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Heavy neutral leptons (HNLs), depending on their mass and mixing, can be efficiently produced
in meson decays from the target or absorber in short- to medium-baseline accelerator neutrino
experiments, leaving detectable signals through their decays inside the neutrino detectors. We show
that the currently running ICARUS experiment at Fermilab can reconstruct the HNL mass and
explore new HNL parameter space in the mass range of 70–190 MeV. The mass reconstruction is
enabled by two ingredients: (i) simple two-body kinematics of HNL production from stopped kaon
decays at the NuMI absorber, followed by HNL decay into a charged-lepton pair and neutrino at the
detector, and (ii) high resolution of Liquid Argon Time Projection Chamber (LArTPC) detectors in
reconstructing final state particles. Our mass reconstruction method is robust under realistic energy
resolution and angular smearing of the charged leptons, and is applicable to any LArTPC detector.
We also discuss the synergy between ICARUS and future facilities like DUNE near detector and
PIP-II beam dump in probing the HNL parameter space.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of neutrino oscillations [1, 2] implies that neutrinos have small but nonzero masses, the origin of which
is currently unknown. Nonetheless, this poses a serious challenge to the well-established picture of the Standard Model
(SM) of particle physics, whose gauge structure demands exactly massless neutrinos by construction. Therefore, the
explanation for neutrino mass must necessarily come from beyond the SM (BSM) physics. The simplest solution is to
extend the SM by adding right-handed neutrinos, thus generating Dirac masses (mD) for the left-handed neutrinos
by the Higgs mechanism once electroweak symmetry is broken. However, the extreme smallness of the neutrino
mass compared to the charged fermion masses in the SM suggests that another mechanism beyond the standard
Higgs mechanism might be at play for neutrino mass generation [3]. This is corroborated by the fact that the right-
handed neutrinos are SM-gauge-singlets and can therefore acquire Majorana masses (mN ), which leads to the seesaw
mechanism as a possible explanation of the smallness of neutrino masses: mν ≃ −mDm−1

N mT
D [4–7]. In the minimal

version of the seesaw without any additional interactions, the heavy right-handed neutrinos, popularly known as
the heavy neutral leptons (HNLs), can only interact with the SM via their mixing with the active neutrinos, which
roughly scales as the ratio of the Dirac and Majorana masses: U ≃ mDm−1

N . Irrespective of the origin of the Majorana
mass term and possible ultraviolet completion, even this minimal scenario with just SM+HNLs can not only explain
neutrino masses, but also account for the dark matter and baryon asymmetry of the Universe [8], thus making it a
compelling candidate for BSM physics.

From theoretical considerations, there is no unique preference for the HNL mass scale. Although the original seesaw
mechanism assumed the HNL mass scale to be close to the Grand Unification scale, mN ∼ 1014 GeV for O(1) Dirac
Yukawa couplings, it is possible to have mN much smaller and directly accessible in experiments [9, 10]. In the näıve
seesaw limit, the HNL mixing is always suppressed by the light neutrino mass: |U |2 ≃ mν/mN . However, this relation
is strictly valid only in the single HNL case. With more than one generation of HNLs (and we need at least two to
explain the solar and atmospheric mass-squared differences), it is theoretically possible to get arbitrarily large mixing
even for small HNL masses by using specific textures of the Dirac and Majorana mass matrices [11–22]. The relation
between the mixing and the (small) mν can then be avoided by either invoking fine-tuned cancellations or by going to
the lepton-number-symmetry-protected limit, which is technically natural. The same symmetry-protected limit can
also be achieved by extending the minimal seesaw to e.g. inverse [23, 24], linear [25, 26] or extended [27–29] seesaw
models.

Without specifying any explicit model constructions, we can treat the HNL mass and mixing as free parameters in
a bottom-up phenomenological approach. This is the approach usually taken by the experimental searches of HNLs,
which often derive exclusion limits in the HNL mass-mixing plane assuming a single flavor dominance. For a summary
of the current HNL limits and future prospects, see, e.g., Refs. [10, 30–34] (up-to-date limits are available at [35, 36]).
Based on these current limits, the entire experimentally-accessible HNL parameter space can be broadly categorized
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into 3 mass windows1, namely,

1. Low-scale (≲ MeV), which is dominated by the cosmological (BBN, CMB) and astrophysical (supernova, X-ray)
constraints;

2. Intermediate-scale (∼MeV – GeV), driven by experimental searches including meson decays and beam dumps;

3. High-scale (≳ GeV), best accessible in searches at high-energy colliders.

In this work, we specifically focus on the intermediate mass window of HNLs dominantly coupling to muon neutrinos
and show that the accelerator neutrino experiments at the intensity frontier can give world-leading constraints in this
mass region.

Modern accelerator-based neutrino experiments with intense proton beams hitting a fixed target, e.g., with O(1021)
protons-on-target (POT), produce an enormous number of light mesons, particularly pions and kaons, whose subse-
quent decays into charged leptons and neutrinos can efficiently source the production of HNLs via their mixing with
either electron or muon neutrinos. For HNLs lighter than muon mass, muon decays can be an additional HNL source.
Once produced, the HNL can travel downstream and decay into visible SM particles leaving detectable signals inside
near detectors, typically placed at O(100 m) away from the beam target. The accelerator-neutrino probes of HNLs
can be further divided into two categories, depending on whether the HNLs are produced from meson decay-in-flight
(DIF) or decay-at-rest (DAR). In the mass range of interest, namely 20–200 MeV, the DIF experiments include
PS191 [37, 38], T2K [39, 40] and MicroBooNE [41], with MicroBooNE currently setting the best muon-flavored HNL
limit for HNL masses above 90 MeV up to 180 MeV.2 The DAR experiments include SIN [43], PIENU [44], KEK-
E89/E104 [45, 46], E949 [47], NA62 [48], LSND [42], and MicroBooNE [49, 50], with LSND [42] and E949 [47] setting
the current best limits below 90 MeV and above 180 MeV, respectively.

In this paper, we demonstrate how the two-body kaon decay-at-rest (KDAR) channel K+ → µ+N enables excellent
reconstruction of the HNL mass.3 The mass reconstruction is enabled due to (i) the two-body kinematics of stopped
kaon decays, and (ii) high resolution of LArTPC detectors in reconstructing visible particles. We specifically focus
on kaons stopped at the NuMI absorber along the NuMI beamline, which could produce HNLs detectable by the
ICARUS experiment at Fermilab, which is one of the largest LArTPC detectors currently operational. Using a few
benchmark points, we show that even after accounting for angular-reconstruction effects for the final-state e+ and e−,
as well as reconstruction of their energies within the experimental resolution uncertainties, the HNL mass can still
be reconstructed with reasonable accuracy from its decay products at the ICARUS detector. This presents a unique
opportunity for LArTPC-based neutrino experiments to not only detect HNLs, but also to measure their masses with
high accuracy, even with a handful of HNL events.
The ICARUS-T600 detector is the largest and farthest detector in the short-baseline neutrino (SBN) program at

Fermilab [51]. It sits at the confluence of the BNB and NuMI beamlines. For the BNB, ICARUS is an on-axis
detector, whereas it is off-axis for the NuMI beam, situated 5.5◦ off-axis and 803 m from the NuMI graphite target,
where charged kaons are produced from the 120 GeV protons striking the target. The kaons then travel through a
675 m long decay pipe, with most of the kaons that do not decay in flight being stopped at the absorber located at
end of the decay pipe, where they decay at rest.

The NuMI absorber is almost symmetrically located about 100 m from both MicroBooNE and ICARUS detectors.
However, ICARUS is approximately five times larger and is expected to have four times more exposure to the NuMI
beam than the current MicroBooNE analysis is Ref. [41]. Therefore, we anticipate at least an order of magnitude
stronger sensitivity to HNLs in ICARUS compared to MicroBooNE. We evaluate the ICARUS sensitivity to HNLs
from KDAR by carefully considering event kinematics and signal efficiencies, and find that our results are consistent
with this scaling estimate. Specifically, we show that ICARUS will be able to probe previously unexplored HNL
parameter space for the muon flavor mixing case in the mass range of 70–190 MeV. In the BNB line, ICARUS is
exposed to the 8 GeV BNB beam line located 600 m downstream from the Be target. We also assess ICARUS’s
sensitivity using kaon decays-in-flight (KDIF) produced in the BNB line. However, we find that the reach of NuMI
KDAR surpasses the sensitivity using the BNB KDIF source.
In the event of a positive HNL candidate detection at ICARUS, and after outlining the mass reconstruction mea-

surement and evaluating ICARUS’s reach, we next examine how different experiments can complement and confirm
the findings from ICARUS. We consider a benchmark scenario for mass reconstruction within the reach of the pro-
posed PIP-II beam dump (PIP2-BD) facility to forecast the number of events it should measure to support ICARUS

1 For Majorana HNLs coupling to electrons, the neutrinoless double beta could provide the dominant constraint across most of the HNL
mass range, but it crucially depends on the Majorana nature of the HNLs and the relative CP phase between the HNLs [33].

2 Note that the current best limit in the range of 25–90 MeV comes from a phenomenological analysis of the LSND data [42].
3 We can also use stopped pion decay π+ → µ+N ; however, it can only probe a small range of HNL masses mN < mπ −mµ ≃ 30 MeV,
which is already tightly constrained by peak searches in pion decay from PIENU experiment [44].
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for production of muon-flavored HNL from charged meson decay (left) and the decay of HNL
into e+e−νµ (right) via neutral-current. For heavier HNLs, additional decay modes N → µ+ℓ−νℓ (with ℓ = e, µ) open up via
charged-current, not shown here.

observation. PIP-II [52] is a major upcoming upgrade to Fermilab accelerator complex, designed to meet the beam re-
quirements of the flagship DUNE experiment. The proposed PIP2-BD [53] aims to probe HNLs similarly to LSND [42].
With an 800 MeV proton beam and an exposure of 1.2×1023 POT, PIP2-BD can produce a significant number of HNLs
from stopped pions and muons at the target. There exists some open HNL parameter space, around 100 MeV, with
overlapping ICARUS and PIP2-BD sensitivities. Therefore, should an HNL signal be found in this region by ICARUS,
PIP2-BD would be able to confirm it with much higher statistics. Similarly, the future DUNE near detector [54], will
provide further tests of the HNL hypothesis [55–59] in the same parameter space explored by ICARUS.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we discuss the HNL production from stopped kaon decay and
the HNL decay to neutrino and charged-lepton pair. In Sec. III, we describe the HNL mass reconstruction, including
realistic angular and energy smearing effects. In Sec. IV, we present the calculation for the HNL flux and event
number for both KDAR and KDIF sources. In Sec. V, we present the calculation for deriving the HNL sensitivity
at ICARUS, both with the NuMI and BNB beams. In Sec. VI, we discuss the synergy between the ICARUS and
PIP2-BD projections. Our conclusions are given in Sec. VII.

II. HNL PRODUCTION AND DECAY

The search for HNLs requires the introduction of a portal through which they communicate with the SM. In this
study, we focus on the minimal scenario where HNLs interact with the SM through mixing with the SM neutrinos.
Specifically, we consider one additional Majorana HNL that primarily mixes with muon neutrinos4:

|νµ⟩ =
3∑
i

U∗
µi |νi⟩+ U∗

µ4 |N⟩ , (1)

where Uµi with i = 1, 2, 3 are the muon-row elements of the leptonic mixing matrix parameterized in terms of the
3-neutrino oscillation parameters [60] and Uµ4 is the unknown mixing with the HNL.
The mixture is a well-studied mechanism for producing and detecting HNLs. If kinematically possible, HNLs can

be produced from meson decays, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 1. The branching ratio (BR) for this process [61]
is given by

BR(M → µN) = |Uµ4|2ρN (xµ, xN )BR(M → µνµ), (2)

where xN = (mN/mM )2, xµ = (mµ/mM )2 and ρN (x, y) = [xµ + xN − (xµ − xN )2]λ1/2(1, x2
µ, x

2
N )/[xµ(1− xµ)

2] is a

phase space factor, and with λ(a, b, c) = a2 + b2 + c2 − 2(ab + bc + ac). In the limit mµ,N ≪ mM , we have ρN → 1.
In the following, we will mainly focus on the kaon contribution, i.e., M = K. Below the muon threshold, HNLs
can also be produced from muon decays resulting from meson decays µ → Neνe. Although we will comment on the
contributions from pions and muons at the end, the kaon contribution is the dominant source in the mass range of
interest.

4 Other HNLs are either outside the mass range of interest or do not primarily couple to the muon flavor, and thus do not affect our
analysis.
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For detection, depending on mN , several decay channels are available: (i) N → 3ν, (ii) N → νγ, (iii) N → νπ0,
(iv) N → µ±π∓, (v) N → νµ±e∓, and (vi) N → νµ+µ−. Channel (i) is completely invisible and thus not detectable.
Channels (ii) and (iii) also present challenges due to the large π0 → γγ background. Channels (iii)-(vi) require the
HNLs to be above the muon or pion threshold. A complete list of the decay modes can be found in Refs. [62, 63].

We are primarily interested in HNLs with masses in the 20–200 MeV range. Within this range, the decayN → νe+e−

is the best visible candidate, despite having a branching ratio of about 10%. The remaining ∼90% of decays are mostly
N → 3ν for mN < mπ and N → νπ0 for mN > mπ. The decay N → νµe

−e+, proceeds exclusively through neutral
currents if the HNL mixes only with the muon, as illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 1. The partial decay rate into
this channel, up to corrections proportional to the electron mass, is given by [62]

Γ(N → νµe
+e−) = 2

G2
F |Uµ4|2m5

N

768π3
(1− 4s2W + 8s4W ) +O

(
m2

e

m2
N

)
, (3)

where sW is the sine of the weak mixing angle and the factor of 2 is present for Majorana HNLs.5

III. RECONSTRUCTING THE HNL MASS

One of the advantages of using two-body DAR source to produce the HNLs is that we can unambiguously reconstruct
the HNL mass from simple kinematics in the event of a positive HNL signal. For concreteness, let us consider KDAR
source: K+ → µ+N , and the decay channel N → νe+e−. Then we can reconstruct the HNL mass by following a few
simple steps (see Fig. 2):

1. From the two-body kinematics K+ → µ+N for a kaon at rest, we know the four-momentum pN of the HNL as
function of mN , that is, pN (mN ), given mK and mµ.

2. Measure the electron-positron pair momentum. This sets the light neutrino transverse momentum p⊥ν = −p⊥e+e− .

3. Find the light neutrino momentum parallel to the N direction by using momentum conservation in N decay,

i.e., p
∥
ν(mN ) = pN (mN )− p

∥
e+e− . Note that it will be a function of mN .

4. Solve [pν(mN ) + pe+e− ]
2
= m2

N to find the mass of the HNL.

We show in Fig. 3 the result of this analysis for three benchmark values of the HNL mass mN = 90, 150, 200 MeV. We
apply a 3◦ angular uncertainty to each of the electromagnetic showers, following Ref. [64]. We fitted the probability
distribution functions (PDFs) to a Gaussian and found the best-fit values and 1σ error bars on the masses, as shown
in the Figure. It is clear that the reconstructed masses match pretty well with the true values.

We also consider the effect of energy smearing, on top of the 3◦ angular smearing. We compare the PDFs with no
energy smearing, and Gaussian smearing, defined by exp

{
−(Ee − Erec

e )2/2σ2
e

}
/(
√
2πσe), with σe/Ee = 5% and 10%,

following Refs. [65, 66]. Here Ee and Erec
e are the true and reconstructed values of the electron/positron energy. The

corresponding reconstructed HNL mass values for the 3 benchmarks shown in Fig. 3 are reported in Table I. In Fig. 4,
we show the corresponding PDFs for a benchmark value of mN = 90 MeV. This illustrates the point that the HNL
mass reconstruction at KDAR-ICARUS is robust against both angular and energy smearing effects. Also, note that
the mass reconstruction can be done on an event-by-event basis, so it works even in a low-statistics scenario.
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FIG. 2. Schematic on how to reconstruct the mass of the HNL.

5 Since we are not relying on the lepton-number-violating nature of the signal, our analysis is equally valid for pseudo-Dirac HNLs as
well, modulo the factor of 2 difference, depending on whether either or both of the HNLs in the pseudo-Dirac pair couple dominantly
to muon flavor.
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FIG. 3. KDAR-ICARUS mass reconstruction capability for three benchmark values of the HNL mass mN = 90, 150, 200 MeV,
including a 3◦ angular smearing in each of the electromagnetic showers.

FIG. 4. KDAR-ICARUS mass reconstruction capability for a benchmark value of the HNL mass mN = 90 MeV, including a
3◦ angular smearing in each of the electromagnetic showers, and with 0%, 5% and 10% energy smearing.

IV. HNL FLUX AND EVENT RATE

To assess the reach of an experiment in the search for HNLs, three key components are required: the HNL flux,
its decay channels, and the detector’s ability to detect particles produced by HNL decays. In this section, we discuss
how to get the HNL flux and present the primary formula for calculating the HNL event rate in accelerator neutrino
experiments. We follow closely the discussion from Ref. [63], which offers an analytical approach to deriving the
HNL flux for T2K, considering KDIF. We focus on neutrinos produced in two-body meson decays, which constitute
the majority of the neutrino beam in accelerator experiments, though the formalism can be easily adapted to other
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True Mass [MeV] Reconstructed Mass [MeV] Reconstructed Mass [MeV] Reconstructed Mass [MeV]

σe/Ee = 0 σe/Ee = 5% σe/Ee = 10%

90 90+6
−3 90+7

−4 91+8
−6

150 150+4
−3 1516−5 151+10

−8

200 200+4
−3 201+7

−6 201+10
−10

TABLE I. True values and their corresponding reconstructed values of the HNL mass with different Gaussian energy smearing.

scenarios.
Our first goal is to determine the flux of daughter neutrinos. For now, we consider SM neutrinos and later discuss

how to adapt the formalism for HNLs. We begin by assuming that we have access to the number of mesons M
produced in the interactions of protons with the target material, per momentum interval (pM , pM + dpM ), i.e.,
N (pM ) = dNM/dpM . If we integrate this quantity over the magnitude of the 3-momentum pM we find the total
number of mesons NM produced in the primary proton collision. As the mesons propagate, N (pM ) changes due to
decay. We define the position-dependent number of mesons per unit energy and propagation distance as

dN (pM , x)

dx
=

N (pM , 0)

ΛM
e
− x

ΛM , (4)

where x is the propagating distance and ΛM = pM/(mMΓM ) is the lab-frame meson decay length, with ΓM being its
total width.

We define the differential branching fraction of a meson with momentum pM in the lab frame, decaying into a
neutrino with energy in the range (Eν , Eν + dEν), and within the solid angle defined by the intervals (θ, θ + dθ) for
the polar angle and (ϕ, ϕ+ dϕ) for the azimuthal angle as

dB(Eν , θ, ϕ)

dEνd cos θdϕ
=

1

ΓM

d3ΓM→ν+X

dEνd cos θdϕ
, (5)

with ΓM→ν+X being the partial decay width of the two-body meson decay M → νX in the lab frame [63]:

d3ΓM→ν+X

dEνd cos θdϕ
=

|M|2
2EM

Eν

8π2
δ(m2

M −m2
X − 2EνEM + 2pMEν cos θ), (6)

where |M|2 = 2G2
F f

2
Mm4

M |Vij |2(m2
X/m2

M − m4
X/m4

M ) is the matrix element for two-body decay, and EM =√
p2M +m2

M is the energy of the meson. Here, fM is the meson decay constant, GF is the Fermi constant, Vij

is the relevant CKM matrix element (Vud for pion decay and Vus for kaon decay), and mX is the mass of the charged
lepton produced alongside the SM neutrino, which is a muon in our case. We note that a two-body decay should
depend on only two kinematical variables. The delta function is introduced in Eq. (6) to account for the correlation
between Eν and θ. However, treating the decay width as a function of three variables is useful for calculating the
number of events [63] as we comment next.

For a detector located at a distance d from the target material, and with a decay volume of length l along the
direction of propagation, the neutrino flux reaching the detector is given by

ϕν(Eν) =

∫ l

0

dx

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ ∞

0

dpM
1

4πd2
dN (pM , x)

dx

dB(Eν , θ, ϕ)

dEνd cos θdϕ
Θ(θ, ϕ), (7)

where Θ(θ, ϕ) is a Heaviside function, equal to one if the neutrino’s kinematic configuration allows it to reach the
detector, and zero otherwise. At this stage, keeping the differential branching as a function of three variables proves
useful. Details on how to apply the kinematical cuts are thoroughly described in Ref. [63]. The geometric area factor
4πd2 can be replaced by the detector’s effective area to account for efficiencies, such as the dependence on solid angles.
However, we will not include this adjustment in our simulation as we do not have access to this information. The flux
derived in Eq. (7) for SM neutrinos can be readily adapted for HNLs by replacing the partial decay width in Eq. (6)
with the one relevant for HNLs. The corresponding expressions can also be found in [63].

Now, we turn to the discussion of the number of events. The detector measures the decay products of the HNL.
We denote the HNL flux by ϕN (EN ), but our focus is on how this flux evolves as the HNL propagates. For that, we
introduce the position-evolved HNL flux

ϕN (EN , x) = ϕN (EN , 0)e
− x

ΛN , (8)
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such that the number of events in the channel N → j is given by

Nj = A

∫ ∞

mN

dEN

∫ xf

xi

dxϕN (EN , x)
BR(N → j)

ΛN
, (9)

where ΛN is the decay length of the HNL, BR(N → j) is its branching ratio into the channel j, A is the detector’s
cross-sectional area, and xi and xf are the positions marking the beginning and end of the detector in the direction
of the HNL propagation.

If ΛN significantly exceeds both the distance to the detector entrance xi and the detector’s dimension in the direction
of the HNL propagation L = xf − xi, i.e., ΛN ≫ xi and ΛN ≫ L, we can approximate ϕN (EN , x) ≈ ϕN (EN , 0) ≡
ϕN (EN ). In this case, the number of events reduces to [63]

Nj = V

∫ ∞

mN

dENξ(EN )
ϕN (EN )

λj
, (10)

where λj = ΛN/BR(N → j) is the partial decay length and V = AL is the fiducial detector volume. We also include
an energy-dependent efficiency factor, ξ(EN ), to account for the detector’s ability to reconstruct particles produced
in the HNL decay. Under this approximation, the number of events is independent of the HNL lifetime and we
have verified numerically that the parameter space considered in this work falls within the range of validity for this
approximation.

To illustrate how this formalism can be applied to obtain the number of HNL events, we first consider decays at
rest. In this scenario, the HNL flux is given by

ϕN (EN ) =

∫ l

0

dx

∫ 1

−1

d cos θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ ∞

mM

dEM
1

4πd2
ϕ(EM , x)

ΛM

1

ΓM

dΓM→ν+X

dENd cos θdϕ
Θ(θ, ϕ)

= NDAR
M

∆θ∆ϕ

4πd2
1

ΓM

dΓM→ν+X(mM )

dEN
,

(11)

where we have utilized the fact that the decay width for a particle at rest is independent of θ and ϕ. Consequently,
the Heaviside function projects the number of events into the solid angle ∆θ∆ϕ covered by the detector. NDAR

M is
the number of mesons that reach the absorber at the end of the decay volume

NDAR
M =

∫ ∞

0

dpMN (pM )
[
1− e

− l
ΛM

]
, (12)

such that the number of HNL events from decays at rest in the channel j is

Nj = NDAR
M

A

4πd2

∫ ∞

mN

dEN
L

λj(EN )

1

ΓM

dΓM→ν+X(mM )

dEN
. (13)

We included the solid angle covered by the detector in the definition of its cross sectional area A. Usually, the number
of events from mesons decay at rest is expressed in terms of the partial decay time τj , which is related to the partial
decay length by λj(EN ) = γβτj , where γ and β are the Lorentz boost and speed of N in the lab frame, respectively.
For a two-body meson decay M → µN at rest, the decay width contains a Dirac δ-function which fixes the HNL
energy:

EN =
m2

M +m2
N −m2

µ

2mM
, (14)

and the number of events simplifies further to

Nj = NM
A

4πd2
L

γβτj
BR(M → ν +X), (15)

which recovers the results from Refs. [42, 49].
To obtain analytically either NDAR

M or the number of mesons decaying in flight we need to determine the number
of mesons produced per momentum interval N (pM ). In Ref. [63], this is obtained by fitting Eq. (7) to the SM
neutrino flux from T2K simulations. We do the same but for the BNB-ICARUS setup. The HNL fluxes we obtain,
for |UµN |2 = 1, are shown in Fig. 5. We focus only on the kaon contribution as our goal is to make a comparison
between the reach of KDAR-ICARUS for the NuMI line with KDIF-ICARUS for the BNB line. Moreover, the
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FIG. 5. HNL fluxes from KDIF for ICARUS considering the BNB line for different values of the HNL mass (mN = 0 at the
bottom to mN = 380 MeV at top, in steps of 10 MeV). The flux is normalized by |Uµ4|4.

kaon contribution dominates in the allowed mass range of interest. We start with the kaon production cross section
dσ/dpK for the BNB line. This is obtained by rescaling the measurements of the cross section at higher energies to
the BNB line proton beam energy using the Feynman scaling parametrization, as detailed in Ref. [67]. They provide
the invariant K+ production cross sections as a function of the kaon momentum for several values of the angle ϑK of
the kaon relative to the incident proton beam. For our analysis, we will use the ϑK = 0.075 rad result. However, our
results are not sensitive to this choice since we will fit the SM neutrino flux using the kaon cross section, and varying
ϑK yields similar results.
From the production cross section, we determine N (pK) by including two adjustments: a normalization factor and

an offset parameter [63]. The normalization factor accounts for the number of kaons produced and the effective target
area. The offset parameter accounts for potential deformations in N (pM ), such as those caused by the magnetic
horns. We fix both parameters by computing the SM neutrino flux using Eq. (7) and adjusting the normalization and
offset to match the SM neutrino flux from KDIF, as estimated for the MiniBooNE experiment [68]. In possession of
N (pK), we can determine the HNL fluxes shown in Fig. 5. For these calculations, we set the HNL mixing to one,
meaning that to calculate the number of events, the flux must be scaled by |UµN |4.

V. ICARUS SENSITIVITY

ICARUS is the largest LArTPC detector currently operational in a neutrino beam [69]. It is collecting data from
both the 8 GeV BNB and the 120 GeV NuMI beams at Fermilab [51]. The detector consists of two semi-independent,
symmetric modules filled with liquid argon. Each module [70] has an active volume measuring approximately 3.2 m
in height, 2.96 m in width, and 18 m in length. The combined front cross-sectional area of the two modules is
A = 2× 3.2× 2.96 = 18.9 m2, with a total detector volume of 340 m3. For a view of the experimental setup, see e.g.,
Refs. [70, 71].

In this section, we derive the HNL sensitivities for the ICARUS-T600 detector using two different configurations:
(i) HNLs produced in KDAR from the NuMI absorber, which is located 110 m from the detector, and (ii) HNLs
produced in KDIF from the BNB target, located 600 m from the detector. Our results are presented in Fig. 6. The
red dashed line represents the search for N → νe+e− from KDAR, while the red dotted line shows the results for
the same search but for HNLs produced in KDIF from the BNB line. We have used 3× 1021 POT, corresponding to
about 5 years of ICARUS data [71–73].

For the search for HNLs fromKDARs, we assume that ICARUS can achieve similar or better performance compared
to MicroBooNE in reconstructing the N → νe+e− signal. MicroBooNE enhances the signal-to-background ratio by
exploiting several kinematic features of the e+e− pair. These include the opening angle between the e± pair, their
angles relative to the line connecting the absorber to the detector center, as well as the number of hits and the length
of the reconstructed objects in the LArTPC [41]. To estimate the HNL efficiencies as a function of mass, we follow
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FIG. 6. The KDAR-ICARUS (red dashed) and KDIF(BNB)-ICARUS (red dotted) sensitivities at 95% C.L. in the muon-
flavored HNL mass-mixing plane. For comparison, we also show the relevant existing experimental constraints from PIENU [44]
(90% C.L.), KEK [45] (90% C.L.), PS191 [38] (90% C.L.), T2K [39] (90% C.L.), E949 [47] (90% C.L.) and MicroBooNE [41]
(90 % C.L.) by the shaded regions which are ruled out. Other existing constraints (not by experimental collaborations) from
Michel electrons in muon decay [31] (99% C.L.), LSND [42] (90% C.L.), T2K [40] (90% C.L.) and Super-K [78] (90% C.L.)
are also shown by thin solid curves, which might be ruled out. Future projections from T2K [40] (90% C.L.), SBND [76] (90%
C.L.), DUNE near detector (DUNE-ND) [57] (99% C.L.), PIP2-BD [42] (90% C.L.) and SHiNESS [79] (90% C.L.) are also
shown. We take the point represented by the blue star as a benchmark event in ICARUS to forecast the number of events
PIP2-BD would see.

the procedure outlined in Ref. [49], by recasting a previous MicroBooNE analysis [74], assuming that the background
rate at ICARUS is the same. In principle, since ICARUS is located 5.5◦ off-axis from the NuMI beamline, the beam-
induced neutrino background should be significantly mitigated. Moreover, HNLs produced by two-body decays of
kaons at rest will have a fixed energy for a given mass, cf. Eq. (14). This will help to discriminate them from neutrino
and cosmic-ray-induced background processes. The PMTs surrounding the detector provide ∼ns timing resolution,
which is a promising handle to select for HNL signals against the neutrino background [75–77]. In this sense, the
KDAR-ICARUS sensitivities presented here should be considered to be conservative.

The reconstruction of low-energy electrons may be challenging. We apply two kinematical cuts on top of the HNL
efficiencies, namely, the electron energy Ee± > 10 MeV, so that the two tracks can be reconstructed, and the opening
angle θe+e− > 10◦, so that two distinct tracks can be identified. Under these conditions, the ICARUS sensitivity is
determined simply by recasting the MicroBooNE search [74], as in Ref.[49], with adjustments for the geometrical area
of ICARUS, active volume, and the POT.

For the search for HNLs produced in KDIF in the BNB line, we use the HNL fluxes presented in Fig. 5 to calculate
the expected number of events in the detector. To determine the efficiencies, we performed a Monte Carlo simulation,
including energy and angular smearing of electrons and positrons, and applied the same kinematic cuts as in the
KDAR search to the signal events. Our sensitivity was then derived using a Poisson distribution [80], corresponding
to a 95% C.L. limit for 2.9 expected signal events and assuming no backgrounds. This is on the aggressive side, but
we find that the sensitivity obtained from KDAR configuration is still better than that obtained from KDIF.

For comparison, we also show in Fig. 6 the relevant existing experimental constraints from PIENU [44], KEK-
E89 [45]6, PS191 [38]7, T2K [39], E949 [47] and MicroBooNE [41] by the shaded regions which are ruled out. There

6 An improved limit was reported in Ref. [46] from the E104 experiment with higher momentum resolution, more effective background
suppression and better particle identification, as compared to the E89 experiment. However, since this is an unpublished result, we
only show the official E89 result in Fig. 6. Anyway, the E104 limit is still weaker than MicroBooNE, and therefore, including it will not
exclude any additional HNL parameter space.

7 According to Refs. [40, 81] (see also Refs. [82, 83]), the official PS191 constraint [38] might have been overestimated. In any case, the
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also exist other constraints from individual analyses (not by experimental collaborations), namely, (i) from a fit [31]
to the Michel electron spectrum in muon decay measured by TWIST [84], (ii) recasting the single electron events in
LSND [42], (iii) extrapolating the T2K efficiencies to lower HNL masses [40], and (iv) using the atmospheric neutrino
data from Super-K [78]. These additional limits are also shown in Fig. 6 by thin solid curves. Future projections
from T2K full run [40], DUNE near detector [57], PIP2-BD [42] and SHiNESS [79] are also shown. Below the pion
threshold of 30 MeV, the PIENU limits are expected to be improved by about an order of magnitude by the proposed
PIONEER experiment [85], not shown here. Also, we do not show the higher HNL mass range from 200 MeV up to the
kaon threshold, mK −mµ ≃ 388 MeV because the ICARUS sensitivities turn out to be weaker than the existing limits
in this range from T2K [39], E949 [47], and NA62 [48]. Beyond the kaon threshold, the HNLs can still be produced
from heavier D and Ds meson decays; however, the corresponding rates are orders of magnitude smaller than the
pion and kaon production rates for the NuMI beam, and more importantly, the D,Ds mesons are too short-lived to
reach the NuMI absorber; therefore, we do not consider them here.

Given the current constraints and the potential of future searches, we will explore the synergy between ICARUS
and PIP2-BD. By using the blue star point as a benchmark event in ICARUS, we aim to forecast the number of
events PIP2-BD might observe. This joint effort will be crucial in determining whether the HNL hypothesis could
account for the signal detected by ICARUS.

It is important to note that part of the allowed parameter space shown in Fig. 6, including the blue star, corresponds
to HNLs with lifetimes exceeding 0.1 s. Such HNLs should, in principle, be excluded by BBN constraints [86, 87].
However, the BBN constraints are model-dependent, and can be evaded, e.g. by invoking additional HNL decays into
dark sector particles before BBN. As long as the HNL decay length is longer than ∼ O(100 m), this additional decay
channel does not affect our analysis. In general, the laboratory searches serve as an independent test of the HNL
hypothesis, irrespective of the cosmological history of HNLs.

VI. SYNERGY BETWEEN ICARUS AND PIP2-BD

In case of a positive detection of HNL at ICARUS, depending on its mass and mixing, other future accelerator
neutrino experiments can be used to verify the signal. As shown in Fig. 6, DUNE near detector (with DIF HNLs) is
capable of probing the entire ICARUS sensitivity region. On the other hand, relatively lower HNL masses, e.g. the
benchmark point represented by the blue star in Fig. 6, are also accessible at other experiments, such as T2K (full
run), PIP2-BD and SHiNESS.

For illustration, let us compare the ICARUS sensitivity with the PIP2-BD sensitivity derived in Ref. [42] using
stopped pions and muons. The PIP2-BD detector is placed at d = 18 m away from the target and the active volume
is modeled as a cylinder of 4.5 m height and 4.5 m diameter. The mother particles considered are muons and pions.
The number of stopped pions (and hence muons) per proton is 0.1. For the assumed 1.2×1023 POT, the total number
of particles that decay at rest is Nπ = Nµ = 1.2× 1022.

Using the differential decay widths

dΓ(µ → eνµN)

dEN
=

G2
F |UµN |2
12π3

(3EN (m2
µ +m2

N )− 4mµE
2
N − 2mµm

2
N )

√
E2

N −m2
N ,

dΓ(π → µN)

dEN
=

G2
F f

2
π |Vud|2|UµN |2
7πm3

π

((m2
µ +m2

N )m2
π − (m2

µ +m2
N )2 + 4m2

µm
2
N )

×
√
m4

π − 2(m2
µ +m2

N )m2
π + (m2

µ −m2
N )2 × δ

(
EN − m2

π +m2
N −m2

µ

2mπ

)
,

(16)

where the muon-induced production is possible for 0 < mN < mµ − me and the pion-induced production is for
0 < mN < mπ −mµ, we can estimate the total number of e+e− events from HNL decay as follows [42]: 8

Nµ
ee = 2.8× 105

( |UµN |2
10−6

)2 (
mN

mµ

)6 (
1− mN

mµ

)4 (
1 +

4mN

mµ
+

m2
N

m2
µ

)
,

Nπ
ee = 1.6× 105

( |UµN |2
10−6

)2 (
mN

mµ

)6 mπ((m
2
µ +m2

N )m2
π − (m2

µ +m2
N )2 + 4m2

µm
2
N )

mµ(m2
π −m2

µ)
2

.

(17)

entire PS191 curve is inside other exclusion contours and does not affect our discussion.
8 These numbers are for Majorana HNL, so a factor of two higher than those quoted in Ref. [42] which considered a single (pseudo-)Dirac
HNL.
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For ICARUS, we are looking at kaon decays at rest and we have from Ref. [74] that the number of neutrinos from
these decays is 0.085 per POT, considering POT=0.92 × 1020, we find NK ∼ 2.5 × 1020. The production channel is
similar to the pion case in Eq. (16) with the replacement mπ → mK . We can integrate the master formula in Eq. (15)
with the decay widths given in Eq. (16) to find the total number of e+e− events at ICARUS. We get

NK
ee = 553

( |UµN |2
10−6

)2 (
mN

mµ

)6 mK((m2
µ +m2

N )m2
K − (m2

µ +m2
N )2 + 4m2

µm
2
N )

mµ(m2
K −m2

µ)
2

. (18)

Now we can calculate the ratio of HNL decay events in PIP2-BD and ICARUS. It is a-|UµN |2 independent quantity
and hence a function solely of mN . For illustration, we take the point represented by blue star in Fig. 6 which is
mN = 90 MeV and |UµN |2 = 3× 10−6. For this benchmark point we get

N ICARUS
KDIF ∼ 9,

N ICARUS
KDAR ∼ 426,

NPIP2-BD
µ ∼ 2300.

(19)

So far, we have only considered the kaon contributions to HNL production for ICARUS. We estimated that including
the pion (muon) decay contributions will improve the event numbers and ICARUS sensitivity below 30 (∼ 60) MeV
by a factor of 5 for KDAR searches, which would however be still inside the PIENU (LSND) exclusion region and
does not explore new parameter space. Moreover, the mass reconstruction method discussed in Section III only works
for two-body decays, and thus is not applicable for the three-body muon decay.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

HNLs are well-motivated candidates for BSM physics associated with neutrino mass, but there is no unique prefer-
ence for the HNL mass scale from theory. We have shown for the first time that stopped meson sources at accelerator-
neutrino experiments have the unique advantage of reconstructing the HNL mass in case of a positive signal in the
N → e+e−ν channel. This mass reconstruction is fairly robust against realistic electron energy and angle resolution.
Moreover, even just a handful of events can lead to a reconstruction of the HNL mass at the 5-10% precision. Overall,
the currently running ICARUS experiment at Fermilab can explore new HNL parameter space in the 70–190 MeV
mass range using the stopped kaon source at the NuMI absorber. We also explored the synergy between ICARUS
and future accelerator-neutrino beam dump facilities like PIP2-BD and DUNE near detector, which could be used to
confirm a potential HNL signal at ICARUS.
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Note Added: While we were finalizing this work, Ref. [88] appeared on arXiv, which also discussed HNL
searches at ICARUS. Their sensitivity curves with 15% efficiency roughly match our sensitivity results. The main
new point of our work is the HNL mass reconstruction using KDAR and the synergy with PIP2-BD.
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at the European Spallation Source: the SHiNESS experiment,” JHEP 03 (2024) 148, [2311.18509].
[80] G. J. Feldman and R. D. Cousins, “A Unified approach to the classical statistical analysis of small signals,” Phys. Rev. D

57 (1998) 3873–3889, [physics/9711021].
[81] D. Gorbunov, I. Krasnov, and S. Suvorov, “Revisiting PS191 limits on sterile neutrinos,” Phys. Lett. B 830 (2022)

137173, [2112.06800].
[82] A. Kusenko, S. Pascoli, and D. Semikoz, “New bounds on MeV sterile neutrinos based on the accelerator and

Super-Kamiokande results,” JHEP 11 (2005) 028, [hep-ph/0405198].
[83] O. Ruchayskiy and A. Ivashko, “Experimental bounds on sterile neutrino mixing angles,” JHEP 06 (2012) 100,

[1112.3319].
[84] TWIST Collaboration, R. Bayes, “The final measurements of the muon decay parameters from the TWIST

experiment,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 408 (2013) 012071.
[85] PIONEER Collaboration, W. Altmannshofer et al., “PIONEER: Studies of Rare Pion Decays,” [2203.01981].
[86] N. Sabti, A. Magalich, and A. Filimonova, “An Extended Analysis of Heavy Neutral Leptons during Big Bang

Nucleosynthesis,” JCAP 11 (2020) 056, [2006.07387].
[87] A. Boyarsky, M. Ovchynnikov, O. Ruchayskiy, and V. Syvolap, “Improved big bang nucleosynthesis constraints on heavy

neutral leptons,” Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 2, (2021) 023517, [2008.00749].
[88] A. Chatterjee, J. Hernandez-Garcia, and A. De Roeck, “Heavy Neutral Lepton searches at an ICARUS-like detector

using NuMI beam,” [2408.03383].

https://agenda.infn.it/event/37867/contributions/233968/attachments/121800/177681/Neutrino24_ICARUS_061724.pdf
https://agenda.infn.it/event/37867/contributions/233968/attachments/121800/177681/Neutrino24_ICARUS_061724.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.151803
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.00568
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1216701/contributions/5167764/attachments/2567282/4426290/Searches%20for%20New%20Physics%20with%20the%20NuMI%20Beam%20at%20ICARUS%20--%20Gray%20Putnam.pdf
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1216701/contributions/5167764/attachments/2567282/4426290/Searches%20for%20New%20Physics%20with%20the%20NuMI%20Beam%20at%20ICARUS%20--%20Gray%20Putnam.pdf
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1199289/contributions/5447237/attachments/2705890/4697507/20230831_JICrespoAnadon_SBND_BSM.pdf
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1199289/contributions/5447237/attachments/2705890/4697507/20230831_JICrespoAnadon_SBND_BSM.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.07514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7795-z
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.09129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2024)148
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.18509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/9711021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137173
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.06800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/11/028
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2012)100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.3319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/408/1/012071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.01981
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/11/056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.023517
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.00749
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.03383

	Mass Reconstruction of Heavy Neutral Leptons from Stopped Mesons
	Abstract
	Introduction
	HNL Production and Decay
	Reconstructing the HNL mass
	HNL Flux and Event Rate
	ICARUS Sensitivity
	Synergy between ICARUS and PIP2-BD
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


