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Exciting opportunity to study 
e-A physics at SLAC

LDMX (Light Dark Matter eXperiment) detector design was 
conceived to search for sub-GeV dark matter


Electron beam energy in the S30XL beamline is 4 GeV (8 
GeV), great to make measurements for DUNE


LDMX happens to have advantageous characteristics: wide 
angular acceptance of the produced charged hadrons 
(p, π), good momentum resolution, ability to detect 
neutrons


Opportunity to gather both inclusive data and detailed 
information about the final-state hadronic system



Schematic design
studies focused on specific hadronic processes with hydro-
gen targets [42–49]. These should already be useful for
testing generator models for certain hadronic processes,
such as ρmeson production through higher resonances. The
CLAS12 proposal “Electrons for Neutrinos” would make
further inroads by collecting more data [50,51]. At present,
published datasets involving argon and its mirror nucleus
titanium come from a separate experiment in Hall A
[27,52,53]. While undoubtedly valuable [54–58]—for
example, enabling comparisons with thewell-studied carbon
data [40]—they are limited to the inclusive spectrum of
scattered electrons measured at a single value of the beam
energy (2.22 GeV) and a fixed scattering angle (15.54°).
At the moment, and over the next several years, electro-

nuclear scattering data with excellent hadronic final-state
reconstruction is sorely needed. The ideal would be
reconstruction with no detection threshold, full 4π coverage,
and with excellent neutron identification. While CLAS12
can make some inroads in this direction, its acceptance
will be limited (especially in the forward direction) and
neutron-energy reconstruction will be modest. The proposed
LDMX detector concept offers a number of complementary
and unique advantages that can be leveraged to provide a
range of valuable electron-nucleus scattering data for the
purpose of constraining neutrino-scattering models.

III. THE LDMX DETECTOR CONCEPT AND
ELECTRON-NUCLEUS SCATTERING DATA

LDMX is a fixed-target experiment designed to search
for sub-GeV dark matter, employing a high-repetition rate,
low-current electron beam [24] with precision tracking (in a
magnetic field) and calorimetry along the beam axis to
provide high-fidelity detection of both charged and neutral
particles. Figure 2 provides a high-level illustration of the
detector layout, which is largely optimized to search for
dark-matter production. In candidate events for dark-matter
production, most of the initial electron’s energy is expected
to be carried away by undetected particle(s). Therefore,
identification of these processes requires an excellent
hermeticity of the detector, allowing, e.g., energetic neu-
tron-knockout events to be detected with sufficiently small
uncertainty. In fact, the primary purpose of the downstream
calorimetry in LDMX is to provide a fast, radiation-hard,
and highly granular veto against photonuclear and electro-
nuclear reactions in the target area that might generate
difficult-to-detect final states, and hence a potential back-
ground to dark-matter reactions. In the nominal design, the
vast majority of triggered data would be composed of these
photo/electronuclear reactions and rejected offline. The key
result of this paper is that this vetoed data will itself be of
great value in service of neutrino-interaction modeling, as
was described above.
To see why this is the case, we start with a more detailed

description of the detector layout. The tracking system
upstream of the target and the target itself are housed inside

of a 1.5-T dipole magnet while the downstream (recoil)
tracker is in the fringe magnetic field. The target is currently
envisioned to be titanium, and we assume it to be 0.1 X0

(0.356 cm) thick, X0 being the radiation length. However,
different target materials (such as argon) and thicknesses
are possible, as discussed further in Sec. VII. The two
tracking systems provide robust measurements of incoming
and outgoing electron momentum.
The electromagnetic calorimeter (ECal) is surrounded by

the hadronic calorimeter (HCal) to provide large angular
coverage downstreamof the target area, in order to efficiently
detect interaction products. The ECal is a silicon-tungsten
high-granularity sampling calorimeter based on a similar
detector developed for the high-luminosity Large Hadron
Collider upgrade of the endcap calorimeter of the Compact
Muon Solenoid (CMS) detector. The ECal is radiation
tolerant with fast readout, and the high granularity provides
good energy resolution and shower discrimination for
electromagnetic and hadronic interactions. The HCal is a
scintillator-steel sampling calorimeter that has wide angular
coverage and is sufficiently deep to provide required high
efficiency for detecting minimum ionizing particles and
neutral hadrons.
While the final detector design is still under development,

wedescribe a coarse set of detector capabilities (motivated by
the baseline design), which are particularly relevant for
electron-scattering measurements [24]:

(i) Electrons: We estimate the electron energy resolu-
tion to be 5%–10% and the pT resolution to be
<10 MeV [24], where pT is the transverse momen-
tum of the outgoing electron. The tracker acceptance
is approximately 40° in the polar angle where the
z-axis is defined along the beamline. Electrons can

FIG. 2. Schematic of the LDMX experiment for dark-matter
search (not to scale). The electron beam is incident from the left
and interacts in the target (which can be varied). Direct tracking
and calorimetry along the beam axis provides excellent (nearly 2π
azimuthal) forward acceptance to a range of final-state particles,
including the recoiling electron, protons, pions, and neutrons.
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Schematic design

Simulated events in DUNE (heat map) vs 
coverage in electron angle and pT

explicitly below, these codes are often not in agreement with
each other. More importantly, they are often also not in
agreement with recent high-statistics data from the
MINERvA experiment, collected in the kinematic regime
relevant to DUNE. For example, the default models in GENIE

seem to significantly overestimate neutron production [12],
mispredict the ratio of charge-current interactions across
different nuclear targets [13], and mismodel single-pion
production [14]. Thus, there is direct experimental evidence
that existing models need to be improved.
Importantly, simple phenomenological tuning of param-

eters within the existing models may not be sufficient. For
example, Ref. [14] reports that no tune could describe all
different exclusive final states in their analysis. Crucially, the
paper also notes that the physical origin of the discrepancies
is difficult to pinpoint, based on only the available data.
This brings us to an important question: what new data are

needed to improve the physics in these generators? A priori,
one might think that all that is needed is more neutrino-
nucleus scattering data, with higher statistics and precision,
as will be collected with the future near detectors. In reality,
while better neutrino data would certainly be desirable, it is
unlikely to be sufficient. To date, neutrino experiments only
have access to broadband beams, extract flux-integrated
cross sections [15–23], and neutrino-energy reconstruction
itself suffers from sizable uncertainties. In turn, the process of
energy reconstruction relies on neutrino generators. The
reason is that even today’s state-of-the-art neutrino detectors
are imperfect calorimeters at several GeV energies, with
event generators being used to fill in themissing information.
Hence, complementary probes that are free from these
limitations are highly desirable for accurately validating
the physical models in event generators.
Precise electron-nucleus scattering data provide just such a

complementary probe. While electron and neutrino inter-
actions are different at the primary vertex, many relevant
physical processes in the nucleus are the same in the two
cases, as discussed below in Sec. II. What electron scattering
offers is precisely controlled kinematics (initial and final
energies and scattering angles), large statistics, in situ
calibrationof the detector response using exclusive reactions,
and a prospect of easily swapping different nuclear targets.
This allows one to easily zero in on specific scattering
processes and to diagnose problems that are currently
obscured by the quality of the neutrino scattering data.
In this paper, we point out that the proposed LDMX (Light

Dark Matter eXperiment) setup at SLAC [24], designed to
search for sub-GeV darkmatter, will have very advantageous
characteristics to also pursue electron-scattering measure-
ments relevant to the neutrino program. These include a
4-GeVelectron beam and a detector with high acceptance of
hadronic products in the ∼40° forward cone and low-energy
threshold. Figure 1 shows the distribution, in the ðω; Q2Þ
plane, of charged-current (CC) events for muon neutrino
scattering on argon nuclei in the near detector of DUNE,

simulated with the GiBUU generator code. As can be
immediately seen, the LDMX coverage in the relevant
kinematic window is excellent. Below, we quantify how
future LDMX data can be used to test and improve physics
models in lepton-nucleus event generator codes.

II. ELECTRON-SCATTERING MEASUREMENTS
AND NEUTRINO CROSS SECTIONS

Let us now define the connection between electron- and
neutrino-nucleus scatteringmore precisely. Superficially, the
mere existence of such a connection is not obvious, since the
weak and electromagnetic forces have a number of important
differences. The differences are immediately apparent in the
elastic scattering regime: while CC neutrino interactions
occuron initial-state neutrons in the nucleus, electromagnetic
scattering also involves initial-state protons (neutrons couple
through their magnetic moments). The situation is similar in
the DIS regime, where the primary vertex is treated at the
quark level: while CCneutrino (antineutrino) interactions are
controlled by the distribution of initial-state down (up)
quarks, electron scattering involves both up and down
quarks. Additional differences come from the chiral nature
of theweak interactions.While the electron-nucleonvertex is
sensitive only to the electric charge distribution inside a
nucleon and its magnetic moment, neutrino scattering also
depends on the distribution of the axial charge. The effect
of this axial coupling is not small; in fact, at 1-GeV neutrino
energy, the axial part of the weak interaction provides a

FIG. 1. Simulated event distribution for charged-current muon
neutrino scattering on argon in the DUNE near detector, shown as
a heat map, compared with the kinematics accessible in inclusive
and (semi)exclusive electron scattering measurements at LDMX.
Blue lines correspond to constant electron-scattering angles of
40°, 30°, and 20°. Green lines represent contours of constant
transverse electron momenta pT of 800, 400, and 200 MeV. As
currently envisioned, LDMX can probe the region with θe < 40°
and pT > 10 MeV (below the scale of the plot).
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Goal: precision studies of neutrino 
oscillations as a function of energy

Reconstruction of energy is key and for this we need 
accurate cross section models

Chapter 4: Long-Baseline Neutrino Oscillation Physics 4–63
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Figure 4–1: The unoscillated spectrum of ‹µ events from the LBNE beam (black histogram)
overlaid with the ‹µ æ ‹e oscillation probabilities for di�erent values of ”cp and normal hierarchy
as colored curves.

‹e appearance coupled with larger rate asymmetries when CP violating e�ects are included.
LBNE has higher appearance rates with a 700 kW MI beam even when compared to Stage
1 of a neutrino factory (NF) with a 1 MW beam from Project X upgrades †.

4.1 LBNE Detector Simulation and Reconstruction

A 10-kt-scale LArTPC Far Detector, the LAr-FD, fulfills the high-mass requirement for
LBNE and provides excellent particle identification with high signal selection e�ciency
(Ø 80%) over a wide range of energies as described in the LBNE Conceptual Design Re-
port Volume 1 [24]. This is the chosen technology for the LBNE far detector. The status
of the LBNE LArTPC simulation and reconstruction e�orts, and expected performance is
summarized in this section.

4.1.1 Far Detector Simulation

Interactions of events in the FD are simulated with GEANT4 [70] using the LArSoft [71]
package, which is built on the ART software framework [72]. ART is developed and supported

†The corresponding MI power would be 1.2 MW for the neutrino program with this phase of Project X

Scientific Opportunities with LBNE



Measuring neutrino energy 
at DUNE/NOvA

In the beam of 1-4 GeV, a variety of 
final states are produced, with 
protons, pions, and neutrons


Because of this, lepton kinematics 
alone is insufficient to infer  


Have to use calorimetric 
reconstruction: measure energy of 
all final-state particles


Generators are needed to fill in 
missing information 


E.g., neutron losses, low-energy 
p/pi-discrimination, etc

Eν

see arXiv:1811.06159, 

arXiv:2007.13336



Does this really matter for 
oscillation measurements?

Figure from NOvA,
arXiv:1906.04907
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P R E D I C T I N G  T H E  F D  O B S E R VAT I O N
• Each quartile for the neutrino and antineutrino beams gets unfolded independently and the true Far/

Near ratio is used to obtain a FD prediction from ND data.  

• We estimate cosmic background rate from the timing sidebands of the NuMI beam triggers and 
cosmic trigger data. 

!21

• Observe 113 events in neutrino mode (expect 730 +38/-49(syst.) w/o oscillations),  
65 events in antineutrino mode (expect 266 +12/-14(syst.) w/o oscillations). 

see poster #75NOvA 2019

 implies a steeply rising spectrumθ23 = π/4

Figure from NOvA,
arXiv:1906.04907



cf. NOVA 2016
More events in the dip could be interpreted as evidence 
of nonmaximal mixingContours 

Maximal mixing excluded at 2.5σ 

P. Vahle, Neutrino 2016 18 
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Invitation

Predictions beyond the quasielastic peak are in dramatic disagreement 
with the data
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Different kinematic regimes

Problems with many other 
datasets


Can be systematically studied 
using carbon

Systemic 
discrepancies 
beyond CCQE
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Decisive test: 
comparison to hydrogen 
and deuterium 
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Large discrepancies originate 
in (mis)modeling of hadronic 
processes


Notable double counting in 
the RES->DIS region

	 For details, see e-Print: 2006.11944

	 DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.053001



Mapping out the pattern of 
discrepancies

  
20

A.M.A. & A. Friedland,
PRD 102, 053001 (2020)

Are these issues general and relevant?

Carbon Hydrogen



Large discrepancies persist 
for other generators

At high energies, the SIS region is especially challenging
  

23

Are these issues common between generators?

A.M.A., A. Friedland & S.W. Li, 
in preparation

Hydrogen, 4.045 GeV @ 24.03º

data: 
Niculescu et al., PRL 85, 1186 (2000)

ω (GeV)



Large discrepancies persist 
for other generators

Generally, overlaps between different mechanisms 
present a lot of conceptual challenge
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Are these issues common between generators?

Carbon, 1.299 GeV @ 37.5º

data: 
Barreau et al., NPA 402, 515 (1983)

ω (GeV)

A.M.A., A. Friedland & S.W. Li, 
in preparation



Instructive: comparison with 
e4nu data

The same double-counting is manifested at high E
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(Semi)exclusive (e,e’p) cross section

M. Khachatryan et al. (CLAS and e4ν), Nature 599, 565 (2021)



Important: large discrepancies among 
generator predictions for exclusive 
channels

• 	e-Print: 1912.06140 [hep-ph]

• 	DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.053004
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Conclusions I
There are a number of conclusions one can draw from 
these analyses


In some cases, there are specific implementation 
issues, e.g. Bodek-Yang, Delta peak and QE in sub-
GeV


In other cases, the problems are more foundational, 
especially in the “overlaps” between regimes (e.g., 
RES and DIS; QE, MEC, RES). All generators 
struggle with this, to a varying degree -> not trivial



Conclusions II
To make progress on the foundational challenges, we 
need new, high-quality data


Both the final-state electron and the hadronic system 
should be measures


Composition and energy distribution between 
protons, pions, gammas, neutrons


Large solid angle coverage in the forward cone 


Ideally, would prefer CLAS (e4nu) + LDMX data


