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Abstract
We study the possibility of the highest energy neutrino event with 220 PeV energy, detected recently by the KM3NeT

experiment to be originating from heavy dark matter (DM) decay. Considering a heavy right handed neutrino (RHN) DM for
illustrative purpose, we show that DM mass of 440 PeV, can explain the observed flux. The required DM lifetime to produce
the best-fit value of the neutrino flux saturates the existing gamma-ray bounds. Due to the large uncertainty in the flux, it
is possible to explain the KM3NeT event from RHN DM decay at 3σ confidence level (CL) while being in agreement with
gamma-ray bounds and non-observation of similar events at IceCube. While we consider a gauged B − L scenario where DM
relic can be generated due to other interactions, we also briefly discuss some alternate DM possibilities where the gamma-ray
bounds can be alleviated compared to the minimal RHN DM discussed here.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the KM3NeT collaboration has reported the
detection of a neutrino event named as KM3-230213A
having O(100PeV) energy [1]. The deep-sea neutrino
telescope has detected an ultra-high-energy (UHE) muon
with energy 120+110

−60 PeV arriving from a near-horizontal
direction (RA: 94.3◦, Dec: −7.8◦) which is most likely
to be created by a neutrino of even higher energy in
the vicinity of the detector. The required neutrino en-
ergy was found to be in the range 110-790 PeV with
median energy being 220 PeV. This is the highest en-
ergy neutrino event ever detected. Creation of such
energetic neutrinos through cosmic ray interactions (pp
or pγ) in conventional astrophysical sources would re-
quire protons to be accelerated to around EeV energies.
However, such sources are not available in our Milky
Way or any nearby Galaxies. The KM3NeT collabo-
ration has analyzed several classes of source candidates
such as blazars, gamma-ray bursts using different elec-
tromagnetic telescope catalogs and found no conclusive
evidence [1]. The absence of any conclusive astrophys-
ical source [2, 3] points towards a cosmic origin of the
highest energy neutrino event detected so far [4]. Cos-
mogenic UHE neutrinos together with UHE gamma-rays
are expected to be created in the interactions of UHE cos-
mic rays with the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
photons, the so called Greisen–Zatsepin–Kuzmin (GZK)
process [5, 6]. Several model estimates of these UHE
neutrinos and gamma-rays flux can be found in the liter-
ature [e.g., see 7–10]. The UHE neutrino flux required to
produce the KM3-230213A event was found to overshoot
not only these model estimates, but also the sensitivi-
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ties of other presently running neutrino telescopes such
as IceCube and Pierre Auger Observatory (PAO). This
could be due to the large uncertainty (about 3 orders of
magnitude) in the KM3-230213A flux, possibly created
by an upward fluctuation [1]. On the other hand, non-
observation of similar events at other experiments like
IceCube and PAO leads to a 2.5σ − 3σ tension1 with
the cosmogenic origin hypothesis of the KM3-230213A
event [12]. Several follow-up studies on implications of
this neutrino event for UHE cosmic rays [13, 14], Lorentz
invariance violation [15–17], possible astrophysical origin
[18, 19], possible origin from primordial black hole evap-
oration [20], in-vacuo dispersion of neutrinos [21] have
also appeared in the literature.

In this work, we consider a dark matter (DM) origin
of the KM3-230213A event flux at 3σ CL while also ad-
dressing the the mild tension with IceCube and PAO for
such diffuse, isotropic origin of the event. DM decay ori-
gin of the PeV neutrino events at IceCube [22, 23] more
than a decade ago was also explored in several works in-
cluding [24, 25]. We consider a heavy right handed neu-
trino (RHN) to be the DM candidate whose late decay
into neutrinos is responsible for the highest energy neu-
trino event mentioned above. While the neutrino event
can, in principle, originate from DM annihilation as well,
the flux will be proportional to DM density squared and
hence suppressed for such superheavy DM. Such a RHN
appears in type-I seesaw scenario which explains the ori-
gin of light neutrino masses. While two RHNs are suf-
ficient to generate light neutrino mass and mixing, the
third RHN can be DM if sufficiently long-lived due to
feeble Yukawa coupling with the standard model (SM)
leptons. Since RHN can decay into other SM particles
due to the same Yukawa interactions, we also have sec-
ondary gamma-ray productions, tightly constrained from

1 An independent analysis [11] finds a slightly larger tension.
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astrophysical observations. We show that the required
flux and energy of the KM3-230213A neutrino event can
be explained within the uncertainties from decay of a
RHN DM having mass MDM ∼ 440 PeV while being in
agreement with the gamma-ray bounds. While the re-
quired relic of such superheavy DM can not be gener-
ated in the minimal type-I seesaw model, we consider a
gauged U(1)B−L extension of the model where relic can
be generated non-thermally. We also comment on possi-
ble alternative DM realisations in which the gamma-ray
bounds can be weaker due to phase space suppression.
Depending upon the specific realisation and DM mass,
gauged U(1)B−L offers very interesting multi-messenger
detection prospects at energy, intensity as well as cosmic
frontiers [26–30].

This paper is organised as follows. In section II, we dis-
cuss our model followed by the details of the flux calcu-
lation in section III. We discuss our results in section IV
and briefly discuss some other DM realisations to allevi-
ate gamma-ray bounds in section V. We finally conclude
in section VI.

II. THE MODEL

We consider heavy right handed neutrino DM in a
gauged B − L extension of the SM [31–36]. In its mini-
mal realisation, the SM particle content is extended with
three RHNs Ni (i = 1, 2, 3) and one complex singlet scalar
(Φ) all of which are singlet under the SM gauge symme-
try. The requirement of triangle anomaly cancellation
in this minimal model requires each of the RHNs to have
B−L charge −1. The complex singlet scalar having B−L
charge 2 not only leads to spontaneous breaking of gauge
symmetry but also generate RHN masses or the seesaw
scale dynamically. The Lagrangian involving RHN can
be written as

Lfermion = i

3∑
κ=1

NRκ
/DNRκ

−
3∑

j=1
α=e,µ,τ

Y αj
D lαLH̃N j

R

−
3∑

i,j=1

YNij
Φ NC

Ri
NRj

+ h.c., (1)

where lL, H denote the SM Lepton and Higgs doublets,
respectively. The covariant derivative for NRκ is defined
as

/DNRκ
= γµ

(
∂µ − igBL Z

′
µ

)
NRκ

, (2)

with gBL, Z
′ being the coupling and gauge boson respec-

tively for U(1)B−L. After the singlet scalar Φ acquires
a non-zero vacuum expectation value (VEV) denoted by
vBL, the RHNs and Z ′ acquire masses as,

MZ′ = 2gBLvBL, Mi =
√
2YNi

vBL, (3)

where we have assumed the Yukawa coupling YN to be
diagonal. We consider the lightest RHN namely N1

to be the DM candidate such that the corresponding
Yukawa coupling Y α1

D to ensure a long lifetime. Due
to such Yukawa interactions which also mixes N1 with
the light neutrinos after electroweak symmetry break-
ing, we can have dominant tree-level decays like N1 →
ν, h; ν, Z; l∓,W± with h being the SM-like Higgs. Ignor-
ing the masses of SM particles in comparison to N1 mass
M1, these decay widths are given as [37]

Γ(N1 → να h(Z)) =
|Y α1

D |2M1

32π
,

Γ(N1 → l−α W+) =
|Y α1

D |2M1

16π
. (4)

We can also have a radiative decay N1 → γνα as [38, 39]

ΓN1→γνα ≃ 9G2
FαEM

1024π4
sin2(θα1)M

5
1 , (5)

where α
EM

= 1/137 is the fine structure constant, GF =
1.166 × 10−5 GeV−2 is the Fermi constant. The active-
sterile mixing is given by sin(θα1) ∼ Y α1

D v√
2M1

with v being
the VEV of the SM Higgs doublet. The lifetime of N1,
dictated by its tree-level two-body decays, can then be
estimated as

τN1 ≈ 8× 1028 s

(
440 PeV

M1

)(∑
α

∣∣∣∣ Y α1
D

4.7× 10−31

∣∣∣∣2
)−1

(6)
which is identified as the DM lifetime τDM in our setup.
The dominant tree level decay widths given in Eq. (4)
have 2 : 1 : 1 ratio for l±LW

∓, νZ, νh final states, respec-
tively. Using the best-fit values of neutrino oscillation
parameters for normal ordering [40], the branching ratio
(BR) into different lepton flavours for a particular decay
mode follows the ratio BR(e) : BR(µ) : BR(τ) = 0.68 :
0.08 : 0.24.

While DM of required mass can not be of thermal ori-
gin due to the violation of the unitarity bound [41], it can
not be produced non-thermally via Yukawa portal inter-
actions as well due to the suppressed Yukawa couplings
in Eq. (6) required to ensure its longevity. However, due
to additional interactions present in the B − L model
which are unrelated to DM lifetime, it is still possible
to produce the desired relic via the freeze-in mechanism
[42–45].

Using the approach of [43, 44], we consider the pro-
duction of superheavy N1 of mass 440 PeV from decay
of heavier particle. The required non-thermal criteria
forces the gauge coupling gBL to be tiny keeping Z ′ out-
of-equilibrium as well. We consider the singlet scalar to
be in equilibrium sourcing Z ′ with the latter acting as
source of DM. The relic can be calculated by solving the
coupled Boltzmann equations written in terms of comov-
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ing number densities YX = nX

s as follows:

dYZ′

dx
=

β

xH
Γϕ→Z′Z′

K1(Mϕ/T )

K2(Mϕ/T )
Y eq
ϕ

− β

xH
ΓZ′→all

K1(MZ′/T )

K2(MZ′/T )
YZ′ ,

dYN1

dx
=

β

xH
Γϕ→N1N1

K1(Mϕ/T )

K2(Mϕ/T )
Y eq
ϕ

+
β

xH
ΓZ′→N1N1

K1(MZ′/T )

K2(MZ′/T )
YZ′ . (7)

Here x = MZ′/T , β = 1 + Tdgs/dT
3gs

, with gs being the
relativistic entropy degrees of freedom. H is the Hubble
expansion parameter, Γ denotes the decay width and Ki’s
denote the modified Bessel functions of the second kind.

III. NEUTRINO AND GAMMA-RAY FLUX
FROM DM DECAY

In this section, we describe the method to compute the
flux of high energy neutrinos and gamma-rays produced
from DM decay. As discussed above, we consider the
RHN N1 decay via all possible two-body decay modes
namely, N1 → ν, h(Z, γ) and N1 → ℓ±,W∓, emitting
secondaries such as high energy neutrinos, gamma-rays
and electrons. Note that we do not distinguish between
particle and anti-particle final states here. The DM par-
ticle N1 is considered to be the constituent of the Milky
Way DM halo. Thus, the decay of N1 in the Milky Way
can give rise to backgrounds of high energy neutrinos and
gamma-rays. The flux of these secondaries ϕi(Ei) can be
estimated as follows [46, 47]:

d2ϕi

dEidΩ
=

D
4πMDMτDM

dNi

dEi
, (8)

where, Ei denotes the energy of the ith (ν or γ) particle
and MDM ≡ M1 is DM mass with lifetime denoted by
τDM. The dependence of the flux on DM density profile
is given by [48],

D =
1

∆Ω

∫
∆Ω

dΩ

∫ smax

0

ds ρDM(s, b, l). (9)

Here, ∆Ω is the angular region of observation, (l, b) are
Galactic coordinates (longitude and latitude), and s is
the line-of-sight coordinate. These coordinates are re-
lated as r(s, b, l) =

√
s2 + r2⊙ − 2sr⊙ cos b cos l. The dif-

ferential solid angle, dΩ is given by dΩ = (sin b)dl and
r⊙ = 8.3 kpc is the distance to Milky Way centre from the
Sun. The DM density, ρDM(s, b, l) can be obtained from
various numerical models in the literature [49–53]. For
this work, we consider the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW)
density profile [49] as a function of the Galactocentric
radius, RGC given by,

ρNFW(RGC) =
ρc

(RGC/Rc)(1 +RGC/Rc)2
, (10)

where ρc is the DM density at the characteristic scale
Rc = 11 kpc, and its value is obtained by normalizing
ρNFW with the DM density in the solar neighbourhood,
ρ⊙ = 0.43 GeV cm−3. Note that all the DM profiles in
the literature nearly predict similar DM density except
at the Galactic center. Therefore, the variation of the
DM profile is only important for signals from the Galac-
tic center direction. Since the arrival direction of the
KM3-230213A event is far away from the Galactic center
direction, we do not consider other DM profiles in this
work.

The differential energy spectra, dNi/dEi in
Eq. (8) is obtained from the publicly available code
HDMSpectra [54]. These spectra depend on the DM mass
and the inclusive decay rate of the DM particle.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss the results obtained by com-
puting the fluxes of UHE neutrinos and gamma-rays from
DM decay using Eq. (8) and analyze them in view of the
KM3-230213A event. The mass of the DM particle N1

is choosen to be 440 PeV in order to match the energy
requirement (220 PeV) of the KM3-230213A event. For
this analysis, we take into account the constraints from
three different gamma-ray observations. For energies be-
low 1 PeV, we take the diffuse gamma-ray measurements
from the inner Galactic plane by the Large High Alti-
tude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) [55], whereas
for energies above 40 PeV, we consider the upper limits on
UHE photon flux from Moscow State University Exten-
sive Air Shower (EAS-MSU) array [56] and PAO (PAO
HECO +SD750) [57]. In addition to these gamma-ray
constraints, we also consider the IceCube’s High Energy
Starting Events (HESE) [58].

We show the gamma-ray (left) and neutrino (right)
fluxes together with these constraints in Fig. 1. The
gamma-ray fluxes shown here are computed for the inner
Galactic plane (15◦ < l < 125◦,−5◦ < b < 5◦) to remain
consistent with the LHAASO data (shown by the purple
data points). This flux is slightly larger (about a factor
of ∼ 1.25) than the overall diffuse flux of the DM halo.
For comparison, we also include the high energy diffuse
gamma-ray limits, ESU-MSU and PAO HECO +SD750
shown by the black and magenta downward arrows, re-
spectively. Given these constraints, the gamma-ray flux
can be appropriately normalized by tuning the DM life-
time, τDM (see Eq. (8)). To demonstrate this, the fluxes
for two different values of τDM are plotted in the left
panel of Fig. 1. The flux corresponding to τDM ≈ 1029 s
(red curve) remain consistent with the LHAASO data,
however, it is in tension with the ESU-MSU and PAO
HECO+SD750 limits. This tension can be relaxed by
choosing a larger lifetime, τDM ≈ 1030 s as shown by
the blue curve. Note that these gamma-ray fluxes can
undergo absorption due to pair production losses on low
energy background photons such as interstellar radiation
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FIG. 1: Gamma-ray (left-panel) and single flavour neutrino (right-panel) fluxes with DM mass M1 = 440 PeV and two different
values of DM lifetime τDM = 1029 s (solid red), τDM = 1030 s (solid blue). The fluxes are summed over the all possible decay
modes. The data points on the left panel plot correspond to gamma-ray bounds from LHAASO [55], EAS-MSU [56] and
PAO [57]. The data points on the right panel plot correspond to UHE neutrino events at IceCube [58] and KM3NeT [1]. The
gray dotted contour (right panel) denotes IceCube’s sensitivity to UHE neutrino flux[59].

and CMB. However, this absorption is negligible above
10 PeV [60]. Apart from absorption, the fluxes can also
be affected by inverse Compton radiation from secondary
electrons. However, the inverse Compton gamma-ray flux
has uncertainties as it depends on energy loss of electrons
due to magnetic field [60]. Although we do not compute
the inverse Compton flux explicitly, we note that this
can enhance the gamma-ray flux by a numerical factor
around 100 PeV energies.

For the two specific values of τDM, we show the corre-
sponding single flavour neutrino fluxes in the right panel
of Fig. 1 following the same color coding as the left
panel. The neutrino flavour ratio at Earth is assumed
to be 1 : 1 : 1. We also show the flux of the KM3-
230213A event by orange data point with 3σ CL. The
black data points and the gray dotted curve show the
IceCube’s HESE events [58] and UHE neutrino flux sensi-
tivity at 90% CL [59]. For the estimation of the neutrino
fluxes, we consider the arrival direction (RA: 94.3◦, Dec:
−7.8◦) of KM3-230213A with an angular uncertainty of
3◦ as reported by the KM3NeT collaboration [1]. The
flux obtained with this conservative approach is about
a factor of 2 smaller than the overall diffuse neutrino
flux of the DM halo. Clearly, RHN DM with lifetime
τDM = 1029 s and mass M1 = 440 PeV can give rise
to a flux close to the central value of the KM3-230213A
event at 220 PeV energy. However, it also produces a
large flux of secondary gamma-rays saturating the ex-
isting upper limits from LHAASO while being in ten-
sion with EAS-MSU and PAO data as discussed above.
Lowering the decay width of DM or increasing the life-
time leads to agreement with gamma-ray bounds at the
cost of reducing the neutrino flux while still being consis-
tent at 3σ CL, as depicted by the flux corresponding to
τDM ≈ 1030 s. Interestingly, this neutrino flux can also
alleviate the tension between KM3NeT and IceCube re-
garding the diffuse, isotropic origin of the KM3-230213A

10-5 0.1 1000 107
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MZ'=895 PeV, Mϕ=60000 PeV, MN1=440 PeV
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YN1(Z'->N1+N1)

YN1(ϕ->N1+N1)

FIG. 2: Evolution of Z′ and DM N1 as a function of x =
MZ′
T

for a benchmark point.

event. This tension arises as the central value of the
KM3-230213A flux is larger than the IceCube’s sensitiv-
ity. While the present DM model can not simultaneously
explain all UHE neutrino events including IceCube HESE
and KM3-230213A, the former can be explained with as-
trophysical sources [58].

Finally, we show the viability of generating the ob-
served relic of RHN DM of mass 440 PeV in this model by
solving the coupled Boltzmann equations in Eq. (7). Fig.
2 shows the non-thermal production of Z ′ and DM N1 as
a function of x = MZ′/T for one particular benchmark
point corresponding to MZ′ = 895 PeV, Mϕ = 60000
PeV, and DM mass MN1

= 440 PeV. We consider the
B − L symmetry breaking scale to be vBL = 4 × 1019

GeV which implies gBL ∼ 10−11 and YN11
∼ 8 × 10−12.

For this particular benchmark point, the production of
DM from non-thermal Z ′ dominates over the production
of DM from thermal ϕ. The asymptotic comoving abun-
dance of N1 gives rise to present DM relic Ωh2 = 0.12
consistent with PLANCK data [61]. The required life-
time of DM can be obtained by appropriate choice of
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Yukawa coupling Y α1
D without affecting DM relic. We can

also produce DM non-thermally from scattering of SM
bath particles into N1 mediated by Z ′, applicable when
Z ′ → N1N1 is kinematically forbidden. As shown in [45],
we can get correct DM relic in such a case for vBL ≳ 1013

GeV allowing sub-Planckian symmetry breaking scales.

V. OTHER DARK MATTER SCENARIOS

Since RHN DM decays into neutrino and other SM
particles via two-body decay with the same Yukawa cou-
pling controlling all these partial decay widths, it is diffi-
cult to reduce the gamma-ray flux without reducing the
neutrino flux. This is observed while comparing fluxes
for two different τDM values in Fig. 1 discussed in the
previous section. One can make suitable changes to this
model in order to decouple the gamma-ray and neutrino
flux to some extent. Here we briefly outline two such
possibilities.

A. Singlet Scalar DM

We can consider another complex singlet scalar Φ′

added to the model such that Mϕ′ < Mi. It couples
to RHNs as yϕ′Φ′N c

i Ni. Unlike Φ, this new singlet scalar
does not acquire VEV and be a long-lived DM. Since
RHNs mix with active neutrinos after electroweak sym-
metry breaking we can have scalar DM decay as Φ′ → νν.
In such a case DM decay to charged particles will arise
only at three-body or higher final states, possibly giving a
softer spectra for diffuse gamma-rays. Such charged final
states arise via ϕ → νℓ±W∓. One can also have produc-
tion of other SM particles via similar three-body decay
processes. Such a scalar singlet DM can be generated
non-thermally via scalar portal or Z ′ portal interactions,
similar to RHN DM discussed above.

B. Doublet Scalar DM

Instead of considering Majorana neutrino, one can con-
sider RHNs to be the right chiral parts νR of sub-eV Dirac
neutrinos. In this simplest version, they can acquire sub-
eV neutrino masses from the SM Higgs itself with tiny
Yukawa couplings. In such a case, the gauged B − L
symmetry needs to be broken by a singlet scalar with
B − L charge different from 2 such that Majorana mass
terms are not dynamically generated.

Let us consider a neutrinophilic scalar doublet η which
couples to neutrinos as yηlLη̃νR, where νR is the right
chiral part of light Dirac neutrinos. Assuming a Z2 sym-
metry in the scalar sector under which η → −η, the scalar
potential is similar to the inert doublet model given by

V = µ2
H |H|2 + µ2

η|η|2 + λ1|H|4 + λ2|η|4 + λ3|H|2|η|2

+ λ4|η†H|2 + λ5[(η
†H)2 + h.c.]. (11)

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the components
of η split and the lightest neutral real scalar ηR can
be DM. Since the scalar sector has a Z2 symmetry and
µ2
η > 0, the neutral component of η does not acquire any

VEV. Therefore, DM in this setup can decay only via the
Yukawa interactions which break Z2 symmetry. We con-
sider the corresponding Yukawa coupling yη to be tuned
such that DM is still long-lived on cosmological scales. Its
decay ηR → νLνR can give rise to the observed neutrino
event while its decay into charged final states appear only
via three-body decay like ηR → ℓ±W∓νR keeping the re-
sulting secondary gamma-ray spectrum softer compared
to the RHN DM studied earlier. While pure thermal
scalar doublet DM will be overproduced for DM mass
above the unitarity limit, incomplete thermalisation with
suitable reheating temperature can generate the desired
relic [62].

VI. CONCLUSION

We have explored the possibility of generating the re-
cently detected highest energy neutrino event of 220 PeV
energy by the KM3NeT collaboration from decay of su-
perheavy dark matter. Considering the simplest possi-
bility of a right handed neutrino coupling with Yukawa
coupling to leptons in type-I seesaw model to be the DM
candidate, we calculate the flux of neutrino and gamma-
ray by considering all possible two-body decay modes of
DM. Considering the best-fit value of the neutrino flux
reported by the KM3NeT collaboration, we find that the
present gamma-ray constraints disfavour the DM decay
origin of the event, in addition to the mild tension with
non-observation of similar events at IceCube and PAO.
Due to the large uncertainty associated with the KM3-
230213A flux at present, it is still possible to explain the
event at within 3σ CL while being consistent with the
above-mentioned constraints. As we consider two-body
decay of DM, the preferred DM mass is 440 PeV, the relic
of which can be generated non-thermally, if we embed the
type-I seesaw scenario in a gauged U(1)B−L setup where
additional scalar and vector boson play the crucial role
in DM production. We also outline the possibility of two
more DM realisations where gamma-ray constraints can
be made weaker. To conclude, the possibility of DM ori-
gin of the KM3-230213A event is marginal at present due
to gamma-ray constraints and non observation of simi-
lar events at other experiments. More precise estimates
of flux, multi-messenger observations or identification of
astrophysical sources in future will be able to settle this
hypothesis more concretely.
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