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Abstract
W e show that the correction to theP aschosW olfenstein relation associated w ith charge sym m etry
violation in the valence quark distribbutions is essentially m odel ndependent. Tt isproportionalto a
ratio of quark m om enta that is independent ofQ ?. T his result provides a naturalexplanation ofthe
surprisingly good agreem ent found between our earlier estin ates w ithin several di erent m odels.
W hen applied to the recent NuTeV m easurem ent, this e ect signi cantly reduces the discrepancy

w ith other determ inations of the W einberg angle.
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In 1973, Paschos and W olfenstein [ii] derived an expression using the ratio of neutral

current and charge-changing neutrino Interactions on isoscalar targets. This ratio is
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In Eq.d, h ¥°i and h _}°i are respectively the neutralcurrent and charged-current in-
clusive, total cross sections for neutrinos on an isoscalar target. The quantity o
M,=M, s , ) is one In the Standard M odel. From this ratio, one can obtain an In-
dependent m easurem ent of the W einberg anglke (sh® , ).

TheNuTeV group recently m easured neutrino charged-current and neutratcurrent cross
sections on iron P]. From the ratios of these cross sections for neutrinos and antineutrinos,
they extracted sin? , = 02277 0:0013 (stat) 0:0009 (syst). T his value is three standard
deviations above them easured t to other electrow eak processes, sin? , = 02227 0:00037
31. The discrepancy between the NuTeV m easurem ent and determm hation of the W einbery
angl from electrom agnetic m easurem ents is surprisingly large, and i m ay be evidence of
physics beyond the Standard M odel.

A sthe NuTeV experin ent did not strictly involve the PaschosW olfenstein relation, Eq.
@1) , there are a num ber of additional corrections that need to be considered, such asdi er-
ences in shadow ing rphotons, W and Z%’s f], asymm etries in s and s distrbutions ]
and soon { Ref. f6] sum m arizes corrections to the NuTeV result from w ithin and outside the
Standard M odel. Th addition, Eq. (1) isvalid only foran isoscalar target and it isbased upon
the assum ption of charge symm etry. There is thus a prem ium on know ing the corrections
as accurately as possible.

Let us rst review the corrections due to the fact that N & Z for the iron target. The

corrections take the form [6]
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The additionalQ CD radiative tem in Eq.2 was calculated by D avidson et al. , Ref. §6]; it is
quite smallat theQ ? forthe NuTeV experin ent. The naltem in Eq.2 involves the ratio of
m om entum carried by up and down valnce quarks. Since both num erator and denom inator
Involve the sam e m om ents of Q CD non-singlkt parton distributions, they evolre identically,
so this ratio can be evaluated at any convenient valuie of Q2. Using the CTEQ 3D parton
distrbutions [I] n eq.12, one obtains R; = 0:0126. The NuTeV group has em phasized
2,81 that they do not actually m easure the PaschosW olfenstein ratio, but nstead combine
Separate m easuram ents of ratios of neutral to charged-current cross sections for neutrinos
and antimneutrinos with a full M onte Carlo sinulation of their experim ent. U sihg their
sim ulation, the NuTeV group reports an isoscalar correction of 0:0080. This represents a
36% reduction from the PaschosW olfenstein correction, and the NuTeV group cited a very
am allerror for this correction f]. Kulagin {[Q] clain ed that the uncertainty in this correction
is Ikely to be considerably Jarger. T he Jargest uncertainty in Eq.2 isthem om entum carried
by up and down valence quarks, and according to D avidson et al. [§], these quantities are
known rather accurately.

D avidson et al. 6] noted that, although charge symm etry violating (CSV) corrections
are likely to be an all, these e ects could In principle generate a substantial correction to
the NuTeV resul. Recently, we calculated CSV contrbutions to the NuTeV experin ent
arising from the snall di erence ofu and d quark masses [LI]. Follow ing earlier work on
CSV in parton distrbutions {IZ,13], ourm ethod involved calculating C SV distrbutions at
a low momentum scal, and using Q CD evolution to generate the C SV distrdbutions at the
Q0?2 values appropriate r the NuTeV experinent. W e obtained a CSV correction to the
NuTeV result R .y 0:0015. The NuTeV group also reported an estin ate of the CSV
parton distrbutions, using a rather di erent procedure B]; they cbtained a much sn aller
correction than ours, R gy + 0:0001. The large discrepancy between these two results
suggested that the C SV correction m ight be strongly dependent on the starting scale, Q (2),
the phenom enological valence parton distrioution chosen, or other details of the calculation.

Here, we w ill dem onstrate that one can obtain m predictions for the C SV corrections,
and that the CSV contrbutions to the PaschosW olfenstein ratio are essentially m odel in—

dependent. The charge sym m etry violating contribution to the PaschosW olftenstein ratio
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The denom nator in the naltem in Eq. (4) gives the totalm om entum carried by up and
dow n valence quarks, whike the num erator gives the charge sym m etry violating m om entum
di erence, eg., U, isthe totalm om entum carried by up quarks in the proton m nus the
momentum of down quarks In the neutron. A s for the isoscalar correction, this ratio is
com pletely independent of Q2 and can be evaluated at any convenient value of Q2.

In our paper [11], we used an analytic approxin ation to the charge symm etry violating
valence parton distrbutions that was nitially proposed by Sather {12]. H is equations were
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In Eq. (§), M is the average nuckon mass, M = 13 MeV is the neutron-proton m ass
dierence,and m = my m, 4MeV isthe down-up quark mass di erence. Eq. (6) is
vald fora low scale, Q 2, appropriate ora (valnce dom inated) quark orbag m odel {14].

Sather’s approxin ation allow s us to evaluate directly the relevant integrals of the C SV
distrdbutions. For D, we cbtain
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The second line of Eq. (7) is cbtained by Integrating by parts, using the fact that there is
one down valnce quark in the proton. In analogous fashion, the Integral of the up quark
C SV distrbbution is
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U sing Sather’s approxin ation relating C SV distrdbutions to valence quark distributions,
Eas. (1) and @) show that the CSV correction to the PaschosW olfenstein ratio depends
only on the fraction ofthe nuckon m om entum carried by up and dow n valence quarks. Atno
point do we have to calculate soeci ¢ C SV distrbutions. At the bag m odel scale, Q S 05
GeV?, themomentum fraction carried by down valence quarks, D, isbetween 02 0:33,
and the totalm om entum fraction carried by valnce quarksisU,+ D,  $80.From Egs. (1)
and @) thisgives D, 0:00463, U, 000203. Consequently, evaluated at the quark
m odel scale, the CSV correction to the PaschosW olfenstein ratio is

h 2 b Uy Dy

Rcsv 3 u+ d m 0:00203: (9)

Once the CSV correction has been calculated at som e quark m odel scale, Q(Z), the ratio
appearing In Eq. ) is independent of Q 2, because both the num erator and denom inator
involve the sam e m om ent of non-singlet distroutions (in Eq.'d we have dropped the Q CD
radiative correction, which isvery am allat the Q ? appropriate to the NuTeV m easurem ents).

W e stress that both Egs. {]) and @) are only weakly dependent on the choice of quark
m odel scale { through the m om entum fractionsD ,, and Uy, which are slow Iy varying func-
tions of Q (2), and are not the dom Inant temm s In those equations. This, together w ith the
Q “—independence of the PaschosW olfenstein ratio, Eq. {4), under QCD evolution, explins
why our previous results, obtained w ith di erent m odels at di erent Q # values fL1], were so
sin {lar. Forexam ple, the result ofEq. @) R ., = 0£00203,atQ%= 05GeV?, isvirtually
denticalw ith results using the R odionov C SV distrdbbution ( 0:0020) and the Sather C SV
distrbution ( 0:0021), at Q2 = 10 and 126 GeV?, repectively. Using Egs. (1) and @),
we also caloulated a C SV distroution using the CTEQ 4L.Q phenom enological parton distri-
bution 1§lat Q? = 049 GeV?, evolved this to 20 GeV?, and cbtained R .., = 0:0021
fLe.

Cao and Signal {]point out som e lin itations of Sather’s approxin ation, Eq.'§. H owever,
we have com pared U, D, cbtained by Sather [I4], and by Rodionov et al. [13], who did
not use Sather’s approxin ation, and they di erby only a few percent.

A s noted earlier, the NuTeV group [, §] do not m easure the PaschosW olfenstein ratio,
but combine ssparate m easurem ents of neutrinos and antineutrinos with a M onte Carlo
sim ulation of their experim ent. They have produced functionals giving the sensitivity of
their ocbservables to various e ects, including parton charge symm etry violation. These are



summ arized In a singlke integral
E= FE; ;x] &)dx: 10)

Eq. {L() gives the change in the extracted quantity E resulting from the symm etry violating
quantity (). The fiinctionals appropriate ©r the doservabl si’ , and the parton CSV
distrbutions, were provided in Ref. 1.

In our previous paper we found that including the NuTeV functionalw ith evolved distri-
butions decreased the CSV oorrection by about 33% from the PaschosW olfenstein result.
T his isvery sim ilarto the 36% reduction cbtained by NuTeV forthe isoscalar correction. A £
ter applying this reduction, the C SV correction to the NuTeV experiment is 0:0015. W hen
the NuTeV m easurem ent is ad justed accordingly, the disagreem ent between the NuT&V and
electrom agnetic results forsin? , is reduced from 0:0050 to 00035 { a 30 decrease in that
discrepancy.

In conclusion, we have a robust prediction for the CSV contrbution to the Paschos—
W olfenstein ratio, and also to the NuTeV m easuram ent of the W einberg angle. T he Sather
approxin ation allow s us to w rite Integrals of x g in temm s of the totalm om entum carried
by valence quarks. These integrals can be caloulated w ithout ever specifying the CSV dis—
tributions. T he PaschosW olfenstein ratio involves ratios of integrals that behave identically
under QCD evolution, so these ratios are lndependent of Q 2. D espite the fact that parton
charge sym m etry violation has not been directly m easured experin entally, and that parton
CSV e ects are predicted to be quite an all, we have strong theoretical argum ents regarding
both the sign and m agniude of these corrections. The CSV e ects should m ake a signi —
cant contribution to the value for the W einberg angle extracted from the NuT&V neutrino
m easurem ents.
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