arXiv:1808.09805v3 [hep-ph] 14 Nov 2018

Neutron Dark Matter Decays and Correlation Coefficients of Neutron β^−–Decays

A. N. Ivanov,^{1, ∗} R. Höllwieser,^{1, 2, †} N. I. Troitskaya,^{1, ‡} M. Wellenzohn,^{1, 3, §} and Ya. A. Berdnikov^{4, ¶} 1Atominstitut, Technische Universität Wien, Stadionallee 2, A-1020 Wien, Austria 2Department of Physics, Bergische Universität Wuppertal, Gaussstr. 20, D-42119 Wuppertal, Germany 3FH Campus Wien, University of Applied Sciences, Favoritenstraße 226, 1100 Wien, Austria 4Peter the Great St. Petersburg Polytechnic University, Polytechnicheskaya 29, 195251, Russian Federation (Dated: November 15, 2018)

As we have pointed out in (arXiv:1806.10107 [hep-ph]), the existence of neutron dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything, where χ is a dark matter fermion, for the solution of the neutron lifetime problem changes priorities and demands to describe the neutron lifetime τn = 888.0(2.0) s, measured in beam experiments and defined by the decay modes n → p + anything, in the Standard Model (SM). The latter requires the axial coupling constant λ to be equal to λ = −1.2690 (arXiv:1806.10107 [hep-ph]). Since such an axial coupling constant is excluded by experimental data reported by the PERKEO II and UCNA Collaborations, the neutron lifetime τn = 888.0(2.0) s can be explained only by virtue of interactions beyond the SM, namely, by the Fierz interference term of order b ∼ −10^{−2} dependent on scalar and tensor coupling constants. We give a complete analysis of all correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decays with polarized neutron, taking into account the contributions of scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM with the Fierz interference term b ∼ −10^{−2}. We show that the obtained results agree well with contemporary experimental data that does not prevent the neutron with the rate of the decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, to have dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Ef, 13.30a, 95.35.+d, 25.40.Fq

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently Fornal and Grinstein [1, 2] have proposed to explain the neutron lifetime anomaly, related to a discrepancy between experimental values of the neutron lifetime measured in bottle and beam experiments, through contributions of the neutron dark matter decay modes n → χ + γ, n → χ + ϕ and n → χ + γ^∗ → χ + e^− + e^+, where χ and ϕ are dark matter fermion and scalar boson, respectively, γ and γ^∗ are real and virtual photons, and (e^−e^+) is the electron– positron pair. However, according to recent experimental data [3, 4], the decay modes n → χ + γ and n → χ + e^− + e^+ are suppressed. In turn, the neutron decay mode n → χ + ϕ has not been investigated experimentally. In [5] the experimental data on the decay mode n → χ + e^− + e^+ in [4] have been interpreted as follows. An unobservability of the decay mode n → χ+e^− +e^+, which is not mediated by a virtual photon, may also mean that the production of the electron–positron pair in such a decay is below the reaction threshold, i.e. a mass m_χ of dark matter fermions χ obeys the constraint m_χ > m_n − 2m_e, where m_n and m_e are masses of the neutron and electron (positron), respectively. Then, we have proposed that the neutron lifetime anomaly can be explained by the decay mode n → χ+ν_e +ν̄_e, where (ν_eν̄_e) is a neutrino–antineutrino pair [5]. Since neutrino ν_e and electron e^− belong to the same doublet in the Standard Electroweak Model (SEM) [6], neutrino–antineutrino (ν_eν̄_e) pairs couple to the neutron–dark matter current with the same strength as electron–positron (e^−e^+) pairs [5]. For the UV completion of the effective interaction (nχℓℓ̄), where ℓ(ℓ̄) is electron (positron) or neutrino(antineutrino), we have proposed a gauge invariant quantum field theory model with SU_L(2) × U_Y (1) × U^′_R(1) × U^{′′}_L(1) gauge symmetry, where Y is the weak hypercharge [6]. Such a quantum field theory model contains the sector of the SEM (or the Standard Model (SM) sector) [6] with SU_L(2) × U_Y (1) gauge symmetry and the dark matter sector with U^′_R(1) × U^{′′}_L(1) gauge symmetry. In the physical phase the dark matter sectors with U^′_R(1) and U^{′′}_L(1) symmetries are responsible for the UV completion of the effective interaction (nχℓℓ̄) [5] and interference of the dark matter into dynamics of neutron stars [7–10], respectively. The dark matter sector

∗Electronic address: ivanov@kph.tuwien.ac.at †Electronic address: roman.hoellwieser@gmail.com ‡Electronic address: natroitskaya@yandex.ru §Electronic address: max.wellenzohn@gmail.com ¶Electronic address: berdnikov@spbstu.ru

with U^{′′}_L(1) gauge symmetry we have constructed in analogue with scenario proposed by Cline and Cornell [10]. This means that dark matter fermions with mass m_χ < m_n couple to a very light dark matter spin–1 boson Z^{′′} providing a necessary repulsion between dark matter fermions in order to give a possibility for neutron stars to reach masses of about 2M_⊙ [11], where M_⊙ is the mass of the Sun [6]. We have shown that in the physical phase the predictions of the dark matter sector with U^′_R(1) gauge symmetry do not contradict constraints on i) dark matter production in ATLAS experiments at the LHC, ii) the cross section for the low–energy dark matter fermion–electron scattering (χ + e^− → χ + e^−) [12], and iii) the branching ratio of the Higgs–boson decay H^0 → Z + Z^′ [13], where H^0, Z and Z^′ are the Higgs–boson with mass M_H0 = 125 GeV [6], the electroweak Z–boson [6] and the dark matter spin–1 boson Z^′ of the dark matter sector with U^′_R(1) gauge symmetry [5]. We have also proposed that the reactions n → χ + ν_e + ν̄_e, n + n → χ + χ, n + n → χ + χ + ν_e + ν̄_e and χ + χ → n + n, allowed in our model, can serve as URCA processes for the neutron star cooling [14–16]. In addition we have discussed a possible quark level formulation of our model with SU_L(2) × U_Y (1) × U^′_R(1) × U^{′′}_L(1) gauge symmetry.

Having assumed that the results of the experimental data [3, 4] can be also interpreted as a production of electron– positron pairs below reaction threshold of the decay mode n → χ + e^− + e^+, we have proposed to search for traces of dark matter fermions induced by the nχ e^−e^+ interaction in the low–energy electron–neutron inelastic scattering e^− +n → χ+e^−. Such a reaction can be compared experimentally with low–energy electron–neutron elastic scattering e^− + n → n + e^− [17]–[21]. The differential cross section for the reaction e^− + n → χ + e^− possesses the following properties: i) it is inversely proportional to a velocity of incoming electrons, ii) it is isotropic relative to outgoing electrons and iii) momenta of outgoing electrons are much larger than momenta of incoming electrons. Because of these properties the differential cross section for the reaction e^− + n → χ + e^− can be in principle distinguished above the background of the elastic electron–neutron scattering e^− + n → n + e^−. In order to have more processes with particles of the SM in the initial and final states allowing to search dark matter in terrestrial laboratories we have proposed to search dark matter fermions by means of the electrodisintegration of the deuteron into dark matter fermions and protons e^− +d → χ+p+e^− close to threshold [22], induced by the electron–neutron inelastic scattering e^− +n → χ+e^− with energies of incoming electrons larger than the deuteron binding energy, which is of about |ε_d| ∼ 2 MeV. We have calculated the triple–differential cross section for the reaction e^− + d → χ + p + e^− close to threshold, and proposed to detect dark matter fermions from the electrodisintegration of the deuteron e^− + d → χ + p + e^− above the background e^− + d → n + p + e^− by detecting outgoing electrons, protons and neutrons in coincidence. A missing of neutron signals at simultaneously detected signals of protons and outgoing electrons should testify an observation of dark matter fermions in the final state of the electrodisintegration of the deuteron close to threshold.

As has been pointed out in [5], the acceptance of existence of the neutron dark matter decay modes n → χ+anything is not innocent and demands to pay the following price. Indeed, the neutron lifetime time τ_n = 879.6(1.1) s, calculated in the SM [23] for the axial coupling constant λ = −1.2750(9) [24] by taking into account the complete set of corrections of order 10^{−3}, caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil, taken to next–to–leafing order in the large nucleon mass M expansion of order O(E_e/M), where E_e is the electron energy, and radiative corrections of order O(α/π), where α is the fine–structure constant [6], agrees well with the world averaged lifetime of the neutron τ_n = 880.1(1.0) s [6], and the neutron lifetime τ_n = 879.6(6), averaged over the experimental values measured in bottle experiments [25]–[30] included in the Particle Date Group (PDG) [6]. It agrees also with the value τ_n = 879.4(6) s and the axial coupling constant λ = −1.2755(11), obtained by Czarnecki et al. [31] by means of a global analysis of the experimental data on the neutron lifetime and axial coupling constant. At first glimpse such an agreement rules out fully any dark matter decay mode n → χ + anything of the neutron. For a possibility to the neutron to have any dark matter decay mode n → χ+anything the SM should explain the neutron lifetime τ_n = 888.0(2.0) s, measured in beam experiments, instead of to explain the neutron lifetime τ_n = 879.6(6) s, measured in bottle ones. As has been shown in [5], using the analytical expression for the neutron lifetime (see Eq.(41) and (42) of Ref.[23]) the value τ_n = 888.0(2.0) s can be fitted by the axial coupling constant equal to λ = −1.2690. Since such a value of the axial coupling constant is ruled out by recent experiments [32]–[35] and a global analysis by Czarnecki et al. [31], so the hypothesis of the existence of the neutron dark matter decay modes should state that the SM, including a complete set of corrections of order 10^{−3} caused by the weak magnetism, proton recoil and radiative corrections [36] (see also [23]), is not able to describe correctly the rate and correlation coefficients of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything. Hence, the theoretical description of the neutron lifetime, measured in beam experiments, should go beyond the SM. Indeed, keeping the value of the axial coupling constant equal to λ = −1.2750 or so [32]–[35] and having accepted the existence of the dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything we have also to accept a sufficiently large contribution of the Fierz interference term b [37], dependent on the scalar and tensor coupling constants of interactions beyond the SM [37]–[52] (see also [36] and [23]). Using the results obtained in [23], the neutron lifetime τ_n = 888.0 s can be fitted by the axial coupling constant λ = −1.2750, the Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa (CKM) matrix element V_{ud} = 0.97420 [6] and the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} calculated at the neglect of the quadratic contributions of scalar and tensor coupling constants of interactions beyond the SM [5]. Thus, in order to confirm a possibility for the neutron to have any dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything we have to show that a tangible influence of the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} is restricted only by the rate 1/τ_n = 1/888.0 s^{−1} = 1.126 × 10^{−3} s^{−1} of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and such a term does not affect the correlation coefficients of the electron–energy and angular distributions of the neutron β^−–decay.

This paper is addressed to the analysis of the contributions of scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM to the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron, polarized electron and unpolarized proton. We take into account the contributions of the SM, including a complete set of corrections of order 10^{−3}, caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil, calculated to next–to–leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion [53, 54] (see also [36] and [23, 55]), and radiative corrections of order O(α/π), calculated to leading order in the large nucleon mass expansion [56]–[59] (see also [36] and [23, 55]). We search anyone solution for the values of scalar and tensor coupling constants of interactions beyond the SM allowing to fit the rate 1/τ_n = 1.126 × 10^{−3} s^{−1} of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and the experimental data on the correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decay under consideration. The existence of such a solution for the values of scalar and tensor coupling constants of interactions beyond the SM should imply an allowance for the neutron to have the dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything. The paper is organized as follows. In section II we give the electron–energy and angular distribution of the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron, polarized electron and unpolarized proton. We write down the expressions for the correlation coefficients including the contributions of the SM corrections of order 10^{−3}, caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil to next–to–leading order in the large nucleon mass expansion of order O(E_e/M) and radiative corrections of order O(α/π), and the contributions of scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM, calculated to leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion. In section III we analyse the rate 1/τ_n = 1.126 × 10^{−3} s^{−1} of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and fit it by the contribution of the Fierz interference term by taking into account the quadratic contributions of scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM. In section IV we analyse possible solutions for the values of scalar and tensor coupling constants. On this way for a search of one of possible solutions we follow [46, 52] and assume that the scalar and tensor coupling constants are real, and set C̄_S = −C_S and C_T = −C̄_T . Such a solution implies also that in scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM the neutron and proton couple to right–handed electron and antineutrino only. We take into account the constraints on the scalar coupling constant C_S , i.e. |C_S | = 0.0014(13) and |C_S | = 0.0014(12) obtained by Hardy and Towner [60] and González–Alonso et al. [61], respectively, from the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions. Since in the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions the scalar coupling constant C_S is commensurable with zero we propose the solution C̄_S = −C_S = 0. For real scalar and tensor coupling constants and for C̄_S = −C_S = 0 and C_T = −C̄_T we solve Eq.(6) and obtain the solution Eq.(10). In the linear approximation we get C_T = −C̄_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and the Fierz interference term equal to b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}. We define the correlation coefficients in terms of the coupling constant C_T = 1.11×10^{−2} and the Fierz interference term b = −1.44×10^{−2}. We show that the contributions of quadratic terms C^2_T are of the standard order 10^{−4}. In turn, the contributions of linear terms are of order 10^{−2} −10^{−3}. In section V we analyse i) the contributions of the Fierz interference term to the electron and antineutrino asymmetries, defined by the neutron spin and electron and antineutrino 3–momentum correlations, respectively, and to the asymmetry, caused by the correlations of the electron and antineutrino 3–momenta, and ii) the averaged values of the correlation coefficients N(E_e) and R(E_e). The correlation coefficient N(E_e) defines the neutron–electron spin–spin ⃗ξ_n · ⃗ξ_e correlations, whereas the correlation coefficient R(E_e) is caused by P–odd (parity odd) and T–odd (time reversal odd) correlations defined by ⃗ξ_n · (⃗k_e × ⃗ξ_e), where ⃗ξ_n and ⃗ξ_e are unit vectors of the neutron and electron polarizations, and ⃗k_e is the electron 3–momentum. We show that the contribution of the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} does not contradict the experimental data on the measurements of the correlation coefficients A_0, B_0 and also a_0, defined to leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion [24, 62]. We would like to emphasize that the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} does not contradict the result b = −0.0028(26) extracted by Hardy and Towner [60] from the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions. Indeed, in the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions the Fierz interference term is defined only by the scalar coupling constants. At C_S = −C̄_S it is equal to b ≃ 2C_S . In turn, in the neutron β^−–decay at C_S = −C̄_S = 0 the Fierz interference term is induced by the tensor coupling constants only. For C_T = −C̄_T we get b ≃ 6λC_T /(1 + 3λ^2) and b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} for C_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and λ = −1.2750 [24] (see also [23, 52, 55]). We show that the averaged value of the correlation coefficient ⟨N(E_e)⟩, obtained in this paper, agrees with the experimental value within one standard deviations. In turn, the averaged value of the correlation coefficient ⟨R(E_e)⟩ acquires the relative contributions of order 10^{−4}, caused by interactions beyond the SM. In section VI we discuss the obtained results. We argue that the obtained agreement between theoretical values of the correlation coefficients, defined by the contributions of the SM to order 10^{−3}, the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} and other linear and quadratic coupling contributions of tensor interactions beyond the SM, implies an allowance for the neutron to have dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything. We would like to emphasize that the results, obtained in this paper, are model–independent in the sense that they should be valid and actual for any model of the solution of the neutron lifetime problem in terms of neutron dark matter decay modes (see for example [63]).

II. ELECTRON–ENERGY AND ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION OF NEUTRON β^−–DECAY WITH POLARIZED NEUTRON, POLARIZED ELECTRON AND UNPOLARIZED PROTON

The electron–energy and angular distribution of the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron and electron and unpolarized proton takes the form [23, 52, 55] d^5λ_n(E_e, ⃗k_e, ⃗k_ν , ⃗ξ_n, ⃗ξ_e) dE_edΩ_edΩ_ν = (1 + 3λ^2)

G^2_F |V_{ud}|^2

32π^5

(E_0 − E_e)^2 √ E^2_e − m^2_e E_e F (E_e, Z = 1) ζ(E_e) × { 1 + b m_e E_e + a(E_e) ⃗k_e · ⃗k_ν E_eE_ν + A(E_e) ⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_e E_e + B(E_e) ⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_ν E_ν + K_n(E_e) (⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_e)(⃗k_e · ⃗k_ν ) E^2_e E

+Q_n(E_e) (⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_ν )(⃗k_e · ⃗k_ν ) E_eE^2_ν

+ D(E_e) ⃗ξ_n · (⃗k_e × ⃗k_ν ) E_eE_ν − 3 E_e M 1 − λ^2 1 + 3λ^2 ((⃗k_e · ⃗k_ν )2 E^2_e E^2_ν − 1 3 k^2_e E^2_e )

+G(E_e) ⃗ξ_e · ⃗k_e E_e + N(E_e) ⃗ξ_n · ⃗ξ_e + Q_e(E_e) (⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_e)(⃗k_e · ⃗ξ_e) E_e(E_e + m_e)

+ R(E_e) ⃗ξ_n · (⃗k_e × ⃗ξ_e) E_e + . . . } , (1)

where G_F = 1.1664 × 10^{−11} MeV^{−2} and V_{ud} = 0.97420(21) are the Fermi weak coupling constant and the Cabibbo- Kobayashi–Maskawa (CKM) matrix element [6], respectively, λ = −1.2750(9) is a real axial coupling constant [24], E_0 = (m^2_n − m^2_p + m^2_e)/2m_n = 1.2927 MeV is the end–point energy of the electron spectrum, calculated for m_n = 939.5654 MeV, m_p = 938.2720 MeV and m_e = 0.5110 MeV [6], ⃗ξ_n and ⃗ξ_e are unit polarization vectors of the neutron and electron, respectively, F (E_e, Z = 1) is the relativistic Fermi function [42, 64–66]

F (E_e, Z = 1) = ( 1 + 1 2 γ ) 4(2r_pm_eβ)2γ Γ^2(3 + 2γ) e^{πα/β} (1 − β^2)^γ | |Γ(1 + γ + i α β )| |^2, (2)

where β = k_e/E_e = √ E^2_e − m^2_e/E_e is the electron velocity, γ = √ 1 − α^2 − 1, r_p is the electric radius of the proton. In the numerical calculations we use r_p = 0.841 fm [67]. The Fermi function F (E_e, Z = 1) describes final–state Coulomb proton–electron interaction. Then, b is the Fierz interference term [37]–[52] (see also [36] and [23]). The infinitesimal solid angles dΩ_e = sin ϑ_edϑ_edφ_e and dΩ_ν = sin ϑ_ν dϑ_ν dφ_ν are defined relative to the 3–momenta ⃗k_e and ⃗k_ν of the decay electron and antineutrino, respectively.

The correlation coefficients ζ(E_e), a(E_e) and so on, taking into account the contributions of the SM and scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM [23, 52], and the Fierz interference term b are given by

ζ(E_e) = ζ^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 + ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e) ) , b = b_F 1 + ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e)

, X(E_e) =

X^{(SM)}(E_e) + X^{(BSM)}(E_e) 1 + ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e)

, (3)

where X = a, A, B, D, G, N, Q_e and R, respectively. The correlation coefficients ζ^{(SM)}(E_e) and X^{(SM)}(E_e) for X = a, A and so on are calculated within the SM including the complete set of corrections caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil of order O(E_e/M) and radiative corrections of order O(α/π) [23, 55]. In turn, the correlation coefficients b_F , ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e) and X^{(BSM)} = a, A and so on are defined by [23, 52]

b_F = 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re((C_S − C̄_S ) + 3λ (C_T − C̄_T )),

ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 1 2 1 1 + 3λ^2

(|C_S |^2 + |C̄_S |^2 + 3|C_T |^2 + 3|C̄_T |^2),

a^{(BSM)}(E_e) = − 1 2 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( |C_S |^2 + |C̄_S |^2 − |C_T |^2 + |C̄_T |^2 ) , A^{(BSM)}(E_e) = − 1 1 + 3λ^2 Re ( C_SC̄^∗_T + C̄_S C^∗_T + 2C_T C̄^∗_T ) , B^{(BSM)}(E_e) = − 1 1 + 3λ^2 Re ( 2C_T C̄^∗_T − C_SC̄^∗_T − C̄_S C^∗_T ) − b_N m_e E_e , D^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 1 1 + 3λ^2 Im ( C_S C^∗_T + C̄_SC̄^∗_T ) , G^{(BSM)}(E_e) = − 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re(C_SC̄^∗_S + 3C_T C̄^∗_T ),

N^{(BSM)}(E_e) = m_e E_e 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re(C_S C^∗_T + C̄_SC̄^∗_T + |C_T |^2 + |C̄_T |^2) + b_E ,

Q^{(BSM)} e (E_e) = 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re(C_S C^∗_T + C̄_SC̄^∗_T + |C_T |^2 + |C̄_T |^2) − b_E ,

R^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 1 1 + 3λ^2

Im(λ(C_S − C̄_S ) + (1 + 2λ)(C_T − C̄_T )),

b_E = 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re(λ (C_S − C̄_S ) + (1 + 2λ) (C_T − C̄_T )),

b_N = 1 1 + 3λ^2

Re(λ (C_S − C̄_S ) + (1 − 2λ) (C_T − C̄_T )). (4)

Now we may proceed to the analysis of contributions of scalar and tensor interactions beyond the SM to the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and correlation coefficients under consideration.

III. NEUTRON LIFETIME MEASURED IN BEAM EXPERIMENTS

Using the results, obtained in [23, 52], the neutron lifetime is given by the following expression 1 τ_n = (1 + 3λ^2)

G^2_F |V_{ud}|^2

2π^3 f_n ( 1 + 1 2 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( (ReC_S )^2 + (ImC_S )^2 + (ReC̄_S )^2 + (ImC̄_S )^2 + 3(ReC_T )^2

+ 3(ImC_T )^2 + 3(ReC̄_T )^2 + 3(ImC̄_T )^2 ) + b_F ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩ SM ) , (5)

where ⟨m_e/E_e⟩_{SM} = 0.6556 [23, 52], and f_n = 0.0616 MeV^5 is the Fermi integral [23, 52]. Since (1 + 3λ^2)G^2_F |V_{ud}|^2f_n/2π^3 = 1/879.6 s^{−1} [23], we get 1 2 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( (ReC_S )^2 + (ImC_S )^2 + (ReC̄_S )^2 + (ImC̄_S )^2 + 3(ReC_T )^2 + 3(ImC_T )^2 + 3(ReC̄_T )^2 + 3(ImC̄_T )^2 ) = = −b_F ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩ SM − Δτ_n τ_n , (6)

where Δτ_n = 8.4 s, τ_n = 888.0 s and Δτ_n/τ_n = 9.46 × 10^{−3}. It is seen that the correlation coefficient b_F , defining the sign of the Fierz interference term b (see Eq.(3) should be negative.

IV. CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS AND NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF SCALAR AND TENSOR COUPLING CONSTANTS

The aim of this paper is to find anyone plausible solution for the scalar and tensor coupling constants of interactions beyond the SM, which should be compatible with present time accuracy of the definition of the correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decay. As a first step of the analysis of the contributions of scalar and tensor interaction beyond the SM we follow [46] and [52] and set i) zero the imaginary parts of the scalar and tensor coupling constants and ii) C̄_j = −C_j for j = S, T . This gives 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( C^2_S + 3C^2_T ) = −b_F ⟨m_e E_e ⟩ SM − Δτ_n τ_n (7) and b_F = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( C_S + 3λ C_T ) , ζ^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( C^2_S + 3C^2_T )

a^{(BSM)}(E_e) = − 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( C^2_S − C^2_T ) , A^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( C_S C_T + C^2_T ) , B^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( C^2_T − C_S C_T ) − b_N m_e E_e , D^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 0,

G^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 1 1 + 3λ^2 ( C^2_S + 3C^2_T ) , N^{(BSM)}(E_e) = m_e E_e 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( C_S C_T + C^2_T ) + b_E, Q^{(BSM)} e (E_e) = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( C_S C_T + C^2_T ) − b_E , R^{(BSM)}(E_e) = 0,

b_E = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( λ C_S + (1 + 2λ) C_T ) , b_N = 2 1 + 3λ^2 ( λ C_S + (1 − 2λ) C_T ) . (8)

The simplest solution, which sticks a mile and is comparable with the constraints |C_S | = 0.0014(12) and |C_S | = 0.0014(13) obtained by Hardy and Towner [60] and González-Alonso et al. [61] from the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions, is C_S = −C̄_S = 0. Setting C_S = 0 we transcribe the correlation coefficients into the form

a(E_e) = a^{(SM)}(E_e) + 1 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

, A(E_e) =

A^{(SM)}(E_e) + 2 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ,

B(E_e) =

B^{(SM)}(E_e) + 2 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T − b_N m_e E_e 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

, D(E_e) =

D^{(SM)}(E_e) 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ,

G(E_e) =

G^{(SM)}(E_e) + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

, N(E_e) =

N^{(SM)}(E_e) + 2 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T m_e E_e + b_E 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ,

Q_e(E_e) =

Q^{(SM)}_e (E_e) + 2 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T − b_E 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

, R(E_e) =

R^{(SM)}(E_e) 1 + 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ,

b_F = 6λ 1 + 3λ^2

C_T , b_N = 2 1 − 2λ 1 + 3λ^2

C_T , b_E = 2

1 + 2λ 1 + 3λ^2

C_T . (9)

At C_S = 0 Eq.(7) reduces to the quadratic algebraical equation with the solution

C_T = −λ ⟨m_e E_e ⟩ SM ( 1 − √ 1 − 1 + 3λ^2

3λ^2 Δτ_n τ_n ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩_{−2} SM ) , (10)

where we have chosen only the solution obeying the constraint |C_T | ≪ 1. In the linear approximation we get

C_T = −

1 + 3λ^2 6λ Δτ_n τ_n ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩_{−1} SM = 1.11 × 10^{−2} , 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T = 6.27 × 10^{−5},

b_F = − Δτ_n τ_n ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩_{−1} SM = −1.44 × 10^{−2} , b_N = − 1 − 2λ 3λ Δτ_n τ_n ⟨ m_e E_e ⟩_{−1} SM = 1.34 × 10^{−2},

b_E = −

1 + 2λ 3λ ⟨m_e E_e ⟩_{−1} SM = −5.85 × 10^{−3}. (11)

Plugging Eq.(11) into Eq.(9) we obtain the following correlation coefficients, corrected by the contributions of tensor interactions beyond the SM:

a(E_e) = a^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) + 2.09 × 10^{−5}, A(E_e) = A^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) + 4.18 × 10^{−5},

B(E_e) = B^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 − 1.34 × 10^{−2} m_e E_e ) − 2.09 × 10^{−5},

D(E_e) = D^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) , G(E_e) = G^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 + 1.25 × 10^{−4} ) , N(E_e) = N^{(SM)}(E_e) ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) + 4.18 × 10^{−5} m_e E_e − 5.85 × 10^{−3},

Q_e(E_e) = Q^{(SM)}_e (E_e) ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) + 5.89 × 10^{−3}, R(E_e) = R^{(SM)} ( 1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5} ) . (12)

Thus, we have shown that there exists at least one solution C_S = −C̄_S = 0 and C_T = −C̄_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} for real scalar and tensor coupling constants with the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}, which does not contradict the constraints |C_S | = 0.0014(13) [60] and |C_S | = 0.0014(12) [61] obtained from the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions and determines reasonable contributions of interactions beyond the SM to the correlation coefficients a(E_e) and A(E_e)

FIG. 1: The theoretical electron asymmetry, calculated in the SM (blue curve) at b = CT = 0 and with interactions beyond the SM (red curve) for CT = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}, respectively.

of order 10^{−4} [68] and to the correlation coefficients G(E_e), N(E_e) and Q_e(E_e) of order 10^{−3}. In turn, the correlation coefficient B(E_e) ∼ 1 acquires the correction of order 10^{−2}.

Now we have to compare the obtained results with the experimental data. For this aim we have to analyse the asymmetries of the neutron β^−–decay and the averaged values of correlation coefficients.

V. ASYMMETRIES AND AVERAGED VALUES OF CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS

A. Electron asymmetry of neutron β^−–decay

The most sensitive asymmetry of the neutron β^−–decay is the electron asymmetry, caused by correlations of the neutron spin ⃗ξ_n and the electron 3–momentum ⃗k_e and described by the scalar product ⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_e. The experimental electron asymmetry A_{exp}(E_e) of electrons emitted forward and backward with respect to the neutron spin ⃗ξ_e into the solid angle ΔΩ_{12} = 2π(cos θ_1 − cos θ_2) with 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π and θ_1 ≤ θ_e ≤ θ_2 is equal to [23, 52]

A_{exp}(E_e) = 1 2 β Ā_W (E_e)P_n(cos θ_1 + cos θ_2), (13)

where P_n = |⃗ξ_n| ≤ 1 is the neutron spin polarization, and the correlation coefficient Ā_W (E_e) is [23, 52]

Ā_W (E_e) = A^W (E^e) 1 + b m_e E_e . (14)

The correlation coefficient A_W (E_e) can be obtained from the correlation coefficient A(E_e) given by Eq.(9) and Eq.(12), respectively, with A^{(SM)}(E_e) replaced by A^{(SM)}_W (E_e) taken in the form

A^{(SM)}_W (E_e) = ( 1 + α π f_n(E_e) ) A_W (E_e), (15)

where the function f_n(E_e) defines the radiative corrections, calculated by Shann [57], and the function A_W (E_e) has been calculated by Bilen’kii et al. [53] and by Wilkinson [54] by taking into account the contributions of order O(E_e/M) caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil (see also [23]). Following [32] we plot in Fig. 1 the function −^1_2 βA(E_e) in the electron energy region m_e ≤ E_e ≤ E_0, where the electron asymmetry calculated in the SM at b = C_T = 0 is given by the blue curve, whereas the electron asymmetry calculated with the account for the contributions of interactions beyond the SM at C_T = 1.11×10^{−2} and b = 6λC_T /(1+3λ^2) = −1.44×10^{−2} is presented by the red curve. One may see that these two theoretical curves cannot be practically distinguished in experiments. The results presented by the theoretical curves in Fig. 1 can be also confirmed by the following estimates.

We propose to estimate the correlation coefficient Ā_W (E_e), calculated to leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion and at the neglect of the radiative corrections. The result is equal to

lim M→∞ Ā_W (E_e) =

A_0 ( 1 − 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ) + 2 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

1 + b m_e E_e , A_0 = −2 λ(1 + λ) 1 + 3λ^2

= −0.11933, (16) where A_0 = −0.11933 is calculated at λ = −1.2750 [24]. For C_T = 1.11×10^{−2} and b = 6λC_T /(1+3λ^2) = −1.44×10^{−2} we get −0.12102 ≤ lim_{M→∞} Ā_W (E_e) ≤ −0.11997 for the electron–energy region m_e ≤ E_e ≤ E_0. These values agree well with recent experimental values A_0 = −0.12015(34)_{stat.}(63)_{syst.} and (A_0)_{exp} = −0.12054(44)_{stat.}(68)_{syst.} [35].

The analogous estimate we may make for the correlation coefficient ā(E_e) = a(E_e)/(1 + b m_e/E_e), describing the asymmetry of electron–antineutrino 3–momentum correlations, defined by the scalar product ⃗k_e ·⃗k_ν . To leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion we get

lim M→∞ ā(E_e) = a_0 ( 1 − 3 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T ) + 1 1 + 3λ^2

C^2_T

1 + b m_e E_e , a_0 =

1 − λ^2 1 + 3λ^2

= −0.1065, (17)

where a_0 = −0.10645 is calculated at λ = −1.2750. At C_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and b = 6λC_T /(1 + 3λ^2) = −1.44 × 10^{−2} the correlation coefficient lim_{M→∞} ā(E_e) is constrained by −0.1080 ≤ lim_{M→∞} a(E_e) ≤ −0.1071 in the electron–energy region m_e ≤ E_e ≤ E_0. The values −0.1080 ≤ lim_{M→∞} ā(E_e) ≤ −0.1071 agree well with recent experimental value (a_0)_{exp} = −0.1090 ± 0.0030_{stat.} ± 0.0028_{sys.} from the aCORN experiment reported in [71].

B. Antineutrino asymmetry of neutron β^−–decay

The antineutrino asymmetry of the neutron β^−–decay is caused by correlations of the neutron spin ⃗ξ_n and antineutrino 3–momentum ⃗k_ν , defined by the scalar product ⃗ξ_n · ⃗k_ν . Following [69] we define the antineutrino asymmetry B_{exp}(E_e) as follows [23]

B_{exp}(E_e) =

N^{−−}(E_e) − N^{++}(E_e) N^{−−}(E_e) + N^{++}(E_e)

. (18)

This expression determines the asymmetry of the emission of the antineutrinos into the forward and backward hemisphere with respect to the neutron spin, where N^{∓∓}(E_e) is the number of events of the emission of the electron–proton pairs as functions of the electron energy E_e. The signs (++) and (−−) show that the electron–proton pairs were emitted parallel (++) and antiparallel (−−) to a direction of the neutron spin. This means that antineutrinos were emitted antiparallel (++) and parallel (−−) to a direction of the neutron spin. The number of events N^{−−}(E_e) and N^{++}(E_e) are defined by the electron–energy and angular distribution of the neutron β^−–decay, integrated over the forward and backward hemisphere relative to the neutron spin, respectively [23]. The analytical expression for B_{exp}(E_e) is given by [23]

B^{(r≤1)} exp (E_e) = 2P 3 (3 − r^2)B̄(E_e) − (3 − 2r)βĀ(E_e) + ( 1 − 3 5 r^2 ) β^2K̄_n(E_e) − ( 1 − 2 5 r^3 ) βQ̄_n(E_e)

(4 − 2r) − ( 1 − 1 2 r^2 ) βā(E_e) − 1 2 ā_0(E_e)β^2 r(1 − r^2) E_e M (19)

and

B^{(r≥1)} exp (E_e) = 2P 3 B̄(E_e) − 1 2 ( Ā(E_e) + 3 5 Q̄_n(E_e) ) β r + 1 5 K̄_n(E_e) β^2 r^2

1 − ā(E_e) β 4r + 1 4 ā_0(E_e)β^2 ( 1 − 1 r^2 ) E_e M , (20)

where r = k_e/E_ν = k_e/(E_0 − E_e) [69] (see also [23]). For r ≤ 1 and r ≥ 1 the electron kinetic energies are restricted by 0 ≤ T_e ≤ (E_0 − m_e)^2/2E_0 = 236 keV and (E_0 − m_e)^2/2E_0 = 236 keV ≤ T_e ≤ E_0 − m_e, respectively. At r = 1 or at the electron kinetic energy T_e = (E_0 − m_e)^2/2E_0 = 236 keV the antineutrino asymmetry given by Eq.(19) and Eq.(20) is continues. The correlation coefficients X̄(E_e) for X = a, A, B, Q_n and K_n take the form X̄(E_e) = X(E_e)/(1 + b m_e/E_e), where X(E_e) are defined by Eq.(9) and Eq.(12), respectively, with X^{(SM)}(E_e) calculated in [23]. Then, ā_0(E_e) is given by ā_0(E_e) = ( a_0(1 − 6.27 × 10^{−5}) + 2.09 × 10^{−5} ) /(1 + b m_e/E_e) (see Eq.(12)), where the numerator is calculated to leading order in the large nucleon mass M expansion. The main contribution to the antineutrino asymmetry B_{exp}(E_e) comes from the term B^{(SM)}(E_e) ∼ 1, which does not depend on the tensor coupling constant C_T . Since the correlation coefficients a^{(SM)}(E_e) and A^{(SM)}(E_e) are of order a^{(SM)}(E_e) ∼ A^{(SM)}(E_e) ∼ −0.1 and the values of correlations coefficients K^{(SM)}n (E_e) and Q^{(SM)}n (E_e) are of order 10^{−3}, the contribution of the Fierz interference term b = −1.44×10^{−2} to the antineutrino asymmetry is of about 0.1 % or even smaller. The experimental value of the correlation coefficients (B_0)_{exp} = 0.9802(50) [69] is defined with an accuracy of about 0.5 %. This means that at the present level of experimental accuracy the antineutrino asymmetry of the neutron β^−–decay is not sensitive to the contribution of the tensor interactions beyond the SM with C_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and the Fierz interference term b = 6λC_T /(1 + 3λ^2) = −1.44 × 10^{−2}.

C. Averaged values of correlation coefficients

In the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron and electron and unpolarized proton the averaged values have been measured only for the correlation coefficients N(E_e) and R(E_e): N_{exp} = ⟨N(E_e)⟩ = 0.067 ± 0.011 ± 0.004 and R_{exp} = ⟨R(E_e)⟩ = 0.004 ± 0.012 ± 0.005 [70]. Using Eq.(12) and the results, obtained in [52, 55], we get

⟨N(E_e)⟩ = 0.07185 , ⟨R(E_e)⟩ = 0.00089. (21)

The averaged value of the correlation coefficient ⟨N(E_e)⟩ = 0.07185 agrees with the experimental one within one standard deviation. In turn, as it follows from Eq.(12) the averaged value of the correlation coefficient ⟨R(E_e)⟩ can acquire only the relative correction of order 10^{−4}, caused by tensor interactions beyond the SM. This does not contradict the experimental data by [70].

VI. DISCUSSION

The main aim of this paper is to show that the fit of the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, by the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} does not contradict contemporary experimental data on the values of the correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron, polarized electron and unpolarized proton. We have found that there exist as minimum one solution of our interest for real scalar and tensor coupling constants C_S = −C̄_S = 0 and C_T = −C̄_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2}. This solution agrees well with the constraint |C_S | = 0.0014(13) and |C_S | = 0.0014(12) extracted from the superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ transitions by Hardy and Towner [60] and González-Alonso et al. [61], respectively, and defines the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}. The contributions of this solution of order 10^{−4} − 10^{−2} to the correlation coefficients of the electron–energy and angular distributions of the neutron β^−–decays do not contradict contemporary experimental data on the correlation coefficients and asymmetries of the neutron β^−–decays with polarized neutron, polarized electron and unpolarized proton. We would like to emphasize that the problem of such a fit is not related only to our model [5] for the solution of the neutron lifetime anomaly, but it appears always as soon as the neutron dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything would have been observed. For example, the neutron dark matter decay mode n → χ + e^− + e^+, proposed by Fornal and Grinstein [1], can be in principle observed in the region 100 keV < T_{−+} of kinetic energies by the UCNA and PERKEO II Collaborations [4, 5]. This concerns also the decay mode n → χ + ϕ [1, 2], which is not still investigated experimentally. Hence, one may argue that in any model of neutron dark matter decays (see, for example, [63]) our analysis of the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and the correlation coefficients should be meaningful and actual.

The results of our analysis on the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p+anything, measured in beam experiments, and correlation coefficients of electron–energy and angular distributions of the neutron β^−–decays can be interpreted as an allowance for the neutron to have the dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything, which have been analysed in [5] in the physical phase of a quantum field theory model with SU_L(2) × U_Y (1) × U^′_R(1) × U^{′′}_L(1) gauge symmetry or in any other model of neutron dark matter decays (see, for example, [63]). In our model the traces of the dark matter fermions χ with mass m_χ < m_n can be searched in terrestrial laboratories through the measurements of the differential cross section for the low–energy inelastic electron–neutron scattering e^− + n → χ + e^− [5] and the triple–differential cross section for the electrodisintegration of the deuteron into dark matter fermions and protons e^− + d → χ + p + e^− close to threshold [22].

Our analysis of the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything, measured in beam experiments, and the correlation coefficients of the neutron β^−–decay, taking into account the complete set of corrections of order 10^{−3}, caused by the weak magnetism and proton recoil of order O(E_e/M) and radiative corrections of order O(α/π), and the tensor coupling constants C_T = −C̄_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2} and the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}, does diminish an important role of the SM corrections of order 10^{−5}, which has been pointed out in [52, 55, 72, 73]. As has been shown in [55] the SM corrections of order 10^{−5} concern i) Wilkinson’s corrections [54], i.e. the higher order corrections caused by 1) the proton recoil in the Coulomb electron–proton final–state interaction, 2) the finite proton radius, 3) the proton–lepton convolution and 4) the higher–order outer radiative corrections, and then ii) the higher order corrections defined by 1) the radiative corrections of order O(α^2/π^2), calculated to leading order in the large nucleon mass expansion, 2) the radiative corrections of order O(αE_e/M), calculated to next–to–leading order in the large nucleon mass expansion, which depend strongly on contributions of hadronic structure of the nucleon [72, 73], and 3) the corrections of the weak magnetism and proton recoil of order O(E^2_e /M^2), calculated to next–to–next– to–leading order in the large nucleon mass expansion [52, 72]. These theoretical corrections should provide for the analysis of experimental data of ”discovery” experiments the required 5σ level of experimental uncertainties of a few parts in 10^{−5} [55].

An important role of strong low–energy interactions and contributions of hadronic structure of the nucleon for a correct gauge invariant calculation of radiative corrections of order O(αE_e /M) and O(α^2/π^2) as functions of the electron energy E_e has been pointed out in [52, 72]. This agrees well with Weinberg’s assertion about important role of strong low–energy interactions in decay processes [74]. A procedure for the calculation of these radiative corrections to the neutron β^−–decays with a consistent account for contributions of strong low–energy interactions, leading to gauge invariant observable expressions dependent on the electron energy E_e determined at the confidence level of Sirlin’s radiative corrections [56], has been proposed in [72, 73].

The calculation of the SM corrections of order 10^{−5} should also give a theoretical background for the experimental analysis of the corrections caused by the second class currents [75], which has been analysed in the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron and unpolarized proton and electron by Gardner and Zang [50] and Garner and Plaster [51], and in the neutron β^−–decay with polarized neutron and electron and unpolarized proton by Ivanov et al. [52].

Finalizing our discussion we would like to emphasize that perspectives of development of investigations of the neutron β^−–decays with the contribution of the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2} become real only in case of discovery of the neutron dark matter decay modes n → χ + anything in terrestrial laboratories by measuring the differential cross sections for the inelastic low–energy electron–neutron scattering e^− + n → χ + e^− and for the electrodisintegration of the deuteron into dark matter fermions and protons e^− + d → χ + p + e^− close to threshold. These processes are induced by the same interaction nχe^−e^+ having the strength of the interaction nχν_eν̄_e responsible for the dark matter decay mode n → χ + ν_e + ν̄_e, allowing to explain the neutron lifetime anomaly. Of course, indirect confirmations of existence of the neutron dark matter decay mode n → χ + ν_e + ν̄_e through the evolution of neutron stars and neutron star cooling should also testify a revision of the experimental data on the neutron β^−–decays with substantially improved accuracies of the measurements of correlation coefficients and asymmetries allowing to feel the contribution of the tensor interactions with the tensor coupling constant C_T = −C̄_T = 1.11 × 10^{−2}, giving the contributions of order 10^{−4} to the correlation coefficients, and the Fierz interference term b = −1.44 × 10^{−2}. Such a value of the Fierz interference term is required by the necessity to fit the rate of neutron decay modes n → p+anything, measured in beam experiments. It is obvious that in this connection a relative accuracy of measurements of the rate of the neutron decay modes n → p + anything (or the neutron lifetime τ_n = 888.0(2.0) s) in beam experiments should be improved up to a few parts of 10^{−4} or even better.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We are grateful to Hartmut Abele for fruitful discussions stimulating the work under this paper and to Martin González–Alonso for his comments on the value of the scalar coupling constant. The work of A. N. Ivanov was supported by the Austrian “Fonds zur Förderung der Wissenschaftlichen Forschung” (FWF) under contracts P31702- N27, P26781-N20 and P26636-N20 and “Deutsche Förderungsgemeinschaft” (DFG) AB 128/5-2. The work of R. Höllwieser was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft in the SFB/TR 55. The work of M. Wellenzohn was supported by the MA 23 (FH-Call 16) under the project “Photonik - Stiftungsprofessur für Lehre”.

[1] B. Fornal and B. Grinstein, Dark matter interpretation of the neutron decay anomaly, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 191801 (2018);

arXiv:1801.01124 [hep–ph].

[2] B. Fornal and B. Grinstein, Neutron lifetime discrepancy as a sign of a dark sector?, arXiv:1810.00862 [hep-ph]. [3] Z. Tang et al., Search for the neutron decay n → X + γ, where X is a dark matter particle, arXiv:1802.01595 [nucl-ex]. [4] X. Sun et al. (the UCNA Collaboration), Search for dark matter decay of the free neutron from the UCNA experiment:

n → χ + e^− + e^+, Phys. Rev. C 97, 052501 (2018); arXiv: 1803.10890 [nucl-ex].

[5] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Neutron dark matter decays; arXiv:

1806.10107 [hep-ph].

[6] M. Tanabashi et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 98, 030001 (2018).

[7] D. McKeen, A. E. Nelson, S. Reddy, and D. Zhou, Neutron stars exclude light dark baryons, arXiv:1802.08244 [hep-ph]. [8] G. Baym, D. H. Beck, P. Geltenbort, and J. Shelton, Testing dark decays of baryons in neutron stars, arXiv: 1802.08282 [hep-ph].

[9] T. F. Motta, P. A. M. Guichon, and A. W. Thomas, Implications of neutron star properties for the existence of light dark matter, arXiv: 1802.08427 [nucl-th].

[10] J. M. Cline and J. M. Cornell, Dark decay of the neutron, arXiv: 1803.04961 [hep-ph].

[11] P. Demorest, T. Pennucci, S. Ransom, M. Roberts and J. Hessels, Shapiro delay measurement of a two solar mass neutron star, Nature 467, 1081 (2010).

[12] R. Essig, T. Volansky, and Tien-Tien Yu, New constraints and prospects for sub-GeV dark matter scattering off electrons in xenon, Phys. Rev. D 96, 043017 (2017).

[13] D. Curtin et al., Exotic decays of the 125 GeV Higgs boson, Phys. Rev. D 90, 075004 (2014). [14] G. Gamow and M. Schönberg, Neutrino theory of stellar collapse, Phys. Rev. 59, 539 (1941). [15] B. L. Friman and O. V. Maxwell, Neutrino emissivities of neutron stars, ApJ 232, 541 (1979). [16] P. Hänsel, Urca processes in dense matter and neutron star cooling”, Space Science Reviews. 74, 427 (1995). [17] J. Schwinger, On the polarization of fast neutrons, Phys. Rev. 73, 407 (1948).

[18] R. H. Dalitz, On radiative corrections to the angular correlation in internal pair creation, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 206, 521 (1951).

[19] S. B. Gerasimov, A. I. Lebedev, and V. A. Petrun’kin, Theory of neutron scattering in the Coulomb field of nucleus, Soviet Physics JETP, 16, 1321 (1963).

[20] R. Hofstadter, Electron scattering and nuclear structure, Rev. Mod. Phys. 28, 214 (1956). [21] D. R. Yennie, M. M. Lévy, and D. G. Ravenhall, Electromagnetic structure of nucleons, Rev. Mod. Phys. 29, 144 (1957). [22] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Electrodisintegration of deuteron into dark matter and proton close to threshold; arXiv:1807.04604 [hep-ph].

[23] A. N. Ivanov, M. Pitschmann, and N. I. Troitskaya, Neutron beta decay as a laboratory for testing the standard model, Phys. Rev. D 88, 073002 (2013); arXiv:1212.0332 [hep–ph].

[24] H. Abele, The neutron. Its properties and basic interactions, Progr. Part. Nucl. Phys. 60, 1 (2008). [25] W. Mampe, L. N. Bondarenko, V. I. Morozov, Yu. N. Panin, and A. I. Fomin, Measuring neutron lifetime by storing ultracold neutrons and detecting inelastically scattered neutrons, JETP Lett. 57, 82 (1993), Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 57, 77 (1993).

[26] A. Serebrov et al., Measurement of the neutron lifetime using a gravitational trap and a low-temperature fomblin coating, Phys. Lett. B 605, 72 (2005).

[27] A. P. Serebrov et al., Neutron lifetime measurements using gravitationally trapped ultracold neutrons, Phys. Rev. C 78, 035505 (2008).

[28] A. Pichlmaier, V. Varlamov, K. Schreckenbach, and P. Geltenbort, Neutron lifetime measurement with the UCN trap-in-trap MAMBO II, Phys. Lett. B 693, 221 (2010).

[29] A. Steyerl, J. M. Pendlebury, C. Kaufman, S. S. Malik, and A. M. Desai, Quasielastic scattering in the interaction of ultracold neutrons with a liquid wall and application in a reanalysis of the Mambo I neutron-lifetime experiment, Phys. Rev. C 85, 065503 (2012).

[30] S. Arzumanov, L. Bondarenko, S. Chernyavsky, P. Geltenbort, V. Morozov, V.V. Nesvizhevsky, Yu. Panin, and A.

Strepetov, A measurement of the neutron lifetime using the method of storage of ultracold neutrons and detection of inelastically up-scattered neutrons, Phys. Lett. B 745, 79 (2015).

[31] A. Czarnecki, W. J. Marciano, and A. Sirlin, The neutron lifetime and axial coupling constant connection, Phys. Rev. Lett.

120, 202002 (2018); arXiv:1802.01804 [hep–ph].

[32] D. Mund, B. Märkisch, M. Deissenroth, J. Krempel, M. Schumann, and H. Abele, A. Petoukhov, and T. Soldner, Determination of the weak axial vector coupling from a measurement of the beta-asymmetry parameter A in neutron beta decay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 172502 (2013).

[33] M. P. Mendenhall, R. W. Pattie, Jr., Y. Bagdasarova, D. B. Berguno, L. J. Broussard, R. Carr, S. Currie et al., (UCNA Collaboration), Precision measurement of the neutron beta decay asymmetry, Phys. Rev. C 87, 032501 (2013).

[34] B. Märkisch and H. Abele, Measurement of the axial-vector coupling constant gA in neutron beta decay, arXiv:1410.4220 [hep-ph], Presented at “8th International Workshop on the CKM Unitarity Triangle (CKM 2014)”, Vienna, Austria, September 8 - 12, 2014.

[35] M. A.-P. Brown et al. (the UCNA Collaboration), New result for the neutron beta-asymmetry parameter A0 from UCNA, Phys. Rev. C 97, 035505 (2018).

[36] V. Gudkov, G. I. Greene, and J. R. Calarco, General classification and analysis of neutron beta-decay experiments, Phys.

Rev. C 73, 035501 (2006).

[37] M. Fierz, Zur Fermischen Theorie des β–Zerfalls, Z. Physik 104, 553 (1937). [38] M. E. Rose, in Beta- and Gamma-Ray Spectroscopy, Interscience Publishers, Inc., New York 1955. [39] T. D. Lee and C. N. Yang, Question of parity conservation in weak interactions, Phys. Rev. 104, 254 (1956). [40] T. D. Lee, R. Oehme, and C. N. Yang, Remarks on possible noninvariance under time reversal and charge conjugation, Phys. Rev. 106, 340 (1957).

[41] J. D. Jackson, S. B. Treiman, and H. W. Wyld Jr., Possible tests of time reversal invariance in beta decay, Phys. Rev.

106, 517 (1957).

[42] J. D. Jackson, S. B. Treiman, and H. W. Wyld Jr., Coulomb corrections in allowed beta transitions, Nucl. Phys. 4, 206 (1957).

[43] M. E. Ebel and G. Feldman, Further remarks on Coulomb corrections in allowed beta transitions, Nucl. Phys. 4, 213 (1957). [44] P. Herczeg, Beta decay and muon decay beyond the Standard Model, in Precision tests of the Standard electroweak model, Edited by P. Langacker, World Scientific, Advanced Series on Directions in High Energy Physics - Vol. 14, p. 785 (1998).

[45] P. Herczeg, Beta decay beyond the standard model, Progr. Part. Nucl. Phys. 46, 413 (2001). [46] N. Severijns, M. Beck, and O. Naviliat-Cuncic, Tests of the standard electroweak model in beta decay, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 991 (2006).

[47] T. Bhattacharya, V. Cirigliano, S. D. Cohen, A. Filipuzzi, M. González-Alonso, M. L. Graesser, R. Gupta, and Huey-Wen Lin, . Probing novel scalar and tensor interactions from (ultra)cold neutrons to the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 85, 054512 (2012).

[48] V. Cirigliano, M. Gonzáles-Alonso, and M. L. Graesser, Non-standard charged current interactions: beta decays versus the LHC, J. High Energy Phys. 02, 046 (2013).

[49] V. Cirigliano, S. Gardner, and B. Holstein, Beta decays and non-standard interactions in the LHC era, Prog. Part. Nucl.

Phys. 71, 93 (2013).

[50] S. Gardner and C. Zhang, Sharpening low-energy, Standard-Model tests via correlation coefficients in neutron beta decay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5666 (2001).

[51] S. Gardner and B. Plaster, Framework for maximum likelihood analysis of neutron beta decay observables to resolve the limits of the V - A law, Phys. Rev. C 87, 065504 (2013).

[52] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Tests of the Standard model in neutron beta decay with polarized neutron and electron and unpolarized proton, Phys. Rev. C 98, 035503 (2018); arXiv:1805.03880 [hep-ph].

[53] S. M. Bilen’kii, R. M. Ryndin, Ya. A. Smorodinskii, and Ho Tso-Hsiu, On the theory of the neutron beta decay, JETP 37, 1758 (1959) (in Russian); Sov. Phys. JETP, 10, 1241 (1960).

[54] D. H. Wilkinson, Analysis of neutron beta decay, Nucl. Phys. A 377, 474 (1982).

[55] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Precision analysis of electron energy spectrum and angular distribution of neutron beta decay with polarized neutron and electron, Phys. Rev. C 95, 055502 (2017).

[56] A. Sirlin, General properties of the electromagnetic corrections to the beta decay of a physical nucleon, Phys. Rev. 164, 1767 (1967).

[57] R. T. Shann, Electromagnetic effects in the decay of polarized neutrons, Nuovo Cimento A 5, 591 (1971). [58] W. J. Marciano and A. Sirlin, Radiative corrections to beta decay and the possibility of a fourth generation, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 56, 22 (1986).

[59] A. Czarnecki, W. J. Marciano, and A. Sirlin, Precision measurements and CKM unitarity, Phys. Rev. D 70, 093006 (2004). [60] J. C. Hardy and I. S. Towner, Superallowed 0^+ → 0^+ nuclear beta decays: 2014 critical survey, with precise results for V_{ud} and CKM unitarity, Phys. Rev. C 91, 025501 (2015).

[61] M. González–Alonso, O. Naviliat–Cuncic, and N. Severijns, New physics searches in nuclear and neutron beta decay, arXiv:

1803.08732 [hep-ph].

[62] J. S. Nico, Neutron beta decay, J. Phys. G 36, 104001 (2009).

[63] D. Barducci, M. Fabbriches, and E. Gabrielli, Neutral hadrons disappearing into the darkness, Phys. Rev. D 98, 035049 (2018); arXiv:1806.05678 [hep-ph].

[64] J. M. Blatt and V. F. Weisskopf, Theoretical nuclear physics, John Wily & Sons, New York 1952. [65] J. D. Jackson, S. B. Treiman, and H. W. Wyld Jr., Coulomb corrections in allowed beta transitions, Nucl. Phys. 4, 206 (1957); Note on relativistic coulomb wave functions, Z. Phys. 150, 640 (1958).

[66] E. K. Konopinski, in The theory of beta radioactivity, Oxford at the Clarendon Press, 1966. [67] R. Pohl et al., The size of the proton, Nature 466, 213 (2010).

[68] H. Abele, Precision experiments with cold and ultra-cold neutrons, Hyperfine Interact. 237, 155 (2016). [69] M. Schumann, T. Soldner, M. Deissenroth, F. Glück, J. Krempel, M. Kreuz, B. Märkisch, D. Mund, A. Petoukhov, and H. Abele Measurement of the neutrino asymmetry parameter B in neutron decay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 191803 (2007).

[70] A. Kozela et al., Measurement of transverse polarization of electrons emitted in free neutron decay, Phys. Rev. C 85, 045501 (2012).

[71] G. Darius, W. A. Byron, C. R. DeAngelis, M. T. Hassan, F. E. Wietfeldt, B. Collett, G. L. Jones, M. S. Dewey, M. P.

Mendenhall, J. S. Nico, H. Park, A. Komives, and E. J. Stephenson, Measurement of the electron-antineutrino angular correlation in neutron beta decay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 042502 (2017).

[72] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Precision theoretical analysis of neutron radiative beta decay to order O(α^2/π^2), Phys. Rev. D 95, 113006 (2017).

[73] A. N. Ivanov, R. Höllwieser, N. I. Troitskaya, M. Wellenzohn, and Ya. A. Berdnikov, Gauge properties of hadronic structure of nucleon in neutron radiative beta decay to order O(α/π) in standard V − A effective theory with QED and linear sigma model of strong low–energy interactions, arXiv: 1805.09702 [hep-ph].

[74] S. Weinberg, Role of strong Interactions in decay processes, Phys. Rev. 106, 1301 (1957). [75] S. Weinberg, Charge symmetry of weak interactions, Phys. Rev. 112, 1375 (1958).