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Abstract. W e have studied the muon neutrino and antineutrino quasielastic (QEL) scattering reac-
tions ( n ! pand p ! “n) using a set of experin ental data collected by the NOMAD col-
laboration. W e have perform ed m easurem ents of the cross—section of these processes on a nuclar tar-
get (mainly Carbon) nom alizing it to the total () charged current cross-section. T he results for
the ux averaged Q EL crosssections in the (anti)neutrino energy interval3 100 GeV are h qe1i =
(0:92 0:02(stat) 006(syst)) 10 °® am? and h 411 = (081 0:05(stat) 0:08(syst)) 10 °® an? for
neutrino and antineutrino, respectively. T he axialm ass param eter M 5 was extracted from the m easured
quasielastic neutrino cross—section. T he corresponding result isM , = 1:05 0:02(stat) 0:06(syst)GeV .
It is consistent w ith the axialm ass values recalculated from the antineutrino cross-section and extracted
from the pure Q2 shape analysis of the high purity sam ple of quasielstic 2-track events, but has
an aller system atic error and should be quoted as them ain result of thiswork.O urm easured M » is found
to be in good agreem ent w ith the world average value obtained in previous deuterium lled bubble cham —
ber experin ents. The NOM AD m easurem ent of M 5 is lower than those recently published by K 2K and
M iniBooN E collaborations. H owever, w ithin the large errors quoted by these experim ents on M » , these
results are com patible w ith the m ore precise NOM AD value.

K ey words. neutrino interactions, neutrino and antineutrino quasielastic scattering

PACS. 13154 g Neutrino interactions { 25.30 Pt N eutrino-induced reactions



1 Introduction

A precise know ledge of the cross-section of (anti)neutrino-
nucleus quasielastic scattering process (QEL) is Im por—
tant for the planning and analysisofany experim entw hich
detects astrophysical, atm ospheric or accelerator neutri-
nos. T he available m easurem ents from early experin ents
atANL [J2[3/4),BNL B/d/78],FNAL [/I0],CERN I,
[12/1314/1916/17/18] and M EP [19/20/21][22] have con-
siderable errors due to low statistics and a lack of know 1-
edge of the precise incom ing neutrino ux.U nfortunately,
even w ithin these large errors, the results are often con—
icting.

T his sub fct ram ains very topical. R ecently severalat-
tem pts have been m ade to investigate the Q EL process
in the data collected by m odem accelerator neutrino ex—
perin ents (such as NuTev [23], K2K [24J25] and M ini-
BooNE [26]).Unfortunately they have not clari ed the sit—
uation again due to large errors assigned to theirm easure—
m ents. D edicated experin ents, such aseg.SciBooNE [27]
and M INER A [28], are now being perform ed.

In the present analysis, we study both and QEL
scattering In the data collected by the NOM AD collab-
oration. The NOM AD detector was exposed to a wide-
band neutrino beam produced by the 450 G &V proton
synchrotron (SPS, CERN ). A detailed description of the
experin ental set-up can be ound in [29]. T he character—
istics of the incom ing neutrino ux are given in [30].

T he large am ount of collected data and the good qual-
ity of event reconstruction in the NOM AD detector pro—
vide a unique possbility tom easure the Q EL cross-section
w ith a com bination of am all statistical and system atic er—
rors. The data sam ple used in this analysis consists of
about 751000 (23000) () charged-current (CC ) inter-
actions in a reduced detector ducialvolum e.T he average
energy of the incom ing ( )is259 (176)Gev.

C orrespondence to:V ladin irLyubushkin@ cem ch

T he m erit of the current analysis is the possibility of
keeping the systam atic error relatively an all. Tt takes ad—
vantage from threem ain factors:1) the NOM AD detector
is capable of selecting a sam ple 0ofQ EL eventsw ith a high
purity and a good e ciency; 2) a sin ultaneous m easure—
m ent of both two track and single track QEL events
allow sto constrain the system aticsassociated w ith nuclear
reinteractions; 3) a w ide energy rangeofthe NOM AD neu-
trino beam allow s to perform a precise nom alization to
the wellknown total (D IS) CC cross-section.

T he paper is organized as llow s. In Section[Jwe give
a briefreview of the published experim entaldata on QEL
(antineutrino scattering. The NOM AD detector and the
incom ing neutrino ux are brie y discussed in Section [3.
In Section [4 we outline the M C m odeling of signal and
background events, em phasizing also the in portance of
nucleare ects. Section [ is devoted to the selection of the
QEL events; we descrlbbe the QEL identi cation proce-
dure and com pare the M C predictions w ith experin ental
data.T hem ethodsused tom easure the Q EL cross-section
and the phenom enological axialm ass param eter M 5 are
the sub Fcts of Section[d. T he system atic uncertainties are
sum m arized in Section[d. T he results are presented in Sec—
tion[§. Finally, a summ ary and discussion of the obtained
results are given in Section[d.

M ore detailed inform ation can be found in [311].



2 Review of existing experim entaldata on
QuasiE hstic (anti)neutrino scattering

Let us start w ith a brief review of existing experin ental
data on (anti)neutrino nucleon Q EL scattering.

A com pilation of available data on the cross-section
m easuram ent of the and quasielastic scattering
o deuterons and other nuclei or com posite targets (lke
freon, propane, liquid scintillator) as a function of the in—
com ing neutrino energy hasbeen m ade (see F igures[13,[14d
and [I7). This study allowed to conclude that the QEL
cross—section m easured in di erent experin ents can vary
by 20-40% .

The existing data on (antineutrino Q EL scattering
com e m ostly from bubble cham ber (BC ) experin ents. In
general, these data su er from an all statistics.M oreover,
results of several old experin ents [12[13/14] have large
system atic uncertainties due to the poor know ledge of the
incom Ing neutrino ux and of background contam ination
in the selected events.

The totalQ EL cross-section was recently m easured in
data collected by the NuTeV collaboration [23]. T he num —
berofQ EL events identi ed in their analysisare com para-
blew ith the totalworld data obtained in previous experi-
m ents. H ow ever, the results reported for the antineutrino
case fall well outside the m ost probable range of values
know n today and hence, seem to exhibita system atic shift.

Another intriguing subfct in the study of the neu-
trino quasielastic scattering is the axial structure of the
nuclon.W e w ill skip here the details of the phenom enol-
ogy of the hadronic current nvolved in them atrix elem ent
of the process (see Section [0 and Ref. 32]). But ket us
only rem ind the reader that for the region of low and in-
term ediate 4-m om entum transfer,Q 2, we can use a dipole
param etrization for the axial form factor with only one
adjustable param eter, the socalled axialm assM , .

TheM 5 param eter describes the intemal structure of
the nucleon and should be the sam e both for neutrino
and antineutrino experin ents (if we assum e the isotopic
invariance of strong interaction). T herefore, it is conve-
nient to com pare experin ental results in term s of the ax—
ialm ass. There is, however, no theoretical basis for this
form ofthe axialform factor.T he use of an nappropriate
param etrization could therefore lead to values ofM , that
di er when extracted under di erent kinem atical condi-
tions.

T here are two possible ways generally used to extract
the M 5 param eter from experin entaldata:

1. from thetotalQ EL (anti)neutrino nucleon cross-section
(the axial form factor is responsible for about 50-60%
of the totalQ E L cross—section);

2. from the t of the Q2 distrbution of the denti ed
neutrino Q EL events.

In principle, these two procedures should give self-
consistent results. H ow ever, the old bubble cham ber ex—
periments at ANL and CERN reported In general larger
values ofM » based on theQ? tthan those obtained from
the total cross-section m easurem ents.

Results of the M , m easurem ents based on theQ? t
have been recently published by theK 2K [24/25]and M ini-
BooNE [26] collaborations. They are about 15% higher
than the average ofpreviousdeuterium lled bubble cham —
ber experin ents. T his disagreem ent is, however, jist at
about one sigm a level because of the large system atic er-
rors associated w ith the K 2K and M iniBooNE m easure-
m ents.

Let us note that the extraction of M » from the Q72
distrdbution tisam oredelicate issue than the QEL total
cross section m easurem ent.

In general, there are at least three aspects which can
a ect noticeably the M , m easurem ents:

1. The nuclar e ects can distort the expected distribu-
tions of the m easured kinem atic variables (lke the en—
ergy of the outgoing nucleon). T he neutrinonucleus
Interactions should be described by a theoreticalm odel
suitable for the considered neutrino energy region.T his
is in portantboth forM C m odeling in present-day neu—
trino experin ents and for a proper Interpretation of
the results obtained earlier (with few exceptions for
the deuterium lled bubble cham bers).

2. The correct determm nation of the background contam —
ination from both deep inelastic scattering and single
pion production in the selected events is In portant for
experin ents operating w ith interm ediate and high en—
ergy neutrino beam s.

3. The QEL reconstruction e ciency as a function ofQ ?
for two-track events is not expected to be a at func-
tion. It should drop both at snallQ? due to the loss
of low energy protons and at large Q ? due to the Ioss
of Iow energy muons. E ects which in uence the ef-

ciency of the low m om entum particle reconstruction
should be carefully taken into account in theM C m od-
eling of the detector response.

Tabl[and[@display the m easured valies ofM », from
neutrino and antineutrino experin ents (this com pilation
is also presented in graphical form in Fig.[I8). W henever
possble we provide also the M 5 m easured from the total
cross-section.

From the resultsdescribed above one can conclude that
the presently available experin entaldata on the neutrino
QEL crosssection allow for a very wide spread of the
axialm ass values, roughly from 0:7 to 1:3 G&V . T here-
fore the reliability of a theoretical t to these data is
questionable and the uncertainty attributed to such a t
should go beyond the averaged experin ental statistical
accuracy. N evertheless, the form al averaging of M 5 val-
ues from several early experim ents was done by the au—
thors of 33]: M, = 1026 0021 GeV . This result is
also known as the axialmass world average value. A c-
cording to [34/35/36l]an updated world average value from

D euteriim and pion electroproduction experin ents is
M= 1014 0:014Gev.



Table 1. A summ ary of existing experin entaldata: theaxialm assM » asm easured in previousneutrino experin ents.N um bers
of observed eventshave been taken from the origihalpapers;usually they are not corrected fore ciency and purity (the so-called
QEL candidates). T he axialm ass value for the NuTeV experin ent [23]]was estin ated from the published neutrino quasi-elastic
10 *® an ?); the system atic error for HEP SKAT 90 [22)]is 0:14G &V .

cross section ( 9°'= (094 0:03(stat) 0:07(syst))
E xperin ent Target Events M ethod Ma;GeV  Ref.
ANL 69 Steel d =dQ? 105 020 ]
097 0:16
ANL 73 D euterium 166 d =dg? 094 0:18 )|
d =do? 095 0:2
0:75° 27
ANL 77 D euterium 600 d =dg? 101  0:09 3]
d =do? 095 0:09
074 0:12
ANL 82 D euterium 1737 d =dQ*? 105 005 [
d =do? 1:03 005
BNL 81 D euterium 1138 d =do? 107 006 e
BNL 90 D euterium 2538 d =do? 1070°00% @
Ferm iLab 83 D euterium 362 d =~ 1:05% 032 )
NuTeV 04 Steel 21614 111 008  [23)
M iniBooNE 07 M ineral oil 193709 d =d0? 123 020 [26]
CERN HLBC 64 Freon 236 d =do? 1:00°02° [
CERN HLBC 67 Freon 90 d =dQ* 075722 2
CERN SC 68 Steel 236 d =~ 065 1 ay I3
CERN HLBC 69 Propane 130 d =do? 070 020 [I4)
088 0:19
CERN GGM 77  Freon 687 4 =do? 096 046 s
087 0:18
CERN GGM 79 P ropane/Freon 556 4 =do? 099 042 o
_ 094 007 _
CERN BEBC 90 D euterium 552 4 =do? 108 008 18
HEP 82 A um inium 898 d =dQ? 100 007 [I9]
THEP 85 A um dnium 1753 d . =do? 100 004 [20]
THEP SCAT 88  Freon 464 d =do? 096 015 [21]
108 0:07
IHEP SCAT 90  Freon d =dg? 105 007 221
d =do? 106 005
K 2K 06, SciF i W ater 12000 d =do? 120 0:12 24
K2K 08, SciBar Carbon d =do? 1144 0077 28]

Table 2. The sam e as in Table[ll, but for antineutrino experin ents. T he axialm ass value for the NuTeV experim ent 23]was

estin ated from the published antineutrino quasi-elastic cross section ( “*'= (112 0:04(stat)
system atic error for HEP SKAT 90 [22]is 020G eV .
Experin ent Target Events D etem ined from Ma;GeV  Ref.
+ 0:4
BNL 80 H ydrogen d =dQ*? 09" )i Bl
BNL 88 Liquid scint. 2919 d =do? 109 004 [
Ferm iLab 84 N eon 405 d =dg? 099 011 [0
NuTeV 04 Steel 15054 129 0:11 2311
0:69 0:44
CERN GGM 77 Freon 476 4 =do? 094 047 s
O'84+ 0:08
7 7 * 0:09
CERN GGM 79 Propane/Freon 66 4 —d0? 091 004 [Ten
HEP 85 A im inium 854 d . =do? 1:00 004 [20]
IHEP SKAT 88 Freon 52 d =dg? 072 023 [21]
062 0:16
THEP SKAT 90 Freon d =dQ? 079 011 [22]
d =dg? 071 0:0

0:10(syst))

10 *® an ?); the



3 The NOM AD detector

The NOM AD detector [29] consisted of an active target
of 44 drift cham bersw ith a total ducialm assof?2.7 tons,
located in a 04 Tesh dipole magnetic eld as shown in
Fig.[l.TheXx Y 7 totalvolum e of the drift cham bers
isabout 300 300 400 am?®

D rift cham bers [37], made of Iow Z m aterial served
the dualrolk of a nearly isoscalar targeﬂ for neutrino in-
teractions and of tracking m edium . T he average density
of the drift cham ber volum e was 0.1 g=cam >. T hese cham —
bers provided an overall e ciency for charged track re—
construction of better than 95% and a m om entum resoli-
tion which can be approxin ated by the follow ing form ula

?p %% 9Ie(m,whe:ﬁethemomentum pisin Gev/c

and the track lengt'h L in m . Reconstructed tracks were
used to determ ine the event topology (the assignm ent of
tracks to vertices), to reconstruct the vertex position and
the track param eters at each vertex and, nally, to den—
tify the vertex type (prin ary, secondary, etc.). A transi-
tion radiation detector (TRD ) [38/39] placed at the end
of the active target was used for particle denti cation.
Two scintillation counter trigger planes [40]were usad to
select neutrino interactions in the NOM AD active target.
A Jead-glass electrom agnetic calorin eter [41]J42] located
dow nstream of t}&e tracking region provided an energy res—
olution of32% = E [GeV] 1% forelectrom agnetic show —
ers and was crucial to m easure the total energy ow In
neutrino interactions. In addition, an iron absorber and
a set of m uon cham bers located after the electrom agnetic
calorim eter was used for muon identi cation, providing
a muon detection e ciency of 97% for m om enta greater
than 5 GeV /c.

TheNOM AD neutrino beam consisted m ainly of 's
with an about 7% adm ixture of and less than 1% of

e and ..M ore details on the beam com position can be
found in [30].

The main goal of the NOM AD experin ent was the
search for neutrino oscillations in a w ide band neutrino
beam from the CERN SPS [43[44]. A very good quality
of event reconstruction sin ilar to that of bubble cham ber
experin ents and a large data sam ple collected during four
years ofdata taking (1995-1998) allow for detailed studies
of neutrino interactions.

3.1 Reconstruction of Q EL events in the NOM AD
detector

A detailed inform ation about the construction and perfor-
m ance ofthe NOM AD drift cham bersaswellas about the
developed reconstruction algorithm s is presented in [37].
Let us brie y describe som e features relevant to the cur-
rent QEL analysis. The muon track is in general easily
reconstructed. H owever, when we study protons em itted
in the QEL two+track candidateswe dealw ith protons

! the NOMAD active target is nearly isoscalar (n, :np =
47:56% :52:43% ) and consistsm ainly of C arbon; a detailed de—
scription of the drift cham ber com position can be found in [37]

Muon

Dipole M agnet Chambers
O0B=04T TRD

Modules Preshower

Front
Calorimeter

Neutrino
Beam

Trigger Planes

Hadronic
Calorimeter

Electromagnetic

Drift Chambers Calorimeter

Fig.1l. A sdewiew of the NOM AD detector.

with mom entum wellbelow 1 GeV /c and with em ission
angle above 60 degrees. For positive particles in the up-
ward hem isphere of the NOM AD detector such conditions
m ean that these particles are alm ost Inm ediately m aking
a U-tum due to the magnetic eld. There were no spe—
ciale orts invested into tuning the NOM AD reconstruc-
tion program to reconstruct this particular con guration
(which isratherdi cultdue to the fact that these protons
are in the 1/ 2 region of ionization losses, traversing m uch
larger am ount ofm aterial, crossing drift cells at very large
anglesw here the spacialresoluition of the drift cham bers is
considerably worse and where a Jarge am ount of m ultiple
hits is produced, etc.). Som e of these e ects are di cult
to param etrize and to sin ulate at the level of the detec-
tor response In the M C sinulation program . T hus, the
reconstruction e ciencies for this particular con guration
of outgoing protons could be di erent for the simulated
events and realdata.

Let us stress, how ever, that for protons em itted dow n—
wards we observed a good agreem ent between data and
MC.

In the current analysis it was in portant to disentangle
the reconstruction e ciency e ects discussed above from
the e ects iInduced by Intranuclear cascade (which could
change the proton kinem atics and thus introduce drastic
changes in the nalresultsdue to the e ciency m iam atch
betw een sin ulated and realdata).In order to get rid ofan
Interplay between these two e ects itwascrucialto choose
the region in the detectorw ith a stable reconstruction e —
ciency. T his could be achieved by selecting QEL events
w here protons are em itted in the lower hem isphere of the
NOM AD detector. T his approach allowed to nd the best
set of param eters for description of the intranuclear cas-
cade.

Them ost upsteam drift cham ber was used as an addi-
tionalveto to rem ove through-going m uons from neutrino
Interactions upstream of the NOM AD active target. T his
is crucial for the study of single track events.



4 M onte Carb sin ulation of neutrino
Interactions

Inclusive (antdi) neutrino charged current (CC ) and neutral
current (NC ) scattering can be considered as a m ixture of
several processes described by signi cantly di erentm od-
els. In our case, these are quasielstic scattering (QEL),
singlepion production (RES) and deep inelastic scatter—
ing (DIS). There is also a contribution from a coherent
interaction of neutrino with a nucleusasa whole (COH).
Below we will describe in details the sinulation schem e
used for each of these processes and discuss the In uence
of the nuclear e ects.

An adequateM C description of neutrino interactions is
Im portant to calculate the e clency of the Q EL selection.
M oreover, it allow s us to predict the level of background,
which cannot be suppressed com pletely by the Q EL iden—
ti cation schem e proposed in Section [3.

4.1 Quastelstic neutrno scattering

T he standard representation of the weak hadronic current
Involred in the m atrix elem ents of the processes n !

pand  p ! *n, is expressed In temm s of 6 form —
factors, which in generalare assum ed to be com plex [45].
They form ally describe the hadronic structure and can—
notbe calculated analytically w ithin the fram ew ork of the
electro-w eak interaction theory.

W e neglect the second-class current contributions as-
sociated w ith the scalar and pseudo-tensor form —-factors.
T his is equivalent to the requirem ent of tim e reversal in—
variance of the matrix elem ent (hence all form -factors
should be real finctions of Q ?) and charge symm etry of
the hadronic current (rotation about the second axis in
the isotopic space).

T he vector form factorsFy and Fy arerelated through
the isospin symm etry hypothesis to the electrom agnetic
ones, w hich we w ill consider to be well known. Instead of
the sin ple dipole param etrization , extensively used in pre-
viousexperin ents,wehave chosen the G ari{K ruem peln ann
(GK ) m odel [46]] extended and ne-tuned by Lom on [47].
Speci cally we explore the \GK ex(05)" set of param e—
ters [48]which ts the m odem and consistent older data
well and m eets the requirem ents of digpersion relations
and ofQCD at low and high 4-m om entum transfer [46]].

For the axialand pseudoscalar form factorswe use the
conventional representations [45]:

2

2 0°
Fa Q7 =Fa(0) 1+ —5 (1)
M3
and )
2m
2 _ N 2,
Fp Q° = WFA Q" ; (2)
whereFp (0)= ga = 12695 0:0029 (m easured in neu—

tron -decay [49]);m andmy —pion and nucleon m asses.
A s discussed in Section [, the currently available ex—
perin ental data on the axialmass M 5 allow for a wide

spread . T hus, In our case, it should be considered as one
of the available param eters, which can be used to adjist
the M C sinulation with the m easured value of the total
Q EL cross section and observed distributions of the kine—
m atic variables (other param eters, related to them odeling
of the Intranuclear cascade, w i1l be described later).

N ote that the expression for the pseudoscalar form fac—
tor Fp isnothing better than a plausible param etrization
ngpired by the PCAC hypothesisand the assum ption that
the pion pole dom inates at Q2 . m? [45]. However, its
contribution enters into the cross sections m ultiplied by
a factor m =my Y. H ence, the In portance of the related
uncertainty ismuch reduced.

4.2 Sihgk-pion production through intem ediate
baryon resonances

In order to describe the singlepion neutrino production
through baryon resonances we adopt an extended version
of the Rein and Sehgalm odel (RS) [50J51], which seam s
to be one of the m ost widely trusted phenom enological
approaches for calculating the RES cross sections. T he
generalization proposed in [52/53] takes into account the

nal lepton m ass and is based upon a covariant form of
the charged leptonic current w ith de nite lepton helicity.
In ourM C sin ulation we use the sam e set 0£18 interfering
nucleon resonancesw ith m assesbelow 2G eV asin [B0]but
w ith all relevant input param eters updated according to
the currentdata [49/54]]. Signi cant factors (norm alization
coe cients etc.), estim ated in Ref. [[50] num erically are
recalculated by using the new data and a m ore accurate
Integration algorithm .

T he relativistic quark m odel of Feynm an, K islinger,
and Ravndal [59], adopted in the RS approach, unam —
biguously determ ines the structure of the transition am pli-
tudes nvolved Into the calculation and the only unknow n
structiures are the vector and axialwector transition form
factors GVA (Q2). In [50] they are assum ed to have the
form

G2 (Q?)

Q2
_ 1
GVA(0) "

= 1+ 5 v 2
N VA

(3)

w here the integern in the rst (\ad hoc") factor in Eq. Q)
is the num ber of oscillation quanta of the Interm ediate
resonance.

The vectorm assM y is taken to be 0:84 G &V , that is
the sam e as in the usualdipole param etrization of the nu-
cleon electrom agnetic form factors. T he axialm ass (which
was xed at 095 G eV In the orighalR S paper) is set to
the standard world averaged valuieM 5, = 1:03G&V . It is
in good agreem ent w ith the results obtained in the recent
analysis of the data from the BNL 7-foot deuterium lled
bubble chamber 51 (M , = 108 0:07G &V ).Letusalso
note that the available experin ental data for the single—
pion neutrino production (as in the case of Q EL scatter—
ing) does not pem it a very de nite conclusion about the
value of the total RE S cross section (and the correspond-—
ng axialm ass value). T he present uncertainties will be



taken into account in the calculation of the systam atic
error of the current analysis.

To com pensate for the di erence between the SU ¢ pre—
dicted value ( 5=3) and the experim ental value for the
nucleon axialsrector coupling g , Rein and Sehgal intro—
duced a renom alization factor Z = 0:75. In order to ad—
Jjust the renomm alization to the current world averaged
value ga = 1:22695 [49] we have adopted Z = 0:762.
T he ham onic-oscillator constant , which accounts for
the m ass di erences between states with di erent num -
ber of excitation quanta is set to its origihal value =
1:05Gev?.

Another essential ingredient of the RS approach is
the non—resonant background (NRB). Its contribution is
In portant in describing the existing data on the reac-
tions n ! n*, n! p% p! ‘p and
p! *"n °.In ourM onte Carlo, the NRB is taken to
com e from the D IS part of the sinulation. T herefore it

hasnotbeen used In the RE S part of our event generator.

4.3 D eep helkstic scattering

TheM C sinulation of the deep inelastic neutrino nucleon
scattering isbased on the LEPTO 6.5.1 package [58]w ith
severalm odi cations [59)60]. Forhadronization we use the
LUND string fragm entation m odel, as incorporated into
the JETSET 7.4 program [611/621[63].

Upon in plem enting the M onte Carlo for () CC
scattering, kinem atic boundaries betw een exclusive (RES)
and inclusive (D IS) channels must be de ned. To avoild
double counting, the phase space of the RES and D IS
contrbutions should be separated by the conditionsW <
WEES andW > W2 {°,whereW isthe lvariantm ass
of the nalhadronic system .

The maxinum possbl value or W 559 is the upper
Iim it of the RS model (2 G&V ), while inelastic scatter—
ing can take place from the onepion production thresh-
old (note, however, that thisvalue is too an all in principle
since the structure fiinctions used in the calculation of the
D IS cross section cannot be extrapolated down to this
value).

U nfortunately, there is no clear physical recipe to de—
term Ine exact num erical valies for those cuto param e—
ters. The authorsof GEN IE M C code [64]adopt the value
wRES v w2l 17 Gev.A comprehensive analysis of

available experin ental data m ade in [57J69] suggests to
decrease thiscutto  1:5Gev.
RES

In the present analysis we set W 1° = 2 G&V and

W 25 = 1:4GeV .Thischoice allow s for the non—resonant
contrbution to single pion production to be accounted
for by the D IS part of the M onte Carl, providing eg.
N( p°mnDIS)Nais ais  (
See previous subsection. M oreover, it is not at variance
w ith experin ental data as far as the total (anti)neutrino

cross-section is concemed (see Fig.[d).
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Fig. 3. BenharFantoniparam etrization [70] for the m om en—
tum distribution of the target nuclons (solid line), nom alized
to the Fem i distrbution with zero tem perature and Femn i
momentum Pr = 221M &V =c (sin ple RFG ,dashed line).

4 4 Coherent pion production

In the processes described above, neutrinos interact w ith

Individual target nucleons. However, pions can be pro-

duced in a coherent interaction of the neutrino w ith the

whole nucleus, ie. in thecase of CC scattering N !
*N ,whereN is the target nucleus.

Thedetails of the M C sin ulation can be found in [64],
which isdevoted to the investigation of this process In the
NOM AD experiment.The ux averaged cross-section has
been calculated ollow ing [67/68]and has been estin ated
at0:733 10 *®cm ? per nucleus. For a recent experin en—
talresult at Jow incom ing neutrino energy see [69]. Taking
Into account that the average m ass num ber of the NO —
MAD tamet is 129, and using the num ber of recorded
D IS events (see section [6.1.0]) one nds that the expected
num ber of coherent pion production eventsis 2700.Nev—
ertheless, the probability for events of this type to be den-
tied asQEL is 2% because of the sm all pion em ission
angle, so that the expected contam ination of the selected
QEL sam plk is lower than 04% .

4.5 Nuckare ects

For typical NOM AD neutrino energies, we can assum e
that the incident neutrino interactsw ith one nucleon only
inside the target nucleus, while the rem aining nucleons

p ° In NRB from RES)are spectators (In pulse A pproxin ation). In this case, one

can describe the neutrino nucleus scattering by folding
the usual expressions for the free neutrino nucleon cross
sections w ith a Fermm igas distrdbution.
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In the relativistic Fermm igasm odel, the nucleus is con—
sdered as an in nite system of non-interacting nuclkons.
T he phenom ena related to the nuclear surface and to the
Interaction betw een nucleons can be taken into account by
using a m ore realistic e ectivem om entum distribution for
the target nucleons. In the NOM AD event generator we
usad the BenharFantoniparam etrization [70], see Fig.[3.

The QEL simulation is based on the Sm ith-M oniz ap—
proach [71]. Them om entum of the recoil nucleus and the
nucleon binding energy are included in the conservation
law swhich detem ine the eventkinem atics.Theonly nal
state nteraction (FSI) e ect which is taken into account
at this stage is the Pauli exclusion principle. T he explicit
form ofthe Q EL di erential cross section used In theM C
code can be und in 32].

M C im plem entation ofthe Ferm igasm odelin the case
of single pion production ism ore straightforw ard .F irst,we
generate the m om entum of the target nucleon and m ake
a Lorentz boost to its rest fram e where the RES event
can be sin ulated according to the extended RS m odelde-
scribed in subsection [£J. The e ect of Pauli blocking on
the outgoing nucleon is taken into account as it is in the
QELMC.

In the case of the D IS neutrino scattering there are
several speci ¢ nuclear e ects (such as nuclear shadow —
ing, pion excess and o —shell corrections to bound nucleon
structure functions). T hey are described in the theoretical
fram ew ork proposed in [72].

Sinulating the re-interactions between particles pro—
duced at the prin ary neutrino collision o the target nu—
cleon w ith the residualnucleus is an in portant ingredient
of the M C event generator. To include this e ect, com —
monly called nalstate nteractions,weuse the DPM JET
package [73].

T he Intranuclear re-interaction of the particles gener—
ated by theQEL,RES orD IS event generators can be de—
scribed and sin ulated by the Form ation Zone Intranuclear
C ascade m odel [74/75] in plem ented in DPM JET . Secon—
daries from the st collision are followed along straight
tra Bctories and m ay Induce In tum intranuclear cascade
processes if they reach the end of their \form ation zone"
inside the target; otherw ise they leave the nucleusw ithout
interacting.

T here are two In portant param etersin DPM JET .T he

rst one, called the form ation tine o, controls the de-
velopm ent of the intranuclear cascade. W ith increasing

o, the num ber of cascade generations and the num ber of
low -energy particles w ill be reduced. Its default value is

0 = 20.A fter som e tuning described below we adopted
thevalue o= 1:0 in oursinulation ofQEL,RES and D IS
events.

Insde DPM JET , them om enta of the spectator nucle-
onsare sam pled from the zero tem perature Ferm idistribu—
tion . H ow ever, the nuclear surface e ects and the interac—
tion between nuclons result n a reduction of the Ferm i
m om entum , see Fig.[3. It can be accounted for by intro—
ducing a correction factor r]i oq (defaultvalue 0.6).M ore-
over, ri oq Provides the possibility of som e m odi cation

7Vu+n—>p__+p

[ e vu+p_’”'++n ;

%%
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Fig. 4. Flux averaged crosssection of QEL (anti)neutrino
scattering for NOM AD () beam asa function of the axial
massM a .

of them om entum distrbution for the am itted low -energy
nucleons.

At the end of the intranuclear cascade, the residualnu-—
cleus is supposed to go through som e de-excitation m ech-
anigm s. Tt can be disrupted into two or m ore fragm ents,
em it photons, nuclons or light particles (lke d, , °H,
SHe). W e can easily neglect this contrdbution, since the
typical energy of those particles is below the observation
threshodd ofthe NOM AD detector.

In our analysis, specialattention w illbe devoted to the
dependence of the obtained results on the Intranuclear cas—
cade param eters. A s a cross-check, we com pare our M C
sim ulation for the Q EL processw ith the predictions ofthe
NUANCE event generator [76]], which is currently used in
a large num ber of neutrino experin ents and which con-
tains a di erent approach to the m odeling of FSI e ects.

4 6 Expected signal/background ratio n the
( )CC sampk

In this subsection we estin ate the num ber of signalquasi-
elstic events in the initial ( ) CC sample.

The contribution of each process to the total set of
events is proportional to its ux averaged cross-section:

(4)

w here

(E )= n, n (B )+np p(E )

is the theoretical prediction for the crosssection of the
processatstake, (E )denotestheNOM AD (anti)neutrino
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Table 3. Flux averaged cross—sections of the QEL,RES,D IS

CC and NC processes per one nucleon ofthe NOM AD target.

N eutrino beam spectrum corresponds to the X ;¥ j6 100cm
ducialarea. T he unit used for the cross-section is 10 *® an ?.

P rocess type

QEL 0.428 0.393
RES 0.576 0432
DIS CC 16 .643 4.876
DISNC 5.335

energy spec‘aumﬁ; n, (np) is the relative fraction of neu-
trons(protons) in the NOM AD target (see Section[3).

The QEL cross—section was calculated in the fram e—
work of the Sm ith and M oniz m odel [71]] for C arbon w ith
binding energy E, = 256 M &V and Ferm i m om entum
Pr = 221 M &V=c. As noted above, the nal result de—
pends strongly on the axialmassM » (see Fig.[4).

To estin ate the RES contribution, we fold the ex—
tended RS model [53] for a free nuclkeon with the Pauli
factor from [77]. The com putation of 4i5s(E ) has been
donew ith the GRV 98-L.O0 PDF m odelas indicated in [57].
The cuto parametersW 2E2° and W 2 1° are the sam e as
for theM C sinulation.

Tabl [d contains our results or the reduced ducial
volum e of the NOM AD detector: X ;¥ j6 100 an ; the
average ( )energy was 259 (176)GeV.

Combining all these, the expected fraction of quasi-
elastic events In the initial ( ) CC sam ple before any
special selection is about 2.4% (6.9% )or 20300( 1360)
events.

5 Events selection

In this section we describe particular features of recon—
struction and denti cation of  and QEL events.

51 n! p sekction
Fora n'! P eventone can expect tw o tracks originat-
ing from the reconstructed prin ary v : one of them
should be identi ed as a muon, while the second track is
assum ed to be a proton.Laterw e shall refer to eventsw ith
such a topology as 2-track (two track) eventfﬂ

Som etin es the proton track cannot be reconstructed,
eg. if its mom entum is below the detector registration

2 the procedure used for the calculation of the ux and com —
position of the CERN SPS neutrino beam is described in [30]

3 all charged tracks originating w ithin a 5 am box around the
reconstructed prin ary vertex are forced to be included into it;
we have also tried to vary this param eter by enlarging the size
of the box to 10 an and found that the nalresults are rather
stable (within 0:3% for them easured Q EL cross-section)

‘i this analysis we do not take into account clisters in
the electrom agnetic calorin eter, which can be associated w ith
neutral particles, originating from the prim ary vertex

threshold. In this case, we dealw ith only one m uon track
and we call such an event a 1-track (single track) event.

T he expected ratio between 1-+track and 2-track events
for the pure standard QEL M C sam ple is 54:3% :45:7% .

T here are three possibble reasons for the reconstruction
of the proton track in a QEL event to fail:

{ theproton,which wasbom in the neutrino interaction
w ith the target nucleon, has too low a m om entum or
too large an em ission angle (this depends on the pa—
ram eters of the m odel used to describe the neutrino-
nucleon interaction, in particular, on the value of the
axialm ass);

{ the proton from the prin ary neutrino interaction was
nvolved In an intranuclear cascade and lost part of its
energy (this is controlled by the DPM JET param eters,
mainly by the form ation tine ¢);

{ thedetectorm agnetic eld deviates positively charged
particles upw ards; therefore, if a slow proton is em it—
ted at an azimuth ", =2, its tra Bctory is aln ost
parallel to the drift cham ber planes and its track re—
construction e ciency (which depends on the num ber
of hits associated w ith the track) is signi cantly lower
than In the case of a proton em itted downwards at
" 3 =2.

In Fig.[d (left) we illustrate these last two e ects: the
m agnetic eld isthe cause of the asym m etry in the azin u—
taldistribution of the reconstructed protons,w hile variyng
the form ation tin e param eter ( a ectsthe expected num —
ber of tracks uniform ly.

In Fig.[d we display an exam ple of distrdbutions of the
leading proton m om entum p, and em ission angle 1, before
and after F ST for the Q EL neutrino scattering. T he proton
reconstruction probabilities are also shown as functions of
Pn and j:one can observe a fast decrease at low proton
mom enta (below 300 M eV =c) and large em ission angles
(larger than 72°). So, FSI tends to increase the fraction
of events In kinem atic dom ains with low proton recon-
struction e ciency and therefore to change the expected
fraction of events w ith a given topology In the denti ed
QEL sample.

U sing 2-track events only for the analysis m ay seem
very attractive, since we could signi cantly reduce the
background contam ination w ith the help ofadditionalkine-
m atic variables (details can be found below ). H ow ever,
the results thus obtained m ight still have large system —
atic uncertainties com ing from insu clent understanding
of nuclear e ects.

The QEL events which are not reconstructed as 2-
track eventsw ill populate m ainly the 1+4rack sam ple.But

qel extracted from this samplewillsu er from the same
source of uncertainty. H owever, the m easurem ent of the
QEL crosssection sin ultaneously from both sam ples is
expected to have only little dependence on the uncertain-—
ties In them odeling ofFSIe ectsand this is indeed what
is found in the data (see Section[§).

T herefore, the strategy of our analysis (selection crite—
ria) in thecaseof n'! P can be outlined as follow s:
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(5)

structed and denti ed negatively or positively charged

5

we use a m ore stringent cut Z > 50 an for the data col-

lected during 97 and 98, when the rst drift cham ber m odule

was substituted by the NOM AD STAR detector

muon for the neutrino and antineutrino analyses re-
spectively. Tn order to avoid possible problem s w ith
detector reconstruction ine ciencies, we require 0 <

" < ,where’ is the muon azinuthal anglke (so,
the proton track should lie in the bottom hem isphere),
see Fig.[d (right).

T his choice is validated by our nalerrorsbeing dom -
dnated by system atics aswe w ill be shown below .
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Table 4. Number ofdata Ng4sta and renom alized M C N, . events in and QEL sam ples; expected selection e clency,
purity and background contam inations (BG ) for di erent stages of the analysis.

QELe .(%) QEL purity () RESBG () DISBG (8) oth.BG (%) Nagata Np e
l-track before , cut 23.7 29.0 183 523 04 16508 16633.7
l-track after 1 cut 213 41.7 232 345 0.6 10358 10358.0
2-track before L cut 17.6 472 173 352 03 7575 7609.0
2-track after L cut 133 739 102 158 < 01 3663 3663.0
com bined before cuts 413 34.7 18.0 47.0 03 24083 24242.
com bined after cuts 346 50.0 198 29.7 05 14021 140210
l-track before , cut 81.8 29.8 22.8 4538 1.6 3585 3555.8
l-rack after  cut 644 36.6 28.5 33.6 13 2237 2237.0

{ Event topology and reconstructed kinem atic variablks.
W e assign the events to the 14rack and 2-track sub-
sam ples and calculate E and Q2.

Singlke track sam pke (only one charged lepton is re—
constructed and identi ed). To avold contam ina-
tion from the through-going m uons we extrapolte
the muon track to the st drift cham ber and re- Y
quire the absence of veto cham ber hits in the vicin—
ity of the Intersection point. T he e ciency of this
quality cut was controlled by visual scanning of
the reconstructed 1-track events in the experin en—
taldata and was found to be satisfactory.A nother
quality cut was used to suppress a possible contri-
bution from inverse m uon decay events: we require
them uon transversem om entum to be greater than
02 G eV =c (see Section [6.]] for m ore details).
The kinem atic variables are reconstructed under Fig. 7. Likelhood variables: m issing transverse m om entum
the assum ption that the target nucleon is at rest. P *,proton em ission angle » ,angle between the transverse
For the 1-4rack events, the muon m om entum and com ponents of the charged tracks.
direction are the sole m easurem ents and we have
to use the conservation laws (assum ing QEL) to
com pute other kinem atic quantities:

,1is
Pg..

should be greater than 7 and itsm om entum p, >
300M &V =c.0 therw ise such an event isdow ngraded

M E m?=2 to the 1+4rack sam ple.
E = M E +p cos For 2-track events, we use both the muon and the
5 proton reconstructed m om enta to estim ate E  and
Q=24 (E E ) 02
ph= ((E p cos )+ p sn® )7
=P COS + Py COS
cos = (E P cos  )=Pn; (6) 5 5
= 2E (E p cos ) m

wherep , (P, n)arethemomentum and em is—
sion angle of the outgoingm uon (nucleon), seeFig [1. T he expected resolitions for E and Q2 are 36%
W e note that for the neutrino energies relevant and 7:1% .
for this analysis (above 3 G &V ) there is no dif- T he quality of the neutrino energy E  reconstruction
ference between the calculations based on the ap— for 1-and 2-track sam ples is illustrated in Fig [8. twas
proxim ated form ulae above and the precise one, checked that for the 2-track sam ple the derived cross—
which takes into account the binding energy (see sections are consistent w ithin errors for both m ethods
eg. Eq. (4) in [26]). W ith the help of the M C of E calulation.
sim ulation we estin ate the resolution of the recon-  { Background suppression.T he contam ination from RES
structed E and Q2 as 3:6% and 7:8% respectively. and D IS processes can be suppressed by using the dif-
Two track sam pke (both the negativem uon and the ference betw een kinem atical distrbbutions in the QEL
positively charged track are reconstructed). For a and background events as well as by the identi cation
reliable reconstruction, w e require that the num ber of the reconstructed positively charged track as a pro—

of hits associated w ith the positively charged track ton (for the 2+rack sam ple only). T herefore we apply:
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Fig. 8. The quality of the neutrino energy E reconstruction for 1-and 2-track sam ples.

Identi cation of the positively charged track.
M om entum range m ethod [78] can be reliably ap—
plied for low energy protons since their tracks are
shorter com pared to that of * (the main back-
ground for proton identi cation) due to larger ion—
ization losses. In our case, this m ethod can be ap—
plied to about 17% of the eventsﬁ

K inem atical criteria.

In the case of the 2-+track sam ple, we can use addi-
tional kinem atic variables to suppress background
contam ination.W e buid the likelihood ratio

Jnip(lpEL); (7)
P("BG)

using 3-din ensional correlations between the fol-
low ing kinem atic variables (see F ig.[1) : the m issing
transverse m om entum P i, the proton en ission
angle ,and the angle Dbetween the transverse
com ponents of the charged prim ary tracks.T he fol-
low ing pre-cuts were applied prior to the likelihood
construction: P! * < 08 GeV=c,026 »= 6 05
and = > 08.

In Eq. (@) the P (* DEL) and P (* BG) are the
probabilities for signal and background events to
have the values of the variables ‘ = (P;H iS; hi )

W e also undertook an attempt to identify positively
charged particles using the TRD inform ation. A special al-
gorithm [7980]] can be potentially used for discrin ination be-
tween two particle-ID hypotheses (p= in our case). H owever,
a low momentum ( 0:9GeV ) of the particle and a rather
large am ission angle (& 45 ) result in that either the particle
does not reach the TRD or the num ber of resdual TRD hits
is not large enough for the identi cation. T herefore, the TRD

algorithm could be applied only to a lim ited fraction of events
6% ) and cannot play any signi cant role in our analysis.

W e have found that the D IS and RES probability
functions are very sin ilar; therefore we build the
likelihood function taking only resonance events for
the denom inator of Eq. (1).

T he com parison of P}’ s, , 4 and L distrbutions
in the data with the proper m xture of sin ulated
QEL,RES and D IS events is displayed in Fig.[d.
T he good agreem ent observed between M C predic—
tions and experin entaldata con m s a reasonable
understanding of the background contam nations
and reconstruction e ciency in our analysis. For
exam ple, after the likellhhood cut, the respective
contrbutions of QEL, RES,DIS and COH given
by the cross sections and the e ciencies com puted
w ith the help oftheM C for each process separately
are as gpeci ed on the corresponding L > 0 line in
Tabl[d.W ith the reduction factors for the L > 0
cut as given by the M C In the various channels,
and nom alizing the totalM C to the data at this
last stage, we nd a totalof 7609 events before the
cut, distribbuted as shown by the gureson the cor-
responding line. T he excess of 34 M C events rela—
tive to the data, which are necessarily m ostly back—
ground, can be taken as evidence that there is less
than 1% excess background In the M C after the
pre—cuts. Since the totalM C background is of the
order of 4000 events, the num ber found is wellun—
der the expected statistical uctuations. T herefore,
there isno evidence of a statistically signi cantdis-
crepancy.

In the case of 14rack events, our abilities to sup-
press background contam ination are Im ited since
allkinem atic variables are expressed In term softhe
muon momentum p and en ission angle w ith
the help of the conservation law s for Q EL events.
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, n and likelhood distrbutions for a m ixture of QEL, RES and D IS sinulated events (histogram s)

com pared to realdata (points w ith error bars). The M C distribbutions are nomm alized to the num ber of events observed in the

data.

T herefore, the proton reconstructed em ission an-—
gle, Eq. (@), can be considered as an analog of the
likelihood function (see F ig.[I0).
T he explicit values for the kinem atic selection cri-
teria (L > 0 for the 2-rack sam ple and 035 6
h= 6 05 Portheldrack sample)w found from
the optin ization ofthe sensitivity SG= SG + BG,
where SG and B G are the expected num bers of sig—
nal and background events in the denti ed QEL
sam ple.

52 p! “n sekction
T he Investigation ofantineutrino sam ple isam uch sin pler

task since these eventsarem ostly (  96% ofcases) recon—

structed as l-track events (we have no hits from outgo-
iIng neutrons in the drift cham bers). T herefore, w e require
dentd cation of the positively charged m uon and follow

the procedure for the 1+track sam ple discussed above. T he
only di erence is the absence of contam ination from the
nversem uon decay events, so we do not need to apply the
quality cut on the transverse m uon m om entum .

In Tablk[d we summ arize the inform ation about the
selection of samples with n ! pand p! “n
candidates in the data. T he last two colum ns of this table
allow to m ake checks of com patibility between the levels
of background in the data and In our simultions in a
m anner sin ilar to what is explained above for the two

track sam ple.
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Fig. 11. A typicalexam ple of data event (run 15049 event 11514) denti ed as n ! p In this analysis. Long track is

denti ed asmuon, short track is assum ed to be proton.

An exam ple of the 2+track event from realdata dden-
tiedas n! p is displayed in Fig.[Idl.



16

6 The QEL cross—section and axialm ass
m easurem ents

In this section we describe our analysis procedure.
The Q EL cross—section m easurem ent using nomm alization
either to the total (D IS) () CC crosssection or to
the nverse muon decay (IMD), e ! <, €vents is
rst presented in subsection [6.]l. A fterw ards, w e describe
the procedure used to extract the value of the axialm ass
M, from the toftheQ ? distribution.T his is the sub fct
of subsection [6.2.

6.1 The QEL cross—section m easurem ent

Since there was no precise know ledge of the integrated
neutrino ux in the NOM AD experimn ent, we use a dif-
ferent process w ith a better know n cross-section , recorded
at the sam e tin e, for the nom alization of the Q EL cross—
section.A sin ilar procedure w as often applied in previous
neutrino experin ents, as for exam ple, CERN BEBC [18].
M oreover, the use of another process recorded in the sam e
experin ental runs allow s to reduce signi cantly the sys-
tem atic uncertainty related to the detectorm aterial com —
position . N evertheless, this auxilliary process m ust m est
two requirem ents: its cross-section should be m easured
w ith rather high accuracy and the corresponding events
can easily be extracted from the fulldata sam ple.

Let us divide the investigated interval of neutrino en—
ergy into several bins and enum erate them with index
i= 1:Ng.Then, the number of denti ed QEL events
in the i+th bin with boundaries [E;;E ;41 ]1s

E
nael

N®#E= N4 C T 5h g (8)
j=1
w here
z Eiva ¥e
i= (E)dE ; ;=1
Es i=1
and
Eiva
h qelii= - qel(E ) (E)dE
i B

Coe clent C accum ulates the absolute neutrino ux
and the num ber of target nucleons. The m atrix elem ent
"‘ffl is the probability that the reconstructed neutrino en-
ergy E ofa QEL event falls into the i-th bin, while the
sin ulated energy actually belongs to the j-th bin.

T he expected background contam nation is

N = C ("M%h resi+ "®h gsoi) (9)
whereweuse thede nition ofEq. (4) forh bg 17 "?g denotes
the renom alized energy distribution in BG events passing
the Q EL identi cation procedure:

X E
b nwbg _ N bg by
= = =N

rec
i=1

here N 7 and N 59_ are the number of M C events sin u-
lated and denti ed asQEL in the chosen detector FV .
Sin ilar equations can be w ritten for any other process
recorded in the sam edetector F'V . Ifwe dentify N ( events
ofa process,whose ux averaged cross section in an energy

interval containing these events is ¢, we can write
No=C ¢ o

where ( is the relative part of the neutrino ux belong-
ing to the sam e energy interval. (we assum e that Ny is
background subtracted and e ciency corrected).

W e can now get rid of C and write the nalegquation
forh qelj-i:

Xe
. 1
h qelli = ] <"qel )1]
1 j: 1
N dat 0 0 nresy . ndisy . 11
SR 5 resl 5 dis1 (11)
0

Num ericalvalues forh ,.siand h 4isiaregiven In Ta—
ple[. The e ciencies " &', "** and "¢** should be esti-

1
m ated w ith the help of theM C sinulation orQEL ,RES
and D IS sam ples separately; the factor ( (=N, com es
from the auxilliary process used for nom alization.

Letusnote that the am earing of the reconstructed neu—
trino energy is taken into account in Eq. {Id) by the in-
versem atrix of QEL e ciencies.

Equation {Id) can also be applied to the entire energy
interval. In this case, we can use the usual notations for
e clencies as in Eq. ([I0). From the m easured h qell we
calculate the axialm assM , by using the Sm ith and M oniz
form alism (see Fig.[4).

In the follow ing subsections, we investigate the D IS
and M D processes which can both be used for the QEL
cross-section nom alization as jast described.

Possible sources of system atic errors In our analysis
procedure are discussed in Section [1.

6.1.1 Sekction of DS events

T he phenom enology of neutrino D IS iswelldeveloped . E x—
perin ental data are in rather good agreem ent w ith the-
oretical predictions. T he charged current neutrino D IS is
an inclisive process and for its selection from the data
sam ple, the follow ing criteria are enough:

{ Fiducial volum e cut. T he prim ary vertex should be in
the sam e F'V as that de ned for the Q EL events, see
Eq. @);

{ Muon identd cation and Topology cut. At least two
charged tracks should originate from the prin ary ver—
tex ; one of them should be denti ed as a muon (
inthecaseof CC and * for CC);

{ Background suppression. T he third criterion isused to
avoild contributions from theQEL and RES events.W e
have checked three di erent possibilities for it:



Table 5. Selection of the D IS events in and

CC samples. Totale clency (in %
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), expected purity of selected events (in

% ), theoretical prediction for h 4isi, observed N 4.+ and corrected N o num ber of events in experin entaldata are given for each

variant of D IS selection described above.

sam ple sam ple
variant of D IS selection 1 2 3 1 2 3
e clency 8295 86.84 88.52 7546 8140 8320
purity 97.10 98.62 99.62 7148 7257 7395
N gat, events 6767020 267517.0 276018.0 177440 79960 8500.0
N o, events 7921620 303790.7 3106173 168071 71286 75534
relative ux o 1 0.144 0.144 1 0106 0.106
h 0i,10 *® an? 16 643 44 876 46 .069 4876 20124 21.999
ct,10* m? 2101 2127 2136 29012 29924 30872

1. The total visble energy in the event should be
E 6 300 G&V and the reconstructed hadronic
massW > 14 Gé&V ;in this case the com putation
ofh 4isihasbeen done PrGRV 98-LO PDF m odel
according to the prescriptions in [57].

2. W ekeep the requirem ent for the reconstructed had—
ronicmass (W > 1:4G eV ) butreduce the neutrino
energy region to 40 6 E 6 200 G €V ; theoreti-
calcalculation of h 4isi is also done w ith the help
of [571.

3. Using the sam e neutrino energy interval as In 2.
(406 E 6 200 G&V ), we ram ove the cut on the
reconstructed hadronic mass W . In this case, we
takeIjI the totalC C neutrinonucleon cross-section to
be:

10 3% an’=Gev
10 38

=E =
©tE g =

(0677
(0:334

0:014)

0:008) an ’=G ev
(PDG average [49]). The calculated h 1 should
be corrected due to the fact that NOM AD target
is slightly non—isoscalar.

T he num erical results of the D IS events selection can
be found in Tabl[H. For the Q EL cross-section nom aliza—
tion we use results obtained w ith the Jast m ethod (PDG
based) as having the m ost solid ground. T hus, the nal
nom alization is perform ed to the total ( )CC cross—
section. W e also checked that this nom alization is con-
sistent w ith tw o previous calculations based on approach
from [B7]within 16% (59% ) or ( )CC sample.

6.1 2 Sekction of nverse m uon decay events

Inverse muon decay e ! e Is a purely leptonic
process, which is well known both on theoretical and ex—
perim ental grounds. Its cross-section in the B om approx—
In ation is:

m2

2m E

(12)

7 TheCHORU S m easurem ent for the C H , target [81]]is con—

sistent w ith this value.

T he num erical value of the constant .5 calculated in the
fram ew ork of the Standard M odelw as found to be in good
agreem ent w ith experin entalm easurem ents [82]:

2m G2
e= —=F = 1723 10 " m?cev !

(13)
The number of M D events N is proportional to its
ux averaged cross-section from Eq. (@):
hgnqi= 1017 10 *® an? (14)
and expected to be at least 650 tim es sn aller than the
num ber of D IS events.
To select the IM D events we require:

{ the prim ary vertex should be in the same ducialvol-
um e as thatused for denti ed Q EL events, seeEq. (3);

{ there is only one negatively charged track originating
from the prim ary vertex; it should be denti ed as a
muon;

{ there are no veto cham ber hits in the vicinity of the
Intersection point of the extrapolated m uon track and
the st drift cham ber (quality cut, the sam e as for
1+rack events from the QEL sam ple);

{ themuon energy is above the threshold:

m?+m?
— = 1093Gev

15
. (15)

{ thetransversem om entum p,; ofthem uon produced in
M D eventisvery lin ited by kinem aijcs:pg 6 2m E

In this sam ple the contam ination from the reaction

ce ! is estin ated to be at the kevelof 10 °,eg.
wellbelow 1 event, since the ratio of the uxes .= is
0.0027 [30]while the ratio of the cross-sectionsis ( .e !

= ( e! e)  1=3.

W e determ ine the num ber of signal events N i, g from
the t of the p? distribution to experin entaldata with
the function F (p? ):

(16)

F )= NinaFina @)+ Naar ijd]Fbg(pg)

where F i, ¢ and Fpy are the nom alized M C expectations
for signal and background pf distributions; N 4.+ denotes
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the non-equidistant pf distribution.

the num ber ofevents in realdata w hich passed all selection

The QEL events are now playing the role of the m ost
Im portant background for the M D selection. H ow ever,
the contam inations from the RES and D IS events cannot
be neglected since they distort the shape of the p§ distri-
bution. A susual, the relative contribution of each process
to the expected background is proportional to the cor-
responding e ciency and ux averaged cross-section (see
Tablk[d).

T he expression {18) contains only one free param eter
N in g, which is the num ber of observed M D events. F i-
nally, for p§ < 003 Gev=c)’ ntervalwe nd Niq =
4360 285 with the quality of the t =N DF = 0:89
(see Fig.[[d). Taking into account that the selection ef-
clency for the M D events is 87:8% we report the total
num berof M D eventsN o, which can beused fortheQEL
nomm alization:
Ng = 496%6

325 17)

T he relative error for (=N In the IM D case is about
7% (due to the sm all statistics of the M D sam ple).Nev—
ertheless the nom alization factor itself, C ' = 2:048
10 43dn2,jsjnagreement(wjthjn 4% ) w ith the eval-
uation based on the D IS sam ple (see Table[d).

The use of the IM D process for the nom alization is
an Interesting independant cross<heck of the absence of
problem s in our procedure. In particular, it allow s to ver—
ify that there are no e ects arising from possible trigger
ine ciencies In the selection of neutrino events consisting
of a single m uon going through the trigger planes.

6.2 Axklm assm easurem ent from the Q¢ distrbution

To extract the axialm ass from the Q2 distrbution the

experin entaldata are tted to the theoretical predictions

using a standard 2 method. W e bin the events in two

variablesQ? and E  (in thecaseofa sihgleE  intervalour

procedure can be considered as the usual 1-din ensional
t) [

Let us enum erate bins with lndex i= 1:Ngy ;bin i=
Ny + 1 contains events which fall outside of the investi-
gated (E ;0?) region. It is convenient to de ne bound-
aries n such a way that each bin with i= 1:Ny contains
approxin ately the sam e num ber of experin ental events
passing all identi cation criteria.

A m nin ization functional is:
_E e 2

NTM L)
2Ma )= -

1

dat
N i

(18)

i=1

where N {2¢ is the number of events in the i-th bin of
the non-weighted experin ental distribution, while N lth is
a superposition of the nom alized M C background N fg
and the expected Q EL signal:

Nx+l
NITMa)=NPrC

1

wael .
i ihrgerds

(19)

j=1

T his equation is sim ilar to Eq. ),Nibg being de ned
in the sameway as n Eq. {@); "Ci{jel is the probability that
a QEL event sin ulated in the j—th bin is reconstructed in
the i-th bin. The QEL scattering dynam ics is described
by the follow ing tem :

Z
1

e =~ %m0, 2
Prgeids = (E;Q°Ma) (E)AEAQ®  (20)

;0 .do?

¥

ithelj-i 1’: Ng+1 =h qeli jh“'qelj-j (21)

j=1

here ; denotes the (E ;0?) interval, which corresponds

to the ith bin; d =dQ? is the di erential QEL cross—

section on bound target nucleon (see formulae in [32))
The coe cientC can bede ned in either oftwo ways:

1. theN [ distrbution isnom alized to the totalnum ber
of events In the experin entaldata:

Xe ¥e
th dat
N Ny

i=1

(22)
i=1

In this case, the proposed m ethod should be sensitive
only to the shape of the distrbution but not to the
absolute num ber of denti ed events (contrary to the
M » measurem ent from the totalQ EL cross—section).

® In practice it is convenient to use din ensionless variables

(a;b) instead of (E ;Q%).Then,E = E™" ¥ 4+ aE™%* E™ ™)
and Q% = Q7w (E )+ b0 ax(E ) Qfwm(E )] So,ab 2
0;11.
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Fig.13. TheQ? distrbutions in denti ed Q EL events.

2.C isde ned In the same way as for the total QEL
cross-section m easurem ent, ie.we use another process
(D IS) for nomm alization:

(23)

If we sum over the Q2 variable for the investigated
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eg.in the analysisa more strict cut 01 < 7 <
09 Ieadsto 0:8% variation in them easured cross sec-
tion while a change in the precutsto PJ' < 09Gev,

= > 075 and 018 < 4 leads to an uncertainty of
04% .

2. uncertainty in the total (m ainly D IS) charged current
m uon neutrino cross-section, which enters both in the
nom alization factor (=N, and in the subtraction of
the corresponding D IS background (the experin ental
erroron h gis1is2:1% for CC and 24% for CC);

3. uncertainty In theR E S cross section, w hich determ ines
the contam ination adm ixture of the single resonant
plon events in the denti ed QEL sam ple (we assum e
10% erroronh ,.siboth forneutrino and antineutrino
cases, see eg. [5d));

4. FSI interactions (we vary o and | , DPMJET pa-
ram eters for xed M ' ©= 1:03GeV);

5. uncertainty in the neutrino ux shape (the relative er-
rors or each E  bin were taken from [30]);

6. neutral current adm ixture (we assum e 5% error for
the corresponding cross section, w hich can be found in
Tabk[d);

7. charge m isidenti cation of the prin ary lepton (recon-—
structed CC event is classi ed as CC and vice-
versa);

8. contam nation from coherentpion production (see sub—
section [4.4]).

In Table[d we present our num erical estin ations for
system atic uncertainties (in the case of  scattering, sys-

(E ;0?)interval, ndingtheM , param eterfrom Eq. (I8)tem atic errors were calculated for the m ixture of 1-track

becom es nothing else than the num erical resoluition of

Eq. (). Therefore, this variant of the t can be con—

sidered as a sin ultaneous t of the totaland di eren-

tial cross—sections; henceforth, we shall refer to it as
d =do? t.

F ig.[I3 presents a com parison of the reconstructed Q 2
distribution w ith our M C prediction. T he expected back—
ground contam ination is also shown.

W e can now apply the proposed m ethods to experi-
m entaldata and m easure the Q EL cross-section and axial
massM » .T henum ericalresults are reported in Section[8],
while the discussion of the corresponding uncertainties is
presented In the next section.

7 System atic uncertainties

W e have studied several sources of system atic uncertain—
ties, which are Im portant for the m easurem ent of the to-
talQ EL cross—section and axialm ass param eter. T hey are
listed below :

1. dentd cation ofQ EL events;we vary the selection cri-
teria w ithin reasonable lim its (L > 0 04 for 2-track
sample and ,= > 035 003 for 14rack sam ple).
The nalresult isfound to be practically lnsensitive to
the exactpositionsofthem uon azim uth * cutand ad—
ditionalrequirem ents for the P **, and ,, variables:

and 2-track subsam ples). O ne can see that the m ost In -
portant contributions com e from the QEL identi cation
procedure and from the uncertainty on the non-Q EL pro—
cesses contribution to the selected sam ple of signalevents.

T he nuclear reinteractions (FSIe ect) signi cantly af-
fect the neutrino sam ple only (see Tablk[d), while in the
antineutrino case the in uence of the nuclar reinterac—
tions is expected to be negligble. For scattering, the
cross-sections can be calculated separately for both the 1-
track and 2-track subsam ples of identi ed Q EL events or
for their m ixture. W e can then com pare the results and
choose whichever one has the m Inm al total error. Tn our
case it was obtained for the com bined 1-+track and 2-track
sam ple, which was found to be alm ost Insensitive to the
variation of DPM JET param eters (see Section [ for ex—
planations).

The uncertainty on the shape of the (anti)neutrino
spectrum  is in portant for the m easurem ent of 4 as a
function ofneutrino energy E .Butitdoesnota ectboth
the ux averaged cross section h ge1i and theM 5 extrac-
tion from the Q ? distribution.

T he uncertainty due to the prin ary lepton m isddenti-
cation and neutral currents com es Into play through the
subtraction of the corresponding background from the se—
lected D IS sam ple, that is, from the nom alization factor.
The adm ixture of those events Into the denti ed QEL
events is negligible.
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Table 6. The relative system atic uncertainties (in % ) of the QEL cross section h 4e11 and axialmass M » , m easured in
n! pand p! ' n reactions.
Source h geii Ma from h geri Ma from d =dQ? h geii Ma from h geri
1 QEL identi cation procedure:
likelthood or , cut 35 3.2 24 43 4.2
" cut 0.8 0.7 03 { {
P} *, and , precuts 04 04 04 { {
2 (ais) 29 2.6 02 42 42
3 (res) 4.0 36 0.6 7.6 74
4  nuclear reinteractions 1.8 1.6 6.5 { {
5 shape of neutrino spectrum 02 0.2 01 09 0.9
6 NC contribution < 01 < 01 { 1.1 11
7 muon m isidenti cation < 01 < 01 { 1.0 1.0
8  coherent pion production < 01 < 01 < 01 11 11
total 6.5 59 7.0 99 9.5
—~ 14r I ]
NE C - |
r +no>w +p 7
S 1.2F Vpytn-p +p 3
& B T ]
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0: | | ]
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Fig.14. Comparison ofourh geil
(for the best param eter ¢ = 1:0) with the nalh gai

8 Resuls

81 n! p sam ple
T he results of our analysis for the sam ple are sum —
marized in Tablk[d. W e m easure the ux averaged QEL
cross-section In the neutrino energy interval3 100 G &V
(see Eq. (1l)) for the 1-track and 2-track sam ples as well
as for theirm ixture (which is called C om bined in Table[d).
For each h 411 we calculate the corresponding axialm ass
value,M 5 .Resultson M , extraction both from the stan—
dard 0? tand from thecombined d =dQ? tarealso
given. T hese m easurem ents are repeated for several Q EL
M C with di erent values of Input param eters (the axial
massM p wasvaried between 0:83 and 1:23 G &V in steps
of 0 G eV ; the form ation tine ¢ was allowed to take a
valie of 0.6, 1.0 and 2.0; the correction factor f; oq Was
varied w ithin the interval [0:54;0:69]).0n top of this the
NUANCE QEL M C with itsown treatment of FSTIe ects
is used for crosschecks.

W e then observe that M p recalculated from them ea—
sured h 4e11 depends on ¢ if one refers to the 1-track or
the 2-track sam ples. Speci cally, the m easured M , value

m
9
g

m easurem ents as a function of the neutrino energy in the 1+track and 2-track subsam ples
valies m easured using the fiill event sam ple, see Tabl[d.

Increases w ith increasing ( when extracted from the 1-
track sam ple while it decreases when extracted from the
2-rack sam ple. This can be understood if we take into
account the fact that the ( param eter controls the proba—
bility foran outgoing nucleon to be Involred in an Intranu—
clear cascade. Increasing ( then increases the fraction of
Q EL eventsw ith reconstructed proton and thus populates
the 2-track sam ple to the detrin ent of the 1+4rack sam ple.
T his is the reason for the systam atic overestin ation ofM
extracted from the 1-track sam ple alone and its underes-
tin ation when extracted from the 2-track sam ple alone.
H ow ever the value of M 5 extracted from the com bination
of the 14rack and 2-track sam ples is aln ost insensitive to
variations of the ( param eter.

W e also nd that using the QEL M onte Carlo w ith
o= land [ _, = 0% providesthem ost accurate predic-
tion for the ratio between the 1+4rack and 2-track sam ples
(and hence the m ost adequate description of the FSI): in
this case the ux averaged QEL cross—section stays ap—
proxin ately the sam e whether m easured from the 1-track
sam ple or from the 2-track sam ple (see Tabk[d). Thisal-
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(HEP, BC) [22)). The solid lnhe corresponds to the M  value obtained in the NOM AD experim ent, the error band takes
into account both statistical and system atic uncertainties of the present analysis. Nuclear e ects are included into calculations
according to the relativistic Ferm i gas m odel by Sm ith and M oniz [71]] for C arbon w ith binding energy E, = 256 M &V and
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error band corresponds to the M » value obtained in the NOM AD experin ent.

low sus to exclude theM C setswith o= 0% and 2:0 from
further considerations.

Fi.[14 shows a com parison of our h gell measure-
m ents as a function of the neutrino energy In the 1+4rack
and 2-rack subsam ples (for the best param eter (= 1:0)
w ith the nalh g1 valiesm easured using the fullevent
sam ple.

Sin ilarly we have observed that when using the full
sam ple (1-4rack and 2-track) them easured M , isnotvery
sensitive to m odi cations of the param eter.And us-

F
m od

ing the NUANCE sinulation code as a cross check gives
a very consistent picture: the M 5 value extracted from

the 1+track sam ple isalso di erent from the one extracted
from the 2-track sam ple, while the value obtained with
the com bined sam ple nicely agreesw ith our m easurem ent
w ith the best FSI param eters. T hus, our results for the

neutrino case are:
hgai = (092 0:02(stat) 0:06(syst)) 10 *®* an?
Ma =105 0:02(stat) 006(syst)Gev (24)



22

—~ 16 T L T T T L L L T
e > CERN GGM 77, CFBr | Y o+pop ‘+n Mo
S 1.4 = CERNGGM 79, C,Hg/CF,Br u ‘ #
8 v IHEP 85, Al FL l =
QS 121 . IHEP SKAT 90, CF,Br LL Ll Llu 1
o 1L * NuTevo4,Fe [[[ ] l b | 0
e NOMAD 08, Carbon i
0.8 1 Myerror 0.12 GeV I

— M, =106GeV
0.6

0.4
0.2

,i
3
|

Fig.17. Comparison ofNOMAD h ge1l

m easurem ents, Table[8, w ith previous experim entaldata on —
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scattering o heavy

nuclei (CERN GGM 77 [I8],CERN GGM 79 [16], HEP 85 20], HEP SCAT 90 22]and NuTev 04 [23]). The sold line and
error band corresponds to theM » value obtained n the NOM AD experin ent, the error band takes Into account both statistical
and system atic uncertainties of the present analysis. Nuclear e ects are included into calculations according to the standard

relativistic Fem igasm odel

T his result (24) is indeed in agreem entw ith both the stan-
dard t of the Q ? distrdbution:

Ma =107 006(stat) 0L07(syst)Gev (25)
and the tofthe com bined

NOMAD data:

d =dQ? distrbution of the

Ma =106 002(stat) 0:06(syst)Gev (26)
(see Table[d, these results are obtained with a QEL M C
usihgM , = 1:03G&V).

W e use the 24rack sam ple only to extract M , from
the tofthe Q? distrlbution shce in this case the purity
of QEL identi cation isratherhigh ( 74% , see Tabl[d).
T he results depend on the input M C param eters (axial
m ass and form ation tim e) but still are In nice agreem ent
w ith the results of the extraction ofM , from them easured
Q EL cross—section based also on a 2-rack sam ple analysis.
T his can be considered as an additionalcon dence for our
m easuram ents using the ullQ EL sam ple.

The m easured crosssection of the n ! P reac—
tion as a function of the neutrino energy is presented in
Tabl[land is shown in Figs.[[d and[1d. T hese results are
com pared to the previous m easurem ents perform ed w ith
deuteriim and heavy nuclei targets (see discussion in Sec—
tion ).

82 p! "nsampk

In the case the event topology is just a single * , thus
the uncertainties in the treatm ent of FST e ect alm ost do
not in uence the event selection. Since our m easurem ent
of the cross—section of the p ! *n reaction is based

on a l-track sam ple only, we do not show the dependence

of the results on the variation of the ( and iod pa-—
ram eters. Instead we display a dependence on the input
M a in Tabl[IJ. The results for the measured M , are
found to be quite stable. In Fig.[I7 we show the mea-
sured p ! *n cross section as a function of the an-—
tineutrino energy superim posed w ith the theoretical curve
drawnwithM , = 1:06 0:12G €V and w ith nucleare ects
according to the standard relhtivistic Ferm i gas m odel.
Table[8 summ arizes our results for the p ! “n cross—
section m easurem ent in the di erent antineutrino energy
intervals. The cross-sections are m easured on a Carbon
target and also recalculated for a free nucleon. T he sta—
tistical and system atic errors are both provided. T he ob-
served num ber of events in the data, the predicted num ber
of background events, the background subtracted and ef-
clency corrected num ber of events are also shown.

Our nalresults for the antineutrino case are:
hgai = (081 0:05(stat) 0:08(syst)) 10 ®* am?
Ma =106 0:07(stat) 0:10(syst)Gev (27)
9 Conclusions
The cross-section m easurem ent of the n ! p and

p! T n reactionson nuclear target w as perform ed and
reported in this article. The sam ples used in the analysis
consist of 14021 neutrino and 2237 antineutrino events,
which were denti ed as quasielastic neutrino scattering
am ong the experin ental data collected by the NOM AD
collaboration.

W e have discussed in details the analysis procedure
and the m ost signi cant sources of system atic error. Spe—
cialattention was paid to the in uence of the FSI e ects
on the m easured physical quantities. The DPM JET code
was used to sin ulate these FSI e ects. W e also proposed
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Table 7. Crosssection of quasielastic neutrino scattering (in units of 10 3% am? , statistical and system atic errors). ¢ arbon

ismeasured or NOM AD nuclear target and nom alized per 1 neutron;

N uc1=g is the crosssection for the free target

Free =

neutron (the factor g is calculated according to the Sm ith-M oniz m odel, see [32]]). T he num ber of selected events in raw data
N g2t , the estin ated background contam ination Ny, and the num ber of events N ¢o» corrected for background and e ciency are
also reported. T he di erence in the totalnum ber of data events w ith respect to Table[4] (13683 vs 14021) isdue to the additional

cut on the neutrino energy 3< E (GeV )< 100.

E E i Ngat Nbg N cor ( stat syst)N ucl ( stat syst)F ree
3{ 6 4.7 396 2116 660.6 0994 0125 0.078 1.057 0133 0.083
6{ 9 7.1 1115 580.2 16634 0942 0.072 0.078 1.001 0.077 0.083
9{ 12 105 1683 8353 25911 1014 0.061 0.075 1.077 0.065 0.080
12 { 15 135 1647 8349 2310.7 0.859 0.057 0.070 0913 0.060 0.075
15{ 21 178 2815 14516 3766.8 0.843 0.040 0.067 0.896 0.043 0071
21 { 27 238 2040 956 .2 3084.7 0991 0.052 0.070 1.053 0.055 0.075
27 { 33 298 1279 610.5 1816 .8 0.888 0.064 0.073 0.943 0.068 0.077
33 { 39 358 852 4009 1246 .2 0970 0.086 0.078 1.030 0.091 0.083
39 { 54 453 1008 496.1 13978 0896 0.070 0.074 0951 0.074 0078
54 { 100 71.7 848 4169 11915 0911 0.073 0.077 0967 0.078 0.082
3 {100 234 13683 67942 197182 0919 0.017 0.060 0976 0.018 0.063

Table 8. The sam e as Tablk[7 but for antineutrino.

E hE l Ndat Nbg Ncor ( stat syst)N ucl ( stat syst)F ree
3{ 6 4.5 291 176 .4 181.9 0.585 0.097 0.079 0639 0.106 0.086
6{ 9 74 292 1826 1595 0.710 0125 0.093 0.767 0135 0.100
9{ 15 118 464 286.2 2541 0.851 0.114 0.096 0913 0.122 0.103
15 { 24 190 425 2740 210.8 0.822 0125 0.095 0878 0134 0.102
24 { 42 315 411 2525 2230 1.009 0141 0.098 1075 0150 0.104
42 { 100 60.1 288 181.9 1459 0993 0.173 0.099 1056 0.184 0.105
3 {100 19.7 2171 13536 11825 0.811 0.053 0.081 0866 0.056 0.086

a m ethod for tuning the intranuclear cascade param eters
(mainly the form ation tine (), which was then used to
reduce the corresponding system atic uncertainty.

For the case stable results have been obtained w ith
the com bined 1-rack and 2-track sam ples since they are
alm ost insensitive to the FSI e ects.

The results for the ux averaged Q EL cross—sections
in the (anti)neutrino energy interval 3 100 Ge&V are
h gl = (092 0:02(stat) 0:06(syst)) 10 *® an? and
h gl = (081 005(stat) 008(syst)) 10 * am? for
neutrino and antineutrino, respectively.

The axialm assM 5 wascalculated from the m easured
cross—sections:we ndM », = 105 0:06Ge&V from the
sampleand M, = 106 0:12 Ge&V from the sam ple.
TheM p param eter was also extracted from the tofthe
Q2 distrdboution in the high purity sample of quasi-
elastic 2-track events (w ith a reconstructed proton track).
Tt was found to be consistent w ith the values calculated
from the cross-sections.

Our results are In agreem ent w ith the existing world
average value [33[36]and do not support the results ound
in recent m easurem ents from the NuTeV (23], K 2K [24,
[25] and M iniBooNE [26]] collaborations, which reported
som ew hat Jarger values, how ever still com patible w ith our
results w ithin their large errors. A summ ary of existing

experin entaldata on the axialm assm easurem ents In neu-
trino and antineutrino experim ents is shown in F ig.[I8.

It should also be noted that the prelin nary results
reported earlier by the NOM AD collaboration for the 2-
track sam pke only [83/84]su ered from a large system atic
bias related to an In proper treatm ent of the FSTe ects in
the sim ulation program . T hey should be now superseeded
by the new m easuram ents reported here.
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