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New gauge bosons coupling to leptons are simple and well-motivated extensions of the Standard
Model. We study the sensitivity to gauged Lµ − Le, Le − Lτ and Lµ − Lτ both with the existing
beam dump mode data of MiniBooNE and with the DUNE near detector. We find that including
bremsstrahlung and resonant production of Z′ which decays to e± and µ± final states leads to a
significant improvement in existing bounds, especially for Lµ − Le and Le − Lτ for DUNE while
competitive constraints can be achieved with the existing data from the MiniBooNE’s beam dump
run.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite the presence of several hints in favor of the
existence of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM),
such as neutrino masses, dark matter and dark energy,
the scale at which this new physics resides is unknown.
The searches at neutrino experiments with high inten-
sity beams offer a possibility of finding new physics at
relatively low energy scales with small couplings to the
SM.

One generic possibility for BSM physics is additional
gauge symmetries. Typically, new gauge symmetries
come with their related anomaly cancellation require-
ments, implying the need for a number of new fermions.
However, one class of symmetries which can be gauged
without implying any new fermions are those associated
with the lepton number [1, 2]. In this case, pairs of the
individual lepton flavor numbers are gauged, with each
pair having an equal and opposite charge assignment,
i.e. Lα − Lβ , where α, β = e, µ, τ . The gauging of such
symmetries only directly predicts the existence of a new
Z ′ gauge boson associated with the symmetry. The SM
Lagrangian is thus extended by

L = LSM −
1

4
Z ′
δη
Z ′δη +

m2
Z′

2
Z ′δZ

′δ + Z ′δJ
δ
α−β , (1)

where mZ′ is the mass of the new gauge boson and Jδα−β
is a current defined as

Jδα−β = gαβ
(
l̄αγ

δlα + ν̄αγ
δPLνα − l̄βγδlβ − ν̄βγδPLνβ

)
,

(2)
with gαβ being the coupling between Z ′ and both charged
leptons lα and neutrinos να. The symmetries of the
model allow for kinetic mixing between the Z ′ and the
SM gauge bosons. This corresponds to the following ex-
tra term of the Lagrangian

Lε = − ε
2
FγδZ

′γδ , (3)

where Fγδ is field strength of hypercharge. Unless ex-
plicitly specified, in this work we assume a vanishing tree

level contribution to ε, which is then only generated at
the loop level, and it is given by

ε(q2) =
e gαβ
2π2

∫ 1

0

dxx(1− x) log
m2
α − x(1− x)q2

m2
β − x(1− x)q2

, (4)

where e is the electric charge, me,µ,τ is the mass of a
charged lepton, and q2 is the momentum transfer.

The presence of leptophilic gauge bosons has been ex-
tensively looked for in lepton colliders or fixed target
beam dump experiments, as well as in neutrino exper-
iments (see [3] for a detailed review of the current exper-
imental bounds). In general, for mZ′ ∈ [1, 103] MeV and
gαβ < 10−5 the most stringent constraints come from
electron beam dump experiments, such as E137 [4], with
a worse sensitivity for Lµ − Lτ because of the coupling
to electrons being possible only at the loop level. It has
recently been shown in [5] that DUNE [6–9] might play
a role in constraining Lα − Lβ models.

In particular, it has been pointed out that the charged
mesons created in proton beam interactions can produce
a relatively large number of Z ′, whose subsequent decay
into lepton pairs induces a sizeable signal in the detector.
This will improve current constraints, but only for Lµ −
Lτ and only in a narrow window of masses around 5 −
10 MeV. At the same time, in [10, 11] the relevance as
production channels of e± bremsstrahlung, as well as of
on-shell resonance has been noted in the context of dark
photon models. Despite the fact that such channels can
dominate over charged meson decays, especially in the
context of Lµ − Le and Le − Lτ , they have not been
included in [5]. On the other hand in [10, 11] the main
focus is on a generic kinetic mixing model in the context
of light dark matter.

The purpose of our work is to show that the Z ′ pro-
duction from both bremstrahlung and on-shell resonance
in DUNE can significantly improve the prospective sen-
sitivity =to Lα − Lβ gauge boson. Another result of
our work is that the existing data collected in the beam
dump mode of MiniBooNE [12] provides already compet-
itive bounds. We note that experiments such as DUNE
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and MiniBooNE will have sensitivity to a variety of BSM
physics, including heavy neutral leptons [13–17], axion-
like particles [18, 19], dark matter [15, 20–26], and mil-
licharged particles [27]. Finally, we note that additional,
complementary signatures of Z ′s can arise from modifi-
cations to the neutrino scattering cross section [28, 29].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we briefly outline the physics models used in
the GEANT4 simulation of the proton beam interactions
with both the graphite target in DUNE and the beam
dump in MiniBooNE with their material and geometries
implemented. In Section III, we describe how we con-
vert the products of proton interactions, e.g. photons,
into a corresponding number of Z ′ entering the neutrino
detectors. In Section IV, we present the mathematical
framework for calculating the expected number of lepton
pairs produced by Z ′ decays in a detector. In Section V,
we perform an estimate of the sensitivity to the mZ′ and
gαβ of both MiniBooNE and DUNE. A direct comparison
with the results and simulations obtained in [5, 11] is also
presented, along with constraints from astrophysical ob-
servations and electron beam dump experiments. In Sec-
tion VII, we discuss the detailed assumptions underlying
these constraints and compare them to the MiniBooNE
and DUNE sensitivity obtained in this work.

II. GEANT4 SIMULATION

The neutrinos in MiniBooNE and DUNE are produced
from the decays of the secondary mesons generated by the
protons interactions in the target, as in all neutrino ex-
periments. In order to simulate the production of all par-
ticles in the proton beam interactions, we used GEANT4
simulation tool kit [30–32]. For the MiniBooNE beam
dump mode, we implemented the target, namely the
beam dump geometry as described in Ref. [33]. The Mini-
BooNE dump dimension is 4 m (width) × 4 m (height)
× 4.21 m (length) of which the upstream most 2.64 m is
stainless steel, followed by a 0.91 m thick concrete and fi-
nally a 0.66 m thick stainless steel layers along the beam
direction. The implemented DUNE neutrino production
target is a 1.5 m long cylindrical graphite rod with 1.7 cm
diameter, following the description in the LBNF beam-
line design [34].

For both MiniBooNE and DUNE simulations, we used
QGSP BIC AllHP physics list for the hadronic reaction
and G4EmStandardPhysics for the electromagnetic in-
teractions. In addition, we have developed an inher-
ited user-defined class of G4UserSteppingAction, de-
rived from G4SteppingAction, to trace and record all
the particles produced in the proton beam interactions
as they progress throughout the target. In particular, we
recorded 4-momenta of all photons produced in the target
from the primary proton interaction to electromagnetic
showering process since these are used to calculate the
Z ′ production, as described in the next Section.

III. PRODUCTION CHANNELS OF Z′

The secondary particles we are interested in are pho-
tons and positrons. In the context of Lα − Lβ models,
each photon can be substituted by a Z ′ when kinematics
allows it. In particular, we consider photons from neutral
meson decays and electron bremsstrahlung. On the other
hand, positrons can lead to resonant production of Z ′

through on-shell annihilation with electrons. In general,
We find that the production channel from meson decays
is almost negligible, but it provides a useful term of com-
parison with the results available in literature. Here we
do not consider Z ′ production through Compton scat-
tering [11], since it does not change our conclusions in
the relevant region of the parameter space. We also ne-
glect charged meson decays, but in Section V we compare
our final results with those obtained in [5] where such a
channel is studied in detail.

In this Section, we provide a brief description of the
calculation method we employ for each channel. First,
let us define Na,ij

γ as the number of photons in the i-
th energy bin and j-th angular bin, from the production
channel a, as predicted by GEANT4, where the angle
is formed by the original proton beam and the outgo-
ing photon propagation directions. We also define the
bin extrema to be [Emin

i , Emax
i ] and [θmin

j , θmax
j ] for i-th

energy and j-th angular bins, respectively. For meson
decays and bremsstrahlung, we assume that the Z ′ has
the same angular and energy distributions of the corre-
sponding photons. Analogously, we define N ij

e+ as the
number of positrons and assume that all the Z ′ from res-
onant production have the same propagation direction of
the incoming positron.

A. Neutral Meson Decay

The number of Z ′ in the ij-th bin produced by neutral
meson decays can be estimated by

NM,ij
Z′ = NM,ij

γ Br(M → γZ ′) , (5)

where M = π0, η0 and Br(M → γZ ′) is the branching
ratio of the neutral meson decaying into a photon and a
Z ′, given by

Br(M → γZ ′) = 2ε2(m2
Z′)

(
1− m2

Z′

m2
M

)3

Br(M → γγ) ,

(6)
where ε is calculated using Eq. 4. We take Br(π0 →
γγ) = 0.98823 and Br(η0 → γγ) = 0.3941 [35].

B. Bremsstrahlung

To calculate the number of Z ′ in the ij-th bin produced
by electron and positron bremsstrahlung, we adopt the
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same approach proposed in [36]

Nbrem,ij
Z′ = Nbrem,ij

γ

(g
e

)2

f

(
mZ′

〈Ee〉

)
, (7)

where e is the electric charge, the function f(x) =
1154 exp(−24.42x0.3174) is taken from Fig. 9 in [36] and
represents a phase space factor, and 〈Ee〉 = 1.0773Eγ +
13.716 [MeV] is the average electron or positron energy. g
is the coupling strength to electron and positrons, which
depends on the model under consideration: g = gµe (geτ )
for Lµ − Le (Le − Lτ ), g = e ε(m2

Z′) for Lµ − Lτ .

C. Resonant Production

A Z ′ can be produced on-shell through the process
e+ + e− → Z ′ when Eres

e+ = Eres
Z′ = m2

Z′/2me. In this
case the number of Z ′ in the j-th angular bin is given by

N res,j
Z′ =

AX0

mpZ

∑
i

∫ tmax

0

dtN ij
e+I(Ei, E

res
e+ , t)σres , (8)

where A and Z are the mass and atomic number of the
nuclei in the proton beam target (or beam dump), re-
spectively, X0 is the radiation length of the same target,
mp is the mass of proton, I(Ei, Ee+ , t) is the probability
that a positron with initial energy Ei (the average energy
of the i-th bin) has a final energy Ee+ after propagating
t radiation lengths, and tmax is the maximum number
of radiation lengths traveled by a positron in the target.
The latter probability is taken from Eq. 2 in [10]. σres is
the cross section for resonant production and is given in
[11]

σres =
πg2

2me
δ

(
Ee+ −

m2
Z′

2me

)
, (9)

where g = gµe (geτ ) for Lµ − Le (Le − Lτ ), g = e ε(m2
Z′)

for Lµ − Lτ .
For the sake of simplicity, in the case of DUNE, we use

a single value for tmax, regardless of the original produc-
tion point of positrons in the target. This average (tmax)
is calculated as the radiation lengths of the target down-
stream of the 50% positron production point. The final
result is tmax = 3.3. In the case of MiniBooNE, consider-
ing that secondary particles are propagating through the
relatively thick beam dump, we take tmax = 5. Larger
values of tmax = 5 would not lead to any significant dif-
ference.

D. Comparison of production channels

The top left panel of Fig. 1 displays the number of
Z ′ as a function of mZ′ in the context of Lµ − Le from
each production channel, entering the MiniBooNE de-
tector. The number of Z ′ is in units of g2

µe and refers

to an exposure of 1.86 × 1020 protons on target (POT).
For mZ′ < 20 MeV, the dominant channel is resonant
production, whereas bremstrahlung provides the biggest
contribution for higher masses. Resonant production de-
creases faster since only positrons with energy Eres

e+ =
m2
Z′/(2me) are able to produce the Z ′ on shell, whereas

for bremsstrahlung all charged leptons with Ee± > mZ′

can in principle contribute. Neutral meson decays are
subdominant because they occur only through kinetic
mixing, and their number per each proton on target is
smaller than the one of electrons and positrons.

The top right panel of Fig. 1 refers to Lµ−Lτ . In this
case, the pion decay channel is not significantly modi-
fied with respect to Lµ − Le. On the other hand, both
bremsstrahlung and resonant production take place only
through kinetic mixing and they receive a ∼ 104 suppres-
sion factor.

The bottom panels of Fig. 1 refer to DUNE. In this
case, the number of Z ′ is normalized to 1.47×1022 POT.
Apart from a higher number of POT, DUNE has a 120
GeV proton beam, whereas MiniBooNE uses one with
8 GeV, therefore in the former case, we have an overall
increased number of Z ′, especially for large masses which
are kinematically suppressed in MiniBooNE. Finally, we
point out that for Le − Lτ (not shown), we expect the
same number of Z ′ obtained for Lµ − Le.

IV. Z′ DECAYS IN THE DETECTOR

The number of leptons (l = e, µ) produced by Z ′ →
l+l− decays in the detector is given by

Nl =
∑
j

N res,j
Z′ nlPZ′→l+l−(Eres

Z′ , θj)

+
∑
i,j

nl

(
Nbrem,j
Z′ +Nπ0,η0,j

Z′

)
PZ′→l+l−(EiZ′ , θj)

(10)

where nl = nl(EZ′ , E
th
l , θ1, θ2) is the number of leptons

per Z ′ decay with an energy El greater than the detec-
tion threshold Eth

l and going into an angle cone between
θ1 and θ2 (see Eq. A1), Eres

Z′ is the energy of the Z ′

for resonance production, EiZ′ = 1
2 (Emin

i + Emax
i ) is the

center of the i-th energy bin, and PZ′→l+l− is the proba-
bility that a Z ′ decays inside the detector. The latter is
calculated with the following equation

PZ′→l+l−(EZ′ , θ) =

(
1− e−

L(θ)Γ(Z′→l+l−)m
Z′

p
Z′

)

e
−
d(θ) Γ(Z′→l+l−)m

Z′
p
Z′

Γ(Z ′ → l+l−)

Γtot
,

(11)

where L(θ) is distance traveled in the detector, which
depends on the Z ′ propagation angle θ, d(θ) is the dis-
tance traveled between the target (or beam dump) and
the detector, pZ′ is the momentum of the Z ′, Γtot and
Γ(Z ′ → l+l−) are the total and partial decay widths,
respectively.
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FIG. 1. (Top) Number of Z′ entering-jy the MiniBooNE detector, as a function of mZ′ for each production channel. Left panel
refers to Lµ − Le, whereas the right one refers to Lµ − Lτ . (Bottom) Same as the panels in the top row, but for DUNE.

In Eq. 10, the sum over j is performed considering
only those propagation directions of the Z ′ within the
detector coverage, i.e. those having a propagation angle
with respect to the beam θZ′ < θdet. Assuming the sym-
metry axis of a detector is aligned with the direction of
the beam and that it has a width 2w, we can estimate
its angular size as θdet ∼ w

d .

The partial decay width to charged leptons is

Γ(Z ′ → l+l−) =
g2
lmZ′

12π

√
1− 4

(
ml

mZ′

)2
[

1 + 2

(
ml

mZ′

)2
]
,

(12)
where l = e, µ, τ , ge = gµ = gµe for Lµ − Le, whereas
ge = e ε(m2

Z′) and gµ = gµτ for Lµ − Lτ . For a neutrino
νl, the partial decay width is equal to the one in Eq. 12
divided by 2. For both models, the total decay width is
given by the sum of the partial widths of each lepton,
since the contribution from hadrons is negligible.

V. MINIBOONE AND DUNE SENSITIVITIES

Let us first consider MiniBooNE. We consider the data
sample corresponding to 1.86×1020 POT collected by the
MiniBooNE collaboration in the beam dump mode [12].
We focus on the data corresponding to the ν − e elastic
scattering channel which contains only 2 events, as re-
ported in Fig. 18 of Ref. [12]. This sample refers to elec-
trons with energies between 75 and 850 MeV, which are
produced in a narrow angular cone cos θ > 0.99 around
the original proton beam direction. Adopting such kine-
matic cuts, a 10% efficiency in e± detection and other
experimental properties listed in Table I, we evaluate Eq.
10 as a function of mZ′ and of the coupling.

Figure 2 shows the results of such a calculation in the
case of Lµ−Le in black contours. In general, all the elec-
trons come from Z ′ produced through bremsstrahlung,
except for mZ′

>∼ 9 MeV and gµe < 10−7 in which the
dominant contribution comes from resonant production.
The reason why the latter plays a role only for mZ′

>∼ 9
MeV is that to produce electrons with energy El > Eth

l
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TABLE I. Experimental details of MiniBooNE and DUNE used for evaluating Eq. 10 and 11. L is the length of the detector, d is the
distance from the target or the beam dump to the detector, w is half the width of the detector perpendicular to the proton beam direction,
θdet is the angular size of the detector as seen from the target or the beam dump, Eth

l and Emax
l are the minimum and maximum energies

we consider for charged leptons l± (l = e, µ) from Z′ decays, θ1 and θ2 are minimum and maximum propagation angles of the the charged
leptons, with respect to the proton beam direction, and POT is the number of protons on target.

Experiment L [m] d [m] w [m] θdet [rad] Eth
l [MeV] Emax

l [MeV] [θ1, θ2] [rad] Efficiency POT

MiniBooNE [12] 12 490 6 0.012 75 850 [0,0.14] 10% 1.86× 1020

DUNE [5] 5 579 2.5 0.004 0.2 (e±), 2 (µ±) - [0, π
36

] 100% 1.47× 1022

one needs a Eres
Z′ = m2

Z′/(2me) greater than the energy
threshold of 75 MeV. The solid colored regions represent
the area of the parameter space (mZ′ , gµe) already ex-
cluded. We give more details about such constraints in
SectionVII.

A remark is in order. In Fig. 1, we show that resonant
production channel dominates for mZ′ ∈ [0, 30] MeV.
This seems in contrast with what displayed in Fig. 2,
where this channel only contributes from mZ′

>∼ 9 MeV.
This apparent disagreement is justified by the fact that
in Fig. 1 we show only the number of Z ′ that are travel-
ling in the solid angle identified by the detector, without
taking into account any decay and kinematic cuts to the
decay products.

Assuming to be in the currently allowed region of the
parameter space, Z ′ decays in MiniBooNE provide no
more than 1 electron event, which is comparable to the ∼
2 events expected as background. Therefore, the bounds
one can derive from MiniBooNE are similar to current
ones for Lµ−Le. For Lµ−Lτ (not shown), for which both
the Z ′ production and decay channels involving electrons

101 102 103

mZ ′ [MeV]
10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

g
e

# electron events in MiniBooNE, L Le

SN1987a
e  beam dump
1 event
10 events
1000 events

FIG. 2. The black contours display the number of electron
events in the MiniBooNE detector from Z′ decays as a func-
tion of mZ′ and the coupling constant gµe in the context of
Lµ − Le. The solid filled areas represent the region of the
parameter space already excluded by electron beam dump
experiments [3] and SN1987a [37]. See section VI for more
details concerning such external constraints.

are suppressed by kinetic mixing, no constraint can be
set. In both models, the expected number µ± produced
is negligible.

For DUNE, we assume an exposure of 1.47×1022 POT
and study Z ′ decays in the multipurpose near detector
filled with gaseous argon (GAr). Concerning detection
thresholds, we take 0.2 MeV and 2 MeV for e± and µ±,
respectively [5], which stem from the assumption of 2
cm as a reasonable length for track identification. These
and other experimental specifications used in evaluating
Eq. 10 are summarized in Table I. A careful evaluation
of backgrounds in the GAr detector is mandatory. This
has already been done in [5]. Here we just report a brief
summary. Concerning Z ′ decays to e±, the main back-
ground comes from neutral pions produced in neutrino
interactions, for which few ×105 events per ton-year are
expected.

Despite the large statistics, a π0 event can be misinter-
preted only under the following circumstances. The first
possibility is the absence of other hadronic activity, or
one photon from π0 is either missed by the calorimeter
surrounding the GAr detector or cannot be associated to
the same vertex of the other photon. The second case
occurs when only one of the two photons convert in the
gas, which occurs 12% of the time. Taking into account
such requirements, the number of background events is
reduced to few thousands. Further reduction might come
from considering only those events inside an angular cone
centered on the original proton beam direction, since
the nuclear processes producing neutral pions are usu-
ally isotropic, whereas the Z ′ decay is mostly forward. If
one considers the opening angle of this cone to be equal
to the angular resolution (4 mrad), then the number of
photons from π0 is suppressed to 0.01%. Even a con-
servative 5◦ angular cut provides about 50 background
events. Here, we propose to use 10 e± events as nomi-
nal threshold for defining the constraints on leptophilic
gauge bosons.

For Z ′ decaying to µ±, the main background comes
from muon neutrinos charged current (CC) interactions
with pion production. For these events, both the pres-
ence of nuclear activity and kinematic cuts can signifi-
cantly reduce the number of background events, which
is otherwise O(105) per ton-year. Furthermore, the
calorimeter surrounding the argon gas will have the capa-
bility to distinguish between muon and pion events, with
a probability of 70% [5]. Finally, adding the proposed
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FIG. 3. (Left) Same as Fig. 2, but for DUNE. The BBN bounds are taken from [38]. (Right) Same as the left panel, but for
Lµ − Lτ . In this case, the BBN constraints are taken from [39].

muon tagger after the GAr detector would strongly im-
prove the rejection of background. In the end, we adopt
the same 10 events µ± threshold, as done for e± pairs
and as in [5] to be conservative.

The expected number of electrons from Z ′ decays in
DUNE for Lµ − Le and Lµ − Lτ is shown in the left
and right panel of Fig. 3, respectively. In contrast to
MiniBooNE, for Lµ −Le the contribution from resonant
production dominates over bremsstrahlung for mZ′ > 2
MeV. The reason is that in the resonance case the Z ′ has
a specific energy (m2

Z′/2me), which for mZ′ < 2 MeV is
not enough to allow for a decay to e± in a 5 degree cone
(see the θ1, θ2 column of Table I). According to our nom-
inal 10 event threshold, DUNE can extends beyond the
current exclusion region from electron beam dump ex-
periments to values of gµe ten times smaller in the mass
range mZ′ ∈ [1, 103] MeV. While part of the parame-
ter space is disfavored by observations of neutrinos from
SN1987a [37], it is worthwhile to note that the DUNE
sensitivity extends up to significantly higher mZ′ .

In the Lµ − Lτ case, on the other hand, the improve-
ment over the current constraints dominated by electron
beam dump experiments is marginal. Nevertheless, as
shown in [5], the Z ′ production channels from charged
meson decays to muons (M± → µ±νµZ

′, M = π,K)
are not suppressed by kinetic mixing and a more signif-
icant improvement can be obtained. This hierarchy of
production channels can change if one allows for a tree
level contribution to the kinetic mixing. For instance, in
the right panel of Fig. 3, we show that for ε = −gµτ/15
(dot-dashed line) the sensitivity of DUNE would be com-
parable to the BBN constraints [39]. In this case, how-
ever, the electron beam dump constraints also need to be
properly rescaled.

Figure 4 displays the number of muons produced in
the Lµ − Le case. This number is comparable to the
one of electrons shown in the left panel of Fig. 3 for the

mass range mZ′ > 200 MeV. This is expected because
the branching ratios to electrons and muons are equal to
each other.

In our sensitivity study of DUNE, so far we have not
yet discussed the Z ′ decays in the liquid argon near de-
tector (LAr). Such a detector can in principle observe
the number of decays comparable to the one for the GAr
detector, due to its similar volume and distance from the
production target. The LAr detector, however, will suffer
from larger backgrounds resulting from higher number of
neutrino interactions than in the GAr detector. Never-
theless, since the LAr detector will be the first available
for data taking for DUNE, it makes sense to provide a
brief discussion concerning its potential. As for the GAr
detector, the main background for e± pairs is π0 decay.
Assuming π0 can be reconstructed with a high degree of
accuracy as in MicroBooNE [40], one can remove them
efficiently using suitable invariant mass choices. Conse-
quently, a large region of the parameter space (mZ′ > 200
MeV) can still be explored with a similar sensitivity to
that of the GAr, because of the similar number of ob-
servable Z ′ decays.

VI. MAIN RESULTS

Prospective constraints of DUNE on both Lµ−Le and
Lµ − Lτ were already derived in [5], thus a compari-
son with the results obtained therein is in order. The
main difference our study, however, lies in the produc-
tion channels of Z ′ under consideration. In our case,
the main channels are the electron bremsstrahlung and
the resonant production. These channels have not been
considered in [5] where instead the bulk of Z ′ comes
from charged meson decays. For Lµ − Le we find that
the number of Z ′ produced in the target is five orders
of magnitude larger than the one connected to charged
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mesons estimated in [5]. This is clearly seen by compar-
ing our bottom left panel of Fig. 1 with Fig. 5.2 in [5].
Such a difference explains why we conclude that DUNE
can improve current constraints in the parameter space
(mZ′ , gµe), whereas the opposite is stated in [5]. Com-
paring our calculation for Lµ −Lτ , shown in the bottom
right panel of Fig. 1, with Fig. 5.4 in [5], we find that
the number of Z ′ from charged mesons is similar to the
one from electrons. This happens because the charged
meson decays involving muons are not suppressed by ki-
netic mixing, whereas a suppression is indeed present for
both the bremsstrahlung and resonant channels.

A remark is in order. Both here and in [5], the num-
ber of Z ′ produced by neutral meson decays is calcu-
lated, but we find it to be about one order of magnitude
larger. A similar comparison can be made with Fig. 6
in [11], though in the context of a generic kinetic mixing
model and only for MiniBooNE. In this case, the differ-
ence is just a factor of two. The reason for the larger
discrepancy with [5] is probably due to a different nu-
merical approach: we have used GEANT4 as a tool to
simulate secondary particle production in proton inter-
actions, whereas in [5] Pythia is employed. As far as
we understand, Pythia is harder to use for our purposes,
because it simulates only a single event of particle colli-
sions, thus essential inputs like target geometry or target
material are not required. We emphasize that GEANT4
is also used in [11] with which we are in relatively good
agreement.

Finally, despite not being explicitly displayed, the
sensitivities of DUNE and MiniBooNE in the context
of Le − Lτ are expected to be the same as Lµ − Le.
This happens because the dominant production channels
(bremsstrahlung and resonance) are characterized by the
same coupling strength geτ = gµe.

103

mZ ′ [MeV]

10 8

10 7

g
e

# muon events in DUNE, L Le

e  beam dump
1 event
10 events
1000 events

FIG. 4. Same as the left panel of Fig. 3 but for the muons
produced by Z′ decaying in the detector.

VII. CURRENT CONSTRAINTS ON Lα − Lβ

Currently, in our region of interest the best sensitiv-
ity is obtained in the electron beam dump experiments
E137 [4] and Orsay [41]. In both cases, the bounds are
taken from [3] where a recasting of the original limits for
dark photons [42, 43] has been performed following the
approach proposed in [44].

In terms of astrophysical constraints, lower values of
the couplings gµe and gµτ are in principle probed by the
observations of neutrinos from a core-collapse supernova.
The floor of these constraints refer to the case where the
extra cooling of the proto-neutron star, induced by Z ′

production exceeds the one observed in neutrinos. On the
other hand, the ceiling of the constraints corresponds to
a regime in which Z ′ bosons are trapped inside the star,
and they are re-emitted with a blackbody spectrum from
a sphere similar to the neutrinosphere. The observations
of about 20 neutrino events from SN1987a has been first
used for deriving constraints on Lµ − Lτ in [39]. These
have very recently been updated in [37] taking into ac-
count also the non-negligible muon population in the core
of the supernova, which allow for an extra source of pro-
duction and scattering of the Z ′.

In this work, we refer to the updated constraints in
[37] and assume that those for Lµ − Le which are not
presented therein are equivalent to those obtained in the
context of Lµ − Lτ . This is a conservative assumption
for the following reason. Being strongly dependent on the
production rate of the Z ′, the floor of the constraints are
not expected to change for Lµ−Le, because no significant
charged τ leptons are created, and the potential contribu-
tion of electrons to the production rate is suppressed by
their degeneracy. Electron degeneracy, however, is only
present in the core, which means that the Z ′ scatter-
ing rate at larger radii is strongly modified by the direct
coupling to e±, effectively moving the trapping regime
to lower values of the couplings and correspondingly the
ceiling of the bounds. An accurate determination of the
ceiling, however, would require a dedicated study, which
is beyond the scope of this work.

For lower Z ′ masses (≤ 10 MeV), we also have con-
straints from BBN due to the Z ′’s decaying into neutri-
nos and electrons which contribute to both neutrinos and
photon evolution at around the MeV scale. The recent
accurate measurement of the light degrees of freedomNeff

by Planck [45] constrains the coupling and mass of Z ′,
which determine its likelihood to be in the equilibrium
with the SM particles at the MeV scale. In our work,
for Lµ − Lτ , we show the BBN limits from Ref. [39].
In particular, we refer to the bound corresponding to
∆Neff > 0.2 which is similar to the current precision of
Planck [45]. Whereas for Lµ−Le, we take the constraints
derived in Ref [38] for B−L which also apply to our case.

We emphasize that both the BBN and SN1987a limits
are model dependent. For example, the SN1987a can
be weakened by the chameleon effect which depends on
the environmental matter density [46], whereas the BBN
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constraints can be weakened by late reheating [47].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

The existence of an additional anomaly-free U(1)
gauge group which only couple to leptons is a well mo-
tivated extension of the Standard Model. Such a model
predicts the existence of a new gauge boson Z ′ which can
be dominantly produced by and can decay into leptons.
In this work, we have focused on Lα−Lβ , where the new
charges are associated to the lepton number difference
between flavor α and β. We have studied current and
future constraints from MiniBooNE and DUNE, respec-
tively, on mZ′ and gαβ , i.e. the mass and coupling to
leptons of the new gauge boson.

For DUNE, we have calculated the number of charged
lepton pairs produced by Z ′ decays in the GAr detector
which provides an excellent particle identification and
tracking capabilities. We have shown that the Z ′ pro-
duced by e± bremsstrahlung and on-shell resonance give
the largest contributions in the context of Lµ − Le and
Le − Lτ . This is our main result, since a similar study
performed in [5] neglected these production channels (fo-
cusing mostly on charged mesons decays) and found that
DUNE is not able to extend current constraints in the
parameter space [mZ′ , gµe] and [mZ′ , geτ ]. Whereas we
find that, when both bremsstrahlung and on-shell res-
onance are taken into account, DUNE sensitivity goes
beyond the current most stringent limits from electron
beam dump experiments. We have also shown that such
prospective constraints will even extend to larger mZ′ be-
yond the astrophysical bounds from SN1987a and BBN.

Concerning Lµ−Lτ , we observe that our Z ′ production
channels endow DUNE with a sensitivity comparable to
current constraints. Therefore, in this case the charged
meson decay channel presented in [5] provides a slightly
better reach. These results might change when consider-
ing an extra source of kinetic mixing in the context of a
UV complete model.

Finally, we have explored the same experimental sig-
natures from Z ′ decays in MiniBooNE. In particular, we
have selected the neutrino-electron elastic scattering data
sample collected in the beam dump mode, corresponding
to an exposure of 1.86× 1020 POT. Despite the very low
background (2 events), the maximum number of charged
leptons from Z ′ decays expected in the currently allowed

parameter space is O(1). Thus, the sensitivity is compa-
rable to the current bounds.

As future prospects for our work, the following possibil-
ities are available. First, one can study Z ′ decays in the
context of DUNE-PRISM [15, 26, 48], i.e. a near detector
complex which will be able to take data at off-axis angles
up to a few degrees by moving a set of detectors perpen-
dicular to the beam axis. Since our GEANT4 simulation
shows that most of the Z ′ from bremsstrahlung and res-
onant production are generated outside of the solid angle
coverage of the GAr, PRISM might provide a further en-
hancement of the sensitivity.

Second, one can consider DUNE taking data in a beam
dump mode, as already done for MiniBooNE. In this case,
the neutrino flux, which represents the main source of
background to our Z ′ searches, is significantly reduced.
Moreover, the positrons produced as secondary particles
in proton interactions would travel through more radi-
ation lengths compared to the target mode due to the
significantly deeper depth of the dump, thus increasing
the number of Z ′ produced through resonance.
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Appendix A

Let us assume that Z ′ decays are isotropic in the center
of mass frame, so that we can take the angular distribu-
tion of leptons to be dNl/d cos θ∗ = 1, where θ∗ repre-
sents the decay angle with respect to the proton beam in
this frame. Note that the distribution is normalized to
2 leptons being produced per each decay. The number
of leptons per decay being emitted in an angular cone
[cos θ1, cos θ2] in the laboratory frame by a Z ′ with en-
ergy EZ′ is equal to:

nl(EZ′ , E
th
l , θ1, θ2) =

∫ cos θ2

cos θ1

d cos θ
dNl

d cos θ∗
d cos θ∗

d cos θ
H[El(EZ′)− Eth

l ] =

∫ cos θ2

cos θ1

d cos θ
1− p2

Z′
E2
Z′√

1− 4m2
l

m2
Z′

(
1− cos θ pZ′EZ′

)2
H[El(EZ′)− Eth

l ] ,
(A1)
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where Eth
l is the energy threshold for the detection of

lepton l = e, µ, H is the Heaviside function, and El(EZ′)
is the lepton energy in the laboratory frame. The latter
is equal to

El(EZ′) =
EZ′

mZ′

(
E∗l +

pZ′

EZ′
p∗l cos θ∗

)
, (A2)

where E∗l = mZ′/2 and p∗l =
√
E∗2l −m2

l are the energy
and the momentum of the lepton in the center of mass

frame, respectively. Finally we take

cos θ1 = max(cos θexp
min, cos θkin

min) , (A3)

cos θ2 = min(cos θexp
max, cos θkin

max) , (A4)

where cos θexp
min,max represent the limits of the angular

cone the experiment is sensitive to, whereas cos θkin
min,max

represent the limits of the angular cone given by the kine-
matics of the decay.
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