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Abstract

It has been recently known that we can use beams of future lepton colliders, the
International Linear Collider (ILC), the Compact Linear Collider (CLIC), and the
muon collider, for beam dump experiment if a shield and a detector are installed
behind the beam dump. We study the prospect of searching for leptophilic gauge bosons
(LGBs) in association with U(1)Le−Lµ , U(1)Le−Lτ , and U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge symmetries at
such lepton beam dump experiments. We perform a detailed calculation of the event
rates of the LGB events, taking into account bremsstrahlung and pair-annihilation
processes. We show that the lepton beam dump experiments at future lepton colliders
can reach parameter regions which are not been covered.
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1 Introduction

While the standard model (SM) successfully explains most of the electroweak-scale phenom-
ena, it is widely believed that there exists physics beyond the standard model (BSM). To
search for the BSM particles, the high energy collider experiments with lepton beam, such as
the International Linear Collider (ILC) [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6], the Compact Linear Collider (CLIC)
[7], and the muon collider [8], are highly appreciated as prominent candidates of future
collider experiments. One advantage of lepton colliders is that elementary processes at the
interaction point and the background are well understood, so the lepton collider experiments
are suited for the precision test of the high energy physics like Higgs properties.

In recent years, it has been pointed out that the high-energy lepton collider experiments
can be also used for beam dump experiments, a kind of fixed target experiment [9, 10].
In this experiment, beam is injected into a beam dump, then new particles are produced
through the interactions between the beam and the material in the beam dump. Since
one of the initial states is a fixed target, the luminosity is greatly increased and the beam
dump experiment has an advantage to search for feebly interacting particles compared to the
collider experiments. In addition, the beam dump experiment at the future lepton collider
has several advantages compared to fixed target experiments in the past: high energy beam
(> O(100) GeV) and a large amount of the initial-state leptons. Due to these advantages,
it has been shown that the beam dump experiment using the ILC beam can cover the
parameter regions of long-lived BSM particles where the previous experiments could not
explore [9, 11, 12, 13].

Among various possibilities of BSM physics, in this paper, we concentrate on gauge bosons
in association with new U(1) gauge symmetries coupled to the difference of the lepton-
family numbers, U(1)Le−Lµ , U(1)Le−Lτ , and U(1)Lµ−Lτ [14, 15, 16, 17]. These new U(1)
gauge symmetries can be introduced without quantum anomaly. We call the gauge bosons
of our interest as leptophilic gauge bosons (LGBs). The phenomenology of leptophilic U(1)
gauge symmetry have been intensively discussed; relevant subjects include neutrino physics
[18, 19, 20, 21, 22], muon anomalous magnetic moment [23, 24], dark matter [25, 26, 27], and
so on. These LGBs can be long-lived in some parameter regions so they may be detected
by the beam dump experiment. Ref. [13] considered the search for LGBs in the ILC beam
dump experiment and show that the ILC beam dump experiment can explore the parameter
region which is still viable. In particular, for the case of U(1)Lµ−Lτ , the ILC beam dump
experiment can cover part of the regions where the LGB alleviates the Hubble tension [28].
In Ref. [13], only the effect of the e− beam particle was taken into account. However, there
can occur scattering processes using the secondary e±’s and µ±’s. In addition, the LGB can
be produced via the annihilation process between the energetic beam or secondary e+ and
the atomic e−. These processes, which also contribute to the production of the LGB, are
considered in the present study.

In this paper, we consider the possibility to search for the LGBs with the beam dump
experiments using energetic beams of lepton colliders. We study in detail the production
processes of LGBs as well as the detection efficiency and obtain the discovery reach. We
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take into account the production processes of LGBs which have not been considered in the
previous analysis: the secondary e± and µ± bremsstrahlung process and the positron e+

annihilation process. The cross section of the annihilation process can be larger than that of
the bremsstrahlung process in some parameter space, so the sensitivity can be improved by
this process. Furthermore, since the LGB of U(1)Lµ−Lτ model does not couple to e± at tree
level, the the effects of secondary µ± may be non-negligible. We also consider the search for
LGBs using the muon beam of the muon colliders.

The organization of this paper is as follows. We introduce the U(1)Li−Lj (i, j = e, µ, τ)
models in Sec. 2 and the beam dump experiment in Sec. 3. Then we explain the calculation
of the event rate in Sec. 4. We show the discovery reaches for the each model in the lepton
beam dump experiments in Sec. 5 and Sec. 6. Sec. 7 is devoted for summary and discussion.

2 Model

We consider the U(1)Li−Lj (i, j = e, µ, τ) models, where Li is the lepton i number. The
charge assignment for the lepton ` is

Q` ≡


1 : ` = i,

−1 : ` = j,
0 : otherwise.

(2.1)

These U(1) extensions are gauge anomaly free without new particles, and we do not introduce
new matter particles charged under the U(1)Li−Lj symmetry for simplicity.#1 Furthermore,
we assume that the U(1)Li−Lj symmetry is spontaneously broken and that the LGB is
massive; the Higgs field responsible for the spontaneous breaking of U(1)Li−Lj is assumed to
be heavy enough so that it does not affect the following discussion. Then the relevant part
of the Lagrangian for our study is given by

L =− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
XµνX

µν − ε0
2
XµνF

µν +
1

2
m2
A′A

′
µA
′µ + eAµJ

µ
EM

+ g′A′µJ
µ
DS + g′A′µ

∑
`=e,µ,τ

Q`

(
¯̀γµ`+ ν̄`γ

µPLν`
)

+ · · ·, (2.2)

where PL ≡ 1
2
(1− γ5), Aµ (A′µ) is the photon (the LGB) and Fµν (Xµν) is its field strength.

In Eq. (2.2), the third term is the tree-level kinetic mixing term. There is also a 1-
loop contribution to the kinetic mixing, as is shown in Fig. 1. Then, the effective mixing
parameter, which is used to calculate the decay rate of the LGB, is given by

ε ≡ ε0 + ∆ε, (2.3)

#1When we introduce new particle which is charged under the U(1)Li−Lj symmetry and singlet of the
SM symmetries, this new particles can be a dark matter candidate [25, 26, 27]. The existence of this new
particle may affect the sensitivity of the LGB in the beam dump experiment because the LGB may decay
into this new particle, which cannot be detected. To search for this kind of particles in the dark sector, we
should use the other type of the fixed target experiment setup, like LDMX [29].
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γ A′

i j

Figure 1: 1-loop induced kinetic mixing between photon and leptophilic gauge boson via
exchanging the corresponding charged leptons.

where

∆ε =
eg′

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx x(1− x) ln
m2
j −m2

A′x(1− x)

m2
i −m2

A′x(1− x)
. (2.4)

After diagonalizing the kinetic terms of gauge bosons, the Lagrangian contains the following
interaction:

L 3 −εeA′µJ
µ
EM . (2.5)

In order to reduce the unknown parameter, we set the tree-level kinetic mixing parameter
to be zero, i.e., ε0 = 0. Then the interactions between the LGB and the electromagnetic
current suffer the 1-loop suppression.

The interactions between LGB and SM particles can be denoted as

L 3 −
∑
`

(
g` ¯̀/A

′`+ gν` ν̄` /A
′PLν`

)
, (2.6)

where

−gi = gj = g′, g 6̀=i,j = εe, − gνi = gνj = g′, gν` 6=i,j = 0. (2.7)

In the case of the U(1)Le−Lµ and U(1)Le−Lτ models, the LGB couples with e via the gauge
interaction. On the other hand, in the case of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model, the LGB couples with
µ and τ flavor leptons at tree level and with e at only loop level.

Through these interactions, the LGB can decay into the SM particles when the decay
mode is kinematically allowed. The LGB’s partial decay rates to the charged lepton pair are
given by

Γ(A′ → `+`−) =


g′2

12π
mA′

√
1− 4m2

`

m2
A′

(
1 +

2m2
l

m2
A′

)
: ` = i, j,

(εe)2

12π
mA′

√
1− 4m2

l

m2
A′

(
1 +

2m2
l

m2
A′

)
: otherwise,

(2.8)
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Figure 2: The branching ratios for the U(1)Le−Lµ gauge boson (left) and the U(1)Le−Lτ gauge
boson (right). (Notice that the branching ratios for the e± and the neutrino final states are
very close and hence they are indistinguishable in the fitures.)
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(a) Branching Ratio
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Figure 3: The decay properties of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ gauge boson. (a) the branching ratio (b)
the decay length cτ , where τ is the lifetime.
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Figure 4: Rough sketch of the experimental setup of the lepton beam dump experiment. A′

is the LGB and l± is its decay particles. rdet is the radius of the detector. A′ is produced
at the beam dump (A′ can be also produced in the shield by the secondary muon) and then
it travels to the decay volume. In the decay volume, A′ decays into a lepton pair `+`−. We
observe this lepton pair at the detector.

while the partial decay rates to neutrino pair is given by

Γ(A′ → ν`ν̄`) =

{
g′2

24π
mA′ : ` = i, j,

0 : otherwise.
(2.9)

Furthremore, the partial decay rate to hadron can be expressed as

Γ(A′ → hadron) = Γ(A′ → µ+µ−)R(mA′), (2.10)

where R is the r-ratio [30, 31]. The branching ratio of the U(1)Li−Lj gauge bosons are shown
in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. In the case of the U(1)Le−Lµ and U(1)Le−Lτ models, the LGB decays
into e+e− pair dominantly as well as neutrino pair and the branching ratio into e+e− pair
is O(0.1). On the other hand, the LGB of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model couples with muon and
tau flavor at tree level but that it interacts with electron flavor and quarks only via the
loop effect. So the branching ratio of the decay modes to electron pair and hadrons are
suppressed. In particular, when the LGB mass is less than twice of the muon mass, the
possible final states of the LGB decay are e+e− pair and neutrino pair. As is explained,
the decay rate into e+e− pair is suppressed and most of the decay products are invisible
neutrinos in this mass range. This makes it difficult to find light LGB in U(1)Lµ−Lτ model.

3 Beam Dump Experiment

In this section, we explain the experimental setup of the lepton beam dump experiment.
In e+e− linear colliders such as the ILC and the CLIC, the beams passing through the
interaction point are expected to be dumped into the beam dumps. Then, the beam dump
can be used as a target for the beam dump experiment if additional equipment is installed
behind the beam dump. In the following, we consider such a possibility.
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The sketch of the setup is shown in Fig. 4. Behind the beam dump, a shield, veto and
the decay volume with particle detector are installed; the lengths of the beam dump, the
shield, and the decay volume are denoted as Ldump, Lshield, and Ldec, respectively. The shield
is intended to eliminate muon and other backgrounds.#2 Once a LGB is produced in the
beam dump, it may pass through the beam dump and the shield, reaching to the decay
volume. If the LGB decays into visible particles in the decay volume, they may be observed
by the detector. Hereafter, we assume that charged SM particles are fully blocked by the
shield and that the background is negligible.

Before closing this section, we comment on the mean free path of the LGB in the beam
dump and the shield. In our analysis, we consider the case that the beam energy is a much
larger than the LGB mass mA′ . In this case, the mean free path of the LGB can be obtained
by rescaling that of the photon. When the LGB energy is larger than 1 GeV, the LGB mean
free path is estimated to be L ∼ e2

g′2
cm in the lead [31]. As we will see, we will investigate

the region of g′ < 10−4, for which the mean free path is much larger than 100 m. Then,
with the experimental setup of our choice, we can safely neglect the interaction of the LGB
in the beam dump and shield.

4 Event Rate

In this section, we explain how to calculate the event rate in the beam dump experiment.
The event rate N is expressed as

N = NlNtargetσA, (4.1)

where Nl is the number of the leptons injected into the beam dump per time, Ntarget is the
effective number of partcles in the target, σ is the cross section for the production process
and A is the acceptance of the detection. More details will be discussed in the following.

4.1 Production process

In this subsection, we discuss the production processes and the cross sections of the LGBs.
In the e± beam dump experiment, the candidates of the initial-state particle are the beam e±

and the secondary e±, µ±, and γ. For the LGB production, the bremsstrahlung process by
the charged particle and the annihilation process by the incoming positron and the atomic
electron are the dominant production processes (see Fig. 5).

4.1.1 Bremsstrahlung

The bremsstrahlung is the radiation process from the charged particles propagating in the
matter. The diagram is shown in Fig. 5 (a). We calculate the cross section using the im-

#2We can consider two types of shields, active shield or passive shield. The active shield is the SHiP-like
shield [32], in which we use the magnetic field to remove the muons. The passive shield is just an enough-long
lead shield to stop the muons. Using this shield the secondary muons can also produce the new gauge bosons.
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(a) bremsstrahlung
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e−

A
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Figure 5: Production processes in the lepton beam dump experiment. A′ is a LGB and Z,Z ′

are the nucleus.

proved Weizsacker-Williams approximation [33, 34, 35]. The cross section with the incoming
charged particles `±(= e, µ) is#3

dσ(`+ Z → `+ Z ′ + A′)

dxd cos θA′
=

2α2g2`
π

χβA′E
2
`x

[
1− x+ 1

2
x2

U2

+
(1− x)2(m2

A′ + 2m2
l )

U4

(
m2
A′ −

x

1− x
U +

x2

1− x
m2
`

)]
, (4.2)

where EA′ (E`) is the energy of the LGB (the charged particle `±), θA′ is the angle of the
LGB from the propagation direction of `±, and

x =
EA′

E`
(4.3)

βA′ =

√
1− m2

A′

E2
A′

(4.4)

U(x, θA′) ≡ E2
` θ

2
A′x+m2

A′
1− x
x

+m2
`x. (4.5)

In addition, χ is the effective photon flux:

χ =

∫ t̃max

t̃min

dt̃
t̃− t̃min
t̃2

G2(t̃), (4.6)

where the elastic and inelastic form factor of the target of the mass number A is given by

G2(t̃) =

(
a2t̃

1 + a2t̃

)2(
1

1 + t̃/d

)2

Z2 +

(
a′2t̃

1 + a′2t̃

)2
(

1 + (µ2
p − 1)t̃/4m2

p

(1 + t̃d′)4

)2

Z, (4.7)

#3The approximation for the cross section is a little bit different from the e± bremsstrahlung cross section
[36]. This is because mµ is not necessary smaller than the LGB mass mA′ .
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with mp being the proton mass, a = 111Z−
1
3/me, d = 0.146 GeV2A−

2
3 , a′ = 773Z−

2
3/me,

d = 0.71 GeV2, and µp = 2.79. We set tmin '
(
m2
A′

2E`

)2
and tmax ' m2

A′ +m2
` [37, 38].

The cross section is enhanced in the collinear region θA′ ∼ 0. Furthermore, the LGB is
detected only when the LGB flies collinearly to the beam axis. Due to these reasons, we
concentrate on the case that θA′ is very small. Then, integrating the diffrential cross section
for θmin ≤ θA′ ≤ θmax, we obtain

dσ

dx
=

2α2g2`
π

χβA′

[
1− x+ 1

2
x2

E2
`x

1

2

(
1

θ2min + η
− 1

θ2max + η

)
+

(1− x)2(m2
A′ + 2m2

`)m
2
A′

(E2
`x)3

1

6

(
1

(θ2min + η)3
− 1

(θ2max + η)3

)
−(1− x)x(m2

A′ + 2m2
`)

(E2
`x)2

1

4

(
1

(θ2min + η)2
− 1

(θ2max + η)2

)
+

(1− x)x2(m2
A′ + 2m2

`)m
2
`

(E2
`x)3

1

6

(
1

(θ2min + η)3
− 1

(θ2max + η)3

)]
, (4.8)

where η =
m2
A′
E2
`

1−x
x

+
m2
`

E2
`
.

4.1.2 Annihilation

The incoming positron (beam particle or secondary particle) and the electron in the atom
can annihilate into the LGB, as is shown in Fig. 5 (b). The cross section for the annihilation
process e+e− → A′ → `+`− is

σ`ann =
g2eg

2
`E

2
CM

12π[(E2
CM −m2

A′)
2 +m2

A′Γ
2
A′ ]

√
1− 4

m2
`

E2
CM

(
1 + 2

m2
`

E2
CM

)
, (4.9)

where ECM is the center of mass energy. If the LGB is long-lived, the narrow-width approx-
imation can be used:

σ`ann =
g2eg

2
`

24

E2
CM

m2
A′ΓA′

√
1− 4

m2
`

E2
CM

(
1 + 2

m2
`

E2
CM

)
δ(ECM −mA′). (4.10)

4.2 Experimental acceptance

The LGB can be produced in the beam dump through the bremsstrahlung and the anni-
hilation process, as we discussed in the previous subsection. However, not all of the LGBs
can be detected. There are two reasons: one is that not all of the LGB can travel through
the dump and the shield, and another is that the detector is assumed to be installed in the
very forward direction.#4 We estimate the experimental acceptance (corresponding to the

#4We also check the situation when the detector is installed on every side of the decay volume and the
sensitivity becomes better, as expected [39].
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detection efficiency of the LGB produced in the dump) as

A =
1

LA′
e−(Ldump+Lsh)/LA′

∫ Ldec

0

dz e−z/LA′ Θ(rdet − r⊥(z)), (4.11)

where z is the distance from the shield to the decay point of the LGB, rdet is the radius of
the detector (as shown in Fig. 4), and

LA′ =
pA′

ΓA′mA′
. (4.12)

In addition, r⊥(z) is the distance of the final state particle from the beam axis at the
position of the detector. We adopt an approximation that r⊥(z) is estimated by using
typical scattering and decay angles of the production; consequently, in our analysis, r⊥(z)
is calculated as a function of z (see below). Then, the theta function in Eq. (4.11) takes
account of the angular acceptance. Estimation of r⊥ depends on the initial state particle:

• Incoming e±: In this case, the production process mostly occurs at the front edge of
the beam dump. Then, the r⊥ is estimated as

r⊥ ' (θ1 + θ2)(Ldump + Lsh + z) + (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)(Ldec − z), (4.13)

where θ1 is the e± angle from the beam axis, θ2 is A′ angle from the propagation
direction of e±, and θ3 is the angle between the propagation directions of A′ and final
state particle.#5 Here the angles θ1,2,3 are approximated by the typical values [40, 11]:

θ1 = 16 mrad ·GeV/Ee± , (4.14)

θ2 =

 max

(
√
mA′me
Ee

,
(
mA′
Ee

) 3
2

)
, : bremsstrahlung

0 : annihilation,
(4.15)

θ3 =
πmA′

2EA′
. (4.16)

It is required that r⊥ < rdet, then we obtain the acceptance as

Abrem,anne ' e−(Ldump+Lsh)/LA′
(
e−zmin/LA′ − e−Ldec/LA′

)
, (4.17)

where

zmin ≡
1

θ3
[(θ1 + θ2)(Ldump + Lsh) + (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)Ldec − rdet]. (4.18)

#5Since the angles θ1,2,3 are independent, we may use the root mean square to estimate r⊥. Eq. (4.13)
assumes the worst case when the final state flies away from the beam axis, so our estimatin is conservative.
Ref. [12] used the root mean square to estimate r⊥. We have checked that, even if we use the root mean
square, results do not change significantly. In our analysis, we use Eq. (4.13) to simplify the calculation.
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• Incoming µ±: Since the flight length of the muon is > O(10) m in the lead shield,
the production point of the LGB can not be approximated by the front edge of the
beam dump as the incoming e± case. We approximate the flight length of the muon
in matter as

δµ =
Eµ0 − Eµ
〈dE/dx〉

,

where Eµ0 (Eµ) is the energy of initial (attenuated) muon in the target. The energy-loss
rate in lead is almost energy independent: 〈dE/dx〉 ' 0.02 GeV/cm.#6 We neglect
the energy loss of the muon in water. Then, we obtain r⊥ as

r⊥ ' θ1(Ldump + δµ) + (θ1 + θ2)(Lshield + z − δµ) + (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)(Ldec − z), (4.19)

where θ1 is the muon angle from the beam axis while θ2,3 are the same as the e± case.
The typical value of θ1 is

θ1 =

√(
2mµ

Eµ0

)2

+ θ0, (4.20)

where θ0 is the standard variance of the angular distribution of the multiple coulomb
scattering (see Ref. [11] for the concrete expression of θ0). Consequently, we obtain

Aµe ' e−(Lsh−δµ)/LA′
(
e−z

µ
min/LA′ − e−Ldec/LA′

)
, (4.21)

where

zµmin ≡
1

θ3
[−θ2δµ + θ1Ldump + (θ1 + θ2)Lshield + (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)Ldec − rdet]. (4.22)

4.3 Event rate

The remaining quantities to calculate the event rate in Eq. (4.1) are Nl and Ntarget. The
number of lepton in the beam Nl is determined by the experimental setup. For example, Ne

in the ILC experiment is about 4× 1021 per year [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Ntarget is estimated by using
the track length lm, which is the total flight length of the particle m including the effects
from the secondary particles:

Ntarget(Em) =
∑
m

NAvoρ

A

dlm
dEm

(Em), (4.23)

where NAvo is the Avogadro number and ρ (A) is the density (mass number) of the target.

#6For the relativistic muon with Eµ < 1 TeV, it can be approximated as a minimum ionizing particle
(mip). T This means that the energy loss of mip in the target is approximated by the minimum ionizing
energy, that is, the energy loss is approximately energy independent.
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Based on the discussion so far, we can calculate the event rate. For the event when the
LGB is produced by the e± bremsstrahlung process,

N brem
e = BvisNe

NAvoρ

A

∫ Ebeam

mA′+me

dEe

∫ Ee−me

mA′

dEA′
∑
e±

dle±

dEe

1

Ee

[
dσ

dx

]
x=

EA′
Ee

Abreme , (4.24)

where Bvis is the branching ratio for the visible particles.#7 For the event when the LGB is
produced by the annihilation process,

Nann
e = Ne

(
NAvoρ

A
Z

)∫ Ebeam

mA′+me

dEe
dle+

dEe

∑
`=e,µ

σ`annΘ(ECM − 2m`)Aanne . (4.25)

For the event when the LGB is produced by the secondary µ± bremsstrahlung process, #8

Nµ = BvisNe
NAvoρ

A

∫ Ebeam

mµ

dEµ0

∫ Eµ0

mA′+mµ

dEµ∫ Eµ−me

mA′

dEA′
dlµ
dEµ

dYµ0
dEµ0

1

Eµ

[
dσ

dx

]
x=

EA′
Eµ

Aµe , (4.26)

where Yµ0 is the energy distribution function of muons in the target when the electron is
injected [42]:

dYµ0
dEµ0

=
0.572Ebeam

ln(183Z−1/3)

(
me

mµ

)2(
1

E2
µ0

− 1

E2
beam

)
. (4.27)

5 The e± Beam Dump Experiment

In this section, we show the discovery reach for the LGB in the e± beam dump experiment.
Before showing the results, we summarize the concrete experimental setup adopted in this
section:

• The target is H2O in the beam dump and the length is Ldump = 11 m (30X0, with X0

being the radiation length).

• The shield is installed behind the beam dump. We assume zero background due to the
shield. The shield length is assumed as Lshield = 50 m.

• The decay volume is installed behind the shield. The length of the decay volume is
assumed as Ldec = 50 m.

#7In Eq. (4.24), the lower limit of EA′ is set to be mA′ . When mA′ is small, N (brem) includes signals with
soft final state particles and the event rate is overestimated in this calculation. When the energy cut at the
detector is considered, signals with soft particles are rejected and the discovery reach is modified [41].
#8For the primary muon case, see Sec. 6.
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• The detector is installed behind the decay volume. The radius of the detector is
assumed as rdet = 2 m.

• The ILC bunch train contains 1312 bunches and each bunch has 2 × 1010 e±. The
frequency of the dump of the bunch train is 5 Hz. Thus 4× 1021 e± are injected with
a 1-year operation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5].

• We consider the ILC-250, 500, 1000, corresponding to the beam energy Ebeam =
125, 250, 500 GeV.

Notice that the shield length directly affects the sensitivity. With longer shield, the sensitivity
to the short-lived LGB becomes worse.

5.1 U(1)Le−Lµ, U(1)Le−Lτ Models

In Figs. 6 and 7, we show the contours of the number of signal events being equal to 3,
which we call the discovery reaches. In Fig. 8, we also show the acceptance (i.e., the ratio
of the number of LGBs produced in the dump to the number of signals) of the U(1)Le−Lµ
model on mA′-g

′ plane for the bremsstrahlung and annihilation processes. In Figs. 6 and 7,
the yellow-shaded region is the expected sensitivity of the SHiP experiment, a future proton
beam dump experiment [44]. For the LGB search, the e± beam dump experiment has an
advantage compared with the proton beam dump experiment. Since the LGBs of U(1)Le−Lµ
and U(1)Le−Lτ models couple to the quarks only via the loop-suppressed kinetic mixing, the
sensitivity of hadronic beam dump experiments is worse than the e± case. This is the reason
why the ILC beam dump experiment has better sensitivity than the SHiP experiment. We
can see that the ILC beam dump experiment has a sensitivity to the unexplored region.

We comment on the behavior of the discovery reach. The sensitivity becomes worse as
the coupling constant g′ becomes too large or too small. In the large g′ case, the LGBs are
abundantly produced but most of them decays before reaching to the decay volume. The
behavior of the discovery reach in the large coupling region can be understood from the fact

that the decay probability depends exponentially on the combination
m2
A′g
′2

EA′
, with EA′ being

the energy of the LGB. In the bremsstrahlung process, EA′ does not depend on mA′ and

g′, so the upper edge is along mA′g
′ ∼ const.. In the annihilation process, EA′ =

m2
A′

2me
and

contour is along g′ ∼ const.. In the small g′ region, the production rate of LGB in the dump
and the decay probability in the decay volume are both suppressed. The number of events is
proportional to g′4 in the bremsstrahlung process and g′4

m2
A′

in the annihilation process.#9 We

also comment that the sensitivity region of the annihilation process is sharply terminated at
high and low values of the LGB mass. In the annihilation process,

√
2meEe+ = mA′ holds

#9In our calculation, we set the lower limit of EA′ integral by mA′ , instead of Ecut. This induces the
mA′ dependence to the bremsstrahlung sensitivity [41, 39]. Moreover, the number of produced LGB from
the annihilation process depends on Ee because the track length depends on Ee [12]. This behavior is valid
when Ee ∼ Ebeam.

12



10 2 10 1 100 101

mA ′ (GeV)
10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

g′

(a) electron beam

10 2 10 1 100 101

mA ′ (GeV)
10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

g′

(b) positron beam

Figure 6: The ILC beam dump experiment discovery reach for 10 years operation for the
U(1)Le−Lµ model. Left (right) figure shows the result with electron (positron) beam. Line
colors correspond to the beam energy: 125 GeV (navy), 250 GeV (blue) and 500 GeV
(purple). Line styles correspond to the production process: bremsstrahlung (dashed line)
and annihilation (dotted line). The pink-shaded region is excluded by the previous beam
dump experiments [41]. The orange-shaded region is excluded by the electron-neutrino
scattering experiment, Texono [43]. The grey-shaded region is excluded by the observation
of the supernova [28]. The yellow-shaded region is the expected sensitivity of the SHiP
experiment [44].

under the narrow-width approximation. Then, Ee+ < Ebeam sets an upper bound on mA′

which is kinematically accessible with the annihilation process. For the ILC-250, for example,
the upper bound is about 300 MeV. This limit makes the right edge of the sensitivity region
from the annihilation production. The left edge is from the LGB-mass dependence of EA′ .
As we consider smaller mA′ , the energy of the LGB produced by the annihilation process
becomes lower. Because the angle θ1 of the positron becomes larger as the positron energy
becomes smaller (see Eq. (4.14)), the annihilation process loses the sensitivity in the low
mass region. This sets the left edge of the discovery reach from the annihilation process.

Comparing Figs. 6 and 7, the discovery reaches for the U(1)Le−Lµ and U(1)Le−Lτ models
are similar. This is because the LGBs of both models directly couple to the electron. On
the other hand, the dominant (visible) decay modes of the LGB are different. For the case
of U(1)Le−Lµ , the dominant visible decay modes are A′ → e+e− and µ+µ−, while the LGB
of the U(1)e−τ model decays mostly into e+e− (if mX < 2mτ ). These features may be used
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Figure 7: Same to Fig. 6, but for the U(1)Le−Lτ model.

to distinguish the models behind the LGB, as discussed in Ref. [13].

5.2 U(1)Lµ−Lτ Model

Fig. 9 shows the discovery reach for the LGB in the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model in the ILC-250 beam
dump experiment with a 10-year operation. In addition to the e± bremsstrahlung and the
annihilation production processes, we also consider the muon bremsstrahlung production
process.#10 The muon bremsstrahlung process is important for the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model because
the LGB directly couples to muon. We can see that the ILC beam dump experiment has
a sensitivity to the region which has not been excluded yet. Particularly, the LGB in the
U(1)Lµ−Lτ model is motivated by the fact that it may alleviate the Hubble tension [28]. The
ILC beam dump experiment can accesss the part of the region suggested by the Hubble
tension.

In the previous study of the search of the LGBs with the ILC beam dump experiment
[13], only the production process by the beam particle was considered. We can see that the
effects of the secondary particles extend the sensitivity to the small-coupling region and that

#10For the U(1)Le−Lµ model, muon bremsstrahlung process contributes to the sensitivity without loop-
suppression. Electron bremsstrahlung process, however, also contributes to the sensitivity without loop-
suppression in this model. Since the number of initial electrons is much larger than the number of initial
muons in the electron beam dump experiment, the contributions from the muon bremsstrahlung process are
expected to be much smaller than the contributions from electrons. The yellow regions show the expected
sensitivity of the SHiP experiment [44].
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Figure 8: Heatmap of the acceptance (i.e., the ratio of the number of LGBs produced in
the dump to the number of signals) on mA′-g

′ plane. In this figure, we consider the LGB
associated with U(1)Le−Lµ , but the behavior is not so different when we consider the other
models.

the muon bremsstrahlung effects extend the sensitivity to the large-mass region. Due to the
large cross section and the different kinematics, we can also see that the signal produced by
the annihilation process may cover the parameter region uncovered by the bremsstrahlung
process. The annihilation process requires the positron in the initial state. For better
sensitivity from the annihilation production, the use of a positron beam is better.

6 The Muon Beam Dump Experiment

In this section, we consider the beam dump experiment using a muon beam at the muon
collider.#11 The muon beam dump experiment has advantages to search for muon-philic new
particles. In particular, in the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model, the LGB does not couple to electron at tree
level and then the production cross section is suppressed in the e± beam dump experiment.
We expect that the muon beam dump experiment has a good sensitivity to the LGB in the
U(1)Lµ−Lτ model. Thus, in this section, we study the search of the LGB in the U(1)Lµ−Lτ
model at the muon beam dump experiment. Such a subject was already considered in Ref.
[10]. In the paper, however, the effect of the loop-induced kinetic mixing was not taken
into account, so the sensitivity below the di-muon mass was underestimated. In the present
study, the loop-induced kinetic mixings is included in deriving the discovery reach.

We consider the experimental setup similar to the one in the e± beam dump experiment.
We consider a lead target as well as a water target for comparison; the length of the target

#11Since muons are not stopped by the target, the target is not a beam dump. We, however, call the
experiment as “beam-dump experiment” as we did in the case of e+e− colliders.
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Figure 9: The e± beam dump experiment discovery reach for the U(1)Lµ−Lτ extension model.
Several production processes of the LGB are considered: e bremsstrahlung (dashed line), µ
bremsstrahlung (dash-dotted line), and the annihilation (dotted line). The pink shaded
region is excluded by the previous beam dump experiment, E137 at SLAC [45, 41]. The
dark gray region is excluded ny the BBN constraint [46]. The light grey shaded region
is excluded by the observation of SN1987A [28]. In the orange-shaded region, the Hubble
tention is alleviated [28].

is taken to be 11 m. Then, the shield and the decay volume with the detectors are assumed
to be installed behind the target. As a source of the muon beam, we consider the US Muon
Accelerator Program (MAP) design, where the number of muons in the beam is Nµ ∼ 1020

per year and the beam energy is 1.5 TeV [49]. In the muon beam dump experiment based
on the MAP, the muons in the beam are very energetic and we may have serious muon
background. In the SHiP experiment, for example, the muons with the energy ∼ 400 GeV
are expected to be removed by 50 m active shield. With rescaling this result, 1.5 TeV muons
may be removed by using ∼ 200 m active shield; we take Lshield = 200 m as our canonical
value of the shield length. We also consider the cases with shorter shield length which may be
realized if a stronger magnet or additional technical progresses are developed in the future.

As the event rate in the e± beam dump experiment, the event rate in the muon beam
dump experiment can be estimated as

N = BvisNµ
NAvoρ

A

∫ Ebeam

mµ+mA′

dEµ

∫ Eµ−me

mA′

dEA′
dlµ
dEµ

1

Eµ

[
dσ

dx

]
x=

EA′
Eµ

AµΘ(Ldump − δµ). (6.1)
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Figure 10: The muon beam dump experiment discovery reach for the case of U(1)Lµ−Lτ
extension model (solid lines). The grey-shaded (brown-shaded) region is excluded by the
BBN observation [28] (the solar neutrino observation [47, 48]). In the orange-shaded region,
the Hubble tension is alleviated by the LGB [28]. The red-shaded region is the one motivated
by the muon g−2 anomaly. The green (light green) dotted line shows the expected discovery
reach in the ILC beam dump experiment (SHiP experiment), as shown in Sec. 5. The left
figure shows the case with 200 m shield and lead (red) or water (blue) target. The right
figure shows the case with lead target and several length shield: 200 m (red), 50 m (brown),
and 10 m (black).

For the calculation of the acceptance Aµ, we take θ1 = θ0 (see Eq. (4.20)) and we obtain

Aµ ' e−(Ldump+Lshield−δµ)/LA′
(
e−zmin/LA′ − e−Ldec/LA′

)
, (6.2)

where

zmin =
1

θ3
[−θ2δµ + (θ1 + θ2)(Ldump + Lshield) + (θ1 + θ2 + θ3)Ldec − rdet].

The theta function in Eq. (6.1) takes care of the fact that the muons do not stop in the
dump.#12 Notice that θ1 and zmin are calculated by using the fact that the initial-state
muon is the beam particle not the secondary one.

Fig. 10 shows the discovery reach for the LGB in the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model with the muon
beam dump experiment based on the MAP. For the case of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model, we can

#12In this setup, we assume the shield is active, that is, muons will be removed by the magnetic field. Then
the muon does not produce the LGB in the shield.
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see that the muon beam dump experiment has better sensitivity than the future electron
and proton beam dump experiments, especially for the case of large LGB mass. We can see
that the muon beam dump experiment can access the parameter region suggested by the
Hubble tension. Unfortunately, the muon beam dump experiment hardly reach the region
explaining the muon g − 2 anomaly.

7 Summary and Discussion

In this paper, we have discussed the possibility to search for the LGBs in the lepton beam
dump experiments. In the e± beam dump experiment, we calculate the event rate taking into
account the effects of the secondary particles which were not considered in the previous study
[13]. Then we consider the production processes not only the electron bremsstrahlung but
also the annihilation process and the muon bremsstrahlung process. Since the annihilation
process has fewer vertices than the bremsstrahlung process, the cross section tends to be
larger than that of the bremsstrahlung process. We have shown that these new production
processes extend the discovery reaches for the LGB (see Fig. 6 – 10). We also considered the
search for the LGB of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model in the muon beam dump experiment. We include
the effect of the loop-induced kinetic mixing, which was not considered in the previous work
[10]. For muon-philic particles, in particular, the LGB of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ model, the muon
beam dump experiment gives a better sensitivity than the electron ones.

There are the other LGB production processes, for example, the decay of hadrons.
Hadrons can be produced in the lepton beam dump via the photoproduction processes [50]
and then the some of hadrons decay into the LGB. This process may extend the sensitivity
as in the SHiP experiment. Such an issue will be discussed in elsewhere.
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