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Abstract. W e have studied the m uon neutrino and antineutrino quasi-elastic (Q EL) scattering reac-

tions (��n ! �
�
p and ���p ! �

+
n) using a set of experim entaldata collected by the NO M AD col-

laboration.W e have perform ed m easurem ents of the cross-section of these processes on a nuclear tar-

get (m ainly Carbon) norm alizing it to the total�� (���) charged current cross-section.The results for

the ux averaged Q EL cross-sections in the (anti)neutrino energy interval3 � 100 G eV are h�qeli�� =

(0:92� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst))� 10
�38

cm
2
and h�qeli��� = (0:81� 0:05(stat)� 0:08(syst))� 10

�38
cm

2
for

neutrino and antineutrino,respectively.The axialm ass param eterM A was extracted from the m easured

quasi-elastic neutrino cross-section.Thecorresponding resultisM A = 1:05� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst)G eV .

Itis consistentwith the axialm assvaluesrecalculated from the antineutrino cross-section and extracted

from the pure Q
2 shape analysis of the high purity sam ple of�� quasi-elastic 2-track events,but has

sm allersystem atic errorand should bequoted asthem ain resultofthiswork.O urm easured M A isfound

to be in good agreem entwith the world average value obtained in previousdeuterium �lled bubblecham -

ber experim ents.The NO M AD m easurem ent ofM A is lower than those recently published by K 2K and

M iniBooNE collaborations.However,within the large errors quoted by these experim ents on M A ,these

resultsare com patible with the m ore precise NO M AD value.

K ey w ords. neutrino interactions,neutrino and antineutrino quasi-elastic scattering

PACS. 13.15.+ g Neutrino interactions{ 25.30.Pt Neutrino-induced reactions
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1 Introduction

A preciseknowledgeofthecross-section of(anti)neutrino-

nucleus quasi-elastic scattering process (Q EL) is im por-

tantfortheplanningandanalysisofanyexperim entwhich

detects astrophysical,atm ospheric or accelerator neutri-

nos.The available m easurem entsfrom early experim ents

atANL [1,2,3,4],BNL [5,6,7,8],FNAL [9,10],CERN [11,

12,13,14,15,16,17,18]and IHEP[19,20,21,22]have con-

siderableerrorsdue to low statisticsand a lack ofknowl-

edgeofthepreciseincom ing neutrino ux.Unfortunately,

even within these large errors,the results are often con-

icting.

Thissubjectrem ainsvery topical.Recently severalat-

tem pts have been m ade to investigate the Q EL process

in the data collected by m odern acceleratorneutrino ex-

perim ents (such as NuTeV [23],K 2K [24,25]and M ini-

BooNE [26]).Unfortunatelytheyhavenotclari�ed thesit-

uation again duetolargeerrorsassigned totheirm easure-

m ents.Dedicated experim ents,such ase.g.SciBooNE [27]

and M INER�A [28],arenow being perform ed.

In thepresentanalysis,westudy both �� and ��� Q EL

scattering in the data collected by the NO M AD collab-

oration.The NO M AD detector was exposed to a wide-

band neutrino beam produced by the 450 G eV proton

synchrotron (SPS,CERN).A detailed description ofthe

experim entalset-up can be found in [29].The character-

isticsofthe incom ing neutrino ux aregiven in [30].

Thelargeam ountofcollected data and thegood qual-

ity ofeventreconstruction in the NO M AD detectorpro-

videauniquepossibilitytom easuretheQ EL cross-section

with a com bination ofsm allstatisticaland system aticer-

rors.The data sam ple used in this analysis consists of

about751000(23000)�� (���)charged-current(CC)inter-

actionsin areduced detector�ducialvolum e.Theaverage

energy ofthe incom ing �� (���)is25.9 (17.6)G eV.

Correspondence to:Vladim ir.Lyubushkin@ cern.ch

The m eritofthe currentanalysisisthe possibility of

keeping the system aticerrorrelatively sm all.Ittakesad-

vantagefrom threem ain factors:1)theNO M AD detector

iscapableofselecting a sam pleofQ EL eventswith a high

purity and a good e�ciency;2)a sim ultaneousm easure-

m ent ofboth two track and single track �� Q EL events

allowstoconstrainthesystem aticsassociatedwith nuclear

reinteractions;3)awideenergyrangeoftheNO M AD neu-

trino beam allows to perform a precise norm alization to

the well-known total(DIS)�� CC cross-section.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 wegive

a briefreview ofthepublished experim entaldata on Q EL

(anti)neutrino scattering.The NO M AD detectorand the

incom ing neutrino ux are briey discussed in Section 3.

In Section 4 we outline the M C m odeling ofsignaland

background events,em phasizing also the im portance of

nucleare�ects.Section 5 isdevoted to theselection ofthe

Q EL events;we describe the Q EL identi�cation proce-

dure and com parethe M C predictionswith experim ental

data.Them ethodsused tom easuretheQ EL cross-section

and the phenom enologicalaxialm assparam eterM A are

thesubjectsofSection 6.Thesystem aticuncertaintiesare

sum m arized in Section 7.Theresultsarepresented in Sec-

tion 8.Finally,a sum m ary and discussion oftheobtained

resultsaregiven in Section 9.

M oredetailed inform ation can be found in [31].
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2 Review ofexisting experim entaldata on

Q uasi-Elastic (anti)neutrino scattering

Letus startwith a briefreview ofexisting experim ental

data on (anti)neutrino nucleon Q EL scattering.

A com pilation ofavailable data on the cross-section

m easurem ent of the �� and ��� quasi-elastic scattering

o� deuterons and other nucleior com posite targets(like

freon,propane,liquid scintillator)asa function ofthein-

com ingneutrinoenergy hasbeen m ade(seeFigures15,16

and 17).This study allowed to conclude that the Q EL

cross-section m easured in di�erent experim ents can vary

by 20-40% .

The existing data on (anti)neutrino Q EL scattering

com e m ostly from bubble cham ber(BC)experim ents.In

general,thesedata su�erfrom sm allstatistics.M oreover,

results of severalold experim ents [12,13,14]have large

system aticuncertaintiesdueto thepoorknowledgeofthe

incom ing neutrino ux and ofbackground contam ination

in the selected events.

ThetotalQ EL cross-section wasrecently m easured in

datacollected by theNuTeV collaboration [23].Thenum -

berofQ EL eventsidenti�ed in theiranalysisarecom para-

blewith thetotalworld data obtained in previousexperi-

m ents.However,theresultsreported forthe antineutrino

case fallwelloutside the m ost probable range ofvalues

knowntodayand hence,seem toexhibitasystem aticshift.

Another intriguing subject in the study ofthe neu-

trino quasi-elastic scattering isthe axialstructure ofthe

nucleon.W e willskip herethe detailsofthe phenom enol-

ogyofthehadroniccurrentinvolved in them atrix elem ent

ofthe process(see Section 4.1 and Ref.[32]).But letus

only rem ind the readerthatforthe region oflow and in-

term ediate4-m om entum transfer,Q 2,wecan usea dipole

param etrization for the axialform factor with only one

adjustableparam eter,the so-called axialm assM A .

The M A param eterdescribestheinternalstructureof

the nucleon and should be the sam e both for neutrino

and antineutrino experim ents (ifwe assum e the isotopic

invariance ofstrong interaction).Therefore,it is conve-

nientto com pareexperim entalresultsin term softheax-

ialm ass.There is,however,no theoreticalbasis for this

form oftheaxialform factor.Theuseofan inappropriate

param etrization could thereforelead to valuesofM A that

di�er when extracted under di�erent kinem aticalcondi-

tions.

There aretwo possiblewaysgenerally used to extract

the M A param eterfrom experim entaldata:

1.from thetotalQ EL (anti)neutrinonucleoncross-section

(the axialform factorisresponsibleforabout50-60%

ofthe totalQ EL cross-section);

2.from the �t of the Q 2 distribution of the identi�ed

neutrino Q EL events.

In principle, these two procedures should give self-

consistent results.However,the old bubble cham ber ex-

perim ents atANL and CERN reported in generallarger

valuesofM A based on theQ 2 �tthan thoseobtained from

the totalcross-section m easurem ents.

Resultsofthe M A m easurem entsbased on the Q 2 �t

havebeen recentlypublished bytheK 2K [24,25]and M ini-

BooNE [26]collaborations.They are about 15% higher

thantheaverageofpreviousdeuterium �lledbubblecham -

ber experim ents.This disagreem ent is,however,just at

aboutone sigm a levelbecause ofthe largesystem atic er-

rorsassociated with the K 2K and M iniBooNE m easure-

m ents.

Let us note that the extraction ofM A from the Q 2

distribution �tisam oredelicateissuethan theQ EL total

crosssection m easurem ent.

In general,there are atleastthree aspectswhich can

a�ectnoticeably the M A m easurem ents:

1.The nucleare�ectscan distortthe expected distribu-

tionsofthem easured kinem aticvariables(liketheen-

ergy ofthe outgoing nucleon).The neutrino-nucleus

interactionsshould bedescribed byatheoreticalm odel

suitablefortheconsideredneutrinoenergyregion.This

isim portantboth forM C m odelingin present-dayneu-

trino experim ents and for a proper interpretation of

the results obtained earlier (with few exceptions for

the deuterium �lled bubble cham bers).

2.Thecorrectdeterm ination ofthebackground contam -

ination from both deep inelastic scattering and single

pion production in theselected eventsisim portantfor

experim entsoperating with interm ediateand high en-

ergy neutrino beam s.

3.TheQ EL reconstruction e�ciency asa function ofQ 2

fortwo-track eventsisnotexpected to be a atfunc-

tion.Itshould drop both atsm allQ 2 due to the loss

oflow energy protonsand atlargeQ 2 due to the loss

oflow energy m uons.E�ects which inuence the ef-

�ciency ofthe low m om entum particle reconstruction

should becarefully taken intoaccountin theM C m od-

eling ofthe detectorresponse.

Table1 and 2 display them easured valuesofM A from

neutrino and antineutrino experim ents (this com pilation

isalso presented in graphicalform in Fig.18).W henever

possibleweprovidealso theM A m easured from the total

cross-section.

From theresultsdescribed aboveonecanconcludethat

thepresently availableexperim entaldata on theneutrino

Q EL cross-section allow for a very wide spread of the

axialm ass values,roughly from 0:7 to 1:3 G eV.There-

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 experim entalstatistical

accuracy.Nevertheless,the form alaveraging ofM A val-

ues from severalearly experim ents was done by the au-

thors of[33]:M A = 1:026 � 0:021 G eV.This result is

also known as the axialm ass world average value.Ac-

cordingto[34,35,36]an updated world averagevaluefrom

��-Deuterium and pion electroproduction experim ents is

M A = 1:014� 0:014G eV.
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Table 1. A sum m ary ofexistingexperim entaldata:theaxialm assM A asm easured in previousneutrinoexperim ents.Num bers

ofobserved eventshavebeen taken from theoriginalpapers;usually they arenotcorrected fore�ciency and purity (theso-called

Q EL candidates).Theaxialm assvaluefortheNuTeV experim ent[23]wasestim ated from thepublished neutrino quasi-elastic

crosssection (�
qel
� = (0:94� 0:03(stat)� 0:07(syst))� 10

�38
cm

2
);the system atic errorforIHEP SK AT 90 [22]is0:14G eV .

Experim ent Target Events M ethod M A ;G eV Ref.

ANL 69 Steel d�=dQ
2 1:05� 0:20 [1]

ANL 73 Deuterium 166

�

d�=dQ
2

� 
 d�=dQ
2

0:97� 0:16

0:94� 0:18

0:95� 0:12

[2]

ANL 77 Deuterium � 600

�

d�=dQ
2

� 
 d�=dQ
2

0:75
+ 0:13

�0:11

1:01� 0:09

0:95� 0:09

[3]

ANL 82 Deuterium 1737

�

d�=dQ
2

� 
 d�=dQ
2

0:74� 0:12

1:05� 0:05

1:03� 0:05

[4]

BNL 81 Deuterium 1138 d�=dQ
2 1:07� 0:06 [6]

BNL 90 Deuterium 2538 d�=dQ
2

1:070
+ 0:040

�0:045 [8]

Ferm iLab 83 Deuterium 362 d�=dQ
2

1:05
+ 0:12

�0:16 [9]

NuTeV 04 Steel 21614 � 1:11� 0:08 [23]

M iniBooNE 07 M ineraloil 193709 d�=dQ
2 1:23� 0:20 [26]

CERN HLBC 64 Freon 236 d�=dQ
2

1:00
+ 0:35

�0:20 [11]

CERN HLBC 67 Freon 90 � 
 d�=dQ
2 0:75

+ 0:24

�0:20 [12]

CERN SC 68 Steel 236 d�=dQ
2

0:65
+ 0:45

�0:40 [13]

CERN HLBC 69 Propane 130 � 
 d�=dQ
2 0:70� 0:20 [14]

CERN G G M 77 Freon 687
�

d�=dQ
2

0:88� 0:19

0:96� 0:16
[15]

CERN G G M 79 Propane/Freon 556
�

d�=dQ
2

0:87� 0:18

0:99� 0:12
[17]

CERN BEBC 90 Deuterium 552
�

d�=dQ
2

0:94� 0:07

1:08� 0:08
[18]

IHEP 82 Alum inium 898 d�=dQ
2 1:00� 0:07 [19]

IHEP 85 Alum inium 1753 d��+ ��=dQ
2 1:00� 0:04 [20]

IHEP SCAT 88 Freon 464 � 
 d�=dQ
2 0:96� 0:15 [21]

IHEP SCAT 90 Freon

�

d�=dQ
2

� 
 d�=dQ
2

1:08� 0:07

1:05� 0:07

1:06� 0:05

[22]

K 2K 06,SciFi W ater � 12000 d�=dQ
2 1:20� 0:12 [24]

K 2K 08,SciBar Carbon d�=dQ
2 1:144� 0:077 [25]

Table 2. The sam e asin Table 1,butforantineutrino experim ents.The axialm assvalue forthe NuTeV experim ent[23]was

estim ated from the published antineutrino quasi-elastic crosssection (�
qel

�� = (1:12� 0:04(stat)� 0:10(syst))� 10�38 cm 2);the

system atic errorforIHEP SK AT 90 [22]is0:20G eV .

Experim ent Target Events D eterm ined from M A ;G eV Ref.

BNL 80 Hydrogen d�=dQ
2 0:9

+ 0:4

�0:3 [5]

BNL 88 Liquid scint. 2919 d�=dQ
2 1:09� 0:04 [7]

Ferm iLab 84 Neon 405 d�=dQ
2 0:99� 0:11 [10]

NuTeV 04 Steel 15054 � 1:29� 0:11 [23]

CERN G G M 77 Freon 476
�

d�=dQ
2

0:69� 0:44

0:94� 0:17
[15]

CERN G G M 79 Propane/Freon 766
�

d�=dQ
2

0:84
+ 0:08

�0:09

0:91� 0:04
[16]

IHEP 85 Alum inium 854 d��+ ��=dQ
2 1:00� 0:04 [20]

IHEP SK AT 88 Freon 52 � 
 d�=dQ
2 0:72� 0:23 [21]

IHEP SK AT 90 Freon

�

d�=dQ
2

� 
 d�=dQ
2

0:62� 0:16

0:79� 0:11

0:71� 0:10

[22]
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3 The N O M AD detector

The NO M AD detector [29]consisted ofan active target

of44 driftcham berswith a total�ducialm assof2.7 tons,

located in a 0.4 Tesla dipole m agnetic �eld as shown in

Fig.1.TheX � Y � Z totalvolum eofthedriftcham bers

isabout300� 300� 400 cm 3.

Drift cham bers [37],m ade oflow Z m aterialserved

the dualroleofa nearly isoscalartarget1 forneutrino in-

teractions and oftracking m edium .The average density

ofthe driftcham bervolum ewas0.1 g=cm 3.These cham -

bers provided an overalle�ciency for charged track re-

construction ofbetterthan 95% and a m om entum resolu-

tion which can beapproxim ated by thefollowing form ula
�p

p
� 0:05p

L
�

0:008p
p
L 5

,where the m om entum p is in G eV/c

and the track length L in m .Reconstructed tracks were

used to determ ine the eventtopology (the assignm entof

tracksto vertices),to reconstructthe vertex position and

the track param etersateach vertex and,�nally,to iden-

tify the vertex type (prim ary,secondary,etc.).A transi-

tion radiation detector (TRD) [38,39]placed at the end

ofthe active target was used for particle identi�cation.

Two scintillation countertriggerplanes[40]were used to

selectneutrino interactionsin theNO M AD activetarget.

A lead-glass electrom agnetic calorim eter [41,42]located

downstream ofthetrackingregion provided an energyres-

olution of3:2% =
p
E [G eV]� 1% forelectrom agneticshow-

ers and was crucialto m easure the totalenergy ow in

neutrino interactions.In addition,an iron absorber and

a setofm uon cham berslocated afterthe electrom agnetic

calorim eter was used for m uon identi�cation,providing

a m uon detection e�ciency of97% for m om enta greater

than 5 G eV/c.

The NO M AD neutrino beam consisted m ainly of��’s

with an about 7% adm ixture of��� and less than 1% of

�e and ��e.M ore detailson the beam com position can be

found in [30].

The m ain goalof the NO M AD experim ent was the

search for neutrino oscillations in a wide band neutrino

beam from the CERN SPS [43,44].A very good quality

ofeventreconstruction sim ilarto thatofbubblecham ber

experim entsand alargedatasam plecollected during four

yearsofdata taking (1995-1998)allow fordetailed studies

ofneutrino interactions.

3.1 Reconstruction ofQ EL events in the N O M AD

detector

A detailed inform ation abouttheconstruction and perfor-

m anceoftheNO M AD driftcham bersaswellasaboutthe

developed reconstruction algorithm sis presented in [37].

Letusbriey describe som e featuresrelevantto the cur-

rent Q EL analysis.The m uon track is in generaleasily

reconstructed.However,when we study protons em itted

in the�� Q EL two-track candidateswedealwith protons

1
the NO M AD active target is nearly isoscalar (nn :np =

47:56% :52:43% )and consistsm ainly ofCarbon;adetailed de-

scription ofthedriftcham bercom position can befound in [37]
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Calorimeter
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1 meter
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TRD

Dipole Magnet
⊗ B = 0.4 T

Trigger Planes

Electromagnetic
CalorimeterDrift Chambers

Calorimeter
Front

Veto planes

x

y

z⊗

Fig.1. A side-view ofthe NO M AD detector.

with m om entum wellbelow 1 G eV/c and with em ission

angle above 60 degrees.For positive particles in the up-

ward hem isphereoftheNO M AD detectorsuch conditions

m ean thattheseparticlesarealm ostim m ediately m aking

a U-turn due to the m agnetic �eld.There were no spe-

ciale�ortsinvested into tuning the NO M AD reconstruc-

tion program to reconstructthisparticularcon�guration

(which isratherdi�cultduetothefactthattheseprotons

arein the1/�2 region ofionization losses,traversingm uch

largeram ountofm aterial,crossingdriftcellsatvery large

angleswherethespacialresolution ofthedriftcham bersis

considerably worseand where a largeam ountofm ultiple

hits is produced,etc.).Som e ofthese e�ects are di�cult

to param etrize and to sim ulate atthe levelofthe detec-

tor response in the M C sim ulation program .Thus,the

reconstruction e�cienciesforthisparticularcon�guration

ofoutgoing protons could be di�erent for the sim ulated

eventsand realdata.

Letusstress,however,thatforprotonsem itted down-

wards we observed a good agreem ent between data and

M C.

In thecurrentanalysisitwasim portantto disentangle

the reconstruction e�ciency e�ectsdiscussed above from

the e�ects induced by intranuclearcascade (which could

change the proton kinem aticsand thusintroduce drastic

changesin the�nalresultsdueto thee�ciency m ism atch

between sim ulated and realdata).In ordertogetrid ofan

interplaybetween thesetwoe�ectsitwascrucialtochoose

theregion in thedetectorwith astablereconstruction e�-

ciency.Thiscould beachieved by selecting �� Q EL events

whereprotonsareem itted in the lowerhem isphereofthe

NO M AD detector.Thisapproach allowed to �nd thebest

setofparam etersfor description ofthe intranuclearcas-

cade.

Them ostupsteam driftcham berwasused asan addi-

tionalveto to rem ovethrough-goingm uonsfrom neutrino

interactionsupstream ofthe NO M AD activetarget.This

iscrucialforthe study ofsingletrack events.
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4 M onte Carlo sim ulation ofneutrino

interactions

Inclusive(anti)neutrinochargedcurrent(CC)and neutral

current(NC)scattering can beconsidered asa m ixtureof

severalprocessesdescribed by signi�cantly di�erentm od-

els.In ourcase,these are quasi-elastic scattering (Q EL),

single-pion production (RES) and deep inelastic scatter-

ing (DIS).There is also a contribution from a coherent

interaction ofneutrino with a nucleusasa whole (CO H).

Below we willdescribe in details the sim ulation schem e

used foreach ofthese processesand discussthe inuence

ofthe nucleare�ects.

An adequateM C descriptionofneutrinointeractionsis

im portantto calculatethee�ciency oftheQ EL selection.

M oreover,itallowsusto predictthe levelofbackground,

which cannotbesuppressed com pletely by theQ EL iden-

ti�cation schem e proposed in Section 5.

4.1 Q uasi-elastic neutrino scattering

Thestandard representation oftheweak hadroniccurrent

involved in the m atrix elem ents ofthe processes ��n !

�� p and ��p ! �+ n,is expressed in term s of6 form -

factors,which in generalareassum ed to be com plex [45].

They form ally describe the hadronic structure and can-

notbecalculated analytically within thefram eworkofthe

electro-weak interaction theory.

W e neglectthe second-classcurrentcontributionsas-

sociated with the scalar and pseudo-tensor form -factors.

Thisisequivalentto the requirem entoftim e reversalin-

variance of the m atrix elem ent (hence all form -factors

should be realfunctions ofQ 2) and charge sym m etry of

the hadronic current (rotation about the second axis in

the isotopicspace).

Thevectorform -factorsFV andFM arerelatedthrough

the isospin sym m etry hypothesis to the electrom agnetic

ones,which wewillconsiderto be wellknown.Instead of

thesim pledipoleparam etrization,extensivelyused in pre-

viousexperim ents,wehavechosentheG ari{K r�uem pelm ann

(G K )m odel[46]extended and �ne-tuned by Lom on [47].

Speci�cally we explore the \G K ex(05)" set of param e-

ters[48]which �tsthe m odern and consistentolderdata

welland m eets the requirem ents ofdispersion relations

and ofQ CD atlow and high 4-m om entum transfer[46].

Fortheaxialand pseudoscalarform factorsweusethe

conventionalrepresentations[45]:

FA
�
Q
2
�
= FA (0)

�

1+
Q 2

M 2

A

� � 2

(1)

and

FP
�
Q
2
�
=

2m 2

N

m 2
� + Q 2

FA
�
Q
2
�
; (2)

whereFA (0)= gA = � 1:2695� 0:0029 (m easured in neu-

tron �-decay[49]);m � and m N -pion and nucleon m asses.

As discussed in Section 2,the currently available ex-

perim entaldata on the axialm ass M A allow for a wide

spread.Thus,in ourcase,itshould be considered asone

ofthe available param eters,which can be used to adjust

the M C sim ulation with the m easured value ofthe total

Q EL crosssection and observed distributionsofthekine-

m aticvariables(otherparam eters,related tothem odeling

ofthe intranuclearcascade,willbe described later).

Notethattheexpression forthepseudoscalarform fac-

torFP isnothing betterthan a plausibleparam etrization

inspired bythePCAC hypothesisand theassum ption that

the pion pole dom inates at Q 2
. m 2

� [45].However,its

contribution enters into the cross sections m ultiplied by

a factor(m �=m N )
2.Hence,theim portanceoftherelated

uncertainty ism uch reduced.

4.2 Single-pion production through interm ediate

baryon resonances

In order to describe the single-pion neutrino production

through baryon resonancesweadoptan extended version

ofthe Rein and Sehgalm odel(RS) [50,51],which seem s

to be one ofthe m ost widely trusted phenom enological

approaches for calculating the RES cross sections.The

generalization proposed in [52,53]takesinto accountthe

�nallepton m ass and is based upon a covariantform of

the charged leptonic currentwith de�nite lepton helicity.

In ourM C sim ulation weusethesam esetof18interfering

nucleon resonanceswith m assesbelow 2G eV asin [50]but

with allrelevantinput param etersupdated according to

thecurrentdata[49,54].Signi�cantfactors(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 .

The relativistic quark m odelofFeynm an,K islinger,

and Ravndal[55],adopted in the RS approach,unam -

biguouslydeterm inesthestructureofthetransitionam pli-

tudesinvolved into thecalculation and theonly unknown

structuresarethe vectorand axial-vectortransition form

factors G V;A (Q 2).In [50]they are assum ed to have the

form

G V;A (Q 2)

G V;A (0)
=

�

1+
Q 2

4m 2

N

� 1=2� n �

1+
Q 2

M 2

V;A

� � 2

(3)

wheretheintegern in the�rst(\ad hoc")factorin Eq.(3)

is the num ber of oscillation quanta ofthe interm ediate

resonance.

The vectorm assM V istaken to be 0:84 G eV,thatis

thesam easin theusualdipoleparam etrization ofthenu-

cleon electrom agneticform -factors.Theaxialm ass(which

was�xed at0:95 G eV in the originalRS paper)issetto

the standard world averaged value M A = 1:03 G eV.Itis

in good agreem entwith theresultsobtained in therecent

analysisofthedata from theBNL 7-footdeuterium �lled

bubblecham ber[56](M A = 1:08� 0:07G eV).Letusalso

note that the available experim entaldata for the single-

pion neutrino production (asin the case ofQ EL scatter-

ing)doesnotperm ita very de�nite conclusion aboutthe

valueofthetotalRES crosssection (and the correspond-

ing axialm ass value).The present uncertainties willbe
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taken into account in the calculation of the system atic

errorofthe currentanalysis.

Tocom pensateforthedi�erencebetween theSU 6 pre-

dicted value (� 5=3) and the experim entalvalue for the

nucleon axial-vectorcoupling gA ,Rein and Sehgalintro-

duced a renorm alization factorZ = 0:75.In orderto ad-

just the renorm alization to the current world averaged

value gA = � 1:2695 [49]we have adopted Z = 0:762.

The harm onic-oscillator constant 
,which accounts for

the m ass di�erences between states with di�erent num -

ber ofexcitation quanta is set to its originalvalue 
 =

1:05 G eV
2
.

Another essential ingredient of the RS approach is

the non-resonantbackground (NRB).Its contribution is

im portant in describing the existing data on the reac-

tions ��n ! �� n�+ ,��n ! �� p�0,���p ! �+ p�� and

���p ! �+ n�0.In ourM onte Carlo,the NRB istaken to

com e from the DIS part ofthe sim ulation.Therefore it

hasnotbeen used in theRES partofoureventgenerator.

4.3 D eep inelastic scattering

TheM C sim ulation ofthedeep inelasticneutrino nucleon

scattering isbased on theLEPTO 6.5.1 package[58]with

severalm odi�cations[59,60].Forhadronizationweusethe

LUND string fragm entation m odel,as incorporated into

the JETSET 7.4 program [61,62,63].

Upon im plem enting the M onte Carlo for ��(���) CC

scattering,kinem aticboundariesbetween exclusive(RES)

and inclusive (DIS) channels m ust be de�ned.To avoid

double counting,the phase space of the RES and DIS

contributionsshould beseparated by theconditionsW <

W R E S
cut and W > W D IS

cut ,where W is the invariantm ass

ofthe �nalhadronicsystem .

The m axim um possible value for W R E S
cut is the upper

lim it ofthe RS m odel(2 G eV),while inelastic scatter-

ing can take place from the one-pion production thresh-

old (note,however,thatthisvalueistoosm allin principle

sincethestructurefunctionsused in thecalculation ofthe

DIS cross section cannot be extrapolated down to this

value).

Unfortunately,there isno clearphysicalrecipe to de-

term ine exact num ericalvalues for those cuto� param e-

ters.TheauthorsofG ENIE M C code[64]adoptthevalue

W R E S
cut ’ W D IS

cut � 1:7 G eV.A com prehensive analysisof

available experim entaldata m ade in [57,65]suggests to

decreasethiscutto � 1:5 G eV.

In the present analysis we set W R E S
cut = 2 G eV and

W D IS
cut = 1:4G eV.Thischoiceallowsforthenon-resonant

contribution to single pion production to be accounted

for by the DIS part ofthe M onte Carlo,providing e.g.

N (�� p�0 in DIS)=N dis� �dis � �(�� p�0 in NRB from RES),

see previous subsection.M oreover,it is not at variance

with experim entaldata asfarasthe total(anti)neutrino

cross-section isconcerned (see Fig.2).

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0 1 2 3 4

k ( fm
−1)

n  (k
)

Benhar-Fantoni
simple RFG

Fig.3. Benhar-Fantoniparam etrization [70]forthe m om en-

tum distribution ofthetargetnucleons(solid line),norm alized

to the Ferm i distribution with zero tem perature and Ferm i

m om entum PF = 221M eV =c (sim ple RFG ,dashed line).

4.4 Coherentpion production

In the processesdescribed above,neutrinosinteractwith

individualtarget nucleons.However,pions can be pro-

duced in a coherentinteraction ofthe neutrino with the

wholenucleus,i.e.in thecaseofCC �� scattering�� N !

�� �+ N ,whereN isthe targetnucleus.

ThedetailsoftheM C sim ulation can befound in [66],

which isdevoted to theinvestigation ofthisprocessin the

NO M AD experim ent.Theux averaged cross-section has

been calculated following [67,68]and hasbeen estim ated

at0:733� 10� 38cm 2 pernucleus.Fora recentexperim en-

talresultatlow incom ingneutrinoenergy see[69].Taking

into account that the average m ass num ber ofthe NO -

M AD target is 12.9,and using the num ber ofrecorded

DIS events(seesection 6.1.1)one�ndsthattheexpected

num berofcoherentpionproduction eventsis� 2700.Nev-

ertheless,theprobabilityforeventsofthistypetobeiden-

ti�ed asQ EL is� 2% becauseofthe sm allpion em ission

angle,so thatthe expected contam ination ofthe selected

Q EL sam pleislowerthan 0:4% .

4.5 N ucleare�ects

For typicalNO M AD neutrino energies,we can assum e

thattheincidentneutrino interactswith onenucleon only

inside the target nucleus,while the rem aining nucleons

arespectators(Im pulseApproxim ation).In thiscase,one

can describe the neutrino nucleus scattering by folding

the usualexpressionsfor the free neutrino nucleon cross

sectionswith a Ferm igasdistribution.
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Fig.2. Slopes ofthe total�� and �� CC scattering cross-sections o� an isoscalar nucleon (the com pilation ofexperim ental

data istaken from [57]).Thecurvesand bandsshow theQ EL,RES,and D IS contributionsand theirsum scalculated with the

param etersdescribed in thelegend ofthetop panel.Theaveraged valuesoverallenergies(0:677� 0:014)� 10�38 cm 2
=G eV (for

��N )and (0:334� 0:008)� 10�38 cm 2
=G eV (for��N )obtained by theParticle D ata G roup [49]arealso shown forcom parison

(straightlines).
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In therelativisticFerm igasm odel,thenucleusiscon-

sidered asan in�nite system ofnon-interacting nucleons.

The phenom ena related to the nuclearsurfaceand to the

interaction between nucleonscan betaken intoaccountby

usinga m orerealistice�ectivem om entum distribution for

the targetnucleons.In the NO M AD event generator we

used the Benhar-Fantoniparam etrization [70],seeFig.3.

TheQ EL sim ulation isbased on the Sm ith-M onizap-

proach [71].Them om entum oftherecoilnucleusand the

nucleon binding energy are included in the conservation

lawswhich determ inetheeventkinem atics.Theonly �nal

state interaction (FSI)e�ectwhich istaken into account

atthisstageisthe Pauliexclusion principle.The explicit

form oftheQ EL di�erentialcrosssection used in theM C

codecan be found in [32].

M C im plem entation oftheFerm igasm odelin thecase

ofsinglepion productionism orestraightforward.First,we

generate the m om entum ofthe targetnucleon and m ake

a Lorentz boost to its rest fram e where the RES event

can besim ulated accordingto theextended RS m odelde-

scribed in subsection 4.2.The e�ectofPauliblocking on

the outgoing nucleon istaken into accountasitisin the

Q EL M C.

In the case ofthe DIS neutrino scattering there are

severalspeci�c nuclear e�ects (such as nuclear shadow-

ing,pion excessand o�-shellcorrectionsto bound nucleon

structurefunctions).They aredescribed in thetheoretical

fram ework proposed in [72].

Sim ulating the re-interactions between particles pro-

duced atthe prim ary neutrino collision o� the targetnu-

cleon with theresidualnucleusisan im portantingredient

ofthe M C event generator.To include this e�ect,com -

m only called �nalstateinteractions,weusetheDPM JET

package[73].

The intranuclearre-interaction ofthe particlesgener-

ated by theQ EL,RES orDIS eventgeneratorscan bede-

scribed and sim ulated bytheForm ation ZoneIntranuclear

Cascade m odel[74,75]im plem ented in DPM JET.Secon-

daries from the �rst collision are followed along straight

trajectoriesand m ay induce in turn intranuclearcascade

processesifthey reach the end oftheir\form ation zone"

insidethetarget;otherwisethey leavethenucleuswithout

interacting.

Therearetwoim portantparam etersin DPM JET.The

�rst one,called the form ation tim e �0,controls the de-

velopm ent of the intranuclear cascade.W ith increasing

�0,the num berofcascadegenerationsand the num berof

low-energy particles willbe reduced.Its default value is

�0 = 2:0.Aftersom e tuning described below we adopted

thevalue�0 = 1:0in oursim ulation ofQ EL,RES and DIS

events.

InsideDPM JET,them om enta ofthespectatornucle-

onsaresam pledfrom thezerotem peratureFerm i-distribu-

tion.However,thenuclearsurfacee�ectsand theinterac-

tion between nucleonsresultin a reduction ofthe Ferm i

m om entum ,see Fig.3.Itcan be accounted forby intro-

ducing a correction factor�Fm od (defaultvalue0.6).M ore-

over,�F
m od

provides the possibility ofsom e m odi�cation
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Fig. 4. Flux averaged cross-section of Q EL (anti)neutrino

scattering forNO M AD ��(���)beam asa function oftheaxial

m assM A .

ofthem om entum distribution fortheem itted low-energy

nucleons.

Attheend oftheintranuclearcascade,theresidualnu-

cleusissupposed to go through som ede-excitation m ech-

anism s.It can be disrupted into two orm ore fragm ents,

em it photons,nucleons or light particles (like d,�, 3H,
3He).W e can easily neglect this contribution,since the

typicalenergy ofthose particlesisbelow the observation

threshold ofthe NO M AD detector.

In ouranalysis,specialattention willbedevoted tothe

dependenceoftheobtained resultsontheintranuclearcas-

cade param eters.As a cross-check,we com pare our M C

sim ulation fortheQ EL processwith thepredictionsofthe

NUANCE eventgenerator[76],which iscurrently used in

a large num ber ofneutrino experim ents and which con-

tainsa di�erentapproach to the m odeling ofFSIe�ects.

4.6 Expected signal/background ratio in the

��(���)C C sam ple

In thissubsection weestim atethenum berofsignalquasi-

elasticeventsin the initial��(���)CC sam ple.

The contribution ofeach process to the totalset of

eventsisproportionalto itsux averaged cross-section:

h�i=

Z

�(E�)�(E �)dE �

� Z

�(E �)dE � (4)

where

�(E�)= nn��n(E �)+ np��p(E �)

is the theoreticalprediction for the cross-section ofthe

processatstake,�(E �)denotestheNO M AD (anti)neutrino
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Table 3. Flux averaged cross-sectionsoftheQ EL,RES,D IS

CC and NC processesperone nucleon ofthe NO M AD target.

Neutrino beam spectrum corresponds to the jX ;Y j6 100cm

�ducialarea.Theunitused forthecross-section is10
�38

cm
2
.

Processtype �� ���

Q EL 0.428 0.393

RES 0.576 0.432

D IS CC 16.643 4.876

D IS NC 5.335

energy spectrum 2;nn(np) isthe relative fraction ofneu-

trons(protons)in the NO M AD target(see Section 3).

The Q EL cross-section was calculated in the fram e-

work oftheSm ith and M onizm odel[71]forCarbon with

binding energy E b = 25:6 M eV and Ferm im om entum

PF = 221 M eV=c.As noted above,the �nalresult de-

pendsstrongly on the axialm assM A (see Fig.4).

To estim ate the RES contribution, we fold the ex-

tended RS m odel[53]for a free nucleon with the Pauli

factor from [77].The com putation of�dis(E �) has been

donewith theG RV98-LO PDF m odelasindicated in [57].

Thecuto� param etersW R E S
cut and W D IS

cut arethesam eas

forthe M C sim ulation.

Table 3 contains our results for the reduced �ducial

volum e ofthe NO M AD detector:jX ;Y j6 100 cm ;the

average�� (���)energy was25:9 (17:6)G eV.

Com bining allthese,the expected fraction ofquasi-

elastic eventsin the initial��(���)CC sam ple before any

specialselection isabout2.4% (6.9% )or� 20300(� 1360)

events.

5 Events selection

In this section we describe particular features ofrecon-

struction and identi�cation of�� and ��� Q EL events.

5.1 ��n ! �� p selection

Fora��n ! �� peventonecan expecttwotracksoriginat-

ing from the reconstructed prim ary vertex3:one ofthem

should be identi�ed asa m uon,while the second track is

assum ed tobeaproton.Laterweshallrefertoeventswith

such a topology as2-track (two track)events4.

Som etim esthe proton track cannotbe reconstructed,

e.g.if its m om entum is below the detector registration

2 theprocedureused forthecalculation oftheux and com -

position ofthe CERN SPS neutrino beam isdescribed in [30]
3 allcharged tracksoriginating within a5cm box around the

reconstructed prim ary vertex are forced to beincluded into it;

wehavealso tried to vary thisparam eterby enlarging thesize

ofthebox to 10 cm and found thatthe�nalresultsare rather

stable (within 0:3% forthe m easured Q EL cross-section)
4
in this analysis we do not take into account clusters in

theelectrom agnetic calorim eter,which can beassociated with

neutralparticles,originating from the prim ary vertex

threshold.In thiscase,wedealwith only onem uon track

and wecallsuch an eventa 1-track (singletrack)event.

Theexpected ratiobetween 1-track and 2-track events

forthe purestandard Q EL M C sam pleis54:3% :45:7% .

Therearethreepossiblereasonsforthereconstruction

ofthe proton track in a Q EL eventto fail:

{ theproton,which wasborn in theneutrino interaction

with the targetnucleon,hastoo low a m om entum or

too large an em ission angle (this depends on the pa-

ram etersofthe m odelused to describe the neutrino-

nucleon interaction,in particular,on the value ofthe

axialm ass);

{ the proton from the prim ary neutrino interaction was

involved in an intranuclearcascadeand lostpartofits

energy (thisiscontrolled by theDPM JET param eters,

m ainly by the form ation tim e �0);

{ thedetectorm agnetic�eld deviatespositively charged

particlesupwards;therefore,ifa slow proton is em it-

ted atan azim uth ’h � �=2,its trajectory is alm ost

parallelto the drift cham ber planes and its track re-

construction e�ciency (which dependson thenum ber

ofhitsassociated with thetrack)issigni�cantly lower

than in the case of a proton em itted downwards at

’h � 3�=2.

In Fig.5 (left)we illustrate these lasttwo e�ects:the

m agnetic�eld isthecauseoftheasym m etry in theazim u-

taldistribution ofthereconstructedprotons,whilevariyng

theform ation tim eparam eter�0 a�ectstheexpected num -

beroftracksuniform ly.

In Fig.6 wedisplay an exam pleofdistributionsofthe

leadingproton m om entum ph and em ission angle�h before

and afterFSIfortheQ EL neutrinoscattering.Theproton

reconstruction probabilitiesarealsoshown asfunctionsof

ph and �h:one can observe a fastdecrease atlow proton

m om enta (below 300 M eV=c) and large em ission angles

(larger than 72o).So,FSItends to increase the fraction

ofevents in kinem atic dom ains with low proton recon-

struction e�ciency and therefore to change the expected

fraction ofeventswith a given topology in the identi�ed

Q EL sam ple.

Using 2-track events only for the analysis m ay seem

very attractive, since we could signi�cantly reduce the

backgroundcontam inationwith thehelp ofadditionalkine-

m atic variables (details can be found below).However,

the results thus obtained m ight stillhave large system -

atic uncertaintiescom ing from insu�cientunderstanding

ofnucleare�ects.

The Q EL events which are not reconstructed as 2-

track eventswillpopulatem ainly the1-track sam ple.But

�qel extracted from thissam ple willsu�erfrom the sam e

source ofuncertainty.However,the m easurem ent ofthe

Q EL cross-section sim ultaneously from both sam ples is

expected to haveonly littledependenceon theuncertain-

tiesin them odeling ofFSIe�ectsand thisisindeed what

isfound in the data (seeSection 8).

Therefore,thestrategy ofouranalysis(selection crite-

ria)in the caseof��n ! �� p can be outlined asfollows:
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{ Fiducialvolum ecut.Thereconstructed prim aryvertex

should bewithin therestricted 5 �ducialvolum e(FV):

jX ;Y j6 100 cm ; 256 Z 6 395 cm (5)

{ Identi�ed m uon.W e require the presence ofa recon-

structed and identi�ed negativelyorpositivelycharged

5
we use a m ore stringent cut Z > 50 cm for the data col-

lected during 97 and 98,when the �rstdriftcham berm odule

wassubstituted by the NO M AD STAR detector

m uon for the neutrino and antineutrino analyses re-

spectively.In order to avoid possible problem s with

detector reconstruction ine�ciencies,we require 0 <

’� < �,where ’� is the m uon azim uthalangle (so,

theproton track should liein thebottom hem isphere),

seeFig.5 (right).

Thischoiceisvalidated by our�nalerrorsbeing dom -

inated by system aticsaswewillbe shown below.
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Table 4. Num berofdata N data and renorm alized M C N m c eventsin �� and ��� Q EL sam ples;expected selection e�ciency,

purity and background contam inations(BG )fordi�erentstagesofthe analysis.

Q EL e�.(% ) Q EL purity (% ) RES BG (% ) D IS BG (% ) oth.BG (% ) N data N m c

�� 1-track before �h cut 23.7 29.0 18.3 52.3 0.4 16508 16633.7

�� 1-track after�h cut 21.3 41.7 23.2 34.5 0.6 10358 10358.0

�� 2-track before L cut 17.6 47.2 17.3 35.2 0.3 7575 7609.0

�� 2-track afterL cut 13.3 73.9 10.2 15.8 < 0:1 3663 3663.0

�� com bined before cuts 41.3 34.7 18.0 47.0 0.3 24083 24242.7

�� com bined aftercuts 34.6 50.0 19.8 29.7 0.5 14021 14021.0

��� 1-track before �h cut 81.8 29.8 22.8 45.8 1.6 3585 3555.8

��� 1-track after�h cut 64.4 36.6 28.5 33.6 1.3 2237 2237.0

{ Eventtopology and reconstructed kinem atic variables.

W e assign the events to the 1-track and 2-track sub-

sam plesand calculateE � and Q
2.

� Single track sam ple (only onecharged lepton isre-

constructed and identi�ed).To avoid contam ina-

tion from thethrough-going m uonsweextrapolate

the m uon track to the �rstdrift cham ber and re-

quiretheabsenceofvetocham berhitsin thevicin-

ity ofthe intersection point.The e�ciency ofthis

quality cut was controlled by visualscanning of

thereconstructed 1-track eventsin theexperim en-

taldata and wasfound to besatisfactory.Another

quality cutwasused to suppressa possiblecontri-

bution from inversem uon decay events:werequire

them uon transversem om entum to begreaterthan

0:2 G eV=c(see Section 6.1 form oredetails).

The kinem atic variables are reconstructed under

the assum ption thatthe targetnucleon is atrest.

For the 1-track events,the m uon m om entum and

direction are the sole m easurem ents and we have

to use the conservation laws (assum ing Q EL) to

com pute otherkinem aticquantities:

E � =
M E � � m 2

�=2

M � E � + p� cos��

Q
2 = 2M (E � � E �)

ph = ((E � � p� cos��)
2 + p

2

� sin
2
��)

1=2

cos�h = (E � � p� cos��)=ph; (6)

wherep�,�� (ph,�h)arethem om entum and em is-

sionangleoftheoutgoingm uon(nucleon),seeFig.7.

W e note that for the neutrino energies relevant

for this analysis (above 3 G eV) there is no dif-

ference between the calculationsbased on the ap-

proxim ated form ulae above and the precise one,

which takes into account the binding energy (see

e.g. Eq. (4) in [26]). W ith the help of the M C

sim ulation weestim atetheresolution oftherecon-

structed E � and Q
2 as3:6% and 7:8% respectively.

� Two tracksam ple(both thenegativem uon and the

positively charged track are reconstructed).For a

reliablereconstruction,werequirethatthenum ber

ofhitsassociated with thepositively charged track

α

P⊥
mis

ϕ
h

p

µ −

θh

νµ

Fig. 7. Likelihood variables:m issing transverse m om entum

P
m is
?

,proton em ission angle�h,angle� between thetransverse

com ponentsofthe charged tracks.

should be greaterthan 7 and itsm om entum ph >

300M eV=c.O therwisesuchan eventisdowngraded

to the 1-track sam ple.

For2-track events,we use both the m uon and the

proton reconstructed m om enta to estim ateE � and

Q 2:

E � = p� cos�� + ph cos�h

Q
2 = 2E �(E � � p� cos��)� m

2

�

The expected resolutionsforE � and Q 2 are 3:6%

and 7:1% .

The quality ofthe neutrino energy E � reconstruction

for1-and 2-tracksam plesisillustrated in Fig.8.Itwas

checked thatforthe 2-track sam plethe derived cross-

sectionsareconsistentwithin errorsforboth m ethods

ofE � calculation.

{ Background suppression.Thecontam inationfrom RES

and DIS processescan besuppressed by using thedif-

ference between kinem aticaldistributionsin the Q EL

and background eventsaswellasby theidenti�cation

ofthereconstructed positively charged track asa pro-

ton (forthe2-track sam pleonly).Thereforeweapply:
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� Identi�cation ofthe positively charged track.

M om entum -range m ethod [78]can be reliably ap-

plied forlow energy protonssince theirtracksare

shorter com pared to that of�+ (the m ain back-

ground forproton identi�cation)dueto largerion-

ization losses.In ourcase,thism ethod can be ap-

plied to about17% ofthe events6.

� Kinem aticalcriteria.

In thecaseofthe2-track sam ple,wecan useaddi-

tionalkinem atic variablesto suppressbackground

contam ination.W e build the likelihood ratio

L = ln
P (‘jQ E L)

P (‘jB G )
; (7)

using 3-dim ensionalcorrelations between the fol-

lowing kinem aticvariables(seeFig.7):them issing

transverse m om entum P m is
?

,the proton em ission

angle �h,and the angle � between the transverse

com ponentsofthecharged prim arytracks.Thefol-

lowingpre-cutswereapplied priorto thelikelihood

construction:P m is
?

< 0:8 G eV=c,0:26 �h=� 6 0:5

and �=� > 0:8.

In Eq.(7) the P (‘ jQ E L) and P (‘ jB G ) are the

probabilities for signaland background events to

have the valuesofthe variables‘ = (P m is
?

;�h;�).

6
W e also undertook an attem pt to identify positively

charged particles using the TRD inform ation. A special al-

gorithm [79,80]can be potentially used fordiscrim ination be-

tween two particle-ID hypotheses(p=� in ourcase).However,

a low m om entum (� 0:9G eV ) of the particle and a rather

large em ission angle (& 45
�
) result in thateither the particle

does notreach the TRD or the num berofresidualTRD hits

isnotlarge enough forthe identi�cation.Therefore,the TRD

algorithm could beapplied only to a lim ited fraction ofevents

(� 6% )and cannotplay any signi�cantrole in ouranalysis.

W e have found thatthe DIS and RES probability

functions are very sim ilar;therefore we build the

likelihood function takingonlyresonanceeventsfor

the denom inatorofEq.(7).

Thecom parison ofP m is
?

,�,�h and L distributions

in the data with the proper m ixture ofsim ulated

Q EL,RES and DIS events is displayed in Fig.9.

Thegood agreem entobserved between M C predic-

tionsand experim entaldata con�rm sa reasonable

understanding of the background contam inations

and reconstruction e�ciency in our analysis.For

exam ple, after the likelihood cut, the respective

contributions ofQ EL,RES,DIS and CO H given

by thecrosssectionsand thee�cienciescom puted

with thehelp oftheM C foreach processseparately

areasspeci�ed on thecorresponding L > 0 linein

Table 4.W ith the reduction factorsforthe L > 0

cut as given by the M C in the various channels,

and norm alizing the totalM C to the data atthis

laststage,we�nd a totalof7609 eventsbeforethe

cut,distributed asshown by the�gureson thecor-

responding line.The excessof34 M C eventsrela-

tivetothedata,which arenecessarily m ostly back-

ground,can be taken asevidencethatthereisless

than 1% excess background in the M C after the

pre-cuts.Since the totalM C background isofthe

orderof4000 events,the num berfound iswellun-

dertheexpected statisticaluctuations.Therefore,

thereisnoevidenceofastatistically signi�cantdis-

crepancy.

In the case of1-track events,ourabilities to sup-

press background contam ination are lim ited since

allkinem aticvariablesareexpressed in term softhe

m uon m om entum p� and em ission angle �� with

the help ofthe conservation lawsfor Q EL events.
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,�,�h and likelihood distributions for a m ixture of Q EL,RES and D IS sim ulated events (histogram s)

com pared to realdata (pointswith errorbars).The M C distributionsare norm alized to the num berofeventsobserved in the

data.

Therefore,the proton reconstructed em ission an-

gle,Eq.(6),can be considered asan analog ofthe

likelihood function (see Fig.10).

The explicitvaluesforthe kinem atic selection cri-

teria (L > 0 for the 2-track sam ple and 0:35 6

�h=� 6 0:5forthe1-tracksam ple)werefound from

theoptim ization ofthesensitivitySG =
p
SG + B G ,

whereSG and B G aretheexpected num bersofsig-

naland background events in the identi�ed Q EL

sam ple.

5.2 ���p ! �+ n selection

Theinvestigationofantineutrinosam pleisam uch sim pler

task sincetheseeventsarem ostly (� 96% ofcases)recon-

structed as 1-track events (we have no hits from outgo-

ing neutronsin thedriftcham bers).Therefore,werequire

identi�cation ofthe positively charged m uon and follow

theprocedureforthe1-track sam plediscussed above.The

only di�erence is the absence ofcontam ination from the

inversem uon decay events,sowedonotneed toapply the

quality cuton the transversem uon m om entum .

In Table 4 we sum m arize the inform ation about the

selection ofsam ples with ��n ! �� p and ���p ! �+ n

candidatesin thedata.Thelasttwo colum nsofthistable

allow to m ake checksofcom patibility between the levels

of background in the data and in our sim ulations in a

m anner sim ilar to what is explained above for the two

track sam ple.
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Run 15049 Event 11514
E

ν
 = 57.00 GeV

Q
 2

 = 0.60 GeV
 2

W
 2

 = 1.44 GeV
 2

Pt
mis

 = 0.05 GeV
Muon track: P = 56.39 GeV; θ = 0.78˚ 

Proton track: P = 1.02 GeV; θ = 52.7˚ 

Fig. 11. A typicalexam ple ofdata event (run 15049 event 11514) identi�ed as ��n ! �
�
p in this analysis.Long track is

identi�ed asm uon,shorttrack isassum ed to be proton.

An exam ple ofthe 2-track eventfrom realdata iden-

ti�ed as��n ! �� p isdisplayed in Fig.11.



16

6 The Q EL cross-section and axialm ass

m easurem ents

In thissection wedescribeouranalysisprocedure.

The Q EL cross-section m easurem entusing norm alization

either to the total(DIS) �� (���) CC cross-section or to

the inverse m uon decay (IM D),��e
� ! �� �e,events is

�rstpresented in subsection 6.1.Afterwards,we describe

the procedureused to extractthe value ofthe axialm ass

M A from the�toftheQ 2 distribution.Thisisthesubject

ofsubsection 6.2.

6.1 The Q EL cross-section m easurem ent

Since there was no precise knowledge ofthe integrated

neutrino ux in the NO M AD experim ent,we use a dif-

ferentprocesswith a betterknown cross-section,recorded

atthesam etim e,forthenorm alization oftheQ EL cross-

section.A sim ilarprocedurewasoften applied in previous

neutrino experim ents,asforexam ple,CERN BEBC [18].

M oreover,theuseofanotherprocessrecorded in thesam e

experim entalruns allows to reduce signi�cantly the sys-

tem aticuncertainty related to thedetectorm aterialcom -

position.Nevertheless,this auxilliary process m ust m eet

two requirem ents: its cross-section should be m easured

with rather high accuracy and the corresponding events

can easily be extracted from the fulldata sam ple.

Letusdivide the investigated intervalofneutrino en-

ergy into severalbins and enum erate them with index

i = 1::N E .Then,the num ber ofidenti�ed Q EL events

in the i-th bin with boundaries[E i;E i+ 1]is

N
dat
i = N

bg

i
+ C

N EX

j= 1

"
qel

ij
�jh�qelij (8)

where

�i =

Z E i+ 1

E i

�(E )dE ;

N EX

i= 1

�i = 1

and

h�qelii =
1

�i

Z E i+ 1

E i

�qel(E )�(E )dE

Coe�cient C accum ulates the absolute neutrino ux

and the num ber oftarget nucleons.The m atrix elem ent

"
qel

ij istheprobability thatthereconstructed neutrino en-

ergy E � ofa Q EL eventfallsinto the i-th bin,while the

sim ulated energy actually belongsto the j-th bin.

The expected background contam ination is

N
bg

i
= C ("resi h�resi+ "

dis
i h�disi) (9)

whereweusethede�nition ofEq.(4)forh�bgi;"
bg

i denotes

therenorm alized energy distribution in BG eventspassing

the Q EL identi�cation procedure:

N EX

i= 1

"
bg

i = "
bg = N

bg
rec=N

bg

sim (10)

here N
bg

sim and N bg
rec are the num ber ofM C eventssim u-

lated and identi�ed asQ EL in the chosen detectorFV.

Sim ilarequationscan bewritten forany otherprocess

recorded in thesam edetectorFV.Ifweidentify N 0 events

ofaprocess,whoseuxaveragedcrosssection in an energy

intervalcontaining these eventsis�0,wecan write

N 0 = C �0�0

where �0 isthe relative partofthe neutrino ux belong-

ing to the sam e energy interval.(we assum e that N 0 is

background subtracted and e�ciency corrected).

W e can now getrid ofC and write the �nalequation

forh�qelii:

h�qelii =
1

�i

N EX

j= 1

("� 1
qel
)ij�

�

N
dat
j

�0�0

N 0

� "
res
j h�resi� "

dis
j h�disi

�

(11)

Num ericalvaluesforh�resiand h�disiaregiven in Ta-

ble 3.The e�ciencies "
qel

ij ,"
res
i and "disi should be esti-

m ated with thehelp oftheM C sim ulation forQ EL,RES

and DIS sam ples separately;the factor �0�0=N 0 com es

from the auxilliary processused fornorm alization.

Letusnotethatthesm earingofthereconstructed neu-

trino energy istaken into accountin Eq.(11)by the in-

versem atrix ofQ EL e�ciencies.

Equation (11)can also beapplied to theentireenergy

interval.In this case,we can use the usualnotationsfor

e�ciencies as in Eq.(10).From the m easured h�qeli we

calculatetheaxialm assM A byusingtheSm ith and M oniz

form alism (see Fig.4).

In the following subsections,we investigate the DIS

and IM D processeswhich can both be used forthe Q EL

cross-section norm alization asjustdescribed.

Possible sources ofsystem atic errors in our analysis

procedurearediscussed in Section 7.

6.1.1 Selection ofDIS events

Thephenom enologyofneutrinoDIS iswelldeveloped.Ex-

perim entaldata are in rather good agreem ent with the-

oreticalpredictions.The charged currentneutrino DIS is

an inclusive process and for its selection from the data

sam ple,the following criteria areenough:

{ Fiducialvolum e cut.The prim ary vertex should be in

the sam e FV asthatde�ned forthe Q EL events,see

Eq.(5);

{ M uon identi�cation and Topology cut. At least two

charged tracksshould originatefrom the prim ary ver-

tex;one ofthem should be identi�ed as a m uon (��

in the caseof�� CC and �+ for ��� CC);

{ Background suppression.Thethird criterion isused to

avoid contributionsfrom theQ EL and RES events.W e

havechecked threedi�erentpossibilitiesforit:
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Table 5. Selection ofthe D IS eventsin �� and ��� C C sam ples.Totale�ciency (in % ),expected purity ofselected events(in

% ),theoreticalprediction forh�disi,observed N dat and corrected N 0 num berofeventsin experim entaldata are given foreach

variantofD IS selection described above.

�� sam ple ��� sam ple

variantofD IS selection 1 2 3 1 2 3

e�ciency 82.95 86.84 88.52 75.46 81.40 83.20

purity 97.10 98.62 99.62 71.48 72.57 73.95

N dat,events 676702.0 267517.0 276018.0 17744.0 7996.0 8500.0

N 0,events 792162.0 303790.7 310617.3 16807.1 7128.6 7553.4

relative ux � 0 1 0.144 0.144 1 0.106 0.106

h�0i,10
�38

cm
2

16.643 44.876 46.069 4.876 20.124 21.999

C
�1
,10

�43
cm

2
2.101 2.127 2.136 29.012 29.924 30.872

1.The total visible energy in the event should be

E � 6 300 G eV and the reconstructed hadronic

m assW > 1:4 G eV;in this case the com putation

ofh�disihasbeen doneforG RV98-LO PDF m odel

according to the prescriptionsin [57].

2.W ekeep therequirem entforthereconstructed had-

ronicm ass(W > 1:4G eV)butreducetheneutrino

energy region to 40 6 E � 6 200 G eV;theoreti-

calcalculation ofh�disiisalso done with the help

of[57].

3.Using the sam e neutrino energy intervalas in 2.

(40 6 E � 6 200 G eV),we rem ove the cut on the

reconstructed hadronic m ass W .In this case,we

takethetotalCC neutrino-nucleon cross-section to

be:7

�
tot
� (E �)=E � = (0:677� 0:014)� 10� 38 cm 2

=G eV

�
tot
�� (E �)=E � = (0:334� 0:008)� 10� 38 cm 2

=G eV

(PDG average [49]).The calculated h�toti should

be corrected due to the factthat NO M AD target

isslightly non-isoscalar.

The num ericalresultsofthe DIS eventsselection can

befound in Table5.FortheQ EL cross-section norm aliza-

tion we use resultsobtained with the lastm ethod (PDG

based) as having the m ost solid ground.Thus,the �nal

norm alization isperform ed to thetotal�� (���)CC cross-

section.W e also checked that this norm alization is con-

sistentwith two previouscalculationsbased on approach

from [57]within 1:6% (5:9% )for�� (���)CC sam ple.

6.1.2 Selection ofinverse m uon decay events

Inverse m uon decay ��e
� ! �� �e is a purely leptonic

process,which iswellknown both on theoreticaland ex-

perim entalgrounds.Itscross-section in the Born approx-

im ation is:

�im d(E �)= �asE �

 

1�
m 2

�

2m eE �

! 2

(12)

7
TheCHO RUS m easurem entfortheC H 2 target[81]iscon-

sistentwith thisvalue.

Thenum ericalvalueoftheconstant�as calculated in the

fram eworkoftheStandard M odelwasfound tobein good

agreem entwith experim entalm easurem ents[82]:

�as =
2m eG

2

F

�
= 1:723� 10� 41 cm 2 G eV

� 1
(13)

The num ber ofIM D events N 0 is proportionalto its

ux averaged cross-section from Eq.(4):

h�im di= 1:017� 10� 40 cm 2 (14)

and expected to be at least 650 tim es sm aller than the

num berofDIS events.

To selectthe IM D eventswerequire:

{ theprim ary vertex should bein the sam e�ducialvol-

um easthatused foridenti�ed Q EL events,seeEq.(5);

{ there isonly one negatively charged track originating

from the prim ary vertex;it should be identi�ed as a

m uon;

{ there are no veto cham ber hits in the vicinity ofthe

intersection pointoftheextrapolated m uon track and

the �rst drift cham ber (quality cut,the sam e as for

1-track eventsfrom the Q EL sam ple);

{ the m uon energy isabovethe threshold:

E � >
m 2

� + m 2

e

2m e

= 10:93 G eV (15)

{ thetransversem om entum p? ofthem uon produced in

IM D eventisverylim ited bykinem atics:p2
?
6 2m eE �.

In this sam ple the contam ination from the reaction

��ee! �� ��� isestim ated to beatthelevelof� 10� 3,e.g.

wellbelow 1 event,since the ratio ofthe uxes ��e=�� is

0.0027[30]whiletheratio ofthecross-sectionsis�(��ee!

�� ���)=�(��e! �� �e)� 1=3.

W e determ ine the num berofsignaleventsN im d from

the �t ofthe p2
?
distribution to experim entaldata with

the function F (p2
?
):

F (p2? )= N im dFim d(p
2

? )+ [N dat� N im d]Fbg(p
2

? ) (16)

whereFim d and Fbg arethe norm alized M C expectations

forsignaland background p2
?
distributions;N dat denotes
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thenum berofeventsin realdatawhich passedallselection

criteria.

The Q EL eventsarenow playing the role ofthe m ost

im portant background for the IM D selection.However,

the contam inationsfrom the RES and DIS eventscannot

beneglected sincethey distorttheshapeofthep2
?
distri-

bution.Asusual,therelativecontribution ofeach process

to the expected background is proportionalto the cor-

responding e�ciency and ux averaged cross-section (see

Table3).

The expression (16)containsonly one free param eter

N im d,which is the num ber ofobserved IM D events.Fi-

nally,for p2
?
< 0:03 (G eV=c)2 intervalwe �nd N im d =

436:0� 28:5 with the quality ofthe �t �2=N D F = 0:89

(see Fig.12).Taking into account that the selection ef-

�ciency for the IM D eventsis 87:8% we reportthe total

num berofIM D eventsN 0,which can beused fortheQ EL

norm alization:

N 0 = 496:6� 32:5 (17)

The relativeerrorfor�0=N 0 in the IM D caseisabout

7% (due to the sm allstatisticsofthe IM D sam ple).Nev-

ertheless the norm alization factor itself,C � 1 = 2:048�

10� 43 cm 2,isin agreem ent(within � 4% )with the eval-

uation based on the DIS sam ple(seeTable 5).

The use ofthe IM D process for the norm alization is

an interesting independant cross-check ofthe absence of

problem sin ourprocedure.In particular,itallowsto ver-

ify thatthere are no e�ects arising from possible trigger

ine�cienciesin theselection ofneutrino eventsconsisting

ofa singlem uon going through the triggerplanes.

6.2 Axialm ass m easurem entfrom the Q 2 distribution

To extract the axialm ass from the Q 2 distribution the

experim entaldata are�tted to thetheoreticalpredictions

using a standard �2 m ethod.W e bin the events in two

variablesQ 2 and E � (in thecaseofasingleE � intervalour

procedure can be considered as the usual1-dim ensional

�t) 8.

Letusenum erate binswith index i= 1::N B ;bin i=

N B + 1 containseventswhich falloutside ofthe investi-

gated (E �;Q
2) region.It is convenient to de�ne bound-

ariesin such a way thateach bin with i= 1::N B contains

approxim ately the sam e num ber ofexperim entalevents

passing allidenti�cation criteria.

A m inim ization functionalis:

�
2(M A )=

N BX

i= 1

�
N dat
i � N th

i (M A )
�2

N dat
i

(18)

where N dat
i is the num ber of events in the i-th bin of

the non-weighted experim entaldistribution,while N th
i is

a superposition ofthe norm alized M C background N
bg

i

and the expected Q EL signal:

N
th
i (M A )= N

bg

i + C

N B + 1X

j= 1

"
qel

ij �jh~�qelij (19)

Thisequation issim ilarto Eq.(8),N
bg

i being de�ned

in the sam eway asin Eq.(9);"
qel

ij istheprobability that

a Q EL eventsim ulated in thej-th bin isreconstructed in

the i-th bin.The Q EL scattering dynam ics is described

by the following term :

h~�qelii =
1

�i

Z


 i

d�

dQ 2
(E ;Q 2

;M A )�(E )dE dQ
2 (20)

�ih~�qeliiji= N B + 1
= h�qeli�

N BX

j= 1

�jh~�qelij (21)

here 
 i denotesthe (E �;Q
2)interval,which corresponds

to the i-th bin; d�=dQ 2 is the di�erential Q EL cross-

section on bound targetnucleon (seeform ulaein [32])

Thecoe�cientC can bede�ned in eitheroftwo ways:

1.theN th
i distribution isnorm alized tothetotalnum ber

ofeventsin the experim entaldata:

N BX

i= 1

N
th
i =

N BX

i= 1

N
dat
i (22)

In thiscase,the proposed m ethod should be sensitive

only to the shape ofthe distribution but not to the

absolute num ber ofidenti�ed events (contrary to the

M A m easurem entfrom the totalQ EL cross-section).

8
In practice it is convenient to use dim ensionless variables

(a;b)instead of(E �;Q
2
).Then,E � = E

m in
� + a(E

m ax
� � E

m in
� )

and Q
2
= Q

2

m in(E �)+ b[Q
2

m ax(E �)� Q
2

m in(E �)].So,a;b 2

[0;1].
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2.C is de�ned in the sam e way as for the totalQ EL

cross-section m easurem ent,i.e.weuseanotherprocess

(DIS)fornorm alization:

C =
N 0

�0�0
(23)

If we sum over the Q 2 variable for the investigated

(E �;Q
2)interval,�ndingtheM A param eterfrom Eq.(18)

becom esnothing elsethan thenum ericalresolution of

Eq.(8).Therefore,this variantofthe �tcan be con-

sidered asa sim ultaneous�tofthe totaland di�eren-

tialcross-sections;henceforth,we shallrefer to it as

� 
 d�=dQ2 �t.

Fig.13 presentsa com parison ofthereconstructed Q 2

distribution with ourM C prediction.The expected back-

ground contam ination isalso shown.

W e can now apply the proposed m ethods to experi-

m entaldata and m easuretheQ EL cross-section and axial

m assM A .Thenum ericalresultsarereported in Section 8,

while the discussion ofthe corresponding uncertaintiesis

presented in the nextsection.

7 System atic uncertainties

W e have studied severalsourcesofsystem atic uncertain-

ties,which are im portantforthe m easurem entofthe to-

talQ EL cross-section and axialm assparam eter.They are

listed below:

1.identi�cation ofQ EL events;wevary theselection cri-

teria within reasonablelim its(L > 0� 0:4 for2-track

sam ple and �h=� > 0:35� 0:03 for1-track sam ple).

The�nalresultisfound tobepractically insensitiveto

theexactpositionsofthem uonazim uth ’� cutand ad-

ditionalrequirem entsfortheP m is
?

,� and �h variables:

e.g.in the �� analysisa m ore strictcut0:1� < ’� <

0:9� leadsto 0:8% variation in them easured crosssec-

tion whileachangein thepre-cutstoP m is
?

< 0:9G eV,

�=� > 0:75 and 0:18� < �h leadsto an uncertainty of

0:4% .

2.uncertainty in the total(m ainly DIS)charged current

m uon neutrino cross-section,which entersboth in the

norm alization factor�0=N 0 and in the subtraction of

the corresponding DIS background (the experim ental

erroron h�disiis2:1% for�� CC and 2:4% for��� CC);

3.uncertaintyin theRES crosssection,which determ ines

the contam ination adm ixture of the single resonant

pion eventsin the identi�ed Q EL sam ple (we assum e

10% erroron h�resiboth forneutrinoand antineutrino

cases,seee.g.[56]);

4.FSIinteractions(we vary �0 and �F
m od

DPM JET pa-

ram etersfor�xed M m c
A = 1:03 G eV);

5.uncertainty in theneutrino ux shape(therelativeer-

rorsforeach E � bin weretaken from [30]);

6.neutralcurrent adm ixture (we assum e 5% error for

thecorrespondingcrosssection,which can befound in

Table3);

7.chargem isidenti�cation ofthe prim ary lepton (recon-

structed �� CC eventisclassi�ed as ��� CC and vice-

versa);

8.contam inationfrom coherentpion production (seesub-

section 4.4).

In Table 6 we present our num ericalestim ations for

system aticuncertainties(in thecaseof�� scattering,sys-

tem atic errorswere calculated forthe m ixture of1-track

and 2-track subsam ples).O ne can see thatthe m ostim -

portant contributions com e from the Q EL identi�cation

procedureand from theuncertainty on thenon-Q EL pro-

cessescontribution to theselected sam pleofsignalevents.

Thenuclearreinteractions(FSIe�ect)signi�cantly af-

fectthe neutrino sam ple only (see Table 9),while in the

antineutrino case the inuence ofthe nuclear reinterac-

tions is expected to be negligible.For �� scattering,the

cross-sectionscan becalculated separately forboth the1-

track and 2-track subsam plesofidenti�ed Q EL eventsor

for their m ixture.W e can then com pare the results and

choosewhicheverone hasthe m inim altotalerror.In our

caseitwasobtained forthecom bined 1-track and 2-track

sam ple,which wasfound to be alm ostinsensitive to the

variation ofDPM JET param eters (see Section 8 for ex-

planations).

The uncertainty on the shape of the (anti)neutrino

spectrum is im portant for the m easurem ent of�qel as a

function ofneutrinoenergyE �.Butitdoesnota�ectboth

theux averaged crosssection h�qeliand the M A extrac-

tion from the Q 2 distribution.

The uncertainty due to the prim ary lepton m isidenti-

�cation and neutralcurrentscom esinto play through the

subtraction ofthecorresponding background from these-

lected DIS sam ple,thatis,from thenorm alization factor.

The adm ixture of those events into the identi�ed Q EL

eventsisnegligible.
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Table 6. The relative system atic uncertainties (in % ) of the Q EL cross section h�qeli and axial m ass M A ,m easured in

��n ! �
�
p and ���p ! �

+
n reactions.

Source h�qeli�� M A from h�qeli�� M A from d��=dQ
2

h�qeli��� M A from h�qeli���

1 Q EL identi�cation procedure:

likelihood or�h cut 3.5 3.2 2.4 4.3 4.2

’� cut 0.8 0.7 0.3 { {

P
m is
?

,� and �h precuts 0.4 0.4 0.4 { {

2 �(�dis) 2.9 2.6 0.2 4.2 4.2

3 �(�res) 4.0 3.6 0.6 7.6 7.4

4 nuclearreinteractions 1.8 1.6 6.5 { {

5 shape ofneutrino spectrum 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.9 0.9

6 NC contribution < 0:1 < 0:1 { 1.1 1.1

7 m uon m isidenti�cation < 0:1 < 0:1 { 1.0 1.0

8 coherentpion production < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 1.1 1.1

total 6.5 5.9 7.0 9.9 9.5
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Fig.14. Com parison ofourh�qeli�� m easurem entsasa function oftheneutrino energy in the1-track and 2-track subsam ples

(forthe bestparam eter�0 = 1:0)with the �nalh�qeli�� valuesm easured using the fulleventsam ple,see Table 7.

8 Results

8.1 ��n ! �� p sam ple

The results ofour analysis for the �� sam ple are sum -

m arized in Table 9.W e m easure the ux averaged Q EL

cross-section in the neutrino energy interval3� 100 G eV

(see Eq.(11))forthe 1-track and 2-track sam plesaswell

asfortheirm ixture(which iscalled Com bined in Table9).

Foreach h�qeliwecalculatethecorresponding axialm ass

value,M A .Resultson M A extraction both from thestan-

dard Q 2 �tand from thecom bined �
 d�=dQ2 �tarealso

given.These m easurem entsare repeated forseveralQ EL

M C with di�erent values ofinput param eters (the axial

m assM A wasvaried between 0:83 and 1:23 G eV in steps

of0:1 G eV;the form ation tim e �0 wasallowed to take a

value of0.6,1.0 and 2.0;the correction factor �Fm od was

varied within the interval[0:54;0:69]).O n top ofthisthe

NUANCE Q EL M C with itsown treatm entofFSIe�ects

isused forcross-checks.

W e then observethatM A recalculated from the m ea-

sured h�qelidependson �0 ifone refersto the 1-track or

the 2-track sam ples.Speci�cally,the m easured M A value

increases with increasing �0 when extracted from the 1-

track sam ple while itdecreaseswhen extracted from the

2-track sam ple.This can be understood ifwe take into

accountthefactthatthe�0 param etercontrolstheproba-

bility foran outgoingnucleon tobeinvolved in an intranu-

clearcascade.Increasing �0 then increasesthe fraction of

Q EL eventswith reconstructed proton and thuspopulates

the2-track sam pleto thedetrim entofthe1-track sam ple.

Thisisthereason forthesystem aticoverestim ationofM A

extracted from the 1-track sam ple alone and itsunderes-

tim ation when extracted from the 2-track sam ple alone.

HoweverthevalueofM A extracted from thecom bination

ofthe1-track and 2-track sam plesisalm ostinsensitiveto

variationsofthe �0 param eter.

W e also �nd that using the Q EL M onte Carlo with

�0 = 1 and �F
m od

= 0:6 providesthem ostaccuratepredic-

tion fortheratio between the1-track and 2-track sam ples

(and hence the m ostadequate description ofthe FSI):in

this case the ux averaged Q EL cross-section stays ap-

proxim ately thesam ewhetherm easured from the1-track

sam pleorfrom the 2-track sam ple(see Table9).Thisal-
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Fig.15. Com parison ofNO M AD h�qeli�� m easurem ents with previous experim entaldata on �� scattering o� heavy nuclei

(ANL 69 (Spark-cham ber) [1],NuTeV 04 (Ferm iLab) [23],CERN HLBC 69 (CERN,Heavy Liquid Bubble Cham ber) [14],

CERN G G M 77 (CERN,G argam elle BC) [15],CERN G G M 79 [17],IHEP 85 (IHEP,spark-cham ber) [20],IHEP SCAT 90

(IHEP,BC) [22]).The solid line corresponds to the M A value obtained in the NO M AD experim ent,the error band takes

into accountboth statisticaland system atic uncertaintiesofthe presentanalysis.Nucleare�ectsare included into calculations

according to the relativistic Ferm igas m odelby Sm ith and M oniz [71]for Carbon with binding energy E b = 25:6 M eV and

Ferm im om entum PF = 221 M eV =c.
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errorband correspondsto the M A value obtained in the NO M AD experim ent.

lowsusto excludetheM C setswith �0 = 0:6and 2:0from

furtherconsiderations.

Fig.14 shows a com parison ofour h�qeli�� m easure-

m entsasa function ofthe neutrino energy in the 1-track

and 2-track subsam ples(forthe bestparam eter�0 = 1:0)

with the�nalh�qeli�� valuesm easured usingthefullevent

sam ple.

Sim ilarly we have observed that when using the full

sam ple(1-trackand 2-track)them easured M A isnotvery

sensitiveto m odi�cationsofthe�F
m od

param eter.And us-

ing the NUANCE sim ulation code asa crosscheck gives

a very consistent picture:the M A value extracted from

the1-track sam pleisalso di�erentfrom theoneextracted

from the 2-track sam ple,while the value obtained with

thecom bined sam plenicely agreeswith ourm easurem ent

with the best FSI param eters.Thus,our results for the

neutrino caseare:

h�qeli�� = (0:92� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst))� 10� 38 cm 2

M A = 1:05� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst)G eV (24)
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and system atic uncertainties ofthe present analysis.Nuclear e�ects are included into calculations according to the standard

relativistic Ferm igasm odel.

Thisresult(24)isindeed in agreem entwith both thestan-

dard �tofthe Q 2 distribution:

M A = 1:07� 0:06(stat)� 0:07(syst)G eV (25)

and the�tofthecom bined �
 d�=dQ2 distribution ofthe

NO M AD data:

M A = 1:06� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst)G eV (26)

(see Table 9,these resultsare obtained with a Q EL M C

using M A = 1:03 G eV).

W e use the 2-track sam ple only to extract M A from

the �tofthe Q 2 distribution since in thiscasethe purity

ofQ EL identi�cation isratherhigh (� 74% ,seeTable 4).

The results depend on the input M C param eters (axial

m assand form ation tim e)butstillare in nice agreem ent

with theresultsoftheextractionofM A from them easured

Q EL cross-section based alsoon a2-tracksam pleanalysis.

Thiscan beconsidered asan additionalcon�denceforour

m easurem entsusing the fullQ EL sam ple.

The m easured cross-section ofthe ��n ! �� p reac-

tion as a function ofthe neutrino energy is presented in

Table7 and isshown in Figs.15 and 16.Theseresultsare

com pared to the previousm easurem entsperform ed with

deuterium and heavy nucleitargets(seediscussion in Sec-

tion 2).

8.2 ���p ! �+ n sam ple

In the ��� casetheeventtopology isjusta single�+ ,thus

theuncertaintiesin thetreatm entofFSIe�ectalm ostdo

notinuence the eventselection.Since ourm easurem ent

ofthe cross-section ofthe ���p ! �+ n reaction is based

on a 1-track sam pleonly,wedo notshow thedependence

of the results on the variation of the �0 and �F
m od

pa-

ram eters.Instead we display a dependence on the input

M A in Table 10.The results for the m easured M A are

found to be quite stable.In Fig.17 we show the m ea-

sured ���p ! �+ n cross section as a function ofthe an-

tineutrinoenergysuperim posed with thetheoreticalcurve

drawnwith M A = 1:06� 0:12G eV and with nucleare�ects

according to the standard relativistic Ferm igas m odel.

Table8 sum m arizesourresultsforthe ���p ! �+ n cross-

section m easurem entin the di�erentantineutrino energy

intervals.The cross-sections are m easured on a Carbon

target and also recalculated for a free nucleon.The sta-

tisticaland system atic errorsare both provided.The ob-

served num berofeventsin thedata,thepredicted num ber

ofbackground events,the background subtracted and ef-

�ciency corrected num berofeventsarealso shown.

O ur�nalresultsforthe antineutrino caseare:

h�qeli��� = (0:81� 0:05(stat)� 0:08(syst))� 10� 38 cm 2

M A = 1:06� 0:07(stat)� 0:10(syst)G eV (27)

9 Conclusions

The cross-section m easurem ent of the ��n ! �� p and

���p ! �+ n reactionson nucleartargetwasperform ed and

reported in thisarticle.The sam plesused in the analysis

consist of14021 neutrino and 2237 antineutrino events,

which were identi�ed asquasi-elastic neutrino scattering

am ong the experim entaldata collected by the NO M AD

collaboration.

W e have discussed in details the analysis procedure

and the m ostsigni�cantsourcesofsystem aticerror.Spe-

cialattention waspaid to the inuence ofthe FSIe�ects

on the m easured physicalquantities.The DPM JET code

wasused to sim ulate these FSIe�ects.W e also proposed
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Table 7. Cross-section ofquasi-elastic neutrino scattering (in unitsof10�38 cm 2,statisticaland system atic errors).�C arbon

ism easured forNO M AD nucleartargetand norm alized per1 neutron;�F ree = �N ucl=g isthe cross-section forthe free target

neutron (the factor g is calculated according to the Sm ith-M oniz m odel,see [32]).The num berofselected eventsin raw data

N dat,the estim ated background contam ination N bg and the num berofeventsN cor corrected forbackground and e�ciency are

also reported.Thedi�erencein thetotalnum berofdata eventswith respectto Table 4 (13683 vs14021)isdueto theadditional

cuton the neutrino energy 3 < E �(G eV)< 100.

E � hE �i N dat N bg N cor (� � ��stat � ��syst)N ucl (� � ��stat � ��syst)F ree

3 { 6 4.7 396 211.6 660.6 0.994 0.125 0.078 1.057 0.133 0.083

6 { 9 7.7 1115 580.2 1663.4 0.942 0.072 0.078 1.001 0.077 0.083

9 { 12 10.5 1683 835.3 2591.1 1.014 0.061 0.075 1.077 0.065 0.080

12 { 15 13.5 1647 834.9 2310.7 0.859 0.057 0.070 0.913 0.060 0.075

15 { 21 17.8 2815 1451.6 3766.8 0.843 0.040 0.067 0.896 0.043 0.071

21 { 27 23.8 2040 956.2 3084.7 0.991 0.052 0.070 1.053 0.055 0.075

27 { 33 29.8 1279 610.5 1816.8 0.888 0.064 0.073 0.943 0.068 0.077

33 { 39 35.8 852 400.9 1246.2 0.970 0.086 0.078 1.030 0.091 0.083

39 { 54 45.3 1008 496.1 1397.8 0.896 0.070 0.074 0.951 0.074 0.078

54 { 100 71.7 848 416.9 1191.5 0.911 0.073 0.077 0.967 0.078 0.082

3 { 100 23.4 13683 6794.2 19718.2 0.919 0.017 0.060 0.976 0.018 0.063

Table 8. The sam e asTable 7 butforantineutrino.

E � hE �i N dat N bg N cor (� � ��stat � ��syst)N ucl (� � ��stat � ��syst)F ree

3 { 6 4.5 291 176.4 181.9 0.585 0.097 0.079 0.639 0.106 0.086

6 { 9 7.4 292 182.6 159.5 0.710 0.125 0.093 0.767 0.135 0.100

9 { 15 11.8 464 286.2 254.1 0.851 0.114 0.096 0.913 0.122 0.103

15 { 24 19.0 425 274.0 210.8 0.822 0.125 0.095 0.878 0.134 0.102

24 { 42 31.5 411 252.5 223.0 1.009 0.141 0.098 1.075 0.150 0.104

42 { 100 60.1 288 181.9 145.9 0.993 0.173 0.099 1.056 0.184 0.105

3 { 100 19.7 2171 1353.6 1182.5 0.811 0.053 0.081 0.866 0.056 0.086

a m ethod fortuning the intranuclearcascade param eters

(m ainly the form ation tim e �0),which was then used to

reducethe corresponding system aticuncertainty.

Forthe�� casestableresultshavebeen obtained with

the com bined 1-track and 2-track sam plessince they are

alm ostinsensitiveto the FSIe�ects.

The results for the ux averaged Q EL cross-sections

in the (anti)neutrino energy interval 3 � 100 G eV are

h�qeli�� = (0:92� 0:02(stat)� 0:06(syst))� 10� 38 cm 2 and

h�qeli��� = (0:81� 0:05(stat)� 0:08(syst))� 10� 38 cm 2 for

neutrino and antineutrino,respectively.

Theaxialm assM A wascalculated from them easured

cross-sections:we�nd M A = 1:05� 0:06G eV from the��
sam ple and M A = 1:06� 0:12 G eV from the ��� sam ple.

The M A param eterwasalso extracted from the �tofthe

Q 2 distribution in the high purity sam ple of �� quasi-

elastic2-track events(with a reconstructed proton track).

It was found to be consistent with the values calculated

from the cross-sections.

O ur results are in agreem entwith the existing world

averagevalue[33,36]and donotsupporttheresultsfound

in recent m easurem ents from the NuTeV [23],K 2K [24,

25]and M iniBooNE [26]collaborations,which reported

som ewhatlargervalues,howeverstillcom patiblewith our

results within their large errors.A sum m ary ofexisting

experim entaldataon theaxialm assm easurem entsin neu-

trino and antineutrino experim entsisshown in Fig.18.

It should also be noted that the prelim inary results

reported earlierby the NO M AD collaboration forthe 2-

track sam pleonly [83,84]su�ered from a largesystem atic

biasrelated to an im propertreatm entoftheFSIe�ectsin

thesim ulation program .They should benow superseeded

by the new m easurem entsreported here.
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