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Two extra dimensions of micron scale might simultaneously address the gauge and cosmological
hierarchy problems. In our paper we examine various observational bounds in scenarios with one
and two large extra dimensions, to see if they are compatible with the micron scale. We show that
consistency with astrophysical and cosmological observations requires that two extra dimensions of
micron scale must not admit isometries, whereby conservation of the extra dimensional momentum
is violated to a large extent, allowing thus the massive Kaluza-Klein modes of the graviton to
promptly decay to other lighter graviton modes. We also show that within this scenario primordial
black holes with masses in the range 108 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1021 could make all cosmological dark matter.

I. GENERAL IDEA

Extra dimensions are in general thought to be com-
pact, since a four-dimensional (4D) description fits the
world we perceive and measure (so far) very well. It is
this compactness that sets a new length scale. A par-
ticularly attractive framework has as its main feature
large extra dimensions along which only gravity propa-
gates, because Standard Model (SM) fields are localized
on a brane extended in the non-compact dimensions [1].
Within this framework the usual 4D graviton is comple-
mented by a tower of Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes, corre-
sponding to the new available phase space in the bulk.
In the canonical example, spacetime is a direct product
of a non-compact 4D spacetime manifold and a flat spa-
tial n-torus of common linear size 2πRKK and volume
Vn = (2πRKK)

n. The (4 + n) dimensional Planck scale
(or more generally the species scale Λsp where gravity be-
comes strong [2–6]) is related to the 4D reduced Planck
mass Mp according to

Λsp = M2/(2+n)
p V 1/(2+n)

n . (1)

Most notably, this framework can be embedded into
string theory [7].

Besides, by combining this idea with conjectures of
the Swampland program [8–11] a deep interplay between
physics in the UV and the IR becomes exposed. For
example, the distance conjecture states that infinite dis-
tance limits ∆ϕ → ∞ in the moduli space of massless
scalar fields are accompanied by an infinite tower of ex-
ponentially light states mKK ∼ e−α∆ϕ, where distance
and masses are measured in Planck units [12]. Connected
to the distance conjecture is the anti-de Sitter (AdS) dis-

tance conjecture, which correlates the dark energy den-
sity to the mass scale mKK characterizing the infinite
tower of states,

mKK ∼ |Λ|α , (2)

as the negative AdS vacuum energy Λ → 0, where α
is an O(1) positive constant [13]. Besides, under the
hypothesis that this scaling behaviour (2) holds in de
Sitter (or quasi de Sitter) space, an unbounded number
of massless modes should also emerge in the limit Λ → 0.
Note that the KK (or string) tower contains massive

spin-2 bosons, and thus for positive Λ → 0 the Higuchi
bound [14] places an absolute upper limit to the expo-
nent: α = 1/2. In addition, explicit string calculations
of the vacuum energy set a lower bound: α = 1/4 [15] (see
e.g. also [16–25]). Now, the combination of the theoret-
ically accessible parameter range 1/4 ≤ α ≤ 1/2 with
the experimental constraints on deviations from New-
ton’s gravitational inverse-square law [26], namely

RKK ≲ 30 µm , (3)

selects α = 1/4 as the preferred value and gives in this
way a procedure to connect RKK to the dark energy scale
Λ/M4

p ∼ 10−120 (i.e. Λ−1/4 ∼ 2.39 meV [27]) as fol-
lows [15]

RKK ∼ λ Λ−1/4 ≃ O(µm) , (4)

where the proportionality factor is estimated to be within
the range 10−1 < λ < 10−4.

Actually, the relation (4) is independent of the num-
ber n of dark dimensions of micron size. Taking into ac-
count the supernovae and neutron star constraints (see
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the discussion in the next section), the authors of [15]
have argued in favour of a single dark dimension in the
micron range. In this case, one is led to a species scale
of order [15]

Λsp ∼ M2/3
p R

−1/3
KK ∼ M2/3

p Λ1/12 ∼ 109 GeV . (5)

In this paper we explore the possibility of a compact
space with two dark dimensions of micron scale. In this
case, the species scale

Λsp ∼ (Mp/RKK)
1/2 ∼ M1/2

p Λ1/8 (6)

would be in the 10 TeV regime, within reach of the Fu-
ture Circular Collider in the modality of hadron-hadron
interactions (FCC-hh) [28]. Moreover, this scenario could
simultaneously account for the cosmological and gauge
hierarchy problems. The goal of this article is to estab-
lish the required conditions for (6) to be consistent with
experiment.

The layout of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
confront (6) to astrophysical data and in Sec. III to cos-
mological observations. In Sec. IV we reexamine whether
neutrino masses and mixings could exclusively occur due
to physics in the bulk. In Sec. V we show that an all-dark-
matter interpretation in terms of 6D primordial black
holes (PBH) should be feasible for masses in the range
108 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1021. In Sec. VI we take a look at the
possibility of probing Λsp with ultra-high-energy cosmic
rays. Conclusions are given in Sec. VII.

II. ASTROPHYSICAL CONSTRAINTS

Supernova (SN) explosions have long been considered
to be powerful probes of large extra dimensions [29]. This
is because SN cores could emit sizable fluxes of KK gravi-
tons, with masses up to about 100 MeV. The KK emis-
sion process could then compete with neutrino cooling,
shortening the observable signal. This implies that the
size of the extra dimensions could be constrained by re-
quiring that SN 1987A did not emit more KK gravitons
than is compatible with the observed neutrino signal du-
ration [30–33]. This reasoning leads to a bound

RKK <

{
490 m for n = 1
0.96 µm for n = 2

, (7)

corresponding to Λsp > 740 TeV and Λsp > 8.9 TeV,
respectively [34].

A more restrictive constraint emerges by considering
the radiative decay of KK gravitons, which could pro-
duce potentially observable gamma rays [35]. The partial
decay width of this process is estimated to be

Γl
γγ =

λ̃2 m3
KK l3

80πM2
p

, (8)

where we have considered a tower of equally spaced gravi-
tons, indexed by an integer l and with mass ml = l mKK,

and where the parameter λ̃ measures the value of the
dark graviton wave function at the SM brane and is ex-
pected to be O(1) [36, 37]. The non-observation of these
gamma rays in data collected by the Energetic Gamma
Ray Experiment Telescope (EGRET) leads to the follow-
ing limits on the compactification scale:

• The diffuse γ-ray flux measured by the EGRET in-
strument constrains the number of KK-gravitons
that may have been emitted by all cosmic SNe.
This constraints can be translated into the bound

RKK <

{
4.9 m for n = 1
96 nm for n = 2

, (9)

corresponding to limits of Λsp > 3.4×103 TeV and
Λsp > 28 TeV, respectively [34].

• Cas A is a young SN remnant. Based on its age, a
cloud of emitted KK-gravitons should still appear
as a point source to EGRET. However, EGRET
does not observe a photon flux at the expected
point in space. The difference between the theo-
retically expected flux and observation restricts the
emissivity of KK gravitons. This restriction can be
translated into the bound

RKK <

{
410 m for n = 1
0.36 µm for n = 2

, (10)

corresponding to limits of Λsp > 770 TeV and
Λsp > 14 TeV, respectively [34].

• In a core collapse SN most KK gravitons are pro-
duced close to the kinematic threshold. For SN
core temperature ∼ 30 MeV, the threshold condi-
tion implies that the typical mass of KK gravitons
is O(100 MeV). Thus, most gravitons leave the
SN core with rather non-relativistic velocities such
that a large fraction of them ends up being grav-
itationally retained in a cloud around the neutron
star remnant. Trapped in this cloud the KK gravi-
tons would subsequently decay to SM particles on
a time scale comparable to the age of the universe.
We would then expect that neutron stars should
shine brightly in 100 MeV gamma-rays. However,
this is not the case relative to EGRET data, yield-
ing

RKK <

{
7.4 m for n = 1
51 nm for n = 2

, (11)

corresponding to limits of Λsp > 2.9×103 TeV and
Λsp > 39 TeV, respectively [34].

The decay of KK gravitons also leads to an excess heating
of neutron stars [38]. This heating effect should have
been seen by the Hubble Space Telescope which is able to
observe the thermal emission from the surface of neutron
stars. The lack of such an excess heat leads to the most
stringent bounds on the size of the compact space,

RKK <

{
44 µm for n = 1
0.15 nm for n = 2

, (12)
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corresponding to Λsp > 1.6×105 TeV and Λsp > 701 TeV,
respectively [34].

Notwithstanding, the constraints from EGRET data
and neutron-star heating rely on the assumption that
KK modes can only decay into SM fields localized on
the brane, but cannot decay into other KK modes with
smaller bulk momenta. If large extra dimensions do
not admit isometries this assumption is in general not
valid and the bounds in (9), (10), (11), and (12) can
be avoided [39]. To demonstrate this point we assume
that the KK modes acquire a non-zero vacuum expecta-
tion value, ⟨φn⃗⟩, which is independent of l and leads to
a spontaneous breakdown of the translational invariance
in the compact space. If this were the case, the violation
of KK momentum conservation would allow intra-tower
decays. The total decay width of l KK graviton is found
to be [39]

Γl
tot ∼ Γl

γγ

(
⟨φn⃗⟩ Mp

Λ2
sp

)2

. (13)

Note that for ⟨φn⃗⟩ ∼ Λsp ∼ 10 TeV, the total decay rate
(13) is about 28 orders of magnitude larger than (8). As
a consequence, the l KK graviton would predominantly
decay into lighter KK gravitons.

It was recently noted that the amount of energy that
can be absorbed by the dark matter halo constrains the
fraction of the supernova energy which could released via
the form of dark radiation to roughly 10−5 [40]. How-
ever, we note that the efficiency of absorbing the free-
streaming gravitons is extraordinarily small.

We conclude that in the absence of isometries the SN
constraints are given by (7) and two micron size dimen-
sions with RKK ∼ 1 µm are possible. On the other hand,
if the bounds (11) and (12) are applied, the only possi-
ble case is n = 1 corresponding to one micron size dark
dimension.

III. COSMOLOGICAL CONSTRAINTS

Most of the cosmological constraints on large extra
dimensions have also been derived on the assumption
that the KK momentum of the graviton is conserved
(see e.g. [37, 41, 42]), and therefore these bounds can
be avoided if the compact space is not translational in-
variant. We have seen that if the KK momentum of the
graviton tower is not conserved a given KK mode of the
tower could decay into final states that include other,
lighter KK excitations. Such a “dark-to-dark” decay pro-
cess usually dominates the cosmological evolution of the
graviton tower and could be regarded as the telltale sig-
nature of the dynamical dark matter framework [43].

A specific realization of dynamical dark matter has
been proposed for n = 1, assuming that a parent particle
with mass ml can decay to two daughter particles with
masses ml′ and ml′′ such that ml = ml′ +ml′′ + ϵ, with
ϵ ≤ mKKδ and δ ∼ O(1) [44]. As might be expected, the

KK mode l decays with gravitational strength to lighter
elements of the tower and so the partial decay width is
shown to be

Γl
l′l′′ ∼ m3

l /M
2
p . (14)

In principle, there are (ml/mKK)
2 possibilities for the l′l′′

pair of KK modes that l can decay to, but because of a
small violation of KK quantum number, the choice effec-
tively becomes mlδ/mKK. Taking into account the phase
factor which is roughly the velocity of decay products at
threshold,

v ∼
√
mKK δ/ml , (15)

the total decay width of graviton l is found to be,

Γl
tot ∼

∑
l′<l

∑
0<l′′<l−l′

Γl
l′l′′

∼ β2 m
3
l

M2
p

× ml

mKK
δ ×

√
mKK δ

ml

∼ β2 δ3/2
m

7/2
l

M2
pm

1/2
KK

, (16)

where β is parameter that controls the strength of
the intra-tower decay amplitudes which correlates with
the amplitudes on inhomogeneities in the dark dimen-
sion [44]. Assuming that for times larger than 1/Γl

tot

dark matter which is heavier than the corresponding ml

has already decayed, it is straightforward to see that

ml ∼

(
M4

p mKK

β4 δ3

)1/7

t−2/7 , (17)

where t indicates the time elapsed since the big bang.
Now, KK decays impart momentum to the daugh-

ter particles, injecting kinetic energy into virialized self-
gravitating dark-matter halos. These momentum “kicks”
– which have been shown in (15) to depend on δ — gradu-
ally reduce the central density of cuspy dark matter halos
and deplete the amount of mass in the halos [45, 46]. This
process also makes sub-halos that have a virial velocity
smaller than the velocity kick more susceptible to tidal
disruption as they orbit within a host halo, leading to
the suppression of the abundance of low-mass halos and
sub-halos at late times. To preserve the structure and
stability of galaxy halos, the analysis of [47, 48] severely

constrains the (λ̃, δ, β) parameter space. The relatively
narrow total decay width obtained from substituting the
marginalized upper limit on δ into (16) is substantially
smaller than the total decay width obtained in (13). As a
consequence, the limit from neutron start heating given
in (12) cannot be avoided, and so a dark matter expla-
nation in terms of KK gravitons grows into tension with
(6). Only if the KK tower collapses at once, (6) can be
made consistent with observations.
Two possible scenarios emerge:
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• The graviton tower decays into the radion zero
mode, which could be ultralight and thereby serve
as a fuzzy dark matter candidate [49].

• On the other side of the coin dark matter is not
necessarily related to the KK tower, which still de-
cays to the lightest mode “fast enough” for (6) to
be consistent with experiment.

In the Sec. V we give an example of the latter.

IV. CONSTRAINTS ON NEUTRINO TOWERS

The smallness of the neutrino mass may be ascribed
to the fact that right-handed (R) neutrinos could live
in the bulk [50–52]. The coupling of R-neutrinos to the
left-handed SM neutrinos living on the brane is inversely
proportional to the square-root of the bulk volume. The
Dirac neutrino mass can be shown to be

mν ∼ y ⟨H⟩ Λsp/Mp , (18)

where y is the Yukawa coupling and ⟨H⟩ = 246 GeV
is the Higgs vacuum expectation value. Note that for
Λsp/Mp ≪ 1, the neutrino mass scale is well below the
electroweak symmetry breaking scale ⟨H⟩, even for order-
one Yukawa couplings.

If R-neutrinos live in the bulk their KK modes would
mix with SM neutrinos modifying their oscillation pat-
tern. The phenomenology is similar to that of light
sterile neutrinos, which induce observable short-baseline
neutrino oscillations and small perturbations to the neu-
trino oscillations in solar, atmospheric, and long-baseline
experiments that are well-described by standard three-
neutrino mixing. The non-observation of these effects in
neutrino-detection facilities set 90% C.L. bounds on the
size of the largest extra dimension

RKK <

{
0.2 µm NO
0.1 µm IO

, (19)

for normal (NO) and inverted (IO) ordering of neutrino
masses [53–55]. However, these bounds could be signif-
icantly relaxed in the presence of bulk neutrino masses,
because the mixing of the first KK modes to active SM
neutrinos becomes suppressed, making the contribution
of heavier KK modes to oscillations relatively more im-
portant [56, 57].

The cosmological evolution of R-neutrino towers was
discussed elsewhere [58], with the inference that for a
large violation of KK momentum conservation, the n = 2
scenario with dark dimensions of micron scale remains
consistent with observations.

V. SIX-DIMENSIONAL BLACK HOLES
AS ALL DARK MATTER

It is well-known that black holes are expected to
have formed when very large density perturbations col-

lapse [59–61]. An attractive idea is that these overden-
sities are of inflationary origin [62–64]. Once the over-
dense regions come back into causal contact after infla-
tion, they instantly collapse if they exceed a medium-
specific threshold. These PBHs fulfill all of the neces-
sary requirements to be a captivating dark matter candi-
date: they are cold, non-baryonic, quasi-stable, and can
be formed in the right abundance to be the dark matter.
Actually, if PBHs contribute to more than 10% of the
dark matter density, then their energy density today is
of the same order as that of the baryons [65]. This cosmic
coincidence might hint at a mutual origin for PBHs and
the baryon asymmetry of the Universe. Strikingly, PBHs
fostered by a transition from a slow-roll to ultraslow-roll
during single field inflation can contribute as a significant
dark matter component [66], while such a transition of
the inflationary background can trigger successful baryo-
genesis via the Afleck-Dine mechanism [67].
PBHs evaporate by emitting Hawking radiation, with

a temperature inversely proportional to its mass [68, 69].
Nevertheless, a PBH could be stable on cosmological
scales and its lifetime could even be longer than the age
of the Universe. For example, if the initial mass of a 4D
PBH is MBH ≳ 1015 g it can survive until today [70].
Even so, an all-dark-matter interpretation in terms of
PBHs have been ruled out through observations across
most mass ranges [71–73]. Constraints mostly come from
microlensing surveys and non-observation of Hawking ra-
diation. PBHs in the mass range 1017.5 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1021

remain a viable explanation for all dark matter.
Higher-dimensional black holes of Schwarzschild radii

smaller than a micron are: bigger, colder, and longer-
lived than a usual 4D black hole of the same mass [74].
In a series of recent publications we have used these black
hole properties to extend the PBH range as the entirety
of dark matter compared to that in the 4D theory by
several orders of magnitude in the low mass window [75–
78]. In what follows we particularize our investigation to
6D black holes.
Shortly after being formed a higher-dimensional PBH

would emit SM particles and gravitons on the brane as
well as gravitons into the bulk. However, the recoil ef-
fect due to graviton emission imparts the black hole a
relative kick velocity with respect to the brane, allowing
the PBH to wander off into the bulk [79–83]. The Hawk-
ing evaporation time characterizing the lifetime of such
a bulk PBH is estimated to be

τBH ∼ rs SBH ∼ 1

Λsp

(
MBH

Λsp

)(n+3)/(n+1)

, (20)

where

rs ∼
1

Λsp

(
MBH

Λsp

)1/(n+1)

(21)

is the (4 + n)-dimensional Schwarzschild radius [84, 85]
and

SBH ∼ (MBH/Λsp)
(n+2)/(n+1) (22)
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is the black hole entropy [86]. All in all, taking n = 2
and Λsp ∼ 10 TeV we obtain

τBH ∼ 13.7

(
MBH

107.8 g

)5/3

Gyr . (23)

We conclude that the mass range for 6D PBHs to make
all the cosmological dark matter is then

108 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1021 . (24)

In closing, we stress that if there were 6D primordial
near-extremal black holes in nature, then it would be
possible to lower the minimum mass allowing a PBH all-
dark-matter interpretation, because near-extremal black
holes are colder and longer-lived [77]. Note, however,
that near-extremal black holes cannot escape from the
brane into the bulk if they carry e.g., electromagnetic
charge.

VI. ULTRA-HIGH-ENERGY COSMIC RAYS
AS PROBES OF TWO DARK DIMENSIONS

Extensive air showers induced from ultra-high-energy
cosmic rays (UHECRs) provide a window into under-
standing the most energetic interactions [87]. To be
specific, the highest energy cosmic rays interact in the
Earth’s atmosphere through collisions with center-of-
mass energies

√
s ∼ 300 TeV, viz. not only well above

possibilities at the Large Hadron Collider, but even be-
yond the projections for the FCC-hh.

The initial interaction of a cosmic ray in the atmo-
sphere produces a set of secondary particles (mostly π’s)
carrying a fraction of the primary energy. The π0’s pro-
duced in the first interaction (∼ 1/3 of all pions in ac-
cord with isospin invariance) promptly decay to a pair of
gamma rays. The gamma rays produce e± pairs when
passing near nuclei. The electrons and positrons re-
generate gamma rays via bremsstrahlung, thereby build-
ing an electromagnetic cascade. The π±, which carry
2/3 of the energy lost by the cosmic ray, begin to move
through the atmosphere and either decay or interact gen-
erating new sets of secondaries. In these interactions the
π± again carry 2/3 of the parent energy and 1/3 goes
into electromagnetic cascade. After j hadronic cascade
generations, only (2/3)j of the total energy remains in
the hadronic cascade. The π± produce air shower muons
when they decay. The number of shower muons depends
on the amount of energy that is left in the hadronic cas-
cade when pion energies have dropped to the level where
decay is more likely than collision. If this happens af-
ter relatively few cascade generations, then copious muon
production occurs. If the reduction of pion energies takes
relatively many generations, then more of the energy will
have been lost from the hadronic cascade to the electro-
magnetic cascade, and meager muon production occurs.
Eventually, the electromagnetic cascade dissipates about
90% of the primary cosmic ray energy and the remaining

10% is carried by muons and neutrinos. The total num-
ber of muons produced by a cosmic ray nucleus scales
roughly as

Nµ ∝ A (E/A)0.93 , (25)

where A is the nucleus baryon number [87]. The expecta-
tion is then that a cosmic ray nucleus to produce about
A0.07 more muons than a proton. This means that a
shower initiated by an iron nucleus produces about 30%
more muons than a proton shower.
Cosmic ray observations suggest that the number of

registered muons at the surface of the Earth is by some
tens of percentage points higher than expected in sim-
ulations. In particular, Auger data suggest that the
hadronic component of showers (initiated by cosmic rays
of energy 109.8 < E/GeV < 1010.2) contains about 30%
to 60% more muons than expected [88]. Actually, the
muon deficit in air shower simulations with respect to
data has been observed by several experiments at dif-
ferent energies [89]. The significance of the discrepancy
between data and model prediction has been experimen-
tally established at 8σ. The onset of the discrepancy is
seen in showers with E ∼ 107.7 GeV, which corresponds
to a first interaction at

√
s ∼ 10 TeV in the nucleon-

nucleon system. The relative muon deficit increases ap-
proximately linearly with lnE above the shower energy
threshold. The fact that the number of shower stages
above this energy also increases linearly with lnE points
towards a collective effect.
A thought-provoking observation is that for two dark

dimensions of micron size, we would expect a qualitative
change in the evolution of UHECR showers with primary
interactions at

√
s ≳ 10 TeV. Scattering processes above

the species scale necessarily have internal structure in the
compact space and to a certain extent would lead to the
production of KK modes.1 Pivotally for our purposes,
the phase space seen by the emitted graviton grows quite
quickly with energy on very general grounds. Namely,
for production of KK gravitons carrying energy ε, the
scattering cross section is proportional to the multiplicity
factor gn(ε) counting the number of KK gravitons con-
tributing to the process. The mass of each KK mode is
the modulus of its momentum in the direction transverse
to the brane

m2
l = (⃗l/RKK)

2 , (26)

with l⃗ = (l1, l2, · · · , ln). At fixed ε, all gravitons with
ml ≤ ε contribute. The multiplicity factor is then esti-
mated to be the volume of an n-dimensional sphere with

1 Moreover, black holes are expected to be produced in collisions
with

√
s ≫ Λsp [90]. One caveat is that QCD cross sections

dominate over the black hole production cross section by a factor
of roughly 109 [91]. This implies that black holes produced in
cosmic ray air showers are effectively unobservable. This is also
the case for the production of string massive modes [92].
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radius lmax = RKK ε, and is given by

gn(ε) =
2 πn/2

nΓ(n/2)
(RKK ε)

n
, (27)

where Γ(x) is the Gamma function. As expected, (27)
satisfies g0 = 1.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for a bremsstrahlung emission of
KK gravitons by electrons in the static electric field generated
by nuclei.

Next, we propose a new model to address the
muon puzzle. To convey our idea, we consider the
bremsstrahlung emission of KK gravitons by electrons
in the static electric field generated by atmospheric nu-
clei. The cross section for the diagrams shown in Fig. 1
rises fast, as a power in energy

σ ∝
(√

s/Λsp

)2+n
, (28)

and while it is unimportant at energies below the species
scale, asymptotically it would become the dominant pro-
cess; e.g., for n = 2, we have σ ∝ s2 [93]. Unmodi-
fied, this behavior by itself eventually violates unitarity.
Eikonal unitarization schemes introduce considerable un-
certainty in the eventual energy behavior of the cross sec-
tion [94]. It is, however, tempting to speculate that at ex-
tremely high center-of-mass energies, characterizing the
scattering of the first generations of particles in UHECR
showers, the cross section for KK production can com-
pete with electromagnetic process, but it is well below
QCD cross sections driving the hadronic collisions. If
this were the case, then current simulations of extensive
air showers would underestimate the ratio of the visible
energy dissipated by the hadronic cascade Ehad to that in
the electromagnetic cascade EEM.2 Obviously, an under-
estimation of the ratio Ehad/EEM would alter the energy
reconstruction of the shower. To accomodate the imbal-
ance between Ehad and EEM, the cosmic ray energy E
must be slightly increased, and via (25) this implies an
increase in the number of muons that could account for
the discrepancy between simulations and experiment.3

While it is difficult to be precise, two micron-size dark
dimensions would predict deviations in the evolution of

2 A point worth noting at this juncture is that photon-KK and
photon-axion mixing could produce a similar effect [95].

3 For a vertical transversal of the atmosphere, π±’s below the crit-
ical energy ∼ 115 GeV are more likely to decay than to interact
again [96]. Note that the energy of the resulting secondary µ±

would be too low to excite the KK tower.

cosmic ray showers at an energy scale where discrepan-
cies between model building and experimental data have
been observed. Ultimately, the impact of new scattering
process on cosmic ray air showers, including those that
spread out into a large internal space, can be best studied
using a full-scale high-fidelity simulation.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The motivation for our work is the observation that
two extra dimensions on the micron scale can simulta-
neously address the cosmological and gauge hierarchy
problems. To be precise, the dark dimension scenario
is not solving the problem, why there is a small cosmo-
logical constant, but it connects it to other hierarchies,
here the gauge hierarchy problem, which is related to
TeV scale physics. Consistency with astrophysical and
cosmological observations requires two extra dimensions
which do not admit isometries, whereby conservation of
the extra dimensional momentum is violated to a large
extent, allowing the massive KK modes of the graviton to
promptly decay to other lighter graviton modes. Obvi-
ously, this prevents the KK towers of gravitons and neu-
trinos to be dark matter. Instead, we have shown that
either a fuzzy radion or else PBHs with masses in the
range 108 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1021 could make all cosmological
dark matter.
Above and beyond searches of KK signals at future

particle colliders, a variety of astrophysical observations
will be able to probe the ideas discussed in this paper. On
the one hand, the coldest neutron star (PSR J2144-3933)
observed with the Hubble Space Telescope has an upper
limit on its effective temperature of about 3.3 × 104 K,
but this effective temperature could be constrained down
to 2× 104 K with JWST-NIRCam, 1.5× 104 K at ELT-
MICADO, and 9 × 103 K with TMT-IRIS [97]. The in-
crease sensitivity could naturally have an impact on the
upper limit given in (12), providing a test for the KK
dynamical dark matter model. On the other hand, the
asteroid-mass window for PBHs to be all dark matter
will be tested in the near future by microlensing of X-
ray pulsars [98, 99]. This window include the interesting
range (1016.5 ≲ MBH/g ≲ 1017.5) where an all dark mat-
ter interpretation in terms of 4D Schwarzschild PBHs is
excluded by the non-observation of their Hawking radia-
tion [100].
In addition, the long-baseline Deep Underground Neu-

trino Experiment (DUNE) will probe relevant aspects
of neutrino mixing in scenarios with large extra dimen-
sions [101, 102]. Finally, after the due commissioning pe-
riod, AugerPrime full efficiency data taking (a.k.a. Auger
Phase II) started in 2024 and is foreseen to add ten more
years of data [103]. These data might help elucidate
whether the class of models introduced herein, featur-
ing new-physics processes leading to missing energy in
the electromagnetic shower (e.g. via production of KK
modes), are at the center of the cosmic-ray muon puzzle.
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dark universe: Primordial black hole ⇋ dark graviton
gas connection, Phys. Lett. B 840, 137844 (2023)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2023.137844 [arXiv:2210.02475
[hep-th]].

[77] L. A. Anchordoqui, I. Antoniadis and D. Lüst, The
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