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Abstract

In accordance with the electroweak theory, we perform, in the first-Born approximation, a detailed
analytical treatment of the differential cross-section (DCS) for the elastic scattering process e~ +v,, —
e~ + v, in both absence and presence of a circularly polarized laser field. This scattering process is
examined by using Dirac-Volkov wave functions for charged particles within an external laser field.
The theoretical results obtained for the differential cross-section without laser field are compared with
other theoretical results within the framework of Fermi theory. These results revealed to us the most
important points that contribute to the understanding of the electroweak theory role in solving the
problem of unitarity violation of the differential cross-section in Fermi theory. The differential cross
section is modified significantly by inserting the electrons into an electromagnetic field. In addition, the
influence of the laser strength and its frequency on the photons exchange between the colliding system
and the laser field are also included and discussed. These effects are heavily related to the order and
argument of the ordinary Bessel functions introduced in the theoretical calculation.

1 Introduction

Scientists have been interested in the study of intense and effective interactions of charged particles with
the electromagnetic field since its discovery in 1960s until today. This interest has contributed to a
more precise understanding of the atomic structure of matter. Laser technology has achieved a great
development in recent years, particularly in increasing its intensity to 10?2 w/cm~2[1] and shortening its
pulse duration [2, 3, 4|. In addition, lasers are indispensable tools for the study of physical processes in
various fields such as atomic, particle and nuclear physics. Then, it has become the center of attention
of scientists and researchers on the study of scattering processes in the presence of the laser field. Due
to the availability of high-intensity lasers, it is possible to investigate experimentally these scattering
processes and to observe multi-photon processes |5, 6, 7]. In order to have an overview of the laser-assisted
scattering processes, we would like to refer the reader to some books [8, 9, 10| which deal with theses type
of processes. At the beginning, the researchers were enthusiastic, and they concentrated on the study of
laser-assisted scattering processes in both atomic physics and quantum electrodynamics. For instance, in
atomic physics, enormous works studied the diffusion of charged particles by an atom with the help of
an electromagnetic field. In refs [11, 12, 13|, the authors studied Mott scattering by taking into account
the spin and relativistic effect in the presence of a circularly polarized laser field. The same process was
treated in Refs [14, 15] in the presence of a linearly and elliptically polarized laser field in the lowest
order. In addition to atomic physics processes, various authors studied laser-assisted scattering processes
in quantum field theory (QED). The relativistic elastic scattering of an electron by a proton has been
analyzed in the presence of a linearly and circularly polarized laser field in [16, 17, 18]. In addition, in
Refs [19, 20, 21], the authors have studied new phenomena of scattering of an electron by a muon in the
laser field with different polarizations.
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In recent years, the treatment of scattering processes in electroweak theory, which is discovered in 1967
by Sheldon Lee Glashow, Abdus Salam and Steven Weinberg [22, 23|, has become interesting to many
researchers and physicists. This theory is based on unifying the QED and the weak interactions in the
standard model by using the gauge group SU(2) ® U(1), and it is also capable of predicting the masses of
gauge bosons Z° and WT. Thus, it has played an important role not only in providing very interesting
physical information that has paved the way for new works in the community of particle physics but also
in understanding the interaction between matter and lasers. Moreover, numerous authors have studied
some scattering and decay processes in the electroweak theory within a laser field [28, 24, 25, 26, 27].

In this work, we will study one of the most important processes in physical research, namely the
process of elastic scattering of the muon neutrino by an electron (e~ 4+ v, — e~ +v,,) under the influence
of an external field. This process greatly contributed to the discovery and the understanding of the
electroweak theory [29] as it provided the first experimental evidence for the existence of weak neutral
current interactions (see Refs[30, 31, 32| for more details). Ten years ago, the same process was studied
under the influence of a linearly polarized electromagnetic field in the context of the Fermi theory [33].
The authors of this work found that the distributions of a multi-photon energy transfer spectrum and the
Differential Cross-Section are significantly changed when a strong laser field is present. Recently, we have
also studied this process in the framework of Fermi theory, but in the presence of a circularly polarized
laser field [34]. Our results show that the laser field has a significant effect on the DCS as well as on the
process of photons exchange between the laser and scattering process. However, this treatment cannot
be convenient in all situations, in particular at high energies, and this is due to the known limitations of
the Fermi theory. The aim of this paper is to study the process e™ + v, — e~ + v, in the framework of
electroweak theory by introducing the Z-boson propagator, and to solve the problem of unitarity violation
of the cross-section which arises in the Fermi theory at high energies. In addition, our main contribution is
that we have presented for the first time a detailed calculation of this process in the absence and presence
of the laser field. We have also compared the DSCs in the two theories (Fermi and electroweak theory),
and we have examined the effect of the laser field parameters on the DCS.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Firstly, in section 2, we describe the methodology used
to evaluate the S-matrix element in the first Born approximation as well as the expression of the DCS
in the absence of an external laser field. In section 3, we give detailed theoretical calculations related
to DCS under the influence of an external electromagnetic field. In section 4, we present the numerical
results of the DCS in both absence and presence of the external electromagnetic field. Finally, section 5
is devoted to a brief summary and conclusion. We note that throughout this paper, we have used the
natural units ¢ = h = 1 where ¢ is the velocity of light in vacuum, and the Minkowski metric tensor
g = diag(1,—1,—-1,—1).

2 Laser-free scattering process

In this paper, we consider the elastic scattering of a muon neutrino by an electron in the framework of
electroweak theory. This process can be structured as follows:

e (pi) +vu(ki) — e (py) + vulky), (1)

where the arguments p; and py are the four-vector momentum of the incoming and outgoing electrons. k;
and kj are successively the free four-vector momentum of the incident and scattered muon neutrino. We
assume that this process is an electroweak interaction process as it is mediated by a neutral weak gauge
Z-boson. It can be described by the lowest order Feynman diagram represented in figure 1. The overall
coupling between the Z-boson and fermions are defined as follows:

—i i

vertex Z-e-e = %%(QV = 9avs); vertex Z-vy-vy, = 4cos(Ow)

2 cos ’Yu(l _75)’ (2)



e (Pf,sf) v, — (kg s%)

zZFY (z — y)

e (P;,si) i ki, 8% )

Figure 1: Tree-level t-channel Feynman diagram of the elastic scattering of a muon neutrino by an electron
in the framework of electroweak theory. Time is oriented from the bottom to the top.

By using the Feynman rules, the S-matrix element for the studied scattering process in the first order can
be expressed as follows:
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where g is the electroweak coupling constant, and 6y is the Weinberg angle. gy = 1/2 — 2sin?(fy) and
gAa = —1/2 are the vector and axial-vector coupling constants, respectively. We have used the corrected
values (at the loop level) for gy and g4 such that: gy = 0.043 F 0.063 and g4 = —0.545 F 0.056 [35].
The incoming and the outgoing muon neutrinos are described by Dirac wave functions normalized to the
volume V, and they are expressed as follows:
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where F; and E are successively the total energies of the incident and scattered muon neutrino. Uy, (i, g s; f)
denotes the bispinor of the free muon neutrino. The four-momentum k; ; and the spin s 7 satisfy the fol-
lowing equation:
Dt (g 81 g, (g 51, p) = g (5)
s;’f
where the two subscripts i and f correspond to the initial and final states, respectively. The electron in
the initial and final states is described by the Dirac-free states as follows:
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where w.—(p; f,5;¢) are the Dirac bispinors of the incident and scattered electron outside the laser

field. The free four-momentum of the electron, p; ¢, and its spins s; ; satisfy the following condition
Zsi,f Ue— (Di, 5 Si, f)Ue— (Di,fs Sif) = pi,f +m, where m is the rest mass of the free electron. Further, p? and
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p? are, respectively, the total energies of the incoming and outgoing electrons. Z*¥(x — y) is the Z-boson
Feynman propagator [35], which is defined as follows:
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Since all the observables, such as the DCS, do not depend on the gauge choice [36], we will choose the
Feynman gauge, which corresponds to ( = 1. Therefore, the Feynman propagator for the Z-boson becomes:

v - d4q g#l’ —iq(x—
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To obtain the analytical results, we proceed as follows: We insert equations (4), (6) and (8) into the
formula of the S-matrix (3). After some manipulations, the S-matrix becomes as follows:
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The integration over d*z, d*y and dq in eq. (9) can be calculated by using standard techniques [35].
Therefore, the scattering matrix element becomes:
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where ¢ = py — p; is the relativistic momentum transfer in the absence of the laser field. In the case of
unpolarised DCS, we have to sum over the final spin states and average over the initial ones. Further, The
neutrinos exist in a single state of negative helicity [35]. Thus, To express the non-polarised DCS without
laser, we multiply the squared S-matrix element, |S f,-|2, by the density of final states, and divide it by the
flux of the incident particles |Jinc|. Thus, the unpolarized DCS is expressed as follows:
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where [Jine| = \/ (kipi)? —mZ m?/ (EipdV) denotes the incoming particle current in the laboratory

system. We use g = 8GrM2cos?(fw)/V?2, with Gp = (1.166 37 £ 0.000 02) x 107 MeV~? is
the Fermi coupling constant measured from the muon decay [37] and by using the following relations:
d’py = |psPdlpyg|dQ and *(py + ky — pi — ki) = W} + By — p) — E)d°(py + ky — p; — ki), After
simplifications, we get:
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The remaining integral over d|p¢| can be solved with the help of the formula below [35]:
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Figure 2: Geometry of the collision process e~ + v, — e~ + v,. The incoming muon neutrino v, (k;)
moves along the opposite direction of the z-axis. The incident electron moves in a general geometry with
spherical coordinates #; and ¢;. The outgoing muon neutrino and electron move in xyz space.

The Z-boson propagator given by equation (8) does not take into account the fact that the Z-boson is
an unstable particle, and for this reason the DCS diverges at ¢> = M% (equation (13)). To avoid this
divergence, We will use the following transformation [35]:
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where I'z = (2.4952 4+ 0.0023) GeV is the total decay rate of Z-boson [38]. Thus, we get:
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+ cos(0;) cos(fy).

3 Laser-assisted scattering process

In this section, we study the process (1) in the presence of a laser field. In this situation, we consider that
the electron is immersed in a circularly polarized monochromatic laser field. The latter is described by



its classical four-potential A*(¢) which verifies the Lorentz gauge condition dA*(¢) = 0. So, the classical
four-potential can be expressed in a unified notation such as:

At (z) = |a|[n} cos(k.z) + n} sin(k.z)], (19)

where k = (w,k) is the wave four-vector, and w its frequency. |a] = £y/w is the magnitude of the four-
potential with & is the electric field strength. The polarization four-vectors 7} and n4 are orthogonal and
equal in magnitude, and they are given by:
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These quantities meet the following conditions: 7 = n3 = —1 and (11.172) = 0. According to the Lorentz
gauge condition k,.A* = 0, we obtain (k.n;) = 0 and (k.n2) = 0. Inside the laser field, the incoming and
outgoing electrons are described by Dirac-Volkov states [39] as follows:
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where ); and @)y are the total energies of the incident and scattered electron in the presence of the
electromagnetic field. In equation (21), the arguments of the exponential terms are expressed by:
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where ¢; 5 is the effective momentum which is related to its corresponding four-momentum outside the
laser field by the following relation:
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The square of this four-vector shows that the mass of the dressed electron depends on the laser field

strength and its frequency. This dependence is illustrated in the following equation:

Gi,f = Pif + k. (23)

m? =m? + e*[af?, (24)

where, the quantity m, acts as an effective mass of the electron within the electromagnetic field. Due to
its neutral electric charge, the muon neutrino will not interact with the electromagnetic field. Therefore,
it will be described by Dirac free state as given by equation (4). After some manipulations, we find the
laser-assisted scattering matrix element for the elastic scattering of a muon neutrino by an electron can
be expressed as follows:
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In equation (25), we have used the following transformation:
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After some calculations, the expression of the scattering matrix element, S;, becomes as follows:
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with C(p;) = e/(2(k.p;)) and C(ps) = e/(2(k.pys)). After integration over space-time and over d*g, and
by using the following transformation:
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the scattering matrix element can be written in terms of ordinary Bessel function such that:
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where ¢ = gy — ¢; — nk is the relativistic four-momentum transfer in the presence of the electromagnetic
field, and the integer n indicates the number of laser photons that are emitted (if n > 0) or absorbed
(if n < 0) by the system. The quantity MJ’}Z can be expressed in terms of ordinary Bessel functions as
follows:
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To calculate the DCS in the presence of an electromagnetic field, we follow the same procedure as in the
absence of a laser field in the previous section. This yields:
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Where |Jine| = \/(krlql)2 - m,%ﬂm2/(EiQ?V). We have used the formula (14) to calculate the remaining

integral over d|qf|. Then, the final expression of the DCS becomes as follows:
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where the partial DCS can be written as:
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The computation of the traces appearing in eq.(37) is commonly performed with the help of FEYNCALC
[40, 41, 42]|. The results we obtained are included in the appendix.

4 NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this part, we perform a numerical study that allows us to understand the variations of the DCS of the
scattering process e~ + v, — e~ + v, either in the absence or in the presence of an external laser field
of circular polarization. To evaluate the numerical values of the DCS, we have fixed the kinetic energy
of the incident muon neutrino at EX™ = 0.5 x 1072 GeV for low energy scan while EX™ = 10 GeV for
high energy scan. In addition, the energy of the incident electron varies from Eé‘in = 1073 GeV towards
high energy values. For the geometry of the collision, we have chosen the wave vector k to be oriented
along the z-axis, and the incident muon neutrino k; moves in the inverse of z-axis direction. In addition,
the polarization vectors 7; and 72 are chosen to be perpendicular to k such that 71 being in the z-axis
direction while 70 is along the y-axis. Besides, both incoming and outgoing electrons are chosen in a
general geometry with spherical coordinates 6;, ¢;, 65 and ¢ (figure 2). The outgoing muon neutrino
momentum can be determined by using the four-momentum conservation law gy + ky — q¢; — k; —nk = 0.
In this work, we consider two different geometries: The first one is chosen such that 0; = 1°, ¢; = ¢y = 0°
and —180° < #y < 180° in order to compare our results with those obtained in [34]. The second choice of
the geometry parameters is as follows: 0; = ¢;, ¢y = 90 + ¢; and —180° < 6 < 180°. This second choice
is based on the fact that it leads to coherent and good results. We note that both geometries give the
value of the maximum DCS (peak) around 6y = 0°.

4.1 In the absence of the laser field

In this subsection, we start our discussion by comparing our results obtained in the framework of elec-
troweak theory with those obtained by El Asri, et al [34] in the Fermi theory. The latter can be considered
as a special case of the electroweak theory. In addition, it has been found that the expression of the DCS
in the framework of the electroweak theory (equation (16)) becomes equal to its corresponding expression
in the Fermi theory whenever the relativistic laser-free momentum transfer is equal to zero. In this case,



there is no propagator exchange between the incident and scattered particles during the collision process,
i.e., the interaction is punctual. However, when the relativistic four-momentum transfer is non-null, the
two DCSs in the framework of both Fermi and electroweak theory are identical only at low energies, and
they are different if the incoming particles move with high energies. To well understand the behavior of
the DCS, it is necessary to study its variations as a function of both the final scattering angle 6, and the
kinetic energy of the incident electron. In figure 3, we plot the laser-free DCS of the scattering process of
a muon neutrino by an electron (equation 16), and we have compared it with its corresponding laser-free
DCS in the Fermi theory for various geometries. The geometry parameters are chosen in figure 3(a) as
0; = 1° and ¢; = ¢y = 0° while 0; = ¢; = 15° and ¢y = 105° in figure 3(b). We see that both curves
take the form of a Gaussian function with a maximum value (peak) around §; = 0°. We also notice from
these figures that the DCS that corresponds to the Fermi theory coincides with that of the Electroweak
theory. This result implies that both theories are valid to study low energy scattering processes, and this
is in agreement with literature results [35]. Let’s move now to study the effect of the kinetic energy of the
incoming particles on the laser-free DCS in the framework of the two theories. In figure 4, we consider the
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Figure 3: Comparison between the variation of the DCS in Fermi theory [34] and that obtained in elec-
troweak theory (equation (16)) as a function of the scattering angle 6; for different geometries. The
kinetic energy of the incoming muon neutrino and incident electron are EX™ = 0.5 x 1072 GeV and
EXn = 1073 GeV, respectively. The geometry parameters are chosen as: (a) 6; = 1°, ¢; = ¢f = 0; (b)
0; = ¢; = 15°, ¢y = 105°.

dependence of the laser-free DCS on the kinetic energy of the incident electron EX™ for different geometry
parameters. According to this figure, we remark that the DCS in the Fermi theory increases rapidly in a
very small range of low energies, and it keeps increasing slowly above this energy range. This result is in
accordance with the behavior of the unitarity violation of the Sy; matrix. For this reason, the electroweak
theory comes to solve this problem of unitarity violation of the DCS as it is illustrated in figures 4(a) and
4(b). We also remark that, the DCS in the framework of the electroweak theory increases with the increase
of the kinetic energy of the incident electron until it reaches EX™ = 5244.19GeV and EX™ = 456.578GeV
in figures 4(a) and 4 (b), respectively. Then, it decreases abruptly. In this critical point where the DCS
is maximum, we get the resonance which occurs at ¢ = My (production of Z-boson) for both geometries.
This is due to the fact that the relativistic four-momentum transfer (¢) is a function depending on both
geometry parameters and the kinetic energy of the incoming electron. Indeed, if the geometry parameters
changes, the kinetic energy of the incident electron also changes. However, the resonance peak always
occurs at ¢ = Myz. In summary, we have found that the two DCSs in both theories are coincident at low
energies, but they are different at high energies. To obtain more information, we have plotted in figure
5 the two DCSs as a function of the scattering angle by using the same geometry parameters as in the
previous figures. In this case, the kinetic energy of the incoming electron and muon neutrino are taken as
EXn = 100 GeV and EX™ = 10 GeV, respectively. According to figure 5, we notice that, at high energies,
the DCS in the framework of the electroweak theory is the most dominant compared to that of the Fermi
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Figure 4: The laser-free DCS of the processes e”v, — e~ v, in terms of the kinetic energy of the incident
electron EX" for different geometry parameters in both electroweak theory (equation (16)) and Fermi
theory [34]. The kinetic energy of the incident muon neutrino is taken as EX'™ = 10 GeV. The geometry
parameters are chosen as: (a) 0; = 1°, ¢; = ¢y =0°; (b) 6; = ¢; = 15°, ¢y = 105°.

theory, and this implies that the electroweak theory is the most valid model to study scattering processes
in high energy physics. The small correction that appears in figure 5 (a) around §; = 0° can be explained
by the effect of geometry on the DCS. Indeed, the geometry has an important influence on the variations of
the DCS of scattering processes. We will close our discussion in this subsection by displaying, in figure 6,
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3 3 8x10%
8 8
8 2.x107% a 6.x107%
4,x107%7
1.x10726
2.x107%
0 of z===zmzmmmemsiiio --lllizmmozoassess
-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150
B/[degree] B¢degree]

Figure 5: The laser-free DCS of the elastic scattering of a muon neutrino by an electron as a function of
the scattering angle 6 in Fermi and electroweak theories. The kinetic energy of the incident electron is
EXin = 100 GeV, and the geometry parameters are chosen as: (a) 6; = 1°, ¢; = ¢r=0°;(b)b; = ¢ =15°,
¢op = 105°.

the dependence of the relativistic four-vector momentum transfer outside the laser field on the scattering
angle for various kinetic energies of the incident electron. The squared relativistic four-vector momentum
transfer in the absence of the laser field can be written as follows:

0> = (py —pi)* = 2m* =2 p) P} +2 |pi| [ps| F(0i,05, i, 65)- (39)
From this equation, we can deduce that the relativistic four-vector momentum transfer depends on both
incoming particles energies and geometry parameters. Due to this dependence, the four-vector momentum
transfer is considered as a fundamental physical quantity that characterizes all scattering theories. In
addition, we remark that it is symmetrical with respect to the axis 0y = 0°, and it takes its minimum
value around 6y = 0°. We remark also that it rises by increasing either or both the kinetic energy of
the incoming electron and the final scattering angle. This behavior was clearly mirrored in the DCS
obtained in the framework of the electroweak theory for that its expression (equation (16)) is conversely
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proportional to (q2 - M %)2 As a consequence, the DCS has its maximum value around 6y = 0°, and it
rises by increasing the kinetic energy of the incoming electron.

40

........ E{"=10 GeV
...... E"=20 GeV
77777 ESn=30 GeV
—— EN"=40 GeV

30

20f e

Momentum transfer [GeV]

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150
6¢degree]

Figure 6: The laser-free relativistic four-momentum transfer ¢ = py — p; (eq. 39) as a function of the
scattering angle 0 for various kinetic energies of the incoming electron. The kinetic energy of the incident
muon neutrino is E}jin = 10 GeV, and the geometry parameters are taken as 6; = ¢; = 8° and ¢, = 98°.

4.2 In the presence of the laser field

In this part, we will present and discuss the numerical results concerning the laser-assisted DCS of the
scattering process (e~ + v, — e~ + v,) in the framework of the electroweak theory. The parameters
that appear when we immerse charged particles in an external electromagnetic field are the strength (&),
the frequency and the number of photons exchanged between the laser field and the colliding system.
The strength and frequency are the parameters that characterize the laser field, whereas, the number of
exchanged photons appears thanks to the introduction of ordinary Bessel functions. In addition, particles
inside a laser field may change their properties, such as their effective mass and their four-momentum,
and they acquire new ones. Thus, by including the scattering process (1) in an external laser field, its
DCS becomes dependent on both the laser-free parameters and other parameters that appear while the
laser field is present. As a consequence, the DCS changes significantly in the presence of the laser field.
Now, we will see what happened in the case where no photon is exchanged between the laser field and the
scattering process (n=0), and the laser field strength is chosen as 0 V.em™!. In this case, the argument
of the ordinary Bessel functions in equation (27) is equal to zero (z = 0). So, all the coefficients that
contribute to the spinorial part of the laser-assisted DCS (equation 42) will be zero except the coefficient
A multiplied by the Bessel function b, (z). In this limit, we have b,(z) = 1 and |a] = 0. Therefore, we
obtain the expression of the spinorial part given by the equation (41) in the absence of the laser field.
Concerning the other quantities that constitute the DSC in equation (36), we obtain their expressions in
the absence of the laser field by taking & = 0 V/ecm and n = 0 . Figure 7 illustrates the comparison
between the laser-assisted DCS of the scattering of a muon neutrino by an electron (equation36) and its
corresponding DCS in the absence of the laser field. This comparison allows us to verify numerically our
results by taking the limit of the laser field strength {; = 0 V/cm and the number of photons exchanged
n = 0. We remark that the two graphs illustrated in the two figures 7 (a) and (b) are in full agreement as
they are indistinguishable at all kinetic energies of the incoming electron and for all final scattering angles.
Hence, by taking the laser parameters as zero, the laser-assisted DCS is exactly equal to its corresponding
one in the absence of the electromagnetic field. We move now to study the DCS in the case where the
electromagnetic field parameters are not equal to zero. We present, in Table 1, the numerical values of the
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Figure 7: Comparison between the DCS without laser and the DCS in the presence of a laser field by
taking the electric field strength as £ = 0 V/cm and without any exchange of photons (n = 0). The
kinetic energy of the incident muon neutrino is FX™ = 10 GeV, and the other parameters are chosen as:
(a) 0; = ¢p; =8°, 0 = 0° and ¢y = 98°; (b) EXn =100 GeV, 0; = ¢; = 8° and ¢f = 98°.

individual DCS of the scattering process e~ + v, — e~ + 1, versus the number of photons exchanged for
various laser frequencies. We observe that, by changing the laser instrument (varying the laser frequency),
the number of transferred photons changes. Consequently, the individual DCS also changes. In addition,
when the number of photons exchanged rises, this individual DCS varies progressively until it falls abruptly
to zero. This result allows us to determine the "cutoft", where the individual DCS is null. This cutoff
can be explained through the properties of the ordinary Bessel functions, which drop abruptly when their
order approaches their argument. We can also see that the individual DCS is symmetrical with respect to
the n = 0 axis, which implies that the processes of emission (n > 0) and absorption (n < 0) of photons
are exactly identical. We also note that the number of exchanged photons interval [—n,+n] becomes
larger by decreasing the laser field frequency. Concerning the order of magnitude of the DCS, we remark
that it increases by increasing the laser field frequency. To more accurately visualize these results, we

Table 1: Numerical values of dg"/d) (37) in terms of the number of photons exchanged n for different
frequencies of the laser field. The kinetic energies of the incident muon neutrino and the electron are
successively EX™ = 10 GeV and EX™ = 100 GeV, and the laser field strength is taken as & = 106 V/cm.
The geometric parameters are chosen as follows: 0; = ¢; = 15°, 0y = 0° and ¢, = 105°.

do™ /dS) [eV 2] dz" /dQ) [eV 2] do" [dQY [eV 2]
He-Ne laser Nd:YAG laser CO2 laser
n (hw =2 eV) n (hw = 1.17 €V) n (hw = 0.117 eV)
+120]0 +400 | 0 + 12000 | 0
+100 | 0 +300 | 0 + 11500 | 0
+ 80 | 1.570 x 10764 + 200 | 1.637 x 1079 + 8000 | 8.510 x 10732
+ 60 | 5.826 x 107%3 + 100 | 1.380 x 10729 + 4000 | 3.507 x 10731
+ 50 | 9.658 x 1073° + 80 | 1.001 x 10729 T 1000 | 3.042 x 10732
+ 40 | 4.046 x 10729 +60 | 9.778 x 10729 T+ 500 1.700 x 10731
+ 30 | 2.050 x 1028 + 40 | 8.648 x 1072 + 100 6.284 x 10731
+20 | 1.814 x 1072 +20 | 5.828 x 10729 T 60 7.845 x 10731
+ 10 | 2.236 x 10728 + 10 | 4.066 x 10729 ¥ 10 8.190 x 1031
+6 1.798 x 1028 +6 1.793 x 1029 + 6 8.193 x 10731
0 6.646 x 10727 0 8.195 x 10730 0 8.194 x 10731

have inserted the figure 8 that shows the variations of the individual DCS as a function of the number
of photons exchanged (fig.8(a)) and the scattering angle 6 (fig.8(b)) for different laser field strengths.
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From figure 8(a), we can observe that the electron exchanges many photons with the laser field at high
strengths (§y = 4.5 x 10° V/cm), and the cutoff number is about ( n = 4 334). However, at low laser
field strengths (£, = 10° V/cm), the cutoff number is approximately equal to n = + 100. This implies
that the influence of the laser field on the scattering process is more important at high field strengths, i.e.,
the electron heavily interacts with the laser field. According to figure 8(b), we can see that even if there
is not any exchange of photons between the laser field and the colliding system, the laser field affects the
DCS. This effect diminishes by decreasing the strength of the laser field until it vanishes. The peaks of
the individual DCS as well as its oscillations and abrupt falling on the sides of figure 8(a) are affected
by the well-known properties and behavior of Bessel functions.  After this thorough discussion about

5.x10-BF—T r - r - r r T i thout aser
! l + §=10°Vem™! (b) / IDCS (£=10 V em”', n=0)

(a) P RV A N Y AF 1) S —— IDCS (£=10° V o, n=0)

77777 IDCS (£=5<10" V cm™, n=0)

4.x107%8} 1.5x10728

x10728f

w

/ i
1.x10% / \
\

IDCS [eV?]
IDCS [eV?]

X102

N

5.x107%7]
1.x10°2f

400 -150 -100
Number of photons n 6/{degree]

-400

Figure 8: Laser-assisted individual DCS in terms of the number of exchanged photons (a) or scattering
angle 0 (b) for various laser field strengths and by taking n = 0 in (b). The other parameters are taken
as follows: EX™ = 10 GeV, EK™ = 100 GeV, 6; = ¢; = 8°, 0y =0° and ¢y = 98°.

77777 without laser 7 2

—— —10zn<10 i \ (a) 6.x10"
----- -20sns20 I

/
26| ------ —40<n<40 FEERY cmemio _40sns40
x -

1.5x10 -~ -60sn<60 [ 5.x10722f .. _0<ns60

-100<n<100 / \ eme— _100<n<100

T 4.x10722

-------- without laser

(b)

-20n<20

2:

1.x1072
3.x10°2

SDCS [eV?)
SDCS [eV

2.x107%
5.x107%7

1.x10722

EZET = S TR e O - 3
~100 -50 0 50 100 150 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

6/[degree] kinetic energy of the incident electron [GeV]
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Figure 9: Variations of the summed DCS of the processes e~ v, — e~ v, in terms of the scattering angle
y and the incident electron energy in the presence of the laser field for different numbers of exchanged
photons. The laser field parameters are chosen as w = 2 eV and & = 10° V/cm. The other parameters
are taken as: (a) EX" = 10 GeV, EX™ = 100 GeV, 6; = ¢; = 8° and ¢r = 98°; (b) EXn = 10 GeV,
0; = ¢; =8° 0y =0° and ¢y = 98°.

the effect of the electromagnetic field-related parameters on the individual DCS, let’s move on to discuss
the effect of the electromagnetic fields on the summed DCS as it is an important physical quantity. We
show, in figure 9, the variation of the summed DCS of the scattering process e” + v, — e~ + v, as a
function of the scattering angle 6y and the kinetic energy of the incoming electron for various summations
over the number of photons exchanged. The numbers of exchanged photons that we have chosen in both
figures 9(a) and 9(b) are —N < n < +N, with N = 10,20, 40,60, 100. According to figure 9, we notice
that the graph of the DCS in the absence of the external field is always the highest compared to that
of the laser-assisted DCS. We also notice that when we sum over the cutoffs (n = £100), we find that
the laser-assisted summed DCS is perfectly consistent with the DCS without laser. So, it is impossible to
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distinguish them from each other in all kinetic energies of the incoming electron and for all final scattering
angles 0;. This implies that the influence of the laser field on the incoming and outgoing electrons is

completely canceled. In this case, the equivalence of the two DCSs with and without laser is called the

sum rule and was first proposed by Kroll and Watson [43], and it is illustrated mathematically as follows:
+§t:off @ B dF non-laser
aQ '

n=—cutoff

dQ

(40)
For more details and explanations about the sum-rule, see [34]. To investigate the effect of the laser
2.x107%8

\
| ‘\\ --eo-- laser-free
i N e CO» laser (hw = 0.117 eV)
1.5x107%° i fY o NA:YAG laser (hw = 1.17 eV)
| N e He-Ne laser (Aw =2 eV)
‘ A
g ‘-\‘ A
s 28 4
g 1.x10 ! A\
@ | Ly
3 Y
\ T
3 R
\ B
k ‘\
5. % 10729 |

) - "'-_?..:.-.,—-_
100 10*

108

laser field strength [V.cm"]
Figure 10: Variation of the summed DCS (equation 36) in terms of the laser field strength at various
frequencies. the number of photons exchanged is taken as —20 < n < 20. The kinetic energy of the
incident muon neutrino and that of the electron are EX™ = EX" = 10 GeV. The geometry parameters are
92‘:10 andgbi:gbfzef:oo.

parameters on the summed DCS of the scattering process (1), we have plotted in Figure 10 its variation
as a function of the laser field strength for various frequencies which are fiw = 0.117 eV (COgq laser),
fuw = 1.17 eV (Nd:YAG laser) and fiw = 2 ¢V (He-Ne laser). It can be seen, from this figure, that as the
frequency is raised, the effect of the laser field on the summed DCS progressively decreases. For example,

the COg laser (hw = 0.117 eV) starts its effect when the laser field strength is higher than the threshold
10? V/cm while the He-Ne laser (iw = 2 eV) begins its effect from & = 10° V/cm. Thus, the effect of
strengths &.

the laser field on the summed DCS is more stronger at either or both low frequencies and high laser field

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have performed the analytical calculation of the DCS of the elastic scattering process

e” +v, — e + v, according to the electroweak theory in both absence and presence of a circularly
polarized electromagnetic field. In the absence of the external electromagnetic field, we have compared

our results with those obtained by El Asri et al [34] in the framework of the Fermi theory, and we have
found that the differential cross-sections of the two theories are in excellent agreement at low energies
and different at high energies. In the presence of the electromagnetic field, the theoretical results show
that the colliding system can exchange a large number of photons with the laser field, and we have also

found that the DCS of this process is modified significantly by the laser field. This effect of the laser on
the DCS decreases at low intensities and high frequencies. In general, we can conclude that the DCS of
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between the colliding system and the laser field does not reach the cutoff number. Once the sum is made
over the cutoff number, the sum rule is verified, and in this case, the influence of the laser on the DCS
will be canceled. We have explained the changes of the DCS in the presence of an electromagnetic field
by the behavior and properties of the Bessel functions.

A Calculation of traces

To provide the expression of the quantity >, ; |M;]? in equation (16), we have used the FeynCalc-9.3.0

sSiLf
package. Therefore, we have:

Yo Mg =T [(p, + mi(gv — 9a7°)(p, + m)n" (gv — 9a7°)]
séyf,siyf
X Tr[(K 5 + mu, )7 (1 = 35) (K + mu, )7 (1 — 75)] (41)
=64[g% ((kyps)(ki-pi) + (kp.pi) (ki-pr) + (kickp)m?) + 2g.agv ((ky.ps) (ki-pi)
— (kg-pi) (ki-pg)) + gv ((kg-ps) (ki-pi) + (kp.pi) (ki-py) — (kikg)m?)].

The numerical evaluation of the two traces mentioned in eq. (37) gives the following result:

D IMEP =A1ba () + Aalbia(2) ] + Aalban(2)]” + Aaba(2)bi, (2) + Asbin(2)b;(2)
séyf,siyf (42)
+ B6bn(2)b3,, (2) + Arbon(2)b,(2) + Asbin(2)b5, (2) + Agban(2)b1,(2),
where z is the argument of the Bessel function defined formerly in eq. (27), and its order n is interpreted
as the number of photons exchanged between the colliding system and the electromagnetic field. The five

coefficients As, Ag and A7, Ag and Ag are too long to be presented here, and the four coefficients A1, Ao
Az and Ay are expressed explicitly in terms of various scalar products as follows:

Ty 116+ 68 )k + 2057)0) (00w (s ) s )
+ (kf.py)(ki-pi)) + g ((kppi) (ki-pg) + (kp.pg)(kips) — (kikg)m?)

+ g ((kypi) (ki-pr) + (kypopp) (kipi) + (kikp)m?)) + |a?e? (2g.a9v ( — (ki-p:)

X (kkp)(k.py) + (kgpi)(kki) (kpg) + (kipg) (kkp) (kopi) — (kppp)(kki)(k.pi))
+ g4 ((ki-pi) (kokp) (k-pr) + (kg pi) (koki) (kopp) + (kipg) (k-kp) (i)

Y (k) (o) (kpi) — 20kikg) (kp) (i) — 20kp) (e ym? — 2(kkep) ()
x (pi-ps)) 9 ((ki-pi) (kkep ) (kpg) + (kppi) (ki) (k.pg) + (ki-pg) (ko) (K.pi)

+ (kp.py) (ki) (k.pi) — 2(ki-kg) (kps)(kpi) + 2(k.kg) (k.k)m® — 2(k.kg) (k-k:) (pi-pg))) |

Ay =

(43)
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A

Ay =

2.2
=(,j§]‘f;% i ((kypy) (ki) (k-pr) — (kypopi) (k-ki) (kopy) + (ki-py) (k-kep) (kopy — k.pi)
— (kypg)(kki) (kps) + (kgpi) (koK) (ki) + 2(ki kg ) (k.pg) (k.pi) + (ki-pi) (k.ky)
X (=k.py + k.pi) — 2(k-kp) (k-ki)m? + 2(k.k ) (k-ki) (pi-pr) — 2(k-ki) (k-pi) (m1.-ky)
x (m.ps) — 2(k.k;) (k.pg)(m-kep) (mpi) + 4(kkep) (ko) (o) (1)) + 92 ((kg-py)
x (k-ki)(k-py) — (kypi)(kki)(kpg) + (kipg)(k-kg)(k.py — k.pi) — (kg.py) (ki) (k.pi) (44)
+ (kppi) (ki) (k.pi) + 2(kikep) (kpp) (kpi) + (kipi) (kkp)(—kpy + kpi) + 2(k.ky)
x (k.ki)ym? + 2(k.ky)(k.k;) (pi-ps) — 2(k.K;) (k.pi) (1 kp) (m1.py) — 2(k-K;) (k.py)
X (mkp) (i) 4 4(kkep) (koK) (m-pyp) (mpi)) — 2949y ((Rieps) (koK) (kg + F.pi)
— (ki-pi)(k-kp)(kpy + kpi) + (k.ki) (= (kpps)(kopy + kpi) + (kypi)(k-py + k.pi)

— 2(k.pi)(m-kyg)(m-py) +2(k-pr)(m-ky)(n1-pi))) |

2.2
s e [ )0 hipg) = (g ) ) ) + (o) oy
x (k.py —k.pi) — (kp.pp)(k-ki)(k.pi) + (kg.pi)(k.ki)(k.pi) + 2(ki-kg)(k.pr)(k.p;)
+ (kipi) (kb p) (=kpg + kpi) — 2(k.kep) (k.ki)ym? + 2(k.k ) (kK (pi.py) — 2(k-k;)
X (k.pi)(n2-kg)(n2-pg) — 2(k.ki) (k.pg) (n2-kg) (n2-pi) + 4(k.kg) (k-ki) (2.5 ) (n2-pi)
+ g4 ((kp.pp)(k-ki) (k.pg) — (kg.pi) (ki) (k.ps) + (ki-pg) (k.kg) (kpy — kpi) — (ks .py)
% (kJei) (k.pi) + (B pps) (-Ka) (k.ps) + 2(ki kg ) (Bpg) (B.pi) + (kisps) (kKo ) (—Epy + k.py)
+ 2(k-kp) (k-ki)ym? + 2(kkp) (kK (pi-pg) — 2(k-ki) (k.pi) (n2-kp) ((n2.p5) — 2(k-Ki) (k.py)
X ((m2-kp)((ne-pi) + 4(k-kp) (ki) (2.0 ) (02-p2)) — 29a9v (ki-py)(k-kg)(k-py + k.p;)
— (ki-pi)(k-kyp)(kpyr + ki) + (k-ki)(—(kp.pr)(kpr + ki) + (kppi)(kpp + k.p;)

— 2(k.pi)(n2-ky)(m2-py) + 2(k.py)(n2-kyp)(n2-pi)) |,

(45)
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(k.ps)?(k.pi)?

1662
e (21l (k) ) (o) (4 (R 2 (o ) + (oo O ) ()
+ (k.pi)(m-kg)(m2.pg) — 2(k.Eg)(m.pi)(n2.pf) + (kpg)(mkg)(n2.pi) — 2(k-kg)(m.py)
X (n2-pi)) + g ((k-ps) (npg) (n2-kig) + (kpg) (n1pi)(n2.kg) + (kpi) (m-kg) (112-py)

—2(k.kyg)(m-pi)(n2-py) + (k.ps)(m-ky)(n2-pi) — 2(k.kyg)(m-pr)(n2.pi)) + 2949v

X (= (kepi) ((1py ) (2K ) + (ke ) (12-p5)) + (k-pp) ((m1.pi) (2-Kp) + (Ul-kf)(n2-pi))))
- i(gAgv\a\z ((ki'pi)(k-pf)((k-pf)2 —2(k.py)(kpi) + 2(k.pi)?) — (kpy — kpi)((ki.py)

X (k.pg) (k-ps) + (i) epy + ki) (i-pp)) ) €, e K K) -+ gagvlal? Uy pi) (ko) (k)
—2(k.ps)(k-pi) + 2(k-pi)*) — (k.py — k.pi)((kp.py) (k-pg) (k.pi) + (k.kp)(k.pys + k.ps)

X (pi-pf))>€(771, o,k ki) — 2|al* (g% + gi) (k-py) (k.pi) (k.pF + k.p7)e(n,n2, ki, ks)

+2[a® (g4 + g0) (k-ps) (k-pi) (k-py) (m2-ps) + (k-pi) (n2-pi) e (s k. Ky, ki)

—2lal*(g4 + g (kpp) (kpi) (k-pg) (m-pg) + (kpi) (m-pi))e(nz, ks kg, ki) — gagv|al® (k.pi)
X (—=((ki-pi)(kkop) + (kppi) (koK) (kpi) + 2(Ki K p) (kopy) (kpy + K.pi)

x e(nl,ma, k, pf) + gagvlal® (k-ki) (k.pi) (k-p} + (k.ps)(k.pi) + k.p)e(m, m2, kg, py)

— 2lal*gagy (k-k:) (k.pg) (k.pi) (n2-pi)e(m, k, kr. py) — |al*gagy (k-k:) (k.pF — 2(k.ps) (k.p:)
— k.p)(mpi)e(na, k kg, pf) + gagy|al* (k-kg) (k.pi) (k-p} + (k.pg)(k.pi) + k.p})

x e(n1,m2, ki pr) — [al*gagy (k-pg) (k.pi) (kpg) (n2-ky) — (k.pi) (n2.kg) + 2(k-ky)

x (n2.pi))e(n1, k, ki, pg) + [al*gagy (k-pg)(kpy — k.pi) (k.pi) (i ky) + (k.ky)

x (—=k.pF + 2(k.py)(k-pi) + k.p?)(1.pi) (o, k. ki py) — gagy |al® (k.pg)((ki-py) (k.ky)

+ (kppp) (koki) + 2(ki k) (k.py) — 4(kikp) (k-pi))e(m, m2, K, pi) — 2gagv [al® (k.k;)

x (k.pg)?(k.pi)e(ni,nz, kg, pi) + |al*gagy (k.k:) (k.pF + 2(k.ps)(k.pi) — k.p7)

X (na-pr)e(n, k, kg, pi) — 2[al*gagy (k.k:) (k-pg) (k.pi) (m-ps)e(nz, k. kg, pi) — 2gagv|al?

x (k.kep)(kps)®(kpi)e(ni,mz, ki, pi) — |algagy ((kpy)® (na-ky) + (kp)(—k.pF — 2(k.py)
X (k.pi) + k.0 ) (n2-py))e(m, b, ki pi) + [al*gagv (k-pp) (k-pp)® (m-kyp) — 2(k-ky)

x (k.pi)(n1ps))e(me, k, ki, pi) + |al*gagy (k&) (k.p3) (n2-kg)e(n, k, py, pi)

— |al*gagy (k-k:) (k.pg)?(n1-ks)e(ns, k,pf,pi))].

To compute analytically the terms €(a, b, c,d) that appears during the evaluation of the two traces men-
tioned in eq. (37), we use the Grozin convention:

€123 = 1, (47)

which implies that €,5,, = —1(1) for an odd (even) permutation of the Lorentz indices and €ps, = 0

otherwise. For more information, we give here how to compute one of the tensors that appear in the
coefficient Ay:

€(m, 12,k k) :epauvnfngkuk;
=c1203 M5k K} + €130 mins kS
=5 (K} — K°k])
=w(|q;| cos(0;) — ‘Qf‘ COS(Hf) E; +nw — Ey).
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