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Abstract

We calculate muon-neutrino (v,,) scattering off C via charged current (CC) by exploiting the 236
MeV v, from the kaon-decay-at-rest (KDAR). In this energy region, since both inelastic scattering
below the quasielastic (QE) region and the QE scattering contribute simultaneously, we combine
the inelastic scattering obtained by the QRPA and the QE scattering obtained by distorted wave
born approximation (DWBA) based on the relativistic mean field (RMF) theory. We compare the
results to the data from MiniBooNE. Further, since the KDR v, CC scattering may have angle
dependence of outgoing muon, we investigate the differential angular dependent cross section in the
VM—IQC scattering and compare to the results by v,-!1?C scattering. These results could be useful

for the calibration of the forthcoming KDAR neutrino cross section experiments.



I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino (v) (antineutrino (7))-induced reactions on complex nuclei play important roles
on understanding not only the nuclear structure probed by the weak interaction [IH7], but
also exploring some key v-parameters relevant to the v-physics [8,9]. For example, neutrino
mass hierarchy, matter effects of v-oscillation, v-self interaction as well as the information of
the matter contents may be constrained through detailed analysis of nuclear abundances in
core collapsing supernova (SN) explosions [0-11]. Recently, much interest has been focused
on the neutrino (v)-process [8H13] for medium and medium-heavy nuclei as well as light
elements because emitted neutrino flux is expected to be sufficiently high enough to produce
some specific nuclei blocked by f-decay due to the surrounding stable seed nuclei, in spite of
small cross sections of the weak interaction. Therefore, cross sections for neutrino (antineu-
trino)-—nucleus (v(7)—-A) reactions are to be treated as important input data for network
calculations estimating relevant nuclear abundances, in specific, for the weak rapid process
[T4-16]. Not only for the nucleosynthesis, but also for the analysis of recent accelerator-
based and reactor-based neutrino experiments one needs also detailed understanding of the
relevant neutrino-nucleus cross section [17].

Since most neutrinos for these experiments are usually produced via decay-in-flight (DIF)
and three-body beta decay of the pions and/or kaons created in proton-nucleus scattering,
they have a broad range of energies, which causes a major stumbling block and needs the
reconstruction of the incident neutrino energy with a specific model in the experimental
analysis. In addition to the issues associated with the reconstruction of the neutrino energy,
the precise evaluation of the underlying nuclear response functions to the electro-weak inter-
action gives rise to some nuclear model dependence on the interpretation of the experimental
observables due to the shortage of the weak-interacting nuclear structure as well as their
feeble cross sections.

Kaon-decays-at-rest (KDAR) neutrinos offer an optimized opportunity to study neutrino-
nucleus interactions without the broad energy complications raised by the neutrinos coming
from meson decay-in-flight (DIF). Besides the important study of the sterile neutrino study
by the KDAR neutrino [18-20], these mono-energetic 236-MeV v, beam presents an excellent
tool for more unambiguous calibration of cross sections and the determination of weak-

interaction parameters inside nuclei. Therefore, KDAR v, could be very useful for reducing



experimental and theoretical uncertainties and ambiguities in an unprecedented way.

KDAR neutrinos are also very useful for understanding astrophysical neutrinos because
the neutrino sources produced by high energy proton accelerators through the meson DIF
amount to GeV-scale producing too high energy to study the supernova neutrino thought to
be located in tens of MeV region. Further, the neutrino interactions with nuclei in this energy
region are rarely known apart from a few data from those of laboratory-made neutrinos like
LSND [20] and KARMEN [21-H23].

Therefore, owing to their relatively small energy, the 236 MeV KDAR v, provides an
important opportunity to gain insight into the interactions of the core collapsing supernova
and their neutrino processes [10] [I1] as well as the sterile neutrino study [24] 25]. KDAR v,
provides cross sections with energy transfers up to £, — m, ~ 130 MeV thereby covering
a range of nuclear responses that complies with the realm of supernova neutrinos. In par-
ticular, forward scattering of 236 MeV v, with low-momentum transfers should be able to
provide precious information about the low-energy excitations important in the interactions
of astrophysical neutrinos, complementing experiments performed with the neutrinos from
muon decay-at-rest at lower energy around £, = 30 MeV region [26-31].

However, the v—A scattering in the energy region has the contribution from the two-
step process (inelastic scattering) as well as one-step process (QE scattering) [32]. For
the two-step process, the incident neutrino directly excites target nucleus, and then the
excited target nucleus is subsequently decayed into other nuclei by emitting some particles
incoherently. The excitation occurs through various multipole transitions i.e., super allowed
Fermi (J™ = 0%), allowed Gamow-Teller (J™ = 17), spin dipole (J™ =07, 17, 27), and other
higher multipole transitions. Therefore dominant contributions of the two-step process stem
from discrete and giant resonance (GR) states of the compound nucleus. Their typical
excitation energies amount to tens of MeV. But, the one-step process is also possible, in
which a nucleon inside a target nucleus is directly knocked out from the target nucleus due
to sufficient momentum transfer without any significant excitation of target nucleus. Indeed,
the one-step process is the main reaction in the quasi-elastic (QE) peak region, where the
incident neutrino scatters off individual nucleons quasi-freely. If the outgoing particles in the
two-step process are nucleons, both processes could not be distinguished in the experimental
measurement because these two processes have identical final states. For example, 2C(v, 1/)

12C* — 1B 4 p (or ''C+n) reaction via NC could not be distinguished from 2C(v, v'p)''B



(or 2C(v,v'n)"'C). Similarly, 2C(v.,e™)2N* —=1C + p and 2C (7, e")?B* —!''"B + n
reactions through CC also could not be differentiated, respectively, from 2C(v,, e p) "C
and *C(v,, e™n) ' B.

Experimentally, the KDAR neutrino has begun to be studied, although there are now a
number of existing and planned experiments that will be able to take advantage of it. As
one example, the NuMI beamline absorber at Fermilab is a prominent KDAR v, source.
A number of neutrino detectors in the vicinity of the NuMI beam absorber are sensitive
to these neutrinos. Recently, MiniBooNE, a Cherenkov- and scintillation-based mineral oil
detector located about 85 m from the NuMI beamline absorber, has successfully isolated
236-MeV KDAR v, events using muon energy reconstruction and timing information [25].
Thereby, the MiniBooNE collaboration reported the first (and only so far) measurement of
monoenergetic KDAR v, interactions on ?C [25]. Recent progress of the J-PARC Sterile
Neutrino Search at the J-PARC Spallation Neutron Source (JSNS?) project which uses the
3 GeV pulsed proton beam is also prominent facility for producing the KDAR neutrino
[18, [19].

In this work, we study total and differential cross section for charged current quasielas-
tic (CCQE) and inelastic scattering by 236-MeV KDAR neutrinos. Importantly, the rele-
vant energy transfer for these interactions is situated at the low-energy part of the genuine
quasielastic region. The impact of nuclear effects and low-energy excitations can therefore
be expected to be relatively large, which needs a detailed microscopic modelling of these
neutrino reactions, with a careful treatment of nuclear physics effects, mandatory [33]. To
describe the low-energy v-interaction with nuclei and the QE scattering, we exploit, re-
spectively, the quasi-particle-random-phase-approximation (QRPA) model for the inelastic
scattering and some relativistic mean field (RMF) models in the DWBA framework for
QE scattering. Further, the outgoing muon may have angle dependence by the momentum
transfer, which may provide more meaningful informations for the weak-nuclear structure.
We estimate the angular distribution of outgoing lepton with the detailed analysis of the

contribution of each multipole transition.



II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

By using the weak current operator, which is composed of longitudinal (ﬁ 7), Coulomb
(M), electric (T¢) and magnetic operators (T7¢) detailed at Ref.[34], we calculate the
differential cross section for v(7)-'2C reactions as follows [35-37]

do, G%ek
(Zq)em = 5
ds2 (2J; +1)
(=7 F+20- )@ A) < JLl i > | -

S ~ 2
[E (1 +7-B) < JelIM||Ji > | (1)

-

G- (0 + B)2Re < Jy||L4]1J; > < Jy||My|| Ji >
3 (1= - a)@- AN < T > P 4| < [T > 1)
+ - (0 = B2Rel< T[T > < Jyl|TF 1 >1]

where (4) stems from the different helicities of v(7), respectively. 7 and k are incident and
final lepton 3-momenta, ¢ = k— 7 and 5 =k /e with the final lepton’s energy €. The nuclear
matrix elements of the weak interaction Hamiltonian can be expanded in terms of multipole

operators by using two basic operators
M3V (qx) = js(qx)Y7" () . MJY (gx) = js(qz) Y57 () | (2)

where vectorial spherical harmonic Y’ (€,) is expressed in term of spherical harmonic
Y (), de. Y (Q) = Sua < LmIN(L1)JM; > Y{(Q,)ex. Then we rewrite any one-
body transition matrix element @S?J;T ap () in terms of the 4 different transition operator

(Coulomb, longitudinal, electric and magnetic) as follows

FA—Q}F; nMy

Mossiaasg () = [F7 M () = i [FOQ5 () + =28 (@0l 137, (3)
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where the 7 relevant single particle operators (M My ny" , 2”%, A]y" , ny‘] , Z/%, A/MJ) are
detailed at Refs.[36, B38]. The superscript T(= 0,1) means isoscalar and isovector. I,'"
stands for the isospin dependence [36]. Single nucleon form factors F ;T)(Q2) with "= 0,1

and X =1,2,5 A, P, T are Dirac (X = 1), Pauli (X = 2), scalar, axial, pseudo-scalar, and
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tensor form factors, respectively. Detailed form factors are referred from Ref. [36, B8], and
we take Fg and Fr to be zero because of current conservation and no existence of second
class current, respectively. Here we note that these operators include the GT and Fermi
transitions including the forbidden parts as well as other spin dipole resonance transitions.
The multipole transitions are calculated by the QRPA framework [39], whose results turned
out to agree with the SM calculation [3| 12].

For CC reactions we multiplied Cabbibo angle cos?f, and considered the Coulomb dis-
tortion of outgoing leptons in a residual nucleus [3, [12] [43]. By following the prescriptions
adopted in Refs.[43], [45], we choose an energy point in which both approaches predict same
values. Then we use the Fermi function below the energy and the effective momentum
approach (EMA) above the energy [40H42].

This cross section can be reduced to the following simple total cross section, by putting
the 3-momentum of the outgoing lepton k = 0 and considering the Fermi and the GT
transitions

_ % keF(Z, &) B(GT) + B(F)] , (4)

where k and € refer to momentum and total energy of the outgoing lepton and F(Z,¢;)

o(Ey)

accounts for the Coulomb correction. The GT and Fermi strength distribution, B(GT) and
B(F), are given as follows

2

9 A
o ga
B(GT+) = 29r 1 Sl < T MY riol Ji M > | (5)
M;, My k=1
2 A 2
Jv
B(F+) = < Jr, M Ji, M; > | .

Since Eq. is valid only near threshold of the outgoing lepton as commented at Ref. [61], it

may not be applied for the incident neutrino energy beyond the lepton threshold considered
in this report. Even for solar neutrinos, the contributions by other multipole transitions
may become significant.

Here we make a note on the meaning of the 17 transition exploited in the neutrino cross
section in Eq.(2)), which is used differently from the allowed GT(1%) transition for the (-
decay or charge exchange reactions. For neutrino-induced reaction cross sections, we include
the forbidden 1% transitions as well as the allowed GT transition, while only the allowed GT

transition is usually considered at the GT strength distributions. Hereafter, we denote the
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corresponding 1% transition for neutrino reaction as 17 transition to distinguish the allowed
GT transition. Of course, the 17 transition is reduced to the allowed GT transition at the
threshold limit. It means that the Ikeda sum rule (ISR) useful for the GT transition may not
hold in the v and v cross sections. For the neutrino-induced reactions, we did not use the
quenching factor for any multipole transitions because the ISR for the GT transition is more
or less satisfied and we do not know the quenching factors for other multipole transitions.

For the QE region we exploit the RMF model, which has been briefly introduced in the
following. The quantum hadrodynamics (QHD), as a representative RMF nuclear model, has
been established by Walecka within a relativistic framework for describing nuclear many-
body system, where the point like nucleons interact through the exchange of scalar (o)
and vector (w) meson [46]. This model has achieved great success in understanding the
saturation mechanism of infinite matter and the characteristics of doubly magic nuclei with
the inclusion of isovector (p) meson [47]. Boguta and Bodmer introduced a nonlinear o
self-coupling, the so-called nonlinear o (NL) model [48], to reproduce the realistic nuclear
incompressibility because the equation of state (EoS) given by the naive QHD was too hard.
The NL has been used to describe not only light doubly magic nuclei but heavy deformed
nuclei [49, 50]. Guichon [51] propose the quark-meson coupling (QMC) model, in which the
properties of nuclear matter can be self-consistently calculated by the coupling of meson fields
to the quarks within the nucleons rather than to the nucleons themselves [52]. In addition,
the QMC model has been extended to include quark-quark hyperfine interactions due to
exchanges of gluon and pion based on chiral symmetry [53]. This new version of the chiral
QMC (CQMC) model guarantees the conservation of axial vector current in chiral limit, and
it was applied to the neutron-star EoS within relativistic Hartree-Fock approximation [54].
Recently the QMC models are extended by including the isovector-scalar § meson giving rise
to the charge symmetry breaking effects and applied to the neutron star physics [55, [56].
These models were successfully applied into the exclusive (e, e’p) [57] and inclusive (e, €’)
[58] reactions for electron-nucleus QE scattering and also shown to be in good agreement
with the neutrino QE scattering data [59, 60]. The detail explanations of each models are
in Ref. [57].

In this work, we exploit the QRPA model for inelastic scattering and the DWBA model
based on the RMF models for describing the KDAR neutrino scattering.



III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Neutrino-induced cross section via CC for 2C, 12C(v,, e )!2N*

A. Cross sections of KDAR neutrino scattering off '2C for muon kinetic energy

Ty

Figure 1] illustrates total cross section of **C(v,, e™)!2N, which were already provided in
previous papers [34], B5] and shown to be consistent with the results by the shell model
calculation in Ref.[3]. One point to notice is that the contribution by the 1% transition
dominates the cross section up to E, ~ 60MeV. After the region, 1~ spin-dipole (SD)
transition becomes dominant with 2= SD transition.

Before the discussion of the cross section by KDAR v, in Fig we extend the calculation
up to £, = 300 MeV within the QRPA scheme to study the flavour dependence in the total
cross section data. We could not find any significant dependence on neutrino flavour. But
interestingly, the main transition is changed to the spin dipole 1~ transition, irrespective of

the neutrino flavour, and the muon production threshold energy explicitly appeared.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Neutrino-induced cross section via CC (a) for 12C, 12C(v,, e )!2N* and (b)

2C(vy, p)2N* upto E,=300 MeV

Other spin dipole transition 2~ as well as the 1T and 271 transitions contribute to some

extent to total cross section. Above E,, ~ 150 MeV (£, ~ 250 MeV), most of the transitions

are saturated. It means that the nuclear excitations above the energy region are already

exhausted, and the QE scattering becomes dominant above the energy region.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Neutrino cross section via CC for 12C by KDAR neutrino in term of the

muon kinetic energy 7, from J = 0% up to (a) Jmee = 2% and (b) 4%, respectively.

Hereafter, we focus on the differential cross section by KDAR, whose energy is fixed as

E,, =236 MeV. Figure (3| presents the differential cross section from J = 0% up to J™ = 2%

and J™ = 4*. The cross sections are distributed mostly in the region, 90 MeV < T, < 125

MeV, and the most pronounced peaks appear around F£,, =112 MeV region.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Neutrino cross sections via CC for 2C by KDAR neutrino in the DWBA
(blue and black curves)and QRPA (red histograms). They correspond to one-step and two-step
processes for the neutrino scattering. The upper and lower red curves show the experimental data

by the shape spectrum from MiniBooNE KDAR data [25].

Here we shortly introduce the kinematics used in this work. If we start from the missing
energy concept, E,, = w—> T, usually used in the electron scattering, *C(e, €'p), with the
energy transfer w and the outgoing kinetic energy of protons and muons, 7}, and 7),, theen

the missing energy in the neutrino scattering is given as

Bp=w—-Y T,=E, —m,— (T,+> T, . (6)

In this work, for inelastic scattering, we assume the missing energy E,, = 0 and take total
kinetic energy of emitted proton in the inelastic scattering as the nuclear excitation energy,
i.e. £ =3 T, Then we obtain E,, =m, + T, + E*. The cross section in Fig. [3|given by
the muon kinetic energy 7}, appears around 7, ~ 90 ~ 125 MeV, which means the excitation
energy spectra in B* =5 ~ 40 MeV region are taken into account in the compound nucleus
2N produced by KDAR v,. We also note that about 20% increase obtained by J™ > 2%

transitions was found in the cross section results.

11



Figure {] presents the results by DWBA and QRPA for one-step and two-step process
together. The DWBA results are obtained by two different RMF models [59]. One is the
simple RMF adopted in Ref. [62] and the other model is the so called QMC model [60]
which included the density dependence by the ¢ meson in the RMF model considering the
quark condensation in vacuum, and has been successfully used for neutrino and electron
scattering [60].

The cross section denoted as bar graphs in 7, = 90 ~ 125 MeV (corresponding to £,,, =
5 ~ 40 MeV) are obtained by the QRPA approach, which describes the inelastic scattering
taking into account of the excitations in '2N. The cross sections up to 7, = 90 MeV are
obtained by the DWBA considering QE scattering. Here the experimental data are given

by the upper and lower curves taken from Ref. [25].

B. Angular distribution of outgoing muon in KDAR scattering

Figure [5| displays the angular distribution of outgoing lepton, respectively, for £, = 236
MeV and 180 MeV. They show a clear dependence on the scattered angle of 6,,. In particular,
one can see forward peak around 6, = 40°, whose peak values (positions) increase (shift to
forward) with the increase of the incident energy. Main contribution around this angle region
stems mainly from the spin dipole transition 1~ and the quadrupole transition 2~ as well as
the combination of 1t and 2%. Interestingly, the GT (1) transition take places mainly in
the forward direction. If we lower the neutrino energy as F,, =180 MeV, the peak position
in the panel (b) is shifted a bit to 6, =50 ° region mainly due to the shift by 1~ and 2*
transition.

However, the situation becomes quite different for the v, case. The results for v, in Figf
show the increase at backward direction, almost irrespective of the incident energy. The
difference comes from the lepton mass difference. The heavy lepton (muon) moves to the
forward direction, but the lighter electron moves backward in the scattering off the '2C
target. Important point for v, case is that the main transition contributing to the angular
distribution comes from the 17 transition in the energy region F, < 80 MeV. But with the
increase of incident neutrino energy, the 17 transition shifts forward direction while other
multipole transitions except 07 transition moves still backward direction with the increased

contribution. Consequently the angular distribution keeps backward direction. This trend
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Muon angular distribution cross section via CC (a) for 2C for KDAR

neutrino (E,, = 236 MeV) and (b) E,, = 180 MeV for each Jyqp = 0F, 1%, 2%, 3% 4% respectively
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is quite different from those by v, case in Fig. . But it is interesting that the 0 transition
shows forward direction independent of neutrino flavour.

Another point to deserve notice is that the results for the v, case are dominated by the
two 17 and 0" transitions. Above E, ~ 40 MeV, the spin dipole dominance (1~ and 27)
appears with backward direction contrary to the v, case. The same spin dipole transition
shows different angular distribution tendency depending on the neutrino flavour.

Recent calculation by Fermi gas model with RPA corrections presented backward peaks
for both v, and v, cases [63]. But the calculation did not include explicitly the multipole
transitions. The calculation by CRPA show backward peaks for v, scattering for 50 ~ 100
MeV. This behaviour is compatible with the present calculation. But with the increase of
the E,, about 300 ~ 500 MeV, whose energy region is mostly QE scattering region, forward

peaks are shown to be prominent for v,-'°0 scattering [45].
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Electron angular distribution cross section for KDAR neutrino via CC for

12C by KDAR neutrino for each Jy,q, = 0%, 1%, 2% 3% 4% respectively
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IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

First, we calculated the KDAR neutrino scattering off 12C target using the RMF models
for QE region and the QRPA for the energy region below the QE region. The QE region
data have successfully explained the MiniBooNE data up to around 7, = 100 MeV region
by the RMF approach [59, [60].

Second, but the the cross section in the 7, > 90 MeV region, the contribution from
the inelastic scattering contribute dominates. We added the contribution using the QRPA
approach to describe the excitation of the compound nucleus produced by the incident
KDAR neutrino. The QRPA calculation has been applied and successfully described the
neutrino-induced cross section for various target nuclei expected to be produced in the
neutrino-process [10, [11].

Third, since we expect more data from the low energy neutrino beam facility like JSNS2
experiment, we investigated the angular distribution of outgoing lepton. They show inter-
esting characteristics. The outgoing muon by the KDAR neutrino displayed the forward
scattering by the 1% and 2% transitions, although each multipole transition shows different
angle dependence. But with the decrease of the incident energy, the peak positions shift
more or less to backward direction. But the results by electro-neutrino shows mostly back-
ward scattering patterns. The difference between backward and forward scattering cross
sections amount to by almost a factor 2. This different behaviour stems from the outgoing
lepton mass. The heavier muon mass scatters forward direction compared to the electron
scattered mainly to backward direction.

Finally, we address that this angle dependence of the outgoing leptons may affect the

recoil of the target nuclei and can be realized in the forthcoming experiments.
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