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1 Introduction

One of the most compelling pieces of evidence for physics beyond the Standard Model
(SM) comes from the neutrino sector. The discovery of neutrino oscillations confirmed
that neutrinos have mass and mix [1, 2], a phenomenon that the minimal SM cannot
accommodate. While many theories can generate neutrino mass, the simplest extension of
the SM is to introduce right-handed neutrinos. As SM gauge singlets, these particles allow
for a Dirac mass term, and light neutrinos can acquire mass via the Higgs mechanism.
However, generating the observed sub-eV neutrino masses requires Yukawa couplings as
small as y, ~ my /v ~ 1071310712, a solution often regarded as contrived. Because right-
handed neutrinos are gauge singlets, no symmetry, beyond lepton number, which is only
an accidental symmetry of the SM, protects them against Majorana mass terms. Allowing
lepton-number violation leads to the type-I seesaw mechanism [3—6], which naturally yields
tiny light-neutrino masses m, =~ —m})M “Imp and active-sterile mixing © ~ mpM™!,
where mp is the Dirac mass matrix and M the Majorana mass matrix of the right-handed
neutrinos. This points to a new mass scale associated with typically heavy right-handed
neutrinos. The viability of this idea hinges on the right-handed neutrinos being SM gauge
singlets, prompting the question: is there a deeper principle that produces such fields? A
compelling geometrical answer is offered by theories with extra spatial dimensions, first
proposed in the seminal works of Kaluza and Klein (KK) [7, 8] to unify electromagnetism
and gravity. Since then, they have found a revival in the early 2000s due to their ability to
elegantly solve several SM puzzles, such as the hierarchy [9-11] and flavour puzzles [12, 13].
In many constructions, the SM is localised on a 3-brane in a higher-dimensional spacetime,
whereas gravity, and possibly SM-singlet fields, propagate in the bulk. In such setups,
any fermion living in the bulk must be an SM singlet, providing a natural origin for the
right-handed neutrinos invoked by the type-I seesaw. By contrast, in models like universal
extra dimensions, the entire SM propagates in the bulk [14]. Concrete realisations have
been explored in both flat and warped backgrounds. The flat case for Dirac and Majorana
neutrino masses has been first studied in [15-18], while warped geometries, where small
neutrino masses arise from wavefunction localisation, were examined in [19-21].

Although neutrino masses in extra-dimensional models have been explored in specific
cases [14-21], a comprehensive analysis of LEDs with neutrino mass generation is lacking.
Here, we fill this gap by examining four distinct scenarios under a unified 5D framework,
thereby illustrating how each scenario leads to unique phenomenological signatures. Specif-
ically, we distinguish between Dirac vs. Majorana masses, each of which can reside either
in the 5D bulk or on the 4D brane. One could question the possibility of more than one
extra dimension, as would arise in a string-inspired framework. It is worth noting that
in such scenarios the bounds are generically stronger, since the conversion to KK modes
becomes more efficient when additional extra dimensions are present [22].

The structure of the work is as follows: in Section 2, we begin by introducing the
theoretical framework and the notation. We go through the derivation of the wavefunctions
and the masses of the KK-modes for the different scenarios, highlighting their differences
and possible generalisations to warped geometries. In Section 3, we move to the analysis of



the associated phenomenology in neutrino oscillations. We study each case separately and
describe the salient features. In each Section, we investigate the impact of extra dimensions,
both in vacuum and in matter. In Section 4, we analyse the oscillation data in the context
of Daya Bay and MINOS/MINOS+ for each case and derive the qualitative bounds on the
relevant parameters in question. Finally, in Section 5 we draw our conclusions and outline
future research directions.

2 5D Bulk Fermions

We begin by reviewing the formalism and notation employed in this work.! We work in
an extra-dimensional model with D = 5 whose fifth dimension, y, is compactified on S'/Z,
with radius R. We consider the minimal setup with a fermion ¥ propagating in the bulk.
The most general 5D-Lorentz invariant bulk action is given by [18]:

TR
— — M —
s%bulk:fd‘*xfdy\/é[iqervap—sgn(y)MDq/qz—TJMJC], (2.1)
-TmR

where G is the determinant of the 5D metric, Vjs is the covariant derivative (needed if
spacetime is curved), M is a Majorana mass, Mp is a Dirac mass, and the sgn(-) function is
necessary to make the mass term compatible with the orbifold symmetry. Throughout this
work, we will employ capital Latin letters for the 5D spacetime indices, e.g. M =0,1,2,3,5,
and Greek letters for 4D spacetime indices, e.g. u =0,1,2,3. The sgn(y) function, which
appears in the Dirac term, can be generated by some UV dynamics, for instance, through
couplings of the bulk fermion to a pseudoscalar bulk scalar field.
We adopt the following representation for the gamma matrices:

IH =~#, I’ = 2"}’5 ) {FAa FB} = 277AB : (2.2)

Throughout this work, we will employ the Weyl basis so that v* can be written via o =
(1,0%) and @ = (1, -0"), where o are the Pauli matrices. In particular, one has

(0 7), (01 e

In 5D it is not possible to construct an analogue of 5 that anticommutes with all five
I'4, and hence no 5D chiral projectors can be defined. Nevertheless, chirality can be
consistently assigned by making use of the orbifold symmetry, which allows to assign each
field an orbifold parity

’75\II($7 _y) = :i:\I/(,fL" y) . (24)
Without loss of generality, we will assign even orbifold parity (+) to U. The bulk fermion
W can be decomposed in terms of Weyl spinors

wL('%y))
wR(mv y) '

!Some useful and complementary details can be found, e.g. in Refs. [23, 24].

W(a,y) - ( (25)




As anticipated, the orbifold parity defined in Eq. (2.4) allows to distinguish the two com-
ponents of ¥

wL(x7 _y) = —¢L(957y) ’ wR(fEa _y) = -HbR(eT, y) ) (26)

thus making the theory chiral. From the 4D perspective, they can be identified as left-
and right-handed fields, respectively. The orbifold parity conditions defined in Eq. (2.6)
naturally induce vanishing Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions on the branes for
the odd and even fields, respectively,

TZJL(x,O) = wL(x, :I:7TR) = O, 851&3(%,0) = 851#3(337 :|:7TR) =0. (2.7)

Consequently, only g is localised on the branes.
Finally, charge conjugation can be defined as in four dimensions.

v =)l = 0y, C =iv*y°. (2.8)

In the following, we will use the notation ¥§ p = (¥ g)¢, where

_(¢r(z,y) ~ 0
w5 " () 29

so that \IJE  transforms as a 4D right-(left-) handed field, respectively. In the next Section,
we will derive the equations of motion and the 4D EFT for the different cases of interest.

2.1 Kaluza Klein Decomposition in Flat Spacetime

We first present the general curved spacetime formalism before specialising to flat space.
The fermionic Lagrangian in curved spacetime can be written in a torsionless background
as

Lo TAv T, (2.10)

where eﬁ is the vielbein,

1
Var =0 + Qs QM:§wﬁB[FA,FB], (W) =ened y +enedlo,  (2.11)

w]‘\‘f is the spin-connection and FJA\/]IO is the Christoffel symbol. In flat spacetime, the
spin connection vanishes, 2); = 0, and the covariant derivative reduces to the usual four-
derivative. The equations of motion (EOM) of the 5D spinor read

M
T4V = sgn(y) MpV + TJ\I/ (2.12)

Projecting out the 4D chiralities, the following system of EOM is generated
M
iPVR-~"050 = sgn(y) Mp ¥y + TJ\I’%,

. M
2(§9\PL—7585‘I/R:sgn(y)MD\I/R+TJ\I/CL. (2.13)



To recover the 4D effective field theory (EFT), the fifth dimension has to be integrated
out. This is achieved by solving the 5D EOMs and substituting the solutions back into
the action. Physically, the 5D kinetic term manifests as an effective mass term in the 4D
effective theory, such that the EOMs of Eq. (2.13) reduce to the standard 4D Dirac equation.
Denoted by {xn(vy)}n a set of eigenfunctions (hereafter called “wavefunctions” (WFs)) for
the fifth dimension, one can directly employ the Kaluza-Klein (KK) decomposition of the
field:

;}:nﬁiwme<xxmxy>, (2.14)

where n € Z labels the Kaluza—Klein excitation level and V = 27 R is the volume of the

Yr(z,y) = LV _i Yrn(2)én(y),  Yr(z,y) =

extra dimension whose inclusion is to ensure the correct normalisation of the WFs
1 T 1 ™
- [ e = 3 [ avxamon®) = o (2.15)
—Tr -7

Technically, consistency of the 4D EFT requires the KK decomposition to be truncated
at some nyax = V. KK-modes with larger n are associated with heavier modes, and their
masses must not exceed the UV cut-off. This is expected to be of the order of the extra-

dimensional Planck mass, Ms,>

A2\ 1/3 1/3
Ms==L] ~6x10° GeV (@) < 10° Gev (YE) (2.16)
% R eV

where Mp is the reduced 4D Planck mass. The dominant constraint on the size of the
extra dimension comes from studying modifications of Newton’s law at different length
scales [26-33], leading to 1/R % 1072 eV. In practice, the number of modes that can be
included is so large that the limit N — oo yields stable results and simplifies the analytical
expressions. In the rest of the work, we will derive results keeping N finite and take the
limit N — oo at the very end.

2.1.1 Massless Bulk Fermion

We start by considering a massless bulk fermion in flat spacetime, My = Mp =0,

TR
Sqf,bulk=fd4x/ dy VG [iVT49,¥] . (2.17)
-mR

The wavefunctions can be determined by solving the EOMs of Eq. (2.13)

ann = —HMn Xn, 85Xn = pin &n s (2‘18)

where pu,, is an effective mass which must be determined. The equations are equivalent to

O2En = —p2En, O2xn = 12 Xn » (2.19)

2 An example of explicit computation of the cut-off can be found, e.g. in Ref. [25].




whose solutions are Fourier modes with frequency p,,. Due to the parity of ¢r g, one can
unify negative and positive n,—n for n # 0 modes and define

&n = censin(pny) Xn = Cy,n cos(iny) , (2.20)

thus restricting the sum to n > 0. The solutions automatically satisfy the boundary condi-
tions at y = 0. The eigenvalues are determined by the BCs at y = £, yielding

= 2.21
pn =5 (2.21)

Finally, the normalisation of the solutions fixes the remaining free coefficients

&) =0, &uwoly)=V2sin(uy), xo(¥) =1, xns0(y)=V2cos(uny), (2.22)

where the orbifold parity forces the left-handed zero mode to vanish, £,(y) = 0, leaving
only the right-handed zero mode, xo(y) = 1. The extra-dimensional kinetic term converts
into a 4D tower of Dirac mass terms:

—_— N e —
f dy Wil*05W = = 3" fin [ORnLm + YLnbRrn] - (2.23)
n=1

In the following, we examine how the bulk fermion WFs and KK spectrum are modified
by a constant Majorana and Dirac mass.

2.1.2 Majorana Bulk Mass

We turn now to the case of a Majorana bulk term, Mj + 0, Mp =0,
TR M
S\I!,bulk = f d4x / dy\/él:iEFAaA\If - TJE‘IIC:I . (2.24)
-TmR

Since the bulk Majorana mass M; is constant along y, the KK WFs are identical to
the massless case. However, each KK mode now acquires an additional Majorana mass
contribution in the 4D effective theory. The 4D EFT contribution from the Majorana
mass term so obtained reads

N N

_— My N -

St%,ee o - f dtz [Z pn YL YRA + 5 Z (TZ}L’M/)E’” + ¢R,n¢%7n) + h,c.] . (2.25)
n=1 n=0

For n > 0, the KK-mass terms and the Majorana one can be conveniently combined by

employing the fields

_ wl,n + wQ,n _ win - wg,n
YRrn = — YL = — 5 (2.26)

where 11 2, are right-handed fields. In this basis, the KK mass term takes the form:
1 [y — N —
So -5 [ d'x {MJ¢§%70¢R,0 + 2 [W5 i (Mg + i) + 05 20 (Mg = i) ] + h-C-} :
n=1

(2.27)

where the mass matrix for the KK-modes is diagonal. This will prove very convenient for
studying the spectrum of the theory once the active SM neutrino is included.



2.1.3 Dirac Bulk Mass

Next, we consider the case of a Dirac bulk term in a flat spacetime background,® M = 0,
Mp # 0, whose action reads

TR
S‘I/,bulkz /d4l’ [ dy [Z'EFAﬁA\IJ—SgH(y)MDE\IJ] . (2.28)
-TR

The EOMs of Eq. (2.13) can be reduced to

O5Xn = WD nén — Mpsgn(y)xa (2.29)
O5&n = — (ND,an - Mpsgn(y)&n) , (2.30)
where for later convenience we denoted the KK masses by pp,,. Let us begin by assuming

pip,n # 0. By further differentiating the two equations, in the intervals y > 0 and y < 0, the
problem reduces to the decoupled equations

aan = _(NQD,n - M%)Xn = _MZXTH (2.31)
852571 = (kD - MP)&n = ~pinén, (2.32)

where we defined p,, via
= 124 M (239

The most general solution for both of them is a linear combination of sines and cosines.
Given the discontinuity of sgn(y) at the origin, we rely on different boundary conditions.
We can use parity to fix the odd solution and the spectrum, and then derive the even
solution by means of the EOMs. General solutions to the above equations read

gn(y) =C¢n Sin(,uny) ) Xn(y) =Cxn COS(Mn?/) + dx,n Sin(ﬂnlyl) . (2‘34)

Boundary conditions at y = 7R force p1,, = n/R. By matching to the EOMs one can fix ¢, p
and d,, and find

e [yt cos(piny) - Mp sin(pnly])] - (2.35)

) =
\ Ha + Mp,

The normalisation condition of Eq. (2.15) fixes the coefficient to
cen = (-1)"V2. (2.36)

Therefore, the wavefunctions on the brane read

Xn(mR) = V2 x P = (2.37)

HD,n \ 12+ M

Finally, let us turn to the zero mode, which we identify with pg = 0. In such a case, the
solutions are at most first-order polynomials in y, possibly depending on its absolute value.

3A detailed analysis for the warped counterpart can be found, e.g. in Ref. [19].



However, the Dirichlet conditions for £ force it to £y (y) = 0. The even mode can then be
determined by

d5x0 = —Mpsgn(y)xo, Xo(y) = ex0e WME (2.38)

The normalisation fixes c, o

1/2
2rMpR )/ Mp(TR-yl) (2.39)

XO(y) = (627TMDR— 1

The presence of a y-dependent Dirac mass term acts as a potential, changing the wave-
functions and causing an exponential localisation of the zero mode. For instance, in our
conventions, if Mp > 0, then the potential is minimised when sgn(y) < 0. Therefore, the
zero mode WF gets localised near y = 0 and exponentially suppressed at y = 7R. If Mp <0,
the opposite situation applies. Finally, the WFs of the massive KK-modes get affected by
Mp # 0, but read the same at y = 0, 7R as in the previous cases.

3 LED Phenomenology in Neutrino Oscillations

In the following, we consider how the presence of extra dimensions can modify how neu-
trinos propagate. We study the scenario in which the SM is localised on the orbifold fixed
point brane at y =R

TR
Shrane = f dz f dy~/—G Lipane (y - 7R) (3.1)

-TR

where ¢ is now the determinant of the 4D induced metric on the brane, and the delta
function localises interactions on the SM brane. Notice that the fixed point y = 0, would
have been an equally good possibility, and our choice does not affect the results. Because
Yp is even under y——y while ¢y, is odd, one has 11 (0) = ¢ (7R) = 0. Hence, only ¢ can
couple to operators localised on the SM brane at y = 7 R. From now onwards, we will work
only with the 4D EFT on the brane; we hence will omit the localisation of the functions
at y = TR, unless specified otherwise.
The most generic interaction term reads

— o~ 11—~
~Lprane 2 LLYDHwR + 5w%B¢R +h.c., (32)

where H and L denote the Higgs and leptonic SU(2) doublets with HT = (H+ HO)
and H = iocoH*. The couplings Yp and B are generically matrices and encode non-trivial
flavour structure. Upon performing the KK-decomposition of Eq. (2.14), in terms of the
KK tower, it reads

_/-"brane 2 L_L( )ﬁ Z wR nXn t Z an( )wR m(XnXm) +h.c. (3'3)

n=0 nm 0



Model Extra params. Xo(mR) Xn(TR) KK-masses

Brane Dirac - 1 V2 np
. 2nRMp 12 V24in 2 2
Bulk Dirac MD m \/ﬁ MD + ('I’L,[Ll)
n D
Bulk Majorana | Mj 1 V2 My +nu
Brane Majorana | B 1 V2 N1

Table 1: Summary of the localised WFs and KK-spectrum (n > 1) for the case studies of

-1 are common to all scenarios. The + for the

this work. The parameters mp and pu; = R
Majorana cases stems from the choice of basis used to describe the mass matrix. For all

models, the lightest KK mode is massless, pg =0, and thus it is not reported in the table.

We will denote

_ v (Yo _B
mD:E (\/V), B_V, (3.4)

defined to absorb the Higgs vacuum expectation value for later convenience. In the following
analysis, we work under the simplifying assumption that all the mass matrices become
simultaneously diagonal when the matrix Yp is rotated, generating the PMNS matrix.
While for our purposes, such an assumption is necessary to obtain analytical results, such
a construction could be realised by imposing some form of minimal flavour violation [34]
in the UV. We comment on the effects of departing from such an assumption in B.1.

A summary of the models studied so far, along with the relevant parameters for neu-
trino phenomenology, can be found in Table 1. All models share different features in the
shape of the KK-spectrum, in the relative size of the zero WFs to the massive ones and,
most importantly, in the shape of the mass matrix. All of these features will affect how
neutrinos oscillate, and as we will explore in the next Section.

3.1 KK Neutrino Oscillations

The inclusion of a large number of sterile states that mix with the SM neutrinos can
modify the SM prediction for neutrino oscillation. We begin by reviewing the theoretical
formalism of neutrino oscillations, both in vacuum and in matter. We then apply it to the
different case studies, with brane and bulk Dirac and Majorana masses.

3.1.1 Oscillations in Vacuum

In this section, we develop the formalism for vacuum neutrino oscillations with KK modes.
We derive analytical formulas for oscillation probabilities in the long-baseline limit, which
will guide us in the interpretation of the full numerical results later in this work.

Let us denote the flavour eigenstates by v,,; where a € {e, j1, 7} represent flavour and
the Roman index i, j,--- € {1,2,3} and n,m,--- € {0,1,2..., N} labels the mass eigenstates

4As a complementary probe, it was recently proposed to study neutron oscillations induced by mixing
with bulk fields [35].



and the KK modes, respectively. These flavour states are related to the mass eigenstates
U;n via the unitary transformation:

Van) = ZZ nm‘Vzm ) (3.5)

where V! is the matrix related to the second rotation involving the KK-modes and Uy
is the PMNS matrix that rotates the three flavour states and diagonalises Yp. The flavour
index of V reflects the fact that in our limit of simultaneous diagonalisation of the different
mass matrices, a different V;,,, exists for each flavour. The exact structure of V!, has to be
determined case by case. The procedure to obtain V!, is straightforward but tedious and
amounts to the diagonalisation of the full mass matrix. We will provide explicit solutions
for all the cases listed in Table 1 in the following Sections.

Let us consider a SM flavour eigenstate |v4,0). The oscillation probability of such a
state in time is given by
2

Z (UMV()in) (UﬁiVOin)* "Bt (3.6)

in

Poep(t) = [{v5,0(1) a0 (0) * =

where F;
In long—basehne experiments where the distance travelled by the neutrino is large

Vi n) in the ultra-relativistic limit.

relative to its energy, oscillation between different eigenstates is rapid and averages out.
As a result, the oscillation probability becomes an incoherent sum:

Pt ) = S0V x (S 1)
i n

Such a formula will be used to estimate long baseline expectations and better understand

numerical results. In this limit, the deviation from the SM prediction is entirely encoded

in the 0-eigenvector of the neutrinos’ mass matrix. This will turn out to be particularly en-

lightening when trying to understand many of the numerical results presented in Section 3.2

and onwards.

3.1.2 Oscillations in Matter

In this Section, we focus on neutrino oscillations in matter. We define the notation and
the formalism which will be employed for the different models. As a reference, we follow
the notation of Ref. [36] and the notation of Ref. [37] for the matter effects.

Let us begin by considering the original Lagrangian of Eq. (3.3). Before applying any
rotation to the fields, the Yukawa term involving Yp includes the interaction term

L> L_%?E’Bﬁq/’z% > VL OmD (Z XM[’Rn) ) (3.8)

where the fields indicate the original fields in the interaction basis, and we denote 7, ¢ the
neutrinos in the basis where Yp is diagonal. The above term can be diagonalised by a
bi-unitary rotation

Vi o=U%p,, UE = RYY} g, (3.9)

~10 -



such that
U'mpR = mp diag - (3.10)
The rotation U is the PMNS already presented in Eq. (3.5). The rotation R is applied
equally to all KK modes that stem from g upon dimensional reduction. Notice that the
tilded basis |#7) corresponds to the basis where Y}, is diagonal, while |v) and |#/) correspond
to the interaction and mass basis used in the previous section, respectively.
Since the matter affects the propagation of only vy, o, it is convenient to make explicit
the flavour index
VL
vp= v ], (3.11)
VL

T
(6 2. (6% « o «
vi= (Vi X9 X5 .. X)),

where X* could be any left-handed field that appears in the Lagrangian. In this notation,
the change of basis can be conveniently written as

e\ @ ~1 7
Vi (7L U o
vl =u| o], U= . (3.12)
T ~3 0 Rai
v v
This way, the Hamiltonian of the system can be conveniently written as
Ve 0 0O
Oea Vi Ve 0
H=Hy+V,, V=0V, 0], Va:(ea Cc(‘)+ N00)7 (3.13)
0 0 V-
where Hj is the vacuum part and V), is the matter potential
1
Voo = \/iGpne, Ve =—=Gpn,, . (3.14)

V2

with G is Fermi’s constant and 7., is the number density of electrons and neutrons,
respectively. Schrodinger equation dictates the time evolution of |7;)

d MM 1
i 17) = UT (Hy+ V) U D) ~ ( +ufvmu) 7) =55 (MM' +2EV)|7),  (3.15)
where
V. 0 0
V=uv,u=utlo v, olu. (3.16)
0 0V,
If all mass matrices can be made simultaneously diagonal,
M, 0 0 MM 0 0
M=|0 M, 0 [, MM'=| o MM o |[. (3.17)
0 0 M, 0 0 MM

The above formulas will be implemented numerically. In the following Sections, we analyse
the spectrum of the case studies of this work listed in Table 1 employing the above discussed
formalism. We will express the masses and mixing factors in terms of the parameters of
the benchmark model and of the inverse size of the extra dimension, uq = 1/R. Finally, we
will denote the eigenvalues of the mass matrices by {my,, }n.

- 11 -



3.2 Dirac Brane Term

In this section, the analysis is restricted to the minimal setup with M; = Mp =0 and the
field couples to the SM only via the Yukawa portal, hereafter referred to as the “Dirac
brane” scenario. This benchmark has been the focus of a substantial body of work, which
has examined the phenomenology of bulk neutrinos across a wide range of observables and
energy scales [22, 37-55]. In the following, we will review and comment about the spectrum
of the theory, which will then be applied to neutrino oscillations. We will employ previously
derived results in Section 2.1.1.

Under our current assumptions, the Dirac brane Yukawa Yp is already diagonal, there-
fore we can treat each flavour independently and omit the flavour indices. The 4D effective
Lagrangian in the flavour basis reads

-Lo> L YpH ( Z de,an) + E Mnd}L,an,n +h.c.. (3'18)

n=0 n=1

For convenience of notation and without loss of generality, we relabel the fields as

VSM = VL0 5 Yin=Vin, YRn = VRn - (3.19)

We can group into a more compact notation vz, and vg all fields, and write the mass matrix
as

N N
-L> Z UnVL nVRn + VLo (MDX0) [VR@ +V2 Z I/RJL:I +h.c.. (3.20)

n=1 n=1

Since Xns1 = V/2x0, only one combination (mpxo) appears, one could replace

(mpxo) > mp - (3.21)

Such an observation is not relevant in the flat case as yg = 1, but has an interesting impact
for the warped scenario, as we will discuss more in detail later on. The associated mass
matrix reads

mp \/§WLD \/§mD \/§mD

0 M1 0 e 0
Lo vl O 0 125) ce 0 VR = —EMVR . (3.22)
0 0 0 ... un

The upper-triangular structure of the mass matrix comes from the brane Yukawa coupling
of vy o to every vg, with weights x,(7R) and that the KK Dirac masses pair v, , with
VRrn- This yields a democratic mixing of the SM state with the tower. The mass spectrum
is obtained by diagonalising M, or equivalently MM/ for the left-handed fields. Since
only vy, participates in weak interactions, we focus on the left-handed rotation L. The
diagonalisation of the mass matrix can be achieved by performing independent rotations
of v R

v - L, vr >R uvp. (3.23)
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Since only vy, enters the charged interactions, we focus only on the left-handed rotation,
which can be computed by noticing that

LT (MM')L = diag(M?), (3.24)
where
mQD(1+2N) V2p1mp N 2uemp ... N 2unmp
V2p1mp ,u% 0 0
MM’ = | V2uomp 0 uiooo. 0 . (3.25)
\/§,uNmD 0 0 e ,UJ?V

The eigenvalues can be obtained by computing the solutions to the following equation

K1

N 2
s Qomp)l” o Ny 7rcot(7”m):’“mA (3.26)

= 3 s
n=0 m,\ :u’n mi,

where the closed form of the summation is obtained by taking the N — oo limit. The
result is in agreement with what had been found in previous works, e.g. in Ref. [15]. The
normalised eigenvectors u) relative to the eigenvalue m) are found to be

1

: m e 1(7*m2% m? -2
S TN s P TR

I

/\#n

(3.27)

The above results are in agreement with previous works [16, 56]. The normalisation factor
N, is larger for lighter modes, thus they couple more to the SM as expected. Interestingly,
its functional shape is analogous to the one derived for the extra-dimensional axion case [57].

The left-handed rotation L can be reconstructed starting from the above eigenvectors.
Notice that in terms of the notation employed in Eq. (3.5) to describe neutrino oscillations
L¢,, = Vi . Finally, the above results imply (uy)o = Ny, and thus all relevant information
for neutrino oscillations, besides the mass spectrum, is encoded in the normalisation coeffi-
cients NV, . Finally, unitarity enforces sum rules involving powers of Ay, the most relevant
being

SNF=1. (3.28)

Such a relation can be used to assess the number of neutrinos relevant for each observable
quantitatively and as a valuable countercheck in numerical calculations when truncating
the spectrum.

We now investigate the structure of the spectrum of the theory. As it will turn out,
states can be conveniently labelled by integers n, so we will use the notation my, = m,. In
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the limit uy > mp, the extra dimension decouples. On the other hand, the zero mode of
the tower remains massless and can form a Dirac pair with the SM neutrino, yielding
2

2

. T™m

ml)ightest =mp (1 _ 6M2D + . ) , My, ™ [y - (3.29)
1

In the opposite limit, u; < mp, the mixing of the SM neutrino with the KK-tower
gets large, and the spectrum is found to be

1 2
mAn:(n+—)u1(1— “12 +) (3.30)
2 T

Notice how in this limit the masses of the lightest modes do scale with p1, not mp. The

Dirac Yukawa regulates the number of modes for which the approximation is valid before
the decoupling part of the matrix takes over. In fact, the existence of a mode n, such that
fn, > mp is unavoidable. When such a limit is reached, the result of Eq. (3.29) applies
and my,.,.. ~ fin,. Interestingly, the mixing N of the modes found in Eq. (3.27) becomes
constant if my ~ O(u1) < mp yielding

NMapan, (11 < mp) » ﬁﬁ . (3.31)

T mp

The value of n, at which this happens can be qualitatively estimated by considering when
the ratio of the diagonal entries of the mass matrix becomes comparable with the off-
diagonal ones. A more precise statement can be obtained by studying the normalisation
factor of Eq. (3.27), realising that the KK tower contribution becomes dominant over mp
when N, stops being constant, yielding

2
N ™mp

The spectrum and the normalisation factors can be visualised for a representative

choice of the parameters in Fig. 1. The plot shows the mixing A versus mass eigenvalue
my (in units of mp) for py = {10,1,0.1} shown in purple, blue and green, respectively.
For large KK spacing (u1 > mp, purple), the lightest state carries N ~ 1 while higher
modes have negligible overlap, indicating KK decoupling and SM-like oscillations. As uq
decreases (blue — green), the SM zero mode spreads quasi-democratically over many KK
states. Finally, the estimation of the number of modes with equal mixing estimated in
Eq. (3.32) is confirmed by the exact numerical results.

We delve now into the impact of such a model on neutrino observables. A back of the
envelope estimation can be made from Eq. (3.26) realising that the lightest mass eigenvalue

ml/\ightGSt will lie within the first quadrant of cot (x), z €[0,7/2]:

0 < plightest ¢ % : (3.33)

and using the best fit value of Am2, » 2.5x1073eV? (I=1(2) for NO(I0)) [58], and assuming
the lightest neutrino among all flavours to be massless, one obtains p; 2 0.1eV.
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Figure 1: Brane-Dirac spectrum for representative values of pp in units of mp = 1. The
dashed lines and the dots represent Ny of Eq. (3.27) as a continuous function of m) and
the physical masses stemming from Eq. (3.26), respectively.

Similarly, a bound can be extracted by studying the correction factor to the oscillation
probability of Eq. (3.7). Since Vi, = N };n (where here we restored the flavour index i for
clarity), and since no significant deviation is found in neutrino data so far, the deviation
in the neutrino oscillation can be qualitatively captured by requiring

. S
S Vil = DA A 1. (3.34)
n A
By employing the asymptotic results previously derived, one finds
1 > mp,
SN g e (3.35)
) (V2u1/(rmp)) 1 <mp,

from which one can immediately extract a rough bound

2 (m/N2)mp . (3.36)

We note that y; < mp, the mixing between active and the sterile states can be larger, and
hence 3N, f « 1, reducing the overall survival probability of the active neutrinos as they
By

oscillate into steriles. In the following Section, we explore the more complicated case of a
bulk Dirac mass term.

3.3 Dirac Bulk Term

In this Section, we consider the case in which the bulk fields have a Dirac mass, My =0
and Mp # 0. We will refer hereafter to this case study as the “Dirac bulk” scenario. The
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case study has been the object of several works which explore its phenomenology across
different observables and energies [59-63]. We will study the mass matrix, the spectrum
and the mixing structure employing the results previously derived in Section 2.1.3.
Before starting the discussion, it is relevant to point out that the sign of Mp has
physical consequences. First, its sign flips the potential of ¥, and thus the exponential
localisation of the zero mode. In turn, as we will see, this heavily affects the mixing with
the SM neutrinos. Secondly, even though less dramatic, it can appear jointly with mp in
observables. Let us explore it more in detail by considering the relevant terms

TR
-So / d*x [ dy\/a {sgn(y)MDﬁwR +0(y-mR) [L_L}?DFI@Z)R + L_LYeHeR] + h.c.} ,
o (3.37)

assuming without loss of generality that Yp > 0 and that Y, is already diagonal and positive.
If Mp were negative, its minus sign could not be rotated away by redefining ¥g, as it would
appear in front of Yp. The converse is also true. It follows that the sign of the product
YDM p is physical.

The mass terms of the Lagrangian in the 4D EFT follow the same structure previously
discussed for the Dirac brane case in Eq. (3.20). The Yukawa part of the Lagrangian reads

N N
L3 ppnarLatra +Lmp [XOVR,O + XnVR,n] +h.c., (3.38)

n=1 n=1

where ip p, is the KK mass stemming from dimensional reduction (cf. Eq. (2.33))

pDn =\ M3+ p2. (3.39)

On the brane y = 7R, the wavefunctions reduce to

2rRMp )1/2
1 )

X[)(?TR) = (m anl(ﬂ'R) = \/5 X 'u—n (340)

The main difference compared to the brane Dirac case is (i) the different value of xo # 1
and yns>1 # V/2, which reproduces the known case in the limit Mp — 0, and (ii) the different
KK-mass spectrum, which is now affected by Mp. About the former point, depending on
the sign of Mp, the magnitude of x( can significantly change

V2rRMp e ™Mb - MpR> 1,
xo(mR) ~ {1, MpR~0, (3.41)

\/27TR|MD|, MDR<<1.

For large positive values, it gets exponentially small, thus suppressing the mixing between
the zero mode and the rest of the states. Conversely, if MpR <« 1, the mixing increases as
|Mp|'/2.

By adopting the notation

VSM =VL0, Q;ZJL,n =Vin, wR,n =VRmn, (342)
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we can write the mass matrix as

xXomp X1mp X2mp ... XNTMp

0 1D.1 0o ... 0
L> -vr, 0 0 KD2 .. 0 VR = —WMZ/R. (343)
0 0 0 e ND,N

The mass matrix is upper-triangular and formally looks as in the Dirac-brane case. How-
ever, the zero mode coupling can be substantially smaller or larger than unity, and all KK
diagonals are lifted by Mp. The eigenvalues and the left-handed fields rotation can be
found by studying

N
m, ZOX% X1UD,1MD X2MD2MD .- XNMUD,NTD
n=
P
X14D,1MD Up1 0 - 0
T — 9

MM = X2/D,2MD 0 Lhoy 0 ’ (3.44)

XNUD,NTD 0 0 . M2D,N

as previously done for the brane Dirac case in Section 3.2. Its eigenvalues m?\ can be
obtained by solving

N 2 0 n=0

Xn™MD) ; ;
WXnD)” g LD = (3.45)

T;)mi_lﬂp,n " {\/u%+M12), n>1.

In the limit N — oo, the above expression translates to the transcendental equation

m\/m?2 — M2 M 2
i \/m3 — M? cot VoA TP —MDcoth(W D) +X3:%- (3.46)
D

u1 M1 H1

In the limit Mp — 0, one has yo - 1 and m) — m), thus encountering the result previously
found. The normalised eigenvectors and the mixings are found to be

1 -1/2

2
: N
BRTY I v [1+ - (w) ] e

2
m3 =KD n=1\ "X~ HDn
Upon taking the limit N — oo, the normalisation coefficients read

-1/2
[n2 _ as2 2 ar2
N - |1 ﬂm2D [ | 2m\/my - Mp ) m/my — Mj, |

sin —2m | csc

i\ Jok 0 m p

The structure of the mixing is significantly more complicated than in the Dirac brane case.

(3.48)
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Let us now study the spectrum of the theory in some interesting limit cases. We can
start by examining how the lightest mode behaves as a function of Mp. If Mp is positive
and very large, then xo gets exponentially suppressed (cf. Eq. (3.41)), and thus the lightest
mode gets exponentially lighter. If, on the other hand, Mp is very large but negative, then
the diagonal terms of the mass matrix grow compared to the off-diagonal ones, and thus
the lightest mode gets again lighter. All in all, for large values of Mp, one expects a
hierarchy in masses between the lightest and all the rest of the modes. When one of the
parameters is much smaller than the others and mp is not the largest, its mass can be well
approximated by

pimp , Mp — 0;
ni+mim, /3
ml/\ightest ~ 1 Xomp, mp —> 0; (3.49)
V2Mp e~™Mp/m i w1 —>0,Mp>0;
|Mp| w1 —>0,Mp<0.

The limit Mp — 0 reasonably reproduces the previous results obtained for the Dirac brane
case in Eqs. (3.29)-(3.30). If p3 > mp, the extra dimension decouples, and the spectrum
can be conveniently labelled by positive integers

my, ® o, =\/ M3+ (np1)?. (3.50)

This limit is always satisfied in the bottom right corner of the mass matrix, and the above
approximation always holds for the heaviest modes of the spectrum.
On the other hand, mp > Mp, u1, there exists a regime where the heavier modes are

My 2/ Mp + (np1)?, (3.51)

but where the mixing does not yet decrease, and it becomes instead constant

V241
N)\,plateau N K ) (352)
™mp

still given by

regardless of Mp. The above expression is valid if [Mp| ~ u1, and needs further n-dependent
corrections if otherwise. If instead mp < p1,|Mp|, the lightest mode gets most of the
mixing as

2
M M
N tightest & 1 + ”4m2D [7rcsch2 (Wﬂ—lD) - ]\’Z—lD coth(WMD )] . (3.53)

H1
For positive and large Mp the exponential suppression of yo makes implausible any chance
of detecting modifications to the SM.

The masses and the normalisation factors can be visualised for a representative choice
of the parameters in Fig. 2. The spectrum features a lightest mode with the largest mixing.
Its mass is exponentially smaller compared to the other modes as Mp grows, in agreement
with the previous estimation of Eq. (3.49); its mixing is the largest and approaches one as

mp decreases, as previously shown in Eq. (3.53). Heavier modes’ mixing grows with the

~ 18 —



1F---1 | | | A4 . "
0.500:- ]
3 £
0.100¢ =
A . ]
20.050} ]
vM1:107 AIDil
0.010F | Am=1 Mp=3
r H1 :017 ]\[D:()l
0.005: =1 Mp— 3
® =1, Mp=-30
0.001 4 ! Lol | il | ol | Lol L ro vl L ool |
10~ 0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100

my

Figure 2: Bulk-Dirac spectrum for representative values of pq in units of mp = 1. The
dashed lines and the dots represent Ny of Eq. (3.48) as a continuous function of m) and
the physical masses stemming from Eq. (3.46), respectively.

mass m), reaches a peak, and then it starts decreasing. It can be shown that the position
of the peak in the limit [Mp|/u1 > 1 approximately lies at

M) peak = Mp. (354)

The regime where mp > 1, |Mp| shows a plateau structure before the decoupling regimes
begin, whose mixing value agrees with the estimation of Eq. (3.52).

Let us now turn to the impact on neutrino oscillations. In the scenarios described
above, we can derive the corrective factor for the SM probabilities. In the regime of
maximal mixing mp > pi1,|Mp|, we can estimate a rough constraint by assuming the
plateau dominates the mixing, and thus the relevant number of modes reads

2
-1 T™mp
L (N)?,plateau) ~ (\/§,M1) ) (3.55)

where we used the result of Eq. (3.52). In turn, this implies
2
V241 )

T™mp

p1 2 (m/V2)mp . (3.56)

4 4
ZN)\ ~ n*N)\,plateau = (
A

Interestingly, the number of modes as well as the rough bound are independent of Mp and
match the case with Mp =0 of Eq. (3.36). On the other hand, information on Mp can be
extracted in the limit mp < u1,|Mpl; the mixing factor derived in Eq. (3.53) gives

2 -1 (3]

M M A > |[Mp|,

mh s B [7Tcsch2 (u) - CO‘Eh(7r D )] A 27r|2M | p > (Mo : (3.57)
7T M1 D H1 B < [Mp).
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So far, we have considered only Dirac neutrinos. In the next section, we start intro-
ducing lepton number violation by means of a Majorana mass. We begin discussing the
presence of a bulk Majorana mass, and then move to the case of a brane one.

3.4 Majorana Bulk Term

In this section, we study the impact of a bulk Majorana mass, thus taking Mj; # 0 and
Mp = 0, as introduced in the action of Eq. (2.1). We refer hereafter to this case study
as the “Majorana bulk” scenario. Previous works have appeared in the literature focusing
on model-building and its phenomenology [15, 16, 64-66]. We will employ the results
previously derived in Section 2.1.2 to analyse the mass matrix and the spectrum of the
theory.

In the presence of a Majorana mass term, a convenient basis to write the interactions
is defined by Eq. (2.27). We define the fields vector X

T
X = (v o ¥ia Y51 V2 Y5 - Yin YSN) (3.58)
such that the mass term can be conveniently written as
1—
-L> EXMXC. (3.59)

Notice that the zero mode was treated separately. As anticipated, in such a basis, the mass
matrix M is almost diagonal

0 xomp Ximp Ximp ... XNMD XNMD
xomp My 0 0 ... 0 0
X1MD 0 MJ+/,L1 0 0 0
M=|ximp O 0 My—p... 0 0 , 25%. (3.60)
xvmp 0 0 0 oo My +pn 0
xymp 0 0 0o ... 0 Mj -y

The eigenvalues can be computed as solutions of the following sums, which give a
closed result by employing the explicit values of x,

N 2
Soo -M
Xn S m_ N ot (W(m)\ J)) _ m,\éul 360
noo (ma = My)? =i my—My o m2,
Similarly, the normalised eigenvectors read
1 1
X0 mp
5 MDD —_Mp_ _
T By w3
uy =Ny | szt o™ | =M mmar oy | M= 2 tog el . (3.62)
a2 ___mp 1 D
m)\*(MJ‘F’LLl) D m)\_(MJ"'Hvl)
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The normalisation N, is larger for lighter modes, which then couple more to the SM.
Formally, it has the same functional dependence on m) as in the Dirac brane case, up to a
factor of 1/2 within the square root, which accounts for the different multiplicity of modes
in the two cases.

Let us investigate more in detail how the spectrum looks. First of all, notice that if

MJ - nozdd IU,l , = mlightest — O . (363)

This is an exact result for the entire range of parameters. Since it is not possible® to
explain neutrino oscillations with all neutrino masses being zero, one obtains exclusion

regions centred at
2 2 2

Nodd 3757

Let us now study the analytical limits of this case. In the decoupling limit 1 > mp, My,

M1 = M]={2 }MJ (364)

only the zero mode of the tower remains, leaving in the spectrum two lighter modes and a

htest 1
ml)\ihtebt v (MJ +\/ M3+ 4m2D) ) Mxp,. ® Fhn - (3.65)

This case effectively amounts to the well-studied case of SM augmented with a set of right-

heavy tower:

handed neutrinos with Majorana mass term M. It is therefore expected in the exclusion
plots to find bounds even for large p;.

The case, My > mp, u1 is somewhat more involved. For each flavour, it amounts to a
traditional type-I seesaw where the sterile sector is comprised of 2/N + 1 sterile neutrinos.
The diagonal entries, which contain M, are barely affected by the mixing induced by mp,
and the corresponding spectrum can be approximated by

Myt s D 7 (3.66)
my, ® — neZz. .

An J T Hn MJ  fin

This is true only if |[M; + p,| > mp. This is not always necessarily the case, and if it
happens, a diagonal entry can become as small as mp, leading to large mixings. The mass
of the lightest mode of the theory can be approximated for mp <« i, My by

2
; ™ wMy
lightest D ¢ t( ) )

(3.67)
241 M1

The zeros of the cotangent appear at M; = (noqq/2)p1 and do match the observation
previously made in Eq. (3.63). From such a result, it is also manifest that when M = npy;,
something happens. Indeed, in such a special case, the eigenvalue reads

mp 1 mp—0

V(mmp)? /3 + ui

°It must be noted that one could explain neutrino oscillation even if the masses are 0 by allowing efficient

mlightest(MJ _ Mn) ~TF

Fmp, (3.68)

mixing to sterile modes; however, it is impossible to explain every experimental result pertaining to neutrino
oscillation in such a framework.
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that is, two degenerate eigenmodes appear. Such a feature can be understood in simpler
terms. Intuitively, this can be understood on simpler grounds. The mass matrix M of
Eq. (3.60) schematically has the structure:

M ~ ( 0 “”) , (3.69)

an by

which can be diagonalised via an orthogonal mixing matrix with

2an
tan(26,,) = bi’ (3.70)

n

where 6,, is the active sterile mixing. As can be noticed, when b, =0, i.e. when Mj = u,,
the mixing becomes enhanced. Let us try to explore this intuition more quantitatively,
parametrising

MJ=Mn+€mD, (371)

where € is a book-keeping index that helps in understanding the width of the effect. Since
all the eigenvalues are known to be heavy, the mass matrix can be effectively reduced to a
2 x 2 matrix

0
mp emp
The corresponding eigenvalues read
mi:%(Gﬂ:\/ll-i-Ez)NimD+%€+O(E2), (3.73)

in agreement with the previous, more general result of Eq. (3.68). The mixing of the two
states gets large and can be approximated by

m2 -1/2 1 €
Ny = 1+—A) v —F——+0>?). 3.74
(10 22) e o) (74

Notice that for € — 0, the states are degenerate and have maximal mixing.
Finally, in the limit mp > u;, M the masses can be labelled by a signed integer n € Z
and read

1 i
mx, ¥ | My+pi|=+n])||1- 5| - (3.75)
2 m2m3,
The lightest eigenmode does not correspond to n = 0, but rather to the element that
minimises the element in the first squared bracket. As for the Dirac brane case, the mixing
becomes constant for modes whose mass is smaller compared to mp

/\/}\(m,\ < mD) N (3.76)

™mp

The approximation breaks whenever N stops being constant, and instead holds whenever

2
— Ny SNS Ny, n*:w(@) . (3.77)
H1
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Figure 3: Bulk-Majorana spectrum for representative values of pp in units of mp = 1.
The dashed lines and the dots represent N, of Eq. (3.62) as a continuous function of m)
and the physical masses stemming from Eq. (3.61), respectively.

Interestingly, the number of relevant modes ~ 2n., is independent of M.

The spectrum and the normalisation factors can be visualised for a representative
choice of the parameters in Fig. 3. It is composed of almost degenerate positive and negative
massive modes. The mixing gets larger for smaller masses, resulting in a symmetric plot
peaked around zero since the sign of the masses is not relevant in Eq. (3.62).

Let us now turn to the qualitative estimation of the correction to neutrino oscillations.
The SM probability stemming from the normalisation factor gives

1- Am2 +D]\42 3 p1 >> mDaMJa
A 2m2m?2 2 M
YNy mil- M%Dcsc (”m"), My > mp, 1, (3.78)
A 2
2 kL
S md mp > 1, My .

The decoupling case has to match current limits on sterile neutrinos, and thus it does not
constrain the extra dimension. All in all, from these estimations, for M # u,, we get the
naive constraints

(2772)1/2 ‘csc (%)’ ,

ryie. 79

H1 2 Mp X {

The constraints are similar to the ones derived for the brane Dirac case in Eq. (3.36).
The case M ~ u,, deserves a separate discussion. Let us consider once more the case
My = py, + emp in which 1> |e| # 0. The correction to the probability is dominated by the
lightest two modes, whose contribution can be estimated via the masses and mixings derived
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in Eqgs. (3.73)-(3.74). If the fast oscillations can be averaged out, i.e. if (m2? —m?2)L » 2E,
the survival probability can be approximated as

2 1
Poc NP+ N w1~ v =+ 0(?). 3.80
o« Np + NZ et (¢%) (3.80)
The probability touches the 95% for € ~» £6. Therefore, a rough bound can be cast:
M
g+ —2L Vn>1. (3.81)
n

The width of such a bound is dictated by ~ 6mp.
If instead € = 0, that is, when M = u,, the two degenerate neutrinos can form an exact
Dirac pair leading to m? —m?2 = 0. The probability would then read as
2 k] 1 1)2
P (Ve = ) = |3 [Uail? Vil 63| P (va - va)ayy ¥ (5 + 5) = P (va > va)gy -
in
(3.82)

Therefore, in such a situation, no deviation can be observed. Observation-wise, one would

therefore expect an exclusion region for all values of p; such that M » p, but with an
allowed region when the relation is exact My = p,. In the next Section, we discuss the last
case study of this work, where the Majorana mass is localised on the brane.

3.5 Majorana Brane Term

Finally, we focus on the last possibility, namely of having all bulk parameters set to zero,
Mj; = Mp = 0, while having non-vanishing brane-localised Majorana mass. We will here-
after refer to this case study as the “Majorana brane” scenario. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this case has not been studied in the literature. For the characterisation of the mass
matrix, we will employ the results previously derived in Section 2.1.2. The starting point
is the brane Lagrangian

(&

-L>L;)YpH ( Z ¢R,an) + 3 Z Vi Br;+hec., (3.83)
n=0 ij=0

where B is the brane Majorana mass already rescaled by the volume of the extra dimension.

Employing the parametrisation used for the bulk Majorana mass of Eq. (2.27), the mass

matrix can be written as

0 mp mp mp ... mp mp
mp B B B . B B
mp B B+M1 B B B
M=|mp B B B-wuw... B B (3.84)
mp B B B ... B+ UN B
mp B B B ... B B-un
The eigenvalues m) can be computed as the solutions of
N 2 1 oo
TR . "3 rcot (w@) L (3.85)
ns0 My — My, mp +myB 1 mp +myB
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where xn = vV2x0 = V2 and the closed form of the sum was derived taking the limit
N — oo. The corresponding normalised eigenvectors and normalisation coefficients in the
limit V — oo are given by

1
(m% +myB)/(mpmy) 2 -2(02 o B)? -1/2
ux = Na [ (o, + maB) [mp(ma - )] | M:[HZ—%” (m%mT ;
(m2, + maB)/[mp (m + 1)) D FD

(3.86)

Contrary to the case of bulk-Majorana, the mixing factor is sensitive to the sign of my.
This results in a shift of the mixing peak from zero towards

2 2 2,2
T“mpB Temy,
__ , N = 1-— . 3.87
1T peak p2 + w2 B2 Apeak p3 + w2 (m2, + B?) (3.87)

Given similar magnitudes among p; B, the position of the peak is controlled by ~ mp/B;
the maximum mixing is then given to a massive mode, thus strongly impacting neutrino
oscillations. One would therefore expect to be able to set a naive constraint on mp/B for
B> .

Let us inspect the spectrum of the theory in some extreme cases. In the decoupling
limit, g1 > mp, B, only the zero mode remains, and the model reduces to the SM aug-
mented with a right-handed neutrino with Majorana mass B. The lightest mass of the
spectrum is then given by

. 1 2
iyt s 2 (B ~\/B2+ 4m%) ECRES (3.88)

The last approximation of the above expression is nothing but the typical type-I seesaw
relation. Heavier modes of the spectrum can be approximated by

my, ¥ B+ iy, nez. (3.89)

Notice that even if the condition uy > mp, B, it will be satisfied for some n, such that
Un, > mp, B, and the above approximation will be valid.

If instead B > p1,mp, the lightest mode still can be obtained by Eq. (3.88). This
is no surprise. In such a limit, the details of the KK-tower are washed out, and the field
g can be treated as a single field with Majorana mass B, leading to the type-I seesaw
scenario. The other modes can be conveniently labelled by an integer n and are found to
be

1
mAnz(§+n)H1, neZz. (3.90)

The last possibility is mp > p1,B. In this case, the mixing becomes very large, light
modes can be approximated by Eq. (3.90). However, these are not the most interesting
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modes for phenomenology, as the mixing N, peaks for heavier modes whose mass grows
with m%, as derived in Eq. (3.87). If mp is the largest parameter, the mixing at the peak

/2 232
NPk YT (3.91)

T™mp

can be approximated by

The number of relevant modes for phenomenology can then be approximated by assuming

2,2
T™mp

-1
| SN =— D 3.92
n I:g A,peak M% + 7_‘_232 ( )

One may wonder if something special happens whenever B = u,, as was the case for the
Majorana bulk case (cf. Section 3.4). An analogy can be obtained by noticing that the
structure of the mass matrix of Eq. (3.84) can be simplified by diagonalising the block with
n > 1. The eigenvalues of the initial matrix do not change if unitary rotations are applied.
Let us define the new eigenvalues as X,,; after taking the limit N — oo, they are found to

X B
tan(7T ”):—7r . (3.93)
251 M1

Given that the tangent is m-periodic, it suffices to find the fundamental solution in the
range X /u1 € [0,7/2) (B, 1 > 0) and then obtain the others via

satisfy the equation

Xp=X+npy, nez. (3.94)

The eigenvalue problem can then be reduced to the study of

0 mp mp mp ... Mmp mp
mp X 0 0o ... 0 0
mp 0 X+pus 0 ... 0 0
M=|mp 0 0 X-p... 0 0 . (3.95)
mp 0 0 0 ...X+,U,N 0
mp 0 0 0o ... 0 X —un

Notice that the structure of such a matrix is the same as that of the bulk case of Eq. (3.60)
upon identifying X = Mj;. This allows us to use partially the same intuition developed
before, resonance-wise. Since the tangent is a monotonic function, for the study of the

fundamental solution, we can focus on two extreme cases:
o if B/p1 — 0, then X - 0.
o if B/ — oo, then X — p1/2.

Therefore, using the analogy to the bulk case, X € [0,1/2)u;, which amounts to an effective
Majorana bulk mass of size at most u1/2. Since the exotic features appeared for M =
(n/2)p1 and the effective Majorana mass X < u1/2, no value of B can give rise to the
effects discussed in Section 3.4. The spectrum and normalisation factors can be visualised
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Figure 4: Brane-Majorana spectrum for representative values of y; in units of mp = 1.
The dashed lines and the dots represent N, of Eq. (3.86) as a continuous function of m)
and the physical masses stemming from Eq. (3.85), respectively.

for a representative choice of the parameters in Fig. 4. The spectrum comprises positive
and negative mass modes. The mixing structure is not symmetric among them, and its
peak position and height are well approximated by Eq. (3.87). Let us now turn to the
impact on neutrino oscillations. By employing the result of Eq. (3.92), we can estimate in
the limit mp > 1, B

2, 232
SN T2 (3.96)
) Tomp
which in turn implies
2 1/2
mp < [“—; 4 32] : (3.97)
s

For B — 0, it amounts to the same constraint as Eq. (3.36). On the other hand, if B > pu,
the details of the extra dimensions are washed out, and the limit reduces to seesaw-like
bounds mp < B.

4 Experimental Setup and Analysis

We now turn to a more systematic analysis of the phenomenological implications of bulk
neutrinos for neutrino oscillations. Following the simplified working assumptions adopted
in this work, we restrict ourselves to the four benchmark scenarios introduced in Section 3,
each characterised by a single additional mass term. This separation allows us to iso-
late and better assess the qualitative features of each case. A summary of the relevant
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Model ( 1, mlli)ghteSt)—i—Params. Features

Brane Dirac - Standard (vanilla) LED scenario.

Bulk Dirac Mp Large positive Mp exponentially suppresses
the lightest mode mass; negative Mp does
not exhibit exponential behaviour.

Bulk Majorana My Oscillation probability strongly dependent
on extra dimensional parameters (M, p1);
My ~ (n/2)p1 associated with “resonant”
behaviour of flavour oscillation probability.

Brane Majorana B Weak dependence on p71; phenomenology
effectively mimics a triple-sterile neutrino
setup.

Table 2: Summary of the benchmark models, their characteristic parameters, and quali-
tative phenomenological features.

parameters and phenomenological characteristics is presented in Table 2. While the simul-
taneous presence of multiple mass terms would alter the quantitative bounds, it would not
qualitatively change the characteristic behaviour of each scenario.

Our statistical analysis employs a x2-based test to derive exclusion limits in the

lightest ;1) parameter space, where to reiterate, p; = 1/R and R here is the size of

lightest

(m
the extra dimension in consideration, and m is the physical mass of the lightest neu-
trino. The remaining two physical masses are fixed by the best-fit mass-squared differences
reported in Ref. [58], and all other oscillation parameters are likewise taken from the same
global fit. We choose to constrain the physical neutrino mass as a free parameter, as it
is the quantity also constrained by terrestrial [67], as well as cosmological probes [68, 69].
However, since from a model-building perspective the parameter mp is more relevant,
we report the same constraints as a function of p1 and mp in App. A. We do not vary
the oscillation parameters but instead fix them to their best-fit values, as our goal here
is not to perform a full global fit but rather to highlight the modifications to neutrino

phenomenology induced by extra dimensions.

We use data from both MINOS/MINOS+ and Daya Bay, as these experiments cur-
rently provide the most stringent constraints on extra-dimensional neutrino oscillation phe-
nomenology in the normal and inverted mass orderings, respectively [52]. It is worth noting
that several upcoming or proposed detectors, such as DUNE [49, 53, 54], nuSTORM [55],
JUNO(+TAO) [51], and T2HK [54], are expected to offer significantly improved sensitivity
to models with large extra dimensions. The MINOS/MINOS+ datasets, with their long
baselines and broad energy coverage, are primarily sensitive to v, disappearance, whereas
Daya Bay, with its short baselines and high-precision reactor measurements, constrains
v, disappearance. For MINOS/MINOS+, we use the combined dataset corresponding to
16.36 x 10%° POT, with Near and Far Detectors located at 1.04 km and 735 km, respec-
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tively [70]. For Daya Bay, we include 3158 days of operation, during which antineutrinos
from six reactor cores were detected at baselines of 360-2000 m [71]. These data are also
compiled in Ref. [63].

Together, these two experiments provide complementary coverage of the relevant L/F
regimes: MINOS/MINOS+ probes the slower oscillation modes driven by lightest KK
states at long baselines, while Daya Bay constrains the rapid oscillation patterns induced by
heavier modes at short baselines. This complementarity enables a robust and wide-ranging
sensitivity to the compactification scale R~ and the lightest physical mass m!"8"est, The
test statistic is defined as

AX2 =-2 [log ['ED - log ['SM] y (4.1)

where Lgp denotes the likelihood of the extra-dimensional model and Lgy that of the
standard three-flavour scenario. Independent analyses are performed for each experiment
and for both mass orderings to extract the corresponding confidence intervals.

On a technical note, one may wonder how many KK modes are numerically required
to obtain stable and meaningful results. This is a subtle issue that strongly depends
on the model parameters, as discussed in the previous section for the various scenarios
(e.g. Eq. (3.32) for the Dirac brane case). In practice, a robust criterion for checking the
validity of the truncation is to verify unitarity; in terms of the mixing coefficients N},
this corresponds to the sum rule (cf. Eq. (3.28)) ¥ NV? = 1. In our numerical analysis, this
condition is satisfied to within at least 95% for all scenarios.

4.1 Dirac Brane Term

In this section, we focus on the bounds on the size of the extra dimension in the vanilla
scenario, obtained from neutrino oscillation data. Fig. 5 displays the 90% C.L. exclusion
contours for the model parameters, showing good agreement with previous studies [22, 37,
52].

Upon examining the plots, we notice that Daya Bay yields a stronger constraint in
the inverted ordering (I0), while MINOS/MINOS+ provides a tighter limit in the normal
ordering (NO). This difference in sensitivity originates from the distinct flavour channels
probed by the two experiments. The MINOS/MINOS+ analysis is primarily driven by
v, disappearance, which depends on terms of the form |U,;|*(Vgt)?. Since all [U,;|* are of
comparable size, no single mass eigenstate dominates the oscillation behaviour, resulting
in similar sensitivities for NO and IO. In contrast, Daya Bay probes v.-disappearance,
governed by |Ug;[*(V§})?, where the smallness of |U,s| enhances the relative weight of the
i = 1,2 components, thereby increasing the sensitivity to I0. Numerically, this translates
into 1 2 0.7 eV (R > 0.28 um) for MINOS/MINOS+, largely independent of the mass
ordering, and p; 2 1.8 eV (R > 0.11 um) for Daya Bay in the inverted ordering, assuming
mlightest o 0(10—3) eV.

4.2 Dirac Bulk Term

In this section, we revisit the Dirac bulk mass scenario, both for completeness and to
highlight several interesting features that emerge for specific parameter choices. Fig. 6
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Figure 5: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Dirac brane scenario from MI-
NOS/MINOS+ and Daya Bay. Solid lines correspond to exclusion from Daya Bay, and
dotted lines MINOS/MINOS+.

shows the 90% C.L. exclusion contours for both normal (NO) and inverted (IO) mass
orderings. The overall pattern of sensitivities mirrors that of the Dirac brane case, with
Daya Bay performing better in I0 and MINOS/MINOS+ yielding comparable bounds
across orderings.

A particularly noteworthy difference relative to the Dirac brane scenario is the role
played by the sign of the bulk mass term Mp. For Mp < 0, the allowed parameter space
becomes broader, whereas for Mp > 0, the region is significantly more constrained. The
underlying reason is that a negative Mp localises the zero mode wavefunction xg closer
to the brane where the Standard Model fields reside (see Eq. (3.41)), effectively increasing
the active neutrino masses and facilitating the reproduction of the observed mass-squared
differences. Although one could, in principle, accommodate oscillation data with slightly
shifted splitting, the precision of current multi-baseline measurements makes such devia-
tions tightly constrained.

The sign dependence of Mp also leads to an interesting asymmetry between NO and
IO visible in Fig. 6. In the IO case (right panel), a particular parameter choice Mp/u; =
[-1.1, -1.2, 3.2] yields an allowed region absent in the NO case (left panel). This arises
because, for 10, a negative M ]13’2 enhances my 2, improving consistency with the measured
spectrum for inverted ordering. Conversely, for NO, the competing tendencies of M %
(which lower mg) and M 113’2 (which increases m; 2) create a tension that tightens the bound
on p1. The complementary choice Mp/uy = [2.1, 1.2, —0.04] follows the same logic, and
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Figure 6: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Dirac bulk scenario in normal ordering (left)
and inverted ordering (right), obtained from the two experiments under consideration. The
blue line does not appear in the left plot because it is further on the right.

hence has a stronger bound for IO in comparison to NO.

4.3 Majorana Bulk Term

As discussed in Section 3.4, the presence of bulk Majorana masses gives rise to a rich
resonance structure, with resonances occurring at

Mjy=nu and MJ:(TL'F%)/.,L]_, (4.2)

where n is an integer. Here, by resonance, we mean that the oscillation probability can
be strongly enhanced or suppressed at these points. At the integer points My = n uq, the
oscillation probabilities in the presence of extra dimensions coincide exactly with those of
the Standard Model. Small deviations from these points, however, can induce rapid and
substantial changes in the oscillation pattern (cf. Egs. (3.69)-(3.74)). The half-integer
points Mj; = (n+ %) w1 are particularly interesting, as all three active neutrino masses
become strongly suppressed simultaneously (Eq. (3.63)), making it impossible to reproduce
the observed oscillation data. Fig. 7 illustrates these “resonance” structures for baselines
relevant to the experiments under consideration. The behaviour matches the expectations
outlined in Section 3.4 remarkably well. Even when allowing for non-degenerate Majorana
masses, the resonance structure persists across the parameter space. This is because there
can exist parameter points where Mf] N N Or M} ~ (n; + 0.5)p1, with ny,mn9,n3 non-
degenerate. More on this has been discussed in Section A.

In the regime p; << My, the resonances become extremely dense. However, it must
be stressed that, even though the contour in Fig. 7 would make one believe that in this
limit one goes back to the vanilla case this is not the case as the resonances have been
particularly enhanced for visibility and being at the special point M; = ny; it becomes
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Figure 7: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Majorana bulk scenario in normal (left) and
inverted (right) mass orderings, obtained from the two experiments under consideration.
Dashed lines correspond to MINOS/MINOS+, while solid lines denote Daya Bay. To
better capture the resonance points, they have been presented in green, while the general
contour excluding the resonance points is presented in yellow. It must be noted that the
resonances are extremely fine-tuned, i.e. M =nuy, and have been enhanced for the purpose
of visibility, but only an extremely fine random sampling can, in theory, encompass all the
points.

statistically unlikely for random parameter choices to reproduce Standard Model-like os-
cillations. However, one should note that perfect resonances (M = n up) remain possible
and would yield oscillation probabilities identical to those of the Standard Model. For this
reason, we refrain from quoting definitive bounds on p; = 1/R in this scenario. However,
one can indeed say that the bound is at least as strong as the vanilla case with M; = 0, and
furthermore, if one adopts a statistical interpretation where such fine-tuned resonances are
treated as effectively excluded, the resulting bounds would in fact be much stronger than
those of the vanilla Dirac brane scenario. This follows because, unlike in the Dirac bulk
case, there is no analogous mechanism, such as wavefunction localisation, that can extend
the viable parameter space.

Finally, we note that parameter points with bulk Majorana masses of order O(1eV)
are already excluded by existing sterile neutrino searches. As can be seen from the mass
matrix in Eq. (3.60), in the limit g1 > mp, M, the setup effectively reduces to a sterile-
neutrino-like scenario, allowing existing bounds to be directly applied. A caveat, however,
is that specific fine-tuned resonances may still reproduce Standard Model oscillations, and
thus cannot be fully ruled out.

4.4 Majorana Brane Term

This section examines the dynamics in the presence of a brane-localised Majorana term,
corresponding to B # 0 and M; = Mp = 0. Fig. 8 shows the resulting 90% C.L. exclusion
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Figure 8: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for normal ordering (left) and inverted ordering
(right), obtained from the two experiments under consideration. The dotted lines corre-
spond to MINOS/MINOS+, and the solid lines to Daya Bay.

contours for illustrative choices of the parameter B. The most striking feature of these
contours is their near independence from the extra-dimensional parameter p1. As discussed
in Eq. (3.88), this behaviour arises because, in the limit B > mp, the light neutrino mass
spectrum is governed by an effective seesaw-like relation in which the dependence on g
cancels out. Consequently, one recovers an approximately straight contour in the (mp, u1)
plane. This approximation holds as long as B > mp, consistent with the analytic limit
derived in Eq. (3.97). For smaller values of B, however, sterile neutrino-like oscillations
begin to play a role. Thus, as in the bulk Majorana case, phenomenologically viable
scenarios typically require relatively large brane Majorana masses.

Unlike the bulk Majorana scenario, the exclusion plots here do not display a pro-
nounced resonance structure. This behaviour is consistent with the theoretical discussion
in Egs. (3.93)—(3.95), where it was shown that perfect resonances cannot be realised for the
dense effective mass matrix associated with the brane Majorana term. Interestingly, this
also highlights how brane-localised Majorana interactions can effectively mask the extra-
dimensional nature of neutrino propagation. In this regime, the dominant phenomenology
is driven by brane physics, rendering neutrino oscillations almost insensitive to the details
of the higher-dimensional geometry.

5 Summary and Conclusions

Neutrino oscillations provide some of the most compelling evidence for physics beyond the
Standard Model. The observations can be elegantly explained if neutrinos are massive.
In the simplest extensions, neutrino masses arise by introducing right-handed neutrinos
(RHNS), which are fermion singlets under the SM gauge group. Their singlet nature places
RHNs uniquely: they can act as a portal to a dark or hidden sector. This possibility is
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naturally realised in the context of extra dimensions, where even if the SM gauge fields
and matter are localised on a brane, singlet fermions can consistently propagate in the
bulk. In such scenarios, the SM left-handed neutrinos mix with an infinite tower of bulk
modes, leading to characteristic distortions in neutrino observables. Conversely, an exper-
imental confirmation of the extra-dimensional nature of neutrinos would offer a powerful
and complementary probe of the geometry and properties of the extra dimension, alongside
gravitational tests.

In this work, we have carried out an in—depth study of such scenarios, assuming the
existence of a fifth compact orbifolded dimension through which three bulk neutrinos can
propagate. We have considered four minimal realisations, in which neutrinos acquire mass
from either a Dirac or a Majorana term localised in the bulk or on the brane. To better
isolate the qualitative effect of each structure, in Section 3 we analysed these four cases
separately under the simplifying assumption that all mass matrices can be simultaneously
diagonalised in flavour space. This allows one to derive fully analytical expressions for
the KK wavefunctions, masses and mixings, and to understand in detail how the active
neutrinos couple to the KK tower in each scenario. For each benchmark, we obtained
closed—form expressions for the mass spectrum and for the active-sterile mixing encoded
in the normalisation factors of the lightest modes. We then studied the spectra in several
interesting limits: how the KK tower decouples when the compactification scale puq = 1/R
is large; how the SM-like neutrino mass is recovered or modified depending on whether the
dominant mass term is Dirac or Majorana and finally how additional bulk parameters (such
as a Dirac mass Mp or Majorana mass M) reshape the KK spectrum and the localisation
of the zero mode. These analytical insights form the backbone of the phenomenological
discussion in Section 3.

In Section 4, we carried out a statistical analysis of the MINOS/MINOS+ and Daya
Bay datasets in the parameter space (m!&hest ;= 1/R) for the scenarios defined in the
previous section, with the key features summarised in Table 2. In addition, the correspond-
ing analysis in the (mlg’hteSt, p1) plane is presented in App. A.. For clarity, we activated
one term at a time in the mass matrix in order to highlight the qualitative behaviour
of each contribution independently. In principle, all four terms could be switched on si-
multaneously, but this would mainly affect the quantitative strength of the bounds rather
than the qualitative conclusions, and hence should be considered when conducting a global
fit. In Section 4.1, we reproduced the established constraints for the standard (vanilla)
Dirac-brane scenario. For the Dirac bulk case (Section 4.2), we showed that the sign of
the bulk Dirac mass Mp plays a crucial role: positive values of Mp lead to suppression
of neutrino masses, resulting in strengthening of the bounds. Whereas, negative values
of Mp lead to enhancement of the neutrino masses, which in turn results in weakening
of the bounds in the relevant parameter space. In scenarios with non-degenerate Dirac
bulk masses, the relative signs of the bulk Dirac terms can favour one mass ordering over
the other, yielding more stringent bounds on the disfavoured ordering. The “Majorana
bulk” scenario (Section 4.3) exhibits a particularly rich structure. Because the bulk Majo-
rana mass M shifts the KK spectrum, the oscillation probabilities develop “resonances”
whenever M; ~ (n/2)p; with integer n. At the half-integer points, the light neutrino
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masses are strongly suppressed, making it impossible to reproduce the observed oscillation
pattern, meaning these regions are robustly excluded. At the integer points, however, the
extra—dimensional model becomes exactly degenerate with the three-flavour SM, leading to
“blind spots” where oscillation experiments cannot distinguish the two. Away from these
finely tuned loci, the resonant enhancement of active—sterile-like mixing typically yields
stronger constraints than in the Dirac brane case. From a statistical point of view, one
can thus regard the allowed parameter space as being at least as constrained as the vanilla
scenario, with only measure-zero resonant lines remaining indistinguishable from the SM.
Finally, in Section 4.4, we examined the brane-localised Majorana term and extracted the
resulting bounds for representative choices of parameters. The scenario is a generalisation
of a traditional Type-I seesaw. Interestingly, despite the possibly very large amount of
sterile neutrinos participating, the phenomenology is weakly sensitive to the size of the
extra dimension.

One might wonder how the results would be affected if some of the hypotheses of the
work were modified; these include the (i) possibility of not being able to simultaneously
diagonalise all mass matrices and (ii) the case of a curved extra dimension. We took the first
steps in these directions in App. B. About (i), we derived in App. B.1, we considered the
Majorana bulks scenario, assuming mp is not diagonal. We derived an analytic formula
which generalises the main text findings and shows how this can be obtained in other
constructions. Regarding (ii), we discuss in App. B.2 the modifications to the Dirac brane
scenario in a warped extra dimension. Interestingly, for such a case, formally, the results
follow the same functional structure, so that the constraints derived in the main text can
be straightforwardly applied. The same holds for the brane Majorana case. Instead, this
seems not to be the case when bulk masses are included. This is left for future work.

Neutrinos offer a powerful and complementary way to test the existence and properties
of extra dimensions. While in this work we have focused on oscillation experiments, the ana-
lytical results derived here for the KK spectra and mixings can be straightforwardly applied
to other observables, ranging from astrophysical neutrino fluxes to laboratory searches and
collider signatures. In combination with precision gravitational tests, future high-precision
neutrino experiments such as JUNO, DUNE, IceCube, T2HK and nuSTORM have the
potential to place bounds on the size of the extra dimension that are significantly stronger
than the current limits and will provide a unique window into new spatial dimensions.
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Figure 9: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Dirac—brane scenario with the lagrangian
parameter mp in normal (purple) and inverted (orange) mass orderings, obtained from
MINOS/MINOS+ and Daya Bay. Solid lines correspond to Daya Bay and dotted lines to
MINOS/MINOS+.

A Phenomenology with the Lagrangian parameter mp

In the main analysis presented in Section 4, we adopted the physical lightest neutrino mass
mli8htest a5 the primary parameter, since it is the quantity most directly constrained by ter-
restrial and astrophysical observations. However, from a model-building perspective, it is
often more natural to formulate the parameter space in terms of the underlying Lagrangian
Dirac mass mp. To facilitate comparison between these viewpoints, we provide here the
corresponding parameter—space scans performed with m%ghteSt as the free parameter. The
remaining two Dirac masses are fixed using the mass—squared differences at their global-fit
best—fit values [58], with all other aspects of the scan identical to those used in Section 4.

Fig. 9 shows the results for the vanilla Dirac—brane scenario. The exclusion contours
obtained when scanning directly in mlli)ghtest closely track those in Fig. 5, where the physical
mass was used. This behaviour is expected: in the region of parameter space consistent
with realistic oscillation probabilities, the scans empirically satisfy mp <« p1, and in this
limit the physical lightest mass follows mp up to small corrections, (cf. Eq. (3.29)).

The Dirac—bulk case is shown in Fig. 10. Here, the mapping between mp and the phys-
ical masses becomes strongly non—linear due to the interplay between the brane—localised
Dirac mass and the bulk Dirac mass term. Depending on the sign of the bulk mass, the
physical eigenvalues can be either enhanced or suppressed (Eq. (3.49), leading to spectra

that differ substantially from those in Fig. 6. This feature is particularly visible in the
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Figure 10: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Dirac-bulk scenario in normal ordering

(left) and inverted ordering (right).
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Figure 11: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Majorana—bulk scenario in normal (left)
and inverted (right) orderings. Dashed lines correspond to MINOS/MINOS+, and solid
lines to Daya Bay. Resonance regions (M = npup) are shown in green; the non-resonant
regions in yellow. Resonance bands are visually enhanced for clarity.

non—degenerate contours: when scanning in terms of the physical mass, one obtains much
tighter constraints than when scanning directly in mp, reflecting the above non—linearity.

Results for the Majorana—bulk scenario are shown in Fig. 11. The green resonance
bands align closely with those in Fig. 7, since the resonance condition M; = nu; depends
only on the bulk parameters and not on whether the scan is performed in terms of mp
or the physical masses. By contrast, the non-resonant yellow contours shift toward larger
values of mp relative to the corresponding physical-mass scan. This is a consequence of
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Figure 12: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the non-degenerate Majorana—bulk scenario in
normal (left) and inverted (right) orderings. Dashed lines correspond to MINOS/MINOS+,
and solid lines to Daya Bay.

the suppression of the physical neutrino masses by the additional bulk Majorana mass term
through a seesaw-like mechanism.

The non—degenerate Majorana—bulk case is shown in Fig. 12. When the three bulk
Majorana masses Mf] do not share a common rational ratio, the resonance condition Mf] =
n; 1 cannot be satisfied simultaneously for all three generations. Nevertheless, approximate
resonances still arise when the condition is satisfied for at least one Mf, and approximately
for the others, producing the visible structures in the scan. As before, the full set of
resonance points would require extremely fine sampling.

Finally, Fig. 13 shows the Brane-Majorana scenario. As in the main analysis, the
resulting constraints are largely insensitive to the value of 11 and hence largely independent
of the extra—dimensional dynamics. The contours shift toward larger mp values compared
to the corresponding physical-mass scan, an effect again attributable to the Majorana mass
term suppressing the physical mass through a type-I-like seesaw mechanism.

Across all scenarios, scanning the parameter space using the Lagrangian mass mp re-
produces the qualitative features of the analysis performed using the physical mass m/!81test,
but with notable quantitative differences in cases where bulk or brane Majorana terms in-
duce suppression of the physical mass. These observations underscore the importance
of performing scans in both parameterisations when assessing the experimental reach of

extra—dimensional neutrino models.
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Figure 13: 90% C.L. exclusion contours for the Brane-Majorana scenario in normal (left)
and inverted (right) orderings. Dotted lines correspond to MINOS/MINOS+, and solid
lines to Daya Bay.

B Generalisations

In the main text, the analysis was carried out under simplifying assumptions, such as the
existence of a single flat extra dimension and the simultaneous diagonalisability of the mass
matrices involved in the Lagrangian. In this appendix, we want to comment on some of
the possible generalisations.

B.1 Matrices are Not Simultaneously Diagonalisable

The hypothesis of having all matrices simultaneously diagonalisable is quite constraining.
While it could be realised on the model-building side by imposing flavour symmetries, it
can be quite limiting. A full treatment of such a system goes beyond the scope of the
work, and no closed formulas can be derived for generic matrix structures. However, let us
briefly discuss here what would change compared with the previous derivations.

For the sake of conciseness, let us consider the case of a bulk Majorana mass and
compare it with the results of section 3.4. We choose to work in the basis in which the
Majorana mass matrix M; is diagonal, and mp is not. One can then show that the
eigenvalues of the system can be derived by solving

(g: T X% mx ) ( )
det m mp- ——1]=0, B.1
2P (ma - My)2 -2 my— My

where now m) is a 3x3 matrix proportional to the identity matrix. Details on the derivation
of such a result can be found in App. C.
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Notice that, if M; and mp are simultaneously diagonal, as in the main text, the
determinant of Eq. (B.1) factorises

2,2
ﬁ (]ZV: Xn™MD, a my ) 0. (B,Q)

a=1 \n=0 (m)\ - MJ,a)2 - M% my— MJ,a

The above equation allows for three “copies” of solutions which match those found for the
diagonal case in section 3.4.

An analogous discussion follows for the eigenvectors; they read

ugy
X0
mx-My

1 0 0
u§ = Ny a2y e upg =10, ud=1],u3=]0]. (B.3)
0 0 1

mpug

mA—(Mé:ul)
Xl/ 2 o]
m)\*(M‘]‘F}Ll) mDuO

More details on the derivation can be found in App. C. The choice of o determines the
flavour. Once again, if all matrices are diagonal, then for each « there will be several zeros,
and by rearranging the rows, one can always get back to the eigenvectors derived in the
all-diagonalisable case.

The results of Egs. (B.1) and (B.3) can be derived in a similar fashion for all the other
cases. The sum can be formally performed. All in all, they ought to speed up numerical
calculations, allowing the evaluation of more intricate cases.

B.2 Warped Extra Dimension

We extend the discussion to the Randall-Sundrum (RS) warped extra dimension [10, 11].
The RS metric is given by

ds® = A(y)2da?® - dy?, (B.4)

where dz? = Nudaxtde”, A(y) = e Wl is the so-called warping factor and k ~ \/=Ag
parametrizes the curvature of the extra dimension. We define now, for convenience, the

dimensionless parameter

w=kR, (B.5)
which controls the warping effect on observables. They are given by
%, = 3450 2 0. (B.)
The kinetic part of the Lagrangian then reads

5 3/ dy /giTeMT 7 0 = f dy A AT, W + 7TT? (95 + 24’ A1) 0] |

= [ dy[ A%y 0,0 - ATT? (05 4247147 0] (B.7)
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With respect to the flat case, the derivative of the warp-factor A’ enters as a contribution
to the KK WF's and masses. The expression can be simplified by performing a rotation of
the field ¥ = A™3/20, leading to the simplified Lagrangian

= ~ = 1 ~ = A M=
S- f dy [imﬂaﬂw Gy (A D5 + 5A') b — sgn(y) AMp B ATJ\P\IJC] . (B3
Since all mass terms in the bulk receive a A* contribution from the determinant of the

metric and a A%? from each fermion field due to the field redefinition. All in all, all

dimensionful quantities are also redefined
M — A(y)M . (B.9)
In such a basis, the EOMs in a warped background read
i - P (A 05 + %A') U=A (sgn(y)MD\I/ + %\i’c) , (B.10)

matching preciously found results [20].
In the massless bulk case, Eq. (B.10) reduces to the system of equations

n 1 ~ . ~ 1 ~ ~
A(y)g';z + §A,(y)fn = —HnXn, A(y)X;z + §A,(y)Xn = +nén - (B.11)
which, in the interval y € [0, 7], yield for n >0
2 by 1
Wn(y) = (=1)" wf“l cos (mr :w - l)ekyﬂ, (B.12)

: n 2rp ek -1
)= 1) V em -1 o (nﬂ e — 1 ) e, (B.13)

where the sign (-1)" has been chosen as such for convenience. The KK masses are given

by

_ nr_ e
pn =k 1 (nm)ke ™M, (B.14)
where the ~ sign corresponds to the leading g > 1 limit. On the brane at y = 7R, the WFs
read
~ _ 2 w2
Xn(TI'R) = me y (B15)
£n(TR) = 0. (B.16)

The zero modes corresponding to g = 0 read

éo(y) =0, Xo(y) = \/%ekm = %. (B.17)

The results match the previous findings of Ref. [23].

The WFs on the brane appear in the same ratio as in the flat case x», = v/2x0, and the
same goes for the masses u, = nui. From the phenomenological perspective, this implies
that bounds from neutrino physics can only be cast on the combination (mpyo), and
thus predictions for the observables remain formally the same. This implies that neutrino
oscillations alone cannot distinguish warped and flat scenarios.
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C Three Flavours Eigensystem

In this Appendix, we derive the formula for the three-flavour Majorana bulk case (see Sec-
tion 3.4 system assuming M ; and mp are diagonal and non-diagonal matrices, respectively.
Analogous results for the other case studies can be derived employing the same techniques.
We discuss the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors separately.

C.1 Eigenvalues

We are interested in the eigenvalues of the block matrix of Eq. (3.60)

—mx  MpXo mpx1 mpxXi ... MpHXN MHXN

mpXo MJ—m)\ 0 0 0 0

mpil 0 MJ+/,L1—m,\ 0 0 0

mpil 0 0 MJ—ul—m)\... 0 0 =0.
mDXN 0 0 0 ...MJ+,uN—m>\ 0

mDXN 0 0 0 0 MJ_/JN_mA

(C.1)

We use the property of the determinant, for which rescaling rows or columns by some
number just rescales the whole determinant to find

) ol o o o T
—my IVLD ”LD HLU NLD ’TLD

mp (My=my)/(x0)? 0 0 0 0

mp 0 (My +p1 -ma)/(%1)? 0 0 0

mp 0 0 (M = py —mp)/(R1)? ... 0 0 -0. (C.2)
mp 0 0 0 (]\1,]+;1,N—m,\)/(>~<N)2 0

mD 0 0 0 . 0 (Mypn =mp)/(Xw)?

We will denote these diagonal elements later on as —C,,. We can factorise out mp so that

-2 1 1 1 1 1
1 (P-2)/(x0)? 0 0 0 0
1 0 P+p1-N)/(x1)? 0 0 0
1 0 0 (P-p1-N)/(1)? ... 0 0 =0, (C.3)
10 0 0 o (P oy - N (Tn)? 0
1 0 0 0 0 (P-pn—N)/(Xn)?
where we defined
)\Emblm)\, S\EmbTmA, szblMJ, Pn Emblun. (C.4)

Notice that now A is not diagonal anymore. The problem reduces to a matrix with a block

shape

-5 1 1 ... 1 1 1
1 -5 0 ... 0 0 0
1 0 -5 .. 0 0 0

...... =0 (C.5)

1 0 0 -Sy—2 0 0
1 0 0 0 -Syo1 O
1 0 0 0 0 -Sy
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The goal is to make the matrix upper triangular.

We start by subtracting from each

block-row (starting from the top) the block-row below; this leaves us with

-So=Tp 1 1 ... 1 1 1
0 -8 Sy ... 0 0 0
0 0 -S... 0 0 0
e .. |=0. (C.6)
0 0 0 -Sn_2 Sn-1 O
0 0 0 0 -Sn-1 S
1 0 0 0 0 -Snx

Assuming that each S, is invertible (and thus det(S,) # 0, we can multiply to the right
the first block-column by Sy and add the last block-column to get

ToSy+1=T7y 1 1 .1 1 1
0 -S1 Sy ... 0 0 0
0 0 -S... O 0 0
e e ... |=0. (C.7)
0 0 0 -Sn_o Sy-1 O
SN 0 0 0 -Sn-1 Sy
0 0 0 0 0 -Sy
We do the same, but this time multiplying by S]_VlS N,
TiStSy1+1=T, 1 1 ... 1 11
0 -51 Sy ... 0 0 0
0 0 -S... O 0 0
e e ... |=0. (C.8)
Sn-1 0 0 -Sn—2 Sy-1 O
0 0 0 0 -Sy-1 Sy
0 0 0 0 0 -Sn
We therefore find a recursive relation
Ty = Tp1 S i0SN-ns1 +1,n€[2,N]. (C.9)
All in all
TN = 1+TN_152_151 = 1+S2_1S1 +TN_QS§1S1, (ClO)
and therefore
N
Ty = (Z S,;l—so) Sy . (C.11)
n=1
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We are left with the matrix

v 1 1 ... 1 1 1
0 -9 S ... 0 0 0
0 0 -Sy... 0 0 0
TR e o =0, (C.12)
0 0 0 ...-Sy2 Sya1 O
0 0 0 ... 0 =Sy.1 Sy
0 0 0 ... 0 0 -Sn

Since the matrix is now block diagonal, one can compute the determinant as the product
of the determinants of the blocks. However, by assumption det(S,,) # 0, so this implies

N
Tn| =D 8" = So| =0. (C.13)
n=1
The result matches formulas previously found in the case of scalar entries. Recall that
Sp=mp Cy, St=Cllmp, So=mp Co=mp my, (C.14)
and hence
N T y X T 1
C mp-mp Cy| =0, n -mp mymp|=0, C.15
ngl n D nZ:()m/\_(MJi,un) D D ( )

where the * is to remind to distinguish y¢ and x,. In compact notation, this reads

N 2
T Xn my
>, mp

-—=—|(=0. C.16
= (my—-My)?- H%mD my— My (C-16)

C.2 Eigenvectors

One can obtain the eigenvectors by reducing the problem to the matrix shown in Eq. (C.5).
One can then show that the eigenvectors read

uo
X0
ug o .
iy = - _ xi/v2
iy =Ny L =M\ mz i,y Mmoo | (C.17)
_MF MDUo

mx 7 Xl/\/5 mpu
ma—(My+pr) - DYO

where when shortened the notation and added the * to highlight the need to sum over all
modes with appropriate x; and masses. The vector ug is constrained by

N X%2
(Zm%;*m[)—m)\)uozo. (018)
i=1 my = M;
The equation can be written by opening the modes as
v X3 & X
mp | —=———+(m\ - M n )mD—m)\]uozo. C.19
b (g o B i (1
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Finally, AV, is a normalisation vector such that

2
Ny = |:1 + Uy mg (m)\ e ) mDu(J] ) (C.20)

where, for convenience, we chose uguo = 1. Per flavour, one finds

2.2 2 -1/2
N, = [szﬂ + m—z)‘ + 1] ; (C.21)
H1 mp

and we recover the results derived in the main text.
In the case M = 0, we recover the results previously found for the single-flavour case

N X2
[mg(z 2—"2)mD—1]u0:0. (C.22)

n=0 M ~— Hn
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