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Abstract: We examine neutrino zeromode solutions on the electroweak Z-string and

their effect on the stability of the string in the standard model and its extensions. We

propose using topological invariants constructed from the momentum (and real) space

topology of Green’s functions, often used for investigating edge modes in condensed matter

physics. We analyze the standard model and then examine type-I and type-II extensions

of the neutrino sector as well as their hybrid. Based on this analysis, we also comment on

proposals in the literature to stabilize the Z-string.
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1 Introduction

Spontaneous symmetry breaking is a widely observed phenomenon in statistical physics

and quantum field theory. Its notion is crucial for understanding critical phenomena such

as superconductivity [1] in condensed matter physics and dynamical mass generation [2–6]

in high energy physics. A basic point in spontaneous symmetry breaking is that the trivial

vacuum (or symmetric phase) associated to a symmetry in a system becomes an unstable

(tachyonic) or metastable state which indicates existence of a lower energy state (broken

phase) not obeying the symmetry. Such a simple phase-transition picture in spontaneous

symmetry breaking can be described by the Ginzburg-Landau theory [7] with the free
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energy as a function of an order parameter associated to a symmetry. In the broken phase

with non-vanishing order parameter value, the equation of motion (EOM) could entail non-

trivial solutions depending on spacial coordinates in addition to the vacuum solutions. One

of well-known solutions is an Abrikosov-Nielsen–Olesen (ANO) vortex/string solution [8, 9]

in a U(1) gauge theory coupled with one complex scalar field, called the Abelian-Higgs

model.1 In addition, there are also other objects such as monopoles, domain walls, and

Skyrmions. These solutions arise due to the existence of the non-trivial homotopy group

characterizing maps between the order-parameter space (vacuum manifold) and the real

space. Such topologically non-trivial solutions are called topological defects or solitons. In

the context of particle cosmology, phase transitions result in creation of topological defects

through the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [11, 12]. These objects may give great impacts on

the thermal history of the universe.

If topological defects couple with fermionic fields, they may lead to non-trivial phe-

nomena. In fact, it is well known that fermionic modes sometimes are trapped inside the

defects. For example, fermionic zeromodes localized on vortices in topological supercon-

ductors [13–18], and Majorana fermion zeromodes on superfluid vortices [19] in neutron

stars [20–22] and on non-Abelian vortices [23–28] in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in

high density region (quark matter) [26, 29–32]. Whether the zeromodes exist on the de-

fects or not reflects different phases of matter that cannot be captured by the conventional

Ginzburg-Landau theories. These phases are called topological phases and are classified by

the homotopy groups of the momentum space of the fermions. The relation between the

zeromodes and the momentum space topology has been widely studied utilizing Green’s

function [18, 28, 33–35] and (one-particle) Hamiltonian [36–40]. Thus, in such systems, it

is important to consider the topology of both of real space and momentum space.

In contrast to these condensed matter, nuclear and quark matter systems, all of which

are finite density matter and are therefore non-relativistic, vortex strings in relativistic field

theories also contain fermion zeromodes [41–45]. Their qualitative properties are under-

stood by the index theorem counting the number of zeromodes [44, 46, 47] and the anomaly

inflow [45, 48]. In addition, Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) vortices in supersym-

metric field theories are always associated with fermion zeromodes as superpartners of

translational (bosonic) zeromodes [49–51]. In the context of cosmology, fermion zeromodes

on cosmic strings are also studied [52] in application for instance to superconducting cosmic

strings [53].

The fermionic zeromodes might play important roles even in the electroweak theory

of the Standard Model (SM) in particle physics. In fact, the electroweak theory admits a

string-like solution of the EOMs called the electroweak Z-string [54–56], consisting of the

Z boson and Higgs fields. This is a non-topological soliton and its stability is not topologi-

cally ensured. Indeed, its stability is highly limited to the small parameter region [57–59].2

1The ANO vortex/string solution has been mainly studied for the scalar potential in polynomials of the

scalar field #|Φ|2 + #|Φ|4. Recently, we have studied the ANO vortex/string solution in the Coleman-

Weinberg type potential |Φ|4 log(|Φ|2/v2Φ) in Ref. [10] and have shown non-trivial interactions between two

vortices/strings depending on mass ratio between the scalar and gauge boson masses.
2Several mechanisms to stabilize the electroweak string or to enlarge its stable region have been sug-
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See also Fig. 4 in Section 2.2 for the stability region of the electroweak string. The elec-

troweak strings, however, have attracted attention because they are proposed to be useful

for baryogenesis [66–68] and generation of cosmological magnetic fields [69, 70]. Because

the SM fermions inevitably couple with the Z boson and Higgs fields, the Z-string can

trap fermion zeromodes inside them, and their effects on the stability of the Z-strings has

been studied so far [71–78]. In particular, the existence of the zeromodes was originally

proposed to improve the stability [71] while it was argued [75, 76, 79] that it rather desta-

bilizes because the zeromodes appear as pairs of right-mover and left-mover modes along

the Z-string and easily form massive modes to lower the energy of the configuration.

The SM introduces only the left-handed neutrinos to be massless. Turning the eye to

the phenomenological aspects of high energy physics and cosmology, neutrino oscillation

phenomena have been observed and require at lease two of the three neutrinos to be

massive [80]. Although the neutrino-less double beta decay is expected to provide a smoking

gun for the distinction between Dirac and Majorana masses for the neutrinos, it is not yet

observed. Thus there is still a lot of possibilities for extensions of the neutrino sector. Such

extensions could result in a finite number of zeromodes (or here equivalently topological

number) to stabilize the electroweak string. The simplest extension would be the inclusion

of the right-handed neutrinos with Majorana masses underlying the seesaw mechanism. It

is found in Ref. [81] that in the simplest extension, the Dirac equations for the left- and

right-handed neutrino fields have a (normalizable) zeromode solution. Together with a

zeromode of the electron field, this indicates that the electroweak string is not stabilized.

The zeromode counting is performed in another extension of the SM [82].

In this work, we revisit the neutrino zeromodes on the electroweak-string background in

several extensions of the neutrino sector. In particular, we aim to understand the non-trivial

topology of the electroweak string arising due to the existence of fermion zeromodes in terms

of the topological invariant in momentum space of Green’s functions [18, 28, 34, 35].3 This

way allows us to directly count the number of zeromodes from the topology of momentum

space without looking for explicit zeromode solutions. Therefore, we do not have to worry

about missing the number of zeromodes. Such a topological invariant has been mainly used

in non-relativistic systems stated above. This method has several advantages compared

to the argument based on the index theorem [44, 46, 47], which is more familiar to high

energy physicists. Firstly, the arguments in those papers do not cover cases with Majorana

masses while our method relies only on Green’s functions and is general enough to cover

Majorana cases. Secondly, our method directly calculates the topological invariant defined

on real and momentum spaces, which allows us to deform the setup continuously as long as

it does not change the topology. We intend to employ this also in particle physics and then

demonstrate results obtained in several possible extensions of the neutrino sector including

gested: (i) effective potential at finite-temperature [60]; (ii) strong magnetic field [61]; (iii) thermal photon

plasma [62]; (iv) axion in core of the Z-string [63]; (v) dark scalar condensation [64]; (vi) splitting the

Z-string into two fractional Z-strings in the two-Higgs doublet model [65].
3More precisely, we utilize the topological invariant defined in momentum and real spaces since Green’s

function contains both the momenta and real space coordinates in presence of vortices. Nevertheless, to

emphasize the dependence on the momenta, we use the word “momentum space topology” in this paper.
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the early studies [81, 82] in order to show that this method successfully counts the number

of zeromodes.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, after summarizing model setups

together with clarification of our notation, we briefly review the electroweak string (or Z-

string) in the SM and its instability under small perturbations. In Section 3, we introduce

the topological invariant that counts the number of fermion zeromodes appearing on the Z-

string solutions. We apply this method to several models as extended neutrino sectors. By

comparing these with explicit results obtained by solving the Dirac equations, we show that

our method gives the correct values of the number of the zeromodes. Section 4 is devoted

to discussion and conclusions. In Appendix B, we introduce the topological number in

terms of the momentum-space topology [28, 34, 77] and evaluate it in several models for

the neutrino sectors.

2 Review on electroweak string in SM

In this section, we briefly review the electroweak string solution (or the Z-string solution)

in the SM sector.

2.1 Model setup and electroweak string solutions

We consider a string solution in the SM. It is known as the electroweak string or the

Z-string, which has been first argued by Nambu in Ref. [54].

We start with the setup of the model. For our purpose, we focus on the first generation

of the leptons (i.e. e− and νeL), SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge fields denoted by W a
µ and Bµ,

respectively, and the Higgs boson Φ = (ϕu ϕd)
T in the electroweak sector. The first

generation of the left-handed SU(2)L lepton doublet field is denoted by ℓL ≡ (νL, e
−
L )

T

and the right-handed electron singlet field by e−R. Besides, we introduce the right-handed

neutrino νR for which the Majorana mass term is given in the model in addition to the

Dirac mass term composed together with the left-handed neutrino and the Higgs field. The

total Lagrangian is given by Ltot = LSM + LνR where

LSM = −1

4
W a

µνW
aµν − 1

4
FµνF

µν + (DµΦ)
† (DµΦ)− λ

(
Φ†Φ−

v2Φ
2

)2

+ ℓ†Liσ̄
µDµℓL + e†Riσ

µDµeR − h′
(
e†RΦ

†ℓL + ℓ†LΦeR

)
, (2.1)

LνR = ν†Riσ
µ∂µνR −

1

2
(νcR)

†M∗
RνR −

1

2
ν†RMRν

c
R − h

(
ℓ†Liτ2Φ

∗νR − ν†RΦ
T iτ †2ℓL

)
. (2.2)

Here, all spinors are given as two-component Weyl spinors and the superscript c on the

right- and left-handed spinors denote the charge conjugation such that νcR = −iσ2ν∗R and

νcL = iσ2ν∗L, respectively. The covariant derivativesDµ act on the fields Ψ with hypercharge

Y such that

DµΨ =

(
∂µ − ig

σa

2
W a

µ − ig′
Y

2
Bµ

)
Ψ , (2.3)
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field SU(2)L Y

ℓTL = (νeL eL) 2 −1
eR 1 −2
νR 1 0

ΦT = (ϕu ϕd) 2 1

W a
µ 3 0

Bµ 1 1

Table 1. Charge assignment for the particle contents

where g and g′ are the SU(2) and U(1) gauge couplings, respectively, and σa are the Pauli

matrices. The field strengths of W a
µ and Bµ are given respectively by

W a
µν ≡ ∂µW a

ν − ∂νW a
µ + gϵabcW b

µW
c
ν , (2.4)

Fµν ≡ ∂µBν − ∂νBµ . (2.5)

The charge assignment for each particle is summarized in Table 1.

After the spontaneous symmetry breaking of SU(2)L × U(1)Y into U(1)em, i.e. the

Higgs field obtains a non-vanishing expectation value ⟨Φ⟩ = (0 vΦ/
√
2)T , the gauge fields

have mass terms characterized by vΦ. As is conventional, we define the Z boson and photon

fields respectively by

Zµ ≡ cos θWW
3
µ − sin θWBµ , (2.6)

Aµ ≡ sin θWW
3
µ + cos θWBµ , (2.7)

where θW is the Weinberg angle which is related to the gauge couplings as

cos θW =
g√

g2 + g′2
, sin θW =

g′√
g2 + g′2

. (2.8)

Hereafter, we write sW ≡ sin θW and cW ≡ cos θW for simplicity. The charged W boson

fields are given by

W±
µ =

1√
2
(W 1

µ ∓ iW 2
µ) . (2.9)

In the broken phase, the covariant derivative (2.3) is written in terms of the new basis as

DµΨ =

(
∂µ −

ig√
2
σ+W+

µ −
ig√
2
σ−W−

µ − igZ
(
σ3

2
− s2WQ

)
Zµ − ieQAµ

)
Ψ , (2.10)

where σ± = (σ1 ± iσ2)/2 and Q = σ3/2 + Y/2 is the electric charge defined through

g2
σ3

2
− g′2Y

2
= g2Z

σ3

2
− g′2Q . (2.11)
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We have also defined

gZ =
√
g2 + g′2 =

g

cW
, e =

gg′√
g2 + g′2

= gsW . (2.12)

We recast the Lagrangian for the gauge sector in the broken phase as

LKin
gauge = −

1

4
AµνA

µν − 1

4
ZµνZ

µν −
M2

Z

2
ZµZ

µ − 1

2
W+

µνW
−µν −M2

WW
+
µ W

−µ , (2.13)

LIntgauge = iNµνW
+µW−ν − iW+

µνN
µW−ν + iW−

µνN
µW+ν −W+

µ W
−µNνN

ν +W+
µ W

−
ν N

µNν

− g2

2
(W−

µ W
−µW+

ν W
+ν −W+

µ W
−µW−

ν W
+ν) , (2.14)

where the linear combination of Aµ and Zµ has been defined as

Nµ = eAµ − gZc2WZµ . (2.15)

The field strengths of Aµ, Zµ and W±
µ are given respectively by

Aµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ , Zµν = ∂µZν − ∂νZµ , W±
µν = ∂µW

±
ν − ∂νW±

µ , (2.16)

while the field strength of Nµ is Nµν = eAµν − gZc2WZµν . The gauge and the Higgs boson

obtain the finite masses at the classical level as

MW =
1

2
gvΦ , MZ =

1

2
gZvΦ , MH =

√
2λv2Φ . (2.17)

Now, we focus on the Z-string configuration in the SM sector (2.1). To this end, we

make the Z-string ansatz [54, 55]: In cylindrical coordinates (r, θ, z), the gauge and Higgs

fields take the form

qZθ = −nζ(r) , ϕd =
vΦ√
2
f(r)einθ ,

Zr = Zz = Zt =W±
µ = Aµ = 0 , ϕu = 0 . (2.18)

Here, we have defined q ≡ gZ/2 and the winding number (or vorticity) n, and ζ(r) and f(r)

are the Z-string profile functions which are given as non-trivial solutions to the equations

of motion for Zµ and ϕd:

f ′′ +
1

r
f ′ − n2(1− ζ)2

r2
f − βf(f2 − 1) = 0 , (2.19)

ζ ′′ − 1

r
ζ ′ + 2(1− ζ)f2 = 0 , (2.20)

with the boundary conditions f(0) = ζ(0) = 0 and f(∞) = ζ(∞) = 1. Here, we have

rescaled the radius r̃ =MZr/
√
2, and omitted tilde for simple notation. In Eq. (2.19), we

have defined

β =
8λ

g2Z
=
M2

H

M2
Z

, (2.21)

which is about 1.887 in the SM. Here and hereafter, we use the prime as the derivative

with respect to r. The exact solution to Eqs. (2.19) and (2.20) is not known, so that we

solve them numerically.
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2.2 Stability of Z string

In general, the Z-string is not a stable object. This is in contrast to the ANO string

whose stability is guaranteed by topology. The stability analysis for the Z-string has been

performed in Refs. [57–59]. In this section, we review its stability by following Ref. [59].

2.2.1 Setup

We first denote a set of fields by Φ = {ϕu, ϕ∗u,W+
µ ,W

−
µ , Aµ, ϕd, ϕ

∗
d, Zµ} and that of the back-

ground fields by Φ̄ = {ϕ̄u, ϕ̄∗u, W̄+
µ , W̄

−
µ , Āµ, ϕ̄d, ϕ̄

∗
d, Z̄µ} which correspond to the configura-

tion (2.18). We introduce an infinitesimal perturbation δΦ around the static background

Φ̄ and substitute it into the full EOM for Φ = Φ̄ + δΦ,

δS

δΦ(x)
= 0 , (2.22)

from which we get

δ2S

δΦδΦ

∣∣∣
Φ=Φ̄

δΦ = 0 (2.23)

at the leading order of the fluctuation δΦ. We have used that first derivative of the action

vanishes since the background Φ̄ satisfies the static EOM. In particular, those for ϕ̄d and

Z̄µ read Eqs. (2.19) and (2.20), respectively. This equation (2.23) is decomposed into the

four block diagonal parts

D1

(
δϕu
δW+

µ

)
= 0, D2

(
δϕ∗u
δW−

µ

)
= 0, D3

δϕdδϕ∗d
δZµ

 = 0, D4δAµ = 0 . (2.24)

The differential operators Di correspond to the inverse propagators of fields around the

background field Φ̄, so that it is convenient to use the gauge fixing action in order to

remove zeromodes. To this end, we here employ

Sgf =

∫
d4xLgf =

1

2

∫
d4x

4∑
i=1

|Fi|2 , (2.25)

with the following Rξ-gauge fixing functions

F1(W
+
µ ) = ∂µδW+

µ − ic2W Z̄µδW+
µ −

icW√
2
ϕ̄∗dδϕu , (2.26a)

F2(W
−
µ ) = ∂µδW−

µ + ic2W Z̄
µδW−

µ −
icW√
2
ϕ̄dδϕ

∗
u , (2.26b)

F3(Zµ) = ∂µδZµ −
i

2
(ϕ̄dδϕ

∗
d − ϕ̄∗dδϕd) , (2.26c)

F4(Aµ) = ∂µδAµ . (2.26d)

These functions modify the differential operators Di into D̃i. It turns out that the sector

(δϕd, δϕ
∗
d, δZµ, δAµ) always yields positive eigenvalues, whereas the sectors (δϕu, δW

+
µ ) and
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its complex conjugate, namely

D̃1

(
δϕu
δW+

µ

)
= 0 , D̃2

(
δϕ∗u
δW−

µ

)
= 0 , (2.27)

could contain unstable modes. Here, D̃2 can be obtained from D̃1, so that we concentrate

on the (δϕu, δW
+
µ ) sector. We expand the gauge field δW±

µ in eigenstates of spin operator

Sz so as to be SzW
±
↑ = +W±

↑ and SzW
±
↓ = −W±

↓ . More specifically, one has

δW±
↑ = e−iθ

(
W±

r −
i

r
W±

θ

)
, δW±

↓ = (δW±
↑ )† . (2.28)

To obtain the eigenequations, we perform the separation of spacetime variables such that

δϕu(x) = su(r)e
iℓθeiωt , (2.29)

δW+
↑ (x) = iw↑,ℓ(r)e

i(ℓ−1−n)θeiωt , (2.30)

δW+
↓ (x) = iw↓,ℓ(r)e

i(ℓ+1−n)θeiωt . (2.31)

Inserting Eqs. (2.29)–(2.31) into the first equation in Eq. (2.27) leads to

M1


su,ℓ

w↑,ℓ

w↓,ℓ

 = ω2


su,ℓ

w↑,ℓ

w↓,ℓ

 , (2.32)

where the stability matrix is given by

M1 =


D1,ℓ B1↑,ℓ B1↓,ℓ

B1↑,ℓ D↑,ℓ 0

B1↓,ℓ 0 D↓ ℓ

 , (2.33)

with the differential operators

D1,ℓ = −
d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

(ℓ− n cos 2θW ζ)2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 + β(f2 − 1) , (2.34a)

D↑,ℓ = −
d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

(ℓ− 1− n− 2nc2W ζ)
2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 + 4nc2W
ζ ′

r
, (2.34b)

D↓,ℓ = −
d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

(ℓ+ 1− n− 2nc2W ζ)
2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 − 4nc2W
ζ ′

r
, (2.34c)

B1↑,ℓ = 2cW

(
f ′ − nf(1− ζ)

r

)
, (2.34d)

B1↓,ℓ = −2cW
(
f ′ +

nf(1− ζ)
r

)
. (2.34e)
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Here, we have used the dimensionless quantities

Aµ =
vΦ√
2
Ãµ , W±

µ =
vΦ√
2
W̃±

µ , Zµ =
vΦ√
2
Z̃µ , Φ =

vΦ√
2
Φ̃ , (2.35)

and then have omitted tildes on them. Note that in this energy unit, the eigenvalues ω

are given in the energy unit MZ/
√
2 ≡ 1 for which the Higgs mass is given as M2

H =

2β. Evaluating the eigenvalues of the stability matrix (2.33), one can investigate the

instability by exploring negative eigenvalues. In the operators D↑,ℓ and D↓,ℓ, the term

2c2W f
2 corresponds to the W boson mass due to the non-vanishing Higgs background field

|ϕd| = f(r). The third terms in the operators Di,ℓ are the angular momenta. We should

especially note that the non-vanishing Z boson field background Z̄θ = −ζ(r)/q plays a

role of an external “SU(2)-magnetic field”, B⃗Z = ∂⃗ × ⃗̄Z. Thus, due to the interaction

between B⃗Z and the spin of the W bosons (Sz = ±1), there exist the spin magnetic

moments ±4nc2W ζ ′/r in Eqs. (2.34b) and (2.34c). As we will see in Section 2.2.2, these

effects become one of origins of instability.

2.2.2 Origin of instability

We are interested especially in the case of n = 1 and ℓ = 0 for which a negative eigenvalue

ω2 < 0 is observed. Below, we analyze the eigenequation (2.32) only in that case.

We first consider the case of cW = 0 (sW = 1) for which the Z boson field is identified

with U(1)Y gauge field as can be seen from Eq. (2.6): Zµ = −Bµ. Therefore, the Z-string

is regarded as a semilocal string [83]. The stability matrix (2.33) in this case becomes

diagonal:

M1 = diag (D1,0, D↑,0, D↓,0)

=


− d2

dr2
− 1

r
d
dr +

ζ2

r2
+ β(f2 − 1) 0 0

0 − d2

dr2
− 1

r
d
dr +

4
r2

0

0 0 − d2

dr2
− 1

r
d
dr

 . (2.36)

Therefore, our task is to evaluate and to compare the eigenvalues of Di,0 (i = 1, ↑, ↓),

D1,0su,0 = ω2
1su,0 , D↑,0w↑,0 = ω2

↑w↑,0 , D↓,0w↓,0 = ω2
↓w↓,0 . (2.37)

Because the fluctuation of theW bosons are decoupled from the background, the operators

D↑,0 and D↓,0 are independent of both β and the profile of the string solutions, f(r) and

ζ(r). Indeed, the second and third equations in Eq. (2.37),(
− d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

4

r2

)
w↑,0 = ω2

↑w↑,0 ,

(
− d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr

)
w↓,0 = ω2

↓w↓,0 . (2.38)

are classes of the Helmholtz equation which yields positive eigenvalues, ω2
↑ > 0 and ω2

↓ > 0.

Note that the solutions to these equations are given by

w↑,0(r) = c1J2(ω↑r) + c2Y2(ω↑r) , w↓,0(r) = c3J0(ω↓r) + c4Y0(ω↓r) , (2.39)
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Figure 1.
√
β-dependence of the lowest eigenvalue of the stability matrix (2.33) with s2W = 1.

Note β ≡ 8λ/g2Z =M2
H/M

2
Z .

where Jn(x) and Yn(x) are the Bessel functions of the first and second kinds, respectively,

and ci (i = 1, . . . , 4) are constant. On the other hand, the eigenvalue of D1,0 explicitly

depends on β and the profile functions. In Fig. 1, the
√
β-dependence of the lowest eigen-

values of the first equation in Eq. (2.37) is displayed. Here and hereafter, to perform

numerical calculations, we set the boundary condition su,0(rmax) = 0 with rmax = 50 in-

stead of rmax = ∞. We see that ω2
1 is positive for

√
β < 1, while for

√
β > 1, it turns

to negative. This is understood as that the Higgs potential gives a tachyonic contribution

proportional to β, which is balanced at β = 1 with the positive contribution from the

kinetic term. This agrees with the stability analysis in semilocal string [84, 85].

We next turn to the case β to be small so that the tachyonic contribution from Higgs

potential becomes insignificant and hence the instability comes only from the gauge sector.

Especially when sW = 0, the Z boson is identified with W 3
µ , while the electromagnetic

field Aµ is just the U(1)Y field, Bµ. In this case, the so-called “W -condensation” is clearly

observed as an origin of instability. To explain W -condensation, let us here consider the

“SU(2)L-magnetic background field” defined by BZ,i = ϵijk∂jZ̄k which couples to the W

bosons with the coupling gZc
2
W . Assuming that B⃗Z = (0, 0, BZ), the x- and y-direction

momenta p2x + p2y of the charged W bosons, W±
µ , are discretized as the Landau levels such

that their energy dispersion is given by

E2 = (2l + 1)gZc
2
WBZ + p2z +M2

W + 2gZc
2
WBZSz , (2.40)

where pz is the momentum along with the z-direction and l are the discrete positive integer

numbers, l = 0, 1, 2, . . ., denoting the Landau levels. Here, the last term in Eq. (2.40)

corresponds to the magnetic moment between the spin Sz = ±1 of the W bosons and BZ .

In the lowest energy of the spin Sz = −1 case, namely pz = 0 and l = 0 for which one has

– 10 –



E2 =M2
W − gZc2WBZ , the energy could be negative when

BZ >
M2

W

gZc2W
. (2.41)

This instability is called “W condensation” [86–89]. Thus, as the background field BZ

is stronger, the W bosons tend to form condensation at the Landau level l = 0. This is

confirmed by analyzing the stability matrix (2.33) numerically.

In terms of the stability matrix (2.33), the last term in the operator (2.34c), namely

−4c2W ζ ′/r, corresponds to the spin magnetic moment which causes an instability due to

W -condensation. To see this, let us first consider the approximated stability matrix

M1 ≈ diag

(
− d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

(cos 2θW ζ)
2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 + β(f2 − 1),

− d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

4(1 + c2W ζ)
2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 + 4c2W
ζ ′

r
,

− d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

4c4W ζ
2

r2
+ 2c2W f

2 − 4c2W
ζ ′

r

)
, (2.42)

and then investigate eigenvalues of the each diagonal part. The right side panel of Fig. 2

depicts each eigenvalue of Eq. (2.42). Here, the eigenvalues are denoted as the same as of

Eq. (2.37). We can see that D1,0 and D↑,0 (ω2
1 and ω2

↑) yield positive eigenvalues, while

D↓,0 produces negatives ω2
↓ for sin2 θW < 0.3. When we eliminate −4c2W ζ ′/r from D↓,0 by

hand, its eigenvalues become positive for all range of sin2 θW as shown by the red dashed

line in the right panel of Fig. 2. On the other hand, the left panel of Fig. 2 shows its three

lowest eigenvalues of the stability matrix (2.33) without any approximation for β = 0.01.

One of eigenvalues (the dashed line in Fig. 2) takes a negative value for sin2 θW ≲ 0.92.

One can see that qualitative tendency agrees with the approximated one (right panel).

We show the dependence of the lowest eigenvalue of stability matrix (2.33) on s2W and√
β in Fig. 3. Note that the

√
β-dependence of ω2 at s2W = 1 agrees with that in Fig. 1. The

larger values of
√
β are, the more negative the lowest eigenvalue tends to be. In particular,

for
√
β > 1, no value of s2W yielding positive eigenvalues exists, which indicates that there

is no stabilized region.

To summarize, the stable region on s2W -
√
β plane is displayed in Fig. 4. Only in

the triangle region, the Z-string can stably exist in sense that it is robust under small

perturbations. Obviously, the experimental values, s2W = 0.23 and
√
β ≃ 1.37 (which is

shown by the black point in Fig. 4), are out of the stabilized region, so that the Z-string

in the SM is an unstable object.

In the following, we discuss the impact of fermion zeromodes on the Z-string [81, 82]

as a mechanics of its stabilization.

2.2.3 Stabilization mechanism due to fermion zeromodes

Let us here briefly explain a fate of fermion zeromodes on the electroweak string. We

consider the doublet fields Ψ = (ν, e)T , (u, d)T , etc. on the electroweak string background.

– 11 –
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Figure 2. sin2 θW -dependence of the lowest three eigenvalues (black dashed, solid, and dotted

lines) of stability matrices of Eq. (2.33) with β = 0.01 (left) and of the approximated version

in Eq. (2.42) with β = 0.01 (right). The red dashed line in the right panel indicates the lowest

eigenvalue for the stability matrix in which the term 4c2W
ζ′

r is eliminated by hand.
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Figure 3. sin2 θW -dependence of the lowest eigenvalue of stability matrix (2.33) with different

values of
√
β. Note β ≡ 8λ/g2Z =M2

H/M
2
Z .

Note that zeromodes are degenerate energy eigenvalues. Solving the equations of motion

(i.e., the Dirac equations) on the electroweak string background, one can see that the up

and down components in Ψ move in parallel and anti-parallel to the electroweak string

flux, respectively [72, 74].

In this sense, when the electroweak string flux is in the z direction, the up component is

called a “right-mover” as proportional to e−iωt+ipz with a frequency ω and a momentum p,

while the down one is a “left-mover” as proportional to e−iωt−ipz. For the ANO string with

a single fermion, only one zeromode solution appears as a Weyl fermion in two dimensional

sense [43] and cannot be removed by any continuous deformation of the configuration. See

the right panel in Fig.5. However, this does not happen in the case of the electroweak

string which is not topological: The string necessarily couples to a fermion doublet Ψ,
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Figure 4. The Z-string is stabilized within the red region on s2W -
√
β plane. The black point

denotes the experimental values s2W = 0.23 and
√
β ≃ 1.37.

Figure 5. Illustration for two dimensional spectrum of fermion zeromodes in the string back-

ground. If the zeromodes appear as pairs of right and left-mover Weyl fermions (solid line in left

panel), their degeneracy can be resolved by some perturbation, resulting in massive Dirac fermions

in two dimensions (dashed line in left panel). In the sense of the Dirac index, this configuration

is in the same topological sector as that of the vacuum (no zeromodes). On the other hand, if

there exists a zeromode with single chirality, e.g., only left-mover, the zeromode cannot be made

massive nor removed by any continuous perturbation (right panel). This string configuration might

be regarded as in a different topological sector from that of the vacuum and is conjectured to be

stable in Ref. [82].

which provides both of the left-mover and right-mover Weyl fermions as a pair to form

a two dimensional Dirac fermion. When the electroweak string is slightly perturbed with

a parameter ϵ, the degeneracy of the zeromode eigenvalues is resolved so that the Dirac

fermion obtains finite masses of order of ϵ2. (See the solid and dashed lines in the left panel

in Fig.5 for the unperturbed and perturbed spectrum.) This is shown by the standard

– 13 –



perturbation theory as the correction to the zero energy eigenvalues at the first-order

perturbation of order ϵ vanishes, i.e., E(1) = 0 and the energy eigenvalues are corrected by

E(2) of the second order of ϵ. It has been argued in Refs. [75, 76, 79] that fermions make

the infinitely long electroweak string unstable due to the Dirac sea in which all negative

energy eigenvalues should be summed up to give a negatively divergent contribution to

E(2). Thus, it seems that the string cannot be stabilized under any perturbation.

Now, we turn to see the stabilization mechanism of the electroweak string in Ref. [82]

due to the fermion. To this end, we assume that, in some extension of the neutrino sector,

the up-component fields in Ψ do not have zeromodes while the down-component fields still

keep zeromodes. In such a situation, the zeromode-energy eigenmodes cannot be made

massive in the same way as described above and thus survive under any continuous defor-

mation (see the right panel in Fig.5). Then, the discrepancy of the number of zeromodes

between the up and down components leads to the non-vanishing topological number in

the sense of the index theorems. Hence, the electroweak string is a topologically distinct

object from the vacuum. This implies that the string cannot decay by any continuous

deformation. The main scope of this paper is to revisit this mechanism in several models

of extensions in the neutrino sector.

3 Number of zeromodes on vortices and its relation with momentum

space topology

Now, we are ready to discuss the fermion zeromodes that appear on the Z-string. To this

end, we first present a convenient formalism based on the topological invariant defined

in the momentum space (and real space), originally introduced in Refs. [28, 34]. In this

section, we come back to the dimensionful unit for the coordinate r.

3.1 Topological invariant for the number of zeromodes

We consider a Green’s function G(xµ, pµ) of a fermion field in a background of vortex

strings, located on the z axes. Due to the translational invariance with respect to the z

and t directions, the derivatives with respect to z and t in the Green’s function can be

replaced by p3 and p4(≡ ip0), while in the x and y directions it contains x, y, ∂x, and ∂y
explicitly.

Here, we introduce the following topological quantity:

N1 ≡
1

2πi

∫
C
Tr
[
G(p3, p4)dG(p3, p4)−1

]
, (3.1)

where G(p3, p4) is the Green’s function with p3 and p4 being c-numbers as stated above.

For instance, one may give G−1 = γµp̂µ +M(x̂, ŷ)|p̂3=p3, p̂4=p4 . The integration contour C

is a circle with infinitesimal radius embracing p3 = p4 = 0 on p3-p4 plane. The trace is

taken over the function space of x and y (on which ∂x and ∂y act) and the spinor indices.

The fact that N1 is a topological invariant is understood immediately below.

To make the physical meaning of N1 clearer, we start with the fact that G−1 can be

expressed as

G−1 = (ip4 + Ĥ)γ0 , (3.2)
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where Ĥ corresponds to the one-particle Hamiltonian in the background of the strings.

Since it is Hermitian and commutes with p̂3 and p̂4, we can diagonalize it independently

of p3 and p4. Thus if one denotes the n-th eigenstates of Ĥ by |n⟩, the quantity (3.1) is

given as follows:

N1 =
1

2πi

∑
n

⟨n|
∫
C
G(p3, p4)dG(p3, p4)−1 |n⟩

=
1

2πi

∑
n

∫
C
Gn(p3, p4)dGn(p3, p4)

−1, (3.3)

with

G−1
n ≡ ip4 + En(p3) , (3.4)

where En is the eigenvalue of Ĥ for the state |n⟩. From this expression, one can find that

N1 is a topological invariant. For each eigenstate |n⟩, 4 the integration gives the winding

number from the circle C on p3-p4 plane to the complex phase of Gn, which is characterized

by the elements of the first homotopy group π1(U(1)) = Z. Note here that we have assumed

that there is no massless particle in the bulk, which corresponds to a continuous spectrum

starting from zero in two dimensions. Such a massless particle makes the integrand in

Eq. (3.1) singular with a branch cut starting from the origin on the original Lorentzian

p0-p3 plane which leads to an obstacle to perform the calculation. Thus, the argument

presented here is not applicable to the SM since the neutrinos are massless.

Defining a complex variable z ≡ p3 + ip4, we can rewrite Eq. (3.3) on the complex

plane as

N1 =
1

2πi

∑
n

∫
C
dz

∂

∂z
logG−1

n (p3, p4) . (3.5)

Note that the integration picks up residues of poles at p3 = p4 = 0, and thus vanishes

for such n that En ̸= 0 at p3 = p4 = 0. These are massive modes in two dimensions.5

Therefore, only modes with vanishing En at p3 = p4 = 0 (just corresponding to massless

modes) can contribute to the integration. For such zeromodes, denoting En ≃ λnp3+O(p23),
we have

N1 =
1

2πi

∑
n

∫
C
dz

∂

∂z
log(ip4 + λnp3) , (3.6)

which means that N1 takes the sign of λn for each massless mode. Because λn determines

the two-dimensional chirality of the massless modes, this is nothing but the Dirac index in

two dimensions, namely,

N1 = n+ − n− , (3.7)

where n+ and n− are the numbers of the right- and left-mover modes on the vortex,

respectively.

4For continuous spectrum, the summation over n should be replaced with integration over continuous

eigenvalues.
5Massive modes provide poles or cuts on p0-p3 plane, while they do not on p3-p4 plane thanks to the

Wick rotation.
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For later use, it is convenient to write the quantity (3.1) in terms of the Wigner

transform of the Green’s function. Here, the Wigner transformed Green’s function is

defined by

G̃(R,p, p3, p4) ≡
∫

d2rR e−ip·rR ⟨r1| G(p3, p4) |r2⟩ , (3.8)

where r1 and r2 are vectors in x-y position space with R ≡ (r1 + r2)/2 and rR ≡ r1 − r2
and p denotes a vector in the momentum p1-p2 space. The bra and ket are eigenfunctions

in the position space. By definition, the following identity holds:∫
d2R

∫
d2p

(2π)2
G̃(R,p, p3, p4) = Tr G(p3, p4) . (3.9)

Thus, the Wigner transformation can be regarded as a map from an operator including the

canonical operators x̂, p̂ into a classical distribution function defined on the phase space

(x, p).

By using the Wigner transformations for G and G−1, which are denoted by G̃ and Q
hereafter, respectively, Eq. (3.1) reads

N1 =
1

2πi

∫
d2R

∫
d2p

(2π)2

∫
C
TrD

[
G̃(R,p, p3, p4)dQ(R,p, p3, p4)

]
, (3.10)

where TrD denotes the trace acting on the spinor and other internal indices and Q is

determined by the relation

1 = Q(R,p, p3, p4) ∗ G̃(R,p, p3, p4)

≡ Q(R,p, p3, p4) exp
[
i

2
(
←−
∂R ·
−→
∂p −

←−
∂p ·
−→
∂R)

]
G̃(R,p, p3, p4) , (3.11)

which follows from the Wigner transformation of the identity GG−1 = 1. Based on the

derivative expansion of R and p, Eq. (3.11) is solved iteratively as

G̃(R,p, p3, p4) ≡ G̃(0) + G̃(1) + G̃(2) + · · · (3.12)

with

G̃(0)(R,p, p3, p4) = Q(R,p, p3, p4)−1 , (3.13)

G̃(1)(R,p, p3, p4) = −
i

2
G̃(0)

[
∂RQ · ∂pG̃(0) − ∂pQ · ∂RG̃(0)

]
, (3.14)

G̃(2)(R,p, p3, p4) = −
i

2
G̃(0)

[
∂RQ · ∂pG̃(1) − ∂pQ · ∂RG̃(1)

]
− 1

2

(
i

2

)2 [
∂Ri∂RjQ ∂pi∂pj G̃(0) + ∂pi∂pjQ ∂Ri∂Rj G̃

(0)

−2∂pi∂RjQ ∂Ri∂pj G̃
(0)
]
. (3.15)

This formula allows us to rewrite eventually the topological invariant N1 in the form of

N1 =
2

5!(2π)3i

∫
TrD

[
G̃(0)d(G̃(0))−1 ∧ dG̃(0) ∧ d(G̃(0))−1 ∧ dG̃(0) ∧ d(G̃(0))−1

]
=

2

5!(2π)3i

∫
TrD

[
G̃(0)d(G̃(0))−1

]5
, (3.16)
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where the integration is taken over the surface C ⊗ R2 ⊗ R2; C is the circle embracing

p3 = p4 = 0 in p3-p4 space, the first R2 corresponds to x-y, and the second R2 corresponds

to p1-p2 space. See Refs. [28, 90]. Now, one can see that N1 is expressed by the winding

number characterizing maps from the five-dimensional space to GL(N,C) with N being the

size of the matrix G̃(0). Note that there are no singularities of G̃ in the entire six dimensional

space other than the massless poles located on the origin. Due to the topological nature,

we can rotate the integration surface into C ′ ⊗ R4 keeping the massless poles included

inside the integral region, where C ′ is a circle embracing x = y = 0 in x-y space and R4

corresponds to the momentum space p1, · · · , p4. Furthermore, as long as the mass gap is

not closed in the bulk, or equivalently, a new singularity appears inside the integration

circle C in Eq. (3.5), this quantity is topologically protected under any perturbation of the

model. In the following, we calculate N1 (3.16) with the integration surface C ′ ⊗ R4 for

some benchmark cases.

3.2 Dirac fermion on Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen vortex

As an exercise, we start with a demonstration for counting the number of zeromodes with

Eq. (3.16) in case of a Dirac fermion in the presence of the (global) ANO vortex. In this

system, there exists a zeromode [43], so that the topological invariant (3.16) has to entail

nonzero value.

The Green’s function for the fermion field in the ANO vortex background is given as

G−1 = γip̂i + γapa −mDf(r)e
inγ5θ , (3.17)

where mD is the Dirac fermion mass, n is the vorticity, x + iy = reiθ, f(r) is the profile

function satisfying f(0) = 0 and f(∞) = 1, and the indices run as i = 1, 2, and a = 3, 0

(with p0 = −ip4). Note that γi and γ0 are anti-hermitian and hermitian, respectively. The

Wigner transformation for the Green’s function (3.17) is computed explicitly as(
G̃(0)

)−1
= Q(R,p, p3, p4)

=

∫
d2rR e−ip·rR

〈
R+

rR
2

∣∣∣ (γip̂i + γapa −mDf(r)e
inγ5θ

) ∣∣∣R− rR
2

〉
=

∫
d2rR e−ip·rR

(∫
d2q

(2π)2

〈
R+

rR
2

∣∣∣ γip̂i + γapa

∣∣∣q〉〈q ∣∣∣R− rR
2

〉
− δ2(rR)mDf(r)e

inγ5θ

)
=

∫
d2rR

∫
d2q

(2π)2
e−i(p−q)·rR (γiqi + γapa)−

∫
d2rR e−ip·rR δ2(rR)mDf(r)e

inγ5θ

= γµpµ −mDf(r)e
inγ5θ . (3.18)

For later use, we rewrite this as(
G̃(0)

)−1
= einγ5

θ
2 (γµpµ −mDf(r)) e

inγ5
θ
2 . (3.19)

Let us now evaluate N1 by substituting G̃(0) of Eq. (3.19) into Eq. (3.16). Noting here

that the integration contour C ′ reduces to an integration with respect to θ on a circle far
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from the core of the vortex, we have

N1 =
2 (5 · 4) ϵijk

5!(2π)3

∫
d3p

∫
dp4

∫ 2π

0
dθ

× TrD

[(
G̃(0) ∂

∂pi

(
G̃(0)

)−1
)(

G̃(0) ∂

∂pj

(
G̃(0)

)−1
)

×
(
G̃(0) ∂

∂pk

(
G̃(0)

)−1
)(

G̃(0) ∂

∂p4

(
G̃(0)

)−1
)(

G̃(0) ∂

∂θ

(
G̃(0)

)−1
)]

. (3.20)

Here, ϵijk is the anti-symmetric tensor with ϵ123 = 1. From the explicit evaluations as

G̃(0) ∂

∂θ

(
G̃(0)

)−1
= e−inγ5

θ
2 (γµpµ −mD)

−1 (−inmDγ
5)einγ5

θ
2 , (3.21a)

G̃(0) ∂

∂p4

(
G̃(0)

)−1
= e−inγ5

θ
2 (γµpµ −mD)

−1 (−i)γ0einγ5
θ
2 , (3.21b)

G̃(0) ∂

∂pi

(
G̃(0)

)−1
= e−inγ5

θ
2 (γµpµ −mD)

−1 γieinγ5
θ
2 , (3.21c)

we obtain

N1 =
−2ϵijk
6(2π)2i

∫
d3p

∫
dp4 TrD

[
1

/p−mD
γi

1

/p−mD
γj

1

/p−mD
γk

1

/p−mD
iγ0

1

/p−mD
(−inmDγ

5)

]
=
−2nϵijkm2

D

6(2π)2
TrD

[
iγ5γiγjγkγ0

] ∫
d3p

∫ ∞

−∞
dp4

1

(−p2 +m2
D)

3
. (3.22)

Here, we can easily perform the p4- and p-integrations such that∫
d3p

∫ ∞

−∞
dp4

1

(p24 + p2 +m2
D)

3
=

3π

8
× (4π)

∫ ∞

0
d|p| p2

(p2 +m2
D)

5/2
=

(2π)2

8m2
D

. (3.23)

Together with TrD
[
iγ5γiγjγkγ0

]
= 4ϵijk and ϵijkϵ

ijk = 6, the topological invariant ends

up as

N1 =
−2nm2

D

6(2π)2
× (4ϵijkϵ

ijk)× (2π)2

8m2
D

= −n . (3.24)

Therefore, it turns out that this calculation actually reproduces the well-known result given

by Ref. [43] without solving the Dirac equation.6

From this argument, one may predict the number of the zeromodes arising from the

electron sector in the presence of the Z-string background (2.18). Because it obtains the

Dirac mass from the Yukawa coupling with the SM Higgs field in Eq. (2.1), the Green’s

function is the same as Eq. (3.17) with mD replaced by h′vΦ/
√
2. Thus, the number of the

zeromodes is N1 = −n for the Z-string of the vorticity n.

6We comment on the relation between the above result and the bulk topological invariant introduced in

Appendix B. The former can be rewritten as N1 = |NCT |, from which it is clear that the number of the

zeromodes N1 is related with the bulk topological invariant NCT (Eq. (B.6)) protected by parity symmetry.

Therefore, the vortex zeromode is understood via the bulk-edge correspondence, namely, the existence of

the edge modes are ensured by the non-vanishing bulk topological invariant NCT . Note that, N1 itself does

not depend on the sign of the Dirac mass mD.
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3.3 Application 1: Type-II seesaw model

In this subsection, we evaluate the topological invariant (3.16) for the type-II seesaw model.

In Subsection 3.3.1, it turns out that the topological invariant for the neutrino sector entails

a non-vanishing N1. This implies that the net topological invariant (3.7) vanishes due to

the cancellation of the contributions from the electron and neutrino sectors. Therefore,

the Z-string is not stabilized. To see this fact from another viewpoint, in Subsection 3.3.2,

we explicitly construct non-trivial solutions to the equation of motion for the left-handed

neutrino field and show that indeed there exist such zeromode solutions corresponding to

two Majorana-Weyl fermions.

3.3.1 Calculation of topological invariant

As a more non-trivial example, we consider the type-II seesaw model for neutrinos. Its

Lagrangian is given by

LType-II = LSM
∣∣
λ→0

+Tr [(Dµ∆)(Dµ∆)] + V (Φ,∆)−
(
1

2
(yM )ij(ℓ

c
i )

†iτ2∆ℓj + h.c.

)
,

(3.25)

where LSM
∣∣
λ→0

is the SM Lagrangian given in Eq. (2.1) without the potential term propor-

tional to λ and Eq. (2.2), respectively, and V (Φ,∆) denotes the potential for the SU(2)-

doublet Higgs field Φ and the SU(2)-triplet Higgs field ∆ = ∆aτa/2 with τa being the

Pauli matrices (a = 1, 2, 3). The triplet-Higgs field has U(1)Y hypercharge Y = 2, so that

the covariant derivative acting on it is given by Dµ∆ = ∂µ∆− ig[ τ
a

2 ,∆]W a
µ − ig′Bµ and the

potential for the Higgs fields can contain V (Φ,∆) ∋ ΦT iτ2∆†Φ + h.c.. In this model, the

left-handed lepton doublet fields ℓi (i = 1, 2, 3) couple to the triplet Higgs field as Majo-

rana Yukawa interactions (yM )ij , where ℓ
c is the charge conjugation of the lepton doublet

fields, ℓc = iσ2ℓ∗. Hereafter, for simplicity, we consider the one-flavor case (i = 1) in which

Yukawa coupling matrices are reduced to single coupling constants.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking is realized when the SU(2) double- and triplet-Higgs

fields take the vacuum expectation values such that

⟨Φ⟩ = 1√
2

(
0

vΦ

)
, ⟨∆⟩ = 1√

2

(
0 0

v∆ 0

)
. (3.26)

On this vacuum, the Majorana Yukawa terms in Eq. (3.25) turn to the Majorana-mass

terms for the left-handed neutrino

ML

2
(νcL)

†νL +
M∗

L

2
ν†Lν

c
L , (3.27)

with ML = yMv∆/
√
2.

Now, the Z-string ansatz is given by the Higgs double and Z fields in (2.18) and the

new triplet field ∆,

∆ =
v∆√
2

(
0 0

f∆(r)e
2inθ 0

)
, (3.28)
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where the functions f(r) and ζ(r) in (2.18) and f∆(r) in (3.28) should be determined by

solving the EOMs from the Lagrangian (3.25). Note that the vorticity of the triplet Higgs

field is given by 2n which reflects its hypercharge Y = 2. This can be understood also

from the term ΦT iτ2∆†Φ + h.c. in V (Φ,∆). Therefore, in the Z-string background with

vorticity n, the Majorana mass equips vorticity 2n.

Thanks to the topological nature, we can turn off the gauge and Yukawa interactions.

Thus, the non-interacting Lagrangian for the left-handed neutrino sector reads

Llhν = ν†Lσ̄
µi∂µνL −

ML

2

(
ei(2n)θ(νcL)

†νL + e−i(2n)θν†Lν
c
L

)
=

1

2
NLγ

µi∂µNL −
ML

2
NLe

−i(2n)θγ5
NL , (3.29)

where we have introduced the Nambu-Gorkov (four-component) spinors

NL =

(
νL
νcL

)
, NL ≡ −NT

L iγ
2γ0 . (3.30)

Now, one can see that the Lagrangian looks similar to that of the Dirac fermion coupled

with the ANO vortex. By doing the same calculation given in the last subsection, we obtain

N1 =
1

2
× (2n) = n . (3.31)

Note that in general the net degrees of freedom of the Nambu-Gorkov spinor are a half of

a Dirac spinor, so that N1 gets a factor 1/2 compared to those of the Dirac fermion. This

means that a minimal unit localized on the vortex is a half of a single Weyl fermion i.e., a

Majorana-Weyl fermion in two dimensions. However, in the type-II seesaw model (3.25),

because the left-handed Majorana mass is originated from the VEV of the triplet field ∆

whose U(1)Y hypercharge is 2, the vorticity of the left-handed Majorana mass has to be 2n

under a Z-string background of the vorticity n. Therefore, the topological invariant (3.31)

yields 1 for n = 1. It implies that inside the Z-string, there are always two Majorana-Weyl

fermions which form a single Weyl fermion.

On the other hand, the electron sector also gives a single Weyl fermion with the opposite

chirality. Together with the neutrino sector, the net Dirac index (3.7) is found to be zero

as N1 = n+−n− = 0 with n+ = 1 (neutrino) and n− = 1 (electron) for the Z-string in the

type-II seesaw model. The Dirac index in the quark sector also vanishes due to the same

reason as the cancellation between zeromodes in up and down sectors. Consequently, the

Z-string is not stabilized by fermion zeromodes in the type-II seesaw model.7

7Here, we comment on the “bulk-edge correspondence” in the current model setup. As discussed in

Appendix B, one can define the bulk topological invariant NK where K is an appropriate operation acing

on spinor space associated to a discrete symmetry the system has. See Eq. (B.1). The type-II seesaw model

is invariant under time-reversal (T ) symmetry (or CP symmetry). Then, the topological quantity (3.31) is

related with NT such that

N1 = |NT | × 2n . (3.32)

The bulk topological invariant NT is explicitly calculated in Eq. (B.12). This relation ensures the existence

of zeromodes on the Z-string as edge modes in terms of the bulk topology.
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3.3.2 Explicit solution

This emergence of the Majorana-Weyl fermion on the Z-string can be verified explicitly by

solving the Dirac equation. When we ignore the gauge coupling and the Yukawa coupling

with the Higgs doublet, the Dirac equation for νL in the presence of the Z-string (2.18)

and (3.28) reads

iσ̄µ∂µνL =MLf∆(r)e
−2niθνcL . (3.33)

In the cylindrical coordinate (t, r, θ, z), where the vortex core is placed at r =
√
x2 + y2 = 0,

Eq. (3.33) is written as[
i

(
0 e−iθ

eiθ 0

)
∂r + i

(
0 −ie−iθ

ieiθ 0

)
1

r
∂θ + i(−∂0 + σ3∂z)

]
νL = −MLf∆(r)e

−2niθ

(
0 1

−1 0

)
ν∗L .

(3.34)

From this, it is obvious that the upper (lower) component corresponds to the left-mover

(right-mover) mode traveling on the vortex since the z-t direction in the Dirac equation is

easily solved by multiplying a factor eiω(z±t) with an arbitrary constant ω.

To solve Eq. (3.34), let us first take n = 1/2. This value is not allowed in the Z-string

configuration since the Higgs doublet becomes a non-single-valued field ∝ eiθ/2. However,

it is noteworthy to consider that case to demonstrate that the Dirac equation provides a

single Majorana-Weyl zeromode. Focusing on ω = 0, the mode expansion for νL,

νL =
∞∑

m=−∞
eimθ

(
αm(r)

βm(r)

)
, (3.35)

reduces the Dirac equation into two sets of equations

α′
m −

m

r
αm = −iMLf∆(r)α

∗
−2−m , (3.36a)

α′
−2−m +

2 +m

r
α−2−m = −iMLf∆(r)α

∗
m , (3.36b)

β′m +
m

r
βm = iMLf∆(r)β

∗
−m , (3.36c)

β′−m −
m

r
β−m = iMLf∆(r)β

∗
m . (3.36d)

Let us here concentrate on the case of m = 0. Thus, we arrive at

α′
0 = −iMLf∆(r)α

∗
−2 , (3.37a)

α′
−2 +

2

r
α−2 = −iMLf∆(r)α

∗
0 , (3.37b)

β′0 = iMLf∆(r)β
∗
0 . (3.37c)

The first two equations (3.37a) and (3.37b) have no regular solution except for α0(r) =

α2(r) = 0 (see Ref. [81]). On the other hand, the third one (3.37c) can entail a non-trivial

solution. To see this, we make a redefinition β0 ≡ e−iπ
4 β̃0 in order to remove the coefficient

“i” in equation and decompose β̃0 into the real and imaginary parts, β̃0 = β̃0,R + i β̃0,I , for
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Figure 6. The solutions β̃0(r) to Eq. (3.38a) with β̃0(0) = 1 in cases of ML = 0.5 (black), 1

(blue) and 2 (red). For f∆(r), we use the numerical solution of f(r) with β (= M2
H/M

2
Z) = 1 and

the winding number being 1.

which Eq. (3.37c) reads

β̃′0,R = −MLf∆(r)β̃0,R , (3.38a)

β̃′0,I =MLf∆(r)β̃0,I . (3.38b)

Since Eq. (3.38b) does not have any normalizable solution except for β̃0,I = 0, these

solutions are found to be

β̃0(r) = β̃0,R ∝ exp

[
−ML

∫ r

0
dr′ f∆(r

′)

]
. (3.39)

This solution is displayed in Fig. 6. Therefore, we obtain a zeromode solution as

νL ∝

(
0

β̃0(r)

)
,
(
β̃∗0 = β̃0

)
(3.40)

up to an overall constant defined by the normalization condition. Note that this only has

the lower component, which is a right-mover fermion traveling on the string. In addition,

this solution has only one real degree of freedom, and hence behaves as a Majorana particle

in two dimensions. Therefore, we have obtained one Majorana-Weyl zeromode.

We now come back to the case of the Z-string with integer n. For the single Z-string,

n = 1, the equation of motion (3.34) yields

α′
m −

m

r
αm = −iMLf∆α

∗
−3−m , (3.41a)

α′
−3−m +

3 +m

r
α3−m = −iMLf∆α

∗
m , (3.41b)

β′m +
m

r
βm = iMLf∆β

∗
−1−m , (3.41c)

β′−1−m +
−1−m

r
β−1−m = iMLf∆β

∗
m . (3.41d)
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Figure 7. The solutions β̃0,R(r) (solid) and β̃1,R(r) (dashed) to Eqs. (3.42a) with β̃0(0) = 1 in

cases of ML = 0.5 (black), 1 (blue) and 2 (red). For f∆(r), we use the numerical solution of f(r)

with β (=M2
H/M

2
Z) = 1 and the winding number being 2.

Although there is no regular solution for αm again, βm has a regular solution for β0 and

β1. To see this, we again redefine as β0 ≡ e−iπ
4 β̃0 and β1 ≡ e−iπ

4 β̃1, and decompose them

into real and imaginary parts. Then we obtain two pairs of coupled real equations,
β̃′0,R = −MLf∆β̃1,R ,

β̃′1,R −
1

r
β̃1,R = −MLf∆β̃0,R ,

(3.42a)


β̃′0,I =MLf∆β̃1,I ,

β̃′1,I −
1

r
β̃1,I =MLf∆β̃0,I .

(3.42b)

The numerical solutions to Eqs. (3.42a) are shown in Fig. 7. Obviously, Eqs. (3.42b)

have almost the same solutions as Eqs. (3.42a), but the relative sign between β̃0,I and

β̃1,I is opposite to that of β̃0,R and β̃1,R. Therefore, denoting particular real solutions

of Eqs. (3.42a) by β̃0,R = χ0(r) and β̃1,R = χ1(r), we can express the general zeromode

solutions as (
β̃0
β̃1

)
= C1

(
χ0(r)

χ1(r)

)
+ i C2

(
χ0(r)

−χ1(r)

)
(3.43)

with C1, C2 being real arbitrary constants. This is a superposition of two independent real

solutions, which are two Majorana-Weyl fermions with the same chirality (right-mover) in

two dimensions and equivalent to a single Weyl fermion. Therefore, we have the index of

the zeromodes N1 = 1, which is consistent with the result in Eq. (3.31).

3.4 Application 2: Type-I seesaw model

In the same manner as Subsection 3.3, we calculate the topological invariant for the neutrino

sector in the case of the type-I seesaw model. The neutrino sector again produces a non-

zero topological invariant. As is the case in the type-II seesaw model, the net topological

– 23 –



invariant (3.7) in the type-I seesaw model becomes zero. Hence, the present of fermion

zeromodes cannot stabilize the Z-string. The fact that there are non-trivial zeromode

solutions in the neutrino sector has been discussed in Ref. [81]. In Subsection 3.4.2, we

review the zeromode solutions.

3.4.1 Calculation of topological invariant

The next example is the type-I seesaw model whose Lagrangian is given by

LType-I = LSM + LνR . (3.44)

See Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2) for their explicit forms. Let us consider the case in which the

Dirac mass is originated from the Dirac-Yukawa interaction ∼ (hvΦ/
√
2)f(r)einθ with the

winding number n. In the bulk far from the center of the vortex, the Lagrangian for the

neutrino sector becomes

Lν = ν†Lσ̄
µi∂µνL + ν†Rσ

µi∂µνR −
(
MR

2
(νcR)

†νR + h.c.

)
−mD

(
ν†Re

inθνL + ν†Le
−inθνR

)
,

(3.45)

where mD = hvΦ/
√
2. It is assumed here that the right-handed Majorana mass has no

vorticity. When we write the mass term in the mass-matrix form as

1

2

(
ν†L (νcR)

†
)( 0 mDe

−inθ

mDe
−inθ MR

)(
νcL
νR

)
+ h.c. , (3.46)

it is clear that we can vary the Majorana massMR from finite values to zero without closing

the massgap (in other words, keeping the determinant of the mass matrix as non-zero).

Therefore, the topological invariant N1 in this case is proved to be equal (with the opposite

sign) to that in the Dirac case in the presence of the ANO vortex, i.e.,

N1 = n . (3.47)

This is consistent with the result in Ref. [81], in which a Weyl zeromode is obtained for

n = 1.

3.4.2 Explicit solution (review)

Let us obtain the zeromode explicitly, which have been argued in Refs. [81]. The equations

of motion for the neutrino fields read from Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2) as

iσ̄µDµνL =hϕ∗dνR , (3.48)

iσµ∂µνR =hϕdνL +MR(νR)
c , (3.49)

where we have supposed the Z-string ansatz (2.18), i.e. the covariant derivative acting on

the left-handed neutrino field is given by DµνL = (∂µ − iqZµ)νL with Eq. (2.18).

The Dirac equations are explicitly rewritten as[
iσr∂r + iσθ

1

r
(∂θ + inζ(r)) + i(−∂0 + σ3∂z)

]
νL = −mDf(r)e

−inθνR , (3.50)[
iσr∂r + iσθ

1

r
∂θ + i(∂0 + σ3∂z)

]
νR = mDf(r)e

inθνL −MR iσ
2ν∗R . (3.51)
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From this, it is obvious that the lower (upper) component of νR corresponds to the left-

mover (right-mover) mode traveling on the vortex, which are opposite to those of νL. The

z-t direction is easily solved by multiplying a factor eiω(z±t) with an arbitrary constant ω.

Again, we focus on the zero-energy solution ω = 0.

In order to solve Eqs. (3.50) and (3.51), we decompose them into the differential

equations for each component of the spinor fields,

νL =

(
α

β

)
, νR =

(
γ

δ

)
. (3.52)

Plugging Eq. (3.52) into Eqs. (3.50) and (3.51), we obtain the equations of motion for each

component of the neutrino fields. Those of the left-handed neutrino field read

ieiθ
[
∂r −

1

r

(
− i∂θ + nζ(r)

)]
α =

(
−mDf(r)e

−inθ
)
δ , (3.53)

ie−iθ

[
∂r +

1

r

(
− i∂θ + nζ(r)

)]
β =

(
−mDf(r)e

−inθ
)
γ , (3.54)

while for the right-handed neutrino field, we have

−ieiθ
[
∂r +

i

r
∂θ

]
γ +MRγ

∗ =
(
−mDf(r)e

inθ
)
β , (3.55)

−ie−iθ

[
∂r −

i

r
∂θ

]
δ −MRδ

∗ =
(
−mDf(r)e

inθ
)
α . (3.56)

To solve these coupled differential equations, we perform the mode expansions for each

component as

α(t, r, θ, z) =

∞∑
m=−∞

αm(r)eimθ , (3.57a)

β(t, r, θ, z) =− i
∞∑

m=−∞
βm(r)eimθ , (3.57b)

γ(t, r, θ, z) =
∞∑

m=−∞
γm(r)eimθ , (3.57c)

δ(t, r, θ, z) =− i
∞∑

m=−∞
δm(r)eimθ , (3.57d)

and then obtain the equations of motion for αm(r), βm(r), γm(r) and δm(r).

Hence, we look for solutions to the following recursive equations with the winding
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number n = 1:

α′
m −

(m+ ζ)

r
αm =mDfδm+2 , (3.58a)

β′m +
(m+ ζ)

r
βm =−mDfγm , (3.58b)

γ′m −
m

r
γm + iMRγ

∗
−1−m =−mDfβm , (3.58c)

δ′m +
m

r
δm + iMRδ

∗
1−m =mDfαm−2 . (3.58d)

In the MR = 0 limit, by replacing m with m + 2 in Eq. (3.58d), these differential equa-

tions become closed forms for αm, βm, γm and δm+2 which are the standard equations for

zeromodes of the Dirac particle.

We now focus on Eqs. (3.58b) and (3.58c). The replacement of m with −1−m gives

β′−1−m +
−1−m+ ζ

r
β−1−m =−mDfγ−1−m , (3.59)

γ′−1−m −
−1−m

r
γ−1−m + iMRγ

∗
m =−mDfβ−1−m . (3.60)

Thus, the four equations, Eqs. (3.58b), (3.58c), (3.59), and (3.60), are closed. We eliminate

γm and γ−1−m from Eqs. (3.58c) and (3.60) by using Eqs. (3.58b) and (3.59) and then have

d

dr

[
1

mDf

(
β̃′m +

m+ ζ

r
β̃m

)]
− m

r

1

mDf

(
β̃′m +

m+ ζ

r
β̃m

)
−MR

(
β̃′∗−1−m +

−1−m+ ζ

r
β̃∗−1−m

)
= mDfβ̃m , (3.61)

d

dr

[
1

mDf

(
β̃′−1−m +

−1−m+ ζ

r
β̃−1−m

)]
+

1 +m

r

1

mDf

(
β̃′−1−m +

−1−m+ ζ

r
β̃−1−m

)
−MR

(
β̃′∗m +

m+ ζ

r
β̃∗m

)
= mDfβ̃−1−m ,

(3.62)

where we have again redefined as βm ≡ e−iπ
4 β̃m and γm ≡ e−iπ

4 γ̃m for convenience. Note

that all coefficients are real, so that we can separate the equations into real and imaginary

parts.

Let us here solve the real parts β̃0,R and β̃−1,R of the above coupled two equations

numerically. For this, it is actually sufficient to deal with the equations for m = 0. We fix

the background bosonic fields (Zµ and ϕd) as the Z-string configuration. For various MR,

we find that the equations always have solutions for the real parts β̃0,R(r) and β̃−1,R(r).

Fig. 8 displays these zeromode solutions for MR = 0.5, 5, 50 (in the energy unit MZ/
√
2 =

1). One can see from Fig. 8 particularly that for large MR, the solution becomes broader,

namely slowly converges for r → ∞. This is because each of the solutions asymptotically

becomes a linear combination of two exponential tails with typical mass scales MR and

m2
D/MR, as stated in Ref. [81]. For large MR, the former tail (∼ e−MRr) suddenly decay,
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Figure 8. Plots for the zeromode solutions β̃0,R and β̃−1,R for MR = 0.5 (black), 5 (blue), and

50 (red) as functions of r in the energy unit MZ/
√
2 = 1. The Dirac mass is taken to be mD = 1

in this unit. The solid and dashed lines stand for β̃0(r) and β̃−1(r), respectively. For f(r), we take

β (=M2
H/M

2
Z) = 1.

while the latter tail (∼ e−(m
2
D/MR)r) survives even with large r, which provides the broad

profile of the solutions. As MR → ∞, the solutions eventually become non-normalizable.

This is consistent with the decoupling limit, that is, in the limit of MR → ∞ the model

reduces to the SM without the right-handed neutrino, and hence the neutrino sector in the

SM does not allow normalizable zeromodes on the electroweak string.

For the imaginary parts β̃0,I and β̃−1,I , we get almost the same solutions as the real

ones except for that their relative sign is opposite to that of β̃0,R and β̃−1,R. Therefore,

repeating the same argument presented in Sec. 3.3.2, it is found that we have obtained the

two independent real solutions for (β̃0, β̃−1), corresponding to a right-mover Weyl fermion

in two dimensions. Note that (γ̃0, γ̃−1) are not independent from (β̃0, β̃−1) since they are

determined by Eqs. (3.58b) and (3.59). In addition, the solutions for α and δ are not found

except for the trivial ones, αm = δm = 0. Therefore, we conclude that the index N1 in the

background of the single Z-string is given as N1 = 1, which is consistent with Eq. (3.47)

and Ref. [81].

3.5 Application 3: Type-I seesaw model with one νL and two νR’s

Now, we can consider a modified type-I seesaw model in which there are one left-handed

and two right-handed neutrinos.8 The neutrino sector is extended to be the following

8If one considers a gauge Z4 symmetry under which the SM fermions and the right-handed neutrinos

are charged, this setup suffers from the Dai-Freed anomaly [91, 92]. In such a case, there should be another

spectator fermion to cancel this anomaly. We do not consider the gauge Z4 symmetry in this paper.
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Lagrangian

Lneutrino = ν†Lσ̄
µi∂µνL +

∑
j=1,2

ν†R,j σ
µi∂µ νR,j

−
∑
j,k

(
Mjk

2
(νcR,j)

†νR,k + h.c.

)
−
∑
j

(
mjν

†
R,jνL + h.c.

)
, (3.63)

where the two right-handed neutrinos are labeled by the index j or k. The Majorana and

Dirac masses are described by a 2 × 2 matrix Mjk and a 1 × 2 matrix (vector) mj . The

mass term is expressed by the following 3× 3 mass-matrix form:

(
ν†L (νcR,1)

† (νcR,2)
†
) 0 m1 m2

m1 M11 M12

m2 M21 M22


 νcL
νR,1

νR,2

+ h.c. . (3.64)

Let us consider the case in which the two Dirac masses m1 and m2 have a vorticity

n, i.e., mj e
inθ for j = 1, 2. We calculate the topological invariant describing the number

of the zeromodes, N1. Without loss of generality, we can diagonalize the Majorana mass

matrix Mjk, leading to the mass matrix

M≡

 0 m1e
−inθ m2e

−inθ

m1e
−inθ M1 0

m2e
−inθ 0 M2

 , (3.65)

and can take M1,M2 ≥ 0. Because detM ∝ −M1m
2
2 −M2m

2
1, we put m1 = M2 = 0

without closing the massgap. Note that we cannot take M1 = 0 at the same time.

The Dirac equations are given as

iσ̄µ∂µνL = m2e
−inθνR,2 , (3.66a)

iσµ∂µνR,1 =M1ν
c
R,1 , (3.66b)

iσµ∂µνR,2 = m2e
inθνL . (3.66c)

From this, it is obvious that νR,1 is decoupled from the system and νR,2 and νL form one

species of Dirac fermion. Therefore, the topological invariant N1 is equal to that in the

Dirac case in the presence of the ANO vortex (with the opposite sign), i.e.,

N1 = n . (3.67)

To obtain the zeromode explicitly, we can use the same argument for the Dirac fermion.

See Subsection 3.2.

3.6 Application 4: Hybrid of type-I and type-II seesaw models

Let us consider the hybrid of the type-I and type-II seesaw. We concentrate on one gen-

eration of the SM fermions and one right-handed neutrino. The Lagrangian is given by

a sum of LType-II (3.25) and LνR (2.2). The Z-string background is the same as that in
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the type-II seesaw model, (2.18) and (3.28). Thanks to the topological nature, we turn off

the gauge and Yukawa interactions again, and thus the neutrino sector is described by the

following Lagrangian

LType-I+Type-II = ν†Lσ̄
µi∂µνL + ν†Rσ

µi∂µνR −
ML

2

(
ei(2n)θ(νcL)

†νL + e−i(2n)θν†Lν
c
L

)
−
(
MR

2
(νcR)

†νR + h.c.

)
−mD

(
ν†Re

inθνL + ν†Le
−inθνR

)
, (3.68)

which leads to the mass matrix of the neutrinos,

1

2

(
ν†L (νcR)

†
)(MLe

−2niθ mDe
−inθ

mDe
−inθ MR

)(
νcL

νR

)
+ h.c. . (3.69)

Note that the left-handed Majorana and the Dirac masses has the winding phase, while

the right-handed Majorana mass does not.

In contrast to the case given in Subsection 3.4, now we can turn off neither of ML nor

MR, and the system can be classified into two phases corresponding to

MLMR −m2
D ≷ 0 . (3.70)

These are topologically distinct phases since in order to move from one phase into the other

phase, one needs to get across the phase boundary on which the mass gap is closed.

Let us look at what value of N1 each topological phase has. ForMLMR−m2
D > 0, one

can take mD = 0 andML,MR > 0 as a representative point. In this case, the right-handed

neutrino νR is completely decoupled from the SM sector, and the setup reduces to the case

of Type-II seesaw model (discussed in Subsection 3.3), resulting in N1 = n. On the other

hand, for MLMR −m2
D < 0, one can take ML = MR = 0 without loss of generality, and

hence we have the same setup as the usual Dirac fermion in the background of the ANO

string, resulting in N1 = n. Therefore, both cases have the same value N1 = n.

3.7 Comment on the stability of Z-string

So far, we have shown that in any seesaw model of the Type-I, Type-II, their hybrid, and

the Type-I with different flavors, we have the same number of neutrino zeromodes on the

Z-string background, N1 = n with n the vorticity. Accompanying with the electron sector,

we have the total number of zeromodes in the lepton sector (for one generation) as

N1 = n (neutrino)− n (electron) = 0 , (3.71)

which means that the 1+1-dimensional effective theory consisting of the zeromodes on the

string is not a chiral theory but a vector-like one with the same degrees of freedom of n (two-

component) Dirac fermions. As stated above, the zero Dirac index on a string indicates

the instability of the string itself because a pair of the fermion zeromodes with opposite

chiralities forms a massive mode lowering the energy under the perturbative deformation of

the string. Therefore, what we have found indicates that the Z-string cannot be stabilized

by any extension of the neutrino sector in the SM.
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On the other hand, in Ref. [82], it is shown that in the same setup as the last subsection

(hybrid of type-I and -II), the number of the zeromodes from the neutrino sector can vanish,

which means that the Dirac index from the neutrino and electron sectors becomes non-zero

in total. It is further argued that this non-zero index can stabilize the Z-string. At a first

look, our result is inconsistent with the result in Ref. [82]. We here give some comments

on the apparent contradiction.

Firstly, one should note that this model admits another string solution when one

imposes a global U(1)L (L denotes the lepton number) symmetry associated with the

phase rotation of the SM leptons and the triplet ∆. This symmetry prohibits the cubic

term ΦT iτ2∆†Φ in the potential. The U(1)L symmetry is spontaneously broken by the

VEV v∆, which leads to a global string solution described by the following ansatz

Φ =
vΦ√
2

(
0

1

)
, ∆ =

v∆√
2

(
0 0

f∆(r)e
iℓθ 0

)
, Zθ = 0 , (3.72)

with the vorticity ℓ ∈ Z of the global string. Since the gauge coupling does not matter, the

Dirac equation for νL in the background of this string is given as

iσ̄µ∂µνL =MLf∆(r)e
−iℓθνcL , (3.73)

which is equivalent to the Dirac equation for the Z-string (3.33) with ℓ replaced by 2n.

Note that, in this case, the minimal vorticity is |ℓ| = 1 instead of |ℓ| = 2 because the

Higgs doublet is not charged under the U(1)L symmetry and is a single-value field for

arbitrary ℓ. Taking the minimal value ℓ = 1, which is equivalent to substituting n = 1/2

into Eq. (3.33), then we again get the unique solution (3.40). Therefore the single global

U(1)L string provides a single Majorana-Weyl fermion, or equivalently, a half of a Weyl

fermion.

Next, let us point out that, in the study in Ref. [82], they consider a background

described as follows

Φ ∼ 1√
2

(
0

vΦe
iθ

)
, ∆ ∼ 1√

2

(
0 0

v∆ 0

)
, Zθ ∼

1

q
, (3.74)

which is different from our Z-string ansatz (2.18) and (3.28) in the sense that the triplet

Higgs ∆ does not contain the winding phase. Instead, this is nothing but a superposition

of the single Z-string and two global U(1)L strings with the phase of ∆ anti-rotated, i.e.,

the vorticity for Z-string is 1, while that for the global U(1)L string is ℓ = −2. In fact, in

Ref. [82] it is mentioned that this configuration gives a logarithmic divergent tension from

the covariant derivative Dµ∆ to be 4× 2πv2∆ log Λ with Λ being the infrared cutoff, which

is a feature of the global string.

In this case, thanks to the topological nature, the Dirac index on the string is given
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by the sum of contributions from the single Z-string and the two global U(1)L strings,9

N1 = 1︸︷︷︸
ν zeromodes on Z-string

− 1︸︷︷︸
e zeromodes on Z-string

− 2× 1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
ν zeromodes from U(1)L string

= −1 . (3.75)

This is nothing but the value found in Ref. [82]. This states that this superposed configu-

ration is in the same topological sector with the two global U(1)L strings without Z flux,

which implies that it evolves into the latter to reduce the energy. Therefore, it is not shown

in Ref. [82] that the Z-string itself is stabilized by the fermion zeromodes. In addition,

because the global U(1)L symmetry cannot be an exact symmetry in the phenomenological

viewpoint, the global U(1)L string is not stable in the phenomenologically viable setup. To

conclude, we cannot expect any stable string object in the SM with the extensions in the

neutrino sector.

4 Discussion and Conclusions

In this paper, we have applied the notion of topological invariants to various extensions

of the SM, focusing on the emergence of zeromodes in Z-strings. In Sec. 2 we first have

reviewed the electroweak string (or Z-string) solution in the SM. In Sec. 3 we have intro-

duced a topological invariant defined in the momentum space and real space, that counts

the number of fermion zeromodes along one-dimensional topological defects. While these

solutions can be obtained explicitly by numerical methods, the language of topological

invariant makes it easier to understand why and how these zeromodes appear. We have

applied this formalism to several models with extensions in the neutrino sectors and have

found that most seesaw models (type-I, type-II, their hybrid, and modified type-I), the

number of the zeromode from the neutrino sector on the Z-string is always n with n the

vorticity of the Z-string. We have also critically examined claims in the literature [82] from

the viewpoint of these topological invariants. While it was claimed in the literature that

the fermion zeromodes help to stabilize the Z-string, we pointed out that the stabilization

is not the case: the topological object they consider is in fact the superposition of Z-string

and a global string corresponding to U(1)L, and the former is not stabilized by the zero-

modes. To conclude, there remains a huge room to apply topological arguments to various

models in high-energy physics and consider cosmological implications.

As the simplest extensions of the SM, the two Higgs doublet models (2HDMs) have

been studied extensively. According to the fermion sectors, these models are further clas-

sified into several types. Similarly to the SM, the 2HDMs also admit Z-strings [93–95],

which are non-topological and are unstable. The fermion zeromodes in 2HDMs were not

studied yet, and they may or may not appear in various ways depending on the types of

2HDMs. A possibility of the stabilization by fermion zeromodes in this case is one of fu-

ture directions. In addition, the 2HDMs admit topological Z-strings which are attached by

9This is understood by considering a case in which these strings are separated far enough so that each

of them is regarded as a single string.

– 31 –



domain walls [96–98] as axion string, and can support topological Nambu monopoles [99–

101]. The stabilization of a non-topological Z-string by splitting into a pair of topological

Z-strings was also proposed in Ref. [65]. The fermion zeromodes may enhance the stabil-

ity region in such a mechanism. In a phenomenological viewpoint in particle physics, the

number of fermion generations might be explained in analogy to the number of zeromodes

in topological insulators [102].

In condensed matter physics, it is known that the number of zeromodes (edge modes)

is strongly related with the topology of the bulk momentum space without defects, as

the so-called bulk-edge correspondence. Thus, it can be expected that the topological

invariant we have studied in this work would be understood in the context of the bulk-

edge correspondence. This might help us to classify particle physics models in terms

of the Altland-Zirnbauer classification [103] for symmetry-protected topological phases in

condensed matter.
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A Notation

A.1 Representation of Dirac matrices

We clarify the representation of the Dirac matrices. In the chiral representation, the Dirac

matrices in Cartesian coordinates are given by

γµ =

(
0 σµ

σ̄µ 0

)
, σµ = (1, σi) , σ̄µ = (1,−σi) , (A.1)

for which the chirality matrix becomes

γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 =

(
−1 0

0 1

)
, (A.2)

and the charge conjugation matrix C reads

C = −iγ0γ2 =


0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 0

 . (A.3)
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Since the Z-string configuration is obtained in cylindrical coordinates (r, θ, z), it is conve-

nient to work in the same coordinates for the neutrino field configurations. More specifi-

cally, we intend to write

γ0∂0 + γ1∂1 + γ2∂2 + γ3∂3 = γ0∂0 + γr∂r + γθ
1

r
∂θ + γ3∂3 . (A.4)

Here, a representation of the Dirac matrices in cylindrical coordinates is found to be

γr =


0 0 0 e−iθ

0 0 eiθ 0

0 −e−iθ 0 0

−eiθ 0 0 0

 , γθ =


0 0 0 −ie−iθ

0 0 ieiθ 0

0 ie−iθ 0 0

−ieiθ 0 0 0

 , (A.5)

while γ0 and γ3 are the same as in Eq. (A.1).

For the two-by-two matrices σµ, we have

σµ∂µ = σ0∂0 + σ1∂1 + σ2∂2 + σ3∂3 = σ0∂0 + σr∂r + σθ
1

r
∂θ + σ3∂3 (A.6)

with

σr =

(
0 e−iθ

eiθ 0

)
, σθ =

(
0 −ie−iθ

ieiθ 0

)
. (A.7)

B Bulk momentum space topology in neutrino sector

In this appendix, we consider the neutrino models in light of topology. We first introduce

another topological invariant defined in the momentum space of the neutrino fields by

closely following Refs. [28, 34, 77].

B.1 Topological invariant for symmetry-protected topological phases

Let us start by reviewing general prescriptions to define topological invariants charac-

terizing topological phases protected by symmetry of gapped systems. Since topological

properties are robust under continuous deformations, we switch off interaction in the sys-

tem, so that we can specify ourselves into one-particle states. Let G be a free Green’s

function with a non-zero mass gap defined on the four-dimensional momentum space pµ
and K be an operator associated with a discrete symmetry that satisfies K2 = 1 and acts

on the Green’s function and (one-particle) Hamiltonian. Then, one can define the following

quantity [18, 28, 34, 104, 105]:

NK ≡
ϵijk
24π2

Tr

[∫
d3p K(G∂piG−1)(G∂pjG−1)(G∂pkG

−1)

]
, (B.1)

where the trace is performed over indices of the Dirac spinors and other internal degrees of

freedom (if exist). Let n be the dimension over which the trace is taken (i.e., G is a n× n
matrix). In order for this integration to be well-defined, the integral domain should not

contain on-shell pole nor branch cut, and hence we are led to take p0 = 0. In this case, G
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is regular everywhere and an element of GL(n,C) (general linear group of degree n over

complex numbers).

Let us next see why this quantity (B.1) plays a role of the topological invariant. When

G does not commute nor anti-commute with K, this quantity does not have any topological

meaning in general. On the other hand, when G satisfies

GK = KG or GK = −KG , (B.2)

one can evaluate the integral (B.1) within each K = ±1 subspace,

NK |K=±1 = ±
ϵijk
24π2

Tr
K=±1

[∫
d3p (G∂piG−1)(G∂pjG−1)(G∂pkG

−1)

]
, (B.3)

where Tr
K=±1

indicates the trace over the subspaces with K = ±1. Noting that GL(n,C)

homotopes to the unitary group U(n), this integration resembles the Pontryagin index and

gives a topological invariant of a map from the three-dimensional torus T 3 into U(n). Since

this quantity is topologically quantized,10 it is useful to characterize (symmetry-protected)

topological phases.

B.2 A simple example: Free Dirac fermion

As a toy model, let us consider a free Dirac fermion, whose Lagrangian is given by

L = ψ̄iγµ∂µψ +mDψ̄ψ . (B.4)

This Lagrangian is invariant under the CT transformation (which is combination of the

charge and time-reversal transformations):

ψ
CT−−→ −γ1γ3(−i)(ψ̄γ0γ2)T = −iγ1γ2γ3ψ∗ = iγ5γ0ψ∗ . (B.5)

Following Subsection B.1, let us evaluate the quantity (B.1) with K = iγ5γ0,

NCT ≡
ϵijk
24π2

Tr

[∫
d3p iγ5γ0(G∂piG−1)(G∂pjG−1)(G∂pkG

−1)

]
p0=0

, (B.6)

with G−1 ≡ γµpµ+mD. If the Lagrangian were not invariant under the CT transformation,

this quantity is not topological. Thus, it is meaningful only when the system respects the

symmetry. One can explicitly check now that the quantity (B.6) is indeed a topological

invariant as follows:

NCT =
ϵijk
24π2

Tr

[∫
d3p

iγ5γ0(/p−mD)γ
i(/p−mD)γ

j(/p−mD)γ
k

(p2 −m2
D)

3

]
p0=0

, (B.7)

10Because the momentum space considered here is not three-sphere S3 but T 3, this quantity is different

from the Pontryagin index to measure π3(U(n)) = Z. As a result, it is not topological in a strict sense but can

be continuously changed when one introduces interactions violating spatial translational symmetry [40, 106].

Nevertheless, we can practically regard it topological because the translational symmetry is usually respected

in particle physics setups.
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where the numerator is simplified to be iγ5γ0γiγjγk(−mD)(p
2 + m2

D) with p the three-

dimensional momentum (p2|p0=0 = −p2). Using a formula Tr[iγ5γ0γiγjγk] = 4ϵijk and

ϵijkϵ
ijk = 6, we have

NCT =
1

π2

∫
d3p

mD

(p2 +m2
D)

2
=

mD

|mD|
= sign(mD) . (B.8)

Thus, this is a topological invariant, which only depends on the sign of the Dirac mass. Note

that, in this free Dirac fermion system, the sign of the Dirac mass can be easily changed by

redefinition of the field ψ, which means thatNCT itself cannot have any physical meaning.11

B.3 Type II seesaw model

We here give a similar quantity in the type-II seesaw model with the left-handed neutrino

having a Majorana mass. Let νL be a two-component spinor field describing the left-handed

neutrino in the SM. We consider free neutrinos and ignore all interactions to the SM gauge

and Higgs fields. The non-interacting Lagrangian for the type II seesaw model is given by

L = ν†Liσ̄
µ∂µνL +

(
ML

2
ν†Lν

c
L + (h.c.)

)
=

1

2
N (iγµ∂µ +ML)N , (B.9)

where the four-component Nambu-Gorkov spinor (Majorana spinor)N defined in Eq. (3.30)

has been used. Since the system (B.9) is not invariant under the CT (nor P ) transformation,

the topological invariant (B.6) in this model trivially vanishes. However, one can define a

similar quantity associated with the CP (or T ) symmetry.

As discussed in Section 3.3, the Majorana massML originates from a Majorana-Yukawa

interaction in which a SU(2)-triplet Higgs field ∆ takes a vacuum expectation value (3.26),

although we do not take into account its origin since we are interested in the broken phase

and ignore all interactions. In this basis, the time-reversal symmetry acts on N as

N =

(
νL
νcL

)
T−→

(
σ1σ3νL
σ1σ3νcL

)
=

(
−iσ2νL

−iσ2iσ2(ν†L)T

)
=

(
−(νc†L )T

(ν†L)
T

)
= γ5γ0(N †)T . (B.10)

Therefore, we can define a topological invariant with K = iγ5γ0,

NT ≡
1

2

ϵijk
24π2

Tr

[∫
d3p iγ5γ0(G∂piG−1)(G∂pjG−1)(G∂pkG

−1)

]
p0=0

, (B.11)

with G−1 ≡ γµpµ +ML. This is the same form as NCT defined by Eq. (B.6) except for the

overall factor 1/2, so that we can calculate this in the same way, which leads to

NT =
1

2

ML

|ML|
=

1

2
sign(ML) . (B.12)

The topological invariant depends on the sign of the Majorana mass.

11Once higher order terms with respect to momenta are taken into account in the dispersion relation,

the sign of the Dirac mass becomes physically meaningful in relation to the sign of the coefficient of

such terms, and one may discuss whether the system is in a topologically (non)trivial phase, see e.g.,

Ref. [107]. In relativistic field theories in continuum space, such higher order terms may naturally come

from regularizations [108].
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B.4 Type I seesaw model

We here consider the type-I seesaw model, in which νL and νR are two-component spinors

describing the left-handed and left-handed neutrinos, respectively. The non-interacting

Lagrangian is given by

L = ν†Liσ̄
µ∂µνL + ν†Riσ

µ∂µνR +

(
mDν

†
LνR −

MR

2
ν†Rν

c
R + (h.c.)

)
, (B.13)

where

νcR ≡ −iσ2(ν
†
R)

T , νcL ≡ iσ2(ν
†
L)

T . (B.14)

Here, we perform a field rotation with angle θ = mD/MR assuming |mD| ≪ |MR| such
that the neutrino fields mix as

νcL
′ ≃ νcL + θνR , ν ′R ≃ νR − θνcL , (B.15)

for which the Lagrangian is rewritten as

L = ν ′†L iσ̄
µ∂µν

′
L + ν ′†Riσ

µ∂µν
′
R +

(
m2

D

2MR
ν ′†Lν

′c
L −

MR

2
(ν ′cR)

†ν ′R + h.c.

)
. (B.16)

Note that we have used ν ′TL (ν ′†R)
T = −ν ′†Rν ′L since they are Grassmann variables.

Now, the signs of the mass terms for ν ′L and ν ′R are opposite, so that the total topo-

logical invariant vanishes:

NT =
1

2
sign

(
−
m2

D

MR

)
+

1

2
sign(MR) = 0 . (B.17)

B.5 Hybrid of type I and II models

It is straight forward to extend the above result into hybrid models of type I and II, in

which the Lagrangian is given by

L = ν†Liσ̄
µ∂µνL + ν†Riσ

µ∂µνR +

(
ML

2
ν†Lν

c
L +

MR

2
ν†Rν

c
R +mDν

†
LνR + (h.c.)

)
. (B.18)

By diagonalizing the mass matrix on the field basis (νL, νR),

Mν =

(
ML mD

mD MR

)
, (B.19)

one obtains mass eigenvalues,

m1 =
1

2

[
ML +MR −

√
(ML −MR)2 + 4m2

D

]
, (B.20)

m2 =
1

2

[
ML +MR +

√
(ML −MR)2 + 4m2

D

]
. (B.21)

Since the total topological invariant is again given as

NT =
1

2
sign(m1) +

1

2
sign(m2) , (B.22)
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one can easily see that there are two phases of NT :
m1,m2 > 0 ⇔ NT = 1 ,

m1,m2 < 0 ⇔ NT = −1 ,
m1 < 0 ∧m2 > 0 ⇔ NT = 0 .

(B.23)

Note here that m1 < m2 always holds.

It follows that the transition of the sign of detMν = m1m2 implies the transition of

the phases, which means that the phases cannot be continuously connected unless at least

one mass eigenstate becomes massless (i.e., the mass gap is closed).
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