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The majoron is a well-motivated light (pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone) boson associated with the spon-
taneous breaking of a global lepton-number symmetry. In this letter, we relate the spontaneous
breaking scale and its soft-breaking mass by requiring that the majoron is the main component
of the dark matter. An electromagnetic-anomalous coupling can be induced by minimally modi-
fying the original majoron model, surprisingly, predicting a parameter region that largely overlaps
with the QCD-axion dark matter band. Thus, we expect that axion search experiments meet the
majoron.

I. INTRODUCTION

The heavy Majorana (right-handed) neutrinos
are key ingredients for generating small neutrino
masses via the seesaw mechanism [1–5] 1 and for
producing the baryon-number asymmetry in the
universe through the leptogenesis [11, 12]. How-
ever, the origin of the heavy Majorana masses re-
mains unknown. The most popular mechanism to
generate heavy Majorana mass terms of the right-
handed neutrinos is given by spontaneous break-
ing of the B − L gauge symmetry[7, 8], where the
presence of the three right-handed neutrinos is mo-
tivated to cancel the possible gauge anomalies.

There is, however, an alternative theory where
the spontaneous breaking of a lepton number
U(1)L [13, 14] induces the heavy Majorana
masses2. This symmetry must be a global sym-
metry, since U(1)L is anomalous, therefore, can-
not be gauged. Although this model is less at-
tractive, there is a big advantage: we have a light
pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson called “majoron
J” which can be an interesting candidate for Dark
Matter (DM) [16, 17].

It is believed that global symmetries cannot be
exact, and the majoron could gain a mass by intro-
ducing a soft symmetry breaking term [18–20]. In
this letter, to address the dark matter problem, we
will consider the majoron mass fixed by the mis-
alignment mechanism [21–23] to get the right DM
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1 After the discovery of the seesaw mechanism many in-
tense discussions on the origin of neutrino masses followed
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2 See [15] for a low scale lepton-number breaking.

relic abundance, but not specify the UV origin of
this mass.

Existing literature has explored the DM majoron
mass primarily above MeV region [24–26], and at
keV region[27]. This focus is driven by the possibil-
ity of searching for such a particle: majorons heav-
ier than the MeV could be detected in neutrino
experiments [24, 25], whereas below this threshold
the detection becomes challenging, see [28] for dis-
cussion in keV band. However, to serve the pur-
pose of seesaw mechanism and leptogenesis, the
decay constant of the majoron model is given by,
FJ ∼ 1013 GeV [12]. On top of this, to explain the
dark matter abundance, the desired majoron mass
is, mJ ∼ µeV. This significantly deviates from the
typical majoron detectable region, and therefore,
should be searched by different experiments. In
this letter, we introduce a second Higgs boson to
enable opposite U(1)L charges to the leptons, mak-
ing the model anomalous under QED, and there-
fore, can be detected by various axion experiments.
Moreover, the majoron preferred region overlaps
with the QCD-axion dark matter band, and will
meet in the way of future axion detection experi-
ments.

In the rest of this paper, we will introduce the
relevant part of the model in Section II, and dis-
cuss the majoron dark matter in Section III. The
conclusions and discussions are given in Section IV,
with an overlook on the possible connections of this
model with other phenomena. Finally, this letter is
accompanied by an Appendix A with some details
on the computations.

II. MAJORON MODEL

In this section we briefly describe our majoron
model based on a modified lepton-number U(1)L
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symmetry.
The key aspect is that the global U(1)L

symmetry-breaking induces the large Majorana
masses for the right-handed neutrinos NR. Thus,
we consider the right-handed neutrinos NR carry
the U(1)L charge, fixing it to be XN = +1/2. Ac-
cordingly, we introduce a complex scalar ϕ, whose
vacuum-expectation value (vev) ⟨ϕ⟩ = vϕ/

√
2

breaks the global U(1)L symmetry inducing the
Majorana masses, and the phase of the scalar field
becomes a massless pseudo Nambu-Goldstone bo-
son, which we refer to as majoron in the remaining
context. We assign the charge of ϕ to be Xϕ = 1
so that we have a coupling

L ⊃ ℓ̄LYeeRH + ℓ̄LYDNRH̃ +
1

2
N̄ c

RYNNRϕ
∗ , (1)

where H denotes the Higgs field, and Yi, i ∈
{e,D,N} are the Yukawa coupling constants.
Here, we see the Majorana mass for the right-
handed neutrinos is MN = YNvϕ/

√
2. For typ-

ical right-handed neutrino mass that can gives
rise to correct neutrino mass in standard model,
MN ∼ 1014GeV, the favoured vev is set to be the
same magnitude assuming a O(1) coupling con-
stant. The above coupling also fixed the lepton
charge of right-handed electron eR to be Xe = 1/2
3, and that of the left-handed lepton doublets ℓL
to be Xℓ = 1/2. This is the common lepton num-
ber assignment for majoron models [13]. However,
one can check that this model does not has QED
anomaly, and therefore cannot be detected through
axion experiments.

In this letter, we introduce the second Higgs
field, H2, to assign different lepton charges to ℓL
and eR to obtain the QED anomaly. The relevant
part of the Lagrangian in the lepton sector is given
by

L =ℓ̄LYeeRH2 + ℓ̄LYDNRH̃1 +
1

2
N̄ c

RYNNRϕ
∗

+ µϕH
†
2H1ϕ + V (H1, H2, ϕ) + h.c. , (2)

where the two Higgs fields carry different lepton
charges, X2 − X1 = Xϕ = 1. In this model, the
lepton charge of the right-handed electrons is fixed
to be Xe = −1/2, while that of the lepton doublet
is chosen to be Xℓ = 1/2. One can then compute

3 Notice we assign the charge of the right-handed electrons
to be the same as the right-handed neutrinos. This is a
reason we call the global symmetry as the lepton-number
symmetry U(1)L.

the anomaly coefficients as

Lanom. = nf (Xℓ −Xe)
αem

4π

J

FJ
Fµν F̃

µν

= 3
αem

4π

J

FJ
Fµν F̃

µν =
gJγγ

4
JFµν F̃

µν ,(3)

where nf denotes the lepton family number, and
FJ is the decay constant of majoron model. To ob-
tain the normalised kinetic term for majoron, FJ

is set to be the same as the scalar vev, vϕ. This
anomalous coupling can be detected through ax-
ion experiments that we will further discuss in the
next section. It is worth pointing out that this cou-
pling constant, gJγγ , coincides with the prediction
of cosmological birefringence, see [29].

Finally, before treating the majoron DM in the
next section, we want to briefly comment on the
model Eq.(2). Although for simplicity we chose
the charges such that the quark sector remains
uncharged, they are generally charged and can be
included in the Lagrangian as discussed in the Ap-
pendix A. We also note that in the literature sev-
eral variations of this model exist, for instance,
where the majoron becomes an axion, solving the
strong-CP problem [30–32], as an ALP [33] with-
out including the RH neutrinos, or in a 2 Higgs
Doublet model with no scalar field ϕ [34]. How-
ever, to the best of our knowledge, this majoron
variation had not been presented yet.

III. MAJORON DARK MATTER

One of the most pressing problems of particle
cosmology, if not the most, is the explanation of
the Dark Matter component of the universe. In
this respect, light particles have a very appeal-
ing mechanism to saturate the relic abundance of
DM, firstly proposed for the axion, known as the
misalignment mechanism [21–23]. Since we do not
specify the UV origin of the majoron mass, we ap-
ply the misalignment mechanism directly and esti-
mate the fractional energy density of DM as [35],

ΩJh
2 ≃ 0.12

(
mJ

µeV

)1/2 (
FJθ

i
J

1.9 × 1013 GeV

)2

,

(4)

where θiJ ∼ O(1) is the initial angle at the start
of the oscillations 4. This sets the scale-mass re-

4 We assume that the lepton-number breaking occurs dur-
ing or before the inflation. The scale of inflation Hinf

needs to be sufficiently small to avoid large isocurvature
fluctuations [36, 37].
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FIG. 1: In purple we see the prediction from misalignment for our majoron. The preferred (black) region
is determined by varying the initial misalignment angle θiJ ∈ [0.5, 2], and of FJ ∈

[
1013, 1014

]
GeV.

lation of the majoron DM. Considering the nat-
ural scale for the seesaw and leptogenesis FJ ∼
1013 − 1014 GeV [12], the majoron mass are nat-
ural light. Hence, traditional methods to detect
majoron would fail. However, the model in Eq. (2)
presents an anomalous coupling to QED, whose
coupling constant can be related to the majoron
mass through,

mJ ≃
(

π

3αemθiJ

gJγγ
1.9 × 10−13GeV

)4

µeV , (5)

which is optimal for detection as we will discuss
now.

In Fig. 1 we plot the current constraints on the
anomalous coupling, including both astrophysical,
cosmological, and experimental bounds [38]. We
further plot the the prediction of gJγγ in our model
with mass mJ ∈

[
10−12, 106

]
eV in purple, with

a variation of initial angle θiJ ∈ [0.5, 2]. The
favoured region by seesaw mechanism and lepto-
genesis are coloured in black. Surprisingly, axion
experiments meet the majoron band! In particu-
lar, ADMX experiment [39–41] has already reached
the preferred band for this model.

In the future, there exists several proposals for
axion experiments that will explore further the pre-
ferred region for this majoron. In Fig. 1 we see

several projections that can test both particles, the
QCD axion and the majoron. Firstly, we have the
future searches of ADMX 5, sweeping the region
of O(1 − 10)µeV. Then, for lower masses, the pro-
posals of implementing a haloscope inside BabyI-
AXO’s magnet, RADES [42], and the proposal of
using FINUDA’s magnet, FLASH [43], could in-
vestigate the majoron region of O(0.1)µeV. Below

these masses, the method of testing the JF F̃ -term
using resonant cavities becomes unfeasible, as the
length of the cavity needs to be comparable to the
Compton wavelength of the majoron. However,
one can still test this low regions using Supercon-
ducting Radio Frequency (SRF) cavities [44], or
the DM-radio experiment [45] which can detect the
magnetic field generated by the majoron. All in all
we see, this particle is testable for the preferred re-
gion of the model with the current proposals of
axion detection.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

The majoron is a well-motivated light boson
which is generated by spontaneous breaking of a

5 See, talk at TAUP23.

https://indico.cern.ch/event/1199289/contributions/5449605/attachments/2705162/4697491/TAUP2023_Oblath_ADMX_20231830.pdf
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global lepton-number U(1)L symmetry. The sym-
metry breaking induces large Majorana masses for
the right-handed neutrinos, and at the same time
a massless Nambu-Goldstone boson which we call
majoron J . By introducing a second Higgs field in
the model, we can assign different lepton charges
to obtain an anomalous coupling gJγγ under QED.

On the other hand, the majoron can also serve
as dark matter. The soft-breaking mass mJ is in-
troduced so that the majoron coherent oscillation
explains the observed DM density which depends
on the lepton-number breaking scale vϕ. Combin-
ing our prediction of the gJγγ , we have plotted the
prediction of the majoron DM hypothesis in Fig. 1.
Surprisingly, the region of the majoron DM over-
laps largely the prediction of the axion DM, seeing
how a large set of experimental proposals search-
ing for the QCD axion will also meet the majoron
in the future!

It might be interesting to assume the global sym-
metry is exact beside gauge anomaly terms. In
fact, our U(1)L global current has SU(2) × SU(2)
anomaly. Then, the majoron mass can be induced
by the electroweak instantons. However, we imme-
diately realize the obtained mass is too small to be
the dark matter due to the small gauge coupling
constant at small scales. Nonetheless, there is an
intriguing possibility to identify the majoron with
the quintessence axion [46, 47] or the electroweak
axion [29] responsible for the cosmic birefrigence
[48, 49].

We would, finally, remark that the two heavy
Majorana right-handed neutrinos are sufficient [50]
for generating the baryon-number asymmetry in
the universe. If it is the case, the lightest neutrino
is exactly massless in our framework. The pres-
ence of the two right-handed neutrinos is consistent
with our global lepton-number U(1)L symmetry.
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Appendix A: Details

There are two possible lepton number charge as-
signments, given by the exchange of the two Higgs
doublets in the lepton sector. The first one is
anomalous under QED

L = q̄LYuuRH̃1 + q̄LYddRH1 + ℓ̄LYeeRH2

+ ℓ̄LYeNRH̃1 + N̄ c
RNRϕ

∗ + H†
2H1ϕ

+ V (H1, H2, ϕ) + h.c. , (A1)

the second is not anomalous under QED,

L = q̄LYuuRH̃1 + q̄LYddRH1 + ℓ̄LYeeRH1

+ ℓ̄LYeNRH̃2 + N̄ c
RNRϕ

∗ + H†
2H1ϕ

+ V (H1, H2, ϕ) + h.c. . (A2)

Here H1, H2 are SU(2)L Higgs doublets and ϕ is
the complex scalar that breaks spontaneously the
LN symmetry. There is a global symmetry defined
by the interactions of each Lagrangian, with the
charges X given in Tab. I.

The majoron can be defined in this case by the
current associated, following Goldstone’s theorem
⟨0| Jµ |J(k)⟩ = −iFJkµ,

J =
1

FJ

∑
i

Xiviai , with FJ =
∑
i

X 2
i v

2
i , (A3)

where ai are the phases of the scalars Hi ⊃
exp(iai/vi), ϕ ⊃ exp(iaϕ/vϕ), and vi the different
vevs. In this letter, we take vϕ ≫ vi, so that the
majoron can be, in practice, associated to J ≃ aϕ
with FJ ≃ vϕ.

From the table we can compute the anoma-
lous coefficient to these charge assignments. The
anomalous terms are defined by the Lagrangian

LAnom. =
αem

4π
E

J

FJ
Fµν F̃

µν +
αs

4π
N

J

FJ
Ga

µνG̃
aµν ,

(A4)
where for the first model they can be computed as

N =
nf

2
(2Xq −Xu −Xd) =

nf

2
(X1 −X1) = 0 ,

E = nf

∑
i

XiQ
2
i = nf

(
4

3
Xq +

1

3
Xq −

4

3
Xu

−1

3
Xd + (Xℓ −Xe)

)
= nf (−X1 + X2)

= nf ×Xϕ = 3 , (A5)
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Fields SU(3)c SU(2)L U(1)Y LN 1 LN 2
qL 3 2 1/6 Xq Xq

uR 3 1 2/3 Xq + X1 Xq + X1

dR 3 1 -1/3 Xq −X1 Xq −X1

ℓL 1 2 -1/2 1/2−X1 −3/2−X1

eR 1 1 -1 −1/2− 2X1 −3/2− 2X1

NR 1 1 0 1/2 1/2
H1 1 2 1/2 X1 X1

H2 1 2 1/2 1 + X1 1 + X1

ϕ 1 1 0 1 1

TABLE I: Particle content and charges of the particles with respect to the gauge group of the SM and
Lepton Number of the two models, LN1 is the model presented in this work, while LN2 is a possible

different non-anomalous set of chages.

where Qi are the QED charges of the SM fermions
and Xϕ = 1.

Noting that there is no QCD anomaly and that
the electromagnetic anomaly is independent of the
choice of X1,2, in the main text we have taken
X1 = 0 and Xq = 0, for simplicity. However, it
is important to note that this choice generates a
mixing with the Z-boson coming from the kinetic
term

Lkin. ⊃ (DµH1)†DµH1 + (DµH2)†DµH2

⊃ ∂µJ

FJ
Zµ g

′

2

(
X1v

2
1 + X2v

2
2

)
. (A6)

It is convenient to avoid such a mixing, defining the
charges as X1 = − sin2 β and X2 = cos2 β, with
tanβ = v2/v1. This choice, inevitably leads to
charging the quark sector, having the interactions

LSM
J =

∂µJ

2FJ

(
− sin2 βūγµγ5u + sin2 βd̄γµγ5d

− cos2 βēγµγ5e
)

+ 3
αem

4π

J

FJ
FF̃ . (A7)

The reason why no emphasis has been given in
the main text to this couplings is that for such
small masses of the majoron and large scale, these
couplings are rather difficult to test and no bounds
are applied.

The neutrino sector is then given by

Lν
J ≃ ∂µJ

2FJ

(
−1

2
ν̄γµγ5ν +

1

2
N̄γµγ5N

)
(A8)

with ν = νL+νcL and similar for N . This formula is
approximate, as the diagonalization of the neutrino
mass matrix induces ∼ O(v/vϕ) corrections, that
we can safely neglect.

In Eq. (A1), we have only mentioned the cou-

pling H†
2H1ϕ of the potential, which is enough for

setting the charges. Other options exist, such as
H†

2H1ϕ
2, which would give an equally valid model

with E = 6. Finally, it is worth noting that
the extra scalar degrees of freedom can be decou-
pled from the theory. This discussion is analogous
to axion models, see for instance Appendix A of
Ref. [51] for details.
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