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differences in neutrino cross section predictions. datal?, while b(Q“) and C are optimized through training with the data.
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Proton: F(x, Q°) Neutrino: F3(x, Q) | o | | | NNSFvi8], and the corresponding ratios. Antineutrino results are also included in the ratio plots.
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= The model dependence of cross sections is stronger for antineutrinos.
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= Refine the PCAC correction and assess its impact on the cross sections.
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