PHYSICAL REVIEW C

VOLUME 21, NUMBER 4

APRIL 1980

Elastic electron-deuteron scattering at high energy

Raymond G. Arnold*
The American University, Washington D.C. 20016

Carl E. Carlson and Franz Gross
Department of Physics, College of William and Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia 23185
(Received 13 September 1979)

Relativistic formulas for the deuteron electromagnetic form factors are calculated in the impulse
approximation retaining terms to all orders in Q 2/M 2= (v/c)? The formulas are given as double integrals
over the deuteron wave functions in momentum space, and hence can be evaluated for any deuteron model.
We evaluate these formulas numerically for 9 different deuteron models: Reid soft core, two Lomon-
Feshbach models, three Holinde-Machleidt models, and three four-component relativistic models. All of the
models give results for the A structure function considerably below the experimental results; the effect of
the relativistic treatment is to reduce the size of 4 by a factor of 2 to 5 at Q2 of 100 fm~2 over what it
would be in the nonrelativistic approximation. We discuss briefly the role of exchange currents; the pair
terms are included in our calculation in a completely consistent manner, but the explicit pmy contributions
need to be calculated relativistically. We discuss in some detail the sensitivity of our calculation to the
almost unknown neutron electric form factor, observing that a G, roughly twice Gg, in the region of
Q? =100 fm~2 would enable us to fit the data even without any pry contributions. We discuss the high Q 2
limits of our formulas, obtaining the result that the form factor falls one power of Q2 faster than that
predicted by the dimensional-scaling-quark model. We also study the low Q2 limits and give explicit
formulas for the corrections to the deuteron magnetic and quadrupole moments.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Recent measurements’ have made it necessary
to calculate electron-deuteron elastic scattering
without making nonrelativistic approximations or
q*/M? expansions. Here we report in some detail
on a relativistic calculation of the deuteron elec-
tromagnetic form factors in the impulse approxi-
mation (RIA), retaining terms to all orders in
g®/M?. A short description of our results has
been published previously.?

There are two effects that one must take into
account in a relativistic calculation, and we have
done both.

(i) The kinematics must be relativistic. Our
calculation is covariant, and our final formulas
contain kinematic effects to all orders in (v/c)f
or ¢%/M?,

(ii) At least one of the nucleons must be off the
mass shell. We include the most important con-~
sequences of this by allowing the interacting nu-
cleon to be off shell, while still leaving the spec-
tator on shell. In this way, the covariant diagram
of Fig. 1(a) includes the three-time ordered dia-
grams of Fig. 1(b), and important effects such as
the photon splitting into an NN pair (the “pair cur-
rent,” in other words) are properly included.

However, in order to do this, we must also know
about amplitudes for N+d — N, as well as the
usual d —NN. This is best handled in a unified
way by considering a covariant deuteron-nucleon-
nucleon vertex function, with one nucleon off shell.
Following Blankenbecler and Cook,® four invariants
must be used to describe the deuteron-nucleon-
nucleon vertex function. (In a nonrelativistic
treatment, one makes an approximation by putting
both nucleons on shell so that only two invariants
are needed.) The four scalar functions that are
necessary can be rewritten so that they have the
character of wave functions.* When this is done,
two of the functions are the familiar S- and D-
state wave functions of the deuteron, and there are
two additional wave functions which are not present
in the nonrelativistic case. These new compo-
nents of the full wave function are associated with
the extra degrees of freedom present when the in-
teracting nucleon is a virtual Dirac particle, and
each has the character of a P state. They are nu-
merically small if measured by their contribution
to the overall normalization of the wave function,
but in momentum space they and the S'and D wave
functions have comparable magnitudes at high mo-
menta. (We should note that although the orbital
angular momentum of these small components is
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FIG. 1. (a) The relativistic Feynman diagram which
describes the impulse approximation (RIA). (b) Three
nonrelativistic time ordered diagrams included in the
RIA. The lines moving backward in time are anti-
particles. (c) and (d) Two examples of processes that
are not included in the RIA. Diagram (c) is a meson
exchange contribution and diagram (d) is an isobar con-
tribution.

1 =1, they do not represent parity violating effects
because, in common with the small components in
the Dirac equation, the overall parity of a small
component is opposite to its spatial parity.)

The formulas that we derive are general and
may be evaluated with any deuteron wave func-
tions. In particular, if one chooses to neglect the
P states, the calculation gives the deuteron form
factor correctly to all orders of (/M) for any
choice of # and w, the S- and D-state wave func-
tions.

In addition toderivingthe formulas, we have
evaluated them numerically for a number of deu-
teron wave functions and have examined them
analytically to determine the behavior of the deu-
teron form factor for very high ¢*(|¢?|> M?).
Also, our formulas may be expanded to zero and
first order in ¢?, where they agree with known re-
sults.

As the description of our calculations is
somewhat lengthy, we shall present our results at
the outset. Section IA gives our numerical re~
sults and some conclusions; in particular, we
show the deuteron structure functions for several
models of the deuteron wave function. Section IB
examines the size of the relativistic effects, and
Sec. IC discusses the sensitivity of our results to
the choice of nucleon form factor. Section ID
gives some analytic results for the behavior of the
deuteron electromagnetic form factor at ultrahigh
q*. Section IE contains comments upon the role
of exchange currents in intermediate and high en-
ergy electron-deuteron elastic scattering, Section
IF compares our formulas, expanded to first or-

der in ¢%/M?, to previous results, and Section IG
estimates a theoretical uncertainty in this calcula-
tion. The full calculation is outlined in Sec. II.

A. Numerical results for different deuteron models

The main results are given in Figs. 2 through
11 which show various combinations of deuteron
electromagnetic form factors for several different
choices of the deuteron wave functions. In each
graph, a solid line is inserted as a benchmark
representing a nonrelativistic calculation using
the Reid soft core wave function.®

In Figs. 2 through 6, we use our relativistic
equations for the structure functions with wave
functions calculated from a wave equation in
which both nucleons were assumed to be on shell.
The wave functions are the Holinde-Machleidt,®
the Lomon-Feshbach,” and the Reid soft core®
wave functions, and the P-state wave functions
are zero. These will be referred to collectively
as two-component models.
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FIG. 2. Numerical evaluation of the relativistic for-
mulas of this paper for A (Q?) using various two-com-
ponent deuteron wave functions. The models included
are Reid soft core, labeled RSC (Ref. 5); three Holinde-
Macheidt models, labeled HM1, HM2, HM3 (Ref. 6);
and two Lomon-Feshbach models with different percent
D states (Ref. 7). For comparison, the solid line lab-
eled RSC~-NR is the result obtained from the nonrela-
tivistic formulas evaluated with Reid soft core wave
functions. Dipole nucleon form factors were used in
every case. The data for A (Q?) are from Ref. 1.
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FIG. 3. Numerical evaluation of the relativistic for-
mulas for B(Q?) using the same wave functions as in
Fig. 2.
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FIG. 4. The charge form factor contribution to A Q3

evaluated using the relativistic formulas and the same
wave functions as in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 5. The quadrupole form factor contribution to
A (QZ) evaluated using the relativistic formulas and the
same wave functions as in Fig. 2,

In Figs. 7 through 11, the wave functions were
themselves also calculated from a wave equation
in which one of the nucleons is allowed to be off
shell,® and they are therefore completely consis-
tent with our formulas for the structure functions.
(These relativistic wave functions are completely
described in Ref, 8; briefly, they are determined
from a relativistic one boson exchange model
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FIG. 6. The recoil deuteron tensor polarization T(Q?)
evaluated using the relativistic formulas and the same
wave functions as in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 7. Numerical evaluation of the relativistic
formulas for A (Q?) using various relativistic deuteron
wave functions given in Ref. 8. The parameter A which
differentiates the models is described in the text. For
comparison, the solid line labeled RSC-NR is the re-
sult obtained from nonrelativistic formulas evaluated
with Reid soft core wave functions. Dipole nucleon
form factors were used everywhere. The data points
for A (Q?) are from Ref. 1.

with 7, o, p, and w exchanges, adjusted to give
the correct deuteron binding energy and quadru-
pole moment. The 7-NN vertex is a mixture of
y® and y%y* couplings, with the mixing parameter
A defined so that the coupling is independent of
when both nucleons are on shell, and is pure »®
when A=1 and pure y*»* when A=0. The P-state
wave functions are not zero, but turn out to in-
crease nearly linearly with A. These will be re-
ferred to collectively as four-component models.)

The A function shown in Figs. 2 and 7 and the B
function shown in Figs. 3 and 8 are defined by the
familiar equation

do do |’ .

a9 =9 Ns~[A(Q2)+B(Q2)tan2(§9)] , (1.1)
where

dg. =(_a_)zcos2(%9) 1 v

dtlws \PE] sin’(ze) (1 +3Mb: sinz(%9)> ’

(1.2)
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FIG. 8. Numerical evaluation of the relativistic
formulas for B(Q2) using the same wave functions as
in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 9. The charge form factor contribution to 4 (@2)
evaluated using the same wave functions as in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 10. The quadrupole form factor contribution to
A (Qz) evaluated using the same wave functions as in
Fig. 7.

and o =¢®/4m ~ =, E is the energy of the incom-

ing electron, 6 the laboratory scattering angle of
the electron, the deuteron mass is M;=1.876
GeV, g is the four-momentum transferred by the
electron, and we define @*= —4¢® >0 so that
P 4E%sin®(30)
1 +g£ sin?(36) '
M, 2

(1.3)

The data shown on these curves are from Ref. 1.
The charge and quadrupole form factors G, and
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FIG. 11. The recoil deuteron tensor polarization T(Q?)

evaluated using the relativistic formulas and the same
wave functions as in Fig. 7.

Gq, together with the magnetic form factor G,,are
defined in Sec. II, Eq. (2.9). The relations be-
tween A and B and G, Gqo, and G, are

2 4
A@)=6A@) + g G @) + e 6 (@),

B@) =07 (1+ 57 Jou'(@). (1.4)

In Figs. 4 and 5 and Figs. 9 and 10, the charge
and quadrupole contributions to A, G #(@*) and
(@*/18M,*)G*(Q?), are shownseparately. Finally,
the tensor polarization of the recoil nuclei when
scattering from an unpolarized target is shown in
Figs. 6 and 11. When this quantity®
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FIG. 12. (a) The S-state, (b) the D-state, and the
two P-state deuteron wave functions, (c) v pand @og,
for all the models used in this paper. Note that the
vertical scale of the S-state wave functions is different
from the scale of the others. The wave functions are
all precisely defined in Sec. II.



is measured, one may be able to experimentally.
determine G, and G, separately.

All curves in Figs. 2 through 16 were evaluated
using isoscalar nucleon form factors given by the
empirical dipole formulas with form factor scal-
ing,

1
Crs=[TT#/0.71F *

_ 0.88
ST (1+@%/0.T1) °

where @° is in (GeV/c)P. The dependence of our
results on the choice of form factor will be dis-
cussed in more detail in Sec. IC.

As Figs. 2 and 7 show, all of the models lie be-
low the data for A by a factor of 2-10, although
the Lomon-Feshbach model gives larger structure
than the other relativistically calculated models.
The reason this model is so much larger than the
others can be traced to the discontinuity in the S-
state wave function (see Fig. 12), which intro-
duces large oscillations in momentum space which
keep the wave function large at high momentum. -

There are two immediate questions: How has
the relativistic calculation changed the nonrela-
tivistic result and why are the results consistently
low? We discuss these questions in turn,

(1.6)
G

B. Size of the relativistic corrections

One of the major goals of this calculation was to
gain some understanding of the size and nature of
the relativistic effects. This can be provided by a
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FIG. 13. Relativistic corrections to the structure func-
tion A (Q?). The ratio of A calculated with the relativis-
tic formulas of this paper to A calculated with the usual
nonrelativistic formulas is given for each model shown
in Fig. 2. Dipole nucleon form factors were used.
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FIG. 14. Relativistic corrections to the fundamental
form factors G¢, Gg, and G,. In parts (a), (c), and (e)
we show the relativistic and nonrelativistic result for
the HM3 model only. In parts (b), (d), and (f), the dif-
ferences for all of the models of Fig. 2 are shown. Di-
pole nucleon form factors were used.

detailed examination of Figs. 13-16, which we
will discuss now in some detail.

In Figs. 13 and 14, we have displayed the rela-
tivistic corrections for the two-component models
presented in Figs. 2—6, while Figs. 15 and 16
display the relativistic corrections for the four-
component models presented in Figs. 7-11.

In Fig. 13, we have displayed the ratio of the
relativistic calculation of A given in Fig. 2 to the
nonrelativistic calculation for eac’ of the models
considered in Fig. 2. The figure shows that use
of the relativistic formulas tends to reduce the the-
oretical value of A by afactor of 2-5 at about 100
fm™ and that, except for the Lomon-Feshbach
models, all of the nonrelativistic models tend to
give about the same correction out to about 60
fm™, In Fig. 14, we have displayed the relativis-
tic effects on each of the fundamental form factors
individually. - Here we found it more illuminating
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FIG. 15. Relativistic corrections to the structure
function A (§2). (@) The ratio Rgy defined in the text is
given for each model shown in Fig. 7. (b) The three
ratios Rnopes RLin @nd Rpy; are compared for the A=1
model of Ref. 8. Dipole nucleon form factors were
used.

to display the difference AG between the relativis-
tic and nonrelativistic results, and because the
curves vary considerably, we have shown the dif-
ferences for all the models in Figs. 14(b), 14(d),
and 14(f), but the individual relativistic and non-
relativistic results, from which differences are
calculated, are displayed only for the HM3 model®
in Figs. 14(a), 14(c), and 14(e).

Note that both the form factors and the differ-
ences tend to oscillate, but in such a way that in
all cases the effect of the relativistic corrections
is to shift the diffraction minima to lower @* with
a corresponding increase in the following maxima.

In Figs. 15 and 16, we have displayed the rela-
tivistic corrections for the relativistic models of
Ref, 8. The principal differences between the re-
sults in these figures and those in Figs. 13 and 14
is due to the presence of the P states, which con-
tribute additional corrections. The final formulas

have terms linear in the P states (i.e., interference .

terms between the P states and either an S or D
state) and quadratic in the P states, as well as
terms independent of the P states. Any of the
- structure functions could therefore be calculated
in four different ways: (1) nonrelativistically using
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a? [Gevrer?] @ [(Gevrer2]
L0 1 234586738 O I 2 3 4586 7
10 T T T TTY E T T T T T T
g 6{0?) E F AG,
102 EA-® (a) =
N
:/\(-(H
& (=)
g K

T
o
nn&-’z—;\
]
//i
*/

1073

6o(Q?)

,}—B’

6u(e?

AGy
e
/
/
/

T T T T T T T

°
8
8
8
2] =
gL
o
8

80 120 160
Q2 (fm?2)

FIG. 16. Relativistic corrections to the fundamental
form factors Gg, Gq, and G,. In parts (a), (c), and (e),
we show, for the A=1.model, each of the four possible
ways of calculating the form factor discussed in the text,
labeled NR, None, Lin, and Full, together with the dif-
ference between the full result and the NR result. In
parts (b), (d), and (f), we show the differences for each
of the relativistic models in Fig. 7. The mixing para-
meter A which differentiates these models is described
in the text and in Ref. 8. Dipole nucleon form factors
were used.

only the # and w wave functions from the four-
component model, (2) relativistically, but using
only the u and w wave functions, (3) relativistical-
ly, but excluding the terms quadratic in the P
states (so that only terms independent of the P
states or linear in the P states are included), and
(4) the full result cbtained by inserting all four
wave functions in the relativistic formulas. (In.
the first three cases, the » and w wave functions
must be rescaled to satisfy the nonrelativistic nor-
malization condition.) For the A structure func-
tion, the first case is called Ay, the second

Ayone (for no P states), the third is A;,, (linear in
the P states), and the fourth Ag,,, and information
about all of these ways of computing A is presented
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in Fig. 15. In Fig. 15(a), the ratio Rp,,=Ar,,/
Ay is presented for each of the three models con-
sidered in Figs. 7-11; this gives the total result
of including all relativistic effects. Figure 15(b)
also includes two other ratios for the A =1 model:
RNone :ANone/ANR and RLin = ALln/ANR'

The ratio Ry,,, shows that if the P states are ig-
nored, the relativistic corrections are very simi-
lar to the results obtained from the two-compo-
nent models. Comparing R, and Rp,,, (for the
r=1 case) with Ry, shows that adding the P
states introduces a sizable change in the results
and that the effect of the terms quadratic in the
P gtates is somewhat smaller than the linear
terms, as one might expect. Comparison of the
Ry, ratios for the three models shows consider -

able model dependence, reflecting the fact that the .

P states are very tiny for A=0 and increase as A
goes from O to 1.

Figure 16 shows the relativistic effects on each
of the fundamental form factors. In Figs. 16(a),
16(c), and 16(e), we have presented, for the A=1
model, each of the four possible cases discussed
above, labeled NR, None, Lin, and Full, together
with the difference between the Full result and the
NR result. The other parts, Figs. 16(b), 16(d),
and 16(f), show the differences between the Full
and NR results for each of the three models. We
can see from these figures that the total effect of
the relativistic corrections is to shift the diffrac-
tion minima to lower values of @* (just as we
found before) for G, and Gq (when A =0 or 0.4),
but that for G, (and Gy when A =1) we have the
opposite effect—the corrections shift the minima
to higher @*. These trends are a result of two
competing effects: the relativistic kinematics,
which tend to shift all diffraction minima to lower
@* as we observed before, and the P states, which
tend to have the opposite effect. For the electric
form factors G, and Gy, the P-state effects tend
to be suppressed, so that only when they are ex-
ceptionally large (\=1) do they have a significant
effect, changing the direction of the shift in G
(where the linear and quadratic P-state terms
have the same sign) and significantly reducing the
shift in G, (where the linear and quadratic P-state
terms tend to cancel). In G,, the P-state con-
tributions are less suppressed so that the sign of
the shift is opposite for all cases.

We now summarize the observations that can be
made from the numerical results presented in
these two parts:

(i) The relativistic corrections to A are signifi-
cant at large @®*. The “conventional” two-compo-
nent models and the four-component models with
A=0 (pure ¥*»* coupling for the pion) tend to give
very similar corrections out to about 60 fm™2, and

these corrections depress the nonrelativistic re-
sults and widen the difference between the data and
the theory. The Lomon-Feshbach models, which
are unconventional because they have discontinui-
ties in the wave function, and the four-component
model with A =1 (pure »® coupling for the pion)
give different corrections which are smaller and
which can be positive in the intermediate region

of @* around 40 fm™2.

(ii) Since the four-component models with dif-
ferent A give relativistic corrections to A which
differ significantly from each other, we conclude
that these corrections are sensitive to the form
of the pion nucleon coupling in disagreement with
what might be expected on the basis of a naive
application of the equivalence theorem.!® Further-
more, one should have some confidence in this
conclusion since the three four -component deuter -
on models we used are very closely related,® and
because our calculation includes, in a completely
unified manner,'* what other investigators often
calculate separately as relativistic effects,” re-
normalization corrections,'® and pair current cor-
rections. **

(iii) Using the dipole formula for the nucleon
form factors, none of the models do a satisfactory
job of fitting the data for the A structure function.
The results are systematically low. One explana-
tion for this is that there are sizable contributions
to electron-deuteron elastic scattering from pro-
cesses that we have not included, such as the iso-
scalar meson exchange process illustrated in Fig.
1(c) and scattering from isobar currents as in
Fig. 1(d). Others have found that the contribution
from the pmy exchange current, in particular, can
be quite significant*'*® in this @* range, while the
contributions from the isobar currents are pre-
dicted to be small.'® Neither of these processes
has been calculated to all orders in ¢2/M?2.

(iv) The meson exchange currents are not nec-
essarily the only explanation for the discrepancy.
In particular, Gg, is not well known. The A struc-
ture function is more sensitive to Gps = Gy, + Gy,
than to Gy 5= Gy, +G,,, and goes approximately as
Gps®. We have used G,,=0; but a value of G,
twice as large and of the same sign as G, at @
of 3 (GeV/c) is not inconsistent with any data and
would enhance A(Q?) by an order of magnitude.
When the meson exchange and isobar current con-
tributions have been calculated to all orders in
q?/M?, our theory may be sufficiently reliable to
permit extraction of G, from the data for A.

Further discussion of the role of the exchange
currents appears below in Sec. IE, following the
analytic discussion of the behavior of the struc-
ture functions at ultrahigh @* in Sec. ID. In the
next section we discuss the uncertainties intro-
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duced by our lack of knowledge of the nucleon
form factors.

C. The nucleon electromagnetic form factors

Thus far, all of the results presented here used
dipole nucleon electromagnetic form factors with
form factor scaling as in Eq. (1.6) with G, set
equal to zero. The nucleon form factors, however,
are not well measured quantities. The proton
magnetic form factor G, is the best known with
uncertainties of 3% to 5% in the @* range up to
10 (GeV/c)?, and there are data'” up to @* of 33
(GeV/cF. Measurements of Gy, extend'® only to
3 (GeV/c), where the uncertainty is nearly 100%.
The neutron form factors are even less well known,
The magnetic form factor G,, has been measured*®
up to 2 (GeV/c)? with uncertainties ranging from
10% to 40%. The neutron electric form factor
Gy, is the least well known. It has been deduced
in model dependent analyses of quasielastic and
elastic electron scattering®® from deuterium only
out to @* of 1 (GeV/c)®. The errors are large,
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FIG. 17. Effect of various nucleon form factors on
the deuteron structure functions A (Q%), evaluated using
the relativistic formulas and the two-component Holinde-
Machleidt model HM3 (Ref. 6). The various nucleon
form factors are Dipole from Eq. (1.6); IJL from Ref.22;
Best Fit described in the text; Best Fit+Gg,=0,
same as the Best Fit form factors except the neutron
electric form factor Gz, was set to zero; Dipole
+Fy,=0, the same as Eq. (1.6), but with the neutron
Dirac form factor F,, set equal to zero.
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FIG. 18. Effect of various nucleon form factors on the
deuteron structure function B(Q?) evaluated using the
HM3 two-component model in the relativistic formulas
and the same nucleon form factors as in Fig. 17.
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FIG. 19. Effect of various nucleon form factors on the
deuteron structure function 4 (Q?) evaluated using the re-
lativistic wave function model for A=0.4 (Ref. 8) and the
same nucleon form factors as in Fig. 17,
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30% to 50%, but G, seems to have a positive
value of approximately 0. 05 in the @* range 0.2

to 1 (GeV/cf. The slope of G, at @*=0, ob-
tained by scattering neutrons from atomic elec-
trons,?! is positive and is known to better than 3%.

To see how sensitive the deuteron structure func-
tions are to reasonable choices for the nucleon
structure functions, we have prepared plots in
Figs. 17-20 of A and B calculated using five dif-
ferent sets of nucleon form factors. In Fig. 21
the various curves for G, used in this paper are
plotted together with the dipole form for Gg,.

The curves labeled IJL were calculated using
the form factors from Ref. 22. They were ob-
tained from a fit to the world’s data for Gg,, G,,
and G, using a vector dominance model. In gen-
eral, this fits the proton data well, but it gives
results for the neutron that, in our judgment, look
unreasonable, particularly for G, (which was not
included in the fit). The IJL parametrization
gives a curve for G, that goes negative at @ of
1.4 (GeV/cl. Above approximately 3 (GeV/c)?,
G, has an absolute value comparable to G, and
thus Ggs becomes very small. Therefore, the A
and B structure functions show a sharp minimum
in that region of @* (see Figs. 17-20) due to this
cancellation of the nucleon form factors in addition
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FIG. 20. Effect of various nucleon form factors on
the deuteron structure function B(Q? evaluated using the
relativistic wave function model for A=0.4 (Ref. 8) and
the same nucleon form factors as in Fig. 17.
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FIG. 21. Various estimates for the neutron form fac-
tor G g, used in this paper. The curves are IJL from
Ref. 22, Best Fit described in the text, Fy,=0 leading
to the form given in Eq. (1.8). For comparison, the
dipole curve G, is also shown.

to the usual diffraction features in the fundamental
form factors.

To display results for what we regard as more
reasonable neutron form factors, we have as-
sembled a collection we call “best fit”, first used
in Ref. 1. While they are not obtained from a
comprehensive fit to all the form factors simul-
taneously, in each case there is good agreement
with the present limited data. The proton form
factors are those of IJL.*?* The neutron G, is
taken from a fit by Hansen et al.,'® and for G, we
use a formula suggested by Galster ef al.,?° :

—UnT
Gen=T75 g7 O - an
where u, is the neutron magnetic moment, 7=@*/
4M,?, and for Gz, we have taken the IJL values.
(Galster et al 2° used the dipole form for G £pe)

To display the sensitivity of A and B to G5, we
have also plotted in Figs. 17-20 curves in which
the best fit form factors were used, except that
G, was set equal to zero, and the curves are
labeled “Best Fit + Gg,=0.” When these curves
are compared to the dipole curves, they also show
the effect of possible variations in Gg,.

Finally, the curve labeled “Dipole + F,,=0" is
an attempt to indicate what possible form G,
could take to give agreement with the data for
A(Q?). This curve employs the usual dipole forms,
except that the neutron Dirac form factor is set
equal to zero. This assumption is consistent with
the prediction of the symmetric quark model for
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the nucleon structure where the valence quarks
are all in a spacially symmetric ground state??
and gives

GEn = TGMn = _u'n TGEP . (1' 8)

This parametrization was also considered by
Galster et al.?° and it gives a value for G, which
is about a factor of two higher than the best fit
value and is at the upper edge of the large experi-
mental error bars in the @* range up to 1 (GeV/cl.
Therefore, it is a plausible estimate for G, and
is used here simply to give an idea of the size and
shape of a G, that might be required to explain
the discrepancy between the RIA and the data for
A(@?), assuming for the moment that other possi-
ble mechanisms, such as meson exchange cur-
rents, are not present.

If we ignore the IJL curves and consider only
the dipole and the two best {fit curves, we see in
each case the curves for A(Q?) lie below the data
by as much as a factor of ten. The spread in val-
ues, mainly due to different values for Gg,, is
less than a factor of two. This spread is about
the same size as that due to different deuteron
models, excluding the Feshbach-Lomon models,
as shown in Figs. 2-11. The discrepancy with
the data has been increased by making the calcula-
tions completely relativistic, as pointed out above.

A major task, then, is to explain this rather
large disagreement between the RIA and the data.
The favorite mechanism suggested as the possible
source of the extra cross section needed is the
possibility of scattering from meson exchange
currents. It is clear the meson exchange current
processes must also be included and calculated to
all orders in ¢?/M? as are the impulse contribu-
tions in our treatment before the comparison with
the data can be used to deduce information either
about deuteron wave functions or nucleon form fac-
tors. However, in the meantime, we can see from
Figs. 17 and 19 that it is possible that at least
some of the differences between the RIA and the
data might be due to using values for the neutron
form factor G, which are too small. The curve
where F,, was set to zero is seen to pass nearly
through the data over the entire @® range for the
HM3 wave function and to give much improved
agreement with the data for the A=0.4 wave func-
tion.

D. Behavior of the form factor at ultrahigh momentum
transfer

In the ultrarelativistic region Q%= —¢>4M,?, our
results can be analytically expanded and the leading
term in a power series expansion M,?/Q? can be
obtained. This is of considerable importance for

comparison with the quark model?*2° and to assess
the importance of meson exchange effects'®!® at
high Q2.

The actual calculations are in Sec. IIE, and we
shall just make some comments and state the re-
sults here. The high momentum transfer behavior
of the form factor depends upon the high momen-
tum behavior of the vertex function or wave func-
tions. If we assume that the wave functions go
like p~¥, where p is the magnitude of the relative
momentum, and that the nucleon form factors go
like 2 as predicted by the quark model and sug-
gested by the data, then the deuteron structure

functions go like
A(t)_,t-(3+2N)’ (1 9)
B(t) - (2+2N) s

so that if we define an angle dependent form factor
by

do do

sy 5 2
a5 =aql|, Fe®0)
901 14¢) + B(tytan2 (20)], (1.10)
a2 | ys
then at fixed angle,
Fdz(t, 9)—’t-(2+2N), (1.11)

and the B(f) or purely magnetic term dominates
A@®).

To compare our results with the quark model,
we must be careful to remember that the quark
model results are usually stated for the limit when
t becomes large with s /¢ fixed. (This was over-
looked in Ref, 2 leading us to an erroneous con-
clusion.) Using the relationship

—Mgt
G ~M2E + (s — M) — Mgt

M /o)

tan?(30) =

(1.12)

(where the last part is true for s >M,? and c.m.
scattering angle not directly backward), we obtain

2 - (342 N)
F2——t .
s/t tixed

(1.13)

Hence, the rate at which the fixed s /¢ form
factor (1.13) falls with @* depends on N, the pow-
er at which the wave functions go to zero at large
relative momentum p. In order that (1.13) agree
with the quark model prediction, which is £*°, we
would need N= %, or N=4 together with the nu-
cleon form factors going like ¢! at large . The
latter case seems ruled out by the data, and the
former case also seems unlikely for theoretical
reasons, as we discuss now.,
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The power N at which the wave functions go to
zero at large p can be determined by studying®®
the (covariant) wave equation which one uses to
solve for the deuteron vertex function. We use
the formulation where one nucleon is restricted
to the mass shell,* and we suppose that the binding
is given by a series of one boson exchanges with
each BNN vertex having a form factor which goes
like (% +p,2 +p,2) ¢, where » is the momentum
transfer through the boson and p, and p, are the
nucleon four momenta. If the boson-nucleon-nucle-
on (BNN) couplings include no momentum dependent
terms like y%*, or o*’g,, then it is reasonable to
choose € =1,% while if there are such momentum
dependent terms, € =3 would ensure the same
asymptotic behavior. In these cases, one would
obtain N=4 and

Ay~
B(t)—t1°,

(1.14)
F2(¢,0)—~t10, :

Ff——t"1t,
s/t tixed
Since the quark model predicts a £°*° behavior for
the fixed s /¢ limit, we see that the RIA with N=4
falls faster than the quark model at large {. This
has implications for the role of exchange currents,
which we will discuss in Sec. IE.

E. The role of exchange currents

Before the experiment of Ref. 1, meson ex-
change currents were expected to dominate elastic
e-d scattering at momentum transfers above
1 (GeV/c)®. Since the data turned out much smal-
ler than predicted by the early meson exchange
calculations,'® there has been some confusion about
their ultimate role.

First, we wish to clearly distinguish between the
so-called pair currents illustrated in the last two
diagrams of Fig. 1(b) and terms in which the pho-
ton couples directly to mesons as shown in Fig.
1(c). When four-component wave functions are
used, this calculation consistently incorporates
all contributions from pair currents, which we
find it helpful to regard as relativistic effects. In
this part our discussion will be directed only to-
ward the true exchange currents of the type shown
in Fig. 1(c), not included in this calculation.

Our discussion should also distinguish between
asymptotic @* and currently feasible experimental
@*. At asymptotic @*, we have seen that the quark
model predicts a different and slower falloff with
@? than the RIA. If the quark model result cor-
rectly describes ultrahigh @ e-d scattering, then
the impulse approximation cannot play an impor-
tant role at those momentum transfers, and one

can argue that, in nuclear physics terms, the ex-
change currents dominate. We remind the reader
that the pair currents are properly included in the
RIA, and this means that they cannot be among the
dominating terms at asymptotic .

The ¢® region of the American University -SLAC
experiment® is, however, not at asymptotic @
defined by the condition @ > 4M, ~16 (GeV/c)F.
However, the exchange currents may already be
important, particularly since our own calculations
do not saturate the data, However, reaching de-
finite conclusions about the size of the exchange
currents by subtracting our calculation from the
data should require better independent knowledge
of the deuteron wave function and, especially, of
the neutron charge form factor. While it is now
clear that the early calculations® were too large
because they omitted form factors at the nucleon
vertices and used couplings that were in some
cases too large, recent calculations' suggest that
the pmy contribution is, nevertheless, large above
2 (GeV/cf. However, in the RIA the full calcula-
tion differs significantly from a calculation that
includes terms only to order @*/M,?, so we feel
that the exchange current calculations also need
to be done fully relativistically.

F. Low Q2 results

In Sec. II we show that when (Q/M) is small,
our formulas reduce to the correct nonrelativistic
limit. In addition to the usual integrals over pro-
ducts of S- and D-state wave functions, we also
obtain terms corresponding to overlap between
these wave functions and the P-state wave func-
tions and terms corresponding to products of P-
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FIG. 22. Comparison of our result with various ap-
proximations discussed in the text. The ratio of A cal-
culated with various approximate relativistic formulas
to A calculated with the usual nonrelativistic formulas
is displayed. All curves are for the Reid soft core
wave functions with dipole nucleon form factors.
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state wave functions. At @*=0 these terms give
corrections to both the magnetic moment and the
quadrupole moment. Most of these results have
been obtained previously by other investigators'®+2®
but we shall record here the magnetic moment and
quadrupole moment formulas since the corrections
due to the extra parts of the wave function may be
larger than the experimental errors in the mea-
surement:

M= (1 +F,)1-3%P, - %Pv‘ -P,)

+3P+4P, ~4P, ~V2F, fo dr o,

+\/'1T;_fowd7’Mr[v,(u -V2w) —v,( 2u +w)]+ 4,

(1.15)
Mdz ﬁ @ 2 ( wz 1)2 1)2)
s Qe=r | viriuw -—+—— -
o %“=70 J, N
- 1 (“ydr 1
+(2F2+1)\[—§f0 - Et(vs+ﬁvt)
L 1
—Fw 21},+\/—_2—vs
+AQ,
(1.16)

where F, = (wp+ 1, —1)M,/2M, u, and y, are the
proton and neutron magnetic moments, A, and Ag
are additional corrections of order p%/M? given in
Sec. I, Eq. (2.77), and

P‘:f wzdr,
V]
° 2
va:j; vldr,

_ [
Pv"—_/(; vodr.

1.17)
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We can also very easily obtain the corrections
to first order in @*/M? to the charge and quadru-
pole form factors from our formulas, and these
are given in Sec, II. It is not surprising that the
part of our result for those terms which comes
from products of the S- and D-state wave functions
is identical to that obtained earlier by Gross?®
using the same general method that we use here.
Friar® and Coester and Ostebee®® use a different
technique, butthe calculation of Coester and Oste-
bee and our calculation agree precisely, and both
have some terms proportional to the potential not
included by Friar. However, it has recently been
shown!! that the extra potential terms we obtain
correspond to renormalization corrections and
part of the pair current corrections if one uses the
framework employed by Friar, and that when one
adds the terms linear in the P states, our correc-
tions to first order in @*/M? agree with the sum of
Friar’s relativistic corrections, the renormaliza-
tion corrections of Gari and Hyuga,'® and the pair
current corrections.® Hence, it now appears that
both approaches agree to first order in @*/M? as
long as one is careful to include all of the effects.

The advantage of our approach, however, is that
we automatically include corrections to all orders
in @*/M?, In Fig. 22, we have compared our re-
sult with the @*/M? expansion for the Reid soft
core wave function. Note that the potential terms
make the largest contributions (as observed by
Coester and Ostebee®®) and that the @*/M? expan-
sion follows the full result out to about 80 fm™2,
The “argument” shift proposed by Friar some
time ago is also shown for comparison.

We conclude that if one does not require a pre-
cise theory, the first two terms in a Q*/M? expan-
sion will probably be sufficient for @* below about
80 fm™, but that a precise calculation requires
the full theory even at lower Q7.

G. Estimate of a theoretical uncertainty

Our calculation of the RIA makes the approximation that the spectator nucleon is on shell. In this sec-
tion we will estimate the error involved in this approximation and will see that the error is about the size
of the terms quadratic in the P-state wave functions and small compared to, e.g., the differences that re-
sult from using different wave functions.

The simplest way to make the estimate is to work with a scalar deuteron made from two scalar nucleons.
In this case, the d-n-p vertex is described by only one scalar function I', which we shall treat as a con-
stant. We begin with the triangle diagram as in Fig. 1(a), and allow the spectator to be off shell, so that

2(Do —Po)

20,6(@)=iF@) [ 2L 1

1.
@ U (P S0P =pY M =¥ =3P’ .18)
where F(Q?) is the isoscalar nucleon form factor, and we work in the Breit frame

D=(D,, -3Q), D’'=(D,, +:Q). (1.19)

Evaluating the integral in p, by the residue theorem gives three terms, and after combining the two terms
which come from the interacting nucleon poles we get
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2D, +E. +E. |
1)

G(@)= 20, @23 (E[(Do ~EP —EZ2|[(D,-E) —E_] + (E,+E)(D,+EV -E*|[(D, +E.F - E*

where E =E($)= (M +p*)*/2, and E,=E($+3Q).
The first term comes from the spectator pole and
is the term we have kept in our calculation; the
second term is the correction. The second term
is of order p*/M* compared to the first term.

Finally, it can be seen from the definitions of
the wave functions that the P-state parts are typi-
cally of order p*/M? compared to the S-state con-
tributions (see Sec. II). (One might also see this
directly above by decomposing the interacting nu-
cleon propagators in the first term, above, into
positive and negative energy propagators in some
appropriate reference frame. The former give
the analog of the usual S states and the latter give
the analog of the P states and are clearly smaller
by a factor p?/M?.) Therefore, one expects the
correction or the uncertainty to be of the order of
the size of the contributions quadratic in the P
states. A glance at Fig. 15(b) shows that the cor-
rection is roughly of the size of the difference be-
tween (Ap,,/Ayg) and (Ap, /Ayg), whichis notneg-
ligible, but which is, nevertheless, smaller than
other effects at low @°. The uncertainty is about
10% at @® ~4 (GeVY.

II. THE CALCULATION

We now turn to a description of the details of the
calculation. This section is divided into seven
subsections: A. Kinematics, B, The relativistic
impulse approximation (RIA), C. The matrix ele-
ments of the current, D. The final formulas,

E. The ultrahigh ¢® limit, F. The formulas for
low ¢?, and G. Numerical evaluation of the inte-
grals.

A. Kinematics

. The matrixelement for elastic e-d scatteringis®®

m:ez?(—k’lg-é‘z@Gu(qz), 2.1)

where « and % are fermion spinors and 2 and %’
are the four-momenta of the initial and final elec-
trons; D and D’ will be the four -momenta for the
initial and final deuterons. Also

quE(D,_D)u’ (2-2)

and

(1.20)

—*=-(D'-DPF=¢*>0. (2.3)

The interaction of the deuteron with the virtual
photon is fully described by the vector function G*,
which can be decomposed into three scalar func-
tions according to*

6= -(e.@)E - i+ 1y

| +G,(P)NE (E"* - q) = £"** (& - q)]

- Gyld®) (£-q) (&' 'q)(D”’D')").

2M 2
(2.4)

Here & and £’ are polarization four-vectors for
the incoming and outgoing deuterons, respectively,
and satisfy

£-D=E'-D'=0, (2.5)

It will be convenient to do much of our calcula-
tion in the Breit frame, where

q=0,Q),

D=(D,, -3Q),
D'=(Dy, +3Q),
Dy= (Mg +3@)?,

2.6)

and we choose Q to be in the positive z direction.
Note that because of the convention (2.3), & is
both the negative of the square of the four-momen-
tum transfer and the square of the three-momen-
tum transfer in the Breit frame, and @ will al-
ways represent [Q[ . In this frame, the three
polarization states of the incoming deuteron are

£4(21) = (0,71, =4, 00 V2,
Eu(0)= ( -Q, O,O’Do)/Md ’

where the argument of the £ refers to the compo-
nent of the spin in the z direction and not to the
helicity.

In the Briet frame, G* can be rewritten in terms
of quantities with a nonrelativistic appearance if
we introduce rest frame polarization vectors

E(s1) = £"(21)
gou(o)___ (0,0, 0, 1) .

Then, in the Breit frame,

2.7

2.8)
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6°a*) = 20,(E* - E)6 ola?)
+[EQE Q)

@G BN L)),
R D - . . (2.9)
Gla= 5 (F 5 -Q) - B, Qo)

where we have used the charge, magnetic, and
quadrupole form factors

GCIGI+§-T]GQ,

Gy=G,, @.10)

Go=G, =G, +(1+71)G,,

where n=@*/4M3, G 0)=1, G,(0)=p, in units
(2Mg)™t, and Go(0)= @, in units M2, As we do our
calculation, Eq. (2.9) will be useful in letting us
pick out G, G,, and Gq directly.

Also in this section we will collect a few for-
mulas related to what we call the relativistic deu-
teron wave function or, more precisely, the bound
state Bethe-Salpeter wave function with one leg
on shell. Consider a deuteron with momentum D
and polarization ¢ breaking into nucleons of mo-
mentum p and D-p, conserving energy and mo-
mentum, The momentum p is to be on shell, p?
=DM?, forcing the other nucleon to be off shell,
(D-pP #M®. The d-n-p vertex function and the
deuteron wave function are defined by

M+y(D=p)|T*(p, D) Ca”(p,s)
[(@m)32D,[/2(M2 — (D —p )

(ps |(0)] D) =

=9*(p,D)E, . (2.11)

The first line defines the Blankenbecler -Cook?
d-n-p vertex function I', which is a 4 x4 matrix
in Dirac space and is a function either of D and p
or equivalently of D and the relative momentum

prel’
Drar =P - %D .

We will specify the vertex function further only to
note that four scalar functions are imbedded within
it:

2.12)

G
F“:F}’“-FMP:OI

M=y O=p) (g0, Ly )
- 7 H7“+Mp;‘ﬂ,

where F, G, H, and I are functions of p,,,%, and
our results could be written in terms of them; but
we have chosen instead to use four equivalent func-
tions now to be defined and whose nonrelativistic
analogs are obvious.

(2.13)
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Equation (2. 11) defines the wave function® which,
as written above, has two suppressed indices, one
Dirac index for the off-shell nucleon and one spin
index s for the on-shell nucleon. In the vest
frame of the deuteron D=0, B,,, =P, and we de-
fine

0 (0, M)t =2, [0 (Bhua (<D, 7)

r

+ e (Dvg (B, =11,  (2.14)

where M, can be a shorthand for the four-vector
(My, 0).

This definition was motivated by the observation
that the propagation of an off-shell particle (mo-
mentum -P) can be viewed as a superposition of
positive and negative energy on-shell states. (i
D-p could be on-shell, the second term would be

‘ absent.) Using the decomposition

M4y (My=p) M <u(_f>,ym(_fo,r)"
MP =M, -p¥ " E, & 2E, - M,

- 43,5, =)
M, ’
(2.15)

where E,= (M? +1°)!/%, we get (still in the rest
frame)

. M
¢sr(p) :W

B E T, (p, Ma)CR (B, 5)
~ E,QRE,-M,) ’

cmy M
lpsr(p) = [(2 77)32M¢]1 /2

XTJ(ﬁ, ~7)EET (P, Md)CuT (P,s)
E,M, :
(2.16)

Now a small amount of manipulation allows us to
define the four wave functions that we will use in
stating our final results., We have*®

1, 9)= 7| (00 - F5 w0)) 7,

3 - P
+ﬁw(17)0’1717 "50](?'02) rs 9

2.17)
w.;r(ﬁ)Z T%—ﬁ [_(%)llzv‘(p)i.& 'ﬁ % -go

+\/—3—‘U8(p)ﬁ 'Eo](icz )lfs ’
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where » and w are the familiar momentum space
S- and D-state wave functions and v, and v, are
the spin triplet and singlet P-state wave functions,
respectively. Care should be taken to observe
that the matrix indices on the right-hand side of
the equation are reversed from those on the left-
hand side. The numerical factors have been
chosen to give the momentum space normalization

[P rut o2 +o2)=1. (2.18)
(4]
The Fourier transforms are
]
. d*ﬁ <(M+ﬂ) Tv ’ AV
G"(q2)~—if (2.”.)4t Pz—i Crv(p ,D )Ev*

M+¢ -/

“F i _D—py -

where C is the Dirac charge conjugation matrix,
and F*, the isoscalar nucleon current

F*=Fs(@* + 2M quzs(qz): (2.22)

where F; ¢ and F, ¢ are the Dirac and Pauli iso-
scalar form factors normalized so that

Fls (0) =1 ’
F,s(0)=-0.12,

(2.23)

and I' is the deuteron-nucleon vertex function for
the incoming deuteron. The vertex function for
the outgoing deuteron can be computed from that
for an incoming deuteron by

L—T=yTt0° (2.24)
To obtain our starting formula, we perform the
integration over p,, retaining only the positive en-
ergy pole from the spectator. The validity of this
approximation has been discussed elsewhere® and

in Sec. IG. We next substitute the relativistic
deuteron wave function defined in Eq. (2.11) to ob-
tain

M —
6*(¢)=2D, [ a% 2 Roalp’, DE*
4

X Fh o g (p, D)E, . (2.25)

The @ and &’ are Dirac indices, s is a two-com-
ponent spin index, summation over repeated in-
dices is implied, and

AEI AN (2.26)

( 2>”2 R
” =(; ]; p*apjo(priu(p),
2\L/2 e
)" [raneiee), a9
) (2N 7,
%%;) fopzdph(pr)v,,,(p),
and in coordinate space
f ar@® +w? +v2+0v2)=1. (2.20)

0
B. The relativistic impulse approximation (RIA)

The calculation is based on the diagram shown in
Fig. 1(a). The full diagram is

M+P -p

- D, D)),

M?% — (D' —=pf —ie

(2.21)

We shall now write each deuteron wave function
as a rest frame wave function boosted to the Breit
frame. Our notation now will be that p is the
spectator momentum in the Breit frame, p, is the
spectator momentum when viewed in the rest
frame of the initial deuteron, and p, will be the
same momentum in the rest frame of the final
deuteron. In the rest frames, the three-vector
part of the spectator momentum is the same as
the three-vector part of the relative momentum
that we used in defining the wave functions u, w,
v, and v,,

The Lorentz transformation properties of the

¥, are evident from its structure. First we note
that any spinor is given by

u(B,5)=S(L,u(0,s), 2.27)
where L, is a boost in the P direction, and that

S(L a p@ /2)

coshé=E,/M ,

(2.28)

and & are the Dirac matrices (not to be confused

with the index a@). Then for any boost A, in the z

direction
S(A u(Ay 1B, s) =u(D, s D2 (R,)

_ (2.29)
SYA)T (A, D, ) =T T(D,s D P *(R,),

where R, is the Wigner rotation
R.l:Lp-lAlLAl-]'P (2.30)

Therefore the wave function in the moving frame is



1442 RAYMOND G. ARNOLD, CARL E. CARLSON, AND FRANZ GROSS 21

M 1/2 .
).‘sa(p!D) =('D_d'> Sma’(Al)EO).wls" o' (ppMd)
0

x D/2(R,), (2.31)

where £} are the polarization vectors (2. 8) of the
deuteron in its rest frame, and A, is now the
boost from the rest frame of the initial deuteron
to the Breit frame,

AMy=D,
Mpy=p,
A1£0: £.

We now use (2.31) to replace the wave functions
in (2.25) with rest system wave functions. We ob-
tain

(2.32)

6*(¢")=2M, [ % g DL/ R )ess

X Faa‘ gmd)sla (pl’Mlb(1/2)(R1) ’
(2.33)

l.;za(pzyMl)

where the transformed form factor F is
=SHA)F"S(4,), (2.34)
and A, and R, are the boost and Wigner rotation
for the outgoing deuteron
MM 4=D ! ’
A= Al-l .
Substituting the decomposition of the wave func-
tion into ¢*, into our formulas, and remembering

that summation over repeated indices is implied
gives us the result

(2.35)

G* @) =20, [ @yt B Ftyiti,s, (B + Ui, BFE 5, (B

U (BFE Uiy (B) + 05, (Ba) F

where the current matrix elements are
1‘271

Fuh '—-—u(—pz,'rz)F u(—pls 7’1)
P

- M _ - -
Fos =5 (D =72)F u(-Dy,71) ,
»

721

_ M (2.37)
F;";r-l E—Pu("pz’yz)F v(pl’ '7’1)
1«:5;1=E;—13(f)2, =7)F*v(By, —71) .

Equation (2.36) has a structure which can be
easily understood. It gives the form factor as a
sum of three types of terms

G () =GP+ G5 (?) + G (4, (2.38)

where the first term, the (++) term, corresponds
to the virtual nucleon being in a positive energy
state both before and after the interaction and is
the relativistic generalization of the usual non-
relativistic impulse approximation. If the P states
of the deuteron were negligibly small, this would
be the only term which would contribute. The
next term in (2. 38), the (+-) term, corresponds
to the overlap between positive and negative energy
states. Finally, the last term gives the contribu-
tion from products of negative energy states alone.
The Wigner rotations R, , are

g( 1/2)(R1 2):e-li/2)03¢e-(£/2)02w1,2e(i/2)030 R
,

(2.39)

ror Yoy (D) D2 2 (R, 'Ry)

T2"1 S281

(2.36)

r

where ¢ is the azimuthal angle of P and
(E,+M)(Dy+M,) -3p,Q

COS(%Oh): [2M¢(E1 +M)(E!, +M)(D0+M¢)]1)2 ’
sin(3w,) = 2P.Q .
(2M(E, + M)(E, + M)(D, + M,)]*/?

(2.40)

In these formulas, p,=p cosé, p,=p sin6, and
E;=(M?+p,%)*/2. The rotation R, has the same
form, but with E, replaced by E, = (M? +$,2)*/? in
the denominator and @ replaced by - in both nu-

merators. When these results are combined we
obtain
) M, +ic - (px Q/2)
(1/2) 1p )
D R = 1@, aE, s e B4
where
M, =M,E,+DM . (2.42)

C. The matrix elements of the current

The matrix elements of the current are straight-
forward, but tedious to calculate. We will merely
list the results here, which can be expressed as
matrices in a 2 X 2 spin space.

To calculate the charge and quadrupole form
factors we need only the time component of the
current, F°. Each of these matrices can be given
in terms of two scalar functions:
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ZEP O++ __ Y4+ o -+
(G +E, 70" F =X*"+io-(pxQY*,

2E,
(B, +M)(E, +M)]1/z

(2.43)

The expression for F* has the same form as that
for F~o+~r, and F0-+ (F0+-)f

The X’s and Y’s are given in the formulas below,
where Q= IQI and p,=p cosb, p,=psinf, and K
=My(E, + M)(E, +M):

KX**=F2E,M, 2QM F. (2%2" an, 1’2‘;2: +pf) )
KY*=F,F, +1;; (smp 2‘;; )
KX*= F1< M +D,,1;;a)

g e 2) -Bi).

Ky =rbe+ F( - i Poba - 0E),

KX =F,2EN, ~ szl s
KY"™ =F\E, +11iwz—su, (2.44)

To calculate the magnetic form factors we need

the spatial components of the current. We cal-
culate the (+) component defined as
- 1 - -
+) _ = (x) T Y)
F _ﬁ(F +iFY), (2.45)

For these components it is convenient to introduce
four scalar functions to describe our results:

ZE,, YH- Z++

(+)++_ ++ + > A
[, (5, sz T =X gt o= 50Q
p- QU pJ.’
(2.46)
ZEI’ F~(+)&- X*ot+— r +§: o
[(B, + M)(E, + M)]r/2 2p 27 7?
+p_-_5..ﬁl,

where p~ =(1/V2)(p, —ipy) and P, = (p,,p,,0). The
decomposition for the (- —) components is the same
for the (++) components, and the decomposition
for the (—+) components is the same as the (+-).
The functions are

Fo =% -Q[x*+io- (pxQ)v*].

1443
++ 2I)O 2 2D0EPM 2
KX _FI(M‘Q (Mz+p )+ == M, -b,
F2EM
+——2N; 2,
- 2 ZEP 2 1
KY*=-F,p, —M——(Do +:@%) +2D M
d
F,
2 E,p @,
D D
KZ*=F2p), zp, > —Fy5p0.0 7,
F,
- —Qp« 2DoEp>
KX*"=F ( + am
N\ M, M, b
F,
+2;4§; (Db 2 =E,(DoE, + MM,)],
KY* =F, Qpl (- ‘Qp +D,E,)
+2 op 2D B, + MM,)
""MQP.L oEp d/
Kz* = p* - [Q(DE, + M) ~2D3p,]
F.
__ﬁ szlzpl} (2-47)

KA*"=~F,Dyp ?,

. F.
K :"Flpxz"_iEpﬁnp’

KY™ =F2p *m, —-— ’ ’E, ,

- D
KZ™"=F, ﬁop‘plz ’

L F2

KA™ —2F1p1 +§ pj_sz!

X(p)=Xx"7(p), Y (p)=Y""(-p),
z(p)==z"(=p), A (p)=A"(-p).

It is now a straightforward matter to combine
these matrix elements with the Wigner rotations
and the expressions giving ¢* in terms of u, w,
vy, and v,. Since the indices for the wave func-
tions in matrix form [Eq. (2.17)] are reversed,
the expressions in (2. 36) become a trace of prod-
ucts of Pauli matrices which are not difficult to
evaluate. The terms in G, and G4 can be sepa-
rated by averaging over ¢. The results are given
in Sec. IID.
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D. The final formulas

In this section we quote the final formulas. Each of the form factors can be written as a sum of three
terms,

G, =G +Gi"+Gy, (2.48)

where i=C, @, or M for the three form factors. Letting j stand for (++), or (+-), or (--), we denote
the typical term by GJ.

The GJ’s must be computed numerically by double integration over products of the momentum space
wave functions:

) +1
G’:f pzdpfl W ¢! (2.49)
0 -
Using the notation
z_u(p], 2)_ w(Pl 2)
3
W1,2 = ‘/—gw(l’l,z) ’
Via= =2 0,(pr), (2.50)
Vi,z:‘/?"vs(pl,z)’
the 9’s are
s = om,x - 27 )0, + 30,7, + 1A (5,5 57)
+4 W W E ++
+ (X +2m, Y )3p TR M” P2 (P, D) + Y Q% 22U,
. . .
90 “212?42‘ [(ZSTIPX“' _P.LZQZY“)<p122 (szgrz —plz) by pz (pl pz)(PJ.:pr %pl2)>
3U W; W, W, QE
+(X 2N,V )p 2Q zpz. DL (pypae—ip2) - Y0 2QRUT, |,
\ Db M
s _2M,{(U U, + U, W,)[201,(X ** + A**) = 3(Y** = QZ™)]
+ D% [ (X 424 2(0M, ~ 3Qbz,) - 20N, pyp +5Qp 2]
pz p; mp Zszz - pp2: ZQpl
L4 W2 X mPEP £?__ - ++ > _"" EP pl Q )
ThdeE XTP *ZQz(zMz A pz))‘y (o5 5 Plan, T T } ’
: V4 A E W
95‘=2(2971,,X+'+pr2Y*‘)(§U2—51Lqu+§U A P11Q+3 22;1 Qapj.zﬂ_;‘ 1 V Qp2¢(p1 pz))
.- —DEQ? (Uzvs W,V D, WVI ) —— 2 2U2V1
+2(X*" =2m, Y E, + -2Y 2 29, +
( T Cor T, My Wt i, (B 2V R IGITA T, +0pa),

R R AU,V p U.V§p W,V
= _4M 2 M. X *~ + 2 2y+ ( 271 1z g1z 7271
9o =4M [( XTSI T TS 6 T

U, V U, V1 1 +W2V1 )
pl P pzpl pz:(l’z; zpu) Pzp (pl‘pzl zP

w,Vi
22 t Ang'£ (pl.l'pzx _%pf))

2
% (ng + é—p].g

1
-2

+(X*- -2m Y*‘)p 2(3

2UV

+Y*p 221 (2m, +Qp1,)] " (2.51)
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- 2M \4 -
9y = Qd {Uz(pll +2)—:'>["X (zplxm + éQP

#
+1, <_; - I_,_Ly_y"'.(gmp +3Qpy,) - A2,

2+ Yrm,+Z 0N, -3Qp,) ~ATQp 2]

+ 78 (e 24220 o, 35,00 -0 G, + 15 )

b1bs?

ViW,

* 5 pzz[ *'(—Z(pl D), Pae + 3

@7 _ @ 2pyeEy Panp> Ly~ 2'<_5TZII:§EP +1Q(3, B, ))
¢

2
4

+Z (g Da)ON, = 3Qbs) + A (Dyeboe =D 2RIy, + QP ﬂ }

2V )lVV

— - — - 2 z_p_
IE =2, X 3pp (p1 p2)+(2ﬁmY +X 3 5.5 p2Q M,
+(2m, X +p 2Q Y") Vs (P, D) +@M, Y- —X")3p,2 E, ViVy
1 3 p p 1 UL My pops
- 2M, X~ viv 1 - V v 3 — — J_zEP
_ 2 g _L__ 2 _ 12 -
o =2mé (B G e <pubud ¥ pp ot~ e x) GHE R
t 8
+ (29m, X+ 2QY™) VIZ: Prsbar =20 4 5 gm, y- -X")"é 5 X‘ (P1:+2Pz:))
vivs YO, D1
s;;=2M4[p‘p2(X" 2w, + Qpy) - 4 27 (b, - 5Qp 2) + A7 2o, +6p.0)
172
vavs Y VIVE . . . e
+E‘fp—:“<"‘X“%prpz.+ -sgpp2‘> P,lp: ["X 'mp(pl'pz)—(X +2A )pZI(mbplt—%Qplz

S Yy Ba) + Z o, +%QP1.)]] .

Recall that p, and P, are the relative three-momentum of the incoming and outgoing deuteron, respective-

ly. We have

- D, iiQE)
p1,2 = @L ’ OP'M 2 £ (pl’pll,al) .
d

E. The ultrahigh Q2 limit

The ultrahigh @* limit means that @* > 4M 2.
This is beyond the range of current experiment,
but asymptotic formulas are of particular interest
as discussed in Sec. I,

As a first step toward determining the power de-
pendence of the form factors on @ in the ultrahigh
@? region, we study the generic overlap integral

1Q)= [ a%ulp,u(pa), (2.53)

where » and #’ stand for any one of the four deu-
teron wave functions, and p, and p, are the magni-
tudes of the Lorentz transformed three-momenta
given in (2.52), i.e., the magnitudes of the inter-
nal relative momenta of the incoming and outgoing
deuterons evaluated in their respective rest
frames. We will assume that

u(p) = p~. (2.54)

p=oo

(2.52)

In order to discuss this integral in a reasonably
general way, we assume that each of the four wave
functions has a momentum space expansion of the
form

u(p)=2_

G
7 pz + B‘z H
which corresponds to a position space expansion
in Hulthen functions of different range

1/2 -g7
z(ﬁzg) > at
i

(2.55)

(2.56)
p”

If we define the nth moment of the coefficients as
Mn = ; Cy 34" ’

then, when the first » moments of the coefficients
are zero, the reduced wave function u(7) will go
like »" at the origin, and the momentum space
wave function will go like p~*® if » is even, and

(2.57)
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P if n is odd.
The problem has, therefore, been reduced to
understanding the behavior of the typical integral

1

_ 3
1,@=a D GETEAGITE | 25
where, from (2.52)
pl,zz :pj.z +]h—15 (Dopzi%QEP)z ° (2' 59)
d

For comparison, the corresponding momenta in
the nonrelativistic case are simply

p=p2+(p,+32QP.
The integral (2.58) can be evaluated exactly by
first integrating over p, in the complex p, plane

and then doing the p, integration by standard
means. The result is

2 3
= M M2 (0200

(2.60)

QMDoz 2)’17] 2 Yity; @
_ |1 —.YJIM
2)’{)’1
™ Bi + By zm)}}
- - — 2.6
X[Z arCtan<ly,—y,I 3 )i (2.61)

where
Yi— (2~ 312)1/2 .

It is then a straightforward matter to expand this
result in a power series in @!, and obtain the re-
sults quoated in Ref. 2.

However, it is useful for our purposes to discuss
the behavior of (2.58) from another point of view.
From (2.59) we see that the minimum value of p,?
(or p,%) occurs when

pJ.:o!

(2.62)

(2.63)
_,. @ 2., 2y/z_, @M

P;~i‘2—Md (M +p, ) —-3:2*—-—M‘ .

At these two points, which we shall refer to as the

‘“end points”, one wave function has p*=0 and the

other wave function has

Q4M2

2 ~J _‘—T
4 Q- 4M,

(2.64)

One might expect that the integrals would be domi-
nated by contributions from the end points, as is
the case nonrelativistically. However, examina-
tion of the full denominator in (2.58) shows that,
as Q@ — =, the denominator is of order @* over the
entive region defined by

p=M,
ngQ,

so that the end points are not specifically favored.

(2.65)

(Nonrelativistically, the denominator is of order

Q* everywhere except at the end points where it is
of order @*.) Away from the end points, the @Q*
behavior comes from a @ behavior from each wave
function, which means that the momentum of each
wave function is large. Hence, we conclude that
the original integral (2.53) goes at ultrahigh mo-
mentum transfer like

I(Q) — Q-(ZN-U"

where the extra power of @ comes from the volume
of the region (2.65). [This can be obtained by ex-
panding (2.61).]

Finally, we turn to the question of how the form
factors themselves behave at ultrahigh Q*. Since
the wave functions do not peak in any well defined
region, the behavior of the kinematic factors will
determine what region of the p,, p, space domi-
nates the integrand. For example, if an extra
factor of p, can be found in the numerator, it
must be assumed to be of the order @, and the
integrand is dominated by the end points, whereas
a factor of p, in the denominator will tend to re-
strict the integrand to small values of p, <M.
Note, however, that a single power of p, in the
denominator will contribute a factor of

pt ~ @',

Q=0

(2.66)

(2.67)

since the integrand will reach large @ before con-

vergence is imposed by the wave function.
Finally, when the kinematic factors are thor-

oughly examined, we obtain the following results.

GC - Q-(2N+4) an ,
Q-

GQ . Q-(2N+8)1nQ', (2.68)

GM — Q- @N+4) an ,

where we have assumed a @* falloff for the nucleon
electromagnetic form factors.

The behavior of the A and B form factors follows
from Eq. (1.4), and ignoring the lnQ terms, we
obtain the results given in Eq. (1.9). The final re-
sults depend on N, as discussed in Sec. ID.

We turn now to a discussion of our low @* re-
sults.

F. The formulas for low Q2

Formulas for low @ have been obtained pre-
viously, and so we shall take the low @7 limit of
our formulas mainly to show our agreement with
the earlier work. By low @?, we mean that 1
=@?/4MJ? < 1, so it is only necessary to retain
terms of first order in (Q/M)?*. However, we
will not assume @* is so small that it is much less
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than %, a typical value of the integration variable.
Assuming that the dominant contributions come
from the (++) parts, we will calculate these to
first order in (Q/M) and the remainder only to
lowest order. Furthermore, we will calculate the
magnetic form factor only to lowest order, since
the leading contribution from this term to A(Q?) is
only of order n anyway.

With these simplifications, the momentum space
formulas can be written (following the standard
style for low @® results)

GC=GESDC+(ZGMS _GES)DSC? ’
Gq=GgsDq +(2Gys - G55)DY,
Gy=GgsDj +Gys DY,

(2.69)

where Gyg and G, 5 are the isoscalar electric and
magnetic form factors of the nucleon related to

w_Ma (dp S
Dcz‘D—of ‘Zﬂ—[”ﬂ"z f*‘w1wzpz(px'pz)];

@+ @ (e

{3y D) 3Dy * Qy Q) = 3(y 52)]
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F;s and F,sby
TQZAFFZS H

Gys=F,5+F,5,

GES:FI.S"
(2.70)

and the D’s are body form factors involving the
deuteron wave functions. We have

De=D¢+ D¢,

D =D¢" + D%,

DQ = Ds. + D‘Q‘ ’

D = D+ + D™

D= Dl + D,
DE=DE* +DE* + DE,

2.71)

where

7t v,*>[(p- “Q)p. b)) = (b, 'Q)i]] ,

—Pz(il .é)})!

(2.72)

(X5, Q)R - ) ~3(B. B - 222 D) ),

(4102(13+ “QP,(p. - Q) +9p 221_9_).(1’-_6?_))},

pip®

(3. 5. + (5. (5. - Q)

3.
D'c'zf d4$ (v3,0,- (B, *b.) + 5,04 (B, D],
3 d% waw. 5= =
D= 16?; 41?;’2:’21)3(1)1%),
3 .~ 1 “
D+ = Qq])\—/] %[_(é)”zu_v“(lh'Q)"'ﬁu.vh(ih
6V2ME My [ d° s LA
5= e [ G Pt
2 3 ~ ~ ~ ~ -~ PS
05 =28 [ 2L Go,0, - 0,0, )45 Db, - Q) - 15, 5],
o+t _ 6\/——M¢ .._1.__ dp un- 3
D’Q Q2 4M2 477 [p- ZpJ, (Q p-)
w+w‘ (31)1Q2
V2p2pE\" 4
Dl — Til[zuu +V2uw_ Py(p. Q) =25~
_— d_p 2 'Ut+vs-
A v (=2p.%) - V2 0.
sz—— % 0,

Q

pp-=2L [ z£< 2/3(p, * Qvgu. + VBB, - Qogu. + 5257 [213.2(5, - Q) - 32/2p 7]

+ U;;j/:- [3\/§(:§* 5_)(5_ . (:)) _\/'?p_z(ii 'Q)]):

3 vh-lus-

V2 b.b.

3 Vs, vy

2
2p$- pJ.

- d3p<3vgv-
E== __ el +Vt 2
oiv=f G a55ert-

5.5+ (5. (5. - ).
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The arguments of the momentum space wave func-
tions have been abbreviated 1, 2, +, or —, de-
pending on whether they are p,, p,, p,, or p_ [cf
Egs. (2.59) and (2.60)]. P, is the Legendre poly-
nomial.

As stated above, in the largest terms DY and
Dg, we retain the integrands accurate to first
order in 7. In this case, realizing that if Q/M
<« 1 then p/M <« 1 also, we expand (2.59) to obtain

N . = PQ pr4a?
p1,2:pt+Q §2M2 + 8M2 ’

(2.73)

b1, 2= D ’

where o= Me and € is the binding energy of the
deuteron. In all cases X represents a unit vector
in the X direction (for any x).

While the low @ formulas (2.72) are simple
enough, it is possible to reduce them to a single
integral if we transform them to position space.
[Unfortunately, this is not possible for the exact
formulas (2.49).] To do so we use the identities

M
J 4% 5 P bser e )
pE+a?

~ 2 Q2 ?
- <1—32QM2) a’p <1+§2](\Q42 ap + M? QZF)f(Pu; Does b))

w(P)YzM(P)————-fd 3, piB* rYM('r)w(y)
u(p) OO(P)——4 fd 3, oi¥° ’Y (V)u('y)
v(y) (2.74)

v(p)Y, w(p)__—fd sy ety () 1)

w(p)Ym(ﬁ)z-%rf d3r e Ty, (7)
(w('r) +3f dr ,w(v )>.

All the angular functions in the formulas (2.72)

can be expanded in Y;,’s so that the only combina-
tions needed are those given above in (2.74). It
also turns out that terms involving the integral
over w cancel. For the more complicated terms
D and Dy, we note that except for the factor
M,/D, all of the (@/M)? terms come from the argu-
ments p, and p,, and using a Taylor expansion,

we can express these terms as

(2.175a)

Z+d® pP+adP

=1 _ @& 2 (p )
—(1—8M2—16Mz an)fd DI (Dozs -ns P )+Q28szd1> s T o) [Pees Poss 1) . 2.75D)

The last term on the right-hand side of (2.75b), with the Schridinger operators p,2 + o?, gives rise to the

potential corrections included by Coester and Ostebee®®

and also by Gross.

?9 Only the first set of terms

was obtained by Friar.? In order to remove the potential terms we would have to remove also the last
term from the previous expression (2.75a), but we would then lose the other derivative term (obtained by
Friar) in (2.75b). Hence, from the point of view of our calculation the potential terms are essentially in-

terrelated with the other corrections. -

Next, we give the position space form of these low @* results. If 7=Q»/2, and j, is the spherical Bessel

function of order [, then

DC:j:) d’}’jo(T)(u2+w2+1)t2+v32)_(8?u2 617 dQ2>f drjo(7)e? +uw?)

szf dr]o('r)[( d’ +a>u+w(—g1;~

6 2
+F+Q wj,

DSC"~12M2f ar [ §o(T) +4,(7)] (zw - My 2, + &)Y 2w )+A74§-vs(u—ﬁw)>,

@

- . Ut vsz
6V2M? D°:j; dwz(T)(”w “2v2 2v2 T F) (

M 1?1\/1z sz)f dv]z(T( \f_>

@ d® e, . d? d® 6 uJ< dz 6 > ]
- = —— —— — e ——— —_— o2
+2M2 i /; drija(T)|w 77 + aa)u +u< o +72 + az)w AN +72 + 2wl ,
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oy= " (WF rwu’ = = rww )& [glr) +5y (1] +
+Mr[@/V3 Ju]lvg+ (1/V2)0,] [5o(7) +55(T)] = Mr(VBwo A [, (1) +4(1)] +
2 [y +i@,

+ My [ wo, K2 [4,(1)+54(7)] -

= [5.(1) +5(D]}
+ o) +5, (D1}

(2.176)

D,";:_[ dr[@u? —w? — v =2V 20,0,)7,(7) + VZuw +w? = v 2 +vV20,0,)§,(T)],
]

0

DE= f ar {(%wz =0 +502)Go(7) +7(7)] 73

+ 0,03 2] 274(7) -jz('r)]}.

+2M’V [v,

L) e L w>]{jo(7) i, @)]

Finally, we record here the additional contributions to the magnetic moment and quadrupole moment

presented in Egs. (1.15) and (1. 16).

3V2E

They are written as integrals over the full momentum space wave
functions and their derivatives (denoted by a prime):

Au:f”pzdp{ = - M)((u+Fw)(Wu W)+——(\/~u wf - 3“:2))

+‘/%(E—M)[ ‘[_(\/_u w)(v +v’) 5\/—(7 +§PL) 35(37U‘ 16%)]

b & pe
7P v,/ 2u —w) +

1
V3 V3EE+MP \~

(2.77)

uv,+ wv)}

AP = —3P,+}P, -2P, +F2(3P¢ P, +~f drow )

+ pzdp 2\/— u+—w ——p (v,0f -2v v")+1£p gfz—uw
o V8 5
2
(Ep+M)2( ﬂpuwl'%uz_y:” JM”)
ey L+ )0y + 30+ (B + 2] + 22 ]

+Fz£ piap [er(—Puprvsv; - 3uw) +
43 _p
15 E+M

p 2y
EE +M) ( ERET

[V 2u ~w)(pv] —vy) +2( +V2w)(pv. +3v,)] +

22V2

1 2 2
uw + = w +vt)

\/'_E(E+M)"‘(\/~u —w)v ]

We now turn to a discussion of the numerical evaluation of the integrals.

G. Numerical evaluation of the integrals

The two-dimensional integrals in Eq. (2.49)
were carried out in a straightforward manner. For
a given value of z, a vector of values of the inte-
grand were prepared for each 9J on a regularly
space grid with spacing Ap and maximum value
Pmag- The integrals were performed using a Simp-
son’s rule over the Ap, Az grid. At each @*
point, we first evaluate the integrals using G
=1.0 (0.0) and G,5=0.0 (1.0), and then from the
linear Eq. (2.69) we determine the deuteron body
structure functions D, Dg, D, Df, D%, and D¥.
The full deuteron structure functions can then be

found quickly for arbitrary nucleon form factors
without costly evaluation of the integrals for each
case.

Tests were made to establish that the numerical
procedure was convergent as a function of the grid
sizes Ap and Az and for the end point p,,,. The
criterion for convergence was that a given de-
crease in step size or increase in p,,, should
change the results for the charge, quadrupole, and
magnetic contributions to A, Eq. (1.4), by less
than 1% over the entire range of @* from 0 to 200
fm~2. Eachparameter was tested independently while
the other two were set to a convergent value. The
final parameters used were
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DPmay=12 fm™?
Ap=0,04 fm™!
Az=0.,01,

The maximum value of p, , for which momentum
space wave functions are required is given by Eq.
(2.59) with 2=1.0, p=pp,,, and @*=Q,, 2. For
Qmax. =200 fm™®, this gives p, ,=24.5 fm™. A
table of regularly spaced p-space wave functions
with grid size Ap=0,04 fm™! was prepared in ad-
vance of the structure function calculations. Wave
functions at arbitrary p were then obtained by
linear interpolation from the table. Approximately
45 seconds of computer time on an IBM 370/168
were required to evaluate all the structure func-
tions at one value of @* for one choice of nucleon
form factors.

The numerical values for the deuteron wave
functions in position and momentum space for the
relativistic models were readily available using
the coefficients for the expansion in hankel func-
tions (of imaginary argument) given by Buck and
Gross.® The numerical values for the Reid soft
core wave functions in momentum space were ob-
tained here by numerical Fourier transformation
from the values given in 7 space.® For the

Holinde-Machleidt (HM) and Lomon-Feshbach (LF)
models, values were obtained from an expansion
in hankel function (identical to that used in Ref. 8)
fit to the original points in momentum space or

position space as supplied by the authors. The

position space wave functions used in the nonrela-
tivistic formulas were obtained by analytic Four-
ier transform of the momentum space functions.
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