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Abstract

We review the status of the QED calculations for the muonium 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 energy interval and
provide the updated theoretical value of 9874.357(1)MHz. Additionally, we present a model for probing
Lorentz-violating coefficients within the Standard Model Extension framework using the fine structure
measurement in the presence and absence of a weak external magnetic field, enabling novel tests of
CPT and Lorentz symmetry. Using Monte Carlo simulations, we estimate that a precision of ∼ 10 kHz
on the isolated 2S1/2, F = 1 − 2P3/2, F = 1 transition could be achievable employing Ramsey’s
separate oscillatory fields (SOF) technique. Collecting the required statics will become feasible with
the upcoming High-Intensity Muon Beam (HiMB) at the Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) in Switzerland.
These advancements will enable precise tests of radiative QED corrections and nuclear self-energy
contributions, while also providing tests of new physics and sensitivity to unconstrained coefficients
for Lorentz violation within the Standard Model Extension framework.

Keywords: Muonium, fine structure, Lamb shift, spectroscopy, Standard Model Extension, separated
oscillating field, Standard Model Extension

1 Introduction

Muonium (M), an exotic hydrogen-like atom
formed by a positive muon (µ+ ) and an electron
( e− ), serves as a precision probe for bound-state
quantum electrodynamics (QED) because its ele-
mentary constituents lack internal structure. This
eliminates finite-size effects that often limit the
sensitivity with which QED may be tested [1].

Since its discovery in 1960 by V. Hughes,
who observed its Larmor frequency in a mag-
netic field [2], M has been subject to various
studies using spectroscopic methods [3–6] from
which one can extract muon properties, test bound
state QED, and probe potential new physics [7–
12]. Current experimental efforts aim to improve
measurements of the 1S1/2 − 2S1/2 energy split-
ting [13], the ground state hyperfine structure [14],
muonium to antimuonium conversion [15], or
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directly observe the gravitational interaction with
elementary particles [16, 17].

The Standard Model Extension (SME) offers
a systematic framework for probing Lorentz and
CPT symmetry [18, 19]. This approach builds on
the possibility that tiny deviations from Lorentz
symmetry might be a low-energy signal for physics
beyond the Standard Model and General Rela-
tivity [20–22]. The SME allows Lorentz-violating
operators corresponding to different particle types
to couple with distinct coefficients for Lorentz vio-
lation. Therefore, a systematic test of Lorentz and
CPT symmetry requires considering experiments
involving different systems, including second-
generation particles such as muons bound in
M atoms. M measurements have already been
employed to constrain SME coefficients in the
muonic sector through transitions such as the
Zeeman-hyperfine transitions within the ground
state [23–25], the 1S1/2−2S1/2 transition [25], and
the classical Lamb shift 2S1/2 − 2P1/2 [5, 25].

An area of particular interest is the M fine
structure interval, known as the 2S1/2 − 2P3/2

energy transition. This transition allows for test-
ing both QED and Lorentz and CPT symmetry,
providing an opportunity to probe previously
undetermined SME coefficients. Despite its rele-
vance in hydrogen-like atoms, it has been experi-
mentally investigated only once, in 1990 [26]. This
work revisits this transition by reviewing the lat-
est theoretical higher-order QED calculations and
updating the predicted values of the transition fre-
quencies for the 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 and 2P1/2 − 2P3/2

intervals. Additionally, the potential to explore
new SME coefficients is examined in two scenar-
ios: one with a weak external magnetic field and
another in the absence of such a field.

The experimental feasibility of measuring the
fine structure transition is evaluated using a single
interaction region and separated oscillatory fields
(SOF) techniques. With detailed Monte-Carlo
simulations validated with the measurements of
the M Lamb shift by Mu-MASS [5, 27], we esti-
mate the achievable precision using the existing
Low-Energy Muon (LEM) beamline at the Paul
Scherrer Institute (PSI). Furthermore, potential
advancements in precision with the upcoming
High-Intensity Muon Beam [28] and muCool [29]
are considered.

2 Calculation of the muonium
fine-structure

The energy value of the M 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 transi-
tion is based on well-established calculations for
the hydrogen (H) atom which are summarized in
Ref. [30, 31]. Higher-order QED corrections that
are negligible in H but are relevant for the M
n = 2 manifold are described in Ref. [32]. We
further include recently calculated contributions
from Ref. [33, 34]. The energy levels are charac-
terized with nLJ(F ) using the principal quantum
number n, the orbital angular moment L, and the
total angular momentum J = L+S, where S is the
electron spin. The hyperfine structure due to the
interaction between the electron and nuclear spin
(I) is considered in the quantum number of the
atomic angular momentum F = J+I. The energy
state of interest EnLJ

is the centroid of all hyper-
fine energy levels EnLJF , from which a radiative
transition is allowed:

EnLJ
=

∑
F (2F + 1)EnLJF∑

F (2F + 1)
. (1)

The energy eigenstates and transitions of the M
n = 2 manifold are visualized in Fig. 1. In the

Fig. 1 Diagram of the M energy levels including hyper-
fine structure for the 2S and 2P states. The atomic angular
momentum F projection along a specified axis is defined
with the quantum number mF . The arrows mark the
allowed electric dipole transitions for the fine structure (col-
ored dotted lines) and Lamb shift transitions (black dashed
lines).

following, we tabulate contributions that were not
described in Ref. [32] or have been updated since
then and are relevant to the fine structure value
in increasing order of (Zα), where Z is the atomic
number and α the fine structure constant.
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The largest contribution to the fine structure
interval comes from the Dirac eigenvalue EM for
an electron of massme bound by a nucleus of finite
mass mn. We use the total mass M = me +mn,
the reduced mass mr = memn/(me + mn), and
the vacuum speed of light c. In contrast to Eq. 30
of CODATA 2022 [30], we define EM without the
Barker-Glover recoil correction EBKG and thus
write:

EM =Mc2 + (f(n, κ)− 1)mrc
2

− (f(n, κ)− 1)2
m2

rc
2

2M

(2)

where f(n, κ) = (1 + (Zα)2

(n−δ)2 )
−1/2, δ = |κ| −√

κ2 − (Zα)2, and κ = (L− J)(2J + 1).
Pure recoil contributions have been expanded

in mass terms up to the order (Zα)6 in Ref. [35]
and completed in Ref. [33] for the S states. The
updated calculations contain the previously estab-
lished hard contributions and now include the
newly added soft contributions in Erec,R2:

Erec,R2(nS) =
(Zα)6

n3

(
mr

me

)3(
me

mn

)2

×[
4

π2
ln

mn

me
− 8

3
ln

mn

me
− 12ζ3

π2
+

3

π2
+

8

3︸ ︷︷ ︸
hard

−4

9
− 2

n
− 1

3n2
− 1

16n3︸ ︷︷ ︸
soft

]
mec

2

(3)

Corrections for the nP levels are derived in
Ref. [36]. We verified that they are negligible at
our aimed precision.

Radiative recoils for the nP states are
addressed in Ref. [37] and are of the order of mag-
nitude of 100Hz for M and 10Hz for H. They
are not directly utilized here because of the differ-
ent derivation compared to Ref. [30, 31] and we
take the order of magnitude contribution as its
uncertainty.

Finally, we include the (Zα) expansion from
the one-loop self-energy of the electron in the

nuclear self-energy contribution ENSE, as men-
tioned in Ref. [38]:

ENSE =
Z2α(Zα)4

πn3

(
mr

me

)3(
me

mn

)2

×[(
10

9
+

4

3
ln

[
mn

mr(Zα)2

])
δL0

− 4

3
ln(k0) + (Zα)A50

]
mec

2

(4)

where A50 = ( 13932 − 2 ln 2)πδL0.
Individual contributions are evaluated for the

2S1/2 − 2P3/2 and the 2P1/2 − 2P3/2 transitions
of H and M and summarized in Tab. 1. The con-
stants from CODATA 2022 [30] are used for the
calculations, in particular, this means for the fine
structure constant α:

α = 1/137.035999177(21) (5)

The propagation of uncertainty is performed as
described in Ref. [30], where each contribution
is assigned a correlated (u0) or an uncorrelated
theoretical uncertainty (un). Table 1 presents
individual contributions for the 2S1/2−2P3/2 tran-
sition with uncertainties rounded to 1 kHz and for
the 2P1/2 − 2P3/2 transitions with uncertainties
rounded to 0.1 kHz. All contributions are included
in the total sum and the uncertainty calculations.

In the case of M, the 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 fre-
quency transition is 9874.357(1)MHz. Compared
to hydrogen, relevant QED radiative corrections
such as Erel,R, ERR, or nuclear self-energy ENSE

can already be probed with precision measure-
ments at the 10 kHz level. The M hyperfine con-
tribution for the 2P1/2 − 2P3/2 interval is EHFS =
28.5 kHz. To experimentally extract this value,
the fine structure measurement must be combined
with the M Lamb shift measurement 2S1/2 −
2P1/2 [5].

3 Prospects for testing
Lorentz and CPT symmetry

Within the Standard Model Extension (SME),
each Lorentz-violating operator couples to a coef-
ficient referred to as a coefficient for Lorentz
violation or SME coefficient. If Lorentz symmetry
is exact, all such coefficients must be zero, and any
nonzero coefficient would indicate a breaking of

3



2S1/2 → 2P3/2 2P1/2 → 2P3/2

Hydrogen Muonium Hydrogen Muonium
[MHz] [MHz] [MHz] [MHz]

EM 10 943.688 10 896.947 10 943.6881 10 896.9473
ESE −1058.733 −1045.761 25.3949 25.1784
EVP 26.853 26.510 0.0003 0.0003
EVP, µ+had 0.001 0.001
E2ph −0.104 −0.103 −0.0388 −0.0385
E3ph 0.000 0.000 0.0003 0.0003
EBG −0.001 −0.084 −0.0032 −0.2524
Erel,S −0.358 −3.138
Erel,R 0.001 0.012 0.0000 −0.0001
Erel,R2 0.000 0.001 0.0000 0.0000
ERR 0.002 0.014(1) 0.0000 0.0001(1)
ENuc −0.138 0.0000
ENSE −0.001 −0.041[
EHFS 0.001 0.010 0.0028 0.0285

]
This work

without EHFS
9911.209 9874.357(1) 10 969.0415 10 921.8354(1)

Theory Ref. [31] 9911.2093(3) 10 969.0415
Theory Ref. [26] 9874.3(3) 10 921.833(2)

Table 1 Summary of the calculated contributions to the 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 and 2P1/2 − 2P3/2 transition in H and M.
Uncertainties smaller than 1 kHz and 0.1 kHz for the two transitions are not listed, but are taken into account for the total
uncertainty. Theoretical results from Ref. [26, 31] are included for comparison.

Lorentz symmetry. We examine the prospects for
testing Lorentz and CPT symmetry by measur-
ing the fine structure transition in the presence of
a weak external magnetic field and subsequently
discuss the scenario where such a field is absent.

3.1 Lorentz-violating frequency shift
in the presence of a weak
magnetic field

The structural similarity between M and H, both
being two-fermion atoms with one fermion signif-
icantly heavier than the other, allows the results
derived for H to be adapted to M. Specifically, the
expressions for the Lorentz-violating energy shift
of any atomic level in H, presented in subsections
II.C and II.D of Ref. [39], can be used to deter-
mine the Lorentz-violating frequency shift for the
2S1/2 − 2P3/2 transition in M.

The results in Ref. [39] are expressed in terms
of nonrelativistic (NR) coefficients, which are lin-
ear combinations of the standard SME coefficients

commonly appearing in the expressions for observ-
ables in nonrelativistic experiments and defined in
detail in Ref. [40]. The key difference between the
results in these subsections of Ref. [39] and those
for M is the substitution of the proton NR coeffi-
cients in Eq. (19) of that reference with the muon
NR coefficients,

TpNR(0B)
kjm → Tµ̄NR(0B)

kjm ,

TpNR(1B)
kjm → Tµ̄NR(1B)

kjm ,

Vp
NR
kjm → Vµ̄

NR
kjm. (6)

These effective coefficients can be expressed in
terms of SME muon NR coefficients with a definite
CPT sign as follows

Tµ̄NR(0B)
kjm = −gµ

NR(0B)
kjm −Hµ

NR(0B)
kjm ,

Tµ̄NR(1B)
kjm = −gµ

NR(1B)
kjm −Hµ

NR(1B)
kjm ,

Vµ̄
NR
kjm = cµ

NR
kjm + aµ

NR
kjm. (7)
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The index µ̄ on the left side of the equation
indicates that these effective coefficients are asso-
ciated with the antimuon, while the index µ on the
right side denotes the muon SME coefficients. The
SME coefficients on the right-hand side are related
to Lorentz-violating operators with a definite CPT
sign: the g-type and a-type coefficients are associ-
ated with CPT-odd operators, while the H-type
and c-type coefficients correspond to CPT-even
operators. The distinction between the V-type and
T -type coefficients for the muon and antimuon lies
in the sign in front of the coefficients associated
with CPT-odd operators, specifically the a-type
and g-type coefficients.

With these considerations, we can use the gen-
eral results presented in Ref. [39] to obtain the
Lorentz-violating energy shift for the energy states
2S1/2 and 2P3/2 in the presence of a weak mag-
netic field, meaning a field that produces a Zeeman
shift smaller than the dominant contribution to
the hyperfine structure of M. Finally, the Lorentz-
violating frequency shift is the difference between
these energy shifts.

We use the same definition for the relevant
quantum numbers as in Sec. 2 and specify the
quantum number m for the projection of F⃗ along
the direction of the applied magnetic field.

Using the general expressions for the energy
shift presented in Ref. [39], we find that the

Lorentz-violating energy shift δϵ
(Fm)
1/2 for the

2S
(Fm)
1/2 level in the presence of a weak magnetic

field is given by

δϵ
(Fm)
1/2 = − m

2
√
3π

∑
k=0,2,4

⟨|pk|⟩20
(
Tµ̄NR(0B)

k10

+2Tµ̄NR(1B)
k10

)
− 1√

4π
Vµ̄

NR
400⟨|p

4|⟩20.
(8)

Here, we consider only the contributions from
the muon coefficients and ignore all contribu-
tions from the electron coefficients, as ordinary-
matter experiments are more sensitive to them
[24, 25]. Additionally, we disregard contributions
from coefficients that affect the Lorentz-violating
energy shift for both 2S1/2 and 2P3/2 in the same
way, as these contributions will cancel out when
calculating the Lorentz-violating frequency shift.

The momentum expectation values that con-
tribute to the frequency shift are given by

⟨|p0|⟩nL = 1,

⟨|p2|⟩nL =
(αmr

n

)2
,

⟨|p4|⟩nL =
(αmr

n

)4( 8n

2L+ 1
− 3

)
. (9)

The Lorentz-violating energy shift δϵ
(Fm)
3/2 for

the 2P
(Fm)
3/2 energy state in the presence of a weak

magnetic field is given by

δϵ
(Fm)
3/2 = −

∑
j=1,3

∑
k=0,2,4

β
(j)
(F,m)⟨|p

k|⟩21Tµ̄NR(0B)
kj0

−
∑
j=1,3

∑
k=0,2,4

α
(j)
(F,m)⟨|p

k|⟩21Tµ̄NR(1B)
kj0

− (2F − 5)(F (F + 1)− 3m2)

12
√
5π

∑
k=2,4

⟨|pk|⟩21Vµ̄
NR
k20

− 1√
4π

Vµ̄
NR
400⟨|p

4|⟩21. (10)

Here, the angular expectation values β
(j)
(F,m) are

given by

β
(1)
(1,m) =

m

4
√
3π

,

β
(1)
(2,m) =

3m

20
√
3π

,

β
(3)
(1,m) = 0,

β
(3)
(2,m) =

m(17− 5m2)

20
√
7π

, (11)

and the ones for α
(j)
(F,m) by

α
(1)
(F,m) = −4β

(1)
(F,m),

α
(3)
(F,m) = −

√
8

3
β
(3)
(F,m). (12)

At last, the Lorentz-violating frequency shift for

the transition 2S
(F ′m′)
1/2 − 2P

(Fm)
3/2 is

2πδν = δϵ
(Fm)
3/2 − δϵ

(F ′m′)
1/2 . (13)

The a-type and c-type muon coefficients with
j = 2 remain unconstrained [41]. The primary
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advantage of studying the 2S1/2−2P3/2 transition,
compared to the 2S1/2 − 2P1/2 transition in the
context of the SME, is that the former is sensitive
to these unconstrained coefficients as the V-type
coefficients, also known as spin-independent coef-
ficients, with index j can only contribute to the
energy shift of states where (j + 1)/2 ≤ J , as
shown in Ref. [39]. Consequently, the coefficients
with j = 2 cannot contribute to the energy shift
of 2P1/2 but contribute to the one for 2P3/2.

If the transition involves states in the hyperfine
sublevel F = 2 of the 2P3/2 state, the transition
frequency will also be sensitive to the T -type coef-
ficients, also known as spin-dependent coefficients,
with j = 3. Note that for F = 1, the correspond-

ing angular expectation values β
(3)
(1,m) and α

(3)
(1,m)

vanish. They vanish because spin-dependent coef-
ficients with index j can only contribute to the
energy shift of states with (j + 1)/2 ≤ F [39].
Therefore, the j = 3 coefficients can only con-
tribute to states with 2 ≤ F .

The frequency shift (13) was obtained in the
laboratory frame. Since the SME coefficients are
frame-dependent, every bound on the coefficients
must be reported in the same reference frame to
allow for meaningful comparisons. The frame com-
monly used for this is the Sun-centered frame [42].
The details of how to transform the coefficients
from a laboratory on the surface of the Earth
to the Sun-centered frame have been thoroughly
discussed in Ref. [39]. Following the procedure
described in that reference, we obtained that the
form of the Lorentz-violating frequency shift takes
the form

δν = A0 +

3∑
m=1

(
A(s)

m sin (mω⊕TL)

+A(c)
m cos (mω⊕TL)

)
,

(14)

where ω⊕ = 2π/(23h 56m) is the sidereal fre-
quency, and TL is a convenient offset of the time
coordinate T in the Sun-centered frame [39].

The most prominent signal of Lorentz violation
from (14) is a sidereal variation of the resonance
frequency. This variation occurs because, in the
presence of Lorentz violation, the spectrum of M
may depend on its overall orientation. Therefore, a
sidereal variation of the resonance frequency may
be observed as the system, M with the applied

magnetic field, rotates with the Earth relative to
the Sun-centered frame.

In this discussion, however, we focus on the
constant frequency shift A0 as it allows for discrep-
ancies between experimental results and Standard
Model predictions, as shown in previous works
[25, 39]. To isolate this effect, we ignore all time-
dependent contributions and concentrate solely
on the constant shift. Accordingly, we take the
Lorentz-violating frequency shift as δν0 = A0,
where δν0 is obtained using the following replace-
ments in (13)

Vµ̄
NR
k00 → Vµ̄

NR,Sun
k00 ,

Vµ̄
NR
k20 → 1

4
(1 + 3 cos 2ϑ)Vµ̄

NR,Sun
k20 ,

Tµ̄NR(0B)
k10 → cosϑTµ̄NR(0B),Sun

k10 ,

Tµ̄NR(1B)
k10 → cosϑTµ̄NR(1B),Sun

k10 ,

Tµ̄NR(0B)
k30 → 1

8
(3 cosϑ+ 5 cos 3ϑ) Tµ̄NR(0B),Sun

k30 ,

Tµ̄NR(1B)
k30 → 1

8
(3 cosϑ+ 5 cos 3ϑ) Tµ̄NR(1B),Sun

k30 ,

(15)

where the superscript Sun identifies the coeffi-
cients as those in the Sun-centered frame. The
angle ϑ represents the angle between the applied
magnetic field and Earth’s rotation axis.

As previously demonstrated in Ref. [25, 39],
we can constrain the coefficients contributing to
A0 by assuming that any discrepancy between the
Standard Model prediction νSM and the experi-
mental value νexp is due to the presence of the
constant shift A0. Explicitly, we can constraint the
coefficients by using the expression

νexp − νSM = A0. (16)

3.2 Lorentz-violating frequency shift
in a zero magnetic field

The paradigm of testing Lorentz and CPT sym-
metry in spectroscopy experiments without the
presence of external magnetic fields is discussed in
subsection II.C of Ref. [25] and III.A of Ref. [39].
In the absence of a magnetic field and under the
assumption of rotational symmetry, the energy
levels exhibit a (2F+1)-fold degeneracy associated

with the orientation of the atom in space, where F⃗

6



is the total angular momentum of the atom. This
degeneracy indicates that the atomic spectrum
is independent of its overall orientation, which
is consistent with rotational symmetry. However,
in the case of rotational symmetry breaking, the
energy becomes orientation-dependent and the
(2F + 1)-fold degeneracy is lifted.

We will focus on the 2S1/2 − 2P
(F=1)
3/2 transi-

tion, allowing us to disregard contributions from
coefficients with j = 3 as they only contribute to
the F = 2 case. Furthermore, we will exclude con-
tributions from the j = 1 coefficients as measure-
ments of the Zeeman-hyperfine transition within
the ground state of M are more sensitive to these
coefficients [25]. This narrower scope, disregarding
coefficients, is for convenience, as the expressions
for the energy shift are significantly more intricate
in the absence of an external magnetic field than
when one is present.

Following the procedures described in subsec-
tion II.C of Ref. [25] and III.A of Ref. [39], we
can obtain the energy shift for the relevant energy
states. The correction for the 2SF

1/2 is the same as
for F = 0 and F = 1, since the only V-type coeffi-
cients with j = 0, called isotropic coefficients, can
contribute. We get that

δϵ1/2 = − 1√
4π

Vµ̄
NR,Sun
400 ⟨|p4|⟩20. (17)

As before, we only consider contributions from
the muon coefficients and disregard contributions
from coefficients that affect the Lorentz-violating
energy shift for both 2S1/2 and 2P3/2 in the same
way.

The 3-fold degeneracy of the state 2PF=1
3/2 is

lifted due to a breaking of rotational symmetry.
We can use the label ξ, which takes values −1, 0,
and 1, to denote the three new energy states that
result from the splitting of the energy level 2PF=1

3/2

in the presence of rotational symmetry break-
ing. The Lorentz-violating energy shift, using the
notation introduced in Ref. [25], is given by

δϵ
(1,ξ)
3/2 = − 1√

4π
Vµ̄

NR,Sun
400 ⟨|p4|⟩21 + uξD + u∗

ξ

∆0

D
(18)

where

uξ =
1 + i

√
3ξ

3(1− 3ξ2)
(19)

and

D =

(
∆1 +

√
∆2

1 − 4∆3
0

2

)1/3

. (20)

The parameters ∆0 and ∆1 represent rotational
scalars formed from the coefficients of Lorentz
violation. The explicit expressions are given by

∆0 =
9
√
5

80π

2∑
m=−2

⟨2m2(−m)|00⟩AmA−m.

∆1 =
189

160
√
14π3/2

2∑
s=−2

2∑
m=−2

2∑
q=−2

⟨2m2q2(m+ q)⟩

×⟨2s2(q +m)|00⟩AmAqAs, (21)

where ⟨j1m1j2m2|j3m3⟩ are the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients. The amplitudes Am are defined as

Am = −
∑
k=2,4

⟨|pk|⟩21Vµ̄
NR,Sun
k2m , (22)

and they play the same role as the q2m coefficients
defined in Ref. [25], with the difference being that
the combination of coefficients contributing to Am

are those for antimuons, rather than muons, which
is the case for q2m.

The energy shift (18) is expressed in the Sun-
centered frame at the zeroth-boost order. By the
zeroth-boost order approximation, we mean to
approximate the transformation from the Earth-
based laboratory frame to the Sun-centered frame
as a pure rotation [39]. The terms contributing
to (18) are combinations of coefficients for Lorentz
violation that form rotational scalars, as discussed
in detail in Ref. [25] and Ref. [39]. In particu-
lar, the parameters ∆0 and ∆1 have the same
value in any two frames rotated relative to each
other. Their invariance under rotations allows us
to express Am in (22) in terms of the coefficients
in the Sun-centered frame at zeroth-boost order,
as it will have the same form in this frame as in
the laboratory frame. Therefore, the energy shift
(18) is constant in contrast to the situation where
an external magnetic field is present, causing the
energy shift to change with Earth’s rotation.

The sidereal variation seen in the presence
of an external magnetic field arises because the
energy shift depends on the relative orientation
between the Lorentz-violating background fields
and the magnetic field. The dominant contribu-
tion owing to Lorentz violation in this case is due

7



to the projection of the Lorentz-violating fields
along the direction of the magnetic field. As the
magnetic field rotates with Earth, the compo-
nents of the Lorentz-violating background field
in a fixed inertial reference frame, such as the
Sun-centered frame, that dominate the Lorentz-
violating energy shift will change, giving rise to
the sidereal variation.

The signal for Lorentz violation in the case
of no external magnetic field is different. We
can begin the discussion by defining the Lorentz-
violating frequency shift for the transition 2SF

1/2−
2P

(F=1,ξ)
3/2 as

2πδν = δϵ
(1,ξ)
3/2 − δϵ1/2. (23)

From this frequency shift, we can deduce that
instead of observing only one resonance peak cor-
responding to the hyperfine level F = 1 in the
state 2P3/2, we should observe two or three reso-
nance peaks very close to each other. The reason
there can be two or three is that if

∆2
1 − 4∆3

0 = 0, (24)

then the energy levels corresponding to ξ = −1
and ξ = 1 are degenerate, and we will observe only
two peaks. Otherwise, we will have three distinct
peaks.

The strategy for imposing a bound on Lorentz
violation should rely on the presence or absence
of multiple unexpected peaks in the data. If the
analysis concludes, within the uncertainty level,
that there is no evidence of multiple peaks, any
contribution of the terms in (18) that depend on
ξ should be within the uncertainty of the analy-
sis. The remaining contribution to the transition
frequency is

2πδν = − 1√
4π

Vµ̄
NR,Sun
400 (⟨|p4|⟩21−⟨|p4|⟩20), (25)

which can be constrained by comparing theoreti-
cal and experimental values for the Lamb shift, as
previously done [5, 25].

Another possibility, as discussed in Ref. [25], is
to assume that the presence of multiple resonances
might broaden the lineshape for the transition

2SF
1/2−2P

(F=1)
3/2 . For example, if we assume that all

energy sublevels, ξ = −1, 0, 1, were excited during

the experiment with equal probability, this would
contribute an amount

σ2
ν =

2

9
∆0 (26)

to the square of the statistical uncertainty σν of
the resonance frequency. A more rigorous analy-
sis in this direction could, in principle, be used
to impose bounds on the coefficients for Lorentz
violation.

4 Microwave spectroscopy of
the M 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 energy
transition

So far, the M experimental measurements agree
well with the theoretical QED calculations [4–
6, 23–25]. However, they are all currently lim-
ited by statistics. Leveraging advances of the
High-Intensity Muon Beam (HiMB) at PSI in
Switzerland [28] together with muCool [29] will
allow reaching the sub-MHz precision level for
the 1S1/2 − 2S1/2 [38] and 2S1/2 − 2P1/2 [32]
measurements conducted by the Mu-MASS col-
laboration. In the following, we explore a precision
measurement of the 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 fine structure
transition.

The short lifetime of M (τM = 2.2 µs) requires
a compact experimental setup with the draw-
back that contamination from long-lived excited
states can distort the lineshape. The Lamb shift
measurement with individual hyperfine transi-
tions ranging from 558MHz to 1326MHz [5, 6]
is affected by the 3S1/2 − 3P1/2 or 4S1/2 − 4P3/2

intervals with frequencies around 312MHz and
1233MHz , respectively. The advantage of the
2S1/2 − 2P3/2 interval compared to the 2S1/2 −
2P1/2, is that it is isolated from such contamina-
tion.

We consider the simplest experimental setup
without the presence of an external magnetic field,
where the atoms pass through a microwave field
with electric field amplitude E0, frequency ω, and
interaction time T , allowing the atoms initially in
the 2S state to transition to the 2P state. The
transition probability is calculated by numerically
solving the according Bloch equations [43]. Once
the atom is in the 2P state, it relaxes to the ground
state with a radiative lifetime of τ2P = 1.6 ns.
The remaining 2S atom population is measured,
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Fig. 2 The dotted (yellow), dash-dotted (blue), and
dashed (magenta) lines are an example of the numerical
solutions of the frequency transitions with the initial states
2S1/2, F = 0, 2S1/2, F = 1,mF = 0 and 2S1/2, F =
1,mF = ±1, respectively. The solid (black) lineshape cor-
responds to the measured fine structure lineshape assuming
that the initial 2S states are populated evenly.

resulting in the depopulation signal as a function
of the frequency. An example of the resonance
lineshape for the fine structure measurement is
shown in Fig. 2, with 10 keV M, an electric field
E0 = 25V/cm and an exposure time T = 7ns to
the microwave field.

To accurately determine the center of the reso-
nance line, addressing the broadening mechanisms
that distort this position is essential. The natu-
ral linewidth of the individual transitions is given
by ∆ν = 1/(2πτ2P ) = 99.7MHz . However, it is
broadened in practice because of different exper-
imental configurations such as the atom’s kinetic
energy distribution or microwave field inhomo-
geneities. As shown in Fig. 2, overlapping tran-
sition lines further distort the resonance center.
To overcome these limitations, Ramsey’s separate
oscillatory fields (SOF) spectroscopy [44] can sig-
nificantly reduce the effective resonance width. We
focus on the isolated 2S1/2, F = 0− 2P3/2, F = 1
transition (yellow in Figs. 1 and 2) and exploit
the interference effects between two spatially sep-
arated microwave fields.

In the SOF method, the atoms pass through
two microwave interaction regions separated by
a field-free region, where the atomic states
evolve freely during the time interval τ . The
two microwave fields are applied either in-phase
(P SOF

0 ) or with a relative phase shift π (P SOF
π ).

Subtracting the measured remaining 2S popula-
tion for these two configurations, P SOF

π − P SOF
0 ,

produces an interference pattern with a signifi-
cantly narrower central fringe compared to the
single field lineshape.

Fig. 3 shows the numerical solutions for both
SOF and single field M spectroscopy at kinetic
energy Ekin = 10 keV . The simulation consid-
ers atoms traversing the microwave and field-free
regions of length 20mm under an electric field
amplitude E0 = 60V/cm. The resonance center
is determined by fitting a Voigt function (red)
to the resonances, representing the convolution
of Lorentzian and Gaussian distributions. Based
on these numerical solutions, the precision of the
resonance center can be determined under vary-
ing statistical conditions. The total amount of M
atoms, N =

∑
i ni, in the 2S1/2, F = 0 state

is evenly distributed for each measured frequency
point i. Each ni is then randomized according to a
Gaussian distribution around its mean value, ni±√
ni, and scaled according to the calculated tran-

sition probability. For SOF spectroscopy, the total
number of atoms N is divided equally between the
two configurations (P SOF

0 , P SOF
π ). Fitting the ran-

domized resonance lineshape of the single field and
SOF central fringe with a Voigt function deter-
mines the resonance center and its precision δν.
The mean precision and its standard deviation
from 1000 fits of randomized distributions per sta-
tistical configuration N are shown for single field
interaction (dots) and SOF spectroscopy (x) in
Fig. 4. The fitted lines show the inverse square-
root relation between precision δν and statistics
N .

The HiMB project aims to increase the sur-
face muon rate at PSI to 1010 Hz by improving the
proton target and muon beamline [28]. Together
with muCool [29] a keV muon beam could be pro-
duced with a sufficiently small phase space that
would allow the use of a gas cell as a M converter,
similar to what has been done in the most pre-
cise H Lamb shift measurement that reached a
precision of 3 kHz [45]. The combination of HiMB
and muCool is expected to produce a M rate of
5× 105 Hz [29].

Considering a detection efficiency of 16% [46]
and that about 10(3)% of the M atoms are pro-
duced in the initial 2S state [27] of which 1/4
populate the 2S, F = 0 state, we find that a
statistical precision of the fine structure of M at
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Fig. 3 Numerical solution of the 2-level Bloch equations for single field and SOF spectroscopy considering M with 10 keV
kinetic energy traversing microwave cavities and field free region of 2 cm length and electric field amplitude of 60V/cm.

the ∼ 10 kHz level is feasible within 10 days of
beamtime.
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Fig. 4 The precision of the resonance center δν for single
field (dot) and SOF (x) spectroscopy is shown depending
on the number of initial 2S, F = 0 states. Fitting an inverse
square-root function yields the relation between the preci-
sion δν and the statistics N .

5 Conclusions

The transition frequency of the M fine struc-
ture 2S1/2 − 2P3/2 has been calculated as
9874.357(1)MHz. Because of the smaller nuclear
mass of M, radiative QED and nuclear self-energy
corrections can already be probed with a preci-
sion measurement at the ∼ 10 kHz level, compared
to H, which is sensitive only in the ∼ 1 kHz

regime. Additionally, we developed models to test
Lorentz and CPT symmetry using fine structure
measurements, both with and without an external
magnetic field. These models show that there are
coefficients to which a fine structure measurement
in M is uniquely sensitive.

Due to the isolated energy eigenstates com-
pared to the Lamb shift measurement, contam-
ination from long-lived excited states is negligi-
ble [5, 6], a key advantage for precision studies.
Using a Monte Carlo simulation, the expected
precisions of a single interaction zone and SOF-
type measurements are studied for the isolated
2S1/2, F = 0 − 2P3/2, F = 1 frequency transition
in the absence of an external magnetic field. Com-
bining the upcoming HiMB beamline [28] together
with the muCool apparatus [29] will allow to reach
a precision of ∼ 10 kHz.
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[41] Kostelecký, V.A., Russell, N.: Data tables
for Lorentz and CPT violation. Rev. Mod.
Phys. 83, 11–31 (2011) https://doi.org/10.
1103/RevModPhys.83.11
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