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We reexamine a dynamical dark matter model with Kaluza-Klein (KK) towers of gravitons and
neutrinos fitting together in the dark dimension. We show that even though gravitational decays of
neutrino KK towers have little impact in cosmology the weak decay channel could have significant
cosmological effects. Taking conservative upper bounds on the dark matter decay rate into two
photons before recombination and on the number of effective extra neutrino species ∆Neff we derive
constraints on the conversion rate from active to sterile species despite the dependence of the mixing
angle on the KK mode mass. We also provide counterarguments to a recent claim suggesting that
the bounds on ∆Neff rule out micron-sized extra dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mechanism behind neutrino masses is now in
limbo. One interesting proposal envisions the right-
handed neutrinos as five-dimensional (5D) bulk states,
with Yukawa couplings to the left-handed lepton and
Higgs doublets that are localized states on the Standard
Model (SM) brane [1–3]. The neutrino Yukawa couplings
become tiny because of a volume suppression, yielding
naturally light Dirac neutrinos. As a by-product of this
type of construct, a neutrino tower of Kaluza-Klein (KK)
modes arises with masses proportional to the inverse ra-
dius R⊥ of the fifth dimension.

Very recently, cosmological constraints on neutrino KK
towers were reconsidered [4], with a deceptive conclusion
that current bounds on the effective number of nonin-
teracting relativistic species from measurements of the
cosmic microwave background (CMB) [5] generically rule
out micron-sized extra dimensions. In this paper we show
that the limits inferred in [4] are not generic but rather
model dependent. A major shortcoming of the analysis
carried out in [4] is that the assumed cosmic evolution
of the KK tower does not allow for intra-tower neutrino
decays, viz. decays of a given KK mode in the tower into
final states that include other, lighter KK excitations.
Such a “dark-to-dark” decay process usually dominates
the cosmological evolution of the tower and could be re-
garded as the telltale signature of the dynamical dark
matter framework [6]. We also show that the limits on
R⊥ inferred in [4] do not particularly apply to the dark
dimension scenario [7].

The layout of the paper is as follows. We begin in
Sec. II by summarizing phenomenological aspects of the

dark dimension scenario. Along the way, we also provide
a brief review of the cosmological evolution of dark gravi-
tons and their interplay with dark neutrino towers [8]. In
Sec. III we reexamine cosmological constraints on weak
decays of bulk sterile neutrinos into active neutrinos and
photons. The paper wraps up in Sec. IV with some con-
clusions.

II. DYNAMICAL DARK MATTER WITH
TOWERS OF GRAVITONS AND NEUTRINOS

The dark dimension is a five-dimensional (5D) setup
that has a compact space with characteristic length-
scale in the micron range. Most notably, this setup pro-
vides an economic explanation of the cosmological hier-
archy problem, because the anti-de Sitter distance con-
jecture in de Sitter space [9] connects the size of the
compact space R⊥ to the dark energy scale Λ1/4 via
R⊥ ∼ λΛ1/4, where Λ ∼ 10−120M4

p is the cosmologi-
cal constant, Mp the reduced Planck mass, and the pro-
portionality factor is estimated to be within the range
10−1 < λ < 10−4 [7]. The KK tower of the dark di-
mension opens up at the mass scale mKK ∼ 1/R⊥. The
species scale M∗ where gravity becomes strong is linked

tomKK viaM∗ ∼ m
1/3
KK M

2/3
p [10, 11]. In our calculations

we adopt mKK ∼ 0.1 eV which implies M∗ ∼ 109 GeV.

The dark dimension assembles a colosseum for dark
matter (DM) contenders. Primordial black holes with
Schwarzschild radius smaller than a micron provide one
interesting DM candidate [12–17]. Massive spin-2 KK
excitations of the graviton take the place of a second
compelling possibility [8]. Herein we focus attention on
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the second scenario whereby DM production proceeds
through the coupling of SM fields with the 5D graviton.
The cosmological chronicle begins with the matter fields
in equilibrium at initial temperature Tin ∼ GeV [8].
These are localized recurrences in the compact space,
which manifest as a tower of equally spaced dark gravi-
tons, indexed by an integer l, and with massml = l mKK.
The production of graviton mode of mass ml is domi-
nantly at temperatures Tl ∼ ml. Thereby, the produced
dark gravitons are initially in the GeV mass range.

A point worth noting at this juncture is that the cos-
mological overproduction of bulk graviton modes implies
that in models with n large or mesoscopic extra dimen-
sions the maximum temperatures must be less than

T⋆ ∼ 103+(6n−15)/(n+2)

(
M∗

109 GeV

)
GeV (1)

which is an upper limit on the “normalcy” temperature
at which the universe must be free of bulk modes [18].
Note that for n = 1, the assumed Tin ∼ 1 GeV saturates
the normalcy temperature.

The cosmic evolution of the dark sector is mostly
driven by dark-to-dark decay processes, which regulate
the decay of KK gravitons within the dark tower, real-
izing a particular version of the dynamical dark matter
framework [6]. In the absence of isometries in the dark
dimension, which is the common expectation, the KK
momentum of the dark tower is not conserved [19]. This
means that a dark graviton of KK quantum n can de-
cay to two other ones, with quantum numbers n1 and
n2. If the KK quantum violation can go up to δn, the
number of available channels is roughly l δn. In addi-
tion, because the decay is almost at threshold, the phase
space factor is roughly the velocity of decay products,
vr.m.s. ∼

√
mKK δn/ml. All in all, the total decay width

of graviton Gl is found to be,

ΓGl
tot ∼

∑
l′<l

∑
0<l′′<l−l′

ΓGl

Gl′Gl′′

∼ β2 m
3
l

M2
p

× ml

mKK
δn×

√
mKKδn

ml

∼ β2 δn3/2
m

7/2
l

M2
pm

1/2
KK

, (2)

where β is parameter that controls the strength of the
intra-tower decay amplitudes which correlates with the
amplitudes on inhomogeneities in the dark dimension [8].
We further follow [8] to estimate the time evolution of the
dark matter mass and assume that for times larger than
1/ΓGl

tot dark matter which is heavier than the correspond-
ing ml has already decayed, yielding

ml ∼

(
M4

p mKK

β4 δn3

)1/7

t−2/7 , (3)

where t indicates the time elapsed since the big bang.

The dark dimension scenario also provides visible sig-
nals on the brane, e.g., the decay of relic graviton KK
states to photons. The partial decay width of such a
process is estimated to be

ΓGl
γγ =

λ̃2 m3
KK l3

80πM2
p

, (4)

where the parameter λ̃ measures the value of the dark
graviton wave function at the SM brane and is expected
to be O(1) [20, 21].
Hitherto, dark dimension cosmology can be charac-

terized by a set of three parameters {β, δn, λ̃}, which
must be constrained by experiment. In particular, CMB
measurements are sensitive to processes that change the
photon-baryon fluid between today and the last scat-
tering surface. To be more specific, throughout the
CMB epoch during the emission of the relic at redshift
zCMB ∼ 1100, matter dominates the energy density of the
Universe. The number density of baryons is mostly com-
posed of neutral hydrogen atoms (HI), together with a
smaller Helium (He) component, xHe = nHe/nHI

≃ 1/13,
and a small percentage of free protons and electrons,
xe = ne/nHI

= np/nHI
, which varies from about 20% at

zCMB to roughly 2× 10−4 at z ∼ 20 [22]. Most notably,
the damping of the CMB power spectrum is driven by
the integrated optical depth along the line of sight. Now,
dark graviton towers decaying into photons within the
redshift range 20 ≲ z ≲ 1100 would bring in exotic en-
ergy that could ionize HI and He. This in turn would
increase the optical depth to recombination inducing a
stronger damping of the CMB power spectrum on small
scales. The non-observation of such a suppression in the
spectrum places an upper limit on the energy delivered
by DM decays into γγ [23], providing a direct constraint

on λ̃ [24].
In addition, we have seen that dark matter decay gives

the daughter particles a velocity kick. Self-gravitating
dark-matter halos that have a virial velocity smaller than
this velocity kick may be disrupted by these particle
decays. Combined cosmological zoom-in simulations of
decaying dark matter with a model of the Milky Way
satellite population rule out non-relativistic kick speeds
≳ 10−4 for a dark matter lifetime τDM ≲ 29 Gyr at
95%CL [25]. However, N-body simulations of isolated
dark-matter halos seem to indicate that if τDM ≳ 60 Gyr
and the kick speed ≲ 10−2 then the halos are essentially
unchanged [26]. Herein, we adopt the 95%CL bound on
today’s dark matter kick velocity ≤ 2.2 × 10−4 derived
in [27], which directly constrain the β and δn parameters.
We adopt as benchmark the following parameter set

{β ∼ 500, δn ∼ 0.2, λ̃ ∼ 0.5} which is consistent with all
available data; see Fig. 4 in [27]. Substituting these fig-
ures into (2) and (4) we obtain the following parametriza-
tion of the decay rates as a function of ml,

ΓGl
tot ∼ 5× 10−4

( ml

GeV

)7/2
s−1 (5)
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and

ΓGl
γγ ∼ 2× 10−16

( ml

GeV

)3
s−1 , (6)

respectively. We can also conclude substituting the pa-
rameters β and δn into (3) that at present the DM has a
mass ml,today ∼ 78 keV, where we have taken an age of
the universe of 13.8 Gyr.

Thus far, we have assumed that DM is composed en-
tirely of dark gravitons, but as it was already put forward
in [8] the composition of the dynamical dark matter en-
semble could call for other light modes in the bulk, which
lead to new decay channels and additional DM compo-
nents. To be specific, we do expect dark fermions to
propagate in the bulk playing the role of right-handed
neutrinos. Generally speaking, one would expect that the
existence of other KK species would not affect the total
abundance or cosmological evolution of the DM mass as
the KK modes would just distribute among each other,
as they decay from one to another. For example, the l′-
summed width of the decay νl → νl′Gl−l′ derived in [28],

∑
l′

Γνl

νl′Gl−l′
=
m4

l R⊥

6π M2
p

∼ 10−4
( ml

1 GeV

)4
s−1 , (7)

is comparable to the total decay width of the graviton
(5), but somewhat smaller reflecting the tiny violation of
the KK momentum conservation, i.e. δn ∼ 0.2. How-
ever, for the particular case of dark neutrino towers we
should exercise some caution, because these towers do not
only couple gravitationally to the SM sector but also via
Fermi’s weak interaction. It is this weak decay channel
that we now turn to study.

III. CONSTRAINTS ON BULK NEUTRINOS

Consider three 5D Dirac fermions Ψα, which are sin-
glets under the SM gauge symmetries and interact in
our brane with the three active left-handed neutrinos in
a way that conserves lepton number. The S1/Z2 sym-
metry in the dark dimension coordinate y contains y to
−y, which acts as chirality (γ5) on spinors. Then, in the
Weyl basis each Dirac field can be decomposed into two
two-component spinors Ψα ≡ (ψαL, ψαR)

T .
Neutrino masses arise in 5D bulk-brane interactions of

the form

L ⊃ hij Li H̃ ψjR(y = 0) , (8)

where H̃ = −iσ2H∗, Li denotes the lepton doublets
(localized on the SM brane), ψjR stands for the three
bulk (right-handed) R-neutrinos evaluated at the posi-
tion of the SM brane, y = 0 in the dark dimension, and
hij are coupling constants. This gives a coupling with
the L-neutrinos of the form ⟨H⟩ νLi

ψjR(y = 0), where
⟨H⟩ = 175 GeV is the Higgs vacuum expectation value.
Expanding ψjR into modes canonically normalized leads

for each of them to a Yukawa 3×3 matrix suppressed by
the square root of the volume of the bulk

√
πR⊥Ms, i.e.,

Yij =
hij√

πR⊥Ms

∼ hij
Ms

Mp
, (9)

where Ms ≲ M∗ is the string scale, and where in the
second rendition we have dropped factors of π’s and of
the string coupling.
Data analyses from short- and long-baseline neutrino

oscillation experiments, together with observations of
neutrinos produced by cosmic rays collisions in the at-
mosphere and by nuclear fusion reactions in the Sun,
provide the most sensitive insights to determine the ex-
tremely small mass-squared differences. Neutrino oscilla-
tion data can be well-fitted in terms of two nonzero differ-
ences ∆m2

ij = m2
i −m2

j between the squares of the masses
of the three (i = 1, 2, 3) neutrino mass eigenvalues mi,
yielding ∆m2

SOL = ∆m2
21 = (7.53±0.18)×10−5 eV2 and

∆m2
ATM = |∆m2

31| ≃ ∆m2
32 = 2.453± 0.033)× 10−3 eV2

or ∆m2
32 = −2.536± 0.034)× 10−3 eV2 [29]. A straight-

forward calculation shows that to obtain the correct order
of magnitude of neutrino masses the coupling hij should
be O(10−4) for our fiducial value Ms ∼ 109 GeV [30].
Now, light modes in the bulk contribute to the effective

number of relativistic neutrino-like species Neff [37] and
are bounded by experiment [5]. Using conservation of en-
tropy, fully thermalized relics with g∗ degrees of freedom
contribute

∆Neff = g∗

(
43

4gs

)4/3{
4/7 for bosons
1/2 for fermions

, (10)

where gs denotes the effective degrees of freedom for the
entropy of the other thermalized relativistic species that
are present when they decouple [38]. The 5D graviton
has 5 helicities, but the spin-1 helicities do not have
zero modes, because we assume the compactification has
S1/Z2 symmetry and so the ±1 helicities are projected
out. The spin-0 is the radion and the spin-2 helicities
form the massless (zero mode) graviton. This means
that for the 5D graviton, g∗ = 3. The (bulk) left-handed
neutrinos are odd, but the right-handed neutrinos are
even and so each counts as a Weyl neutrino, for a total
g∗ = 2×3. Assuming that the dark sector decouples from
the SM sector before the electroweak phase transition we
have gs = 106.75. This gives ∆Neff = 0.22, in agree-
ment with CMB observations [5]. Actually, ∆Neff = 0.22
roughly saturates the value from CMB observations.
The KK states of the neutrino towers are non-

relativistic during the CMB formation epoch. Indeed,
in the presence of bulk masses [31, 32], the mixing of
the first KK modes to active neutrinos can be sup-
pressed [33, 34].1 Thus, these KK states do not directly

1 We note in passing that bulk neutrino masses relax the con-
straints derived in [35, 36] from neutrino oscillation experiments;
for details, see [34].
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contribute to ∆Neff . However, these dark neutrinos can
decay into SM fields (including neutrinos and photons)
via weak interactions through their small active admix-
ture. The active neutrinos that are produced through
these decays after neutrino decoupling at Tν ∼ MeV but
before the CMB epoch contribute to ∆Neff .

Next, in line with our stated plan, we estimate the
unsolicited contributions to ∆Neff from KK decays me-
diated by Fermi weak interaction dressed by an active-
sterile mixing angle. The partial decay width of the pro-
cess νl → ννν is found to be [28]

Γνl
ννν =

G2
F m5

l sin2 θl
192π3

∼ ζ2 m2
ν m

3
l

τµm5
µ

, (11)

where θl ∼ ζmν/ml is the vacuum mixing angle between
an active neutrino of mass mν ∼ 0.1 eV and a KK mode
with mass ml [39], ζ parametrizes our ignorance of KK
decays and neutrino mixing in the dark dimension, and

GF =

√
192 π3

m5
µ τµ (1 + ∆q)

(12)

is the Fermi constant, withmµ and τµ the muon mass and
its lifetime, respectively, and where ∆q ≪ 1 parametrizes
the effect of radiative corrections [40]. The partial width
of the radiative decay νl → γν is smaller by a factor of
27α/(8π), with α the fine structure constant [41].

Now, by demanding that Γνl
γν ≲ ΓGl

γγ we find ζ ≲ 0.01.
Indeed, for ζ ∼ 0.01 we obtain

Γνl
γν ∼ 2.5× 10−16

( ml

GeV

)3
s−1 , (13)

and

Γνl
ννν ∼ 3× 10−14

( ml

GeV

)3
s−1 . (14)

Note that the partial decay widths (13) and (14) are much
smaller than the inverse of the age of the universe at CMB
(t−1

CMB ∼ 10−13 s−1), and so there is no contribution to
∆Neff from KK weak decays. Moreover, by construction,
the partial decay width of νl → γν is comparable to the
size of the width derived in [24] for Gl → γγ, ensuring
that for z ≳ 20, the KK weak decay would not inject
enough energy to perturb the abundances of HI and He.
We conclude that nowadays micron-sized extra dimen-
sions are consistent with observations.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have reexamined the dynamical dark matter model
with KK towers of gravitons and neutrinos proposed
in [8]. More specifically, we investigated the impact of
weak decays from dark neutrino towers in cosmology.
Our results are encapsulated in Fig. 1 and can be sum-
marized as follows:

FIG. 1: Partial decay widths of various processes governing
the cosmic evolution of the dynamical dark matter model with
towers of gravitons and neutrinos proposed in [8]. For com-
parison, the horizontal lines indicate the inverse of the age
of the universe at z = 20 and z = 1100, characterizing the
reionization and CMB epochs, respectively.

• A thorough analysis of data from the Planck mis-
sion presented in [24] provides strict constraints
on the partial decay width ΓGl

γγ not to perturb the
reionization process of the Universe. Radiative de-
cays νl → γν, going via loop diagrams, can also
discompose the reionization process. By demand-
ing that Γνl

γν ≲ ΓGl
γγ we have placed a bound on the

vacuum sterile mixing, which is driven by the pa-
rameter ζ. We have shown that ζ ≲ 0.01 ensures
that KK weak decays would not inject enough en-
ergy to perturb the abundances of HI and He at
z ≳ 20. As can be seen in Fig. 1 the decay widths
of Γνl

γν and ΓGl
γγ are always smaller than the in-

verse of the age of the universe during reionization
t−1
reio ∼ 2× 10−16 s−1 despite the dependence of the
mixing angle on the KK mode mass.

• As can be deduced from Fig. 1 the upper bound
on the parameter ζ ≲ 0.01 guarantees that decay
widths of processes with active neutrinos in the fi-
nal state are all smaller than t−1

CMB. This implies
that the contribution to ∆Neff from weak decays
of KK towers is negligible. Thus, the DM model
proposed in [24] is consistent with upper bounds
on ∆Neff from Planck data.

• In vacuum and with a seesaw model, mν ≪ ml,
the active-sterile mixing angle is generally approxi-
mated by θl ∼ mν/ml. The additional suppression
factor which we have bounded to be ζ ≲ 0.01 is
consistent with the estimates obtained in 4D ster-
ile neutrino models; see e.g. [39, 42].

• The cosmological evolution of the KK towers is
dominated by dark-to-dark decay processes. Actu-
ally, the intra-KK decays in the bulk require a spon-
taneous breakdown of the translational invariance
in the compact space such that the 5D momenta
are not conserved. The level of violation of KK
momentum conservation is very small: δn ∼ 0.2.
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This is visible in Fig. 1 through a comparison of
the total decay width ΓGl

tot with
∑

l′ Γ
νl

νl′Gl−l′
.

• Alternatively, we could postulate that the violation
of 5D momentum conservation is large such that
KK right-handed-neutrino modes would be able de-
cay fast to the zero mode, before neutrino decou-
pling. If this were the case, there would be no cos-
mological effects. Of course, in such a scenario DM
cannot be realized by KK gravitons. DM can in-
stead be due to 5D primordial black holes [12–17]
or/and a fuzzy radion [43].

• One major assumption of the dynamical dark mat-
ter model proposed in [8] is that the SM brane is in
a thermal state at Tin and the KK modes remain
essentially unexcited. As the SM brane begins cool-
ing off, its universal coupling to bulk fields gives
inevitable KK production. Now, different pieces of
experimental data point to an initial temperature
just above the QCD phase transition. As noted
in [8], such a happenstance may actually be en-

crypted in

Tin ∼
(
Λ/M4

p

)1/6
Mp ∼ 1 GeV , (15)

suggesting a possible UV/IR mixing at the inter-
play between dark energy and Tin. An investiga-
tion along these lines is obviously important to be
done.
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[9] D. Lüst, E. Palti and C. Vafa, AdS and the
Swampland, Phys. Lett. B 797, 134867 (2019)

doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134867 [arXiv:1906.05225
[hep-th]].

[10] G. Dvali, Black holes and large N species solution to
the hierarchy problem, Fortsch. Phys. 58, 528-536 (2010)
doi:10.1002/prop.201000009 [arXiv:0706.2050 [hep-th]].

[11] G. Dvali and M. Redi, Black hole bound on the num-
ber of species and quantum gravity at LHC, Phys. Rev.
D 77, 045027 (2008) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.045027
[arXiv:0710.4344 [hep-th]].

[12] L. A. Anchordoqui, I. Antoniadis and D. Lüst, Dark di-
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More on black holes perceiving the dark dimen-
sion, Phys. Rev. D 110, no.1, 015004 (2024)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.110.015004 [arXiv:2403.19604
[hep-th]].

[16] L. A. Anchordoqui, I. Antoniadis, D. Lüst and K. Peñaló
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