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We revisit the relation between the neutrino masses and the spontaneous breaking of the B − L gauge sym-
metry. We discuss the main scenarios for Dirac and Majorana neutrinos and point out two simple mechanisms
for neutrino masses. In this context the neutrino masses can be generated either at tree level or at quantum level
and one predicts the existence of very light sterile neutrinos with masses below the eV scale. The predictions
for lepton number violating processes such as µ→ e and µ→ eγ are discussed in detail. The impact from the
cosmological constraints on the effective number of relativistic degree of freedom is investigated.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Standard Model (SM) boson responsi-
ble for the electroweak symmetry breaking five years ago was
crucial to establish the SM as one of the successful theories
of nature. Nowadays it is well-known the mechanism respon-
sible to generate masses for the charged fermions in the SM
but unfortunately we cannot explain the ratio between their
masses.

Today, we know that the neutrinos are not massless: the so-
lar and atmospheric mass squared differences are known from
neutrino experiments with a very good precision, see Ref. [1]
for the current values, and there are some important bounds
from cosmology, see for example Refs. [2–6]. However, we
still do not have any clue about the mechanism behind their
mass generation. Clearly, the fact that in the Standard Model
neutrinos are exactly massless forces one to go beyond to un-
derstand the origin of their masses. See Refs. [7–9] for recent
reviews about neutrino mass mechanisms.

In the Standard Model the charged fermion masses are pro-
portional to the electroweak (EW) symmetry breaking scale.
In the case of the neutrinos, the simplest way one can relate
their masses to a new symmetry breaking scale is to consider
scenarios where B − L is a local gauge symmetry. Here B
and L are for baryon and lepton numbers, respectively. As
it is well-known, B − L can be an anomaly free local sym-
metry by adding three copies of right-handed neutrinos to the
standard fermion content. If B − L is never broken one can
explain why neutrinos are Dirac particles, while when it is
spontaneously broken one can investigate the generation of
Majorana masses.

In this article we revisit the connection between the neu-
trino masses and the B − L symmetry breaking scale. We
discuss the different scenarios where the neutrinos can be
Dirac or Majorana fermions. In the case where they are Dirac
fermions, we discuss the B − L Stueckelberg extension of
the SM. We also discuss the well-known scenario of canon-
ical seesaw, where the B − L symmetry is spontaneously
broken in two units. In this context, the right-handed neutri-
nos are typically heavy and the light neutrinos are Majorana
particles. However, in this letter, we point out two scenar-

ios where the neutrinos are Majorana particles and one pre-
dicts the existence of very light right-handed neutrinos. In
the first scenario, the B − L is broken in two units but the
right-handed neutrinos are very light, with masses below the
eV scale. In this case, the neutrino masses are generated at
tree level through the inverse Type II ‘seesaw’ mechanism. In
the second mechanism, the right-handed and left-handed Ma-
jorana neutrino masses are generated at the one-loop level. In
this case the right-handed neutrinos are also very light.

We investigate the main phenomenological constraints for
the neutrino mass mechanisms where the right-handed neu-
trinos are very light. We discuss in detail the cosmological
bounds on the effective number of relativistic degrees of free-
dom to impose non-trivial bounds on the neutrino interactions.
We show that the cosmological bounds are as competitive as
the current collider bounds on new gauge bosons interacting
with all the SM fermions. The predictions for the lepton num-
ber violating processes such as µ → e and µ → eγ are in-
vestigated in detail. Lepton flavor violating (LFV) transition
searches are nowadays one of the most sensitive probes of new
physics and their sensitivity is expected to be improved at least
3-4 orders of magnitude in the near future. Therefore, the pre-
diction of light sterile neutrinos and testable lepton number
violating signals at the current and future experiments make
the Radiative seesaw model proposed in this Letter an appeal-
ing mechanism to generate neutrino masses in the context of
B − L gauge symmetries.

This letter is organized as follows: In section II we discuss
the main mechanisms for neutrino masses in simple theories
where B − L is a local symmetry, in section III the main fea-
tures of the B−L radiative seesaw mechanism are discussed,
in section IV we discuss the cosmological bounds, in section
V we discuss the predictions for lepton number violating pro-
cesses, while in section VI we summarize the main results.

II. NEUTRINO MASSES AND B-L GAUGE SYMMETRY

It is very well-known that there is a simple connection be-
tween the generation of neutrino masses and the B−L gauge
symmetry. The B − L local symmetry is the simplest sym-
metry which can be anomaly free by adding three copies of

ar
X

iv
:1

70
8.

02
24

7v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

8 
D

ec
 2

01
7



2

right-handed neutrinos, i.e. νiR with i = 1, 2, 3. Here we dis-
cuss the simplest mechanisms for neutrino masses where the
B − L gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken and define
the seesaw scale.

• Dirac Neutrinos: As the other SM fermions, neutrinos
can be Dirac fermions, and in this case the relevant La-
grangian is given by

− L ⊃ Yν `Liσ2H
∗νR + h.c., (1)

where `L ∼ (1, 2,−1/2,−1), H ∼ (1, 2, 1/2, 0), and
νR ∼ (1, 1, 0,−1). Here the local B − L gauge sym-
metry forbids the Majorana mass for right-handed neu-
trinos, and the gauge boson ZBL can acquire mass in
two different ways:

a) Using the Stueckuelberg mechanism [10] one can
generate a mass for theZBL without breaking the gauge
symmetry [11] through the following terms

− LSt ⊃
1

2
(MBLZ

µ
BL + ∂µσ) (MBLZBLµ + ∂µσ) , (2)

where the gauge transformation is written as δZµBL =
∂µλ and δσ = −MBLλ. See Ref. [11] for a detailed
study.

b) One can break B − L through the Higgs mechanism
where the new Higgs SBL has aB−L quantum number
larger than two, and with the minimal field content one
cannot generate Majorana masses for the right-handed
neutrinos.

In both cases the neutrino masses are given by Mν =
1√
2
YνvH , with vH =

√
2
〈
H0
〉

= 246 GeV and
Yν ≈ 10−13−10−12 in order to reproduce the values of
the squared mass differences measured in the neutrino
experiments.

• Canonical Seesaw [12]: In the case when SBL ∼
(1, 1, 0, 2) breaks B − L one can generate Majorana
masses for the right-handed neutrinos at tree level. This
is the case of canonical Type I seesaw and the relevant
Lagrangian is given by

− LIν = Yν `Liσ2H
∗νR + λR ν

T
RCνRSBL + h.c., (3)

with λR = λTR. The neutrino mass matrix in the basis
(ν, νC) reads as

MI
ν =

(
0 MD

ν

(MD
ν )T MR

ν

)
, (4)

where

MD
ν =

1√
2
YνvH , and MR

ν =
√

2 λRvBL. (5)

Here vBL =
√

2 〈SBL〉 defines the seesaw scale. In this
case, the right-handed neutrino masses can be large and

the upper bound on the B − L breaking scale is around
1014 GeV. Therefore, there is a priori no reason to ex-
pect this particular realization of the seesaw mechanism
to be tested in the near future.

In the case when the right-handed neutrino masses are
below the TeV scale, they can be produced through the
B − L gauge boson, i.e. pp → Z∗BL → NN , see for
example Ref. [13] for the study of these signatures at the
LHC. It is important to emphasize that in the context of
the canonical seesaw the symmetry breaking scale can
be large and we might never be able to test this idea.

• B − L Inverse Type II seesaw: One can have a dif-
ferent scenario for the generation of neutrino masses
by breaking the B − L symmetry with a scalar triplet
∆ ∼ (1, 3, 1, 2), which generates Majorana masses for
the left-handed neutrinos. In this context, the B − L
symmetry is broken in two units but the right-handed
neutrinos are very light as we will show. The relevant
Lagrangian for our discussion is given by

− LIIν = Yν`Liσ2H
∗νR + λL`

T
LCiσ2∆`L + h.c., (6)

with λL = λTL and ∆ is given by

∆ =

(
δ+/
√

2 δ++

δ0 −δ+/
√

2

)
. (7)

In this context the neutrino mass matrix in the basis
(ν, νC) reads as

MII
ν =

(
ML
ν MD

ν

(MD
ν )T 0

)
, (8)

where

ML
ν =

√
2λLv∆, (9)

with v∆/
√

2 being the vacuum expectation value of
the neutral component of the triplet, δ0. Clearly, in
this scenario the right-handed neutrino masses will be
smaller or have similar values as the left-handed neu-
trino masses. In this case there are two main possibili-
ties to consider:

– Pseudo-Dirac neutrinos when ML
ν << MD

ν ,

– Majorana neutrinos when MD
ν << ML

ν .

In order to avoid large mixing between the active and
sterile neutrinos one should work in the limit MD

ν <<
ML
ν , and in this case the neutrino masses are given by

MνL ≈ML
ν , and MνR ≈ (MD

ν )2/ML
ν .

Then, we have the interesting result that the right-
handed neutrinos, ‘sterile’ neutrinos, must be very light
even if B − L has been broken in two units.
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FIG. 1: B −L Radiative Seesaw Mechanism in the unbroken phase.

Now, since the vacuum expectation value of the ∆ field
cannot be large, v∆ . 4 GeV, one needs to add a new
Higgs, S ∼ (1, 1, 0, nBL) with |nBL| > 2, in or-
der to generate a large mass for the B − L gauge bo-
son. Here |nBL| > 2 is required to avoid any higher-
dimensional operator which could generate masses for
the right-handed neutrinos. Unfortunately, in this case
one predicts the existence of an extra Goldstone boson,
the Majoron, and one has a new contribution to the Z
decays, Z → JδR. Here J is for the massless Majoron
and δR for the light CP-even Higgs. This model is ruled
out as the original Roncadelli-Gelmini model [14].

It is important to mention that the simplest scenario,
with only the scalar triplet and the SM Higgs in the
scalar sector, can be realistic because the Majoron is
eaten by the ZBL. However, since v∆ . 4 GeV the
ZBL has to be very light and one needs to assume a
very small gBL gauge coupling to satisfy all experimen-
tal bounds, see for example [15, 16], and therefore it is
very difficult or impossible to test this mechanism.

• B − L Radiative Seesaw Mechanism: Now, we would
like to point out a second mechanism for neutrino
masses where the B − L symmetry is spontaneously
broken. One can generate neutrino masses at one-loop
level using the Zee-mechanism [17]. In this scenario we
study a simple extension of the Zee mechanism where
the local B − L gauge symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken. In order to generate neutrino masses only through
the Zee mechanism the needed interactions are given by

−LRS
ν = λL`

T
LCiσ2`Lδ

+ + λRν
T
RCeRδ

+

+ λijH
T
i iσ2ΣHjδ

− + Y ie
¯̀
LHieR

+ Y iν
¯̀
Liσ2H

∗
i νR + h.c., (10)

with λL = −λTL , i = 1, 2, and the fields δ+ ∼
(1, 1, 1, 2), Hi ∼ (1, 2, 1/2, 0) and Σ ∼ (1, 3, 0, 2)
which is given by

Σ =
1√
2

(
Σ0

√
2Σ+

1√
2Σ−2 −Σ0

)
. (11)

In this case one can generate masses for the left and
right-handed neutrinos at the one-loop level according
to Fig. 1 and, as we will explain in the next sections, the
right-handed neutrinos have to be light in this context.
In this case the neutrino masses, as in the previous sce-
nario, are proportional to the vacuum expectation value
of the real triplet breaking the local B−L which has to
be below the GeV scale. Notice that the field Σ cannot
generate masses for the right-handed neutrinos at tree
level. As in the previous case, in order to generate a
large mass for the B − L gauge boson, a new Higgs,
S ∼ (1, 1, 0,−4) must be included in this model.

As one can appreciate, we have pointed out two models based
on the spontaneous breaking of the B − L gauge symmetry
where the right-handed neutrinos are very light with mass be-
low the eV scale. Unfortunately, in the case of Inverse Type
II seesaw one needs to assume a very small B − L gauge
coupling to be in agreement with the experiment. In the next
section we will focus on the B − L Radiative Seesaw Mech-
anism which can be realistic and could be tested in current or
future experiments.

III. B − L RADIATIVE SEESAW MECHANISM

As we have discussed before, the neutrino masses can be
generated at one-loop level as we have shown in Fig. 1. In
this scenario in order to generate neutrino masses one has two
Higgs doublets (including the SM Higgs) Hi ∼ (1, 2, 1/2, 0),
a singly charged Higgs δ+ ∼ (1, 1, 1, 2) and a Higgs triplet
Σ ∼ (1, 3, 0, 2). Here we discuss some of the main features
of this model. The W-mass in this case is given by

M2
W =

1

4
g2

2(v2
1 + v2

2 + 4v2
Σ), (12)

with v2 = v2
1 + v2

2 + 4v2
Σ. Here vi/

√
2 is the vacuum expec-

tation value of the Higgs doublet Hi.
In this scenario there is no mixing between the new neutral

gauge boson ZBL and the rest of SM gauge bosons. Since the
vacuum expectation value of the triplet contributes to the W-
mass, one finds that the variation of the ρ parameter is given
by

δρ = ρ− 1 =
M2
W

M2
Z cos2 θW

− 1 =
4v2

Σ

v2
1 + v2

2

. (13)

As in the case of the Inverse Type II seesaw, the ρ-parameter
imposes an upper bound on the triplet vacuum expectation
value, vΣ . 3 GeV [18]. In this context the mass of the new
gauge boson is given by

M2
ZBL = g2

BL(16v2
S + 4v2

Σ). (14)

Here vS/
√

2 is the vacuum expectation value of the field S ∼
(1, 1, 0,−4) needed to generate a large mass for the B − L
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gauge boson. Here S plays a twofold role: since in the scalar
potential the term TrΣ2S is allowed one avoids the existence
of extra Goldstone bosons and since the vacuum expectation
value can be large one can satisfy the experimental bounds
on the B − L gauge boson without assuming a small gauge
coupling.

Using the interactions in Eq. (10) one can compute the neu-
trino masses generated at the one-loop level. The mass matrix
for the charged Higgses is diagonalized by the following uni-
tary matrix V, 

H+
1

H+
2

Σ+
1

Σ+
2

δ+

 = V


h+

1

h+
2

h+
3

h+
4

h+
5

 , (15)

and the mass matrix for neutrinos is given by

Mν =

(
ML
ν MD

ν

(MD
ν )T MR

ν

)
, (16)

where

(ML
ν )αγ =

1

8π2

∑
β

λαβL meβ

∑
i

Log

(
m2
hi

m2
eβ

)

× (Y †e1
βγ
V ∗1i + Y †e2

βγ
V ∗2i)V5i + α↔ γ, (17)

(MR
ν )αγ =

1

(4π)2

∑
β

λαβR meβ

∑
i

Log

(
m2
hi

m2
eβ

)
× (Y βγν1 V

∗
1i + Y βγν2 V

∗
2i)V5i + α↔ γ. (18)

In this case when Yν is very small one has an inverse seesaw
for the neutrino masses since ML

ν >> MD
ν ,M

R
ν . This sce-

nario represents the most interesting case since one can have a
small mixing angle between the left-handed and right-handed
neutrinos. Therefore, as in the case of the Inverse Type II see-
saw mechanism, here we predict the existence of light right-
handed neutrinos. Their masses should be below or at the
scale of the left-handed neutrinos.

In order to complete our discussions we show in Fig. 2 the
branching ratios for the B−L gauge boson for different mass
values. As we can see in Fig. 2 the invisible branching ra-
tio can be very large, between 40% − 30% in the mass range
shown, due to the presence of very light right-handed neu-
trinos. The branching ratio into charged leptons is basically
equal to the invisible decays as we show in Fig. 2. In this
model, neglecting the mixing among the scalars without loss
of generality, the ZBL can decay into singly charged Higgses,
δ± and Σ±1/2 in the triplet, as we have shown in Fig. 2. We do
not consider here the possibility of ZBL decaying into neu-
tral Higgses since the massive CP-odd field is predicted to be
at the B − L scale. Only for illustration we use the values
mΣ+

1
= mΣ+

2
= 400 GeV and mδ+ = 600 GeV. In summary,

the B − L gauge boson has a large invisible branching ratio

invisible, ei
+ ei

-

q q

t t

Σi
+ Σi

-
δ+ δ-

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

MZBL (TeV)

B
r(
Z
B
L
)

FIG. 2: Branching ratios for the B − L Gauge Boson. The green
line represents the invisible decays, which overlaps with the black
line, corresponding to the decays into two charged leptons. The or-
ange line corresponds to the decays into two quarks except for the
decay into two top quarks, which is represented by the red line.
The pink and blue lines correspond to the decays into two charged
Higgses, Σ±1/2 from the triplet and δ±, respectively. Here we have
neglected any mixing among scalars for simplicity. The values
m

Σ+
1

= m
Σ+

2
= 400 GeV and mδ+ = 600 GeV have been taken

for illustration.

and the singly charged Higgses can be produced through this
new force.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL BOUNDS

In the two models for neutrino masses presented above
one predicts the existence of very light right-handed neutri-
nos with masses below or at the eV scale. Such dark ra-
diation is parameterized as the number of effective thermal-
ized neutrino species, Neff , and impacts several cosmologi-
cal events including nucleosynthesis and the time of matter-
radiation equality. In this section we show the constraints on
the parameters of the model in order to satisfy the cosmologi-
cal bounds.

The contribution of the very light sterile neutrinos to Neff
depends on how they have been thermalized. In this case the
thermalization can take place through two mechanisms:

• Through the sterile-active oscillations, see for example
Refs. [19–22] for different studies.

• Through new interactions, see for example the stud-
ies [23–25].

In the models proposed above we predict that the sterile
neutrinos must have mass below or at the scale similar to the
left-handed neutrinos and the mixing angles between the left
and right-handed neutrinos are not predicted. Assuming that
the mixing angle is very small we investigate the bounds from
the measured Neff values on the new interactions as in the
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second mechanism mentioned above. The change on Neff
due to the contribution of the light right-handed neutrinos is
given by

∆Neff = Neff −NSM
eff = 3

(
TNdec
T νLdec

)4

= 3

(
g(T νLdec)

g(TNdec)

)4/3

,

(19)
where g(T ) is the effective number of degrees of freedom at
temperature T , NSM

eff = 3.045 is the contribution of the SM
neutrinos and T νLdec = 3 MeV is their decoupling temperature.
In this article we will use the following bounds on Neff re-
ported in the recent analysis in Ref. [26]:

∆Neff < 0.28 when H0 = 68.7+0.6
−0.7 Mpc−1km/s, (20)

∆Neff < 0.77 when H0 = 71.3+1.9
−2.2 Mpc−1km/s. (21)

These bounds have been obtained using different data set, for
details about these bounds see Ref. [26].

In order to constrain the new interactions present in our
model we use these bounds and evaluate the decoupling tem-
perature for different values of the input parameters gBL and
MZBL .

The decoupling temperature of the right-handed neutrinos
can be computed using the relation

ΓN (TNdec) = H(TNdec), (22)

where the annihilation rate of right-handed neutrinos with
other SM particles is given by

ΓN (T ) = nN (T )
∑
f

〈
σf (NN → f̄f)v

〉
=
∑
f

g2
N

nN

∫
d3p

(2π)3
fN (p)

∫
d3k

(2π)3
fN (k)σf (s)vM .

(23)

Here, vM represents de Moller velocity vM = (1 − cos θ)
where θ is the angle between the two colliding particles. The
function fN (k) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution, defined as

fN (k) =
1

ek/T + 1
, (24)

and the number density of the right-handed neutrinos, nN ,
which spin number is gN = 2, is given by

nN = gN

∫
d3k

(2π)3
fN (k) =

3ξ(3)T 3

2π2
. (25)

The cross-section of the right-handed neutrinos annihilation
into SM particles is given by

σf (s) =
g4
BL

12π

Nf
c (QfBL)2s[

(s−M2
ZBL

)2 +M2
ZBL

Γ2
ZBL

] , (26)

where s = 2pk(1 − cos θ), QfBL is the B − L charge of the
SM fermions, −1 for leptons and 1/3 for quarks, and Nf

c is

ΔNeff = 0.77

ΔNeff = 0.28

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

3.5

4.0

4.5

MZBL /gBL (TeV)

N
ef
f

FIG. 3: Effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom vs. the
ratio of the B − L gauge boson mass and gauge coupling. The hor-
izontal lines correspond to the upper bounds mentioned in the text
and reported in Ref. [26].

3 for quarks and 1 for leptons. Now, working in the relevant
limit M2

ZBL
� s one finds

ΓN (T ) =
49π5T 5

194400 ξ(3)

(
gBL
MZBL

)4∑
f

QfBLN
f
c . (27)

On the other hand, we have the Hubble parameter, defined as

H(T ) =

√
8πGNρ(T )

3
=

√
4π3GN (g(T ) + 21

4 )

45
T 2, (28)

where g(T) represents the relativistic degrees of freedom of
the SM which values are given in Ref. [23]. Therefore, now
we are ready to understand the cosmological constraints in
this model.

In Fig. 3 we show the numerical results for the effective
number of relativistic degrees of freedom as a function of the
ratio between the B − L gauge boson mass and gauge cou-
pling. As one can appreciate, the ratio MZBL/gBL must be
larger than 7−8 TeV in order to be in agreement with the cos-
mological constraints. This bound is competitive with the col-
lider and electroweak precision bounds MZBL/gBL > 6 − 7
TeV [27–29]. In this way we show that one can have a consis-
tent picture with cosmology in these models even if the right-
handed neutrinos are very light.

V. LEPTON NUMBER VIOLATING PROCESSES

In the canonical B−L models for neutrino masses the lep-
ton number violating processes such as µ → eγ are highly
suppressed. The branching ratio, see left graph in Fig. 4 for
the Feynman graph, is strongly suppressed by unitarity con-
straints on the mixing matrices Vν , as well as in the SM case,
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FIG. 4: Processes contributing to µ→ eγ in the Radiative Seesaw.

which is given by

AWR ≈
g2
L e

64π2

mµ

m2
W

∑
i

(Vν)ei(V
∗
ν )µiF

(
m2
νi

m2
W

)
. (29)

where Vν refers to the rotation matrix which brings neutrinos
to their flavor-diagonal basis. Here one can see how the loop
factor, defined as

F (x) =
10− 43x+ 78x2 − 49x3 + 18x3 Log(x) + 4x4

6(1− x)4

(30)
gives a constant for a very suppressed mass ratio, which is
therefore suppressed by the unitarity constraints on the mix-
ing matrix. However, in the context of the Radiative Seesaw
mechanism, the presence of the Yukawa couplings λL and λR,
which enter in the amplitude according to right graph in Fig. 4,
avoid the unitarity suppression and the amplitudes of the pro-
cess µ→ eγ mediated by δ+ are given by

Aδ
+

L =
e

8π2

mµ

m2
δ+

∑
c,d

(λ∗R)ceλdµR
∑
i

V ciN (V ∗N )diG

(
m2
Ni

m2
δ+

)
,

(31)

Aδ
+

R =
e

4π2

mµ

m2
δ+

∑
c,d

(λ∗L)ceλdµL
∑
i

(V ∗ν )ciV diν G

(
m2
νi

m2
δ+

)
,

(32)

where the loop-factor is given by

G(x) =
1− 6x+ 3x2 + 2x3 − 6x2Log(x)

12(1− x)4
. (33)

Here we have neglecting the mixing among charged scalars.
In the above expressions AR and AL refer to the amplitudes
entering in the process µ→ eγ according to

A(µ→ eγ) = iue(p− q)ε∗νσνµqµ[ARPR +ALPL]uµ(p),
(34)

where pµ and qµ are the muon and photon quadrimomenta.
In Fig. 5 we show the predictions for the branching ratio for
the process µ → eγ. As Fig. 5 shows, for a reasonable light
choice of the mass of the charged singlet, we have LFV sig-
nals entering in our range of visibility, which makes the model
testable regarding current and future experiments. In Fig. 5,
the red line shows the current upper bound on µ→ eγ, given

FIG. 5: Prediction on the branching ratio of the process µ → eγ as
a function of Mδ+ . Here, the Yukawa couplings λL and λR range
from 10−4 to 10−1. The red line shows the current experimental
upper bound on µ → eγ, 4.2 × 10−13 [30] and the orange dashed
line shows the projected bound 6× 10−14 [31].

by the MEG experiment at PSI,

Br(µ→ eγ) < 4.2× 10−13 [30],

which is expected to be further improved to 6×10−14 (orange
dashed line) [31]. Even if µ → eγ is nowadays the most
constrained LFV process, it is very interesting to also look
at µ → e conversion, which bounds on different nuclei are
reported in Table I. Projected bounds on µ − e conversion,
unlike on µ → eγ, are expected to be improved up to four
orders of magnitude according to future experiments such as
DeeMe at J-PARC [32], with a sensitivity of 10−14, COMET
at J-PARC [33], with 10−16, and Mu2e at Fermilab [34], with
6× 10−17. Therefore, these projected bounds provide a good
motivation for the study of these processes.

TABLE I: Current bounds on LFV for µ→ eγ and µ− e conversion
in different nuclei.

LFV process Current bounds
Br(µ→ eγ) 4.2× 10−13 [30]

Br(µ Ti→ e Ti) 4.3× 10−12 [35]
Br(µ Au→ e Au) 7× 10−13 [36]
Br(µ Pb→ e Pb) 4.6× 10−11 [37]

In Figs. 6 and 7 we show the predictions on the branching
ratio for µ − e conversion processes in nuclei such as
aluminium (Al), titanium (Ti), gold (Au) and lead (Pb). The
computation of the branching ratios for µ − e conversion has
been done following Ref. [38] (see this reference for details).
For the first two nuclei, the projected bounds are 10−14

(DeeMe) [32] and 10−17 (COMET and Mu2e) [33, 34], as
we show in the dashed lines.

We would like to emphasize on the testability of the Radia-
tive Seesaw mechanism model via LFV signals like `i → `jγ
and µ − e conversion in comparison with other models, like
the canonical Type I seesaw mechanism, which are hopeless



7

DeeMe

Mu2e, COMET

Al
0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5

10-24

10-22

10-20

10-18

10-16

10-14

Mδ+(TeV)

B
R
(μ

→
e)

DeeMe

Mu2e, COMET

Ti

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5

10-22

10-19

10-16

10-13

Mδ+(TeV)

B
R
(μ

→
e)

FIG. 6: Prediction on the branching ratios of the process µ− e con-
version in Al and Ti nuclei as a function of the mass of the singly
charged Higgs, Mδ+ . Here, the Yukawa couplings λL and λR en-
tering in the process range from 10−4 to 10−1. The solid red lines
show the experimental upper bounds on µ − e for the different nu-
clei (see Table I). The dashed lines show the projected sensitivities of
the experiments DeeMe with 10−14 [32] (green line), COMET with
10−16 and Mu2e with 6× 10−17 [33, 34] (orange line).

to be tested in the current and even future experiments. Apart
from the prediction of light Sterile neutrinos, the fact of pre-
dicting accessible LFV at colliders makes the model one of
the most attractive B − L extensions of the Standard Model.

VI. SUMMARY

We have discussed the relation between the generation of
neutrino masses and the spontaneous breaking of the B − L
gauge symmetry. We have proposed two simple models where
the neutrino masses are generated dynamically in the context
of theories where theB−L gauge symmetry is spontaneously
broken. In the first model the B − L symmetry is broken in
two units but the right-handed neutrinos are predicted to be
very light; they must have masses below the eV scale. In this
case the neutrino masses are generated through the B − L
Inverse Type II seesaw mechanism. In the second model the
Majorana masses for the right-handed and the SM neutrinos
are generated at the quantum level through theB−L radiative
mechanism. The right handed neutrino masses are predicted
to be very light as in the first model. Only the B−L radiative

Au

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5
10-24

10-22

10-20

10-18

10-16

10-14

10-12

Mδ+(TeV)

B
R
(μ

→
e)

Pb

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5
10-24

10-20

10-16

10-12

Mδ+(TeV)
B
R
(μ

→
e)

FIG. 7: Prediction on the branching ratios of the process µ− e con-
version in Au and Pb nuclei as a function of the mass of the singly
charged Higgs, Mδ+ . Here, the Yukawa couplings λL and λR en-
tering in the process range from 10−4 to 10−1. The solid red lines
show the experimental upper bounds on µ−e for the different nuclei
(see Table I).

seesaw mechanism can be realistic without assuming small
gauge coupling and could be tested in the near future.

We have discussed the main phenomenological and cosmo-
logical constraints. The bounds coming from the constraints
on the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom have
been discussed in detail. These bounds are as competitive as
the collider bounds on the B − L breaking scale. The impli-
cations for the decays of the B − L gauge boson have been
discussed in order to understand the testability of these mod-
els at collider experiments. We have investigated in detail
the predictions for lepton number violating processes such as
µ → eγ and µ → e conversion in nuclei, showing that the
radiative B − L seesaw mechanism could be tested in the fu-
ture LFV experiments. The B − L radiative seesaw mecha-
nism proposed in this Letter can be considered as an appealing
mechanism for neutrino masses.
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