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The recent observation of the ultra-high-energy neutrino event KM3-230213A by the KM3NeT
experiment offers a compelling avenue to explore physics beyond the Standard Model. In this work,
we explore a simplest possibility that this event originates from the decay of a super-heavy dark
matter (SHDM). We consider a minimal extension of the type-I seesaw by including a singlet scalar
and a singlet fermion DM, both being odd under a Z2 symmetry. At high scale, the Z2 symmetry is
spontaneously broken by the vev of the Z2 odd scalar, leading to i) mixing between DM and heavy
right-handed neutrinos and ii) formation of domain walls (DW). In the former case, the decay of
the DM to ν, h can give rise to the PeV neutrino event KM3-230213A. While, in the latter case, the
disappearance of the DW can give rise to stochastic gravitational waves. We derive constraints on
the DM lifetime as a function of DM mass ensuring consistency with IceCube, Auger upper limits
and the observed KM3-230213A event. We found that KM3-230213A gives stringent constraint on
DM mass ranging from 1.7× 108 GeV to 5.5× 109 GeV with lifetime 6.3× 1029 s to 3.6× 1029 s.

I. INTRODUCTION

The KM3NeT Collaboration recently reported the de-
tection of an exceptionally high energy neutrino event,
designated KM3-230213A, with an energy of 220+570

−100

PeV [1]. This makes it nearly two orders of magnitude
more energetic than the most extreme neutrino previ-
ously detected by IceCube[2, 3]. Understanding the ori-
gin of such an ultra-high energetic (UHE) neutrino is
of great interest, as it could provide new insights into
fundamental physics and astrophysical processes. Al-
though conventional astrophysical explanations consider
galactic, extragalactic, and cosmogenic sources, an alter-
native and intriguing possibility is that KM3-230213A
originated from the decay of super-heavy dark matter
(SHDM). In this scenario, an extremely long-lived DM
particle with a mass in the PeV–EeV range or beyond
decays into high-energy neutrinos. This could happen
through various theoretical frameworks, such as DM cou-
pled to neutrinos via a feeble interaction or scenarios
involving higher-dimensional operators that allow sup-
pressed but non-zero decay rates. See, e.g. [4–7] where
the IceCube neutrino signal is explained with SHDM de-
cay. KM3-230213A has already attracted much attention
in the community. See for instance [8–16].

In this study, we consider a simple extension of the
type-I seesaw model [17–20] with a singlet scalar, S, and
a singlet fermion χ representing the DM. These two par-
ticles are odd under a Z2 symmetry, whereas all other
particles are even. When the scalar S obtains a vacuum
expectation value (vev), χ mixes with the RHN, N , and
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decays to neutrino (ν) and SM Higgs (h). The mixing an-
gle is highly suppressed, ensuring a sufficiently long DM
lifetime consistent with the observed high-energy neu-
trino event. Gamma-ray constraints can typically impose
strong limits on such decays. However, the gamma-ray
flux remains well below current observational bounds in
our scenario. Additionally, the spontaneous breaking of
Z2 symmetry leads to the formation of domain walls.
The disappearance of the DWs can give rise to stochas-
tic gravitational waves (GW)[21–27], which could be de-
tectable in future experiments[28–41].
The paper is organized as follows. The neutrino and

gamma-ray flux calculation details are discussed in Sec.
II. A model of DM is introduced in Sec. III. Production
of neutrino and gamma-ray flux from the DM decay and
our results are discussed in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we discuss
the GW production from the breaking of Z2 symmetry.
We finally conclude in Sec. VI.

II. NEUTRINO AND GAMMA RAY FLUX

A. Galactic component

As the neutrinos can travel through the galaxy with-
out obstruction, their energy spectrum remains nearly
unchanged from the source to the detection point. The
differential neutrino (gamma ray) flux per energy per unit
solid angle from a decaying dark matter (DM) within an
observational volume can be expressed in terms of the
decaying lifetime, τDM as [42–44]

d2ΦG
ν(γ)

dEν(γ)dΩ
=

1

τDM

D
4πMDM

dNν(γ)

dEν(γ)
, (1)

whereMDM is the mass of DM, dNν(γ)/dEν(γ) is the neu-
trino (gamma ray) energy spectrum, and the D-factor, D
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is defined as follows

D =
1

∆Ω

∫
∆Ω

dΩ

∫ smax

0

dsρ(
√
R2

sc − 2sRsc cosψ + s2),

(2)

where ∆Ω is the angular region of observation, (b, l)
are galactic coordinates, dΩ = cos b db dl, ∆Ω =∫
l

∫
b
dΩ, cosψ = cos b cos l, Rsc = 8 kpc is the dis-

tance from the Solar System to the Galactic Center,

smax =
√
R2

MW − sin2 ψR2
sc + Rsc cosψ, RMW = 40 kpc

is the size of the Milky Way, and ρ(r) is the DM density
in the Milky Way given as

ρ(r) =
ρ0

( r
rs
)γ [1 + ( r

rs
)α](β−γ)/α

, (3)

where α, β, and γ are slope parameters and rs is the
scale radius. For the NFW profile, we fix α = 1, β =
3, γ = 1, rs = 20 kpc , Rsc = 8.5 kpc, ρ(Rsc) =
0.3 GeVcm−3[42–44].

B. Extra-Galactic component

The isotropic extragalactic neutrino (gamma ray) flux
resulting from the decay of a SHDM particle with mass
MDM and lifetime τDM is given by

dΦEG
ν(γ)

dE
=

1

4πMDMτDM

∫ ∞

0

ρ0c/H0√
Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ

1

1 + z

×
dNν(γ)

dEν(γ)
dz,

(4)

where ρ0 = 1.15 × 10−6 GeVcm−3 is the average cos-
mological DM density at the present epoch, c/H0 =
1.37× 1028 cm is the proper radius of the Hubble sphere
(Hubble radius), Ωm = 0.315,ΩΛ = 0.685 [45] are contri-
butions of matter and vacuum energy to the total energy
density of the Universe, respectively, and z is the redshift.
The total flux per unit solid angle is obtained as

Φν(γ) ≡
d2ΦG

ν(γ)

dEν(γ)dΩ
+

1

4π

dΦEG
ν(γ)

dEν(γ)
(5)

III. MINIMAL MODEL FOR DARK MATTER

We extend the minimal type-I seesaw model with a
singlet scalar S and a singlet fermion χ (representing the
DM) that are odd under a Z2 symmetry. The relevant
Lagrangian can be written as

Lseesaw+DM = −MN

2
N cN − yNLL̄H̃N − Mχ

2
χcχ

−yNχN̄Sχ+ h.c, (6)

where N is the right handed neutrino, L is the lepton
doublet and H = (0 h+v√

2
)T is the Higgs doublet. We

suppress the generation indices for simplicity. Once S
gets a vacuum expectation value (vev), vS , N − χ mix
with mixing angle θ and gives two mass eigenstates as
χ1, χ2, where

χ1 = N cos θ + χ sin θ,

χ2 = −N sin θ + χ cos θ, (7)

where the mixing angle is given by sin θ ≃ yNχvS√
2(MN−Mχ)

.

Here, χ2 is dominantly the DM, which decays to ν, h
with a suppressed mixing angle sin θ and can explain the
observed neutrino flux measured by KM3NeT[1]. On the
other hand, χ1 is dominantly the RHN, which can explain
the non-zero mass of SM neutrinos via the type-I seesaw
mechanism.

IV. NEUTRINO AND GAMMA RAY FLUXES
FROM DARK MATTER DECAY

Dark matter can decay to neutrino via mixing with
RHN, N . The decay mode is χ → νh. The non-
observation of such a high-energy neutrino event like
KM3-230213A by IceCube [46] sets the upper limit on
the UHE neutrino flux. We used the IceCube limit to
constrain the DM lifetime, which is consistent with the
observed flux by KM3NeT. We now calculate the neu-
trino flux using Eq.(5) for DM mass of 4.5 × 108 GeV,
as shown in Fig.1. We see that the flux fitted the ob-
servation of KM3NeT for a lifetime of 5 × 1029 s. This
gives a lower bound on the DM lifetime for a DM mass
of MDM = 4.5× 108 GeV as τDM > 5× 1029 s.
DM can also decay to γ in the decay channel χ→ νh.

Higgs then can decay to 2γ. However, the branching
fraction for h → 2γ is O(10−3) and remain suppressed.
Therefore, the gamma-ray flux from the DM decay is
highly suppressed in compression to neutrino flux. Nev-
ertheless, we use HESS[51], LHAASO-inner[53] (inner

galaxy region |b| < 5
◦
, 15

◦
< d < 125

◦
), LHAASO-

outer[53] (outer galaxy region |b| < 5
◦
, 125

◦
< d < 235

◦
),

CASA-MIA[52], Auger [54] data to constrain the flux.
We computed the gamma-ray flux for the DM mass
4.5× 108 GeV with lifetime 5× 1029 s and shown in Fig.
2. As expected, the flux remains well below the current
constraints from LHASSO[53] and CASA-MIA[52].

We then scan the DM mass in the range from 104 −
2 × 1011 GeV and calculate the lower limit on the life-
time of the DM. Using the limits on neutrino flux from
IceCube, Auger, we show the lower limit on DM lifetime
as a function of DM mass in Fig. 3. We find that the
SHDM lifetime is much larger than the age of the Uni-
verse, ranging from τDM > 1028 s at MDM ∼ 3.5 × 104

GeV to τDM > 3× 1028 s at MDM ∼ 2× 1011 GeV. The
KM3-230213A event gives stringent constraint on DM
mass ranging from 1.7× 108 GeV to 5.5× 109 GeV with
lifetime 6.3× 1029 s to 3.6× 1029 s.
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FIG. 1. Blue dashed line represents neutrino flux as a func-
tion of energy of the neutrinos for MDM = 4.5 × 108 GeV,
τDM = 5 × 1029s, and red point represent the KM3-230213A
event[1]. The magenta and pink crosses represent the IceCube
single-power-law fits, NST [47] and HESE[3]. The orange
cross corresponds to IceCube Glashow resonance event[48]
The black dotted line corresponds to IceCube-EHE[49]. The
black dashed line corresponds to 12.6 years of IceCube data
[46] and Auger[50] upper limit is shown with gray dashed line.

FIG. 2. Gamma ray flux from the decay of a DM with
mass MDM = 4.5 × 108 GeV, and lifetime τDM = 5 × 1029

s is shown with the dashed blue line. Datas from HESS[51],
CASA-MIA[52], LHASSO-inner[53] and LHAASO-outer[53]
are shown with black, dark blue, dark red, and red colored
points respectively. Auger [54] limits are shown with cross.
The channel for gamma-ray flux used here is χ → νh.

V. STOCHASTIC GRAVITATIONAL WAVES
FROM DISAPPEARING DOMAIN WALLS

When the scalar S acquires a vev, the Z2 symmetry
is spontaneously broken. A key consequence of this dis-
crete symmetry breaking is the formation of domain walls

FIG. 3. Lower limit on the DM lifetime as a function of DM
mass for NFW DM halo profiles.

(DWs), which arise due to the existence of distinct vac-
uum regions separated by energy barriers. The energy
density of the DWs varies as a−1, where a is the scale
factor, whereas the energy densities of matter and radi-
ation decrease as a−3 and a−4, respectively. Thus, these
DWs will soon overclose the Universe, which will con-
tradict the present cosmological observations. However,
they can be made unstable by introducing an explicit Z2-
breaking term in the potential (say µ3

bS). This induces
a pressure difference across the walls, causing them to
collapse and release their energy in the form of stochas-
tic gravitational waves [21–27]. These domain walls must
vanish before Big Bang Nucleosynthesis and before they
start dominating the Universe.
For a DM mass of MDM = 4.5× 108 GeV, a lifetime of

5× 1029 s implies yNL sin θ ∼ 5.39× 10−31. Now, for an
RHN mass of MN = 1014 GeV, to get the light neutrino
mass to be mν ∼ 0.1 eV, the Yukawa coupling must be
yNL = 0.575. Thus, the mixing angle is 9.37×10−31. For
this set of parameters, we then get yNχvS ∼ 1.33×10−16

GeV. Now, taking 4 different values of vS , we compute
the GW amplitude and show the spectrum in Fig. 4. The
benchmark points are shown in Table I. We find that the
gravitational wave frequencies spanning from nHz to kHz
range which can be observed at various GW detectors
such as BBO[28], CE[29], DECIGO[30], NANOGrav[31,
32], EPTA [33], PPTA [34], ET[35], GAIA[36], IPTA [37],
LISA[38], SKA[39], THEIA[36], aLIGO [40], aVIRGO,
µARES[41].

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

We explore the possibility that the recently observed
high-energy neutrino event, KM3-230213A, reported by
the KM3NeT collaboration, originates from the decay of
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FIG. 4. Gravitational wave spectrum from annihilat-
ing domain walls for four benchmark points listed in Ta-
ble I. Sensitivity curves of various gravitational wave ex-
periments are shown in different colors BBO[28], CE[29],
DECIGO[30], NANOGrav[31, 32], EPTA [33], PPTA [34],
ET[35], GAIA[36], IPTA [37], LISA[38], SKA[39], THEIA[36],
aLIGO [40], aVIRGO, µARES[41]

BPs MS (GeV) vS(GeV) Tann (GeV) λS σ (TeV3)

BPGW1 1.47× 105 9.73× 105 0.22 1.14× 10−2 9.28× 107

BPGW2 9.11× 105 4.53× 106 1.65 2.02× 10−2 1.25× 1010

BPGW3 1.23× 106 8× 106 16.03 8.75× 10−3 5.25× 1010

BPGW4 1.35× 109 1.02× 1010 9.66× 104 1.67× 10−2 9.31× 1019

TABLE I. Benchmark points for gravitational wave. Here MS

is the mass of S, λS is the quartic coupling of the scalar S, σ
is the surface energy density or the tension of the DW defined
as σ ≃ 2/3MSv

2
S , and Tann is the temperature at which the

DWs annihilate.

super-heavy dark matter (SHDM). We consider an exten-
sion of the Standard Model that includes a right-handed
neutrino (N), a singlet scalar (S), and a singlet fermion
(χ), which serves as the DM candidate. The model is
supplemented by a discrete Z2 symmetry, under which S
and χ are odd, while all other particles remain even. This
Z2 symmetry is spontaneously broken when S acquires
a vacuum expectation value (vev), leading to a mixing

between χ and N . Consequently, the DM can decay
into neutrinos. We constrain the DM lifetime using Ice-
Cube’s upper limits, along with the KM3NeT observation
of KM3-230213A. Given the large uncertainties in the ob-
served flux, we find that the event can be explained while
remaining consistent with IceCube’s upper bound for a
DM mass of 4.5×108 GeV and a lifetime of 5×1029 s. We
place limits on the lifetime of SHDM as a function of its
mass. In our model, DM can also produce gamma rays.
However, we find that current gamma-ray constraints are
significantly weaker than the predicted flux for the same
parameters that explain the KM3NeT observation, en-
suring the viability of our framework. Furthermore, the
breaking of the Z2 symmetry leads to the formation of
domain walls, whose subsequent collapse can generate a
stochastic gravitational wave background. We estimated
the expected GW spectrum and discussed its detectabil-
ity in future observatories. The presence of such a GW
signal would provide an independent probe of the model,
offering a multi-messenger approach to studying SHDM
through neutrinos, gamma rays, and gravitational waves.
If the reheating temperature (TRH) of the Universe is

less than the mass of the DM, the DM relic might be
produced through the dilute plasma or some non-thermal
processes. One of the typical scenarios would be that the
DM relic can be directly produced by the inflaton (ϕ)
decay. In this case, the abundance of the DM can be
given by, e.g., YDM = (3/4)Br TRH/Mϕ where Mϕ is the
mass of the inflation and Br is the branching fraction of
ϕ decay to the DM.
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