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Abstract: Sterile neutrinos are a compelling candidate for generating neutrino

masses and for elucidating the nature of dark matter. Astrophysical X-ray con-

straints on sterile neutrino dark matter decays, however, largely exclude the active-

sterile mixing required to produce simultaneously the correct left-handed neutrino

spectrum and keV-scale right-handed neutrino dark matter within a type-I seesaw

framework. In this study, we demonstrate how these X-ray constraints can be cir-

cumvented through a time-dependent approach, thereby reviving a broad range of

active-sterile mixing scenarios. Our minimal model incorporates two right-handed

neutrinos, which form a two-component dark matter candidate, and an auxiliary

scalar field that experiences a very late and still ongoing phase transition, leading

to the spontaneous breaking of a global U(1)N symmetry. Prior to this phase tran-

sition, only the right-handed neutrinos are massive, while the left-handed neutrinos

remain massless because of the scalar field’s vanishing expectation value. As the

phase transition develops, the growing expectation value of the scalar field increases

the active-sterile mixing, thereby opening dark matter decay channels and inducing

neutrino masses. The time dependence allows the scenario to be consistent with X-

ray constraints as well as current measurements of left-handed neutrino masses. The

anticipated level of active-sterile mixing today is within the detection capabilities

of the forthcoming TRISTAN (KATRIN) tritium-beta decay project. Additionally,

cosmological surveys such as DESI or EUCLID and supernova neutrino observations

can test the prediction of massless left-handed neutrinos prior to the phase transition.
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1 Introduction

In the current paradigm of fundamental physics, neutrinos and dark matter (DM)

represent two of the most solid arguments in favour of physics beyond the Standard

Model (SM). On the one hand, the experimental observation of neutrino oscilla-

tions [1, 2] indicates that despite the absence of right-handed (RH) neutrinos in the

historical formulation of the SM, at least two of the three left-handed (LH) neutri-

nos have a (strikingly small) mass. On the other hand, the ubiquitous existence of

DM is strongly suggested by both cosmological and astrophysical observations, while

eluding direct and indirect detection so far [3].

A fundamental connection between the above two major SM problems has been

searched for since the seminal proposal of the seesaw mechanism for neutrino mass

generation [4–8]. In particular, the existence of a sterile neutrino N with a large

Majorana mass M that mixes with the LH neutrinos leads naturally to a suppres-

sion of the active neutrino masses mν ≪ M , while fulfilling many DM requirements.

However, with O(1) neutrino Yukawa couplings, the mass-range for sterile neutrinos

to effectively suppress active neutrino masses is much too high to be a viable DM
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candidate, for which keV masses are favoured [9]. On top of the neutrino mass gen-

eration within the seesaw mechanism, the mixing of active and sterile neutrinos is

the source of the radiative decay N → νγ. Indeed, if DM consists of sterile neu-

trinos, DM dense regions are expected to emit observable X-ray photons of energy

Eγ = M/2, with the non-observation of such a signal setting stringent constraints on

keV sterile neutrino DM. In particular, requiring a level of active-sterile mixing below

the X-ray observation is at odds with the generation of active-neutrino masses that

can fit oscillation data. Therefore, seesaw-sterile neutrinos and DM-sterile neutrinos

are generically assumed to be distinct particles with different origins. In this work,

we propose an alternative picture in which the effective neutrino Yukawas arise from

a recently started phase transition and the same keV sterile neutrinos can be DM

and source the seesaw mechanism thanks to a time-dependent active-sterile mixing.

A change with time of the neutrino masses has been considered in several differ-

ent contexts, for instance in connection with dark energy and quintessence [10–12],

from a gravitational anomaly [13] or through oscillating DM [14], together with pos-

sible astrophysical and cosmological signatures [15–18]. In the present work, we

introduce a mechanism for the generation of neutrino masses that takes place in the

very recent cosmological history, namely after the Universe entered a dark-energy-

dominated epoch. We consider a minimal extension of the SM including two O(keV)

RH neutrinos and an auxiliary scalar field responsible for the breaking of a new

global U(1)N symmetry and leading to currently small but time-dependent effective

neutrino Yukawas. Before the phase transition starts, only RH neutrinos are massive

thanks to their Majorana masses, whereas LH neutrinos remain massless because of a

vanishing mixing. Both astrophysical X-ray constraints and cosmological bounds are

fulfilled in this picture. As the transition unfolds, the increasing expectation value of

the scalar field prompts a more efficient mixing, thus generating masses for the LH

neutrinos, and opening DM decay channels. The crucial feature of this scenario lies

in delaying the phase transition to the very late cosmological history. In particular,

the scalar field might not have reached its vacuum expectation value by the present

cosmological time, inducing a time-dependence in the active-sterile mixing and the

neutrino masses. The active-sterile mixing becomes large enough today as to allow

for the correct LH neutrino mass spectrum while remaining vanishingly small in the

near past, thus lifting the constraints set by astrophysical X-ray observations.

The main achievement of our setup is that sterile neutrinos can simultaneously

play the role of DM while giving masses to the active neutrinos and avoiding the

existing astrophysical constraints. A new window in the keV mass range becomes

available for further probes, especially the proposed detector system TRISTAN in

the KATRIN experiment [19]. Moreover, while the DESI (Dark Energy Spectro-

scopic Instrument) collaboration analysis of baryon acoustic oscillations [20] is al-

ready pointing out to the possibility of having cosmologically massless neutrinos, the

time-dependence of the active-sterile mixing can be further constrained by super-

– 2 –



novae neutrino data, which would provide insights into neutrino oscillations at the

time of emission [18].

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we provide a comprehensive de-

scription of the general model setup. Section 3 presents a model-independent analysis

of the phase transition, detailing the requirements that any specific implementation

must meet in order to open up previously excluded regions of the parameter space.

Two such explicit realisations, based on non-minimal coupling to gravity and dy-

namical dark energy, respectively, are discussed in Appendix A. Section 4 addresses

the constraints that neutrino oscillations and active-sterile mixing impose on the

model parameter space, outlining also alternative probes for the model. Finally, Sec-

tion 5 offers a summary of our findings and provides an outlook on future research

directions.

2 The General Setup

We focus on a minimal new-physics scenario involving only two RH neutrinos charged

under an additional U(1)N global symmetry with quantum numbers QN(νR1/2) = ∓1

and an auxiliary scalar field S with charge QN(S) = −1 and eventually developing

a non-zero expectation value S̄ ≡ ⟨ScS⟩1/2 ̸= 0. The terms leading to neutrino mass

generation are given by1

L ⊃ yα1
Sc

ΛS

L̄α H̃ νR1 + yα2
S

ΛS

L̄α H̃ νR2

+
M11

2

(
Sc

ΛS

)2

νc
R1 νR1 +

M22

2

(
S

ΛS

)2

νc
R2 νR2 (2.2)

+
M12

2

(
νc
R1 νR2 + νc

R2 νR1

)
+ h.c.

with L̄ the lepton doublet, H the Higgs doublet (H̃ = iσ2H∗), νR the RH neutrino,

α = e, µ, τ denoting flavours, and ΛS a cutoff scale signalling the onset of new

1The mechanism employed here requires an even number of sterile neutrinos to explain DM,

since for odd numbers the lightest sterile neutrino remains massless until very recently. Note also

that, on general grounds, the number of scalar field insertions in the Majorana terms is determined

by the sum of the individual charges of the RH flavour neutrinos QN (νRI), making the associated

Majorana mass terms,

L ⊃ MIJ

2

(
S̄

ΛS

)|QN (νRI)+QN (νRJ )|

νcRI νRJ , (2.1)

strongly dependent on the expectation value of S for arbitrary charge assignments. Since our

main focus here is to explore the role of the sterile neutrinos as O(keV) mass DM candidates, we

will restrict ourselves to cases where QN (νRI) + QN (νRJ) = 0 for some I ̸= J , so no scalar field

insertions are present in the relevant off-diagonal Majorana mass terms. This requirement is fulfilled

in particular by the charge assignment QN (νR1,2) = ∓1 in Eq. (2.2).
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physics.2 All other SM components, including the lepton doublet, are taken to

be uncharged under the new symmetry group, ensuring therefore that the usual

electroweak symmetry breaking remains responsible for the masses of all the SM fields

except neutrinos. Previous works along these lines include, for instance, Refs. [23–26],

where the full neutrino sector was taken to be charged under a U(1)L lepton number

symmetry, or Refs. [27–29], which considered instead a Froggatt-Nielsen U(1)FN [30]

in the neutrino sector.

After the late symmetry breaking, masses are generated as

L ⊃ 1

2

(
νL νc

R

)
M̃

(
νc
L

νR

)
+ h.c, (2.3)

where the neutrino mass matrix associated to the Lagrangian density (2.2) is given

by

M̃ =

(
0 mD

mT
D MR

)
, (2.4)

with

mD =
v√
2
× ϵ

 ye1 ye2
yµ1 yµ2
yτ1 yτ2

 ≡ v√
2
× ϵ Y and MR =

(
ϵ2M11 M12

M12 ϵ2M22

)
(2.5)

the Dirac and Majorana mass terms, v = 246GeV the Higgs vacuum expectation

value and ϵ ≡ S̄/ΛS a dimensionless parameter that will play an essential role in what

follows. Note that the associated light neutrino mass matrix Mν ≈ −mDM
−1
R mT

D

follows from a type-I seesaw structure, where a large part of the suppression originates

from a small ratio ϵ ≪ 1 entering mD, associated in our setting to a recently-started

phase transition.

Before the phase transition occurs, the spectator field S is locked at the origin of

the effective potential (see (3.1) below), the LH neutrinos are massless (ϵ = 0) and the

two RH neutrinos are degenerate with massM2 = M2
12. This situation changes at the

onset of the transition, where the scalar field expectation value starts growing with

time, inducing a non-vanishing mass for the LH neutrinos and an almost negligible

mass splitting between the two sterile ones (0 < ϵ ≪ 1). The resulting neutrino

spectrum needs to be compatible with neutrino oscillations data and, in particular,

with the two mass differences [31]

∆m2
21 =

(
7.41+0.21

−0.20

)
× 10−5 eV2 ,

(NO) ∆m2
31 =

(
2.511+0.027

−0.027

)
× 10−3 eV2 ,

(IO) ∆m2
32 =

(
−2.498+0.032

−0.024

)
× 10−3 eV2 , (2.6)

2For the sake of generality, we remain agnostic about the specifics of an eventual UV completion.

A natural scenario could involve, for instance, a Dirac seesaw mechanism with heavy vector–like

fermions. In this case, the cutoff scale in Eq. (2.2) would be dictated by the mass and couplings of

the heavy fermions once these are integrated out [21, 22].

– 4 –



with normal ordering (NO) referring to a normal hierarchy where ∆m2
21 is the mass

difference between the two lightest neutrinos and inverted ordering (IO) associated

to a inverted hierarchy where ∆m2
21 stands for the mass difference between the two

heaviest neutrinos. Since our scenario involves just two RH neutrinos, only two mass

spectra are a priori possible, namely

NO:

m1 = 0 eV ,

m2 =
√
∆m2

21 = 8.6× 10−3 eV ,

m3 =
√

∆m2
31 = 5.0× 10−2 eV ,

IO:

m1 =
√

|∆m2
32| −∆m2

21 = 4.9× 10−2 eV ,

m2 =
√
|∆m2

32| = 5.0× 10−2 eV ,

m3 = 0 eV . (2.7)

In order to determine the current value of ϵ compatible with neutrino oscillations,

we specify in what follows the late-symmetry-breaking dynamics.

3 Dynamics of Late Symmetry Breaking

To parameterise the late-symmetry-breaking (LSB) pattern, we consider an effective

potential for the S̄ field,

V (S̄) = V0 +
1

2
µ2(t)S̄2 + VHO(S̄) , (3.1)

with µ2(t) a time-dependent mass term shifting from positive to constant nega-

tive values at a characteristic late symmetry-breaking time tLSB and VHO denoting

potential higher-order operators, Higgs-portal interactions and ΛS-suppressed inter-

actions with neutrinos. In order to ensure that DM is sufficiently stable, we re-

quire the order parameter before the transition to exceed the sterile neutrino mass,

i.e. µ(t < tLSB) > M , such that the decay channel N → S + νL is kinematically

forbidden. On top of that, we assume the energy density of the S field to stay com-

pletely subdominant during the whole cosmological history, reducing it to a mere

spectator component with negligible backreaction effects on the background evolu-

tion. Finally, we consider the non-linear contributions VHO to have a negligible effect

on the scalar potential, such that no thermal corrections nor thermalisation effects

are present in the scalar-field sector of the theory.

Under these assumptions, the late-time cosmological history of the Universe can

be well described by the usual Friedmann equation and the Klein-Gordon equation

for the expectation value S̄, namely

H2 = H2
0

(
ΩMa

−3 + ΩΛ

)
, ¨̄S + 3H ˙̄S + µ2(t)S̄ = 0 , (3.2)

with H = ȧ/a the Hubble rate and ΩM and ΩΛ the present-day matter and dark

energy densities. Assuming the phase transition to proceed fast enough as compared
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to the timescale ∆t = t − tLSB, this system of equations admits an approximate

solution

a(t) =

(
ΩM

ΩΛ

)1/3

sinh2/3

(
3
√
ΩΛH0 t

2

)
, S̄(t) ≃ S̄0

(
a(tLSB)

a(t)

)3/2

exp [µ̄∆t] ,

(3.3)

at t > tLSB, with µ̄ ≡ |µ(t > tLSB)| and the integration constant

S̄0 =
H(tLSB)

2

[
1− 5H(tLSB)

2µ̄

]
(3.4)

following from imposing typical quantum fluctuations in an expanding background

as initial conditions, S̄(tLSB) ∼ H(tLSB) and ˙̄S(tLSB) ∼ H2(tLSB). Note that, as

long as the timescale associated with the time-changing mass µ(t) is much shorter

than the evolution timescale of S̄(t), this behaviour is completely independent of

the exact mechanism responsible for the generation of the tachyonic mass. For in-

stance, if the sudden transition was replaced by a hyperbolic-tangent parametri-

sation µ2(t) = µ2
0 − α2 tanh(β(t− t0)) smoothly interpolating between asymptotic

states µ2
t→−∞ = µ2

0 + α2 and µ2
t→∞ = −µ̄2 = µ2

0 − α2, the speed of the transi-

tion would have to satisfy τ−1 = β ≫ µ̄. Some specific implementations of the phase

transition are presented in Appendix A.

4 Experimental and Observational Constraints

Having specified the LSB dynamics, we proceed now to determine the current value

of ϵ and the active-sterile mixing needed to reproduce the mass spectra in (2.7),

discussing also the subsequent evolution of the model parameters and the impact of

the LSB on current constraints and potential further probes.

4.1 Neutrino Mixing and Masses

To determine the magnitude of the expectation value S̄ needed to reproduce the

correct level of mixing and spectra of LH neutrinos today, we perform a numerical

scanning of the parameter space using a Casas-Ibarra parametrisation [32, 33] and the

best fit values for masses, mixings, and CP violation in Ref. [31]. Since the Majorana

matrix in our model is not diagonal, the first step is to bring it to a diagonal form

dM . To this end, we consider an initial unitary transformation dM = UT
R MR UR,

with

UR =

(
i cos θ sin θ

−i sin θ cos θ

)
(4.1)

and θ = π/4+O(ϵ2) ≈ π/4. Inverting this relation, M−1
R = UR d−1

M UT
R , replacing the

result into the type-I seesaw formula Mν = −mDM
−1
R mT

D and diagonalising the ob-

tained active neutrino mass matrix with the usual Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata
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matrix U [34], we obtain dm = UTMνU . In terms of known parameters, this trans-

lates into a Yukawa matrix3

Y =

√
2

ϵv

(
U∗
R

√
dMR

√
dmU

†
)T

, (4.2)

with

RNO =

(
0 cos z ζ sin z

0 − sin z ζ cos z

)
, RIO =

(
cos z ζ sin z 0

− sin z ζ cos z 0

)
, (4.3)

cos z = cos(x+ iy) and ζ = ±1, accounting for further freedom in parameters, not

fixed by the observed masses and mixings. For the sterile neutrino masses in dM ,

we vary the entries M11,M22,M12 in MR within [0.4, 50] keV, scanning also the R

matrices with random values ζ = ±1 and {x, y} coordinates in the range x ∈ [0, 2π]

and y ∈ [−10, 10]. 4 The lower cut (0.4 keV) imposed on the DM mass stems

from phase space arguments for fermionic DM, i.e. the Tremaine-Gunn bound [35],

whereas the upper bound (50 keV) is conservatively chosen to account for several

potential DM production mechanisms. In particular, we remain agnostic about the

way sterile neutrinos are generated, assuming simply that the correct DM abundance

is produced by some mechanism whose details we do not specify here.

Scanning over 3000 sets of Majorana matrices MR, finding for each of them 30

parameter combinations of ϵ and Y able to reproduce the correct spectra (2.7) and

discarding Yukawa matrix elements Yij with absolute magnitudes 10 < |Yij| and
|Yij| < 10−2 for the sake of perturbativity and naturalness, we find that a ratio

ϵ (t0) =
S̄(t0)

ΛS

∼ 10−11 − 10−9 (4.4)

correctly reproduces the allowed LH neutrino masses while providing also a vi-

able O(keV) sterile neutrino DM candidate at the present cosmological time t0.

As explicit in the latest expression, there exists an intrinsic degeneracy between

the scalar field expectation value and the scale of new physics, being always pos-

sible to increase/decrease the needed value of S̄ in a specific LSB realisation by

increasing/decreasing ΛS.
5 Conservative lower and upper bounds on the scalar

field expectation value follow, however, from requiring the absence of sizeable fifth

forces (ΛS ≳ 104GeV, cf. Appendix B) and strictly sub-Planckian cutoff scales

(ΛS < MP ∼ 1019 GeV),

S̄(t0) ∼
(
10−7 − 1010

)
GeV . (4.5)

3The definition of the Yukawa matrix in Ref. [33] is the transpose of Y .
4Since cos(x+ iy) = cosx cosh y−i sinx sinh y and sin(x+ iy) = cosh y sinx+i cosx sinh y, there

exists a clear periodicity in x, while y can take arbitrary real values. Nonetheless, since extreme

values for y lead to extreme absolute values in the Yukawa matrix Y which are eventually filtered

out by our perturbativity constraint, we restrict ourselves to a range y ∈ [−10, 10].
5By increasing the U(1)N charge of the RH neutrinos, one could achieve an additional suppres-

sion, as is done in the Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism [30], and still increase S̄(t0) further.
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Figure 1: Expectation value of the scalar field S̄(t0) at the present cosmological time

t0 as a function of the symmetry-breaking timescale ∆t = t0− tLSB (or redshift zLSB)

and the tachyonic mass µ̄ as in (3.3). The shaded areas are excluded by the constraint

(4.5) on the effective neutrino Yukawas. The black dashed vertical line indicates the

matter-dark energy equality time while the coloured dashed lines highlight the two

benchmark scenario explored in Section 4.2.

The present-time expectation value computed from (3.3) is displayed in Figure 1

as a function of the symmetry breaking time ∆t = t0 − tLSB and the tachyonic mass

µ̄, with the areas excluded by (4.5) shaded in grey. In the allowed parameter space,

two different scenarios can occur. If the scalar field possesses a small tachyonic

mass µ̄ ≲ 103H0, its symmetry breaking must happen relatively early in the cos-

mological history (redshift z ≳ 0.3), such that a large expectation value is achieved

at present time. Alternatively, thanks to a large tachyonic mass µ̄ ≳ 103H0, the

phase transition can happen very recently, with a fast exponential growth. Indeed,

the rate of change of the expectation value in (3.3) is proportional to the field’s

mass, ˙̄S/S̄ ∼ µ̄, and therefore, a later phase transition is always characterised by a

steeper tachyonic growth. As a self-consistency check, we note also that the tachyonic

scalar field remains always a subdominant component during the considered cosmo-

logical history. In particular, for µ̄ ≤ 107 × H0 the present-day S̄ energy density
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∆ρS ∼ µ̄2S̄2(t0) ∈ µ̄2× [1070− 10100]×H2
0 is many orders of magnitude smaller than

the dark-energy counterpart ρΛ ∼ 3M2
PH

2
0 ∼ 10120 × H4

0 . The expectation value is

expected to increase further, unless the field is stabilised by quartic or higher-order

operators.

4.2 Active-Sterile Mixing

The most stringent constraints on sterile neutrino DM stem from the effective mixing

UαI ∼ (y ϵ v)/M between sterile and active neutrinos induced by the late phase

transition, namely

νLα =
3∑

i=1

Uαiνi +
2∑

I=1

UαNI
N c

I , (4.6)

with the indices i and I summing over active neutrino mass eigenstates and sterile

neutrinos, respectively, and α = e, µ, τ denoting flavour. The values of UαNI
follow

immediately from the viable parameter space obtained in Section 4.1. In particular,

as seen in the light blue and light green regions in Fig. 3, a normal hierarchy (NO)

with one zero-mass neutrino features generically lower mixing angles than an inverse

hierarchy (IO), as the sum of active neutrino masses is lower, therefore requiring less

mixing.

The main bounds on the active-sterile mixing are related to the potential DM

overproduction, the DM decay into active neutrinos N → 3ν and the radiative decay

N → ν + γ, cf. Fig. 2. The first of these constraints, excluding the parameter

space above the blue dotted-dashed line in Fig. 3, is automatically avoided in our

scenario by means of the suppressed coupling between LH and RH neutrinos in the

early Universe, which prevents the overproduction of the latter via active-sterile

mixing. 6 To determine the restrictions imposed by the remaining decay channels on

the parameter space of the theory, we consider two benchmark scenarios where the

LSB would have started 106 years ago (BM1) and only 105 years ago (BM2):

• DM Decay into Neutrinos: The decay width for N → 3ν is given by [37–39]

ΓN→3ν =
G2

FM
5

96π3
sin2 θ =

1

1.5× 1014 s

(
M

10 keV

)5

sin2 θ , (4.7)

with M the sterile neutrino mass and sin θ = |UαNI
|. In the absence of a late

phase transition (noLSB) and for the O(keV) DM masses under consideration,

this would correspond to a DM lifetime τDM = Γ−1
DM significantly shorter than

6The constraint for the overproduction is indeed model-dependent, but, if active and sterile

neutrinos mixed in the early Universe, sterile neutrinos would be produced via scattering-induced

decoherence, even if the main production mechanisms to obtain the correct DM relic abundance

were to differ [36].
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νe

Z

ν̄α

να

νe

N

UeN

N W± νe

e∓

UeN

γ

Figure 2: Sterile neutrino decays: N → 3ν (left), N → ν + γ (right).

the age of the Universe, τU = 1010 yrs, unless the mixing angle θ is properly

tuned to

θ2 < 3.4× 10−4

(
10 keV

M

)5

. (noLSB) (4.8)

In the present model, however, the sterile neutrino DM candidate starts mixing

with the LH neutrinos only very recently, effectively shortening the required

DM lifetime to τDM > τU − tLSB. This translates into a mixing angle con-

straint which is at least four to five orders of magnitude less stringent, namely

θ2 < 3.4× (10 keV/M)5 for BM1 and θ2 < 34× (10 keV/M)5 for BM2. Note

that these values should be understood as rather conservative estimates, as

they are based on the assumption of an instantaneous transition of ϵ from be-

ing vanishing to its value today. In realistic LSB embeddings, however, the

neutrino mixing is expected to change in a continuous manner, leading to a

further relaxation of the above constraints.

• Radiative DM Decay: The decay rate for N → ν + γ is given by [40–43]

ΓN→γν =
9αG2

F

256× 4π4
sin2 2θM5 = 5.5× 10−22θ2

(
M

1 keV

)5
1

s
. (4.9)

Although this width is significantly smaller than (4.7) and would naively give

rise to sufficiently long-lived DM candidates, it may become boosted in suffi-

ciently dense DM regions, producing photons with energies within the reach

of X-ray telescopes, Eγ ≈ M/2. The most stringent limits on active-sterile

mixing come indeed from the non-observation of such a monochromatic X-ray

signal from sources at a wide range of distances from Earth. The currently

available constraints are summarised in Table 1, with the upper part listing X-

ray analyses of structures more than 105 lyr away and the lower part referring

to sources within our galactic centre and bulge, i.e. merely 104 lyr from Earth.

In the model presented here, since the phase transition is ongoing and the scalar

field is continuously rolling down its potential, the mixing angle at photon pro-
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X-ray observation Validity Impact of LSB

Dwarf Ursa Minor [44] d ∼ 2.3 ×105 lyr

Dwarf Draco [45] d ∼ 2.6× 105 lyr

Dwarf satellite galaxies + M31 [46] d ≳ few × 105 lyr

Dwarf spheroidal galaxies [47] d ≳ few × 105 lyr

Galaxy clusters [48] d ≳ 5 × 105 lyr

M31 [49, 50] d ∼ 2.5× 106 lyr Softened for

Coma & Virgo cluster [51] d ≳ few ×107 lyr BM1 and BM2

Perseus cluster [52, 53] d ∼ 2.4× 108 lyr

Bullet cluster [54] d ∼ 3.7× 109 lyr

X-Ray Background [55–59] See comment [60]

Cosmic X-Ray Background [61, 62] See comment [60]

Milky Way centre [63] M = 5− 16 keV

Milky Way [64] M = 6− 40 keV

Milky Way bulge [65] M = 6− 40 keV Unchanged for BM1

Milky Way bulge [66] M = 10− 40 keV Softened for BM2

Milky Way centre & halo [67] M = 20− 50 keV

Milky Way [68, 69] 40 keV ≤ M

Table 1: Overview of X-ray limits on sterile neutrino DM. In addition to the con-

straints stemming from specific objects, we consider measurements of the X-ray back-

ground and the cosmic X-ray background. The constraints in the upper part of the

table can be alleviated by our benchmark scenarios BM1 and BM2, while the limits

in the lower part remain unchanged in BM1, but can be softened by BM2.

duction is significantly smaller than today. Taking into account that X-rays

need to travel towards the Earth before being detected, this translates into a

weakening of the associated constraints as compared to those for models with-

out a late phase transition. The degree to which the constraints are alleviated

depends on the distance between the source of emission and the Earth.

In BM1, from the time of transition ∆tH0 = 10−4 the scalar field expectation

value S̄ increased by two orders of magnitude within the last 105 years. Taking

into account that UαI ∼ ϵ, the squared mixing value at production is at least

four orders of magnitude smaller than today, being even smaller before 105 years

ago. However, photons from the galactic centre of the Milky Way (MW) that

are observed today originated only 104 years ago, and thus did not experience

a significant change in ϵ on that timescale. The subset of constraints arising

from observations of the MW centre are thus not altered and only the parameter
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space affected by the constraints in the upper portion of Table 1 opens up for

M ≲ 5 keV. On the other hand, for BM2 the transition happens even more

recently at ∆tH0 = 10−5 and ϵ increases by three orders of magnitude in the

last 104 years, modifying the mixing squared by six orders of magnitude and

ameliorating all constraints.

The above discussion is summarised in Fig. 3, where we display the full parameter

space satisfying all the requirements on neutrino masses and mixings for both NO

and IO. 7 Since our model features two RH neutrinos with almost degenerate masses,

the constraints apply to the sum of squared active-sterile mixings |UeN1|2 + |UeN2|2.
As apparent in the upper and lower plot, the mixing required for reproducing the

correct neutrino spectrum in the presence of a LSB is no longer at odds with X-

ray bounds. In particular, O(keV) sterile neutrino DM can source the observed

neutrino masses without being observationally excluded. Furthermore, the predicted

parameter space for both NO and IO is testable. Indeed, the lifting of the X-ray

bounds in our model opens up parameter space for sterile neutrino DM that will

be probed by the KATRIN extension TRISTAN via tritium-beta decay [19] in a

region that was previously thought to be excluded for keV sterile neutrino DM. The

grey line in Fig. 3 shows the future design sensitivity of TRISTAN. The statistical

limit after three years of data taking with the full source strength of the KATRIN

experiment will reach even lower.

4.3 Additional Probes

There exists a multitude of probes for sterile neutrino properties and neutrino masses.

In the subsequent list, we describe to what extent they apply to the scenario consid-

ered here, illustrating also additional predictions of the model.

• Neutrino Masses from Cosmology: The combination of Cosmic Microwave

Background observations [71–74] and the analysis of baryon acoustic oscilla-

tion from the first year of data taking of the Dark Energy Spectroscopic In-

strument (DESI) [20] has set a stringent limit
∑

mν < 7× 10−2 eV on the

sum of neutrino masses, also consistent with an earlier (e)BOSS constraint∑
mν < 8.2 × 10−2 eV [75]. On top of excluding the minimum sum in IO

at approximately 3σ, the posterior distribution is peaked around
∑

mν ≃ 0,

being close to exclude also the minimum value allowed by oscillation experi-

ments
∑

mν ≥ 5.9× 10−2 eV at 2σ confidence level. Although problematic for

standard new-physics models not involving a time-dependent sterile neutrino

mixing, this result is in excellent agreement with the scenario under consider-

ation, where the active neutrino species remain massless throughout most of

7Following Ref. [9], the X-ray limits are divided by a factor of two in order to account for

uncertainties in the DM content of the corresponding structure.
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Figure 3: Active-sterile mixing |UeN1|2 + |UeN2|2 versus sterile neutrino mass M for

both normal ordering (NO, light blue) and inverted ordering (IO, light green). See

text for details on how the constraints obtained without assuming a late phase tran-

sition (noLSB), excluding the regions above the dashed/dotted/dotted-dashed lines,

are modified in the benchmark models BM1 (upper panel) and BM2 (lower panel).

If sterile neutrinos are a thermal relic, Lyman-α constraints require M > 1.9 keV

[70]. The grey line shows the future sensitivity of the TRISTAN detector system for

KATRIN [19].
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the evolution of the Universe. Indeed, we expect future cosmological bounds

to exclude the minimal sum of neutrino masses expected from the oscillation

data.

• Neutrino Masses from KATRIN: Neither the current upper bound on neu-

trino masses from the KATRIN experiment, mν < 0.8 eV (90 % CL) [76], nor

the experiment’s design limit of 0.2 eV [77] are sensitive to the sum determined

from oscillations while one neutrino is massless. However, potential extensions

of the minimal scenario involving, for instance, four RH neutrinos, with the

two lower-mass ones playing the role of DM, could lead to an absolute neutrino

mass scale close to the current KATRIN reach, while continuing to avoid cos-

mological limits. A dedicated study with four RH neutrinos is left for future

work.

• Supernovae Neutrinos: For very recent phase transitions, the neutrinos

emitted at sufficiently far away supernovae (SN) will not have been able to

oscillate inside the star, gaining masses only while travelling towards Earth.

Ref. [18] map how the probing of relic neutrinos from the diffuse supernovae

neutrino background (DSNB) can search for late-time neutrino mass gener-

ation. Although Super-Kamiokande (SK) is already anticipating finding the

DSNB within the next 10 years [78, 79], additional studies will come from future

experiments such as Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) [80], the Juangmen Underground

Neutrino Observatory (JUNO) [81], and the Deep Underground Neutrino Ex-

periment (DUNE) [82]. Furthermore, the total DSNB flux will be probable via

coherent neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS), see [83–85]. Although in 1987

a small number of SN neutrinos were detected coming from the Large Mag-

ellanic Cloud when SN1987a underwent a core-collapse [86–88], only the next

SN observations will shed more conclusive light on the flavour composition of

the neutrinos at the time of emission [89].

• Neutrinoless Double Beta Decay: Since ϵ is changing at a rate that allevi-

ates some to all X-ray bounds, the importance of non-astrophysical experiments

for placing bounds, or possibly detecting signals of sterile neutrinos, becomes

highlighted. Apart from TRISTAN, one such prospect usually stems from neu-

trinoless double beta decay, but when there are two sterile states with almost

indistinguishable masses interference effects can appear. Ref. [90] derives upper

limits for the sum of squared active-sterile mixing |UeN1|
2 + |UeN2 |

2 with only

small mass splitting ratios between the steriles, as present in our model. They

find usual neutrinoless double beta decay limits, which assume distinct masses,

modified. Instead, the revised limits are not able to constrain our parameter

regime for keV mass sterile neutrinos, as can be seen by comparing Fig. 3 in

this paper with Fig. 9 of Ref. [90].
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• 3.5 keV Line: The observation of a 3.5 keV X-ray line sparked speculations

whether it could originate from 7 keV sterile neutrino DM [48, 91–99]. However,

the line originated partly from objects sufficiently distant from Earth so that,

in our model, the sterile neutrinos would not have been able to cause such a

signal consistently.

• Dark Energy: Since the scalar field in our scenario is typically light in the

late cosmic history, it is natural to consider the possibility of identifying it

with a dynamical dark energy field. Indeed, its dynamics in the broken phase

is analogous to a thawing-quintessence [100, 101] scenario, where the Hubble

friction freezes the field at a specific value until the Hubble rate becomes smaller

than its mass, H ≲ µ (see Ref. [12] for the growing-neutrino quintessence

scenario). However, our model requires µ(tLSB) ≫ H(tLSB) since otherwise

S̄ would not be in the range (4.5) or the rate of change ˙̄S/S̄ ∼ µ̄ would be

too small to evade X-ray constraints. Consequently, the scalar field cannot be

frozen only by Hubble friction. Additionally, once the phase transition starts,

the scalar field does not fulfil the usual slow-roll requirements, since its kinetic

and potential energy are comparable in magnitude. Therefore, dark energy

has to be explained by another independent mechanism. At any rate, the

exponentially-growing expectation value of the scalar field induces a change

in the overall cosmological expansion that might become observable in the

relatively near future.

5 Discussion and Outlook

In this work, we have shown that it is possible to reconcile the keV mass range

for DM sterile neutrinos with a successful neutrino mass generation by means of a

very late cosmological phase transition that introduces a time dependence to the

mixing between neutrino species. To this end, we considered a minimalist scenario

involving only two RH neutrinos and an additional symmetry-breaking scalar field

charged under a global U(1)N symmetry. The associated charge assignments ensure

that active neutrinos gain masses only in the very late Universe, namely when the

U(1)N symmetry is spontaneously broken. In contrast, theO(keV) mass of the sterile

DM neutrinos changes only minimally by the phase transition. Given the tachyonic

nature of the scalar field dynamics, the still-ongoing rolling phase leads to a time-

dependent active-sterile mixing able to evade X-ray constraints, while reproducing

the correct neutrino spectra. The degree to which the formerly excluded parameter

space opens depends on the dynamics of the phase transition, which we choose to

describe in a model-independent way in terms of a time-dependent mass term in the

scalar potential, while two explicit realisations are presented in Appendix A.
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The time-evolution of neutrino masses provides a clear way to test the predictions

of our model. In fact, the vanishing of neutrino masses before the transition alleviates

the tension between the DESI results and the oscillation data for neutrino masses.

In other words, an apparent cosmological preference for massless neutrinos does not

require a deviation from the standard ΛCDM model and future galaxy surveys such

as DESI [102] or EUCLID [103] are expected to fully exclude the minimal sum of

neutrino masses from neutrino oscillation data. Another astrophysical probe could

come from the study of the neutrinos produced in supernovae, since this will give

us information about their masses at the time of production [18, 89]. More directly,

the predicted parameter space for active-sterile mixing will be probed by the TRIS-

TAN extension to the KATRIN experiment [19]. A potential detection by TRISTAN

would not only be in agreement with X-ray bounds but also provide a promising hint

towards the here-presented idea. Finally, if the phase transition continues without

the field being eventually stabilised by quartic or higher-order operators, there are a

number of consequences that will become observable in the more distant future. The

exponentially-growing expectation value of the scalar field will induce an increas-

ing active-sterile mixing, therefore destabilising DM while increasing active neutrino

masses and facilitating the probing of sterile neutrinos. Additionally, a change in

the overall vacuum energy might become observable, eventually ending the Λ domi-

nation. With dark matter and dark energy properties changing, the Universe as we

know it is phasing out of darkness.
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A Late Phase Transitions beyond the Effective Picture

Throughout the present work, we maintained a completely model-independent ap-

proach, focusing on pure phenomenological implications and assuming the late phase

transition to be simply generated by a fast-changing mass that quickly turns tachy-

onic. In this Appendix, we put forward some prototypical embeddings of such a

scenario, thus showcasing the wide range of applications of our results.
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• Non-Minimal Coupling to Curvature: The desired time-dependence of the

effective mass can be achieved by considering a non-minimal coupling ξS̄2R

of the scalar field to gravity, with ξ a dimensionless coupling constant and

R the scalar curvature. The inclusion of such an interaction term is indeed

essential for the self-consistency of the theory and the regularisation of the

energy-momentum tensor on curved spacetimes [104, 105]. In this type of

settings, the Ricci scalar acts essentially as a cosmic clock that can render the

effective scalar field mass

µ2(t) ∼ ξR− µ̄2 (A.1)

negative at a specific cosmic time (cf. Refs. [106–111] for comprehensive anal-

yses in the context of second-order phase transitions, including applications

to the Standard Model Higgs [111], Ref. [112] for first-order phase transitions

and Ref. [113] for a review). Indeed, for a FLRW background metric, the

Ricci scalar R = 3(1 − 3weff(t))H
2(t) is positive during expansion eras with

effective equation of state weff < 1/3. This applies in particular to the infla-

tionary stage, where the Hubble-induced field mass can easily outweigh the

tachyonic contribution −µ̄2 in the effective mass. During the post-inflationary

radiation-dominated era, the stabilisation mechanism is no longer present but,

due to the comparatively large Hubble scale, the Hubble friction term is still

enough to freeze the field in the origin of the potential [114]. In this phase, the

tree-level decay N → S + ν allowed by Eq. (2.2) becomes potentially relevant,

since the scalar field is effectively massless. However, the lifetime associated to

this decay channel is much larger than the age of the Universe if the effective

Yukawa coupling is sufficiently suppressed by the new-physics scale ΛS. Setting

ΛS ≳ 1014 GeV guarantees the stability of sterile neutrinos for O(keV) masses.

The effective mass of the scalar field during matter domination remains positive

until the Hubble function falls below the threshold µ̄2 = 3ξH2(tLSB), which, for

the scenarios considered in this paper, must occur only after matter-radiation

equality at H ∼ 106H0 but before today, which is setting bounds on the bare

mass of the scalar field, H0 ≲ µ̄ ≲ 106H0. The exact timing of the transition

depends, in a degenerate way, on the light tachyonic mass µ̄ and the non-

minimal coupling parameter ξ, being able to obtain very late phase transitions

for simultaneously large ξ and µ̄. Note that such large values for the non-

minimal coupling parameter are a priori not excluded and help in stabilising

the scalar field against quantum fluctuations during inflation. However, in the

late Universe, the tiny cosmological Ricci scalar could be potentially modified

by small-scale variations arising from local matter-energy distributions. Com-

puting their impact requires an extrapolation of the spacetime metric from

cosmological to astrophysical scales, a difficult task that goes beyond the reach

of our present work.
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• Pole Dark Energy: Pole dark energy scenarios provide another way of trig-

gering the necessary S symmetry-breaking dynamics. In this type of setting,

S is coupled to an evolving quintessence field ϕ responsible for dark energy,

whose kinetic term displays specific singular behaviours or “poles” at certain

field values. This leads to dramatic transformations in the physical variables

describing the universe’s expansion [115, 116]. As a specific realisation of this

paradigm, one could consider for instance a Lagrangian density

LDE√
−g

= −1

2

(∂ϕ)2(
1− ϕ2

ϕ2
∗

)2 − U(ϕ)− 1

2
(∂S̄)2 − V (S, ϕ) , (A.2)

with U(ϕ) a generic potential assumed only to be non-singular at the critical

value ϕ = ϕ∗,

U(ϕ) = U+ + (ϕ− ϕ∗) ∂ϕU |ϕ=+ϕ∗ + . . . ,

and

V (S, ϕ) =
1

2
(ϕ− ϕ∗)

2 S̄2 − 1

2
µ̄2S̄2 + VHO(S̄) (A.3)

a simple interaction potential among the dark energy field ϕ and S. The origin

of the kinetic pole in Eq. (A.2) can be understood within the framework of

variable gravity [117–119] or hyperbolic geometries [120], naturally encountered

in extended supergravities [121, 122]. Transforming to a canonical variable φ,

we obtain

∂φ

∂ϕ
=

(
1− ϕ2

ϕ∗

)−1

−→ ϕ = ϕ∗ tanh
φ

ϕ∗
. (A.4)

Note that for φ → 0, the two variables φ and ϕ are identical. Therefore,

provided that the crossover scale ϕ∗ exceeds the tachyonic contribution µ̄, the

mass of the scalar field S in this regime remains positive definite, effectively

locking it at the origin of the potential, with the U(1)N unbroken. This holds

until the quintessence field reaches the vicinity of the boundary ϕ = ϕ∗, where

ϕ∗ − ϕ ≃ 2e−2φ/ϕ∗ . Then, the primary distinction arises and all dark-energy

interactions become quickly exponentially suppressed,

LDE√
−g

≃ −1

2
(∂µφ)

2 − 1

2
(∂µS)

2 − U+ +
1

2
µ̄2S̄2 − VHO(S̄) , (A.5)

triggering the motion of scalar field expectation value S̄ and resulting in the

spontaneous breaking of the U(1)N . This provides a natural clock for triggering

the phase transition, with the specific details depending on the form of U(ϕ)

and ϕ∗.
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B Corrections to SM Processes and Fifth Force Constraints

Adding a light scalar field with a changing expectation value can induce phenomeno-

logical issues. In the following, we address why our model is not plagued by existing

experimental and observational bounds on time-varying fundamental constants, su-

pernova energy loss and fifth-force constraints.

• Time-Varying Constants: By symmetry arguments, one should always be

allowed to add (ScS)/Λ2
S to any operator, since this is a singlet under U(1)N .

Although this type of insertion induces generically a time dependence in the

mass of SM fields for S̄ ̸= 0 of the type

mf → mf

(
1± ϵ(t)2

)
, m2

V → m2
V

(
1± ϵ(t)2

)
, (B.1)

it is clear that the change in mass between e.g. the time of BBN/CMB (ϵ = 0)

and today (ϵ ∼ 10−9−10−11) is completely negligible, cf. Eq. (4.4). In addition

to this, the S field could directly couple to the electromagnetic field tensor,

L ⊃ − 1

4e2
F µνFµν

(
1± ϵ(t)2

)
, (B.2)

making the fine-structure constant time-dependent, α → α/(1∓ ϵ(t)2). Like

for the particle masses, the accumulated change since the start of the phase

transition would be of the order 10−20, i.e. very suppressed and safely within

the stringent bounds provided by the natural nuclear reactor Oklo at redshift

z = 0.14, ∆α/α = (0.005 ± 0.061) × 10−6 [123], and atomic clocks at z = 0,

d lnα/d ln a ≤ (2.5±3.5)×10−9 [124]. Indeed, for up to ∂ϵ/∂(H0t) = 5×1010 ϵ,

the model is not in conflict with the Oklo limits and for both BM1 and BM2

the change is sufficiently small.

• Supernova Energy Loss: Before the onset of the LSB, the mass of the scalar

field µ(t) depends on the nature of the phase transition and is not specified

here. Supernova energy loss bounds give bounds for µ ≤ T SN
core ∼ 30 MeV on

the interactions that lead to Eq. (B.1) and Eq. (B.2) [125]. The limits set

ΛS > a few ×103 GeV, which will be respected by the constraint set from the

following fifth-force considerations.

• Fifth Force: Light scalar fields can mediate a Yukawa–like force which modify

the potential between two objects and can be constrained by fifth force searches.

The searches have been used to place bounds on terms like S|H|2 [126], which

however does not exist in our model, since U(1)N would not be conserved. In

general, the fifth force constraints for terms quadratic in S are less stringent,

since the modification to the Yukawa potential is of the order 1/r3 [125]. In

the Higgs portal, the quadratic term can appear without being suppressed, i.e.
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L ⊃ λSH |S|2|H|2. However, motivated experimentally by Higgs-To-Invisible

decay searches, and from the requirement of non-thermalisation of S, the cou-

pling λSH is assumed to be negligible. The bounds on ΛS can differ if one

allows different scales related to different couplings, but we will conservatively

assume a global value. One bound stems from Refs. [127] and [128], that con-

strain the proton interaction parameter to be Λ′
p ≳ 2× 103 GeV for µ ≲ 10−4

eV. Therefore, as a conservative limit we set a lower cutoff limit ΛS ≳ 104 GeV,

which has been used throughout this paper when evaluating viable parameter

space.
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