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Abstract

In view of the great interest in liquid argon neutrino detectors, the 40Ar(γ, γ′)40Ar*

reaction was revisited to guide a calculation of the neutral current neutrino
cross section at supernova energies. Using the nuclear resonance fluorescence
technique with a monoenergetic, 99% linearly polarized photon beam, we
report a three-fold increase in magnetic dipole strength at around 10 MeV in
40Ar. Based on shell-model calculations, and using the experimentally iden-
tified transitions, the neutral current neutrino cross sections for low-energy
reactions on 40Ar are calculated.

Keywords:

1. Introduction

Many current and planned neutrino facilities are based on liquid-argon
(LAr) detector designs, for example DUNE [1], the Deep Underground Neu-
trino Experiment, at the Sanford Underground Research Facility (SURF) in
South Dakota [2]. While the focus of these neutrino platforms is state-of-the-
art neutrino oscillation studies, most LAr projects are also poised to detect
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neutrinos from core-collapse supernovae (SN). Although the charged-current
(CC) signal for SN neutrinos in LAr detectors has been studied [3] via the
reactions

νe +40 Ar→40 K∗ + e−

and
ν̄e +40 Ar→40 Cl∗ + e+ ,

information on a neutral-current (NC) signal in the energy region of interest
is very limited. In this Letter we concentrate on the nuclear excitation of
40Ar nuclei in LAr by the NC neutrino interaction

ν +40 Ar→ ν ′ +40 Ar∗,

and the corresponding, de-excitation γ-ray signals, which could shed light on
the physics of core-collapse SN neutrino bursts. The measured M1 and E1
strength was used to estimate the CC and NC cross sections for the neutrino
induced reactions on 40Ar.

Li et al. [4] reported the first observation of a spin-flip magnetic dipole
(M1) transition in 40Ar at 9.757 MeV with an assigned strength of B(M1 ↑
)=0.148(59)µ2

N . Shell-model calculations [4] suggested this state was one
fragment of the spin-flip M1 strength in 40Ar. Recently, Gayer et al. [5],
studied dipole and quadrupole excited states of 40Ar between 4.2 and 7.7
MeV. In LAr detectors the de-excitation γ rays are detected via electron-
positron pair production, favoring γ rays of energies above the energy range
studied in Ref. [5]. The large uncertainty associated with the B(M1 ↑) value
in [4] and the possibility of locating additional M1 strength around 10 MeV
motivated us to revisit the 40Ar(γ, γ′)40Ar reaction and calculate the NC
cross section, which is closely related to B(M1 ↑) at very low energies [6].

2. Experimental measurement of magnetic dipole strength

The Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence (NRF) technique [7, 8, 9, 10] was
used to measure the magnetic dipole strength B(M1 ↑) at the High-Intensity
Gamma-Ray Source (HIγS) [11] of the Triangle Universities Nuclear Labo-
ratory (TUNL) [12]. Linearly polarized (99%) and quasi-monoenergetic 9.88
MeV photons were produced via Compton back-scattering of 543 MeV elec-
trons from 548 nm free-electron laser photons. After traveling 53 m in a
high-vacuum tube the photon beam passed through a 1.27 cm diameter and
15 cm long lead collimator located approximately 4 m upstream of the 40Ar
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target. The energy was centered at 9.88 MeV, with approximately 300 keV
full width at half maximum. The average photon flux during the approxi-
mate 36.5-hour 40Ar irradiation was 2×107γ/s. The 40Ar target consisted of
an 84 mm inner diameter vessel made of 1 mm thick aluminum covered by a
4 mm thick layer of carbon fiber to accommodate the 40Ar pressure of 307.1
atm.

A schematic of the experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1. Four High-
Purity Germanium (HPGe) detectors were used to record the scattered γ
rays from 40Ar. Two 60% efficient HPGe detectors (relative to a 3

′′ × 3
′′

NaI detector) were placed in the horizontal plane at polar angle θ = 90o

on either side of the incident photon beam at azimuthal angle φ = 0o and
180o to record de-excitation γ rays of M1 character, while a 100% efficient
HPGe detector was positioned in the vertical plane at θ = 90o below the
photon beam at φ = 270o to record de-excitation γ rays of electric dipole
(E1) nature. A fourth, 60% efficient HPGe detector was placed at θ=127o

and φ = 135o to check on unlikely de-excitation γ rays of electric quadrupole
(E2) nature. The distance between the center of the argon container and the
front face of the HPGe detectors #1, #2, #3, and #4 (see Fig. 1) is 13.7 cm,
12.8 cm, 13.8 cm, and 11.4 cm, respectively. The detector diameters ranged
from 6.46 to 6.97 cm. A thin-walled, 238U-based fission-ionization chamber
was positioned downstream of the 40Ar cell to record the incident photon
flux [13].

A typical HPGe detector spectrum obtained with the vertical detector in
the 9.4 to 10.2 MeV γ-ray energy range is shown in Fig. 2 (a). This spectrum
is dominated by the strong E1 transition from the decay of the 9849 keV
state in 40Ar. Fig. 2 (a) also shows a normalized γ-ray spectrum measured
with the filled 40Ar cell replaced by an empty one, clearly indicating that
there are no interfering γ-ray transitions in the region of interest resulting
from the aluminum and/or carbon fiber of the containment vessel, the lead
collimators, and the environment. Fig. 2 (b) presents the γ-ray spectrum
recorded with one of the two horizontal HPGe detectors. This spectrum
features M1 transitions in 40Ar and is richer than the associated E1 spectrum
presented in Fig. 2 (a). The known M1 transition at 9757 keV is clearly seen.
However, there is also a comparably strong γ-ray transition at 9840 keV, and
weaker γ-ray lines originating from levels in 40Ar at 9697.5, 9805.6, 9871.7,
9893.9, 10020.5 and 10033.9 keV. A comparison of the 9840 keV γ-ray line
with others, including that at 9757 keV, shows that the line in question
is broader than those in its vicinity. According to Figs. 2 (a) and 2 (b)
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Figure 1: Schematic of experimental setup. The linearly polarized (in the horizontal plane)
photon beam enters from the left side and passes through an 40Ar filled container, which
is viewed by four HPGe detectors, the angles of which are given in the text. The photon
flux is monitored by the 238U fission chamber shown on the right side.

the energy of the very strong E1 transition of 9849 keV almost coincides
with that of the M1 transition at 9.840 MeV. Inspecting Fig. 2 of Li et al.
[4] we note that the new M1 transition at 9840 keV is also seen in this
work, but without mention in the text. Monte-Carlo calculations performed
for the present geometrical arrangement of the 40Ar target and the HPGe
detectors predict that our measured M1 spectrum includes a contamination
of approximately 3% of the E1 yield, resulting in a 23% reduction of the M1
strength at 9849 keV. This conclusion is in agreement with a two-Gaussian
fit attempt to the line shape recorded at 9849 keV, as can be seen from
Fig. 3. Focusing on the energy calibration of our HPGe detectors, we note
that natural background lines, and γ-ray test sources, including 56Co, were
used to cover the energy range up to 3.45 MeV. Beyond this energy, known
γ-ray transitions in 27Al excited by the incident photon beam were used to
extend the energy calibration up to 10 MeV. This procedure provided results
consistent with previous energy assignments for states in 40Ar.

The normalized 40Ar-out spectra were subtracted from the 40Ar-in spec-
tra, with the normalization factor deduced from the yields recorded with the
238U based fission chamber referred to earlier.
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The dipole strengths are defined as [14]

B(E1 ↑) = 2.866× 10−3Γ0/ω
3 e2fm2

and
B(M1 ↑) = 0.2592 Γ0/ω

3µ2
n MeV3/meV.

Here, Γo is the elastic scattering width and ω is the excitation energy of the
state. Inspecting our spectra, we find no evidence for inelastic transitions
from the strong E1 and M1 states of interest to the 1st excited 2+ or other
higher excited states in 40Ar. We conclude that possible inelastic processes
are very small, justifying the relation Γ0 = Γf = Γ with an uncertainty of
5%. Γ and Γf refer to the total and partial width for de-excitation to the
excited final state f , respectively. Therefore, the NRF cross section is given
by [15]

Is = g (π~/ω)2 Γ0 (1)

with spin factor g = (2Jx + 1)/(2Jg.s. + 1) = 3 for the even-even target
nucleus 40Ar with Jπg.s. = 0+.

Alternatively, the cross section is defined as [15]

Is = A/ (ΦγεγnArW (θ, φ)t) . (2)

Here, A refers to the photo-peak yield, Φγ is the photon flux per second
per eV, εγ is the HPGe detector photo-peak efficiency, nAr the number of
40Ar nuclei per cm3, W (θ, φ) is the angular distribution function (1.5 for
point geometry in case of M1) and finally, t represents the irradiation time
in seconds.

The efficiency of the HPGe detectors was determined by using calibrated
γ-ray check sources with energies up to 3.45 MeV. The Monte-Carlo based
MCNP6 [16] code was used to simulate and match the measured efficiency
of our HPGe detectors. The MCNP6 calculations were then used to provide
the HPGe detector efficiencies at the higher energies of interest.

The 40Ar density was obtained by weighing the empty and filled cell and
by determining its inner dimensions. Finally, from Monte-Carlo simulations
of the experimental setup the value W = 1.45 was obtained. Equating Eqns.
1 and 2 provides the elastic scattering width Γ0 needed to determine B(E1 ↑)
and B(M1 ↑) values.

5



Table I presents our results for Γ0, B(M1 ↑) and B(E1 ↑). There, level
energies ω rather than γ-ray transition energies Eγ are given. In addition to
each level’s statistical fit uncertainty, a 1 keV uncertainty was assessed for
the HPGe detector energy calibration. As stated above, prior to the present
work only the M1 transition of Eγ=9757 keV was known [4]. This state and
its associated strength were confirmed in the present experiment. In addition
to this transition seven M1 states were identified, with one at ω=9841.3 keV
of similar strength. The combined strength of the remaining six states is
comparable to the strength of these two dominant states. The E1 states and
associated strengths are in good agreement with those of Moreh et al. [17],
except for the 9840 keV state, which is identified in the present work as a
parity doublet of B(E1 ↑) at ω=9839.7 keV and B(M1 ↑) at ω=9841.3 keV,
with total elastic width Γ0 as found in Ref. [17].

The main uncertainties associated with the present experimental data
are caused by uncertainties in photon flux, γ-ray detection efficiency, and
assumptions made in determining the elastic scattering width Γ0. Statistical
uncertainties were smaller for all the transitions observed. A 15% uncertainty
was assigned to the total M1 strength of B(M1 ↑) = 651(98)×10−3µ2

N found
in the present experiment in the 40Ar excitation energy range between 9700
keV and 10200 keV.

3. Shell-model calculations of the neutral-current neutrino cross
section

At SN energies, NC neutrino-induced nuclear transitions in 40Ar are dom-
inated by allowed transitions from the Jπ = 0+ ground state to Jπ = 1+

excited states [6]. This allows us to use the energies of 1+ states in 40Ar de-
termined in the present work and by Gayer et al. [5], together with detailed
nuclear structure calculations, to calculate a low-energy approximation to
the cross section for the inelastic scattering event 40Ar(ν(ν̄), ν ′(ν̄ ′))40Ar*.

The simplest approach is to follow the method used in Ref. [6], which
assumes (1) that all M1 transitions are entirely isovector spin-flip in nature,
so that B(M1 ↑) is directly related to the Gamow-Teller strength (B(GT )),
and (2) that the leading-order, Gamow-Teller operator (στ3) dominates in
the expansion of the nuclear four-current density. To leading order in initial
neutrino energy, E, the NC neutrino cross section for a 0+ → 1+ excitation
of energy ω is

σ = G2
FV

2
ud(E − ω)2B(GT )/π , (3)
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which is then summed over all 1+ excitations to obtain a total cross-section
prediction. Although this “M1” approximation is good at low SN energies,
it omits all higher-order operators that determine the cross section, and, for
example, the interference terms distinguishing neutrinos from antineutrinos
are not included.

The formalism for calculating the all-orders neutrino- and antineutrino-
nucleus interaction cross sections, assuming knowledge of the structure of the
states involved, is given by O’Connell, Donnelly and Walecka (ODW) [18].
To implement our second approach, we used the ODW formalism, with the
experimentally determined excitation energies of the 1+ states in 40Ar and
a state-dependent scaling of the one-body density matrix elements from our
shell-model calculations, that reproduces the observed B(M1 ↑).

We carried out six different shell model calculations for M1 distributions
in 40Ar using OXBASH [19] with effective interactions sdpfnow [20], sdpfu
[21] and sdpfmu [22]. We used two model spaces: (1) valence protons are in
sd shells, neutron sd shells are completely filled and two additional valence
neutrons are in f7/2 and p3/2; (2) valence protons are in sd shells and, in
addition to filled neutron sd shells, two valence neutrons are in fp shells. In all
models, we found that the predicted B(M1 ↑) for states above 5 MeV were
predominantly spin-flip, but below 5 MeV, the orbital 1+ operator matrix
elements interfered with the Gamow-Teller strengths.

We observed that scaling the nuclear structure one-body density matrix
elements for each of the different shell model calculations to reproduce the
experimental energy and B(M1) value for every state separately led to a set
of cross sections that was quite dependent on the model. However, we found
that if we grouped the 14 1+ states to make up 5 main states, the model
dependence of the predicted cross section was reduced considerably. For this
grouping, we chose the 5 states close in energy to the experimental states that
exhibit strong M1 strengths, with chosen excitation energies 4.473, 5.393,
6.085, 7.25, 9.8 MeV, as summarized in Fig. 4. For each of these 5 states,
we defined the B(M1) strength to be the sum of the observed experimental
strengths close to that energy. The shell-model states close in energy to each
of the 5 states were also grouped and the one-body density matrix elements
scaled to reproduced the 5 (summed) B(M1) values.

The resulting predicted cross sections are shown in Fig. 5 alongside the
“M1” approximation in Eqn. 3. As expected, our two approaches give very
similar predictions for the NC cross section as E−ω approaches zero. Above
about 20 MeV, contributions from operators at higher order in momentum
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suppress the predicted neutrino and antineutrino cross sections, while caus-
ing the neutrino and antineutrino cross sections to diverge from one another.
It is straightforward to confirm this deviation from the “M1” approximation
for a general nuclear transition by expanding the necessary operators ap-
pearing in the ODW formalism as a function of momentum transfer, using
the tables of Donnelly and Haxton [23]. Our estimate of the uncertainty on
the predicted neutrino and antineutrino cross sections is 43%, which comes
from a combination of the 15% uncertainty in the observed B(M1) values
and an approximate 40% uncertainty in the shell-model predictions above 5
MeV. The latter shell-model uncertainty estimate is an estimate based on
the differences seen between the scaled ungrouped and the grouped shell-
model predictions. However, we note that the predictions of the individual
shell model spaces and two-body interactions are likely considerably more
uncertain.

4. Conclusion

In summary, an NRF experiment was performed with a monoenergetic
and linearly polarized photon beam of Eγ = 9.88 MeV. Photons are uniquely
suited to excite dipole states in 0+ ground-state nuclei. The use of a linearly
polarized photon beam allows for an unambiguous distinguishing between E1
and M1 de-excitation γ rays, while the monoenergetic nature of the beam
provides a straightforward way to determine potential contributions to the
dipole strength from inelastic γ-ray transitions. Both features are excluded
when using Bremsstrahlung beams in NRF experiments. The strength and
character of 15 dipole states were determined in the 500 keV energy range
between 9700 keV and 10200 keV. In addition to the already known M1
γ-ray transition with Eγ = 9757 keV [4], seven new M1 transitions were
identified in the present work. Most notable, the M1 state at 9841.3 keV
with B(M1 ↑) = (149± 14)× 10−3µ2

N , which was first reported in [17], but
without any parity assignment. The total M1 strength found in this work
is B(M1 ↑) = 651(98) × 10−3µ2

N . Compared to the previously reported M1
strength of 148(59) × 10−3µ2

N , an increase by almost a factor of 3.4 is ob-
served, resulting in a corresponding increase in the neutral-current supernova
neutrino interaction cross section of 40Ar in the energy regime accessible with
the large LAr detectors at DUNE [1] and the existing detectors IKARUS [24],
ArgoNeuT [25], and the DUNE prototype detectors MicroBOONE [26] and
ProtoDUNE [27].
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The close relationship between the spin-isovector component of the M1
and the Gamow-Teller transition probabilities was used to calculate the neu-
tral current neutrino and antineutrino cross sections for reactions with 40Ar.
The predicted cross sections are based on shell-model calculations that were
scaled to reproduce our measured M1 strengths and 1+ excitation energies.
The leading-order approximation is found to be accurate for neutrinos at low
supernova energies (up to about 20-30 MeV). The inclusion of operators at
all-orders in momentum transfer suppresses both and distinguishes between
the neutrino and antineutrino cross sections above 20 MeV.
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Figure 2: (a) γ-ray energy spectrum obtained with vertical HPGe detector and filled
40Ar cell (red). This detector records E1 de-excitation γ rays. The peaks are identified
by the excitation energies of 40Ar, as reported in Table 1. Also shown is the normalized
spectrum measured with the empty cell (green). (b) Same as in (a), but for the horizontal
HPGe detector #2, which records M1 de-excitation γ-rays. Note the logarithmic vertical
scale.
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Figure 3: Approximate decomposition of the γ-ray line shape observed in the 9830 keV
to 9855 keV energy region with HPGe detector #2. The Gaussian centered at 9849 keV
is a contamination resulting from the strong E1 transition in 40Ar, while the Gaussian
centered at 9840 keV is the M1 transition of interest.
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Table 1: Experimental results for Jπ = 1+ and Jπ = 1− states from 9700 to 10200 keV of
excitation in 40Ar.

ω (keV) Jπ Γ0 (meV) B(M1 ↑) (10−3µ2
N)

9697.5 ± 1.4 1+ 233 ± 27 66 ± 8
9758.3 ± 1.1 1+ 692 ± 60 193 ± 17
9805.6 ± 1.3 1+ 272 ± 26 75 ± 7
9841.3 ± 1.3 1+ 566 ± 52 154 ± 14
9871.7 ± 1.2 1+ 223 ± 21 60 ± 6
9893.9 ± 1.4 1+ 116 ± 12 31 ± 3
10020.5 ± 1.7 1+ 71 ± 12 18 ± 3
10033.9 ± 1.4 1+ 210 ± 25 54 ± 6

B(E1 ↑) (10−3 e2 fm2)
9839.7 ± 1.2 1− 875 ± 78 2.6 ± 0.2
9849.3 ± 1.4 1− 6527 ± 530 19.6 ± 1.6
9943.3 ± 1.5 1− 123 ± 18 0.4 ± 0.1
9951.2 ± 1.2 1− 470 ± 44 1.4 ± 0.1
10091.2 ± 1.4 1− 601 ± 67 1.7 ± 0.2
10152.3 ± 1.7 1− 1463 ± 193 4.0 ± 0.5
10179.7 ± 1.7 1− 1340 ± 442 3.6 ± 1.2
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formalism of ODW [18].
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