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This white paper was submitted to the 2022 Fundamental Symmetries, Neutrons, and Neutrinos
(FSNN) Town Hall Meeting in preparation for the next NSAC Long Range Plan. We advocate to
support current and future theoretical and experimental searches for physics beyond the Standard
Model using nuclear β decay.

I. RECOMMENDATIONS

The nuclear β-decay research community has made im-
pressive progress, both in theory and experiment, since
the previous long range plan was implemented. A wide
variety of nuclear systems provide enhanced sensitivity
to phenomena that can arise in beyond the Standard
Model (BSM) contributions to the electroweak interac-
tion. At the level of precision currently being achieved

for this type of fundamental symmetries research, nu-
merous higher-order corrections need to be accounted for
through nuclear theory. In addition to progress on im-
proving the determination of electroweak radiative cor-
rections, one of the most dramatic developments has been
the emergence of new many-body methods with control-
lable uncertainties that can be applied in a wide range
of relevant nuclei. This progress has set the stage for
productive interactions between theory and experiment
to reassess and sharpen theoretical uncertainties and to
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interpret the high-quality data being collected with ad-
vanced experimental systems.

One of the central goals for the coming years is to place
the on-going work with allowed decays on a more rigor-
ous theoretical footing and push the precision frontier for
the experimental campaigns targeting a set of key nuclei.
These activities should produce improved results both for
the "top-row" unitarity test and for the search for exotic
couplings, allowing nuclear β decay to continue to be at
the forefront in probing new physics in charged current
weak interactions.

The remarkable progress on theory has been accompa-
nied by a number of successful experimental programs
that highlight the impact of relatively small-scale re-
search efforts. These experiments have achieved the high-
est precision measurements to date of the β-asymmetry
with 37K and the β-ν angular correlation with 8Li. At the
same time, we have developed new spectroscopic tech-
niques using cyclotron resonance spectroscopy (CRES),
superconducting tunnel junctions, and novel ion-trapping
systems. These advances are poised to yield a wealth of
results with unprecedented precision that provide multi-
ple stringent constraints on BSM scenarios.

The community’s recommendations for advancing fun-
damental symmetries research using nuclear β decays are:

• Accelerating progress on improving constraints on
BSM scenarios and clarifying the status of the
Cabibbo angle anomaly through the formation of
a center to study fundamental symmetries with β
decay that strengthens collaboration between ex-
periment and theory.

• Increasing investment in small-scale and mid-
scale projects and initiatives at universities, the
ARUNA laboratories, and national laboratories to
exploit the strengths of existing facilities and cre-
ate pipelines for highly-qualified personnel into the
field.

• Establishing robust and sustained support for the
nuclear theory effort, which entails workforce devel-
opment at all levels (students, post-docs, faculty)
and viable career paths.

• Pursuing and developing the cutting-edge ex-
perimental techniques used to perform model-
independent searches for BSM neutrino physics via
β decay, with the goal of a direct absolute neutrino
mass measurement.

• The nuclear beta decay community strives to pro-
mote a diverse and inclusive environment while ad-
vocating for an increased financial support that
would improve our graduate student standard of
living.

• We recommend several items that would facil-
itate fundamental symmetry research at FRIB.

These include the development of a solid stop-
per, a helium-jet ion source for commensal beam
operation, means and staff support for producing
beams and sources at FRIB from harvested iso-
topes, for example by using the existing batch mode
ion source (BMIS), and more usable space for such
future large precision experiments.

II. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade, β-decay experiments have sig-
nificantly extended the frontiers of knowledge on physics
beyond the Standard Model. This has been done using a
variety of probes including angular-correlation measure-
ments (e.g., [1–4]) and precise ft-value measurements
[5, 6]. Further planned experimental efforts using differ-
ent techniques will reliably discover or set stronger con-
straints on BSM physics effects [7]. Such measurements
are done both at National and University laboratories.
New experiments will achieve precision of 0.1% or better,
enabling them to reach TeV-scale physics [7], and in most
case to compete with high-energy searches at the Large
Hadron Collider [8]. Important recent developments in
nuclear theory now allow fundamental physics to be ex-
tracted from experiments at this level of precision.

Nuclear β decay transitions can be used to extract Vud
to test the CKM matrix unitarity, probe the presence
of scalar and tensor currents, tensor coupling to right-
handed neutrinos, search for sterile neutrino, and con-
tribute to the neutrino mass determination.

The type of transition used to probe BSM physics in-
clude superallowed pure Fermi between 0+ states, su-
perallowed mixed between mirror nuclei, allowed pure
Gamow-Teller, first-forbidden, as well as some specific
electron-capture and ultra-low Q-value transitions.

In this white paper we will highlight recent achieve-
ments, concisely articulate the scientific opportunities,
and give the path towards discoveries using each of these
nuclear β decay transitions in the next decade and be-
yond.

III. CKM MATRIX UNITARITY TESTS

A. Motivation

Precise tests of the CKM matrix top-row unitarity are
a unique, model-independent probe having discovery po-
tential for new physics at the 10 TeV scale with current
precision levels [7]. β decay supplies over 95% of the top-
row sum data. Following recent broad theory progress
and signs of top-row unitarity violation at the > 3σ level,
we are in a most opportune time to deliver a comprehen-
sive advancement in the determination of the Vud matrix
element using nuclear β decays. In particular, mature ab
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initio nuclear theory efforts and a high-precision nuclear
data set underscore the potential/need for a concerted ef-
fort between theory and experiment. Formation of a topi-
cal group, the VUDU (Vud Unitarity) alliance, would fos-
ter further collaboration, strengthen theory benchmark-
ing efforts, amplify the impact of focused experimental
efforts and sustain the leadership role of the nuclear β
decay community in precision CKM unitarity tests.

B. Progress

The Vud element of the CKMmatrix can be determined
from the β decays of the pion, neutron, pure Fermi 0+ to
0+ and mixed, mirror nuclear decays [9]. The current sta-
tus is summarized in Fig. 1 showing the fractional uncer-
tainty due to experimental input, electroweak radiative
corrections, and nuclear structure corrections where rel-
evant. Currently, the most precise determination of Vud
is obtained from 0+ → 0+ nuclear decays, where a collec-
tion of more than 200 measurements in 21 different nuclei
allow for a significant statistical advantage. Its precision
is currently limited by uncertainties in sub-percent level
nuclear structure corrections, the improvement of which
is a strong driver for theoretical advances and comprises
one of the major goals in the field.
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Figure 1. Fractional uncertainties to the Vud extraction from
the most precise channels.

Significant theoretical progress in the calculation of ra-
diative corrections using dispersion relations was made
possible by a critical paradigm shift and served to reduce
uncertainties due to radiative corrections in all systems
by at least a factor of two [10, 11]. The resultant 3σ shift
compared to the previous state of the art for the neutron
and nuclear decays has been confirmed by several inde-
pendent calculations [12–14], and have been shown to be
systematically improvable using lattice QCD calculations
[15–17].

Leveraging improvements in the theory framework, nu-
clear structure effects in electroweak radiative corrections
(denoted δNS) were reevaluated and resulted in substan-
tial changes when including quasi-elastic and nuclear po-

larization effects. These were initially treated in simpli-
fied models and increased the uncertainty on the resul-
tant Vud determination from 0+ → 0+ decays by 50% due
to fully correlated theoretical uncertainties [11, 18, 19].
A fully-relativistic framework [20] permits rigorous stud-
ies of δNS using ab initio methods; the past two decades
have witnessed a tremendous progress of the latter in the
description of nuclei. This was due to the advent of ef-
fective field theories that link nuclear many-body interac-
tions and electroweak currents to the fundamental sym-
metries of the underlying theory of Quantum Chromody-
namics [21–30]; the development of new algorithms suited
to solve the many-body nuclear problem for nuclei in the
medium mass region and beyond [31]; and the increased
availability of computational resources [32]. Capitalizing
on these recent developments, the theory community is
poised to provide improved theoretical estimates for the
nuclear structure effects in radiative corrections (δNS)
and isospin breaking effects (δC).

There has been a surge of experimental activity in the
past years around mirror transitions at various institu-
tions world-wide including: half-life (37K [33], 21Na [34]
and 29P [35]) and branching ratio (37K [36]) measure-
ments at Texas A&M University; half-life measurements
of 11C [37], 13N [38], 15O [39], 25Al [40] and 29P [41] at
the University of Notre Dame; QEC-value measurements
of 11C [42], 21Na and 29P using LEBIT at NSCL [43]; and
with significant development of 99.13(9)% nuclear polar-
ization via optical pumping [44], a precise β-asymmetry
measurement of 37K using TRINAT at TRIUMF im-
proved the value of Vud for this isotope by a factor of
4 [45].

C. Prospects

Significant progress in the determination of nuclear
structure correction using nuclear ab initio methods are
paramount in order to maximize the potential of the su-
perallowed global data set for Vud extraction. In par-
ticular, a benchmarking effort centered around low mass
nuclei with high precision experimental data (6He, 10,11C,
14O, 19Ne) that are accessible to nuclear many-body
methods with a minimum number of approximations (No
Core Shell Model, Quantum Monte Carlo, Lattice Effec-
tive Field Theory, . . .) and methods with a wider mass
reach (Coupled Cluster, In Medium Similarity Renor-
malization Group, and hybrid models) will allow one
to reliably compute corrections for the full data set.
Supplemented by focused experimental measurements of
0+ → 0+ and mirror decays, the community foresees a
synergistic approach with maximal impact. Given that
the uncertainties for the value of Vud determined from the
superallowed decays are dominated by the uncertainty
in theoretical corrections due to nuclear structure effects
in the electroweak radiative corrections, we can antici-
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pate significant progress in the precision with which these
are calculated and a reduction in the uncertainty budget
for the superallowed data set during the next long range
planning period. This should shift uncertainties in Vud
back to the electroweak radiative corrections for the nu-
cleon (and presumably kaon decay). The more challeng-
ing goal of quantifying and reducing uncertainties in the
analysis of isospin-mixing effects will proceed in parallel,
with an immediate increment in precision for some BSM
tests when this goal is achieved.

In particular, there is a strong need for more precise
measurements of the branching ratio of the 0+ → 0+

transitions of 10C and 14O. Both of these isotopes weigh
in most on searches for exotic scalar currents through
a non-zero Fierz interference term. Through the de-
velopment of quantum sensors at radioactive ion beam
facilities (e.g. using superconducting tunnel junctions),
measurements of the branching ratios of both could be
performed through recoil spectroscopy as a way of avoid-
ing common systematic effects. Additional information
on recoil-order and isospin breaking corrections may be
obtained using precise electroweak nuclear radii measure-
ments in several isotriplet systems [46, 47]. On the the-
ory side, a reliable determination by ab initio methods
of both the δC and δNS nuclear structure corrections for
10C and 14O transitions is now within the reach.

The β-delayed proton decays of 20Mg, 24Si, 28S, 32Ar
and 36Ca, to be studied at TAMUTRAP [48], will pro-
vide alternate 0+ → 0+ cases once the 3He-LIG system
at the Cyclotron Institute is fully commissioned. These
near-proton-dripline cases will have vastly different ex-
perimental systematics and provide a demanding test of
isospin-symmetry-breaking corrections (δC).

Superallowed mixed β decay transitions between mir-
ror nuclei have been proposed as an independent means
to extract the Vud element of the CKM matrix [49] by
measuring the mixing ratio through, e.g., angular cor-
relations. While this requires an additional experimen-
tal input, substantial enhancements are available through
near-cancellation of the observable, exceeding that of the
neutron (e.g.17F) to up to a factor 13 (19Ne) [50]. Besides
multiple on-going analysis and future half-life, branching
ratio, and QEC-value measurements, several efforts to
measure correlation parameters in mirror transitions are
underway. These includes more precise angular correla-
tion measurements (aβν , Aβ , recoil-asymmetry, . . . ) of
K and Rb isotopes with TRINAT, and the St. Benedict
ion trapping system [51, 52] at the University of Notre
Dame that will be devoted to measuring β-ν angular cor-
relations in multiple mirror transitions including the very
sensitive 17F.

Recently, the use of superconducting tunnel junctions
has shown tremendous promise for precision spectroscopy
of recoiling ions following nuclear beta decay with vastly
different systematic corrections to traditional approaches
[53, 54]. Unlike other quantum sensors, the microsec-

ond(s) response time enables both high precision and
high count rate spectroscopy, making them an ideal
emerging technology for use at radioactive ion beam fa-
cilities. The Superconducting Array for Low Energy Ra-
diation (SALER) targets precision recoil spectroscopy
of short-lived mirror isotopes such as 11C, which can
open additional channels for precision Vud determina-
tions. This includes isotopes typically inaccessible using
ion or atom trap technology due to their long lifetimes,
thereby providing complementary input.

Besides a strong potential for a competitive Vud ex-
traction, additional precision measurements in the low
mass range (A < 20) provide critical input for nuclear
ab initio theory efforts to benchmark and improve the
nuclear structure corrections limiting the 0+ → 0+ Vud
determination.

IV. SEARCHES FOR TENSOR AND SCALAR
CURRENTS

A. Motivation

Detailed studies of angular correlations in nuclear β
decay played a key role in elucidating the “vector-minus-
axial vector” (V−A) structure of the charged current elec-
troweak interaction, which is mediated by the W boson.
Today, nuclear β decay efforts remain at the forefront
in searches for evidence of the additional scalar (S) and
tensor (T) Lorentz-invariant interactions that naturally
arise in SM extensions. Measurements of the β-ν angular
correlation, the β asymmetry, and the Fierz interference
term provide important constraints on BSM physics. On-
going and planned experiments are poised to further re-
fine these measurements, continuing to reach sensitivities
that surpass that of the LHC.

Nuclei that undergo allowed nuclear β decay provide
excellent laboratories for these types of measurements.
The underlying nature of the electroweak interaction can
be isolated because the uncertainties associated with the
nuclear medium are minimized. The nuclear-physics cor-
rections that arise are typically of order 1%; as these
measurements now aim for 0.1% precision or beyond,
these corrections need to be carefully understood through
nuclear-theory calculations and experimental constraints
when possible. In addition, in certain select cases, pre-
cise β-shape functions for forbidden β decays can access
exotic couplings that are not accessible with allowed de-
cays [55]. Measurements of spin asymmetry in EC decay
of polarized nuclei are also proposed, taking advantage
of its linear dependence on exotic couplings.
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B. Progress

Over the past decade, experimental developments
paired with modern nuclear-theory calculations have
yielded a new generation of β-decay studies that continue
to reach unprecedented sensitivity.

Atom-trap and ion-trap techniques have been used to
collect and suspend samples of β-emitting isotopes in vac-
uum, allowing both the measurement of the low-energy
nuclear recoils, from which the neutrino momentum can
be inferred, and the opportunity to polarize the confined
nuclei. Experiments with the BPT at the ATLAS facil-
ity at ANL, have achieved increasingly precise results for
the β-ν angular correlations in 8Li [4, 56] and 8B [57].
Atom traps have been used to determine this correlation
in 6He [58] and to polarize 37K atoms to measure the
β asymmetry [44, 45]. These experiments have achieved
precision as good as 0.3%, placing stringent limits on the
possible existence of tensor interactions and right-handed
currents, and there are well-defined paths to further im-
prove the precision.

In addition, new ultra-sensitive detection techniques
have been demonstrated that will undoubtedly increase
the precision of angular-correlation measurements. The
CRES measurement approach, first demonstrated with
low-energy electrons, has recently been applied to the
study of higher-energy β particles from the decays of
6He and 19Ne [59]. The implantation of β-emitters in
ultrahigh-resolution cryogenic detectors and scintillator
detectors also show great promise by capturing the full
energy of the recoiling nucleus or the emitted β particle.

At the same time, significant theoretical progress has
been made in nuclear ab initio methods for precision cal-
culations of β-decay observables, including energy spec-
tra and angular correlations. Combined with a recent re-
view and extension of allowed β decay spectroscopy cor-
rections [60], as well as shape and recoil corrections for
allowed and forbidden β decays [61], several independent
calculations have provided precision input for interpreta-
tion of β decays in 6He [62, 63] and 8Li [64], which vastly
improves upon the previous state of the art. As shown in
Ref. [64], highly reduced theoretical uncertainties have
been achieved by identifying a strong correlation between
the recoil-order terms and quadrupole moments, which
emphasizes the significance of the proper treatment of
collective features in nuclei, including ab initio predic-
tions of quadrupole moments and E2 transitions without
effective charges. Similar efforts are underway for addi-
tional decays to ensure theoretical precision at the 0.01%
level, thereby enabling discovery potential at the 10-TeV
level. Comparison of β decay in consecutive isotopes is
very important as there is no good understanding of in-
terplay between the weak and strong interaction that is
responsible for collective vibrations and rotations that
can influence Gamow-Teller decays [65].

C. Prospects

This is a particularly exciting time for the search for
BSM physics with nuclear β decay. Existing efforts have
matured to the point where they are providing probes of
new physics that are competitive (and complementary)
with the reach of the LHC, and additional reach is immi-
nent. In addition to increased sensitivity to be obtained
by atom and ion trap based experiments, a set of new
approaches are being developed to determine the β spec-
tral shape to unprecedented precision, therefore greatly
increasing the ability to determine the Fierz interference
term.

Further increase in sensitivity using the mass-8 system
is being pursued and will require access to high-intensity
beams of 8Li and 8B. New trap-structure designs to min-
imize β-particle scattering and efforts to better charac-
terize the detector-array performance will further reduce
uncertainties. In addition, a better understanding of the
low-lying continuum level structure of 8Be, including re-
solving the question of the existence of low-lying intruder
states, and the associated recoil-order contributions will
be needed.

Additional devices like TAMUTRAP and St. Bene-
dict are poised to further extend the reach of precision
angular-correlation measurements. A recent global fit of
nuclear and neutron beta decay data show a hint of BSM
tensor coupling to right-handed neutrinos at the 3σ-level
[66]. This effect, that could be generated by various BSM
effects such as a TeV-range leptoquark coupling to light
quarks, positrons, and right-handed neutrinos, can only
be seen with the inclusion of correlation measurement
data of mirror transitions in the data set. Hence, there
is a critical need to expend the mirror transition corre-
lation measurement data set using instruments such as
St. Benedict to better constrain this effect. Finally, the
HUNTER collaboration is proposing a precision EC spin
asymmetry measurement for which linear dependence on
tensor couplings offers strong potential for advances.

The CRES approach can be used to determine the
spectral shapes of the 6He and 19Ne decays. By study-
ing both β− and β+ decays, the sign of the Fierz inter-
ference term changes sign, and therefore measuring both
significantly reduces most systematic effects. In addition,
by confining β-emitters in a specially-designed Penning
trap for CRES measurements, the approach can be ex-
tended to study any isotope, including nuclei that decay
by pure Fermi transitions and enable increased sensitiv-
ity to scalar interactions. As high precision methods for
spectrum measurement are refined, sub 0.1% precision
in spectral observables can enable a direct analysis of
endpoint-related effects in the electroweak radiative cor-
rections as well.

Quantum sensors will enable high-precision nuclear-
recoil spectroscopy following β decay for a wide range
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of accessible isotopes in experiments such as SALER at
FRIB. In addition to competitive determinations of Vud,
precision measurements recoil spectra following beta de-
cay and the relative decay fractions into electron capture
and β+ branches provide a sensitivity enhancement to
a non-zero Fierz interference term with substantially re-
duced nuclear corrections.

Similar to the 8Li beta decay [64], ab initio calculations
of 8B beta decay recoil-order corrections are ongoing to
help reduce the uncertainty on the tensor current limits
from the β-ν angular correlation measurements in this
nucleus. Given the collective and cluster nature of the
decay product 8Be, as well as the near-threshold ground
state of 8B, ab initio approaches that use hybrid basis
such as symmetry-adapted and continuum bases allow
one to reliably compute such contributions. Furthermore,
with the help of the symmetry-adapted basis one can ex-
tend the calculations to heavier systems such as 19Ne.
Future experiments would benefit from having the en-
ergy dependence of the recoil-order terms, which can be
obtained by computing their response functions.

V. BETA DECAYS FOR NEUTRINO PHYSICS

A. Motivation

The lepton sector of the SM provides a unique window
into BSM physics given the confirmed observation of non-
zero neutrino masses [67, 68], the persisting hint of the
muon g − 2 anomaly [69], and several other outstanding
claims of leptonic BSM physics. As a result, extensions to
the SM description of leptons are unavoidable and must
account for the fact that neutrinos have at least two non-
zero mass eigenstates. The search for how to extend the
SM in this area may indeed lead us to a wide range of
BSM physics, including a connection to the dark sector.

B. Progress and future - BSM neutrino masses

Energy and momentum conservation in nuclear β de-
cay allows model-independent searches for any new neu-
trino mass physics coupled to the electron flavor, and is
a uniquely powerful method for BSM physics searches
in this area. This includes the absolute neutrino mass
measurements of the light mass states via β decay end-
point measurements as well as the search for new, heavy
(mostly sterile) mass states as an expansion to the 3× 3
PMNS matrix.

1. Absolute neutrino mass measurements

Tritium β decay remains one of the most sensitive mea-
surements of the absolute neutrino mass scale, indepen-

dent of the nature of the neutrino mass (Majorana or
Dirac). Currently, the KATRIN neutrino experiment has
set the most stringent limit on the neutrino mass scale of
mβ ≤ 0.8 eV/c2 at 90% C.L. using molecular tritium [70],
with a final target mass sensitivity of mβ ≤ 0.2 eV/c2
at 90% C.L. The Project 8 experiment, which uses the
CRES technique to measure electrons from β decay, is de-
veloping an R&D program for an atomic tritium source,
with a target sensitivity of mβ ≤ 0.04 eV/c2 at 90%
C.L. [71]. This is among the highest-impact physics cases
in the β decay community, however since a separate, ded-
icated whitepaper will be forthcoming from these collab-
orations we do not emphasize it here.

To go beyond mβ ≤ 0.04 eV/c2, however, new exper-
imental paradigms must be considered. Of growing in-
terest are ultra-low Q value β-decays that would occur
from the ground state of the parent isotope to an excited
nuclear state in the daughter with QES = QGS −E∗ . 1
keV. Such decays could provide new candidates for direct
neutrino mass determination experiments [72] and fur-
ther insight into atomic interference effects in β-decay at
low energies [73]. A number of isotopes have been found
that could have an ultra-low Q value transition [74–79],
but more precise Q value (from Penning traps), and in
some cases energy level data is needed [80–85]. Experi-
mentally, these ultra-low Q values are challenging to im-
plement, however recent work with trapped nanoscale
objects may permit a variety of isotopes to be char-
acterized while reaching sensitivities that are sufficient
to resolve the requisite momenta in a single nuclear de-
cay [86]. Solid materials allow a high density of nuclei to
be confined in a trap, and enable control and readout of
the motional state of the particle using tools from quan-
tum optomechanics. Although challenging, it is plausible
that smaller particles may eventually reach the momen-
tum sensitivity needed to detect the mass of the light
SM neutrinos. If an ultra-low Q value EC or β transition
(≤ 0.1 keV) were also identified with sufficiently high de-
cay rate, detection of the light neutrino masses with this
technique may be possible [86].

2. Direct search for sub-MeV sterile neutrinos

The search for sub-MeV sterile neutrinos via precision
nuclear decay measurements is among the most powerful
methods for BSMmassive-neutrino searches since it relies
only on the existence of a heavy neutrino admixture to
the active neutrinos, and not on the model-dependent de-
tails of their interactions. Sub-MeV sterile neutrinos are
well motivated, natural extensions to the Standard Model
(SM) that have been extensively studied over the past 25
years [88–90]. To date, the vast majority of laboratory-
based experimental searches for neutrinos in this mass
range have been performed using momentum and energy
conservation in nuclear β decay. The neutrino “missing
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Figure 2. Projected sensitivities for heavy sterile neutrino
searches in the eV - MeV mass range for current and planned
experiments including the KATRIN/TRISTAN, Project-8,
HUNTER, and the BeEST. Figure from Snowmass 2022 [87].

mass" is reconstructed using precise momentum measure-
ment of all other products (including the recoil nucleus)
from decay of a nucleus at rest. The experimental situa-
tion is simplified dramatically in neutron-deficient nuclei
where the 3-body β decay mode is energetically forbid-
den, and thus the parent nucleus only undergoes nuclear
electron capture (EC) decay. Precision measurement of
the low-energy nuclear recoil and all the other (low en-
ergy) decay products allows the neutrino four-momentum
and mass to be directly probed. Measurements of this
type are currently being performed using 7Be decay by
the BeEST experiment [53, 54, 91] and planned for 131Cs
by the HUNTER experiment [92]. The projected limits
from these experiments are impressive (Fig. 2) and will
provide the most stringent constraints on the existence of
these particles. In fact, the BeEST experiment currently
sets the best laboratory limits in the 100 - 850 keV mass
range of any experimental method [54].

C. Other prospects

β decay measurements not only provide direct probes
of BSM physics but also support other exotic neutrino
physics searches, including:

• Reactor-Antineutrino Anomaly (RAA) – Experi-
mental β-shape functions are needed in order to
get to % level ν̄ flux predictions [93–99].

• Precisely measure dominant backgrounds for dark
matter searches and for neutrino-less-double β de-
cays (0νββ) [100].

Nuclear theory also plays a critical role in this area.
In particular, neutrinoless double beta (0νββ) decay nu-
clear matrix elements [101–104], precision β- and EC-

decay spectral calculations [55, 60, 99, 105], and neutrino-
nucleus interactions. Both experimental and theoretical
spectroscopy efforts to resolve shape factors of forbid-
den beta decays in the fission fragment region and their
inclusion in nuclear databases has been recognized as a
significant goal for the reactor neutrino field [106].

VI. RARE DECAYS

A. Motivation

Rare decays in the nuclear domain may represent
a window for the study of unknown phenomena. As
an example, it was suggested that the neutron lifetime
anomaly could be caused by a dark decay branch [107], on
which neutron star observables can provide strong con-
straints [108]. This could have as a consequence that
very loosely bound neutrons in exotic nuclei could decay
in a similar way, and the residual nucleus would be the
signature of such a decay [109].

B. Progress and future prospects

A promising candidate is the decay of 11Be where the
dark decay would produce 10Be as residue. 11Be also
has a (β, p) decay branching leading to 10Be (an unusual
decay for a neutron rich nucleus) that was measured re-
cently [110]. It was confirmed that this decay proceeds
via a near threshold resonance in 11B [111, 112]. This
resonance near threshold can be considered as an exam-
ple of an open quantum system resonance. The question
if there is, or if there is not, a signature for a dark decay
is not yet solved because of scattered results on the 10Be
production ratio [113]. Another case that was measured
in 2021 is the β decay of 6He and search of a dark neu-
tron decay to the unbound 5He that can be probed by
the following neutron decay to 4He. A very low upper
limit was found in this case [114]. More generally, rare
decays will favor visibility of higher order effects because
they may become competitive with respect to standard
interactions.
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C. E. Svensson, R. Umashankar, N. Watwood, and
D. Yates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 082501 (2019).

[111] Y. Ayyad, W. Mittig, T. Tang, B. Olaizola, G. Po-
tel, N. Rijal, N. Watwood, H. Alvarez-Pol, D. Bazin,
M. Caamaño, J. Chen, M. Cortesi, B. Fernández-
Domínguez, S. Giraud, P. Gueye, S. Heinitz, R. Jain,
B. P. Kay, E. A. Maugeri, B. Monteagudo, F. Ndayis-
abye, S. N. Paneru, J. Pereira, E. Rubino, C. Santa-
maria, D. Schumann, J. Surbrook, L. Wagner, J. C.
Zamora, and V. Zelevinsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129,
012501 (2022).

[112] E. Lopez-Saavedra, S. Almaraz-Calderon, B. W. Asher,
L. T. Baby, N. Gerken, K. Hanselman, K. W. Kemper,
A. N. Kuchera, A. B. Morelock, J. F. Perello, E. S.
Temanson, A. Volya, and I. Wiedenhöver, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 129, 012502 (2022).

[113] K. Riisager, M. J. G. Borge, J. A. Briz, M. Carmona-
Gallardo, O. Forstner, L. M. Fraile, H. O. U. Fynbo,
A. G. Camacho, J. G. Johansen, B. Jonson, M. V. Lund,
J. Lachner, M. Madurga, S. Merchel, E. Nacher, T. Nils-
son, P. Steier, O. Tengblad, and V. Vedia, The European
Physical Journal A 56, 100 (2020).

[114] H. Savajols, private communication.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.052503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.052503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.022502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.022502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.054323
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2211.10319
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2211.10319
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2211.10319
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.113014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.113014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.044334
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.044334
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.041301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.041301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.106.024315
https://www-nds.iaea.org/publications/indc/indc-nds-0786.pdf
https://www-nds.iaea.org/publications/indc/indc-nds-0786.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.191801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.191801
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym14030518
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.042501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.042501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.082501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.012501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.012501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.012502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.012502
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-020-00110-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-020-00110-2

	Nuclear  decay as a probe for physics beyond the Standard Model
	Abstract
	I Recommendations
	II Introduction
	III CKM matrix unitarity tests
	A Motivation
	B Progress
	C Prospects

	IV Searches for tensor and scalar currents
	A Motivation
	B Progress
	C Prospects

	V Beta decays for neutrino physics
	A Motivation
	B Progress and future - BSM neutrino masses
	1 Absolute neutrino mass measurements
	2 Direct search for sub-MeV sterile neutrinos

	C Other prospects

	VI Rare decays
	A Motivation
	B Progress and future prospects

	 References


