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Muon colliders provide an exciting new path pushing forward the energy frontier of particle
physics. We point out a new use of these facilities for neutrino physics and beyond the Standard
Model physics using their main detectors. Muon decays along the main accelerator rings induce
an intense, highly collimated beam of neutrinos. As this beam crosses a thin slice of the kt-scale
detector, it would induce unprecedented numbers of neutrino interactions, with O(104) events per
second for a 10 TeV µ+µ− collider. We characterize these events, showing that they are highly
energetic and possess a distinct timing signature with a large transverse displacement. We discuss
promising applications of these events for instrumentation, electroweak, and beyond-the-Standard
Model physics. For instance, we show that a sub-percent measurement of the neutrino-electron
scattering rate enables new precision measurements of the Weak angle and a novel detection of the
neutrino charge radius.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson by the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC) in 2012 was a major triumph for the Stan-
dard Model (SM) of particle physics [1, 2]. A new era
centered around the fundamental puzzles of the SM such
as the nature of electroweak symmetry breaking, the ori-
gin of neutrino masses, and the nature of dark matter
emerges and calls for explorations beyond TeV scales.
Muon colliders (MuC) with a center-of-mass energy of√
s ∼ (1 − 10) TeV are strong contenders to push this

energy frontier; their attractiveness lies in their compact
size (10 km circumference), the total number of Higgs
bosons produced, and the high precision achievable in
signal and background predictions. Beyond the particle
physics advantages, a muon collider also offers new chal-
lenges and opportunities to develop new accelerator and
detector technology. A renewed interest in these facilities
led to recent feasibility studies of µ+µ− colliders by the
International Muon Collider Collaboration (IMCC) [3–
5] and the US muon collider community [6, 7], efforts
that are informed by the European Strategy for Parti-
cle Physics [8] and the P5 report in the US [9–11] as
well as by past work by the Muon Accelerator Program
(MAP) [12] (see also [13, 14]). In addition, new ideas for
µ+ beams based on muonium cooling are being consid-
ered at J-PARC [15, 16].

Even if low-emittance muon beams are demonstrated,
a MuC design will still require optimization of the detec-
tor and the muon interaction regions (IR) to minimize
the impact of beam-induced backgrounds (BIB) coming
from µ+ → ν̄µνee

+(γ) and µ− → νµν̄ee
−(γ) decays and

∗ luc bojorquezlopez@college.harvard.edu
† mhostert@g.harvard.edu
‡ carguelles@g.harvard.edu
§ zliuphys@umn.edu

their secondaries. An accelerated bunch of Nµ muons
decays at a rate of

R =
Nµmµ

pµτµ
∼ 1.6× 105 m−1

(
Nµ

1012

)(
1 TeV

pµ

)
, (1)

where pµ is the momentum of the muons and τµ = 2.2µs,
mµ the muon lifetime and mass, respectively. While
the magnetic fields deflect the charged particles, neu-
trinos will travel tangentially to the beam and cannot
be shielded against; as a result, beam-induced neutrinos
(BIN) will produce highly energetic muons, electrons,
and hadrons through Weak interactions with detector
materials. These BIN interactions would populate the
entire radius of a barrel-shaped detector around the IR,
albeit within a small azimuthal slice aligned with the
plane of the collider ring (hereafter referred to as the neu-
trino slice, see, Fig. 1). This behavior of BINs starkly
contrasts that of ordinary BIBs, which affect mostly the
inner layers of the detector, beam pipes, and magnets in
approximately cylindrically symmetric ways. BINs orig-
inate from as far as O(30− 100) m from the IR and can
be out-of-time with respect to the bunch crossings.
This letter represents a first step towards exploring

the BIN physics program at a MuC. If current tar-
gets for muon beam power can be achieved at future
MuCs, BINs would provide the largest sample size of de-
tectable neutrino-nucleus and neutrino-electron interac-
tions and the highest-energy, most collimated, and most
well-characterized neutrino beam ever produced in a lab-
oratory. To fully exploit this unique neutrino beam,
it will be paramount to reject backgrounds from beam
loss and muon-decay BIBs; this calls for future stud-
ies that leverage the distinct energy and spatiotemporal
profile of BINs. Detection of the most forward part of
BINs is also complementary to new ideas to tag forward-
going muons to measure Higgs properties [17–21] and the
Higgs width [19]. While BINs have been studied before
in the context of radiation hazard on the surface of the
Earth [22–25] and forward detectors [26], to the best of
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FIG. 1. Top: the positions of the muon decay (color) along
the ring with a BIN crossing the main detector (gray region)
for the two benchmark MuC designs, highlighting the differ-
ent magnet systems. Bottom: a radial (left; the neutrino
slice) and top-down (right) view of the detector barrel and
the number of BIN interactions from both muon beams in a
year of operation of the MuC 10 TeV design. Black regions
indicate the tungsten nozzles.

our knowledge, this is the first study of tangential BIN
interactions in a MuC detector.

This study focuses on the feasibility and the promis-
ing and novel uses of the neutrino slice at the MuC de-
tector. By using the main MuC detector, a tangential
BIN physics program could complement forward physics
facilities at a MuC à la FASER at the LHC [27–29].
Some preliminary neutrino scattering rates for a forward
tonne-scale detector were estimated in [5], but the use
of the main MuC detector has been missed thus far. It
should be emphasized that unlike a neutrino factory (a
racetrack-shaped ring design to storeO(10−20) GeV [30–
34] or O(1− 6) GeV [35] muons), BINs at a MuC would
not be well suited for oscillation studies within the SM
due to the higher energies involved. Instead, BINs offer
the opportunity to study fundamental physics through
precision measurements of the Weak force with neutri-
nos, overcoming flux systematics that plague conven-
tional neutrino beams.

This letter is divided as follows: in Section II, we dis-
cuss our benchmark modeling for the ring and detectors
of future MuCs. In Section III, we present generic fea-
tures of BIN events and some considerations for recon-
struction and background rates. We discuss a few appli-
cations in Section IV and conclude in Section V.

II. BEAM INDUCED NEUTRINO EVENTS

To evaluate the number of BIN interactions at a MuC
we developed a Monte Carlo simulation of muon decays
around the main collider ring. The muons are modeled
according to the average behavior of the beam in the
magnet lattice designs provided by the IMCC [36–38], de-
scribed in more detail in Appendix A. The beam size and
angular aperture are approximated by Gaussians with
width determined by the Twiss parameters in the lattice.
We assume a fixed number of muons per bunch Nµ for
each collider, with an injection rate of finj and bunch
multiplicity of Nbunch. The number of bunch cross-
ings per second is then approximately finjNbunchnturns,
where nturns ≃ (τµγµβµc)/C is the typical number of
turns around the ring of circumference C. The beam
momentum spread is assumed to be a constant Gaus-
sian distribution centered around pbeam ≃ √

s/2 with
σp/pbeam = 0.1%. The spatial and angular spread of the
muons is modeled as a Gaussian that follows the beam
envelopes in the transverse directions.1

We consider three benchmark designs:

• MuC 3 & 10 TeV: We choose the
√
s = 3 and

10 TeV designs defined by current muon collider
benchmark studies [5, 7]. More details on the IP
and machine designs can be found in [4, 25, 38–41].
As we shall see, the total BIN interaction rate for
these designs are 2.0 × 1010 and 1.5 × 1011 events
per year, respectively.

• µTRISTAN 2 TeV: a µ+µ+ collider inspired by the
muonium cooling method at J-PARC [16, 42]; note
that only µ+ can be cooled in this design. While
both µ+e− or µ+µ+ colliders are possible, we con-
sider the latter where each beam has Eµ = 1 TeV.
We note that the bunch injection frequency and the
number of bunches per cycle assumed are an or-
der of magnitude larger than in the designs above.
We also assume a polarization of Pµ+ = 0.8 can
be achieved [16]. For this design and our detector
choice, we find 1.6×1011 BIN interactions per year.

We consider a single barrel-shaped detector design for
all MuC benchmarks. It emulates the detector model
for CLIC [43] with the addition of two conical tungsten
nozzles to shield active detectors against BIBs [25]. The
shielding was optimized for the MAP

√
s = 1.5 TeV col-

lider [10], so while we can expect the design to evolve on
the road to a 10 TeV MuC, a few design characteristics
are universal. The detector consists of thin silicon layers
for the tracking system enveloped by electromagnetic and

1 A full beam simulation that tracks individual muons throughout
the lattice will enable more accurate spatial and temporal BIN
distributions than what is done in this first study. Our setup
captures only the average behavior of the muon trajectories as
these oscillate throughout the ring.
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hadronic calorimeters, which in turn are surrounded by
the solenoid and the muon detector layers. All materials
and dimensions of individual components are detailed in
Appendix B. In this work, we neglect the tracker layers
and assume that all other detector regions are filled with
air.

Fig. 1 shows the general shape of the BIN interaction
region within the detector and Table I quantifies the in-
teraction rates of our three benchmark scenarios. We
characterize the kinematics and geometry of the events
in greater detail in the Endmatter. The BIN event rate
in the entire kiloton-scale detector is on the order of
(0.005 − 0.5) per bunch crossing, resulting in as many
as 1011 BIN interactions/year within the nozzles, the
calorimeters, and the muon detector. This event rate
corresponds to about 1× 105 BIN interactions per Higgs
produced at a 10 TeV MuC for an assumed luminos-
ity of 1 ab−1/year; for comparison, the Deep Under-
ground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [44, 45] expects
about 107 − 108 events per year at a 50 t near detector.

III. DETECTING BEAM-INDUCED
NEUTRINOS

We now consider the feasibility of measuring BIN in-
teractions in a MuC detector. A precision measure-
ment program will rely on good reconstruction and low-
background levels. When it comes to reconstruction,
there are four main event categories to consider: i) Neu-
tral Current (NC) Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS), ii)
νe Charged Current (CC) DIS, iii) νµCC DIS, and iv)
fully leptonic, coherent, or low-hadronic-energy events.
The first three categories contain an energetic hadronic
shower and can be best studied in the HCAL and ECAL.
For (iii), the additional muon can be independently iden-
tified and its transverse momentum can be measured with
the magnetic field in the detector. We note that 50 -
80 % of BIN interactions (as per Table I) will occur in
the BIB-shielding nozzles and beam pipe and therefore
cannot be precisely reconstructed; however, a large num-
ber of BINs (mainly originated from the final arcs be-
fore the IP straight section) intersect the HCAL, ECAL,
and muon detectors, subtending an angle of 0.1◦ − 2.5◦

(0.6◦ − 6◦) with respect to the detector axial direction
at the 10 TeV (3 TeV) MuC. The reconstruction of such
shallow-angle particles will greatly benefit from a longi-
tudinally segmented detector.

The electrons and muons produced in BIN interactions
in the ECAL and HCAL carry a typical transverse mo-
mentum of ⟨pℓT ⟩ ≃ 37 GeV for MuC-10-TeV, 32 GeV for
MuC-3-TeV, and 21 GeV for µTRISTAN. The typical
travel distance of electrons and muons in the radial di-
rection of the ECAL and HCAL detectors is about 10 cm,
27 cm, and 27 cm, respectively. Assuming calorimeters
similar to that of the HGCAL at CMS [46, 47], it is con-
ceivable that these events would be reconstructed with
good energy and spatiotemporal resolution. Neverthe-
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FIG. 2. The inclusive neutrino cross section as would be
measured at the 10 TeV MuC as a function of energy for
νe/µ and νe/µ. Measurements of the νµCC and νµCC inclu-
sive cross sections are shown as data points. In most cases,
the measurements were normalized to global neutrino data to
circumvent flux uncertainties. We also show data on charm
production by normalizing the dimuon cross section σµµ by
the c → µ branching ratio reported by NOMAD [49]. In all
cases, the underlying theory predictions are from [50].

less, we urge detector R&D studies to consider finer gran-
ularity in the radial and axial direction that subtends the
neutrino slice of Fig. 1.
The BIB occupancy in the ECAL and HCAL will

determine the energy resolution and threshold for BIN
studies. Thanks to the tungsten nozzles around the
IR, hadrons and charged particles lose most of their
energy by the time they enter the active components,
making BIBs with energy above 1 GeV extremely un-
likely [40, 48]. This is even more true in the calorimeters
located much further from the IR than the tracking sys-
tem. Still, within the first nanoseconds of the bunch
crossing, BIB occupancy impacts energy resolution to
single O(100) MeV energy depositions from BINs. This
effect might also limit the minimum hadronic energy re-
quired to distinguish BIN interactions with and without
hadronic showers.

A. Backgrounds Considerations

We now comment on potential sources of backgrounds
to BINs, highlighting the need for future investigation
by machine design studies. The most important back-
grounds to consider will arise from the beam itself, the
BIBs; hard collision products are relatively rare, identi-
fiable from the IP, and characteristically different.
There are key distinguishing features between muon-

decay BIBs and BIN interactions. Firstly, BIN final
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states carry a significant fraction of the beam energy,
resulting in TeV-scale leptons and hadrons at large de-
tector radii ; this is in stark contrast with muon-decay
BIB (non-BIN) particles which come in high multiplic-
ities but are more diffuse and less energetic. Requir-
ing a starting event (resolvable interaction vertex within
the ECAL or HCAL) will be crucial to reconstructing
BIN events. Secondly, the spatio-temporal distribution of
muon-decay BIBs and BINs are very different: BIBs are
distributed evenly across the detector, with an approx-
imate ϕ symmetry (in stark contrast with the neutrino
slice) and their time of detection is highly asymmetric
about the bunch collision, starting about 20 ns before
and lasting at least 100 ns after, sharply peaked at the
bunch crossing [41]. On the other hand, the BIN time
distribution is flat around the bunch crossing spanning
an interval of ±20 ns (for calorimeter events, this inter-
val is closer to ±14 ns). This is longer than the typical
O(30− 60) ps time span of the muon beam-buckets and
much shorter than the bunch revolution time of O(30) µs.

Another important source of BIBs arise from beam
halo losses caused by, e.g., large-amplitude betatron
oscillations, interactions with the residual gas in the
beampipe, and beam-beam effects. These halo muons
escape the bucket and travel in directions similar to that
of BINs, penetrating walls to eventually hit the detector.
These losses are more severe in the first few turns around
the ring. While it is recognized that these should be mit-
igated with techniques such as halo extraction, the loss
rate and impact on the detector have not yet been studied
for modern benchmarks [5, 38]. For previous designs [13],
the desired loss rate was 10−6 per muon-turn. Assum-
ing lost muons travel tangentially to the ring and occur
uniformly throughout the machine yields several muons
within detector acceptance per bunch crossing for the
MuC 10 TeV design parameters. While more spread out
in angle, these muons will still be preferentially emitted
towards the neutrino slice, and will have typical energies
just below that of the muon beam. It may be possible
to deflect these muons away from the neutrino slice with
dedicated beam extraction and scraping at the last arcs
before the IP [51]. Muons that go undetected (also those
from Bethe-Heitler production in the tunnel walls) and
suffer catastrophic energy losses inside the calorimeters
could mimic electromagnetic final states. Fiducialization
and a high-efficiency vetoing strategy such as using the
outermost muon spectrometer endcap should help miti-
gate these. We conclude by noting that while there are
many differences between BINs, muon-decay BIBs, and
halo muons, much of the work needed to exploit them
will depend on an R&D program that seriously consid-
ers the neutrino slice, focusing on beam halo scraping
and sweeping, detector time resolution, and longitudinal
detector segmentation.

B. The Neutrino Flux Uncertainty

The uncertainty in the BIN flux will be dominated by
the muon beam uncertainties. It can be reduced in two
main ways that are independent of the BIN measure-
ment [52]: (i) with beam current transformers, subtract-
ing parasitic currents, and (ii) with beam monitors that
detect deflected electron and positrons in specific mo-
mentum and spatial bites. Option (i) was studied for a
low-energy neutrino factory, where it was shown that the
parasitic currents are safely below the 10−3 level [53, 54].
At the LHC, the current precision is at the 1% level [55]
or better [56]. Option (ii) would also be valuable, espe-
cially at the arcs before the long straight section where
most BINs will come from. This can also allow a direct
measurement of the beam polarization [57].
Considering both the high collimation and the gargan-

tuan statistics, the uncertainty on the predicted BIN rate
will likely be dominated by systematic errors on efficien-
cies, backgrounds, and the number density of scatter-
ers inside the detector. Furthermore, theoretically-clean
BIN events like neutrino-electron elastic scattering can
provide a statistical measurement of the product of BIN
flux and electron density.
Neutrinos are also a radiation hazard at the locations

where the beam exits the Earth’s surface [22–24]. The
proposed mitigation techniques, e.g., using bending mag-
nets to induce a transverse wave-like trajectory for the
muons [58–60] (see also [23, 30, 61]), can be accounted
for and should not pose a threat to a BIN program.

IV. APPLICATIONS

Neutrino cross sections— The large flux of ener-
getic BINs at muon colliders allows a direct precision
measurement of inclusive and exclusive neutrino-nucleus
and neutrino-electron cross sections in the TeV range.
With sufficient background control, one can achieve
subpercent-level precision, an order of magnitude im-
provement over conventional accelerator neutrino exper-
iments where neutrinos are produced from hadronic pro-
cesses with large theoretical uncertainties. Indeed, over-
coming flux uncertainties is the hallmark of neutrino fac-
tories (and of BINs at a MuC) and would enable a rich
leptonic and hadronic physics program (see, e.g., [31–
34]). Neutrino-nucleus deep inelastic scattering would
span a broad range of Q2 and x values, bringing the
ongoing program to extract nuclear parton-distribution
functions using neutrinos at the LHC [28, 62, 63] to the
level of sub-percent precision.
Fig. 2 shows the potential of a 10 TeV MuC in mea-

suring neutrino DIS cross sections under a conservative
assumption of 1.5% normalization uncertainty. Neutrino
energy reconstruction is more challenging for NC events,
so we adopt a conservative binning in Eν (see [64] for
a discussion of NC events at FASER). Other accelerator
experiments are shown as gray datapoints, but we note
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FIG. 3. Top) The central value of the electron spectrum of
ES events for different neutrino flavors at the MuC 10 TeV
setting s2w = 0.2324 and Pµ = 0. Middle) the relative change
in the ratio Rw (Eq. (2)) by varying s2w by 1%. Bottom) the
relative change when varying the beam polarization by 1%.

that their overall normalization was often fit to global
neutrino data (see [65] for a review). The latest mea-
surements and projected sensitivity of FASER [66, 67],
shown as large error bars and as a grey band, respec-
tively, are limited by hadronic uncertainties in the neu-
trino flux prediction. We also show how a 1.5% extraction
of the charm-production cross section in both νµ and νµ
beams compares to previous measurements [49, 68–72].
This channel can be accessed with dimuon final states
and constrains the strange content of the nucleon, the
charm quark mass, and the CKM parameter |Vcd|. Note
that the total cross section is only reported by a few ex-
periments.

Electron Scattering (ES)— Neutrino scattering on elec-
trons is sensitive to electroweak parameters like θw and
neutrino electromagnetic properties at intermediate mo-
mentum transfers (30 MeV ≲ Q ≲ 2 GeV) [73–76]. The
signal is a forward-going electron shower without any
hadronic activity, respecting Eeθ

2
e < 2me, with Ee and

θe the electron’s energy and angle with respect to the
incoming neutrino. Each location in the detector corre-
sponds to a given tangential location on the ring, so θe
can be reconstructed on an event-by-event basis within a
given resolution. With an unprecedented signal sample
size, this measurement will be limited by systematic un-
certainties, many of which can be reduced by exploiting
the unique properties of BINs. To illustrate this point,
let us consider a z-symmetric detector and identical µ+

and µ− beams. Neglecting the difference in shape of the

νe and νµ fluxes, the relative difference of ES from the
µ+ and µ− beams is

Rw =
Nµ+ −Nµ−

Nµ+ +Nµ−
=

Nνµ
+Nνe

−Nνµ
−Nνe

Nνµ +Nνe +Nνµ +Nνe

(2)

≃
1
2 + gL

1 + 2(gL + g2L + g2R)

= 2s2w

(
1 + r

1 + 4s2wδr + 8s4w(1 + 2r + r2 + δr2)

)
,

where r =
m2

W

3 (⟨r2νe
⟩+ ⟨r2νµ

⟩) and δr =
m2

W

3 (⟨r2νe
⟩−⟨r2νµ

⟩)
parameterize the neutrino charge radius. The precision
on the extraction of sw or on the charge radius, for in-
stance, is then dictated by the relative difference of events
towards and away from the beam axis (left- and right-
going electrons) in a MuC detector. The z-symmetric
backgrounds and normalization systematics cancel in the
ratio in an ideal geometry. Note that the four elastic scat-
tering channels (ν̄µ, νe, νµ, ν̄e) and neutrino fluxes have
different and well-known dependencies in energy. A full
fit to the energy, angle, vertex location, and timing of
electron events will further boost the sensitivity to phys-
ical parameters.
Fig. 3 shows the electron recoil energy Ee dependence

of Rw, accounting for the full energy dependence on neu-
trino fluxes. We also show the variation in Rw with
s2w and the beam polarization Pµ. A percent measure-
ment of Rw clearly enables the 10 TeV MuC BIN events
to improve on previous neutrino measurements of s2w.
The ES measurement at CHARM-II [77] gives s2w =
0.2324±0.0083, which, neglecting the energy dependence,
gives Rw = (0.3244± 0.0046) (δRw/Rw < 1.4%). Gener-
ally, however, atomic parity violation measurements are
more sensitive probes of sw thanks to the interference be-
tween the Z and photon diagrams. A δRw/Rw precision
better than 0.20% and 0.06% is needed to beat the lat-
est measurement by Qweak (s2w = 0.2383 ± 0.0011) [78]
and future projects [79], respectively. Using such mea-
surements as an input, one can then extract for the
first time the neutrino charge radius and search for new
physics. In the SM, ⟨r2νe

⟩ = 4.1 × 10−33 cm2 and

⟨r2νµ
⟩ = 2.4 × 10−33 cm2 [80, 81], so for the Qweak sw

value, a precision of δRw/Rw = 0.17% is enough for
a first detection of the νe and νµ charge radii at the
95% CL.

Beam polarization— Muons produced from the decay
in flight of pions are mildly polarized, with an average
longitudinal polarization of Pµ ∼ 27% [82–84]. It re-
mains an open question whether this polarization can be
enhanced or maintained throughout the acceleration and
storage stages in ionization cooling. For µTRISTAN, on
the other hand, muons from muonium are polarized by
as much as Pµ = 0.9 [16] and the proposal aims to main-
tain Pµ = 0.8 in the vicinity of the IP. Because the en-
ergy distribution of BINs varies significantly with Pµ, the
BIN interaction rate and energy spectrum are sensitive
to it and Pµ can be directly measured. In the interval
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0 < Pµ < 0.8, the νµ (νe) rate increases (decreases) by as
much as 15% (25%); in addition, as shown in Fig. 3, the
ES ratio in Eq. (2) is also sensitive to Pµ. This shows
that a percent-level measurement of the Ee-dependent
ratio in Eq. (2) can constrain the residual polarization
of the muon beam at the level of 1% or better at the 10
TeV MuC.

These are just some of the application of a precision
measurement of BINs at a MuC. In the Appendix, we
present greater details of exclusive neutrino scattering
channels, other potential applications, as well as our sim-
ulation prediction for the forward neutrino fluxes. We
also note that several new physics searches discussed for
the forward direction [26, 85–87] and beam dumps at a
MuC [88, 89] could be adapted for the neutrino slice.

V. CONCLUSIONS

BIN interactions in the MuC detector are so frequent
that they i) would bring about an unavoidable physics
program to MuCs and ii) should be considered as part of
ongoing machine design efforts, especially in view of its
complementarity with BIB-mitigation efforts. In particu-
lar, the concentration of these events in the neutrino slice
invites new detector concepts that break the ϕ symme-
try of the detector, e.g., a new high-density and high-
granularity slice to further enhance the neutrino pro-
gram. Accelerator and detector design for future MuCs
is a rapidly developing research topic. For example, al-
ternative detector designs such as the MUSIC and MAIA
concepts [38] move the solenoid inwards before the HCAL
and ECAL, respectively, decreasing the BIB rate in the
calorimeters and potentially enhancing the BIN recon-
struction capabilities. Moving forward, a full detector
simulation of BINs is in order to more accurately quan-
tify the sensitivity of BINs as beam monitors and elec-
troweak and new physics precision probes. With this
letter, we hope to encourage new MuC R&D to optimize
the physics potential of this unique beam of neutrinos.
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ENDMATTER

1. Characterizing BIN events

In this appendix, we show more detailed properties of
the BIN interactions. Fig. 4 shows the energy spectrum
of muons and electrons produced by BINs. Different fla-
vor components are shown in different shades. The lepton
energy spectra of νµ and νe events are similar, but both
are lower energy than their νµ and νe counterparts due
to the larger inelasticity of neutrino interactions. Fig-
ure 4 also shows the opening angle between the leptons
and the parent neutrino (θνℓ±) as well as the angle of the
neutrino with respect to the detector axial direction (θν).
The structure seen in the latter is caused by the different
amounts of material in the line of sight of the neutrino.
While most interactions happen in the highly forward
direction, we are mostly interested in events with large
θν as these can be better reconstructed at large detector
radii.

At these energies, BINs are emitted mainly in the for-
ward direction given the large muon boost, θν ∼ 1/γµ ∼
10−4, inheriting the parent muon beam properties at the
time of production. Conservation of angular momentum

implies that the spectra of
(−)

νe in µ± decays are softer than
(−)

νµ, resulting in a slightly higher interaction rate for the
latter. Therefore, antineutrinos generally lead to harder
final state leptons, albeit with a ∼ 2 times smaller total
cross-section. As the probability of backscatter is negli-
gible at the TeV scale, the lepton angle is a good proxy
of that of the neutrino. In 60% (90%) of νµCC events at
the MuC-10-TeV, the opening angle between the neutrino
and the outgoing muon is smaller than 0.6◦ (1.7◦). This
correlation becomes tighter by requiring lower hadronic
energy associated with the event. The lepton charge can
then be determined based on whether its momentum is
tangential to µ+ or µ− beam.

Fig. 5 shows the timing of BIN events with respect to
the closest bunch crossing. The distributions follow the
distribution of material in the line of sight of neutrinos
and are separated into the individual detector compo-
nents. We do not subtract the distance between the BIN
interaction vertex and the muon collision point (IP).

https://github.com/mhostert/BIN_MC
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Collider MuC 10 TeV MuC 3 TeV µTRISTAN

Beams µ+µ− µ+µ− µ+µ+

Muons/bunch 1.8× 1012 1.8× 1012 1.4× 1010

bunches/cycle 1 1 40

finj 5 Hz 5 Hz 50 Hz

C 8.7 km 4.3 km 4.3 km

BIN inclusive reactions

ECal (0.15 kt) 0.9% 3.0% 3.0%

HCal (1.4 kt) 7% 15% 15%

Muon Sys (7.5 kt) 13% 33% 32%

Nozzles (0.14 kt) 79% 48% 48%

Total / bunch xs. 0.44 0.029 0.0053

Total / year 1.5× 1011 2.0× 1010 1.5× 1011

BIN exclusive reactions in HCAL and ECAL/year

Total NC 1.5× 109 4.6× 108 3.4× 109

Total νe CC 4.7× 109 1.4× 109 1.1× 1010

Total νµ CC 5.4× 109 1.7× 109 1.1× 1010

ES νee → νee 2.0× 106 6.0× 105 7.3× 106

ES νµe → νµe 3.8× 105 1.1× 105 0

ES νee → νee 8.6× 105 2.5× 105 0

ES νµe → νµe 3.4× 105 9.9× 104 1.9× 106

QE νn → ℓ−p+ 2.6× 106 2.5× 106 2.8× 107

QE νp+ → ℓ+n 2.7× 106 2.5× 106 3.2× 107

Coh π0 3.0× 105 2.9× 105 3.5× 106

Res νee → ρ− 4.2× 105 7.7× 105 0

Res νee → K∗− 2.6× 104 4.4× 104 0

IMD νµe → νeµ
− 4.2× 106 1.2× 106 0

IMD νee → νµµ
− 1.2× 106 3.5× 105 0

ITD νee → νττ
− 9.4× 103 0 0

Trident e+e− 1.2× 106 2.9× 105 1.7× 106

Trident µ±e∓ 2.9× 106 6.7× 105 5.0× 106

Trident µ+µ− 7.5× 105 1.6× 105 1.3× 106

Trident τ+τ− 6.1× 104 8.7× 103 5.0× 104

TABLE I. Total number of neutrino interactions in proposed
muon collider detectors. The makeup of the event rate is
shown as percentages for each detector component, exclud-
ing the magnetic solenoid. Rates for some exclusive scatter-
ing channels are also shown, including elastic scattering (ES),
coherent π0 production, resonant meson production on elec-
trons, quasi-elastic (QE) neutrino scattering, inverse muon
decay (IMD), inverse tau decay (ITD), and neutrino trident
production on the Coulomb field of the nucleus.

2. Exclusive interaction rates

In this section, we show the makeup of the event rate
in terms of exclusive scattering channels. Table I shows a
list of such channels and the corresponding rate for each
of our designs for a year of operation, including polar-
ized and unpolarized versions of µTRISTAN. The main
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FIG. 4. Top) the energy spectrum of charged leptons pro-
duced by BINs throughout the detector barrel for MuC 10
TeV and µTRISTAN benchmark designs. In dashed, we also
show the energy of the BIN (ν or ν̄) that initiated the process.
Bottom) The opening angle between the BINs and the outgo-
ing lepton inside the detector for the same MuC benchmarks.
We also show the neutrino angle with respect to the detector
axial direction in dashed black, highlighting the contribution
of HCAL events in solid gray.

scattering channels are deep-inelastic neutrino-nucleus
CC and NC reactions. These will contain a variety of
hadronic final states.

Given the high rate of neutrino interactions, it is worth
asking what type of rare exclusive processes could be ac-
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 3, but for a muon beam with Pµ = 0.8.

cessed in the MuC detector. Since the cross section for
quasi-elastic (QE) and resonant scattering stops grow-
ing linearly with neutrino energy after about O(GeV)
energies, the relative rate of these processes is roughly
suppressed by GeV/Eν . Here, we quote the QE rates as
these can produce electromagnetic showers with a small
hadronic energy activity, providing one type of back-
ground to neutrino-electron scattering events.

At a fraction of O(me/mp), fully leptonic reactions
appear, such as elastic and inelastic neutrino-electron
scattering. As discussed in the main text, these chan-

nels are calculable in the SM and provide very clean
channels with which to make precision measurements of
electroweak parameters, constrain new physics, or mea-
sure beam parameters. In addition to Fig. 3, we also
show the dependence of the ES ratio presented in Eq. (2)
for different beam polarization values in Fig. 6. Other
leptonic processes include inverse muon decay (IMD)
νµe

− → µ−νe, νee
− → νµµ

−, and inverse tau decay
(ITD), νee

− → νττ
−. Both are only present in µ−

beams and have thresholds of EIMD
ν ∼ 11 GeV and

EITD
ν ≃ 3 TeV. In both cases, the charged lepton trav-

els at extremely forward angles and appears without a
hadronic vertex. We also show the rate of resonant pro-
duction of the ρ and K−∗ mesons, νee → ρ− → π+π0

and νee → K−∗ → K−π0, characterized by peaks at
Eνe

∼ 600 GeV and Eνe
∼ 800 GeV, respectively [90].

These are also exclusive to the µ− beam.
Other interesting semi-leptonic processes include

neutrino-nucleus trident scattering: the production of
pairs of charged leptons in the Coulomb field of the nu-
cleus [91–100]. At a MuC, the trident rate corresponds
to a combination of νµ + ν̄e or ν̄µ + νe scattering rates.
In both cases, the final rate is a combination of CC and
NC scattering of neutrinos off of virtual charged-leptons,
representing a unique probe of flavored leptonic inter-
actions and providing strong limits on new forces cou-
pled to Lµ − Lτ , for instance [94]. With tens of millions
of trident events per year at a MuC, this measurement
would again be systematically limited and, with sufficient
background rejection, would enable extraction of elec-
troweak couplings and constraints on new physics cou-
pled to the second and third lepton families. This could
improve on ongoing efforts to detect the τ production
channels [99, 100].
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Appendix A: Simulation Details

1. Neutrino spectrum

To obtain the neutrino flux, we sample the four-
momenta of neutrinos produced in the decay of muons
polarized either along or contrary to their direction
of motion.2 From the literature on neutrino facto-
ries [101, 102], we sample the differential muon de-
cay rate neglecting the neutrino and electron masses
((me/mµ)

2 ∼ 2 × 10−5) but including radiative correc-
tions. For µ− decays, the νµ spectrum is given by

dΓ

dxd cos θ
=

G2
Fm

5
µ

192π3

[
F 0
νµ
(x) + PµJ

0
νµ
(x) cos θ (A1)

− α

2π

(
F 1
νµ
(x) + PµJ

1
νµ
(x) cos θ

)]
.

where the functions F 0,1 and G0,1 are given in Eqs. 19 to
22 of [101] and x = 2Eν/mµ. For νe, one can just replace
νµ → νe. Pµ is the ensemble average of the polarization
of the muons in the direction of motion (Pµ = 1 stands
for 100% left-handed and Pµ = −1 for 100% right-handed
polarized muons). For antimuons, the same expressions
hold with the replacement Pµ → −Pµ.

The neutrino fluxes for a 1 TeV µ+ beam are shown
in Fig. 7 as a function of the neutrino energy and the
angle between the neutrino and the parent muon. For
µ− decays, the fluxes are the same with the replacement
νe → νe and νµ → νµ. The variation is most significant
for outgoing νe thanks to angular momentum conserva-
tion. As shown in Fig. 8, the total neutrino interaction
rate is very sensitive to the polarization of the beam.

To obtain the rate of neutrino interactions, we track
the momentum direction of daughter neutrinos and
record those that intersect with the detector barrel. The
intersection line within each detector component is subdi-
vided into smaller segments, and the probability of inter-
action in each component is calculated according to the
density of the material (constant in each segment) and
the total neutrino-nucleon cross-section. Since the prob-
ability of interaction is much smaller than unity for each
neutrino, the total interaction probability is given by the
sum of the probabilities in each segment of constant den-
sity. For each neutrino flavor and nuclear target pair, we
then simulate the interaction products of the BIN using
GENIE v3.04.00 [103, 104]. A compilation of the cross
sections we use in this work can be found in Fig. 9.

2 Here, we assume no transverse momentum is maintained in the
muon beam. One can extend our work and method for trans-
versely polarized muon beams and explore the corresponding
physics.
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FIG. 7. The distribution of angles between the neutrino
and the parent muon (top) and neutrino energy (bottom) at
µTRISTAN for varying degrees of P+

µ polarization.

2. Beam dynamics

We have adopted two approaches to simulate the muon
beam and the collider ring. First, a simplified geom-
etry made of a single straight section connected to a
circular segment and then a more complete description
of the accelerator lattice following the publicly available
studies by the IMCC [38]. In both cases, we assume
the muon momentum to be

√
s/2, with

√
s the cen-

ter of mass energy of the primary muon collisions and
add a Gaussian momentum spread of 0.1% on the cen-
tral magnitude of the momentum. The neutrino angu-
lar spread with respect to TeV muons is of the order
θν ∼ 1/γ ∼ 0.1/(Eµ/ TeV) mrad and can be either
comparable or larger than the beam angular divergence.
We treat the divergence differently in the two accelerator
models.
a. Simplified geometry: As a sanity check, we sim-

ulate the collider ring by modeling it as a straight sec-
tion around the main detector joined on both ends by
a large circular segment. Together, they span a length
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of C (C = 8.7 km for the MuC 10 TeV). The straight
(circular) segment is perfectly straight (circular). We
assume both muon beams travel in the same infinitely
thin line to collide head-on. In reality, collisions happen
at a slight angle; for reference, the LHC crossing angles
are a few hundred microradians, which is smaller than
the assumed beam angular divergence. We also neglect
any directional modulation to the muon beam, such as
those proposed to reduce neutrino radiation hazard. The

decaying muons are distributed evenly along the acceler-
ator complex, using the interaction point as the injection
point, which, within the limit of large boosts, is as good
as any other location. In this simplified model, the an-
gular divergence of the beam is modeled as a Gaussian
with a constant standard deviation of δθ. For MuC we
take δθ = 0.59 mrad [5] while for µTRISTAN we take
δθ = 0.17 mrad [16].
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Detector Parts |Z| (cm) R (cm) Material Ntargets (1024/cm−3)

Beampipe 0− 563.8 0− 2.2 Vacuum 0

Nozzles 1 6.5− 230.7 2.2, 2.2− 31 W 11.63

Nozzles 2 230.7− 563.8 2.2− 31, 2.2− 78.2 W 11.63

ECal (Barrel) 0− 221 150− 170.2 0.38W +0.46Cu +0.1Si 6.99

ECal (Endcap) 230.7− 250.9 31− 170, 33.9− 170 0.38W +0.46Cu +0.1Si 6.99

HCal (Barrel) 0− 221 174− 333 0.75Fe +0.03Al +0.11PS 3.72

HCal (Endcap 1) 235.4− 250.9 170− 324.6 0.75Fe +0.03Al +0.11PS 3.72

HCal (Endcap 2) 250.9− 412.9 33.9− 324.6, 56.8− 324.6 0.75Fe+0.03Al+0.11PS 3.72

Solenoid (Inner) 0− 412.9 348.3− 352.3 Fe 4.75

Solenoid (Middle) 0− 412.9 364.9− 399.3 Al 1.63

Solenoid (Outer) 0− 412.9 425− 429 Fe 4.75

Muon Detector (Barrel) 0− 417.9 446.1− 645 Fe 4.75

Muon Detector (Endcap) 417.9− 563.8 57.5− 645, 78.2− 645 Fe 4.75

TABLE II. Dimensions and materials used for the detector simulation. Ntargets represents the nucleon density in each of the
detector components. Double sets of values on R in a single box indicate a conic section face that starts with the first dimensions
and increases or decreases in height until the second dimensions.

b. IMCC lattice: Using the files provided by the
IMCC [38], we model the collider ring following the beam
lattice and Twiss parameters provided. We force the tra-
jectory of the beam center to follow the ring geometry
exactly. The ring shape is determined by a series of bend-
ing elements (dipole or multipole magnets), focusing ele-
ments (quadrupole, sextupoles, or multipoles), and drift
(straight) sections. In our implementation, bending ele-
ments are discretized into δs = 1 cm straight elements
for simplicity. The geometric emittance of the beam is
assumed to be a constant ε = 0.5 nm. The transverse
beam sizes in the plane of the ring (σx) and that trans-
verse to it and the direction of motion (σy) are given

by Gaussian with σx,y =
√

εβx,y(s) where βx,y(s) is the
Twiss beta function of the beam at the location s, pro-

vided by the lattice files. Similarly, the angular diver-
gence of the beam is given by δθx,y =

√
εγ(s), where

γ(s) = (1 + α2
x,y(s))/βx,y(s), where γx,y(s) and αx,y(s)

are the other Twiss parameters of the beam at the loca-
tion s. Our results are presented for the 10 TeV MuC
use the lattice version v0.6, presented in more detail in
[105], and for the 3 TeV MuC and µTRISTAN, we use
v1.2. The latter is clearly a rough approximation for
µTRISTAN as the beam energy is 50% smaller than the 3
TeV MuC design. Note that these designs do not include
chicanes (dipole elements to sweep away secondaries in
the beam) close to the interaction point. The two ring
shapes are shown in Fig. 10.

As expected, the geometry of the accelerator is impor-
tant and the total number of BIN interactions can vary
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FIG. 11. The neutrino angle wrt the detector axial position versus the radial position of the interaction for BIN events from
one muon beam direction. The color indicates the z position of the interaction within the detector.

by factors of O(2 − 5) depending on the exact choice of
length of the straight section and the lattice. In addition,
the transverse momentum of the interaction products will
depend on the curvature of the ring, as illustrated in
Fig. 11. The correlation between the interaction location
(radius and z position in the detector) and the incom-
ing neutrino angle is strong, allowing to reconstruct the
incoming neutrino direction on an event by event basis.

Appendix B: Detector details

Our benchmark detector design follows that of [25].
The detailed geometry of all sub-components of the de-
tector is included in Table II and in Fig. 10. These only
represent one-half of the detector, which is assumed to be
symmetric about the z = 0 plane. The nucleon density
Ntargets within the different parts are included to indicate
the density differences.

Appendix C: Other Applications

In this section we discuss other applications of BINs.
Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS)— Through DIS of neu-

trinos with nucleons, it is also possible to extract sin θw at
large momentum transfer, Q ∼ 10 GeV. 3 Most notably,
this was done by the NuTeV experiment [107], lever-
aging the Paschos-Wolfenstein (PW) ratio [108, 109],
RPW =

(
NNC

ν −NNC
ν̄

)
/
(
NCC

ν −NCC
ν̄

)
, the ratio be-

tween the difference of neutrino and antineutrino NC and
CC cross sections. In the limit of an isoscalar target and

3 For a complementary method to extract sw at µTRISTAN,
see [106].

a pure flavor neutrino beam, RPW = 1/2− sin2 θW . The
measurement was too large compared with the determi-
nation at LEP [110], but its status as an “anomaly” is
debated. Among possible solutions are a large strange
sea-quark-momentum asymmetry in the nucleon [111–
115], charge symmetry violation [116–118], and nuclear
effects [119–122]. The PW ratio is not particularly use-
ful at a muon source since the neutrino and antineutrino
NC rates can only be differentiated statistically through
energy distributions. However, the well-known flux can
provide a direct test of all the aforementioned hypotheses.
An enhancement in the sea-quark momentum asymme-
try, for example, would be constrained by dimuon events
from charm production (νµs → µ−(c → sµ+νµ)), im-
proving on NuTeV’s measurement [69].

Standard candles— Other relevant rare processes at
high energies include ν̄ee

− → ℓ−νℓ, producing muons as
well as tau leptons at thresholds of 11 GeV and 3 TeV,
respectively. Inverse muon decay produces extremely
forward muons with Eµθ

2
µ ≲ 2me, without hadronic

activity. These can be very effectively isolated from
neutrino-nucleus reactions as demonstrated by CHARM-
II [123], NuTeV [124], and MINERvA [125] (see also [33]).
Since these processes are exclusively present in the µ−

beam, they provide a clean channel with which to search
for lepton-number-violating interactions such as µ+ →
νµe

+νe or νee
− → νµµ

−.

Sterile oscillations and non-unitarity— New sterile
neutrinos with ∆m2

41 of O(104 − 105) eV2 lead to BIN
oscillations. Through charge identification, ν̄µ → ν̄µ can
be distinguished from νe → νµ in the µ+ beam, and
similarly for µ−. For higher masses, the flavor tran-
sitions are independent of energy and, if m4 > mµ,
they will be non-unitary. At a MuC, a constraint on
the non-unitarity of the neutrino mixing matrix U can
be particularly interesting since the production is pro-
portional to G2

F (1 − |Uµ4|2)(1 − |Ue4|2) while the detec-



13

−40 −20 0 20 40

−10
0

10

x
[m

] MuC 10 TeV

z = 50 km

−200 −150 −100 −50 0 50 100 150 200

y [m]

−50

0

50

x
[m

] MuC 3 TeV

z = 50 km

0

1

1
0

9
ν

/m
2
/
s

0

1

2

1
0

7
ν

/
m

2
/
s

FIG. 12. The neutrino flux at a distance of 50 km from the IP. The plane of the ring is aligned with the y coordinate. The x
direction is normal to the plane of the ring.

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Φ
ν
e

(G
eV
−

1
s−

1
)

×107

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500

Eν (TeV)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Φ
ν
µ

(G
eV
−

1
s−

1
)

×107

−5000 0 5000
Radius (cm)

0

1

2

Φ
ν
e

(G
eV
−

1
s−

1
)

×107

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500

Eν (TeV)

0.0

0.5

1.0

Φ
ν
µ

(G
eV
−

1
s−

1
)

×107

−5000 0 5000
Radius (cm)

FIG. 13. The number of neutrinos as a function of energy in various concentric rings. Each curve corresponds to a different
mutually exclusive area, as their color indicates.

tion via νe(µ)CC is proportional to G2
F (1 − |Ue(µ)4|2),

breaking the usual degeneracy that plagues conventional
beams [126, 127]. Because the beam has no ντ/ντ com-
ponent, single-τ production would be a striking final
state with which to constrain new physics. This in-
cludes anomalous short-baseline oscillations νµ,e → ντ ,
non-standard-interactions, and other exotic new physics.

Impact on forward physics— Double νµCC BIN events
can be a background to forward-muon physics, like mea-
suring Higgs properties with ZZ vector boson fusion [17–
21]. In both cases, the final state is a pair of high-rapidity
muons traveling back-to-back. The expectation for noz-
zle BIN events with 2 muons can be estimated by taking

the Poissonian probability P (µ+µ−) = λke−λ

k! with k = 2
and λ the rate of BIN muons per bunch crossing. For

instance, for the 10 TeV MuC, the interaction rate per
bunch crossing in a single nozzle is about λ ∼ 0.1 and
P (µ+µ−) = 0.0045, and the total number of µ+µ− events
is around 3.8×108 events per year, excluding interactions
in the beam pipe shielding and magnets. With a lumi-
nosity benchmark of 1 ab−1/year at the 10 TeV MuC and
σ(µ+µ− → µ+µ−h) = 8.7×10−2 pb, we expect 8.7×105

ZZ-fusion Higgses per year [19]. The background re-
jection necessary to discriminate BIN events from these
will depend on the forward muon tagging technique, it
is evident that BINs do not pose a significant threat to

this program. Firstly, the vast majority of BIN
(−)

νµCC
events in the nozzles have pseudo-rapidity of |η| > 6.5,
while ZZ VBF muons can achieve excellent precision al-
ready for |η| < 6. The transverse momentum of nozzle
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neutrino-induced muons is also much smaller, with the
vast majority respecting |pµT | < 10 GeV at the IMCC.
Finally, the BIN-induced forward muons are more spread
in time, and direction and do not connect to a track from
the IP.

Light particle production—New light particles pro-
duced in ultra-rare muon decays can also create a tan-
gential flux of feebly-interacting states. Examples of light
states include heavy neutral leptons (HNLs), µ → Nνe,
flavor-violating axion-like-particles, µ → ea, and light
bosons produced via bremsstrahlung, µ → eννϕ. These
states will be highly boosted and can either scatter or de-
cay as they pass through the kt-scale MuC detector. As
an example, let us consider a HNL that mixes with the
muon or electron flavors. In the long-lifetime regime, the
probability for N to decay into an e+e− somewhere in-
side the kt-scale MuC detector is approximately given by
P ≃ ΓNℓ/βγ, where ΓN ∼ (|Uµ4|2+|Ue4|2)G2

Fm
5
N/192π3

and ℓ is the average distance N spends inside the detec-
tor. We assumed that, like the neutrinos, N is tangential
to the ring. In that case, for the IMCC benchmark, the
number of decay-in-flight events in a year is equal to

NN→νe+e− ≃ ϵPdecB(µ → Nνe) (C1)

≃ 100×
( |Uµ4|2

10−8

)2 ( mN

30 MeV

)6
(

ϵ

3× 10−3

)
,

where ϵ is the fraction of muons that decay with a HNL
within detector acceptance. Light particles need not only
be produced in muon decays but can also arise from sec-
ondary interactions on the walls of the accelerator, for
example. A detailed study of light particle searches is
left to future research.

Appendix D: Forward Neutrino Flux

The forward direction along the main straight section
offers another opportunity to carry out neutrino mea-

surements. This direction will have the most concen-
trated neutrino flux in the collider ring, and even rela-
tively small detectors could collect enormous statistics on
neutrino interactions. Fig. 12 shows the transverse spa-
tial profile of the neutrino flux at a distance of 50 km from
the IP for the 3 TeV and 10 TeV MuC benchmarks. This
corresponds to the distance between the IP and the sur-
face of a spherical Earth with a ring located 200 meters
underground. Fig. 13 shows the energy of these neutri-
nos in various concentric rings centered around the IP at
z = 50 km for the 3 TeV MuC. We also show an extreme
case of polarization for MuC 3 TeV with Pµ = 0.8.
Among the many interesting applications of such a fa-

cility is the precision measurement of fully leptonic inter-
actions, such as ν−e elastic scattering. Among the back-

grounds to this measurement are
(−)

νeCCQE and coherent
π0/γ production. Both can be suppressed and/or con-
strained due to the differences in energy loss dE/dx be-
tween electrons and photons, energy-angle correlations,
and by requiring the absence of a hadronic vertex. As
opposed to conventional accelerator neutrino beams, half
of the neutrinos in the beam are electron neutrinos, so
suppressing low-hadronic activity νe interactions will be
desirable. In that regard, the µ− beam is particularly
advantageous for a magnetized gaseous detector. The de-
tector magnetic field would allow the discrimination of
positrons produced in ν̄eCC interactions and the elec-
trons in elastic scattering. In addition, photon back-
grounds could be suppressed due to the lack of photon
conversion in the gas. With excellent vertex resolution,
this should present an extremely clean environment for
precise measurements for beam monitoring or fundamen-
tal physics.
One disadvantage of the forward neutrino flux mea-

surement is the loss of information about the location
of the parent muon decay through timing. To a good
approximation, the neutrinos from a given bunch arrive
at the forward detector with the same longitudinal time
structure as the muon bunch. This is not true for the
neutrino slice, where the timing and location of the event
determines a baseline for the neutrino.

[1] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Lett. B 716, 1 (2012),
arXiv:1207.7214 [hep-ex].

[2] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS), Phys. Lett. B 716, 30
(2012), arXiv:1207.7235 [hep-ex].

[3] I. M. C. C. (IMCC), “Muon collider,” (2023), accessed:
2023-10-25.

[4] C. Accettura et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 83, 864 (2023), [Er-
ratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 84, 36 (2024)], arXiv:2303.08533
[physics.acc-ph].

[5] C. Accettura et al. (International Muon Collider),
(2024), arXiv:2407.12450 [physics.acc-ph].

[6] H. Al Ali et al., Rept. Prog. Phys. 85, 084201 (2022),
arXiv:2103.14043 [hep-ph].

[7] K. M. Black et al., JINST 19, T02015 (2024),

arXiv:2209.01318 [hep-ex].
[8] C. Adolphsen et al., CERN Yellow Rep. Monogr. 1, 1

(2022), arXiv:2201.07895 [physics.acc-ph].
[9] M. Narain et al., (2022), arXiv:2211.11084 [hep-ex].

[10] D. Stratakis et al. (Muon Collider), (2022),
arXiv:2203.08033 [physics.acc-ph].

[11] S. Asai et al. (P5), (2023), 10.2172/2368847,
arXiv:2407.19176 [hep-ex].

[12] M. A. P. (MAP), “Muon colliders,” (2023), accessed:
2023-10-25.

[13] J. C. Gallardo et al., eConf C960625, R4 (1996).
[14] C. M. Ankenbrandt et al., Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams

2, 081001 (1999), arXiv:physics/9901022.
[15] Y. Kondo et al., in 9th International Particle Accelera-

https://doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7214
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7235
https://muoncollider.web.cern.ch/
https://doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11889-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08533
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08533
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.12450
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac6678
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.14043
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/19/02/T02015
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01318
https://doi.org/10.23731/CYRM-2022-001
https://doi.org/10.23731/CYRM-2022-001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.07895
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11084
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08033
https://doi.org/ 10.2172/2368847
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.19176
https://map.fnal.gov/muon-colliders.html
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.2.081001
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.2.081001
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/9901022
https://doi.org/ 10.18429/JACoW-IPAC2018-FRXGBF1


15

tor Conference (2018).
[16] Y. Hamada, R. Kitano, R. Matsudo, H. Takaura,

and M. Yoshida, PTEP 2022, 053B02 (2022),
arXiv:2201.06664 [hep-ph].

[17] M. Forslund and P. Meade, JHEP 08, 185 (2022),
arXiv:2203.09425 [hep-ph].

[18] M. Ruhdorfer, E. Salvioni, and A. Wulzer, Phys. Rev.
D 107, 095038 (2023), arXiv:2303.14202 [hep-ph].

[19] P. Li, Z. Liu, and K.-F. Lyu, Phys. Rev. D 109, 073009
(2024), arXiv:2401.08756 [hep-ph].

[20] M. Forslund and P. Meade, JHEP 01, 182 (2024),
arXiv:2308.02633 [hep-ph].

[21] M. Ruhdorfer, E. Salvioni, and A. Wulzer, (2024),
arXiv:2411.00096 [hep-ph].

[22] B. J. King, AIP Conf. Proc. 530, 165 (2000), arXiv:hep-
ex/0005006.

[23] B. J. King, AIP Conf. Proc. 530, 142 (2000), arXiv:hep-
ex/0005007.

[24] J. J. Bevelacqua, “Muon Colliders and Neutrino Effec-
tive Doses,” in Particle Physics, edited by E. Kennedy
(IntechOpen, London, 2012) pp. 91–114.

[25] N. Bartosik et al. (Muon Collider), (2022),
arXiv:2203.07964 [hep-ex].

[26] B. J. King, AIP Conf. Proc. 435, 334 (1998), arXiv:hep-
ex/9907033.

[27] H. Abreu et al. (FASER), Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 61 (2020),
arXiv:1908.02310 [hep-ex].

[28] H. Abreu et al. (FASER), (2020), arXiv:2001.03073
[physics.ins-det].

[29] H. Abreu et al. (FASER), Phys. Rev. D 104, L091101
(2021), arXiv:2105.06197 [hep-ex].

[30] S. Geer, Phys. Rev. D 57, 6989 (1998), [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 59, 039903 (1999)], arXiv:hep-ph/9712290.

[31] M. L. Mangano et al., , 185 (2001), arXiv:hep-
ph/0105155.

[32] S. Choubey et al. (IDS-NF), (2011), arXiv:1112.2853
[hep-ex].

[33] M. Bogomilov, Y. Karadzhov, R. Matev, R. Tsenov,
A. Laing, and F. J. P. Soler, Phys. Rev. ST Accel.
Beams 16, 081001 (2013).

[34] A. Bogacz et al., in Snowmass 2021 (2022)
arXiv:2203.08094 [hep-ph].

[35] P. Kyberd et al. (nuSTORM), (2012), arXiv:1206.0294
[hep-ex].

[36] A. Chance, “Tentative optics of the collider ring and
pulsed synchrotrons,” (2024).

[37] D. Calzolari, M. Vanwelde, A. Lechner, and C. Carli,
“Tentative design of the interaction region,” (2024).

[38] C. Accettura et al. (MuCoL), (2024), 10.5281/zen-
odo.13970100, arXiv:2411.02966 [physics.acc-ph].

[39] N. Bartosik et al., (2019), arXiv:1905.03725 [hep-ex].
[40] F. Collamati, C. Curatolo, D. Lucchesi, A. Mereghetti,

N. Mokhov, M. Palmer, and P. Sala, JINST 16, P11009
(2021), arXiv:2105.09116 [physics.acc-ph].

[41] N. Bartosik, D. Calzolari, L. Castelli, A. Lechner, and
D. Lucchesi (International Muon Collider), PoS EPS-
HEP2023, 630 (2024).

[42] M. Abe et al., PTEP 2019, 053C02 (2019),
arXiv:1901.03047 [physics.ins-det].

[43] N. Alipour Tehrani et al. (CLICdp), (2017).
[44] D. Collaboration, “Deep underground neutrino exper-

iment (dune) near detector conceptual design report,”
(2021), arXiv:2103.13910 [physics.ins-det].

[45] V. Hewes et al. (DUNE), Instruments 5, 31 (2021),

arXiv:2103.13910 [physics.ins-det].
[46] J. Liu, Z. Liu, L.-T. Wang, and X.-P. Wang, JHEP 11,

066 (2020), arXiv:2005.10836 [hep-ph].
[47] The Phase-2 Upgrade of the CMS Endcap Calorimeter ,

Tech. Rep. (CERN, Geneva, 2017).
[48] N. V. Mokhov and S. I. Striganov, Phys. Procedia 37,

2015 (2012), arXiv:1204.6721 [physics.ins-det].
[49] O. Samoylov et al. (NOMAD), Nucl. Phys. B 876, 339

(2013), arXiv:1308.4750 [hep-ex].
[50] P. L. R. Weigel, J. M. Conrad, and A. Garcia-Soto,

(2024), arXiv:2408.05866 [hep-ph].
[51] A. Drozhdin, N. Mokhov, C. Johnstone, W. Wan, and

A. Garren, AIP Conf. Proc. 441, 242 (1998).
[52] T. Abe et al. (ISS Detector Working Group), JINST 4,

T05001 (2009), arXiv:0712.4129 [physics.ins-det].
[53] E. Keil, (2000).
[54] F. Zimmermann, Electron Cloud in the CERN Muon

Storage Ring , Tech. Rep. (CERN, Geneva, 2000).
[55] P. Odier, D. Belohrad, J. J. Gras, and M. Ludwig, Conf.

Proc. C11-05-16.4, TUPD69 (2011).
[56] M. Krupa and M. Gasior, MDPI Energies 16, 7442

(2023).
[57] R. Raja and A. Tollestrup, Phys. Rev. D 58, 013005

(1998), arXiv:hep-ex/9801004.
[58] B. J. King, “Potential hazards from neutrino radia-

tion at muon colliders,” (1999), arXiv:physics/9908017
[physics.acc-ph].

[59] K. Skoufaris, C. Carli, and D. Schulte, JACoW
IPAC2022, 515 (2022).

[60] C. Carli et al., JACoW IPAC2023, MOPL166 (2023).
[61] A. Bandyopadhyay et al., Reports on Progress in

Physics 72, 106201 (2009).
[62] J. M. Cruz-Martinez, M. Fieg, T. Giani, P. Krack,
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and R. Plestid, Phys. Rev. D 105, 093004 (2022),
arXiv:2112.03283 [hep-ph].

[91] W. Czyz, G. C. Sheppey, and J. D. Walecka, Nuovo
Cim. 34, 404 (1964).

[92] K. Fujikawa, Annals Phys. 68, 102 (1971).
[93] R. W. Brown, R. H. Hobbs, J. Smith, and N. Stanko,

Phys. Rev. D 6, 3273 (1972).
[94] W. Altmannshofer, S. Gori, M. Pospelov, and I. Yavin,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 091801 (2014), arXiv:1406.2332
[hep-ph].

[95] G. Magill and R. Plestid, Phys. Rev. D 95, 073004
(2017), arXiv:1612.05642 [hep-ph].

[96] P. Ballett, M. Hostert, S. Pascoli, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez,
Z. Tabrizi, and R. Zukanovich Funchal, JHEP 01, 119
(2019), arXiv:1807.10973 [hep-ph].

[97] B. Zhou and J. F. Beacom, Phys. Rev. D 101, 036010
(2020), arXiv:1910.10720 [hep-ph].

[98] B. Zhou and J. F. Beacom, Phys. Rev. D 101, 036011
(2020), arXiv:1910.08090 [hep-ph].

[99] W. Altmannshofer, T. Mäkelä, S. Sarkar, S. Tro-
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