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Abstract
We investigate the discovery potential of multi-TeV muon colliders for a heavy dark Z boson (ZD)

with a mass above 1 TeV through the associated production channel µ+µ− → ZDγ. This process

enables precise MZD
reconstruction using the photon recoil mass (mrecoil). Focusing on the ZD → jjX

and ZD → e+e− decay modes, we present strategies for achieving high sensitivity to the kinetic mixing

parameter ε at 3, 6, and 10 TeV muon colliders with integrated luminosities of 1, 4, and 10 ab−1

respectively, assuming ZD decays exclusively into Standard Model particles. A key innovation is our

optimized implementation of MZD
-dependent cuts on mrecoil, which accounts for the energy-dependent

detector response. For heavier ZD, the associated photon becomes less energetic, leading to better

photon energy resolution and thus enabling more stringent mrecoil cuts. This approach enhances ε

sensitivity for heavier ZD. Conversely, for lighter ZD, the lower-energy electron pair from ZD → e+e−

enables tighter cuts on the invariant mass of the electron pair (mee), providing better sensitivity in the

lighter mass regime. Combining these complementary mrecoil- and mee-based selections with both jjX

and e+e− channels, we achieve ε sensitivity down to O
(
10−3

)
as MZD

approaches
√
s, substantially

surpassing the reach of a 100 TeV proton-proton collider. Even if ZD decays into dark-sector particles,

the recoil mass method remains effective, establishing muon colliders as powerful facilities for exploring

heavy dark sectors.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Our universe is described by the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, which has been

thoroughly tested and confirmed, culminating in the landmark discovery of the Higgs boson at

the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in 2012 [1, 2]. Despite this achievement, major unresolved

puzzles persist: the fundamental properties of dark matter and dark energy, the origin of

neutrino masses, and the matter-antimatter asymmetry. These profound questions strongly

suggest that the SM is incomplete, motivating the search for new particles and interactions

predicted by beyond the Standard Model (BSM) theories. High-energy collider experiments

offer a controlled and precisely instrumented environment for these investigations. Yet, despite

extensive efforts, the LHC has not uncovered direct evidence of BSM particles, underscoring

the complexity of such probes.

In light of this challenge, a new paradigm emerged: the dark sector. Instead of assuming that

new particles carry SM gauge charges, this scenario envisions them residing in a separate sector

that interacts with our visible world only through a portal. One of the most compelling and

minimal portals is realized by a dark U(1) gauge boson ZD, which couples to the SM through

kinetic mixing with a SM Abelian gauge boson [3–6]. This approach minimally extends the

gauge principle and introduces a dimension-four mixing operator. If the dark sector particles are

heavier than ZD, ensuring ZD decays exclusively into SM particles, then the ZD phenomenology

depends only on its mass MZD
and the kinetic mixing parameter ε.
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Extensive experimental efforts have tightly constrained the lighter ZD mass range using

various fixed-target, beam-dump, and collider experiments, as well as astrophysical obser-

vations. For 1 MeV ≲ MZD
≲ 30 MeV, a wide range of ε > O(10−9) is excluded at the

2σ level by the supernovae bound [7], beam dump experiments E774 [8], CHARM [9], ν-

Cal [10, 11], and E141 [12], as well as NA64(e) [13], NA48/2 [14], and (g − 2)e [15]. In

the mass window 30 MeV ≲ MZD
≲ 550 MeV, numerous existing and proposed experi-

ments including SHiP [16, 17], FASER/FASER2 [18, 19], NA64(e)++ [13], SeaQuest [20],

HPS [21], MESA [22, 23], and LHeC/FCC-eh [24] are expected to probe ε to O(10−8). For

550 MeV ≲ MZD
≲ 70 GeV, current bounds from LHCb [25], BaBar [26], and CMS [27], as

well as projected sensitivities from Belle-II [28] and FCC-ee [29], indicate that ε can be probed

up to O(10−3). Finally, in the regime 70 GeV ≲ MZD
≲ 1 TeV, the model is constrained by the

Drell-Yan process pp → ZD → ℓ+ℓ− at the LHC and by indirect effects on electroweak precision

observables [30], reaching ε ∼ O(10−2).

However, for a heavy ZD with a mass above 1 TeV, constraints become far weaker. Existing

studies have predominantly focused on proton-proton (pp) colliders via the Drell-Yan process.

At the HL-LHC, with an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1, the projected sensitivity reaches

ε ∼ 10−2 and 0.1 for MZD
= 1 TeV and 2.4 TeV, respectively. A future 100 TeV pp collider

with 3 ab−1 could potentially improve these limits to ε ∼ 4×10−3 and 3×10−2 for the same mass

points. Notably, as MZD
increases, the achievable ε limit becomes larger, making it increasingly

challenging to explore very heavy ZD. Moreover, since a 100 TeV pp collider remains a distant

prospect, exploring alternative approaches to probe such heavy ZD masses deserves serious

consideration.

A multi-TeV muon collider (MuC) [31–33] offers a promising solution. Capable of achieving

multi-TeV center-of-mass (c.m.) energies in a relatively clean environment, the MuC can fully

exploit its collision energy for BSM searches [34–38]. Previous studies have shown that MuCs

excel at probing heavy new particles, surpassing hadron colliders in their kinematic reach.

Recent progress in muon beam cooling [39, 40] and in managing beam-induced backgrounds

(BIBs) [41, 42] has made the MuC increasingly realistic. Although indirect effects of a dark Z

at a MuC have been investigated for moderate masses below about 1.5 TeV [43], direct search

strategies for a heavy ZD at multi-TeV MuCs remain largely unexplored.

One of the most powerful techniques to enhance the discovery potential of a MuC for the

heavy ZD is the recoil mass (mrecoil) method, which takes full advantage of the known initial-

state kinematics in lepton collisions [44–55]. In particular, the associated production channel

µ+µ− → ZDγ is promising: the known c.m. energy and the measured photon energy Eγ de-

termine MZD
via m2

recoil = s− 2
√
sEγ, without assumptions about how ZD decays. This recoil

mass technique cannot be employed at hadron colliders due to unknown initial parton ener-

gies. Furthermore, the ZD → e+e− decay mode provides a complementary mass reconstruction

method via the e+e− invariant mass mee.

While the recoil mass method is well-established, previous analyses typically employed uni-

versal, mass-independent cuts on both mrecoil and mee, without accounting for energy resolution
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effects at the detector level. In this work, we introduce a more refined approach featuring MZD
-

and
√
s-dependent mass cuts. Since a heavier ZD is accompanied by a less energetic photon,

leading to better photon energy resolution [44], we can implement more stringent mrecoil cuts

for heavier ZD. This innovation significantly enhances the ε sensitivity in the heavier mass

regime. Meanwhile, for the ZD → e+e− channel, a lighter ZD produces a lower-energy electron

pair, enabling tighter mee cuts for lighter ZD. Therefore, the interplay of mrecoil- and mee-based

selections ensures robust coverage across a broad MZD
range. Combined with the increasing

cross section of µ+µ− → ZDγ as MZD
approaches

√
s, our method opens a powerful new channel

for probing heavy ZD, marking our primary contribution.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section II, we briefly review the theory of ki-

netically mixed U(1)D. Drawing on the characteristic features of the heavy dark Z, we identify

the golden channels to probe ZD at a multi-TeV MuC. Section III discusses the mass recon-

struction technique in detail, including the introduction of MZD
-dependent resolutions ∆mrecoil

and ∆mee. In Section IV, we present a comprehensive signal-to-background analysis, applying

mass-dependent cuts for both mrecoil and mee and demonstrating the resulting improvements

in ε sensitivity. We then offer sensitivity projections for various MuC energies, highlighting the

complementarity of the jjX and e+e− decay modes across different MZD
regimes, and compare

our results with other future pp colliders. Finally, we conclude in Section V, summarizing our

findings and discussing the implications for future dark sector searches.

II. THEORY OF HEAVY DARK Z AND IDENTIFICATION OF GOLDEN DISCOV-

ERY CHANNELS AT MUON COLLIDERS

In this section, we briefly review the theoretical framework of the dark Z boson (ZD), which

emerges from kinetic mixing with the SM hypercharge gauge field B̃µ. The relevant Lagrangian

terms are given by [6]:

L ⊃ −1

4
B̃µν B̃

µν − 1

4
Z̃Dµν Z̃

µν
D − 1

2

ε

cW
Z̃Dµν B̃

µν +
1

2
M2

D,0 Z̃
µ
D Z̃Dµ , (1)

where B̃µν = ∂µB̃ν − ∂νB̃µ and Z̃µν
D = ∂µZ̃ν

D − ∂νZ̃µ
D, with cW = cos θW being the cosine of the

Weinberg angle θW. For convenience, we define sx = sinx, cx = cosx, and tx = tanx. In order

to probe parameter regions that remain relatively unexplored by current and future collider

experiments, we focus on a heavy dark Z scenario with small kinetic mixing:

MZD
∈ [1, 10] TeV, ε < 10−1. (2)

The mass term in Equation 1 can originate from a Stueckelberg mechanism [56] or a dark

Higgs mechanism [6, 30], but its underlying source does not critically impact the phenomenology

at high-energy colliders. For heavy masses satisfying Equation 2, we introduce a small mass

ratio parameter:

δm =
mZ,0

MD,0

≪ 1, (3)
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where mZ,0 = gv/(2cW) with v ≃ 246 GeV.

The field redefinition of (
Zµ

D,0

Bµ

)
=

(√
1− ε2

c2W
0

ε
cW

1

)(
Z̃µ

D

B̃µ

)
(4)

diagonalizes the kinetic terms of the gauge bosons. After the electroweak symmetry breaking,

the mass-squared matrix in the basis of (Aµ, Zµ
0 , Z

µ
D,0) becomes

M2
V = M2

D,0

 0 0 0

0 δ2m tWδ2mε

0 tWδ2mε 1

+O
(
δ2mε

2
)
, (5)

clearly showing a massless photon eigenstate.

The physical Z and ZD mass eigenstates are obtained through the mixing matrix:(
Z

ZD

)
=

(
cα sα

−sα cα

)(
Z0

ZD,0

)
, (6)

where the mixing angle α is given by

α = −tWδ2mε+O
(
δ4mε
)
. (7)

The masses of the physical Z and ZD are

mZ = mZ,0

[
1− 1

2
t2Wδ2mε

2 +O
(
δ4mε

2
)]

, (8)

MZD
= MD,0

[
1 +

1

2
t2Wδ2mε

2 +O
(
δ4mε

2
)]

.

Thus, Z and ZD are canonically normalized and have well-defined masses.

The interaction Lagrangian for Z and ZD couplings to SM fermions is

−L f
int =

g

cW
ĝfZZ

µf̄γµf + ε
g

cW
ĝfZD

Zµ
Df̄γµf. (9)

The normalized couplings are given by

ĝfZ = T3f −Qfs
2
W − (T3f −Qf )t

2
Wδ2mε

2 +O(δ4mε
2), (10)

ĝfZD
= (T3f −Qf )tW +O(δ2m),

where T3f and Qf are the third component of weak isospin and the electric charge for the

fermion f , respectively. Through the Z and ZD mixing in Equation 6, the dark Z also couples

to W+W− and ZH, where H is the 125 GeV Higgs boson.

With these interaction vertices established, we now turn to the decay channels of ZD. To

facilitate a fair comparison with existing LHC sensitivity limits, we do not consider ZD decays

into BSM states such as dark matter [55, 57]. Instead, we focus solely on decays into SM

5



particles, following the same setup employed in the conventional LHC searches [58–71]. This

approach allows us to clearly demonstrate the improved ε sensitivity at a multi-TeV MuC.

For MZD
> 1 TeV, the dominant ZD decays are into SM fermion pairs, including top quarks.

However, the relative importance of specific decay channels differs significantly from that of the

SM Z boson. For instance, the ratios:

ĝνLZD

ĝνLZ
= tW ≈ 0.548, (11)

ĝeRZD

ĝeRZ
=

1

sWcW
≈ 2.37,

ĝeLZD

ĝeLZ
=

tW
2s2W − 1

≈ −1.02,

show that neutrino modes are relatively suppressed, whereas the decay into an electron-positron

pair is enhanced.

The branching ratios remain nearly constant for MZD
≥ 1 TeV:∑

q

Br(ZD → qq̄) ≈ 0.40, Br(ZD → tt̄) ≈ 0.13, (12)∑
νi

Br(ZD → νiν̄i) ≈ 0.074, Br(ZD → e+e−) ≈ 0.12,

Br(ZD → W+W−) ≈ 0.019, Br(ZD → ZH) ≈ 0.013,

where q = u, d, c, s, b, and νi = νe, νµ, ντ . For MZD
> 1 TeV, we have Br(ZD → e+e−) =

Br(ZD → µ+µ−) = Br(ZD → τ+τ−). We note that the suppression of the neutrino decay

mode, combined with the enhancement of the charged lepton decay channel, distinguishes the

heavy ZD from the SM Z boson.

In light of these decay patterns, we focus on two key modes at the MuC:

ZD → jj +X, ZD → e+e−. (13)

The inclusive dijet mode combines multiple hadronic final states (qq̄, τ+τ−, tt̄, and W+W−),

maximizing the signal event yield and enhancing sensitivity. The e+e− mode, on the other

hand, provides a clean leptonic final state with high-precision momentum measurements and

excellent invariant mass reconstruction. We focus on the e+e− final state rather than the µ+µ−

channel, as the latter faces increased backgrounds at a multi-TeV MuC, notably from additional

vector boson fusion (VBF) processes that produce muons in the final state.

We now examine the production channel of a heavy dark Z at a multi-TeV MuC. Direct

single ZD production via an s-channel resonance is inefficient since it requires
√
s ≈ MZD

.

Although initial state radiation (ISR) can broaden the accessible mass range, this approach

remains more limited at MuCs than at e+e− colliders due to reduced ISR from muons. Instead,

associated production with SM particles through 2 → 2 or 2 → 3 processes is more promising,

as it enables exploration of a wide mass range with MZD
<

√
s while providing additional hard

SM particles that help suppress BIBs.
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Figure 1: Cross sections of heavy dark Z production as a function of MZD
through µ+µ− → ZDγ

(red), µ+µ− → ZDνν̄ (blue), and µ+µ− → ZDµ
+µ− (green) at MuCs with

√
s = 3 TeV (left) and

√
s = 10 TeV (right). The cross sections are normalized by ε2.

Motivated by these considerations, we examine three primary production channels:

µ+µ− → ZDγ, (14)

µ+µ− → ZDνν̄,

µ+µ− → ZDµ
+µ−,

where ν includes all three flavors.

Figure 1 shows the parton-level cross sections (normalized by ε2) as a function of MZD
at

√
s = 3 TeV (left) and

√
s = 10 TeV (right), obtained using MadGraph5-aMC@NLO [72]. For

the ZDγ and ZDµ
+µ− channels, we require pγ,µT ≥ 10 GeV and |ηγ,µ| ≤ 2.5, while for the ZDνν̄

channel we impose Emiss
T ≥ 20 GeV.

At both 3 TeV and 10 TeV MuC energies, the µ+µ− → ZDγ channel typically yields the

largest cross section, followed by µ+µ− → ZDνν̄ and then µ+µ− → ZDµ
+µ−. As MZD

ap-

proaches
√
s, the ZDγ cross section rises sharply because the photon becomes softer, effectively

reducing the process to a 2 → 1 configuration. However, as MZD
nears

√
s, the available phase

space is severely constrained by the pγT > 10 GeV requirement, causing the cross section to drop

precipitously.

This behavior contrasts with Drell-Yan process at pp colliders, where higher MZD
values

result in significantly smaller cross sections due to the limited parton distribution functions

at large momentum fractions. For instance, at a 100 TeV pp collider, σ(pp → ZD)/ε
2 =

140, 0.5, 0.03 pb for MZD
= 1, 5, 10 TeV, respectively.

Among the subdominant channels, µ+µ− → ZDνν̄ benefits from three neutrino flavors and

VBF contributions at high energies [73]. In contrast, µ+µ− → ZDµ
+µ− is suppressed due to the

absence of a Z-Z-ZD vertex, which is required for charged-current VBF processes. Combining

these insights on production and decay, we identify two “golden” discovery modes for heavy ZD

at the MuC: µ+µ− → ZDγ followed by ZD → jj +X or ZD → e+e−. These channels provide

the strongest prospect for discovering a heavy dark Z at future multi-TeV MuCs.
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III. PRECISION MEASUREMENT OF HEAVY DARK Z MASS AT MUON COL-

LIDERS

Having identified two golden channels in the previous section, we now address a key compo-

nent of our analysis: the precise measurement of the heavy ZD mass. Accurate determination

of MZD
is essential for efficient background suppression, thereby forming the backbone of our

analysis strategy.

A common approach to measuring MZD
is to use the resonance peak in the invariant mass

of the ZD decay products. For the ZD → e+e− channel, the invariant mass of the electron-

positron pair (mee) directly provides this resonance. However, this method does not work for

the inclusive dijet mode including ZD → tt̄, ZD → τ+τ−, and ZD → W+W−.

Fortunately, the production channel µ+µ− → ZDγ offers a powerful alternative: measuring

the recoil mass mrecoil of the photon. In the c.m. frame, mrecoil is defined by

m2
recoil = s− 2

√
sEγ = M2

ZD
. (15)

Thus, the heavy dark Z mass is uniquely determined by
√
s and the photon energy. This recoil

mass technique is a well-established method for BSM searches at lepton colliders.

However, many existing studies on mass reconstruction employ a fixed mass window cut

(e.g., |mrecoil,ee −MZD
| < 10 GeV) [46], regardless of MZD

. This simplistic approach overlooks

critical detector effects. At the detector level, the widths of themrecoil andmee distributions vary

significantly with both MZD
and

√
s. This variation arises because the energy resolutions for

the photon, electron, and positron strongly depend on their energies. Consequently, applying

a universal 10 GeV mass window can be problematic: if the resolution exceeds 10 GeV, the

cut may exclude too many signal events; conversely, if the resolution is smaller than 10 GeV,

the cut may be unnecessarily wide, allowing excessive background. Therefore, a more nuanced,

MZD
-dependent approach is necessary to optimize signal selection and background rejection

across the entire MZD
range at a given

√
s.

To illustrate this point, Figure 2 presents the normalized distributions of mrecoil (blue)

and mee (orange) at the detector level for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at
√
s = 3 TeV (upper

panels) and
√
s = 10 TeV (lower panels), obtained using Delphes version 3.5.1 [74] with

the delphes card MuonColliderDet.tcl detector configuration. We observe that as MZD
in-

creases, the mrecoil distribution becomes narrower, while the mee distribution becomes broader.

The behavior of themrecoil distribution is primarily attributed to the photon energy resolution

∆Eγ at the detector. Typically, ∆Eγ is expressed as:

∆Eγ

Eγ

=
a√
Eγ

⊕ b⊕ c

Eγ

, (16)

where Eγ is measured in GeV, and ⊕ denotes addition in quadrature. In the

delphes card MuonColliderDet.tcl, the parameters are set to b = 0.01, c = 0, and a varies

with pseudorapidity as follows: a = 0.156 for |ηγ| ≤ 0.78, a = 0.175 for 0.78 ≤ |ηγ| ≤ 0.83, and

a = 0.151 for 0.83 ≤ |ηγ| ≤ 2.5.
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Figure 2: Normalized distributions of the recoil mass mrecoil (blue) and the e+e− invariant mass mee

(orange) for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at
√
s = 3 TeV (upper panels) and

√
s = 10 TeV (lower panels)

MuC.

Figure 2 shows that, due to this energy resolution, themrecoil distribution is much broader for

lighter MZD
(which corresponds to higher-energy photons) and sharper for heavier MZD

(which

corresponds to lower-energy photons). For example, at a 10 TeV MuC, we find ∆Eγ ≈ 50 GeV

forMZD
= 1 TeV, which is compared to only ∆Eγ ≈ 2 GeV forMZD

= 9.8 TeV. This significant

improvement in resolution at higher masses strongly motivates using MZD
-dependent mass

windows for mrecoil to maximize signal sensitivity.

Interestingly, the mee distribution1 exhibits the opposite behavior, becoming broader for

heavierMZD
as illustrated in Figure 2. Another distinctive feature is its increasingly asymmetric

shape with a pronounced tail toward lower values as MZD
increases. To demonstrate this

asymmetry in detail, Figure 3 shows the mee distribution for MZD
= 6 TeV at a 10 TeV MuC.

Several factors contribute to this asymmetry: the energy and momentum resolutions at the

detector deteriorate for more energetic electrons and positrons; bremsstrahlung losses become

more significant at higher particle energies, shifting the measured energies downward; and final

state radiation (FSR) is particularly pronounced for electrons and positrons due to their low

1 The electron and photon energy resolution parameters are set to be identical in the Delphes card.

9



Figure 3: Normalized distributions of the mee invariant mass for µ+µ− → ZDγ with MZD
= 6 TeV at

the 10 TeV MuC.

mass. Collectively, these effects cause the mee distribution to shift toward lower values and

broaden with increasing MZD
.

These contrasting behaviors of the mrecoil and mee distributions emphasize the importance

of adopting different mass window cuts for each distribution, tailored to MZD
:

|mrecoil −MZD
| < 2∆mrecoil, |mee −MZD

| < 2∆mee. (17)

By optimizing ∆mrecoil and ∆mee according to MZD
and

√
s, we can improve the ε sensitivity

across the full mass range.

To determine the optimal values of ∆mrecoil and ∆mee, we conducted detailed detector-level

simulations at multiple benchmark points of MZD
for 3 TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuC. We

generated parton-level events using MadGraph5, processed them through Pythia 8.307 [75]

for parton showering and hadronization, and finally employed Delphes for detector simula-

tion. The resulting mrecoil and mee distributions were then fitted with Gaussian functions to

characterize their shapes.2 For each MZD
and

√
s, we set ∆mrecoil and ∆mee to be the standard

deviations obtained from the Gaussian fits of the mrecoil and mee distributions, respectively.

Figure 4 displays the extracted ∆mrecoil and ∆mee values as functions of MZD
at

√
s = 3

TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuC. Since the ∆mee values are similar across the three
√
s points

within their kinematically allowed regions, we show only the 10 TeV case. Several key trends

2 For the asymmetric mee distribution, we restricted the Gaussian fit to a window of ±25% around the true

MZD
in the signal event counts. This approach mitigates the impact of the asymmetric tail while accurately

capturing the core of the distribution, a strategy justified by the alignment of the mee peak position with the

true MZD .
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Figure 4: ∆mrecoil and ∆mee, the standard deviations obtained from Gaussian fits to the mrecoil and

mee distributions, as a function of MZD
at the 3 TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuC.

emerge: ∆mrecoil decreases with increasing MZD
, as discussed before. For a given MZD

, higher
√
s yields larger ∆mrecoil, suggesting that the 3 TeV MuC could be more efficient to probe

the heavy ZD within its kinematic reach. In contrast, ∆mee increases with MZD
, reflecting the

degrading resolution for higher-energy electron pairs. Interestingly, ∆mee and ∆mrecoil intersect

around MZD
≃

√
s/2, suggesting a natural division in the mass range where one observable may

outperform the other.

In summary, the dependence of ∆mrecoil and ∆mee on both MZD
and

√
s underscores the

need for mass-dependent selection strategies when searching for heavy dark Z at a multi-TeV

MuC. By applying appropriately tuned mass windows for different MZD
hypotheses, we can

substantially enhance signal sensitivity. These optimized mass window selections will play a

pivotal role in the full signal-to-background analysis presented in the following section.

IV. SIGNAL AND BACKGROUND ANALYSIS

In Section II, we identified two efficient discovery channels for the heavy ZD at multi-TeV

MuCs:

µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ, (18)

µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ. (19)

This section presents a comprehensive analysis of these channels, including background pro-

cesses, simulation methodologies, and sensitivity projections.

For the multi-TeV MuC configuration, we consider the following three configurations [46]:
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•
√
s = 3 TeV with Ltot = 1 ab−1;

•
√
s = 6 TeV with Ltot = 4 ab−1;

•
√
s = 10 TeV with Ltot = 10 ab−1.

The increase in luminosity with c.m. energy is attributed to several factors. At higher
√
s,

the larger Lorentz factor leads to more collimated muon beams and longer muon lifetime.

Additionally, muon beams become tighter due to much less synchrotron radiation at higher

energies [76].

A. Background Processes and Simulation Methodology

We first address a unique challenge of a MuC: beam-induced background (BIB). This back-

ground arises from the decay of unstable muons in the beam, producing high-energy electron

showers that interact with the detector and beamline material, which is particularly severe in

the forward regions of the detector. To mitigate BIB, conical tungsten nozzles have been pro-

posed to absorb most soft BIB particles, thereby restricting forward pseudorapidity coverage.

Our analysis addresses the BIB through a two-fold strategy: we consider all relevant scattering

processes within |η| < 2.5; we apply a hard cut of pT > 100 GeV on the leading jet or elec-

tron to suppress soft BIB particles. This approach allows us to focus on the most significant

background contributions without explicitly modeling BIB in our simulations.

The primary hard scattering background processes are µ+µ− → jjγ for the inclusive dijet

mode and µ+µ− → e+e−γ for the e+e− mode. The detector coverage within |η| < 2.5 introduces

additional background channels for both signal modes, including µ+µ− → W+W−γ, µ+µ− →
τ+τ−γ, µ+µ− → tt̄γ, and µ+µ− → ZZγ.

Background cross sections in units of fb

Processes
√
s = 3 TeV

√
s = 6 TeV

√
s = 10 TeV

µ+µ− → jjγ 5.01× 10 1.40× 10 5.44

µ+µ− → e+e−γ 9.31 2.75 1.10

µ+µ− → W+W−γ 2.55× 10 1.01× 10 4.86

µ+µ− → τ+τ−γ 5.37 1.63 6.67× 10−1

µ+µ− → tt̄γ 3.24 1.07 4.58× 10−1

µ+µ− → ZZγ 2.25 8.30× 10−1 3.82× 10−1

Table I: Background cross sections at the 3 TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuCs. We imposed cuts on the

photon with pγT > 20 GeV and |ηγ | < 2.5. For the decay products of the heavy ZD, we additionally

imposed pj1,e1T > 100 GeV, pj2,e2T > 20 GeV, and |ηj,e| < 2.5.
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To assess these background processes, we performed parton-level calculations using

MadGraph5-aMC@NLO [72] version 3.5.1. Table I presents the resulting cross sections at

3 TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuCs. For each background process at a given
√
s, we generated

5 × 105 events. We apply selection cuts requiring pγT > 20 GeV and |ηγ| < 2.5 for photons,

along with pj1,e1T > 100 GeV, pj2,e2T > 20 GeV, and |ηj,e| < 2.5 for the leading and subleading

jets or electrons (ordered by descending pT ).

The results indicate that cross sections decrease with increasing c.m. energy across all back-

ground processes. The µ+µ− → jjγ process exhibits the highest cross section at all collision

energies. Although µ+µ− → W+W−γ has the second-largest cross section, its contribution

is to be suppressed by the branching ratios of W → jj or W → eν. For the e+e− mode,

µ+µ− → e+e−γ is the dominant background process. The µ+µ− → τ+τ−γ process has a slightly

smaller cross section than µ+µ− → e+e−γ due to the heavier tau mass. The µ+µ− → tt̄γ and

µ+µ− → ZZγ processes have relatively low cross sections.

Building on these parton-level insights, we implemented a comprehensive multi-step simu-

lation process for both signal and background events at the detector level. The process begins

with parton-level event generation using MadGraph5-aMC@NLO, followed by parton shower-

ing and hadronization with PYTHIA version 8.307 [75]. For detector simulation, we employed

DELPHES. Jet reconstruction was performed using the inclusive Valencia algorithm [77, 78]

with a jet radius of R = 0.5 and pT > 20 GeV within the FastJet framework [79]. The Valen-

cia algorithm is particularly well-suited for high-energy lepton collider environments due to its

effectiveness in handling ISR and BIBs through its beam jet concept.

B. Inclusive Two-Jet Signal Analysis

We first analyze the inclusive dijet mode, µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ, implementing the following

basic selection criteria for both signal and background events:

• Nj ≥ 2 and Nγ ≥ 1 with pj,γT > 20 GeV and |ηj,γ| < 2.5;

• pj1T > 100 GeV;

• Veto leptons that have pT > 20 GeV and |η| < 2.5, i.e., Ne = Nµ = 0.

The lepton veto ensures orthogonality between the dijet and e+e− samples, enabling indepen-

dent analysis of the two channels.

To optimize background suppression in the inclusive dijet mode, we examine two key kine-

matic observables: the photon recoil mass mrecoil and the leading jet invariant mass mj1 . Fig-

ure 5 displays these distributions for both signal and backgrounds at the 3 TeV MuC after

applying the basic selection. For the signal benchmarks, we set ε = 0.01 and examine MZD
val-

ues of 1, 2, and 2.7 TeV in the mrecoil distribution, while considering 1 and 2.9 TeV for the mj1

distribution. The background contributions are presented as stacked histograms to facilitate

direct comparison with the signal.
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Figure 5: Distributions of the recoil mass of the photon, mrecoil, (left) and the invariant mass of the

leading jet, mj1 , (right), for the signal and backgrounds at the 3 TeV MuC after basic selection. For

the signal (red solid lines) with ε = 0.01, we consider MZD
= 1 TeV, 2 TeV, and 2.7 TeV in the mrecoil

distribution, and MZD
= 1 TeV (solid) and 2.9 TeV (dashed) in the mj1 distribution. Backgrounds

are shown as stacked histograms for direct comparison.

The mrecoil distribution reveals distinct features between signal and background events. The

signal shows a characteristic narrow peak that becomes sharper for higher MZD
values. In

contrast, the background distributions remain nearly flat within the signal peak region. This

clear distinction suggests an effective strategy: applying an optimized mrecoil cut around the

signal peak.

Themj1 distribution provides complementary discrimination power. For signal events, we ob-

serve substantial nonzero mj1 values that increase with MZD
, as shown by comparing the distri-

butions for MZD
= 1 TeV and 2.9 TeV. This correlation arises from the characteristic behavior

of high-energy jets, where the differential cross-section follows dσ/dm2
j ∼ αs/m

2
j ln(E

2
j /m

2
j) [80].

While following this trend, the signal’s mj distribution remains relatively smooth. In contrast,

the background mj1 distributions exhibit distinctive peaks near mW , mZ , and mt. These peaks

originate from highly collimated decay products (R < 0.4) reconstructed as single jets from W ,

Z, and top quark decays, respectively. Among the background processes, the µ+µ− → W+W−γ

channel produces the most prominent peak at mj1 ∼ mW . Therefore, vetoing events with mj1

in the vicinity of mW effectively suppresses this background contribution.

To quantify the effectiveness of our selection strategy, we present the cut-flow of cross sections

for µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ at a 3 TeVMuC in Table II. This table includes the signal significance

S, calculated for a total integrated luminosity of Ltot = 1 ab−1, using the following formula [81]:

S =

√
2

[
(ns + nb) ln

(
ns + nb

nb

)
− ns

]
, (20)

where ns and nb denote the number of signal and background events, respectively.

For the detailed cut-flow analysis, we examine two MZD
hypotheses with ε = 0.01: MZD

=
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Cut-flow of cross sections (fb) for µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ at a 3 TeV MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1

MZD = 1 TeV & ε = 0.01

Cut ZD(→ jj)γ jjγ W+W−γ τ+τ−γ tt̄γ S1 ab−1

Basic 7.69× 10−3 1.42× 10 1.15× 10 1.08 1.86 4.47× 10−2

|mj1 −mW | > 20 GeV 6.34× 10−3 1.20× 10 3.75 1.08 1.51 4.64× 10−2

|mrecoil −MZD | < 2∆mrecoil 3.47× 10−3 9.37× 10−2 8.47× 10−2 1.01× 10−2 1.29× 10−2 2.40× 10−1

MZD = 2.7 TeV & ε = 0.01

|mrecoil −MZD | < 2∆mrecoil 3.12× 10−2 3.32× 10−2 6.22× 10−3 4.20× 10−3 7.72× 10−3 3.96

Table II: Cut-flow of cross sections in units of fb for the signal µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ with ε = 0.01

and MZD
= 1 TeV and 2.7 TeV at the 3 TeV MuC. The significance S1 ab−1 is calculated assuming an

integrated luminosity of 1 ab−1. Note that ∆mrecoil and ∆mee values depend on MZD
.

1 TeV and 2.7 TeV. Since the cut-flow results up to the mj1 cut are nearly identical for both

masses, we present the complete cut-flow only for MZD
= 1 TeV, showing just the final result

for MZD
= 2.7 TeV. We include all background processes except µ+µ− → ZZγ, which we

exclude due to its negligible cross section.

The cut-flow results in Table II demonstrate the progressive improvement of our signal

selection. After basic selection, the jjγ and W+W−γ backgrounds dominate, yielding a

low initial signal significance of approximately 0.02. The W veto, achieved by requiring

|mj1 − mW | > 20 GeV, proves moderately effective, suppressing about 67% of the W+W−γ

background. The most substantial improvement comes from the mrecoil cut, which significantly

suppresses all backgrounds while largely preserving the signal, demonstrating the power of the

recoil mass as a discriminating variable.

Nevertheless, our final selection achieves only about 0.24σ significance for MZD
= 1 TeV

and ε = 0.01, far below the detection level. In contrast, the heavier ZD case (MZD
= 2.7 TeV)

reaches a dramatic enhancement in significance to 4.3σ, approaching the discovery threshold.

This substantial improvement over the MZD
= 1 TeV case primarily stems from the difference

in ∆mrecoil: at the 3 TeV MuC, ∆mrecoil = 16.3 GeV for MZD
= 1 TeV, compared to ∆mrecoil =

1.66 GeV for MZD
= 2.7 TeV. At a given c.m. energy, therefore, heavier ZD achieves higher

discovery significance.

To explore the effects of higher c.m. energy, we extend our analysis to a 10 TeV MuC with

a total integrated luminosity of 10 ab−1, as presented in Table III. As in our 3 TeV analysis,

we omit the negligible ZZγ background and focus on the remaining significant background

processes.

We examine two MZD
hypotheses with ε = 0.01: MZD

= 1 TeV and 9.7 TeV. The results
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Cut-flow of cross sections [fb] for µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ at a 10 TeV MuC with Ltot = 10 ab−1

MZD = 1 TeV & ε = 0.01

Cut ZD(→ jj)γ jjγ W+W−γ τ+τ−γ tt̄γ S10 ab−1

Basic 5.09× 10−4 1.21 1.86 1.37× 10−1 2.91× 10−1 2.69× 10−2

|mj1 −mW | > 20 GeV 4.02× 10−4 9.25× 10−1 5.14× 10−1 1.33× 10−1 2.78× 10−1 2.93× 10−2

|mrecoil −MZD | < 2∆mrecoil 2.28× 10−4 4.55× 10−2 9.00× 10−2 4.49× 10−3 9.23× 10−3 5.85× 10−2

MZD = 9.7 TeV & ε = 0.01

|mrecoil −MZD | < 2∆mrecoil 1.18× 10−2 3.18× 10−3 9.43× 10−4 3.95× 10−4 1.20× 10−3 12.4

Table III: Cut-flow of the cross sections in units of fb for the signal µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ with ε = 0.01

and MZD
= 1 TeV, 9.7 TeV at the 10 TeV MuC. The significance S10 ab−1 is calculated considering an

integrated luminosity of 10 ab−1. Note that ∆mrecoil and ∆mee values depend on MZD
.

reveal a striking contrast between lighter and heavier ZD scenarios. For MZD
= 1 TeV, both

signal and background cross sections decrease compared to the 3 TeV case, resulting in a reduced

final significance of only 0.058σ. This decline illustrates the challenge of detecting lighter ZD

at higher collision energies. In contrast, the MZD
= 9.7 TeV case demonstrates the unique

potential of high-energy MuCs for heavy ZD searches, achieving a dramatic enhancement in

significance to 12.4σ. This remarkable improvement arises from three factors: the enhanced

signal cross section after basic selection (approximately 2.44 × 10−2 fb), the much narrower

∆mrecoil of about 1.77 GeV enabling highly efficient background suppression, and the ten times

higher integrated luminosity (10 ab−1) compared to the 3 TeV MuC. These results underscore

the complementarity of different collision energies in exploring the MZD
parameter space, with

higher-energy MuCs excelling at probing heavier ZD masses.

C. Analysis of the ZD → e+e− Channel

We now analyze the e+e− mode, µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ, beginning with the following basic

selection criteria:

• Ne = 2 and Nγ ≥ 1 with pT > 20 GeV and |ηe,γ| < 2.5;

• pe1T > 100 GeV;

• Veto jets or muons that have pT > 20 GeV and |η| < 2.5, i.e., Nj = Nµ = 0.

The jet and muon veto ensures that our e+e− sample remains distinct from the inclusive dijet

mode.
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Figure 6: Distributions of the invariant mass of the e+e− pair (left) and the total energy of the e+e−γ

system, Eeeγ , (right) for the signal and backgrounds at the 3 TeV MuC after the basic selection. For

the signal (red solid lines), we set ε = 0.01 and consider MZD
= 1, 2, 2.7 TeV for the mee distribution,

and MZD
= 1, 2.7 TeV for the Eeeγ distribution. Backgrounds are shown as stacked histograms for

direct comparison.

To optimize our background suppression strategy in the e+e− mode, we examine two key

kinematic observables: the invariant mass of the electron-positron pair (mee) and the total

energy of the e+e−γ system (Eeeγ). Figure 6 presents these distributions for both signal and

backgrounds at the 3 TeV MuC after applying the basic selection. Note that the recoil mass

distribution is nearly identical to that in the jjX mode, as shown in Figure 5. In Figure 6, we

consider the signal with ε = 0.01 for three mass hypotheses (MZD
= 1, 2, 2.7 TeV) in the mee

distribution and two mass hypotheses (MZD
= 1, 2.7 TeV) in the Eeeγ distribution.

The mee distribution exhibits clear signal features: a resonance peak whose width increases

with MZD
. In contrast, the background mee distribution remains smooth across each signal

peak region, suggesting that a narrow mee cut would effectively suppress the background while

maintaining signal efficiency.

The Eeeγ distribution reveals another distinctive feature: both the signal and the irreducible

background (µ+µ− → e+e−γ) peak at
√
s. This behavior occurs because these processes pro-

duce only e+e−γ in the final state, retaining most of the collision energy despite small losses

to FSR. In contrast, reducible background processes, which produce additional particles, ex-

hibit significant energy loss in the e+e−γ system. This characteristic suggests that requiring

Eeeγ > 0.9
√
s would efficiently suppress all the reducible backgrounds.

To quantify the impact of the Eeeγ cut, we present a preliminary cut-flow analysis in Table IV

for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at a 3 TeV MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1. We examine two benchmark

points with ε = 0.01: MZD
= 1 TeV and MZD

= 2.7 TeV. After basic selection, the irreducible

background µ+µ− → e+e−γ dominates, exceeding the signal by factors of approximately 1000

and 100 for MZD
= 1 TeV and MZD

= 2.7 TeV, respectively. The Eeeγ > 0.9
√
s cut proves

highly effective in suppressing the µ+µ− → W+W−γ background, reducing its cross section to
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Preliminary cut-flow of cross sections [fb] for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at a 3 TeV MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1

Cut
Backgrounds MZD = 1 TeV MZD = 2.7 TeV

e+e−γ W+W−γ ZD(→ e+e−)γ S1 ab−1 ZD(→ e+e−)γ S1 ab−1

Basic 2.14 1.32× 10−1 1.10× 10−3 2.28× 10−2 1.07× 10−2 2.22× 10−1

Eeeγ > 0.9
√
s 2.11 7.85× 10−3 1.09× 10−3 2.37× 10−2 1.06× 10−2 2.30× 10−1

Table IV: Preliminary cut-flow of cross sections (fb) for the signal µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ with ε = 0.01

and MZD
= 1 TeV, 2.7 TeV at the 3 TeV MuC. The significance S1,ab−1 is calculated assuming an

integrated luminosity of 1 ab−1.

approximately 6% of its value before applying this cut.

Final selection results for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at a 3 TeV MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1

mrecoil cut mee cut combined

σsig [fb] S1 ab−1 σsig [fb] S1 ab−1 σsig [fb] S1 ab−1

MZD
= 1 TeV 6.01× 10−4 1.69× 10−1 6.88× 10−4 3.75× 10−1 3.79× 10−4 3.04× 10−1

MZD
= 2.7 TeV 5.91× 10−3 2.12 5.71× 10−3 7.37× 10−1 3.23× 10−3 1.61

Table V: Signal cross sections and significances for µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ at a 3 TeV MuC with

Ltot = 1 ab−1, shown for MZD
= 1 TeV and MZD

= 2.7 TeV. We fixed ε = 0.01. Results are presented

after basic selection, Eeeγ > 0.9
√
s cut, and three final selection criteria: (1) mrecoil cut, (2) mee cut,

and (3) combined cut applying both conditions.

With the preliminary cuts established, a crucial question arises: should we apply a cut on

mrecoil, mee, or both? The choice is non-trivial since the optimized mass window cuts for mrecoil

and mee show opposite behaviors with respect to MZD
. For a comparative analysis of these final

selection strategies, Table V presents the signal significance of three different final selections:

(1) mrecoil cut only, (2) mee cut only, and (3) combined cut applying both conditions. The basic

selection and Eeeγ > 0.9
√
s cut from Table IV have been applied.

For lighter ZD (MZD
= 1 TeV), themee cut alone proves most efficient, yielding a significance

2.2 times that achieved with the mrecoil cut alone. This aligns with the opposite behavior of

∆mrecoil and ∆mee with respect to MZD
, as illustrated in Figure 4. Notably, the mee cut also

outperforms the combined cut, achieving a significance about 20% higher.

For heavier ZD (MZD
= 2.7 TeV), the situation reverses. The mrecoil cut alone is most

effective, achieving a significance of approximately 2.41 for ε = 0.01. This value is 2.9 times

that obtained with the mee cut alone and 1.4 times that achieved with the combined cut.
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Figure 7: 2σ sensitivity contours for detecting a dark Z boson at different MuC energies through the

processes µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ (left) and µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ (right). The results for the 3 TeV

MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1, 6 TeV MuC with Ltot = 4 ab−1, and 10 TeV MuC with Ltot = 10 ab−1 are

shown in blue, orange, and green, respectively. For the e+e− mode, solid lines denote results based on

the mrecoil cut, while dashed lines denote those based on the mee cut.

D. Combined Results

In this final subsection, we present comprehensive results of 2σ and 5σ sensitivity projec-

tions in the (MZD
, ε) parameter space by combining the inclusive dijet and e+e− modes. Our

analysis is based on detailed detector-level simulations, as described in the previous sections.

To systematically explore the parameter space, we selected benchmark points with ε = 0.01:

12 values of MZD
for the 3 TeV MuC, another 12 for the 6 TeV MuC, and 20 values for the 10

TeV MuC. For each MZD
benchmark point, we generated 5× 104 signal events. Since ε affects

only the total signal rate while preserving the distribution shape, we can efficiently explore the

full (MZD
, ε) parameter space by scaling the signal cross section according to ε2.

We first present the 2σ sensitivity contours in Figure 7, shown separately for the ZD → jjX

mode (left panel) and ZD → e+e− mode (right panel). We examine three MuC configurations:
√
s = 3 TeV with Ltot = 1 ab−1 (blue),

√
s = 6 TeV with Ltot = 4 ab−1 (orange), and

√
s =

10 TeV with Ltot = 10 ab−1 (green).

For the jjX mode, the results are based on the cut-flow outlined in Table II. Our anal-

ysis reveals two universal trends. First, the ε sensitivity limit as a function of MZD
exhibits

a consistent shape across all c.m. energies, improving rapidly with increasing MZD
. This en-

hancement stems from the increasing cross section and tighter mrecoil cuts enabled by heavier

MZD
. Second, the ε sensitivity extends to higher MZD

values as the collision energy increases,

a direct consequence of the expanded kinematic phase space.

For the e+e− mode, we present two sets of results: one based on the mrecoil cut (solid lines)

and another on the mee cut (dashed lines). Both cuts yield similar trends in ε sensitivity,

improving as MZD
increases. The mee cut enhances ε sensitivity for heavier MZD

, even though
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our optimized cut on themee distribution becomes weaker. This is primarily due to the increased

signal cross section for heavier ZD masses, as shown in Figure 1.

While the ε sensitivity as a function of MZD
shows similar behavior for both mrecoil and

mee cuts, their actual values differ significantly across the MZD
range. For lighter MZD

values,

the mee selection consistently outperforms the mrecoil selection across all collision energies. For

instance, at MZD
= 1 TeV in the 3 TeV MuC, the 2σ sensitivity limit on ε improves from

0.036 with the mrecoil selection to 0.025 with the mee selection. This advantage becomes more

pronounced at higher energies; for example, at 10 TeV, the mee selection achieves a sensitivity

limit of 0.030, about 2.8 times better than the mrecoil selection limit of 0.085. These results

demonstrate the superiority of the mee selection for lighter MZD
. Conversely, for heavier MZD

values, the mrecoil selection becomes more effective.

The 2σ sensitivity contours for the mee and mrecoil selections intersect near MZD
≃

√
s/2.

Based on this feature, we implement the mee selection for MZD
<

√
s/2 and the mrecoil selection

for MZD
>

√
s/2 in the e+e− mode.

Finally, we combine the two processes, µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ and µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ.

Statistical independence between the two measurements is ensured by the lepton veto in the

inclusive dijet signal and the jet and muon veto in the e+e− mode. Assuming Gaussian distribu-

tions, we approximate the combined significance as Stot ≃
√

S2
jjX + S2

ee, where SjjX (See) is the

significance from the jjX (e+e−) mode. This approach enables efficient computation of the 2σ

and 5σ sensitivity limits across the entire parameter space. While a Poisson distribution would

be more appropriate given the low event count, our explicit calculations for several benchmark

points show that Fisher’s method for combining p-values from the Poisson distribution yields

results nearly identical to the Gaussian approximation, differing by only a few percent.

Figure 8 presents our final results, combining the inclusive dijet and e+e− modes. The solid

and dashed lines show the 2σ and 5σ sensitivity contours as a function of MZD
, respectively.

Results for different MuC configurations are shown in distinct colors: blue for the 3 TeV

MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1, orange for 6 TeV with Ltot = 4 ab−1, and green for 10 TeV with

Ltot = 10 ab−1. For comparison, we include the 2σ sensitivity limits on ε from previous studies

of the HL-LHC (
√
s = 14 TeV, Ltot = 3 ab−1) and a 100 TeV pp collider (Ltot = 3 ab−1) [30].

Our analysis demonstrates the advantages of combining different decay modes to enhance

the sensitivity to the coupling strength ε of the ZD boson. For MZD
= 1 TeV at the 3 TeV

MuC, while the e+e− decay mode alone can probe down to ε = 2.46× 10−2 at 2σ significance,

the combination of jjX and e+e− modes improves this limit to ε = 2.19×10−2, representing an

11% enhancement in sensitivity. At the 6 TeV and 10 TeV MuC, combining the two channels for

MZD
= 1 TeV yields more modest improvements of approximately 3.5% and 2%, respectively.

For the heaviest accessible cases (MZD
=

√
s− 100 GeV) at each collision energy, combining

both channels allows us to reach ε = 3.9×10−3 at the 3 TeV MuC, ε = 2.7×10−3 at the 6 TeV

MuC, and ε = 2.1 × 10−3 at the 10 TeV MuC. Relative to the ε sensitivity limit in the e+e−

mode alone (see Figure 7), the addition of the inclusive dijet mode improves the sensitivity by

approximately 6.4%, 5.8%, and 4.8% at the 3 TeV, 6 TeV, and 10 TeV MuC, respectively.
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Figure 8: 2σ (solid lines) and 5σ (dashed lines) sensitivity contours for detecting a dark Z boson at

different MuC energies, combining the processes µ+µ− → ZD(→ jjX)γ and µ+µ− → ZD(→ e+e−)γ.

The results for the 3 TeV MuC with Ltot = 1 ab−1, 6 TeV with Ltot = 4 ab−1, and 10 TeV with

Ltot = 10 ab−1 are shown in blue, orange, and green, respectively. The 2σ sensitivity limit of ε at the

HL-LHC (
√
s = 14 TeV, Ltot = 3 ab−1) and at a 100 TeV pp collider (Ltot = 3 ab−1) [30] are also

shown.

Although the improvements from combining two channels are modest, they provide mean-

ingful enhancements to our search sensitivity. The consistent gains across different energies and

masses demonstrate the value of the multi-channel approach and motivate further refinement

of these techniques in future analyses.

Finally, we compare our results with the sensitivity projections for the HL-LHC (
√
s =

14 TeV, Ltot = 3 ab−1) and a 100 TeV pp collider (Ltot = 3 ab−1) [30]. For MZD
= 1 TeV,

the HL-LHC can achieve a sensitivity limit of ε ∼ 10−2, while the 100 TeV pp collider reaches

ε ∼ 4.3× 10−3. For this relatively light MZD
, both hadron colliders outperform the MuC.

However, as MZD
increases, the MuC demonstrates significant advantages. In comparison

with the 3 TeV MuC, the HL-LHC achieves comparable ε sensitivity at MZD
= 1.5 TeV,

while the 100 TeV pp collider reaches similar sensitivity at MZD
= 2 TeV. Beyond these mass

points, the sensitivity of both hadron colliders deteriorates rapidly, with their reach limited to

MZD
≃ 2.7 TeV for ε = 0.1. In contrast, the multi-TeV MuC becomes increasingly effective

at probing heavier MZD
values within its kinematic reach. This superior performance persists

across different MuC energies, establishing the MuC as a promising facility for exploring heavy

dark Z bosons.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have explored the discovery potential of multi-TeV muon colliders (MuCs)

for a heavy dark Z boson (ZD) through the associated production channel µ+µ− → ZDγ. This

production mechanism is central to our approach, as it enables precise MZD
reconstruction

through the recoil mass technique with well-measured photon energy. We focused on two decay

modes, ZD → jjX and ZD → e+e−, and demonstrated that MuCs operating at 3, 6, and 10

TeV with integrated luminosities of 1, 4, and 10 ab−1, respectively, can significantly improve

sensitivity to the kinetic mixing parameter ε over a broad ZD mass range—particularly above

1 TeV—compared to hadron colliders.

A key advancement in our analysis lies in the optimized implementation of mass-dependent

cuts on both the recoil mass (mrecoil) and the invariant mass of the electron-positron pair (mee).

Rather than employing fixed mass windows, we introduced MZD
-dependent resolutions ∆mrecoil

and ∆mee to account for the energy-dependent detector response. This consideration is crucial

because detector energy resolution deteriorates for more energetic photons and electrons. Since

a lighter ZD results in a more energetic photon but less energetic electrons, this approach offers

clear advantages: for lighter ZD masses, an mee-based selection achieves superior sensitivity,

while for heavier ZD, the mrecoil-based selection becomes more effective. Indeed, the stringent

mrecoil cut enables the multi-TeV MuC to attain significantly high ε sensitivity for heavier ZD.

For the ZD → e+e− mode, we identified a natural crossover point at MZD
≃

√
s/2, where the

mee-based selection performs better below this mass and the mrecoil-based selection excels above

it. This strategy enhances sensitivity across the entire mass spectrum.

The combination of jjX and e+e− decay channels further improves the overall sensitivity.

While for MZD
≲ 2 TeV, the sensitivity gains at MuCs are comparable to those at the HL-

LHC or a 100 TeV pp collider, our strategy achieves ε sensitivity down to O(10−3) as MZD

approaches
√
s, substantially outperforming any future hadron colliders. These results demon-

strate the fundamental advantages of MuCs—the ability to fully exploit the c.m. energy and

provide cleaner final states—enabling them to surpass hadron collider performance for heavier

ZD masses.

Looking ahead, these findings underscore the promise of MuCs in probing heavy dark sec-

tors that remain inaccessible at hadron colliders. The photon recoil mass technique remains

effective even when ZD decays into dark sector particles. As detector simulations, reconstruc-

tion algorithms, and statistical tools continue to advance, MuCs will likely achieve even greater

sensitivity. These developments establish the multi-TeV MuC as a pivotal facility for deepening

our understanding of the dark sector.
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