
The Mu2e Experiment — Searching for Charged Lepton Flavor Violation

M. T. Hedgesa,∗, on behalf of the Mu2e Collaboration

aDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, Purdue University, 525 Northwestern Avenue, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA

Abstract

The Mu2e experiment will search for a Standard Model violating rate of neutrinoless conversion of a muon into an electron in the
presence of an aluminum nucleus. Observation of this charged lepton flavor violating process would be an unambiguous sign of
new physics. Mu2e will improve upon previous searches for this process by four orders of magnitude. This requires the world’s
highest-intensity muon beam, a detector system capable of efficiently reconstructing the 105 MeV/c conversion electron signal, and
minimizing sensitivity to background events. A pulsed 8 GeV proton beam strikes a target, producing pions that decay into muons.
Beam outside the pulse must be suppressed to < 10−10 to reduce beam-related backgrounds. The muon beam is guided from the
production target along the transport system and onto the aluminum stopping target. Conversion electrons leave the stopping target
and propagate inside a solenoidal magnetic field to the tracker and electromagnetic calorimeter. The tracker is a system of straw
tube panels filled with Ar/CO2 at 1 atm that tracks particles inside of a solenoidal B-field and measures their momenta with ∼ 100
keV/c resolution to resolve signal events from decay-in-orbit backgrounds. The CsI calorimeter provides E/p and is used to seed
the track reconstruction algorithm with σE/E ∼ 10% and σt < 500 ps. Additionally, a novel cosmic ray veto with greater than
99.99% efficiency brings the expected number of background events to fewer than one over three years of running. To normalize
the experiment, the stopping target monitor measures the rate of capture photons from muons incident on the stopping target by
using a system of high-purity germanium and lanthanum bromide scintillators.

1. Introduction

The Standard Model of particle physics classifies fundamen-
tal fermions into six quark flavors and six lepton flavors. Of
these fermions, only the charged leptons have never experi-
mentally shown evidence of flavor violation. However, the dis-
covery of massive neutrinos provides a mechanism for charged
lepton flavor violation (CLFV) at loop level, but is highly sup-
pressed to unobservably small levels. Thus, any observation of
CLFV would unambiguously indicate physics beyond the Stan-
dard Model.

One particularly promising experimental search for CLFV
focuses on detection of direct conversion of a muon to an elec-
tron in the Coulomb field of a nucleus, or µ−N − e−N con-
version. This process produces a monoenergetic conversion-
electron (CE) with energy given by:

ECE = mµc2 − Eb − Erecoil

where Eb is the binding energy of the muon in the 1S orbit and
Erecoil is the energy of the recoiling nucleus.

2. The Mu2e experiment

The Mu2e experiment [1] will search for µ−N−e−N by mea-
suring Rµe, defined as the ratio of the rate of µ−N − e−N con-
version to the rate of muon capture using an aluminum target
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nucleus. Specifically, Mu2e will measure Rµe on an Al target
given by:

Rµe =
µ− + A(Z,N)→ e− + A(Z,N)

µ− + A(Z,N)→ νµ + A(Z − 1,N)

with a 5σ discovery potential of Rµe > 2 × 10−16 or a corre-
sponding upper limit of Rµe < 8 × 10−17 (90% CL). This sensi-
tivity is four orders of magnitude beyond the current bounds set
by SINDRUM II which measured Rµe < 7 × 10−13 on Au [2].

For µ−N − e−N in aluminum, the CE signal is a monoener-
getic electron of ECE = 104.9 MeV/c. Mu2e must detect this
signal in the presence of both intrinsic backgrounds such as
muon Decay-In-Orbit (DIO) and cosmic-ray events, and beam-
induced backgrounds such as antiproton annihilation and radia-
tive pion capture (RPC) in the muon stopping target. These two
types of backgrounds drive the design of the Mu2e experiment,
which is shown in Fig. 1.

DIO events are the primary intrinsic background of concern.
Muons incident on the aluminum stopping target can decay
while in atomic orbit to an electron and two neutrinos, just as
a free muon. While the DIO electron momentum spectrum is
similar to that of free muon decay, the presence of the aluminum
nucleus can cause a recoil and results in the kinematic endpoint
of DIO electrons to be equivalent to the momentum of the CE
signal. This is demonstrated graphically in Fig. 2. A full cal-
culation of the DIO spectrum in aluminum can be found in Ref.
[3].

Electrons emitted from the stopping target traverse a
solenoidal magnetic field into the Mu2e tracker. Resolving
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Figure 1: The Mu2e experiment.

Figure 2: Qualitative representation of electron momentum spectrum due to
free muon decay (blue), muon decay-in-orbit (red), and conversion electrons
(magenta).

the CE signal from the DIO background requires the tracker
to have excellent momentum resolution and track reconstruc-
tion efficiency. This is obtained by utilizing a low-mass straw-
tube tracking system consisting of 21,600 mylar straws of 15
µm thickness arranged into 36 panels. The straws are filled
with 1 atm of 80:20 Ar:CO2 with an applied voltage of 1450
V. The tracker is expected to provide a momentum resolution
of ∼ 100 keV/c at the CE momentum of ∼ 105 MeV/c. To
maximize track reconstruction efficiency and to minimize ef-
fects from the large currents produced from low-momentum
DIO events, the tracker utilizes an annular design wherein an
inner radius of 38 cm remains uninstrumented. This design,
shown in Fig. 3, drastically reduces acceptance to lower mo-
mentum electrons while maintaining acceptance to conversion
electrons.

The calorimeter, shown in Fig. 4, consists of two disks of
674 pure CsI crystals arranged in the same annular design as
the tracker. Each CsI crystal measures 34×34×200 mm3 and is
read out by 2 SiPMs. The calorimeter provides E/p for particle

Figure 3: (top) The Mu2e straw tube tracker and (bottom) the acceptance of
the annular design to the radii of 105 MeV/c conversion electrons (green) and
lower momentum backgrounds (black) emitted from the stopping target.
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identification with expected σE/E of order 10% for conversion
electrons, as well as timing resolution of σt < 500 ps, which
seeds the Mu2e track reconstruction algorithm. Prototype mod-
ules consisting of an array of 3 × 3 crystals have been tested
utilizing a variable energy electron beam (22 – 120 MeV) have
demonstrated an energy resolution of ∼7% and a time resolu-
tion of better than ∼230 ps [4].

Figure 4: The Mu2e CsI calorimeter.

The remaining significant intrinsic background arises from
cosmic rays, which can enter the experimental apparatus and
produce CE-like events. Simulations have indicated a base rate
of order 1 CE-like event per day of running. To reject these
events, Mu2e uses a Cosmic Ray Veto (CRV) which surrounds
the Detector Solenoid that houses the muon stopping target, the
tracker, and the calorimeter. The CRV consists of over 5000
extruded polystyrene scintillators arranged in four overlapping
layers. Scintillation light is collected by wavelength shifting
fibers and detected by SiPMs. This design, shown in Fig. 5,
is expected to reject cosmic ray events with over 99.99% effi-
ciency using triple coincidence of the scintillator layers.

Beam-induced backgrounds can also limit sensitivity to CE
signal. The muon beam for Mu2e originates from a pulsed pro-
ton beam incident on the tungsten pion Production Target. A
single pulse consists of ∼4 × 107 protons at 8 GeV, with a pulse
duration of ∼250 ns and period of 1695 ns—longer than the
muonic-Al lifetime of 864 ns. Pions emerge from the produc-
tion target and decay to muons, which are then transferred down
the Transport Solenoid and onto the Al muon Stopping Target
inside of the Detector Solenoid. The pulsed beam allows the
stopped muons inside the stopping target to decay during the
time between sequential pulses. This allows blinding the exper-

Figure 5: The Mu2e Cosmic Ray Veto.

iment until after prompt beam backgrounds decay to appropri-
ate levels. This is shown in Fig. 6, which shows the intensity
versus time for various sources of detectable electrons. As can
be seen, using a delayed signal window drastically reduces sen-
sitivity to beam-induced backgrounds.

Achieving this level of reduction in beam-induced back-
grounds requires a minimal level of beam particles to arrive at
the muon stopping target within the signal window. We require
this inter-pulse extinction—defined as the ratio of out-of-time
beam intensity to in-time beam intensity—to be less than 10-10.
The Extinction Monitor pixel telescope, shown in Fig. 7, con-
sisting of eight sequential planes with 20 FE-I4B pixel chips,
measures the extinction by tracking protons scattered down-
stream off of the Production Target both in- and out-of-time
with the proton pulses.

Finally, the Stopping Target Monitor provides the absolute
normalization by measuring the gamma spectrum from atomic
capture of muons on the Al stopping target using both LaBr3
and high-purity Ge detectors. A mockup of the LaBr3 and
HPGe sensors is shown in Fig. 8.

3. Mu2e Run 1

The Mu2e experiment is poised to begin Run 1 of physics
data with muon beam during the middle of this decade.
Through a dedicated simulation campaign utilizing expected
detector and accelerator performance during the expected du-
ration of Run 1, we expect a discovery potential of Rµe >
1 × 10−15, with a standalone, dedicated publication anticipated
this year. The simulated momentum spectrum for signal and
background components is shown in Fig. 9, and the yields for
expected background contributions are shown in Table 1. In the
absence of signal in Run 1, the corresponding limit will be im-
proved to Rµe < 6 × 10−16 (90% CL), corresponding to 1000
times better than the current world limit. Run 2, with an antici-
pated start by the end of the decade, will provide an additional
factor of 10 in improvement beyond Run 1, resulting in an over-
all 104 improvement in sensitivity.

Table 1: Expected yields of backgrounds in Mu2e Run 1 with statistical and
systematic uncertainties.

Expected yield
Cosmics 0.048 ± 0.01 ± 0.010

DIO 0.038 ± 0.002 +0.026
−0.016

RPC 0.011 ± 0.002 +0.001
−0.002

Antiprotons 0.010 ± 0.003 +0.010
−0.004

Total 0.107 ± 0.032 (stat ⊕ syst)

4. Summary

The Mu2e experiment will significantly improve the existing
bounds in searching for a CLFV signal in µ−N − e−N conver-
sion. Mu2e is currently poised to begin Run 1 by the middle
of the decade, with an expected 1000 times improvement on
the existing world limit. Run 2, providing another factor of 10
improvement, is expected to begin by the end of the decade.
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Figure 6: Timing distributions for the CE signal and various backgrounds, with the signal window shown at times after the reduction of prompt backgrounds and
before the arrival of backgrounds from the next pulse.

Figure 7: The Mu2e Extinction Monitor, shown relative to the production tar-
get.

Figure 8: The LaBr3 (left) and HPGe (right) detectors used in the Mu2e Stop-
ping Target Monitor.

Figure 9: Expected momentum spectra from conversion electrons in the pres-
ence of backgrounds during Mu2e Run I.
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