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Based on the swampland program establishing the constraints that an effective field theory must
satisfy in order to come from quantum gravity, we point to that if this program is true the brane-
world scenario with the branon dark matter (DM) would be ruled out without needing the exper-
imental observations. In other words, the constraints of quantum gravity imply that the branons
must be absorbed by the Kaluza-Klein (KK) gauge bosons which are the off-diagonal components
of the bulk metric to become their longitudinal modes. Interestingly, the KK gauge bosons behave
as the DM and hence it leads to a geometric unification of gravity and the DM, as a natural feature
of the brane-world scenario completed into quantum gravity in the ultraviolet. In addition, the
KK gauge boson DM would open a particularly promising observation window to search for the
DM coupling very weakly to the SM in the cosmic microwave background and the spectrum of the
primordial gravitational waves.

I. INTRODUCTION

The brane-world scenario has been an attractive
paradigm for the extension of general relativity (GR) and
standard model (SM) in the range of high enough energy,
which is motivated by superstring/M theory (regarded
as a consistent theory of quantum gravity) and provides
the interesting phenomenological models for cosmology,
astrophysics, and particle physics. (See [1] for a review.)
From the string theory description, the SM fields are the
excitations of the open strings which end in general on a
stack of the Dp-branes wrapping around a compact mani-
fold of (p−3) dimensions. Whereas, only the close strings
which describe the gravitational sector can freely propa-
gate in the whole spacetime or the bulk. Accordingly, the
brane-world models can be realized from the compacti-
fication solutions of superstring/M theory which lead to
the effective low-energy theories with the extra dimen-
sions and the presence of a 3-brane on which the SM
fields are confined [2, 3].

An important phenomenological consequence of the
brane-world scenario is that the branons describing the
fluctuations of the 3-brane along the extra dimensions
are a candidate for the dark matter (DM) [4] which con-
stitutes approximately 85% of the matter in the universe
but whose features (i.e. mass, stability, production mech-
anism, and couplings to the SM particles) remain myste-
rious and are of the major questions in particle physics
and cosmology. (It may also solve the hierarchy prob-
lem [5–7] and provide the models for the late accelerat-
ing phase [8].) The branons are the Goldstone bosons
associated with the spontaneous breaking of the isome-
try in the extra dimensions due to the presence of the
3-brane. It was argued in [4] that if the brane tension
is much lower than the higher-dimensional Planck scale,
the particle spectrum at the range of the low energy is

∗Electronic address: nam.caohoang@phenikaa-uni.edu.vn

the branons and the SM particles. In particular, because
the branons are stable by the parity on the brane and
weakly interacting, they would be an interesting and nat-
ural candidate for the DM. The branon DM has been a
particular class of weakly interacting massive particles [9]
and its signals have been detected in various experiments
like LHC [10–12], LEP [13], gamma-ray telescopes [14–
17], white dwarf stars [18], and dwarf spheroidal galaxies
[19].

The connection between quantum gravity with particle
physics and cosmology has recently become one area of
active and important research. Quantum gravity argu-
ments, string theory compactification, and microscopic
physics have established together the swampland pro-
gram that determines the universal properties of quan-
tum gravity leading to the constraints that an effective
field theory (EFT), like the brane-world scenario or the
SM, must satisfy to be consistent with quantum grav-
ity in the ultraviolet (UV) [20–22]. Hence, the swamp-
land program provides not only new guiding principles to
solve the open problems in particle physics and cosmol-
ogy [23–29] but also UV imprints of quantum gravity at
low-energy scales which open a window into understand-
ing quantum gravity.

In this work, we study the DM problem in the brane-
world scenario within the swampland program. We show
that the branon DM violates at least three essential
swampland conjectures and as a result, the brane-world
scenario with the branon DM cannot be consistently cou-
pled to quantum gravity or cannot come from the string
theory compactification. Thus, the swampland program
if true would allow us to rule out the branon DM without
needing the experimental measurements. On the other
hand, the branons cannot appear in the low-energy parti-
cle spectrum, but they would be absorbed by the Kaluza-
Klein (KK) gauge fields which are the off-diagonal com-
ponents of the bulk metric. Interestingly, we show that
these KK gauge fields play the role of the DM and they
lead to new implications for the search for the DM in
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) as well as the
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spectrum of the primordial gravitational waves (PGWs).
Indeed, because of their geometric nature and gravita-
tional origin, they would typically couple very weakly to
the particles in the SM and thus they actually behave as
the DM. In this way, quantum gravity implies a geomet-
ric unification of gravity and the DM.

II. THE BRANE-WORLD MODEL

We work in a simple model which consists of the 3-
brane propagating in the 5D bulk M5. Note that, the
following analyses are qualitatively similar for the case of
the more dimensional bulk spacetime which is compacti-
fied on a torus Tn. The corresponding action is given as
follows

S = Sbulk + Sbrane, (1)

Sbulk =
M3

5

2

∫
d5X
√
−G (R5 − 2Λ5) , (2)

Sbrane =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
(
−f4 + LSM + · · ·

)
, (3)

where M5 is the 5D Planck scale, R5 is the 5D scalar
curvature, Λ5 is the bulk cosmological constant that is
negative as seen later, XM (xµ) are the coordinates de-
fined on the bulk(3-brane), G(g̃) is the determinant of
the metric on the bulk(3-brane), f is to the brane ten-
sion parameter, LSM denotes the Lagrangian of the SM,
and the ellipsis denotes the fields beyond the SM like the
inflaton.

ConsideringM5 compactified on a circle S1 and using
the KK decomposition, we can split the bulk metric into
various 4D component fields as follows

ds2bulk = GMNdX
MdXN ,

= gµνdx
µdxν −R2 (dθ +Xµdx

µ)
2
, (4)

where gµν , Xµ, and R are the 4D tensor, 4D vec-
tor, and scalar components of the bulk metric, respec-
tively, and XM = (xµ, θ) are the bulk coordinates with
θ to be an angle parametrizing S1. The position of
the 3-brane in the bulk is given in the static gauge as
YM (x) = (xµ, Y θ(x)) where Y θ(x) is the branon de-
scribing the fluctuations of the 3-brane along S1 [30].
In the following, we assume that the radion field R is
stabilized as 〈R〉 ≡ R0. From the ansatz of the bulk met-
ric, one can find the induced metric on the 3-brane as
ds2brane = g̃µνdx

µdxν where g̃µν is determined by

g̃µν = GMN∂µY
M∂νY

N ,

= gµν −R2
0

(
Xµ + ∂µY

θ
) (
Xν + ∂νY

θ
)
. (5)

The isometry or the translation invariance on the circle
S1 implies the following U(1) local transformation

θ −→ θ + α(x),

Y θ −→ Y θ + α(x), (6)

Xµ −→ Xµ − ∂µα(x).

Note that, the transformation of θ and Y θ is the same
because Y θ determines the position of the 3-brane along
S1. The transformation (6) means that the 4D vector
component of the bulk metric behaves as a gauge field
which describes the excitation of the 5D spacetime from
the ground state M4 × S1. We can show that the bulk
metric and the induced metric on the 3-brane are in-
variant under the transformation (6) and thus the total
action (1) is too.

The dimensional reduction of the bulk action (2) on S1

leads to an effective action for 4D Einstein gravity and
4D massless Abelian gauge field as

S4D ⊃
∫
d4x
√
g

(
M2

P

2
R4 −

1

4κ2
XµνX

µν

)
, (7)

where g ≡ det(gµν), R4 is the 4D scalar curvature which
is a function of the 4D metric gµν , MP is the observed
Planck scale identified as M2

P ≡ 2πR0M
3
5 , and κ is the

KK gauge coupling given as

κ ≡
√

2
R−10

MP
. (8)

III. BRANON VERSUS KK GAUGE BOSON

From the induced metric (5) on the 3-brane, we see
that the branon playing the role of the DM found in
[4] can appear in the low-energy particle spectrum in the
limit that the KK gauge field Xµ decouples from the the-
ory or in other words the local isometry of S1 as given by
(6) becomes global. On the contrary, it would be eaten
to become the longitudinal component of Xµ [31, 32].
In this limit, the branon is the physical excitation whose
mass is vanishing or nonzero if the global isometry is real-
ized as an exact or approximate symmetry, respectively.

Now, we use the swampland conjectures to show that
the decoupling limit of the KK gauge field is inconsis-
tent with quantum gravity. First, we observe that the
decoupling limit of the KK gauge field can be realized
when its kinetic term becomes infinite which would stop
its dynamical propagation and hence is derived by send-
ing the KK gauge coupling κ to zero as seen in Eq. (7).
The vanishing limit of κ suggests R0 → ∞ or the de-
compactification limit as seen in Eq. (8). However, the
R0 → ∞ limit would violate at least the following three
swampland conjectures:

• The Sublattice Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC)
[33, 34] imposes an upper bound on the cut-off ΛUV

of the EFT as ΛUV . κ1/3MP. This means that
the cut-off ΛUV of the EFT would approach zero in
the decoupling limit of the KK gauge field or the
limit of R0 → ∞ and consequently it invalidates
the description of the EFT.

• The mass of the KK modes can be expressed as
follows

mn =
n

R0
∼ e−d(Ri,R0), (9)
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where Ri is a finite radius and d(Ri, R0) is the dis-
tance between two points Ri and R0 in the field
space of the radion. In the limit of R0 → ∞ cor-
responding to d(Ri, R0) → ∞, it yields an infi-
nite tower of exponentially light states, as stated
by the Swampland Distance Conjecture (SDC) [21]
which signals the breakdown of the EFT because
it is impossible to describe an EFT coupled weakly
to gravity with infinitely many light states.

• The cosmological and astrophysical observations
have indicated a de Sitter (dS) universe. Hence, the
mass of the KK modes should satisfy the Festina
Lente (FL) bound [35, 36] as m2

n &
√

6κnMPH0

with H0 to be the observed Hubble parameter to-
day. It is clear that this bound would be violated
when taking R0 →∞ corresponding to the decou-
pling limit of the KK gauge field.

Furthermore, the vanishing limit of the KK gauge cou-
pling would lead to trouble with the black hole entropy
bound [37]: the evaporation of large black holes with all
possible charges until reaching the extremal limit would
result in a large number of remnants N ∼ 1/κ which the
difference in the mass is ∆M ∼ κMP; since the limit
of κ → 0 leads to N → ∞ and ∆M → 0; as a result,
there are an infinite number of different states which cor-
respond to the same black hole geometry configuration
and hence the black hole entropy is infinite in contra-
diction with the expectation that the black hole entropy
which is proportional to the square of its mass should be
finite. These results are deeply related to the no-global
symmetries conjecture in quantum gravity which states
that there are no exact global symmetries in the theo-
ries coupled to quantum gravity with a finite number of
states [38].

Indeed, the violation of the above swampland conjec-
tures in the decoupling limit of the KK gauge field is com-
pletely compatible with the observational problems. This
limit leads to the light KK graviton modes which would
significantly change the usual inverse-square law of the
gravitational force whose modified potential is conven-
tionally parametrized as V (r)/VN (r) = (1 + αe−r/R0)/r
where VN (r) is the Newtonian gravitational potential and
α = 2 is the number of the first KK graviton modes. The
fifth-force constraints impose an upper bound on the ra-
dius of S1 as R0 . O(40) µm [39, 40]. Also, the light KK
graviton states can appear as missing energy/momentum
in the colliding processes [41, 42]. Additionally, they can
lead to the cross-section enhancement of the scattering
processes like e−e+ → f−f+ above the predictions of
the SM which have been well tested by the experimental
measurements. Other seriously considerable deviations
due to the presence of the light KK graviton modes can
come from the Supernova cooling [43], the expansion of
the universe during the era of Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis
(BBN) [43], and the black hole production at the colliders
[44].

The above arguments imply that the presence of the

KK gauge boson associated with the local isometry of
S1 is avoidable to make the EFT to be consistently cou-
pled to quantum gravity and compatible with the ex-
perimental observations. Using the expansion

√
−g̃ =√

−g(1−R2
0|Xµ+∂µY

θ|2/2+ · · · ) where the ellipse refers
to the higher-order terms of |Xµ + ∂µY

θ|2 ≡ gµν(Xµ +
∂µY

θ)(Xν + ∂νY
θ), we expand the brane action (3) as

S4D ⊃
∫
d4x
√
−g
(
−f4 +

m2
X

2κ2
XµX

µ +
λ

κ2
XµXνT SM

µν

+LSM + · · · ) , (10)

where T SM
µν = 2δLSM/δg

µν − gµνLSM is the energy-

momentum tensor of the SM. With Xµ + ∂µY
θ → Xµ,

the branon has been absorbed as the longitudinal mode
of the KK gauge boson corresponding to the spontaneous
breaking of the local isometry of S1. As a result, the KK
gauge boson acquires a mass mX =

√
2f2/MP. In anal-

ogy with the condensate of the Higgs field in the Higgs
mechanism, the formation of the 3-brane whose tension
determines the local density of the condensate would de-
fine a preferred position on the internal space S1 and
thus the KK gauge boson coupling directly to the ex-
citations of the 3-brane along S1 would eat the branon
to become massive. This process would correspond to
a phase transition below a certain critical temperature
where the 3-brane is created.

It is interesting that as seen in the effective actions (7)
and (10) the KK gauge boson is odd under the Z2 sym-
metry which guarantees its stability. In addition, the KK
gauge boson couples very weakly to the SM particles with
the corresponding coupling given by λ = 1/M2

P that is
controlled by the 4D Planck scales like the usual gravi-
tation because of the fact that the KK gauge boson has
an origin of geometry associated with new gravitational
degrees of freedom. Therefore, the KK gauge boson be-
haves actually as the DM, which suggests a geometric
unification of gravity and the DM.

IV. PRODUCTION DURING THE INFLATION

Because the coupling of the KK gauge boson to the
SM particles is suppressed by the observed Planck scale,
it must not have been produced in the thermal equilib-
rium. In this sense, the KK gauge boson DM would be
the non-thermal relics and could be purely gravitation-
ally created during the inflation due to the non-adiabatic
expansion of the universe acting on the vacuum quantum
fluctuations [45, 46]. This production mechanism is par-
ticularly simple and interesting because it only bases on
the Stueckelberg mass of the vector DM and the inflation
which is an essential ingredient for the cosmology [47].

In order to compute the pure gravitational production
of the KK gauge boson DM due to the quantum fluctua-
tions during the inflation, first let us write the expansion
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law along the 3-brane as [48, 49]

H2 +
k2

a2
=

(
ρm +M2

Pm
2
X/2

6M3
5

)2

+
Λ5

6
, (11)

where the relation f4 = M2
Pm

2
X/2 has been used and ρm

is the matter-energy density on the 3-brane. One can see
that the standard expansion law is recovered in the low
energy limit with ρm �M2

Pm
2
X/2 and the contribution of

the brane tension compensated by the bulk cosmological
constant by identifying Λ5 = −6M6

5 /M
4
P leading to the

mass of the KK gauge boson DM determined in terms of
the compact radius as mX =

√
3/(πR0).

Calculating the relic abundance of the KK gauge bo-
son particles following Ref. [47] with the non-standard
expansion law (11) and using the tensor power spec-
trum amplitude given in the brane-world scenario as
At ' 12x0/ [Hi/(2πMP)]

2
where x0 ≡ 2

√
3H2

iM
2
P/(2f

4)
and Hi is the Hubble parameter during the inflation [50],
we find

ΩX
ΩCDM

' 1.33×
(

rAsM
2
P

1026GeV2

)2/3 ( mX

103GeV

)7/6
,(12)

where ΩCDMh
2 ' 0.12 is the observed DM relic density

[51] and As ≈ 2.1 × 10−9 is the scalar power spectrum
amplitude [52]. In the present model, the ratio r depends

on the vector DM mass mDM as r ∝ m
−7/4
DM , whereas it

is r ∝ m
−1/2
DM for the dark vector DM models (with the

same gravitational production mechanism) investigated
previously [47, 53, 54]. Because of this difference, the
KK gauge boson DM model is distinguishable from the
models of the dark vector DM in the literature and it also
indicates a new region of the parameter space to search
for the dark vector DM. For instance, with r to order 0.01
the models of the vector DM in the literature and the
present model predict the vector DM mass of the order
of 10−5 eV and 100 GeV, respectively. As seen later, this
new parameter region turns out to be consistent with
quantum gravity.

V. THE CONSTRAINT OF SUBLATTICE WGC

We consider the constraint of Sublattice WGC on the
scenario of the dark vector DM whose relic abundance is
produced by the quantum fluctuations during the infla-
tion. First, applying the constraint of this conjecture for
the previously studied models of the relevant dark vector
DM [47, 53, 54] gives [55]

Hi . ΛUV . g1/3MP .

(
4πmA

Hi

)1/3

MP, (13)

where g is the gauge coupling associated with the dark
vector and mA is its mass. From the relic abun-
dance of the dark vector DM found in [47] and r =
2H2

i /(π
2AsM

2
P) associated with the standard expansion

law, we find an upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio
r as follows

r . 5.35× 10−6. (14)

If the Sublattice WGC is true, this upper bound implies
that the models of the dark vector DM in the literature
which is consistently coupled to quantum gravity and
is compatible with the DM observations must predict a
tiny tensor-to-scalar ratio that is beyond the reach of the
near future experiments. In this way, quantum gravity
would wipe out an experimentally interesting region of
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, i.e r ∈∼ [10−4, 10−2] that is
reachable at the current and future experiments, which
is inconsistent with quantum gravity or belongs to the
swampland.

However, it is interesting that the KK gauge boson
DM model is safe from the constraint of the Sublat-
tice WGC. Indeed, from H3

i = π2M2
PmXAsr/(6

√
3) with

mX =
√

3/(πR0) found above and Eq. (8), we can show
that the constraint Hi . ΛUV . κ1/3MP corresponds
to Asr . 6

√
2/π which is always satisfied with the cur-

rent observations of As and r. This means that, unlike
the models of the dark vector DM in the literature, the
value region of the tensor-to-scalar ratio which is exper-
imentally accessible in the present or near future is not
wiped out by the constraint of Sublattice WGC or be-
longs to the landscape of quantum gravity. In this way,
the KK gauge boson DM model rescues the simple and
intriguing DM production mechanism by only relying on
the longitudinal mode of the vector DM and the infla-
tion from the low-energy constraint of quantum gravity
which excludes the experimentally interesting region of
the relevant parameter space.

VI. PROBING KK GAUGE BOSON DM IN
CMB AND PGWS

In the scenario of the dark vector DM whose relic
abundance is generated purely gravitationally, the DM is
generically coupled very weakly to the SM particles. This
means that it is hard to probe its signatures at the col-
liders like LHC or in other words it is hard to confirm ob-
servationally this scenario. Hence, it is usually assumed
a tiny kinetic mixing between the dark vector DM and
the photon of the SM, leading to a non-gravitational in-
teraction, for its detection in the experiments [47]. Such
a model of the dark vector DM has been searched for
the predicted mass range of ∼ 10−5 − 10−1 eV in the
laboratory experiments using the resonant LC oscillators
[56, 57]. However, in our present model, the production
of the KK gauge boson DM during the inflation happens
at the very high energy scale which is much larger than
(MPmX)1/2 and thus the inflation is very sensitive to the
presence of the KK gauge boson DM as seen from Eq.
(11). In this way, the KK gauge boson DM would leave
imprints in the CMB as well as the PGW spectrum pro-
duced during the inflation. The accurate measurements
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of the CMB and PGWs would provide a means of prob-
ing the signatures of the KK gauge boson DM as well
as another potential observation window to detect the
scenario of the dark vector DM (produced purely gravi-
tationally) in the mass range of the order of hundreds of
GeV.

It is clear that the measurable signatures of the KK
gauge boson DM depend on the inflationary model. In
the present work, we consider the α-attractor inflationary
model, which is motivated by supergravity/string theory
[58] and favors the CMB data very well [52], on the 3-
brane with the corresponding potential V (φ) given by

V (φ) = Λ4

(
1− e−

√
2
3α

φ
MP

)2

, (15)

where Λ and α are the parameters. Because the relevant
expansion law in the presence of the KK gauge boson
DM is H ' V (φ)/(3MPmX), its presence would cause
an important change in the energy density at the end
of the inflation and the e-folding number of the expan-
sion during the reheating denoted by Nre. As a result,
this affects the conversion of the inflaton energy into the
radiation energy at the end of the reheating character-
ized by the reheating temperature Trh. More specifically,
we find the dependence of the reheating temperature Trh
on the principal inflationary quantities observed in the
CMB, namely, the scalar spectral index ns, the tensor-
to-scalar ratio r, the scalar power spectrum amplitude
As as follows

Trh
GeV

=

(
45

π2g∗

) 1
4 1.68× 1011

(Asr)3/28

[√
β(β + 2)− α2

] 1
2

× exp

[
−3

4
(1 + ωre)Nre

]
, (16)

where we have used the correct DM abundance, g∗ is the
effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom taken
to be ' 106.75 in this work, β = [8(1 − ns) − 3]/(4

√
r),

ωre is the equation-of-state parameter which is zero for
the inflationary potential (15), and Nre is given by

Nre =
4

1− 3ωre

[
67.21−Nk − ln

k

a0H0
− 1

12
ln g∗

+
1

4
ln

πAsr

27[
√
β(β + 2)− β2]2

]
, (17)

where Nk = −(1/M2
P)
∫ φf
φi

V 2/(M2
Pm

2
XV
′)dφ, k = 0.002

Mpc−1 is the pivot scale, and a0(H0) is the present value
of the scale factor(Hubble parameter).

Fig. 1 shows the prediction of our model for the re-
heating temperature in terms of the tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio using the observation of the scalar spectral index
ns = 0.965 ± 0.004 (68% CL) [51], which is presented
by the light cyan region bounded by the red dashed
curves. The allowed interval of the reheating temper-
ature is about 10 MeV − 1012 GeV. The reheating tem-

CMB

BBN

1 GeV

100 GeV

107 GeV

0.001 0.002 0.005 0.010 0.020 0.050 0.100
10-4

1

104

108

1012

r

T
rh

@Ge
V

D

FIG. 1: The prediction of the reheating temperature in terms
of the tensor-to-scalar ratio in the KK gauge boson DM
model, presented by a light cyan region bounded by the red
dashed curves. The gray and light purple regions are excluded
by the CMB and BBN constraints, respectively. The horizon-
tal brown, yellow, and green lines refer to the upper bounds
in the cosmological models based on supergravity [67–69]. We
also include the prediction of the standard α-attractor infla-
tionary model for comparison, presented by the light yellow
region bounded by the blue dashed curves.

perature above about 1012 GeV is unphysical because it
leads to Nre < 0. Because of the uncertainty on ns, the
prediction of the dependence of the reheating tempera-
ture Trh on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is currently less
precise. However, the future CMB experiments [59, 60]
which will be able to decrease the error of the measure-
ment of ns would allow a more precise dependence of Trh
on r. For instance, we present the pink region assuming
an uncertainty of ∼ 5 × 10−4 for ns and its unchanged
central value. For comparison, we show the prediction of
the standard α-attractor inflationary model as the light
yellow region bounded by the blue dashed curves.

We observe from Fig. 1 that the observed relic abun-
dance of the KK gauge boson DM connected to the α-
attractor inflation leads to a low reheating temperature,
which is a distinguishing feature of our model compared
to the ordinary inflationary models:

First, this makes it very predictive and testable from
the accurate measurements of the spectral index ns, the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r, and the reheating temperature.
The value of r is measured from the CMB B-mode polar-
ization which has been detected yet and hence 95% CL
upper limit on r is imposed as r < 0.056 [52]. Whereas,
the reheating temperature can be determined from the
spectrum of the inflationary GWs denoted by ΩGWh

2

corresponding to the detection frequency frh as [61]

frh ' 0.26Hz
( g∗

106.75

)1/6 Trh
107GeV

, (18)

where the frequency dependence of ΩGWh
2 changes due

to the occurrence of the reheating. From this relation
together with Eq. (16) and the dependence of ΩGWh

2

on r, Trh, and the frequency of the GWs, we depict
the predicted values of ΩGWh

2 in our model in terms
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of the frequency where the reheating is detected, as the
light blue region (corresponding to the light pink re-
gion in Fig. 1) in Fig. 2. Additionally, we have in-
cluded the proposed future GW observations like SKA
[62], LISA [63], BBO [64], DECIGO [65], and Ultimate-
DECIGO whose sensitivity is only limited by the quan-
tum noises [66]. We see that the KK gauge boson
DM can be probed by Ultimate-DECIGO in the range
of the reheating frequency ∼ [2.2 × 10−3, 1.48] Hz cor-
responding to the range of the reheating temperature
∼ [8.5 × 104, 5.7 × 107] GeV or the range of the tensor-
to-scalar ratio r ∼ [3 × 10−3, 6 × 10−3] which is experi-
mentally accessible in the near future.

LISA

BBO

DECIGO

SKA

Ultimate-DECIGO

BBN

10-10 10-7 10-4 0.1 100
10-21

10-19

10-17

10-15

10-13

10-11

f HHzL

W
G

W
h

2

FIG. 2: The PGW signals of the KK gauge boson DM pro-
duced during the inflation detected at the reheating frequency,
presented by the light blue region, within the reach of the fu-
ture GW observations.

Second, the region of the low reheating temperature
here would be of particular interest in constructing the
cosmological models based on supergravity which re-
quires Trh . 107 GeV in order to avoid the overproduc-
tion of gravitinos [67] which has been a major obstacle for
building such cosmological models. In particular, it is in-
dicated in the situation of very light gravitinos, i.e. 10−3

MeV . m3/2 . 10−1 MeV, the reheating temperature
has to be lower than 100 GeV [68]. In addition, there
is another challenge in the cosmological models based

on supergravity is the increase of entropy arising from
the production of moduli fields, which can be avoided
if Trh < 1 GeV [69]. With the current CMB data, our
model consists of a wide enough range of parameters for
incorporating supergravity, as seen in Fig. 1.

VII. CONCLUSION

The compactification of superstring/M theory which is
regarded as a consistent theory of quantum gravity leads
naturally to the effective low-energy theories with grav-
ity propagating in the extra dimensions and the SM fields
confined to a 3-brane, as well-known as the brane-world
scenario. It was argued that the fluctuations of the 3-
brane along the extra dimensions are a natural DM can-
didate, so-called the branon DM studied extensively in
the literature. However, in this work we show that the
branons belong to the low-energy particle spectrum only
in the decoupling limit of the KK gauge fields, which
would result in the violation of the swampland conjec-
tures. In this sense, the branon DM cannot come from
quantum gravity or the string compactification. On the
other hand, in order for the brane-world scenario to be
UV completed in quantum gravity, the presence of the
KK gauge bosons is avoidable and as a result, they would
eat the branons to acquire a mass.

We indicate a geometric unification of gravity and the
DM where the role of the DM is played by the KK gauge
bosons which are stable by the parity on the brane and
couple very weakly to the SM particles due to their ge-
ometric nature and gravitational origin. The KK gauge
boson DM is sensitive to the very high energy scales like
the inflation scale and thus can be probed by the obser-
vations of the very early universe. We provide its pre-
dictions in the future observations of CMB and PGW
spectrum produced during the inflation, which provides
a complementary window to detect the DM coupling very
weakly to the SM in a new parameter range of the DM
mass in addition to the laboratory experiments.
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