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Neutrino nucleus elastic scattering (νAel) with partial quantum-mechanical coherency has been
observed in several nuclei with neutrinos from decay-at-rest pions. This interaction with reactor
neutrinos where coherency is >95% has not yet been experimentally observed. We present new
results on the studies of νAel cross section with an electro-cooled p-type point-contact germanium
detector at the Kuo-Sheng Reactor Neutrino laboratory. A total of 242(357) kg-days of Reactor
ON(OFF) data at a detector threshold of 200 eV in ionization energy are analyzed. The Lindhard
model parametrized by a single variable k which characterizes the quenching function was used.
Limit at 90% confidence level of ρ<4.7 at the predicted value of k=0.162 is derived, where ρ is the
ratio of the measured to standard model (SM) cross section. Conversely, k<0.288 at the SM-value
of ρ=1.

The elastic scattering of neutrinos with a nucleus
A(Z,N) (denoted by νAel, also represented as CEνNS
in the literature) [1, 2]:

ν + A(Z,N) → ν + A(Z,N) (1)

is a fundamental electroweak neutral current process
in the Standard Model (SM). Its cross section at
low momentum transfer (q2) is increased by quantum-
mechanical coherency effects relative to those of other
neutrino interactions. At typical reactor neutrino energy
(Eν) where individual nucleon effects can be ignored, the
differential and total cross sections for νAel can be ap-
proximated [3] by, respectively:[
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showing an enhancement by N2, the neutron number
squared. Studies of νAel [4, 5] can provide sensitive
probes to physics beyond the SM (BSM), various astro-
physical processes, and the neutron density distributions.
It can be applied to supernova neutrino detection and
real-time monitoring of nuclear reactors with compact
and transportable neutrino detectors. There are several

active experimental programs on νAel, with neutrinos
from reactors or from decay-at-rest pions (DAR-π) pro-
vided by spallation neutron source [6].

First measurement of νAel was achieved with DAR-π-
ν in the COHERENT experiment with CsI(Na) scintil-
lator [7], followed by measurements with liquid Ar [8]
and Ge detectors [9]. The νAel events from solar and
atmospheric neutrinos are the irreducible “neutrino fog”
background in dark matter experiments [10]. First hints
of observation of νAel in solar neutrinos are recently re-
ported [11, 12].

The coherency effects of DAR-π-ν, which can be quan-
titatively characterized by parameter α [3, 13], are only
partial and incomplete (α∼14%−51%). These deviations
from the perfect coherency case (α=1) would have to be
described and quantified before νAel can be effectively
applied towards other goals like sensitive BSM searches.
Reactor νAel, on the other hand, would typically have
α>95% due to lower q2. The nuclear recoil energy, how-
ever, is less than a few keV which translates to the mea-
surable ionization energy of T<500 eV in germanium
(Ge) detectors. This poses severe constraints to the de-
tector requirements.

Studies of reactor νAel are actively pursued in several
experiments. Ge ionization detectors have the merits of
being a mature technology with relatively large modu-
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lar mass, low detection threshold and low intrinsic back-
ground. Ge-detectors with sub-keV sensitivities were first
used in the TEXONO light Dark Matter [14] and νAel

program [15], which evolved to the adoption of the p-
type Point-Contact Ge-detectors (pPCGe) [16–19]. Sub-
sequent reactor νAel experiments using pPCGe include
CONUS [20–23], DRESDEN-II [24] and νGEN [25]. The
pursuit of reactor νAel with pPCGe catalyzed the CDEX
Dark Matter program at the China Jinping Underground
Laboratory [26].

The TEXONO research program [27] conducts exper-
iments at the Kuo-Sheng Reactor Neutrino Laboratory
(KSNL) [28–31]. The laboratory has an overburden of
about 30 meter-water-equivalence and is located at a dis-
tance of 28 m from Core No.1 of KSNL with a nominal
thermal power output of 2.9 GW. The shielding design is
realized with 50 tons of materials including, from outside
in, plastic scintillator panels for cosmic-ray (CR) vetos,
15 cm of lead, 5 cm of stainless steel structure, 25 cm of
boron-loaded polyethylene and 5 cm of oxygen free highly
conducting copper. Subject-specific experimental config-
urations are placed into an inner space with dimension
of 60 cm×100 cm×75 cm(height). Details of the facility
are documented in previous publications [28, 29].

This analysis is based on data taken at KSNL from
December 2020 to January 2023 with a pPCGe [32]
enclosed by an Anti-Compton (AC) detector made of
NaI(Tl) scintillating crystal [28]. The target sensor is
a Ge-crystal with diameter 70 mm and height 70 mm
and a mass of 1434 g. There are two novel features
of this “Generation-3 (G3)” detectors relative to earlier
ones: (i) electro-cooling of the Ge-sensors [33, 34] and
(ii) improved front-end electronics design. In addition,
“pulser” events are recorded for various control and cali-
bration purposes. These are signals generated with pro-
grammable rise-times optimized to match those of the
intrinsic 10.37 keV cosmogenic peak due to 68Ge, and
with amplitudes adjusted to match the respective energy
values [21, 35].

Detector threshold for physics analysis is crucial in the
studies of reactor νAel. This is characterized by two mea-
surables: (i) the resolution in full-width-half-maximum
(FWHM) with pulser events, and (ii) the “noise-edge”
below which energy the electronic pedestal noise would
dominate the event rates. The achieved pulser FWHM is
70.2 eV and the noise-edge is 200 eV for the G3 detectors.
These improves over previous generations of pPCGe with
pulser FWHM at 150 eV and 122 eV and noise-edge at
500 eV and 300 eV [19, 30, 31, 36].

Stability of the root-mean-square pedestal noise (σped)
behavior is crucial for this long duration data taking,
and is illustrated in Figure 1a. The power consump-
tion for the electro-cooler is superimposed, showing that
its inevitable variations have no effects on the pedestal
stability. Following the noise-edge versus σped behav-
ior depicted in Figure 12a of Ref. [19], the residual fluc-

(a)

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
60
80

100
120
140
160
180
200

P
ow

er
 (

W
) Ambient Temperature

Drop

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
Time (days)

30

31

32

33

 (
eV

)
pe

d
σ

Reactor ON

Reactor OFF

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Power consumption by the electro-cooler of
pPCGe and the pedestal noise σped during data taking, show-
ing σped is stable and uncorrelated to the cooler operation.
Shaded bands are suspended periods of data taking. All struc-
tures of the cryo-cooler power evolution are due to understood
hardware or ambient conditions. (b) Measured signal efficien-
cies due to trigger conditions, pedestal noise filters and B-
Selection. The τ -distributions for physics and pulser events,
as well as the B(S) selection contour, are displayed in the in-
set. The T -independent efficiencies are listed in Table I.

tuations of <0.5 eV corresponds to effective change of
physics noise-edge of <3.5 eV, well within one energy
bin in analysis.

A data acquisition trigger is produced via a discrimi-
nator threshold to the pPCGe pulse at 6 µs shaping time.
The trigger efficiency measured with pulser signals is dis-
played in Figure 1b. After straightforward data qual-
ity filters, a total of (242)357 kg-days Reactor ON(OFF)
data are analyzed. Valid events are placed into eight cat-
egories according to their CR, AC and B(S) signatures,
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FIG. 2. (a) Measured high energy νAel-candidate spectra of
pPCGe during Reactor ON and OFF, showing the ON-only
249.8 keV γ-line due to 135Xe. (b) The correlation between
the constant background rates in three different energy bands
without cosmogenic X-ray peaks with the intensity (IXe) of
the 135Xe γ-line. The intercepts at IXe=0 correspond to the
accurately-measured Reactor OFF rates. The shaded region
denotes the ±1σ uncertainty bands and the black points cor-
respond to the measured values of the combined data. The
predicted Compton background [37] fixed by the rates of the
three bands is depicted in the inset.

where B(S) is the bulk-versus-surface events differentia-
tion. Signal selection by CR and AC vetos are applied,
so that the survived νAel-candidate events are in anti-
coincidence to the other detector components. The B(S)
events are identified by their fast(slow) τ via pulse shape
discrimination techniques [19, 38, 39]. This is illustrated
in the inset of Figure 1b. Signal efficiencies are derived
by the survival of pulser events under the same selection
procedures. The surface layer thickness is ≤0.5 mm [32]
and the fiducial mass is 1383 g.

TABLE I. Summary of T -independent signal selection effi-
ciencies. The T -dependent components are displayed in Fig-
ure 1b.

Signal Selection Efficiency (%)
Data Acquisition 99.77
Basic Data Quality 99.64
Cosmic-Ray Veto CR- 88.57
Anti-Compton Veto AC- 99.84

Combined 87.91

The non-νAel background events are important: (i) to
provide efficiency measurements on the various selection
procedures, (ii) as stability monitors, and (iii) as tuning
samples for parameter optimization in the analysis al-
gorithms. The energy-independent signal detection effi-
ciencies through the data acquisition and analysis proce-
dures are summarized in Table I. The energy-dependent
efficiencies from pedestal noise filters and BS selection
is depicted in Figure 1b. The analysis procedures fol-
low closely the scheme established by previous pPCGe
experiments described in Refs. [19, 28, 38, 39].
Anomalous Reactor ON related background due to

135Xe contamination is observed in this data set. The
isotope 135Xe [40] is a fission product and undergoes
β-decay at a half-life of 9.14 hour to 135Cs∗ which de-
excites promptly by γ-rays emissions to the long-lived
135Cs ground state. As displayed in Figure 2a, the sig-
nature γ-line at 249.8 keV is measured in the Reactor
ON spectra, at a rate of IXe=(218±2) kg-1day-1 from
which observable features at low energy are produced.
This is much higher than that in our earlier experiment
at KSNL [28], in which IXe=(11.6±0.5) kg-1day-1. The
main cause of the increase is the use of electro-cooling in
pPCGe which replaces purging of the inner volume with
the boil-off of liquid nitrogen from conventional dewar.
The Compton continuum background is linearly cor-

related with IXe. This is illustrated in Figure 2b for
the 2-4 keV, 7-8.5 keV, and 11.3-12 keV energy regions.
The averaged rates of the three bands (black data-points)
show consistent excess over their respective Reactor OFF
IXe=0 levels, confirming that high energy ambient γ-
rays produce Compton background to the νAel-candidate
samples in the low energy (<10 keV) region. The spec-
trum is flat but with step-wise structures at atomic tran-
sition energies. There are no other ON-only ambient
background sources besides 135Xe, whose event rate is
only <1.5% of the Reactor ON background at the low en-
ergy <300 eV region. This background can be accounted
for and subtracted.
The reactor ν̄e-spectrum is adopted from that derived

in Ref. [28]. The total ν̄e-flux is fixed by the reactor ther-
mal power output and corresponds to 6.35×1012 cm-2s-1.
A conservative uncertainty of 5% is assigned, at a com-
parable range with those of similar experiments [24, 41].
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FIG. 3. (Top) Candidate νAel spectra from 242(357) kg-days
of Reactor ON(OFF) data. The cosmogenic X-ray lines are
identified. (Bottom) Reactor ON−OFF spectrum showing
the finite 135Xe Compton excess. Cosmogenic peaks are ob-
served for those isotopes with half-lives comparable to the
data taking duration. The 10.37 keV X-ray peak extends off-
scale and is truncated for clarity in display.

As will be shown in what follows, while the neutrino
flux is the leading systematic error in this analysis, it
is negligible compared to the measurement statistical
uncertainties. The Reactor ON/OFF and ON−OFF
spectra for the νAel-candidate events at the low energy
(<12 keV) regions are shown in Figure 3. The con-
stant excess in the ON−OFF spectrum is from Comp-
ton background events due to γ’s from 135Xe. Its
mean rate (βCmpt=1.61 keV-1kg-1day-1) and uncertainty
(∆Cmpt=0.21 keV-1kg-1day-1) at 200 eV are derived us-
ing the Compton spectrum modeling of Ref. [37] and
the best-fit ON−OFF measured background levels of the
three energy ranges displayed in Figure 2b.

Nuclear recoils are produced in νAel and a “quench-
ing function” is necessary to translate this into the
measurable energy deposition in Ge. The benchmark
Lindhard Model [42] characterized by a single param-
eter k is adopted in this analysis. The best estimate
of k=(0.162±0.003) is derived from existing data [19,
43, 44]. The anomalous low energy data of Ref. [45]
with iron-filtered neutron are excluded by the results of
Ref. [23] while that with photo-neutron sources are in
tension with the recent measurements of Refs. [44, 46].
They are therefore not adopted in this analysis. A χ2-
analysis is applied to the the signal region of 200−400 eV
at bin-size of 10 eV as a function of k:

χ2(ρ, β; k) =
∑
i

[
Ni − ρ νSMi (k)− β

∆i

]2

+

[
β − βCmpt

∆Cmpt

]2
, (3)
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FIG. 4. (a) The ON−OFF νAel-candidate spectrum at the
relevant energy range. Superimposed are the best-fit and 90%
C.L. upper limit spectra at k=0.162 for Lindhard model. The
constant 135Xe-induced background is depicted by the dashed
line. (b) Exclusion plot of ρ versus k in νAel at 90% C.L. The
±3σ interval on k is represented by the shaded band. Other
reactor limits with pPCGe from CONUS [20, 23], DRESDEN-
II [24] and νGeN [25] are superimposed.

where the Ni (∆i) are the counts (uncertainties) of the
ith data point of ON−OFF spectrum, νSMi (k) is the SM
event rate at Lindhard-k. The two outputs are: the best-
fit estimate of the 135Xe level (β) and the ratio of the
experimental cross section relative to that of SM νAel

(ρ). Depicted in Figure 4a are the ON−OFF spectrum
with the best-fit results and the 90% confidence level
(C.L.) upper limit at k=0.162 derived by the unified ap-
proach [47, 48]. The increased error bar at the threshold
of 200 eV is due to the drop in signal efficiency shown
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in Figure 1b. Figure 4b depicts the exclusion plot at
90% C.L. in ρ versus k, together with the constraints
from the other reactor pPCGe experiments: the pub-
lished CONUS results [20, 23], as well as those from
DRESDEN-II [24] and νGeN [25] data derived via the
same analysis procedures.

The best estimate of the 135Xe ON-only background
at 200 eV is β=(1.62±0.22) keV-1kg-1day-1. The uncer-
tainty is small relative to that of the measured spectrum
of 4.26 keV-1kg-1day-1 within the interval of 200−280 eV
which contains 90% of the νAel signals in this analy-
sis. The effects of this background are therefore minor at
the present level of sensitivity. Improved sensitivities at
k=0.162 of ρ= [0.99±2.23(stat.)±0.05(sys.)] as the best-
fitted value and ρ<4.7 as the 90% C.L. upper limit were
derived. Alternatively, in the case where νAel has SM
cross section at ρ=1.0, then k<0.288 at 90% C.L. We
note also that the CONNIE reactor νAel experiment with
CCD sensors (silicon) has provided a 95% C.L. upper
limit of ρ<76 [49].

We report in this Letter a new limit on reactor νAel

measurement at KSNL which shows an improved sensi-
tivity towards the goal of observation. More data with
comparable exposure were taken but under sub-optimal
conditions during the COVID-pandemic lockdown peri-
ods. Efforts are being made to recover these for physics
analysis. We continue to explore advanced pulse shape
analysis software techniques with objectives on reducing
uncertainties in the bulk-surface event differentiation as
well as pushing on the analysis threshold. The next gen-
eration “G4” pPCGe detectors are expected to have the
sensitivities of <50 eV in pulser FWHM and <150 eV
in physics noise-edge, offering the exciting prospects of
positive νAel observation at reactors. All reactor cores
of KSNL were decommissioned by March 2023. Our νAel

program will continue at the new Sanmen Reactor Lab-
oratory under construction in Zhejiang, China [50].
Notes added after completion of this work: the
CONUS+ experiment reports preliminary results of ob-
serving a 3.7σ signature of the νAel process at power
reactor [51].
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