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T'lgle QuasitE lastic (QE) contrbution of the nuclear inclusive electron scattering m odel developed
in [4] is extended to the study of electroweak Charged Current (CC) induced nuclkar reactions, at
intem ediate energies of Interest for fiture neutrino oscillation experin ents. T he m odel accounts
for long range nuclar RPA) correlations, F inal State Interaction (F SI) and Coulomb corrections.
RPA correlations are shown to play a crucial role in the whole range of neutrino energies, up to 500
M eV, studied In this work. P redictions for inclusive m uon capture for di erent nuclei, and for the
reactions *2C « 5 )X and '?C (e;e )X nearthreshold are also given.

I. NTRODUCTION

N eutrino properties have been cb £ct of much interest as long as they could provide hints of physics beyond the
standard m odel. A sensitive way to study the m ass of the neutrino is by m eans of neutrino oscillations. O ne of
the various experin ents devoted to this topic is the atm ospheric neutrinos detection carried out in K am iokande and
Superkam jonde, which data have given evidenceon ! oscillationwith 10 2. m? . 10 ? and aln ostm axin al
m xing angle, see 'g] for a review . O nce this phenom ena have been m ly stablished new questions arise, such as the
role ofthree avour oscillations and the precise determ ination ofthe valies of neutrino m asses and m ixing param eters
t_ﬁ]. For the obtention of accurate results in these new experim ents it is necessary to keep under control the sources
of system atic error. Two ofthem apr sources of system atic errors In the sub-G &V sam ples 0f SK experin ents are the
charged and neutralcurrent cross sections K]. T hus, ifwe want to cope w ith the requirem ents ofthisnew experim ents
precise nuclear Interaction m odels m ust be used.

Any m odelain ng at describbing the interaction of neutrinosw ith nucleishould be rstly tested against the existing
data on the interaction of realand virtualphotons w ith nuclei. At interm ediate energies (nuclear excitation energies
ranging from about 100 M €V to 500 or 600 M €V) three di erent contributions should be taken into account: i)
QuasiE lastic QE) processes, ii) pion production and two body processes from the QE region to that beyond the

(1232) resonance peak, and iil) double pion production and higher nucleon resonance degrees of freedom induced
processes. Them odeldeveloped In E:] (inclusive electro{nuclkar reactions) and E_E;] (inclusive photo {nuclear reactions)
has been successfully com pared w ith data at intermm ediate energies and it system atically includes the three type of
contributionsm entioned above. T he building blocks ofthism odelare: i) a gauge nvariantm odel for the Interaction of
realand virtualphotons w ith nuclkons, m esons and nuclon resonances w ith param eters determ ined from the vacuum
data, and i) a m icroscopic treatm ent of nuckar e ects, ncluding long and short range nuclkar correlations :_f6], FSI,
explicit meson and  (1232) degrees of freedom , two and three nucleon absorption channels, etc. Finite size e ects
are com puted from a LocalFem iG as (LFG) picture ofthe nuclkus, which is an accurate approxin ation to dealw ith
nclisive processes which explore the whole nuclkar volum e E]. T he param eters of the m odel are com pletely xed
from previous hadron-nucleus studies: pionic atom s, elastic and inelastic pion-nucleus reactions,  hypemuclki, etc.
i_‘/:]. T he photon coupling constants are also determ ined In the vacuum . T hus the m odel of rg:] and E] has no free
param eters, and hence these results are predictions deduced from the nuclkarm icroscopic fram ew ork developed In i_é]
and fj]. In this talk, we show an extension of the nuclkar inclusive Q E electron scattering m odel of [_]:], Including the
axialCC current, to describe neutrino and antineutrino induced nuclear reactions in the QE region. W e w illnot show
here m any details of the m odel, for a detailed discussion we refer the reader to Ig].

II. INCLUSIVE CROSS SECTION

W e w ill present here the general orm alisn focusing on the neutrino C harged-C urrent (CC) reaction
1K)+ AL 1KY+ X M)

though the generalization of the obtained expressions to antineutrino induced reactions or Inclisive m uon capture in
nuclei is straightforward.
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FIG .1: D iagram m atic representation of the neutrino selfenergy in nuclearm atter.

The double di erential cross section, w ith respect to the outgoing lepton kinem atical variables, for the process of
Eqg. @') is given iIn the Laboratory (LAB) fram e by

& 1 x%G?
d KYE? §34°

wih L and W the leptonic and hadronic tensors, respectively.

T he hadronic tensor W Includes non—leptonic vertices and corresoonds to the charged electroweak transitions
of the target nuclkus to allpossble nal states; it is com pletely determ ined by six Independent, real Lorentz scalar
structure fiinctions W ; (F) , i= 1;:::;6.

W e follow here the form alism of b:], and evaluate the selfenergy * (k; ) of a neutrino w ith helicity r inside of a
nuclkarm ediim ofdensiy .D iagramm atically this is depicted In F ig. 0, A fler summ ing over helicities, we get

L
§JG dg L 4 @)
2M 2 @)4k® m 2+ 1

k; )= P

where [ () istheW * boson selfenergy in the nuclkarm edium .
T he neutrino disappears from the elastic ux, by Inducihg one particle —one hole (lplh), 2p2h ::: excitations,
(1232) hole ( h) excitations, or creating pions, etc ::: at a rate given by
1

ki )= Fm &; ) @)

To evaluate the in agihary part of we use the Cutkosky’s rules, and we cut w ith a straight vertical line (see F ig.
g:) the Interm ediate lepton state and those produced by the W boson polarization (shaded region). T hose states are
then placed on shellby taking the in agihary part of the propagator, selfenergy, etc. T hus, we cbtain

Z
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ork®> 0.
Since dtdS provides a probability tin esa di erential of area, which is a contrdbution to the (;;1 ) cross section,
we have

1 1
d = k; )dtdS = —Im k; )dtds = —Im k; )d’r 6)
k? *3
so the nuclear cross section is given by
Z
1 3
= — Im (k; (@)d'r )
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FIG .2: D iagram s of som e processes contributing to the W * selfenergy.

where we are considering a function of the nuclar density (r) at each point of the nuckus and we Integrate
over the whole nuclear voluim e. W e assum e LDA , which, as shown In '_], is an excellent approxim ation for volum e
processes like the one studied here. Com Ing back to Eq. (:_7:) we can com pare it wih Eq. @) so the hadronic tensor
W =W, + 10, )reads

!
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0 22 d’r
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0. 2 2 d°r
W, = @) ? Z_Re[w w 1@ ) )

from where we can see how ; 1is the basic ob Fct of our approach. Follow ing the lines of 'E:], we should perform
a m any body expansion, where the relevant gaugeboson absorption m odes would be system atically incorporated:
absorption by one, two or even three nuclon m echanisn s, real and virtualmeson (, , ) production, excitation
of or higher resonance degrees of freedom , etc. Som e of these m odes are depicted In F ig. :_2:

ITT. QE CONTRIBUTION TO

The virtualW * can be absorbed by one nuclkon lading to the Q E contribution of the nuclear response fiinction.
Such a contribution corresponds to a 1plh nuclear excitation ( rst ofthe diagram s depicted in Fjg:_.‘Z) . Wewillwork
on a non-symm etric nuclear m atter w ith di erent Femm i sea levels for protons than for neutrons. For the W* -pn
vertex we consider the V. A current, and use PCAC and invariance under G -pariy to relate the pseudoscalar form
factor to the axial one and to discard a tem ofthe m @ + p°) 5 i the axial sector, respectively. Ivariance
under tin e reversal guarantees that all form factors are real. U sing isosoin symm etry we can relate the vector form
factors w ith the electrom agnetic ones.

W ith all of these ingredients is straightrward to evaluate the contrbution to the W * selfenergy of the st
diagram ofFjg.-'_i W e nally get

W) = OOSZCZldn_Zz q°> d3pM_M ()
d:9)= oM 2 0 (2 ) E p+q (10)
ki PI (P+a] kD) @+Es Epigd ©idio-s

w ith the CC nucleon tensor A  cbtained after taking som e traces on the D irac’s space. T he d°p integrations above
can be done analytically and allof them are determ ined by the in agiary part of the relativistic isogpin asym m etric
Lindhard function, Uy (q,kn kp ). Explicit expressions forUg and A are given in [8



FIG .3: Set of irreducib ke diagram s responsible for the polarization (RPA ) e ects in the 1plh contrdbution to theW * selfenergy.

Up to this point the treatm ent is fully relativistic. To acocount for RPA e ects, we will use a nuclkon {nuclon
e ective force, so Or consistency we ought to use a non-relativistic Ferm i gas. This is easily done by replacing the
factorsM =E, and M =E , ¢ in Eq. {10) by one.

Pauli bbckmg, through the in agihary part of the Lindhard function, is the m ain nuclear e ect included in the
hadronic tensor ofEqg. ClO) In the next sections we w ill study additional nuclear corrections to W

A few words here on the lIow density theorem (LD T ):when low nuclar density is supposed, the In agihary part of
the Lindhard finction can be approxin ated by a D irac delta on energy (up to a constant factor) in such a way that
the m odel reproduces the free space nucleon cross section.

IV. NUCLEAR MODEL CORRECTIONS
A . Nuclear C orrelations

W hen the electroweak interactions take place in nucli the strengths of electroweak couplings m ay change from
their free nuclkon values due to the presence of strongly Interacting nuclkons; indeed, since the nuclar experin ents
on decay In the early seventjes [9.] the quenching of axial current is a well established phenom enon. W e ollow here
the m any body approach of [;. ], and take into account them edium polarization e ects in the 1plh contribution to the
W * boson selfenergy by substituting it w ith an RPA response as show n diagram m atically in Fjg.:_j For that purpose
weuse an e ective ph{ph contact Interaction

V= offo()+ £J()~1~+ g ()~1~2+ g ()~1~2~1~g an

of the Landau-M igdal type. The density dependent coe cients were determ ined @-Q‘] from calculations of nuclar
electric and m agnetic m om ents, transition probabilities, and giant electric and m agnetic m ultipole resonances. In the
S = T = 1 channel (~~~~ operator) we use an interaction w ith explicit (longitudinal) and (transverse) exchanges,
w hich has been used for the renom alization of the pionic and pion related channels in di erent nuclear reactions at
Intermm ediate energies i_]:,:_ﬂ]. Furthere ects such as short range correlations (SRC) are also taken into account.

W ealso include (1232) degrees of freedom in the nuclearm edium which, given the spin-isospin quantum num bers
ofthe resonance, only m odify the vector-isovector (S = T = 1) channelofthe RPA response function.

The V Ines in Fjg.-'_a’ stand for the e ective ph( h)ph( h) interaction described so far. W e should stress that
this e ective interaction is non-relativistic, and then for consistency we w ill neglect term s of order O =M °) when
summ Ing up the RPA serdes.



FIG.4: W * selfenergy diagram cbtained from the rst diagram depicted in Fig. 2; by dressing up the nucleon propagator of
the particle state in the ph excitation.

B . Energy Balance and C oulom b D istortion

To ensure the correct energy balance In the reaction {f for nie nuclki, the energy conserving D irac delta fiinction
n Eqg. le has to bemodi ed by ncliding the m inin um excitation energy, Q = M & +1) M @ 3 ), needed for
the transition to the ground state of the nalnuclkus. The consideration of this energy gap is essential to obtain
reasonable cross sections for low -energy neutrinos, see I_l]_;]

W e also include a Coulomb selfenergy ¢ = 2k®Ve (r) in the ntem ediate lepton propagator of the neutrino
selfenergy depicted in F J'g.:}' where Ve (r) is the nucleus C oulom b potential produced by a charge distrdbbution o, (¥).
This way of taking into account the Coulomb e ects has clear resem blances w ith what is called \modi ed e ective
mom entum approxin ation" in l_lé]

C. FSI

Once a ph excitation is produced by the virtualW boson, the outgoing nuclkon can collide m any tin es, thus
Inducing the em ission of other nuclons. The resul is a quenching ofthe Q E peak respect to the sin ple ph excitation
calculation and a spreading of the strength, orw idening ofthe peak. A distorted wave approxin ation w ith an optical
(com plex) nuclon-nucleus potential would rem ove all these events. However, if we want to evaluate the inclusive
(171 ) cross section these events should be kept and onem ust sum overallopen nalstate channels.

W e w ill account for the F inal State Interaction E SI) by using nuclkon propagators proper]y dressed w ith a realistic
selfenergy in the m edium , which depends explicitly on the energy and the m om entum ﬁ_l3] T his selfenergy has an
In aghary part from the coupling to the 2p2h com ponents, w hich is equivalent to the use of correlated w ave functions,
evaliated from realistic N N forces and ncorporating the e ects of the nuclkon force in the nuckon pairs. Thus, we
consider the m any body diagram depicted in Fig.4

Once we have got a m odel Hr the nuckon slfenergy (;p; ), we can inclide in it a renomn alized nucleon
propagator Grs: ©; ), that can be easily related to S, and Sy, the particle and hole spectral functions and then
through
Z Z

d’p dlSn(1;p; )Sp @+ Lipt a; ) (12)

qO

@)

4 2

MWUrst (@ke ) =

w ith the Lindhard function that we include in our form alism .



TABLE I:F lux averaged 2¢ (ej;e )X and 12C( ; )X cross sections.

Theory KARMEN [4] LSND [5] LAMPF [16]
"e 024 045 001 001 045 001 001 0141 0:023
T heory LSND 95 LSND 97 LSND ‘02 [17]
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FIG . 5: Predictions for the LSND experin ent. See &_3|] for details.

V. LOW ENERGY RESULTS

W e present In Figs. "d and 1§ and Tablke E our theoretical predictions and a com parison with the experim ental
m easurem ents of the inclusive 12C ( ; )X and '2C ( oje )X reactions near threshold. Pauliblocking and the use

of the correct energy balance in prove the results, but only once RPA and Coulomb e ects are included a good

description of data is achieved.
G ven the succes of the m odel at low energies we decided to further test it by calculating inclisive m uon capture

rates In nuclki throughout the Periodic Tabl. Resuls are given in Tab]%,gl Jnc]udmg the e]’_IO]’.‘P]n the theoretical

predictions. D ata were taken from tZl],usmgawnghted average: =2= ;= Z,withl= 2= [1=7

TABLE II:Experin ental and theoretical totalm uon capture w idths , for di erent nuclei. See [$_:] for details.

Pauli+Q RPA Exp Exp Th _ Exp
Z¢c 542 321 378 0:03 0.15
o) 1756 1041 1024 006 0:02
o 1194 7.7 880 0:15 012
2°Na| 5838 35.03 3773 0:14 0.07
%ca| 4655 2579 2525 06 0:02
“ca| 318 189 179 4 0:06
SAas| 1148 679 609 4 0:11
H2cg| 1825 1078 1061 9 0:02
208pp| 1939 1310 1311 8 0:00
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FIG . 6: P redictions for the ?C (e;e )X reaction. See E_Ei] for details.

D espite the huge range of variation ofthe capture w idths, the agreem ent to data is quite good for all studied nuclki,
w ith discrepancies of about 15% at m ost. Furthemm ore, using LFG instead ofa more re ned m odel such as a shell
modeldoesnot a ectmuch the value of Integrated observables such as total cross section or capture w idths, see :_B_is].
It is precisely r ?C wherewe nd the greatest discrepancy w ith experin ent. N evertheless, our m odel provides one
of the best existing com bined description of the inclisive muon capture in *?C and the LSND m easurem ent of the
reaction *C ( ; )X near threshold.

VI. NTERMEDIATE ENERGY RESULTS

At Intermm ediate energies the predictions of thism odel should becom e reliable, not only for integrated, but also for
di erential cross sections. W e present resuls for incom ing neutrino energies w ithin the interval 150400 (250-500)
M eV for electron (muon) species. T he use of relativistic kinem atics for the nucleons leads to m oderate reductions in
the interval of 4-9% for both neutrino and antineutrino cross sections, at the energies considered. Such corrections
do not depend signi cantly on the considered nuclkus.

InF jg.fj thee ectsofRPA and Coulomb correctionsare studied asa finction ofthe lncom ing neutrino/antineutrino
energy. The correction Rrpa+cp isde ned as (rpa+cs 0)= o, where ( does not incluide RPA and Coulomb
corrections, while grpa+cp Includes these nuclear e ects. FSI corrections are not taken into account in these cross
sections. RPA correlations reduce the cross sections, and we see largee ects, specially at low er energies. N evertheless,
for the highest energies considered (500 and 400 M €V form uon and electron neutrino reactions, respectively) we still

nd suppressions of about 20-30% . Coulom b distortion of the outgoing charged lepton enhances (reduces) the cross
sections for neutrino (antineutrino) processes and its e ects decrease w ith energy. For antineutrino reactions, the
combined e ect of RPA and Coulomb corrections have a m oderated dependence on A and Z . At the high energy
end the A dependence becom es m ilder, since C oulom b distortion becom es less in portant. In the case of neutrinos,
the Increase of the cross section due to Coulom b cancels out partially w ith the RPA reduction. Finally, the existing
di erences between electron and muon neutrino/antineutrino plots are due to the di erent m om enta of an electron
and a muon w ith the sam e energy.

In Figs. -3 and Q FSIe ectson di erential cross sections are shown. As expected, F ST provides a broadening and
a signi cant reduction of the strength of the QE peak. Finally, in Tab]e III we com pile m uon and electron neutrino
and antineutrino Inclisive Q E integrated cross sections from oxygen. W e present results for relativistic REL) and
non-relativistic nuclon kinem atics and in this latter case, we present resultsw ith (SI) and w thout FSI NO REL)
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FIG.7: RPA and Coulomb (CB) corrections to electron and m uon neutrino and antineutrino Q E cross sections for di erent
nuclei, as a function of the neutrino energy.

e ects. Though FSI changes in portantly the shape of the di erential cross sections, it plays a m inor role when
one considers total cross sections. W hen m edium polarization e ects are not considered, F'SI provides signi cant
reductions (13-29% ) of the cross sections f22] However, when RPA corrections are included, the reductions becom es
m ore m oderate, always sn aller than 7% ; even there exist som e cases where F' ST enhances the cross sections. This
can be easily understood by looking at F jg.:i; where we show the di erential cross section as a function ofthe energy
transfer forE = 375M &V . T here, we see that F ST increases the cross section orhigh energy transfer. But for nuclear
excitation energies higher than those around the QE peak, the RPA corrections are certainly less in portant than in
the peak region. Hence, the RPA suppression of the F ST distrdbution is signi cantly sm aller than the RPA reduction
of the distribution determ ined by the ordinary Lindhard function.

VII. PREVIOUS RESULTS

T he sam e form alisn presented here hasbeen used in previousw orks studying real E_E'a] and virtual @'] photon inclusive
nuclear reactions. Excellent results both in the quasielastic and  excitation regions where obtained in these works.
To descrbe the peak and the "dip" regions, they included a high num ber of gauge boson absorption m odes so they
were able to study the reaction at higher nuclear excitation energies than those we have presented here. A's can be
seen for nstance in Fig. :LO the agreem ent w ith experin ent is excellent. Furthem ore, inclusive processes of the type

€eWN ), ©eNN), e’ ) were studied by m eans of a M onteC arlo sin ulation as presented i |24| that m ake use of
the nuclear and pion physicsm odels of Ed] and d Tt isbecause of the rem arkable succes of thism odel that we expect
our work to be highly reliable for CC reactions.
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FIG . 8: Muon neutrino di erential cross sections in calcium as a function of the lpton scattering angle (top) and of the
mom entum transfer (bottom ). Top: Cross sections, without F ST and using relativistic kinem atics for the nuclkons. C rosses
have been obtained without RPA and Coulomb e ects, whilk the curves have been obtained w ith the fullm odel (up to FSI
e ects). Bottom : Cross sections, obtained by using relativistic REL) and non-relativistic nuclon kinem atics results w ith
(FSI) and without WOREL) FSIe ects. W e also take into account RPA and Coulom b corrections (lower lines at the peak).

VIII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

W e have presented here a m any body approach to inclusive electrow eak reactions in nuclei, at intermm ediate energies
(nuclear excitation energiesbelow 500 M €V ). It system atically takes into account RPA ,SRC, (1232),FSIandMEC
e ects. The mesonnuclon and nuclkon-nuclkon dynam ics of the approach have been successfilly tested in form er

plonic reactions.
Tt has been tested succesfully in:

Realand virtual photo-absorption and ,N ,NN ,N electro and photoproduction processes in nuclei.

Charged current nduced inclisive neutrino *2C ( ; )X cross sections at low energies and Inclusive M uon
capture in Nuclei.

P redictions for Q E neutrino induced reactions in nuclki at intermm ediate energies of interest for fiture neutrino
experin ents have been presented.
O ur Intention is to im prove this approach by incliding contributions from resonance degrees of freedom and M EC
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TABLE III:M uon and electron neutrino and antineutrino inclusive Q E integrated cross sections from o

E o ( ; )X o (; THx
REL NOREL FSI| REL NOREL FSI
500 Pauli | 4600 4970 431.6] 1558 1684 1499
RPA | 3755 4130 389.8| 1134 1268 1297
375 Pauli | 3346 3548 2922| 1151 1226 1050
RPA | 2431 2639 2439| 798 879 875
250 Paulli | 155.7 1622 1225| 634 664 528
RPA 949 1019 936| 388 421 403

E %0 (e )X 0 (o;e" )X
REL NOREL FSI REL NOREL FSI
310 Pauli | 2814 2974 2406| 9841 1040 872
RPA | 1922 2090 1952| 659 724 730
220 Pauli | 1495 1562 1212| 60.7 636 510
RPA 90.1 973 928 368 400 402
130 Pauli | 370 383 288 211 219 169
RPA 206 223  233| 1009 119 128

3
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FIG .9: M uon neutrino QE di erential cross sections in *°0 asa function ofthe energy transfer. W e show results for relativistic

(long dashed line, 'REL’) and non-relativistic nucleon kinem atics with (solid line, 'FST’) and without (short dashed line,
'NOREL') FSIe ects. W e also show the e ect of RPA and Coulomb corrections (lower lines at the peak).

In the charged current reactions. W e also want to extend this form alisn to exclusive channels In neutral currents via
a M onteC arlo sin ulation.

IX. LIST OF SYM BOLS/NOMENCLATURE

W e have used ~ = c = 1 unis for formulas all throughout this work, however results in tables and gures are
presented In the ©llow ing units unless otherw ise noted.

K= LAB Jpton momenta, M eV E, = Energy of p m om entum Jepton, M eV
= Nuclearm atter density = Cross section, 10 “°amn?
~= Spin Paulim atrices ~ = Isospin Paulim atrices

ki = Fem imom entum forneutrons ki = Fem imomentum fr protons
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