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Interpretation of current and future neutrino oscillation and electron scattering experiments requires
knowledge of lepton-nucleon and lepton-nucleus interactions at the percent level. We study the exchange
of photons between charged particles and the nuclear medium for (anti)neutrino-, electron-, and muon-
induced reactions inside a large nucleus. While quantum electrodynamics (QED)-medium contributions
are formally suppressed by two powers of the electromagnetic coupling constant o when compared to
the leading-order cross sections, low-energy modes and the nuclear size enhance the effect by orders
of magnitude. They require a proper infrared regularization, which we implement as a screening of
the electromagnetic interactions at atomic length scales or above. We provide approximate analytic
expressions for the distortion of (anti)neutrino-nucleus and charged lepton-nucleus cross sections and
evaluate the QED-medium effects for realistic values of the screening scale on the example of elastic
scattering with nucleons inside the nucleus. We find new permille- to percent-level effects, which were not
considered in either (anti)neutrino-nucleus or electron-nucleus scattering.
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1 Introduction

Electron, muon, and (anti)neutrino scattering on nucleons and nuclei provide us with fundamental
information about the complex internal structure and dynamics of the target [1-25]. This includes
nucleon and nucleus electromagnetic and electroweak form factors and radii, unpolarized and polarized
parton distribution functions, 3D tomography of the nucleon, and parton interactions with the nuclear
environment. Electromagnetic probes are also at the heart of state-of-the-art electroweak
measurements [26-29], and utmost precision in our knowledge of (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering is
paramount for the extraction of the neutrino oscillation parameters [30-35]. These research directions
call for improved description of the lepton-nucleus cross sections [36-44] and, ideally, the precise
first-principles microscopic theory of such interactions should be formulated and developed. The
precision goal of future experiments [32, 35, 45] cannot be met without accounting for the exchange of
virtual and real photons in (anti)neutrino-induced reactions [46—48]. Similarly, the exchange of photons
between the electrically charged leptons and nuclear medium in electron and (anti)neutrino scattering
should be taken into account and has not yet been studied in the literature. In this paper, we take first
steps to address this outstanding question and show that exchange of photons with the nuclear medium
can induce permille- to percent-level correction to the scattering cross sections in modern and
near-future electron and neutrino scattering experiments.

Understanding of particle scattering in matter is a problem of fundamental importance to many fields
of science. For continuous media, a formalism to treat multiple interactions was developed by Moliere
more than seventy years ago [49, 50]. In the context of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), derivation of
parton scattering in large nuclei via the exchange of gluons [51] was motivated by efforts to understand
the Cronin effect [52], the enhancement of inclusive hadron production in proton-nucleus pA relative to
proton-proton pp collisions at transverse momenta pr ~ few GeV at Fermilab fixed-target experiments.
The approach was further refined to provide a boost-invariant formulation of the scattering potential
generated by the matter constituents and applied to describe the broadening of back-to-back hadron
correlations [53] in deuterium-gold dAu reactions at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider. Research on
parton scattering in nuclear matter is still ongoing [54-56]. Here, we focus instead on electron scattering
off large nuclei.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the effects of collisional interactions
in (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering within a soft-collinear effective field theory (SCET¢) with Glauber
photon exchanges between the charged leptons and the quantum electrodynamics (QED) medium at
leading power. We further perform calculations without the effective field theory approximations and show
phenomenological results for the cross-section corrections for several nuclei of interest to the neutrino and
electron scattering communities. This formalism and results are generalized to electron-nucleus scattering
in Section 3, accounting for the QED effects prior to the hard interaction. We provide a summary and



outlook in Section 4. Baseline lepton-nucleon scattering results upon which QED medium effects build
are assembled in Appendix A.

2 QED medium effects in (anti)neutrino scattering

In this Section, we follow the effective field theory (EFT) framework that was used to derive QCD
medium effects [57, 58] and formulate leading QED nuclear medium contributions to the charged-current
(anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering cross sections.

The charged-current (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering provides a clear illustration of nuclear matter
effects, which are induced by the exchange of photons with a nuclear medium. Only the final-state
charged lepton is subject to such effects, while the four-fermion interactions (combined with QCD into
the Lagrangian Ly gcp) can be always considered as the hard scattering process. Following an elegant
QCD derivation within the SCETq effective field theory [57-59], we write down the Lagrangian density
Lg for QED applications:

ﬁ/
La = Lrqcp + Z e‘i(p'_p”)"‘yn,,pui (n' -0+ ieAG) —
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Here, Lgcpp is the Lagrangian density for power-suppressed operators and other sectors of QED that
are not used in the effective field theory calculation of this paper. The Glauber photon field is Ag:
(n' - Ag) = 270 (q) 6 (g0) €% /e (in the momentum space) and is related to the static background potential
v arising from the unit charge at the space-time point z’. The electric charge is e, and collinear spinors are
x. Based on this Lagrangian, we write down the leading-order scattering amplitude TL© of the “hard”
charged-current (anti)neutrino process J at the space-time point z( as

T = o i () 7' @)

with the label momentum of the final-state charged lepton p’ and the corresponding collinear spinor X, ,.
As usual, n/, and 7, are conventional four-vectors that satisfy (n)*> = (2/)> = 0 and n’/ - 7/ = 2. The
direction of the charged-lepton momentum is defined by the reference vector n!, = (1,0,0,1). At leading
power, the unpolarized scattering cross section o, is determined by the squared matrix element as

oL, =cy (ﬁ’ 'p') Tr [@J (p') JT (p’)} , (3)

where a constant ¢, depends on the kinematics of external particles.!
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Figure 1: The final-state charged lepton exchanges Glauber photons with the nuclear medium. Diagrams
with one and two photons contribute to leading medium-induced corrections.
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IThe explicit form for the tree-level elastic lepton-nucleon scattering cross sections is presented in Appendix A.



H 2cC 80 10Ar 30Fe | 2¥Pb
Rrms (fm) | 2.1421 | 2.4702 | 2.6991 | 3.4274 | 3.7377 | 5.5012

Table 1: Root-mean-square charge radii for various nuclei are presented [60].

The electrically-charged medium serves as a source of the static electromagnetic potential, which
allows us to have the same expressions for Glauber photons in an arbitrary R, gauge. Accounting for the
exchange of one and two Glauber photons (with the dominant perpendicular component of the momentum:

q ~ (/\,)\, \ﬂ) at small expansion parameter \) between the charged lepton and the nucleus charge

distribution p, as it is shown in Fig. 1 (taken from [58]), we obtain O (a?) QED medium modification of
the (anti)neutrino scattering cross section do,:

2—»
so= [ 420 (2) [ L@ (o0 () - o0 (7)) )

In Eq. (4), the integration goes along the charged-lepton direction 2/, and we neglect the bending of the
lepton inside the nucleus. The ¢ integration goes over the plane that is orthogonal to the charged-lepton
momentum. For typical Coulomb potential of the Glauber photon in the momentum space v (7 ) = e?/ cﬁ,
the expression in Eq. (4) diverges in the infrared. To remove this unphysical divergence, we regularize
the Coulomb potential by screening at atomic distances R or above

62

e (R< 1. (5)

v (qL)
In our calculations, we assume the same Woods-Saxon spherically-symmetric distribution for neutrons
and protons inside the nucleus, so that the charge distribution is expressed as

1
P(T)Nﬁv (6)
l14+e

with the nucleus size parameter Ry and a = 0.5 fm, and normalization to the charge of the nucleus Z:
Z=[p(r) d3r (or number of neutrons for the neutron distribution). Subsequently, we average over all
nucleons, as possible scattering centers inside the nucleus. Only distributions of neutrons and protons
inside the nucleus determine the dependence of medium effects on the nucleus under consideration. In
this paper, we take nuclear radii from Ref. [60] and collect them in Table 1.> Eq. (4) is obtained assuming
the charged lepton to be collinear and massless (m; = 0). Besides this SCETq calculation, we account
for all neglected power corrections by substituting into Eq. (2) exact expressions for spinors of external
particles and for the charged current J.

In this paper, we focus on the charged-current elastic (anti)neutrino-nucleon scattering as the
simplest charged-current process inside the nucleus. This process depends on two kinematic variables:
the (anti)neutrino energy E, in the nucleon rest frame and the momentum transfer Q? = — (p — p’ )2,
which we determine from the lepton kinematics solely, i.e., p denotes the momentum of the initial
lepton. At leading power, the shifted cross section o, (' — @) in Eq. (4) can be obtained by the
replacement of the momentum transfer Q? in the tree-level expression with

Q> = Q>+ qi — 2FE,q, sinfy cos ¢, (8)

2Note that the root-mean-square (rms) charge radius Ryms is related to the parameters Ro and a in Eq. (6) as
R,

R%.. = 12(12M (7)

Lis (—e%)'



where FE), is the (anti)neutrino energy, 6, is the lepton scattering angle in the nucleon rest frame and ¢
is the angle of ¢ in the orthogonal to the lepton momentum plane. The exact QED treatment includes
also ¢, gj| (along the lepton direction), lepton-mass, and kinematic corrections. For numerical estimates,

we take the default values for the nucleon form factors from Refs. [61] and [62].  As illustration, we
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Figure 2: Relative single-nucleon (inside a nucleus) v,n — 1~ p cross-section correction induced by QED
nuclear medium effects is shown as a function of the momentum transfer Q2 for the neutrino beam
energy F,, =2 GeV. Results are presented for two values of the regularization parameter ¢ in Eq. (5):

¢ = 10719 GeV and ¢ = melg;/3. We compare the full QED result to the SCETqg “leading-power”

approximation of Egs. (4) and (8).

present the relative distortion of charged-current elastic cross sections per nucleon on %H, éQC, 51360,
Ar, 38Fe, and 238Pb nuclei for the neutrino scattering in Fig. 2 and for the antineutrino scattering in
Fig. 3. We neglect the motion and nuclear interactions of the initial and final nucleons and assume the
scattering to happen on individual nucleons. We choose the (anti)neutrino beam energy E, = 2 GeV,

vary the regularization parameter between ¢ = 107'° GeV and the atomic screening scale ¢ = melg;/3 [63].
The resulting correction does not depend on the parameter ( significantly, the variation of  from the
atomic scale estimates the size of the uncertainty. At low momentum transfer, when the cross section is
large, medium effects are negative and can reach a few permille. Going to a larger momentum transfer,
the correction crosses zero and increases up to the permille-level size. Medium effects are larger for
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2 but for the antineutrino scattering v,p — p*n.

the antineutrino scattering compared to the neutrino scattering due to a more rapid falloff of the tree-
level cross section with the momentum transfer. Remarkably, the SCETq calculation is in a very good
agreement with the complete QED result, at least above the lepton-mass scale at GeV energies. Power
corrections are relatively small but can be relevant for the precise first-principles cross-section calculations
at high momentum transfers and neutrino energies close to the lepton production threshold. For lepton
energies much larger than its mass, the size of the correction at zero momentum transfer can be easily
2a2z4/3
(MRg)?
mass M), which demonstrates a logarithmic enhancement due to the separation between atomic energy
scale and energies in the experiment. This simple expression estimates the order of magnitude of the
correction to be at permille level or below for incoming (anti)neutrino energy E, < 3 GeV and nuclei of
interest. QED nuclear medium effects do not contain logarithms of the small lepton mass. Consequently,
the corresponding corrections are (anti)neutrino flavor universal at GeV energies of the incoming beam.

estimated as

N\ 2
(1 + %) In E%} (with the energy of the final-state charged lepton Ej and the nucleon

3 QED medium effects in electron scattering

In this Section, we generalize the developed formalism to the scattering of charged leptons. Both initial-
and final-state leptons can interact with the medium in this case. For the hard scattering H at the space-



time point xg, we factor out spinors of initial and final states and obtain the leading-order scattering
amplitude T%O:

TYO = X pH (9, p) Xnpe #7720, 9)

with the label momenta p’, p and light-cone vectors n/, n for final and initial states, respectively. For
scattering of leptons, the unpolarized cross section o, at leading power is determined by the squared
matrix element as

or=co (0" -p') (n-p) Tr VQIH (r',p) Z%HT (r',p) 'yo} , (10)

where a constant ¢y, depends on the kinematics of external particles.
Accounting for the exchange of Glauber photons with the nuclear medium, we obtain O (a2) QED
medium modification of the lepton scattering cross section doy:

doy :/(d;;rj)é v (qu) [/dz/p (") (oe (' = @1, D) — oe (7, D)) +/dzp (2) (o0 (0, P+ 1) — o0 (§.D)) ]| s
(11)

where the integration goes along the initial- and final-state lepton directions z and 2/, respectively. We
neglect the bending of leptons inside the nucleus, and specify the hard scattering process as the interaction
with a larger momentum transfer. The interference of diagrams with Glauber photons attached to the
initial- and final-state charged leptons vanishes exactly. Similar to (anti)neutrino scattering, we also
include all power corrections by performing an exact QED calculation.

For definiteness, we focus on the elastic lepton-nucleon scattering as the hard processes. As all elastic
2 — 2 reactions, this process depends on two kinematic variables: the incoming lepton energy Ej in the
nucleon rest frame and the momentum transfer Q> = — (p — p/ )2, which we determine from the lepton
kinematics solely. At leading power, the shifted cross sections oy (p' — ¢1,p) and oy (p',p+ ¢1) in Eq. (11)
can be obtained by the replacement of the momentum transfer Q2 as

Q2 — QQ + qi — 2pgq | sin By cos ¢, (12)
Q2 — Q2 + qi - ZquL sin 6, cos ¢, (13)

respectively. We consider the same inputs as for the (anti)neutrino-nucleon scattering and average over
all nucleons that serve as scattering centers inside the nucleus. Assuming the scattering on individual
nucleons and neglecting motion and nuclear interactions of the target and recoil nucleons, we present our
results for the modification of elastic electron-nucleus cross sections on the nucleus in Fig. 4. Contrary to
(anti)neutrino interaction, the scattering amplitude of charged particles has 1/Q? pole, which spoils a clear
scale separation between the hard and Glauber regions. The momentum transfer in the underlying process
can reach relatively small values, making the virtuality of the exchanged Glauber photon of hard-scale
size. For this kinematics, we switch between the frameworks of Glauber photon exchanges from the initial-
vs final-state charged lepton. We study the same nuclear targets %H, 12C, 160, ‘ngr, %Fe, and %gBPb as
for the (anti)neutrino scattering, and choose the electron beam energy E. = 2 GeV. Likewise, we vary

the regularization parameter ¢ in Eq. (5) between 107!° GeV and the atomic scale ( = m61§21/3 [63]. The
resulting correction does not depend on the parameter ( significantly, the variation of ( from the atomic
scale indicates the size of the uncertainty. The effect grows with the atomic number of the nucleus, as it
is expected. As it is mentioned above, the clear separation between hard and Glauber regions disappears
going to low momentum transfers and these regions overlap at sufficiently small Q2. Consequently, our
correction is not well defined for Q% < 0.005 — 0.008 GeV? (formally obtained when the difference of two
momentum transfers in Eqgs. (11) and (12) is of order 1073@Q? and the slope of the correction significantly
increases). In this region, the leading-order cross section and the relative nuclear medium effects diverge.
Contrary to the (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering, the dependence of this correction on the momentum
transfer is monotonically decreasing, while the correction itself is positive definite. Power corrections
are relatively small but might be relevant for the extraction of the nuclear spectral functions [64] and
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Figure 4: Relative electron-nucleus cross-section correction induced by QED nuclear medium effects is
shown as a function of the momentum transfer Q? for the electron beam energy E, = 2 GeV. Results are
presented for two values of the regularization parameter ¢ in Eq. (5): ¢ = 10719 GeV and ¢ = meZl/3

192
compare the full QED result to the SCETq “leading-power” approximation of Egs. (11, 12), and (13).

precise first-principles cross-section calculations, especially at incoming lepton energies that are close to
the threshold.

Account for the QED nuclear medium effects along the lines of this paper can shed new light on
the charge radius discrepancy between the elastic electron-proton scattering data of the recent high-
precision AT@QMAMI result [12, 13] R, = 0.879 £0.008 fm and the PRad measurement [24], with the rms
charge radius of the proton R, = 0.8387000°0-002  the muonic [65, 66] hydrogen Lamb shift extraction
R, = 0.84087 £ 0.00039 fm, and recent measurements with ordinary hydrogen [67-69]. However, our
calculation with an approximate charge distribution works only for an estimate of the corresponding effects
and points to the reduction of the scattering-data radius and toward agreement with other measurements.
Applying this correction to the generated pseudo-data with a floating normalization, we obtain a reduction
of the charge radius of the order of the proton-radius discrepancy at hundreds MeV and GeV electron
beam energies. We leave a more elaborate analysis of the electron-proton scattering data, with a proper
account for the two-photon exchange contributions, to future work.



4 Conclusions

In this work, we developed a method to evaluate the O (aQ) QED nuclear medium corrections to
(anti)neutrino-nucleus and charged lepton-nucleus scattering cross sections by exploiting the SCETg
effective field theory, and by the full QED calculation in the light-cone basis. At leading power, we
found that the radiation-free QED effects on (anti)neutrino-nucleus cross sections have the same form as
the QCD medium corrections to quark jets. We also included the power-suppressed contributions to our
numerical results. To generalize the formalism to charged lepton scattering, we identified the necessary
modifications for the exchange of photons from the incoming charged lepton and pointed out that the
interference terms between the exchange of photons from the initial- and final-state charged leptons
vanish, at least up to order O (ozz).

We presented numerical estimates on the example of the elastic scattering on nucleons embedded in
various nuclei of interest to the neutrino and electron scattering communities. Our first-principles results
provide thus far missing permille- to percent-level corrections to lepton-nucleus scattering cross sections.
We found that QED medium effects in (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering depend on the kinematics with
suppression in the forward (small Q?) direction and enhancement of the backward (large @Q?) scattering,
while these effects in electron-nucleus scattering lead to the enhancement, which monotonically decreases
from forward to backward scattering (increasing the momentum transfer).

The results presented in this paper point to sizable QED medium effects for high-Z nuclei. Our
experience with strongly interacting systems indicates that medium-induced radiative corrections can
be even more significant than scattering in nuclear matter alone [58, 70-72] and play a key role in the
modification of scattering cross sections. Calculations of the QED medium effects in pion production,
deep inelastic scattering [73], and processes with bremsstrahlung are thus an important future priority
that we will pursue.
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A Elastic lepton-nucleon scattering cross sections at tree level

We summarize the neutrino-neutron and antineutrino-proton charged-current elastic scattering cross
sections:

ve (p)n (k) — £~ (p") p (K), (14)
e (p)p (k) = £+ (p') n (K), (15)

which get modified by the QED medium effects. At leading order in the QED coupling constant, the
unpolarized differential (anti)neutrino-nucleon scattering cross section is conveniently expressed in terms
of the structure-dependent A, B, and C parameters [78-80]

2

(7 +7%) A(Q*) — vB(Q*) + H—TC(QQ) , (16)

do,

dQ?

2 2

2 Cud
Q2. B,) = Cua M
Q% Ev) 16w E2



where 7 = Q?/ (4M?), r = my/(2M), and v = E,/M — 7 — r*. At leading order, the Wilson coefficients
cuq of the four-fermion Lagrangian are given by 2v/2GpV,q, where Gy is the Fermi coupling constant
and V,4 is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element. A more precise determination of
the Wilson coefficients is given in [81]. Assuming the isospin symmetry, the structure-dependent factors
A, B, and C are expressed in terms of Sachs electric, Gg, and magnetic, G}\Q, isovector, axial, Fl4, and
pseudoscalar, Fp, form factors as

A=7(GN) = (GR)’ + L+ n)FS =2 ((GY))” + Ff — 47F} + 4FaFp) | (17)
B =4nTFaGyy, (18)
C=1(GY)" + (GY)* + (1 +1)F3, (19)
where 7 = +1 corresponds to neutrino scattering vyn — ¢~p and n = —1 corresponds to antineutrino

scattering 7yp — £™n. In the limit of isospin symmetry, when the mass, M, for both nucleons is
approximately the same, both the electric and magnetic isovector form factors are given by the
difference of proton and neutron form factors, i.e., G‘é u =G — G- All the form factors are

functions of the momentum transfer Q? = — (p — p’ )2. For electron and muon flavors, Q2 increases from
forward to backward directions with corresponding values Q2 to Qi, respectively,
2M E2 M+E, AM2E, E, 2
Q=Y —4M? T2y —r2) —r2 (20)
M +2FE, M +2FE, M +2FE, 2M

Now, we consider the elastic scattering of an electrically charged lepton on the nucleon target at rest
N:
C(p)N (k) = ¢ (p) N (), (21)

which defines the laboratory frame as k = (M,0), p = (Ey, p), ¥ = (M + %,ﬁ—ﬁ), p = (E;— %,ﬁ),
and the lepton scattering angle is 0,1, The unpolarized differential cross section is conveniently expressed
in terms of the nucleon Sachs electric and magnetic form factors Gg and Gy as [82, 83]

d 2 G2+ G2
0-32 (Q2,Eg) — 7TO;_Q M T F (22)
d@ 2M*4p 1—e7
with kinematic variables
2 2
vi —7(147)(1 4 2¢0) 2my E,
— — 1 —_ = — - — — . 23

In the elastic lepton-nucleon scattering, @ increases from 0 for the forward scattering to the maximally
allowed value Q2 .

AM? (Ef —mj)
M? +2ME; +m?’

Qrax = (24)

for the backward scattering.
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