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Stringent constraints from the dark matter (DM) direct detection experiments can be naturally
evaded for a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB) DM. We propose a realization of pNGB DM in
the context of a left-right symmetric model, wherein the neutrinos are pseudo-Dirac in nature. The
Dirac mass term for neutrinos arises from two-loop quantum corrections, whereas the Majorana
mass terms are generated from Planck-induced corrections. This class of model also provides a
parity solution to the strong CP problem without the need for an axion. We show an interesting
correlation between the lifetime of the DM and the mass-squared differences between active and
sterile neutrinos while maintaining a solution to the strong CP problem.

Introduction.– Weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMP) remain one of the most attractive theoretical
models for DM, in which DM particles were in the ther-
mal bath with the standard model (SM) particles in the
early universe. As the universe expanded, the interaction
rate decreased and eventually decoupled, fixing DM relic
abundance [1]. The scattering process between WIMP
and the SM particles imposes a stringent upper limit on
the DM-nucleon scattering cross-section [2–4], necessitat-
ing suppression of DM-SM scattering while maintaining
the DM annihilation cross-section. Thus, to account for
the null results from the direct detection experiments,
various models of pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson [5–14]
have been proposed. Owing to its Goldstone nature, the
DM-nucleon scattering cross-section is proportional to
the momentum transfer and leads to a significant sup-
pression in the non-relativistic limit.

In addition to pursuing a DM candidate, understand-
ing the nature of neutrinos, Dirac vs. Majorana remains
a fundamental question in particle physics. Neutrino os-
cillation experiments are unable to distinguish between
the two. An intriguing possibility is that neutrino is a
pseudo-Dirac particle [15–17]: fundamentally Majorana
fermion with softly broken lepton number, yet behaving
like Dirac fermion. Such a scenario requires tiny mass-
squared splitting between active and sterile states, which
makes the testability achievable only when the neutrino
baseline is astrophysical in the distance. Typical exam-
ples in the literature where Dirac mass is naturally small
with vanishing Majorana masses at the renormalizable
level are Dirac seesaw models [18–24] and left-right sym-
metric models (LRSM) [25–29]. Tiny nonzero Majorana
masses in such models may be induced through higher-
dimensional Planck-suppressed operators.

The primary goal of this letter is to develop a class of
left-right symmetric theory based on SU(3)c×SU(2)L×
SU(2)R × U(1)X × U(1)B−L that naturally leads to
pseudo-Dirac neutrinos and pGNB DM. Here the global

unbroken (B − L) symmetry of the left-right theory [25]
is promoted to gauge symmetry, crucial to realize pNGB
DM as well as to control the amount of active-sterile mass
splitting. Unlike conventional LRSM [30–33], the masses
of the charged fermions in the model stem from a gener-
alized seesaw mechanism [26]; thus offering some insights
of the mass hierarchies observed among quarks and lep-
tons. Interestingly, with the minimum fermion content,
which is well motivated as it has natural embedding in
SU(5) × SU(5) GUT [34–41], Dirac neutrinos get their
tiny masses via two-loop radiative corrections.
Moreover, the model is well-motivated on several

grounds. Parity is spontaneously broken symmetry, un-
like in the SM. The model provides a parity resolution
to the strong CP problem, obviating the necessity for
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry and the resulting axion [42].
The model can also provide resolution to W -boson mass
anomaly [43] and Cabibbo anomaly [44] (for recent work
see Ref. [45]).

Model description– The model we considered is
based on the left-right symmetric gauge group SU(3)C ×
SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)X × U(1)B−L, wherein the SM
fermion fields accompanied with right-handed neutrinos
form SU(2)L,R doublets:

QL,R = (u, d)TL,R, ΨL,R = (ν, e)TL,R . (1)

The model also includes three families of vector-like
quark and lepton fields F ≡ (U,D,E) that transform as
singlets under the SU(2) symmetries, which are needed
to generate masses and mixing for the SM charged
fermions via a generalized seesaw mechanism [26]. The
scalar sector consists of the following Higgs fields

HL,R = (H+, H0)TL,R, Φ1, Φ2 . (2)

Here HL,R (Φ1,2) fields transform as doublets (singlets)
under SU(2)L,R symmetry. The U(1)B−L symmetry is
broken by the vacuum expectation value (VEV) ⟨Φ1,2⟩ =
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SU(3)c SU(2)L SU(2)R U(1)X U(1)B−L

QL 3 2 1 1/3 1/3
QR 3 1 2 1/3 1/3
ΨL 1 2 1 −1 −1
ΨR 1 1 2 −1 −1
UL,R 3 1 1 4/3 1/3
DL,R 3 1 1 −2/3 1/3
EL,R 1 1 1 −2 −1
HL 1 2 1 1 0
HR 1 1 2 1 0
Φ1 1 1 1 0 q
Φ2 1 1 1 0 2q

Table I. Charge assignment for fermions and scalars under
SU(3)C × SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)X × U(1)B−L.

v1,2/
√
2, where as the remaining symmetry is broken

down to SU(3)c ×U(1)em by ⟨H0
L,R⟩ = κL,R/

√
2. These

additional singlet fields Φ1,2 are crucial in realizing a co-
herent framework for pseudo-Dirac neutrinos and provide
a viable candidate for pNGB DM. The quantum number
of all these particles under the gauge symmetry of the
theory is given in Table I. With these particle content,
the most general renormalizable Yukawa Lagrangian of
the model is given by

LY = yu (Q̄LH̃L + Q̄RH̃R)U + yd (Q̄LHL + Q̄RHR)D

+ yℓ (Ψ̄LHL + Ψ̄RHR)E + h.c. (3)

where H̃L,R = iτ2H
∗
L,R. Here we imposed parity sym-

metry under which QL ↔ QR, ψL ↔ ψR, FL ↔ FR,
and HL ↔ HR. In addition, the theory also includes
bare mass terms for vector-like fermions (VLF) MF F̄F .
After the symmetry breaking, the Lagrangian terms of
Eq. (3) together with VLF masses lead to 6×6 mass ma-
trices for up-type quarks (u, U), down-type quarks (d,D)
and charged leptons (e, E):

Mf =

(
0 yf κL

y†f κR MF

)
, (4)

where f stands for {u, d, ℓ}. The above mass matrices can
be block-diagonalized to obtain the light fermion mass
matrices:

M light
f ≃ −yfM−1

F y†fκLκR , (5)

where we have assumed MF ≫ yfκR, yfκL. In this gen-
eralized seesaw mechanism, a milder hierarchy in the
Yukawa couplings (yi = 10−3 − 1) is sufficient to explain
the mass hierarchy of charged fermions, contrary to the
SM setup which spans over the range (10−6 − 1).

Note that the neutrino masses are not generated at
the tree-level via this generalized seesaw scheme due to
the absence of vector-like neutral fermions. Instead, their
masses arise at the quantum level via two-loop radiative
diagrams shown in Fig. 1. The corresponding contribu-
tions to neutrino mass are given by [25, 29]

Figure 1. Two-loop radiative Dirac neutrino masses.

MD ≃− g2mtmbyℓME

(16π2)2mWL
mWR

G2

[
M2

D

M2
E

,
M2

U

M2
E

]
y†ℓ , (6)

where gL = gR = g and function G2[r1, r2] is given ex-
plicitly in Ref. [29]. It is important to note that these
two-loop contributions only induce Dirac mass terms for
neutrinos with no contributions to the Majorana masses
even at the loop level [29]. However, they can be gen-
erated via higher dimensional Planck-suppressed opera-
tors, a critical step to realize pseudo-Dirac neutrinos in
our framework, which we discuss next.

Realizing pseudo-Dirac neutrinos.– The contribu-
tions to the Majorana mass terms arise via the following
operators in our model:

O5+k;(R,L) ≡
1

Mk+1
Pl

ΨR,LΨR,LHR,LHR,LΦ
k
i (7)

with the charge assignment q = 2/k for Φ1 and q = 1/k
for Φ2. Here we take q = 1 such that d = 6 (d = 7) op-
erator is induced for Φ2 (Φ1). Taking into account these
contributions, the neutrino mass matrix in the (ν, νc) ba-
sis can be written as

M =

(
ML MD

MT
D MR

)
, (8)

whereML,R correspond to the Majorana masses obtained
from the Planck-induced operators given in Eq. (7). The
corresponding eigenvalues are given by

m± =
1

2

(
ML +MR ±

√
4M2

D + (ML −MR) 2
)
. (9)

The mass term ML can be safely ignored here as it is
of order MRκL/κR. To realize pseudo-Dirac neutrinos,
MD ≫ MR,ML is required which is naturally satisfied
due to Planck-suppressed operators inducing ML,R. The
mass-squared difference between the active-sterile neu-
trino states is then given as δm2 = m2

+−m2
− ≃ 2MDMR.

The constraint on this mass-splitting from solar neutrino
data, δm2 ≲ 10−11 eV2 [46–48], puts a stringent limit on
the U(1)B−L breaking scale vi for a fixed SU(2)R break-
ing scale κR. Assuming coefficients of d = 6, 7 operators
are of order one and equal, we find

δm2 ≃ 2κ2RMD

M2
Pl

(
v2 +

v21
MPl

)
. (10)
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Figure 2. Limit on the U(1)B−L breaking VEVs v1 and v2.
Blue contour represents the upper limit for a fixed SU(2)R
breaking VEV κR obtained from δm2 ≲ 10−11 eV2. Purple
contour corresponds to the lower limit on v2 for a fixed mχ

derived from the direct detection. Red contour represents the
lower limit on (v1, v2) for a fixed mχ obtained from pNGB
DM lifetime. The mass mχ ≲ 62.5 GeV is excluded from
Higgs invisible decay. The green arrow indicates the parame-
ter space consistent with the Strong CP solution.

We then recast it to obtain upper limits on v1,2 for differ-
ent choices of κR, shown by the blue contours in Fig. 2.
Note that κR ≲ 10 TeV is disfavored from resonance
searches of new neutral gauge bosons [49], assuming rel-
evant gauge coupling strength of the same order as of
weak interaction strength.

The B − L gauge symmetry is crucial in realizing a
consistent scenario of pseudo-Dirac neutrinos. In mod-
els without gauged U(1)B−L symmetry, the Planck-
suppressed operators arise at d = 5, ΨRΨRHRHR/MPl,
as the quantum gravitational corrections are not ex-
pected to respect global symmetries [50]. This results
in a Majorana mass MR ≳ O(10−2) eV (taking κR ≳ 10
TeV with order one coefficient), yielding δm2 ∼ 10−3

eV2- significantly exceeding the allowed values from cos-
mology [51, 52] and neutrino data [46]. However, gauging
the B−L symmetry forbids such d = 5 operators, as the
quantum gravitational interactions are expected to pre-
serve local symmetries.

A viable candidate for pNGB DM.– We turn our
attention to realizing pNGB DM candidate within the
model by first analyzing the scalar potential

V =−m2
HL
H†

LHL −m2
HR
H†

RHR −m2
Φi
Φ†

iΦi

+ λHH
†
LHLH

†
RHR + λ′H{(H†

LHL)
2 + (H†

RHR)
2}

+ λΦi
(Φ†

iΦi)
2 + λHΦi

Φ†
iΦi{H†

LHL +H†
RHR}

+ λ′Φ(Φ
†
1Φ1)(Φ

†
2Φ2)−

√
2µ (Φ†

2Φ
2
1 +Φ2Φ

†2
1 ) . (11)

Here i = 1, 2 and all parameters are real. Parity sym-
metry is softly broken by the condition m2

HL
̸= m2

HR
to

achieve κR ≫ κL, guaranteeing the required mass split-
tings between left- and right-handed gauge bosons [31].
This accounts for parity non-conservation and dominant
V −A character of known weak interactions.
The potential remain invariant under the Φi → Φ†

i im-
plying an accidental Z2 symmetry. A real (imaginary)
component of the field Φ1,2 is Z2-even (-odd) under such
transformation. When Φ1,2 develop VEVs and break the
B−L symmetry, a linear combination of the fields (ℑ[Φ1],
ℑ[Φ2]) orthogonal to the Goldstone mode would consti-
tute a viable candidate for pNGB DM. The mass of this
physical state is proportional to the cubic coupling µ (cf.
Eq. (16)). Note that the covariant derivatives of Φ1,2

break this Z2 symmetry, allowing pNGB DM to decay
via gauge interactions.
Let us investigate the scalar sector using the following

parameterization for the scalar multiplets:

HL,R =

(
G+

L,R

(hL,R + κL,R + i G0
L,R)/

√
2

)
, (12)

Φ1,2 = (ϕ1,2 + v1,2 + i χ1,2) /
√
2. (13)

Here G+
L,R (G0

L,R) are the Goldstone modes absorbed

by W+
L,R (ZL,R) gauge bosons. After spontaneous sym-

metry breaking and solving stationary conditions, the
symmetric mass matrix for the CP-even scalar in the
(hL, hR, ϕ1, ϕ2) basis reads as M2

H =
2λ′Hκ

2
L λHκLκR λHΦ1

v1κL λHΦ2
v2κL

• 2λ′Hκ
2
R λHΦ1v1κR λHΦ2v2κR

• • 2λΦ1v
2
1 v1 (λ

′
Φv2 − 2µ)

• • • 2λΦ2v
2
2 +

µv21
v2

 , (14)

which can be diagonalized by

UM2
HU

T = M2,diag
H . (15)

Here U represents the orthogonal matrix that transforms
the original basis (hL, hR, ϕ1, ϕ2) into the mass basis
(h1, h2, h3, h4). We identify h1 to be SM-like Higgs. As
for the CP-odd scalars, the mass eigenstates (G′, χ) with
masses

m2
G′ = 0, m2

χ = µ(v21 + 4v22)/v2 , (16)

are related to (χ1, χ2) via the following transformations

G′ = cos θχ1 + sin θχ2 , χ = − sin θχ1 + cos θχ2 , (17)

where the mixing angle θ given by

sin 2θ =
4v1v2
v21 + 4v22

. (18)

Here G′ is the Goldstone mode absorbed by the gauge
boson associated with the B − L gauge symmetry and
the scalar state χ is identified as the pNGB DM.
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Suppression of direct detection amplitude and
relic abundance of DM.– In this section, we confirm
that the spin-independent cross-section of the pNGB DM
with nucleon is indeed suppressed in the zero momentum
transfer limit. The pNGB DM χ interacts with nucle-
ons via the t-channel exchange of CP-even scalars. The
elastic scattering amplitude in the interaction basis reads
as

A ∝ CχχH (M2
H)−1 CT

Hff , (19)

where CHff = Mf (1/κL, 1/κR, 0, 0) is the effective cou-
pling of CP-even scalars H = (hL, hR, ϕ1, ϕ2) with SM
fermions. M2

H and Mf are given in Eqs. (14) and (5).
CχχH = (CL, CR, C1, C2) is the effective couplings of χ-
χ−H and read as

CL,R = κL,R

(
λHΦ2

v21 + 4λHΦ1
v22
)
/(2

(
v21 + 4v22

)
),

C1 = v1
(
λ′Φv

2
1 + 8v2(µ+ λΦ1v2)

)
/(2

(
v21 + 4v22

)
),

C2 = v2
(
λΦ2

v21 + 2v2(2µ+ λ′Φv2)
)
/
(
v21 + 4v22

)
. (20)

In the limit κL ≪ κR and mχ ≪ v1, v2, the amplitude
takes the following form

A ∝
Mfm

2
χ

(
Λ1v

2
1 + Λ2v

2
2

)
2Λ3κ2Lv

2
2 (v

2
1 + 4v22)

∝
Mfm

2
χ

κ2Lv
2
2

. (21)

Here Λi are some combination of the quartic couplings
given in Eq. (11) and can be of order one. This is ad-
equately suppressed and gives a constraint on U(1)B−L

breaking scale v2 for a fixed DM mass. We estimate the
spin-independent DM-nucleon cross-section [3]:

σSI ≃
A2

π

m2
χ

κ4Lv
4
2

m4
Nf

2
N , (22)

where A = Z + N refers to the nucleon number, mN

is the nucleon mass and fN ≈ 0.3 describe the effective
Higgs-nucleon interaction [53]. We used full expression
for the amplitude to obtain the lower limit on v2 from
Lux-Zeplin [3], depicted in Fig. 2 by purple contour for
a fixed DM mass, mχ = 62.5 GeV and 104 GeV.
Since one can evade direct detection constraints in the

model, a vast region of parameter space opens up for
the DM relic abundance. In the natural limit when the
quartic couplings are of O(1), a hierarchy in the Higgs
sector is realized such that the only relevant interaction
of DM annihilation into SM particles is through SM-like
Higgs boson h1. The relevant interaction is given by

V ⊃ λ̃/2 χ2h21 + λ̃κL χ2h1 , (23)

where λ̃ ≃ CL/κL with CL defined in Eq. (20). We
implement the model with these couplings in CalcHEP

[56] by using LanHEP [57] and numerically evaluate the
relic abundance of the pNGB DM using the software
MicrOmegas [58]. The allowed parameter space is shown

101 102 103 104
10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

100

mχ [GeV]

λ

Higgs invis

Ω h2  0.12 ± 0.003
Fermi-LAT

Figure 3. Allowed regions in the (mχ, λ̃) plane that satisfies
relic abundance requirement. The purple region is excluded
by the Higgs invisible decay [54]. The black segment along
the abundance curve is excluded by Fermi-LAT+MAGIC
bound [55].

in Fig. 3 where the blue curve satisfies DM relic den-
sity Ωh2 = 0.120 ± 0.003 [1]. For the DM mass be-
low mh1

/2, the SM-like Higgs h1 can decay to a pair
of pNGB DMs. Such invisible decay is constrained to be
BR(h1 → χχ) < 0.16 [54], depicted in Fig. 3 by purple-
shaded region. Additionally, indirect detection experi-
ments such as Fermi-LAT [59] and MAGIC [55] impose
limits on the model parameter space shown by the black
shaded segment in Fig. 3.

Lifetime of dark matter and its connection with
δm2δm2δm2.– As aforementioned, the covariant derivatives of
Φ1,2 break the Z2 symmetry, resulting in the decay of the
DM. Therefore, one has to ensure that it is sufficiently
long-lived τχ ≳ 1027 s [60]. The DM candidate in the
model can have two-, three-, and four-body decay modes.
The two-body decay process χ→ hiZ can be particu-

larly important when mχ > mZ +mhi . The total decay
width for this decay channel is given by Γχ→Zhi ≃

ξ2g2Bmχ

16π
(2cθU4i − sθU3i)

2 F1

[
m2

Z

m2
χ

,
m2

hi

m2
χ

]
, (24)

where F1[a, b] ≡ 1/a
{
a2 + (b− 1)2 − 2a(b+ 1)

}3/2
.

Here (sθ ≡ sin θ, cθ ≡ cos θ) is defined in Eq. (18) and
U is the orthogonal matrix of Eq. (15). ξ denotes the
mixing angle between Bµ and Zµ

L, which is related to the
gauge kinetic mixing ϵ; ξ = tan ϵ gXm

2
Zκ

2
L/m

4
Z′′ . Notice

that this decay mode becomes insignificant for ϵ≪ 1 and
larger masses of Z ′′.
In the case when the two-body decay channels are kine-

matically forbidden or suppressed, the three-body decay
process χ → Zff̄ and χ → hiff̄ , though phase-space
suppressed, may become important. The contribution to
Γχ from χ → Zff̄ is negligible as it is suppressed by
the heavy mass of h3, h4 and small scalar mixing. Ad-
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Figure 4. Allowed parameter space in the lifetime of pNGB
DM τχ and the neutrino mass-squared splitting δm2. Brown
and orange solid (dashed) lines represent the lower bound
for 200 GeV and 104 GeV DM masses without (with) the
Strong CP solution. Purple shaded region is the exclusion
limit from Higgs invisible decay, h1 → χχ together with limits
from Direct detection on v2. Blue dashed line represents the
future sensitivity reach of the JUNO experiment [61].

ditionally, when ϵ → 0 this decay mode vanishes. Con-
versely, the latter process contributes significantly pro-
viding stringent bound on the model parameter space.
In the limit Mf ≪ mhi

,mχ ≪ mZ′′ and ϵ = 0, the
decay-width to this process is given by [7]:

Γχ→hiff̄ ≃
g4Bm

5
χ (2cθU4i − sθU3i)

2

768π3m4
Z′′

F2

[
m2

hi

m2
χ

]
, (25)

where F2[a] = 1− 8a+ 8a3 − a4 − 12a2 log a . The four-
body decay channel χ → h∗iB

∗ → ff̄f f̄ is particularly
important when mχ < mh. We estimate its contribution
to Γχ:

Γχ→4f ≈
2g4Bm

5
χ

(10π)5m4
Z′′

[
s2θ
M2

bm
4
χ

4v21m
4
h3

+ c2θ
M2

bm
4
χ

v22m
4
h4

]
. (26)

Here Mb is the mass of the bottom quark.
Taking into account all the decay processes and fixing

DM lifetime τχ ≳ 1027 s [60], we obtain the lower limit on
(v1, v2) which is illustrated by the red contours in Fig. 2.
To adequately suppress Γχ one requires larger values of
v1,2. However, increasing values of v1,2 also significantly
impact δm2, see Eq. (10). Thus through this reciprocal
dependency on the U(1)B−L breaking scale, the lifetime
of DM and δm2 are strongly correlated within our setup.

We illustrate this direct correlation for different DM
masses in Fig. 4. The plot is generated by fixing the DM
mass and varying v1, v2 and κR within the allowed range

set by DM lifetime constraint (lower-bound) and the limit
δm2 ≲ 10−11 eV2 [46–48] (upper-bound). Additionally,
direct detection experiments also put a lower bound on
v2. The region above each contour line denotes the al-
lowed parameter space, while the area below indicates
the absence of a viable solution for any choice of v1,2.
Color-shaded regions depict excluded parameter spaces:
red for DM lifetime and blue for δm2 limits. It is clear
that higher DM masses predict larger δm2, as they re-
quire larger v1,2 to satisfy the lifetime of DM constraint.
When mχ < mh, the relevant mode is the 4-body decay
that easily satisfies the lifetime constraint. Direct detec-
tion set a lower limit on v2 (cf. Fig 2) which in turn sets
a lower limit on δm2, depicted by purple band in Fig. 4.

Parity solution to Strong CP.– Our framework al-
lows for a parity solution to the Strong CP problem. The
physical invariant parameter that contributes to the neu-
tron EDM is given by θ̄ = θQCD +Arg{det(Mq)}, where
Mq is the quark mass matrix of Eq. (5). θQCD vanishes
in parity symmetric theory and Arg{det(Mq)} is real.
Thus θ̄ = 0 at tree-level. Nonzero θ̄ can arise from ra-
diative corrections, potentially within the experimentally
allowed range θ̄ ≤ 1.19 × 10−10 [62]. It has been shown
that θ̄ vanishes at one-loop order and very small θ̄ would
be induced through two-loop radiative corrections [42].
Notice that the Planck-induced corrections would allow
d = 5, 6 operators of the type

O5 ≡ (Q̄LQR)H
†
RHL/MPl, (27)

O6 ≡ Q̄L,RUR,LH̃L,RΦ
†
iΦi/M

2
Pl , (28)

which induce non-hermitian entries in the quark mass
matrices, thus affecting the Strong CP solution. De-
manding θ̄ ≤ 10−10 puts an upper limit on both the
left-right and U(1)B−L breaking scale, κR ≤ 106 GeV
and v1,2 ≤ 1013 GeV. This further constrains the model
parameter space as shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 4.

Conclusions.– We proposed a realization of pNGB
DM within LRSM, wherein the neutrinos are naturally
pseudo-Dirac. The DM candidate arises from Φ1,2,
both charged under a U(1)B−L gauge symmetry. Un-
like conventional Higgs-portal scalar DM, the proposed
model naturally evades stringent constraints from di-
rect detection due to its Nambu-Goldstone boson nature.
This in turn opens up wide region of parameter space
O(10)GeV ≤ mχ ≤ O(10)TeV to satisfy relic abun-
dance. Since the DM in the model can decay, consistency
from lifetime constraints necessitates the larger VEVs of
Φ1,2. Interestingly, the mass-squared difference δm2 be-
tween the active and sterile neutrinos also depends on
these VEVs via Planck-suppressed operators. We have
thus shown that δm2 and DM lifetime are directly corre-
lated within the model through these reciprocal depen-
dencies on the U(1)B−L breaking scales while maintain-
ing the parity solution to the Strong CP problem.
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Appendix A: Neutral gauge bosons sector

The neutral gauge boson associated with the symmetry SU(2)L, SU(2)R, U(1)X , and U(1)B−L is represented byW 0
µL,

W 0
µR, Xµ, and Bµ, respectively. These gauge fields will mix each other and produce physical gauge bosons Aµ, ZµL, Z

′
µ,

and Z ′′
µ states, where Aµ and ZµL can be identified as the SM gauge fields Aµ and Zµ. The corresponding mass-squared

matrix in the basis (W 0
µL,W

0
µR, Xµ, Bµ) reads as

M2
0 =


1
4g

2
Lκ

2
L 0 − 1

4gXgLκ
2
L 0

0 1
4g

2
Rκ

2
R − 1

4gXgRκ
2
R 0

• • 1
4g

2
X(κ2L + κ2R) 0

• • • g2B(v
2
1 + 4v22)

 . (A1)

The above mass matrix gets modified in the presence of the gauge kinetic mixing between the fields Xµ and Bµ,
− sin ϵ

2 BµνX
µν , where Bµν (Xµν) is the field strength tensor associated with gauge boson Bµ (Xµ). In the basis where

gauge kinetic terms are diagonalized, indicated by (W 0
µL,W

0
µR, X̂µ, B̂µ), the mass-squared matrix takes the following

form

M̃2
0 =


1
4g

2
Lκ

2
L 0 − 1

4gLgXκ
2
L

1
4gLgXκ

2
L tan ϵ

0 1
4g

2
Rκ

2
R − 1

4gRgXκ
2
R

1
4gRgXκ

2
R tan ϵ

• • 1
4g

2
X

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
− 1

4g
2
X

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
tan ϵ

• • • g2B
(
v21 + 4v22

)
sec2 ϵ+ 1

4g
2
X

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
tan2 ϵ

 . (A2)

The states (W 0
µL,W

0
µR, X̂µ, B̂µ) will mix to produce (Aµ, ZµL, ZµR, B

′
µ), in analogy with the SM. The photon field

Aµ remains massless, while the rest of the fields mix. It is convenient to choose the following basis:

Aµ =
gXgRW

0
µL + gXgLW

0
µR + gLgRX̂µ√

g2X(g2R + g2L) + g2Lg
2
R

, ZµL =
gL(g

2
R + g2X)W 0

µL − gRg
2
XW

0
µR − g2RgXX̂µ√

(g2R + g2X)(g2Rg
2
X + g2L(g

2
R + g2X))

ZµR =
−gRW 0

µR + gXX̂µ√
g2R + g2X

, B′
µ = B̂µ. (A3)

In this basis the photon field decouples from other gauge fields, leading to a 3× 3 mass-squared matrix B2 reads as

B2 =



1

4

(
g2L +

g2Rg
2
X

g2R + g2X

)
κ2L −

g2X
√
g2L (g2R + g2X) + g2Rg

2
X

4 (g2R + g2X)
κ2L gX

√
g2L

(
g2R + g2X

)
+ g2Rg

2
X

16(g2R + g2X)
κ2L tan ϵ

•
g4Xκ

2
L +

(
g2R + g2X

)2
κ2R

4 (g2R + g2X)
−
gX

(
g2X

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
+ g2Rκ

2
R

)
4
√
g2R + g2X

tan ϵ

• • g2B
(
v21 + 4v22

)
sec2 ϵ+

1

4
g2X

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
tan2 ϵ


.

(A4)
As one can see from the above equation, in the κL → 0 limit, the eigenvalue associated with ZµL is zero, which
resembles the SM Zµ-boson. With the hierarchy κR ≪ v1, v2, the gauge fields ZµL, ZµR, and B

′
µ from equation (A3)

can be approximated as Zµ, Z
′
µ and Z ′′

µ with the eigenvalues,

M2
Z =

1

4
κ2L

(
g2L + g2Y

)
+O

(
κ2L
κ2R

)
, (A5)

M2
Z′ =

1

4

g4Y κ
2
L + g4Rκ

2
R

g2R − g2Y
+O

(
κ2R

v21 + 4v22

)
, (A6)

M2
Z′′ = g2B

(
v21 + 4v22

)
sec2 ϵ+

1

4

g2Rg
2
Y

(
κ2L + κ2R

)
(g2R − g2Y )

tan2 ϵ. (A7)

In the above equation, we have traded gX in favor of gY using the following coupling matching condition 1/g2Y =
1/g2R + 1/g2X .
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