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Coulomb correction for “’Ca from a relativistic optical model
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An effective Coulomb correction term arising from the second order Dirac equation is calculated for “°Ca. The
optical potential used consists of a mixture of a Lorentz scalar potential and the timelike component of a Lorentz
four-vector potential. These calculations show that the real Coulomb correction term resulting naturally from the

Dirac equation is in agreement with empirics.
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In a recent letter' we described a relativistic
optical model potential based on meson exchange
considerations in a relativistic mean field theory
of nuclear matter.? One motivation for this work
was the success we have had in analyzing inter-
mediate energy proton-nucleus scattering experi-
ments using the Dirac equation.® Another is the
revival of interest in relativistic treatments of
the nucleus and nuclear matter.2-2¢

The specification of the Lorentz character of an
optical potential is a basic feature of models which
employ a relativistic wave equation. In the refer-
ences above, the potentials consist, in general, of
a mixture of a Lorentz scalar potential U, and the
timelike component of a Lorentz four-vector pot-
ential U . The potentials U; and U  and a tensor
potential are the only ones which remain in the
Dirac equation after applying conservation law
constraints to static local interactions for scatter-
ing by a spin-zero target. The potential U, is of-
ten associated with a neutral scalar field arising
from two-pion exchange processes and is simu-
lated by the exchange of a neutral scalar meson,
the o, while the potential U may be associated
with the field of the neutral vector w meson. The
tensor potential is usually neglected for isospin
zero targets.

In this work we extend our previous calculations
of general features of the optical model potential,
such as volume integrals and rms radii, to the
calculation of angular distributions and polariza-
tions. Comparison is made with the p-°Ca elastic
scattering cross sections?® and polarizations?® at
26 MeV as well as with the recent data of Rapaport
et al.?” for n-*°Ca at 26.3 Mev. A comparison of
the central optical potential volume integrals from
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the analyses of both neutron and proton data allows
a determination of the empirical Coulomb correc
tion volume integral.?’

The Dirac equation used 1s given by

{a - B+8lm + U, +U,(r) + VoW (F) =Ev(F), (1)

where V(r) is the Coulomb potential for protons,
m the nucleon mass, and E its c.m. energy. In
order to compare with nonrelativistic optical
models, we write (1) in second order form. The
equation for the upper two components is

P* + Upy, + U-oa't')d)u =[(E-V. P -m?ly,, (2)
where
Uype=2EU,+2mU, - U+ U% -2V U, + UpiT
(3)

U,=-— ——A=-Up, (4)

and
A=E+m+U,-U,-V,. (5)

Of the effective potentials in Eq. (2) the Thomas
spin orbit term U, , and the Darwin term U,, are
well known. Additionally, the effective central
potential U, , contains squares of the nuclear poten-
tials U, and U,, a nuclear-Coulomb cross term
V.U,, and an explicit energy dependence form the
EU, term. Their occurrence is a natural conse-
quence of the use of a relativistic wave equation.?®
Their importance as distinguishable features of an
optical model depends on the mixture of U, and U,.
The cross term V_ U, in U,,, is a Coulomb cor-
rection term of the type commonly associated with
the Schrodinger equation for an energy dependent
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potential. If U, is complex then V U, is complex.
A complex Coulomb correction term, long recog-
nized as a possibility, has recently been observed
in an empirical analysis.?®* Complex Coulomb cor-
rection terms also result from nonrelativistic
microscopic calculations3®3! of the optical poten-
tial.

The optical potentials used are written

Uy(r) = Vo(r) +iW,y(7) , (6)
U r) =Vr) +iw,(r) . (7

The real parts of the optical potentials are con-
structed using a standard folding formula,!-32

vV, (r)= f 5,0 (| T - 7| )z

Vot = [ Bolr ool % - 7 Nar . ®)
The effective baryon density g, is obtained by a
double folding of projectile and target nucleons
with the nuclear matter density p,; the density p, is
taken from an empirical formula of Negele.3® The
effective scalar density is approximated by g,(r)
=[ps/p,l,mPo(r), where [p,/p,],,, is the scalar to
baryonic density ratio in nuclear matter. The
effective interaction is written as v(r) =tf(r),
where f(r) is a form factor with rms radius deter-
mined by the mass of the exchanged meson and ¢

is the volume integral of the effective interaction
in nuclear matter. The density ratio and the
values of #; and t, are taken from Walecka’s?®
relativistic mean field theory of nuclear matter as
described in Ref. 1. The potentials V,(r) and
V(r) are completely specified by this construction.

As a test of the model we consider p-**Ca at
26 MeV. We find that the data may be adequately
represented with real potentials calculated as de-
scribed above. As noted in Ref. 1, the volume
integral of Re(U,,,) is about 15% smaller than the
phenomenological p-*°Ca optical potential. The
calculated volume integral may be brought into
agreement with experiment by a four percent de-
crease in the strength of V,;. Such a change is well
within the uncertainties in the input to this calcula-
tion.

The imaginary parts of the optical potentials are
determined phenomenologically. Both Lorentz
scalar and Lorentz vector absorptions are assumed
to be Woods-Saxon derivative shapes® with para-
meters given by Rapaport et al.>” The two strength
parameters of W, and W, are varied to obtain rea-
sonable agreement with the proton scattering data.
Figure 1 shows the data Ref. 25, and the calcu-
lated p-*°Ca cross section at 26 MeV. Figure 2
shows the data of Ref. 26 and the calculated polar-
ization. These fits are comparable to results
from empirical nonrelativistic optical model cal-
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FIG. 1. Elastic scattering cross sections for p-2Ca
at 26.3 MeV. The smooth curve is the calculated cross
section. Experimental data are from Ref. 25.

culations as well as the recent calculations by
Brieva and Rook.*!

The discrepancy between calculated and experi-
mental cross sections at large angles is charac-
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FIG. 2. Elastic scattering polarization for nucleons on
#Ca. The smooth curve is the calculated p-**Ca polar-
ization at 26.3 MeV. The experimental proton data at
this energy are from Ref. 26. The dashed curve is the
predicted 7 -*Ca polarization corresponding to the
dashed curve in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 3. Elastic scattering cross section for z-4Ca at
26 MeV. The smooth curve is the calculated cross sec-
tion using the optical potential determined from p-%Ca.
The dashed curve results when the absorption is in-
creased as described in the text. The experimental
data are from Ref. 27.

teristic of optical model calculations which do not
include an explicit exchange interaction. In a
recent paper Vosniakos et al.3® have found that the
inclusion of a complex [-dependent Majorana ex-
change potential in the optical model removes
most of this large angle discrepancy. We have
found that inclusion of a relativistic generalization
of a Majorana exchange potential can account for
the structure in the large angle cross sections for
p-*He at 800 MeV.3® We are investigating the
inclusion of such an exchange potential at low
energies but do not discuss it in this paper as its
effect on the Coulomb correction is small.

The volume integral of the Coulomb correction
term defined by

J./A= !UQ(T)V (r)dv ©)

AE

is calculated to be (18 - 2{) MeV fm®. This result
is in agreement with the nonrelativistic theoretical
work of Jeukenne, Lejeune, and Mahaux®® and
Brieva and Rook.3 The empirical value®® deter-
mined from the difference in optical potentials for
protons and neutrons at this energy is (22-153)
MeV fm3. The uncertainty in these values is of the
order of 10-15 %.%° The smooth curve in Fig. 3
shows the calculated cross section for »n-*°Ca at
26 MeV using the optical potential for p-*°Ca de-
scribed above with the Coulomb potential set to
zero. The neutron scattering data of Ref. 27 is
also shown. As is indicated by the dashed curve
in Fig. 3 the generally good agreement can be
improved by increasing W, by 4%. In this case
comparison of neutron and proton volume integrals
yields an empirical Coulomb correction volume
integral of (18-167) MeV fm3, which is in agree-
ment with the nonrelativistic analysis of Ref. 29.

In the calculations discussed here the real po-
tentials are energy independent. This means that
the real Coulomb correction defined by Eq. (9)
varies inversely with the energy, E=T + M.
Thus, it is essentially constant at low energies
(T = 50 MeV). One would not necessarily expect
this situation to hold at intermediate energies due
to explicit energy dependence in V,(r). For exam-
ple, we found a linear energy variation of the ratio
Ry = [ Vo(r)d¥/ [ V(r)dT in our fits to p-*He data
at intermediate energies.® We are currently inves-
tigating p-*°Ca at intermediate energies and our
preliminary results indicate a similar linear
variation in R,.* Thus, we expect additional
energy dependence in J, when the entire energy
range is considered.
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