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The search for charged-lepton flavor violation in muon capture on nuclei is a powerful probe of
heavy new physics. A smoking gun signal for µ → e conversion is a monochromatic electron with
energy almost equal to the muon mass. We show that light new physics can mimic this signature
and that it can also lead to electrons above the µ → e signal peak. A concrete example of such light
new physics is µ−-nucleon annihilation into a light dark sector, which can produce an energetic e−

as well as e+e− byproducts. Due to the size of the muon mass, the exotic muon capture process
can be kinematically allowed, while the otherwise stringent constraints, e.g., from proton decay,
are kinematically forbidden. We also discuss other relevant constraints, including those from the
stability of nuclei and muon capture in the interior of neutron stars.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, taus,
muons, and electrons do not change flavor. With the ad-
dition of neutrino masses, the rate for conversion is non-
zero but remains experimentally unobservable. There-
fore, charged-lepton flavor violation (cLFV) provides a
smoking gun signature for new physics. The most sensi-
tive probes of cLFV include flavor-changing muon decays,
such as µ → eγ and µ → eee [1], and muon-to-electron
conversion on nuclei, µ−A → e−A∗ [2]. Due to signif-
icantly improved beam intensities and background re-
ductions, next-generation experimental facilities are ex-
pected to achieve major leaps in sensitivity to these rare
processes. The Mu2e experiment at Fermilab [3–6] and
COMET [7, 8] experiment at J-PARC will reach µ → e
conversion rates over two orders of magnitude below cur-
rent bounds by the end of the decade, while the DeeMe
experiment at J-PARC [9] will improve bounds by an or-
der of magnitude on a shorter timescale. In terms of new-
physics reach, these experiments will probe cLFV new
physics at scales as high as Λ ∼ 108 GeV (see Ref. [10]
for a recent global analysis of cLFV in effective theories).

It is also conceivable that light new particles can man-
ifest in the ultra-rare rates probed by the cLFV experi-
ments. Some examples already studied in the literature
include the production of an invisible axion-like-particle
X in muon decays such as the two body µ → eX de-
cays [11–15], virtual exchange of axion-like-particles [16],
as well as other signatures from muon decay induced pro-
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duction of light new particles that then further decay to
visible SM particles — electrons, positrons and/or pho-
tons [17–20]. Note that in all these cases the kinematic
reach for the production of new particles is set by the
available energy, the mass difference mµ −me.
In this manuscript, we explore a distinct new possi-

bility: a class of models where the production of new
particles is a result of µ− annihilation with a proton or
neutron bound inside a nucleus. The energy available
for the production of new particles is now much larger,
∼ mµ+mp. However, the process also violates the baryon
number and faces stringent constraints.
These scenarios constitute an example of new physics

models that can appear only in muon conversion experi-
ments and would not be probed directly by other cLFV
probes. As we will show below, the sample models we will
discuss can be probed with the primary running mode
and design parameters of Mu2e and COMET, comple-
menting searches for light new physics that would oth-
erwise rely on dedicated runs or on decays of muons in
orbit [11, 12, 14, 21].
In choosing the new physics benchmarks, we have two

questions in mind that we want to explore quantitatively
in specific examples:

1. Can light new physics ‘fake’ a conventional µ → e
conversion signal?

2. Can light new physics lead to electrons or positrons
with energies greater than mµ?

We will show that the answer to both questions is yes.
With the goal of providing proof of existence, we study
a dark sector model where baryon number violation is
induced by muonic reactions. Constraints from proton
decay and nuclear stability can be avoided via a judicious
choice of new particle spectra and flavor structures. Ulti-
mately, our study demonstrates that there are other new
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FIG. 1. A schematic of the different particle production mech-
anisms in muon capture. Each quadrant corresponds to a dif-
ferent rule for baryon and lepton flavor number conservation
or (apparent) violation.

physics signatures beyond the mono-energetic conversion
electrons that the µ→ e experiments can look for.

This article is organized as follows. In Section II we
describe muon-proton annihilation induced muon capture
on nuclei and the resulting possible production channels
of new particles. We study quantitatively an example of
such a transition in more detail in Section III, deriving
predictions for the Mu2e and COMET experiments and
addressing constraints from other rare processes. Sec-
tion IV discusses the necessary ingredients for the UV
completion of these models, while Section V contains our
conclusions.

II. PARTICLE PRODUCTION IN MUON
CAPTURE

We are interested in models of light new physics that
can generate the following types of transitions at the nu-
cleon level,

µ− + p→ e− + {X}+, or µ− + n→ e− + {X}0, (1)

where {X} denotes dark and/or visible sector final state
particles, out of which an odd number are fermions. We
are specifically interested in transitions with e− in the
final state since these can result in a similar signal to
the usual one in the µ → e conversion searches but are
still distinct from it when examined in detail. How much
the process in Eq. (1) will differ from the usual channel,
µ− + A → e− + A, will depend on which particles are
part of the {X}+ and {X}0 final states, as well as on
the nature of the new interactions. For instance, the
electron may be a by-product of the decays in the dark
sector, in which case the kinematics of these processes
no longer ensure that the electron is mono-energetic. As

is well appreciated in the literature, the fragmentation
of on-shell “dark” states {X} opens up vast possibilities
for the multiple production of light SM states, such as
photons, electrons, and positrons.

In µ→ e conversion, the small recoil energy of the nu-
cleus can be neglected to a very good approximation.
That is, the electron takes away essentially all of the
available energy,

Econv
e ≃ mµ − Eb, (2)

where Eb ∼ (Zα)2mµ/2 ∼ 450 keV is the binding energy
of the muonic aluminum atom, and thus Econv

e ≃ 104.98
MeV [22]. The distinct signature of µ → e conver-
sion is, therefore, mono-energetic electrons, with energy
slightly below the muon mass and thus above the SM
backgrounds. The kinematics of µ → e transitions that
involve the production of light new physics, Eq. (1), is
different. Depending on the details of the model, i.e.,
which particles are present in the final state and what
their masses are, the energy of the final state electron
may be well below or even well above the muon mass. If
the outgoing electron is significantly less energetic than
Econv

e , the backgrounds from the decays of muons in or-
bit, as well as from radiative decays followed by either
Dalitz or Bethe-Heitler conversion, are expected to be
prohibitively large. Furthermore, due to the small accep-
tance of the tracker for low-transverse momentum elec-
trons (pT ≳ 90 MeV at Mu2e [4]), such less energetic
electrons and other visible particles may be experimen-
tally unobservable. Therefore, we will be particularly
interested in new physics scenarios in which Ee > Econv

e .

In what follows, we start with the general discussion
of the minimal scenarios for the light particle production
in muon capture, Eq. (1), and then focus on a particular
concrete example, the model discussed in Section III. In
general, we can divide the models into apparent baryon
number conserving (aBNC) and apparent baryon number
violating (aBNV) scenarios, and also into apparent lep-
ton flavor conserving (aLFC) and apparent lepton flavor
violating (aLFV) scenarios, giving four distinct classes
of models. By “apparent conservation or violation”, we
refer to the conservation of baryon number or lepton fla-
vors within visible sector particles, including neutrinos.
These two quantum numbers need not necessarily be vio-
lated since the dark sector particles can also carry baryon
or lepton numbers. Our discussion focuses on processes
involving muonic aluminum atoms (µ 27Al), since 27Al is
the currently planned target material in the Mu2e experi-
ment. Should other targets for muon capture be used, our
models can be easily generalized to those target atoms
as well. Notably, the choice of a different target only
changes Econv

e by at most ≈ 5%, and thus has negligible
impact on the kinematics of the final state particles for
the models we consider [22].

aLFC and aBNC scenarios. These involve charged-
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current (CC) reactions, such as,

µ− + 27Al → (X0 → νµe
+e−) + 27Mg

(∗)
, (3)

µ− + 27Al → νµ + (X0 → e+e−) + 27Mg
(∗)
, (4)

where X0 is an electromagnetically neutral dark sector
particle. For example, X0 in Eq. (3) could be a heavy
neutral lepton, X0 = N , produced through electroweak
charge-current interaction, µ−p → Nn, that is induced
via N mixing with the SM neutrinos, followed by the
N → νµe

+e− decay. The sterile-active neutrino mix-
ing is strongly constrained for light sterile neutrinos,
mN ≲ mµ. However, it could still induce the muon-
to-N capture rate as large as R ∼ 10−12 − 10−10 (see
Eq. (26) below for the definition of R). The sterile neu-
trino N can decay within the target, for instance, if the
decay is mediated through a new dark force, such as
N → ν(A′ → e+e−), where A′ is a dark photon. Related
NP transitions have been considered in the literature;
for instance, the muon capture producing a sterile neu-
trino, µ−p→ (N → νγ)n was discussed in Ref. [23]. The
dark photon A′ can also be the dark state in the transi-
tion in Eq. (4). In the notation of Eq. (4), X0 = A′, so
that the dark photon gets produced in the µ−p→ νµnA

′

transition and then decays to an electron-positron pair,
A′ → e+e−. If the A′ boson is emitted directly, as in
Eq. (4), it can be emitted from any of the lines in the
diagram through couplings to muon, neutrinos, or nucle-
ons.

In both types of transitions, Eqs. (3) and (4), the en-
ergy of the outgoing electron is significantly smaller than
mµ (as is the energy of the outgoing positron). The
kinematic end-point is given by the back-to-back decay
configuration of electron recoiling against all the other
particles, resulting in Ee ≲ mµ/2. This kinematic lim-
itation is a result of both the fact that the above CC
reactions conserve baryon number and thus the masses
of final and initial nuclei are very close to each other,
M(27Mg) − M(27Al) ∼ 3 MeV, as well as due to the
fact that the remaining final state particles, e+ and νµ,
are very light. Therefore, while the current constraints
on the couplings of new particles do not preclude several
thousands of such transitions from occurring at Mu2e
or COMET, identifying the new signal events would be
challenging for the current experimental designs.

aLFV and aBNC scenarios. An example is

µ− + 27Al → e− +X0 +
27Al, (5)

which could be a result of a µ− → e−X0 decay, with
nucleus not playing any significant role. The X0 can be
stable on collider time-scales, resulting in µ− + 27Al →
e− + 27Al + inv signature. A concrete realization of
this scenario is an axion-like-particle, X0 = a, coupled
to the µγ5e current [11–15, 24]. However, searching
for µ− → e−a decays is intrinsically more challenging
than searching for the signal of µ → e conversion, since
in the former the electron is necessarily much softer,

Ee ≲ mµ/2. Similar conclusions apply also in the case
the decays of X0 are visible, such as X0 → e+e−.
aLFC and aBNV scenarios. The simplest transi-

tions of this type are

µ− + 27Al → νµ +
(
X1 → e+e−

)
+ 26Mg

(∗)
, (6)

µ− + 27Al → νµ +
(
X2 → X1e

+e−
)
+ 26Mg

(∗)
, (7)

where X1,2 are dark sector states. Compared to the pre-
vious two types of models, the main new ingredient is
that the number of SM baryons changes. In principle,
this releases an additional mN ∼ 1GeV of energy and
thus one can have Ee > Econv

e , as long as m1 ≲ mn,mp.
Note that the transitions in Eqs. (6) and (7) need not

be BNV since X1,2 can carry nonzero baryon number.
Nevertheless, in general, the constraints on BNV pro-
cesses, i.e., the bounds on the (in)stability of the pro-
ton and the bound neutrons, do place stringent bounds
on aBNV processes. That is, the transitions in Eqs. (6)
and (7) above imply nucleon decays either through tree-
level diagrams or via loop diagrams with off-shell muons,
which then naively precludes any signatures at the µ→ e
conversion experiments. However, as we will show be-
low, through a combination of judicious charge assign-
ments and kinematic suppressions in the form of mass
hierarchies, these contributions can be sufficiently sup-
pressed either due to off-shellness, higher loop orders, or
phase space suppression, ensuring phenomenologically-
viable nucleon stability.
In the two examples above, the nucleon decay transi-

tions are p → µ+∗νµX1,2. These are kinematically for-
bidden if the mass spectra satisfy mX1,2

> mp − me,
neglecting neutrino masses and using the fact that the
off-shell µ+∗ decays leptonically, µ+ → e+νµνe. Since
X1 and X2 are allowed to decay, one also needs to con-
sider the following full decay chains,

p→ νµ + (X∗
1 → e+e−) + (µ+∗ → e+νeν̄µ), (8)

p→ νµ + (X∗
2 → X1e

+e−) + (µ+∗ → e+νeν̄µ), (9)

as well as their variants. As we will show below, these
decays can be sufficiently suppressed in the region of pa-
rameter space where Ee+/e− > Econv

e . We will illustrate
this within the scenario in Eq. (7), identifying X1,2 with
dark sector fermions, X1,2 = χ1,2, and also generalizing it
by replacing νµ with some generic light particle χ0. The
muon capture and the associated nucleon decay channel
schematics for this case are shown in Fig. 2.
aLFV and aBNV scenarios. Transitions of this

type are

µ− + 27Al → e− +X1 +
26Al, (10)

µ− + 27Al → e− + (X2 → X1e
+e−) + 26Al, (11)

and are induced by the µ−n→ e−X nucleon level transi-
tions. Similarly to other cases, these transitions can also
result in energetic electrons above the µ → e endpoint,
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FIG. 2. The scenario for muon-induced (apparent) baryon
number violation considered in this work (Eq. (14)). On the
left, we show the muon capture on protons, and on the right,
the tree-level proton decay channel. In both cases, the dark
photon A′ can be either on or off shell.

Ee− ≳ Econv
e . In (10), this occurs for mX1 ≲ mn, and in

Eq. (11), if either mX2 ≲ mn and/or if mX2 ≫ mX1 .
As in the previous classes of models, also here the

most stringent constraints are due to the bounds on
BNV nucleon decays. For instance, if the decays of
bound neutrons, n → µ+(∗)e−X0, are kinematically for-
bidden, this also means that the transition Eq. (10) will
not result in energetic electrons in Mu2e. The decay
chain in Eq. (11) is of greater phenomenological inter-
est. Choosing mX1 > mn, the decay n→ µ+(∗)e−(X∗

1 →
X0e

+e−) comes with a second virtual particle in the final
state, which, combined with the phase-space suppression
caused by the smallness of ∆E = mn −mX0 − 3me, can
make the decays of neutrons bound inside nuclei suffi-
ciently rare, at least at tree-level. In the transition in
Eq. (11), the electron from the primary LFV vertex is
soft, Ee− < mµ. However, the positron and the electron
from the X2 → X1e

+e− decay can be energetic enough
to be observed in the experiment.

III. MUON-INDUCED BARYON NUMBER
VIOLATION

Next, we discuss in detail a concrete model of muon
capture on a nucleus that results in multiple particle pro-
duction. We specialize to the aLFC/aBNV scenario in
Eq.(7), but with three dark sector particles, χ0,1,2,

µ− + 27Al → χ0 +
(
χ2 → χ1e

+e−
)
+ 26Mg

(∗)
. (12)

The transition conserves lepton flavor number if χ0 car-
ries a muon lepton number (for instance, χ0 can be νµ in
which case this is exactly the scenario in Eq. (7)). Simi-
larly, the transition conserves baryon number if either χ0

or χ2,1 carry baryon number. We are particularly inter-
ested in the part of the parameter space that results in
e+e− pairs with high enough energy to be observable at
Mu2e and COMET.

We start by realizing the scenario within a U(1)D ex-
tension of the SM, to which we add three dark fermions,
χ0,1,2 with masses m0,1,2. The U(1)D gauge symmetry
is spontaneously broken, giving rise to a dark photon A′

with mass mA′ . Kinetic mixing gives rise to the interac-
tion term

L ⊃ eεA′
µJ

µ
EM, (13)

where Jµ
EM is the SM electromagnetic current.

The flavor-violating interaction at low energies is as-
sumed to be given by the following effective dimension 6
operator,

L ⊃ Gµp√
2
(p̄χ2) (µ̄χ0) + h.c. (14)

One can also contemplate other chiral and Lorentz struc-
tures than the one above; we discuss some variations
and their impact on our conclusions in Section IV. At
the quark level, the above interaction is generated from
operators of dimension 9 or higher. The underlying
new-physics scale associated with the nucleon-level four-
fermion operator is, therefore, more accurately estimated

as Λ ∼
(
Λ3
QCD/Gµp

)1/5 ∼ 100 GeV, which points to

new color-charged particles at the electroweak scale (see
Section IV for a more detailed discussion of UV comple-
tions).
Note that if χ0 carries baryon number, B(χ0) = 1,

then baryon number is conserved by the interaction in
Eq. (14). Since we are interested in scenarios where
m0 < mp, this means that χ0 would be the lightest
baryon and remain stable. If we can consistently as-
sign L(χ0) = 1, then lepton number is also conserved.
The other possibility is that B(χ2) = B(χ1) = 1, and
L(χ2) = L(χ1) = 1, which also keeps the baryon and lep-
ton numbers conserved. In this case, the lightest baryon
is χ1. Which of the dark sector particles carries baryon
and lepton numbers has no bearing on the phenomenol-
ogy that we are interested in, though. The important
point for us is that there is a muon-induced exother-
mic transition between nucleons and dark sector particles
that reduces the number of nucleons by one unit.
The heaviest dark fermions are required to interact

with dark photon via the off-diagonal terms, giving rise
to χ2 → χ1 +A′ decays. We consider two ways of gener-
ating such interactions, either through dimension 4 and
dimension 5 operators,

L ⊃ gD
(
χ̄2γ

µχ1

)
A′

µ + dtr
(
χ̄2σ

µνχ1

)
F ′
µν + h.c.. (15)

The first term arises if χ1 and χ2 are maximally mixed
Majorana fermions (a well-known example is, e.g., in-
elastic dark matter [26]). The second term is a non-
renormalizable transition magnetic moment between the
two (Dirac or Majorana) fermions through the dark pho-
ton, where F ′

µν = ∂µA
′
ν − ∂νA

′
µ. In the remainder of the

paper, we will refer to the following benchmark for Mu2e
signatures,

Benchmark (I)

m2 = 1030 MeV, m1 = 900 MeV,

m0 = 0, mA′ = 20 MeV,

Gµp = (300 TeV)−2, ε = 10−4, αD = 10−3.

(16)
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FIG. 3. The energy spectrum for electrons and positrons produced in exotic muon capture for a few choices of dark particle
masses. Couplings are fixed as indicated in the left panel of each row. On the left, we show the individual electron/positron
energies, and on the right, their combined energy. The usual µ → e conversion electron energy is shown as a narrow green band
around Ecap

e− ≃ 104.98 MeV, and the region where muon decay-in-orbit dominates is shaded in gray [25].

Similarly, in the case of a transition magnetic moment,

Benchmark (II)

m2 = 1030 MeV, m1 = 900 MeV,

m0 = 0, mA′ = 20 MeV,

Gµp = (300 TeV)−2, ε = 10−4, dtr = 10−3 GeV−1.

(17)

This choice of spectrum ensures that the energy release
in µ → e transitions can be large Ee+/e− > Econv

e while
guaranteeing that at least two particles must be off-shell
in nucleon decay.

Given Eq. (13) and our benchmarks, the partial width
for the leptonic decay of the dark photon is given by

ΓA′→e+e− =
1

3
αε2mA′

√
1− 4r2e(1 + 2r2e) , (18)

where re ≡ me/mA′ . For our benchmarks, this gives a
lifetime of τ0A′ ≈ 1.4 ps. The χ2 lifetime depends on
which interaction term in Eq. (15) is considered. Assum-
ing the channel is open, the partial width for χ2 to decay

to χ1 and A′ through the vector interaction is given by

ΓV
χ2→χ1A′ =

1

4
αD

m3
2

m2
A′
F (r1, rA′) , (19)

where

F (r1, rA′) =
(
r41 − 2r4A′ + r21(r

2
A′ − 2) + r2A′(1− 6r1) + 1

)

×
√
r41 − 2r21(r

2
A′ + 1) + (1− r2A′)2 ,

(20)

and r1 ≡ m1/m2 and rA′ = mA′/m2. Giving a bench-
mark lifetime τ0χ2

≈ 6 × 10−14 ns. In the limit that
rA′ → 0, the mass splitting between χ1 and χ2 also van-
ishes (r1 → 0) and the width is well defined. The tensor
interaction gives the partial rate

ΓT
χ2→χ1A′ =

1

4π
d2trm

3
2F̃ (r1, rA′) , (21)
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but for αD ≪ 1 and dtr = 10−3 GeV−1. The χ2 → χ1e
+e− transition is induced by the tensor

interaction of Eq. (15) and leads to a preference for more energy-asymmetric e+e−.

where

F̃ (r1, rA′) =
(
2(1− r21)

2 − r2A′(r2A′ + r21 + 6r1 + 1)
)

×
√
r41 − 2r21(r

2
A′ + 1) + (1− r2A′)2,

(22)

giving a benchmark lifetime of τ0χ2
≈ 3× 10−7 ns. These

decays are all well below the O(1µs) signal time window
at Mu2e and COMET. This is no longer true when the
dark photon becomes off-shell in χ2 → χ1e

+e− decays.
For instance, when mA′ = 200 MeV, the χ2 lifetime is
of the order of µs and s for the couplings in Eqs. (16)
and (17), respectively. In comparison with the timescales
of the beam and muon capture, these events will consti-
tute a constant rate in time and may be harder to dis-
criminate from beam-induced backgrounds.

A. Muon capture signature

While the prediction for the aBNV transition µ− +
27Al → χ0 + (χ2 → χ1e

+e−) + 26Mg
(∗)

requires a cal-
culation of inelastic nuclear response function, we can

make a naive estimate for its rate by using the muon
capture rates in the SM. That is, an O(1) fraction of
muon capture on 27Al involves an emission of a neutron,

µ− + 27Al → νµ + n+ 26Mg
(∗)

, which has similar 1 → 3
decay kinematics and involves the same types of nuclear
wave-functions in the initial and final state. We assume
that ignoring the phase space corrections, the ratio of
aBNV and SM muon captures remains roughly the same,
irrespective of the initial nucleus. This implies, for in-
stance

|M(µ 27Al → χ0χ2
26Mg)|2

|M(µ 27Al → νµn 26Mg)|2 ≃|M(µp→ χ0χ2)|2
|M(µp→ νµn)|2

. (23)

Including the phase space correction, we thus have

Γ(µ 27Al → χ0χ2
26Mg) ≃ rp.s.

G2
µp

G2
F

Γ(µ 27Al → νµn
26Mg),

(24)
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No. Decay channel Mass range Decay rate scaling

1) p → µχ2χ0 mp > mµ +m2 +m0 Γ ∝
G2

µpQ
5

8π × 16π2

2) p → µ(χ∗
2 → χ1A

′)χ0

{
mp > mµ +mA′ +m1 +m0,

Γ ∝
G2

µpαDQ7

(16π2)2m2
2m1 +mA′ > m2 or m2 > mp −mµ −m0

3) p → µ(χ∗
2 → χ1(A

′∗ → ee))χ0

{ mp > mµ + 2me +m0
Γ ∝

G2
µpαD(eε)2Q11

(16π2)3m2
2m

4
A′m1 + 2me > m2 or m2 > mp −mµ −m0

2me > mA′ or mA′ > mp −mµ −m0 −m1

4) p → (µ∗ → eνν)χ2χ0 mp > m2 +m0 +me and mµ > mp −m2 −m0 Γ ∝
G2

µpG
2
FQ

11

8π × (16π2)3m2
µ

5) p → (µ∗ → eνν)(χ∗
2 → χ1A

′)χ0

{ mp > m1 +m0 +me +mA′

Γ ∝
G2

µpG
2
FαDQ13

(16π2)4m2
µm

2
2

mµ > mp −m1 −m0 −mA′

m2 < m1 +mA′ or mp −m0 −me < m2

TABLE I. Proton decay channels and the corresponding constraints on the dark sector mass spectrum that we impose so as to
forbid them at tree level. The naive scaling of each decay channel, assuming all final state particles are relativistic, is shown
in the right-most column. Generalization to non-relativistic final state particles is straightforward – see Sec. III B for more
details.

where we estimate the effect of phase space with the ratio
of two Dalitz plot areas

rp.s. ≃
ADalitz(µ

27Al → χ0χ2
26Mg)

ADalitz(µ 27Al → νµn 26Mg)

≃
(
M −mMg −m0 −m2

)2(
M −mMg +m0 +m2

)
(
M −mMg −mn

)2(
M −mMg +mn

) .

(25)

In the last line, we neglected the neutrino mass. Above,
M is the mass of the muonic atom, M = mµ+mAl−Eb,
with Eb ≈ 0.463MeV the binding energy, mAl the mass
of the 27Al and mMg the mass of the 26Mg atom. Note
that for m0 +m2 = mn the above ratio is rp.s. = 1. This
is exact only if m0 is massless, showing the limitation
of our approximations. For our benchmarks, Eqs. (16)
and (17), we find rp.s. ≃ 4× 10−3.
Equating Γ(µ 27Al → νµn

26Mg) with the full SM
muon capture rate, ΓµAl = 0.7 × µs−1 = 4.6 ×
10−19 GeV [27], which is in line with our other approxi-
mations, we then get for the aBNV conversion rate

R ≡ Γexotic

ΓµAl
≃ rp.s.

G2
µp

G2
F

. (26)

The benchmarks in Eqs. (16) and (17) result in a rateR ∼
3× 10−15, well within Mu2e and COMET’s sensitivities
and, as we will see, safe from nucleon decay bounds.

Once produced, χ2 eventually decays to an e+e− pairs
through the cascade χ2 → χ1(A

′ → e+e−). The result-
ing energy spectra of the e+e− pairs produced are shown
for a few representative points in Figs. 3 and 4. Note that
the individual electron or positron energies can be greater
than mµ due to the additional energy released by the de-
struction of the proton mass. This is also manifested
in the sum of the electron and positron energies, which

peaks at Ee++Ee− ≃
(
m2

2 −m2
1 +m2

A′
)
/2m2, given that

χ2 only has a small boost and thus the lab frame kine-
matics almost coincide with the rest frame χ2 → χ1A

′

two body decay kinematics (Ee+ + Ee− = EA′ for A′

on-shell).

Several features can help distinguish the aBNV pro-
cesses from µ− → e− conversion, most notably the dif-
fering electron spectra and the presence of positrons in
the aBNV case. A signal of equal magnitude with equal
endpoints in the electron and positron channels that
go beyond the µ− → e− endpoint would be a strong
indication for aBNV processes of the type considered
here. The positron signal is subject to even smaller
backgrounds than the search for µ− → e− signal is;
the DIO background produces only electrons, and charge
misidentification is expected to be rare. Most back-
ground events are expected to arise from radiative muon
capture (RMC) with either internal or external photon
conversion. RMC, however, has an even lower endpoint
than DIO, EAl

RMC ≲ 101.9 MeV [28]. The positron search
could be done already with the Al target, while one could
also explore other targets (for a different BSM signal pro-
ducing positrons, the lepton-number-violating µ− → e+

conversion, see Refs. [28, 29]). Finally, we note that the
Z dependence of the aBNV rate will differ from the one
for µ− → e− or µ− → e+ conversion (see, for instance,
Ref. [30]). The planned upgrades of Mu2e using, e.g.,
Au as the target [5], could thus help distinguish between
these scenarios.

One of the crucial aspects of the Mu2e experiment is
the requirement of a very high degree of initial proton
and pion beam extinction within the signal time window,
as well as a very reliable rejection of cosmic-ray-induced
events. If a certain amount of pion “contamination” is,
for example, present within the signal-taking time inter-
val, it may result in charged leptons with energy well
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FIG. 5. Estimates of the lifetime of a free proton (left) and neutron (right) as a function of the mass of the lightest dark
particle χ1 for benchmark (I). The bottom panel illustrates the scaling of the lifetime with respect to the energy release Q,
which is proportional to the nucleon mass minus the sum of the masses of all final state particles that are on shell, see Eqs. (27)
and (28). The nucleon lifetime τmin

N and its respective energy release Qmin are calculated for the smallest value of χ1 mass
shown in the figure. We do not include loop-level proton decay channels which may dominate at the largest masses.

above Econv
e . The π− capture on a nucleus can thus re-

sult in a ∼ 135MeV photon, which can Compton-scatter
and produce electrons well above Econv

e . The µ−p annihi-
lation electrons could, therefore, easily be misinterpreted
as being due to a pion background. The above bench-
marks for the µ−p annihilation models, which can create
Ee ∼ mπ, thus show that extra care needs to be taken.
In the event of a signal, a detailed investigation would be
warranted to determine definitively whether such elec-
trons do indeed stem from the pion decays and not from
exotic new physics signatures, such as those investigated
in this section.

B. Proton decay

The effective interaction in Eq. (14) violates proton
number. What is an apparent phenomenological disaster
can be readily reconciled with the most stringent con-
straints on proton decay by a judicious choice of mass
hierarchies. By such a choice, we can ensure that some
of χ2, χ0, µ must be produced off their mass shell, result-
ing in a higher particle multiplicity of final states and
extra suppression by small coupling constants. Further-
more, the amount of open final state phase space will be
small, suppressing the proton decay rate. In Table I, we
list the possible decay channels, the necessary constraints
on the mass hierarchy of the model to allow this channel,
and an estimate for the proton decay width. Before dis-
cussing how these constraints affect the allowed region of

parameter space, we first discuss how they are derived.
Later on, we will calculate the rate fully numerically us-
ing MadGraph5 v3.5.3.

a. Scaling with energy release: The energy released
in proton decay is

∆E = (mp −
Nf∑

i

mi), (27)

where Nf is the number of final state particles in the de-
cay. Each of the final particles therefore carries a typical
momentum

Q ≃ ∆E/Nf , (28)

with Nf ∈ [3, 7] depending on which decay is being con-
sidered; we leave the discussion of loop decay for later
since it is UV model dependent. The typical value of Q
in proton decay is ∼ O(5) MeV, see Fig. 7. That is, at
the upper range of m1, the electrons will start becoming
non-relativistic; we will discuss the effect of this below.
In some of the decay channels, there are off-shell parti-
cles whose propagators we estimate to scale as inverse
powers of the particle mass (m−1 for fermions and m−2

for bosons). For instance, the muon has 3 approximately
massless decay products and scales as

/pµ +mµ

p2µ −m2
µ

∼ 3/Q+mµ

(3Q)2 −m2
µ

∼ − 1

mµ
, (29)
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FIG. 6. The normalized true total visible energy spectrum (energy of the e+e+e− system) in p → eeeννχ1χ0 decays for two
choices of dark photon masses. The distributions look similar for the same benchmarks when using transition moments instead
(αD → dtr), although the total lifetimes increase.

whereas for χ2 the decay products may be non-relativistic
and it scales as

/pχ2
+m2

p2χ2
−m2

2

∼
/pχ2

+m2

(mχ1
+mA′)2 −m2

2

∼ − 1

m2
, (30)

where we used the fact that χ1 and A
′ are non-relativistic

(a better approximation for χ1 than it is for A′). The ma-
trix element squared acquires scalings withQ when carry-
ing out spin/polarization sums. The final state fermions
contribute to |M|2 parametrically as ∼ Q (∼ m) if they
are relativistic (non-relativistic), while the final state vec-
tor bosons as ∼ Q0 (∼ Q2/m2

A′). Furthermore, although
we focus on the contact interaction, if the coupling is
through the dipole interaction dtr then |M|2 picks up
another factor of Q2. The remaining Q scaling comes
from the phase space integrals, where for each final state
particle

d3pi
(2π)32Ei

∼





1

16π2
Q2, relativistic,

1

16π2

Q3

mi
, non-rel.,

(31)

The scaling of the matrix element and phase space for
final state fermions is such that each one contributes
Q3 in both the relativistic and non-relativistic limits.
We present the results of these approximations in Ta-
ble I, where we have assumed the final state A′ is non-
relativistic, which will be the case for the parameter space
we are interested in. In Table I, we also list the scaling
for a tree level p→ µeeχ1χ0 decay with χ1 heavy enough
for A′ to be required to be off-shell, which gives an addi-
tional Q4/m4

A′ suppression for the decay width.
From these scalings, it is clear that channels 1 and 2

will lead to too rapid proton decay unless αD is taken
very small, which removes the prompt signal at Mu2e.
Channel 3 requires considerable tuning in the mass spec-
trum, so we ignore it from now on. This leaves channels

4 and 5, both of which can be small enough to avoid con-
straints. The benchmarks described in Eqs. (16) and (17)
have a decay through channel (5) with an estimated life-
time of τp ∼ 5 × 1034 years and τp ∼ 2 × 1041 years,
respectively.

b. MadGraph estimates: To calculate the rate more
accurately and study the resulting kinematics, we imple-
ment the model in MadGraph5 v3.5.3 and calculate the
proton lifetime by generating p → (µ∗ → eνeνµ)(χ

∗
2 →

χ1(A
′ → eē))χ0 decays. This includes contributions from

real as well as virtual A′. We calculate the decay width
of the new particles for each choice of couplings. For val-
ues of αD larger than about αD = 10−2, the χ2 width
can lead to important corrections to the decay rate and
kinematics, but we do not explore this further here. For
the small values of kinetic mixing we are interested in,
the width of the dark photon is always negligible. Our
results are shown for 105 generated events.

The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the resulting proton life-
time in the region of interest for the benchmark point
in Eq. (16) as a function of the χ1 mass. The bottom
row of the left panel shows the accuracy of the Q13 scal-
ing. This lifetime should be compared to experimental
constraints. The strongest constraints on the proton life-
time were obtained in underground neutrino detectors,
where, for instance, τ(p→ e+π0) > 2.4× 1034 years [31].
Other similar channels have been searched for, including
τ(p→ e+e+e−) > 3.4×1034 years [32]. While these chan-
nels have similar topologies to p → eeeννχ1χ0, namely
three electromagnetic showers, the kinematics differs sig-
nificantly from our signal. In particular, the energy of
the three showers must reconstruct the proton, while in
our case, the energy release is, in fact, much smaller.
Figure 6 shows the total visible energy of the exotic pro-
ton decay mode, showing that the energy released into
electrons and positrons is significantly smaller than the
proton mass. In this low-energy region, experimental
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FIG. 7. The momentum of the individual final state particles in p → eeeννχ1χ0 decays for two choices of dark photon masses.
Here the final state positrons e+1 and e+2 are distinguished at the event level by the magnitude of the three-momenta, with e+2
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backgrounds, such as from neutrino interactions at un-
derground detectors, become larger, typically by factors
of O(100) [31]. Therefore, constraints on proton decays
induced by the muon-induced baryon number violation
are expected to be significantly weaker than they are for
the golden p → e+π0 and p → e+e+e− decay channels.
While a detailed study of the resulting limit is beyond the
scope of this paper, it appears that one can safely con-
clude that the current searches do not exclude lifetimes
as small as 1032 years.

Figure 7 shows the momentum distribution of the final
state particles in the exotic proton decay p→ eeeννχ1χ0.
As expected, the available energy ∆E is split unevenly
between the final states thanks to the large imbalance
of masses of the particles involved. In fact, the final
states produced in the chain χ2 → χ1 + A′ carry more
energy thanks to the large mass of χ1 and χ2. Similarly,
positrons emitted from the µ+ → e+νν chain carry less
energy than those from the decay of the on-shell dark
photon.

Finally, an important consideration is that the tree-
level six-body proton decay channel, for which we esti-
mated the rates above, is not the only possible proton
decay mode that can be generated via µp annihilation
interactions, once radiative corrections are included. In
fact, at the loop level, many new decay channels open
up, with a smaller number of final state particles, which
relaxes the steep suppression of the decay rate by high
powers of Q. An example is a loop correction obtained by
attaching the dark photon line to any of the charged par-
ticles, which then leads to p → (χ1χ0)(e

+νeνµ) decays.
In similar ways, corresponding decay modes for bound
neutrons can be found. Since these contributions are UV-
sensitive, we return to them in Section IV, where we will
show that this reduction in Q dependence is compensated
by the necessary inclusion of small couplings/masses.

C. Neutron stars

Neutron star properties such as mass-radius relation
and their cooling function are well understood and can
be used to probe many aspects of new physics [33, 34].
Among others, neutron stars can also provide an indirect
probe of the new µ−-nucleon interactions in Eq. (1), due
to a large abundance of muons, not only during the initial
stage of the core-collapse supernova explosion but also
at much later stages in the form of the quasi-degenerate
Fermi fluid of µ−. A related topic has been addressed in
the literature of “dark neutron” models [35], from where
we borrow several results in our discussion (see, in par-
ticular, Refs. [36–41]).
The zero-temperature nuclear matter inside neutron

stars is in chemical equilibrium due to weak interaction
transitions, such as n ↔ pℓ−νℓ and p ℓ− ↔ nνℓ, where
ℓ = {e, µ}. These ensure that the chemical potentials µi

for i = n, p, e, µ, satisfy µn − µp = µe = µµ. Thanks
to the large value of µe it is possible for beta-decay type
reactions to create muons inside the neutron star despite
their larger mass. The large value of µe also makes µ−

stable inside the neutron star. The muon fraction inside
the core of the neutron star is determined by nuclear
density and equation of state, and, therefore, depends
on the modeling of nuclear matter.1 In Ref. [42], it was
estimated that the fraction of the muon to baryon num-
ber densities could be as high as nµ/nB ∼ 20%, to be

1 In some models of nuclear matter it is hypothesized that at ex-
tremely large densities there is a stable population of heavier
baryons and hyperons such as ∆(1232)− and Σ−, which domi-
nate the number density of negatively charged particle species,
and de-leptonize the core. This can significantly reduce the muon
density and, therefore, the rate of µ−p or µ−n reactions. Similar
arguments apply to the higher-density models where the transi-
tion to quark matter reduces the muon chemical potential µµ.
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compared with the maximum proton fraction of about
np/nB ∼ 40%.
The muon-induced aBNV transitions of the form

µ−n → e−{X}0 or µ−p → e−{X}+, cf. Eq. (1), can
change the above equilibrium, since now neutrons and/or
protons can be converted into dark sector states inside
the neutron star. That is, in the concrete model we are
considering in detail, the process µ−p → χ0χ2 (and the
νµn → χ0χ2 process, generated at 1-loop) will become
energetically favorable and deplete the number of nucle-
ons. The capture rate inside the neutron star is given
by

ΓNS
µ−p→χ0χ2

= ⟨σµpv⟩np ≃ G2
µpmµmpnp, (32)

where σµp is the cross section for scattering of muons on
protons, v is their relative velocity, and ⟨. . . ⟩ indicates
that we should average over the phase space of the parti-
cles involved. For the benchmark value of Gµp, Eqs. (16)
and (17), this gives

ΓNS
µ−p→χ0χ2

≃ 1

100 s

(
Gµp

(300TeV)2

)2

. (33)

Interestingly, for dynamics on such intermediate time-
scales ∼ O(min − months) there are no stringent con-
straints from the properties of neutron stars, as long as
χ0 and χ2 do not escape from the stellar interior. The
constraints on properties of the proto-neutron star come
from the measurements of the neutrino flux that was gen-
erated by the supernova SN-1987a explosion. This probes
dynamics on the timescales ≲ 10s of seconds. The con-
straints on properties of neutron stars, on the other hand,
apply only to much longer timescales. Typically, there
are no direct observations of young neutron stars follow-
ing the supernova explosion since these are obscured by
the remnants of the outer envelope of a progenitor.

The muon-induced aBNV processes in Eq. (1) would
heat up the star, emitting visible energy in the form of
e+ and e−. The µ−p and/or µ−n annihilations would
create holes in the nucleon and µ− Fermi seas, which
then get refilled, resulting in additional energy release.
If such processes are rather slow, i.e., occurring on time-
scales of millions of years, the late-time observables of
neutron stars, such as the temperature [43, 44] of the
coldest neutron stars [45] or the periods of pulsars [46],
will be sensitive to the muon-induced aBNV.

However, for the capture rates that Mu2e and COMET
are sensitive to, the nucleon depletion is fast and will lead
to a new equilibrium inside the star with a lower pressure
and a softer equation of state (EoS) due to the redistribu-
tion of energy over a larger number of degrees of freedom.
The dark sector dynamics will determine whether or not
the new EoS will support stars with radii and masses con-
sistent with observation. These considerations are sim-
ilar to what happens in mirror neutron models [36–39],
with the added requirement that muons participate in
the conversion reactions. It is clear that the models with
stable massive fermions in the dark sector, similar to our

benchmark cases, are vastly favored over the models in
which the dark sector states decay to very light fermions
and/or bosons. In the latter case, the newly produced
dark states are not retained by the neutron stars and/or
do not contribute to the Fermi pressure.
A new dark force can help restore the pressure lost to

the increased number of degrees of freedom. To illustrate
this, consider a scenario where O(50%) of nucleons get
converted into a population of new fermions, χ. This may
be χ1 or χ0, depending on the details of the model. If kF,0

is the original Fermi momentum of neutrons in a neutron
star without dark states, then by particle number conser-
vation, k3F,0 = k3F,n+k

3
F,χ. If half of the existing nucleons

go to χ, then kF,n ≃ kF,χ < kF,0, thereby reducing the
pressure (which is a highly nonlinear function of kF ).
A repulsive self-interaction between the dark sector

states contributes to the pressure and could compensate
for the reduction of the Fermi momentum. The change
in pressure due to a single new dark particle χ subject to
a new long-range force mediated by A′ is

∆P =
1

15π2

(
k5F,n − k5F,0

mn
+
k5F,χ

mχ

)
+

g2χk
6
F,χ

18π4m2
A′
. (34)

Therefore, when (g2χ/π
2m2

A′)× (kF,0mn) ≫ 1, this leads
to a positive change in pressure compared to the one for a
neutron star in the SM, indicating that it is indeed possi-
ble to counteract the loss of pressure through a repulsive
force. In our scenario, the required size of g2χ/m

2
A′ will

depend on the dynamics of the dark sector, the nature of
χ0, and the origin of the new force (the mediator of this
dark force may be the dark photon of Section III, but in
general this may not be the case and could be due to a
different light mediator).
An alternative possibility for adjusting the neutron

star properties was pointed out in Refs. [40, 41], where
the large multiplicity of the dark fermions in the final
state was used to correct for the loss of Fermi pressure
in the nucleon fluid. In our framework this can be im-
plemented by, e.g., further decays along the “dark decay
chain”, such as χ1 → 3χ3 with mχ3

not too far from
mχ1

/3. This model would then not require any addi-
tional pressure from the A′ exchanges.
In conclusion, dark sector models offer sufficient flex-

ibility to compensate for the loss of nucleon Fermi pres-
sure. Having outlined a potential reconciliation between
observable exotic muon capture and the physics of neu-
tron stars, we leave an investigation of the broader im-
pact of muon-induced baryon number violation on neu-
tron stars to future literature.

IV. UV COMPLETIONS

At first glance, the expected sensitivity of the Mu2e
experiment at the level of R(µ → e) ∼ O(10−16) trans-
lates to a very impressive NP reach, on the order of
Gµp ∝ 10−8GF , or in terms of the effective NP scale,
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FIG. 8. The left diagram shows the UV completion of Sec-
tion IV that realizes the contact interaction Gµp of Eq. (14).
A heavy di-quark T1 and a lepto-quark T2 scalar couple to
an intermediate-mass gateway particle Φ. The diagram on
the right shows how the gateway particle Φ can be produced
on-shell in muon capture with a third-body rescattering (Z
represents a nucleus of atomic number Z).

G
−1/2
µp ∼ 103 TeV. However, G

−1/2
µp is not a fundamental

UV scale. Proton is composed of quarks, and thus we
can expect

Gµp ∼
Λ3
QCD

Λdcol

col Λ
5−dcol

sin

, (35)

where the QCD scale is ΛQCD ∼ 0.3GeV, while the value
of the exponent, dcol, depends on the details of the model.
In Eq. (35) we already anticipated that the phenomeno-
logically favored situation is when the mediators charged
under QCD are much heavier than the color singlet medi-
ators, and we have thus split the two scales, Λcol ≫ Λsin

(for simplicity, we still assume that each of the two types
of mediators have a common mass).

As we will see below, credible UV models of µ−p an-
nihilation to dark states will require both heavy new
physics, above the electroweak scale, as well as light, GeV
scale, states. The goal of this section is to demonstrate
that such UV completions exist without providing a com-
prehensive study of all the models that can lead to the
effective operator in Eq. (14).

Below, we discuss in detail the triplet-triplet-singlet
model that leads to a large scale Λcol suppression in
Eq. (35) with dcol = 3. We find this to be rather typical,
though models with smaller dcol = 2 (and thus a higher
value of Λcol for which there is still an observable signal
at Mu2e and COMET) do exist (see Section IVC). It
is also important to keep in mind that other UV real-
izations can lead to distinct LHC and high-energy phe-
nomenology, which can differ significantly from the model
we discuss in detail.

A. Triplet-triplet-singlet model

A UV model that we consider in detail extends the SM
with two scalar color triplets, the di-quark T1 (Q = −1/3,
B = −2/3, L = 0) and the leptoquark T2 (Q = −1/3,
B = 1/3, L = 1), which have the following couplings to

the SM fermions2

L ⊃ −yud(uiCR djR)ϵijkT
k
1 −yµu(uiCR µR)(T

∗
2 )i+h.c., (36)

as well as by a complex color singlet scalar Φ (Q = 0,
B = 1, L = 1), and the dark sector fermions χ0 ≡ νR
and χ2

L ⊃ ρT k∗
1 T2kΦ

∗ + yχΦ(νRχ
C
2R) + h.c.. (37)

All the new states are singlets under SU(2)L. The color
contractions over i, j, k indices are shown explicitly, while
the Lorentz contractions are not; in the latter, C denotes
the charge conjugation Dirac matrix. Note that the cou-
pling constants, yud, yµu, yχ are dimensionless, while ρ
has mass dimension 1. In what follows, we require that
Φ does not develop a vacuum expectation value. If the
νRχ2 bilinear carries the same global quantum numbers
as Φ, the above Lagrangian has both B and L conserved.
We are interested in the limit of very heavy T1,2 so

that at low energies, these can be integrated out. The
resulting effective interaction is

L Φ
eff =

1

Λ3
col

(
uiCR µR

)
ϵijk
(
ujCR dkR

)
Φ∗ + h.c., (38)

where

1

Λ3
col

= yudyµu
ρ

m2
T1
m2

T2

. (39)

Below the QCD confinement scale, this then leads to the
effective interaction with the proton,

L Φ
int = λeffΦ

∗(pCRµR

)
+ h.c., (40)

with

λeff ≃ yudyµu
ρΛ3

QCD

m2
T1
m2

T2

, (41)

where for the matrix element between the tri-quark
operator and the proton we used the NDA estimate,

⟨0|uiCR (ujCR dkR)ϵijk|p⟩ ≃ Λ3
QCD⟨0|pCR|p⟩, with the paren-

thesis denoting a Lorentz contraction.

1. Φ contributing as an off-shell state

If Φ is heavy enough that it can also be integrated out,
this gives the effective interaction

Leff =
1

Λ3
col

1

Λ2
sin

(
uiCR µR

)
ϵijk
(
ujCR dkR

) (
νRχ

C
2R

)
+ h.c.,

(42)

2 For charge conjugate fields we use the notation from [47]. In
particular, ψR = PRψ = 1

2
(1+γ5)ψ, and ψC

R = PLψ
C = Cψ̄T

R =

[ψR(x)]C . (Note that this differs from [48] where ψC
R denotes

[ψL(x)]
C .)
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with Λcol given in Eq. (39), and

1

Λ2
sin

=
yχ
m2

Φ

, (43)

or in terms of interactions with the proton3

Lint = G̃µp

(
pCRµR

) (
νRχ

C
2R

)
, (44)

where G̃µp is given in Eq. (35) with dcol = 3, and Λcol

and Λsin given in Eq. (39) and Eq. (43), respectively.
For observable µ−p annihilation rate with R ≃ 3 ×

10−15, we require, from Eq. (26), that G̃µp ≃ 10−6GF .
In terms of the UV completion this is,

G̃µp =
λeffyχ
m2

Φ

= 2 · 10−6GF yχ

(
λeff
10−10

)(
2GeV

mΦ

)2

∼ 10−6GF yudyµuyχ

(
1 TeV√
mT1

mT2

)4 ( ρ

4 TeV

)(2 GeV

mΦ

)2

.

(45)

In the numerical example in the last line, we show a
possible case mT1,T2 ∼ ρ ≫ mΦ ≳ mp. A light Φ en-
hances the µ−p annihilation rate, and so would lighter
T1,2. However, the masses of T1, T2 are required to be at
least in the TeV range in order to evade the LHC mono-
jet constraints. Note that the trilinear scalar coupling
ρ was taken to be large. The Φ mass receives radiative
corrections of size m2

Φ ∼ ρ2/16π2, making our choice of
mΦ in the GeV range somewhat fine-tuned.
The phenomenology of Section III is obtained if χ2 de-

cays inside the detector to a lighter dark state χ1 via
χ2 → A′χ1, and the dark photon then decays to an
electron-positron pair, A′ → e+e−. We assume that the
χ2 → A′χ1 transition is due to a dipole operator dtr in
Eq. (15), and that the states in the SM and in the triplet-
triplet-singlet model, including χ2,1, are not charged un-
der the U(1)d. The dipole operator is generated from
other heavier states charged under U(1)d running in the
loop. The possibility where χ2,1 are charged under U(1)d
is discussed in Section IVC.

2. On-shell Φ production

The µ−p annihilation rate can be further enhanced if
the Φ scalar is light enough to be produced on-shell,
cf. Fig. 8. In this case, the muonic atom undergoes a
transition µ−(A,Z) → Φ(A−1, Z−1). The phenomeno-
logically favored kinematics is when the Φ scalar can be

3 The structure of the dimension six operator is similar to the
operator considered in Eq. (14), but with a different Lorentz
structure. This operator further suppresses nucleon decay while
leading to O(1) difference in the muon capture phenomenology.
These quantitative differences, however, are not important for
the more qualitative discussion we are focusing on here.

produced on-shell in muon capture, while a proton decay
would require both Φ and µ+ to be off-shell, thus sup-
pressing the proton decay rate. This occurs for Φ mass
in the range mp < mΦ < mµ + mp (ignoring the dif-
ferences in the nuclear binding energies), while the χ0

and χ2 masses satisfy mp < mµ + mχ0
+ mχ2

, with
mχ0 +mχ2 < mΦ. The observable signal in the µ−p an-
nihilation arises from the decay of Φ to the dark sector
states, Φ → χ2χ0, followed by the subsequent decay of
χ2, which involves visible states, such as χ2 → χ1e

+e−.
The 2 → 1 process, µ−p → Φ, is enabled by the re-

scatterings on the other nucleons inside a nucleus. In this
sense, the µ−p→ Φ annihilation is analogous to the well-
known SM process of pion capture, π−p → n, which at
face value is also a 2 → 1 process. Following Section IIIA
we compute a naive estimate for Φ production through
a ratio with the off-shell channel whose SM-normalized
rate is given in Eq. (26). The ratio of the on- and off-shell
capture rate is given roughly by

ΓµZ→Φ(Z−1)

ΓµZ→χ0χ2(Z−1)
∼

m4
Φ,off

y2χEχ2Eχ0

16π2

(
M −mMg

)3 r̃p.s., (46)

where the phase space factor can be estimated as

r̃p.s. ≃
(
1− x2Φ,on

)1/2
(
1− x02

)2(
1 + x02

) , (47)

with xΦ,on = mΦ,on/(M − mMg) and x02 = (mχ0
+

mχ2
)/(M − mMg). Here the mΦ,on is the mass of the

Φ that is produced on-shell, while mΦ,off is the mass
of the virtual Φ leading to the three body transition.
Taking mΦ,on = 1 GeV and comparing to the off-shell
benchmark, Eqs. (16), (17), (45), the on-shell rate is
significantly enhanced by ≈ 109 − 1010 × y−2

χ depend-
ing on the phase space configuration of the three-body
off-shell decay. Here, the additional suppression of the
three body off-shell transition, beyond the naive dimen-
sional analysis factor y2χ/16π

2, comes from the suppres-
sion of the matrix element by a factor of Q ∼ Eχ0 and
the fact that the phase space is more squeezed, result-
ing in large r̃p.s.. The on-shell capture rate is controlled
by λeff, where λeff ≲ 10−14 gives capture rates below
current µ → e limits, assuming a similar signal of ‘con-
version’ electrons to that of the off-shell Φ, see, e.g.,
Figs. 3 and 4, after Φ decays promptly. Note that be-
cause Ron-shell ∝ λ2eff ∝ (mT1

mT2
)−4 the significant en-

hancement of the on-shell capture rate only translates to
an increase of mT1,2

by ≈ an order of magnitude.

B. Loop-induced processes

So far, we have focused on processes directly related,
at tree level, to those responsible for the exotic signals at
Mu2e. Within the triplet-triplet-singlet UV completion,
Section IVA, we can also estimate the radiatively gen-
erated processes. For proton decay, these loop-induced
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contributions are potentially important since they can
lead to proton decay with a smaller number of particles
in the final state than those that we used for our esti-
mates in Section III B. The radiative corrections can also
give rise to new processes, such as bound neutron de-
cays and n − χ mixing. Below, we address the possible
constraints due to each of these processes.

a. Proton decay. If any of the final legs in Fig. 2
(right) can be contracted to form a loop,4 this lowers
the number of powers of Q suppressing the proton de-
cay rate, and on dimensional grounds also removes the
appropriate powers of GF suppression. However, con-
traction of external legs requires small mass and/or cou-
pling insertions. For instance, loop-level proton decay
p→ (χ1A

′)(νee+) is obtained by contracting the ν̄µ and
νR external lines, which requires a neutrino mass inser-
tion. Contracting e− with the e+ line from the weak
vertex gives rise to the 5-body decay p → e+χ1νeν̄µνR,
but requires an off-shell A′ and is thus suppressed by
small kinetic mixing, due to coupling of A′ to the e+e−

pair. Similarly, the p → e+χ1νe decay, arising from a
two-loop diagram with both ν̄µ contracted with νR and
e− contracted with the e+ line from the weak vertex, is
suppressed by the neutrino mass and by kinetic mixing.
Because of these suppressions, the loop-induced proton
decays always have smaller partial decay widths than the
tree-level processes discussed in Sec. III B.

b. Neutron decay. A one loop W exchange converts
the u− µ− T2 vertex in Eq. (36) to a d− νµ − T2 one

(uiCR µR)(T
∗
2 )i →

yµyu
16π2

× (diCL νµ)(T
∗
2 )i , (48)

which after the T1,2,Φ are integrated out, and the higher
dimension operator is run down to the weak scale, gives
the effective Lagrangian

Lint = κG̃µp

(
nCLνµ

) (
νRχ

C
2R

)
, (49)

where

κ ≃ yµyu
16π2

log

(
Λ2
UV

M2
W

)
∼ 10−10 , (50)

with ΛUV ∼ mT1
,mT2

. The muon and up-quark Yukawa
couplings arise due to mass insertions required for con-
verting right-handed fields to left-handed ones, which
then couple to the W boson.

In the same way as the u− µ− T2 vertex leads to the
proton decay inducing operator in Eq. (42), after T1,2
and Φ are integrated out, the d− νµ − T2 interaction in
Eq. (48) will induce the decay of the neutron into dark
sector particles,

n→ (χ∗
2 → χ1A

′)νRν̄µ , (51)

4 Remember that we identified χ0 = νR.

FIG. 9. Neutron mixing with χ2 generated at the two-loop
level. At an additional loop, the mixing between χ1 and n is
generated by an A′ line.

however, with a highly suppressed rate proportional to
κ2,

Γn ≃
(
gDκGµp

m2

)2
Q7

(16π2)
2 . (52)

Here, Q ≈ (mn−ϵb−m1−mA′−mνR
)/4 is the typical mo-

mentum of the final state particles. In the expression for
it, we already anticipated that the phenomenologically
most relevant are the decays of neutrons bound inside
nuclei, with ϵb the average binding energy of a neutron
inside a nucleus. This binding energy is large enough that
the bound neutron decay will be kinematically forbidden
for the squeezed mass spectra we consider.
The bounds from searches for exotic decays of free neu-

trons of the type n→ e+e−+inv are relatively weak [49,
50]. However, if these transitions occur inside a nucleus,
they would appear as decays of stable or long-lived nuclei,
which then places stringent constraints on new physics
models. In particular, 12C→11C+inv and 16O→15O+inv
decays are well constrained, since the de-excitations of
the daughter nucleus would leave visible signals in the un-
derground large-volume detectors such as Borexino [51],
KamLAND [52], and SNO/SNO+ [53, 54]. Since the
daughter nuclei are meta-stable, the de-excitation signa-
tures can be targeted experimentally, independently of
the electron/positron pair signature that arises from the
decay of A′. A lack of any positive signal places a bound
τn >∼ 1029 years, which should be compared with the ex-
pectations in Eq. (52), shown in the right panel of Fig. 5.
Note that we take κ ∼ 10−10 and have neglected the
additional penalty from the binding energy.
In summary, the operator behind neutron decay indeed

lifts part of the phase-space suppression in free proton
decay but also gets suppressed in our model by u-quark
and muon mass insertions. Due to the binding energy of
the nucleus, it may even be kinematically forbidden in
part of the parameter space.
c. n−χ mixing. Since in our specific UV completion

χ0 = νR, the diagrams such as the one in Fig. 9 induce
mixing between n and χ2 (χ1) at two-loops (three-loops),
giving rise to n→ χ1 transitions. The relevant operators
are

Leff ⊃ mnχ1
n̄χ1 +mnχ2

n̄χ2 + h.c. (53)
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The mnχ1
parameter has greater phenomenological sig-

nificance as it leads to kinematically-allowed n → χ1

transitions in nuclei. Let us first estimate mnχ2
in our

UV completion using naive dimensional analysis,

mnχ2
∼ yuyµyν

(16π2)2
(λeffyχ)vEW log2

(
Λ2
UV

m2
W

)
(54)

∼ yχ × 10−28 MeV×
(

λeff
10−10

)( yν
10−12

)
.

Note that the mixing parameter is proportional to the
neutrino coupling κ in Eq. (50) and neutrino masses. One
more loop is then required to transform χ2 into χ1 and
is generated by an A′ line that either connects to νR, if
charged under U(1)D, or to an electrically charged state
through kinetic mixing. We discuss the possible U(1)D
charge assignments in Section IVC. For now, we focus
on the latter possibility, which leads to an estimate of
mnχ1

∼ mnχ2
× ϵ2αD/4π.

The rate for neutron disappearance inside a nucleus is
given by Fermi’s golden rule,

Γn = 2π |⟨ψf |mnχ1 |ψi⟩|2 δ(Ef − Ei)ρ(Ef ) , (55)

with ρ(Ef ) the density of states of the final state and ψi

and ψf are the wavefunctions of the initial neutron and
final state χ1 state, respectively. The momentum of the
final state, a free χ1 particle, is determined by energy
conservation with p2f/2m1 = mn − ϵb −m1 and ϵb is the
binding energy of the neutron. Taking into account that
there are N = A− Z neutrons inside a nucleus, the rate
for nuclear transition induced by the n − χ1 mixing is
given by

ΓN =
N

π
m2

nχ1
m1pfξ

2Vnucl. . (56)

The overlap of the final state wavefunction with the neu-
tron, ψi, bound inside a nucleus of volume Vnucl., is en-
coded in the dimensionless quantity ξ, where

ξ2 =

∣∣∣∣
1√
Vnucl.

∫
d3r ψi exp (ip⃗ · r⃗)

∣∣∣∣
2

. (57)

For large energy release, p3f ≫ Vnucl., this overlap is small.
Instead, we assume ξ ≈ 1 and arrive at an estimate for
the decay time of a carbon nucleus, where ϵb ∼ 10MeV,
due to neutron disappearance of

τC ≃ 1033 years×
(
850MeV

m1

)(
100MeV

pf

)

×
(
100 fm3

Vnucl.

)(
10−28 MeV

mnχ1

)2

.

(58)

This lifetime should be compared to bounds on Pauli
exclusion transitions from Borexino [55], which searched
for a spontaneous formation of holes in the closed nucleon
shells of 12C. For both the Pauli excluded transitions or a
neutron conversion to χ1 in a carbon nucleus, the remain-
ing nucleons will refill shells, releasing an O(10 MeV)
photon. Borexino’s lack of a signal places a constraint of
τC >∼ 1027 years, which is easily satisfied in our model.

C. Alternative scenarios

Above, we discussed only one possible UV completion
in detail, the triplet-triplet-singlet model. While this
model is a good representative of how the experimental
constraints can be evaded, primarily though compressed
spectra, we expect that many other SM extensions ex-
ist that can lead to observable µ − p annihilation while
satisfying current constraints. Below, we discuss some of
the possible variants of the triplet-triplet-singlet model
as well as its extensions. Some of these variants have
already been touched upon above.
a. Alternative scenarios for Φ produced on-shell. In

the numerical analysis, we primarily focused on the case
of a heavy singlet Φ. However, the Φ can also be lighter,
even so light that it is produced on-shell in µ−p annihi-
lation. The Φ can then decay into the dark sector states
and the e+e− pair, which is the same final state particle
content as the one we discussed in detail in the case of
heavy Φ, but with modified kinematics. It is also possible
that the dominant decay of Φ is into other visible parti-
cles (and dark states), not the e+e− pair. For instance,
Φ → 4e+dark states or Φ → γ+dark states are both
possible and can have drastically different experimental
efficiencies at an experiment such as Mu2e.
b. Production of kaons. An interesting alternative

for releasing more energy is µ−p annihilation to kaons.
This could, for instance, be mediated via the following

low-energy interactions, L ⊃ λeffΦ
∗pCRµR+λKKΦ(K0)2.

For Φ that has a mass in the range 2mK < mΦ <
mp +mµ, the muon induced conversion process is then
µ−p → Φ + nucl recoil → K0K0. Proton decay, on the
other hand, can only proceed via two virtual particles,
p → (µ+)∗(Φ∗ → KK∗). As before, the main idea is to
use the muon mass as a means to enable baryon number
violation in µp capture while at the same time suppress-
ing proton decay via a judicious choice of the mass spec-
trum. The novelty in this scenario is that the byproducts
of the capture reaction are fixed by the branching ratios
of the kaon, leading to the production of pions, muons,
and photons in addition to electrons and positrons. Note,
however, that this scenario is quite likely challenged by
the neutron star physics. In the neutron star, the final
state K-mesons will get re-absorbed by nuclei, result-
ing in a loss of two fermions per every µ−p annihilation,
with strong implications for the properties of the neutron
stars.
c. Alternative dark photon couplings. In the main

part of the text, we assumed that the χ2 → χ1A
′ tran-

sition proceeds through dimension 5 dipole operators.
However, this transition can also be mediated by renor-
malizable interactions. To show this, we first assume that
the dark photon mass arises from its coupling to dark
higgs, hd, after it acquires a vev. The interactions of the
dark U(1)D gauge boson, A′

µ, depend on the assigned
U(1)D charges of the dark states χ1,2, νR. To allow for
the transition χ2 → χ1A

′, χ1 and χ2 must have the same
charge. To avoid charging SM particles under the U(1)D,
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νR must be oppositely charged to χ1,2, or the second term
in Eq. (37) must contain an insertion of hd. One possibil-
ity is that none of these carry a U(1)D charge, and thus
the χ2 → χ1A

′ decay is due to the dipole interaction in
Eq. (15). If the χi’s carry a U(1)D charge, the decay takes
place through the contact operator in Eq. (15). In either
case, the coupling to the dark photon is off-diagonal in χ
flavor space.

This off-diagonal form of the coupling can be achieved
if there are 3 Weyl fermions in the dark sector, two of
which make up a pseudo-Dirac pair. Consider 3 states
ψ0, ψ1, ψ

c
1, with a vector-like mass mψ1ψ

c
1 and a small

Majorana mass δψ1ψ1. This can be generated, for in-
stance, by integrating out a massive fermion with a small
Yukawa coupling with ψ1 and hd. The mass eigenstates
χ1,2 are approximately equal admixtures of ψ1, ψ

c
1. Since

Majorana fermions can neither carry a charge nor have
a magnetic dipole moment, the mass mixing implies that
the couplings will be of the transition type. If ψi carry a
magnetic dipole moment5 the mass eigenstates χ1,2 will
acquire a magnetic dipole transition operator. If instead
(ψ0, ψ1, ψ

c
1) carry charge (1, 1,−1) respectively, with the

massive state which generates the Majorana mass having
charge 2, then χ1,2 will couple in an off-diagonal fashion
to the dark photon.

Even if the SM fields are not charged under the dark
gauge group, the coupling of the dark photon to the SM
fields can occur through kinetic mixing of U(1)D with
U(1)Y . This would be generated at one loop by having
fields charged under both groups running in the loop. At
low energies, this leads to a kinetic mixing between the
dark photon and the SM photon of size ϵ ∼ egD/(16π

2).
The dark photon couplings to charged leptons are then
of size ϵe.
d. Models that lead to µ−n annihilation. A com-

pletely separate set of models that can lead to energetic
electrons at Mu2e and COMET are models that have
the µ−n annihilation as the leading effect, while µ−p is
induced only at the subleading loop level. An example
are models that result in neutron-to-dark-state χn tran-
sition, induced by the mass mixing L ⊃ ϵ(n̄χn + χ̄nn),
as in Ref. [35]. If the UV model contains µ → e CLFV
interactions, then the µ−n → e−χ2 transition becomes
possible.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we have constructed new physics
scenarios with muon-induced (apparent) baryon number
violation. Using a specific example, we demonstrated

5 These dipole moments may be generated perturbatively through
loops of U(1)D charged states, in which case the typical size is
∼ g3D/(16π

2m±). Or they may be generated non-perturbatively,
as for the SM baryons, in which case we expect the size to be
∼ gD/mχ.

that these models lead to a spectrum of higher energy
electrons and positrons in the µ−A → e−A conversion
experiments, such as Mu2e and COMET, while satisfy-
ing experimental bounds on proton stability. The main
idea consists of tapping into the baryonic energy reser-
voir of the nucleus A by destroying protons or neu-
trons in the muon capture process. This releases en-
ergies greater than mµ into dark particles that eventu-
ally decay to e+e− pairs. The e+ or e− can reach en-
ergies as high as O(130) MeV, depending on the choice
of parameters, significantly overshooting the energy of
electrons produced in decay-in-orbit as well as of even-
tual monochromatic electrons from µ−27Al → e−27Al

(EAl−conv
e− = 104.98 MeV).

These signatures are not excluded by limits on the pro-
ton lifetime thanks to a coincidence between the mass of
the proton and the dark particles, which forces the pro-
tons to decay via two or more off-shell states. The stabil-
ity of nuclei (more specifically, that of bound neutrons)
also imposes meaningful constraints due to radiative cor-
rections. These are again bypassed due to strong phase-
space suppression as well as by chiral suppression in the
UV completions we considered. The crucial component
for constructing models that enhance the µ−−nucleon
annihilation while suppressing nucleon decays is that the
ratio of muon to proton mass is mµ/mp ∼ 1/9, which is
not a very small ratio. Consequently, changes in mass
splittings in the dark sector at the level of ∼ 20MeV
(i.e., at a few percent level) are very consequential for
the signals discussed here and can change answers by
many orders of magnitude.

While our scenarios are specifically designed to hide
nucleon decay and highlight muon capture, they demon-
strate that Mu2e and COMET can be sensitive to elec-
trons that come from new physics sources other than the
µ→ e lepton flavor violating neutral currents. Such sce-
narios are particularly attractive in the event that high-
energy electrons or positrons are detected at Mu2e. Our
proposal also shows that such high-energy events may
not necessarily come only from backgrounds such as the
decay of late-time pions or cosmics.

Finally, we also emphasize that positrons may present
a particularly interesting final state. Light dark sec-
tors can lead to positron energies beyond those induced
by radiative muon capture and by the lepton-number-
violating channel µ−A → e+A′∗ [56, 57]. The lat-
ter includes a monochromatic positron with energy of
about Econv

e+ ≃ 92.3 MeV for µ− 27Al → e+ 27Na(g.s.)
transitions. It should be noted that past searches for
µ− → e+ at TRIUMF [58] and PSI [59–61] on Ti and
Au targets have all reported excesses of positrons above
Ee+ ≳ 90 MeV but below Ee+ ≲ mµ (see also ear-
lier searches in [62–64]). While the modeling of radia-
tive muon capture may be insufficient in this energy re-
gion [29], these events represent an immediate applica-
tion of our scenarios. In fact, since the positron energies
in these excess events are still less energetic than mµ, an
explanation through muon-induced BNV would be feasi-
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ble even for parameters that render protons and bound
neutrons stable.
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