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Proper interpretation of past, current, and future data on lepton-nucleus reactions requires a clear
separation between quantum electrodynamics (QED) and strong interaction effects inside the
nucleus. First studies of QED in-medium lepton dynamics have set a theoretical framework to derive
electron-nucleus and (anti)neutrino-nucleus cross-section corrections. We employ this approach to
quantitatively compute the effects of Glauber photon-mediated multiple re-scattering within the
nuclear medium. We find that the relativistic charged lepton acquires momentum of order 10 MeV
transverse to its direction of propagation inside the nucleus. This broadening sizably deflects
expected electron tracks and suppresses scattering cross sections. Precise extraction of the nucleon
and nuclear structure by electron and muon probes should, thus, take the QED nuclear medium
angular redistribution of particles into account. Our results further show that the associated effects
in (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering with measured final-lepton energy are significant only at the
kinematical endpoints.
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1 Introduction

Lepton scattering off protons and nuclei is a traditional and time-honored way of studying the
structure of hadrons and nuclear bound states. As an illustrative example, the nucleon form factors
and nuclear spectral functions are extracted via electron scattering experiments with a percent-level
or better precision [1–10]. With significant progress in computation, the same nucleon form factors
are also evaluated from the QCD Lagrangian on a space-time lattice [11–27]. Besides providing
fundamental constant values for nuclear physics, precise determination of vector and axial-vector
structure of nucleons and nuclei is important for electroweak physics studies in the neutrino and
charged lepton sectors of the Standard Model. New measurements and calculations are underway to
significantly reduce the dominant cross-section uncertainties in the extraction of neutrino oscillation
parameters, in the determination of the neutrino mass hierarchy, and in searches for the CP-violation
in the lepton sector with modern and near-future accelerator-based neutrino experiments [28–45].

To precisely and unambiguously determine the process-independent nucleon and nuclear structure
from the experimental data, we have to unfold the radiative corrections according to the experimental
setup. These radiative corrections and detector responses are very different in (anti)neutrino and
electron scattering measurements at GeV energies and below. While significant amount of work has
been dedicated to electron-proton and electron-nucleus scattering [46–51], consistent treatment of
charged-current (anti)neutrino-nucleus processes is a relatively new field [52–55]. At GeV energies,
radiative corrections in electron scattering experiments are typically at the 10-20% level and slightly
smaller in neutrino scattering. Besides radiative corrections, the exchange of photons between charged
particles and the nuclear medium in (anti)neutrino-, electron-, and muon-induced processes inside a
large nucleus modify the cross sections of the elastic scattering off nucleons.1 Such QED medium
effects were found to be at the permille level in (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering and up to percent
level in electron-nucleus scattering in forward kinematics [56].

In this work, we continue the evaluation of QED medium effects and study phenomenological
consequences of the multiple re-scattering of charged leptons in a large nucleus with an emphasis on
close connection to the ways in which electron and neutrino scattering experiments are performed.
In the case of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) the re-scattering of quarks and gluons in nuclear

1By elastic scattering on nucleons, we denote the process with initial and final states consisting of the lepton and the
nucleon and allow for change of the kinematics.
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matter [57–59] has attracted attention as a possible explanation of the Cronin effect [60]. It was realized
early on that such soft interactions in matter will also lead to angular de-correlation in the distribution
of final state particles in reactions with nuclei [61, 62]. This research continues today for various types of
nuclear matter [63, 64]. In contrast, the QED effects mediated by Glauber photons remain practically
unexplored. We begin to address this knowledge gap by quantifying the corresponding changes on the
experimentally accessed electron- and (anti)neutrino-nucleus cross sections and study the deflection
of the charged lepton trajectories by multiple soft interactions within the nucleus before and after
the hard scattering on nucleons. We find QED nuclear medium-induced redistribution of particles in
the transverse direction that is sizable and important for the interpretation of the measurements of
nucleon and nuclear structure. The angular deflection of electron tracks inside the nucleus and induced
cross-section corrections should be verified experimentally in electron-nucleus scattering and taken into
account in modern and future extractions of nuclear and QCD structure quantities.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss multiple re-scattering of
charged leptons via Glauber photon exchanges and present the results for the transverse momentum
distribution of outgoing relativistic particles. We study the angular smearing of ultrarelativistic
charged leptons by the QED medium and the induced cross-section corrections in the lepton-nucleus
interactions in Section 3, accounting for both initial- and final-state broadening. In the following
Section 4, we evaluate the cross-section distortions in charged-current (anti)neutrino-nucleus
reactions caused by multiple re-scattering of final-state charged leptons. We give our conclusions in
Section 5 and present results for different energy regimes in Appendices A and B. In Appendix C, we
present diagrammatic calculation for cross-section corrections at the first three orders of the opacity
expansion. Throughout the paper, we show results for several nuclei of interest to the neutrino and
electron scattering communities.

2 Multiple re-scattering in a QED nuclear medium

In this Section, we consider multiple QED re-scattering of charged leptons after the hard interaction
inside the nuclear medium. We provide estimates for the properties of such interactions and evaluate
the transverse momentum distribution of the leptons leaving the nucleus.

After the hard scattering, the charged lepton propagates in the Coulomb field created by the
electric charges inside the nucleus with a potential that in momentum space reads v (q⃗⊥) = 4πα

q⃗2⊥+ζ2
,

where ζ ≈ meZ1/3

192 is regularization at the atomic screening scale, Z is the nuclear charge number, me

is the electron mass, and α is the electromagnetic coupling constant. The total scattering cross section
σv of the lepton of mass mℓ with energy E′

ℓ on a point source of this potential can be expressed as

σv ≈ 4πα2(
meZ1/3

192

)2

1

β2
ℓ

, (1)

with βℓ =
√
1−m2

ℓ/
(
E′

ℓ

)2
, for sufficiently large βℓ ≫ α when the perturbation theory is still valid.

Moving along its direction inside the nucleus, the lepton re-scatters on the nuclear charge distribution
multiple times. The corresponding QED nuclear medium mean-free-path λmfp is expressed in terms of
the nuclear size Rrms through the density of scattering centers n ∼ 1/R3

rms as

λmfp =
1

nσv
=

Rrms

3Z1/3

(
βℓmeRrms

192α

)2

. (2)

For numerical evaluations, we take nuclear radii from Ref. [65]. To estimate the number of QED
interactions χ inside the nucleus, we assume that the lepton travels the distance Rrms in the uniform

3



charge distribution of the nucleus and divide the nuclear size by the mean-free-path length:

χ ∼ Rrms

λmfp
∼ Z1/3

(βℓmeRrms)
2 . (3)

For ultrarelativistic leptons, i.e., βℓ → 1, the number of QED interactions reaches χ ∼ 105 − 107. This
number increases for smaller lepton energies. In the relativistic regime that we consider βℓ ≫ α, all
re-scattering happens mainly in the forward direction, and the charged lepton can gain quite large
transverse momentum p′⊥ relative to its direction of propagation with a resulting distribution [66]

dN

dp′⊥
=

∞̂

0

bp′⊥J0(0, bp
′
⊥)e

−χ(1−ζbK1(ζb))db, (4)

expressed as an integral in the transverse coordinate space over the radial coordinate b, with the
modified Bessel function of the second kind K1 and the Bessel function of the first kind J0. The p′⊥
distribution of Eq. (4) integrates to unity over all transverse momenta. We verified this expression
explicitly at first 3 orders in opacity in QED by proving that the additional diagrams, which vanish
in QCD due to zero trace in the color space, do not contribute after summing over all diagrams and
re-scattering sites. We sketch this cancellation in the Appendix C. The Gaussian approximation

dNG

dp′⊥
=

p′⊥
χζ2ξ

e
− (p′⊥)2

2χζ2ξ , (5)

with ξ = 1−2[γE−ln 2+ln(ζR0)]
4 and nuclear scale R0 ∼ 1 fm, describes the transverse momentum

distribution of Eq. (4) relatively well.
In the following Fig. 1, we present the transverse momentum distribution both for the numerical

integration of Eq. (4), which we use in the following chapters of this paper, and for the Gaussian
approximation of Eq. (5). Results are shown for ultrarelativistic electrons and typical in neutrino and
electron scattering experiments nuclei 2

1H,
12
6 C, 16

8 O, 40
18Ar,

56
26Fe, and

208
82 Pb. However, these results

apply also for the ultrarelativistic muons since only the parameter βℓ distinguishes the lepton flavor.
The strength of the p′⊥ peak decreases while the average p′⊥ increases with the nuclear size. The
Gaussian approximation results in 10-20 % lower peak strength and suppresses the high-momentum
tails compared to the exact result for the transverse momentum distribution. Considering the 2σ range
of the Gaussian distribution, the charged lepton gains around 8-26 MeV of transverse momentum while
traveling in the nuclear medium. The size of the acquired transverse momentum is above the typical
experimental resolution. Therefore, the broadening of charged lepton trajectories is a measurable effect
that should be included in the analysis of precise electron- and muon-nucleus scattering experiments.

3 Broadening of electrons by the nuclear medium

In this Section, we calculate the deflection of charged lepton trajectories inside the nucleus, accounting
for the multiple QED re-scattering before and after the hard interaction, and investigate the induced
changes in measured cross sections.

First, we consider the charged lepton re-scattering after the hard interaction. QED nuclear
broadening does not change the lepton energy but redistributes the momentum from the initial
direction by contributing to the transverse direction in an azimuthally-symmetric manner. Let us
denote the lepton scattering angle in the hard process by θ0ℓ and select the coordinate frame such
that the 3-momentum of the lepton before the hard interaction is along the z axis. After the hard
interaction, the 3-momentum becomes βℓE

′
ℓ

(
sin θ0ℓ , 0, cos θ

0
ℓ

)
. Leaving the nucleus, the lepton gets a

kick by soft QED re-scattering with a momentum p′⊥ in the orthogonal direction
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Figure 1: The transverse momentum distribution of the final-state ultrarelativistic charged lepton
escaping the QED nuclear medium relative to the original final-state direction is presented for various
nuclei of interest to neutrino and electron scattering communities. The broadening is assumed to
happen on the scale of the nuclear radius.

(
p′L sin θ0ℓ , p

′
⊥, p

′
L cos θ0ℓ

)
, where p′L =

√(
E′

ℓ

)2 − (
p′⊥

)2 −m2
ℓ , and the direction of p′⊥ is taken along

the y axis, for definiteness. For the perpendicular component with a polar angle ϕ, the outgoing
lepton scattering angle θℓ w.r.t. to the direction right before the hard interaction is determined as

cos θℓ =
p′L cos θ0ℓ + p′⊥ sin θ0ℓ sinϕ√(

p′⊥
)2

+
(
p′L

)2 . (6)

Let us consider the elastic scattering of electrons on nucleons inside the nucleus. Since broadening
does not change the lepton energy, there is no change in the cross section when the momentum transfer
Q2 in the elastic process on nucleons is defined from the initial (Ebeam) and final (E′

ℓ) electron energies
as Q2 = 2M (Ebeam − E′

ℓ). In our calculation, we consider the scattering off nucleons at rest and do
not include radiative corrections to the hard process. In elastic electron-nucleus reactions, the multiple
re-scattering will redistribute the incoming and outgoing electron angles compared to the kinematical
value that corresponds to the final electron energy. Accounting for the nuclear medium effects on the
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final-state electron, the r.m.s. scattering angle distortion

√〈
(∆θ)2

〉
can be expressed as

√〈
(∆θ)2

〉
=

√ˆ (
θℓ − θ0ℓ

)2 dN

dp′⊥
dp′⊥

dϕ

2π
. (7)

We also include the deflection of the initial-electron angle and average over the interaction sites
inside the nucleus with a corresponding change of the re-scattering length in Eq. (3), which enters the
evaluation of the transverse momentum distribution dN/dp⊥, before and after the hard interaction.
For this calculation, we consider the nucleus as a sphere of the nuclear radius Rrms with a uniformly
distributed charge and assume broadening angles to be small. In the following Fig. 2, we present the

r.m.s. deflection angle ∆θ ≡
√〈

(∆θ)2
〉
w.r.t. to the direction determined by the elastic kinematics

as a function of the recoil electron energy E′
e for the beam energy Ebeam = 2 GeV. The r.m.s.

deflection angle reaches 1-1.5o and decreases with increasing the recoil electron energy. As expected,
the broadening increases with the size of the nucleus. Such a large effect is above the typical
resolution of experiments at GeV energies and can be measured in the electron-nucleus scattering by
considering the angular distributions for a one-nucleon knockout reaction for the fixed recoil electron
energy. However, radiative events should be carefully disentangled from the measured distribution.
Our results apply also to the elastic muon-nucleus scattering up to power-suppressed corrections of
order m2

µ/E
2
µ.
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Figure 2: The r.m.s. broadening angle is shown as a function of the recoil electron energy E′
e in the

scattering of 2 GeV electrons off nuclear targets. Both initial and final re-scattering are taken into
account.

Angular smearing can modify experimentally measured single-nucleon cross sections when the
momentum transfer is reconstructed from the initial- and final-state lepton kinematics. For the fixed
by the elastic kinematics scattering angle and recoil energy, hard processes with different momentum
transfers contribute to the cross section. We consider the ratio of averaged over scattering angles of
the hard process “true” cross section σbroad to the expected cross section σexp, which we evaluate
from the lepton kinematics with elastic condition between the recoil lepton energy and scattering
angle. We present the corresponding ratio for electron-proton scattering with the electron beam
energy Ebeam = 2 GeV in Fig. 3. Similarly to the broadening angle, the size of cross-section
suppression increases with the size of the nucleus. Surprisingly, we find a new effect that can reach
1-2% for electron scattering off heavy nuclei. Such large corrections should be considered in modern
and future analyses of the electron scattering data. The size of broadening decreases with the beam

energy approximately as

√〈
(∆θ)2

〉
∼ 1/E. We present results for other beam energies in
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Appendix A.
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Figure 3: Ratio of the elastic electron-proton scattering cross section after accounting for the QED
broadening of electron tracks inside the nucleus to the cross section predicted from the lepton kinematics
as a function of the recoil electron energy E′

e in the scattering of 2 GeV electrons off nuclear targets.
Both initial and final re-scattering are taken into account.

4 Charged lepton broadening in (anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering

In this Section, we quantify the effects of the charged lepton broadening on the (anti)neutrino-nucleon
νℓn → ℓ−p and ν̄ℓp → ℓ+n cross sections inside the QED nuclear medium.

Contrary to electron and muon scattering experiments, the incoming (anti)neutrino flux is broad in
energy and the initial (anti)neutrino energy has to be determined experimentally. The reconstructed
(anti)neutrino energy Er

ν is evaluated from the final lepton energy E′
ℓ and the scattering angle θℓ as [67]

Er
ν =

E′
ℓ −

1
2
E2

B−2M1EB+m2
ℓ+M2

1−M2
2

M1−EB

1− E′
ℓ

M1−EB
(1− βℓ cos θℓ)

, (8)

with the masses of initial and final nucleons M1 and M2, respectively, and the binding energy EB. The
binding energy for 40Ar, is of order 10 MeV: En

B = 9.869 MeV for neutrons and Ep
B = 12.5268 MeV

for protons. We take the binding energies from the AME 2020 atomic mass evaluation tables [68, 69].
Having determined the incoming (anti)neutrino energy, we assign the momentum transfer Q2 for each
event as

Q2 = −m2
ℓ + 2Er

νE
′
ℓ (1− βℓ cos θℓ) . (9)

The difference in the measured azimuthal angle and the “true” scattering angle in the hard process
modifies the experimentally extracted single-nucleon cross section such that the ratio of the measured
cross section σbroad to the predicted from the lepton kinematics expectation σexp is given by

σbroad

σexp
=

ˆ dσ(Er
ν(θℓ),θℓ)
dQ2

dσ(Er
ν(θ0ℓ ),θ

0
ℓ )

dQ2

dN

dp′⊥
dp′⊥

dϕ

2π
δ

cos θℓ −
p′L cos θ0ℓ + p′⊥ sin θ0ℓ sinϕ√(

p′⊥
)2

+
(
p′L

)2
 d cos θℓ, (10)

where we take just one solution for the angle θ0ℓ and exploit the expression for the lepton azimuthal
angle from Eq. (6). As in Section 3, we consider the nucleus as a sphere of the nuclear radius Rrms
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Figure 4: Ratio of the charged-current elastic muon neutrino-neutron cross section after accounting for
the broadening to the cross section predicted from the lepton kinematics as a function of the measured
angle for outgoing muon with the energy E′

µ = 2 GeV.
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Figure 5: Same as Fig. 4, but for the antineutrino scattering.

with a uniformly distributed charge. In the following Figs. 4-5, we show the ratio defined in Eq. (10)
for muon neutrino and antineutrino scattering off neutrons and protons, respectively.

The relative cross-section corrections are typically below or at the permille level. In the forward
direction, we observe a sizable suppression of cross sections, which can be large close to the lepton
production threshold. At the same time, enhancement is observed for the largest (allowed by the
kinematics) scattering angles

cos θmax
ℓ ≈ 1

βℓ
− M1 − EB

βℓE
′
ℓ

, (11)

when the recoil lepton energy E′
ℓ >

M1−EB
2 + 1

2
m2

ℓ
M1−EB

. The corresponding corrections can exceed the
percent level. The scattering into the largest angles defined in Eq. (11) is realized only for
(anti)neutrinos of high energy, while the forward angles are reached nearby the lepton production
threshold. Performing the averaging over energies of the typical neutrino flux [70], we obtain the
corresponding cross-section corrections a way below the permille level since the broadening of lepton
trajectories only re-distributes the scattering events.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we investigated the effects of multiple re-scattering of charged leptons mediated by QED
interactions inside a nuclear medium. We found the typical induced transverse momentum of outgoing
ultrarelativistic leptons at the level 10-30 MeV depending on the nucleus under consideration. The
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broadening magnitude increases with the size of the nucleus. At hundred of MeV to GeV energies,
the corresponding QED nuclear medium re-scattering deflects the trajectories of relativistic charged
leptons by a few degrees. The r.m.s. deflection angle decreases with the corresponding energy scale

E as

√〈
(∆θ)2

〉
∼ 1/E. Contrary to our previous unresummed results, the corresponding cross-

section modifications in electron-nucleus scattering can reach few-percent level over wide range of the
kinematics and not only in the forward direction. It would be important to measure such effects
and unfold them in the extraction of nucleon and nuclear structure with electron-nucleus scattering
experiments, when the incoming lepton energy is known. In (anti)neutrino scattering experiments
with broad in energy incoming flux and unknown initial-lepton energy, multiple QED re-scattering
inside the nucleus modifies the experimentally-accessed cross sections typically at permille level and
below. Only near the kinematic endpoints, cross-section distortions can reach a percent level with a
suppression in the forward direction and enhancement for large-angle scattering.

We note that in addition to tree-level scattering effects, interactions in the QED nuclear medium
can induce radiative corrections to the scattering cross sections. In the case of QCD, they were
initially interpreted as energy loss of the strongly-interacting quarks and gluons [71–74]. In electron-
nucleus reactions in the deep inelastic scattering regime, radiative processes can significantly suppress
the cross sections for semi-inclusive hadron and jet production [75–80]. Interactions in QCD matter
further induce photon bremsstrahlung [74, 81, 82]. The corresponding radiative corrections from QED
interactions in large nuclei have not been considered before and we leave them for future work.
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A Electron broadening at different beam energies

In this Appendix, we present the r.m.s. deflection angle in the electron-nucleus scattering after
averaging over the nuclear size for the lowest beam energy of electron scattering experiments at
MAMI/Mainz Ebeam = 180 MeV [3, 4, 88], for the peak of T2K/HyperK experiment
Ebeam = 600 MeV [30, 34, 42], and for the higher energy Ebeam = 10 GeV in the following Figs. 6-8.
As noted in Ref. [56], the two lowest energies correspond to the extrapolation of the effective field
theory calculation. The broadening of the electron trajectories increases at lower energies. The

dependence on the electron beam energy can be roughly approximated as

√〈
(∆θ)2

〉
∼ 1/Ebeam with

large deflection angles at hundreds MeV energy. We present the corresponding ratio of the elastic
electron-proton scattering cross section after accounting for the QED broadening of electron tracks
inside the nucleus to the cross section predicted from the lepton kinematics for energies
Ebeam = 180 MeV, Ebeam = 600 MeV, and Ebeam = 10 GeV in Figs. 9-11. The broadening effect
increases over all scattering angles going to lower energies, while the largest by magnitude correction
remains of the similar size. Increasing the electron beam energy, the position of largest suppression
shifts to forward scattering with low values of the momentum transfer, where the slope of the cross
section with respect to a recoil energy is significantly enhanced compared to the broadening
redistribution.
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Figure 6: Same as Fig. 2, but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 180 MeV.
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Figure 7: Same as Fig. 2, but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 600 MeV.

B (Anti)neutrino-nucleus scattering at different beam energies

In this Appendix, we present the results for the ratio of the cross section after broadening to the naive
baseline cross section, cf. Eq. (10), as a function of the lepton scattering angle for recoil charged lepton
energies E′

ℓ = 180 MeV, corresponding to electron scattering experiments at MAMI/Mainz [4, 88] and
close to the peak of the future (anti)neutrino experiments with kaon-decay-at-rest sources [89, 90], in
Figs. 12-13, and for the peak of T2K/HyperK experiment E′

ℓ = 600 MeV [30, 34, 42] in Figs. 14-15.
We further show the results at higher energy E′

ℓ = 10 GeV in Figs. 16-17. As noted in Ref. [56], the
two lowest energies correspond to the extrapolation of the effective field theory calculation. For the
recoil lepton energy E′

ℓ = 180 MeV, all scattering angles are allowed by the kinematics. At different
energies, we observe the same pattern of increasing with a nuclear size cross-section enhancement for
the scattering on the largest allowed by kinematics angles and suppression of the forward scattering
cross sections in such a way that integrated cross sections remain the same.
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Figure 8: Same as Fig. 2 but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 10 GeV.
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Figure 9: Same as Fig. 3, but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 180 MeV.

C Leading orders in the opacity expansion

In this Appendix, we explicitly derive cross-section modifications by multiple QED re-scattering at the
first three orders in the opacity expansion.

The leading in the opacity expansion cross-section correction δdσ(1) is expressed in terms of the
single-nucleon hard-process cross section dσ as

δdσ(1) =
∑
i

Ni

Si
⊥

ˆ
d2q⃗⊥

(2π)2
|v (q⃗⊥) |2

[
dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗⊥

)
− dσ

(
p⃗′
)]

, (12)

with the shift of the charged lepton momentum p⃗′ in the perpendicular direction by q⃗⊥ and sum over
the layers along the lepton trajectory after the hard interaction, with Ni scattering centers and the
cross-sectional area Si

⊥. The correction of Eq. (12) is determined by two contributions: the square of
the one-Glauber exchange diagram and interference of the diagram without Glauber interactions with
the diagram with two Glauber photons attached to the same spatial point in the nucleus. We present
these contributions in the following Fig. 18.

The second-order contribution in the opacity expansion δdσ(2) is expressed as a double sum along
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Figure 10: Same as Fig. 3, but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 600 MeV.
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Figure 11: Same as Fig. 3 but for the electron beam energy Ebeam = 10 GeV.

the lepton trajectory after the hard interaction

δdσ(2) =
∑
i>j

Ni

Si
⊥

Nj

Sj
⊥

ˆ
d2q⃗1⊥
(2π)2

d2q⃗2⊥
(2π)2

v(q⃗1⊥)
2v(q⃗2⊥)

2
[
dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗1⊥ − q⃗2⊥

)
− 2dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗1⊥

)
+ dσ

(
p⃗′
)]

. (13)

We present the non-vanishing contributions to Eq. (13) in the following Fig. 19. At the second order
in the opacity expansion, many diagrams, which are proportional to v (0) and v (0)2, vanish explicitly
after the summation over all scattering sites. We show such vanishing contributions in Fig. 20. In
Figs. 19 and 20, we indicate interaction points as i and j but do not imply the ordering i > j as in
Eq. (13).

The contribution from the third order in the opacity expansion δdσ(3) is given by

δdσ(3) =
∑

i>j>k

Ni

Si
⊥

Nj

Sj
⊥

Nk

Sk
⊥

ˆ
d2q⃗1⊥
(2π)2

d2q⃗2⊥
(2π)2

d2q⃗3⊥
(2π)2

v(q⃗1⊥)
2v(q⃗2⊥)

2v(q⃗3⊥)
2

×
[
dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗1⊥ − q⃗2⊥ − q⃗3⊥

)
− 3dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗1⊥ − q⃗2⊥

)
+ 3dσ

(
p⃗′ − q⃗1⊥

)
− dσ

(
p⃗′
)]

. (14)

with the non-vanishing diagrams in Fig. 21. We also illustrate the vanishing contributions, which are
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Figure 12: Same as Fig. 4 but for the outgoing muon energy E′
µ = 180 MeV.

2
1H
12
6 C
16
8 O

σb
ro

ad

σe
xp

1.0000

0.9995

1.0005

1.0010

θ0
μ

0 30 60 90 120 150 180

E'
μ = 180 MeV

νμp  μ+n

40
18Ar
54
26Fe
208
82 Pb

σb
ro

ad

σe
xp

1.0000

0.9995

1.0005

1.0010

θ0
μ

0 30 60 90 120 150 180

Figure 13: Same as Fig. 5 but for the outgoing antimuon energy E′
µ = 180 MeV.
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Figure 14: Same as Fig. 4 but for the outgoing muon energy E′
µ = 600 MeV.
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Figure 15: Same as Fig. 5 but for the outgoing antimuon energy E′
µ = 600 MeV.
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Figure 16: Same as Fig. 4 but for the outgoing muon energy E′
µ = 10 GeV.
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Figure 17: Same as Fig. 5 but for the outgoing antimuon energy E′
µ = 10 GeV.
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Figure 18: Nonvanishing contributions to the first order in the opacity expansion.

Figure 19: Nonvanishing contributions to the second order in the opacity expansion. The same index
corresponds to the same interaction point in the coordinate space. Different indexes represent different
points. The spatial positions of one- and two-Glauber exchange interactions can be interchanged to
account for all topologies.

proportional to v (0) and v (0)2, in Figs. 22 and 23. In Figs. 21, 22, and 23, we indicate interaction
points as i, j and k but do not imply the ordering i > j > k as in Eq. (14).

Noting that only one- and two-Glauber exchange diagrams contribute to Eqs. (12)-(14) with always
two Glauber photons in the same site, we generalize the first three orders in the opacity expansion
to the well-known all-orders expression in QCD [66] that are used for the derivation of the transverse
momentum distributions in Section 2.
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Figure 23: Vanishing in the sum contributions to the third order in the opacity expansion. The same
index corresponds to the same interaction point in the coordinate space. The spatial positions of one-,
two-, three-, and four-Glauber exchange interactions can be interchanged to account for all topologies.
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