mechanism, the masses of charged SM fermions are

generated in exactly the same way as in the previously described one-loop case.

A. Model 1: One-loop radiative linear seesaw model

We consider an extended Inert Doublet Model (IDM), where the scalar content is enlarged by the inclusion of several

gauge singlet scalars, whereas the lepton sector is augmented by considering right handed Majorana neutrinos and
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charged exotic vector like leptons. The SM gauge symmetry is extended by the inclusion of the spontaneously broken

Z2 ×Z4 discrete symmetry. The Z4 discrete symmetry is broken down to a preserved Z̃2 discrete symmetry, which is

a stabilizer of Dark Matter (DM) particle candidate. Schematically, the symmetry breaking chain goes as follows,

G1 = SU(3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z2 × Z4

⇓ vξ, vχ

SU(3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z̃2

⇓ v

SU(3)C × U (1)em × Z̃2 (8)

where Z̃2 ⊂ Z4. The SM Higgs VEV we denoted as ⟨ϕ0⟩ = v/
√
2. The global Z2 × Z4 discrete symmetry is

spontaneously broken at the TeV scale by the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of the gauge singlet scalars ⟨ξ⟩ = vξ,

⟨χ⟩ = vχ.

The scalar and leptonic fields with their assignments under the model symmetry group G1 are shown in Tables I and

II, respectively. This defines the leptonic Yukawa interaction in this model

−L(l)
Y =

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

y
(E)
ij liLηEjR +

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

x
(l)
ij EiLρljR +

3∑
i=1

2∑
n=1

x
(ν)
in EiLS

−
1 νnR +

3∑
i=1

2∑
n=1

y
(N)
in liLϕ̃NnR (9)

+

2∑
m=1

2∑
n=1

MmnνmRN
C
nR +

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

(ME)ij EiLEjR + h.c

Note that the residual Z̃2 discrete symmetry is preserved at low energies since we require that the SU (2)L doublet

scalar η and the scalar singlets ρ do not develop vacuum expectation values. As we will show in subsequent sections

a viable DM candidate is the lightest among the Z̃2-odd scalar fields Re η0, Im η0, Re ρ, Im ρ.

Furthermore, the electrically charged components of the SU (2)L doublet scalar η, together with the electrically

charged gauge singlet scalars S−
1 , S−

2 and the vector like leptons Ei (i = 1, 2, 3) will induce a one loop level radiative

seesaw mechanism that generates the Dirac neutrino mass matrix, as shown in the Feynman diagram of Figure 2.

We further include right handed Majorana neutrinos νnR, NnR (n = 1, 2) (having opposite Z4 charges), in order

to implement a one loop level radiative linear seesaw mechanism that produces the tiny masses of the light active

neutrinos. Furthermore, the heavy vector like leptons Ei (i = 1, 2, 3), induce a radiative seesaw mechanism at one

loop level that generates the SM charged lepton masses. It is worth mentiong that having three vector like leptons

Ei (i = 1, 2, 3), singlets under SU (2)L, is the minimal amount of charged exotic leptons needed to generate the

SM charged lepton masses. Furthermore, the extra Z2 × Z4 discrete symmetry selects the allowed entries of the full

neutrino mass matrix, thus allowing a successful implementation of the linear seesaw mechanism that produces the

light active neutrino masses.

B. Model 2: Two-loop radiative linear seesaw model

Now we consider an extension of the previously described one loop radiative linear seesaw model, where the masses

of the light active neutrinos appear at two loop level. The scalar and leptonic content will be similar to the previous

model. In addition to the fields considered there, we introduce charged exotic vector like leptons Ẽi (i = 1, 2, 3) as

well as the electrically neutral gauge singlet scalar σ, assumed to be charged under a preserved Z
(2)
2 symmetry.

The SM gauge symmetry is supplemented by the inclusion of the Z
(1)
2 ×Z

(2)
2 ×Z4 discrete group. The full symmetry
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SU (3)C SU (2)L U (1)Y Z2 Z4 Z̃2

ϕ 1 2 1
2

1 1 1

η 1 2 1
2

1 i −1

ρ 1 1 0 1 i −1

ξ 1 1 0 −1 −1 1

χ 1 1 0 −1 1 1

S±
1 1 1 ±1 1 ∓i −1

S±
2 1 1 ±1 1 ±i −1

Table I: Model 1. Scalar assignments under G1 = SU (3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z2 × Z4 symmetry in the one loop radiative

linear seesaw model.

SU (3)C SU (2)L U (1)Y Z2 Z4 Z̃2

liL 1 2 − 1
2

1 −i −1

liR 1 1 −1 1 i −1

νnR 1 1 0 1 i −1

NnR 1 1 0 1 −i −1

EiL 1 1 −1 1 −1 1

EiR 1 1 −1 1 −1 1

Table II: Model 1. Lepton assigments under G1 = SU (3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z2 × Z4 symmetry in the one loop radiative

linear seesaw model.

G of the model exhibits the following breaking scheme

G2 = SU(3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z
(1)
2 × Z

(2)
2 × Z4 (10)

⇓ vξ, vχ

SU(3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z
(2)
2 × Z̃2

⇓ v

SU(3)C × U (1)em × Z
(2)
2 × Z̃2 (11)

where Z̃2 ⊂ Z4. The scalar and leptonic fields and their assignments under the model symmetry group G are shown

in Tables III and IV, respectively. With this field content and symmetries we have the following relevant leptonic

Yukawa interactions

−L(l)
Y =

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

y
(E)
ij liLηEjR +

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

x
(l)
ij EiLρljR +

3∑
i=1

2∑
n=1

x
(ν)
in ẼiLS

−
1 νnR +

3∑
i=1

2∑
n=1

y
(N)
in liLϕ̃NnR (12)

+

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

x
(E)
ij EiLσẼjR +

2∑
m=1

2∑
n=1

MmnνmRN
C
nR +

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

(ME)ij EiLEjR +

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

(
MẼ

)
ij
ẼiLẼjR + h.c

In this model Z
(2)
2 × Z̃2 discrete symmetry is preserved at low energies since we require that the SU (2)L doublet

scalar η as well as the electrically neutral scalar singlets ρ and σ do not acquire vacuum expectation values.

As we will show in subsequent sections a viable DM candidate is the lightest among the Z̃2-odd scalar fields Re η0,

Im η0, Re ρ, Im ρ, Reσ, Imσ.
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SU (3)C SU (2)L U (1)Y Z
(1)
2 Z

(2)
2 Z4 Z̃2

liL 1 2 − 1
2

1 1 −i −1

liR 1 1 −1 1 1 i −1

νnR 1 1 0 1 1 i −1

NnR 1 1 0 1 1 −i −1

EiL 1 1 −1 1 1 −1 1

EiR 1 1 −1 1 1 −1 1

ẼiL 1 1 −1 1 −1 −1 1

ẼiR 1 1 −1 1 −1 −1 1

Table III: Model 2. Lepton assigments under G2 = SU (3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z
(1)
2 × Z

(2)
2 × Z4 symmetry in the two loop

radiative linear seesaw model.

SU (3)C SU (2)L U (1)Y Z
(1)
2 Z

(2)
2 Z4 Z̃2

ϕ 1 2 1
2

1 1 1 1

η 1 2 1
2

1 1 i −1

σ 1 1 0 1 −1 1 1

ρ 1 1 0 1 1 i −1

ξ 1 1 0 −1 1 −1 1

χ 1 1 0 −1 1 1 1

S±
1 1 1 ±1 1 −1 ∓i −1

S±
2 1 1 ±1 1 −1 ±i −1

Table IV: Model 2. Scalar assignments under G2 = SU (3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z
(1)
2 × Z

(2)
2 × Z4 symmetry in the two loop

radiative linear seesaw model.

III. SCALAR POTENTIAL

In this section we analyze the scalar potential of model 1. The scalar potential invariant under the symmetries of the

model has the form:

V =− µ2
ϕ(ϕ

†ϕ)− µ2
η(η

†η)− µ2
ρ(ρ

†ρ)− µ2
ξ(ξ

†ξ)− µ2
χ(χ

†χ) + λ1(ϕ
†ϕ)(ϕ†ϕ) + λ2(η

†η)(η†η)

+ λ3(ρ
†ρ)(ρ†ρ) + λ4(ξ

†ξ)(ξ†ξ) + λ5(χ
†χ)(χ†χ) + λ6(ϕ

†η)(η†ϕ) + λ7(η
†ρ)(ρ†η) + λ8(η

†η)(ρ†ρ)

+ λ9(ϕ
†ξ)(ξ†ϕ) + λ10(ϕ

†χ)(χ†ϕ) + λ11(ϕ
†ϕ)(ξ†ξ) + λ12(ϕ

†ϕ)(χ†χ) + λ13(ξ
†ξ)(χ†χ)

+ λ14(ξ
†χ)(χ†ξ) + λ15(ϕ

†ϕ)(η†η) + λ16(ϕ
†ϕ)(ρ†ρ) + f(η†ϕρ+ h.c) + λ17(η

†χ)(χ†η)

+ λ18(ρ
†χ)(χ†ρ) + λ19(η

†ξ)(ξ†η) + λ20(ρ
†ξ)(ξ†ρ) + λ21(ρ

2ξχ+ h.c) (13)

where the SU(2)L scalar doublets are given by

ϕ =

(
ϕ±

ϕ0

)
, η =

(
η±

η0

)
(14)

Here, ϕ is the SM Higgs doublet and η is the inert SU(2) scalar doublet. The coupling terms of ϕS2η, ηϕσS2 and

S2S1χξ are considered in the vertices of diagrams in Figure 2 and Figure 3 whereas in the scalar potential in Eq. (13)

we consider the common terms in Model 1 and Model 2 to study phenomenological aspects like muon g-2 in Section

V and dark matter in Section VI.

For finding constraints on the parameters λi from the condition that the scalar potential V is bounded from below,

we just need to examine the quartic terms of the scalar potential as in [26]. Here we considered quartic terms in the
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η
0
R
, η
0
I

ρ
R , ρ

I

ρ
R , ρ

I

×
EkR ĒkL

×v

l̄iL ljR

×vξ

×vχ

Figure 1: Models 1 and 2. One-loop Feynman diagram contributing to the charged lepton mass matrix. Here i, j, k = 1, 2, 3.

scalar potential that are relevant for g − 2 and Dark Matter phenomenology. For convenience we define a = ϕ†ϕ,

b = η†η, c = ρ†ρ, d = ℜ(ϕ†η), e = ℑ(ϕ†η), g = ℜ(η†ρ), h = ℑ(η†ρ), z = η†ϕρ, j = ℜ(η†χ), k = ℑ(η†χ), l = ℜ(ρ†χ),
m = ℑ(ρ†χ), n = ℜ(η†ξ), p = ℑ(η†ξ), q = ℜ(ρ†ξ), r = ℑ(ρ†ξ), x = ρ2ξχ. With this notation we can write the quartic

terms V4 ⊂ V as

V4 =
(
λ
1/2
1 a− λ

1/2
2 b

)2
+
(
λ
1/2
2 b− λ

1/2
3 c

)2
+
(
λ15 + 2λ

1/2
1 λ

1/2
2

) (
ab− d2 − e2

)
+ (λ8 + 2(λ2λ3)

1/2)(bc− g2 − h2) +
(
λ8 + λ7 + 2 (λ2λ3)

1/2
) (

g2 + h2
)

+
(
λ15 + λ6 + 2 (λ1λ2)

1/2
) (

d2 + e2
)
+ λ16(ac) + fz + λ17(j

2 + k2)

+ λ18(l
2 +m2) + λ19(n

2 + p2) + λ20(q
2 + r2) + λ21(x+ h.c.)

We require that there are no directions in the field space along which V → −∞. This leads to the following constraints

on the λi:

• If a = 0 then d = e = z = 0, so we obtain λ2 > 0

• If b = 0 we obtain λ1 > 0 and λ3 > 0

• If c = 0 and ab = d2 + e2 we obtain λ15 + 2
√
λ1λ2 > 0

• If a =
√
λ2/λ1b and g = h = d = e = 0 then λ8 + 2

√
λ2λ3 > 0

• If b =
√
λ3/λ2c, bc = g2 + h2 and d = e = 0 then λ8 + λ7 + 2

√
λ2λ3 > 0

• λ15 + λ6 + 2
√
λ1λ2 > 0

These constraints are used in our numerical analysis of muon anomalous magnetic moment and dark matter.



8

Due to the scalar field charge assignments the mass matrix M2
ηρ is the same in both our Models 1 and 2, described in

the previous sections. In the basis Re η0, Re ρ, Im η0, Im ρ this matrix is given by:

M2
ηρ =


m11 m12 0 0

m21 m22 0 0

0 0 m33 m34

0 0 m43 m44

 (15)

where the matrix entries are:

m11 = −µ2
η +

1

2
λ19v

2
ξ +

1

2
λ17v

2
χ +

1

2
λ6v

2
ϕ +

1

2
λ15v

2
ϕ, (16)

m22 = −µ2
ρ + λ21vξvχ +

1

2
λ20v

2
ξ +

1

2
λ18v

2
χ +

1

2
λ16v

2
ϕ, (17)

m33 = −µ2
η +

1

2
λ19v

2
ξ +

1

2
λ17v

2
χ +

1

2
λ6v

2
ϕ +

1

2
λ15v

2
ϕ, (18)

m44 = −µ2
ρ − λ21vξvχ +

1

2
λ20v

2
ξ +

1

2
λ18v

2
χ +

1

2
λ16v

2
ϕ, (19)

m12 = m21 =
fvϕ√
2
, (20)

m34 = m43 = −fvϕ√
2
. (21)

The upper left and lower right blocks of the matrix given in Eq. (15) correspond to the squared scalar mass matrices

for the dark CP even and CP odd scalars, respectively. Their diagonalization yields the following physical CP even

and CP odd mass eigenstates defined as follows:(
H1

H2

)
=

(
cos θH sin θH

− sin θH cos θH

)(
ηR
ρR

)
,

(
A1

A2

)
=

(
cos θA sin θA

− sin θA cos θA

)(
ηI
ρI

)
. (22)

Here, ηR,I = Re η0, Im η0. These relations will be used in the analysis of the lepton mass generation, muon anomalous

magnetic moment and dark matter we will carry out in the following sections.

IV. LEPTON SECTOR MASSES

Here we show that, both above specified one- and two-loop models offer radiative mechanisms for the generation

of charged lepton and neutrino masses. In both models the charged lepton masses are generated at one-loop level,

according to Fig. 1. On the other hand, neutrino masses arise at one- and two-loop levels depending on the model,

as shown in Figs. 2, 3.

A. Charged lepton masses

From the SM charged lepton Yukawa terms in (9) and (12), we find that the mass matrix for SM charged leptons in

models 1 and 2 is represented by the diagram in Fig. 1. Analytically we have

(Ml)ij =

3∑
k=1

y
(E)
ik x

(l)
kjmEk

16π2

{[
F
(
m2

H1
,m2

Ek

)
− F

(
m2

H2
,m2

Ek

)]
sin 2θH −

[
F
(
m2

A1
,m2

Ek

)
− F

(
m2

A2
,m2

Ek

)]
sin 2θA

}
,

(23)

where F
(
m2

1,m
2
2

)
is the function defined as,

F
(
m2

1,m
2
2

)
=

m2
1

m2
1 −m2

2

ln

(
m2

1

m2
2

)
. (24)
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mH1
and mH2

are the masses of the physical CP even scalars, whereas mA1
and mA2

are those of the inert pseu-

doscalars.

The SM charged lepton mass matrix can be parametrized as follows:

Ml = AlJ
−1
E BT

l , JE =


1

16π2mE1
K

(1)
E 0 0

0 1
16π2mE2

K
(2)
E 0

0 0 1
16π2mE3

K
(3)
E

 , (25)

where:

K
(n)
E =

[
F
(
m2

H1
,m2

En

)
− F

(
m2

H2
,m2

En

)]
sin 2θH −

[
F
(
m2

A1
,m2

En

)
− F

(
m2

A2
,m2

En

)]
sin 2θA, n = 1, 2, 3

Al = V
(l)
L M̃

1
2

l J
1
2

E , Bl = V
(l)
R M̃

1
2

l J
1
2

E , M̃l =

 me 0 0

0 mµ 0

0 0 mτ

 (26)

Thus, both models have enough parametric freedom to successfully accommodate the SM charged lepton masses.

Despite the fact that the all SM charged lepton masses arise at one loop level, the hierarchy between such masses

can be successfully accommodated by having some moderate hierarchy as well as a deviation from the scenario of

universality of the charged lepton Yukawa couplings. It is worth mentioning that since the SM charged lepton mass

matrix arises at one loop level, the effective charged lepton Yukawa couplings are proportional to a product of two other

dimensionless couplings, thus implying that a moderate hierarchy in those couplings can give rise to a quadratically

larger hierarchy in the effective couplings.

B. Neutrino mass matrix

From the neutrino Yukawa interactions of both radiative models described above, we find the following neutrino mass

terms:

−L(ν)
mass =

1

2

(
νCL νR NR

)
Mν

 νL

νCR
NC

R

+H.c. = ε νLνR +mνLNR +M νCRNR +H.c. (27)

where neutrino mass matrix Mν is given by Eq. (1), after which we also specified lepton number assignment of the

neutrino sector. As seen, the only source of lepton number violation is the m-term. In our models this submatrix is

generated after spontaneous breaking of the electroweak symmetry by a VEV ⟨ϕ0⟩ = v of the SM Higgs doublet ϕ,

which also breaks U(1)L of lepton number symmetry of both models with the charge assignments L(νL) = L(νR) =

−L(NR) = L(ϕ)/2 = L(η)/2 = 1. Therefore, as seen from Eqs. (9) and (12) we have

min = y
(N)
in

v√
2
, i = 1, 2, 3, n = 1, 2. (28)

Since the global U(1)L is spontaneously broken by ⟨ϕ0⟩, one typically expects appearance of the corresponding SM-non-

sterile massless Majoron, which is phenomenologically unacceptable. Fortunately, it does not appear as a physical

state. The simultaneous spontaneous breaking the SM gauge symmetry and U(1)L guaranties that the Majoron

coincides with the electrically neutral CP-odd would-be-Goldstone absorbed by Z-boson. The Dirac submatrix ε is

generated at one and two loops in the models of sections IIA and IIB, respectively. The corresponding Feynman

diagram are shown in Figs. 2 and 3.
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The submatrix ε takes the form:

εin ≃



3∑
j=1

3∑
k=1

y
(E)
ik x

(ν)
kn mEk

16π2 (RC)1j (RC)2j F

(
m2

H±
j

,m2
Ek

)
, for the one loop model

2∑
k=1

λvR1kR2kJ

 m2
σ

m2

H
±
k


96π2m2

S
×

×
[
y(E)ME

(
x(E)

)†
MT

Ẽ

(
x(ν)

)T
+
(
x(ν)

)
MẼ

(
x(E)

)∗
(ME)

T (
y(E)

)T ]
, for the 2 loop model.

(29)

where, for the two loop model, we have set mS = max
(
mη± ,mH±

k
,mσ

)
and we have assumed mη± ≃ mH±

1
≃ mH±

2

and mEi
, mẼi

<< mη± , mH±
k
<< mσ (i = 1, 2, 3). Besides that, λ stands for the quartic scalar coupling associated

with the interaction εab (η
∗)a (ϕ∗)b S+

2 σ∗+h.c. Furthermore, under the aforementioned assumptions, the loop function

for the two loop model takes the form [27, 28]:

J (κ) =


1 + 3

π2

(
ln2 κ − 1

)
, for κ >> 1

1, for κ → 0.

,

and the electrically charged scalars in the interaction and physical basis are related as: η±

S±
1

S±
2

 = RC

 H±
1

H±
2

H±
3

 , for the one loop model,

(
S±
1

S±
2

)
= R

(
H±

1

H±
2

)
=

(
cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

)(
H±

1

H±
2

)
, η± = H±, for the two loop model, (30)

where RC is a real orthogonal 3× 3 matrix.

η
+

S −
1

S +
2

×
EkR ĒkL

×v

ν̄iL νnR

×vξ

×vχ

Figure 2: Model 1. One-loop Feynman diagram contributing to the neutrino mass submatrix ε. Here i, k, r = 1, 2, 3, n = 1, 2.
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η
+

S −
1

S +
2

×
EkR ĒkL

¯̃ErLẼrR

×
×v

σ

ν̄iL νnR

×vξ

×vχ

Figure 3: Model 2. Two-loop Feynman diagram contributing to the neutrino mass submatrix ε. Here i, k, r = 1, 2, 3, n = 1, 2.

From the linear seesaw mass matrix (1), (27) we have the physical neutrino mass matrices

M (1)
ν

∼= −
[
εM−1mT +m

(
MT

)−1
εT
]
, (31)

M (2)
ν

∼= −1

2

(
M +MT

) [
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−2
mT

1 m1

]
−
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1 m1, m1 = m− ε, (32)

M (3)
ν

∼= 1

2

(
M +MT

) [
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−2
mT

2 m2

]
+
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2, m2 = m+ ε, (33)

where M
(1)
ν corresponds to the active neutrino mass matrix whereas M

(2)
ν and M

(3)
ν are the sterile neutrino mass

matrices. The physical neutrino spectrum is composed of 3 light active neutrinos and 2 pairs of nearly degenerate

sterile exotic pseudo-Dirac neutrinos N±
1 and N±

2 . For more details about diagonalization see Appendix A.

Assuming that the scalar and fermionic seesaw mediators in the diagrams Figs. 2 and 3 have masses at the scales

mS and mE , respectively, the light active neutrino mass scale can be estimated for the one and two loop models as

follows:

mν ∼


λy3v2fmE

16π2m2
SM

for the one loop model

λ2y4v2m2
E

256π4m2
SM

for the two loop model.

(34)

where y is a common coupling of the neutrino Yukawa interactions, whereas λ is the couplings of the quartic scalar

interaction S+
1 S−

2 χξ, whereas f is the trilinear scalar coupling for the interaction η†ϕρ (see Figures 2 and 3). Assuming

that y ∼ λ ∼ O(0.1), f ∼ mE ∼ O(1) TeV, mS ∼ O(10) TeV, we find from Eq. (34) that the light active neutrino

mass scale mν ∼ 50 meV can be reproduced in the one loop linear seesaw model provided that the mass scale of

the heavy pseudo-Dirac neutrinos satisfies M ∼ O(103) TeV. Regarding the two loop linear seesaw model, the choice

λ ∼ O(1), y ∼ O(0.1), f ∼ mE ∼ O(1) TeV, mS ∼ O(10) TeV allows us to reproduce the light active neutrino mass

scale mν ∼ 50 meV, for pseudo-Dirac neutrinos with masses around M ∼ O(1) TeV.
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V. g − 2 MUON ANOMALY

The current experimental data on the anomalous dipole magnetic moment of the muon aµ = (gµ−2)/2 show significant

deviation from its SM value

∆aµ = aexpµ − aSMµ = (2.49± 0.48)× 10−9 [29–34] (35)

µ̄L µRĒ2L E2LE2R

×

Hn, An

γ

µ̄L µRĒ2LE2RĒ2R

×

Hn, An

γ

Figure 4: Loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the muon anomalous magnetic moment. Here n = 1, 2.

In our models this deviation is given by the sum of the partial contributions:

∆aµ =

2∑
i=1

∑
Φ=Hi,Ai

∆aµ(Φ), (36)

shown in Fig. 4, which involves the one loop level exchange of neutral scalars and pseudoscalars as well as charged

vector-like leptons running in the internal lines of the loop. This is different than in other neutrino mass models, like

the ones considered in [35–37], where the muon anomalous magnetic moment receives contributions arising from the

virtual exchange of electrically charged scalars and right handed Majorana neutrinos. The analytical form for the

neutral scalar and pseudoscalar contributions at one loop to ∆aµ can be found in [38–42]. Using these results we

write the contributions of the neutral scalars Φ = Hi, Ai (i = 1, 2) defined in Eq. (22). These contributions are given

by:

∆aµ =
m2

µ

8π2

{
2∑

i=1

ω2
Sµ

G
(µ)
S (mE2

,mHi
)

m2
Hi

+

2∑
i=1

ω2
Pµ

G
(µ)
P (mE2

,mAi
)

m2
Ai

}
(37)

where the loop function is given by:

G
(l)
S,P (mE ,mΦ) =

∫ 1

0

dx
x2(1− x± ϵlE)

(1− x)(1− xλ2
µΦ) + xϵ2µEλ

2
µΦ

, Φ = Hi, Ai (38)

with λµΦ = mµ/mΦ, ϵµE = mE2/mµ. In the loop function GS,P , the plus and minus signs stand for the scalar

(CP-even) and pseudoscalar (CP-odd) contributions, respectively. The quantities ωSµ ωPµ are the effective Yukawa

couplings for the interactions of the CP-even and CP-odd scalar fields with fermions in the form liLηEjR and EiLρljR

after diagonalization.

The central experimental value of the muon anomalous magnetic moment shown in Eq. (35) can be successfully

reproduced at the following benchmark point specified in terms of the masses of the scalars Ai, Hk and charged exotic
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leptons En along with the effective Yukawa couplings ωSµ(Pµ):

mH1 ≈ 10164.1GeV mH2 ≈ 3782.1GeV mA1 ≈ 5860.1GeV (39)

mA2 ≈ 3781.9GeV mE1 ≈ 611.5GeV mE2 ≈ 625GeV (40)

ωSµ ≈ 1.569 ωPµ ≈ 1.578 (41)

According to Eqs. (16)-(21), this benchmark point corresponds to the model parameters

vϕ = 246GeV, vχ ≈ 8381.8 GeV vξ ≈ 8381.8 ,GeV (42)

µρ ≈ 383.5GeV µη ≈ 383.5GeV f ≈ 830GeV (43)

λ6 = λ15 = λ16 ≈ 0.0970 λ17 = λ19 ≈ 0.205 λ18 = λ20 = λ21 ≈ 0.981 (44)

VI. SCALAR DARK MATTER

As we already mentioned, a viable DM candidate in the one loop radiative linear seesaw model is the lightest among

the Z̃2-odd scalars. Regarding the two loop linear seesaw model, due to the preserved Z
(2)
2 × Z̃2 symmetry, one scalar

DM candidate is the lightest among the Re σ and Im σ and the other one is the lightest among Z̃2-odd scalars. This

implies that in this model we have a multicomponent dark matter and thus the resulting relic density will be the sum

of the relic densities generated by these two scalar DM candidates. As to a fermionic DM candidate, this could be the

lightest of the Z̃2-odd mass eigenstate linear combinations of νnR, NnR (n = 1, 2) with the typical mass M specified

in Eqs. (32), (33). However, it is less interesting DM candidate. In fact, as we showed in sec. IVB, the smallness of

the active neutrino masses in Eq. (34) implies M to be sufficiently large. Otherwise Yukawa and quartic couplings

are very small making the related phenomenology scarce, such as for example very tiny rates for charged lepton flavor

violating decays. On the other hand the Z̃2-odd right handed neutrino states with M greater than the SM Higgs

boson mass MH are not DM candidates since they can decay into the SM Higgs boson and an active neutrino.

For these reasons we focus on the scalar DM candidates and proceed to analyze the implications of the one loop linear

seesaw model in dark matter. The detailed study of the implications of the two loop linear seesaw model in dark

matter is left beyond the scope of the present paper and is deferred for a future work. In the benchmark scenario

(39)-(42) the DM candidate is the CP-odd scalar A2, defined in Eq. (22). We denote this particle as A. After

diagonalizing the CP-odd scalar mass matrix in Eq. (15), we find the couplings of A to the 126 GeV SM-like Higgs

boson

λhhAA =λ16 sin
2 θA + λ6 cos

2 θA + λ15 cos
2 θA (45)

λhAA =−
√
2f sin θA cos θA + λ16vϕ sin

2 θA + λ6vϕ cos
2 θA

+ λ15vϕ cos
2 θA, (46)

where, θA ≈ 3.13 is the mixing angle of the CP-odd scalar fields that was fitted with muon g-2 anomaly in Section V.

For the calculation of the relic density abundance Ωh2 of our scalar DM candidate A we specify its annihilation

channels in Fig. 5. They are annihilation (a) into a pair of the SM Higgses h via quartic coupling λhhAA, (b) into a

pair of the SM electroweak bosons via the gauge coupling as well as (c) into a pair the SM fermions or the SM Higgses

via a Higgs-portal like diagrams consisting of the trilinear coupling λhAA and the SM Yukawa coupling or trilinear

Higgs coupling. Note that due to the conservation of CP in the scalar sector of our models, there is no coannihilation

of A with other scalars, in particular, with H2, which in the current benchmark scenario (39)-(41), is very close in

mass to the mass of A.
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(a)
(b) (c)

Figure 5: Relevant Feynman diagrams for DM annihilation (a), (b), (c). Here A = A2 is the CP-odd scalar DM candidate and

the lightest CP-even scalar H = H2.

Having this at hand, we calculated DM relic abundance Ωh2 with the help of micrOMEGAs5.2 [43] and generated a

scatter plot characterizing the correlation between Ωh2 and DM candidate mass mA2
, shown in Fig. 6 for the case of

the benchmark point (39)-(41).

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
mA2[GeV]

10 12

10 10

10 8

10 6

10 4

10 2

100

h
2

Figure 6: Correlation plot of the relic abundance Ωh2 as a function of the DM candidate mass mA2 . The orange doted line is

the experimental limit for Dark Matter relic abundance.
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Figure 7: Correlation plot of the relic abundance Ωh2 as a function of the DM candidate mass mA2 and mH2 .

The plot in Fig. 6 shows that the relic abundance is near the observed value Ωh2 = 0.12± 0.0012 [44] for A0
2 masses

above 4000 GeV, and only few points are excluded by the limit. Every point in this plot fits g − 2 muon anomaly.

The best fit values are Ωh2 = 0.1231 and ∆aµ = 2.79 × 10−9 inside the 3σ and 1σ experimentally allowed ranges,

respectively.

For completeness we studied correlations between the masses of mH2
, mA2

and the relic abundance Ωh2. The result

is shown in Fig. 7. As seen, the masses of mH2
and mA2

are rather close and linearly correlated. Under-abundance

is restricted to masses below 2 TeV. The observed relic abundance can be reached in a wide range of larger masses.

We note that higher values of mH2 are directly related to the values of relic abundance near the experimental limit

and the values of mA2 are restricted to be close to mH2 .
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R
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Figure 8: µ → eγ branching ratio as a function of |Reµ|. The color surface is the value of Tr[RR†].

VII. CHARGED LEPTON FLAVOR VIOLATION

In this section we analyze charged lepton flavor violation (cLFV) processes present due to the mixing between active

and heavy sterile neutrinos. Here we focus on li → ljγ decay. At one loop level its branching ratio is [45–47]

BR (li → ljγ) =
α3
W s2Wm5

li

256π2m4
WΓi

|Gij |2 (47)

Gij ≃
3∑

k=1

([(
1−RR†)Uν

]∗)
ik

((
1−RR†)Uν

)
jk

Gγ

(
m2

νk

m2
W

)
+ 2

2∑
l=1

(R∗)il (R)jl Gγ

(
m2

NRl

m2
W

)
, (48)

Gγ(x) =
10− 43x+ 78x2 − 49x3 + 18x3 lnx+ 4x4

12 (1− x)
4 ,

where Γµ = 3× 10−19 GeV is the total muon decay width, Uν is the matrix that diagonalizes the light neutrino mass

matrix which, in our case, is equal to the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix since the charged lepton

mixing matrix is set to be equal to the identity Uℓ = I. In addition, the matrix R is given by

R =
1√
2
mM−1, (49)

where M and m are 2× 2 and 3× 2 entries of 7× 7 neutrino mass matrix in Eq. (1), respectively. In Fig. 8 we plot

the values of the branching ratio Br(µ → eγ) as a function of |Reµ| for different values of Tr[RR†]. The points have

been generated for the benchmark scenario (39)-(42) by randomly varying the neutrino mass matrix parameters (27)

in the ranges m ∈ [10−3, 10−1]GeV, M ∈ [10, 103]GeV. According to Sec. IVB these points are compatible with the

active neutrino mass scales mν ∼ 50 meV. Fig. 8 shows that there are large number of the model points below the

experimental upper bound Br(µ → eγ) < 4.2× 10−13 many of which should be accessible in the future experiments.
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VIII. LEPTOGENESIS

Here we analyze the implications of our two-loop model for leptogenesis. We skip the one-loop model, where the

Yukawa couplings responsible of the neutrino mass, discussed in Sec. IVB, are typically smaller than in the two-loop

model and, as a result, its effect on leptogenesis should be smaller. To simplify our analysis we assume that M is a

diagonal matrix satisfying the condition |M11| ≪ |M22|. In this case the Baryon asymmetry of the Universe (BAU)

is dominated in our model by N±
1 pseudo-Dirac sterile neutrino, defined in Sec. IVB. This situation is similar as in

[48, 49] where the contribution to the baryon asymmetry arising from the remaining heavy neutral leptons is negligible.

We further assume that the exotic leptonic fields EnR and ΩnR are heavier than the lightest pseudo-Dirac fermion

N±
1 = N±. We use the basis where the SM charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal. Then, the lepton asymmetry

parameter, which is induced by the decay of N±, has the following form [50, 51]:

ϵ± =

3∑
i=1

[
Γ
(
N± → ẼiS

+
1

)
− Γ

(
N± → ẼiS

−
1

)]
3∑

i=1

[
Γ
(
N± → ẼiS

+
1

)
+ Γ

(
N± → ẼiS

−
1

)] ≃
Im

{([(
yN+

)† (
yN−

)]2)
11

}
8πA±

r

r2 +
Γ2
±

m2
N±

, (50)

with:

r =
m2

N+
−m2

N−

mN+
mN−

, A± =
[(
yN±

)†
yN±

]
11

, Γ± =
A±mN±

8π
,

yN+
=

x(ν)

√
2

(
12×2 −

1

2
BT

2 B2 −BT
1 B2

)
,

yN− =
x(ν)

√
2

(
12×2 −

1

2
BT

1 B1

)
, (51)

B1 ≃ −
√
2m2

(
M +MT

)−1 ≃ − 1√
2
m2M

−1 = − 1√
2
(m− ε)M−1,

B2 ≃ −
√
2m1

(
M +MT

)−1 ≃ − 1√
2
m1M

−1 = − 1√
2
(m+ ε)M−1.

As mentioned in [52], neglecting the interference terms involving the two different sterile neutrinos N± leads to huge

values of the washout parameter KN+ +KN− . Thus, this effect must be taken into account. The small mass splitting

in the pair of the states N±, forming a pseudo-Dirac neutrino, leads to destructive interference in the scattering

process [53] properly reducing the washout parameter. Its effective value, including the interference term, is given by

Keff ≃
(
KN+δ2+ +KN−δ2−

)
, (52)

where:

δ± =
mN+ −mN−

ΓN±
, KN± =

Γ±
H (T )

, H(T ) =

√
4π3g∗

45

T 2

MP
(53)

where g∗ = 106.75 is the number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom, MPl = 1.2 × 109 GeV is the Planck

constant and T = mN± . In the weak and strong washout regimes, the baryon asymmetry is related to the lepton

asymmetry [51] as follows

Y∆B =
nB − nB

s
= −28

79

ϵ+ + ϵ−
g∗

, for Keff ≪ 1, (54)

Y∆B =
nB − nB

s
= −28

79

0.3 (ϵ+ + ϵ−)

g∗Keff (lnKeff )
0.6 , for Keff ≫ 1, (55)
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Figure 9: Correlation of the sterile neutrino mass splitting δmN with the mass of the lighest sterile neutrino for the weak

washout regime.

The correlation of the sterile neutrino mass splitting δmN with the mass of the lightest sterile neutrino for the

weak washout regime is shown in Figure 9. To generate this plot, we performed a random scan in the ranges

(mνD)ij ∈ [1, 150] GeV, M11 ∈ [150, 500] GeV, M22 ∈ [1, 2] TeV and δmN ∈ [0.5, 1.5] eV. As indicated by Figure 9, an

increase of the sterile neutrino mass splitting δmN yields larger values for the mass mN of the lightest pseudo-Dirac

lepton, in order to successfully reproduce the observed value of the baryon asymmetry [54]

Y∆B =
nB − nB̄

s
= (0.87± 0.01)× 10−10 (56)

Such larger values of the lightest pseudo-Dirac lepton mass mN will give rise to smaller active-sterile neutrino mixing

angles, thus yielding smaller rates for charged lepton flavor violating decays such as µ → eγ. As shown by Figure 9,

our model is capable of successfully accommodating the baryon asymmmetry of the Universe via resonant leptogenesis.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed two models where the tiny masses of the light active neutrinos are generated from a radiative linear

seesaw mechanism, with the Dirac neutrino mass submatrix arising at one and two loop levels in the first and second

model, respectively, due to the virtual electrically charged scalars and vector-like leptons running inside the loops.

In these models, the masses of the SM charged leptons are generated from a one loop radiative seesaw mechanism,

mediated by charged exotic vector like leptons and electrically neutral scalars. This loop pattern, engendering small
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masses to the light active neutrinos and the SM charged lepton masses, is ensured by a preserved Z̃2 discrete symmetry,

which also guarantees stability of the scalar dark matter candidate in our models. These models can be treated as

extended Inert Doublet Models (IDM), where the scalar content is augmented with the inclusion of several electrically

neutral and electrically charged scalar singlets, whereas the lepton sector is enlarged with right handed Majorana

neutrinos and charged exotic vector like leptons. We have found that these models can successfully comply with

the constraints arising from charged lepton flavor violation, leptogenesis, dark matter and muon anomalous magnetic

moment.
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Appendix A: Diagonalization of the neutrino mass matrix.

Here, for the convenience of the reader, we show in full detail the perturbative diagonalization procedure of the full

7×7 neutrino mass matrix Mν of Eq. (1). The elements of the submatrices ε, m and M obey the following hierarchy:

εin << min << Mnp, i = 1, 2, 3, n, p = 1, 2. (A1)

We start by applying the following first orthogonal transformation to the matrix Mν :

ST
ν MνSν =

 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2 − 1√

2
12×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2


 03×3 ε m

εT 02×2 M

mT MT 02×2


 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2

02×3 − 1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2



=

 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2 − 1√

2
12×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2




03×3 − 1√
2
(m− ε) 1√

2
(m+ ε)

εT − 1√
2
M 1√

2
M

mT 1√
2
MT 1√

2
MT



=


03×3 − 1√

2
(m− ε) 1√

2
(m+ ε)

1√
2

(
εT −mT

)
− 1

2

(
M +MT

)
1
2M − 1

2M
T

1√
2

(
εT +mT

)
1
2M

T − 1
2M

1
2

(
M +MT

)


∼=


03×3 − 1√

2
m1

1√
2
m2

− 1√
2
mT

1 − 1
2

(
M +MT

)
02×2

1√
2
mT

2 02×2
1
2

(
M +MT

)
 (A2)

where the rotation matrix Sν is given by:
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Sν =

 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2

02×3 − 1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2

 , (A3)

and the submatrices m1 and m2 have the form:

m1 = m− ε, m2 = m+ ε. (A4)

Now we perform a second orthogonal transformation under the matrix Mν as follows:

RT
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1ν (A5)

=

 13×3 − 1
2B1B

T
1 03×2 B1

02×3 12×2 0

−BT
1 0 12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1




03×3 − 1√
2
m1

1√
2
m2

− 1√
2
mT

1 − 1
2

(
M +MT

)
02×2

1√
2
mT

2 02×2
1
2

(
M +MT

)


×

 13×3 − 1
2B1B

T
1 03×2 −B1

02×3 12×2 02×2

BT
1 02×2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1



=

 13×3 − 1
2B1B

T
1 03×2 B1

02×3 12×2 02×2

−BT
1 02×2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1




1√
2
m2B

T
1 − 1√

2
m1

1√
2
m2

− 1√
2
mT

1 − 1
2

(
M +MT

)
1√
2
mT

1 B1

1√
2
mT

2 + 1
2

(
M +MT

)
BT

1 02×2
1
2

(
M +MT

)


≃


1√
2
m2B

T
1 +B1

(
1√
2
mT

2 + 1
2

(
M +MT

)
BT

1

)
− 1√

2
m1

1√
2
m2 +

1
2B1

(
M +MT

)
− 1√

2
mT

1 − 1
2

(
M +MT

)
1√
2
mT

1 B1

1√
2
mT

2 + 1
2

(
M +MT

)
BT

1
1√
2
BT

1 m1
1
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

) (
M +MT

)
− 1√

2
BT

1 m2


By imposing the partial diagonalization condition:

(
RT

1νS
T
ν MνSνR1ν

)
in

=
(
RT

1νS
T
ν MνSνR1ν

)
ni

= 0, i = 1, 2, 3, n = 1, 2. (A6)

we find the following relation:

B1 ≃ −
√
2m2

(
M +MT

)−1
(A7)

which implies that:

RT
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1ν

≃


−m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1 03×2

− 1√
2
mT

1 −M+MT

2 02×2

02×3 02×2

[
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2

(
M +MT

)−1
]
(M+MT )

2 +
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2



=

 −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1 03×2

− 1√
2
mT

1 X 02×2

02×3 02×2 Y

 (A8)
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where X and Y are given by:

X = −1

2

(
M +MT

)
,

Y =
1

2

[
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2

(
M +MT

)−1
] (

M +MT
)
+
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2, (A9)

Next, we proceed to apply a third orthogonal transformation obtaining the following relation:

RT
2νR

T
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1νR2ν

=

 13×3 − 1
2B2B

T
2 B2 03×2

−BT
2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 02×2

02×3 02×2 12×2


 −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1 03×2

− 1√
2
mT

1 X 02×2

02×3 02×2 Y



×

 1− 1
2B2B

T
2 −B2 03×2

BT
2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 02×2

02×3 02×2 12×2



≃

 13×3 − 1
2B2B

T
2 B2 03×2

−BT
2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 02×2

02×3 02×2 12×2


 −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1B

T
2 − 1√

2
m1 03×2

− 1√
2
mT

1 +XBT
2 X 02×2

02×3 02×2 Y



≃

 −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1B

T
2 − 1√

2
B2m

T
1 +B2XBT

2 − 1√
2
m1 +B2X 03×2

− 1√
2
mT

1 +XBT
2 X

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2

)
+ 1√

2
BT

2 m1 02×2

02×3 02×2 Y

(A10)
The partial diagonalization condition yields the relation:

(
RT

2νR
T
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1νR2ν

)
in

=
(
RT

2νR
T
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1νR2ν

)
ni

= 0, i = 1, 2, 3, n = 1, 2. (A11)

then implying the relation:

B2 ≃ 1√
2
m1X

−1 ≃ −
√
2m1

(
M +MT

)−1
. (A12)

Thus, the 7× 7 neutrino mass matrix Mν of Eq. (1) can be block diagonalized as follows:

RT
2νR

T
1νS

T
ν MνSνR1νR2ν ≃

 M
(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 M
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 M
(3)
ν

 , (A13)

whereM
(1)
ν is the mass matrix for light active neutrinos, whereasM

(2)
ν andM

(3)
ν are the sterile neutrino mass matrices.

These matrices are given by:

M (1)
ν ≃ −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 − 1√
2
m1B

T
2 − 1√

2
B2m

T
1 +B2XBT

2

≃ −m2

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 +m1

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1 +m1

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1 −m1

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1

≃ −
[
εM−1mT +m

(
MT

)−1
εT
]
, (A14)
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M (2)
ν ≃ −1

2

(
12×2 −

1

2
BT

2 B2

)(
M +MT

)
+

1√
2
BT

2 m1

≃ −1

2

[
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1 m1

(
M +MT

)−1
] (

M +MT
)
−
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

1 m1 (A15)

M (3)
ν ≃ 1

2

(
12×2 −

1

2
BT

1 B1

)(
M +MT

)
− 1√

2
BT

1 m2

≃ 1

2

[
12×2 −

(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2

(
M +MT

)−1
] (

M +MT
)
+
(
M +MT

)−1
mT

2 m2 (A16)

where:

B1 ≃ −
√
2m2

(
M +MT

)−1 ≃ − 1√
2
m2M

−1 = − 1√
2
(m− ε)M−1, (A17)

B2 ≃ −
√
2m1

(
M +MT

)−1 ≃ − 1√
2
m1M

−1 = − 1√
2
(m+ ε)M−1. (A18)

Thus, the rotation matrix Rν that diagonalizes the full 7× 7 neutrino mass matrix Mν of Eq. (1) has the form:

Rν = SνR1νR2νVν (A19)

≃

 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2

02×3 − 1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2


 13×3 − 1

2B1B
T
1 03×2 −B1

02×3 12×2 02×2

BT
1 02×2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1



×

 13×3 − 1
2B2B

T
2 −B2 03×2

BT
2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 02×2

02×3 02×2 1


 R

(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 R
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 R
(3)
ν

 , (A20)

where:

Vν =

 R
(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 R
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 R
(3)
ν

 , (A21)

being R
(1)
ν , R

(2)
ν and R

(3)
ν are the rotation matrices that diagonalize M

(1)
ν , M

(2)
ν and M

(3)
ν , respectively. The rotation

mass matrix Rν given above, can be rewritten as follows:
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Rν = SνR1νR2νVν

≃

 13×3 03×2 03×2

02×3
1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2

02×3 − 1√
2
12×2

1√
2
12×2



(
13×3 − 1

2B1B
T
1

) (
13×3 − 1

2B2B
T
2

)
−
(
13×3 − 1

2B1B
T
1

)
B2 −B1

BT
2 12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 02×2

BT
1

(
13×3 − 1

2B2B
T
2

)
−BT

1 B2 12×2 − 1
2B

T
1 B1



×

 R
(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 R
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 R
(3)
ν



≃


(
13×3 − 1

2B1B
T
1

) (
13×3 − 1

2B2B
T
2

)
−
(
13×3 − 1

2B1B
T
1

)
B2 −B1

BT
1 +BT

2√
2

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 −BT

1 B2

)
1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
BT

1 −BT
2√

2
− 1√

2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 +BT

1 B2

)
1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)

 R

(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 R
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 R
(3)
ν



≃


13×3 −B2 −B1

BT
1 +BT

2√
2

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 −BT

1 B2

)
1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
BT

1 −BT
2√

2
− 1√

2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 +BT

1 B2

)
1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)

 R

(1)
ν 03×2 03×2

02×3 R
(2)
ν 02×2

02×3 02×2 R
(3)
ν



≃


R

(1)
ν −B2R

(2)
ν −B1R

(3)
ν

BT
1 +BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 −BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν

BT
1 −BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν − 1√

2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 +BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν

 (A22)

Then, we obtain the relation:

Rν = SνR1νR2νVν

≃


R

(1)
ν −B2R

(2)
ν −B1R

(3)
ν

BT
1 +BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 −BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν

BT
1 −BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν − 1√

2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 +BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν

 . (A23)

On the other hand, using Eq. (A23) we find that the neutrino fields νL = (ν1L, ν2L, ν3L)
T
, νCR =

(
νC1R, ν

C
2R

)
and

NC
R =

(
NC

1R, N
C
2R

)
are related with the physical neutrino fields by the following relations: νL

νCR
NC

R

 = RνΨL ≃


R

(1)
ν −B2R

(2)
ν −B1R

(3)
ν

BT
1 +BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 −BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν

BT
1 −BT

2√
2

R
(1)
ν − 1√

2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
2 B2 +BT

1 B2

)
R

(2)
ν

1√
2

(
12×2 − 1

2B
T
1 B1

)
R

(3)
ν


 Ψ

(1)
L

Ψ
(2)
L

Ψ
(3)
L

 ,

ΨL =

 Ψ
(1)
L

Ψ
(2)
L

Ψ
(3)
L

 , (A24)

where Ψ
(1)
jL , Ψ

(2)
kL = N+

k and Ψ
(3)
kL = N−

k (j = 1, 2, 3 and k = 1, 2) are the three active neutrinos and four exotic

neutrinos, respectively.
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[24] A. Batra, H. B. Câmara, and F. R. Joaquim, “Dark linear seesaw mechanism,” Phys. Lett. B 843 (2023) 138012,

arXiv:2305.01687 [hep-ph].
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