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Abstract

The physics programme of the MEG II experiment can be extended with the search for new invisible particles
produced in rare muon decays. The hunt for such elusive signals requires accurate simulations to characterise
the detector response and estimate the experimental sensitivity. This work presents an improved simulation of
muon decay in MEG II, based on McMule and Geant4.
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1. Introduction

The search for charged Lepton Flavour Violation (cLFV) in muon decays is a key tool to probe the Standard
Model. The MEG II experiment at the Paul Scherrer Institut (PSI) searches for µ+ → e+γ with a sensitivity
on the branching ratio of 6 · 10−14 at 90% confidence level [1]. The experiment is also competitive in searching
for muon decays involving a light neutral scalar boson X, such as an axion-like particle (ALP). Since MEG II
is designed for a two-body signal, a feasible process is µ+ → e+X, whose signature is a monochromatic positron
close to the kinematic endpoint of the µ+ → e+νeν̄µ background [2]. The hunt for such an elusive signal requires
exhaustive Monte Carlo (MC) simulations to characterise the detector response and estimate the experimental
sensitivity. Since the radiative corrections at the endpoint are enhanced by the emission of soft photons, the
simulation must include extremely accurate theoretical predictions for the event generation of both decays.

2. Theoretical input

The needed accuracy is achieved with McMule, a numerical framework for the computation of fully differ-
ential QED corrections for low-energy processes with leptons [3]. For both decays, the relevant observables are
the positron energy Ee and the angle θe between the positron momentum ~pe and the muon polarisation ~nµ. The
differential decay width can be written as

d2Γ

dEe dcos θe
=
G2
F m

5
µ

192π3

[
F (Ee) + nµ cos θeG(Ee)

]
(1)

where GF is the Fermi constant and mµ the muon mass. The two functions F and G contain all the information
required to generate inclusive positron events. In McMule the signal µ+ → e+X is implemented assuming a
generic mass and coupling for the ALP and including the QED corrections at next-to-leading order (NLO). The
background µ+ → e+νeν̄µ (Fig. 1) includes the leading weak and hadronic corrections, exact QED corrections at
next-to-next-leading order (NNLO) and approximated logarithmically enhanced terms at higher orders [4].
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Figure 1: The functions F and G for µ+ → e+νeν̄µ computed with McMule.

3. Event generation

The McMule predictions are used to implement a new positron event generator in the MEG II software
(Fig. 2). The incoming muons are assumed to decay at rest inside the MEG II target with a residual 85% polari-
sation [1]. The decay vertex distribution is then obtained by intersecting the target geometry with the measured
muon beam spot. The positron energy Ee and the polar angle θe are generated accordingly to (1), while the
azimuthal angle φe is generated uniformly. This set of observables completely specifies the event kinematics.

Figure 2: Simulation of a µ+ → e+X event in the MEG II software.

4. Positron reconstruction

In MEG II the outgoing positrons are tracked with a spectrometer consisting of three main elements:

1. The COnstant Bending RAdius (COBRA) magnet, a solenoid with a field gradient along the beam direction.

2. The Cylindrical Drift CHamber (CDCH) for the measurement of the decay vertex position (δxµ ≈ 1 mm)
and the positron momentum (δpe ≈ 100 keV).

3. The pixelated Timing Counter (pTC) for the measurement of the positron emission time (δte ≈ 35 ps).
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The positron reconstruction is simulated with a dedicated software. After the event generation, the detector hits
are simulated with Geant4 [5] and converted into electronic signals. In order to extract the physical observables,
the resulting waveforms are converted into raw data, such as signal charge and time. The positron tracks are
identified with a pattern recognition algorithm and fitted with a Kalman filter, applying the same procedure
used for real data. Their quality is ensured by requiring less than three turns in the spectrometer and at least 25
hits in the CDCH and one hit in the pTC. The results for both µ+ → e+X (Fig. 3) and µ+ → e+νeν̄µ (Fig. 4)
are reported.
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Figure 3: Simulation of positron energy reconstruction for µ+ → e+X.
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Figure 4: Simulation of positron energy reconstruction for µ+ → e+νeν̄µ.

5. Conclusion and outlook

The search for flavour-violating ALPs in muon decays such as µ+ → e+X, µ+ → e+Xγ or µ+ → e+(X → γγ)
is an excellent opportunity to extend the MEG II physics programme beyond µ+ → e+γ. Although µ+ → e+X
is particularly elusive, the MEG II spectrometer is specifically designed for tracking positrons at the endpoint,
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as occurs for mX ' 0. A preliminary study, based on a cut-and-count approach [2, 4], shows a competitive
sensitivity (Fig. 5), close to the upper limit set by TWIST [6]. However, since an offset on the positron energy
scale results in a false signal at the endpoint, a rigorous control of the systematic effects is required. To this end,
new calibration tools for the positron spectrometer are under development.
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Figure 5: Expected sensitivity on µ+ → e+X for different implementations of the positron event generator, showing the effect of the
reduced theoretical error.
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