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We have studied the strangeness changing antineutrinceéddeactions;p — [T ¢B, with ¢B = K " p,
K%, 7°A, 7°%°, nA, n2°, 7787, 7~ 2F, KT2~ and K°=°, using a chiral unitary approach. These ten
coupled channels are allowed to interact strongly, usingraed derived from the chiral Lagrangians. This
interaction generates twi(1405) poles, leading to a clear single peak in the invariant mass distributions.

At backward scattering angles in the center of mass frame— p ™ 7°% is dominated by the\ (1405) state

at around 1420 MeV while the lighter state becomes relewaitii@angle decreases, leading to an asymmetric
line shape. In addition, there are substantial differeftéise shape ofrX invariant mass distributions for the
three charge channels. If observed, these differencesdvpralide valuable information on a claimed isospin
I =1, strangenesS = —1 baryonic state arount400 MeV. Integrated cross sections have been obtained for
thewX and K N channels, investigating the impact of unitarization in thsults. The number of events with
A(1405) excitation inz,, p collisions in the recent antineutrino run at the MINERexperiment has also been
obtained. We find that this reaction channel is relevant ghaa be investigated experimentally and to be taken
into account in the simulation models of future experimevite antineutrino beams.

I. INTRODUCTION

The A(1405) resonance is a cornerstone in hadron physics, challengingtandard view of baryons made of three quarks.
Long ago it was already suggested thatAt{@405) could be a kind of molecular state arising from the inteactf ther® and
KN channels[[1,12]. This view has been recurréht [3], but onigrahe advent of unitary chiral perturbation theory (UChPT
has it taken a more assertive tohe [4-9]. In this framewoKerael (potential) derived from the chiral Lagrangiandis input
into the Bethe-Salpeter equation in coupled channels. S8om@gthe interaction is strong enough to generate polesrdmated
as dynamically generated states, which can be interpreteddronic molecules with components on the different chls(see
Ref. [10] for a review).

It came as a surprise that UChPT predicts td405) states [[6], studied in detail in Ref)[8]. Two poles appear o
around 1420 MeV with a width of about 40 MeV and another oneiadol 385 MeV with a larger width of about 150 MeV.
These findings have been reconfirmed in more recent studtbgpwientials that include higher order terms of the chirad L
grangians|[11=17]. From the experimental perspectiveptti@xperiments [18, 19] produced invariant mass distributions
where a single\ (1405) peak is seen arouricdi05 MeV. According to Ref.[[20], this single peak results frone tverlap of the
two pole contributions. It has also been suggested thatioeadnduced by ~—p pairs show a peak around 1420 MeV because
the pole at 1420 MeV couples mostly ©6N, while the one a1 385 MeV does it more strongly ta@>. This would be the case
of K—p — yn¥ [21] and K —p — 7°70%0. The latter one, measured at Crystal Ball [22] and analyadrkif. [23], confirmed
the existence of the state 5120 MeV. Another reaction that has proved its existenc&isd — nwX [24], which was studied
in Ref. [25]. The issues raised in Réf, [26] were addressetbtail in Ref. [27] reconfirming the findings of Ref. [25].

Itis somewhat surprising that the two poles emerge in therheven when only data ofi ~p scattering ands ~p atoms|[28],
which are above th& (1405) pole masses, are fitted. Nevertheless, it is clear that ttérifermation on the\ (1405) properties
should come from processes where th@405) is produced close to its pole masses. In this sense, the abufl405)
photoproduction data obtained by CLAS with the —» Kt7 T2, Kt79%°, K +7~ X7 reactions|[29] add much information
to the earlier data of Ref. [30], bringing new light into thebgect. A fit to these data imposing unitarity in th&, K N channels
and allowing only small variations in the kernel of the chiragrangians [31, 32] has reconfirmed the existence of tioepivles,
in agreement with the UChPT predictions. The wide range efgias investigated and the simultaneous measuremeng of th
threerY charged channels were the key to the solutions found in [&t<32] and, more recently, in Ref. [33].
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Studies ofhp — p K+ A(1405) performed at ANKE show again a superposition of the contidins from the two poles$ [34],
and can be explained with the theoretical framework of UC[é]’. More recent measuremerits|[36, 37] show, £405) peak

at a lower energy than in the ANKE experiment/[34]. Some reasor this behavior have been suggested in . [37]. If more
data for this reaction on different conditions became atéd!, a global analysis like the one of Ref.|[31, 32] for plpotaluction
would be advisable. In between (1405) electroproduction [38] dataep — ¢/ K+ A(1405)] have unexpectedly revealed a
two-peak structure, albeit with large uncertainties. Rres measurements with different reactions have only elesea single
peak coming from the superposition of the two poles, witfedént shapes depending on the weight of either pole, asdieted

by the dynamics of each process.

Lattice QCD simulations have also brought new light into M{@405) properties. Using three-quark interpolators, a state
associated with thd (1405) is produced[39, 40]. The vanishing strange quark coniidbub theA(1405) magnetic moment
for light quark masses close to the physical ones has beerpieted[41, 42] as an evidence of a lafg&’ component in the
wave function of the\ (1405). Further work along these lines was reported in Ref. [43)gisynthetidattice results fromk N
and~xX interpolators. These lead to the right description of theanebaryon amplitudes in the continuum and contain the two
poles in the complex plane.

Until now, the weak excitation ok (1405) has never been investigated. It is remarkable that whifgr@duction in strong and
electromagnetic processes has to involve an extra straantjele (usually ak ~ in the initial state or & in the final one), the
direct excitation ofA (1405) induced by antineutrinogp — [+ A(1405) is allowed although Cabibbo suppressed. Notice that
in A(1405) photo and electroproduction there are line shape disteriitue to final state interactions between &€ and the
A(1405) decay products, which are absent in the weak reaction.

Stimulated by the precision needs of neutrino oscillatiopegiments, there is a significant ongoing effort aimed atteln
understanding of neutrino cross sections with nucleonshaistei. The goal is to develop better interaction modelstiuce
systematic errors in the detection process, constraidunible backgrounds and achieve a better neutrino enetgprdmatiorﬂ
In the recent past, several experiments have producedblaloess section measurements (see Reff. [44] for a compsiziee
review of the available data). The MINER experiment([45, 46] at FNAL, fully dedicated to the studyngfutrino interactions
with different target materials has recently completecdaking and started to produce interesting results [47—50]

In the few-GeV energy region, where several of the curredtfature experiments operate, quasielastic scatteringegie
pion production have the largest cross sections but strpagiele production is also relevant. The charged-curfesit= —1
quasielastic hyperor¥{ = A, X) production by antineutrinos has been investigateb[[5]Laf@ found to be a non-negligible
source of pions through theé — N 7 decay [51L] 54]. Among the inelastic processes, associat@d=t 0) production of K
andX or A baryons is the dominant one but has a high threshold. Belosingle X (AS = 1) and singleK (AS = —1)
can be produced in charged current interactions induced dnyd 7 respectively. These processes have been recently studied
using SU(3) chiral Lagrangians at leading ordet [55, 56]e Weak hadronic currents and the corresponding cross BsGtto
threshold are constrained by chiral symmetry with couiextracted from pion and hyperon semileptonic decays. résstd
in Ref. [57], while the deriveds production cross section is a robust prediction at threshibe situation could be different for
K production due to the presence of th 405) resonance just below tHé N threshold. Another, so far unexplorels = —1
reaction that can occur below the associated productiestioid 7, p — I ¥, is bound to get an important contribution from
A(1405) excitation.

Here we report the first study of the antineutrino inducedtieasz;p — [+ ¢B with B = K~p, K'n, 7°A, 7°%°, nA,
20, 7+, 7~ 3, Kt=, K=" in coupled channels, paying special attention to the rolthef\ (1405). In Sect[1) we
describe the theoretical framework. The results are pteden Sect Tl followed by our conclusions.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
A. Effective Lagrangians

At tree level, the processp — [T¢B, with ¢ and B being the meson and baryon in the final state, proceeds astel@
the diagrams of Fid]1. There are also baryon-pole termsHiged of Ref. [56]) which contribute predominantly to thavave
state of thep B system. Since our aim is to generate #{¢405), which appears i@ B s-wave, we neglect these terms.

All mechanisms in Figl]1 consist of a leptonic and a hadronitents that interact via the exchange offaboson. The
leptonic part is provided by the Standard Model Lagrangian

_2%;5 Yoy (1 = ) WH + Py, (1 — 75)17ZJVWTH:| ; 1)

1 Neutrino beams are not monochromatic so that the incidesrggris not known for single events. However, oscillationhabilities are functions of this a
priori unknown quantity.
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the process — [T ¢B. (a) denotes the kaon pole term (KP), (b) represents thecotarm (CT), and (c)
stands for the mesom() in-flight term (MF).

wherey,, ¢, andW denote the neutrino, charged lepton and gauge bdsdirlds, respectivelyy is the gauge coupling, related
to the Fermi constant b§f » = v/2¢%/(8M2,) = 1.16639(1) x 10> GeV~2,

The hadronic current is derived from chiral Lagrangi@-@ at leading order. As mentioned above, in this work we are
only concerned about thewave contribution. In the meson sector, required for CT sikddiagrams, the lowest order SU(3)
Lagrangian is given by

(2),F_02 2l F_02 T T
£ = LD, U DV + 22 (Ut + U, @

where(...) stands for the trace in flavor spade; is the pseudoscalar meson decay constant in the chiral [fFhié quantity
X = 2By M, with the quark-mass matri¥¢t = diag(m.,, mq, ms), represents the explicit breaking of chiral symmetry. The
functionU = exp (i¢/ Fp) is the SU(3) representation of the meson fields

o=| V2 -7+ e V2RO ) (3)
V2KT V2K -

and its covariant derivativ®, U can be written as
D, U = 0,U —ir, U +iUl,, (4)

wherel,, andr, correspond to left- and right-handed currents. For theggthcurrent weak interaction

g
ry=0, 1, = 7§(I/I/JTJr + W, T-), ®)
with
0 Vud Vus 0 00
T,=(0o 0o o |, T_=(Vvwoo]|. (6)
0 0 O Vs 00

Here, V;; are the relevant elements of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maakaatrix. Their magnitudes an&,,;| = cosf. =
0.97425 =+ 0.00022 and|V,.| = sinf, = 0.2252 + 0.0009 [61], with 6. the Cabibbo angle.

The lowest order chiral effective Lagrangian describirgitiieraction between the octet of pseudoscalar mesonsawndtet
of baryons can be written as

£ = (BGD — Mp)B) + 5By ys{uws, BY + 5 (B ssluns B). U

with the baryon fields arranged in the matrix

1 v0 4 1 +
\/52 ’ \/EA 1 203 1
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Mp denotes the baryon octet mass in the chiral lihit= 0.804 andF' = 0.463 are the axial-vector coupling constants, which
are determined from the baryon semi-leptonic dedays [62 dovariant derivative of the baryon field is defined as

D,B=0,B+[I,,B], 9)
r,= % {u' (8, — irp)u+ (9, —il,)u'}, (10)

andu,, is given by
uy, =i {ul (9, —iry)u —u(d, —il,)u'}, (11)

whereu = U.

B. Chiral Unitary Theory

As discussed in the introduction, thi€1405) is dynamically generated by the interaction®f= —1 s-wave meson-baryon
pairs in coupled channels. This can be achieved by solving#the-Salpeter equation with the interaction potentiatided by
the chiral Lagrangian of EQ.)(7). In the diagrams of Eig. & dlutgoing meson and baryon can interact producing the aesen
Therefore, one must consider the diagrams depicted ir Figh2 solid square in the figures represents the difféfgnt ;5
amplitudes, where the pair of indiceég = K~ p, Kn, 7°A, 7980, nA, nX°, 7+, 7= 2+, KT=~, K9=° denote any of
the ten allowed channels.

FIG. 2. Iterated loop diagrams foy,p — " ¢B. The solid boxes represent tiiematrix of the ten coupled channels.

Following the approach of Ref.|[5] for the strong interantin the S = —1 sector,
T=V+VGT=[1-VG]"'V, (12)

where the lowest-order interaction amplitudeextracted from the lowest order chiral Lagrangl%;%, is given by

Vi = — iy (k0 4 1) (13)

Y2
4F7

after a nonrelativistic reduction. Herg? and’ are the energies of the incoming and outgoing mesons iptheenter of
mass (CM) framef, has been replaced by the average value of the physical denataaitd’, = 1.15 f with f. = 93 MeV
as in Ref.[[5]. Thel0 x 10 matrix of coefficients;; can be found in Table 1 of Refl[5].

The meson-baryon loop functi@;; is given by

G / d*q M; 1 1
ij = 1 = = - —,
! (2m)* Ej(q) k° +p° — ¢° — Ej(7) + i€ ¢* — mi + ie
:/ ¢ 1 M, L (14)
(27m)3 2w;(q) Ej(7) PO + KO — wi(q) — Ej(q) + e’

wherem,, M; are the physical meson and baryon masses afjtbate whilew; = (m? + ¢2)"/2, E; = (M? + ¢*)"/* are the
corresponding energies. It is a function of the CM enelfly, = p° + k°. In Ref. [5], the loop function is regularized with a
cutoff giax = 630 MeV.



C. Crosssection

The reaction under consideration is
v (ks) +p(p) = 17 (k) + (k') + B(p'), (15)

wherek; = (k9, El—,) [k = (KD, El)] is the 4-momentum of the incoming neutrino [outgoing cleartepton] whilep = (E,,, p),
p = (Ep,p’) andk’ = (w4, k') denote the momenta of the initial proton, final baryon and fimeson, in this order. Its cross
section is given by

2Mpm;, dgkl ml/ dgk/ 1 / dgp/ MB 4 ¢4
= - — [ ==L (2n)s ky — ki — K —p)> |t 16
7= e / el B el B s CORNURR S R 0) D (L D

where\(z,y, z) = 22 + 3> + 2% — 22y — 222 — 2yz ands = (p + k»)?; > denotes the sum over final state polarizations and
average over the initial ones. It is convenient to perforeittiegrals ovep” andk’ in thepB CM frame, taking advantage of

the fact that the amplitude is projected onto theave state of the B pair. The last integration over is carried out in the
global (7p) CM frame. We obtain

o =

2 mymM,Mp /\/5“”
(2m)3 s(s = M) Jonyiaap

whered is the angle betweehy andk; in thezp CM frame. In Eq.[(1I7)

+1 _
dMinV/ dcos 0|k ||k o8> [t (17)
—1

- A/2(s,m}, M2 - M2 (M, m3, MB)
|kl|171p _ ( l 1nv)7 |k/|¢B _ [ B (18)
2\/g 2]\4imv
are the charged-lepton momentum in theCM frame and the meson momentum in th8 CM frame, respectively.
D. Invariant amplitude
Inthe (k; — k»)? = ¢*> < M, limit, the amplitude can be cast as
— it = 2GRV L' H, (19)
where the leptonic current is
L = v(kp)y" (1 = v5)v(ka) (20)
while the hadronic current
H, = a(p)T,u(p) (21)
is determined by the sum of the following contributions
e KP (vector)
1 q
I = ——Fy——4—Tk psB - (22)

» 2" ¢ —m3._ +ie

Note that in Fig[2 (a), the sum over the intermediate si@t&$ produces thé{ ~p — ¢B t-matrix element by virtue of
Eq.[12.

e CT (vector plus axial)

1
TV = g |Gk + - Ol uGun Tumaan | (23)
L d)/B/
1 A A
Y = T4F, CEFnA + > b G Tom o | - (24)
L ¢/B/



The coeﬁicientfgg) andcég) are tabulated in Tab[@ | and Tall& 1l, respectively. The lhwoetion is given by

G —z’/ i ! ! (25)
¢'B = (27r)412_m2¢,+iep+g_l—MB,+z'e'

e MF (axial)
3 2k — q)u (K — q)u7"?°
FMF Cpr s Coyrr ( 14 v + Con s Cor s G, T ’ 26
" 4\fF¢ 7 PO (R = q)2 = m3,, +ie ¢/¢ZB/ ¢ Cor B G g g gl ¢! B¢ B (26)

whereg” denotes the internal meson in the tree level diagram (c)gfFiln most cases, only one type of meson can be
exchanged but it happens that bathandn are allowed intermediate states. T@§,¢,,B, function is given by

4 1 1 1
Ghyg =1 | = 2l—)" (I —q)" 1° : 27
Finally, coefficient<,, 4, andCyp are tabulated in Table]ll and TatilellV, respectively.

oy p n A 0 st
K- 2 0 0 0 0
K° 0 1 0 0 0
° 0 0 3 : 0
1 0 0 3 E 0
™ 0 0 0 0 1

TABLE I. CoefficientsC(;‘;) appearing in the CT contribution to the hadronic current [2§)].

cly n A 0 »+
K- —2F 0 0 0 0
K° 0 —(D+F) 0 0 0
70 0 0 —55(D+3F)  5(D-F) 0
n 0 0 —3(D+3F) L(D-F) 0
T 0 0 0 0 D-F

Cs19, K~ K’ ° n m
0 1
: = 0 0 0 0
0 -3 0 0 0 0
© 0 -1 0 0 0
+ 1 3

K 0 0 X NE] 0
K° 0 0 0 1

TABLE lII. CoefficientsCy, 4, appearing in the MF contribution to the hadronic current. [26])].

The hadronic current presented above does not take intaiattiieg® dependence of the weak interaction vertices, which is
poorly known. Following Ref![56], we have parametrizedttiependence with a global dipole form factor

F(¢*) = (1 - 151—22)2 (28)

that multiplies all the terms i/,,. Up to SU(3) breaking effects, the value of the axial m&&s should be similar to the one
in electromagnetic and axial nucleon form factors. Theefas in Refs|[55, 56] we have adopteth ~ 1 GeV, accepting an

uncertainty of around 10 %.



C¢B P n A 20 vt
0 D+F 0 0 0 0
1 -5(D—3F) 0 0 0 0
at 0 V2(D + F) 0 0 0
Kt 0 0 ~5(D+3F) D-F 0
K° 0 0 0 0 V2(b-F)

TABLE IV. CoefficientsC s 5 appearing in the MF contribution to the hadronic current. [26])].

E. Non-réeativistic reduction of theinvariant amplitude

Because we only focus on the small momenta of¢lfecomponents creating th'e(1405), we can perform a non relativistic
reduction, which was also used in the description ofgeamplitude in coupled channels of Réf. [5]. For the CT we get

) 1
— ZtCT(V) = _m(2GFVus)LO Cé‘;) + E CéYBg’G:b’B’TQﬁ’B’—)d)B R
d)/B/

. 1 .
—itCT(A) = +m(2GFVus)(L ) |CSH + 3 O Gl Typon | | (29)
d)lB/

where the loop function, after removing the baryon negativergy part, becomes
:b’B’:/ d313 1 _ MB; 41 _ . (30)
(27T) 2w¢/(l) EB/(Z) My — Wer (Z) — EB/(Z) + i€
After the non relativistic reduction, the MF contributioren be written as

1 LO2K —q)° + L -G
_ M _ (2GFVius) ZC¢”¢C¢~BE-(§'( ( q)’+L-q

4\/§F¢, = K —q)? — mi” T e
T Z Coro Cor [E ' EG((;/L/,B, +(L- )7+ @G;%L//B,} ) (31)
d)ld)NB/
where the loop functions are
d?l 1 Mp P2 . 12
G(l)":/ == = B_,—{w I =q)+wy(l
+ [w¢(f_ Q) + w (f)] [EB, (0 - ;30} — Pwy (f)}
X 1 1
Miny — Epr (1) — wir (1) + i€ 7° — Epr (1) — wo (I — ) + ie
* . P (32)
P +ws(l = @) twy (1) —iewy (1) — ¢° +we(l — q) — ie
and
dgl 1 MB’ - ~ 512
G(2)//:/ L H{w(z_@w,(z)
¢d'B ()2 2y (g — 7) Epr () [ ¢ ¢ }
+ {wd)(f_ &) + We! (f)] {EB/ (f) — ZN)O:| — (jow¢/ (f)}
X 1 1
Miny — Epr (1) — wir (1) + i€ 7° — Epr (1) — wo (I — ) + ie
1 1 (33)

X ——= = = ——= .
P+ wp(l —q) +wer (1) —iewy (1) — ¢ 4+ we(l — §) — i€
The quantities with tilde are defined in thé3 CM frame.



I11. RESULTS

Throughout this section, the results are presented for tnenrflavor! = u. The A(1405) can be observed in the invariant
mass distribution of X pairs that has its threshold below the peak ofAlig405) states. The cleanest signal for= 0 A(1405)
production appears in the’>° channel becausg = 1 is not allowed. In Figl13, we showo /dM;,, for 7°%° production
at three different laboratory energids; = 900, 1100, and1300 MeV. We can clearly see the resonant shape offtfiel05)
at all the energies. Note that, in spite of the two poles,gh&m single peak. This is common to all the reactions, wiéh th
exception of electroproduction [38], where the data atkrstatively poor. Only the different weight of the two palenakes the
peak appear at different energies in different processethel present case the distribution peaks aro2® MeV indicating
that there is more weight from the pole 1at20 MeV or, in other words, that th& (1405) production induced by th& ~p is
dominant. To gain further insight into the interplay of theotpoles of the\ (1405) resonance in this reaction, we have looked

10 T

\')u p-pu 50

— E; =0.9GeV N

E\-,t =11Gev ,

—— E\-,u =13 GeV ./.’ \ i

do/dM.,,, [10** cnfiGeV]
(o))

FIG. 3. (color online). Differential cross section for tleactionz,p — u 7%’ as a function of the invariant mads;,., of the final meson
baryon system for three different incident antineutrinergies.

at the line shapes of the double differential cross seattery (d M, d cos #) for different values of thé angle between the
initial 77, and the fina.™ in thezp CM frame (Fig[#). Whe increases, so doég*|, and the form factor causes a reduction
in the cross section. To compare the shapes we have norahalizeurves to the same area by multiplying the cross seettion
cos = 0(—1) by 3.4(14). In the backward direction, the distributioreclg resembles a single Breit-Wigner with a mass and a
width remarkably close to the values of the heavier pole ef\tfi405). It is this pole that appears dominant at this kinematics.
As 0 decreases, the presence of the lighter state becomes nideatawith larger strength accumulating below the peakctvhi

is shifted towards smaller invariant masses. The line shapemes asymmetric but the second state never shows up ak a pe
in the cross section.

It is also very interesting to considée /dM,,, for the three charged channel$x’, X~ and7~%*. This is shown in
Fig.[H. The peak position for the different reactions isdlig shifted, but the largest differences are present bé@maxima.
This is due to the contribution of ah= 1 amplitude which adds constructively or destructively depeg on the channel [32].

It was also shown in Ref, [32] that(1405) photoproduction data hint to a possilile- 1 state around400 MeV, which appears
in some approache’s [6] but is at a border line in otHers [8thénwork of Refs.[[63, 64], the existence of suth- 1 state is
claimed from the study of thé& —p — An— 7T reaction. The large differences seen in the cross sectamthé threerX
channels in the present reaction indicate that they arethd&ther sensitive to the= 1 amplitude and, thus, there is a potential
for the extraction of information on the possitlle= 1 state.

In Fig.[8, we show now the integrated cross sectionstf?, 7~ X+, andx X~ production. We observe a steady growth
of the cross sections with the antineutrino energy. Thesgscsections are largely driven by thél405) resonance. Indeed, in
Fig.[8, both tree level and full model cross sections are shiWe observe that the contribution of the meson-baryorateesing
has a drastic effect in the results. The case ofith&~ channel is the most spectacular because the tree levelladitn is
exactly zero.

We have also investigated ttié-nucleon production reactions. Note that in this case thestiold energies,/s = my- +
M, = 1430 MeV andm ;o + M,, = 1437 MeV, are already above thig1405) peak. Thus, we do not pldt /dM;,,, in this case
and show only the integrated cross section as a functionertygn These are shown in F[d. 7 f&f—p and in Fig[8 fork n.

As can be seen in the right panels of FIgE] 7,8, unlikedfigroduction case, the cross section is not increased by sbeaece.
On the contrary, the fast fall down @ /dM;,, close to thek ~p threshold, seen in Fifll 3 fory:, reflects the similar trend of
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FIG. 4. (color online). Area normalized double differehtieoss section fop,p — pu+7°%° atE, = 1 GeV, as a function oM, for three
different values of the angl@) between the incoming neutrino and the outgoing muon inehetion CM frame.
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FIG. 5. (color online). Invariant mass distribution for theee charge channels’x° (solid line),7~ X+ (dashed line) and™ X~ (dot-dashed
line). The incident antineutrino energyis,, = 1 GeV.

the t matrix which is common to all the channels. This affects Bi@ucleon production cross sections, most noticeably for
K%, the channel with a larger threshold. These unitarizatffetts were absent in the calculations reported in Ref..[5&Ere

are other differences between the present study and thef étef.d56]. First, here we have used the average= 1.15f,, for
consistency with the value taken in the studysd scatteringl[5] (see Sec_T1B), instead Bf = f- in Ref. [56]. This leads

to little smaller cross section with respect to those of f&8]. Furthermore, the-wave contributions considered in Réf.[56]
but not here make the cross sections bigger as one departsHreshold. Finally, the non relativistic approximaticecbmes
poorer for the higher energy and momentum transfers thabegrobed as the reaction energy increases. As an examgple, th
CT contribution here is about 30% lower than in Ref] [56F3t= 1200 MeV and about 40-45% smaller &, = 2000 MeV
(after correcting fotFy,). For better precision, one should restrict to smallerrentirino energies or implement kinematic cuts
to keepq” and|g] small compared to the nucleon mass.

In the K~ p channel, the largest contribution arises from the CT meshaigleft panel of Fig[l7), in line with Fig. 3 of
Ref. [56]. In theK n channel, instead, the MF contribution becomes increagiager than the CT abovE; = 1200 MeV
(left panel of Fig[®), in variance with Fig. 5 of Reff, [56]. &ertheless, it should be mentioned that our prediction&RrCT
and MF terms converge to those of Ref./[56] in the heavy-rarclenit.
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o [10'41 cn12]

FIG. 6. (color online). Cross sections as a function of trénantrino energy for the threg,p — 7Y reaction channels. The three upper
curves have been obtained with the full model while the tweeloones with tree level contributions alone. The later isealbfor ther ™~
channel.

1.6 T T M T +I _ T 1.6 T T M T +I _ T '/
1.4} VuP - O Kp ] 1.4} VuP - Kp
— 1.2 — FullModel — 1.2 — FullModel
N’E 1F Contact ] N’E 1F Tree Level ]
_,o —-— Meson in flight Ho
% 0.8 -~ Kaon Pole . W 08¢ E
= 06 1 = o6} ]
© 04r -7 ° 04r 1
02y =7 @) 0.2} _ (b
0 ' 0 ==
0.8 1 12 14 16 18 2 0.8 1 12 14 16 18 2
B, [GeV] 5, [GeV]

FIG. 7. (color online). Integrated cross section for the — u* K ~p reaction as a function of the antineutrino energy. Left pane
contribution of the different terms to the full model resthe KP contribution is negligible and cannot be discermetthé plot. Right panel:
comparison between the full model and tree level calcutatio

A. A(1405) production at MINERvA

One of the goals of the MINERA experiment is to study weak strangeness production [46] therefore important to obtain
the number of events in which thi(1405) resonance is primarily produced during the antineutrimo riuet us consider the
process,p — ptw¥. The number of events for a given invariant mas ofthepair is

dN
d M inv

— NporfMN, / By d(Ey) T2 (Ey) (34)

The differential cross section is averaged over the antimeuflux ¢(E;). The flux prediction, in units of /cm?/POT, for

the low-energy configuration is taken from Table V of REf/][50he present estimate corresponds to a number of protons on
target of Npo = 2.01 x 10%° in # mode, neglecting the small component in the beam of muon antineutrinos. Although the
MINERvA detector is made of different materials, here we considdy the scintillator (CH). In this case the proton fraction
f=(1+46)/(1+ 12). One should recall thatX: pairs can also be produced on neutrons but, in this caseathbgs negative
charge, not leading td.(1405) excitation. The scintillator mass & = 0.45M; + 0.55Ms, with M; = 2.84 x 10° and

My = 5.47 x 10° grams, to take into account that 45% of thelata were taken during the construction time, using a rettiuce
fiducial volume[[50]. FinallyN 4 denotes the Avogadro number.
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FIG. 8. (color online). Integrated cross section for the — u K n reaction. The line styles have the same meanings as ifilFig. 7.

The event distributions for%:%, 7=+ andn X~ pairs and their sum, in the region of th€1405) resonance, are shown
in Fig.[d. Atq? = 0, the largest invariant mass shown in Fiyj. 9, correspondsstdl amoderatej® = 456 MeV, regardless of
the antineutrino energy which can be high at MINER((E;) ~ 3.5 GeV). For negative values @f, the largesg’ can be
larger, and even more $é1. On the other hand, the cross section for thg'sis suppressed by poorly known vector and axial
form factors, which have been accounted here with the gliobad factor of Eq[2B. The uncertainty in the number of eveatits
non-zerog?, accounted by a 10% error i/, is represented by the band in Hig. 9. By integrating theitigions in Fig[9,

T T i T
40000~ T(())ta})ln > pairs |
% - mnZ
_ Sy .
o SRl | 1P
@ 30000F -—— "5 8
g | . .
> . B
2, ; :
L 20000 ._ ,
> ' \
B
Z 10000~
43 13 14 145 15
M, [GeV]

FIG. 9. (color online). Invariant mass distribution ©E events, primarily produced at the MINER scintillator detector. The grey band
corresponds to a 10% error in the form factor paramafer.

one finds the following numbers of event§yoso = 6127139, Noys- = 5175550, N, -5 = 8387183, All in all, we predict
about 2000rY pairs coming predominantly from(1405) decay.

Modern neutrino experiments, including MINER, have detectors with nuclear targets. Nuclear effectisgoasidered in the
present study, play an importantrole. It has been showrstretgeness can be abundantly produced in secondaryarts|§5].
The events predicted above correspond (b405) excitation in primary N collisions but the actual signal will be different. The
invariant mass of the outgoing: gets distorted by final state interactions with other nuttsia the nucleud; the composition
of the final state can change because of pion absorption #ed ioelastic processes likeN — KY, YN — NN K and
others. In the same way, thg1405) can be produced in secondaiyN scattering. This dynamics requires a more detailed
investigation to find specific indications @f(1405) production inv-nucleus collisions. Yet, as it happens in photonuclear
reactions in nuclei, even if secondary collisions distbe tesonance signal, there is still a sizeable fraction eh&svnot

2 These genuinely nuclear processes should not be confusfedheiunitarization mechanisms at the nucleon level thaegee the\ (1405) dynamically, as
discussed above.
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affected by them. These events mostly come from primaryact®ns taking place in the back of the nucleus with resfmect
the direction of the three-momentum transjén the Laboratory frame. Therefore, a signal from the priyrailisions can be
observed in these reactions. This is the cas&(h232) [66,(67] and [6€] photoproduction.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied\(1405) production induced by antineutrinos, the first calculatdrthis sort. For this purpose we have
combined elements of chiral perturbation theory in thegmes of weak external fields with unitarization techniquesaupled
channels. Theé (1405), consisting actually of two states, is generated throughnhltiple scattering of meson-baryon coupled
channels with a kernel provided by the chiral Lagrangiahgah only be observed in theX final state, most cleanly in the
79%% channel which has only = 0. As in most reactions, th&(1405) appears as a single highly asymmetric peak inithe
invariant mass distribution. The line shapes at differegfi@s between the incomingand the outgoing lepton in the reaction
CM frame indicate that the process at backward angles isried by a state with mass and width of around 1420 and 40 MeV,
respectively. As the angle decreases, the lighter statases increasingly more important.

ThexTX~ and7—X* channels also contain ah= 1 amplitude, where a possible resonance might be presentdicgo
to some studies. This amplitude is responsible for largferihces in the shapes of the& invariant mass distributions below
the maximum for the three charge channels. Therefore, aio@aistudy ofr°3°, #+X~ andx— X production induced by
antineutrinos could provide useful information about thypotheticall = 1 state.

We have also evaluated the integrated cross sectiomrgfor> 173 as a function of the antineutrino energy. These are much
larger than the corresponding tree level results due to\{i€05) excitation. We should note that the tree level is relatively
more important for theéX N final state because the latter is above A{e405). In this case, unitarization does not cause an
enhancement of the cross section. One rather observesdicedn the K °»n channel, which has the largest threshold.

We have obtained that the number of events in which/AliB105) is excited in primaryr,p collisions at the scintillator
detector of the MINERA experiment, in the antineutrino run, is of the order of 2000is large enough to conclude that
A(1405) production has a sizable impact in the scattering dynareadihg to antineutrino detection, and should be taken into
account in future evolutions of neutrino event generators.

Several open questions in the physics of (anti)neutrinermtions with matter call for new measurements of (antijireo
cross sections on proton and hydrogen targeis [57]. Sucdriexents with antineutrinos would also provide a more catepl
understanding of th& (1405) properties.
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