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We derive a new approach to the proton-nucleus large angle scattering which accounts in a systematic
way for Pauli, binding, and Fermi motion effects. We concentrate here on pd scattering. After
antisymmetrization of incident and target protons, the pd zimplitude can be separated into (1) the standard
multiple scattering series with the last pp amplitude antisymmetrized and (2) a neutron exchange amplitude
which includes rescattering terms. The optimal approximation designed to minimize corrections is derived
for the antisymmetrized pd amplitude. The single scattering amplitude is factorized into an on-shell
(antisymmetrized) pN amplitude and the deuteron form factor, and it is found to play a main role in the
large angle pd scattering at sufficiently high energy. The results are applied to analysis of pd elastic
scattering data (7, R 300 MeV) which are well reproduced by the calculations. This analysis also permits an
extraction of the deuteron body form factor for values of g 2 which far exceed those measured in ed elastic

data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Our aim is the derivation of an approach to
large angle proton-nucleus scattering which will
account for Pauli, Fermi motion, and binding
effects, and be simple enough for applications.
In this paper we restrict ourselves to the case of
pd large angle elastic scattering, although the
results can be generalized to heavier nuclei.
(This will be done in separate publications.)

We start with the derivation of the multiple
scattering equations which include an antisym-
metrization of the incident proton with the target
one. This procedure is similar to that of Takeda
and Watson.»* However, we do not neglect the
target exchange term®'?; this term is included
in the properly written, exact final equations.
These equations represent the total pd amplitude
as a sum of two components. The first is a stan-
dard multiple scattering series. However, those
multiple scattering terms which end with a pp
amplitude contain the latter in antisymmetrized
form. The second component is the target ex-
change amplitude which includes all projectile
rescatterings.

In Sec. III we search for the optimal approxima-
tion for the formal exact solution of the problem.
That is, we seek an approximation for the scat-
tering amplitude (including binding and Fermi
motion effects) such that the first order correc-
tion terms vanish.®** The procedure differs from
that derived in Refs. 3 and 4, since the exchange
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interaction complicates the problem. The ex-
pressions for neutron exchange obtained here have
not been used before. However, the final result
for multiple scattering series coincides with that
of Refs. 3 and 4 where the last pp amplitude is
taken to be antisymmetrized. In particular, the
single scattering amplitude factors into deuteron
body form factor and on-shell proton-nucleon
amplitude for energy argument increasing with
momentum transfer.?

Our result manifests the compensation of Fermi
motion and binding effects. The difference from
the usual treatments, which neglect binding po-
tential effects [e.g., impulse approximation®
(IA)] is pronounced in the large angle scattering
region. The binding effects are very important
there even for high energy scattering. It can be
demonstrated in the following way.® Let us con-

- sider the single scattering amplitude for elastic

pd scattering. It can be written as a ground state
matrix element 7, the scattering operator of the
projectile (p) on the target nucleon (p or n) which
is bound by the other nucleon

FY®, &, K =0, K| 15,(E) + T5u(E)| d 0, k) . (1)

Here E is the total energy, %’ and k are the mo-
menta of projectile proton in initial and final
states, and ¢, is deuterons wave function. The
7 matrix satisfies

T3N= V;N + V;N(E - Kp - Kn - ’Vpn - KE)-IT;N ’ (2)

where K is the kinetic energy of a nucleon and
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V,n is the pn interaction. The IA is correspondent
to replacement of Tjy by t%, a free scattering
operator satisfying Eq. (2) with V,,=0. The
lowest order binding correction to the IA have
been estimated in® to be

@AFO/FW) c(do, & |V,u/Elk, §o) «
Invoking the Schrodinger equation one finds
(AFW/FO), (@, K| (K, + K,)/E| o, k) -

The momentum due to Fermi motion is of gdeg
of magnitude of the momentum transfer §=k — k’.
Therefore in the backward scattering region
K, +K,xE and binding effects are very important.
Section IV is devoted to the application of our
results to the analysis of large angle pd data.
The peculiar feature of these data is the pro-
nounced backward scattering peak. It has been
studied in many papers, but the standard analy-
sis (without the inclusion of additional degrees
of freedom) did not go beyond the evaluation of
the neutron pick-up reaction or of some Feynman
diagrams. The binding effects have not been con-
sidered and the Pauli principle has been included
only partially. Our results presented in Sec. IV
are, we believe, the first systematic analysis
of these data.

II. CONSEQUENCES OF THE PAULI PRINCIPLE
FOR pd SCATTERING

Consider pd scattering in the frame where the
total pd momentum equals 124 Fig. 1. Two pro-
tons, with total momentum P, are denoted by
indices “1” and “3,” where the latter is the pro-
jectile. All derivations are done in the momen-
tum representation.

The wave function §; of the system with pro-
jectile 3 to Ee asymptotically in a plane wave of
momentum Kk is

P37 X3P 12+ G (Vi3 + Va)XaPias @)
where ;=0 ~k) and ¢, is the deuteron ground
state wave function. Hence we get

Xa12= 0B = K)ba[P — 5 (K +D)]

=0} -W)¢,[P-3(K+K)] . @)
G is the total Green’s function
- -
G=<E—ZKi—ZV“) , 5)
i=1 i>j :
where K; is the kinetic energy of nucleon ¢ and

V;; is two nucleon potential. The total energy E
is

2 K _ )2
E= .@__.*.___*(K—k)

om am T€o, (6)

..l -bl > >
P-p P-p _
| \\ N
2 3 >
- > > >
K-P K-P
3 - -.4>

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of pd scattering.
Target and projectile protons are denoted by indices
“1» and “3,” respectively.

where €, is the deuteron binding energy:
(K{;I+V12)¢a=€o¢a- (7

The antisymmetrized wave function ¥ can be
written':2

4= 75 P12~ XuP20)
+G[(V i+ VioalXa® o = Via+ VilXaboslt,  (8)
where xgﬁ(P—fo—E) and
X1$2=0(P =D -K)¢,[3(P-K+D)]
=6(P-p-K)o.[P-2(K+R)]. )

In order to find the scattering amplitude into the
final state x5¢,, we use the relation*'2

G=G+G(V 3+V,)G, (10)

where
3
-1
G=(E—ZK,-—V12) . 1)
i=1 .
With Egs. (10) and (11) we rewrite (8) as

= 712'(X3¢12 =X 1923) +712=G—(V23 - V12)X1¢23

+C(V g+ Vb (12)

The second term of Eq. (12) is the so-called
target exchange term and it is neglected in the
standard treatment.»? We account for it by re-
writing Eq. (12) accordingly.

First we write down the matrix elements of
potentials V;;: -

@, P|VylB, B) =V, @ -Po(® -P),  (13a)
@, P |VulB, B = V(P - B0 - P -5+ D),

' (13b)
@, PV u[B, B =V, (B - D)o @ D). (13c)

Then introducing the “exchange” potentials
Vi;=V;P.5, where Pgis the permutation operator
on particle labels “1” and “3” (hence 17‘ j are very
long range potentials):



@, P|Vyld, B =V,,0+7 -Po(P-7), (142)
@, DV yld, B =V, (P - P)o@ +H- ), (14b)
@, B\ Vald, D) =V, (B - D)o@ +D-D), (14c)
one obtains, using Eqs. (4) and (9)
(Vas = Vil10 2= (Vog = V1 )XsP 2,
(Vis*+ Vo123 = (V15 + Vo)X 315 -

We note that only the potential V,, does conserve
the total momentum of the pp pair and corres-
ponds to the standard pp exchange potential. The
potentials V,, and Vlz do not conserve the total
pair momentum. (One sees in the following that
V45 and ‘712 generate the neutron pick-up pro-
cesses.) Now we introduce the T matrix:

(15)

T]é" (1723 - V12)X3¢’ 12T (Vg + V¥ =TX30 15, (16)

so that the elastic scattering amplitude to the
state x3¢,, is <X§¢12ITIX3¢12>- From Egs. (12) and
(15) we find

1 1 - ~
T= 7 (Vig+Vy) = 7z (Ve +Vi)

+ (Vg + st)éT . (17

One obtains after some algebra that the operator
T can be divided into direct (T'%) and exchange
(T*) parts:

— 1 d ex
T_E(T -T ), (183.)
T4= (V 3+ V) + (V3 +V,5)GTY, (18b)
T=(V,,+ V) + TGV 5+ V). (18¢)

One sees from Eq. (18b) that T¢ corresponds to
the scattering of nonidentical nucleons and can be
expressed through the multiple scattering ser-
ies?:

T=78 +78+78, G18,+ 75,614,

+78 G18,G1d ++ - -, (19)

where 7§; = 7§y is the proton 3-target nucleon ¢
direct scattering matrix

8=V + VG - (20)
Next we write T®=T* +T;", so that

TS =V, +TGV 4, (21a)

T&=V ,+TGV,. (21b)
When we substitute Eq. (19) into (21a) we find

TE =18 +78GTE+74, G118+ - -, (22)

where 751=17§} is

T Vart 7:?16-‘731 . (23)
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Combining Eq. (22) with Eq. (18a) one gets finally
1 x
T=72—(Tt—T:), (24a)

where
t_ d A d A.d
T =75+ T3, GTy,+ 73, Gy
d Ard A P
+75,GT5,GTy5 + ’ (24b)

and 74, is the antisymmetrized pp scattering ma-
trix

T31= Tgl - T3 - (24c)

T3 is defined by Eq. (21b). One sees that Eqgs.
(24b) and (24c) define the scattering matrix T'*

in the form of the standard multiple scattering
series where the last pp scattering matrix is
antisymmetrized. Eqs. (24a)-(24c) are the formal
exact solution for pd scattering.

III. OPTIMAL APPROXIMATION FOR pd
ELASTIC SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

In Eqgs. (24) we find operators 7, which are the
solution of the many-body scattering equations
(20) and (23). Equations (24) also contain Green’s
function G (Eq. 11), which includes the full target
Hamiltonian. Hence, for the practical treatment
we need an approximation for 7 and G. For the
direct amplitude T¢ (Eq. 19) an optimal approxi-
mation has been derived in Refs. 3 and 4. We
considered there each term T™ of expansion (19)
and we showed how best to choose the approxima-
tion for G and 7. This procedure defines the ap-
proximation Tf,"), so that the first correction to
T _ T vanishes for the elastic scattering.

The approximate amplitudes T$ have been
found to be factorized into a multinucleon density
in momentum space and projectile target nucleons
rescattering amplitude with energy argument de-
pendent on momentum transfer. In particular,
for pd scattering the (direct) single scattering
amplitude, written in the pd Breit frame, factors
into a deuteron body form factor and on-shell
PN amplitude for the kinematics of Fig. 2 (i.e.,
as if the struck nucleon takes all momentum of

a/2 ) arz 72

o R0

N=p,n

x Sq@/2)

P K—;/? x= K:T; iz K- q?f Ke q/2

FIG. 2. The single_’scatte*ring pd amplitude in opti-
mal approximation. Kk’ and k are projectile momenta
in the pd Breit frame.
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the deuteron®).
(1) (E k kl) [t” Eeff k k/)
+tPn(Eeﬂ7 k; kl)]sd(%q) ’ (253)

where the total energies (E, E°T) for relativistic
kinematics are

2 1/2 2 1/2
E=(m2+K2+qT> +<md2+ %——) s (25Db)

2\1/2 2 1/2
E°‘f—<m2+K2+i> +<m2+%«> , (25c¢)

The first nonvanishing correction to the optimal
approximation (OA) appear to be of order
(AFW/FW) .« (po/k5)? where p, and k5 are, re-
spectively, nucleon rms and projectile momenta
and are thus much smaller than the correction
to the impulse approximation (AF®/F®)

« V,/E.

We derive now the optimal approximation for
the exchange amplitudes, where the procedure
used in Refs. 3 and 4 cannot be applied straight-
forwardly. (From this point we work in pd Breit
frame only.) First we deal with the single scat-
tering term Eq. (23). We rewrite this equation
in terms of matrix elements

@B |73505, B =@, BVl B+ [ @, B1r8ilb, BBy BuIGHEs, BBy Bul Pl B

X d3P, d*P,d%, d°p, . (26)

Consider the Born amplitude of Eq. (26) for elastic pd scattering. Using Eq. (14a) one obtains

-

(G0 KITal00®) = [ 0B -FIV,,(B-k-F)0,B-RaP. | (27)

We expand the potentlal V,p around an optimal point which minimizes first order corrections. This point

is P=4(k+k’)=K. Indeed,

@K I7ul00 )= [ 6@+ D)V, @)+ @F)

where P=K+Q, §=k-k'.
Using the definite parity of ¢,, which implies

$aX)Pa(Xy) = bul=X) b4 (-X,) (29)

we find that the second term of expansion (28) is
zero after integration over d*@ and

(G0 K| Vol @ gy k) 2 V,,(K)S,G) (30)

The first nonvanishing correction from the third
term of expansion (28) equals

(G4, K'|6DV 4| ¢4, k)

=37V @llz-x [ %@ +iD6,Q-1DaQ

31)

In the backward scattering region K~0. If the .
pb potential V,,(@) is rather smooth for small @,
this correction is a small one.

Now we consider the second term of Eq. (26).
Similar to Refs. 3 and 4 we are looking for the

approximation G, =G in the form
(B, P,|GalBs, B,)

5B, = b0 (B, - By
Ry ey g e e Sk

(32)

Vﬂp(;‘)l'{:i*" c ]Qba(é—%')dsQ s (28)

r
where the quantity € is a function of the pro-
jectile momentum P, and external parameters K
and ¢ and is independent of the total projectile-
nucleon momenta P, (§2).

The approximation for the direct scattering ma-
trix ¢4, 78, is defined by Eq. (20) with G~ Gj:-

18, = Vg +V,,Gitd,, (33)

where G; is taken in the form (32) with €=€’. The
approximation Va VJLS is the zero order term of
expansion V,, (P P, = D) around some optimal
point P= K The quantities €, €', and K, should
be found from the condition that the first order
correction to the approximation

(bas k|18, GaVol ¢y k) =(b g, K| 78, GV, |k, 00

is zero. It can be written as
A1=<¢d,.l’{’1517‘1’3 éaVa+t‘11361C:‘17a
+18 G,0,7 5|k, 4) =0, (34a)

where 61713, 6 G _are the first order terms of ex-
pansion 'rm and G in terms of td; and G,. As we

found in®’
=14 GL(GL™ - G)Gitd, (34b)

and
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6,6=G,(G," -GG, . (34c) With3*
For §1V13 one gets p Pllt Ip, P) <p It »>6(P—' P’), (35)
- o . and the diagonality of G in projectile momentum
6,Vi5= (P =K%V, (X)|3-%, - (340) space the first term of Eq. (34a) reads
J

Al= fcbd(ﬁ’ -

AN
(r-4

<P BolGs™ =GPy, B
% p) -

7 (Balt 5lBy)
)

2m E’@z: K, q)
T R lro g V(ﬁo—fn-T{)m(ﬁ-i—%)dapdsp' @, dbs, (362)
Py _\WB=P) - =
E am m (f)p K, q)
Here
K+p,\° 1
(B, 5,161 = G-I, D) = [(P ~ —zpl> — -6 K, q)] 5(B = B) + V(B = P) (36b)

and 7, does not depend on P(P').?
Using the Schrodinger equation (8) for elimina-
tion of potential V,, in integral (36) we obtain

f V(P = D)o (P - K +§/4)a°P!

=leo - (P-K+§/4)%/m]9.(P-K+G/4), (37)

and with the definite parity of ¢, [Eq. (29)] we find
that A;=0, if

_, - K -75.)2 2
€ @2! K’ q)=€0+ (___I.’L)_ — _q_._.

am 16m (38)

This quantity defines the Green’s function of Eq.

(33). From an analysis of Eq. (33) one can show®'*

that (p’|¢4,|D is the half-off-shell (direct) pp scat-
]

r
tering matrix #§, (B K k, pl) corresponding to
kinematics K- k’] [ ~[K=P,] +[p,], where

K= (k+k’)/2 is total pp momentum and total energy
E*f equals

Eeff___ ‘k/_2+ (I_E—-}E')z

2m 2m (39)

Applying similar algebra one can find the quantity
€ (Eq. 32) from the vanishing of the second term
of Eq. (34a). It appears to be of the same form as

' (Eq. 38) with p,~D,. The vanishing of the last
term of Eq. (35) gives the parameter K,=K.

We have found thus the optimal approximation
for the exchange amplitude ¢&= 7 of Eq. (26).
Using Egs. (30), (32), (38), and (39) this ampli-
tude reads for the elastic pd scattering

GuFI1190 T = [V, @)+ [ 156K, ¥,5)

dSpl - > -, (i)
R 5 i T 4
T 2m 2m

One can easily see that this expression equals
tex (B, K, &, k')S,(G/2), where ¢ is on-shell ex-
change pp scattering matrix for Breit kinematics.

Combining Eq. (40) with Eq. (25a) for the direct
single scattering amplitude one finds that the in-
clusion of the Pauli principle results only in the
on-shell pp scattering matrix in Eq. (25a) being
replaced by an antisymmetrized one.

In the same way we derive the optimal approxi-
mation for the multiple scattering amplitudes
including proton exchange [Egs. (22) (24b)]. The
final expressions coincide with those derived in
Ref. 4 with the last pp ¢ matrix in the corres-
ponding multiple scattering terms antisymme-
trized. The expressions for the first nonvanishing
correction terms are similar to those in Refs.

I
3 and 4, but they also include the terms of type
Eq. (31).

Consider now the part of the pd amplitude cor-
responding to neutron exchange, Eq. (21b). The

— — —
q/2 Keq/2
> >

= q/2 -q/
FIG. 3. Neutron exchange amplitude in Born approxi-
mation.



730 S. A. GURVITZ 22

- -
q/2 k
&
- - &
k k+Q -q/2
-" -.l -> ->
k k+Q -q/2 FIG. 5. The same as Fig. 4 with rescattering on the

neutron.
FIG. 4. Schematic representation of neutron exchange

process with rescattering on proton, calculated in the
optimal approximation.

tude in Born approximation (Fig. 3):

first term for the elastic scattering reads

(b K|V sal gy K = (eo — (K + 2/16) ;j;)

X$o(K ~5/4)9,(K+3/4). (42)
For the remaining rescattering terms of Eq.
x(P', K|V 1ol P, k) Do (P -K -G/4), (21b) we develop again an optimal approximation.
1) (The derivation may be found in the Appendix.)

It gives for the first rescattering term
where V, is defined by Eq. (14c). Using Eq. (37) T Wexg T Ty = Tl 6T lE o)
to eliminate potential V,, one easily obtains that w Bk ) <¢fl’ 78,6Vl ¢4
Eq. (41) gives the standard neutron pick-up ampli- the following result:
]

(G0 K |Vulds B = [ dPdP 6, ~K+3/4)

T,0% 2 (00 I CaValk, 00 = [ 64K +/4+ Qtyy(E, ¥, K +Q) gy Ry
2m  2m
x (e - B Do & 5/1+ Qe 43)

> >

where the amplitude #,, corresponds to kinematics [k'] + [k + Q] ~ [k’ + Q] +[k] for the total energy argument

_k? &+Q?
Eo=om * Tom (44)

Expression (43) can be represented schematically by Fig. 4, where the effective energy of the pp ampli-
tude and propagator are calculated as if the target proton were on mass shell (cf. Ref. 4).

In the same way one can show that the third term of Egs. (19) and (21b), which corresponds to the re-
scattering on the neutron, can be represented in the optimal approximation by Fig. 5, which gives

<¢d’ EI I Tszé ‘712l ¢d’ E> = <¢d’ E/ ltszéﬂvlzl ¢d’ E>

. ( K2+—ié—\ ton (B, = K—z Zk ¥,k +Q
= (K+q/4)\e,— o /fk;z Kz (R/+Q)z (§+Q)2 9, (K Q/4+Q)dQ (45)
2m 2m 2m

We mention that there is no overcounting in the case of Fig. 5, since this is only a schematic represen-
tation for the approximation of amplitude T:,ZGV12 The latter is clearly free of overcounting.

The evaluation of higher order terms of expansions (19) and (21b) in the optimal approximation can be
shown to be reduced to the calculation of diagrams where the struck target nucleon is taken to be on-
shell (cf. Ref. 4). For example, consider the next two terms of expansion (19) and (21b) [Fig. 6(a), (b)].
We find that the amplitude corresponding to Fig. 6(a) equals
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(‘Pa,-l;,lt:u~atazéa‘71z|¢d:_ﬁ>= f¢a(§+ﬁ/4+f§,)tpp(E§1,?,E’,E’ +6)

t‘gn(E()zn)’ E/ + 619 E/ + éz)

- K +4/4 +Q1)2

" (E‘"--———l—(l?+Q)z _ A (E@_ & +Q) ?+Q z>¢>aK 3/ 8P0 e,
bp o = o e %
(46)
and the one corresponding to Fig. 6(b) is
k G GV % > = - - - ) T LN T . A
(@R liaGutsCal ul0w ) = [ 9uB+ /44 Q10 ER, ¥+ Q) %
1,
(- - 552
) _<K+%+Q2—Ql)
0 o . L . ]
X (E(z) _ ® +Qj)2 _7§+Qz)2>¢a(K—q/4+Q2)d Q,d%Q,, @)
o 2m

where E{)@ are total pN energies after the first
and second rescatterings:

(k+ )2 k;z

B = m | 2m

Hy-ry - EOF

2m

b

(48)

T T
E%:(K"'Ql"'Qg) LB

2m ’

(K+Q,)?

+ (E+62_él)2 3
2m

Our results may be extended to the relativistic
case if one uses the relativistic propagators and
reduces them to the form similar to the non-
relativistic one (cf. Ref. 7).

IV. ANALYSIS OF pd LARGE ANGLE
SCATTERING DATA

The two-body scattering amplitude F, ,., , is
connected with the corresponding scattering ma-
trix T, ,-,,, through the relation

F=_4p2 222 (49)
my+m,

(a) (b)

FIG. 6(a), (b). The same as Fig. 4 with rescattering
on two nucleons. '

r
where m, and m, are the scattering masses and
F is normalized as

do
Qe m.

Consider the single scattering amplitude Eq.
(25a). At forward and therefore also backward
angles for sufficiently large energies [k§= 2.6
GeV/c in Egs. (25a)-(25c), which correspond
to k, 2 1.7 GeV/c, or T,z 1 GeV] the scalar part
of the pp amplitude is dominant, although at lower
energies the influence of spin dependent parts in
the amplitude is rather important.? Assuming
also the dominance of the scalar part in the pn
amplitude for backward scattering and using Egs.
(25a), (49), and (50) one obtains the following
expression for the unpolarized pd cross section
(given by single scattering amplitude®)

1/2
doiiy, 4% _ [ i+Py (doee(kL 24 ))
aq® (1+p,,%)* dq®

X off 1/272
+ z +pl>n dagn(kL » 4 ))
(1+pp 2)1/2 dq

(DG @) -

where &, kT are lab momenta corresponding

to total energies of Egs. (25b) and (25c), P,y
=Ref,x/Imfpy. S;=S,(1q%) and Sq =54 (:q®) are
scalar and quadrupole deuteron body form fac-
tors. One can easily check that Eq. (51) holds
when one uses relativistic normalization of amp-
litudes.” From (25b) and (25c) one sees that ef-
fective energy E°f increases with momentum
transfer ¢ provided the maximum ¢, ? for pd
backward scattering is equal to ¢, for pN back-
ward scattering. Since the pN on-shell amplitude

=|F|2. (50)




do; a2
'aT’P (mb-GeV©)

(mb-GeV?)

dopn
_dar
O,

[ k=33Gewc
| (kMo 558 Gevrc

kalZS Gev/e F k=2786Gev

(X r362Geve] i JpwerF477 eV - - B
108 NP (T & T e —
12345 1234567 23456789
Itl (Gev/c)?

FIG. 7. do,,(k¥f, q%)/dg’ (solid line) and do,y(ky, ¢%)/dg?
(dashed line) for T,=1.5, 2.08, 2.5 GeV. Arrows indi-
cate point 6, ,, =180°.

increases rapidly with ¢* towards 6, =180°,
we expect that in spite of the falling form factor
S; the amplitude (25a) increases, thus giving the
important contribution to the backward scattering
cross section. In order to provide the informa-
tion required for application of Eq. (51) we have
used an interpolation procedure® of existing pN
data.'®!! As an example we show on Fig. 7 the
differential cross sections do,y(kS", ¢%)/dg? (solid
line) compare to do,y(k, ¢%)/dq® (dashed line) for
three different energies (T',=1.5, 2.08, 2.5 GeV).
The cross section do,y(k5T, ¢%)/dq® can be found
analytically using Gaussian parametrization for
PN amplitudes:

Eem0pn .
Son(ky,q?) = —"—fl“;q’i(z +P,x)exp(—3B,5°¢%) . (52)

One thus obtains

o,y (R, 4°) _ doyy

dqz dq2 exp [_ ﬁz(qmaxz - qz)] ’

6¢.m. = 180°
(53a)

where
2 1/2
2_p2=9(p2+ L

qz 1/2 qz 1/2
x[<K2+m2+—i—> —(m2+7) = K2,
(53b)

and g = q,,, corresponds to 6., =180°. The back-
ward pp cross section equals

L - do
dq Oc.m, =180° dq 6cm.=0°

_ 95 (1+0,,7)
167 :
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Data'* show that do,,/dq?|e,, -1s° fall rapidly as
a function of energy and do,, (£, ¢®)/dq® hardly

influences Eq. (51) for &, = 1.7 GeV/c (k§f= 2.6

GeV/c).

Now consider the multiple scattering terms of
amplitude T [Eq. (24b)]. We mentioned above
that the optimal approximation (including Pauli
principle) leads to the same expressions, which
have been derived in Ref. 4. From analysis of
these expressions one finds that the eikonal ap-
proximation’® can be applied for calculation of
these terms (in the same way as has been done
for fixed scatterers case!®~%), It results in that
only the second and the third order multiple scat-
tering amplitudes (with eikonalized propagators)
are important in the pd large angle cross sec-
tions,* Fig. 8.

Our eikonalized expressions for these ampli-
tudes are similar to those of the fixed scatterers
case. However, they contain on-shell pp, pn
amplitudes f,y (E*,D,,D,) which correspond to
the kinematics?

o+ (P52 - [iR) o

and the last pp amplitude in Figs. 8(a), 8(d), and
8(f) is antisymmetrized. Kk’ (k) is the proton’s
initial (final) momentum in pd Breit frame. Since
pp, pn amplitudes are strongly peaked in the for-
ward (backward) direction and since the backward
pn amplitude is small (for sufficiently high ener-
gies), the large angle pd scattering occurs es-
sentially when the proton scatters backward on the
target proton and forward on the neutron. Since
only the antisymmetrized pp amplitude is large
for backward scattering, the process shown in
Fig. 8(a) contributes mainly in the cross section.

Thus using Egs. (49) and (52)~(64) and the ex-
pression of Ref. 4 for the double scattering term
one obtains in the eikonal approximation

k},"k?,‘,? oot tot

F(sz,)o (E, k; kl) = —k—Br— (41’,)3" (l + ppp) (Z + ppn)

x f o~ B2/9Q 1% ,~(82/2) R+ 31 /2P

X Ssqlka?+ (@, +K)%d?Q,,  (55)

W I
—®_® O ®
A 5 -m'z

(a) b) (c) {d)

KK+ *_ W
OO
A ¥ ng,

(e) (f)

FIG. 8. Schematic representation of second and third
order scattering processes for pd backward scattering.
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where F @, is the double scattering amplitude
calculated with the scalar or quadrupole com-
ponent of the deuteron body form factor. This
expression also holds if one takes the relativistic
normalization of pN amplitude and uses the re-
duced relativistic propagator (as in Ref. 7).

The pd cross section given by single and double
scattering terms reads

2
dpy _g|piv) , po_ L <z>,
o, 2IF e
2
. F”(1)+F(sz)_2lﬁpo + &|F@2,  (56a)
where

Hed)
Fl(l) = k;ﬁ ;: [fPP(Eeﬁy qZ) +f1>n (Eeff; qZ)]

[ss /) -sate/a)] (56b)

and F"® equals the same expression with
(=128, ~V23Sy).

Consider the neutron exchange amplitude Eq.
(21b). The Born term has been calculated with
the same normalization factors as in Ref. 16.
We evaluated rescattering terms again in the
eikonal approximation. In that case only single
and double scattering amplitudes (Figs. 4—6)

I [ T | !
1000 pd elastic

To= 316 Gev

T
sl

Tp=.364 Gev

Tp: 47 GeV Tp=.59 Gev

% ool

|
20

q2 (Gev/c)?2

FIG. 9. pd large angle scattering data and our pre-
diction for T,=0.316, 0.364, 0.47, 0.59 GeV scattering.
Data @ (Ref. 18), & (Ref. 20), | for 7,=0.59 GeV, &
for T, =0.47 GeV, Q for T,=0.364 GeV, ¥ for T,=0.316
GeV (Ref. 19). Legends: (---) single scattering
(Eq. 51); (—+—+—) single + double scattering (Eq. 56);
( ) single + double + n exchange with rescattering
corrections.

contribute effectively. The calculations have been
done using parametrization (52) for pN amplitude.
We obtained that the rescatterings reduce the
Born exchange amplitude approximately by the
same factor as has been found earlier in the

fixed scatterers case.’

The results of our calculations are shown in
Figs. 9-11. The dashed line corresponds to the
contribution from the single scattering [Eq. (51)].
The dashed-dotted line shows the contribution
from the single and double scattering [Eq. (56)]
and the solid one corresponds to full result when
the neutron exchange is added. The data are
taken from Refs. 18-24.

For the calculation of the single scattering
cross section we need information about Sg%+S,?
for high momentum transfer. Up to ¢®>< 4 GeV/c?
we may extract this quantity from ed elastic scat-
tering measurements,® taking the neutron electric
form factor to be zero and the proton electric
form factor from Ref. 26. For larger values of
q* we postulate a form of Sg&¥+S,? in order to fit
the data. The square of the deuteron body form
factors Sg&¥+S,2 is presented in Fig. 12 (solid line),

I | [ |
pd elastic
Tp=794 Gev
Tp= 1GeV
Tp=1015 GeV

Tp = 1.3Gev
Tp=15 Gev

1 lllllil

1

o =
1 lllll

1 llIlII

-1 1. ] | |
10 2 3 4 5 6 7
q2(GeV/c)2

FIG. 10. do,,/dR,, for T,=0.794, 1, 1. 015, 1.3,
1.5 GeV. Data Q(Ref. 21); B(Ref. 22); Ofor T,=1 GeV,
X for T,=1.3 GeV (Ref. 23);§ for T,=1.015 GeV, | for
T=1.5 GeV (Ref. 24). Legends: as in Fig. 9.
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FIG. 11. doy/dQq y, for T,=2.08, 2.5 GeV. Data &

for T,=2.08 GeV,¥ for T, =2.5 GeV (Ref. 24). Legends:

as in Fig. 9.

where we show also, for the comparison, the re-
sult of formal calculation of Sg%+S,? using
Humberston-Wallace deuteron wave functions?®?
(dashed line). In order to calculate the contribu-
tion of the double scattering amplitude in pd cross
section [Egs. (55), (56)], we need information on
Ss and S, separately. We show in Fig. 13 one
possible extrapolation of these form factors (solid

1076

q2 (Gev/c)?

FIG. 12. Square of deuteron body form factors S%+ S2.

Solid curve corresponds to the measurement?® [up to g¢*
<4 (GeV/c)*]'and to our predictions for ¢2>4 (GeV/c)?.
Dashed curves give the calculation with Humberston-

Wallace wave functions.
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FIG. 13. Scalar and quadrupole form factors Sg, S,
with legend as in Fig. 12.

line) in agreement with S +Sy? of Fig. 12. The
dashed line shows the calculations with Humbers-
ton-Wallace wave functions. We examined the
other possible extrapolations and found that the
calculated pd cross section is rather stable.

The parameters of the pN amplitudes [Eq. (52)]
used in the calculations were taken from Ref. 10.
The magnitude of the pd cross section is insensi-
tive to the uncertainties in these parameters.

Consider first the results shown in Fig. 9. The
magnitude of the cross section for T,=470, 590
MeV seems not to be reproduced by the calcula-
tions. However, new accurate measurements of
Bonner et al.'® of nd scattering at 180° for neu-
tron energies from 200 to 800 MeV show a smaller
magnitude of the backward cross section than the
measurements of Adler et al.*® and Boschitz et al.?°
Therefore the latter should probably be reduced
by an overall normalization factor (0.6-0.7) and
then our calculations of angular distribution will
reproduce the data.

Concerning the calculation for T,=316,364MeV
one should be aware that for backward scattering
the effective energy in pN amplitudes T = 500
MeV. For this energy region the application of
eikonal approximation can be hardly justified. In
addition the backward scattering amplitudes f,,
and f,, are of the same magnitude for 7§ = 500
MeV. Thus all the processes in Fig. 8 should be
taken into account (which will decrease the cal-
culated pd cross section). Therefore, our results
for T,=316,364 MeV should be considered only as
an estimate.

The results shown in Fig. 10 demonstrate agree-
ment with the data. However, the evaluation of
the neutron exchange requires information of the
deuteron wave function for large relative momenta
Q (even for T,z 1 GeV, Q= 400 MeV/c). Un-
fortunately, the standard deuteron wave functions



(Hamada-Johnson, Reid, etc.) do not reproduce
the deuteron form factor for ¢®= 2 (GeV/c)3.2°
Since it is the high momentum part of the wave
function which matters in that ¢ region, our
evaluation of the neutron pick-up amplitude with
the Humberston-Wallace®” wave function should be
considered only as an estimate for T',>1 GeV.
For T,=2.08, 2.5 GeV the neutron exchange has
not been included at all, since we have no reliable
information for its estimate.

Figure 11 shows the large angle data for &,
=2.87, 3.3 GeV/c and predictions. The backward
scattering region is reproduced, but for smaller
q® we disagree with experiment. It may be the in-
fluence of the neutron exchange, which has not
been included. It may indicate also that an ad-
ditional mechanism which is outside of our de-
scription, plays an important role in this energy
region.

One sees from Figs. 9-11 that one form factor
reproduces the different sets of data with the
same ¢2 but different energies. That means that
the agreement of our calculation with experiment
is not trivial. Since large angle pd scattering is
governed in general by the single scattering
mechanism, one obtains from Egs. (53a) and
(53b) that the ratio of pd cross sections for the
same ¢°® but for different energies is independent
of the deuteron form factor and equals

exp[—2820m3+ ¢?/4)2(EY - EP)],

where E, is the proton energy in the pd Breit
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FIG, 14. dop/dQm, g, q -180° 28 a function of g%
Data  (Ref. 18, 21); g (Rel. 22); ¥ & (Ref. 24); X (Ref.
28); @ (Ref. 29). Legends: as in Fig. 9.
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frame. The measurements of backward pd scat-
tering for T,>2.5 GeV will be very interesting in
verifying this prediction. If confirmed one can
extract the deuteron body form factors at
q%>9(GeV/c)? using proton beams.

In Fig. 14 we show the data for the pd cross
section at .m.=180° for different T, (Refs. 18,
21, 22, 24, 28, 29) plotted as a function of ¢2.
Comparing this data with the deuteron form fac-
tor in Fig. 12, one sees that the shoulder in pd
data from 1 (GeV/c)?<¢?<2 (GeV/c)? corres-
ponds to the shoulder in Sg® +Sg? at the same g2
region. Itis naturally explained in our approach, -
since the pd cross section given by single scat-
tering do% /dQ|e, . -1a0° iS Proportional to
S&+S,% [Eq. (51)]'.. We have already mentioned
that in the region ¢?=< 1.2 (GeV/c)? (T', = 360 MeV)
the rescattering terms are underestimated. Thus
the evaluated cross section in this region should
probably be reduced. The results of our partial
analysis of analyzing power data can be found in
Ref. 6.

V. CONCLUSION

In spite of many years of extensive study of
hadron-nucleus scattering, the processes with
large momentum transfer still challenge the
theory. In particular, the observed pd backward °
scattering peak stimulated the appearance of
various models for its explanation. Since the neu-
tron exchange could not reproduce the data, these
models introduced explicitly an additional degree
of freedom in the deuteron wave function, such
as the exchange of N*.3° The other explanation
invoked pion exchange effects.3 'All these models
were outside of the usual multiple scattering de-
scription. The latter has not been investigated
seriously since the binding effects were always
neglected.

In this paper we have studied the multiple scat-
tering mechanism in pd backward scattering. The
binding effects kave been included in a consistent
way using the method derived in Refs. 3 and 4.
Owing to compensation of Fermi motion and bind-
ing effects, the multiple scattering amplitudes
were found to be dependent on the on-shell pN
amplitudes and deuteron form factors. The im-
portant step in that development was the inclusion
of the Pauli principle. It led to the pp amplitude
being antisymmetrical (i.e., physical). Since the
pp amplitude is strongly peaked in backward di-
rection the pp multiple scattering amplitudes are
also peaked towards 0., = 180°. Therefore the
dominant mechanisms of pd high energy scattering
are: (a) the backward on-shell pp (single) scat-
tering, and (b) the double scattering term con-
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sisting of backward pp scattering followed by for-
ward pn rescattering. .

The second process which contributes in the pd
backward scattering is the neutron pick-up dis-
torted by the proton’s rescattering. In the cal-
culation of the distortion the binding effects have
been taken into account in the same way as in
Refs. 3 and 4. Finally, the distortion has been
found to be essentially due to forward rescattering
of the proton from target nucleons.

These results have been applied for the analy-
sis of the existing pd large angle scattering data.
Since the multiple scattering amplitudes were
found in factorized form we needed only the in-
formation on the deuteron body form factor at
large g2. We have shown that all pd large angle
data for 0.3 GeV=T,= 1.3 GeV could be repro-
duced with a deuteron form factor taken from
divect measurvements in ed scattering.?® These
measurements provided the information only up
to g2 <4 (GeV/c)?. For the analysis of pd large
angle data for T,= 1.3 GeV we needed information
on the deuteron form factor for ¢%2>4 (GeV/c)?.
We have shown that these pd data can be fitted

with one extrapolation of the deuteron form factor
up to ¢?< 9 (GeV/c)®. Therefore, using our ap-
proach, the large angle pddata could be usedasa
source of information on the deuteron form factor at
large ¢%. Itis interesting to compare the ex-
tracted form factor with the prediction of the
dimensional-scaling quark model.?? One sees
from Fig. 12 that our squared form factor de-
creases more slowly [from ¢®=3 (GeV/c)? up to
q*=9 (GeV/c)?) than one predicted by this model
[Ss®+Sq? at ¢=9 (GeV/c)? is an order of magni-
tude larger than the predictions].

Finally we note that the analysis of pd large
angle scattering using well-defined multiple scat-
tering theory should be considered as a necessary
step which should be performed before consider-
ing exotic models. Only a disagreement of the
prediction with experimental data may be a reason
for inclusion of different effects which are ex-
ternal to the multiple scattering description.

The author is grateful to Dr. Y. Alexander for
helpful discussions and critical reading of the
manuscript.

APPENDIX

We derive the optimal approximation for the rescattering terms of neutron exchange amplitude, Eq.
(19b). As an example we consider the first rescattering term

O™ (B, &, %) =(00 KI8Tk, 00) = [ 0u(® = Koa/a)K, B/|781B,, (B, BalCI oy B V(B = D)

->

8@, +k - D)¢ (P —K - 4/4)d°P, d°P, d°P d*P' d°p, . (A1)

We choose the approximations G, =G and t$,= 74, in the forms (32), (33), but with the quantities €, €’ dif-
ferent from those of Eq. (38). € and €’ should be determined from the vanishing of the first order cor-
rection to the approximation t$,G,V,,= 78,GV, which reads

A, =(9 0 K'0,78GaV 1o+ 10,GV 1ol K, 00, (A2)
where 6,78 and 6,G are defined by Egs. (34a), (34b).
Consider the first term of Eq. (A2):
DU € - 0 A [/t P et 11 W - ) SO
Al= f¢d(Pl -K+q/4Kk|£4,[Dy ¢ pzl = = lzpz, >2 Pal 5115,)Go @y, E)Vu(P” = P)
_ b _(K-p,) _‘5‘7
2m 4m
x8(P =P, - K)¢o(P — K —§/4)d°P d°P' d*P" dp, d°p, . (A3)
Using Eqgs. (36a), (37) one performs the d®P d*P’ integration to obtain
NG [ ¢ 4P =K +8/a)K |7 2,D,)C12@®,, €) [(fw- (K +D,)/2)? n% +eo— (P =K +a/4)27—1; -z’]
X <’f’2l£gll‘f)1>cu(§1’ E)Vpn(f)" —f’l —§)¢d(51+ﬁ/4)d3p1d3 2d3P". (A4)

Neglecting the terms «< (13” -p, —E)Vp,,(f"’ -, -K) in the integrand (A4) [since in the coordinate space they
are proportional to 8/8TV,,(r)] one can perform the integration over d3P” to eliminate the potential V,,
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in Eq. (A4). Then we find that A{=0 if

> > >\2 >\ 2
—, (-  K+q-p 1 -~ 3q) 1
€ —(p1+—2—2' —+€o—(p1+4— e (A5)

Substituting Eq. (A5) into (32) and Eq. (32) into (33) we obtain after some algebra that the equation for
(k’|t$,|p,) reads

AL

(A6)

(Elligll-f)]) = Vpp(lz’ —_131) + f Vpp(.i’ ‘—f)z)

One can see easily from Eq. (A6) that (k|7 $,[B,)
is a (direct) pp scattering matrix corresponding
to kinematics [K'] + [P, +] ~ [B,] + [k+P, = D,] for
the total energy argument

k:z (i’) +‘ﬁ)2
== LM 4
Eoo= o ¥ 2m (A7)

The vanishing of the second term of Eq. (A2) de-
fines the quantity €, which determines the approxi-
mate Green’s function G,(®,,€) =G of Eq. (Al).

¥ @)’ b Erb-b)l
2m 2m

2m 2m

I
Performing the same derivation as above one finds

- 2
__ (K+§+py)? » 34\ 1
- T - () o (88

With these now defined /¢, and G, one obtains Eq.
(43) for T{’**. The optional approximation for
second and higher order rescattering terms of
expansions (19), (21b) is derived in the same

‘way.

!G. Takeda and K. M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 97, 1336
(1955).

M. L. Goldberger and K. M. Watson, Collision Theory
(Wiley, New York, 1964).

3S. A. Gurvitz, J.-P. Dedonder, and R. D. Amado,
Phys. Rev. C 19, 142 (1979).

4s. A. Gurvitz, Phys. Rev. C 20, 1256 (1979).

5C. F. Chew, Phys. Rev. 80, 196 (1950); C. F. Chew
and M. L. Goldberger, ibid. 87, 778 (1952).

8S. A. Gurvitz, Phys. Lett. 25B, 5 (1979).

’S. A. Gurvitz, Y. Alexander, and A. S. Rinat, Ann.
Phys. (N.Y.) 93, 152 (1975).

8W. de Boer et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 34, 558 (1975);
I. P. Auer et al., Phys. Lett. 67B, 113 (1977).

9This formula was proposed in S. A. Gurvitz and A. S.
Rinat, Phys. Lett. 60B, 405 (1976); S. A. Gurvitz,
Y. Alexander, and A. S. Rinat, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 98,
346 (1976) as phenomenological description of pd back-
ward scattering data. However, the factor (k§ff/k;)?
has been erroneously omitted.

Oparticle Data Group Report No. UCRL 20000 NN,
1970.

UE, 1. Miller et'al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 26, 984 (1971).

2R. J. Glauber, in Lecture in Theovetical Physics,
edited by W. Britten et al. (Interscience, New York,
1959), Vol. L.

137, W. Chen and D. W. Hoock, Phys. Rev. D 12, 1765
(1975).

14T, W. Chen, Phys. Rev. C 13, 1974 (1976).

157, Ishihara, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 110, 180 (1978).

183, V. Noble and H. J. Weber, Phys. Lett. 50B, 233
(1974).

'"M. Levitas and J. V. Noble, Nucl. Phys. A251, 385
(1975).

8B, E. Bonner ef al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 39, 1253 (1977).

135, C. Adler et al., Phys. Rev. C 6, 2010 (1972).

20E, T. Boschitz et al., Phys. Rev. C 6, 457 (1972).

B, E. Bonner ef al., Phys. Rev. C 17, 671 (1978).

22G. W. Bennet et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 387 (1967).

ZE, Coleman, R. M. Heinz, O. E. Overseth, and D. E.
Pellett, Phys. Rev. 164, 1655 (1967).

1, Dubal et al., Phys. Rev. D 9, 597 (1974).

BR. Arnold et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 35, 776 (1975).

%Ch. Berger et al., Phys. Lett. 35B, 87 (1971);

W. Bartel et al., Phys. Lett. 33B, 245 (1970).

213, W. Humberston and J. B. G. Wallace, Nucl. Phys.
Al41, 362 (1970).

%G, Igo et al., Nucl. Phys. A195, 33 (1972).

Y. Banaigs et al., Nucl. Phys. B23, 596 (1970).

30A. K. Kerman and L. S. Kisslinger, Phys. Rev. 180,
1483 (1969).

3IN. S. Craigie and C. Wilkin, Nucl. Phys. Bl4, 477
(1969).

323, J. Brodsky and B. T. Chertok, Phys. Rev. D 14,
3003 (1976).




