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We propose the simplest TeV-scale scotogenic extension of the original 3-3-1 theory, where dark
matter stability is linked to the Dirac nature of neutrinos, which results from an unbroken B — L
gauge symmetry. The new gauge bosons get masses through the interplay of spontaneous symmetry

breaking a la Higgs and the Stueckelberg mechanism.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite its amazing phenomenological success, almost no one thinks of the standard model as the final theory, so
many are its drawbacks. Amongst these, the issues of neutrino mass, dark matter, the number of families and the
strong CP problem stand out as important items in the wish list of theorists. Here, we propose a standard model
extension where these appear closely interconnected. To do this, we build up upon a minimal gauge extension of the
original Singer-Valle-Schechter (SVS) 3-3-1 model [1]. This was the first electroweak extension of the standard model
in which the existence of three families of quarks and leptons is closely related to anomaly cancellation. Indeed, in
this SU(3). ® SU(3)r, ® U(1)x theory, one assumes that leptons transform as SU(3)y, anti-triplets, while two families
of left-handed quarks transform as triplets and the last one is an anti-triplet. This choice comes from anomaly
cancellation and once adopted, leads to the prediction of three families of quarks and leptons [1-4]. In order to make
the construction as minimal as possible, we also adopt the choice made in [5] of identifying the third component of
the leptons as a “right-handed” neutrino, so that neutrinos are of a Dirac nature and their masses are generated
at tree-level. However this early formulation is not compatible with the current neutrino oscillation data [6], as it
predicts one massless and two mass-degenerate neutrinos. Besides, an unaesthetic feature of this construction is that
lepton number symmetry emerges in SVS as a combination of a gauge symmetry and a global one.

In what follows, we explore a simple scheme with a viable neutrino spectrum and realize the scotogenic dark matter
paradigm [7], which postulates that neutrino masses arise through the radiative exchange of a “dark matter” sector.
The idea of relating dark matter stability to the Diracness of neutrinos has been proposed in [8], employing residual
discrete symmetries arising from the partial breaking of a global B — L symmetry [8-14]. An alternative proposal to
link Dirac neutrino masses and dark matter stability is through a fully conserved global B — L symmetry. This idea
has been pursued in the context of bound-state dark matter [15], in which the radiative generation of Dirac neutrino
masses is mediated by the exchange of bound-state-dark-matter constituents.

In this paper, we choose a different route, namely, a scenario where dark matter stability is interconnected

to the Diracness of neutrinos in the framework of a dynamical theory with gauged lepton number. In order to
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achieve this, we build upon a minimally extended class of SVS theories developed within the framework of the
SU3). ® SU3)L ® U(1)x ® U(1)x gauge symmetry [16-20]. The extra Abelian U(1)yx group allows a consistent em-
bedding of B — L as a fully dynamical gauge symmetry. We propose a simple 3-3-1-1 extension of the original SVS
theory, where neutrino masses arise “scotogenically” (i.e. through the exchange of “dark” particles) at the one-loop
level. The unbroken B — L symmetry acts as the protecting symmetry responsible for both neutrino Dirac masses
and stabilization of dark matter. Such a conserved gauge symmetry is shown to be fully consistent, as we adopt the
Stueckelberg mechanism to provide a mass to the associated gauge field while keeping the symmetry intact. Our
present construction follows the path of the simple Stueckelberg [21] U(1) extension of the standard model proposed
in Ref. [22]. However, this is achieved within a richer framework that provides not only a dynamical realization of
the proposal that dark matter stability and Diracness are closely inter-related, but also touches other standard model
shortcomings such as the number of families and the strong CP problem. In particular, the existence of three families
of quarks and leptons is linked to anomaly cancellation. Our present model also provides an example of “predes-
tined” dark matter [23], in the sense that the specific quantum numbers of the new fermion and scalar multiplets
automatically ensure the existence of a stable dark matter candidate, without the ad hoc imposition of any additional
symmetry.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. I, we define the proposed model in terms of its field content and symme-
tries. The scalar sector is studied in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we derive the extended electroweak vector boson spectrum
taking into account contributions coming from both the spontaneous symmetry and Stueckelberg mechanisms. The
charged fermion spectrum is presented in Sec. V, the scotogenic neutrino masses are calculated in Sec. VI and in
Sec. VII we study the case for a complex dark matter scalar candidate. Finally, the conclusions are presented in Sec.
VIIIL.

II. THE MODEL

In the present model, not only the Abelian electromagnetic symmetry U(1)q but also the U(1)p_1, symmetry
emerges as a conserved residual subgroup of the SU(3). ® SU(3);, ® U(1)x ® U(1)x gauge symmetry, or 3-3-1-1 for
short. In 3-3-1-1 models, the electric charge operator can be generically written as

Q=T°+pT° + X, (1)
while the B — L generator is expressed as
B—L=pT*+N, (2)

with 7% (a = 1,...,8), X and N as the respective generators of SU(3)r,, U(1)x and U(1)nx [24]. The choices of the
constants 3 and B’ define different versions of the model, and for the SVS model, we have 8 = 1/v/3 and 3’ = 4//3.
This specific choice ensures the B — L assignment in the SVS model with its original field content is anomaly free
and can be promptly promoted to local. On the other hand, other 3’ values would require new fermions to cancel the
B — L anomalies'; see, e.g. Refs. [16]. Here, we stick to the SVS choice given in Table I. This gives all the quantum
number assignments for the fields contained in our model. In addition to the fields present in the original SVS model,
we have included three two-component Majorana fermion singlets S%, a = 1,2, 3 and one scalar anti-triplet ®,. Notice
that the Majorana fermions are full gauge singlets and hence, carry no anomaly. The global U(1)pq symmetry forbids

the term (¥¢ )¢ ®; %, which appears in Ref. [5] and leads to tree-level Dirac neutrino masses. However, as it will be
discussed in Sec. III, this global symmetry is softly broken in the scalar sector, by the trilinear ®;®,®3 coupling.
As we will see, this avoids the disastrous presence of a visible axion field. Notice also that, since B — L remains

I Explicit calculation of anomaly coefficients for generic 8 and ' can be found in Ref. [24].



Field  3-3-1-1 rep Components B-1L U(1)pq
Qar  (3,3,0-3)  ((war,dar),Dar)”  (3,3,-3)" 1
Qsr (3,3%,%,1) ((br,—tr), Usr)" (355" 1
UaR (3,1,2,%) UaR i 4
Usr (3,1,2,1) Usr z 4
dar (3,1,-1, %) dar i -2
Dor  (3,1,—%,-3) Dar -3 -2
Yar (1,3, -%,-3)  ((ear,—var),ver)” (-1,-1,+1)" -3
ear  (1,1,—-1,-1) Cant -1 -6
Sar (1,1,0,0) Sar 0 0
P, (1,3%,2,2) (( % ¢1+),$1+)T (0,0,2)" 3
& (1352 (6r-e9).8) 002" -3
o (1813 (6560 8) (2207 -3

TABLE I: Field content and symmetry transformations.

unbroken, the matter parity subgroup, generated by the matter parity Mp = (71)3(3 —L)+2s  where s is the field’s
spin, is also fully preserved. Under Mp, all the fields in the original SVS model transform trivially, whereas the new
P

fields transform as (Syr, ®4) Mr, —(Sar, ®4). Therefore, the lightest among the Mp-odd fields is stable, and, if

electrically neutral, it can play the role of dark matter.

III. SCALAR SECTOR

Our model contains four triplet scalars, three of them are Higgs-like, even under matter parity, while &4 is “dark”
or Mp odd. The resulting scalar potential is given by

4

Vo =Y [qu’jq’i + Ai(@j@i)ﬂ +> [Aij(@@i)(cpjcbj) + S\ij(@jq)j)(@}@i)}
i=1 1<J
(0, 0,0 + 2 010,00, + b (3)
\/5 1P2P3 9 2 4¥3%4 Il

where the cubic term characterized by g, breaks the U(1)pg symmetry softly.
The scalar multiplets are decomposed as

vt 2 ¢35 03

q)l = _¢T 5 (I)2 = vz*%“m B (1)3 = _d)g 3 q>4 = - 2 B (4)
$+ 50 w+s3+iaz 0
1 2 V2 4

where v;/v/2,v5/v/2 and w/+/2 represent vacuum expectation values (vevs), with w? > v} +v3 = vy - Notice that,



with the assumed vev alignment, the B — L symmetry remains conserved, and the minimization of the potential leads

to the tadpole equations,

V1 (2,[1/% + 2)\1’1}% + )\121}% + )\1311/2) — Wy = 0,
2 (263 + 22203 + 1207 + Agsw?) — viwpg = 0, (5)
w (243 + 2X3w* + A13v7 + Azv3) — v1vapg = 0,

which can be simultaneously solved for ;%, u3 and p3. In the following subsections, we present the physical states of

the scalar sector and their respective masses.

A. CP-even scalars

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the CP-even components of the fields that acquire a vev mix according to

the following squared mass matrix, written in the basis (s1, s2, s3):

2 V2Whe whg vafiy

20iA1 + 207 —v1v2A12 + —5°  V1WA13 — —5°

2 _ Whe 2 VIW g Vipg
51,82,83 —V1V2A12 + 5 21)2)\2 —+ T —VUoWAo3 + : . (6)

Vake Vike 2 V1Va g

viwAiz — 25 —vgwhog + FEE 2whg + TR

Diagonalization yields three physical mass-eigenstate scalars. Assuming for simplicity, the hierarchy pg, w > v1, va,
the lightest one can be identified with the standard model Higgs boson discovered at the LHC,

V282 — V181

\/v% —i—v% )

h =~ (7)

Its squared mass is given as

A2 A13A M2 A2 vi 7 ()\ vivg + A v3)
2 13 2 2 13123 o) 23 2 () 13V1 U2 23U9g
my ~ |2\ — —= + 2A12 — — 4+ [ 20 — =2 | £ + 8
h ( ' )vl 2 ( 12 A3 Azw? < 2 2)\3) v% A3V w ’ )

where all parameters, other than ;14 and w, lie at the electroweak scale. The remaining scalars are heavy and can be

approximately identified as

2 2
H ~ V281 + V152 m2 A (vl + v2) Wikg
1~ ’ H, ™~ )
Vi + o3 1 2010 9)
~ 2~ ow?
HQ ~ 83, mH2 ~ 2w A3.

In principle, pg can be even lower than the electroweak scale. In that case, this sector would give rise to two light
scalars and a heavy one. In what follows, we assume an arbitrary pg scale and a VEV hierarchy w >> vy, vs.

B. CP-odd scalars

Similar to the CP-even scalars, the CP-odd components also mix through the squared mass matrix,

Vo w

N

2 _ /’(’¢' viw

ay,az,asz 9 —w Vs —U1 ) (10)
P 1)111])2

in the basis (a1, az, a3). Upon diagonalization, we find two Nambu-Goldstone bosons that can be identified as

Gy = V141 + V202 Gy — —via1 + wCl37 (11)

)
VU2 + 3 Vi +w?



and one physical pseudoscalar,

A — VaWa — V1Waz + v1V2a3 12
1= 2.2 2.2 2,2 ' (12)
\/vva + viw* + vjw

with a squared mass

e (v%v% + v%w2 + v%wz)

201 VW

m¥, = (13)
The importance of the U(1)pq soft-breaking term characterized by py can be better understood by looking at the
equations above and Table I. In the limit pg — 0, U(1)pg becomes a classical global symmetry of the model, whose
spontaneous breaking by the vevs of the scalar fields would imply the existence of a massless Nambu-Goldstone
boson, namely, the pseudoscalar defined in Eq. (12). However, the Peccei-Quinn-like symmetry has an associated
[SU(3)c]?U(1)pq anomaly. Therefore, instead of a massless field, we would have a pseudo-Goldstone boson, an
axion field getting its mass via nonperturbative effects. The existence of such a “low-scale” axion (w = 10 TeV),
a la Weinberg-Wilczek [25, 26], is ruled out phenomenologically, as noted in Ref. [27]. Alternative 3-3-1 proposals
including gauge singlet scalars with non-vanishing U(1)pq charges have been considered [28, 29]. This way one can
make the axion invisible and thus, viable by introducing a large U(1)pq breaking scale. Here we do not follow this
path. Instead, we avoid the presence of the visible axion simply by softly breaking U(1)pq via the trilinear ®;®,®3
term, instead of adding more scalars. Apart from minimality, this also ensures that tree-level neutrino masses are

absent.

C. Complex neutral scalars

The complex neutral scalars that do not acquire vevs can be grouped in pairs according to their B — L charges, as
follows. First notice that, since B — L is conserved, only fields with the same B — L charges can mix. Since the fields
#3 and ¢J carry opposite B — L charges, we define a B — L = 2 basis as (¢9, ¢3*). In this basis, we can write down

the following squared mass matrix

2 1 [ w (w5\23 + v;‘;“’) —V1py — VoW a3

060~ 2 (14)

Y 3 Vile
—V1fg — VaWA23 V2 (Uz/\23 + T)

Upon diagonalization, we find a massless complex scalar, shown in the next section to be absorbed a la Goldstone by

the gauge sector,

V20 + weh*

Gs = , 15
Y- 15)

and a heavy complex scalar field,
o= fwgbg + v2¢g* m? (v% + w2)(;\23v2w + vlqu). (16)

b
V3 + w? ks 2uqw

Likewise, coming to the remaining fields, these can be grouped in a basis with B — L = 1 as (q~52, 2*). The

corresponding squared mass matrix is

1 ( V3N + V3o + wH(Asa + Asa) + 243 — 3N vaw ) (17)

M2 Z -
7%)\/’0211) ’U%)\14 + ’U%()\24 + )\24) + ’LU2/\34 + 2,LLZ

908~ 2
m \ [ cosf sind @ (18)
na )\ —sin® cosf Q)7

that can be diagonalized as



with
)\/
U%/\Q4 — w2)\34
The physical neutral fields n; and 7y defined above have squared masses
1 - - - -
me . =1 4p3 + 2A407 4 v3 (2/\24 + )\24) + w? (2/\34 + >\34) F .7:\/)\’2115102 + ()\2411% - )\34w2) 2] , (20)

where F = sign(S\gwg — ;\3411/2).

D. Charged scalars

Again, for the charged scalars too, mixing takes place amongst those with the same B — L charges, and they can
be separated into three groups.
The basis ((;Sli, (b;t) puts together the charged fields with B — L = 0, which mix according to the squared mass

matrix

1 [ ve (wmp + ;\1202) —HpW — A120109

M? . =— v B (21)
ol 2 —How — A12V1V2 U1 ( U’fj + )\121)1)
Upon diagonalization, we find a (complex) “Goldstone” boson
+ Ul(ﬁ: + 7)24)3:
Gy = —— (22)
VU1t 3
and a massive electrically charged physical scalar,
+ + 3

HE = —U2¢1 + i1y e _ (i +ed)(wps + vivadiz) (23)

NEET 2v10
The charged scalars with B — L = 42 are characterized by the following squared mass matrix, written in the basis
T+ o+
(o1, 03):
2 1 w (wxlg + %) vlw5\13 + valie
D) A A V2pg
VIWA13 + U2ltg V1 | V1A13 + —

from which one can identify another pair of charged Goldstones,

et +
GE = 091 T wos (25)

)
VU2 + w?

and the heavy charged states,

~ N N
HE = woT + v1¢3 m2., = (02 4+ w?)(vapy + 'Ulw)\lg)' (26)

)
\/W Hy 201w

Finally, the only charged scalar with B — L = 1, ¢, remains unmixed after spontaneous symmetry breaking, and

gets the squared mass

[U%()\M + Aia) + v3hoa + whas + 205 | - (27)

N =

2
m =
oF



IV. GAUGE SECTOR

In this section, we study the vector boson spectrum of the extended electroweak sector which contains ten gauge
fields. After spontaneous symmetry breaking, gauge boson masses are generated, as usual, through the terms £ D
(D, ®;)t(D"®%), where the covariant derivative acting on the scalar anti-triplets is defined as

a *

2

D,u(bi = aﬂ + igL

WO —igx XB, — igNNqL} o, = (aﬂ + z‘%m) o, (28)

where W are the gauge fields of SU(3)r, A* are the Gell-Mann matrices, B, is the gauge field of U(1)x, and C, is
the gauge field of U(1)x and

W3 4 W7§ —2(txXB+tyNC) V2W V2w’
P, = Vaw+ ~ W2+ W —2(tx X B +tyNC) V2xo , (29)
o NS 2 (%2 +1xXB + 1y NC)
7
with
1 . 2 4 . 5 6 o 7
Wt — Wu + ZW# 1+ _ WH + ZWH 0(*) — 7W“ + ZWH (30)

In addition, we assume another source for gauge boson masses through the Stueckelberg mechanism for the Abelian

U(1)ny symmetry [21]. The masses and states of the ten electroweak gauge bosons are discussed below.

A. Neutral gauge bosons and Stueckelberg mechanism

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the two gauge bosons of the abelian symmetries, B, and C},, and the two
fields associated with the diagonal generators of SU(3)y, W;f and Wﬁ, mix among themselves. Assuming the kinetic
mixing between the gauge bosons B, and C,, can be neglected 2. the relevant terms contributing to the neutral boson
masses, written in the basis B;; = (Wj’, Wﬁ, B,,C,), are

1 1
LD §B§Mgsﬂ + 5 (mC" — Mo)® + L. (31)

Here, M} is the squared mass matrix coming from the Higgs mechanism, m is the Stueckelberg mass of the C* gauge
field, and o is the scalar Stueckelberg compensator that renders the second term in Eq. (31) invariant under the

gauge transformations,

CH = CF + 9MQ(2),

o — o+ mQ(x), (32)

with an arbitrary spacetime function (z). The gauge fixing term Eg} can be chosen as

1 2 2
LgE = 7% {5‘“C’M +& {ma - ggN <\/v% + 032G + 24/0? + w2G2)] } , (33)

ensuring (up to a total derivative) that the gauge field C* decouples from the gradients 0o, "Gy and 9*G5. Notice
that after gauge fixing, the Lagrangian is still invariant under a restricted set of gauge functions Q(z), subject to

the same equation of motion as o, i.e. (0% +&m?)Q = (0% + ¢m?)o = 0. This dynamical restriction guarantees the

2 The effects of non-vanishing kinetic mixings have been discussed in Refs. [30-32].



propagation of three degrees of freedom for the massive vector field C,,. Moreover, ESE introduces a mixing between
the scalars o, G1 and Gs.
After implementing the Stueckelberg mechanism outlined above, the squared-mass matrix of the neutral gauge

bosons becomes

2_,2

% (v% + v%) 1’;\/%2 —(é (20% + v%)) tx g((vg — v%) t)N

2_,2 2 _2p2—2w?3)t 2(v2 402 +4w? )t

2 viov 2 (v + 03 + 4w?) LT AW X ST N
g 2V/3 6 \"1 2 3V3 3V3
M* = 7L 1 2 2 (v3—2vf —2w?)tx 2 2 2 2\ 42 4 2 2 2 , (34)
-3 (2’1}1 +’U2)tX T 6(4’1}1 +’U2 +’UJ )tX §(2v1—v2+2w )tNtX
2(v2+v2+4w?)t
% (v%—v%) tN —(vlvsz—\/gw)N % (21)% —U§+2w2) tntx %mQ—&—% (v%+v§—|—4w2) 3

with tx = gx/gr and txy = gn/gr- In order to diagonalize M?, several changes of basis will be required. In this
analysis we follow the procedure described in [33].
We first identify the photon field A,,. The transformation matrix to the basis (A4,, Z1,, Z{w C,) is given by

V3tx tx V3
A w3 VA4t +3 VAt +3 V43 +3
. I 2,43 V32
Zlﬂ W8 4}5 - X - 3tx 0
7 =U; BM , U, = tx+3 \/(t§(+3)(4t§(+3) \/(t§(+3)(4t§(+3) ; (35)
1n K 0 V3 - lx 0
Cu C, Vitk+3 Vix+3
0 0 0 1
such that
0 0
M"? =Uu, MUt = (0 e ) , (36)
with
g2
M= ?L X (37)
(vi+v3) (45 +3) /412, 3[02 (4t% +3) 402 (262 —3)] _2( 5 2)t (4t§(+3)1/2
2(t5+3) 6(t5+3) sWL IV "R 48
VAL 30 (4 +3) 403 (265 —3)] 02344132402 (3—12) 4w (3+1%)2 2w [2(20F —vi+2w?) i} +3(v] +ud +4w?)]
6(t3+3) 18(13+3) OVix+3
442,43 1/2 2t 5 [2(202 —v24+2w? )t +3(vi4vi4+4w?)] m2
,%(v% *U%)t (t§+3) i\ ( 17 Y2 9\/23:;3 ( 1Y ) Qg% + % (U% Jrvg +4w2) t?\]
Therefore, the photon is identified as
1
Ay = —— (\/:?tXWj +ix W+ x/§BM) : (38)
42 13

For the second diagonalization to the basis (A, Z,, Z3,,,C},), We use a “seesaw approximation” [34]

1 0 0 0
0 1
Us ~ Lz (39)
0 -1 1 0
0 —E&9 0 1

where €1 and e; are the two components of a small vector given by

m%, m> -

_ 2 2 z! zic

€= —(lezi, myz o) ) : , (40)
Myne Mg

B VAL + 3 {2t3% [892t% (w0} + v3w? + vv3) + 3m? (207 + 03)] + IMm2(v? — v3)}
1T Atk 46262, (w202 + v2w? 4 v202) + m2 (402 + 02 + w?)] + 3m2 4% (207 — vZ + 2w?) + 3 (V2 4 02 + 4w?)]’
497 tNtR A/t + 34tk + 3 (v (03 4+ w?) + v3w?)
At {4g7 ty [w? (07 +v3) + vfva] +m? (4of + v3 + w?)} + 3m? (45 (20 — v3 + 2w?) + 3 (vf + v3 + 4w?)]’

€9 =



which are suppressed by the hierarchy vy, vy << w, m.

Then, after the second diagonalization, we have

00 0
M"™ =UM?Uy = | 0m% 0 |,
0 0 M//2

with

mz,c
97 (vf +03) (4% +3)
- 4(t% +3) ’

m2 ’
2 . 2 7.7
my & my, +2(e1,e2) 21 1

which can be identified with the squared mass of the physical electroweak Z, boson and

2 2
Ml/2 ~ mZé mZéC’
s 2 2 :
mzé ol men

Finally we can diagonalize M to the (A, Z,, Z,,, Z}]) basis through

10 0 O
01 0 O

U3 = 3
00 C¢  S¢
00 _SC C(:

and the diagonal squared mass matrix for the physical gauge bosons becomes
M///2 _ U3M//2 U3T ,
where the mixing angle is given by

8w?gitn/t% +3
w?g? (16t% — t3 — 3) + 9m?’

tan 2¢ =~

and the diagonal entries can be identified as the squared masses for the physical Z’ and Z” bosons,

2
mZ/ zmn =
' 18

with G = sign[w?g? (16t% — t% — 3) + 9Im?].

B. Complex neutral gauge bosons

(46)

1
— {uﬂgi (16t% + tx +3) +9m> F g\/[ng% (16t% — t3 — 3) + 9Im?] 2 + 64wigitd (t% + 3)} , (47)

The complex gauge boson Xg, with B— L = 2, does not mix with the other neutral vector fields. After spontaneous

symmetry breaking, Xg, whose associated would-be Goldstone boson is G3 in Eq. (15), gets the following mass term

g2
mg(o =L (v% +w2) .

C. Charged gauge bosons

(48)

The charged gauge bosons present in the model, VVHjE and W;Li, become massive after electroweak symmetry breaking

but do not mix due to their different B — L charges.
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The first mass eigenstate is identified with the charged standard model electroweak W boson, whose would-be

Goldstone bosons given by Gf, and has the squared mass,

2
m%v = % (v% + v%) . (49)

Finally, the other charged gauge boson is heavy and eats up the complex would-be Goldstone boson G5jE in order to
acquire the squared mass

&2
miy, = ZL (v +w?). (50)

To sum up we note that, despite the conservation of B — L, all of the gauge bosons acquire adequate masses through
the interplay of the standard Higgs mechanism with the Stueckelberg mechanism, leaving only the photon massless, as
in the Standard Model. In particular, we would like to reinforce the importance of the Stueckelberg mechanism which
provides the B — L gauge boson with a mass, while keeping the associated symmetry fully preserved. As mentioned
above, the conservation of the B — L symmetry, not affected by the Stueckelberg mechanism, is what ensures two
appealing features of our model, namely, the Dirac nature of neutrinos and the stability of dark matter.

V. CHARGED FERMIONS

The Yukawa interactions invariant under all the defining symmetries of the model are

—Lyuk = yZb%ﬁw% + yfb?ﬁ¢l vp + Mg‘fb (S%)°Sh
+ Yo U OF QF + vy ufy ®Y QY + iy dfy @] Q1+ v dF 23 QF
+ 45 U @1 Q% + y2s DR 25 Q) +he.. (51)
After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the above interactions lead to the following mass matrices for the fermions:

e Charged leptons:

U1
ab = Z/Zbﬁ- (52)
e Up-type quarks, basis (u, ¢, t,Us):
v1YlT v1Yia —v2yis 0
M. _L vly2ul v1y2u2 7v2y5‘3 0 (53)
uw \/i u w o u 0 :
V1Y31 V1Y3a —V2Y33
0 0 0 wybs
e Down-type quarks, basis (d, s,b, D1, D2):
U29f1 U2yii2 Ulyii?, 0 0
1 U2y§l1 02y§2 7}1933 0 0
My = ﬁ oyt voydy viydy 0 0 . (54)
0 0 0 wyﬁ wyg
0 0 0 wy1D2 wyg%

Realistic quark masses can be easily obtained from the above mass matrices, as the standard model and exotic quarks
remain unmixed by virtue of the unusual B — L charges of the exotic sector. This is reflected by the block-diagonal
form of the above matrices, which also implies the unitarity of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix describing
quark mixing.

Notice that, from the above Yukawa interactions, neutrinos remain massless at the tree level.



11

VI. SCOTOGENIC NEUTRINO MASSES

As previously shown, in the present model the gauged B — L symmetry remains unbroken and so does the matter
parity Mp. Furthermore, the U(1)pq symmetry, only broken softly in the scalar sector, forbids the appearance of a
tree-level neutrino-mass-giving Yukawa term. However, the Yukawa interactions in Eq. (51) allow the emergence of

a calculable one-loop contribution to the neutrino masses via the diagram in Fig. 1.

(92) N +<¢3>

\V\ /v/

N

/( \\

/ \

/ \

/ \

! \

1 \
> ' > < ‘ >
VL Sh Sh VR

FIG. 1: One-loop scotogenic Dirac neutrino mass generation mechanism.

Assuming that the Majorana mass of the fermion singlets Sg is already diagonal M*° = diag(My, My, M3), the

neutrino mass matrix generated by the scotogenic loop in the basis (vr, (vg)°) reads

0 my,
M, = , 55
(mf 0) 55

with neutrino Dirac masses

3 S S .. 2 2 2 2
_ My yjaYip Sin 20 My, my, My my,
(mu)ab =

In —— - 1In
3272 m3 - M M} m2, — M2 M}?

(56)

k=1
Notice that from Eq. (19), if the relevant quartic couplings are of the same order, the angle 6 is already suppressed, of
O(vy/w). Besides, the internal fields in the loop are odd under Mp, while the standard model fields are even. Thus,
the lightest Mp-odd field is automatically stable and, if it is electrically neutral, can be identified as a dark matter
candidate. In our model, the stable dark matter candidate will be the lightest field among the complex scalars 7; and
Majorana fermions S, .

VII. DARK MATTER

In order to illustrate the viability of our model as a theory of dark matter, we study a simplified scenario in
which all the non-SM fields are heavy and decouple, except for the complex scalars 1; and 7. In this case, only the
Higgs and the Z-boson portals are available. In general, the region of the parameters compatible with the observed
relic abundance and direct dark matter detection experiments is very constrained for a complex scalar, unless co-
annihilation takes place due to n; and 7y being almost degenerate [35]. Besides, consistency with direct detection
experiments requires the coupling between the complex dark matter candidate and the Z-boson to be very small.
This can be easily achieved in our model since the mixing angle 6 in Eq. (19) is naturally of O(vs/w™!). We assume
that n; is our dark matter candidate, composed mostly by the SU(2), singlet 252, and couples to the Z-boson only
through its suppressed mixing with 7.
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From our previous analysis of the scalar spectrum, the condition m,, < my, in Eq. (20) translates to 5\24113—5\34102 >
0, easily achieved by a natural negative value of Ag4. Defining

1 -
pg = 3 {w2(>\34 + Aza) + 2#3} ;
(57)

2

=
o)
I

|:’U%X24 —+ w2)\34 —+ 2[}Jii| y

in Eq. (17), one can eliminate these scales and vow\’ in terms of the physical masses m,,,, m,, and the mixing angle
0 as
! __ 2 2 :
vowA\ = 2 (mn2 — mm) sin 26,
2

) 1 1
M?S‘ =m,, sin? @ + mfh cos? 6 — 5)\1411% - 5)\247]%’ (58)

1 1
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Wp = my, sin® 60 +m; cos” 0 — 5)\14111 — 5)\24112.

We have studied the relic abundance and direct detection constraints for this scenario, setting for simplicity v; =
vy = vpw/ V2 and Aq4 = Aoy = \ with vanishing non-relevant couplings. In our analysis we have varied randomly
the relevant parameters in the ranges 0 < [A| < 1, 0 < 0] < 0.01, 0 < m,, < 10*GeV and m,, < m,, < 1.1m,,.
The results are shown in Fig. 2, where each blue point corresponds to a solution (X, 8, m,,,m,,) in parameter space
complying with the correct relic abundance Qh? = 0.120 [36]. One can see that the model contains plenty of parameter
combinations well below the current direct detection bounds, but also within the sensitivity of the current experiments,
like XenonlT.

XENONIT LUX

% 10—41

—

x10743

—

x107%°

—

% 10—47

—

X 10—49

m-Nucleon og (cm?)

1.x107°"

FIG. 2: The direct detection and relic abundance constraints on the dark matter mass m,,. Each blue point corre-
sponds to a solution (X, 6, m,,,m,,) with the correct relic abundance Qh? = 0.120. See the text for details. The red
shaded region is ruled out by direct detection experiments, XENONIT [37] and LUX [38]. Notice that the stronger
constraint below 1TeV comes from XENONIT and above 1TeV from LUX.

Before ending this section we wish to remark that Fig. 2 is plotted for a simplified scenario in which only the
Higgs and Z-boson portals are available. This need not be the case. In our model, the allowed parameter space can
be considerably richer due to the presence of Majorana fermions, like S, g, providing new channels for dark matter

annihilation. Similarly, more parameter combinations become available when the vector bosons Z’' and Z”, whose
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masses are given in Eq. (47), are active in mediating dark matter annihilation processes, instead of simply decoupled,

as assumed in the above example. A dedicated study lies outside the scope of this paper.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have proposed a simple scotogenic extension of the original Singer-Valle-Schechter 3-3-1 model
in which neutrinos are Dirac fermions as a result of a conserved B — L gauge symmetry. In such minimal SVS
gauge extension of the standard model neutrino masses arise through the radiative exchange of the simplest sco-
togenic “dark” sector, as indicated by the diagram in Fig. 1. Conservation of B — L gauge symmetry in the
SU(3). ® SU(3), ® U(1)x ® U(1)N theory ensures the stability of dark matter, linked to the Dirac nature of neutri-
nos. By combining the Higgs and the Stueckelberg mechanisms, one ensures that all neutral gauge bosons acquire
adequate non-zero masses. Our present construction bears similarities with that in Ref. [22], but within a richer
theoretical framework. Indeed, the present one also touches other standard model shortcomings, such as the existence
of three families, which emerges just from anomaly cancellation. Stable dark matter is “predestined” [23], in the sense
that the imposition of additional symmetries is not required. We have given a detailed study of the basic structure of
the theory. For example, we noted that due to our quantum numbers we have block-diagonal quark mass matrices,
Egs. (53) and (54), implying the unitarity of the CKM matrix describing quark mixing. This implies that the new
neutral gauge bosons can have flavor-changing interactions at the tree level, as in the SVS model. These arise from
the underlying structure of the neutral current dictated by the anomaly cancellation. As a result, in addition to direct
searches through dilepton studies at the LHC, heavy neutral gauge bosons induce mass differences in neutral meson
systems. These can lead to observable phenomena if they lie within the few TeV scale. For example, for vy ~ vy GeV
if one takes m — oo, w ~ 10* GeV as a benchmark, one finds that the B — L Stueckelberg gauge boson decouples,
leaving adequate masses for the other new intermediate gauge bosons, around 4 TeV, consistent with current limits
from flavor changing neutral current and searches at the LHC run 2 at 13 TeV [39]. Likewise, one can check that the
scalar masses expected, e.g. from Egs. (9) and (13), are also phenomenologically viable. The same happens for finite
values of the Stueckelberg gauge boson mass parameter: in this case, one also obtains gauge boson mass values in
agreement with current limits. We expect, however, that they can lie within the sensitivities expected, for example,
at the High Luminosity-LHC, LHCb as well as upcoming B factories.

Concerning the dark matter content of our model, in section VII we have analised the case for a complex dark
matter scalar candidate. For definiteness we took a simple scenario where only the Higgs and Z-boson portals are
available. We have shown that, even in this simplified scenario, there are parameter combinations that accomodate
the correct dark matter relic abundance in agreement with direct detection constraints. The viable parameter space
is expected to be substantially widened when other channels for dark matter annihilation are taken into account, e.g.
those mediated by the vector bosons Z’ and Z”.

Last, but not least, we stress that, in contrast to previous 3-3-1-1 models, here neutrinos get radiative scotogenic
Dirac masses, rather than Majorana masses from the conventional seesaw mechanism. A discovery of neutrinoless

double beta decay would therefore invalidate our present construction.
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