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o™ Abstract

= The nuclear aspects of flavour changing neutral current (Eqiocesses, predicted by various new-physics modelstr atthe

o presence of nuclei, are examined by computing the relevasiear matrix elements within the context of the quasiiperRPA
using realistic strong two-body forces. One of our aims iexplore the role of the non-standard interactions (NSihaleptonic

() 'sector and specifically: (i) in lepton flavour violating (LFFRrocesses involving the neutral particlesandvy, £ = e, u, T and (ii)

@ .in charged lepton flavour violating (CLFV) processes inimdpthe charged leptors or £*. As concrete nuclear systems we have

D chosen the stopping targets;of — e~ conversion experiments, i.e. tf&i nucleus of the PRIMEPRISM experiment at J-PARC
and the?’Al of the COMET at J-PARC as well as of the Mu2e at Fermilab. Sehexperiments have been designed to reduce the

o)) single event sensitivity down to 18-10"'8 in searching for charged lepton mixing events. Our goalystalking advantage of

—0ur detailed nuclear structure calculations and using tesgmt limits or the sensitivity of the aforementioned expt — e~

E experiments, to put stringent constraints on the parasefédS| Lagrangians.
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1. Introduction limit RY, < 4.3 x 10712 [17]), whereR];, denotes the branch-
— ) o ) ing ratio of they™ — e~ conversion rate divided by the total
—  In recent years, ongoing extremely sensitive experiments-—_c,qre rate in théTi nucleus. The COMET experiment,
O ‘searching for physics beyond the current Stand_ar_d Mode) ($ s expected to reach a high sensitiviBﬁé < 10716 [4] using
g e>r<]pelct }0 zee net\)/\ll phys(;cs or-tcl) set ;elvere Ilmlts:on‘vagoubs;Al as muon-stopping target while the Mu2e experiment aims
physical observables and particle model parameters [1]. 2, 3to improveF\‘l’j,'3 even further, i.e. to a single event sensitivity

1 In particular, current experiments searching for flavouarng 17 ! : )
C\J ing neutral current (FCNC) processes in the leptonic secto% x 107, Wh'Ch W,Ith a back?;ound 9,f 0.5 events will reach a
«— [3,14,15,6,. 7/ 8, 9] may provide insights and new results intotarg.et Setnsflt'wtﬁ%f 6Xd10 L5 f]". 't]' Thte ne>:jt dec?tde ex-
(Y) the physics of charged lepton flavour violation (cLFV)[7, 8] Ee”men”i otrhc ’Inr?ed tvetr)y t:giltmt?:nsrlnglilagf qrutﬁ ' K/IT]I;O
< neutrino oscillation in propagation [9] and others. The WLF eams, like those planed o be bullt at Fermilab for the €a

>' experiments, although they have not yet discovered anyt;evenﬁ_)gizéxo?r;dma};ig_iAE;E; g‘etﬁg:\ﬂl'ung i’)\(ﬂ z)r(irr)r(]a:r?:egf.ects
"~ represent a very important probe to search for charged le J y P  EXP

- 18 |
. ton mixing with significant implications on understandirayv F{O further decrease the upper boundﬁ?@ < 2x 1077 18],

G ious open issues in particle, nuclear physics and astragshys while the PRIME experiment, based on the superior proggertie
[10,121,/12) 13]. To this purpose, exofic — € conversion c,.::;h?erggr? r;ht()aes;;:i\\/]i-tP%{F%C thfg:? Fll;eziﬁllvered i
studies are interesting worldwide theoretically! [14, 15kl y houl . yh we < e
as experimentally with two experiments: (i) the COMET at J- We shou d_ mention the most stringent upper bounds on
PARC, Japarl [4], and (ii) the Mu2e at Fermilab, USA[[2]6, 7). Purely leptonic cLFV processes presently available/for e

Both ambitious experiments expect to reach a single event selransitions, namely, the new limit on the brar;;:hmg ratiahef
sitivity down to 101610718 ut — ety processBr(ut — e€ty) < 57 x 10", set very re-

The best previous limit for the~ — e~ conversion was ob- cently by the MEG experiment at PSI using one of the most

tained by the SINDRUM-II collaboration at PSI on the reaatio intense continuoug™ beams in the worlo [21], and that of the
u — eeeprocess set previously by the SINDRUM Il collabora-

W BT o e +48Ti, (1) tionin the valueBr(u* — e*e*e”) < 1.0x 10712 [22].

In recent works, neutral current (NC) neutrino scatterirg p
cesses on leptons, nucleons and nuclei involving interasti
that go beyond the SM (non-standard interactions, NSI, for

Email addressesdimpap@cc.uoi.gr (D.K. Papoulias), short) have been examined [10/ 11} 12]. Such processes may
hkosmas@uoi.gr (T.S. Kosmas) be predicted from several extensions of the SM such as \&riou

asR]} < 6.1x 10723 [16] (many authors use the published upper
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realizations of the seesaw mechanism in the SM|[15| 23, 24],

and left-right symmetric models [25]. The reactions of tjse I’n e
that take place in nuclei are represented by
va(Va) + (A Z) = vp(vp) + (A 2), ) Zy
(a) (c)

(a,8 = € u,7) and theoretically they can be studied under the
same nuclear methods as the exotic cLFV procegs 6f e
conversion in nuclei. Among the interesting applicatiohthe
reactions[(R), those connected with the supernova physags m
allow v neutrinos to change flavour during core collapse cre-
atingve neutrino holes in the eleCtron'neum_nO sea [26] WhIChFigure 1: Nuclear level Feynman diagrams f¢&) SM Z-exchange neutral
may allowe™-capture on nucleons and nuclei to occur and subcurrenty-nucleus reactions(b) non-standard Z-exchangenucleus reactions,
sequently decrease the value of the electron fractiorSuch  and(c) Z-exchange and photon-exchange— € in the presence of a nucleus
non-standard interactions [27, 28| 29] may suggest albeErat (muc_)n—to—electrop conversion). The non-standard (cLFFV) physics en-
. . . . ters in the complicated vertex denoted by the bullet
in the mechanisms of neutrino-propagation through thersupe
nova (SN) envelope andtact constraints put on the physics
beyond the SM as well as on some scenarios of supernova egontext of the quasi-particle RPA, considering both cohere
plosion [30, 31} 32]. This motivated the investigation o th and incoherent processes by applying the advantageoes stat
NSI in both LFV and cLFV processes in solar and supernovay-state method developed in Refs.|[33,/50, 51]. As a firgt, ste
environment [33, 34] and motivated our present work too- Furwe perform calculations fogs — gs transitions of the reac-
thermore, the impact of non-standard neutrino interast@m  tions [2) by solving the BCS equations, for even-even nuclea
SN physics was the main motivation of works examining theirsystemS, and employing the experimental nuclear chargs-den
effect on supernova when the neutrino self-interaction isrtaketies [52] for oddA nuclei. For comparison of our results with
into account/[13]. The extreme conditions under which rieutr those of other methods [11,/12,) 26| 44, 45], SM cross sections
nos propagate after they are created in the SN core, may leaglculations are also carried out. More specifically, oespnt
to strong matter féects. It is known that, in particular, the ef- results refer to the even-evé&ii isotope, the stopping target of
fect of small values of the NSI parameters can be dramaticall SINDRUM Il and PRIMEPRISMu~ — e experiments. We
enhanced in the inner strongly deleptonized regions [13].  perform similar calculations for processés (2) in #al nu-

In general, low-energy astrophysical and laboratory neueleus proposed as detector material in Mu2e and COMET ex-
trino searches provide crucial information towards un@ersd-  periments. Finally, we will use the experimental upper lgaif
ing the fundamental electroweak interactions, within amd b the cLFV processes to put robust bounds on model parameters
yond the SM. Well-known astrophysical neutrino sources lik of the relevant Lagrangians and the ratios of the NSI comtrib
the solar, supernova, Geoneutrinos, etc., constitutellerte tions with respect to the SM ones.
probes in searching for a plethora of neutrino physics appli
cations and new-physics open issues [35]. Since neutnmos i
teract extremely weakly with matter, they may travel astro-
nomical dist.ances.and regg:h the Eart_h 136,137, 38], etc. The 1ha non-standard-nucleus processe&] (2) and the exotic
recordedv—3|gnaI§ in sensitive terrestrial nl_JcIear detectqrs_ of. pv i~ — e conversion in nuclei [, 14, 15, 34], can be
low-energy neutrinos [39, 40], could be simulated prowgdin N

useful information relevant to the evolution of distantstahe In Fig. [ we show some nuclear-level Feynman diagrams rep-
core collapse supernovae, explosive nucleosynthesistél} resenting the exchange ofZaboson between a lepton and a
trino oscillation éfects and others. Recently it became feaSi'nucIeon for the cases ofnucleus scattering in the SM (Fig
ble to d.etect neutrinos by e>§plo_iting the NC inte_ractiond an [(a)) and in the non-standard interactions of neutrinos wit-
measuring the nuclear recoil _S|gnal by employing d_etectoraei (Fig.[I(b)). We also show the exchange dt-80son or a
v_wth very Iow-thre_shold energies [42,143]. The NC 'mera_“?'y-photon in thew- — e conversion, FiglJ1(c) [14. 15]. The
t|ons,_ thrpugh their vector components can lead to an aediti leptonic vertex in the cases of Figl 1(b),(c) is a complidate
contribution (coherence) of all nucleons in the target eusl one. A general @ective Lagrangian that involves SM interac-
8 R )
[44,145, 46| 47, 48, 49]. _ tions (Lsm) and NSI (Lns)) with a non-universal (NU) term and
The main purpose of the present Letter is to explore the nus fayour changing (FC) term can be written as
clear physics aspects of thenucleus reactions of Eq[](2) fo-

cusing on the role of the NSI which have not been studied in Liot = Lsm + Lnst = Lsm + Lo + Lrc. (3)
detail up to now. We should stress that, our strategy in shgdy

the nuclear aspects of FCNC in nuclei, is to carry out realisThe individual component€sy and Lys) of this Lagrangian

tic cross sections calculations for the exotic procedsear{l  are explained in the next subsections.

(@), including NSI terms in the relevanffective Lagrangian. For a concrete example, it has been proposed [23] that, even
The required nuclear matrix elements are evaluated wittén t small deviation from unitary lepton mixing matrix, may caus

2
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2. Description of the formalism

predicted within the aforementioned new-physics modei$. [1



sizeable NSI ffects and potentially large LFV [24]. The non- v-nucleus reaction is not a flavour blind process. By consider
trivial structure of electroweak currents in low-scalessaelLa-  ing the nuclear structure details, the cross sections geoMby
grangians leads to non-unitary lepton mixing maMix, which  Eq. (8), become more realistic and accurate [29] (in Ref] [11
can be parametrized & = (1 - n)U. U,z is a unitary matrix  the variation versus the momentum transfer of the nuclean fo
andn,; a model depended non-standard mataixX = e,u,7)  factor is neglected, which for supernova neutrino studies i
which takes specific form within seesaw mechanisms [24].  rather crude approximation [53]).
From an experimental physics point of view, many neutrino
2.1. Non-standarg-nucleus reaction cross sections detectors are more sensitive to the recoil energy of the nu-
The neutral current non-standard neutrino interactions acclear target,Ty, than to the scattering angle&, Therefore,
dressed here, are described by a quark-level Lagrangiai, it is also important to compute theftirential cross sections
parametrized (for energies Mz) as [11/ 29, 30] do/dTy. For coherent scattering the nucleus recoils (intrin-
Pr— — sically it remains unchanged) with energy which, in the ap-
Lnsi = -2 V2Gr Z €ap [V‘”PLVﬁ] [fyppf]’ (4) proxi?]/wationTN < E, (Iov%—erzergy Iimit),giys maximized as,p
Q,};:ﬁ,r Thax = 2E2/(M+2E,), with M being the nuclear mass [4748].
Then, to a good approximation, the square of the three momen-
tum transfer, is equal tg?> = 2MTy, and the coherent NSI
differential cross section with respectlg is written as

where three light neutrinog, with Majorana masses are con-
sidered,f denotes a first generation SM quark d@d {L, R}

are the chiral projectors. The Lagrangiah (4) contains tlavo
preserving non-SM terms, known as non-universal (NU) inter dons G2 M M Ty
actions that are proportional toF, as well as flavour-changing aT e o 7F (1 T
(FC) terms proportional t@;;’, a # B. These couplings are N v

taken with respect to the Strength of the Fermi COUpling CONBoth Eqs KB) and]7) are useful for Studying the nuclear 'mjsys

stantGg [11,/30]. For the polar-vector c\«/auplirfmgs W?Rare mainly of NSI of neutrinos with matter.
interested in the present work, it h0|d;% = €,5 + €,5, While Furthermore, by performing numerical integrations in Eq.

for the axial-vector couplingeg[’j =elt - ;;_ @) over the scattering angteor in Eq. [7) over the recoil en-
The nuclear physics aspects of tﬁe non-standamdtter re- €rgy Ty, one can obtain integrated (total) coherent NSI cross

actions can be studied by transforming the Lagrandian (4) téections,onsi,,. The individual cross sectionsyy,, and

the nuclear level where the hadronic current is written imge  orc,, Mmay be evaluated accordingly [53].

of NC nucleon form factors (functions of the four momentum

transfer) [34]. In the general case of the inelastic sdager 2.2. SM coherent-nucleus cross sections

of neutrinos on nuclei, the magnitude of the three momentum At low and intermediate neutrino energies considered ® thi

transfer,q = |qg|, obtained from the kinematics of the reaction, Letter, the ective (quark-level) SM-nucleus interaction La-

is a function of the scattering angle of the outgoing neotéin  grangian,Lsy, reads

(laboratory frame), the initial;, and final,E¢, neutrino ener- _

gies, as well as the excitation energy of the target nucleas, Lsm = —2V2G¢ Z o [Vaprva] [fy/’Pf] , (8)

% = w? + 2EE¢ (1 - cosb) [49,/50]. In the special case of the f=ud

coherent (elastic) channel we focus in this woek £ 0 and e

Ei = Ef = E)), onlyzgs—> gstransitions occur (for spin-zero where,g? are theP-handed SM couplings of-quarks § =
nuclei) and we havg” = 2E}(1 - coso) or q = 2E, sin(g/2). u,d) to the Z-boson. We mention that, compared to previous
The coherent dierential cross section with respect to the stydies [[12| 26], we have taken into consideration ithe u
scattering anglé for NSl v-nucleus processes is written as quark interaction [see Eq[](6)], in addition to the momentum
d G2 dependence of the nuclear form factors.
ONSLv, F =2 NSI 2 . S
= —CE2(1+ cos) [(adIGYS (@llgs|”.  (5) For coherent-nucleus scattering, the SM anglefdrential
dcos®  2x e N . o
cross section is given from an expression similar to Elg. (&) w

(@ = e p,7, denotes the flavour of incident neutrinos) whereyhe nyclear matrix element being that of the Coulomb opera-

Igs represents the nuclear ground state (for even-even nuclgp, v q) (product of the zero-order spherical Bessel function
like the “®Ti, |g9 = |J7) = |0*)). The nuclear matrix element

- / ' times the zero-order spherical harmonic [49]). This cqoesl-
that arises from the Lagrangidd (4), takes the form ing matrix element can be cast in the fotml[33]

)|<gsucsv,§{(q)||gs>|2 )

MNSI? = GNs! ol = R
MG = [asiey, @las) , MM = [asiAollgs]| = [65ZF2(c?) + gUNF(@)]’,
(265 + e6) ZF2(e?) + (e + 268) NFn(@)] ©) o 9)

v dv 5 v av N2 Where,gf;” is the known polar-vector coupling of proton (neu-
+ Z [(2635 + ey ) ZF2(0P) + (e + 260 ) NFn(eP) | tron) to theZ boson (see Fig1(a)). In the low energy limit, one

pra can also write in a straightforward manner the correspandin

(8 = e u, ) whereFzn) denote the nuclear (electromagnetic) differential cross section with respect to the nuclear receil en
form factors for protons (neutrons) entered due to the C\éC th ergy, Ty [47,/48]). In this work, starting from original fferen-
ory. We note that in the adopted NSI model, the coherent N@Gial cross sectiondo,,, /d cosd anddo,,, /d Ty, we evaluated

3



individual angle-integrated cross sections of the form, (E,),
with @ = e, u, 7, anda = tot, SM, NU, FP, FC, where under FC,
the six processes. < v,, ve < Vi, v, < v, are included
(obviously, oy, -, = o,-,) for both nuclei,*®Ti and #’Al.

3.2. Integrated coherentnucleus cross sections

In the next step of our calculational procedure we obtained
angle-integrated coherennucleus cross sections by integrat-
ing numerically Eq.[{(b) over angles [or E§] (7) oviey] for the

A great part of these results is presented and used to compWgrious interaction components as

folded cross sections below (for more results see Ref. [53])

3. Resultsand discussion

3.1. Nuclear Structure calculations

doa,,
T g ) dcosh,

Tar(B) = dcost

(11)
(1 = tot, SM,NU, FP, FC). We found that the exotic FCNC
processes, — vz in “8Ti have significantly lower cross section
compared to the SM one. From the obtained FCN@ucleus

At first, we studied the nuclear structure details of the macross sections the most challenging result correspondseto t
trix elements entering Eqs.J(3)}(7) and Ed.] (9) that reflectx — Ve transition (and to its lepton conjugate procegs;—»
the dependence of the coherent cross section on the incidenf). This is mainly due to the severe constraé;}& = 29x

v-energyE, and the scattering angke (or the recoil energy
Tn). For the even-eveffTi nucleus, the stopping target of the

PSI [16,[17] and PRIMEL[19, 20] experiments, this study in-

volves realistic nuclear structure calculations for thassrsec-
tionsdo,,,/dcosd anddo,,, /d Ty, performed after construct-
ing the nuclear ground staligs) by solving iteratively the BCS
equations [50]. Then, the nuclear form factors for protoreu¢
trons) are obtained as [33]

P (@) = o S0l is@n () @0
j

with [j] = 4/2j +1,N, = Z (or N). U:vn denotes the occupation
probability amplitude of thg-th single nucleon level. The cho-
sen active model space consists of the lowest 15 singléjeart
j-orbits, j = (n, ¢, 1/2)j without core, up to major h.o. quanta

10-*inserted in the Lagrangialnl(4) which has been derived from
the nucleap~ — e~ conversion experimental limits on cLFV
branching ratiol[4, 15,16,/ 7]. We remind that, in this work we
have employed the NSI parametei (except thes,je\f ) derived
from various experimental bounds in Ref.|[10].

By exploiting our cross sections,,, (E,), we find it interest-
ing to estimate the ratio of each of the individual crossisest
o .y, With respect to the SM cross sections defined as

Ty, (Ev)

osm(E))’

For “8Ti, the latter ratios initially are slowly increasing func-
tions of E,, but eventually (for energies higher than about
80 - 120 MeV) they tend asymptotically to the values listed
in Table[2. For?’Al, however, the ratioR,,, are energy in-
dependent which is a consequence of th@edént treatment

Ruv.(Ey) = A=totNU,FPR,FC.  (12)

N = 4hw. The required monopole (pairing) residual interac-applied in studying the nuclear structure details than filat

tion, obtained from a Bonn C-D two-body potential was slight
renormalized with the two parameteg&,;r (ggair = 1.056, for
proton pairs, an(jgair = 0.999, for neutron pairs).

We note that, we have devoted a specffdrt on the accurate
construction of the nuclear ground state, (i) because thereo
ent channel is the dominant one for the neutral currentSM

lowed for “8Ti. From the comparison of the results of Table
with those of the method [11], we conclude that our realisti
calculations are important in the casé'®fi nucleus, where the
BCS method gave usy # Fz and, hence, the results obtained
for Ry, differ from those given by Ref| [11]. F&fAl, how-
ever, for which we considerdely ~ Fz, the dependence on the

nucleus processes and we assumed that this holds also for Ngiiclear structure parameters in the numerator and dentonina
processes, and (i) because in a next step we are intended ¢¢ Eq. ([I2) cancel out and, then, our predictionsRyy, are

perform extensive incoherent cross sections calculatidrese
all accessible final nuclear states will be built on the pmese
ground state.

For the oddA 27Al nucleus (its ground state spin igs) =

|7y = |(5/2)")), the stopping target of Mu2e and COMET ex-

periments, we obtained the form fact#(q?), through a model
independent analysis (using a Fourier-Bessel expansialeino
of the electron scattering data for the charge densityilistr
tion of this isotopel[52]. Since similar data fB (g?) 2’Al are
not available, we considered (to a rather satisfactory @ppr
mation) thatFy =~ Fz (a difference up to about 10% usually

equal to those of Ref._[11].

It is worth noting that, some constraints coming from solar
[27] and atmospheric [28] neutrino data indicate that thé NS
might be large, while according to the present experimental
data,erf)’ is unacceptably large and, consequently, it derives un-
realistic results (the corresponding FP and NU cross sesitio
not included here, are larger than the SM ones)|[10, 29].

3.3. Supernova neutrino fluxes and expected event rates

One of the most interesting connections of our present ealcu
lations with ongoing and future neutrino experiments iatesd

appears for medium and heavy nuclear systems [52]). The mqg supernova-detection. Asiitis known, in SN explosions most
mentum dependence of the nuclear form factors was ignoregk the energy is released byemission. Then, the total neutrino

by some authors [11] which at lowenergies relevant for solar
neutrinos is practically a good approximation, but for ees
relevant to supernova neutrinos addressed in this workajt m
lead to diferences of even an order of magnitude [53].

flux, ®(E,), arriving at a terrestrial detector reads [44, 45]

CD(EV) = Z (DVQ(EV) = Z

_Va_ SN(EV),

N
il (13)



Va (Aa Z) Rtot RNU RFP Rv(,Hve Rv(y(—)vﬂ RV(,HVT
N BTi  1.037 0.002 0.905 - 021x10% 0.130
| 27al  1.044 0.003 0.902 - a30x 104 0.139
N MBTi  1.293 0.001 0.929 @21x10° - 0.361
Kol27p1 1.318 0.001 0.927 Q30x 104 - 0.387

Table 1: The ratioR,,, (for the definition see Eq[L(12) in the text) of all possible+ (A, Z) — v; + (A, Z) processes. They have
been evaluated in their assymptotic values reachésgl at120 MeV.

(¢ = e u, 1) whereN,, is the number of (anti)neutrinos emit- presents an appreciably wider energy range compared to that

ted from a supernova source at a typical distance (here wef ve and that the maximum peak is shifted towards higher en-

usedd = 8.5kpc) and;ﬁ"‘ denotes the energy distribution of
the (anti)neutrino flavoutr [47]. We assume that the emit-
ted SN-neutrino energy spectrg“(E,) resemble Maxwell-
Boltzmann distributions that depend on the temperalyref
the (anti)neutrino flavour, (v,). By convoluting the integrated
cross sectiowr,,, (E,) with the neutrino distributions, the sig-
nal produced on a terrestrial detector may be simulated as

(14)

5|gn(EV) = oy, (Ey) UE(YN(EV)

ergies following the features of the dlStrIbutIOﬂ%\‘(Ev) The
simulated cross sections of Figl. 2 reflect the charactesist
the incident neutrino spectrum of a specific flavauraving its
own position of the maximum peak and width of the distribu-
tion an We remind that, as usually, for incomimgneutrinos,
the distribution g3 + 75M)/2 is used.
In SN neutrino simulations, another useful quantity is the fl

averaged cross section [35] which in our notation is writien

1) = [ uEInNE) dE.. (15)
The results foko,,, ), obtained by using our angle-integrated
cross sections are listed in Table 2. We note that our flux-aver
aged cross sectionsftér by about 30% from those of [11].

From experimental physics perspectives, it is also intergs
to make predictions for the flerential event rate of edetector

é; [44,145,51]. The usual expression for computing the yield in
) events is based on the neutrino fldx, . To include the NSI of
§r|' neutrinos with nuclei, the yield in events,, (Tn), is [44,[45]
g . do 2
§f 510 — L Yo, (Tn) = N; fcbyw dEVfd g;@ 6(T ZqM) dcosd,
IO . N (16)
10° K/ T . whereN; is the total number of nuclei in the detector material.
T ' N, 1 Assuming a detector filled with one toffi, we evaluated dif-
100 T 1 ferential event rate¥),, (Ty) for several supernova scenarios.
] TN These results, are plotted in Fig. 3 where for each partidoia
10 RN - Vo = Vy 5 teraction, the corresponding neutrino flux has been coreside
107 : // \"\..\. T We see that, the respective results for the NU and FC progesse
103 4 T I‘\ . LN especially the case of, — ve transition, present appreciably
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 small contnbutlo_ns and that, the lower the energy recbi t
E, (MeV) larger the potentially detected number of events. Hencehéo

Figure 2: The convoluted cross sections, evaluated withié#xBoltzmann
distributions, that represent the expected signal to berded on“8Ti v-
detector, as'g"(EV) Due to the flavour dependence of the SN neutrino dis-
tribution, the energy-window ofe neutrinos signal is more narrow compared
to those ofv, andv, neutrinos.

The resulting S|gnalsq-s'g”(EV) obtained by inserting in Eq.
(Id) the cross sections,,,, are plotted in Figl12. Note that,

in contrast to the original cross sections, nef{f’’,, # 5%, .

Figure[2 shows that for incoming, neutrinos the signafjf‘jﬂ”

observation of non-standavehucleus events, detector medium
with very low energy-recoil threshold is required.

With the above results foy,,, (Tn), one can obtain the to-
tal number of counts by integrating Eq._[16) above the energy
threshold,T{"®s, of the detector in question. For th&Ti nu-
cleus, assuming"®s ~ 1keV, we find about 13 eventgon
for the SM process but only 18 eventgton for the flavour
changingv, « ve reaction, i.e. about four orders of magnitude
less eventd [53]. We also conclude that, for making accurate
predictions of the total number of counts, the nuclear stingc
parameters play significant role. Thus, for the— ve transi-
tion we end up with about 29% less events, compared to those



Va (4A8, Z) (Ttot)  {(Osm) {onu) (oFp) <0'v(,4ve> <O-v(,%vp> <o—v<,avr>

Vv 532 515 120x10° 4.66 - 607x 10> 6.50x 101
© | %A 157 150 383x10° 135 - 195x10° 209x 101
v 48T 196 152 193x102 142 180x10* - 5.36
H| 27A1 6.07 461 642x10° 427 600x10° - 178

Table 2: Flux averaged cross sectiqos,,,) (in 10-49cn?) for various supernova neutrino spectra parametrized byvwél-
Boltzmann distributions.

given by the approximation of Refl_[11]. On the other hand,couplings of charged leptons with quarks are givermf{;,
adding up the total number of events for the three SM prosessavhereC ~ 0.0027. Consequently, for thg < v, transition the
of the form,v, — v,, we end up with only 2% less events than NSI parameters are related with the experimental uppetdimi
those provided from the formalism of Refs. [44, 45]. of u= — € conversion as [10]

10° | elf =Cc 1 JRAD (17)
107 E
o F In our calculations, up to this point we used the vaAﬂQé =
107 ¢ 2.9x 10 resulting from the PSI upper limig],, < 6.1x 1073
-~ 107 3 [16] (occasionally, this value is a more severe constraont
's 104 pared to the valuejg = 7.7 x 10" used in [10] which came
2 5 out of the upper limiR,, < 4.3 x 102 [17]).
L 10 Significantly lower upper limits on the NSJ: parameters of
> 10° Eqg. (12), are expected to be derived from the COMET, MuZ2e,
100 Mu2e at Project-X and PRIMBRISM i~ — e conversion
5“ 4 F experiments. Then, one may compute new raRgs,,, of the
10 FCve < v, reaction channel. The results for the NSI param-
10 r etersdé’ and the respective ratidg, ..,, are listed in Tablgl3.
10° k
10 E
107 k Parameter | COMET Mu2e Project-X PRIME
ey € x 10°° 370 287 052 037
ol el A Riovn x10710] 212 130 042 019
107 10° 10" 107
Ty (keV) Table 3: Upper limits on the NSI paramete)fé{ and the ratios

R/, v for the FCv, < v, reaction channel resulting from the

) ) ) . sensitivity of theu™ — € conversion experiments.
Figure 3: Diferential event rateY,,,(Tn), as a function of the nuclear recoil y &u P

energy,Tn, for 48Ti y-detector. The line labeling is same to that of . 2.
Before closing we find interesting to plot the expected neu-
It is worth noting that, the choice of the target nucleus play trino signalso; %}, (E,) resulting by using the limits of Tablé 3
also a key role, since a light nuclear target may yield high enin two cases of-spectra: (i) supernova neutrinos, and (ii) lab-
ergy recoil tails but less counts. On the contrary, a heavy nuoratory neutrinos originating e.g from the BNB (Booster Neu
clear target provides more counts and yields low-energyilec trino Beamline) at Fermilab known as pion decay-at-restiRPA
making the detection moreflicult. This leads to the conclu- neutrinos|[42| 43]. In the first case the simulated cross sec-

sion that the best choice for a nuclear detector must cersist tions are obtained by employing the SupernexspectrazS™,

a combination of light and heavy nuclear isotopes [45]. discussed before [44, 145] and the results are illustratdtgn
[(a). In the second case, the simulated cross sections are ob
3.4. New stringent limits oqf,;’ fromyu~ — e conversion tained by considering the laboratory neutrino distriboitid the

In the last part of this analysis, we exploit our channel-by-stopped pion-muon neutrinos produced according to the reac
channel cross sections calculations in order to providelimew ~ tionsz™ — p* + v, u* — € + ve + ¥, [42,143]. In these ex-
its for the NSI parametersl;, coming out of the present and Periments the emitted: neutrino spectrum is described by the
future experimental constraints of cLRY — e conversion hormalized distributiom2, o = e u [35,151]. The simulated
as follows. The authors of Ref.|_[10] (assuming that cLFVlaboratory neutrino signaﬁg‘vﬂ is shown in Fig[¥(b).
arises from loop diagrams involving virtual W’s) found tia¢ As can be seen, in both cases the exceedingly high sengitivit



of the designed experiments reduces drastically (compgse F posed to be used as muon stopping target in the sensitive Mu2e

and3) the area of observation of theignalss.%), (E,).
10 "'|'"|"'|"'|"'|"'|"(2'l)|'_%
1072 3
107 § 3
107 | .

& 105 | 4
& 10 ; 3

vb 10_6 RS -
Rl N
= " BRI
~,§°b (b) 7%
Mu2e at P-X -%

PRIME/PRISM EZZZX

Mu2e (XXX
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E, (MeV)
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Figure 4: Simulated/—signal,a-fégjvﬂ, of the FCNC processe + (A,Z) —

vy + (A, Z) in “8Ti, for the PSI and PRIMFPRISM experiments and i#ffAl,

and COMET experiments.

New stringent upper limits (up to even three orders of mag-
nitude lower than those previously put) on the NSI (FC) param
eterSG,fX are extracted by using the experimental sensitivity of
theuy~ — e conversion experiments and our present results.
By comparing our results with those of other methods we con-
cluded that the nuclear physics aspects (reflecting thaitty
and accuracy of the cross sections), largéfga the coherent
gs— gstransition rate, a result especially useful for supernova
v-detection probes and low-energy laboratory neutrinos.

Finally, we would like to remark thaty~ — e~ transition ex-
periments at sensitivities down to 26 — 1078 have excellent
capabilities to search for evidence of new physics and tystu
its flavour structure. These well designed experiments at Fe
milab and at J-PARC, could be the starting point of such a new
effort, which would complement the neutrino programs. They
have significant potential for constraining the NSI paraeret
and shed light on FCNC processes in the leptonic sector and
specifically on the existence of the charged-lepton mixing.
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for the COMET, Mu2e and Mu2e at Project-§a) for supernova neutrinos and 6. References

(b) for pion-muon stopped neutrinos. The shaded area repsetenéexcluded
region of observation by the increased sensitivity of theigieed experiments.

For each plot the relevant NSI paramaiégp of Table[3 has been employed.
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