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Abstract
We show that the neutrino mass, the dark matter and the dark energy can be explained in a unified
framework, postulating a new invisible Born-Infeld field, which we name “non-linear dark photon”,
undergoing a meV-scale dynamical transmutation and coupled to neutrinos. Dark energy genesis is
dynamically explained as a byproduct of the dark photon condensation, inducing the bare massless
neutrinos to acquire an effective mass around the meV scale. It is fascinating to contemplate the
channel induced by the non-linear dark photon leading to the pairing of the non-relativistic neutrinos, hence generating a cosmological superfluid state. As a consequence, the appearance of a light
neutrino composite boson is predicted, providing a good cold dark matter candidate. In particular,
if our model is enriched by an extra global Lepton number UL (1) symmetry, then the neutrino pair
can be identified with a composite Majoron field with intriguing phenomenological implications
for the neutrinoless-double-beta-decay (0νββ). Our model carries interesting phenomenological
implications since dark energy, dark matter and the neutrino mass are time-varying dynamical
variables, as a consequence of the non-linear Born-Infeld interaction terms. Limits arising from
PLANCK+SNe+BAO collaborations data are also discussed. Finally, our model allows for an
inverse hierarchy of neutrino masses, with interesting implications for the JUNO experiment.
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INTRODUCTION

Neutrino mass, Dark Matter (DM) and Dark Energy (DE) are among the three most
elusive as well as mysterious issues beyond the Standard Model (SM), yet, still at the
center of physicists concerns and debates. We bravely and radically suspect that these
three different aspects of Nature are intimately interconnected within a unified cosmological
theory.
There have been many attempts to unify Particle Dark Matter and Neutrino mass (DMNe models) through symmetry extensions of the Standard model. For example, in the
Majoron model, neutrino mass is generated due to the spontaneous symmetry breaking of
the global Lepton number symmetry, while a new Nambu-Goldstone sterile particle provides
a good candidate for Dark Matter [1–7]. Moving from a complementary perspective, in the
community of gravitation and cosmology there have been several searches for a common
origin of Dark Matter and Dark Energy (DE-DM models) arising from extension of General
Relativity (see Reviews [8–11] and references therein).
In fact, there is very a attractive coincidence: the dark energy density is about ρDE ∼
ΛMP2 l ∼ (1 meV)4 , which is around the same neutrino mass scale that we expect for the
lightest neutrino, i.e mν ∼ 1 meV. Is there any dynamical explanation for this intriguing
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accident in Nature? On the other hand, a mystery of Nature puzzling theoretical physicists
remains: why neutrino physics and dark vacuum energy are so tiny compared to the natural
scales of the Standard Model, such as the electroweak and the Quantum Chromodynamics
energy scales? A unified picture for neutrino mass and dark energy genesis may indeed blow
a fresh new wind over this urgently pressing problem, which has been widely investigated in
many works [12–17].
In this paper, we show the existence of a generic minimal class of models for a DEDM-Ne unification. We claim that in our model no new heavy hypothetical fermions, like
Right-Handed (RH) neutrinos, or extra Higgs bosons will be added to the Standard Model
spectrum. Our assumptions will be only two, corresponding to just few free parameters:

I) a novel fifth force spin-1 invisible interaction is introduced, with the only additional
desired requirement to be dynamically generating a condensate with an energy gap of 1 meV;

II) neutrinos must be coupled with the new pseudo-vector Born-Infeld (BI) boson.

Within this minimal framework, we intuitively illustrate several important and unexpected consequences. First, it is quite immediate to realize that a new force, transmuting
into a confining condensate with energy density of 1 meV, can provide a source for Universe
acceleration (see [18] for a previous proposal following this way). On the other hand, even
within the interplay of these two hypotheses, neutrinos can never propagate freely in the Universe: they rather interact with dark energy as an invisible electromagnetic-like background
field. Therefore, neutrinos get a mass gap proportional to dark energy, as a byproduct of a
frictional effect. In a certain sense, massless neutrinos acquire an effective mass, as much as
electrons have a different effective mass in condensed matter structures.
Automatically, the neutrino mass happens to be tiny small as the dark energy scale,
without any Yukawa coupling fine-tuning or RH neutrino involved. It is worth to remark
that instead of having fine-tuning on both dark energy and neutrino mass, here we need
to assume one fine-tuning of the BI condensate. Neutrino mass is naturally tiny once the
energy scale of the BI condensate is around meV scale. Thus fine-tuning in our model is on
one rather than two parameters. One may argue that also the couplings among neutrinos
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and BI boson have to be fixed, but a O(1) coupling is considered as natural and closer to
"familiar" Standard Model coupling constants. Therefore, this is an alternative paradigm
to the see-saw mechanism [19–21], in the “healthy spirit" of Occam’s razor logical principle,
i.e it provides an economical explanation for DE and the neutrino mass generation. Then,
we move on a final non-trivial step to the explanation of cold DM. We claim not to need any
new extra sterile particle beyond the standard model in order to grasp the missing matter
problem. In most of the astrophysical and laboratory cases, neutrino travels relativistically
fast, close to the speed of light and, therefore, completely unbounded by the new invisible
interaction. However, let us suppose to cool down neutrino to the meV scale: then neutrinos
start being strongly coupled through the new vector boson and hence form Cooper pairs in
a superfluid state. Neutrino superfluid is an old standing idea of Ginzburg and Zhakarov
[22, 23], which was later developed in many works [24–26]. Nonetheless, we think that the
power of this intuition was not fully appreciated by the community. If a copious amount of
neutrinos was produced in the early Universe, then they could provide a sterile superfluid
accounting for dark matter. We will provide qualitative arguments to support the hypothesis
that dark matter is partially (or possibly fully) composed of neutrino superfluid, and show
that this can be easily accomplished in DE-DM-Ne framework. A quantitative estimate is
possible but it is far beyond the main purposes of this paper. Indeed such estimation is also
dependent on the details of inflation reheating. Indeed, just as some axion models, one can
also produce a neutrino superfluid from the decay of domain walls after inflation.
It is worth to mention that the current paper provides a much more accurate analysis
and extensions of the model proposed in Ref.[18]. In particularly, we perform a quantitative
analysis in comparison with data to show that a BI condensate can provide for dynamical
dark energy from higher derivative terms of the BI action. Here, we reinterpret the neutrino
condensate state as a composite Majoron, with intriguing implications for phenomenology in
neutrinoless double beta decay searches. This establishes an interesting connection among
cosmological data and Universe acceleration with underground laboratory physics. Another
important consequence of our model is that neutrinos necessarily have masses which are
dynamically varying in time and this phenomenon could inspire future new experimental
projects.
The plan of our paper is as follows: dark energy is discussed in section II; neutrino mass is
dealt with in section III; dark matter is investigated in section IV; in Section V the relation
5

between our model and the Majoron theory is studied; finally, in Section VI conclusions and
remarks are offered1 .

II.

DARK ENERGY

We formalise assumption (I) previously introduced by imposing the condensation of the
invisible gauge field, a dark photon, Aµ in cosmological scale M ' 1 meV, namely
(I) → hFµν F µν i ∼ M 4 ,

(II.1)

where Fµν = ∂µ Aν − ∂ν Aµ is the field strength of a new fifth force gauge boson field Aµ .
We postulate that the dark photon condensate provides the required contribution to dark
energy. As in the case of QCD condensation, the non-vanishing value of hF 2 i emerges in the
non-linear regime, where the perturbation theory breaks down. This provides a repulsive
vacuum energy contribution, i.e. a candidate for DE [28]. When the new vector field is
simply abelian, the only possibility for the formation of the condensate is to resort to a
non-linear higher derivative extension of the standard QED-like structure, e.g. as for the
Born-Infeld theory.
The effects of a nonlinear electromagnetic theory in a cosmological setting have been
studied by several authors (see e.g. Refs. [27–35]). In particular, it has been shown that
a Born-Infeld field can provide a source for the Universe acceleration [31]. In general a
non-linear dark photon Lagrangian Leff coupled to gravity casts as follows


ˆ
√
R
−g −
+ Leff [s, p] d4 x,
S=
16πG

(II.2)

where Leff [s, p] is a generic nonlinear effective Lagrangian of the combination of dark gauge
field strength s = − 41 Fµν F µν and p = − 41 Fµν ∗ F µν = − 81 Fµν µνρσ Fρσ = − 18 √1−g Fµν e
µνρσ Fρσ ,
where we also include the CP violating term in order to account for the more general
unperturbed case.
Since our main interest is the application to cosmology, we will work in the FLRW
background. By definition, one can obtain the stress-energy tensor Tµν by varying action
II.2 with respect to the metric g µν ,
√
−2 δ ( −gLeff )
∂Leff δs
∂Leff δp
Tµν ≡ √
= gµν Leff − 2
−2
.
µν
µν
−g
δg
∂s δg
∂p δg µν
1

Throughout the paper, we use the Planckian natural units.
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From the stress-energy tensor Tνµ , and working within a frame that is co-moving with the
fluid ρ = −T00 , P = Tii , we have

(1)
(2)
ρ = −Leff − Leff [s, p] F 0σ F0σ + pLeff [s, p],

(1)
(2)
P = Leff + Leff [s, p] F iσ Fiσ − pLeff [s, p],
(1)

(II.3)
(II.4)

(2)

where Leff [s, p] = ∂Leff /∂s, Leff [s, p] = ∂Leff /∂p, and the index i is not summed over.
The effective Lagrangian for the non-linear photon can include classical terms and quantum terms, which may provide the classical and quantum contributions to the condensation
[31]. Due to the non-linear quantum effects, a condensation phenomenon found, namely
hFµν F µν iQ = hFµν ∗ F µν iQ = α(t) ∼ M (t)4 ,

(II.5)

whose origins are purely of quantum nature. Within the FLRW spacetime, the condensate
has the two components hF0ν F 0ν iQ = α(t)/4 and hFiν F jν iQ = δij α(t)/4. As an effect
of the extra higher derivative terms, the cosmological constant will slowly run in time.
Such a possibility is not ruled out by cosmic observations, such as Supernovae Ia (SNe
Ia) [36, 37], cosmic microwave background (CMB) radiation [38, 39], large scale structure
(LSS) [40, 41], baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) [42] and weak lensing [43], hence various
dynamical DE scenarios are proposed in literature [27, 44–55]. On the other hand, the
non-linear photon Lagrangian is in general not scale invariant at the classical level. Thus,
for homogeneous and isotropic FLRW spacetimes, due to the equipartition principle electric
and magnetic condensates acquire a stochastic background hEi Ej iC = hBi Bj iC = 31 (t)gij ,
where  is the classical radiation energy density [56, 57]. Indeed, the BI condensate receives
two contributions: 1) the quantum correlator, which is purely quantum-mechanical in nature
and that arises from the vacuum fluctuations; 2) the classical correlator, which accounts for
the classical thermodynamics of the radiation. For the classical contribution, due to the
isotropy of the spatial sections of FLRW geometry, one can perform the average procedure
as suggested by equipartition principle, where C denotes an average over a volume that
is relatively large compared to the wavelength while relatively small with respect to the
curvature radius. Generically, we have that Ek B k = 0 implying hEi Bj iC vanishes. In terms
of Fµν , we have hF 0ρ F0ρ iC = −(t), hF iρ Fjρ iC = 31 (t)δji and hFµν ∗ F µν iC = 0. Combining
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the quantum and classical effects, we obtain
α(t)
− (t),
4

α(t) (t) i
iρ
hF Fjρ i =
+
δj ,
4
3
hFµν ∗ F µν i = α(t).
hF 0ρ F0ρ i =

(II.6)
(II.7)
(II.8)

Thus, the fluid state parameter w ≡ hP i/hρi for dark photon is found to be
(1)

wDE (t) = −1 +

16(t)Leff [s, p]
(1)

(1)

(2)

. (II.9)

(2)

−12Leff [s, p] − 3 (α(t) − 4(t)) Leff [s, p] + 12pLeff [s, p]

(s,p)=−α(t)/4

(1)

Let us note that Lef f /Lef f and pLef f /Lef f are in the same order of s and p, respectively.
In general, for classical radiation dominating over the condensation, i.e.  >> α, we have
w ∼ 1/3 as expected, while within the quantum effect dominant regime, where  → 0, we
obtain w ∼ −1. Beyond the quantum and classical limits, careful analysis must be devoted
to the regimes corresponding to a quintessence-like condensate, characterised by an equation
of state parameter w > −1, and to the phantom-like condensate, with ω < −1, that appear
in concrete realization of models described by a specific form
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of Leff . Cosmological data

do not rule out the possibility of w < −1, which will be also included for completeness in
this work.
Let us consider now the specific case of the Born-Infeld theory, a no-ghost nonlinear
electrodynamics, given by the effective action
"
r
LBI [s, p] = λ 1 −

#
2s p2
1−
− 2 .
λ
λ

(II.10)

In practice, we can naturally set the dimensional coupling λ = 1 meV4 , which is the scale of
the dark energy density. By Eq. (II.9), we obtain the equation of state
16(z)
,
w(z) = −1 + 
p
3 4 + α(z) − 16 + 8α(z) − α(z)2 + 4(z)

(II.11)

where z is the red-shift parameter. The evolution of the dark radiation (z) can be derived
from the linear response of the fluctuation. One of the equation of motions of the BI action
2

It is worth to note that the entropy condition arsing from Holographic Naturalness highly restricts the
possibility on various DE model, which shows that phantom cosmology is disfavored [58].
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on the FLRW background is given by
∂µ

F µν + p∗ F µν
a3 p
1 − 2s − p2

!
= 0,

(0)

(II.12)
(0)

which has a trivial solution Aµ = 0. We consider the fluctuation around Aµ as Aµ =
δAµ + (δAµ )2 + · · · , and keep it to the leading order in δAµ . Then Eq. (II.12) becomes
∂µ (a3 F µν /λ2 ) = 0. As a simplifying ansatz, we can consider only time-dependent δAµ (t),
and find the solution F0i = ∂t δAi = c/a, where c is a constant. With respect to the
conformal time η, the result δAi ∼ cη indicates a linear perturbation. The radiation energy
density is then found to be
 = hEi E i iC =

E
D1
c2
F
F
,
=
c
+
i0 i0
0
a2
a4
C

(II.13)

where the constant c0 is introduced referring to the quantum radiative correction.
Let us first discuss the general physical picture of how w evolves. The dark photon
condensate appears when the temperature of the dark side decreases down to 1 meV. We
illustrate this toy model in Fig. 1. One can see that with the expansion of the Universe, the
condensation effect takes over the radiation, yielding the dark energy before the recombination.
Many works have been devoted on various specific parametrised forms of w(z), e.g. the
well known Chevallier-Polarski-Linder ansatz w(z) = w0 +w1 z/(1+z) [41, 48, 61–64]. In our
case, we focus on the epoch z ∼ (−0.5, 10000) during which the dark photon condensation
is assumed to have been formed and slowly vary with time according to the ansatz α(z) =
α0 + α1 log(1 + z), with α0 ∼ O(1) and α1 ∼ O(0.1), which is originated from one loop
corrections to the dark photon propagator through a pair of neutrinos [112]. Besides, from
Eq. (II.13) the dark radiation can be parametrised as (z) = 0 + 1 (1 + z)4 , (0 , 1 > 0),
where 1 is constrained by . 10−16 , since the dark energy is believed to exist in the CMB
spectrum at z ' 1100. In the right panel of the Fig. 1, we explore some combinations of
the parameter space {α0 , α1 , 0 , 1 } in comparison with the observational constraints arising
from P lanck + SN e + BAO [59].
From bayesian comparison with PLANCK data, we obtain as best fit the results in Table.
I. We can see that our model has a ∆χ2 which is comparable to ΛCDM . This evidences
that our model is a robust alternative to Λ CDM model, while from the theoretical point of
view a reduced fine-tuning in neutrino/BI scales as commented above.
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FIG. 1: Left : We show the evolution of the w parameter as a function of the redshift
variable z. The dark condensate dynamically transits from the radiation state (w = 1/3)
to the cosmological constant like state (w = −1). The condensate scale is set to a timeindependent constant 1 meV4 after condensation. Right : The dark energy equation of state
wDE is allowed at 1σ (68.3% confidence) in the shaded region by combined constraints from
current data, assuming the Chevallier–Polarski–Linder (CPL) dynamical dark energy state
[59]. Several different values of {α0 , α1 , 0 , 1 } are set, where the dark photon radiation
remnant 0 is constrained to a relatively small bound . 10−3 meV4 .
Let us also mention that it is possible to introduce a kinetic mixing term between the nonlinear dark photon and the ordinary photon by means of the Pontryagin density κF µν Fµν ,
where Fµν is the strength tensor of the ordinary photon. Since our dark photon has an
effective mass around the meV, the current limits on the kinetic mixing parameter arising
from current photon mass limit is around κ . 10−15 [60].

III.

DARK PHOTON MASS AND NEUTRINO MASS

The non-vanishing vacuum expectation of hF 2 i ∼ M 4 is related to the dark photon
condensate with a mass gap M ∼ meV. We may then naturally identify the only energy
scale entering the vacuum expectation, namely M , with the dark photon effective mass
mγeff ' M .
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χ2

Likelihood Frequency Multipole range

TT

TE

EE

√
χ2 /Ndof Ndof 4χ2 / 2Ndof PTE[%]

100 × 100

30 − 1197

1232.37

1.06

1168

1.37

8.66

143 × 143

30 − 1996

2032.45

1.03

1967

1.08

14.14

143 × 217

30 − 2508

2563.74

1.04

2479

1.25

10.73

217 × 217

30 − 2508

2549.66

1.03

2479

1.00

15.78

Combined

30 − 2508

2545.67

1.03

2479

0.96

16.81

100 × 100

30 − 999

1087.78

1.12

970

2.70

0.45

100 × 143

30 − 999

1031.84

1.06

970

1.43

7.90

100 × 217

505 − 999

526.56

1.06

495

1.00

15.78

143 × 143

30 − 1996

2027.43

1.03

1967

0.98

16.35

143 × 217

505 − 1996

1604.85

1.08

1492

2.09

2.01

217 × 217

505 − 1996

1430.52

0.96

1492

−1.11

86.66

Combined

30 − 1996

2045.11

1.04

1967

1.26

10.47

100 × 100

30 − 999

1026.79

1.06

970

1.31

9.61

100 × 143

30 − 999

1047.22

1.08

970

1.78

4.05

100 × 217

505 − 999

479.32

0.97

495

−0.49

68.06

143 × 143

30 − 1996

2001.70

1.02

1967

0.54

29.18

143 × 217

505 − 1996

1430.14

0.96

1492

−1.11

86.80

217 × 217

505 − 1996

1408.52

0.94

1492

−1.51

93.64

Combined

30 − 1996

1986.05

1.01

1967

0.32

37.16

TABLE I: The Goodness-of-fit tests using Planck temperature and polarization spectra, with
the same methodology as ΛCDM analysis performed by PLANCK collaboration. ∆χ2 =
χ2 − Ndof fitted to Planck TT+lowP with Neff is the number of degrees of freedom equal to
the multipoles’ number. The probability to exceed (PTE) the value of χ2 is in last column
of table. A comparison with PLANCK analysis with ΛCDM (see Refs.[66, 67]) shows that
our model has a comparable ∆χ2 with data.
The vector vertex displayed in the left panel of Fig. 2, originating from the leading
nonlinear term ∼ F 4 and with two legs representing the condensate background, could be
interpreted as a dark photon propagating through the condensate ether. Consequently one
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FIG. 2: Left:

Illustration of the generation of the dark photon’s effective mass, result-

ing from to the interaction with the background dark photon condensate and mediated
by the Euler-Heisenberg interaction term. The cross represents the background dark photon condensate. Right: Illustration of the passage of neutrinos through the dark photon
condensate, generating the neutrino’s effective mass.
can roughly read the Feynman diagram as ∼ M 2 A2 , which shows that dark photon can
obtain an effective mass around the meV scale. This effect may be understood in analogy
to the gluon propagation in its condensate, with consequent acquisition of an effective mass
gap related to the condensation scale.
Within the spirit of point (II), as stated in the Introduction, let us suppose that the
Majorana neutrino ν couples to Aµ as follows
(II) → Lint = g Aµ ν T C −1 γ 5 γ µ ν,

(III.14)

where g is the coupling constant and C denotes the charge conjugate operation. One can see
that the dark gauge potential Aµ is a pseudo-vector. The interaction among propagating
neutrinos and the background dark photon condensate medium would give to the bare
massless neutrino an effective mass meff ' gM ' M , where g is assumed to be a O(1)
(see Fig. 2). Thus, in our model, neutrino mass and dark energy are interconnected issues.
We emphasize that meff is of the same order of magnitude as the time-dependent dark
energy scale M . A large class of mass varying neutrino models was studied in Refs. [12–17].
Moreover, we mention that a scenario with Dirac neutrino rather than Majorana one was
discussed in Ref.[18].
Since neutrinos have different masses and oscillate among one another, it is quite natural
to think that dark energy also generates neutrino mixings through neutrino flavour violating
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interactions. These latter are provided for instance by
Lint = gf f 0 Aµ νfT C −1 γ 5 γ µ νf 0 ,

(III.15)

where f and f 0 are flavour indices and gf f 0 is a flavour mixing matrix. The unitary transformation relating the flavour and mass eigenstates is an analog of the Pontecorvo-MakiNakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix 3 .
In light of future neutrino experiments such as JUNO [102–104], let us comment on
the implications of our model. JUNO is a middle-baseline antineutrino reactor, based on
detection of antineutrinos generated by nuclear power sources. Such a measure allows to
determine the neutrino mass hierarchy with a promised significance of 4σ with six years of
data taking. In particular, the high resolution measurement of the spectrum of antineutrinos
can allow a precise determination of neutrino oscillations parameters, ∆m221 , ∆m2ee and
sin2 θ12 , with 1% precision. Such information is crucial in determining the sign of ∆m231 : if
m3 > m1 (normal hierarchy) or m3 < m1 (inverse hierarchy). In our model, the neutrinos
hierarchy follows the coupling matrix of neutrinos with the new interaction gauge bosons.
Therefore, the model can allow for both inverse or normal hierarchies of neutrino masses. In
our prospective, JUNO would measure the hierarchy of interaction couplings of neutrinos
with dark energy. In particular, m3 /m1 = g3 /g1 , where g1,3 are the coupling of first and
third neutrinos with the BI field respectively. Thus an inverse hierarchy corresponds to the
case g1 > g3 while a normal one to g3 > g1 .

IV.

NEUTRINO CONDENSATION

In this section we specify the details of the non-relativistic neutrinos’ condensation, as
triggered by the attractive force induced by the dark photon. In the UV regime, we consider
the neutrino field to be a massless left-handed Weyl spinor ξα (x) embedded in the Majorana


basis ν T = ξα , ξ †α̇ , coupling to Aµ as Eq. (III.14), with the Lagrangian given by
i
1
LU V = ν̄γ µ ∂µ ν + gAµ ν̄γ 5 γ µ ν.
2
2

(IV.16)
5

The Lagrangian LU V has a global U (1) axial symmetry under the transformation ν → eiθγ ν.
A new effective 4-fermion interaction emerges once one integrates out the vector field, leading
3

The idea that neutrino oscillations can be used to probe the dark energy was also explored in [65, 93–96].
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FIG. 3: The left and middle diagrams illustrate the effective 4-fermion interaction of Majorana neutrinos induced by the invisible gauge field. The right side diagram shows how
the relativistic neutrinos (external legs) obtain a mass term by propagating through the
neutrinos condensate (pairing legs).
to the non-vanishing expectation of the Cooper pair hν T C −1 νi, which dynamically breaks
the global U (1) symmetry 4 .
We now formalise the general picture discussed above. In terms of the two-component
spinors, the Lagrangian Eq. (IV.16) can be rewritten as
LU V = iξ † σ̄ µ ∂µ ξ + gAµ ξ † σ̄ µ ξ .

(IV.17)

Here we take the van der Waerden notation [73]. As a local effective operator approach,
integrating out the dark photon Aµ we obtain a low energy effective 4-fermion interaction
given by
Lint '

 †

g2
† µ
ξ
σ̄
ξ
ξ
σ̄
ξ
,
µ
q 2 + (mγeff )2

(IV.18)

with mγeff ' Λ as argued in Sec. (III). For small transferred momentum q << mγeff , we obtain
Lint

G0F † † 
=
ξ ξ (ξξ) ,
4

(IV.19)

where the Fierz identity σ̄ µα̇β σ̄µγ̇δ = −2α̇γ̇ βδ is utilized and we take the convention 12 =
−21 = 21 = −12 = 1. Here we introduce the effective 4-ferimon interaction coupling
G0F = 8g 2 /M 2 . The above process is illustrated in Fig. 3.
4

Majorana neutrino condensation triggered by some scalar fields has been studied in [12, 70–72].
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Again, we stress that both non-relativistic and relativistic neutrinos acquire the effective mass meff ' M ' 1 meV, but only non-relativistic neutrinos with kinetic energies
E < M undergo the condensation, while relativistic neutrinos with E  M are practically
unbounded from the condensate medium, and are mainly observed in astrophysical experiments. In the non-relativistic regime, we consider the fixed-axis spin states. Following
[73, 74], we introduce the non-relativistic spin-up and spin-down wave-functions ψ↑↓ , whose
time derivatives are small compared to meff . The non-relativistic scenario of the UV ki
P ∗
∇2
ψs i∂t + 2meff ψs (x), and the UV
netic term can be casted in the Schrödinger field as
s=↑↓

interaction term Eq. (IV.19) reduces to G0F ψ↑∗ ψ↓∗ ψ↓ ψ↑ . Taking into account the chemical
potential µ, neutrinos cooled enough by the dark photon background are described by the
non-relativistic action
#
"

ˆ
2
X 
∇
+ µ ψs (x) + G0F ψ↑∗ ψ↓∗ ψ↓ ψ↑ (x) .
S[ψ † , ψ] = d4 x
ψs∗ i∂t +
2m
eff
s=↑↓

(IV.20)

This is reminiscent of the BCS theory, although here the attractive force regulated by the
bare coupling constants G0F > 0, and triggering the generation of the condensate, is induced
by the dark photon 5 .
Since the attractive channel is mediated by the dark photon, let us proceed with the
standard approach to model superfluid condensation [77–81]. We focus on the Cooper pairs
with zero spin fermion-fermion bilinear ψ↑ ψ↓ , which serves as the order parameter of the
neutrino s-wave superfluid [82]. Applying the Hubbard-Stratonovich identity to an auxiliary
´
complex scalar field Φ(x) in the functional integral Z = DψDψ ∗ eiS , we obtain
ˆ
1
Z =
DψDψ ∗ DΦDΦ∗ exp (iS 0 [ψ, ψ ∗ , Φ, Φ∗ ]) ,
(IV.21)
Z0


ˆ

|Φ|2
∗ ∗
∗
0
∗
∗
∗
4
S [ψ, ψ , Φ, Φ ] = S0 [ψ, ψ ] + d x − 0 − Φ ψ↑ ψ↓ − Φ (ψ↓ ψ↑ ) , (IV.22)
GF
´
where Z is normalized to the free theory Z0 = DψDψ ∗ eiS0 . By varying S 0 with respect
to Φ, we obtain the equation of motion Φ = G0F ψ↑ ψ↓ , which indicates that the composite
scalar Φ can be interpreted as the neutrino pairing field. In terms of the Nambu-Gorkov


basis χT = ψ↑ , ψ↓∗ , the action in Eq. (IV.22) can be arranged into


ˆ


|Φ|2
0
†
∗
4
†
−1
S χ, χ , Φ, Φ = d x χ M χ − 0
,
(IV.23)
GF
5

A similar scenario for the vacuum energy condensation was studied in [75, 76], assuming torsional gravity
in order to derive an attractive super-conducting behaviour.
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with


M−1 = 

i∂t +

∇2
2meff

−Φ

+µ

−Φ∗



i∂t −

∇2
2meff

−µ

.

(IV.24)

Plugging Eq. (IV.23) into the partition function Eq. (IV.21), and integrating over χ by
means of the Gauß integral, we obtain the one-loop effective action
ˆ
Z
∗
=
DΦDΦ∗ eiSeff [Φ,Φ ] ,
Z0
ˆ
2

i 
4 |Φ|
∗
−1
− dx 0 .
Seff [Φ, Φ ] = − Tr log M0 M
2
GF

(IV.25)
(IV.26)



−1 1/2
Here M−1
corresponds
to
the
free
theory
Z
=
det
M
, while the trace Tr[...] is
0
0
0
taken with respect to the Nambu-Gorkov space. For the superfluid ground state, the paring
field Φ(x) obtains a static and uniform gap ∆, which is assumed to be real. Within the
saddle-point approximation, Z ∝ eiSsp — with Ssp [∆] = Seff [∆, ∆∗ ] — can be treated as
the thermodynamic grand potential. Therefore the dependence of ∆ on the thermodynamic
variables can be extracted from the extreme condition δSsp /δ∆ = 0, which yields the gap
equation
G0
∆= F
4

ˆ

d3 p
r
(2π)3 

∆
p2
2meff

−µ

2

.

(IV.27)

+ ∆2

A full non-perturbative and non-trivial solution of Eq.IV.27 can only be found with numerical
methods. For the positive coupling G0F , one can see that Eq.(IV.27) will always possess some
nonzero gap solution ∆ > 0, which implies the formation of neutrino condensates (see for
example Refs.[77, 78]). A simple BCS-like estimate provides the size of the condensate,
namely [24]


where pF =

√

1
∆ ∼ pF exp − 2 0
pF GF


,

(IV.28)

2µmeff is the Fermi momentum for the non-relativistic neutrinos. Let us

note that the chemical potential µ can be interpreted as the finite density parameter of the
condensate or the Fermi energy level, which is around the meV scale. Taking into account
√
µ ' M , meff ' gM and G0F ' g 2 /M 2 , we have ∆ ∼ gM exp (−1/g 3 ) ∼ M , provided that
we assume g ∼ O(1). Furthermore, the critical temperature is of the same order of the gap
scale, i.e. meV.
Let us comment on the dynamical generation of relativistic neutrino’s effective mass.
In Sec. (III), we have found that the relativistic neutrino propagating in the dark photon
16

condensate would acquire a mass term. Thus the ground state of the pair field hΦi =
G0F hψ↑ ψ↓ i = ∆ implies the non-vanishing expectation value of hξξi = hξ † ξ † i ' ∆/G0F .
Consequently, in Fig. 3 the 4-fermion interaction that accounts for two legs pairing as a

condensate, reads G0F ξ † ξ † hξξi + G0F hξ † ξ † iξξ ' ∆ ξ † ξ † + ξξ ' ∆ν T Cν, which indicates the
emergence of an effective Majorana neutrino mass meff ' ∆ ∼ M .
We may finally discuss the superfluid properties of the neutrino condensate. As it is
well known, a superfluid originates from the spontaneous symmetry breaking of an abelian
global U (1). We observe that the global axial UA (1) symmetry of the action Eq. (IV.20)
is broken by the formation of a ground state with fixed global phase, i.e. ∆ ∈ R. The
fluctuation around the ground state, namely Φ(x) = (∆ + δρ(x)) eiδθ(x) , will produce two
collective modes: the massive mode δρ and a massless mode δθ. In the vicinity of the critical
temperature, the dynamics of Φ(x) is described by the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau
Lagrangian
LGL [Φ, Φ∗ ] = iΦ∗ ∂t Φ −

1
1
∇Φ∗ ∇Φ − αΦ∗ Φ − β (Φ∗ Φ)2 .
2mΦ
2

(IV.29)

Here mΦ is the effective mass of the composite neutrino pairs, which can be roughly
parametrised as mΦ ' 2meff . A detailed calculation relates the coefficients α, β to the
thermal parameters of the system [78]. Below the critical temperature, the phase fluctuation δθ(x) is un-gapped and fulfils in the low-energy regime the linear dispersion
ωk2 = −

α k2
∆ 2
∼
k .
β 2mΦ
meff

(IV.30)

Therefore, un-gapped massless mode propagates as phonon like excitation, which may relate
Dark matter to a superfluid state having an extra long-range interaction and effectively
modifying the newtonian potential [85–90].
Neutrino superfluid has many interesting applications in cosmological and astrophysical
phenomena, and include the formation of neutrino vortices, exotic neutrino superfluid boson
stars, gravitational waves etc., which have been extensively investigated in a wide literature
— see e.g. Refs. [83–90].

V.

COMPOSITE MAJORON

Let us now postulate an extension of the SM symmetry with an extra global UL (1). The
BI field condensation induces the Majorana neutrino pairing into Cooper pairs. This phe17

nomenon dynamically breaks the global lepton number, since the neutrino condensate carries
a double charge unit with respect to the Lepton-symmetry. The dynamical symmetry breaking of the UL (1) generates the neutrino mass term. A composite pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone
is then obtained in the model, and is related to the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
UL (1) symmetry. This particle is then identified with the Majoron field [1–4].
The condensation process induces a Majorana mass term, which is in turn related to the
emergence of a Nambu-Jona-Lasinio(NJL) four fermion interaction during the BI condensation, namely
LN JL,ν = G0F hννiνν + h.c. → ∆L = 2 .

(V.31)

In the model we have been introducing, the natural mass scale of the Majoron is the meV
scale. In this case, the Majoron field does not remain massless, and can only compose a
superfluid state. In other words, the composite Majoron can provide a viable candidate of
superfluid Dark Matter. Such a model seems compatible with the recent proposal of cold
dark matter composed by light Majorons, as proposed in Ref. [92]. Within this perspective,
the right amount of Majoron Dark Matter can be generated from the decay of topological
defects, produced in the dark sector and decaying into composite states [92].
Our model poses further questions for the phenomenology of the neutrino-less double
beta (0νββ) decay. As it is well known, in the usual Majorana mass models, the neutrinoantineutrino identification leads to reconnection of the neutrino-antineutrino internal line
from two simultaneous beta decays. Within the case of the traditional fundamental Majoron,
an invisible particle emission can alter the statistical distribution of the emitted electrons
as a multi-body decay. But in our case, the Majoron would be emitted at energies around
the nuclear KeV scale, where neutrinos are practically un-bounded [6]. Thus, in our scenario, the Majoron emission would be substituted by the emission of a couple of electronic
(anti)neutrinos.
If this would be the case, we would arrive to the astonishing conclusion that the composite
Majoron is completely invisible in the 0νββ decays. This prediction will be eventually
relevant for the next generation of experiments on the 0νββ decay, including LEGEND,
CUORE, nEXO, GERDA-II etc. [105–108]. On the other hand, a 0νββ decay is possible
through the diagram in Fig. 4, when the composite neutrino state pair acquires a vacuum
expectation value generating a Majorana mass, and then triggering the process.
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FIG. 4: Left: The emission of (anti)neutrinos through the composite Majoron channel
is displayed. The emission of a bounded Majoron is kinematically impossible and thus its
detection from electron distribution alteration is forbidden. Right: The 0νββ decay process
through the neutrino pair condensation is displayed.
VI.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have elaborated on a possible, common unifying explanation of Dark Energy, Dark
Matter and the Neutrino mass origin. In particular, we have postulated the existence of a
new dark fifth force interaction that we dub non-linear dark photon. The non-linear dark
photon has a higher derivative electrodynamic Lagrangian, with particular interest to the
Born-Infeld case. We have shown that non-linear higher derivative terms drive the new
vector boson to a condensation with possibility to source the acceleration of the Universe.
Then, we assume that only neutrinos are coupled to the new dark interaction. We have
shown that the neutrino mass can be generated as an effect of the neutrino interaction with
the Dark Energy Born-Infeld condensate.
This scenario opens the possibility of having a new state of neutrino matter: if neutrinos
are produced as non-relativistic and cold in the early Universe, around the meV energy scale,
they can cross a phase transition forming a neutrino superfluid. The neutrino superfluid is
composed by Cooper pairs of misaligned spin neutrinos providing for a Majorana mass
for the neutrinos. Indeed, at meV energy, neutrinos are very weekly coupled to the SM
particles, while are strongly coupled to the Dark Energy Born-Infeld condensate. On the
other hand, mixing flavour neutrino pairs can provide non-diagonal mass terms sourcing
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neutrinos’ oscillations 6 . In principle, couplings of neutrinos to the Born-Infeld condensate
are related to neutrino mass hierarchy. Differently than within several other see-saw models,
a neutrino inverse hierarchy is naturally possible here.This is a topic that may result in great
interest for the next neutrino experiments, including JUNO [102–104].
Our work opens the pathway to several novel phenomenological possibilities to search for
Dark Matter and test dynamical Dark Energy scenarios. First of all, if neutrino superfluid
is responsible for Dark Matter, then it is possible to consider also the formation of Boson
superfluid neutrino star. Consequently, the possible merging of neutrino Boson Stars may be
observed through Gravitational Waves experiments. A similar reasoning applied to possible
correlated signal of relativistic neutrino emissions generated by the high energy merging.
We did not focus on identifying the precise detection range of of these phenomena, but
we think this may deserve a future analysis beyond the purposes of this paper. Furthermore,
several exotic scenarios may emerge from considering multi-operators induced by neutrino
2n
and Dark Energy, as for instance G0n
(spinor contracted combination). Within
F (ν̄γµ γ5 ν)

this latter case, one may have multi-neutrino pair condensate, pretty much reminding the
already discussed possibility of Standard Model tetra-quarks, penta-quarks and so on. An
alternative scenario may be that multi-neutrinos form nuggets of more compact N >> 1
number with a binding energy scaling almost as EBinding ∼ N M and a radius scaling as
√
RBinding ∼ 1/(M N ) [109–111] . For a large number of particles, neutrino nuggets can
be compact and dark objects. This latter possibility opens the pathway to new exciting
cosmological scenarios, which nonetheless are sill beyond our full comprehension.
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