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Recent progress in laser and x-ray spectroscopy of muonic atoms offers promising long-term
possibilities at the intersection of atomic, nuclear and particle physics. In muonic hydrogen,
laser spectroscopy measurements will determine the ground-state hyperfine splitting (HFS)
and additionally improve the Lamb shift by a factor of 5. Precision spectroscopy with cryo-
genic microcalorimeters has the potential to significantly improve the charge radii of the light
nuclei in the Z = 3− 8 range. Complementary progress in precision should be achieved on
the theory of nucleon- and nuclear-structure effects. The impact of this muonic-atom spec-
troscopy program will be amplified by the upcoming results from H and He+ spectroscopy,
simple molecules such as HD+ and Penning trap measurements. In this broader context, one
can test ab-initio nuclear theories, bound-state QED for two- or three-body systems, and deter-
mine fundamental constants, such as the Rydberg (R∞) and the fine- structure (α) constants.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Muonic atoms — hydrogen-like atoms with the electrons replaced by a muon — have an enhanced
sensitivity to the structure of the atomic nucleus. For light muonic atoms, the enhancement factor,
as compared to regular atoms, is of the order of (mµ/me)3 ≈ 107, making them a prime laboratory
for studies of nuclear structure and in particular for the determination of RMS nuclear charge radii
(see Fig. 1).

The proton charge radius rp was measured via laser spectroscopy of the 2S-2P transition in
muonic hydrogen (µH) by the CREMA Collaboration [1, 2], appearing to be more than 5σ away
from the value based on ep scattering and H spectroscopy. This proton-radius puzzle triggered a
wealth of activity at the intersection of nuclear, particle, and atomic physics, reaching out to physics
beyond the Standard Model (see Refs. [3–7], for recent reviews). Today, more than a decade after
this puzzle began, new determinations of the proton radius are available that corroborate the results
from measurements with muonic atoms. However, there are still some tensions that call for further
experimental determinations [8], and a new round of experiments is underway [9–11].

Laser spectroscopy of muonic atoms has also determined the radii of the deuteron and 3,4He
with a very high accuracy < 10−3 [12–14]. Extending this method to heavier elements is highly
challenging. Nevertheless, it is considered in Li and Be by the CREMA collaboration [15]. For Z > 8,
most radii of stable isotopes have been determined by measuring the energy of x-rays emitted in the
cascade of muons to the ground level [16]. However, for nuclei in the range Z = 3−8, with respective
2p-1s transition energies of 20−150 keV, the energy resolution of solid state detectors limits the
precision of such a measurement. In light of this, most radii of stable isotopes in this range are
determined via elastic electron scattering, and are also the least well-known in the nuclear chart,
with accuracies spanning 0.3−1.4% (see Fig. 1).

A precise knowledge of charge radii is important for benchmarking ab initio nuclear theory. When
combined with measurements in electronic atoms, they enable tests of bound-state QED (BSQED),
determining fundamental constants and searching for new physics (see Fig. 2). Such tantalizing
prospects rely on new experiments with muonic atoms as well as developments in atomic and nuclear
theory as discussed below.

II. BENCHMARKING NUCLEAR THEORY

Precise knowledge of light nuclear masses and radii is necessary to set rigorous benchmarks for
nuclear structure theory. Although masses are measured with high precision using Penning traps,
they are not an effective discriminator between theories [17]. Radii reveal more about the underlying
theory, but are much harder to calculate due to their sensitivity to the long range behaviour of the
nuclear wave functions [18].

Recent progress for nucleon-nucleon currents and form factors of light nuclei has been reported in
Refs. [19, 20]. Combining theory predictions of the deuteron and alpha particle structure radii from
chiral effective field theory and their charge radii from spectroscopy, one obtains precise predictions
of the proton and neutron charge radii. A prediction of the isoscalar combination of the triton and
helion structure radii, together with the helion charge radius from µ3He+, will also predict the
charge radius of the triton, allowing one, in turn, to test nuclear structure calculations. Going to
higher Z, ab-initio calculations of charge radii using nuclear interactions derived from chiral effective
field theory have advanced enough to reach a high accuracy in the region A = 3 to A = 18 [21, 22],
which could then be systematically improved based on comparison with experiments.

Another benchmark comes from the evolution of neutron skins with isospin, which remains a
large open question [23]. As neutron skins are highly difficult to measure, the difference in charge
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FIG. 1. Relative uncertainty in the most precise RMS charge radii of the light stable nuclei. The stars denote
the achievable precision when E2P−1S transitions in muonic atoms are measured with 10 ppm accuracy.

radii of mirror nuclei could be used as a surrogate [24]. Being a differential measurement, high
accuracy on the individual absolute radii (< 0.1%) is needed. Extending well-measured radii of
mirror pairs to lighter nuclei: 3H-3He, 7Li-7Be and 8Li-8B, will test nuclear theory at a large relative
neutron excess. It would also provide valuable input into determining the parameters of the equation
of state of nuclear matter [25]. To do this, one must combine the absolute radii of one isotope of He,
Li, Be, and B, with optical measurements of isotope shifts. Such measurements were accomplished
for 8Li [26] and 7Be [27], while ongoing efforts are focused on 3H [15] and 8B [28].

III. PRECISION TESTS OF BOUND-STATE QED

The simplicity of two- and three-body atomic/molecular systems combined with the precision of
laser spectroscopy permits unique confrontations between theory and experiments, see Fig. 2. The
predictive power of BSQED which describes these systems, however, depends on the knowledge of
fundamental constants such as the masses of the involved particles, the Rydberg constant R∞, and
the nuclear charge radii. The precise nuclear charge radii obtained from µH, µD [12] and µHe+ [14]
are therefore not only benchmarks to understand the hadron and nuclear structure but also allow
to push the confrontation between theory and experiments in two- and three-body atomic/molecular
systems.

Comparing the 1S-2S transition measurement in H [29] with its theory prediction that makes
use of the precise rp value from µH, leads to a precise determination of R∞ with a relative accuracy
of 8×10−13. By considering in addition to the 1S-2S transition, more measurements in H allows to
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FIG. 2. Interplay of experiments to improve fundamental constants and bound-state QED tests.

confront the theory in hydrogen (with all fundamental constant fixed) to measurements [8, 30]. In
this way the hydrogen theory has been verified at the 1×10−12 level. Similarly, the alpha particle
charge radius from µHe+ spectroscopy [14] will be needed when the ongoing efforts to measure the
1S-2S in He+ will be completed [31, 32]. With R∞ obtained by combining µH and H measurements,
the confrontation theory-experiment in He+ provides a bound-state QED test particularly sensitive
to challenging higher-order corrections scaling with Z5..7 [33, 34].

Calculations of the energy levels in three-body systems such as helium and helium-like ions are
rapidly advancing to the point where nuclear-size effects become important [35–37]. With these
developments, the ongoing experiments in helium-like ions spanning Li-II to C-V [38–40] would be
sensitive to charge radii at the level of 10−3. As with the lighter systems, the efforts with electronic
atoms would greatly benefit from new measurements with muonic atoms. Such combination would
allow to test BSQED for three-body systems at higher Z. Conversely, one could benchmark nuclear
polarizability calculations in systems heavier than He. At the level in which these calculations are
reliable, one could search for new physics affecting the muonic and/or electronic observables [41–43].

Other interesting three-body systems are molecular ions. Precision values of the proton and
deuteron radii play an increasingly important role also for the precise predictions of the HD+ en-
ergy levels given the spectacular advances both in theory and experiment [44–47]. With R∞ and
nuclear charge radii obtained by combining µp and H measurements, and the electron/proton and
proton/deuteron mass ratios from Penning trap measurements, the HD+ theory has been verified at
the 2×10−11 level, representing the best test of a three-body system. Conversely, the comparison of
theory with experiment in HD+ can be used to improve on the electron mass (electron/proton mass
ratio) while using charge radii and R∞ as derived from µH and H. Combined with other Penning trap
measurements [48], the new value of the electron mass allows testing bound electron g-factors [49]
on the 4×10−11 level of accuracy. In the future, it will also impact the determination of α. Hence, the
HD+ spectroscopy links precision laser spectroscopy of hydrogen-like atoms and light muonic atoms
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with the rich Penning trap program that includes testing bound electron g-factors, determination of
fundamental constants and precision mass spectrometry.

Spectroscopy of heavier muonic atoms can also be used to test strong-field BSQED by focusing on
transitions between Rydberg states where there is little to no overlap between the muon and nuclear
wavefunctions [50]. The relevant energies are in the 3−200keV range, suitable for high-resolution
detection via cryogenic microcalorimeters. The dominant QED effect in these systems is the vac-
uum polarization, providing a unique window into this effect, as well as new features of muonic
atom dynamics [51]. Future BSQED studies with muonic atoms will also be highly complementary
to planned programs for high-resolution antiprotonic atom spectroscopy at ELENA for atomic and
nuclear structure studies.

IV. THEORETICAL DEVELOPMENTS: NUCLEON AND NUCLEAR-STRUCTURE EFFECTS

The limiting uncertainty in calculations of the energy levels of muonic atoms comes from nuclear-
and nucleon-structure effects. Improved theory predictions, especially for the polarizability contri-
butions, are needed to match up with the present experimental precision for µD and µHe+, as well
as to compete with the upcoming experiments in µH, discussed in Section V.

For µH, the proton finite-size and polarizability effects can be either calculated in χEFT, or in a
dispersive framework from data on the proton form factors and structure functions. So far, these two
frameworks agreed well in the proton-polarizability contribution to the Lamb shift, but much less
so in the hyperfine splitting (hfs) [52]. A re-evaluation with new data from the Jefferson Lab “Spin
Physics Program” [53], e.g., from the g2p experiment [54], is underway. Improved χEFT calculations
would be helpful, as well the proposed lattice QCD calculations [55–57].

For µD and µHe+, both the nucleon- and nuclear-structure effects enter. They are calculated in
the data-driven dispersive framework [58, 59], and in a number of theoretical approaches, such as
pionless effective field theory [60], chiral effective field theory [61] or phenomenological Hamiltoni-
ans [62]. For the µD Lamb shift, recent theory predictions are in agreement, and through the H-D
isotope shift are consistent with the proton radius from µH, see, e.g., Ref. [60].

In µHe+ the nucleon contributions become increasingly important. Consider for instance the two-
photon-exchange (2PE) contribution to the µ4He+ Lamb shift: E〈2PE〉A+N

2P−2S = 9.34(20)N(11)A meV [63],
with A and N the nuclear and nucleon contributions. The nucleon part gives a sizeable contribution
to the uncertainty. In order to reduce the uncertainty, one has to improve on the following quanti-
ties: the nucleon-polarizability contribution (primarily the neutron), the nuclear-polarizability con-
tribution (presently limited by the spread from various implementations of the few-nucleon dynam-
ics [64]), and the electric form factor needed to compute the elastic part [62, 63]. More data on the
neutron polarizabilities could be obtained at MAMI (Mainz) and HIGS (Duke).

Given the prospects to study µLi, we expect the nuclear polarizability contributions to become
extremely important. The latter can be and will be tackled within ab-initio calculations [65]. For
the heavier nuclei, similarly to what was implemented in µC [66], one could use input from total
integrated nuclear photoabsorption cross-sections to estimate the polarizability.

V. NEW EXPERIMENTS WITH MUONIC ATOMS

There are three collaborations aiming at the measurement of the ground-state HFS in µH: one
collaboration at J-PARC (Japan) [67], one at RIKEN-RAL (UK) [68, 69], and one at PSI (Switzer-
land) [70]. Their goal is to measure with 1 ppm accuracy by means of pulsed laser spectroscopy from
which precise information about the magnetic structure of the proton can be extracted. Namely, the
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2PE contribution can be extracted with 10−4 relative accuracy when comparing theory with experi-
ment. In a second phase the HFS measurements could reach relative accuracies below the 10−7 level,
providing very precise benchmark for the understanding of the proton spin structure. A measure-
ment of the 1S HFS in µH, in combination with the precise value for the 1S HFS in H, can be used to
disentangle the Zemach radius and proton-polarizability contributions from 2PE, see discussion in
Ref. [7], and determine them with high precision. This will lead to the best empirical determination
of the proton Zemach radius from spectroscopy, without the uncertainty associated with the theo-
retical prediction of the polarizability contribution, to be compared with determinations from form
factor measurements.

For all three collaborations, the main challenge is posed by the small laser-induced transition
probability and a transition wavelength at 6.8 µm where no adequate (sufficiently powerful) laser
technologies are available. To give a sense of the required technology leap, note that the laser fluence
needed for the HFS experiment of the CREMA collaboration is 4 orders of magnitude larger than
used for the measurement of the 2S-2P transition in µH to determine the proton radius. Moreover
this has to be obtained at a longer wavelength and for much smaller laser bandwidth. The devel-
opment of these laser technologies will open the way also for improving the 2S-2P measurements
in µH and µD by at least a factor of 5. This calls for advances on the theory side (BSQED and
proton-structure effects). Similar refined measurements will be possible in µHe+.

The intrinsic energy resolution of semi-conductor detectors excludes their use for precision mea-
surements on light muonic atoms. However, a 5 ppm precise determination of the µ12C and µ13C
2P-1S transition energies using a crystal spectrometer, and the derived charge radius with an ac-
curacy of 2 · 10−3 fm, has demonstrated that an x-ray detector with an energy resolution of order
10 eV does enable charge radii measurements to a precision of 10−3 or better for Z = 3−8 nuclei.
Novel cryogenic microcalorimeters (MCs) are a promising candidate to fill this gap between laser
spectroscopy and x-ray spectroscopy with solid-state detectors. In recent years MCs have demon-
strated energy resolutions of a few to a few tens of eV in the range 1− 400keV [71–75]; close to
that of crystal spectrometers, while enjoying a higher efficiency and covering a much broader energy
range. With such resolution and the appropriate calibration, line centers can be determined to better
than 10ppm [76]. Achieving this accuracy for measurements of 2P-1S transitions in light muonic
atoms, combined with theoretical calculations of nuclear structure and polarizability detailed above,
could improve radii determinations by up to an order of magnitude (see. Fig. 1). The same method
can also be used for strong-field BSQED tests using Rydberg states in heavier elements. To pur-
sue these promising opportunities, a new collaboration has formed which will use metallic magnetic
calorimeters at PSI.

As for low-lying states at higher Z(> 10), solid state detectors are again competitive. A new ex-
perimental program at PSI is measuring muonic x-rays from radioactive isotopes using high-purity
germanium detectors [see separate contribution “Muonic atoms for fundamental and applied nuclear
science”].
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