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Undemocratic Dirac seesaw
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The standard model left-handed neutrinos and several right-handed neutrinos can obtain a tiny
Dirac mass matrix through their mixings with relatively heavy Dirac fermions. In this Dirac see-
saw scenario, the mixings involving the left-handed neutrinos can be allowed much larger than
those involving the right-handed neutrinos. This undemocratic parameter choice is attractive to
phenomenology. We show that the small mixings between the heavy Dirac fermions and the right-
handed neutrinos can have a common origin with the observed baryon asymmetry in the universe.
We also connect the introduction of right-handed neutrinos to the existence and stability of dark
matter by a new U(1) gauge symmetry for dark photon or baryon-minus-lepton number. We then
specify how to embed our scenario into a left-right symmetric theory or a grand unification theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y standard model (SM)
has been tested to a very high accuracy, but it has
been suffering some big challenges such as neutrino mass,
baryon asymmetry and dark matter from astronomical
observations and terrestrial experiments [1].

In the SM, the charged fermions can obtain their
masses through the Yukawa couplings of the left-handed
fermion doublets and the right-handed fermion singlets
to the Higgs doublet. However, the neutrino masses can
not be induced in this way because the right-handed neu-
trinos are absent from the SM. Even if the right-handed
neutrinos are introduced by hand, their Yukawa cou-
plings with the SM should be very small since the neu-
trinos are extremely light. Currently the best explana-
tion for the tiny neutrino masses seems to be the famous
seesaw mechanism [2–10]. In various seesaw extensions
[2–19] of the SM, the neutrino mass generation is tied to
certain lepton-number-violating interactions so that the
neutrinos should have a Majorana nature. However, the
lepton number violation and then the Majorana neutri-
nos are just a theoretical assumption which has not been
confirmed in any experiments. So, it should be worth
exploring the possibility of Dirac neutrinos [20–43]. In
analogy to the conventional seesaw models for the light
Majorana neutrinos, we can construct some Dirac see-
saw models for the light Dirac neutrinos [20, 21, 23, 26–
32, 39–41].

To understand the cosmic baryon asymmetry, we need
a dynamical baryogenesis mechanism. This requires a
CPT-invariant theory of particle interactions should sat-
isfy the Sakharov conditions [44]: (i) baryon number non-
conservation, (ii) C and CP violation, (iii) departure from
equilibrium. The SM fulfils all of these conditions and
then accommodates an electroweak baryogenesis mecha-
nism [45]. However, the SM electroweak baryogenesis can
only give a baryon asymmetry far far below the observed
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value. The SM must be supplemented by new ingredients
to realize a successful baryogenesis mechanism.

In some seesaw models, the small neutrino masses and
the observed baryon asymmetry can be simultaneously
explained [46–56]. This is the so-called leptogenesis [46]
mechanism. In the leptogenesis scenario, the scales of
generating the neutrino masses and the baryon asymme-
try are tied together and determined by the mass of the
same particles. The leptogenesis could not be realized at
an accessible scale unless it invokes a large fine-tuning
to resonantly enhance the required CP asymmetry [50–
53]. This means that a natural leptogenesis should be
achieved at a high scale, which prevents the realization
of a testable neutrino mass generation.

To explain the dark matter relic density in the present
universe, the SM should be extended by certain ele-
mentary particle(s). The existence of the dark matter
particle(s) can be motivated by other theoretical con-
siderations such as the supersymmetric theories, where
the R-parity guarantees the stability of the dark matter
[57]. Recently [15, 19, 40, 41], it has been shown that
a U(1)B−L [58] gauge symmetry can simultaneously ac-
count for the existence and stability of the dark matter,
the production of the cosmic baryon asymmetry, as well
as the introduction of the lepton number violation or the
right-handed neutrinos for the neutrino mass generation.

In this paper we shall demonstrate a novel Dirac seesaw
scenario with rich observable phenomena. This is due
to an undemocratic assignment between the couplings
involving the left-handed neutrinos and those involving
the right-handed neutrinos. We then shall explain such
undemocratic parameter choice by an additional seesaw
mechanism which also accommodates a successful Dirac
leptogenesis [22, 23]. Within this undemocratic Dirac
seesaw context, we shall also consider a U(1) gauge sym-
metry for dark photon [59–61] or baryon-minus-lepton
number [58] to connect the introduction of the right-
handed neutrinos to the existence and stability of the
dark matter. Our scenario can be embedded into a left-
right symmetric theory [62–65] or a grand unification the-
ory (GUT).
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II. UNDEMOCRATIC DIRAC SEESAW

We proceed the idea of undemocratic Dirac seesaw
from the toy model as below,

L ⊃ −yl̄LφNR − m̂N N̄LNR − mRN̄LνR + H.c. . (1)

Here lL and φ are the SM lepton and Higgs doublets, νR

are the SM-singlet right-handed neutrinos, while NL,R

are the other SM-singlet fermions and their mass matrix
m̂N has been chosen real and diagonal without loss of
generality and for convenience. Moreover, the model is
protected from the other gauge-invariant terms including
the Majorana masses of the SM-singlet fermions as well
as the Yukawa couplings of the right-handed neutrinos
to the SM.

After the electroweak symmetry breaking, the SM left-
handed neutrinos νL can obtain a Dirac mass term with
the SM-singlet fermions NR, i.e.

mL = y〈φ〉 . (2)

We then can conveniently express the masses of the neu-
tral fermions νL,R and NL,R by a matrix,

L ⊃ −
[

ν̄L N̄L

]

[

0 mL

mR m̂N

] [

νR

NR

]

+ H.c. . (3)

If the off-diagonal blocks mL,R are much smaller than the
diagonal block m̂N , the left- and right-handed neutrinos
νL,R can acquire a tiny Dirac mass matrix,

L ⊃ −mν ν̄LνR + H.c. with

mν = −mL

1

m̂N

mR ≪ mL,R ≪ mN , (4)

while the SM-singlet fermions NL,R can approximate to
the heavy mass eigenstates,

N = NL + NR . (5)

In the following we shall refer to the Dirac fermions N
as the mediator Dirac fermions since their mediation is
crucial to the Dirac neutrino mass generation.

In Eqs. (3) and (4), the mass matrices mL,R can be
assigned to three possible hierarchies,

(i) mL ∼ mR , (ii) mL ≪ mR , (iii) mL ≫ mR . (6)

As we will clarify later, the case with mL ≫ mR can ac-
commodate rich observable phenomena. This parameter
choice is quite undemocratic. The neutrino mass genera-
tion in this case thus may be named as an undemocratic
Dirac seesaw.

III. REALISTIC MODELS

We now introduce a natural way to realize the un-
democratic Dirac seesaw. Specifically, a new symmetry

Sν is imposed to forbid the Yukawa couplings of the right-
handed neutrinos to the SM lepton and Higgs doublets.
Accordingly, the νR − NL mass term mR in Eq. (1) is
expected to be induced through certain Yukawa inter-
actions. The Lagrangian relevant to our demonstration
is

L ⊃ −yl̄LφNR − m̂N N̄LNR − faσaN̄LνR − µaσ†
aξ2

+H.c. − M2
a σ†

aσa , (a = 1, ..., n ≥ 2) . (7)

Here ξ is a Higgs singlet responsible for spontaneously
breaking the Sν symmetry, while σ denotes some heavy
Higgs singlets.

The new symmetry Sν can be a discrete, global or
gauge symmetry. The discrete and global symmetries
can be easily found. In the following, we shall briefly
introduce two types of gauge symmetries,

• U(1)B−L gauge symmetry for baryon and lepton
number [58],

• U(1)X gauge symmetry for dark photon [59–61].

For the U(1)B−L symmetry, the simplest choice seems
to consider three chiral fermions (νR1, νR2, ζR) with the
B − L numbers (−4, −4, +5) [30, 66]. Then the two
right-handed neutrinos νR1,2 can participate in the neu-
trino mass generation while the third chiral fermion ζR

can keep massless. More chiral fermions are also possi-
ble [19, 40, 41, 67, 68]. For example, we can introduce
four chiral fermions (νR1, νR2, χR1, χR2) with the B − L
numbers (−5/3, −5/3, −7/3, +8/3). When the two right-
handed neutrinos νR1,2 contribute to the Dirac neutrinos,
the other two chiral fermions χR1,2 can form a stable
Dirac fermion to be a dark matter through their Yukawa
coupling to the U(1)B−L Higgs singlet ξ which has a B−L
number +1/3, i.e.

L ⊃ −yχ (ξχ̄R1χc
R2 + H.c.) . (8)

In the U(1)X case, the right-handed neutrinos νR

carry an opposite X number to the heavy Higgs sin-
glets σ. For example, we can consider five chiral
fermions (νR1, νR2, χR1, χR2, ζR) with the X numbers

(+1, +1, (1 −
√

145)/4, (1 +
√

145)/4, −5/2) when the
U(1)X Higgs singlet ξ carries a X number −1/2. We can
also consider the possibility of three right-handed neu-
trinos. The U(1)X Higgs singlet ξ and the three right-
handed neutrinos νR1,2,3 are still assigned to the X num-

ber −1/2 and +1, respectively. The other three chiral
fermions (χR1, χR2, ζR) then can carry the X numbers

((1 − 5
√

17)/4, (1 + 5
√

17)/4, −7/2). Besides the mass-
less ζR and the light νR1,2 or νR1,2,3, the other two chiral
fermions χR1,2 can become a stable Dirac fermionic dark

matter due to their Yukawa coupling with the U(1)X

Higgs singlet ξ, i.e.

L ⊃ −yχ (ξχ̄c
R1χR2 + H.c.) . (9)

Note in this U(1)X case, we need impose a global sym-
metry of lepton number to forbid the Majorana masses
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of the SM-singlet fermions NL,R. However, this global
symmetry will become unnecessary as well as the irra-
tional X charges when we consider a left-right symmetric
theory or a GUT. We will show shortly.

Obviously, the U(1)B−L,X scenario can be directly

embedded into an SU(5) × U(1)B−L,X framework since

the NL,R fermions are the SU(5) singlets and hence
their mass term m̂N is still gauge-invariant. However,
if the U(1)X scenario is expected to allow an SU(3)c ×
SU(2)L ×SU(2)R ×U(1)B−L left-right symmetric theory
or an SO(10) GUT, its assignment for the U(1)X charges
should be modified since the NR fermions now belong to
the SU(2)R doublets or the SO(10) 16-dimensional rep-
resentations. At the left-right level, the first two terms
in Lagrangian (7) should come from

L ⊃ −yll̄LΦlR − ỹl l̄LΦ̃lR − yN

(

l̄RηRNL + l̄c
Lη∗

LNL

)

+H.c. , (10)

where lL,R are the lepton doublets, while ηL,R and Φ
respectively are the Higgs doublets and bidoublet.

While the three generations of fermion multiplets do
not carry any X numbers, the three generations of the
NL fermions, the Higgs doublets ηR and ηL can be as-
signed to their X numbers −1, +1 and −1, respectively.
For the gauge anomaly cancellation, the simplest choice is
to consider three chiral fermions (νR1, νR2, ζR) with the
X numbers (−4, −4, +5). In this case, the ζR fermion
without mass can not serve as a dark matter particle.
A more appealing scheme is to introduce more chiral
fermions such as (νR1, νR2, χR1, χR2) with the X num-
bers (−5/3, −5/3, −7/3, +8/3). Accordingly, the Higgs
singlets σa and ξ should carry the X numbers +2/3
and +1/3, respectively. Then the mass term m̂N in Eq.
(7) can be induced when the Higgs doublet ηR develops
its vacuum expectation value (VEV) 〈ηR〉 for the spon-
taneous left-right symmetry breaking. Meanwhile, the
χR1,2 fermions can have a Yukawa coupling (8) to form a
stable Dirac fermion. Because the renormalizable terms
like µηΦη†

LΦηR and κξηΦξη†
LΦηR are forbidden by the

U(1)X symmetry, the Higgs doublet ηL can not obtain a
nonzero VEV, however, it can contribute to a loop-level
U(1) kinetic mixing even if a tree-level U(1) kinetic mix-
ing is absent in the SO(10) × U(1)X framework. This
means the U(1)X gauge symmetry can provide a dark
photon.

When we consider the SO(10) GUT, the left-right sym-
metry should be broken at a very high scale. The mass
term m̂N in Eq. (7) thus can not be near the electroweak
scale unless the related Yukawa couplings are extremely
small. This problem can be solved as long as the Higgs
doublet ηR is not responsible for the spontaneous left-
right symmetry breaking. For this purpose, we can in-
troduce the Higgs doublets ωR and ωL with the X num-
bers +2/3 and −2/3. The VEV 〈ηR〉 thus can be in-

duced through the cubic terms µξηωξ(η†
RωR + ηT

L ω∗
L) +

H.c.. Meanwhile, the Higgs doublet ωL and hence the
Higgs doublet ηL can not obtain their VEVs in the ab-

ν
R

N
L

N
R

lL

σ

φ

ξ ξ

FIG. 1. The Dirac neutrino mass generation.

sence of the renormalizable terms like µωΦω†
LΦωR and

κξωΦξω†
LΦωR.

IV. NEUTRINO MASS AND BARYON

ASYMMETRY

After the Higgs singlet ξ develops its VEV for spon-
taneously breaking the Sν symmetry, the heavy Higgs
singlets σ can pick up their suppressed VEVs, like the
conventional type-II seesaw [6–10], i.e.

〈σa〉 ≃ −µa〈ξ〉2

M2
a

≪ 〈ξ〉 for Ma & µa , Ma ≫ 〈ξ〉 .(11)

The νR −NL mass term mR in Eq. (1) then can be given
by

mR =
∑

a

fa〈σa〉 . (12)

The VEV 〈σ〉 can be expected to be much smaller than
the electroweak one 〈φ〉. In consequence, the undemo-
cratic selection mL ≫ mR in the neutrino mass formula
(4) can be elegantly explained. The complete neutrino
mass generation can be understood in Fig. 1.

As shown in Fig. 2, the heavy Higgs singlets σ have
two decay modes,

σ → NL + νc
R , σ → ξ + ξ . (13)

If the CP is not conserved, we can expect a CP asymme-
try in the above decays,

εσa

=
Γ(σa → NL + νc

R) − Γ(σ∗
a → N c

L + νR)

Γσa

= −Γ(σa → ξ + ξ) − Γ(σ∗
a → ξ∗ + ξ∗)

Γσa

= − 1

2π

∑

b6=a

Im
[

Tr
(

f †
afb

)

µaµ∗
b

]

Tr
(

f †
afa

)

+
2|µ

a
|2

M2
a

1

M2
b − M2

a

, (14)

where Γσa

is the total decay width,

Γσa

= Γ(σa → NL + νc
R) + Γ(σa → ξ + ξ)

= Γ(σ∗
a → N c

L + νR) + Γ(σ∗
a → ξ∗ + ξ∗)

=
1

16π

[

Tr
(

f †
afa

)

+
2|µa|2
M2

a

]

Ma . (15)
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σa

N
L

νcR

+

σa

ξ

ξ

+

σa

ξ

ξ

σ
b

N
L

νcR

σa

N
L

νR

σb

ξ

ξ

FIG. 2. The lepton-number-conserving decays of the heavy Higgs singlets. The lepton asymmetry stored in the fermions NL

will be partially converted to a baryon asymmetry by the sphaleron processes. The opposite lepton asymmetry stored in the
right-handed neutrinos νR (and probably also in the Higgs singlet ξ, depending on the definition of the global lepton number)
will not participate in the sphaleron processes.

It should be noted that a nonzero CP asymmetry εσa

needs at least two heavy Higgs singlets σa,b6=a.
After the heavy Higgs singlets σa go out of equilibrium,

their decays can generate a lepton symmetry LN stored
in the fermions NL, i.e.

LN =
∑

a

εσa

g∗

κa . (16)

Here the symbol g∗ is the relativistic degrees of freedom,
while the factor κa < 1 represents the effect of washout
processes [69]. In order to determine the washout fac-
tor κa we can solve the full Boltzmann equations. The
LN asymmetry can be partially converted to a baryon
asymmetry B by the sphaleron processes,

B = cLN , (17)

where the factor c depends on the masses and probably
also the number of the Dirac fermions N . For example,
we can obtain c = −28/79 [70] if the lepton asymmetry
LN is produced before the sphalrons [55], meanwhile, the
Dirac fermions N are heavy enough and hence have com-
pletely decayed before the electroweak symmetry break-
ing.

V. PHENOMENOLOGY

In the undemocratic Dirac seesaw, the mediator Dirac
fermions N can be relatively light but significantly mix
with the left-handed neutrinos νL. The induced non-
unitarity effect in the lepton mixing matrix can have an
important impact on the neutrino oscillations [71–73].
The sizable N −νL mixing can also lead to some charged
lepton flavor violating processes such as µ → eγ, µ → 3e,
and µ → e conversion in nuclei [74–76].

The mediator Dirac fermions N without too heavy
masses can significantly contribute to the invisible Higgs
decays through their Yukawa couplings with the left-
handed neutrinos νL. The collider implications of invisi-
bly decaying Higgs boson have been extensively discussed
by theorists [77] and also studied by the LHC collabora-
tions [78, 79]. The future collider experiments such as the
CEPC [80] will be also interested in the invisible Higgs
decays.

The mediator Dirac fermions N with an accessible
mass can be produced at colliders due to their sizable
mixing with the left-handed neutrinos νL [81, 82]. The
U(1)B−L gauge boson or the U(1)X dark photon can
also enhance the production cross section of the media-
tor Dirac fermions N at colliders [83–85].

Remarkably, ones may have noticed that the above
phenomena from the mediator Dirac fermions in our
undemocratic Dirac seesaw actually are very similar to
those from the mediator quasi-Dirac fermions in the con-
ventional inverse seesaw [12, 86]. In other words, it
seems difficult to distinguish our undemocratic Dirac see-
saw and the conventional inverse seesaw by ongoing and
planned experiments.

The U(1)B−L gauge boson or the U(1)X dark photon
can decay into the right-handed neutrinos νR, the mass-
less fermion ζR, and probably also the Dirac fermionic
dark matter χ and the mediator Dirac fermions N . The
running and planned collider experiments can be ex-
pected to verify the U(1)B−L gauge boson [87, 88] or
the U(1)X dark photon [84, 85].

The U(1)B−L gauge boson or the U(1)X dark photon
can dominate the decoupling of the massless fermion ζR

and the right-handed neutrinos νR [15, 19, 40, 41], besides
the annihilation and scattering of the Dirac fermionic
dark matter χ [15, 19, 40, 41, 89]. The BBN constraint on
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the effective neutrino number requires the right-handed
neutrinos νR and the massless state ζR should decouple
above the QCD scale [69].

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have proposed an undemocratic Dirac
seesaw mechanism to simultaneously generate the small
neutrino masses and the cosmic baryon asymmetry. In
our scenario, the mediator Dirac fermions can have a
sizable mixing with the left-handed neutrinos and a sup-
pressed mixing with the right-handed neutrinos. There-
fore, the mediator Dirac fermions can be relatively light
and hence result in rich observable phenomena. The

right-handed neutrinos without any Yukawa couplings
to the SM lepton and Higgs doublets can be naturally
introduced by the U(1)B−L gauge symmetry for baryon
and lepton number or the U(1)X gauge symmetry for
dark photon. The U(1)B−L or U(1)X gauge symmetry
can also predict the existence and guarantee the stability
of the Dirac fermionic dark matter. The U(1)B−L gauge
boson or the U(1)X dark photon can also lead to some in-
teresting phenomena including the searches for the dark
matter and the mediator Dirac fermions. Our scenario
can be naturally embedded into the left-right symmetric
theory or the GUT.
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