
Scotoseesaw mechanism from a Z3 symmetry of matter

Doan Minh Luong∗ and Phung Van Dong†

Phenikaa Institute for Advanced Study, Phenikaa

University, Yen Nghia, Ha Dong, Hanoi 100000, Vietnam

(Dated: January 16, 2025)

We show that the neutrino mass generation and the dark matter stability can be

governed by the center of the QCD group, which is a Z3 group. Three right-handed

neutrinos N1,2,3R transform under Z3 as 1, w, w2, where w = ei2π/3 is the cube root

of unity, and they couple to usual lepton doublets via the usual Higgs doublet H

and two new scalar doublets η, χ, which transform under Z3 as 1, w
2, w, respectively.

This leads to a scotoseesaw mechanism in which the seesaw and scotogenic neutrino

mass generations are induced by the Majorana N1R mass and the Dirac N2,3R mass,

respectively. Although the lightest of the Z3 fields is stabilized, responsible for dark

matter, the model lacks an explanation for relic density and/or direct detection. The

issue can be solved in a U(1)B−L gauge completion of the model, for which the center

of the QCD group is isomorphic to Z3 = {1, T, T 2} for T = w3(B−L).
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I. INTRODUCTION

Of the exact symmetries in physics, the symmetry of the baryon-minus-lepton number,

say B − L, causes curiosity. There is no necessary principle for the B − L symmetry, since

it directly results from the standard model Lagrangian. Indeed, every interaction of the

standard model separately preserves B and L so that B −L is conserved and anomaly-free,

given that right-handed neutrinos are simply included.

The evidence of neutrino oscillations [1, 2] acquires that neutrinos have nonzero masses,

which break B − L if they are Majorana particles. Additionally, the observation of cosmo-

logical baryon asymmetry [3] requires that B − L must be broken too. If B − L is broken

by two units, it is reduced to a conserved symmetry Z6 = Z2 ⊗ Z3 [4]. If B − L is broken

by one unit, it is reduced to a conserved symmetry Z3 [5]. As a matter of fact, every B −L

breaking would leave a common residual Z3 group conserved, composed of {1, T, T 2}, where
T = w3(B−L) obeys T 3 = 1, and w = ei2π/3 is the cube root of unity.

Indeed, this Z3 symmetry, which transforms nontrivially only for quarks, namely T = w

for q, T = w2 for qc, and T = 1 for other fields (leptons, Higgs fields, and gauge fields), is ac-

cidentally conserved by the SU(3)C color symmetry, where the Z3 group is isomorphic to the

center of SU(3)C . Since the SU(3)C gauge symmetry is always conserved and unbroken, the

Z3 symmetry is absolutely preserved, in contrast to the matter parity PM = (−1)3(B−L)+2s,

as in the Z2 group above, which is possibly broken [6].

Further, if a dark matter candidate [7, 8], such as a right-handed neutrino, is charged

under the Z3 group, it cannot decay to quarks, in spite of the fact that both transform

nontrivially under Z3 and if the dark matter is heavier than quarks. Indeed, since the

dark matter candidate is color neutral, it cannot decay to a single quark, because of color

conservation. If the dark matter candidate decays to several quarks, the QCD symmetry

demands that the final state must compose qqc and/or qqq due to color conservation but is

trivial under Z3, which is suppressed by Z3. Hence, the dark matter candidate is absolutely

stabilized, due to the color symmetry, in addition to Z3.

We would like to suggest in this work that three right-handed neutrinos (N1,2,3R) exist as

irreducible representations of the Z3 group, i.e. transforming (almost nontrivially) according

to the center of the color group, such as T = 1, w, w2 assigned to N1,2,3R, respectively. That

said, N2,3R reveals a Dirac fermion state under Z3, i.e. N2L ≡ N c
3R so that the Dirac fermion
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mass D2N̄2LN2R + H.c. is invariant under Z3. Additionally, N1R is a Majorana field with

mass 1
2
M1N̄

c
1RN1R + H.c. invariant under Z3 by itself. This implies that neutrino masses

might be generated by a scotoseesaw mechanism [9, 10], where the seesaw part [11–15] is

governed by N1R, which is trivial under Z3, coupled to neutrinos and the Higgs boson,

while the scotogenic part [16, 17] is set by N2L,R, which is nontrivial under Z3, coupled to

neutrinos and appropriate Z3 scalar doublets. This proposal predicts a unique Dirac dark

matter candidate N2, besides potential Z3 scalar candidates.

The scotoseesaw has been extensively studied in [18–27], in which the dark sector sym-

metry is centrally discussed. The novelty of this work is that the dark matter stability may

be due to the center of the color group for which the dark matter is charged. However, this

mechanism lacks an explanation for dark matter relic density and/or direct detection. This

problem is resolved if one supplies a U(1)B−L gauge completion for Z3.

In what follows, we first present the toy model based only on the center of the QCD group

in detail in Sec. II. In this case, we identity the scalar mass spectrum and investigate the

neutrino mass generation. We then give comments on dark matter stability and detection.

We next present a gauge completion for the toy model in detail in Sec. III. In this gauge

completion, we reexamine the neutrino mass generation and investigate the relevant dark

matter density and detection phenomena. Finally, we conclude this work in Sec. IV.

II. THE TOY MODEL

The QCD sector supplies a center of SU(3)C , well-established as the Z3 group, which

transforms nontrivially on quarks. What happens if this Z3 symmetry governs the exotic

neutrino sector?

A. Proposal

We add three right-handed neutrinos N1,2,3R, which transform under the center of the

color group Z3 as 1, w, w2 for w = ei2π/3, respectively, despite the fact that N1,2,3R are color

neutral. Notice that the usual leptons la = (νa, ea) are trivial under Z3, while the quarks

qa = (ua, da) transform as w under Z3, where a = 1, 2, 3 is a family index. Besides the usual

Higgs doublet H, we introduce two Z3 scalar doublets η, χ, which transform as w2, w under
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Field SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y Z3

laL =

νaL

eaL

 1 2 −1/2 1

eaR 1 1 −1 1

qaL =

uaL

daL

 3 2 1/6 w

uaR 3 1 2/3 w

daR 3 1 −1/3 w

N1R 1 1 0 1

N2R 1 1 0 w

N3R 1 1 0 w2

H =

H+

H0

 1 2 1/2 1

η =

η0

η−

 1 2 −1/2 w2

χ =

χ0

χ−

 1 2 −1/2 w

TABLE I. Field representation content.

Z3 and couple N2,3R to the lepton doublets, respectively. The field representation content

of the model is collected in Table I.

The total Lagrangian takes the form,

L = Lkinetic + LYukawa − Vscalar, (1)

where the first part contains kinetic terms and gauge interactions. The Yukawa part is

LYukawa = hu
abq̄aLH̃ubR + hd

abq̄aLHdbR + he
abl̄aLHebR +

+hν
a1l̄aLH̃N1R + hν

a2l̄aLηN2R + hν
a3l̄aLχN3R

−1

2
M1N̄

c
1RN1R −D2N̄

c
3RN2R +H.c., (2)

where b = 1, 2, 3 is a family index as a is. Additionally, h’s stand for Yukawa couplings,

while M1 and D2 denote Majorana and Dirac masses coupled to N1R and N2,3R, respectively.
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The scalar potential is

Vscalar = µ2
1H

†H + µ2
2η

†η + µ2
3χ

†χ

+λ1(H
†H)2 + λ2(η

†η)2 + λ3(χ
†χ)2

+λ4(H
†H)(η†η) + λ5(H

†H)(χ†χ) + λ6(η
†η)(χ†χ)

+λ7(H
†η)(η†H) + λ8(H

†χ)(χ†H) + λ9(η
†χ)(χ†η)

+ [λ10(Hη)(Hχ) +H.c.] , (3)

where λ’s stand for dimensionless couplings, while µ’s have a mass dimension. The coupling

λ10 is assumed to be real, since its phase if present is removed by redefining appropriate scalar

fields. The desirable vacuum structure demands that µ2
1 < 0 and µ2

2,3 > 0. Further, the

scalar potential bounded below requires λ1,2,3 > 0. The extra conditions must be presented

for the potential to be copositive, perturbative, and unitarity but is skipped for brevity.

B. Scalar spectrum

The Z3 conservation demands that η, χ have vanished vacuum expectation values (VEVs),

while H can develop a nonzero VEV. Additionally, H does not mix with η, χ. Expanding

H0 = (v + h+ iGZ)/
√
2, the doublet H is given by

H =

 G+
W

1√
2
(v + h+ iGZ)

 , (4)

where v =
√

−µ2
1/λ1 = 246 GeV is the weak scale, while G+

W = H+ and GZ are massless

Goldstone bosons eaten by the gauge bosons W+ and Z, respectively. The field h is the

usual Higgs boson with mass mh =
√
2λ1v.

The charged Z3 scalar fields η− and χ− are physical mass eigenstates by themselves,

whose masses are given, respectively, by

m2
η− = µ2

2 +
1

2
(λ4 + λ7)v

2, (5)

m2
χ− = µ2

3 +
1

2
(λ5 + λ8)v

2. (6)

By contrast, the neutral Z3 scalar fields η0 and χ0∗ mix by themselves via a mass matrix,

Vscalar ⊃
(
η0∗ χ0

)µ2
2 +

λ4

2
v2 λ10

2
v2

λ10

2
v2 µ2

3 +
λ5

2
v2

 η0

χ0∗

 . (7)
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To diagonalize the neutral Z3 scalar sector, we define the η0-χ0∗ mixing angle,

t2θ =
λ10v

2

µ2
3 − µ2

2 +
1
2
(λ5 − λ4)v2

, (8)

which yields physical mass eigenstates to be

H1 = cθη
0 − sθχ

0∗, (9)

H2 = sθη
0 + cθχ

0∗. (10)

These fields obtain respective masses,

m2
H1

≃ µ2
2 +

λ4

2
v2 −

1
4
λ2
10v

4

µ2
3 − µ2

2 +
1
2
(λ5 − λ4)v2

, (11)

m2
H2

≃ µ2
3 +

λ5

2
v2 +

1
4
λ2
10v

4

µ2
3 − µ2

2 +
1
2
(λ5 − λ4)v2

. (12)

Here the approximation assumes that the η0-χ0∗ mixing angle is small. In this case, substi-

tuting the approximated masses, the mixing angle takes the form,

s2θ ≃
λ10v

2

m2
H2

−m2
H1

. (13)

C. Neutrino mass generation

νbL N1R N1R νaL

H0 H0

×
νbL N3RN2R νaL

η0 χ0

H0 H0

×

FIG. 1. Scotoseesaw scheme governed by the Z3 symmetry of matter.

The neutrino mass generation is derived by a scotoseesaw mechanism, as given in diagrams

in Fig. 1. In the mass basis, the loop diagram is mediated by a Dirac fermion N2L,R and

two scalars H1,2 instead. It is straightforward to derive the neutrino mass

mν = mtree
ν +mloop

ν , (14)
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where

(mtree
ν )ab = −hν

a1h
ν
b1v

2

2M1

, (15)

and

(mloop
ν )ab =

cθsθ(h
ν
a2h

ν
b3 + hν

a3h
ν
b2)D2

32π2

m2
H2

ln
D2

2

m2
H2

D2
2 −m2

H2

−
m2

H1
ln

D2
2

m2
H1

D2
2 −m2

H1

 . (16)

We demand that the Dirac fermion N2L,R is radically lighter than H1,2, responsible for

dark matter, which implies D2
2 ≪ m2

H1,2
. Additionally, we assume the masses of N1R and

H1,2 to be at TeV regime, i.e. M1 ∼ mH1,2 ∼ TeV, responsible for neutrino mass. The last

proportion leads to µ2,3 ∼ TeV. Since µ2 and µ3 are generically separated, the masses of H1

and H2 are separated too. The mixing angle θ is small, given by (13). Hence, the radiative

neutrino mass is approximated as

(mloop
ν )ab ≃

λ10(h
ν
a2h

ν
b3 + hν

a3h
ν
b2)D2

64π2

v2

m2
H2

−m2
H1

ln
m2

H2

m2
H1

. (17)

Because D2 is at/below the weak scale, the radiative neutrino mass is suppressed by (i) the

loop factor 1/32π2 ≪ 1 and (ii) the double seesaw (v/mH1,2)
2 ≪ 1.

Comparing the tree-level neutrino mass (15) with the measured value of Atmospheric

neutrino mass (large) splitting, i.e. mtree
ν ∼ 0.1 eV, we derive hν

a1 ∼ 10−5, like the Yukawa

coupling of electrons. Further, taking λ10 ∼ 10−3, hν
a2h

ν
b3+hν

a3h
ν
b2 ∼ 10−4, and v/mH1,2 ∼ 0.1,

comparing the loop-level neutrino mass (17) with the measured value of the Solar neutrino

mass (small) splitting, i.e. mloop
ν ∼ 0.01 eV, yields D2 ∼ 10 GeV.

D. Remarks on dark matter

In the early universe, the Dirac fermion N2L,R with mass D2 ∼ 10 GeV annihilates to

usual leptons via t-channel diagrams exchanged by η, χ. But the annihilation cross section

is too small due to hν
a2(3) ∼ 10−2 to set the correct density. It is noted that H1,2 belong

to the weak doublets significantly interact with nuclei via Z-exchange, which were already

ruled out by the direct detection experiment, i.e. they cannot be interpreted as a dark

matter candidate. Last, but not least, the Dirac dark matter observables are only set when

the gauge completion is available. In this case, the uncharacteristic smallness of hν
a1 can be

solved by an inverse seesaw instead.
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III. U(1)B−L GAUGE COMPLETION: IMPROVED PHENOMENA

T = w3(B−L) transforms nontrivially only for quarks, hence isomorphic to the center of

the color group [4, 5]. We will realize it in a B−L gauge completion of the standard model,

which gives rise to the scotoseesaw mechanism, responsible for neutrino mass generation and

dark matter stability.

A. Z3 as a residual U(1)B−L symmetry

As mentioned from the outset, we study a gauge completion by introducing a U(1)B−L

gauge symmetry and assigning its charge X ≡ B − L to various right-handed neutrinos

N1,2,3,··· ,nR as X1,2,3,··· ,n, respectively, where we do not (since there is no reason why) limit

the number of right-handed neutrinos, n. Notice that the usual fermions obtain X charge to

be X = −1 for leptons and X = 1/3 for quarks, as usual. The cancellation of the relevant

anomalies [gravity]2U(1)X and [U(1)X ]
3 demands that

X1 +X2 +X3 + · · ·+Xn = −3, (18)

X3
1 +X3

2 +X3
3 + · · ·+X3

n = −3, (19)

respectively. There is no solution for n < 3. For n = 3, the equations reveal integer solutions

X1,2,3 = −1,−1,−1, as usual, and X1,2,3 = −4,−4,+5, as in [29]. Unfortunately, the right-

handed neutrinos N1,2,3R with such charges transform trivially under Z3 = {1, T, T 2} for

T = w3(B−L) isomorphic to the center of the color group [5]. Alternatively, the equations

yield a non-integer solution X1,2,3 = 6,−17/3,−10/3 for right-handed neutrinos N1,2,3R [30],

which now transform under Z3 as 1, w, w2, respectively. However, this solution does not

reveal any simple scotoseesaw mechanism as given above.

Fields N1R N2R N3R N4R N5R N6R

X = B − L −1 −2/3 −1/3 1 −4/3 −2/3

T = w3(B−L) 1 w w2 1 w2 w

TABLE II. A solution for B − L anomaly with six right-handed neutrinos.

Next, we relax n so that n ≤ 6 and search for Z3-nontrivial, but not large valued,

solutions. The simplest of which is X1 = −1, X2 = −2/3, X3 = −1/3, X4 = 1, X5 = −4/3,
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and X6 = −2/3. Correspondingly, the right-handed neutrinos N1,2,3,4,5,6R as coupled to

this solution transform under Z3 as 1, w, w2, 1, w2, w, respectively. They are all collected in

Table II for brevity. According to the Z3 transformation property, the right-handed neutrinos

N1,2,3,4,5,6R are appropriately conjugated in pairs, so that the relevant mass terms, such as

D1N1RN4R + H.c., D2N2RN5R + H.c., and D3N3RN6R + H.c., are invariant under Z3. By

defining N1L ≡ N c
4R, N2L ≡ N c

5R, and N3L ≡ N c
6R, the solution indeed obeys three vectorlike

(or Dirac) fermions N1R,L, N2R,L, and N3R,L under Z3. Exceptionally, the Z3-trivial fields

N1,4R might separately obtain Majorana masses 1
2
M1N1RN1R + 1

2
M4N4RN4R +H.c., which

combined with their Dirac mass D1 define two generic Majorana states, composed of N1,4R,

with respective masses invariant under Z3 too. It is noted that omitting X1,4, the remaining

solution for X2,3,5,6 becomes that studied in [29, 31]. However, the presence of X1,4, exactly

N1,4R, indicates to a scotoseesaw in the present setup. Additionally, the Dirac mass of N3R,L,

i.e. D3N̄3LN3R + H.c., breaks U(1)B−L, by one charge unit, down to the Z3 group, with

T = w3(B−L), as expected [5]. Hence, the heavy field N3R,L that determines the residual Z3

symmetry might be integrated out, while N1R,L and N2R,L set the scotoseesaw.

The scalar doublets η and χ have X = −1/3 and 1/3 so that they couple N2R,L to

the usual lepton doublets, respectively. Again, η and χ transform under Z3 as w2 and

w, respectively. The U(1)X group is broken by two scalar singlets ϕ1 and ϕ2 possessing

X = 1 and 2, which necessarily couple ϕ1N̄3LN3R and ϕ2N̄2LN2R (as well as ϕ∗
2N4RN4R) to

make the Dirac (Majorana) masses, respectively. Notice that ϕ2 also couples to N1RN1R

but does not contribute to the neutrino mass. As mentioned, ϕ1 supplies the Dirac mass

of N3R,L and determines the residual Z3 group. Whereas, the VEV of ϕ2, which breaks X

charge by two unit, conserves the residual Z3 symmetry. Indeed, a U(1)X transformation

has the form, R = eiα(B−L), where α is a transforming parameter. It must conserve the

vacua R⟨ϕ1⟩ = ⟨ϕ1⟩ and R⟨ϕ2⟩ = ⟨ϕ2⟩, leading to eiα = 1 and ei2α = 1, respectively. These

equations obey α = k2π for k integer. Hence, R = eik2π(B−L) = w3k(B−L) = {1, T, T 2} for

T = w3(B−L). It is clear that T 3 = 1, thus R is a symmetry of Z3, as expected. We collect in

Table III field representation content, complete gauge symmetry, and its residual Z3 group.
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Field SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)B−L Z3

laL =

νaL

eaL

 1 2 −1/2 −1 1

eaR 1 1 −1 −1 1

qaL =

uaL

daL

 3 2 1/6 1/3 w

uaR 3 1 2/3 1/3 w

daR 3 1 −1/3 1/3 w

N1R 1 1 0 −1 1

N2R 1 1 0 −2/3 w

N3R 1 1 0 −1/3 w2

N4R 1 1 0 1 1

N5R 1 1 0 −4/3 w2

N6R 1 1 0 −2/3 w

H =

H+

H0

 1 2 1/2 0 1

η =

η0

η−

 1 2 −1/2 −1/3 w2

χ =

χ0

χ−

 1 2 −1/2 1/3 w

ϕ1 1 1 0 1 1

ϕ2 1 1 0 2 1

TABLE III. Field representation content in the gauge completion.

B. Lagrangian

The gauge completion would modify the Lagrangian in the toy model. Apart from the

kinetic part that simply adds up the kinetic terms of relevant U(1)B−L fields, the Yukawa
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interactions now become

LYukawa = hu
abq̄aLH̃ubR + hd

abq̄aLHdbR + he
abl̄aLHebR +

+hν
a1l̄aLH̃N1R −D1N̄

c
1RN4R +

1

2
f1ϕ2N̄

c
1RN1R +

1

2
f2ϕ

∗
2N̄

c
4RN4R

+hν
a2l̄aLηN2R + hν

a3l̄aLχN5R + f3ϕ2N̄
c
2RN5R + f4ϕ1N̄

c
3RN6R +H.c., (20)

where D1 is a mass parameter, as mentioned, while f ’s are dimensionless couplings, as h’s

are.1 It is clear that the quarks and charged leptons gain appropriate masses via interacting

with the Higgs field similar to the toy model. However, the mass generation in the neutral

fermion sector is significantly generalized, as shown below.

Additionally, the scalar potential is now given by

Vscalar = V (H, η, χ) + V (ϕ1, ϕ2), (21)

where V (H, η, χ) is identical to that in the previous model in (3), i.e.

V (H, η, χ) = µ2
1H

†H + µ2
2η

†η + µ2
3χ

†χ

+λ1(H
†H)2 + λ2(η

†η)2 + λ3(χ
†χ)2

+λ4(H
†H)(η†η) + λ5(H

†H)(χ†χ) + λ6(η
†η)(χ†χ)

+λ7(H
†η)(η†H) + λ8(H

†χ)(χ†H) + λ9(η
†χ)(χ†η)

+ [λ10(Hη)(Hχ) +H.c.] , (22)

while V (ϕ1, ϕ2) contains the ϕ1,2 potential and the cross-terms between ϕ1,2 and H, η, χ, i.e.

V (ϕ1, ϕ2) =
∑
i=1,2

[
κ2
iϕ

†
iϕi + xi(ϕ

†
iϕi)

2 + ϕ†
iϕi(yiH

†H + ziη
†η + tiχ

†χ)
]

+x3(ϕ
†
1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2) +

(
κ3ϕ

2
1ϕ

∗
2 +H.c.

)
, (23)

where κ’s have a mass dimension, while the couplings x’s, y’s, z’s, and t’s are dimensionless.

Additionally, we can redefine the phases of ϕ1,2, as appropriate, so that κ3 is real. The

desirable vacuum structure and the potential stability require κ2
1,2 < 0 and x1,2 > 0, besides

the extra constraints, as well as those for V (H, η, χ), as remarked in the above model.

1 Generically, there is a combination of N2R and N6R coupled to N5R in the f3 coupling, and there is another

combination of N2R and N6R coupled to N3R in the f4 coupling. The latter is heavy and decoupled along

with N3R after ϕ1 develops the VEV, while the former is light, coupled to N5R to form a Dirac field after

ϕ2 develops the VEV. As the Yukawa Lagrangian stands, we have worked in a basis (or relabeled) so that

N6R is just the heavy combination, while N2R is the light combination. Additionally, the hν
a2 coupling

includes only the light combination, which subsequently leads to the neutrino mass generation. A similar

coupling for the heavy combination does not lead to further physical results and is skipped in this work.
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C. Scalar spectrum

The fields η, χ possess vanished VEVs due to µ2
2,3 > 0 and the fact that the potential

is bounded from below, similar to the previous model. However, the remaining scalars can

develop VEVs due to κ2
1,2, µ

2
1 < 0, such as

ϕ1 =
Λ1 + S1 + iA1√

2
, (24)

ϕ2 =
Λ2 + S2 + iA2√

2
, (25)

H =

 H+

1√
2
(v + S + iA)

 . (26)

Substituting these fields to the scalar potential, the gauge invariance requires the linear

terms in fields vanished, leading to potential minimization conditions,

µ2
1 + λ1v

2 +
1

2
(y1Λ

2
1 + y2Λ

2
2) = 0, (27)

κ2
1 + x1Λ

2
1 +

1

2
(y1v

2 + x3Λ
2
2) +

√
2κ3Λ2 = 0, (28)

κ2
2 + x2Λ

2
2 +

1

2
(y2v

2 + x3Λ
2
2) + κ3

Λ2
1√

2Λ2

= 0. (29)

To have a phenomenology as expected, we impose Λ1 ≫ v ≫ Λ2, which correspondingly

requires |κ1| ≫ |µ1| ≫ |κ2|, y1 ≪ λ1, and y2 ≪ x2. It is noted that the condition Λ2 ≪ v

necessarily generates a dark matter mass at the sub-weak scale, while Λ1 ≫ v necessarily

determines the residual Z3 symmetry, making the U(1)B−L gauge/Higgs and N3 fields de-

coupled. It is appropriate to take |κ1| ∼ Λ1 ∼ |µ2,3| at TeV scale like the Z3 scalar masses,

while |κ2| ∼ Λ2 ∼ D2 at GeV scale like the N2 dark matter mass.

Using the conditions of potential minimization, we find that GZ = A is a massless Gold-

stone boson in itself, as associated with the gauge boson Z, whereas A1 and A2 mix through

a mass matrix given in such order as−2
√
2κ3Λ2

√
2κ3Λ1√

2κ3Λ1 − κ3Λ2
1√

2Λ2

 . (30)

Diagonalizing this mass matrix, we find GZ′ ≃ A1+2Λ2

Λ1
A2 ≃ A1 to be a massless Goldstone

boson, as coupled to the U(1)B−L gauge boson, the so-called Z ′, while J ≃ −2Λ2

Λ1
A1+A2 ≃ A2

is a Marojon field with mass m2
J ≃ −κ3Λ

2
1/
√
2Λ2

<∼ Λ2
2, where we assign it to or below the
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smallest B − L breaking scale. Indeed, this Majoron is a Goldstone boson coupled to an

extra charge, alternative to B − L, which is conserved by the potential of ϕ1, ϕ2 for κ3 = 0.

When the extra charge is approximate, the Majoron would develop a small mass, which must

be smaller than the lightest breaking scale of the theory. Since otherwise the conservation

of the extra charge demands that κ3 = 0. That said, the parameter κ3 that measures the

approximate symmetry is given by κ3
<∼ Λ3

2/Λ
2
1, in agreement with the condition (29) in

which the relevant terms are equivalently contributed.

The scalars S1, S2, and S mix, given in such order, via a mass matrix
2x1Λ

2
1 x3Λ1Λ2 +

√
2κ3Λ1 y1vΛ1

x3Λ1Λ2 +
√
2κ3Λ1 2x2Λ

2
2 − κ3Λ2

1√
2Λ2

y2vΛ2

y1vΛ1 y2vΛ2 2λ1v
2

 (31)

Because of Λ1 ≫ v ≫ Λ2, the field H ′ = S1 is decoupled from S, S2, obtaining a large mass

mH′ ≃ √
2x1Λ1, where we note that their mixing is suppressed by v/Λ1 ≪ 1. Additionally,

this new Higgs has a VEV, Λ1 ≃
√

−κ2
1/x1, derived from the minimization conditions. That

said, it is appropriate to write down

ϕ1 ≃
Λ1 +H ′ + iGZ′√

2
, (32)

where H ′ and GZ′ are the new Higgs and Goldstone associated with B −L breaking, domi-

nantly induced by the relevant potential Vscalar ⊃ κ2
1ϕ

†
1ϕ1 + x1(ϕ

†
1ϕ1)

2.

The mass matrix of the lighter fields S2, S is determined by the seesaw formula to be(2x2 − x2
3

2x1
)Λ2

2 − κ3Λ2
1√

2Λ2
(y2 − x3y1

2x1
)vΛ2

(y2 − x3y1
2x1

)vΛ2 (2λ1 − y21
2x1

)v2

 (33)

The standard model Higgs boson h = cξS − sξS2 and the new Higgs boson h′ = sξS + cξS2

are defined via a S-S2 mixing angle,

t2ξ ≃ −(y2 − x3y1/2x1)Λ2

(λ1 − y21/4x1)v
≪ 1, (34)

due to Λ2 ≪ v, as well as y1,2 ≪ λ1 and x1 ∼ 1, as aforementioned. The Higgs masses are

approximated by the seesaw formula to be

m2
h ≃

(
2λ1 −

y21
2x1

)
v2, (35)

m2
h′ ≃

[(
2x2 −

x2
3

2x1

)
− (2x1y2 − x3y1)

2

2x1(4x1λ1 − y21)

]
Λ2

2 −
κ3Λ

2
1√

2Λ2

. (36)
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Here, h′ has a mass at Λ2 scale as J does. Notice that G+
W = H+ is a massless Goldstone

boson coupled to W+ by itself. Hence, the scalar multiplets H and ϕ2 take the form,

H ≃

 G+
W

1√
2
(v + cξh+ sξh

′ + iGZ)

 , (37)

ϕ2 ≃ 1√
2
(Λ2 − sξh+ cξh

′ + iJ). (38)

Above, we have assumed the mixing between h and h′ to be small, consistent with the

experiment. This is because the h-h′ mixing would modify the well-measured couplings of

the standard model Higgs field, which now bounds ξ <∼ 10−2 [28]. Further, the field h′ neither

significantly couples to fermions nor gives rise to any signal at the LHC. Take, for instance,

the Higgs invisible decay to h′, J , estimated to be Γinv
h = y22v

2/16πmh ∼ (y2/10
−2)2×1 MeV.

This obeys the experiment for y2 <∼ 10−2 [28]. It is also noted that the Majoron field J is

safe at colliders, since it does not directly couple to fermions. The last comment is that

since ϕ1,2 are singlets, v = 246 GeV remains unchanged.

Last, but not least, due to the contribution of ϕ1,2, the charged and neutral Z3 scalar

masses may be modified, respectively, by

m2
η− = µ2

2 +
1

2
(λ4 + λ7)v

2 +
1

2
ziΛ

2
i , (39)

m2
χ− = µ2

3 +
1

2
(λ5 + λ8)v

2 +
1

2
tiΛ

2
i , (40)

and

m2
H1

≃ µ2
2 +

λ4

2
v2 +

zi
2
Λ2

i −
1
4
λ2
10v

4

µ2
3 − µ2

2 +
1
2
(λ5 − λ4)v2 +

1
2
(ti − zi)Λ2

i

, (41)

m2
H2

≃ µ2
3 +

λ5

2
v2 +

ti
2
Λ2

i +
1
4
λ2
10v

4

µ2
3 − µ2

2 +
1
2
(λ5 − λ4)v2 +

1
2
(ti − zi)Λ2

i

, (42)

where i = 1, 2 are summed. It is noted that the Z3 fields, such as η−, χ−, H1,2, are identical

to those in the toy model. However, the η0-χ0∗ mixing angle is changed but is given in terms

of H1,2 masses as s2θ ≃ λ10v
2/(m2

H2
−m2

H1
), as retained.

D. Neutrino mass

The diagrams generating neutrino mass are now supplied in Fig. 2, which is a gauge

completion of those in Fig. 1. Here, the (tree-level) seesaw part takes into account the
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νbL N1R N4R N4R N1R νaL

H0 H0

× ×

φ2

νbL N5RN2R νaL

η0 χ0

H0 H0

φ2

FIG. 2. Scotoseesaw scheme set by a U(1)B−L gauge completion of Z3.

contribution of N4R in addition to N1R, while the (loop-level) scotogenic part is contributed

by the same Dirac fermion N2R,L (where N5R ≡ N c
2L relabels that in the toy model, without

confusion), which all appropriately couple to ϕ2 fields.

After the normal scalars develop VEVs, ⟨H⟩ = (0, v/
√
2), ⟨ϕ1⟩ = Λ1/

√
2, and ⟨ϕ2⟩ =

Λ2/
√
2, the neutral fermion sector obtains a mass Lagrangian,

LYukawa ⊃ −1

2

(
ν̄aL N̄ c

1R N̄ c
4R

)
0 ma1 0

mb1 M1 D1

0 D1 M4




νc
bL

N1R

N4R


−D2N̄

c
2RN5R −D3N̄

c
3RN6R +H.c., (43)

where ma1 = −hν
a1v/

√
2, M1 = −f1Λ2/

√
2, M4 = −f2Λ2/

√
2, D2 = −f3Λ2/

√
2, and D3 =

−f4Λ1/
√
2. At this stage, it is noted that M1 ∼ M4 ∼ D2 ≪ ma1 ≪ D3, because of

Λ2 ≪ v ≪ Λ1. Assuming D1 ≫ ma1 ≫ M1,4, the tree-level mass matrix takes the form of

inverse seesaw, as determined by the left diagram in Fig. 2, yielding

mtree
ν ≃ m2M4

D2
1

. (44)

Here, note that M1 does not contribute to the neutrino mass. Equivalently, there is a tree-

level diagram similar to the toy model in which N1RN1R is now coupled to ϕ2, but it gives

a negligible contribution, as omitted. In other words, when the gauge completion is given,

the inverse seesaw is recognized instead of the canonical seesaw. Indeed, comparing the

result with the previous model, we do not need a hierarchy in the Yukawa coupling, namely

hν
a1 ∼ 10−2 like those of hν

a2(3) and λ10, given that M4/D1 ∼ 10−3, since D1 is at TeV, while
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M4 is at GeV like the dark matter mass, as expected. It is noted that N1R and N4R now

make a pseudo-Dirac state with mass D1, unsuppressed by any symmetry. It is naturally to

take D1 at the highest scale of the model, i.e. D1 ∼ Λ1 ≫ v, at TeV scale, as desirable.

The Dirac fermion N2L,R that contributes to radiative neutrino mass takes a mass, namely

D2 = −f2Λ2/
√
2, at Λ2 scale, which is radically below the weak scale, v. Therefore, the

loop correction supplied in the right diagram in Fig. 2 is similar to the previous case, for

which the neutrino data requires D2 = −f2Λ2/
√
2 ∼ 10 GeV, with the choice of relevant

parameters similar to the previous model. It is stressed that the role of ϕ2 is very important

in the neutrino mass generation. Indeed, it is associated with an approximate symmetry

so that its VEV, Λ2, like κ3 generated is small. As a result, both the tree-level (44) and

loop-level (17) neutrino masses are proportional to this scale, i.e. M4 ∼ D2 ∼ Λ2, and are

doubly suppressed as (v/Λ1)
2 ≪ 1, since m ∼ v and D1 ∼ mH1,2 ∼ Λ1.

E. Dark matter

The model predicts a unique dark matter candidate to be a dark Dirac fermion N2R,L

with a mass D2 at GeV regime, implied by the neutrino mass generation. Here, it is noted

that other dark fermions N1R,L (a pseudo-Dirac field) and N3R,L (a pure-Dirac field) have

large masses D1,3, respectively, at TeV scale. Also, the dark scalars H1,2 and η−, χ− all have

a mass at TeV scale. That said, the dark matter candidate N2R,L is the lightest Z3 field,

stabilized by the Z3 conservation.

In the early universe, N2R,L’s annihilate to the standard model particles via h, h′ portals

due to a ϕ2-H mixing. They also annihilate directly to the Majoron J ’s via t, u-channels.

The Feynman diagrams that describe the dark matter annihilations are depicted in Fig.

3, where the only t-channel diagram is supplied, while the u-channel diagram obtained by

interchanging the identical J fields is omitted, without confusion.

The annihilation cross section of N2’s to fermions is given by

⟨σvrel⟩N2N2→ff =
∑
f

Nfs
2
ξc

2
ξm

2
fD

4
2

8πv2Λ2
2

(
1

4D2
2 −m2

h′
− 1

4D2
2 −m2

h

)2(
1−

m2
f

D2
2

) 3
2

Θ(D2 −mf ),

(45)

where Θ(· · · ) is the Heaviside step function, and Nf is the color number of f . Additionally,
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N c
2

N2 f

f c

h, h′

N c
2

N2 J

J

N2

FIG. 3. Dirac dark matter annihilation set by a U(1)B−L gauge completion of Z3.

the annihilation cross section of N2’s to Majorons is computed by

⟨σvrel⟩N2N2→JJ =
⟨v2⟩D6

2(D
2
2 −m2

J)
2

6πΛ4
2(2D

2
2 −m2

J)
4

(
1− m2

J

D2
2

) 1
2

Θ(D2 −mJ), (46)

where ⟨v2⟩ = 3/2xF for xF = D2/TF ≃ 25 at freeze-out temperature, and v = 1
2
vrel is dark

matter velocity, without confusion with the weak scale.
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FIG. 4. Dark matter annihilation cross sections to various channels plotted as functions of the

dark matter mass for ξ = 10−2 (left panel) and 10−3 (right panel) for a comparison.

To give a numerical investigation, we use ms = 0.093, mc = 1.273, mb = 4.183, mµ =

0.105, mτ = 1.776, mh = 125, and v = 246, which are all in GeV [28]. Additionally, we

take Λ2 = 20 GeV and mh′ = 20 GeV. In Fig. 4, we plot the dark matter annihilation cross

sections to various fermions and Majorons as functions of the dark matter mass, D2, for a

comparison, where mJ = 1 GeV is taken. It is clear that the annihilation to Majorons as

in (46) is independent of the Higgs mixing, ξ, whereas the annihilation to fermions as in
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(45) is quite sensitive to this mixing. The left and right panels correspond to the choice of

ξ = 10−2 and 10−3 for demonstration, respectively.

Theor

Exp

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0.001

0.01

0.1

1

10

D2 @GeVD

W
N
2
h2

FIG. 5. Dark matter relic density set by its annihilation to the Majoron.

It is clear that if the dark matter is heavier than J , the dark matter annihilation to J

dominates and sets the relic density independent of ξ, as depicted in Fig. 5. The correct

abundance requires the dark matter mass D2 > 1.6 GeV.
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FIG. 6. Dark matter relic density governed its annihilation to fermions by the h′ resonance.

Otherwise, if the dark matter is lighter than J , the annihilation to J is suppressed. In this
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case, the h′ resonance governs the relic density, as given in Fig. 6, according to ξ = 10−2

(left panel) and 10−3 (right panel). The viable regime, i.e. the width of the resonance,

depends on the Higgs mixing parameter. The correct abundance acquires the dark matter

mass to be 9.89 GeV < D2 < 10.11 GeV and 9.98 GeV < D2 < 10.01 GeV corresponding

to ξ = 10−2 and 10−3, respectively.

In the direct detection, the dark matter N2 scatters with a nucleon (N = p, n) through

h, h′ exchanges, which couple to both N2 and quarks confined in the nucleon. This process

is described by the effective interaction at quark level as [32]

Leff ⊃ αS
q (N̄2N2)(q̄q), (47)

where the effective coupling is derived by

αS
q = −sξcξmqD2

vΛ2

(
1

m2
h

− 1

m2
h′

)
. (48)

The scattering cross section of dark matter with nucleon is summed over quark contribu-

tions multiplied by relevant nucleon form factors, such as

σSI
N2−N =

4m2
r

π
(fN)2, (49)

where mr = mND2/(mN +D2) and

fN

mN

=
∑

q=u,d,s

αS
q

mq

fN
Tq +

2

27
fN
TG

∑
q=c,b,t

αS
q

mq

≃ −0.35sξcξD2

vΛ2

(
1

m2
h

− 1

m2
h′

)
, (50)

where the form factors obey fN
TG = 1 −∑

q=u,d,s f
N
Tq, f

p
Tu = 0.02, fp

Td = 0.026, fp
Ts = 0.118,

fn
Tu = fp

Td, f
n
Td = fp

Tu, and fn
Ts = fp

Ts [33].

Hence, we compare the direct detection cross section according to the case of the resonance

dark matter annihilation,

σSI
N2−N ≃

0.49m2
rm

2
Ns

2
ξc

2
ξD

2
2

πv2Λ2
2

(
1

m2
h

− 1

m2
h′

)2

≃
( sξ
10−2

)2
(

D2

10 GeV

)2

× 10−43 cm2 (51)

≃
( sξ
10−3

)2
(

D2

10 GeV

)2

× 10−45 cm2, (52)

where we take mN = 1 GeV, mh′ = 20 GeV, and Λ2 = 20 GeV, as before. The prediction

with ξ ∼ 10−2 is large, already ruled out by the experimental limit for the resonance dark
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matter annihilation with a mass in the regime D2 ∼ 10 GeV [34]. However, the prediction

with ξ ∼ 10−3 is in agreement with the experiment σSI
exp ∼ 10−45 cm2. In this case, the viable

regime of dark matter mass is very narrow, as given above.

In the alternative case of the dark matter annihilation to Majorons, the dark matter

annihilation cross section to Majorons is independent of ξ, as given, which does not give any

restrict on ξ. The direct detection cross section computed in this benchmark is

σSI
N2−N ≃

( sξ
10−2

)2
(

D2

1.6 GeV

)2

× 3× 10−45 cm2. (53)

Although the existing direct detection experiment has not given any constraint on a WIMP

with mass below 9 GeV [34], our model predicts σSI
N2−N ∼ 3 × 10−45 cm2 for the dark

matter mass D2 = 1.6 GeV and the Higgs mixing angle ξ ∼ 10−2 as bounded by the Higgs

measurement. It is worth exploring in the shortcoming experiment.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have argued that the center of the color group sets the exotic right-handed neutrino

sector in such a way that the neutrino mass and the dark matter candidate obey a scotosee-

saw mechanism. This idea has been realized in a gauge completion with U(1)B−L such that

it conserves a residual group Z3 = {1, T, T 2} with T = w3(B−L) isomorphic to the center of

the color group. That said, the seesaw part works properly in terms of an inverse seesaw,

while the scotogenic part naturally implies a light Dirac dark matter, which are all set by a

second singlet scalar associated with an approximate extra symmetry, alternative to B−L.

Two scenarios for the Dirac dark matter are recognized, (i) It can obtain a mass at 10 GeV

and a relic density through the h′ resonance annihilation, but the direct detection restricts

the h-h′ mixing to be ξ ∼ 10−3 and (ii) It can obtain a mass at 1.6 GeV and a relic density

through the annihilation to Majoron J ’s, predicting a desirable direct detection cross section

at 3× 10−45 cm2 for ξ ∼ 10−2 appropriate to the standard model Higgs measurement.
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