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We present a proof-of-concept extension to the Standard Model that can generate a non-vanishing
neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) signal without the existence of Majorana neutrinos or lepton
number violation in the zero-density vacuum-ground-state Lagrangian. We propose that the 0νββ
can be induced by the capture of an ultralight scalar field, a potential dark matter candidate, that
carries two units of lepton number. This makes the observable 0νββ spectrum indistinguishable
from the usual 0νββ mechanisms by any practical means. We find that a non-zero 0νββ rate does
not require neutrinos to be fundamentally Majorana particles. However, for sizeable decay rates
within the range of next-generation experiments, the neutrino will, generally, acquire an (effective)
Majorana mass as the scalar field undergoes a transition to the Bose-Einstein condensate phase. We
also discuss the distinction between the aforementioned scenario and the case in which the emission
of a lepton-number-two scalar leads to 0νββ, exhibiting discernible qualitative features that make
it experimentally distinguishable from the conventional scenario.

Introduction.— Ettore Majorana’s formulation of the
novel theory, asserting the indistinguishability of neu-
trinos and antineutrinos [1], prompted Giulio Racah to
propose a test for Majorana’s theory [2], while in 1939,
Wolfgang Furry was the first to contemplate neutrino-
less double beta decay (0νββ) [3]. Since the early stages
of geochemical, radiochemical, and counter experiments,
significant focus has been devoted to double-beta de-
cay [4]. Over the past three decades, evidence from so-
lar, reactor, atmospheric, and accelerator neutrino ex-
periments [5] has indicated non-zero neutrino masses
and mixing. However, several fundamental questions
about neutrinos still persist, particularly regarding their
nature—whether they are Dirac or Majorana—and how
to differentiate between them. In this context, 0νββ
experiments [6–22] offer the most sensitive laboratory
probe not only for the Majorana nature of neutrinos but
also for various lepton-number-violating scenarios [23–
28]. For recent reviews of 0νββ, see Refs. [29–31]. It
is widely acknowledged in the literature that the obser-
vation of 0νββ would conclusively establish neutrinos as
Majorana particles [32, 33]. While the lepton number vi-
olating process causing 0νββ-decay is known to induce
a Majorana mass for the neutrino [32], it may not nec-
essarily be the dominant mechanism for neutrino mass
generation [34]. In the literature, there are various new
physics models that enhance the 0νββ rate and elucidate
links between lepton number violation, double beta de-
cay, and neutrino mass. For instance, see Refs. [35, 36].
In contrast, here we propose a scenario that can gener-
ate non-zero 0νββ rates in a Dirac neutrino model while
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FIG. 1: Representative Feynman diagrams for 0νββ with
a with lepton-number-carrying scalar ϕ: (a) the scalar
capture and (b) the scalar emission diagram. Addition-
ally, we show the usual 0νββ diagram (c) induced by the
exchange of light Majorana neutrinos for comparison.

having an experimental signature that is indistinguish-
able from the standard 0νββ scenarios, which implies
that it can generate a non-vanishing 0νββ signal with-
out the existence of Majorana neutrinos or lepton number
violation in the vacuum-ground-state Lagrangian. The
motivation behind this proposition stems from the fact
that if the lepton number, or any non-anomalous sym-
metry encompassing lepton number (such as B − L),
is a conserved symmetry in nature, then neutrinos in-
herently exhibit Dirac particle characteristics1. To ac-
commodate this, we introduce a scalar particle ϕ with

1 However, in scenarios where neutrinos are considered Dirac par-
ticles with intrinsically small masses, there exists a potential
for them to function as pseudo-Dirac particles. Quantum grav-
ity corrections, governed by higher dimensional operators sup-
pressed by the Planck scale, could induce extremely small Ma-
jorana masses for neutrinos [37–40]. These corrections adhere
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a lepton number of two units, which establishes inter-
actions with the Standard Model (SM) neutrinos after
the electroweak symmetry breaking. Here, we regard
B − L as an exact symmetry, and we structure the scalar
potential in such a way that the ϕ field avoids obtain-
ing a vacuum expectation value (vev). Consequently,
this prevents the emergence of a vacuum Majorana mass
term for light neutrinos. The coupling of ϕ bears re-
semblance to that of a Majoron, the Goldstone boson
emerging from the spontaneously broken lepton number
symmetry. If such symmetry breaking is accountable for
neutrino mass generation, the Majoron coupling is deter-
mined by imν/Λ, where Λ signifies the symmetry break-
ing scale. On the contrary, it is crucial to note that the
neutrino couplings to ϕ presented here are unrelated to
or restricted by the vacuum neutrino masses. The phe-
nomenology of such a leptonic scalar ϕ has been inves-
tigated in different contexts [49–51]. Here, we propose
such a simple scenario that can generate non-zero 0νββ
rates in a Dirac neutrino model with the leptonic scalar ϕ
while having an experimental signature that is indistin-
guishable from the usual 0νββ scenarios (cf. Fig. 1). As
we also discuss in detail, for large enough number densi-
ties of the scalar, an in-medium Majorana neutrino mass
gets induced, which triggers a mechanism equivalent to
the usual light-Majorana-neutrino-exchange mechanism
(LνEM).

0νββ and Nature of Neutrinos.— The black-box
theorem, as formulated by Schechter and Valle [32],
posits that the presence of 0νββ would directly imply
that neutrinos acquire a Majorana mass, notwithstand-
ing their known minuteness [34]. In this context, our aim
is to scrutinize potential scenarios with experimental sig-
natures resembling usual 0νββ mechanisms (cf. Fig. 1)
while concurrently circumventing the implications pre-
sented by the black-box theorem. The black-box theorem
generally holds for every transition of the form

(A, Z) → (A, Z ± 2) + 2e∓, (1)

independently of the underlying particle physics. How-
ever, its applicability is limited in scenarios involving ad-
ditional external particles, as noted in the literature, for
instance, in the emission of a lepton number-carrying Ma-
joron (denoted by χ) [53–55]

(A, Z) → (A, Z ± 2) + 2e∓ + nχ, (2)

where n signifies the quantity of emitted Majorons.
While these models can instigate 0νββ, their experimen-
tal signature differs from the usual 0νββ scenarios.

In 0νββ experiments, the detection method involves
measuring the collective energy of emitted electrons.

to all gauge symmetries within the theory; nonetheless, they
are not anticipated to respect global symmetries, such as lep-
ton numbers. For models addressing Dirac neutrino masses, see
Refs. [41–48] and therein.
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FIG. 2: Total electron energy spectra for different dou-
ble beta decay modes. On the x-axis, we normalized the
summed kinetic electron energy T = ϵ1 + ϵ2 − 2me with
respect to the Q value, where the ϵi are the energies of
the outgoing electrons, and me is the electron mass. The
dashed-dotted lines depict the standard double beta de-
cay spectrum (lighter, long dash) and the distribution
for 0νββ with emission of a scalar ϕ with mass mϕ ≃ 0
(darker, short dash) [52]. The spectra of both the 0νββ
and 0νββ induced via capture of a scalar ϕ have the
form of overlapping delta distributions smeared out by
the experimental accuracy (exaggerated here for better
visibility).

While the total electron energy spectrum of the stan-
dard double beta decay is a continuous function between
0 and the Q value, in the neutrinoless mode represented
by Eq. (1), all the decay energy is deposited in the emit-
ted electrons. Notably, 0νββ variants with additional
particle emissions result in a distinct energy spectrum,
modifying the standard double beta decay spectrum as
these particles can carry away some of the released decay
energy.

Instead of the emission of a particle carrying a lepton
number, one can conceive of 0νββ being triggered by the
capture of one or more such particles

nχ + (A, Z) → (A, Z ± 2) + 2e∓. (3)

Fig. 2 depicts a comparison of the energy spectra for the
standard double beta decay, 0νββ with a scalar emission,
the usual 0νββ as it is induced via, e.g., the LνEM, and
the 0νββ induced by the capture of a scalar. If the energy
transferred by the captured particle(s) remains below the
experimental energy resolution, both the 0νββ and cap-
ture modes exhibit identical experimental signatures. To
be more precise, in the model we present hereafter the en-
ergy spectra as well as the angular correlation of the out-
going electrons are expected to be the same in both sce-
narios. In the following, we will discuss 0νββ induced via
the capture of a dark scalar from the cosmic background.
The alternative possibilities of fermionic or vector-boson
captures are briefly discussed in the Appendix.

0νββ Induced via a Dark Scalar Capture.— Be-
fore delving into the analysis of 0νββ induced by dark
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scalar capture, we introduce a benchmark model for such
a scenario. Alongside the SM particle spectrum, we add a
scalar field ϕ, a singlet under SM symmetries but charged
under a global B −L symmetry (with a lepton number of
two units and B − L charge of −2). Additionally, the in-
troduction of the right-handed neutrino νR (with a B−L
charge of −1) is necessary for generating the Dirac neu-
trino mass term. The relevant part of the Lagrangian is
as follows:

L ⊃m2
ϕϕ†ϕ + λϕ(ϕ†ϕ)2 + λHϕ(H†H)(ϕ†ϕ)

+ Y ν
ijLiH̃νR,j + gijνR,iν

C
R,jϕ + h.c. (4)

Enforcing B−L as an exact symmetry prevents the emer-
gence of Majorana neutrino mass. After electroweak
symmetry breaking, neutrinos acquire a Dirac mass
mDirac = Y νvEW , where vEW denotes the electroweak
vev. By selecting suitable parameters for the scalar po-
tential, the scalar field avoids acquiring a vev. Also, we
require the Higgs portal coupling λHϕ to be small. The
absence of spontaneous B − L breaking in the vacuum
results in neutrinos exhibiting characteristics of Dirac
particles. While one could argue that global symme-
tries should not be conserved in a theory of quantum
gravity [56], it is straightforward to assume a gauged
U(1)B−L [57], which is then preserved even at the non-
perturbative level.

At first sight, there are two different processes that
contribute to 0νββ within the proposed model. These
are the capture of the scalar on a nucleus with a subse-
quent nuclear decay, and the 0νββ accompanied by the
emission of ϕ similar to the Majoron emission scenarios

ϕ + (A, Z) −→ (A, Z + 2) + 2e−, (scalar capture)
(A, Z) −→ (A, Z + 2) + 2e− + ϕ†, (scalar emission).

(5)

The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in
Fig. 1 (a) and (b). Here, we want to show that for ul-
tralight scalars mϕ ≪ 1 eV the capture in Fig. 1 (a) can
generate sizeable decay rates in reach of next-generation
0νββ experiments while simultaneously suppressing the
scalar emission diagram (Fig. 1 (b)) which would yield
a different electron energy spectrum than the standard
LνEM in Fig. 1 (c). Such ultralight scalars can be
produced non-relativistically in the early universe (see,
e.g., [58] and references therein).

Although not essential for our discussion, it is note-
worthy that the scalar ϕ could potentially serve as cold
dark matter (DM) [58–61], depending on its mass, en-
ergy, and number density. If ϕ contributes to a fraction
of the DM density, it must exhibit stability over cosmo-
logical timescales. This can be realized either by ensuring
that mν,min > mϕ/2 or by adjusting the coupling to the
lightest neutrino accordingly. Relevant recent studies on
0νββ induced through interactions with dark matter are
outlined in Refs. [62–64]. In contrast to previous litera-
ture, we do not consider the presence of a vacuum Majo-

rana mass term by explicitly assuming the conservation
of B − L.

0νββ in the Free Phase.— We estimate the scalar
capture rate Γcap

0νββϕ and scalar emission decay rate
Γem

0νββϕ by comparison with existing calculations for 0νββ

accompanied by Majoron emission [65, 66]. Assuming
that the momentum carried by ϕ can be ignored in com-
parison to the typical Fermi momentum of nucleons, i.e.,
pϕ ≲ O(1 MeV) ≪ pF ≃ O(100 MeV), the transition
amplitude for the ϕ emission and capture processes is
identical and reads

A0νββϕ =G2
F

2 eL(p1)γµ

∑
ij

UeiUej
gijmimj

q4 γνeC
L (p2)

× Jµ
V −A(1)Jν

V −A(2) + (p1 ⇄ p2)
(6)

where U is the neutrino mixing matrix, q is the momen-
tum of the internal neutrino and JV −A is the standard
weak charged current. It is equivalent to the well-studied
LνEM (see e.g. [67]) except for the neutrino propaga-
tor, which in our model necessitates two additional neu-
trino mass insertions due to the coupling of ϕ to the
right-handed neutrinos only. This transition amplitude
can also be found in models of 0νββ accompanied by
the emission of two scalars [65] and nuclear matrix el-
ements (NMEs) have been obtained, recently, using the
IBM2 model of nuclear structure [66]. The corresponding
phase-space factors (PSFs) are also available in the lit-
erature [68]. Specifically, for 136Xe we obtain G0νββϕ =
4.09 × 10−16 yr−1, G0νββ = 1.458 × 10−14 yr−1, [69] and
M0νββϕ = 1.112 × 10−3. For simplicity, we assume a
diagonal and real coupling, i.e., gij = gδij (g ∈ R) and
we define the effective neutrino mass as

m2
ββϕ =

∑
i

U2
eim

2
i . (7)

Assuming the lightest neutrino to be (almost) massless
with normal mass ordering and vanishing CP phase we
find m2

ββϕ ≃ 78 meV2. Consequently, we can write the
decay rate of the scalar emission accompanied 0νββ as

Γem
0νββϕ = g2 log(2)

(
mββϕ

me

)4
|M0νββϕ|2 G0νββϕ. (8)

Notice that the decay rate of the scalar emission diagram
is independent of the scalar number density. The ϕ cap-
ture rate is then given by

Γcap
0νββϕ = g2 log(2) αρDM

2m2
ϕm2

e

(
mββϕ

me

)4
|M0νββϕ|2 G0νββ ,

(9)

where ρDM ≃ 0.3 GeV/cm3 is the local DM density [70],
α is the fraction of the total DM mass that ϕ accounts
for, mϕ is the mass of the scalar, and, for simplicity,
we assumed ϕ to be non-relativistic today, i.e., Eϕ ≃
mϕ. The scalar number density is then given by nϕ =
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αρDM/mϕ. Note that for the capture mode, the PSF
corresponds to the PSF of the standard LνEM, as the
final state is equivalent. Comparing the emission and
capture rates in 136Xe we find

Γem
0νββϕ

Γcap
0νββϕ

=
2m2

ϕm2
e

αρDM

G0νββϕ

G0νββ
≃ 6.4 × 10−25

α

( mϕ

10−20 eV

)2
.

(10)

While the emission is largely suppressed for small scalar
masses, the half-life corresponding to the ϕ-capture rate
in 136Xe reads

T
1/2
0νββϕ = log(2)

Γcap
0νββϕ

≃ 1.4 × 1028 yr
αg2

( mϕ

10−20 eV

)2
. (11)

Note that the capture process is, in principle, distinguish-
able from the LνEM if the energy of the captured scalar
exceeds the uncertainty of the energy measurement in
the experiment. Then, the spectrum of the scalar cap-
ture process would be shifted beyond the Q value given
by Q = Ei −Ef −2me, where Ei,f are the energies of the
initial and final state nuclei. Additionally, as the NMEs
differ from those of the usual LνEM, comparison of the
half-lives in different isotopes could provide another pos-
sibility to disentangle the ϕ capture process [27].

Transition to the Condensate Phase.— The re-
alization of experimentally testable half-lives in current
and future experiments necessitates large scalar num-
ber densities (low masses, cf. Eq. (11)). However, the
above perturbative treatment of the scalar capture breaks
down for such large scalar number densities correspond-
ing to masses mϕ ≪ 1 eV. In fact, ϕ will form a Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) [71, 72] below a critical tem-
perature [58, 73]

TC = 2π

mϕ

(
nϕ

ζ( 3
2 )

)2/3
≃ 1030 eV × α

(
10−20 eV

mϕ

)(5/3)

.

(12)

For a given scalar temperature Tϕ, Eq. (12) can also be
read in terms of a critical number density nϕ,c or, for
a fixed mass density ρϕ = αρDM, in terms of a critical
scalar mass mϕ,c below which the field transitions to the
BEC phase. If the scalar field ϕ forms a BEC, its ground
state acquires a non-trivial expectation value within the
medium that spontaneously breaks the B − L symme-
try [73, 75]. As a result, the right-handed neutrino re-
ceives an effective Majorana mass term via interactions
with the medium. This effect resembles the consequences
attributed to an effective refractive neutrino mass, as de-
tailed in [76].

We can assess the validity of the perturbative treat-
ment without considering the formation of the BEC by
assuming that the critical temperature should not exceed
the energy resolution of typical next-generation 0νββ
experiments, such as LEGEND [74], i.e., by requiring
TC ≲ 1 keV. This condition sets a limit on the scalar

FIG. 3: The transition from the free phase to the Bose-
Einstein condensate phase is described in terms of the
critical mass mϕ,c assuming a scalar mass density of ρϕ =
ρDM. Here, below mϕ,c the scalar is in the condensate
phase and above it is in the free phase. The upper x- and
y-axis range of the plot is set by the requirement that
mϕ and Tϕ remain below the typical energy resolution of
0νββ experiments of ∆E ∼ O(1 keV) [74].

temperature and mass. The region of the Tϕ − mϕ pa-
rameter space corresponding to the free phase obtained
under the requirement Tϕ > TC is identified in Fig. 3.

0νββ in the Condensate Phase.— In the BEC
phase, the ground-state of ϕ acquires a non-zero expec-
tation value, and ϕ can be described in a mean-field de-
scription in terms of its ground state condensate ϕcond
and excitations ϕexc as

ϕ = 1√
2

(⟨ϕcond⟩ + ϕexc) , (13)

where ⟨ϕcond⟩ =
√

nϕ,cond/(2mϕ) is the expectation
value for the ground state condensate in the limit of the
ideal Bose gas [75]. As we have seen previously, the large
number density that is required to generate a consider-
able scalar capture rate results in a critical temperature
much larger than, e.g., the temperature of the CMB.
Therefore, we can safely assume Tϕ ≪ TC such that ϕ is
effectively completely described in terms of the BEC, i.e.,
ncond,ϕ ≃ nϕ and nϕ,exc ≃ 0. In this context, within the
scalar medium, the expectation value of the ground state
condensate is equivalent to a vev generating a Majorana
mass of the right-handed neutrino.

Hence, for 0νββ it follows that the effects of the scalar
condensate can be completely described in terms of the
effective Majorana neutrino mass mββ for the electron
neutrino, including the additional contribution from the
three sterile neutrinos. The half-life can then be param-
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eterized as [77]

(
T

1/2
0νββ

)−1
= g4

AG0νββ

∣∣∣∣ 3∑
i=1

V 2
ei(mϕ)mν,i

me
M(0)

+
6∑

i=4
V 2

ei(mϕ)mν,i(nϕ)
me

M(mi)
∣∣∣∣2

, (14)

where Vei(mϕ) is the 6×6 neutrino mixing matrix, which
depends on the heavy neutrino masses, and hence also on
the scalar mass mϕ (or, equivalently, on number density
nϕ). Further, me and mN are the mass of the electron
and proton, respectively, and we used the simple inter-
polation for the mass-dependent NMEs,

M(mi) = 4m2
N |M(9)

ν |
⟨p2⟩ + m2

i

,
〈
p2〉

= 4m2
N

|M(9)
ν |

|M(3)
ν |

. (15)

Details on the light and heavy neutrino-exchange NMEs
M(3)

ν and M(9)
ν , including the numerical values from

Ref. [78], are provided in the Appendix. The simple in-
terpolation approach employed is sufficient for our dis-
cussion. However, a more sophisticated treatment can
be found in [79].

While the effective Majorana neutrino mass is, in prin-
ciple, a function of the scalar density (or rather the ex-
pectation value), all the oscillation parameters are fixed
from experiment such that, for a fixed scalar mass mϕ,
coupling g and DM fraction α the only remaining free
parameters are the minimal neutrino mass mmin, the
neutrino mass ordering, and the Majorana CP phases.
In Fig. 4, we show the dependence of the 0νββ half-
life in 136Xe on the scalar mass mϕ for normal (NO)
and inverted (IO) neutrino mass ordering with g = α =
1, the best-fit neutrino oscillation data from PDG [5]
and vanishing Majorana CP phases. The minimal neu-
trino mass is varied within the allowed range by setting∑3

i=1 mi ≤ 260 meV [5]. It can be seen that for large
scalar number densities (i.e., small masses) the usual half-
life regime of the LνEM is reproduced, while for smaller
number densities (i.e., larger masses) the neutrinos tran-
sition into a pseudo-Dirac regime. While such a pseudo-
Dirac scenario can be strongly constrained from oscilla-
tion data as well as cosmology [80] it is not our main
region of interest. In fact, for mϕ ≲ 10−10 eV (assuming
g = α = 1), the active and sterile neutrino states are
decoupled almost completely in our scenario. For a real
scalar, time dependence of ⟨ϕcond⟩ → ⟨ϕcond⟩ cos (mϕt)
sets strong constraints on the coupling g from oscillation
data [81, 82]. These limits do not extend to a complex
scalar, as ⟨ϕcond⟩ → ⟨ϕcond⟩ exp (imϕt) results in a con-
stant |⟨ϕcond⟩|.

Other Phenomenological Implications.— While
our extension to the SM is rather simple, it comes with
a variety of new phenomenological features that should
be taken into account. Numerous processes across vari-
ous energy scales can detect the presence of the scalar ϕ,

NO

IO

10
-12

10
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10
-9

10
-8

10
26
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28
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30
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32

10
34

mϕ[eV]

T
1
/2
[y

r]

KamLAND-Zen limit

nEXO target sensitivity

FIG. 4: 0νββ half-life for 136Xe within the BEC phase
in dependence on the scalar mass mϕ. For larger scalar
masses, i.e., smaller number densities, the neutrinos be-
have as pseudo-Dirac particles within the medium. Here,
g = α = 1, the Dirac CP phase is set to its best-
fit value [5] and the Majorana CP phases are taken
to be vanishing. The mass of the lightest neutrino is
varied between zero (upper contours) and the highest
possible value (lower contours), such that

∑3
i=1 mi ≤

260 meV [5]. The blue region corresponds to normal or-
dering and the turquoise one to inverted ordering. For
reference, we show the most recent half-life limit from
KamLand-Zen [16] and the projected target sensitivity
of nEXO [21].

which can be generated through radiation from a neu-
trino. High-energy collider experiments, for instance,
may result in a distinctive same-sign dilepton signature
accompanied by missing energy and forward jets [50].
This occurs as ϕ is generated in the vector-boson fu-
sion process and subsequently manifests missing energy.
Emitting the leptonic scalar ϕ from neutrino legs con-
tributes to decay modes of various particles, includ-
ing Z boson (Z → ννϕ), W -boson (W → ℓνϕ), SM
Higgs boson (h → ννϕ), tau lepton (τ → eννϕ, µννϕ),
muon (µ → eννϕ), and charged mesons (P → ℓνϕ
with P = π, K, D, DS , B). In neutrino beam experi-
ments, when neutrinos interact with matter fields, the
emission of ϕ from the neutrino beams results in unique
momentum distributions of charged leptons in the final
state. Additionally, the outgoing charged lepton exhibits
a wrong sign compared to standard scenarios, a feature
easily detectable in magnetized detectors such as MINOS
and DUNE [49]. Despite stringent laboratory limits, our
chosen mass and coupling combination relaxes these con-
straints due to the scalar’s direct coupling to νR within
our model, which in turn requires one or two neutrino
mass insertions.

The discussed model can have important implications
in astrophysics and cosmology. The ultra-light scalar pro-
posed could induce substantial neutrino self-interactions,
impacting neutrinos from astrophysical sources travel-
ing through the cosmic neutrino background. This may
result in spectral distortions observable in experiments
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like IceCube [83, 84]. Additionally, these interactions
may influence neutrino mixing patterns in astrophys-
ical environments situated in regions characterized by
varying dark matter densities. Constructing a renor-
malizable model for significant neutrino self-interactions
is challenging. In our proposed model, the leptonic
scalar ϕ offers large long-range neutrino self-interactions,
along with short-range interactions within the conden-
sate phase through the exchange of massive excita-
tions [58]. This has the potential to influence neutrino
free-streaming during recombination and could address
the Hubble tension as a byproduct [85–88]. In our sce-
nario, within the parameter region of interest, the sterile
neutrinos are effectively decoupled from the active neutri-
nos such that limits from active-sterile oscillations or Big
Bang nucleosynthesis are considerably weaker or do not
apply. The exact interplay will be explored in more detail
in future work. Last but not least, the hypothesis of a
BEC dark matter has been studied intensively within the
literature during the past decades, see e.g., [58–61, 89–
93]. For our scenario, observational limits drawn from
gravitational effects of the scalar mass density ρϕ, such
as structure formation, can be relaxed if ϕ is not assumed
to explain all of the observed DM, i.e. if we choose α < 1.

In general, existing bounds on the coupling g can be
relaxed by increasing the number density nϕ as long as
both parameters are not constrained simultaneously.

Conclusion.— The evidence for lepton number vio-
lation that would be implied by a future observation of
neutrinoless double beta decay is usually automatically
assumed to be tied to the Majorana nature of neutrinos,
as it stems from the black-box theorem. The purpose of
this work is to point out several subtleties that may arise
in this connection for certain scenarios. Specifically, if
an extra particle carrying lepton number takes part in
0νββ, the entire process can preserve the B − L symme-
try. This is, for instance, the case for 0νββ with emission
of a scalar field with L = 2, but even more intriguingly,
for 0νββ triggered by a hypothetical capture of such a
scalar from a cosmic background. As discussed above,
assuming a small momentum of the incoming scalar par-
ticle, this 0νββ mechanism would lead to a signature in
principle indistinguishable from the usual mass mecha-
nism. Although this observation is certainly interesting,
the corresponding rate of the 0νββ induced by the scalar
capture would be beyond the scope of any future experi-
ment unless the number density of the considered scalar
field is assumed to be large. In such a case, however, the
scalar field forms a Bose-Einstein condensate, inducing
an in-medium expectation value that effectively breaks
the B − L symmetry. While the B − L number remains
conserved in the vacuum ground state, neutrinos acquire
an effective in-medium Majorana mass, which in turn
triggers 0νββ. In this way, the implication pointing from
lepton number violation towards Majorana neutrino mass
is restored for testable 0νββ half-lives, but the reasons
for its validity, as pointed out, are quite distinct and more
subtle than in usually considered scenarios.

Acknowledgments.— The authors thank Thede de
Boer, Vishnu P.K., Alexei Smirnov, and Andreas Traut-
ner for helpful discussions. We are also grateful to Kaladi
Babu, Frank Deppisch, Frederik Depta, George Fuller,
Guo-yuan Huang, Werner Rodejohann, and Manibrata
Sen for their useful comments on the final version of
the manuscript. LG acknowledges support from the Na-
tional Science Foundation, Grant PHY-1630782, and to
the Heising-Simons Foundation, Grant 2017-228.

Appendix

Capture of Dark Vector Bosons.— In general,
since vector bosons follow the same Bose-Einstein statis-
tics, vector fields can form a BEC in the same sense as
scalar fields can. However, due to the different Lorentz
structures, their expectation value cannot result in a typ-
ical fermion mass term from a vector-interaction. In-
stead, neutrinos coupled to a vector background field can
gain a refractive mass in terms of elastic forward scatter-
ing [76]. Therefore, we expect no qualitative difference in
the case of a vector boson capture induced 0νββ. More-
over, the realization of such a model presents substantial
challenges and complexity.

Capture of Dark Fermions.— Even within the SM,
a 0νββ signature without the necessity for Majorana neu-
trinos is possible via the capture of cosmic relic neutri-
nos. This has been pointed out previously in, e.g., [94, 95]
where the authors found a half-life of(

T
1/2
ννββ

)−1
≃ 7 × 1047 yr ×

(
nν

⟨nν⟩

)2
(16)

for a hypothetical ton-scale experiment using 100Mo and
assuming an expected neutrino number density per neu-
trino type of ⟨nν⟩ = 56 cm−3. Similar mechanisms can
arise in R-parity breaking supersymmetric extensions to
the SM via the capture of DM neutralinos [96–98]. While
a strong local relic neutrino clustering could, in principle,
lead to observable signatures this clustering is fundamen-
tally constrained by the Pauli exclusion principle. For a
degenerate fermion gas with p < pmax, the maximum
number density is simply given by

nmax = gs

(2π)3
4
3πp3

max. (17)

Here gs represents the number of spin degrees of freedom
and we take gs = 2 from here on. Hence, to put an upper
limit on the number density, we need to put an upper
limit on pmax. For massless fermions, a reasonable upper
bound is to assume that their energy density should not
exceed the average photon energy density of the CMB of
ργ ≃ 260 meV/cm3 [5]. This gives nmax ≃ 4 × 103 cm−3.
For massive fermions, we can take the local dark matter
density as an upper bound on the mass density and use
the well-known Tremaine-Gunn bound [99] that puts a
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TABLE I: Summary of the relevant LECs taken from [28].

n → peν, π → eν ππ → ee
gA 1.271 [100] gππ

1 0.36 [101]
n → pπee nn → pp ee

|gπN
1 | O(1) |gNN

1 | O(1)
gNN

ν −92.9 GeV−2 [102–104]

TABLE II: Summary of the relevant NMEs obtained
within the IBM2 framework [78] for 136Xe.

Long-Range
MF MGT MT

−0.522 5.704 0.092
Short-Range

MF,sd MAP
GT,sd MP P

GT,sd MAP
T,sd MP P

T,sd

−0.734 −0.690 0.167 −0.363 0.115

lower limit of m ≳ O(100 eV) on fermionic dark mat-
ter bound within galactic halos by requiring that pmax
should not exceed the escape velocity of typical galaxies.
Putting these two together results in an upper limit on
the fermionic number density of nmax ≃ 3 × 106 cm−3.
While these bounds can be relaxed by assuming multi-
ple species of fermions [105], the number of species re-
quired scales with NF ≳ (100 eV/mf )4 [105]. Hence,
local number densities on the order of nf / ⟨nν⟩ ∼ 1010

would require a significant amount of fermionic species
NF ≳ 1021. It follows that for a fermionic capture model
to reproduce observable half-lives, one would require ei-
ther a very large number of fermionic DM species or a

much larger interaction cross section than for the relic
neutrino capture model. Additionally, one can expect
single β−decay experiments like KATRIN [106–108] to
be more sensitive to such scenarios [94, 95].

Nuclear Matrix Elements.— For our calculations of
0νββ half-lives, we utilize the chiral EFT framework de-
veloped in [23, 25] and automated in [28]. The long-range
(M(3)

ν ) and short-range (M(9)
ν ) NMEs used in Eq. (14)

are given as

M(3)
ν =MF

g2
A

− MGT − MT − 2m2
πgNN

ν

g2
A

MF,sd, (18)

M(9)
ν =5

6
gππ

1 m2
π

m2
N

(
1
2MAP

GT,sd + MP P
GT,sd

+ 1
2MAP

T,sd + MP P
T,sd

)
+

(
gπN

1 − 5
6gππ

1

)
m2

π

2m2
N

(
MAP

GT,sd + MAP
T,sd

)
− 2gNN

1
g2

A

m2
π

m2
N

MF,sd.

(19)

Here, the gyz
x denote so-called low-energy constants

(LECs) that represent the couplings that describe inter-
actions in the chiral EFT Lagrangian and mπ is the pion
mass. For convenience, we have summarized the relevant
LECs in Tab. I. The relevant NMEs obtained within the
IBM2 framework for 136Xe are given in Tab. II. For the
two unknown LECs gπN

1 , gNN
1 we use an estimate from

naive dimensional analysis [109] of gπN
1 = gNN

1 = 1 in
our calculation.
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