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Models that postulate the existence of hidden sectors address contemporary questions, such
as the source of baryogenesis and the nature of dark matter. Among the possible mixing pro-
cesses, neutron-to-hidden-neutron oscillations have been repeatedly tested with ultra-cold neutron
storage and passing-through-wall experiments in the range of small (δm < 2 peV) and large
mass splitting (δm > 10 neV), respectively. In this work, we present a new constraint in the
oscillation parameter space derived from neutron disappearance in ultra-cold neutron beam ex-
periments. The overall limit, which covers the intermediate mass-splitting range, is given by
τnn′ > 1 s for |δm| ∈ [2, 69] peV (95% C.L.).

Hidden sectors have been proposed in several contexts.
Initially, Lee and Yang postulated the existence of ‘mir-
ror particles’ to explain parity symmetry breaking in the
weak interaction [1]. More than 20 years after the first
experiments that evidenced P and CP breaking [2, 3],
R. Foot proposed the existence of a mirror sector that
hosts copies of all known particles and their interactions
[4]. It was pointed out that this extra sector might poten-
tially mix with ordinary particles through non-Standard-
Model (SM) interactions, besides gravity. In recent years,
the double-degenerated mirror theory of hidden particles
has been formulated as a particular case of more exten-
sive models. For example, Dvali and Redi [5] explained
that in order to solve the hierarchy problem between the
scales of weak nuclear forces and gravity, the number of
allowed SM copies can go up to 1032. Also, from a ge-
ometrical point of view, the disappearance of particles
could correspond to ordinary particles transitioning into
different layers (branes) of a high-dimensional bulk [6].
The universe we observe today might represent a three-
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dimensional sheet embedded in hyperspace, where multi-
ple versions of SM particles are constrained to live. This
serves to present hidden matter as a candidate for dark
matter.

For all the aforementioned models, the mixing of neu-
tral matter with neutral hidden matter is described by
the same phenomenology [7]. In particular, if the two-
sector model is adopted, the Hamiltonian describing the
oscillation of neutrons (n) into hidden neutrons (n′) is:

Ĥnn′ =

(
En εnn′

εnn′ En′

)
=

(
mn + ∆E εnn′

εnn′ mn + δm

)
, (1)

where En (En′) is the neutron (hidden neutron) total en-
ergy and εnn′ = τ−1nn′ is the mass mixing parameter (with
~ = c = 1). In Eq. (1), En has been separated into the
neutron rest energy mn and its energy due to interactions
∆E. En′ is expressed as a function of the mass splitting
δm = mn′ −mn +V ′, which implicitly contains the spin-
independent hidden-neutron interactions. A similar, but
not equivalent, description stems from considering hid-
den spin-dependent interactions, such as scenarios with
hidden (mirror) magnetic fields [8].

In the past, n − n′ oscillations have been extensively
studied in ultra-cold neutron (UCN) experiments by ob-
serving at the neutron disappearance in storage bottles
[9–13], and in high flux neutron setups by monitoring
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neutron regeneration behind dense neutron stoppers [14–
17]. Since most of the highly sensitive n − n′ measure-
ments at low δm did not find any significant signal, there
is great interest in improving the sensitivity at larger
mass splittings: δm > 1 peV. This work presents the
results of the first experiment probing n− n′ oscillations
for δm ∈ [3, 66] peV via neutron disappearance in UCN
beams. The search was conducted by lifting the neutron-
hidden neutron energy degeneracy (∆nn′ = ∆E−δm) by
applying an external magnetic field: ∆E = µnB, where
µn is the neutron magnetic moment. If the neutron en-
ergy matches the mass splitting (∆nn′ = 0), oscillations
would occur with maximum amplitude.

FIG. 1. Schematic side view of the experimental setup.

The experiment took place in autumn 2020 at the high
flux reactor of the Institut Laue Langevin (ILL) in Greno-
ble, France. The UCN beam, originating from the ILL’s
neutron turbine, was transported from the EDM port at
the PF2 experimental hall through a vacuumed NiMo-
coated guide to the detector. As the UCN counting rate
at the EDM port can be as high as ∼ 500000 counts/s,
the experiment was conducted using the fast and stable
UCN gaseous detector GADGET [18]. The setup fea-
tured a 6-m-long horizontal UCN guide, on top of which
the magnetic field generated from a 5-m-long solenoid
was applied (see Fig. 1). This field was shaped and
screened from external sources by a cylindrical mu-metal
shield. Due to the constant-power operation mode of
ILL’s reactor, neutron disappearance arising from n− n′
oscillations during the bouncing trajectories of UCN in
this setup would cause a drop in the neutron counts at
the GADGET detector.

The study of oscillations was carried out by scanning
the magnetic field in the range of [50, 1100] µT, i.e.,
δm ∈ [3, 66] peV. A self-normalized counting rate was
measured by introducing a non-linear sequence in the
B-field scanning process. For this purpose, each UCN
delivery cycle of 200 s was divided into four windows of
equal duration (44 s), in which three magnetic fields were
applied as {A,B,B,C} = {B−20,µT, B,B,B+20, µT}.
The in-cycle field step of 20 µT was chosen larger than the
resonance FWHM (1 µT) so that n−n′ oscillations could
occur only at one of the cycle magnetic field values (A,B,
or C). In this way, using the total UCN counts at fields
B (NB +NB), A (NA), and C (NC), the self-normalized

UCN flux was conventionally defined as

RABC =
NB +NB

NA +NC





= 1, if no oscillations
< 1, if B ≈ δm/µn

> 1, if A or C ≈ δm/µn.
(2)

While 44 s were dedicated to integrate the detected UCN
flux at each field value, the remaining 24 seconds were
used to wait for the beam stabilization and to ramp the
magnetic fields. Note that the RABC observable is not
only independent of the long-term variations of UCN flux
(from one cycle to another) but also of linear drifts within
cycles. The cycle-to-cycle magnetic-field step size was
set to 3 µT to ensure a n − n′ probe of all values of
B ∈ [50, 1100] µT with a resolution of 1 µT. In total,
3794 cycles were recorded with positive (2304) and neg-
ative (1490) field configurations during an experimental
campaign of 25 days. The data-set [19] consisted of 14
scans, most of which completed the entire sweep of the
B-field range (see Fig. 2).

Oscillations of neutrons into hidden neutrons would oc-
cur inside the main guide segment between two UCN wall
collisions. While hidden neutrons would pass through
the guide walls or the detector, ordinary neutrons are
reflected along the guide and finally counted by the de-
tector. In the latter case, the neutron wave function col-
lapses into a pure ordinary neutron state at each wall
collision, making the oscillation probability (Pnn′) reset
to zero in a Zeno-like effect. The sensitivity of this ex-
periment is governed by the magnitude of the time be-
tween wall collisions (free-flight time, tf ), and the to-
tal number of wall collisions (ncoll). This can be seen
from the neutron-oscillation probability, which, at the
exact energy degeneracy lifting ∆nn′ = 0, is given by
Pnn′(tf ) = (tf/τnn′)2. The average value of both quanti-
ties, t̄f and n̄coll, was estimated using Monte Carlo (MC)
simulations of the UCN tracks [20] for the current geom-
etry. Among the simulation input parameters were the
probability of diffusive reflections (1%), the absorption
coefficient upon reflection (5.4×10−4), and the spectrum
of initial velocities (later discussed). The simulation out-
put yielded t̄f = 32.2 ms and n̄coll = 26, which determine
a rough sensitivity of τnn′ ∼ 1 s for the entire range of
scanned B-fields [21].

The search for oscillation signals with the ratio RABC

in Eq. (2) was performed by comparing it to the model
prediction

Rtheo
ABC =

1− 〈Pnn′,B〉
1− (〈Pnn′,A〉+ 〈Pnn′,C〉)/2

. (3)

Here, 〈Pnn′,Bi
〉 represents the average n − n′ oscillation

probability per UCN at magnetic field Bi = A,B or C.
These average probabilities depend on the model param-
eters τnn′ and δm. They account for the total probability
of a UCN traveling from the EDM port to the detector to
oscillate into a hidden neutron. In general, for a UCN de-
scribing ncoll wall collisions, the probability of oscillating
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FIG. 2. Normalized UCN flux RABC as a function of the applied cycle central field B. The data points correspond to the
weighted average over the 14 scans, independently of the applied field direction. The displayed fit does not correspond to
significant signal, as it slightly overcomes the 1σ band (sABC).

is expressed as

Pnn′ = P1 + (1− P1)P2 + · · ·+
(

ncoll∏

i=2

(1− Pi−1)

)
Pncoll

,

≈ P1 + P2 + P3 + · · ·+ Pncoll
, (4)

where Pi represents the oscillation probability between
the (i − 1)-th and i-th wall collisions of the UCN. The
non-linear terms in the last equation are neglected since
even for perfect energy degeneracy lifting, the oscillation
probability is at most Pnn′ ∼ 10−4 (with τnn′ = 1 s).

Computation of Pnn′(t) is straightforward from the an-

alytical solution of Ĥnn′ for perfectly uniform magnetic
fields. However, for the present work, we took into ac-
count the magnetic field gradients experienced by UCN
while crossing the solenoid. This was done by imple-
menting a numerical solution of the Liouville-Neumann
equation

∂tρ̂ = −i[Ĥnn′ , ρ̂] = −iĤnn′ ρ̂+ iρ̂Ĥ†nn′ , (5)

where ρ̂ is the 2× 2 density matrix in the basis (ψn, ψn′)
representing the quantum state composed of neutrons
and hidden neutrons. The magnetic field spatial descrip-

tion ~B(~r) was included within the definition of Ĥnn′ .
The average oscillation probability per neutron was

determined from the solution of the Liouville-Neumann
equation along multiple simulated UCN tracks. First,
the velocity input parameters (magnitude and direction)
of the MC simulation were optimized to reproduce a
UCN time-of-flight (TOF) measurement performed at 1
m from the EDM beam port. Then, the coordinates of
the wall collisions and the free-flight times were deter-
mined from the MC simulation. They were fed into the
numerical solution of Eq. 5 where the wave function col-
lapse at the wall collisions was manually introduced by
making (ρ̂)ij = 1 for i = j = 1 and 0 elsewhere. Since

the time evolution of Pnn′(t) is fixated by the magnitude
of (ρ̂)22(t), the average oscillation was calculated as

〈Pnn′〉 =
1

NUCN

NUCN∑

i=1

ncoll, i∑

j=1

(ρ̂)22(tcolli,j ), (6)

with tcolli,j being the j-th collision time of the i-th UCN
track, and NUCN the total number of UCN tracks.

The computation of 〈Pnn′〉 ignored the tracks of UCN
lost through the known processes: β-decay, absorption,
up-scattering, and transmission at the guide walls, as by
definition, they cannot be detected. 100 tracks (∼2600
free-flight steps) of UCN reaching the detector entrance
window were used to compute the average probabilities
as a function of δm for τnn′ = 1 s. This number of
tracks represented a good compromise between the un-
certainty on the average probability associated to its rate
of converge and the total computation time. A study
considering 5 × 104 UCN estimated this uncertainty to
be within 5% for the employed numerical algorithm time
step: ∆t = 10 µs. The average probability was then cal-
culated for every applied B-field, with 500 values of δm
comprised in the range of [0.1, 1300] µT/µn. The distri-
bution of δm points along this range was not uniform
but rather compressed around ∆nn′ = 0 to better de-
scribe the oscillation resonance behavior. The evaluation
at different oscillation times was obtained from the 1 s
estimation as

〈Pnn′,B(δm, τnn′)〉 =

(
1 s

τnn′

)2

〈Pnn′,B(δm, 1 s)〉. (7)

This last expression is derived from the analytical solu-
tion of Pnn′ [12], where the factor τ−2nn′ can be factorized
from the term depending on the energy degeneracy ∆nn′ .

The magnetic field experienced by UCN ~B(~rUCN) was
estimated from B-field measurements along the solenoid

axis ~B(0, z). For off-axis (ri > 0) estimations, the field
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chart ~B(0, z) was scaled by adding a calibrated COMSOL
simulated magnetic field map. Then, using the simulated
UCN track coordinates (ri, zi), the actual field profiles
were determined while assuming azimuthal symmetry,
with z along the solenoid axis. An analysis considering
103 MC trajectories revealed deviations of the field pro-

files of no more than 2% from ~B(0, z). This justified the
neglect of radial gradients (∇rB) of the magnetic field.
Likewise, the radial component Br was observed to repre-
sent, on average, a 1% or less of the total field magnitude.
These two features allowed approximating all UCN field

profiles as ~B(ri, zi) ≈ Bz(0, zi)ẑ. Finally, since oscilla-
tions are excluded far from the solenoid with time con-
stants of up to a few seconds [22], the average oscillation
probability only considered UCN trajectory steps con-
tained inside the solenoid volume for which B > 20 µT.

Given that the UCN beam was not polarized, no dis-
crimination between positive and negative field configu-
rations could be made in the analysis. One can see that
if assuming δm > 0 (< 0), spin-up neutrons would ful-
fill the resonance condition at +B (−B), whereas spin-
down neutrons would do it at −B (+B). As a result, the
same number of disappearing UCN is expected for both
field directions. The final data-set of RABC points was
computed as the weighted average over all the measured
scans, regardless of their field direction.

The initial poissonian error bars on the neutron counts
were scaled by a factor s = 2.23 in order to account
for the reactor power fluctuations [23]. Then, by us-
ing Eqs. 3 and 7, the RABC data points were fitted
with free parameters δm and τnn′ as shown in Fig. 2.
The displayed fit corresponds to the best estimation
(δm/µn, τnn′) = (271.1 µT, 3.2 s) whose χ2 per degree
of freedom is χ2/NDF = 343.9/348. The triple peak sig-
nature of the fit is a characteristic of the RABC ratio, as it
depends simultaneously on B, B+20 µT, and B−20 µT.
Note that the fitted signal is largely contained within the
1σ band (sABC) defined by the data-set dispersion. The
fit is not more significant than the one obtained from the
null-hypothesis, computed from Eq. 3 with τnn′ → ∞,
for which χ2

null/NDF = 348.5/349.

Since data did not suggest any significant signal, we
define a limit in the (δm, τnn′) parameter space. The
bound was computed as the χ2(δm,∞)+22 contour line,
which determines the 95% C.L. exclusion region. The
limit is displayed in Fig. 3 next to past results reported
in UCN storage [9, 11–13, 24] and in regeneration exper-
iments: MURMUR [15], STEREO [16], and SNS [17].
The ratio channel boundaries extracted from UCN stor-
age experiments, which assumed mirror magnetic fields,
were reinterpreted into the hidden matter scenario. The
larger sensitivity reached with these storage experiments
is explained first by the average free-flight time, which
from MC simulations gives (t̄f )storage/(t̄f )beam ∼ 3, and
secondly by the fact that, since UCN are not stored in
beam measurements, their average number of wall colli-
sion is smaller: (n̄coll)storage/(n̄coll)beam ∼ 150.

Sources of systematic effects such as the detector re-

τ n
n
′
(s

)

|δm| (eV)

STEREO
MURMUR
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UCN storage

this work
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FIG. 3. Exclusion of the n−n′ parameter space including all
experimental results up to August 2022.

sponse to magnetic fields and the background contamina-
tion were deeply studied [23]. Their influence on the ratio
RABC is negligible compared to the non-statistical fluc-
tuations due to the reactor power variations. Moreover,
deviations of the exclusion region were examined while
modifying the MC input parameters. In particular, vari-
ations of the initial UCN velocity distribution and the
probability for diffusive reflections resulted in less con-
servative limits: they increased the τnn′ boundary over
the whole mass splitting range by a 5%.

Reporting a single limit of τnn′ for the entire scanned
interval in this experiment is a cumbersome task if one
wants to profit the maximum exclusion at each δm. Here,
we chose the common conservative limit as the lowest val-
ley of the 95% contour line within the targeted interval:

τnn′ > 1 s for |δm| ∈ [30, 1143] µT · µn (95% C.L.), (8)

or equivalently, in energy units

τnn′ > 1 s for |δm| ∈ [2, 69] peV (95% C.L.). (9)

The results presented in this work exclude n−n′ oscil-
lations in a wide δm range between UCN storage and
regeneration measurements, with a sensitivity slightly
lower than that of storage setups. While next generation
neutron-sensitive neutrino setups and very-cold neutron
experiments could still contribute to the search of hidden
sectors through regeneration measurements for δm up to
1 µeV, neutron disappearance in UCN beams have the
potential to probe the interval δm ∈ [1, 103] peV with
improved sensitivities.
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