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Abstract

In the present work, we investigate the neutral-current neutrino-nucleon scattering in the nu-

clear medium using various energy-density functional (EDF) models such as the KIDS (Korea-

IBS-Daegu-SKKU) and SLy4, together with the quark-meson coupling (QMC) model for the nu-

cleon form factors at finite density. The differential cross section (DCS) and neutrino mean free

path (NMFP) are computed numerically, considering the density-dependent nucleon form factors

(DDFF) and neutrino structural properties such as the neutrino magnetic moment (NMM) and its

electric charge radius (NCR). It turns out that the DDFF decreases the scattering cross-section,

while the NCR increases it considerably. The effect of the NMM turns out to be almost negligible.

We also observe that the value of the neutron effective mass is of importance in the neutron-star

cooling process, indicating that for the neutron effective mass larger than the mass in free space,

the neutrino can interact with matter at densities ρ & 1.5ρ0 in the neutron star with radius 13 km.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a recent work, we investigated the weak interaction of neutrinos in the homogeneous

neutron-star (NS) matter within the framework of Korea-IBS-Daegu-SKKU (KIDS) density

functional [1]. The work focused on the effect of uncertainties and/or corrections of the

nuclear matter equation of state (EoS), i.e., symmetry energy and nucleon effective mass,

to the neutrino mean free path (NMFP) within the NS systematically. We found that the

NMFP depends strongly on these uncertainties and/or corrections. Compared with the NS

radius, the NMFP could be as short as about half of the NS radius, but also could be larger

than the NS radius. Such wide range values of NMFP can lead to a different result in the

cooling behavior of the NS. Overall, the work of Ref. [1] demonstrated the importance of

the accurate determination of nuclear matter EoS in the neutrino weak interaction at finite

density and zero temperature. However, it is worth noting that in Ref. [1], the nucleons

are treated as point particles, while, in fact, the nucleon has a structure such as the elec-

tromagnetic form factor in the transverse momentum and parton distribution functions in

the longitudinal momentum. Such structure of the nucleon has been confirmed not only

theoretically [2], but also experimentally [3–6]. Moreover, in the past, many studies have

been done in investigating the neutral and charged current weak interaction of a neutrino

with the matter by considering the electromagnetic form factor in the free space [7–12]. In

the present work, we consider the structure of the nucleon–which is originally from non-

perturbative quantum chromodynamic (QCD) aspect of hadron and particle physics in both

free space and medium. It is well known that the electromagnetic form factors are expected

to be modified in the medium [13–18, 20]. Such medium effect can be non-negligible in the

model [21, 22], providing another source of the corrections that can affect the NMFP.

In most standard studies, neutrinos are assumed to be elementary particles. However,

several experiments show the non-zero values for the magnetic moment and charge radius of

the neutrino [23–29], although the evidence is not firmly established yet. More theoretical

studies and experiments using modern facilities like CONUS [30], DUNE [31], NOMAD [32],

MiniBooNe [33], MINERvA [34], Hyper-Kamiokande, and other reactor or accelerator exper-

iments as well as galactic or atmospheric neutrinos are really needed to collect more data in

order to establish the properties of the neutrino. If the neutrinos have an internal structure,

this evidence of neutrino moment magnetic (NMM) and charge radius (NCR) will signifi-
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cantly impact elementary particle physics, nuclear physics, astrophysics, and cosmology in

the standard model calculation.

In this study, we take into account the aforementioned uncertainties and/or corrections

from nuclear physics, hadron physics, elementary particle physics, i.e., nucleon form factor

(free space and medium), and NMM and NCR in the description of neutrino electro-weak

interaction at finite density and zero temperature. The values of the NMM and NCR are

obtained from experimental constraints [26, 29]. We then calculate the differential cross-

section (DCS) for the neutrino-nucleon scattering and NMFP of the neutrinos in the core

of the NS. The roles of the nucleon and neutrino corrections in the neutrino propagation

inside NS are explored in further detail. We find that the in-medium corrections of the

nucleon form factor and NCR give a significant impact on the DCS and NMFP. Compared

to the vacuum nucleon form factor (VFF), the density dependence of the nucleon form factor

(DDFF) decreases the DCS, implying an increase in the NMFP. The increase of the NMFP

is more significant at higher matter density. It means that the neutrino with the DDFF will

more freely escape from the core of NS. By taking an NMM value from the experimental

constraints [26], the DCS does not change significantly. This indicates that the NMM plays

a small role in the neutrino emission from the NS core. However, it is drastically changed

when we consider a finite NCR value, which is obtained from the experiment constraint [29].

It increases the DCS significantly in comparison with other scenarios without the NCR.

This shows that the neutrinos are more strongly interacting with the matter if the NCR

contribution is taken into account appropriately.

The present work is organized as follows: Section II is devoted to a brief description of the

theoretical framework. The numerical results and related discussions are given in Section

III. The final Section is devoted to the summary.

II. NEUTRINO-NUCLEON INTERACTION

Here we adopt four non-relativistic energy density functional (EDF) models: KIDS0,

KIDS-A, KIDS0-m*87, and SLy4 [1]. All the models have yielded identical values of the

saturation density ρ0 = 0.16 fm−3 and the binding energy per nucleon EB = 16 MeV. How-

ever, they have distinctive behavior for the EoS at densities below and above the saturation.
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K0 J L Ksym m∗s/M m∗v/M

KIDS0 240 32.8 49.1 −156.7 1.0 0.8

KIDS-A 230 33 66 −139.5 1.0 0.8

KIDS0-m*87 240 32.8 49.1 −156.7 0.8 0.7

SLy4 229.9 32 45.9 −119.7 0.7 0.8

TABLE I: Nuclear matter parameters of the models. K0, J , L and Ksym are in the units of MeV.

m∗s, m
∗
v and M denote the isoscalar effective mass, isovector effective mass, and nucleon mass in

free space, respectively

A conventional expansion of the energy per nucleon can be written as

E(ρ, δ) = E(ρ) + S(ρ)δ2 +O(δ3), (1)

E(ρ) = EB +
1

2
K0x

2 +O(x3), (2)

S(ρ) = J + Lx+
1

2
Ksymx

2 +O(x3), x =
ρ− ρ0

3ρ0
, δ =

ρn − ρp
ρ

. (3)

The parameters that characterize the density-dependence of EoS are summarized in Tab. I.

The KIDS0, KIDS0-m*87, and SLy4 models have similar density dependencies for the sym-

metry energy but are very different in the effective mass. On the other hand, the KIDS0 and

KIDS-A models have similar effective masses, whereas the symmetry energy for the KIDS-A

model is much stiffer than that for the KIDS0 model. Comparison among these models will

show the role of the effective mass and symmetry energy in the neutrino-nucleon interaction

in the nuclear medium.

The neutral-current weak and electromagnetic (EM) interactions for the neutrino-nucleon

scattering in the nuclear medium can be described in terms of the following effective La-

grangian:

L N
int =

GF√
2

(ν̄ΓµWν)
(
N̄JW

µ N
)

+
4αEM

q2
(ν̄ΓµEMν)

(
N̄JEM

µ N
)
, (4)

where the ν and N = (n, p) denote the neutrino and nucleon fields, respectively. The weak
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Target GA FW
1 FW

2 FEM
1 FEM

2

n −gA
2

−0.5 −1
2
(κp − κn)− 2 sin2 θwκn 0 κn

p gA
2

0.5− 2 sin2 θw
1
2
(κp − κn)− 2 sin2 θwκn 1 κp

TABLE II: Vacuum form factor values at q2 = 0. In the numerical calculation, we use sin2 θw =

0.231, gA = 1.260, κp = 1.793 and κn = −1.913.

and EM currents for the nucleon, JW
µ and JEM

µ are defined by

JW
µ = FW

1 (q2)γµ −GA(q2)γµγ
5 + iFW

2 (q2)
σµνq

ν

2M
+
Gp(q

2)

2M
qµγ

5,

JEM
µ = FEM

1 (q2)γµ + iFEM
2 (q2)

σµνq
ν

2M
. (5)

The values of the nucleon form factors GA and FW
1,2 at q2 = 0 in vacuum are summarized in

Tab. II.

Since we are interested in the density effects of the neutrino-nucleon scattering, the nu-

cleon form factors should be described as functions of density. For this purpose, the DDFFs

are calculated in the quark-meson coupling (QMC) model [18]. In the QMC model, the

standard values of the current quark mass mu = 5 MeV and nucleon bag radius in free space

RN = 0.8 fm are used. For more details on the model and related calculations, refer to

Ref. [18] and references therein.

The weak-interaction vertex of the Dirac neutrino in Eq. (4) can be written in the standard

V − A form as follows:

ΓµW = γµ(1− γ5), (6)

while the EM-interaction vertex is constructed in terms of the four independent form factors

in general

ΓµEM = f1γ
µ − i

2me

f2σ
µνqν + g1

(
gµν − qµqν

q2

)
γνγ

5 − i

2me

g2σ
µνqνγ

5. (7)

Here, f1, g1, f2, and g2 are called the Dirac, anapole, magnetic, and electric form factors as

functions of q2, respectively. The NCR is simply defined by

〈
R2
ν

〉
≡
〈
R2
V

〉
+
〈
R2
A

〉
, (8)
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where RV and RA are the vector and axial-vector charge radii, which are defined by

〈
R2
V

〉
= 6

df1(q
2)

dq2

∣∣∣∣
q2=0

,
〈
R2
A

〉
= 6

dg1(q
2)

dq2

∣∣∣∣
q2=0

. (9)

By doing this, we can explore the effects of the spatial extension of the neutrino in the

medium. In the Breit frame with q0 = 0, we can use the approximate relation:

f1(q
2) ' −1

6

〈
R2
V

〉
q2, g1(q

2) ' −1

6

〈
R2
A

〉
q2. (10)

At q2 = 0, f2(q
2) and g2(q

2) define the NMM and charge-parity violating electric dipole

moment as

µmν = f2(0)µB and µeν = g2(0)µB, (11)

from which we can define the effective NMM as

µ2
ν ≡ (µmν )2 + (µeν)

2 (12)

with the Bohr magneton µB = e
2me

, where e and me is the electron unit charge and mass,

respectively.

The DCS density for the neutrino-nucleon scattering in the weak and EM neutral-current

interactions is given by

1

V

d3σ

dE ′ν d
2Ω

= − 1

16π2

E ′ν
Eν

[G2
F

2

(
Lαβν ΠIm

αβ

)
W

+
16π2αEM2

q2
(
Lαβν ΠIm

αβ

)
EM

+
8πGFαEM

q2
√

2

(
Lαβν ΠIm

αβ

)
INT

]
(13)

where E ′ν and Eν are respectively the final and initial neutrino energies. The detailed forms

of Lν and ΠIm for the weak, EM, and interference terms are given in Refs. [8, 11, 18].

The inverse of the neutrino mean free path (NMFP) is determined by integrating the

DCS in Eq. (13) over q0 and |q|, resulting in

λ−1(Eν) = 2π

∫ (2Eν−q0)

q0

d|q|
∫ 2Eν

0

dq0
|q|
EνE ′ν

[
1

V

d3σ

dE ′νd
2Ω

]
. (14)

Here, E ′ν = Eν − q0.
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FIG. 1: Normalized density-dependent weak form factors (DDFF) for the nucleon as functions of

Q2 and ρ from the QMC model [19]: (a) GA(Q2, ρ)/GA(0, 0), (b) FW1 (Q2, ρ)/FW1 (0, 0), and (c)

FW2 (Q2, ρ)/FW2 (0, 0).

III. NUMERICAL RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In this Section, we present the numerical results with detailed discussions for the DDFF,

DCR, and NMFP.

A. Nucleon DDFF

As mentioned already, since we are interested in the neutrino-nucleon scattering inside

the nuclear medium, density effects should be taken into account carefully for the nucleon

form factors. For this purpose, we employ the QMC model [19]. In Fig. 1, we depict the

numerical results for the normalized density-dependent weak form factors for the nucleon

as functions of Q2 and ρ/ρ0, showing (a) GA(Q2, ρ)/GA(0, 0), (b) FW
1 (Q2, ρ)/FW

1 (0, 0), and

(c) FW
2 (Q2, ρ)/FW

2 (0, 0) for the proton. Typical Q2 dependencies are shown in the DDFF,

while the density dependencies are rather different from each other. Note that the FW
1 is

almost independent of the density in the low Q2 region, in which we are interested mostly,

whereas the GA decreases with respect to the density, as shown in panel (a) of Fig. 1. This

decreasing behavior of the GA can be understood by the lower component of the quark

spinor L(r) ∝ O(1/M∗
q ) is enhanced more than its upper component U (r) ∝ O(1) as

functions of the density, when it is calculated using the three-point quark operator [19, 36]:

GA ≡
∫
d3r [U 2(r)− L2(r)] > 1. On the contrary, the FW

2 increases with respect to the

density, and this tendency originated from FW
2 ≡

∫
d3rU (r)L(r). From the numerical

calculations, we verified that the contributions from the GA are the most dominant to
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FIG. 2: Triple isotropic differential cross-section (DCS) of the neutrino-nucleon scattering as a

function of the transferred energy q0 for ρ = (1.0 − 3.0) ρ0 for the (a) KIDS0, (b) KIDS-A, (c)

KIDS0-m*87, and (d) SLy4 models. The numerical results are given with the vacuum form factor

DCS+VFF, DCS+DDFF, DCS+DDFF+NMM, and DCS+DDFF+NCR.

describe the scattering cross-section. Hence, with the DDFF, the scattering cross-section

will be reduced with respect to the density in comparison to that without it. It is worth

mentioning that the result for the GA at saturation density, for instance, turns out to be

consistent with other theoretical calculations [35–37]. Although we do not show the EM form

factors here, we verify that their density dependencies are not significant in the cross-section.

B. Neutrino-nucleon scattering DCS

The numerical results for the DCS are depicted as a function of q0 for the densities

ρ = ρ0 (left), 2ρ0 (middle), and 3ρ0 (right) in Fig. 2. In each row, we compute the DCS

using different EDF models, i.e., KIDS0, KIDS-A, KIDS0-m*87, and SLy4 from top to
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bottom. In order to explore the effects of the new ingredients DDFF, NMM, and NCR, we

separately show the results with the vacuum form factor (VFF), DDFF, DDFF+NMM, and

DDFF+NMM+NCR (long-dashed). Note that the VFF indicates the DDFF at ρ = 0.

First, we explain the overall tendency depending on the different EDF models. It is

obvious that the DCS from KIDS0 and KIDS-A are qualitatively larger than those from

KIDS0-m*87 and SLy4, although quantitative differences are still shown. As discussed in

detail in Ref. [1], the larger DCS is originated from the effective neutron mass following the

condition M∗
n &Mn, where Mn is the neutron mass in a vacuum, as in KIDS0 and KIDS-A.

This observation can be basically explained by that the DCS is proportional to the O(M∗
N)

and O(M∗2
N ) terms from the spin summation over the nucleonic tensor given in Eq. (13).

Physically, the increasing nucleon mass in the scattering process results in decreasing energy

transfer ∆q0 in the t channel at a certain
√
s value. In turn, the interaction time increases,

resulting in a larger cross-section from ∆q0∆τ & ~/s, where the τ stands for the interaction

time. The difference between the models becomes more obvious as the density increases

as also reported previously in Ref. [1]. The different endpoints of each cross-section are

determined by the effective nucleon masses depending on the models.

As for the effects of the DDFF, it turns out that the inclusion of the DDFF provides a

non-negligible reduction of the cross-section in comparison to that of VFF. Moreover, the

reduction becomes more significant as the density increases. If we compare the maximum

values with the DCS+DDFF with those of the DCS+VFF, the reduction rates are 0.83,

0.77, and 0.71 at ρ = ρ0, 2ρ0, and 3ρ0, respectively, and it is weakly dependent on the EDF

models as shown in the figure. Hence, consequently, the decreasing behavior of the DCS can

be understood in terms of the in-medium behavior of the DDFF, especially GA, as already

discussed in the previous subsection.

Now we are in a position to discuss the effects of NMM in the DCS. Here, we used

µν = 2.9×10−11µB for the numerical calculations. This value is constrained from the exper-

iment [26] and close to the astronomical observation [38]. By comparing the DCS+DDFF

(dotted) and DCS+DDFF+NMM (dashed) in Fig. 2, it is obvious that the NMM gives

negligible contributions to the scattering process. Note that the neutrino magnetic tensor

currents including the NMM are proportional to q0 as shown in Eq. (7). Hence, the effects

of the NMM in the DCS are considerably suppressed in the low q0 region as shown in Fig. 2,

in addition to its extremely small value ∝ 10−11 µB, in comparison to other scales such as
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µn and µp in the scattering process.

The NCR relates to the neutrino electric vector current as in Eq. (7) and indicates the EM

structure of the particle, although the neutrino has been believed to be a point-like particle

in general. In the LAMPF experiment for the measurement νee
− → νee

− [29], the NCR was

estimated by Rν = 3.5 × 10−5 MeV−1. Using this value in the numerical calculations, the

results are given in the long-dashed line in the figure. Very interestingly, all DCS increase

considerably with the NCR commonly for the different EDF models. The effects of the NCR

are especially profound for the SLy4 model. We also note that the increase of the DCS due

to the NCR is less sensitive to the density as expected since the neutrino EM current is not

dependent on the density. The drastic changes observed in the DCS due to the NCR can

be understood physically by the spatial extension of the neutrino wave function, increasing

the overlap with that for the nucleon, resulting in a rapidly growing DCS.

C. NMFP

Finally, we present the numerical results for the NMFP in Fig. 3 in the same manner as

that for the DCS given above. The NMFP is one of the critical quantities that affect the

cooling rate of the NS. It is also proportional by construction to the inverse of the DCS, so

one can easily expect that shorter NMFP at a certain density for M∗
n & Mn in the KIDS0

and KIDS-A models in comparison to others, as shown in the figure. In common for all the

cases, the NMFP is a decreasing function of the density, except for the NMFP+DDFF and

NMFP+DDFF+NMM in the SLy4 model, being consistent with the consideration that the

neutrino-nucleon interaction rate increases in a dense matter.

In the low-density region, where VFF∼DDFF, the NMFP+VFF, and NMFP+DDFF are

close to each other as expected, and the difference gets larger as the density grows for all the

cases. The effects of the NCR turn out to be critical throughout the densities, decreasing the

NMFP by ∼ 5 km on average. Again, the NNM does not make any significant contributions

to the NMFP, being consistent with the DCS results. Taking into account that the radius

of the NS whose mass is 1.4� is R1.4M� . 13 km [39], indicated by the horizontal shaded

line, as for the results from the KIDS0 and KIDS-A models, the neutrino can not escape

freely from the NS beyond ρ ≈ 1.5ρ0. In contrast, the neutrino seldom experiences weak

and EM interactions until it escapes from the NS for the KIDS0-m*87 and SLy4 models.
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FIG. 3: Neutrino mean free path (NMFP) as a function of density for the (a) KIDS0, (b) KIDS-A,

(c) KIDS0-m*87, and (d) SLy4 modes. The numerical results are given with the vacuum form

factor NMFP+VFF (dotted), NMFP+DDFF (dashed), and NMFP+DDFF+NCR (long-dashed).

The shaded area stands for the region RNS = 13 km, an upper bound for the radius of 1.4M� mass

NS.

For instance, there is almost no delay of the neutrino emission for RNS ≈ 10 km because

NMFP is always larger than RNS.

Interestingly, the NMFP+DDFF for the SLy4 model shows an increasing curve beyond

ρ ≈ ρ0, being different from others. That obvious difference shown in the SLy4 model is

caused by the smallest neutron-effective mass among the EDF models [1] in addition to

the considerable DDFF effects, which make the DCS reduced. From this observation, the

importance of the effective mass is crucial in analyzing the cooling processes of the NS via

the neutrinos. Since the range of the NMFP predicted by the different EDF models is very

wide, the application of the present results to the calculation of thermal evolution of the NS

should be necessarily followed up.
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Here is a discussion on the effect of symmetry energy. A comparison of the KIDS0 and

KIDS-A models shows clearly the role of the symmetry energy because the two models differ

in symmetry energy but have similar effective masses. In the result of both DCS and NMFP,

the two models show similar behavior up to 3ρ0, so the stiffness of the symmetry energy

appears to be insignificant. Symmetry energy has a direct effect on the particle fraction,

giving a larger proton fraction with stiffer symmetry energy. A large proton fraction can

ignite the direct URCA process which leads to super fast cooling of the NS. In addition,

it’s been shown in [1] that the particle fraction shows sizable dependence on the symmetry

energy at densities higher than 3ρ0. Therefore, the effect of the symmetry energy could be

probed correctly when the NS cooling is considered explicitly.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the present work, we have investigated the neutral-current neutrino-nucleon scattering

in the nuclear medium using the quark-meson coupling (QMC) model together with the four

different energy-density functional (EDF) models, i.e., KIDS0, KIDS-A, KIDS0-m*87, and

SLy4. The nucleon density-dependent form factor (DDFF), differential cross-section (DCS),

and neutrino mean free path (NMFP) were computed numerically at various densities. In

addition, we also explored the effects of the finite neutrino magnetic moment (NMM) and

its EM size via the charge radius (NCR). Below, we list relevant observations found in the

present work:

• Among the weak DDFFs, GA is a decreasing function of the density, and vice versa

for FW
2 , whereas FW

1 is almost insensitive to the density in the small Q2 region. These

opposite behaviors between GA and FW
2 can be understood by the different combina-

tions of the density-dependent lower and upper components of the quark spinor in the

QMC model. We also find out that the lower part is more sensitive to density and

increases with respect to it. The density dependencies in the EM DDFFs turn out to

be weak.

• The DCS increases with respect to the density in general and is larger in the KIDS0

and KIDS-A models which have M∗
n & Mn in comparison to other EDF models. The

dominant contribution among the weak DDFFs turns out to be GA, and it makes the

12



DCS gets reduced with respect to the density as understood by the above discussions.

The effect of the NMM is almost negligible since it is highly suppressed in the small

q0 region. The finite NCR indicates a larger overlap with the nucleon wave function,

resulting in the drastic increase of the DCS.

• The NMFP which is inversely proportional to the DCS is scrutinized in the same

manner as the DCS. The weak DDFF GA makes the NMFP increase as understood

by its density dependence. The inclusion of the NCR drastically decreases the NMFP

by about 5 km on average within the models. If we take RNS ≈ 13 km for instance in

the present theoretical framework, the neutrino escapes from the NS almost without

interactions up to ρ ≈ 3ρ0 for M∗
n .Mn. On the contrary for M∗

n &Mn, DCS increases

as density increases, and it leads to NMFP shorter than the NS radius. A decrease

in NMFP implies that the interaction of the neutrino with NS matter becomes more

probable, and it can impose a non-negligible effect to the thermal evolution of the NS

As discussed previously, there are considerable theoretical uncertainties in the present

theoretical framework, depending on the EDF models, density-dependent form factors, and

neutrino properties. Hence, to construct a more realistic theoretical model and determine

model parameters consistently, it is necessary to investigate the NS thermal evolution. Re-

lated works will appear elsewhere.
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