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A review d is given of experimental work in the field of neutrino physics carried out between 1972 and the
first half of 1977 using high energy accelerators. The methodology of neutrino experiments is examined
including neutrino beams, modern electronic detectors, and bubble chambers. Data are presented on the
measurement of total cross sections with charged and neutral currents. Results of studies of elastic and
deep inelastic scattering and their theoretical interpretation are described. The principal mechanisms of
production of new particles and the results of an experimental search for them in neutrino interactions are

discussed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This review pursues the aim of systematizing the ex-
perimental studies in the field of neutrino physics that
have been performed in the last several years
(1972-1977) using high-energy accelerators.

Neutrino experiments were first carried out in the
early sixties using the accelerators of the Brookhaven
National Laboratory (USA)''? and of CERN.'? These
experiments led to the discovery'!! that the neutrino
that appears in decay reactions together with electrons
(v,) is a different particle from the neutrino associated
with the muon (v,). These experiments and subsequent
ones using bubble chambers'® have shown that all the
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fundamental characteristic features of the interaction of
neutrinos with nucleons (linear increase with energy of
the total cross section, differing interaction cross sec-
tions of neutrinos and antineutrinos, local nature of the
interaction, conservation of muon charge, production
of mesons) satisfy well the universal four-fermion

V-A theory of weak interactions with the SU(3) symme-
try of strong interactions taken into account.'*5’

Being particles that do not possess strong and elec-
tromagnetic charges, the neutrinos seem at present to
be practically the only possibility for studying the weak
interactions at high energies.

The topicality of these studies has become even more
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evident after a number of experimental discoveries and
considerable advances in the theory of elementary par-
ticles that have been made in the last few years.

In 1967 Weinberg and Salam'®? proposed a minimal
renormalizable gauge-invariant model of the weak and
electromagnetic interactions (the WS model). This mod-
el stemmed from numerous theoretical studies of spon-
taneously broken symmetry groups of elementary par-
ticles and attempts to universalize the strong, weak,
and electromagnetic interactions.!™174)

The WS model*'™? introduced a gauge-invariant group
in which the gauge vector fields form a triplet of the
SU(2) group and a singlet of the U(1) group. They inter-
act with two types of lepton fields: one that corresponds
to left-helical leptons combined into a SU(2) doublet,
and the other to right-helical charged leptons combined
into a U(1) singlet. Here the muonic and electronic
lepton charges are conserved separately. The photon
field is a linear combination of two neutral fields of the
singlet and the neutral component of the triplet: It cor-
responds to the unbroken symmetry subgroup involved
with conservation of electric charge, whereas the or-
thogonal linear combination of the fields corresponds to
a neutral intermediate Z-boson. The other gauge fields
form the field of the heavy intermediate charged W*
bosons. The two neutral fields are coupled by different
constants g and g’ to the “weak” isotopic spin T and the
“lepton” hypercharge ¥=T,-Q. Breaking of y-Z sym-
metry arises from spontaneous breaking of the
SU(2) - U(1) group by the Higgs scalar non-strongly-in-
teracting particles and this is responsible for the masses
of the intermediate bosons. The constants g and g’ are
linked by the relationship tanf,=g’/g,e =g sinf,, where
6y is the unknown mixing angle (the Weinberg angle).
The WS model leads to important consequences.

In this case the theory is renormalizable and itproves
possible to employ perturbation theory in any order and
to make definite predictions within the framework of a
chosen scheme. As we know well, the old theory con-
tains fundamental difficulties. For example, in the
four-fermion reactiont*!

Vi + e~ > v, + [

which ocecurs only via the s.state, the cross section as
expressed in terms of the momentum P, of v, in the
center-of-mass system has the form

o= (GP.y,

where G is the Fermi constant. Since the unitarity con-
dition implies that o<(7/22, the expression given
above holds only when P, <300 GeV/c. At these ener-
gies in the Fermi theory one must account for all the
higher orders of perturbation theory.'®? In the WS mod-
el one should see a change in regime of the energy-de-
pendence of the cross section at energies in the center-
of-mass system of the order of the masses of W and Z.
The latter are defined as follows in terms of sinf,:

2-34-12, 373 %48
MW= "ntw  sin0w GeV, mz = B GeV.
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When sin®§, =0.35, we have m,=63GeV, m =77 GeV.

Production of particles of this mass and verification
of a change in regime of the energy-dependence of the
cross sections is not yet possible with modern accel-
erators (Vs <20GeV). Apparently this will become pos-
sible in the next few years using new accelerators with
colliding proton beams of energy E > 200 GeV.

A direct proof of the gauge-invariant theory would be
the discovery of a Higgs meson. However, as analysis
shows,f10! experimental detection of such particles is
very difficult at present owing to their large mass (a
few GeV or even > 10GeV) and relatively small inter-
action cross section.

The WS model naturally implies the existence of neu-
tral currents in the weak interaction. Hence they have
become the object of intensive experimental searches,
and they were actually discovered in ¥, N and then in
v, e scattering. Shekhter'®® has reviewed the first ex-
perimental studies on neutral currents.

The detailed study of neutral currents in neutrino ex-
periments is currently one of the pressing problems of
modern elementary particle physics.

Yet perhaps the most important merit of the gauge-
invariant theory is the possibility of establishing a
deeper symmetry between the leptons and the hadrons.
Here, in addition to the three quarks (x,d, and s) that
constitute all the known strongly-interacting particles
that correspond to SU(3) symmetry, we also need a
fourth quark that has the same charge as the u quark,
but differs from it by a new quantum number. The new
quantum number charm (c) takes on the values +1 and
is conserved in strong and in electromagnetic inter-
actions but is not conserved in weak interactions.?’ In
the scheme proposed by Glashow, Iliopoulos, and Maiani
(GIM),[2? all the strongly-interacting particles consist
of four quarks: of left-helical isodoublets and of right-
helical isosinglets. Now one has the symmetry

(;':)L' (::)L' (:’)L' (f:')t.'

where the fields are d’=d cosf_ +s sinf. and s’
=-dsinf  +s cosf,, and 8. is the Cabibbo angle, which
from experiment is equal to ~15°. This symmetry al-
lows one to remove one of the main difficulties in ap-
plying the WS model to weak processes with change in
strangeness that occur via neutral currents. In the WS
model with a scheme of only three quarks, the prob-
ability of the processes K°— p*u",K* -71'v7, etc.) as
well as the mass difference of the states of the K° me-
son, K{-K3, turns out to be 5-6 orders of magnitude
larger than the observed quantities. Inthe GIM scheme® 121
with four quarks, owing to the fact that the two quark
doublets enter into the weak current symmetrically, it
turns out that the neutral currents with conservation of
strangeness remain, but those with a change in strange-

1) The new quantum number “charm?” was introduced into the
theory considerably earlier and was associated with a
scheme of quarks of integral charge (see, e.g., Ref. 11).
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ness vanish in any order of the theory of the weak in-
teraction. In order that such compensations should not
be broken down by the strong interactions, the latter
must be symmetrical with respect to the two quarks ¢
and #. In combination with the SU(3) symmetry of the
three quarks that is invariant with respect to strong
isotopic spin, this leads to the requirement of SU(4)
symmetry. Owing to the difference in the mass of the
quarks, this symmetry is only approximate, and the
mass relationships in the lowest order of SU(4) sym-
metry are considerably more strongly violated than in
SU(3) symmetry. The SU(4) symmetry leads to pre-
diction of new baryon and meson multiplets, which in
addition to the usual particles and resonances include
also new pseudoscalar and vector mesons with the open
quantum number ¢ =+1 or O (bound states ¢C), and of
baryons having ¢ =1, 2.3

Two experiments in 1974 (with colliding electron-
positron beams!*! and in hadron interactions''®?) re-
sulted in the simultaneous discovery of a heavy
(m =3095 MeV/c?) vector meson that is relatively stable
on the nuclear scale (7= 10" gec). It has been desig-
nated as the J/¥-particle. The interpretation of this
meson as the bound state c¢, together with further
studies of other states inthis mass region (“charmonium”
levels), have placed on the agenda the problem of seek-
ing particles having the open quantum number of
charm.["®1 Since we are dealing here with a new type of
elementary particles unequalled since the time of dis-
covery of the strange particles, experimental investi-
gations along this line are being conducted at practically
all modern high-energy accelerators.

The narrow peaks in the invariant masses of the neu-
tral systems Kwnm and K7 and of the charged system
K n*7” that have been discovered relatively recently in
the process of e*e” annihilation, as well as the corre-
sponding peaks in the invariant mass of the recoil sys-
tems, are very likely candidates for the lightest pseud-
oscalar and vector charmed mesons D and D* 7177}

Neutrino experiments play a large role in the study of
charmed particles, since one can expect a relatively
large yield of them (~10%) in VN interactions. The ef-
fects of production of new particles have actually been
observed, also starting in 1974,

Another important discovery made in the process of
e*e” annihilation, namely the discovery of anomalous
pe pairs, is interpreted as a possible pairwise pro-
duction of new charged heavy leptons.!'® 78} If this in-
terpretation is confirmed, this will imply the existence
of an even more extensive system of quarks and a new
hadron-lepton symmetry, since the current modelst!® 20!
that add to the ¢ quark one or two new quarks (the b and
¢ quarks) almost unavoidably lead to the existence of
new heavy leptons. Searches for objects other than
charmed particles, including heavy leptons, quarks, and
colored gluons, are also promising in neutrino exper-
iments.[2b 22

Finally, the interactions of neutrinos with nucleons at
high energies bear most directly on the study of the
more general structure of nucleons in connection with
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the hypothesis of scaling and of the quark-parton mod-
els.'1%23) Ag is well known, a scaling behavior of the
scattering of electrons (or muons) by nucleons has been
found at high energies in the so-called deep inelastic
region (i.e., for large energy transfers v, to the hadron
and large momenta @2 imparted to the lepton). The in-
teraction cross sections have proved to depend only on
the variable x =Q?/2mv,, rather than on each variable
Q% and v, separately. One assumes in the parton mod-
el that if the interaction time is short, i.e., the trans-
ferred momentum is large in comparison with the char-
acteristic hadron masses, the virtual photon sees the
nucleon as though consisting of point particles, or par-
tons. If the nucleons have the momentum P, then the
partons have a fraction of it equal to x - P, where x
coincides with the scaling variable introduced above, as
we see from the kinematics of the elastic scattering.
Then the probability of interaction is proportional to the
distribution function of the partons in the nucleon with
respect to the variable x, multiplied by the square of
the charge of the parton, this being associated with the
exchange of a virtual photon. One further assumes that
the partons bear the quantum numbers of the quarks.
For example, an essential point is that the half-integral
spin of the partons stems from the smallness of the lon-
gitudinal cross section in eN scattering. A distinction
is made between valence partons {for nucleons, # and d
quarks) and the “sea” of parton-antiparton pairs

(ut,dd ,s§,cT). The latter involves the fact that the
treatment of the nucleon as a bound state of three quarks
is valid only in the nonrelativistic approximation. Vir-
tually the nucleon transforms into a state having a large
number of quarks. The time of these fluctuations is
small, and hence they are important only in the deep
inelastic processes. Qualitative considerations imply
that the smaller is the value of x for fixed @2, the larger
is the mass of the virtual states. Hence it is precisely
at small x that one can naturally expect a large contri-
bution from the “sea” of parton-antiparton pairs. We
also know from experiment that the partons possess only
about one-half of the momentum of the nucleon, while
neutral gluons carry away the rest of the momentum.
One assumes that the gluons are vector particles that
do not bear quantum numbers of the types of isospin,
strangeness, and charm, and which do not participate
in weak nor electromagnetic interactions; the gluons
give rise to the strong interactions between the quarks.

In the “color” theories of quarks''®2* (the new quan-
tum number “color” can adopt three values, e.g., red,
blue, and yellow, and it is needed to make the spin and
the quark statistics agree), the forces acting between
the quarks become small at small distances. That is,
the particles act as though free at large momentum
transfers (“asymptotic freedom”).!2*! This makes pos-
sible a theoretical explanation of the scaling hypothesis
in the deep inelastic region, and it allows one to cal-
culate by field theory technique (e.g., by perturbation
theory) the corrections to the scaling behavior of the
cross-sections, which are proportional to the coupling
constant of the gluons with the quarks and to the log-
arithm of Q2. The process of deep inelastic scattering
of neutrinos by nucleons is treated in the parton model
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by analogy with the electromagnetic interactions by re-
placing the virtual photons with the W-boson and intro-
ducing an additional form factor associated with the
V-A nature of the weak interactions. The study of the
overall structure of the nucleon in VN interactions at
high energies in the scaling variables x and y (y is the
relative energy transfer, y =v,/E,) is of great interest,
and one can treat any deviations from scaling behavior
as new phenomena involving, in particular, the creation
of new particles.

Thus we see from a brief presentation of the funda-
mental modern theoretical approaches to the processes
of interaction of neutrinos with nucleons or leptons their
important role in studies of elementary-particle phys-
ics.

2. METHODOLOGY OF NEUTRINO EXPERIMENTS

a) Neutrino beams from accelerators

The source of neutrinos (or antineutrinos) coming
from accelerators is the lepton decay of unstable par-
ticles that are formed by interactions of the primary
beam of accelerated protons with the nucleons of the
target material.

The bulk of the high-energy neutrinos comes from the
two-particle decays of charged pions and kaons:

P

The most prominent contribution to the neutrino flux,
which must be taken into account at the current level of
conduct of experiments, comes also from three-particle
decays of charged and neutral kaons:

Kaspt+vy+n, K—vedwv+n

Usually the fraction of neutrinos from three-particle
decays lies at the 1% level, and it depends on the scheme
adopted for producing the neutrino beam.

We see that from accelerators one gets beams of
muon-type neutrinos. This determines the fact that the
interaction properties of electron-type neutrinos have
practically not been studied up to now.

Figure 1 shows a diagram illustrating the production
of neutrino beams. The depicted scheme of production
of a neutrino beam is based on a proton beam takenfrom

TABLE I. Characteristics of neutrino channels and beams.

b) Quadrupole uiple.t (vacuum)' | (soit +
o) M h ization| iron)

CERN 400 ) Magnetic horn 300 400 5.1012 10—200
SPS ) Monoch . . ) | (irom)

188 Sov. Phys. Usp. 21(3}, March 1978

§3 NFA

T
ND-— v z, E% e

FIG. 1. General diagram of the production of a neutron beam.
p—proton beam, T --target, NFA—neutrino-focusing appara-
tus, DC—decay channel, MF—nuon filter, ND—neutrino de-
tectors.

NN
m

an accelerator, which is focused on the target T. The
mesons produced in the target pass through a neutrino-
focusing apparatus. The construction details of the fo-
cusing apparatus depend on the properties of the neutrino
beam that one wishes to obtain. Here mesons of the
desired sign in a selected range of angles and momenta
are focused into a nearly parallel beam (mesons of the
opposite sign are defocused) and directed into a “decay”
channel— a space where the mesons freely decay. The
decay channel ends in a massive (in most cases steel)
absorber, or muon filter. Here the remaining hadrons
and muons produced in decay events are completely ab-
sorbed. Neutrino detectors are placed beyond the muon
filter.

Table I and Figs. 2--4 give the fundamental charac-
teristics of the neutrino beams.

1) Neutrinos with a broad energy spectrum. Such
beams exist in all accelerators where neutrino studies
are being performed,‘zs“"” and their chief advantage
consists of the fact that they provide the highest neutrino
fluxes.

One can show more concretely the production of a
beam with a broad energy spectrum on the example of
the neutrino channel of the Institute of High-Energy
Physics (IHEP). The focusing apparatus consists of
four parabolic lenses combined into three objectives,
which are set up inside the target station.!3? The ar-
rangement of the focusing apparatus and its optical
characteristics for one of the flux regimes of the ob-
jectives are shown in Fig. 5. The angular acceptance of
the system is as much as 60 milliradians. This means
that the focusing system catches from 50 to 90% of the
mesons emerging from the target in a momentum in-
terval of 4- 10 GeV/c, and almost completely catches
the mesons of higher momenta. The defocused particles
are absorbed by collimators in the radiation shielding of
the target station. Figure 3 gives an example of the
spectra of neutrinos and antineutrinos obtained in one of

Proton . -
Length of | Thickness I, (per  |Working neutﬂno—[

Accel- knergy, | Method of beam s 2 A :
erator [Gey , production m:;?ﬁ’m ‘;_u::::‘ pulse)  energy range, GeV
ANL 12.4 Magnetic horn 30 13 1.2.10% [0.3—6
CERN | 2 » . w | P 6.0 | 112 D)

{iron)
BNL 29 » ’ 57 30 jupto5-101 | 115

(iron) Up to
IHEF 70 [parabolic lenses 140 62 3.5-1012 230 (Fig. 3)

i Up to

FNAL {300—400 1 vagnotichomn |- | Y080 19871013 | 10_20(Fig. 4)
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FIG. 2. Neutrino spectra for the CERN accelerator (E,
=26 GeV). -

the focusing regimes of the system.

This shape of the spectrum is typical of all acceler-
ators. A sharp, almost exponential decline of the in-
tensity with increasing energy is characteristic. The
intensity of the antineutrino beam is smaller than that
of the neutrino beam, especially in the high-energy re-
gion, which is governed by the decays of kaons. This is
due to the fact that fewer negative mesons are produced
in proton interactions than positive mesons.

The latter circumstance also has the effect that the
admixture of neutrinos in an antineutrino beam attains
a considerable magnitude, and at high energies it can
even exceed the flux of antineutrinos if one doesn’t take
special measures against this. The use of an absorber
set up behind the target along the axis of the beam sub-
stantially diminshes the undesired admixture of neu-
trinos of the other type, especially in the high-energy
region, as we see from Fig. 6.

In some cases it is more convenient to operate with a
less intense beam extended over time, which contains
the natural ratio of neutrinos and antineutrinos. Such a
beam has been realized in a very simple form in the
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (FNAL) in the
most recent experiments of the Harvard-Pennsylvania-
Wisconsin-Fermi Laboratory group (HPWF).[32) In
these experiments a triplet of quadrupole lenses was
placed directly beyond the target. Particles that were
produced in an angular range of 0<8<2 milliradians
with respect to the direction of the proton beam were
focused. Figure 4b shows the calculated spectra of the

Ll gy

TTTT
gl

FIG. 3. Neutrino spectra
for the IHEP accelerator

T TT

| (E,="70 GeV).
7L
wh_ s D
0 4 & N W w 24
£y, GeV
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FIG. 4. Neutrino spectra for the FNAL accelerator (E,= 300~
400 GeV), a) Magnetic horn; b) quadrupole focusing; ¢) dich~
romatic beam.

neutrinos and antineutrinos produced by the triplet of
quadrupoles (the momentum p =200GeV/c is focused).

2) Monochromatized (dichromatic) beams., The ur-
gent need to produce beams of monochromatized neu-
trinos is dictated primarily by the needs of investiga-
tion of neutral currents and study of lepton decays of the
new particles. Moreover, a knowledge of the energy of
the interacting neutrino substantially facilitates analysis
of the studied processes in all cases.

The fundamental principle for producing beams of this
type consists of the following. Beyond the target a nar-
row beam of hadrons of the desired sign and small an-
gular divergence is produced with a small scatter in
momenta. Then this beam is directed into the decay
channel. The decaying 7- and K-mesons give two
“lines” that are separated in energy. One can vary the
energy width of the neutrino “lines”, depending on the
relationship between the lengths of the decay channel
and the shielding and the transverse dimensions of the
neutrino detector. As an example, for a monochromatic
parallel beam of mesons of energy E,, the energy width
of the neutrino lines is fully determined by the polar an-
gle 8, that the detector subtends from the end of the de-
cay channel and by the gamma factor of the mesons
(7,,;; =E0/mﬂk):

AE, 203

E,  1+v6

4.5GeV/c
&5

22

FIG. 5. Diagram of production of the neutrino beam at IHEP.
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FIG. 6. Spectrum of 7 at FNAL and the v admixture (with and
without the absorber).

with the maximum energies E,=0.95E, (for the decay
of a K-meson) and E,=0.43 E, (for the decay of a 7-
meson). The energy width of the lines is also affected
by the angular divergence of the meson beam and its
momentum scatter.

Monochromatization of a neutron beam was first
achieved in practice in the accelerator in Batavia by the
joint experimental groups of the California Institute of
Technology and the Fermi National Accelerator Labo-
ratory (CITF). They used a rather broad range of mo-
menta of the mesons (30%) so as to increase the inten-
sity of the neutrino beam. Of course, this considerably
increased the width of the energy spectrum of the neu-
trinos, as is shown in Fig. 4c¢.t3%

Beams of monochromatized neutrinos are beginning
to be used in the new Superproton Synchrotron (SPS) at
CERN (400-GeV energy of the proton beam).t3*? In the
first experiments, %16} the momentum range of the
produced meson beam amounted to Ap/p=0.10-0.14
(full width at half-height) with an angular divergence of
0.3 milliradians horizontally and 0.6 milliradians ver-
tically. For more exact determination of the energy,
they used information on the coordinate of the point of
interaction in the detector with respect to the axis of
the beam. -

3) Methods of determining neutvino spectva. A fea-
ture of neutrino beams is that they are not subject to
control in the course of the experiment. Hence, as a
rule, all the stages in the production of the neutrino
beam are controlled.!®?

The measurement, or more exactly the reconstruc-
tion, of the energy spectrum of neutrinos is a rather
delicate problem. There are several approaches to
solving it.

One can calculate the neutrino spectrum if one knows
the momentum and angular distributions of the particles
produced in the proton interactions with the real target
that stands in front of the focusing system. Measure-
ments of the yields of particles from a real target,
which usually has the dimensions of 1-2 nuclear inter-
action lengths along the beam, present per se a rather
complicated problem, which hasn’t yet been fully solved
for any accelerator. Additional uncertainties in cal-
culating the neutrino spectrum are introduced by the
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interaction of the produced beam with the construction
parts of the producing system. In working with dichro-
matic beams, gas Cerenkov counters are placed in the
produced meson beam in order to determine the com-
position of the beam (K /7 ratio).t1ss!

Another independent experimental method is that of
reconstructing the neutrino spectrum from the measured
distributions of the muon flux at different depths of the
muon filter.

The muon spectrum to be measured inside the shield-
ing is primarily determined by the decays of 7-me-
sons.!3%371 Hence one can directly reconstruct from the
muon fluxes only the soft component of the neutrino
spectrum of pion origin. In order to reconstruct the
hard component of the spectrum, one must introduce in-
formation on the ratio of yields of K- and m-mesons
from the target, as obtained from other experiments.

A combination of these two methods is used at CERN
and IMEP. In other laboratories the determination of
the neutrino spectrum is mainly based on data from
measuring the meson yields.

In some experiments, in order to compensate for the
lack of reliable information on the neutrino spectra,t2®!
use is made of normalization of the data to the number
of quasielastic interactions and to isobar production,
starting with the charge symmetry and the energy-in-
dependence of the quasielastic interaction cross section
and the cross sections for isobar production at high en-
ergy in an isoscalar target:

O(vy+T—>p-+-N Of, AN%=g¢ (;u+ T—>p+t—N Or N*) =aconst.

However, the number of such events is relatively small.
In order to increase the statistical accuracy in nor-
malizing the neutrino and antineutrino spectra (with the
aim of extending into the region of higher energies,
where the number of interactions is small, an attempt
has also been made to include events with higher hadron
masses in inelastic collisions.!?

b) Electronic detectors

The low interaction cross sections of neutrinos at the
present intensities and with the present method of pro-
ducing neutrino beams require one to use massive tar-
gets, which must simultaneously fulfill the function of
analyzing the interactions that occur.

Detectors based on spark chambers and scintillation
counters are finding widespread application in experi-
ments. Most recently, information on particle tracks
(products of neutrino interactions is beginning to be ob-
tained by using drift chambers. It is relatively simple
to build electronic detectors of large mass and to op-
timize them for solving some limited group of prob-
lems. The restricted universality as compared with
bubble chambers is compensated by the potentialities
for considerably increasing the volume and weight of the
detector and substantially reducing the resolving time.
These factors substantially improve the background con-
ditions and allow one to accumulate statistical material
more rapidly.
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We can subdivide the currently utilized electronic de-
tectors into two groups, somewhat arbitrarily:

1. The target-analyzer is based on a hadron scin-
“tillation calorimeter. The particle-track devices serve
to distinguish muons.

2. The target-analyzer is based on spark chambers.
Scintillation counters arranged between them are aux-
iliary in nature, for providing a trigger or for time
marking.

Most of the electronic detectors are supplemented by
blocks made of ordinary or magnetized iron, solely for
identifying, or else for identifying and determining the
momentum of muons.

Methods of calorimetry of hadron energy are increas-
ingly being used in the apparatus for studying neutrinos.
In line with the fact that the dimensions of the region of
the calorimeter in which ionization occurs depend only
logarithmically (~InE,) on the change in hadron energy,
such instruments are very convenient for neutrino stud-
ies, where the energy spectrum of the beam is very
broad. Employment of hadron calorimeters is associ-
ated with the fact that much interesting information does
not depend on a knowledge of the detailed characteristics
of individual hadrons. Thus, in inclusive processes with
charged currents {CC) in which a muon and hadrons are
produced in the final state, the kinematics of the inter-
action is completely determined if the total energy of
the hadrons (E,) and the magnitude (P,) and direction
(Ou) of the momentum of the muor. are measured since
it is assumed that the direction of the neutrino is well
known. The muonless interactions (NC) are also well
identified, since the large sensitive volume of the de-
tector amounts to active shielding of several nuclear
interaction lengths from the external background.

TABLE II. Electronic detectors of neutrino interactions.

Note: The physical analysis of the events is carried out for
the target weight indicated in parenthesis.
Note: Depending on the physical problem.
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. Weight :
Accelera- Experimental ofgr. Physical Leferences
tor Group apparatus lget, T* problems
CERN |Aachen-Padua  |Spark chembers with Al- 50 Ve, (vON) 9,4
(AP) filters, muon identifier (19
CERN-Dortmund-{Scintillators with magnetized| 1250 |v, ( \_Vu)'{-N—’2P+X |
Heidelberg- Fe filters, drift chambers {900) [ ~inclusive CC
Saclay (CDHS)
“
BNL  |Harvard-Pennsyt |Liquid scintillation modules,| 33 VuP = VuP .
vania-Wisconsin |drift chambers : (Fig. 7)
(HPW)
Columbia-lllinois-{Spark chambers with Al 26 vp—vp, 43
Rockefeller (CIR)| filters, scintillation counters | (8) vN — viON,
qu —pet...
IHEP ITEP-IHEP (IS) |Spark chambers with Fe i+ N> 2p4 X’ 4"
filters, muon spectrometer (34) inclusive CC (Fig. 8)
FNAL  |Harvard-Pennsyl’ Liquid scintillator modules, | 60 va (V)+N — 45, 157
vania-W i spark chambers, muon (10— —2pu+...y (Fig. 9
Fermilab (HPWF) g, 20)**) inclusive CC,
inclusive NC
Caltech-Fermilab [Scintillators with Fe filters, 160 v,,(?.,)-l— N2, . “1 o
(CITF) spark chambers, muon (1000 | “inclusivecc,  |(Fig 100
spectrometer ! inclusive NC

Table II lists the electronic detectors with which ex-
perimental data have been obtained on the interaction of
neutrinos and antineutrinos presented in this review.

Scintillation counters interleaved with iron fil-
ters,'* 47! or large volumes of a liquid scintillatorf4 I
are used as hadron calorimeters.

The detailed calibration measurements for the de-
tectors of the HPWF and CITF groups have shown a
good linearity in the energy dependence and an improve-
ment of resolution with increasing energy: AE,/E,
~(E ”)"/ 2, In pure scintillation calorimeters it amounts
to (15-20)% in the energy range from several GeV up to
~100GeV. In iron-plate detectors the resolution varies
from ~40% to ~10% in the same energy range.

In detectors based on spark chambers the energy
release is determined by counting the number of
sparks.™8! According to the existing experimental
data,l*®11) these detectors possess analogous charac-
teristics.

The momentum P, of the muons is measured by mag-
netic spectrometers, which amount to sets of magne-
tized iron disks or plates and spark chambers set up
between them. Multiple scattering of the muons in the
iron affects the accuracy of measurement in these sys-
tems. The accuracy depends on the value of the mag-
netic field (B) and the path traversed by the muon in the
iron (L), and (neglecting the errors of measurement),
it does not depend on the momentum:

LR 50040 (BYVI)L.
Pu

The resolution varies with the design of the detector,
and as a rule it amounts to ~10% for energies below 10
GeV, and reaches ~20% for p, ~100GeV/c.
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FIG. 7. Setup of the HPW group at BNL, a) side view; b) unit
module.

In processes that follow charged-current channels
(CC), the energy of the interacting neutrino is deter-
mined simply as the sum E,=E, +E,. One of the fun-
damental characteristics of a detector is its efficiency
in determining various parameters of the interaction as
a function of the neutrino energy. As an example, Fig.
11 shows for the CITF detector'*’ the efficiency for
events in which the muon passes through the magnet
(solid line) and for all CC events with an identified muon
(dotted curve).

¢) Bubble chambers

The methodology of bubble chambers is currently
widely used in neutrino experiments. This is explained,
on the one hand, by the fact that the neutrino flux levels
and small interaction cross sections allow bubble cham-
bers to “digest” the full intensity of protons attainable
in modern accelerators, and on the other hand, by the
specific properties of bubble chambers as 4r-detectors
that can analyze the separate reaction channels, in-
cluding the visible modes of decay of strange particles.

Table III gives the characteristics of the large bubble
chambers as neutrino detectors that are used in the
laboratories of the United States (Argonne (ANL),
Brookhaven (BNL), Batavia (FNAL)), CERN, and the
USSR (Institute of High Energy Physics).[®754! We see
from this table that use has begun to be made in high
energy neutrino experiments not only of chambers filled
with heavy materials, but also of hydrogen bubble
chambers, which offer an outstanding potential for an-
alyzing neutrino-nucleon reactions under clean condi-
tions. On the other hand, chambers filled with heavy
materials or hydrogen chambers with added neon allow
a faster accumulation of the statistics of events and a
high efficiency of detecting electrons and ¥-quanta
(from 60% in the case of H,+20% Ne to ~100% for
Freon). The momenta of the charged particles (with an
error in determining the spatial coordinates of 0.3-
0.7 mm) are measured over the range 1-100 GeV/c
with an accuracy of 1-10% for a track length up to two
meters.

FIG. 8. Setup of the IS group at IHEP.
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FIG. 9. Setup of the HPWF group at FNAL,

A certain difficulty in bubble chambers is presented
by muon identification and by the individualdetermination
of the energy of the neutrino in each particular event.

The method of distinguishing the muon in pure hydro-
gen chambers is based either on the kinematics of neu-
trino reactions'? (i.e., distinguishing the muon by the
value of the transverse momentump , which considerably
exceeds the mean transverse momentum of the hadrons
at high neutrino energies), or on using an external
muon identifier. Figure 12 gives an example of such an
instrument as used in experiments with the 15-~-foot
bubble chamber of FNAL.[®? It consists of a system of
proportional chambers that cover a relatively large
solid angle and a hadron absorber of a thickness of
3-4 nuclear interaction lengths situated between the
volume of the bubble chamber and the planes of the pro-
portional chambers. For more reliable muon identi-
fication in recent experiments, people are beginning to
employ a second plane of proportional chambers sit-
uated beyond an additional absorber. The overall effi-
ciency of the external muon identifier amounts to about
80%. One of the defects of such apparatus is the low ef-
ficiency for large ¥ and a rather considerable threshold
(3GeV). Unquestionably it is an irreplaceable means
for identifying rare events.

In bubble chambers one determines the total neutrino
energy E, by measuring the momenta of the detected
charged particles, with correction for the energy of the
neutral unrecorded hadrons or y-quanta. Thus, in an
experiment of the FIMS (FNAL-Institute of Theoretical and
Experimental Physics-Michigan-Serpukhov) groupFi4!
this correction was introduced by using the correlation
between the longitudinal component of the visible hadron
momentum p? and the total hadron energy v, (Fig. 13)
which follows from p, balance. In order to allow for
this correction, one can also use the statistical meth-
od,’*”? in which one can treat not each event individually,
but rather the distributions over the measured kine-
matical variable taking into account the known distribu-
tion function for the undetected component. The reso-

Zzw Fe Torget-calorimeter  Toroidal magnet

|-Steel target
I-spark chamber P 1
|- Calorimeter counter —

FIG. 10. Setup of the CITF group at FNAL.
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lution in E, usually amounts to 8—-15%, depending on the

material used in filling the bubble chamber.

Owing to the lack of time selection in bubble chambers,
the hadron background presents considerable difficulty.
Thus, for the broad neutrino spectrum of FNAL, this
background is most substantial in the range E, <10 GeV.
This complicates the analysis of events involving neutral
currents. For energies above 10 GeV, it amounts to
~19.

3. TOTAL CROSS SECTIONS

The most general, characteristic properties of weak
processes at high energies can be understood from
studies involving measurement of the total cross sec-
tions for the interaction of neutrinos with nucleons. In
this section we present data both for processes involving
charged currents (0%, 0%):

Ve (W) + N —>p- (u+) + hadrons, (3.1)

and for processes involving neutral currents (¢ AT

% (%) + N>, (v,) + hadrons, (3.2)

At present the process (3.1) has been studied more
fully. Hence it is precisely these data, together with
the differential scaling distributions, thatgive important
information on the local nature of the weak interactions
and the validity of the scaling hypothesis and the quark-
parton model of the nucleon. The fundamental results
have so far been obtained with nuclei having an equal or
approximately equal proton-neutron ratio, i.e., with
isotopically scalar targets.

TABLE IIl.
A'bbrevia- Working | Weight, Ly, | H,

Bubble chamber Filling ";"03;?“ "°r‘:§‘e’ T | om [kgauss {BE2M
“Gargamelie”, CERN[52] CF:Br  |GGM 5-6 |79 20 |,
12, ANL (USA)[l;f]l Ha, Dy ANL 13 10—42 %g v
7', BNL (USA) Hy, D, BNL . v
15’ FNAL (USA)(49] Hy M 20 1.3 21, 30| ¥

H, AMP 20 1.3 21.30] ¥

H, 4 Ne (20%) | BCHW 20 7 0| v

Hy -+ Ne (20%) | FIMS 20 7 30 v

H, 4 Ne (64%) | CB 20 22 30 v

H,+ Ne (64%) | BS 20 22 30 v
SKAT, IHEP (USSR){ 501 CF3Br SKAT 4.5 7 20.25 v_
EBC CERNI31] Hy, Dy, Ne | BEBC 20—25 | — 35 | v, v

Note. GGM=Aachen-Brussels-CERN-Ecole Polytechnique-
Orsay-London; FM =FNAL-University of Michigan (with partic-
ipation of physicists from IHEP and ITEP); AMP =ANL-
Mellon~-Purdue; BCHW =Berkeley~CERN-Hawali-Wisconsin;
FIMS = FNAL-ITEP-~University of Michigan-IHEP (Serpukhov);
CB =Columbia University-BNL; BS =Berkeley-Seattle.
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Magnet
winding

Side view
FIG. 12. The FNAL 15-foot bubble chamber with external mu-
on identifier.

It is considerably more complicated to detect the pro-
cess (3.2), and this has been the fundamental reason for
the almost ten-year lag in its discovery (semilepton
neutral currents were first detected in an experiment
at CERN in the bubble chamber Gargamelle in 1973[5%83])_
Currently the experimental data on the ratios R” =a%/
o; and R’ =0y/0¢, are of great interest for testing the
consequences of the gauge-invariant theory and estab-
lishing the structure of the weak neutral current.

In this section we shall also present the results of the
first measurements of cross sections involving the
electron neutrino, which are of interest in connection
with the problem of u-e universality at high energies.

a) Total cross sections for processes involving charged currents

In the scaling hypothesis the cross section for inelas-
tic processes is expressed in terms of the energy-in-
dependent structure functions of the nucleon and the
scaling variables x, y, and E, as follows;(2%59]

=0 [—D Fe@+ L2k, @) 2y (1-1)ah @],

(3.3)
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where F,,F,, and F, are the structure functions for
axial-vector (4), vector (V), and interference (VA) in-
teractions; and 6,=G?myE,/r. Integration with respect
to x and y over the interval 0-1 gives

- 1
az-v=oo§.'*'46£ i F, (z) dz, (3_4)
where we have
1
A= i 2zF, (2) dz F. (z) dz, (3.5)
1
B= i 2F, (2) dz/S F,(2) dz. (3.6)
Hence the ratio of the total cross sections
o 31d—2m
R,= ;;j. =347 3.7

does not depend on the energy. Inaddition, if we identify
the parton with a quark of half-integral spin, then 2xF,
=F,.t% This gives A =1. The value of the parameter
B, which is defined in this model in terms of the effec-
t1ve density of quarks ¢(x ) and of anthuarks g(x) in the
nucleon, is

{2()ds 7]

B=1-2— = =12 . .
§ (@@ +q ) dz -0 3.8)

In the first approximation we can take it to be unity.
Hence R, has a value =1/3 and does not depend on the
energy.?

The most accurate measurements of the total cross
sections in the energy range 1-10GeV have been per-
formed at CERN with the Gargamelle chamber filled
with Freon.'®»62) These results are the cross sections
per “nucleon” of Freon as based on the statistics of
2500 vN and 950 PN events shown in Fig. 14. The in-
dicated errors are only statistical. The possible sys-
tematic errors due to uncertainties in the normalizations
of the neutrino flux and in the corrections for event se-
lection and energy resclution amount to about 10%.

This same diagram shows the data of the ANL
group,’®® which were obtained in hydrogen and deuter-
ium in a bubble chamber and were averaged per “nu-
cleon” over the protons and neutrons.

In this energy range (1-10 GeV) the total cross sec-
tions are well described by a linear relation that cor-
responds to the scaling behavior of (3.3);

Y More exactly, for an isoscalar target the 3-quark model
gives the following expressions for the cross-sections in
terms of the distribution functions of the quarks:

do"N " = =
Tay e +d) cos? B¢ + 2 sint Bcs -+ (d+u) (1—p)2),

:id =z [(4+d) ({ —y)34cos? Oc (& +3)+25in% 0¢s).

Hence, when we neglect antiquarks, R, ~1/3cos?, ~ 0.35.
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FIG. 13. Dependence of the mean hadron energy {(v,) on the
longitudinal component of the visible hadron momentum p%.
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The first experimental results on absolute measure-
ments of total cross sections at high energies have been
obtained by the CITF group'! at Batavia. The cross
sections for the two energies E, ; =38+ 14 GeV and
E, ;~105+21 GeV are also shown in Fig. 14. They sat-
lsfy the values of the parameters @ shown in this dia-
gram with an uncertainty of about 20%. The first re-
sults of the HPWF group'®s? also fully agreed with the
data obtained at low energies.

New experimental results on the measurement of the
total cross sections have recently been obtained by the
CITF groups''>* (12 thousand ¥N and 6 thousand ¥N in-
teractions) and in the BEBC bubble chamber at
CERN! 531 (520 vN and 250TN interactions). Adistinctive
feature of this first experiment with the BEBC cham-
ber, which was performed with a monochromatic beam
in a Ne-H mixture (58 atom% Ne) is that the cross-sec-
tions were normalized by performing good measure-
ments in the channel of the absolute flux of muons and of
their angular distribution by using counters and photo-
emulsions.

7

500k
4.0

20.0

27 cm?

3
LA

QNN {0 DY
T Ve e X
T T T

x— ANL

MR R RTES

42

Pl R
w2 46 w0 we v
va, Ge
FIG. 14. Energy-dependence of the total interaction cross
sections of neutrinos and antineutrinos with nucleons ¢%°¥.
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In an almost identical energy range (40-200 GeV), the
two groups found the following slope parameters:

@ =0.59 +0.03. o5 =0.27+0.02 (BEBC),
@y =0.60 4 0.06, a=0.29-£0.03 (CITF ).

The table gives the more detailed data of the BEBC
group:

Bv @y GeV 2060 60—100 | 100—150 | 150—200
ay 0.670.06 | 0.56+0.05 | 0.61+0.05 | 0.51+0.05
ay 0.26:0.03 | 0.2540.03 0.3230.04

The BEBC data do not include systematic errors, which
amount to 8% according to estimates of the authors.

Although, as the authors note, the variations in the
cross sections in the energy range 40-200 GeV lie with-
in the limits of the experimental uncertainties, yet if we
compare the mean values of the slope parameters in the
two regions 1-10 and 40-200 GeV, we can note a cer-
tain reduction in the rate of increase of the cross-sec-
tions for the vN interactions. We can interpret this re-
sult within the framework of deviation from Bjorken
scaling. It is difficult at present to carry out a more
exact analysis using these measurements of the total
cross sections, if only because the deep inelastic scat-
tering should not include elastic or almost elastic in-
teractions having g2« 1 GeV, whereas the data at small
energies do include them. One of the conclusions drawn
by the authors of Ref. 154 is that the existing measure-
ments of the energy trend of the total cross sections al-
low one to establish a mass limit for the intermediate
W-boson, which proves to be m,,>30 GeV/c?

In principle, one can draw more definite conclusions
from measurements of the values R of the ratios of the
cross-sections for VN and VN interactions, which are
less subject to systematic errors and less sensitive to
the criteria of selection of inelastic events. Figure 15
presents the results of all the experiments performed
up to now.

From the data of CERN (Gargamelle),'s!? the value
R,=0.37+£0.02 for 2<E, ;<14 GeV exhibits no energy
dependence. This corresponds to the simple quark mod-
el (dotted line in Fig. 15). Later, in 1976, the HPWF
group'®? performed measurements that showed that R,

T T T T T
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70l - HPWE (internal normalization)! 61 4
: a- HPWF ({normalization by the neutrino spectrum)[661
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FIG. 15. Energy-dependence of the ratio R, =UE/0‘;.
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increases rather sharply with energy, starting at an
energy of 40 GeV (Fig. 15).

In this experiment the data were obtained in two ways.
In a beam with quadrupole focusing and a natural mix-
ture of v and 72900 neutrino interaction events and 570
antineutrino events were obtained. In this case cal-
culated information on the spectra was used. In the
second case more abundant statistics (4994 neutrino and
2904 antineutrino interactions) were used, including
also exposures in v and 7 beams obtained using a horn.
An attempt was made to normalize by an internal meth-
od by distinguishing quasielastic interactions, isobar
production, and inelastic events with a small mass W of
recoil of the hadron system.[*® As can be seen from
Fig. 15, the two methods gave concordant results.

However, recent new measurements at CERN,I156153]
HEP,' 92! and FNAL,!'** the results of which are also
shown in Fig. 15, did not reveal such sharp changes in
the ratio R in the energy range 6-200 GeV.

As can be seen from Fig. 15, the resultsof thealready
discussed experiments of the BEBC!53! and CIT FE15¢!
groups agree with one another, and indicate a slow rise
in R, to the level 0.5-0.55 at an energy of 200 GeV. The
preliminary data of the experiment at CERN with the
best statistics,!'®®? which was performed using a new
electronic detector (36 thousand vN and 12 thousand N
interactions), show that the ratio R, is practically con-
stant at the level of 0.43 over the energy range 40-200
GeV.

In summarizing the overall situation in the measure-
ments of total cross sections for charged currents we
can draw the following conclusion.

In the broad energy range 2-200 GeV the total cross
sections increase linearly or almost linearly with in-
creasing energy, both for vN and for UN interactions.
There is an indication of an increase in the ratioR,
=0?/c¥ with the energy in the range 10-200 GeV by
20-30%, which is associated with a decline in the rate
of increase of the cross sections for vN interactions.

This behavior of the energy-dependence of the total
cross sections agrees with the overall pattern of de-
viation from exact scaling behavior of the structure
functions in deep inelastic lepton-nucleon interactions,
as will be discussed in section V of this review.

b) Ratio of the total cross sections for the interaction with
neutrons and protons

Measurements of the ratio of the total cross sections
for interaction with neutrons and protons have recently
been performed in deuterium in bubble chamber ex-
periments by the ANL and BNL groups. Table IV gives
these results together with the data obtained at CERN
with heavy-liquid bubble chambers.

The ratio o /c% obtained from the quark mod-
ell19% 1961 (with account taken of the g7 “sea”) is 1.8-2.1,
and this refers to the deep inelastic energy region,
which is higher than the mean energies of the cited ex-
periments.
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TABLE IV.

Experiment Energy, GeV 0:" /0:”
ANL  (Hj, D)8 2—6 1.4030.31
BNL (Ha.l‘)):)" 1—10 1.4%0.14

20 vg>0.8 | 1.04+0.16
CERNI70I 1—10 2.130.3
“Gargamelle” (CqHg)
CeRNI7 110 1.840.3
1.2 m (CyHy)

There are no published data for the ratio (0%/oc%)
except for a preliminary estimate obtained by the FIMS
group in an experiment with the 15-foot bubble chamber
in a neon-hydrogen mixture for the range E;=10-100
GeV,'"?! which was 1.98+0.30.

¢) Total cross sections for inclusive semilepton reactions
involving neutral currents

Measurements of the total cross sections for the pro-
cess (3.2) involving neutral currents (more correctly,
of the ratios R and R®) have been performed in the last
several years by the GGM (CERN),t5% ™) CITF,!™ and
HPWF (Batavia)!™! groups. Wepresentbelow the most
recent results obtained in 1976 (Table V). Columns 4
and 3 of Table V indicate the corresponding numbers of
NC-and CC-events (neutral and charged currents) after
introduction of all the experimental corrections. The
last column gives the ratios R%” found for identical
hadron-energy cutoffs E,, both for NC- and for CC-
events. In order to obtain from R%”_ the true values of
R*? or ¢%/0%, one must introduce additional correc-
tions involving failure to detect a fraction of the events
owing to the application of a cutoff for E,. In view of
the difference in y distributions for v and ¥, these cor-
rections differ substantially for R and R”, and one can
introduce them only by assuming a particular form of
the interaction involving a neutral current, i.e., they
are model-dependent.

It is most convenient to represent all the data ina
general form by assuming that the weak neutral currents
are a linear combination of only V and A variants, that
the Bjorken scaling is valid, and that the interaction
occurs between point objects of half-integral spin. Then
we can write:

doy
dy

dO; BmyE-
Wu= —[AL (1 —y)*+ 4gl,

= EoBe (4, 4 A (1—yP),
(3.9)

where A; and A , can be treated as coupling constants
of negative and positive helicity, respectively.

TABLE V.
Number of Number of Cutoff . -
Beam (E_ =), v, ¥V
Experiment Ger" CCevents  |NC events ?ﬁdfgu R eas
comi13] (2.5) » 631 159 >1 0.254-0.04
2.0 v 235 131 0.564-0.09
Hpwrl75) (85) v 1042 300 >4 0.29+0.04
[ 198 69 < 0.39+0.10
crri74] (52), (146)v | 191857 457+41 =12 0.24%0.02
) v 274126 94-+2% 0.34+0,09
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TABLE VI.

Experiment | P=Ap/(Ap+Ap)  gv R oseY | sizey
“Gargamelle” | 0.25+0.07 | 0.2534-0.04 | 0.39+-0.06 | 0.584-0,17'| 0. 33+0.05
CITF 0.36+0.09 | 0.25+0.04 | 0.353-0.09 | 0.7530,14 | 0.3330.05
HPWF 0.154£0.10 | 0.29+0.04 | 0.3140.09 { 0.4830,20 ~0.29

Table VI gives the ratios P=Ay/(A, +A ;) for all three
experiments, as well as the corrected values of R", R®,
and 0%/0%. Theoretically the ratio P should be close: to
0.05 (with account for the content of antiquarks) for the
pure V-A variant, or to 0.5 for the V or A variant, or
to 1 for the V+A variant. We also note that using an
analogous treatment the GGM group obtained the value
P=0.05+0.05 for events involving charged currents.
One can conclude from comparing these values and the
data given in Table V that the V +A variant of the inter-
action is ruled out. The expected values of P for the V
and A variants individually differ on the average from
the experimental values by more than three standard
deviations, whereas the pure V —~A variant also does
not agree very well with experiment.

The CITF group has fitted its data to a three-term
formula instead of (3.9), i.e., they tried to determine
the contribution of the P and S variants. They obtained
the value A, ¢=-0.2+0.1, i.e., different from zero by
only two standard deviations and with a negative sign.
In the Weinberg-Salam model using a three-quark scheme:
and neglecting the interaction with the quarks of the
“sea”, we have the following relationships:{™?

1 . 20 .
R"=—i-—sm’8w+ﬁsm‘6w,
R"=—;-—sinzﬂw+?sin‘0w, (3.10)
% 4R
o, 3R

The curve in Fig. 16 was obtained in accordance with
the formulas of (3.10). The same diagram shows the
experimental, corrected values of R” and R”. As can be
seen from the values given in Table VI, the data (the
latter are calculated taking into account the contribution
from the quarks of the “sea”, which is 5%) fit the value
sin29W= 0.33.

Thus we can draw the following conclusions from the
experimental data on inclusive semilepton reactions
involving a neutral current in neutrino experiments.

1. The ratios of the cross sections for muonless reac-
tions to those for reactions involving charged currents
amount to 0.26+0.05 for vN and 0.35%0.09 for PN in-
teractions for combinations of the V and A variants of
the interaction, and the energy-dependence of the cross
section 0, does not contradict a linear growth within the
limits of experimental error.

2. The V+A form of interactionsis ruled out for neu-
tral currents, as well as the V and A variants individu-
ally. The experimental data agree best with.a mixed
(v - 0.8A) variant of the interactions. This means that
the neutral currents, just like the charged currents,
contain a considerable component that does not conserve
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FIG. 16, Experimental values of R and R’. Theoretical
curve-calculated by Eq. (3.10).

parity.

3. The data onthe semi-inclusive reactions involving
neutral currents agree with the value of the Weinberg
angle sin?9,=0.33+0.05,

4. The further study of neutral currents will require
experiments with monochromatic beams and under pure
conditions (hydrogen, deuterium).

d) u--e universality

On the basis of the statistics of 191 v,N interactions’
and 84V,N interactions, the GGM group has determined
in a Freon bubble chamber!®% 150 the total cross sections
for an electron neutrino incident on a nucleon:
oy

0¢ = (0.88 == 0.08) E,, - 103 cm? /nucleon , =1.11 £+ 0.15,

- %
0% = (0.33 == 0.04) E5, -10°% cm? Jnucleon , - =1.10 + 0.17,
(4

c

(3.11)

S
% —0.38 + 0.06.
Lol

As can be seen by comparing the data of (3.11) with
those for the muon neutrino, pu-—e¢ universality holds
to a first approximation in charged currents at high en-
ergies.

There are as yet no data whatsoever onthe interaction
of electron neutrinos in neutral currents.

4. ELASTIC AND SINGLE-PION PROCESSES

a) Quasielastic and elastic scattering by nucleons
Quasielastic (ge) scattering of neutrinos and anti-

neutrinos by nucleons

Vp+n"’p'-+Pv
Vet p—uttan

(4.1)
(4.2)

is usually described under the traditional assumptions .
of invariance with respect to time reversal, absence of
weak currents of the second type,[”? and with neglect of
the induced pseudoscalar™’ interaction. Under these
assumptions we have
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ay & G gt
prealr {(Fv:\: FAlP+(1—yP (FvF FA)Z—z—Ez(F’ —Fy)

+ 2P (A=) Pty (Pt Py T Py £2F, ]}

where we have set F,~(u,— u )Fy, Fy ,=F, ,(0)/

(17 4*/M5, ,)?, where u, and p, are the magnetic mo-
ments of the nucleons,. F(0)=1, and F,(0)=1.23 from
the B-decay of the neutron (4*=0), i.e., the scattering
is fully determined by the two parameters M, and M ,.
If in addition we extend the hypothesis of conserved vec-
tor current (CVC) to neutrino interactions, we get

M ,=0.84 GeV/c® from electron-scattering experiments.

The ANL group'™ has obtained the most recent re-
sults on quasielastic scattering in a neutrino beam in
a 12-foot bubble chamber filled with deuterium.

They performed the analysis by two methods for de-
termining M ,: fitting the parameter M, to the o (E,)
relationship and fitting it to the d(rw/dq2 relationship.
The first method hinges on knowing the energy spectrum
of the neutrinos, and it directly includes errors due to
its uncertainty, while the second method does not de-
pend on knowing the energy spectrum.

The result obtained is: 1) M%=0.9823:13GeV/c?, 2)M"
=0.84::12GeV/c?. The averaged value is M ,=0.89
+0.08. Simultaneous determination of the two param-
eters M, and M, gives: M?%=0.923-% GeV/c?, MY,

0,11
=0.753:2 GeV/c2.

Data on quasielastic scattering of neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos have been obtained at CERN using the Garga-
melle chamber filled with Freon.[®-%1 An analogous
analysis by the two methods gives:

1) Myi=0.96+040. M,=0.70.2,
9) ML=10+04., Mi=0914012.

The value averaged over these data is M, =0.94
+0.06 GeV/c?.

The most recent results on electroproduction of
pions!®] give the value M, =0.96+0.03, which agrees
well with the neutrino data.

Figure 17 shows the dependence of the quasielastic
scattering cross sections on the energy E, ;-

In view of its simplicity, the elastic scattering of
neutrinos and antineutrinos
b) utn—+vu+n,
b) Vatn—va+n,

a) vp+-p—>v,+0p,
8) Wt P>+,

(4.3)
(4.9)
is of great interest for studying neutral currents.

Since they follow an analogous phenomenology, the
differential cross-sections for the reactions (4.3a) and
(4.4b) can be written in the same form as for quasi-
elastic scattering with the replacement of the corres-
ponding form factors: F,—~F2, F, -~ F}, and F,~ F%.

The Salam-Weinberg model establishes the relation-
ship:(82:83]
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FIG. 17. Energy-dependence of the quasielastic scattering

cross-section ¢%, for neutrinos and antineutrinos,

Fy= L Fy—2sin20y,. Fm,

Fi=4F., (4.5)
and again do®/dg® remains a function of the sole pa-
rameter of the model: sin®g,.

Two groups have recently observed elastic scattering
with the BNL accelerator.

The Columbia-Illinois-Rockefeller (CIR) group!4]
used for this purpose a setup with spark chambers, and
found

R = I (vu--p—> vutp)
elast O (vy+n —pu~-p)
An experiment by the Harvard-Pennsylvania-Wis-
consin (HPW) group!®%! gtudied scattering by using a
scintillation calorimeter. At a background level of
30-40% they observed respectively 150 and 40 events
of the reactions (4.3) and (4.4). They found that R},
=0.17+0.05 and R} =0.2+ 0.1 in the range of ¢* from
0.3 to 0.9 (Gev/c?). We should note, however, that we
must introduce a model-dependent correction into these
values that takes into account the contribution of the re-
actions (4.3b) and (4.4b). If we estimate the contribution
of the vn—~ vn reactions according to the Weinberg mod-
el, then the ratios acquire the following values:

=0.23 4- 0.09.

v -
RY =010 3:0.03,

Uy =
Rdl:u =0,10 +0.05.

Figure 18 shows the distribution of elastic events
with respect to g°. We can also see from Fig. 18 the
agreement between the differential distributions with
respect to g2 for elastic and quasielastic events.

The data of this experiment imply the following ratio:

o (Su+p—> wu+0)
o(vu+p—>vutp)

=0.4402
If the structure of the neutral current were purely
vectorial, then this ratio would be unity.

Thus, just like the total cross sections for the neu-
tral-current processes, already the first observations
of elastic reactions imply that there is a substantial
admixture of the axial-vector variant, which does not
conserve parity.
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b) Elastic scattering of neutrinos by electrons

Processes of elastic scattering of neutrinos by elec-
trons have attracted attention since the time of estab-
lishment of the universal Fermi interaction, in line
with the fact that they are among the few weak pro-
cesses in which only leptons participate. However, be-
cause of the experimental difficulties and the small
cross sections (which are due to the low energy in the
center-of-mass system of the electron and the neu-
trino), results have been obtained only recently.

The following reactions are possible:

Vo >y te, (4.6)
vot+e -V, te, (4.7)
Vet e v, te, (4.8)
3, +e — ;,—}- e~ (4-9)

The first two reactions can occur only via a neutral-
current mechanism, whereas the latter two should occur
both via charged and neutral currents. Figure 19 gives
the expected relative values of the cross-sections as
functions of sin®6,,.

The first observation of the antineutrino-scattering
process of (4.7) was made in a CERN experiment using
the Gargamelle chamber,®"! in which three events were
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FIG. 19, Theoretical dependence of the cross-sections for the
scattering of neutrinos and antineutrinos by an electron on
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observed in 1.3 million exposures (4.7x10'p on tar-
get). The kinematics of the reaction {4.7) is such that
under the conditions of the given experiment in order to
minimize the background (Compton electrons, asym-
metric e"e” pairs, the process y,+n—e”+p with an
invisible recoil proton, as well as processes (4.8) and
(4.9) it was possible to employ the criteria 6,<5° and
0.3<E, <2 GeV without large losses of the sought re-
action. The total background estimated by the authors
amounted to 0.44+ 0.13 events.

They interpreted the data under the assumption that
the neutral lepton current is an arbitrary linear com-
bination of the V and A forms of interaction:!%8

Ju= (1 +75) vt en (Gv+Gavs)e. (4.10)

In this case the differential cross-section for the re-
action (4.7) can be written in the following form:

G*m E-
1 (Gv+Ga)»? (A —yp)?
+(Gv—GL)4, (4.11)

where the constants have been defined so that G, /G,
=+1 for a pure V —-A current, and y=E,/E5.

do

dy 2n

In calculating the scattering cross sections they took
into account the efficiency of identification of electrons
and the background level.

They found within the framework of the V,A -theory
that

O (vpe™) = 0.10t8;5;. 10-9E; (GeV)cm? /electron .

where the errors correspond to the 90% confidence
level. In the Weinberg-Salam model the constants Gy
and G, are defined as follows:
Gy= — 425020y, Go=—, (4.12)
Then the result of (4.12) implies that sin®/, <0.4 at
the 90% confidence level.

A search was made for the reaction (4.6) in a neu-
trino exposure but owing to the higher background only
a bound for the cross section was established:

o (v,e”) << 0.34-10-" E,(GeV)cm?/electron .

Upon combining this result with the preceding one,
the authors found that

0.1 << sin? By << 0.4.

Another experiment to study the processes (4.6) and
(4.7) has recently been performed at CERN by the
Aachen-Padua (AP) group'®’ using an electronic de-
tector. In this experiment they observed 25 candidates
for the reaction (4.6) and 19 candidates for (4.7) at an
appreciable background level.

They obtained the following cross sections and esti-
mates:

o(va+e)=(1.120.7) E, GeV'-10-** cm?/nucleon ,
0 (€)= (2.4 % 1.4) E; GeV)-102 cm?/nucleon ,

o-
'u—v-= 2.2 41.3; sin?6y ==0.33 & 0.07.
v
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These values agree satisfactorily with the data of the
Gargamelle group.

The elastic scattering of electron antineutrinos (4.9)
has been measured recently by Reines’ group!8:%7 jp
difficult experiments using a reactor. They obtained
the following results

o (vu+€) = (1.4 £ 0.7) £, (GeV) 102 cm? /electron
o (W +e7) = (2.4 = 1.1) E-(GeV)- 1072 cm? Jelectron

where 0, _, is the cross section for the usual Vv -A
theory with charged currents:

Oy_a (Vee™) =3 0y_4 (VeeT) = 1,64- 1074 EZ (GeV)em? felectron

If we take into account the fact that the reaction (4.9) can
also occur via neutral currents besides the usual mecha-
nism via charged currents, the corresponding constants
are:

Gyt +25in20y, 4=, (4.13)
In this case the experiment under discussion yields the
following bounds for the Weinberg-Salam parameter:

0.17<sin%, <0.33 . (4.14)

In closing this section we should say that, although
the experimental data on scattering of neutrinos by elec-
trons have as yet been obtained with low statistics, and
most likely should be regarded as qualitative, the very
fact of discovery of neutral currents in the weak inter-
action of leptons is one of the clearest confirmations of
the gauge theories which establish a connection between
the weak and electromagnetic interactions. Further
experiments along this line, both to refine the total
cross sections, and to measure the angular and ener-
getic characteristics of the electron, and especially
polarization of electrons, are of fundamental interest
for establishing the variants of the weak interaction for
neutral currents and choosing a model of the interac-
tion.

¢. Production of single 7-mesons

The reactions of production of single pions in neu-
trino reactions are next to the elastic processes in the
simplicity of their interpretation. They allow one to
establish the isotopic properties of the weak current,
and they have been calculated in detail within the frame-
work of the V —A theory of production of pion-nucleon
systems of small mass in reactions involving charged
currents and in the Weinberg-Salam model for reactions
involving neutral currents. 921

1) Charged currents. The most recent experimental
data on single-pion production reactions in neutrino
interactions with hydrogen and deuterium have been
obtained by the ANL group.[%8! The low energy of the
neutrino beam makes it possible to obtain the most
clearcut result, since at these energies the cross sec-
tion for production of two or more pions is relatively
small. For neuirinos, the following single-pion re-
actions with neutrons and protons can occur:
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VP = ppnt,

'Vud'-#p._pﬂ’ (nl)! } (4'.15)
v,d— p-nat (p,), (4.16)
vud = ppn’ (p,), 4.17)

here (1,) and (p,) are the neutron and proton “by-
standers.”

In the first reaction the pure I=3 state is realized in
the proton-pion system, while a mixture of the /=3
and J=4 states is realized in the latter two reactions.

The distribution of the pion-nucleon system with re-
spect to effective masses shows a dominant production
of A** (1232) in the reaction (4.15) with the cross sec-
tion {0.74+ 0.18)x 1078 cm?® for E,>1 GeV, whereas
formation of a A* resonance is not observed in the re-
actions (4.16) and (4.17), with a statistics several times
smaller (49 and 55 events, respectively). We also note
that A** production has been observed also at higher
energies (E,>15 GeV) in an experiment by the FM
group.[72]

The amplitudes in the reactions (4.15)~(4.17) for
various charge combinations of the pion-nucleon sys-
tem can be written in the form

A (n*p) = 4, — (1WV'5) B,,

A (n*n) = 1/344 + 2/34, + (1/V'5) By, }

A (n°) = (V2/3) A; — (V'U3) A, + V25 B,,
where A, and A, are the isovector amplitudes that lead
to the final states =} and I=%, while B, is the hypo-
thetical isotensor exchange amplitude, which assumedly
pertains only to I=  states.

(4.18)

Analysis of the probabilities of the observed reactions
leads to the following conclusions:

a) the triangular inequalities that stem from (4.18)
are satisfied under the condition

—0.52 = 0.11 << By/A, < 0.23 &+ 0.07,

i.e., the data agree with the absence of isotensor ex-
change;

b) under the assumption that B,=0, we have for
Mqy<1.4 GeV/c? the following ratio of the isovector
amplitudes and the relative phase:

1AL V] A | = 0.78 & 0.15, @ = (92 == 10)°.

The numerical values of A, and 4; canbe expressedalso
in the form of the ratios given in Table VII.

We see from the table that one observes a reasonable
agreement with the calculations of Adler, whereas one
cannot reconcile the data with the absence offinal states
having the isotopic spin I=%.

2) Neutral currents. The following reactions can
occur in single pion production processes involving
neutral currents:

v4n+4-n*,
vp-»{ M (4.19)
wva—v + n 4+ n° (4.20)
wvi=—>v-+p-+n-, (4.21)

which must be compared with the corresponding re-
actions (4.15)~(4.17) for charged currents.
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TABLE VII

R Experiment | A1=0 |[Theory
+o O (rnnt)
B =) 1.01+0,33{ 0.5 | 0.77

R0 = S pTnaet -+ pp)

0.74+0.15 | 0. .
SR + 0.33 ] 0.58

In an experiment with hydrogen and deuterium the
ANL group'™! has observed the reactions (4.19) and
(4.21) (14 and 17 events, respectively), and they ob-
tained the following relationships:

6 (vp - var* + vpa®)o (vp — pu-pn*) = 0.68 = 0.28,
6 (vr— vpn-)o (vn— p-nn*) = 0.38 & 0.11.

(4.22)
(4.23)

The result of the BNL group with the 7-foot bubble
chamber for the reaction {4.21) practically coincides
with (4.23).099

Within two standard deviations, the value of the ratio
of (4.22) does not disagree with theory in the WS model,
which predicts values for it from 0.15 to 0.44 for the
ANL spectrum. The ratio of (4.23) implies that sin®,,
>0.15,0s2]

Single pion production in processes involving neutral
currents has also been studied in nuclei in an experi-
ment with the Gargamelle chamber and in two electron
experiments (CERN, BNL). These data are given in
Table VIII, where we have adopted the following nota-
tion:

R=0 (vN — vN’ 1%/20 (VN — u~N' n%),
R =0 (VN > ¥N’1%/20 (VN — p*N'n,

In the last column of Table VIII theoretical values
have been obtained for sin?¢, =0.35 taking charge-ex-
change scattering by nuclei into account. In Ref. 97,
the authors compare with theory the ratios » =R%/R°
=0.66+ 0.15 and the ratio of cross sections o}°(v)/
o7%(¥)=0.49£0.12, which are least sensitive to nuclear
effects. These ratios imply at the 90% confidence level
that 0.25 < sin®,, <0.55.

In addition to generally testing the WS model, which
as can be seen from the presented data, does not con-
tradict experiment, the single-pion processes also. give
important information on the isotopic structure of the
neutral currents.

Some theories!?®) assume that the weak neutral cur-
rent is isoscalar, i.e., transitions with AI=0 should
dominate in the reactions (4.19)—(4.21). In this case
one expects that the ratio @"=Q"=7%7"=0.9:1 for
Freon, and the ratio ¢ (up ~ vp1%/o(vp—mn*)=%. An
experiment by the GGM group!™’ found that Q”>1.4;
Q'>2.4. An ANL experiment!®! found n°7" to be

TABLE VIIIL.
Rolexperlmem GGM[%] AP[97] ClR[”] Theory[n]
RO 0.1520.05 | 0.404+0.06 | 0.170.04 0.20
RO 0.35+0.09 | 0.610.10 | 0.39+0.18 0.25
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3.1+ 2.1. As we see, the aggregate of these data rules
out the isoscalar hypothesis for the neutral currents.

On the other hand, one expects that @ =2 in the case
of dominance of the isovector transition amplitude
(AI=1). This does not contradict experiment. In this
case one should also observe baryon resonances having
AI=3 in the final state. At present the information here
is restricted and contradictory owing to the scanty
statistics. Thus, in an experiment using the Gargamelle
chamber corresponding peaks are found in the invar-
iant-mass distributions in the system p+7°and p+7~,
both for events involving charged and neutral currents.
In an experiment by the BNL group!®8) a resonance is
visible in the p7° system for charged but not for neu-
tral currents. Apparently, just as for the charged cur-
rents, the neutral currents are a mixture of transitions
with A7=0 and AJ=1.

5. DEEP INELASTIC vN-SCATTERING AND THE
QUARK- PARTON MODEL

As we see from the diagram presented below, the
kinematics of the process of inelastic scattering involv-
ing charged currents is fully defined by the variables
Q*=-q*, vy=E,~E,,E,orx,y, E,(c=Q* 2myv,,y=vy/
E,):

Within the limits of Bjorken scaling (§%~«, v, - =),
the differential distributions over the variables x, y, and
E, are given by the expression (3.3). Hence, in neu-
trino interactions, experiment and theory are compared
on the basis of the structure functions F,(x) and x F,(x)
or the differential distributions with respect to x, y,
and Q®. Moreover, since there i5 a connection between
vN and eN scattering, in the deep inelastic region
(@*>1,W?>4 GeV?), the results of eN scattering (struc-
ture functions of the nucleon or momentum distributions
of the quarks in the nucleon) can be directly compared
with N scattering.

a) Structure functions and momentum distributions of
quarks

The structure functions F,{x) and F,(x) are related
to the cross sections by the equations (3.3). Hence, in
order to determine them directly, we must measure
the absolute differential distributions jointly for vN and
TN interactions under identical conditions. This has
been done up to now only in an experiment at relatively
low energies in the Gargamelle bubble chamber at
CERN.[100]

First of all we should cite a number of important
integral characteristics that follow from the data of
this experiment on the total cross sections.

From the data on the total cross sections it was found
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that

1 1
S Fy(z)de= S lg (z) ¢ (@)l dz = 0.52 - 0.03.
0 0

(5.1)

This result means that the active constituents of the
nucleon (quarks or antiquarks) carry away only about
half the momentum of the nucleon, and the remaining
part of the momentum is carried away by the gluons.
The proton consists of (u,u,d) quarks and the neutron
of (d,d,u) quarks. The integral baryon and electric

charges of protons imply the following sum rules:
1

i fu(2)—2 ()] dz =2,

1 (5.2)
(1e@—d@rdz=1.

o
The results (5.1) and (5.2) imply that

Szu (z) dz ~ 0.3,
(5.3)
S:d (z) dz =~ 0.15.
The value of the parameter B =0.90x 0.05[¢-62] and the
relationships (5.1) and (3.8) imply that
i
{ 7@ =002x001
0 .
The quark-parton model, as well as the more general
properties of the interactions (the hypothesis of con-
served vector current, and the equality of the vector
and axial-vector coupling constants) establish the fol-
lowing relationships between vN and eN scattering:[z“]

(5.3)

FY (2) 4+ F2 () = R [FT y (2) + F5y (@),

: 5.4
2P (24 2FY (2) = Ry [FF (2)— FF (2)]. (5.4)

The coefficient R, in the simple quark model equals
18/5=3.6 (more exactly, taking into account the current
involving a change of strangeness AS=1 and the quark-
antiquark “sea”, we have R,=3.45). An experiment on
eN scattering!**!! yields:

1
2

1
{ P az= § PP @)+ FF (@) dz=045 2+ 0.01. (5.5)

0

PRI

Hence, experimentally, upon comparing (5.1) and (5.5)
we have R,=3.6+0.3. This agrees with the value ex-
pected from the quark model and corresponds to a frac-
tional charge of the quarks.

A determination of the structure functions proper,
i.e., their dependence on x, has been carried out by the
GGM group by analyzing 2656 vN and 1063 VN inter-
actions for E, 7 >1 GeV. However, only 200 and 29
events respectively belonged to the region of eN scaling
(Q*>1,W?2>4 GeV?. Although the functions F,(x) and
xF,(x) found with these cutoifs agree well with the ana-
logous data on eN scattering, more abundant statistics
are needed for more detailed comparison. Hence in
subsequent analysis all events were used, but the vari-
able x was replaced everywhere by the variable x':

3
=t
2myvyg+mN

(5.6)
As the theory implies,!*?) this new variable corres-

ponds better to the low energy region also in eN scatter-
ing. Actually the approach to scaling is attained more
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rapidly with respect to the variable x* than to x.

Moreover, it was assumed that Fi¥=F7¥=F, which
corresponds to charge symmetry.

Figure 20 shows not the structure functions them-~
selves, but the quark-antiquark momentum distributions
in the nucleon as found directly from vN scattering in
terms of the relation given by the parton model:

B(@) =2 () =5 (Fs (&)~ 2'Fy ()],

K
q(@) =2'n (@) = [Fy (&) + 2'F, ('), 6.7

where n(x) is the probability that a quark possesses the
fraction x of the total longitudinal momentum of the
nucleon. The curves in Fig. 20 represent a theoretical
recalculation!***-1%] from the analogous distributions
found in eN scattering. The areas under these curves
represent the fraction of the momentum of the nucleon
carried away by all the quarks or antiquarks. As can
be seen from Fig. 20, the shape and absolute values

of the structure functions and momentum distributions
of the quarks in vN scattering correspond well with eN
scattering as studied in the deep inelastic region.

The distribution xF;(x) allows us to test the Gross-
Llewellyn-Smith sum rule:{0"]

T [P @+ PP @ dz= 2 (oo, (5.8)

which corresponds to the number of valence quarks in
the nucleon (N - N)=3 and is a test of the hypothesis of
fractional charge of quarks. For the integral (5.8) in
the given experiment the value 3.2+ 0.6 was found for
E,>1 GeV. This agrees well with the quark model.

The data of the experiment permitted them to test
also Adler’s sum rule.!%8] It was found that

de"¥—ae®¥ 0300
dg? n !

which does not contradict the expected value 0.008
(SU(3) scheme) or 0.087 (SU(4) scheme).

In closing this section we shall present some pre-
liminary data on the energy-dependence of the integral
characteristics [F,dr and [xF,dx, which were recently
obtained in the BEBC bubble chamber at CERN.[!5] Ag
we have stated above, in this experiment the total cross-

14}

o — quarks .
} + x - antiquarks Experiment
S~ 1

Wi or TWE)

. 10

FIG. 20. Distribution functions of quarks and antiquarks as
functions of x as obtained from the experiment of GGM group,
together with the predictions of theory.
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sections 04" and o%¥ were measured at several energies
and the values of the integrals were calculated using
the following expressions:
§ Fadz=0.94 @ +8M 2%,

j zFsdz=0.94 (o}fvzi—-og") VLo‘ (5.9)
Figure 21 presents the data of this experiment together
with the data of the GGM group. As can be seen from
the diagram, the integral of F, is approximately con-
stant over a broad energy range, and no sharp change
in the function (threshold behavior) is observed at any
energy, as might happen in the case of production of
new heavy particles (b-quarks). The energy-dependence
of the integral of F, indicates a small but noticeable
decline. As the authors point out, both relationships
agree with the predictions of the asymptotically-free
field theories, which explain the breakdown of scaling
of deep inelastic lepton-nucleon scattering. We shall
treat this problem in greater detail in the next section.

b) The y-distribution

Even without absolute normalization to the total cross
sections, the study of the differential distributions over
the scaling variables is of great interest for elucidating
the model of the nucleon and the limiting behavior of the
structure functions. These distributions have been mea-
sured in several experiments, including the Garga-
mellel1°!! bubble chamber and the 15-foot (Batavia)
bubble chamber, and also in experiments with elec-
tronic detectors of the HPWF, CITF, and CERN-
Dortmund-Heidelberg-Saclay (CDHS) groups. Table IX
and Figs. 22-23 give the fundamental conditions and re-
sults of the experiments. As the general expression
(3.3) implies, at high energies (after integration with
respect to x) the y-distribution is given by the expres-
sion

dovN(VN) 1 1 .
= =aa[jFz(z)dx][1—(1;1?)(y--z-y2)}.
0

(5.10)

When B =1, the distribution does not depend on y in
the case of vN interaction and is proportional to (1-y)?
for VN interactions. Usually the experimental results
are compared with (5.10) and the parameter B is ob-
tained. Table IX gives the values of this parameter.

Figure 22 gives the data of the GGM group only for
events in the scaling region, and Fig. 23 for all events,
including elastic ones. The solid curves are calculated
by (5.10) with B =0.9, with the known form factors for

o-gam{100]

g6t *geBC(153]
TP + s =~
€ * SUlw)
22} .

7 —t "

g 4oy ]
S I 1
Szt LI
4 70 £55,GeV

FIG. 21. Energy dependence of the integrals of the structure
functions.
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TABLE IX.

Experiment, Energy range of v or : mean energy, GeV | Numbet of events Values of the parameter B
Beam Target
group Mean E High £ values E Mean E High E Mean E High E
v C, H, Fe 0<E, <30 170, (E), =126 946 1905 0.6+0.3 |0.8340.20
Hpwr[110] v 0<E; <30 | >70, (E);=106 991 310 0.94+0.09 | 0.41+0.13
(1/3 homn+ ’
+2/3 triplet)
v Fe Ey =50 — 150 2000 By =1
crrril11,154) v (E)fy="52 1000 0.80+0.06
v (Eyy=150 200 0.85+0.10
(dichromatic)
15'-bubble ¥ (horn) H, 15 < E, < 200 450 flat y distribution
chamber, FM[112} (E)y =~ 40 By~
15'-bubble -
chamber, ¥ (horn) H, S<TE;<<30 30 332 0.9140.08 | 0.82+0.14
AMpl[113]
15’-bubble _ . 0.1
chamber, Vihom)  [Hp4+21% Ne| 10.< E5 <250 50 613 0.78:0.06 | 0.6210 34
FiMs[114]
v Fe 40 — 200 36 400 B,~1
CDHs[156] 3 11900 By=0.8
(dichromatic)

elastic scattering taken into account. As can be seen
from these diagrams, with the distribution of (5.10),
good agreement is observed in both cases. As can be
seen from Table IX and Fig. 24, agreement with (5.10)
is also observed at high energies for vN interactions,
i.e., none of the data contradict a flat or almost flat
distribution. (We must note that the sensitivity of the
data to changes in the parameter B is in this case con-
siderably lower than for the YN interactions.)

The situation differs for antineutrino-nucleon inter-
actions at high energies. In 1975 the HPWF group!67-109}
found a number of anomalies in deep inelastic VN scat-
tering, and, in particular, a considerable change in the
shape of the y-distribution with increasing energy.
Figure 25 shows the most recent data of this group.
As can be seen from Fig. 25a, for the energy range _
E; <30 GeV, the data correspond to the parameter B”
=0.94, which agrees with the data of the Gargamelle
group. However, with increasing antineutrino energy
the y-distribution flattens out, as we see from Fig. 25b,
and the mean value ( 3) correspondingly increases with
increasing energy (Fig. 25c¢).

[110]

In view of the fundamental importance of this fact,
which could be .explained by production of new
hadrons differing from charmed particles (b -quarks),*®)

v v
5=43
S e 17k 509
§!§ 3 + + »\\ 21<p<hb
06+ 26\
k:ék I +
“ a2t a7t
0 47 85 10y 047 46 10 g

FIG. 22. The y-distributions (data of the GGM group) for vN
and TN interactions for events having @°>1 GeV?, W2>4 GeV?,
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VN scattering

has recently been studied intensively in

other experiments.

Figure 26a
group using a

presents the data obtained by the FIMS
bubble chamber from which we see that

the shape of the y distribution varies less sharply than

was observed
shows the ene

in the HPWF experiment. Figure 27
rgy-dependence of the parameter BY, in-

cluding the data of all experiments with the exception

of the data of
sults gbtained

the HPWF experiment, including new re-
at CERN,1%3:1%] 35 well as by the CITF

group at Batavia.!!®*] As can be seen from Fig. 27, the

results of the

experiments using bubble chambers (we

note that the y-distribution was not measured in the ex-

periment with

the BEBC chamber, and the value of the

parameter B was obtained by comparing the integrals
B = [F,dx/ [xFdx) and of an experiment using the CITF

F=5-5 GeVv
v

77 7

ol

7

<+
é&o.e ?\

2 '\+ M*
A e
r {Mf aa+

£25-10 GeV

v

«-all events

°elastic events

>
3 X
kel as 1070 as 12
Nsk !
N £=3-5Gev £=5-20 GeV
& 1.7 v v
«- il events

-2
NS
S >

i)
N

~
~

FIG. 23. They
events in vN (a)
ergy ranges.

< -elastic events

-distributions (data of the GGM group) for all
and PN (b) interactions and for different en-
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FIG. 24. Distributions with respect to the variables @2, x,
and y (data of the FM group) for vp interactions.

electronic detector exhibit a smooth variation of the pa-
rameter B with increasing energy, but appreciably
smaller in magnitude than was observed by the HPWF
group. The data of the electron experiment of the CERN
group show no change at all in the parameter B over the
broad energy range 40-200 GeV.

Thus we can take it at present that, although there
are some contradictions in the recent experimental
data, the large y-anomaly observed in the experiment
of the HPWF group does not exist.

Another type of a y-anomaly observed by the HPWF
group(®®:5] congists of the fact that do/dy*" # do/dy”"
in the region of x values close to zero. This has also
recently been tested in experiments at CERN!*%] and
Batavia.[®] Neither group found any appreciable vio-
lations of charge symmetry. Thus, the data of Ref. 154
show that the quantities

1 do
°v=o=fﬂlv=o

for vN and VN interactions agree with an accuracy of
about 5% in the energy range 50-200 GeV. The results
are approximated by the relationship

Oy—0==(0.744 £ 0.040)— (0.00035 -t 0.00040) E, +-10% cm?/GeV .

T 150 | w<astx"IE> WAV
<06 0<E< 30GeV| 8%-053:0.20
oot o'=oasrtaw |
i 700 R
50 1 — s*-090
| 7t L ___‘,r_%:f >
g 0 ST
$ SES—————— ]
5 2<061p*IE>70 GeV ] %
- #F=qur2015 a2t . "
X 25+ - [ —F-aw
g w T-g —--8%=040
z Sasf ’—w@_{r_#__#.
50 e 1
a2+ p
1 adaalaataaly It i 1
Y TR VI 9705 af 09 Y 0
g ¥ £5.9,GeV
a b c

FIG. 25. The y-distributions (data of the HPWF group) for

vN and DN interactions in the energy range below 30 GeV (a)
and above 50 GeV (b) and the energy-dependence of the mean
value of the variable ¥ ({3)) (c). Solid curves—calculation for
the conditions of the given experiment by Eq. (5.10),
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FIG. 26. The y, x-distributions in ¥N interactions (data of the
FIMS group) for different energy ranges. Solid curves in Fig.
b--theoretical relationships from Ref, 161,

¢} The x, v-distributions. Violation of scaling

In the limit of Bjorken scaling, Eq. (3.3) implies that
the x -distribution is determined by the relationship

do\'N . N
dz

= 50 [2Fa(2) £ 2F3 (1)). (5.11)

The distribution over the variable v, which is defined
as

Ey (1—cos )
mny

1

v== T

= f;— (5.12)
and the mean value (v) in the scaling region should not
depend on the energy. In view of the fact that there are
no direct experimental data for neutrino-nucleon scat-
tering at high energies on the structure functions
F;(x,q%, the differential x, v-distributions (absolute

or relative) give useful information on the extent to
which scaling is obeyed in the studied region of ener-
gies and of ¢°.

Experimental data on the stated distributions are
given in Figs. 24, 26, and 28-33, together with theo-
retical predictions and with data on electroproduction.

8° o- GoMmI61,62]
TN a- Fimst114]

o- eeeﬁ“”l
«- CITFI154]

10k * 4-CDHsl156]

————

|\

a4y Predictions of the asymptotic-freedom 25
azf theory

wf @_ﬁg_ﬁﬁ* *ﬂtﬁf J}JU

n L i ! L i n

a I 40 87 720 50 200
! £5,GeV

FIG. 27. Experimental values of the parameter B obtained in
different experiments as a function of the energy (dotted
curve—~asymptotic- freedom theory!25)).
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FIG. 28. Relative contribution of the antiquarks to 7N scatter-
ing as a function of x, as obtained in an experiment of the
FIMS group.l'%! Solid curve-—theoretical estimate [1613

Before we proceed to interpret the neutrino data, let
us consider the effects of deviation from exact Bjorken
scaling in electroproduction. The first clear proof that
the structure functions F;(x, ¢%) in the range ¢®~ 1-20
GeV? show deviations from pure scaling (F;(x, ¢%)
=F;(x)) was obtained in an experiment on uN scattering
performed at Batavia at the two energies of 56 and 150
GeV.U¥3! Similar effects have also been observed in
the scattering of electrons'*®!) and muons by hydrogen
and deuterium.[!65:168] In these experiments the char-
acteristic feature of the violation of scaling is the fact
that the functions F(x, ¢°) increase for small x(x <0.2)
and decrease for large x (x >0.2) with increasing ¢>. We
note that the results for the structure functions F,(x, ¢°)
are less accurate than for F,(x, ¢%), but their trends

of variation are the same. The deviation from scaling
in muon-nucleon scattering is described by the following
formula:

dlnFy(r. q?) _
FTn (g o0 gy —

a (5.13)

where g~ 0.07-0.10, ¢3~=3 GeV?Z2, andx,=0.17. Several
possibilities exist for comparing neutrino-nucleon
scattering at high energies with electroproduction.

One of them, which was recently realized by Field
and Feynman,!'®!) consists of finding the distribution
functions of the quarks u(x), d(x), and s(x) by an ap-
propriate parametrization of the electroproduction data
in analogy with the procedure discussed above in ana-
lyzing the structure functions obtained in the experi-
ment of the Gargamelle group. Then the do/dx dis-
tribution for vN(VN) scattering is reconstructed from
them. In view of the scant experimental data on elec-
troproduction at x >0.8 and the weaker sensitivity of
the structure functions in eN scattering to the quarks

S
™~
s
S
&~
v

(S
T
i
.4
'
Y
Tt
L

F (2, 6,)/F ¥, 65)
t
S
RSy
<<
4
o—
M2, 5)/F Mz, £
&
£
P

1
N
o
T
s
1
=
=N
T
—

g ‘ 1£4 0.‘8 g a4 08

z=gY2m,y, b
FIG. 29. The dependence on x of the ratio of the function f (x)
as determined from Eq. (5.16) at two energies. a) The ratio
for (E) ~40 GeV (FM!!12}) and (Ey ~2 GeV (ANLU®") for vp
interactions; b) the ratio for (E) ~ 60 GeV (HPWF!110)) apd
{Ey~ 4 GeV (GGM!1)) for yN interactions. Dotted curves—
0.25-x, relationships, which correspond to breakdown of
scaling in electroproduction.
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FIG. 30. The x-distribution for the same experiments as in
Fig. 29. Solid curves—the expected relationships from elec-
troproduction (Eq. (5.17)); the dotted curves were found for
the case without breakdown of scaling.

of the “sea” (uif,dd,sS) in the region x <0.2, several
assumptions were made in this study concerning the
behavior of the distribution functions of the quarks and
antiquarks in the stated regions.

Figure 26b shows the experimental data for dN/dx
obtained by the FIMS group,!**! in which the solid
curves are calculated by formulas from the paper by
Field and Feynman.

Figure 28 shows an analogous comparison of the data
for the x-dependence of the relative contribution of the
antiquarks to the scattering. As we see from these
diagrams, experiment and the theoretical predictions
agree well.

Perkins ef al.!'*! have recently made a somewhat
different comparison of the deviation from scaling in
neutrino and electron-muon scattering over a broad
energy range. The authors of this study found that the
data on eN and KN scattering in the region g%~ 1-40
GeV? and x =0-0.8 can be approximated by the formula

’ » 2
F§¥uN (2, gy =Fy (z, a8) (Z_.%

), (5.14)

where we have

aln FiN. bV (o gn ~0

o 25—z

H@) = (5.15)
and g2=3 GeV2 They showed that if the structure

functions in vN scattering have the same form, then

<y T
a5t E
Dbloas oWl &j |4 1
o AT
02f o—y=02-06
o—y=005-09
<> ¥ i
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b)
4z o—y=02-05
o—j{'ﬂﬂi‘ﬂ.‘g N
<v> i ' )
o o7
2051 "“+“"
o—y=005-09
b/ 20 w & W w
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FIG. 31. Mean values of the scaling variables y, x, and v as
functions of the energy (FIMS experiment!!!4)), The curves in
Fig. a were obtained from the equation B =(0.86 +0.05)— (0.0038
£0,0012) E. The solid curves in Figs.b and ¢ are E %15 re-
lationships.
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FIG, 32. Energy-dependence of the quantity (g%/E) for vN
and PN interactions,

3 1n {(1/0) dojdz]

dmE (5.16)

=f{(z).
Figure 29a gives the ratio of the quantities f(x) for the
experiments on vp scattering at FM!2) and ANL, (167
which were performed at substantially different neutrino
energies, respectively (E),~ 40 GeV and (E),~ 2 GeV.
Figure 29b gives an analogous comparison for vN scat-
tering in experiments by HPWFI®s! ((E),~ 60 GeV) and
GGMI['®(E),~ 4 GeV). The broken line in these dia-
grams represents the relationship (5.15) as found in
electroproduction. As can be seen from these diagrams,

<R — T T T T T T T T
: ’<T_->,~,,-=(Z§.‘/'i:7.53)*‘(117.910.5'5)1.!!(7/‘)
t i
4|
'-x/g LR
s
. LW/ “
o< / ,
NENEE T 4700 1(Gev /o
yY [« R
+ e or
IR S Y 1L L " " PERRNES | TR i
W2 3 4 £ &1 20 3030 S5 RWT 0 W0

Wl (GeV iY*

T T T U

T T T T YT T

e ip> gy = (109 £ 038 +109 £ 20D i)

x~ 102Gev/c pp
o~ 20GeNT pp
e~ vp. FM

i o TSR | A e ST A
w7 34 £ 8&W 0 W &aw
wiGeV /)2

F1G. 33. Dependence of the mean multiplicity {#.) of hadrons
on the square of the invariant mass W2 of the hadrons for vp
interactions as found in an FM experiment for neutrino ener-
gies 15-200 GeV. The experimental data for (z.) are also
given for other types of interactions.
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the violation of scaling in vN scattering is of the same
nature as in eN and N scattering. The authors of Ref.
159 also showed that the shape of the x -distribution in
the given method of parametrization is obtained in the
form
dNYP. Chd
dz
_ Ry YN (5. q3) { 2myxEx
1+ @) ( %

Here the F,(x, %) relationship is given by the expres-
sions

Fi® (2. q})

(z, E)
(5.17)

) (=)

24
=5 F Gz, ) —6FF (2, ).

(5.18)

FiN (e, a) =5 F (=, o).

Figure 30 shows the dN/dx distributions for the experi-
ments discussed above in which the solid curves cor-
respond to (5.17). We can see that the experimental and
expected distributions agree well. The broken curve

in this diagram shows a calculation that assumed that
FPv¥(x)=F%# ¥ (x q,=3), i.e., a case without scaling
violation.

As can be seen from all the experimental data dis-
cussed above the shape of the x-distribution varies very
little especially in the restricted energy range covered
by any given single experiment (e.g., the experiment of
the FIMS group and Field and Feynman’s analysis;

Fig. 26). The difference becomes more appreciable

if one analyzes the set of all experiments in a broader
energy region and goes over to the mean values (x) and
(v}, which are measured more accurately. We should
expect on the basis of violations of scaling in electro-
production that the mean values (x) and(v) (or (¢*/E))
should diminish with increasing energy. It has been
shown!*4] that if one employs the parametrization of
Perkins et al.,'*® then these quantities should vary
with energy according to the power law E~°, where
b=0.15. This actually holds both for vN and for YN
interactions, as can be seen from Figs.31 and 32, which
present data obtained with bubble chambers.

Thus the fundamental conclusion that we can draw at
present consists of the idea that neutrino-nucleon in-
teractions manifest qualitatively the same deviations
from exact scaling in the region ¢°=0.5-30 GeV 2 as
do the eN and UN scattering.

The explanation of violation of scaling in lepton-nu-
cleon interactions is actually the object of hadron field
theory within the framework of the quark-gluon model
(quantum chromodynamics, asymptotic-freedom theory).
Without discussing the details of this problem, we wish
to note the following.

Deviation from scaling in neutrino-nucleon scattering
in the high energy region might be associated with pro-
duction of new particles (heavy quarks). Such effects
would be considerably stronger in yN interactions than
in electromagnetic interactions. Hence we can conclude
that the effects of heavy quarks are not manifested with-
in the limits of the considerable experimental errors.

One of the obvious corrections to the simple quark-
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parton model is the one involving taking into account the
masses of the quarks and of the nucleons. As recent
calculations'**8] show, such corrections can explain
only a part of the effect of violation of scaling, although
they present serious theoretical grounds for the re-
placement of variables x - x’ at low energies, as has
been discussed in subsection g of this section.

In the current theory,?* %] the main source of devia-
tion from exact scaling is the ¢®-dependence of the
quark-gluon constant a(g?). In the asymptotic-freedom
theory a(q?) approaches zero as (Ing%/p?)~*! for large
g%. The unknown parameter 1% arises from the re-
normalization of the theory. The moments of the struc-
ture functions vary as In(g?/u®"", where y; is a posi-
tive constant of the order of unity. Perhaps, as has
been discussed in Ref. 159, a fair description of all the
data by the relationship (5.14) implies that the param-
eter 12 is small (U2« 1 GeV?).

At present the developing theory of quark-gluon in-
teractions already provides a number of interesting
predictions for neutrino-nucleon scattering.[!'™! How-
ever, they can be tested only in future, more accurate
neutrino experiments using hydrogen and deuterium
targets.

d) Structure of the hadron block

In addition to studies of distributions involving the
scaling variables of the muon, the study of hadrons
being produced is of great interest in inclusive pro-
cesses. Experimental information on the properties of
the hadron shower is currently very limited, and has
been obtained mainly in experiments with bubble cham-
bers.

The experiment of the Fermi-Michigan (FM) group!:!
already discussed above, has measured the multiplicity
of charged hadrons in a vp experiment. Figure 33 shows
the dependence of the mean multiplicity of charged
particles (n.) on the square of the invariant mass of the
hadrons W2. It also presents the data for ep, up, and
vp scattering. The data on vp scattering are well ap-
proximated by a logarithmic dependence, and they re-
flect the overall rule that the mean number of hadrons
coming from excitation of nucleons does not depend on
the nature of the interaction, but only on the invariant
mass of the hadron system.

It was found in Ref. 118 that the mean multiplicity
does not depend on @? for fixed values of W2. The mean
number of 7° mesons per event in this experiment in-
creases as a function of the multiplicity of charged
particles from 1.5+ 0.3 for three-prong events to 3.2
+ 0.8 for nine-prong events. This also agrees with the
data of hadron-hadron experiments.

Figure 34a shows the distributions of the invariant
cross sections with respect to the Feynman scaling
variable xp = P}/P¥ ... in the center-of-mass system
of the hadrons for v interactions.[™] Here we also
present (Fig. 34b) the data of the hadron experiments.
Figure 34 exhibits good agreement of all the data. This
can be interpreted in such a way that the virtual reg-
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FIG. 34. Dependence of the invariant cross sections on the
Feynman variable xr for vp interactions (data of the FM
group) (a) and for pp interactions (b).

geons (pp collisions) and the intermediate W -boson
(vp reactions) manifest themselves in the same way in
multiple production processes.

We note that the mean transverse momentum of the
m-mesons with respect to the direction of the total had-
ron momentum is 0.30 GeV/c, and the distribution of
events with respect to p2 is described by an exponential
with an index of ~5.5.

One can obtain more interesting predictions on the
behavior of the characteristics of individual 7-mesons
and nucleons in neutrino-nucleon collisions using the
quark-parton model.[23.161]

The experimentally observable functions of the had-
rons are determined by the momentum distribution of
the quarks in the hadron prior to collision, and by
functions D(Z) that characterize the conversion of the
quark into real hadrons after collision (according to
Feynman’s definition, D(Z) is the decay function of the
quark). Here Z=E,/vy is the fraction of the total en-
ergy vy of the hadrons carried away by an individual
hadron. Here the differential cross section for pro-
duction, e.g., of 7-mesons in yp collisions has the form

+

Rl . - -
- =cz [d@) DY () +5u@ DS (D)),

(5.19)
P ) _—
=z [d (2) DY (&) +5 2 (x) DF (D)].
Charge symmetry implies that
DY =DY, DF =D, (5.20)

Therefore the ratio of the yields of 7* to 7~ mesons

R (F) =55

e (5.21)

does not depend on x.

Figure 35a shows the data obtained in an experiment
using the Gargamelle chamber,!19) while Fig. 35b shows
those from an experiment by the FM group!™! (15-foot
chamber, H,). As can be seen, Eq. (5.21) is satisfied
within the limits of the considerable experimental er-
rors.

Equation (5.19) implies that, if we neglect the con-
tribution of the antiquarks, the functions D(Z) are de-
termined simply by the experimental differential dis-
tributions doJ/dz=N"{x,Z)=D"(Z). The functions N(Z)
are given in Fig. 36, both for vp interactions'™! and for
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FIG. 35. The x-dependence of the ratio Ry (h*/h”) in an ex-
periment of the GGM group (a) and in an experiment of the
FM group (b).

ep interactions,!'”] which agree within the experimental
limits of error with one another and with the theoretical
estimates.[161]

6. NEUTRINO INTERACTIONS AND NEW PARTICLES

This section will present only the fundamentai ex-
perimental results in the search for new particles in
neutrino interactions, since a special review will be
devoted to this topic.

a) Fundamental mechanisms of production of charmed
particles

Within the framework of the SU(4) schemel?) follow-
ing the introduction of the ¢ quark, the fraction of the
current responsible for production of charmed particles
has the form

(ae=t =Ty, (1 — 75) (—d sin B¢ + s cos 8,). (6.1)

The elementary transitions between the quarks that
are allowed by the current of (6.1) and by the conserva-
tion laws lead to the following expressions for the dif-
ferential cross sections for production of C-particles
in an isoscalar target:

dz;:’::c)~I[Simsc'(u+d)+2005290.s+2?(1_.y)2]‘ )
3 . _ (6.2
d’:::;C)"""‘ {2e(1— y)* + sin? O - (u -+ d) + 2 cos? B, - 5.

We can estimate in a crude approximation from (6.2)
the overall yield of C-particles by adopting the values
of (5.3) for the mean moments of the quarks.!?! This

702 T LI T T T
sp—-ceh =X o—pg X
. #
.- A/,’; (=.2) » o-Myp(z,2)
- I )
'} o-Nh iz b O M@y

g 24

a8 0 0.‘4 a8 10
z z
a b

FIG. 36. Differential distributions do/dz=N" (z,x) as a func-
tion of z for ep interactions (a) and for vp interactions (b).
Curves—theoretical estimates,[161)
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yield proves to be about 10% for vN interactions and
20% for DN interactions. However, the estimates of the
cross sections for production by the quarks of the “sea”
are very uncertain,(*8! and we should treatthemasupper
limits.

A series of studies!!2%121] has also treated the cross
section for production of charmed F* mesons (F*=¢5;1)
in concrete reactions, and in particular, as resulting
from the mechanism of diffraction production, i.e.,

v+ Nop-4 F* 1 N, (6.3)
The absolute yield of F* in reaction {6.3) should decline
with increasing ¢, while the relative yield increases
with g% An estimate of the cross section for the re-
action (6.3){22] at energies above the threshold (~10 GeV)
leads to the relatively small cross sections of 2x 10-%,,.

Exclusive production of baryons in the reactions

VW, s CHC) W, vpp KT G (6.4)

is expected at the level of relative cross-sections
£10-3,[120]

An important feature of the C-particles is their rela-
tively large probability of decay by lepton modes, which
is estimated to amount to about 10%.

Figure 37 presents the schemes of production and
decay of the charmed particles.!??]

b} Production of strange particles in inclusive and exclusive
channels

The mechanisms of production and decay of charmed
particles should result in the final hadron state being
enriched by strange particles.

At present the available experimental data on pro-
duction of strange particles have been obtained only in
experiments using bubble chambers. Owing to the small
cross sections for production of strange particles, all
together only tens of events have been observed in these
experiments and they mainly pertain to events of the
VoK, 4) type.

quarks

FIG. 37. Diagrams of production and decay of charmed par-
ticles in vN(PN) interactions.
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TABLE X.

(E. =), |Number of Yyoml¥0 .
Bubble chamber Target Beam v.v detected Nge [References]
GeVv events, Vo %)
“Gargamelle™ CF3Br v 2.5 53 5.4+14.5 122, 133
127, ANL H.D, v 1 7 4%+1.5 138
7', BNL H,D, v 2.5 10 3+1 15
15', FNAL Hy v 38 38 16+3 120
15, FNAL H, v 23 8 13+5 13
15’, FNAL Hy421% Nef v 30 48 16+3 137

Table X presents the data of experiments on the yield
of V°® events corrected for the undetectable modes of
decay of K° and A particles, and also for the efficiency
of detection of the visible modes of decay. (For experi-
ments at low energy, one takes only the number of CC
events for which W >2 GeV).

Figure 38a shows the relative yield of V° events with
correction for the efficiency of detection (but without
taking into account the invisible decay modes) as a
function of the invariant mass W of the hadrons, both
for neutrino reactions, and for yN, KN, and 77p inter-
actions. Figure 38b shows the distribution with respect
to invariant mass of events involving strange particles
(histogram) and of all events involving charged parti-
cles (continuous curve), as obtained in an antineutrino
experiment with the 15-foot bubble chamber of the
FIMS group.

We can draw from the data of Table X and Fig. 38

the general conclusion that the yield of strange particles
at high energies increases more rapidly with energy for
vN and VN interactions than for the other interactions,
and that for W >4 GeV it exceeds by (30-40)% the data
of the hadron experiments. It is as yet an open question
whether this is associated with production of charmed
particles. In experiments of the GGM, FM, and FIMS
groups searches were made for charmed particles in
the spectra of the invariant masses of different com-
binations of strange particles with hadrons (Aw, Anm,

x-yp  (F=25-%2GeV)
a-wp  <T>=17(GeVie)?
3Y aizm o 7 GeV)
= o- v <0i>=54 (GeV/c)?
'\;272’ o- DN <PI>=3.7(GeV/c)*
o S d * %
) +
o1t }
*)
% jﬁ% 4% 4 4
2 P 7 s 7
a W GeVv

Alt events

Events with
V" particles

en

Number of events

g 2 4 ¢ &

7
b B, GeV

FIG. 38. Dependence on the invariant mass W of the hadrons
of the relative cross section for production of V? particles in
TN interactions for events having detectable V? particles
(FIMS group). The curve in Fig. b is the distribution with res-
pect to the invariant mass of the hadrons for all events in "N
interactions.
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Awnm,y, Kn, Knn, etc.). These distributions showed no
peaks of masses above 1.5 GeV, and upper limits were
found for production and decay involving the given modes
at the 1% level.

The only event in exclusive reactions that indicates
production of a new particle decaying into hadrons is
the case found in an experiment with the T-foot cryo-
genic bubble chamber of BNL!**®) at E,=13.5 GeV:

vp— W C* — pu- + An*ntatn-, (6.5)
In this event AS=-AQ. It can be interpreted as pro-

duction of the charmed baryon 2} *{" or of a F-mes-
[129] :
on.

Events analogous to reaction (6.5) have also been
sought in other experiments. In a neutrino experiment
in the 15-foot FNAL bubble chamber filled with hydro-
gen(*?6] not a single event of the type (6.5) was found
with a substantially larger flux of v of energy above 10
GeV. The authors give an upper bound for single pro-
duction at the 90% confidence level:

LI Py
N¥ee

In an experiment with the Gargamelle chamber all to-
gether 106 single A -hyperons were observed. These
events appear mainly because of the low efficiency of
simultaneous detection of two strange particles. The
authors estimated that the expected number of as-
sociative production events is (64+ 18). Hence we can
ascribe the excess {42+ 20) to production of a charmed
baryon, and here the yield is estimated to be (2 1)%.

One of the possible candidates for a charmed baryon
was found also in a study!*”® by the ANL group.

¢) Observation of lepton pairs in neutrino interactions

The most definite proof of production of new particles
in neutrino experiments is the observation of two-lepton
events.

V(%) + N = p= (@) +p* () + X (6.6)
Two (6.6) events were first observed by the HPWF
group in 1974.03) The search for (1i, te) lepton pairs
has subsequently been conducted not only by this group,
but also in other neutrino experiments.

Tables XI and XII present a summary of all the ex-
periments, their conditions and observed processes,
while Fig. 39 gives the energy-dependence of the yield
of two-lepton events.

At present the best experiment for studying two-muon
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TABLE XI. pp-Events.

" o . )
E 1z g 3 g
5 13,9 |5:|%¢ 5
K gl 3 - 2Bl 588 " 3e
?‘, § 4 s _;’ 2% B8 B =
s | & ZE § g [
® @ z [} .
{131) | ¥ LG 7. ~ oy
v |20 Lo 10 25 108 £, , >4 2%1
v prt 3
v ppt 90(;;3) * 12400 | E, >12 ~1
L v - ( ~0.1
Crreliaess) v 30—220) -y 2) ~20 E, >2.4
v wu- | 33(8) 0.6-104 : ~1
0.6420.20
sli36s61] v]10—30 | 2 0 [~10005008 | £, >4, | P
. v wut | 257 |~10 5.2-18: s ~1
13 v - 58 1.9 E n, =4 ~14
cousti?3t | ¥ {40200 L‘_L‘_ 7 [~e0 By, My g
v urut 9 ~ <04

Note: The numbers indicated for the experiment of the CITF
group in parentheses correspond to events in which 2 (or 3)
muons enter the magnetic part of the spectrometer and their
charge is definitely identified.

Note: A muon of the “correct sign” (e.g., « in vN interac-
tions) is taken for p,;, and one of the “wrong sign” (u* in WN
interactions) for u,.

events is one by the CDHS group!'™ that was performed
with the 1000-ton SPS detector at CERN. Figure 39b
presents separately the data on the yields obtained in
this experiment, together with the detection efficiency
function obtained taking into account the production of
charmed D mesons.!14?]

The experimental study of the properties of two-lepton
processes leads to the following conclusions.

1. The kinematic features observed for two-lepton
events, such as the shift of the x -distribution toward
smaller values of x, the flat y-distribution, the dif-
ference of the energies and transverse momenta of the
two muons (E),,»(E),,,{pyu,>(p.)y,), the strong
anticorrelation in the azimuthal angle of separation of
the two muons, and the change in the invariant mass of
the muons with increasing energy, -indicate that the

TABLE XII. pe-Events.

E Type of Back- Ene! . Yield of events
v d X cutoft of N
v | ¥ quey N (v Y= e 4
ts number electrons,
Group {Beam' | | even i s Wimy
2.5 el 13 CoaTee | 4.8 100] 0.2 0.340.13)
1231371 ¥ . ~¢ i+18 |"4.8- . 340,
GoM 12t Vi bee | 26 1260340 | tor e
vyet 4 | 37+10 ‘W>2G6ev)
W > 206eV]
v | 2.5 =t | 7| 241 [15.100] 1.5 ~ 0.3 (for
pNLl138] [ ¥ ¥ W2
. Vo 30 [ pretVoi9 1-1%0.63 X
140,
M—rr et 4} 15 1 4100 | 04 | X (X039
+Y0 E. 5 GeV
vl E.508 Gev
B0, 139w, 30 —e*tV0 9
cB s Facer | 6t ) 2404 | >0.4 | 0.5+0.5
ball W | 0 ek 8 | 0900a =03
(i 3 . < 0.
FIMS wret [1(D) 0,03 14408 | >0.2 =05
:'u‘_ [ 4
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process (6.6) proceeds via production at the hadron ver-
tex and the subsequent lepton or semilepton decay of
charmed hadrons of mass ~2 GeV/c2.

2. The {e events that have been observed in bubble
chambers have the same properties; it was found in
addition that such events are accompanied in a con-
siderable number of cases by strange particles, so that
the mean multiplicity of K mesons is (k) =1.5~2, as is
expected in the production and decay of charmed mesons.

3. The observed yield of two-muon events, which is
about 1-1.5% for E, ; >40 GeV, is the same for vN
and VN interactions. This corresponds to the fact that
the cross section for production of charmed particles
in neutrino interactions amounts to about 10% of the
total cross section involving charged currents, and the
probability of their decay by lepton channels amounts to
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(20-30)%.

4. Other mechanisms that can yield lepton pairs
(Fig. 40), such as the production and decay of vector
mesons (a), direct production of lepton pairs!{'*3! (b),
production of a W-boson (c¢), and production of a heavy
lepton!!**] (d) are ruled out at the level of accuracy of
the given experiments.

5. The question of the observation of lepton pairs of
like charge (L™~ in yN, or pu'u* in DN interactions)(:%?
remains open, since such events in the experiments of
the CDHS group at CERN!'™ can basically be explained
by background processes.

6. The three-lepton events observed up to now by the
CITF!**8! and HPWF{!"] groups pose the question of the
possible production of a heavy lepton with subsequent
cascade decay.

On the whole, the data of all the experiments in-
vestigating two-lepton events agree with the 4-quark
GIM scheme for the semilepton weak interactions.[!22]
(Fig. 40e).

It would seem that further neutrino experiments will
be able to establish more concretely precisely which
charmed mesons and baryons are produced and what are
their decay schemes.

d) Other experiments

A number of other experiments closely adjoin the
problem of new phenomena in neutrino physics discussed

Hadrons

X
Hadions

Az)

d
FIG. 40. Possible diagrams for production of two leptons in
VN interactions.
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FIG. 39. Relative yield of
pp and pe events as a func-
tion of E, 3. a) All ex-
periments given in Tables
XI and XII except the ex-
periment of the CDHS
group; b) experiment of

the CDHS group.

Efficiency of detection, %

in this section, and we shall review them briefly below.

In an experiment to study neutrinos of cosmic origin
performed in South India using a counter method deep
underground,*%! five events were observed that had a
vertex in the air near the apparatus. The authors as-
sumed that these events arise from the decay of a new
particle produced in neutrino interactions that has a
mass of ~2 GeV/c® and a lifetime 7~ 107° sec. Ref. 146
gives another possible interpretation, namely pro-
duction in the atmosphere of a heavy, long-lived lepton
L%m 0~ 2-3 GeV/c? and 7>107° sec).

The hypothesis concerning production of neutral long-
lived leptons has been tested in neutrino experiments
using accelerators.!*”148]1 An experiment at CERN using
the Gargamelle chamber was set up under conditions of
“absorption” of the proton beam in the shielding,!°]
resulting in neutrinos of ordinary origin from the decay
of 7- and K-mesons being suppressed. The HPWF
group performed an experiment with the usual neutrino
arrangements, but with the aim of seeking decays of
L° leptons, the liquid scintillator was removed from
one section of the detector and this space was filled
with helium. These two experiments, in which the re-
duced intensity of neutrinos or protons was considerably
higher (by 2-3 orders of magnitude) than in the cosmic
ray experiment, gave a negative result. Recently one
event was observed among 1000 v, Nevents ina neutrino
experiment with the SKAT chamber.['*) In particular,
this could be interpreted as the production and decay
of a short-lived (7~ 6x10~*? sec) heavy neutral lepton
with a mass of M~ 2 GeV/c%:

\'u+N—>L°—)—p+2n°,
— et v,
This interpretation is based on the fact that the p e+

pair is separated from the interaction vertex by 0.5
cm.

In closing this section, we also point out the great
promise of neutrino experiments using photoemulsions.
Actually, if the new particles have lifetimes of 10~ '~
10"12 sec and decay paths of 10~1000 pum, then they can
be directly observed only in photoemulsions. Experi-
ments of this type which employ large stacks of photo-
emulsion (50-150 kg), together with external electronic
detectors, are performed at the Serpukhov, FNAL, and
CERN accelerators.

One possible short-lived chafged object has already
been discovered in an emulsion experiment at FNAL
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(decay path 182 um, 7~ 6x107* sec, possible decay
schemes D(1.87)~ K°K* K™%, 3 . (2.48 - A°’K 'K~ 1%).
The discovery of several other short-lived events of
this type would be a final proof of the production of
charmed particles.

Finally, one of the interesting problems of neutrino
physics is that of the degree of conservation of lepton
charge (the distinction between v, and v,, and
that between v and 7). As analysis shows, the funda-
mental information on this subject is derived from the
experimental level to which the rule forbidding the de-
cay K- ey is obeyed. Pontecorvol's?] has proposed a
more sensitive test of the degree of conservation of
lepton charge that consists of seeking neutrino oscil-
lations, i.e., transitions in vacuo of one type of neu-
trino into another. One of the realistic formulations
of such experiments involves experiments with solar
neutrinos, although the possibility is not ruled out of
conducting such experiments using accelerators.

7. CONCLUSION

The review that we have given evinces considerable
progress in the physics of neutrino studies during the
past several years.

The discovery of neutral currents in semilepton and
pure lepton processes and their qualitative study is one
of the most important advances in the physics of weak
interactions at high energies.

The observation of two-lepton events accompanied
by an elevated yield of strange particles is a rather
cogent proof of the existence of particles having the new
quantum number of charm. The study of deep inelastic
neutrino-nucleon scattering agrees generally with the
quark-parton-gluon model at high energies.

All these problems are currently the topic of further
intensive studies in various energy ranges with a new
generation of electronic neutrino detectors and with ex-
pansion of the scope of studies using large bubble cham-
bers. Neutrino experiments have been furthered by the
recent placing in operation of a new 400-GeV accel-
erator at CERN.

The vigorous development of experimental and theo-
retical studies of neutrino processes allows us to hope
that this interesting field of elementary particle physics
will very soon substantially deepen our understanding
of the weak interactions and the structure of hadrons.

3 Abbreviations used: Frascati—International Conference on
Instrumentation for High Energy Physics, Frascati, Italy,
1973; London—Proc. of the 17th International Conference on
High Energy Physics, London, 1974; Paris—La Physique du
Neutrino a haute Energie, Ecole Polytechnique, Paris,
1975; Stanford—Proc. of the International Symposium on
Lepton and Photon Interactions at High Energies, Stanford,
1975; Aachen—Proc. of the International Conference “Neu-
trino—76”, Aachen, 1976; Thilisi—Proc. of the 18th Inter-
national Conference on High Energy Physics, Tbilisi, 1976;
“Neutrino-77”—International Conference, USSR, North
Caucasus, June 1977,
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