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A general parametrization which enables us to construct all possible approximations to the brems-
strahlung amplitude is applied to explore generalizations of existing soft-photon approximations.
We establish the existence of theoretical ambiguity in defining the soft-photon approximations and
we show how the bremsstrahlung cross section calculated from a soft-photon amplitude depends on
the parameters. We also show that if the bremsstrahlung spectrum exhibits resonant structure, then
the position of this structure K, and its width I',, can be predicted by either performing the detailed
bremsstrahlung calculation or using two simple formulas which relate K, and I, directly to the
resonant energy Er and the width Ty of the resonant structure observed in the elastic scattering
cross sections. This new information about K, and I, can be used to study the validity of any
bremsstrahlung amplitude. All approximations have been divided into classes, and the following ap-
proximations have been systematically studied: (i) the one-energy—one-angle approximation, which
is the generalized Low’s approximation, and (ii) the two-energy—one-angle approximation, which is
the generalized Feshbach-Yennie approximation. We find that all soft-photon amplitudes in the
one-energy—one-angle approximation fail to adequately describe the proton-carbon bremsstrahlung
(p'*Cy) data near the 1.7-MeV resonance. These amplitudes predict the values of K y and ')y which
do not agree with the experimental ones. Although the problem comes from both the leading term
and the second term of the amplitudes, the major difficulty lies in the derivatives of the elastic
scattering amplitudes in the second term. Our study also shows that the limited existing data (which
are available only in the soft-photon region, K <200 keV) can be described by many soft-photon am-
plitudes in the two-energy—one-angle approximation. Since these amplitudes in the two-
energy—one-angle approximation predict quite different resonant structure with different values of
K, and T, at higher photon energies (200 keV < K < 600 keV), a new p!?Cy experiment is suggested
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to test these amplitudes so that the best one can be selected.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the past three decades, nuclear bremsstrahlung
has attracted much attention mainly because of the fol-
lowing reasons: (1) It is the ideal process for investigating
the off-shell effects. The use of nucleon-nucleon brems-
strahlung for the study of the off-energy-shell behavior of
the two-nucleon interaction is perhaps the most well-
known example. In studying nucleon-nucleon bremsstrah-
lung, one also hopes that from among the many different
phenomenological potentials one can distinguish, by its
off-energy-shell behavior, the best two-nucleon potential.!
(2) It can be used to determine the electromagnetic proper-
ties of resonances. For instance, the study of pion-proton
bremsstrahlung (7*py) in the region of the A(1232) reso-
nance was originally suggested for investigating the elec-
tromagnetic multipole moments of the A resonance.? (3) It
can be used to study nuclear reaction. The study of
nucleon-nucleus and nucleus-nucleus bremsstrahlung in
the vicinity of resonances, for example, was originally
motivated by the hope that the measurement of these
cross sections could be used as a tool for investigating nu-
clear reactions.> >

The idea of using bremsstrahlung emission as a tool for
investigating nuclear reactions was first proposed by Eis-
berg, Yennie, and Wilkinson in 1960.> Their classical
treatment was extended later to a quantum mechanical

35

treatment by Feshbach and Yennie.* Briefly, the ampli-
tude which represents the photon emission before nuclear
scattering and the amplitude which represents the photon
emission after scattering add coherently. Since these two
amplitudes differ in phase by w7 (@ is the radiation fre-
quency, 7 the time delay), the bremsstrahlung cross sec-
tion evaluated from these two amplitudes (and an internal
amplitude obtained through the gauge invariant condi-
tion) will contain an interference term which depends
upon the time delay 7. For small values of wr, one ob-
tains a typical, smooth bremsstrahlung spectrum with
1/K dependence (K is the photon energy). As o7 in-
creases, the interference between the two amplitudes is al-
tered, causing a change in the bremsstrahlung spectrum.
For example, when a long-lived resonant state is formed,
the bremsstrahlung spectrum will show structure. A
quantitative measurement of the bremsstrahlung cross
section can then provide a measure of the time delay.
This information about the time delay can be used to dis-
tinguish unambiguously between a direct nuclear reaction
and a compound nuclear reaction. A serious attempt to
measure the proton-carbon bremsstrahlung (p'?Cy) cross
sections near the 1.7- and 0.5-MeV resonances and to ex-
tract useful information about the time delay was made
by the Bologna group® and the Brooklyn group”® and
these results have been confirmed by a group from Tok-
yo.> Each group has clearly observed the resonance struc-

651 ©1987 The American Physical Society



652 M. K. LIOU AND Z. M. DING 35

ture in the measured p'?Cy spectra and used these spectra
to extract a delay time of the order of 10~2° sec. In addi-
tion to the m¥py and p'?>Cy processes, which have already
been measured systematically, the proton-oxygen brems-
strahlung (p'®0y) has also been studied recently by the
Brooklyn group.!°

Most of the bremsstrahlung calculations performed in
the past were either model independent calculations or po-
tential model calculations. The model independent calcu-
lations are based upon a fundamental theorem, known as
the soft-photon theorem or the low-energy theorem for
photons. It was first derived by Low!'! and was extended
by Adler and Dothan.'?> This theorem states that the first
two terms in the series expansion of the differential brems-
strahlung cross section (or the bremsstrahlung amplitude)
in powers of the photon energy may be calculated exactly
in terms of the corresponding elastic amplitude and the
electromagnetic constants of the participating particles.
Thus, the theorem provides a method for constructing an
approximate bremsstrahlung amplitude, which can be
used to calculate the bremsstrahlung cross section in
terms of the corresponding elastic amplitude.

However, the soft-photon theorem states nothing about
the energy and the scattering angle at which the elastic
amplitude should be evaluated. Since there are two dif-
ferent energies (s; and s;) and two different scattering an-
gles (z, and t;) which can be defined for any bremsstrah-
lung process, the elastic amplitude can be evaluated at any
linear combination of s; and sy [s,g=/(as; +Bss)/(a+pB)]
and any linear combination of ¢, and ¢
[top=(a't,+B'ty)/(a’+B")]. This is the theoretical am-
biguity involved in using this theorem, and this ambiguity
implies that the prescription used to construct an approxi-
mate bremsstrahlung amplitude is by no means unique.
This can be seen from the fact that several approxima-
tions to the bremsstrahlung amplitude have been proposed
by many other authors since Low first put forward his
famous soft-photon theorem in 1958.!* These approxima-
tions, called soft-photon approximations (SPA’s) or on-
shell approximations, have played an important role in the
study of bremsstrahlung processes. Among the approxi-
mations proposed so far, Low’s original SPA, the external
emission dominance approximation of Nefkens and Sober
(EED),' the modified SPA of Nutt, Liu, and Liou,'” the
Feshbach-Yennie approximation (FYA),'® and many other
approximations!’ have been studied and these approxima-
tions have been applied to predict either the 7-py or the
p'?Cy cross sections. But a systematic study of all possi-
ble approximations to the amplitude has not yet been
done. Such study is required for our work on nuclear
bremsstrahlung in the vicinity of a resonance, especially if
we wish to find a new approximation which can be used
to describe any bremsstrahlung process with or without
resonance.

An important connection between the ambiguity prob-
lem of the soft-photon theorem and the validity problem
of the soft-photon approximations was not fully under-
stood in the past, and the ambiguity problem was com-
pletely ignored. Realizing the importance of this prob-
lem, we have proposed here a special parametrization
which enabled us to generate all possible linear combina-

tions of energies and angles so that the most general
bremsstrahlung amplitude can be constructed. We then
used this general bremsstrahlung amplitude to study the
range of validity of various bremsstrahlung approxima-
tions and the nature of the resonant structure predicted by
these approximations in the resonance region. To study
all approximations systematically, we have divided them
into several classes. Two classes have been systematically
studied. We have applied the constructed amplitudes to
predict the proton-carbon bremsstrahlung cross sections
near the 1.7-MeV resonance and the pion-proton brems-
strahlung cross sections near the A(1232) resonance and
we have obtained very interesting results. In this article
we wish to report the result of our study.

II. BREMSSTRAHLUNG AMPLITUDE

We consider photon emission accompanying the
scattering of two particles 4 and B:

A(gt)+B(pt)—A(gF)+B(pf)+y(KH) .

Here, g/ (gf) and pf (pf) are the initial (final) four-
momenta for particles 4 and B, respectively, and K* is
the four-momentum for the emitted photon. These five
momenta are defined in the laboratory frame as

gf'=(m +E;,0,0,g;) ,
pl'=(M,0,0,0) ,
qf=(m +E,, qssinb,cosd,, grsinf,sing,, gscosb,) , (1)
pf=(M +E,, pssinb,cosd,, pssin,sind,, pscosb,) ,
K#=(K, K sinf,cos¢,, K sinf,sing,, K cosb,) ,
where

E,«:(mz—}—qf)]/z—M ,

E,=(m*+q})"*—m ,

E,=(M>+pp)'*—M,

and m and M are the masses of particles 4 and B, respec-
tively. These four-momenta satisfy energy-momentum
conservation:

t+pl=qf +pf+K* . )

As we shall see later, the main purpose of this article is to
study how a given amplitude (or the bremsstrahlung cross
section calculated from a given amplitude) will depend on
the choice of the total energy squared and the momentum
transfer squared. The answer to this question does not de-
pend on whether the particles (4-and B) have spin or not.
Therefore, for the sake of simplicity, we shall discuss only
the spinless case and assume that particles 4 and B have
charges Z e and Zpe, respectively, but they have no sEin.
In our actual calculations of the p'?’Cy and the 7 py
cross sections, however, the spin of the proton has been
taken into consideration.

It is well known that the total bremsstrahlung ampli-
tude M : consists of the external scattering amplitude M f
and the internal scattering amplitude M II,:
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M f can be determined exactly from four external emis-
sion diagrams [see Figs. 1(a)—(d)]. In these diagrams, T
(x =a,b,c,d) represent the half-off-shell T matrices
which depend upon three Lorentz invariants. Choosing
these three invariants to be the total energy squared s, the
momentum transfer squared ¢, and the square of the in-
variant mass A of the off-mass-shell leg on which the
photon emission occurs, we can define four T matrices as

T,=T/(s4,t,,4,) ,
Ty=T (sp,tp,Ap) ,
T.=T\(s.,t.,A,), (4)
Ty=T(sq,t5,A4) ,

where

Sp=84=Ss,

te=ty=t, ,

ta=tp=t, ,

A,=(qs+K)°,

Ay=(g;—K)*,

A.=(ps+K)*, o
Ay=(p;—K)?,

si=(g;+p;)?=(m +M)*+2ME; ,
sy=(qs+ps)*=(q;+p; —K)*

=s;—2(q;+p;)-K

=(m +M)?+2M(E;—K/N) ,
N=M/[(m +M +E;)—(E} +2mE;)"*cos6,] ,

t,=(py—p;*=[g;— (g + K]
=t,—2(q; —q5)-K ,

te=(qr—q;)*=[p;—(ps+K)J
=t,—2(p;—ps)K .

In terms of these four half-off-shell 7" matrices, M f
can be written in the form

Mp=Z,(q5,/9; KT, ~Z 4(q;,/9;-K)T}
+Zg(pf,,/pf-K)T '—ZB(Pi;L/Pi'K)Td (6)

M, £ must be expanded in powers of K in order to obtain
the leadmg term of M  [the internal emission diagram is
shown in Fig. 1(e)] from the gauge invariant condition.
Such an expansion is not unique because T, (x =a,b,c,d)
can be expanded, in general, about (s, g (k), 7, o8, (k)),
where

Sa B, =(0xSi +Bxsy)/(ax+Byx) ,
)/ ay +By)

(7)
o8, —(axt +Bx

and a,, B,, ay, and B; (x =a,b,c,d) are any arbitrary real
numbers. Using the following expressions,

S; _saxﬁx :2[Bx /(ax +Bx)](qt +P1)K >
(ax +Bx)1g; +p;)-K ,

““]j)'K ’

Sf—SaxBx = —2[ax/

ty =ty g =— 2By /(& +B;))(g;

(8)

ty—ty g =20/ + BN g —4p) K,
we obtain
T,=T8+2[B, /(g +B.))g;+p;) KT}

—2[B, /ey +B) g —qp) KTs+2q, KT+ - -+,

(9a)
Ty=Ts' —2[ay /(ay+Bs)1g; +p;)-KT}
—2[By /(ay+By))gi—qp)- KTy —2q; KTp+ -+,
(9b)
(c) (d)
K
Qs Ps
q; Pi
A B
(e)
FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for bremsstrahlung: (a)—(d) the

external scattering diagrams; (e) the internal scattering diagram.
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Tc = T:l+2[Bc /(ac +Bc )](qi +p; )KTC: Td= Tf’—2[ad/(ad +Bd)](qi +pi )KT;;
+2[ay /(ay+By) g —qs) KTy —2p; KT§+ - - -,
+2[a, /o, +B) ) g —qp) KT +2pp-KTE+ -+ -, (9d)

(9¢) and
|

Mf=Z,4(q5,/95-K)T5 — Z 4(q3,/9:-K)T5 + Zp\psu/pr KT — Zp(pyy /pi-K) TG
+(q; +pi) K {2[Ba /(g +Ba)NZ 495, /9 K)Tg +2[ap /(ay +By)NZ 491, /9 K)T;
+2[B. /(. +Bc)](ZBPfﬂ/pf'K)T;"'2[ad/(ad +Ba) N Zgpin/pi KTy}
+(qi—q)K{ —2[Bs /s +B)NZ 45, /95 KT + 2L By /0ty +By) N Z 44, /9 KO T}
+2[a; /e +B)NZppgu/py- KT —2lay /(g +Bi) N Zppin/pi- KT}
+2UZ 445, T+ Z 4G Ty +ZppsuTE+Zppy TH+ -+ (%)

where

T;=0T5 /35, p, Ti=3T5/dt,, ., szar(saxﬁx,ta,E,Ax)/an (x =a,b,c,d) , 99

B
and T¢= T(sq, ,gx,ta; g, ) represents the T matrix evaluated at s, g and ta; g for the corresponding elastic (nonradia-

x

tive) process (i.e., the A -B elastic scattering process).
To obtain the leading term of M ’1“ we follow Low’s prescription to impose the gauge invariant condition:

KM =—K*M},
=—(ZyT] = ZT5 + Zp TS —Zp T
—2(q;i +pi) K{Z 4[Ba /g +Ba)Ts +Z 4y /(ay +Bp) T+ Zp[ B /ac + BT +Zplay /(ag+B4)1Ta)
—2(qi—qp)-K{—Z By /(aty + BT+ Z 4By /ety +By) 1T+ Zp[ . /(e + B)ITE — Zplay /ay+By)1T 4]
—2Z,4q, KT +Z 4 KTP +Zpp, KTA +Zgp KTH)+ -+ - . (10)
From Eq. (10), we obtain
M =—Z,[(qru+psn)/\qr+ps) KIT5 + Z 4 [(qi+Pip) /(g +pi)-K1T5
— Zpl(qpu+pr) /(ar +pp)KITE + Zg[(qiu+pi) /(g +p1)-K1TG
—2gi +P )Wl Z4[Ba /aa +B)ITS +Z [y /oty +By)Th + Zp[ B /(ate +B)Ti + Zplay /(g +Ba) T3]}
—2(g;— )l —Z41Bo ety +BOITi+Z 4By /oty +By)Th + Zpla /e, + BT — Zg[ay /(g +By) T4}
~2Z4qpu T +Z 49, To +ZppsuTE+ZppiuTd)+ - (11)

The total bremsstrahlung amplitude M ,7; is then obtained from the sum of M f and M ,’, [i.e., to combine Eq. (9¢) with
Eq. (11)], which can be written as

MJ=A,(k)/K +B,(k)+CL,(KK + -, (12)
where 1 ]
A#(K)/K =+Z, [qu/qf'K —(qf“+pfu)/(qf+pf)-K]T§ —Z4 [q,-u/q,»-K —(q,'u-f-P,'M)/(q,‘ +p;)K]Tg
+Zglpsu/ps-K —(qfu+pf,,)/(qf+pf)~K]Tf‘—ZB[p,~p/p,~ ‘K —(qip+pin)/(g; +p;)-K1TS (13a)
and

B, (K)=+42Z 4[B,/(as+Ba)Nasu/9r K —(qiu+pip) /(g +p;)K1(g; +p;) KT,
+2Z 4lap /(ay +B)19in /i K —(qiy+piy) /(qi +pi)-K1(g; +pi)- KT}
+2Zg[B: /ac+B)psu/pr K —(qip+pin) /(g +p;)-K1(g; +pi)-KT;
+2Zglay/(ag+By)Ipin/Pi K —(qip+pin)/(qi +pi)-K1(q; +p;)-KTg
—2Z4[Ba/(ay+B)Nasu/qr K —(qin—a7.)/(q:—4q5)-K1(g; —q7) KT,
+2Z 4By /(ay +By) i /9 K —(qin—ar)/(qi —q5)K1(qi —q5)- KT}
+2Zgla. /ac+B)psu/pr K —(qin—aqru)/qi —ar) K1 g —qs)-KT¢
—2Zglay /(ay+B)Ppin/pi K —(qiu—q5.)/(qi —qr)-K1(g; —qr)- KTy . (13b)
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We can see from Egs. (13a) and (13b) that 4,(K) depends
only on T (x =a,b,c,d), while B, (K) depends on Ty
and Ty. Both A4,(K) and B,(K) are independent of the
off-shell derivatives T2, but they are still functions of K.
(Since, in general, 3,0 and gy, and/or py, depend on K
implicitly.) As for C,(K) and the coefficients of other
higher powers in K , they involve the off-shell derivatives
which cannot be determined from the corresponding elas-
tic amplitude. Therefore, only the first two terms of the
expansion given by Eq. (12) can be used to calculate the
bremsstrahlung cross section from a given elastic scatter-
ing amplitude. The bremsstrahlung amplitude used in
soft-photon approximations can be written in the form

M[P=4,k)/K+B,k) . (14)

In some calculations, such as the EED approximation of
Nefkens and Sober,'* for example, only the leading term
of Eq. (12) has been used. In that case, the amplitude be-
comes

M:(Saﬁ,ta'ﬂ')Z[ZA(qf“/Qf'K —q,-,‘/q,--K)-f-ZB(pf,,/pf'K ——pi,‘/p,- 'K)]T(Saﬁ,ta'ﬁf) »

and

Mj=4,k)/K . (15)

The amplitude M ,fB (or M ,f) depends on sixteen parame-
ters, o, By, &y, and B, (x =a,b,c,d), and is therefore
very general. By varying these parameters, it can be used
to study all possible soft-photon approximations.

III. SOFT-PHOTON APPROXIMATIONS

To study M ,fB and M ,f systematically, we have divided
them into the following classes.

(i) One-energy—one-angle approximation (OEOA):
This approximation is defined by choosing a,=a,
=Qa,=Qqq=aq, Ba:ﬁb :Bc:deﬁa a:z=alb =alc:a:1
=a', and B, =B, =B.=B;=F. The amplitude in this
approximation which depends only on 5,5 and ¢, can be
written as

B (Sapstap)=2{Z4[B/(a+B)qsupsK/qr K —psu)+Zla/(a+B)gpi K /q;-K —piy,)

+Zp[B/(a+B)psugr-K/prK —qp)+Zpla/(a+B)](piugi K /pi-K —q;,)}

+2{Z 4B /(@' +B) /9 K —q5,/q5K)

M B (sapstap) =M (saptap)+B,(Saptap) (16a)
where
|
(16b)
aT(SaB,ta'B')
asaﬁ
0T (Syupytorp)
" Paptaf ) . (16¢)
ata'B'

—Zgla' /(@' +B)piu/piK —psu/pr-K)} (g —qp) K

In deriving Egs. (16b) and (16c), we have used the fact that K*K,, =0 and we have ignored those terms which are propor-
tional to K, since €K, =0. Here, € is the photon polarization.

The OEOA is a generalization of Low’s original SPA. To obtain Low’s original result from Eq. (16a), we assume that
particle A has charge e and particle B is neutral, i.e., we have Z,=1 and Zz=0. By choosing a=8=1, /=0, and

a’=1, we obtain, using 5=(s; +57)/2,

3T (5,t,)

MﬁB(E,tP)=(qfﬂ/qf-K —qi /9" K)T(5,8,)+(qppr K /95 K —psy+qiupi K /g K —Diy)—— 17

which is precisely Eq. (1.7) of Ref. 11. Low’s original
SPA has been extended and applied to calculate cross sec-
tions for various bremsstrahlung processes.

The EED approximation used by Nefkens and Sober is
also a good example of the OEOA. This approximation
uses the amplitude M, given by Eq. (16b) and it is
evaluated at (5,7) or (sg,tp). That is, M:(E,T) or
M;f(so,to) is  used. Here, 35=(s;+s7)/2 and
T=(t,+1,)/2 are obtained by choosing a=B=a'=f'=1,
but sy and ¢(, which are defined by

so=lims =S;
0 Py af i
and

to=1i g 8
0 kl_rg)taﬁ' (18)

o5

i
are independent of a, 3, a’, and B'.

Another interesting example of the OEOA is the modi-
fied SPA used by Nutt, Liu, and Liou.'>!® This approxi-
mation uses the amplitude given by Eq. (16a) with the pa-
rameters chosen to be a=1, =0, and

a'/B'=—(gs—qi—3R,) Ry /(pr—pi—3R,)R, ,
where R, and R, are defined by

qfu :,Eif})qf#"'un )
Pfuzlliinopfu +Rpp (19)

Rop+Rpy+K,=0.
If Egs. (19) are used to expand the amplitude further in
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powers of K, Egs. (41) and (42) of the Ref. 18 can be ob-
tained. (In Ref. 18, both 4 and B are assumed to have
charge e, i.e., Z,=Zp=1.) The amplitude obtained in
Ref. 18 is evaluated at (sg,?().

(i) One-energy—two-angle approximation (OETA):

The amplitude in the OETA is evaluated at one energy
but two different angles. For example, we can choose
Qg =0qp =0, =04 =0Q, Ba :Bb :Bc :Bd =B: a; :a;; =a’17
a.=ag=a,, B, =P, =P, and B. =3 =L and obtain the
following amplitude:

J

AB A
M# (Saﬁ,ta'lﬁllataiﬁa):My (Saﬁ’ta'lﬁ'l’ta'zﬁ'z)+B“(saﬁ’ta'lﬁ'l’ta£ﬂ§) ) (20a)
where
Mﬁ(saﬁ’ta’lﬁll,taaﬁlz): +ZA(QfF/qu _qi#/qi 'K)T(Saﬁ,tallﬁll )+ZB(pf#/pf-K —Piu/Pi -K)T(Saﬁ,ta;ﬁ,z) (20b)
and aT(SaB’ta;B', )
B“(S“B’ta'lﬂ'l’td'zﬂi)zzz“‘ [B/(a+B)](qf,,_pf-K/qf~K —Pf#) 5up
aT(SaB’ta;B’l)
+2Z 4 [a/(a+B)Ngiwpi K /q;-K —pyy) 3s
aB
aT(s"ﬁ’ta'zﬂé)
+2Z5[B/(a+B)prugrK/prK —qys,) 350p
Qa,
aT(saB’ta'zﬁlz)
+2Zpla/la+P))pigi K /pi K —gi)—3
S aB aT(Saﬁ>ta'l 1)
+2Z, [B’l/(a'1+B'1)](q,#/q,K —qfu/qf-K)(q;—qf)~KT
aB
aT(s“B’ta'ZB'z)
—2Zglay/(ay+B2) ) pin/pi K —psu/pr-K)(gi —q5)-K Y (20c)
)

An amplitude used by a UCLA group in the calculation of the m*py cross section is a good example of this approxi-
mation. That amplitude, which is obtained by choosing a=B=1, a}=p;=1, and a)=p1=0, is evaluated at (5,t,) and
(3,¢).

(iii) Two-energy—one-angle approximation (TEOA): The amplitude in the TEOA is evaluated at a common
momentum-transfer-squared .5 (i.e., we choose a; =a, =a, =ay=a’ and B, =B, =B, =By =/') and two different en-
ergies which can be chosen from Sa p, (x =a,b,c,d). An important example of this approximation can be obtained by
choosing a, =a.=ay, a, =az=a,, B, =B. =B, and B, =B; =3, leading to the following amplitude:

M:B(Salﬁl,sazﬁz,talﬁ'):Mﬁ(salﬁl,sazﬁz,tafﬁ')—f—B#(SalBl,Sazgz,ta'Br) , (21a)
where
M(Sap,Sarp,tap ) =1Z4dru/9r K +Zppsu/prK —(Za+Z5)qgu+ppa) /g +pp)KIT (Sayp, tarp)
—[Z49iu/9:'K +Zppi,/pi"K —(Z 4 +Zp )i, +piy) /(G +pi) K1T (5o 8,5 tarp) (21b)
and
By(sa]B]asazﬁzata'B’)ZZ[BI/(al+Bl)][ZAny/qf'K +ZBpr/pf'K —(Z, +ZB)(Qip,+pip.)/(qi +P1)K]
aT(salBl,ta,,g)
X(q;+p; ) K———
aSalB1
+2[ar/(ay+BINZ 49in/9i K +Zppin/Pi K —(Z 4 +Zp)qiu+pip)/(q; +p;) K]
aT(s,,zﬁz,ta,ﬁ)
(g +py) K——
aSaZBZ
aT(SalB],ta-Bf)
—ZZA[B'/(al+ﬁ’)][qu/Qf‘K —(qm—qfﬂ)/(qi——qf)~K](q,~—qf)-KT
a
aT(Sazgz,tarB«)
+2Z 4B /(' +B)1qin/9: K —(qm—qf,,)/(qi—qf)-K](qi—qf)'KT
o
aT(saIB),ta'g)
+2Zgla’' /(' +B)]psu/pPr-K —(q,ﬂ—qf#)/(q,-—qf)~K](q,~—qf)-K——aT—
a
aT(SaZBZ,tarB')
—2Zgla’' /(&' +B)]pin/pi K —(qipn—9q5.)/(qi —q5)-KNq; —qp) K——(——— (21¢)

ata',;
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The approximation defined by this particular amplitude is a generalization of the original FYA,*'® which corresponds to
a;=p,=1and Bi=a,=0. If Z,=1, Zy=Z, and a'/B'=—(q;—q;—3Ry)-R,/(ps—p;— 7 R,)-R, are used, then we
obtain an amplitude which is very similar to Eq. (15) of Ref. 16. (Equation (15) of Ref. 16 can be precisely reproduced if
qsu and py, are also expanded in powers of K [using Egs. (19)] before we impose the gauge invariant condition to obtain
the leading term of M ,1‘.)

(iv) Two-energy—two-angle approximation (TETA): The amplitude in this approximation is evaluated at two different
angles, which can be chosen from ta; 8, (x =a,b,c,d) and two different energies, which can be chosen from Sa B,

(x =a,b,c,d). For example, an amplitude can be obtained by choosing a,=a.=a,, ay=a;=0a,, B,=B.=pB,
By =Ba =By, a,=ap=a}, a, =ag=a, B, =Py =P, and B, =B;=p;. We have

M (S a0t 3S g =ML Sl 3 aspyrt o)+ BulSot gy Syt asg) » (22a)
where
M Sapyt o35 arpytays) =+ Zaldsu/ar K —(Gpu+pp) /Gr+0p) KIT (5o, 1 )
—Z4[9in/9: K —(qip+piy) /(g +Pi)'K]T(Sazﬁz’ta’lﬁ’l)
+Zplpsu/prK —4su+pp)/(qp +pp) KT (5a,p 1 41 )
—Zglpiu/pi K —(qip+pin)/(q; +p,-)-K]T(sa2B2,ta,2ﬂé) (22b)

and

aT(saIBI’tall . )

By
Bﬂ(s“1ﬁl’ta'13'|;sazﬁz’taiﬁ’2): +2Z, [Bl/(a1+31)][qfu/qf'K _(qiy+Pin)/(Qi +p;)-K1(g;+p;)-K asalﬁl

OT (Suypyplurgy)
+2Z 4[ar/(ay+By) 1 qin/q: K —(qiy+piy) /(q; +p;)-K1(g; +p; )’KT
P,

AT (S0 1)

ayB;
+2Z5[B1 /(@1 +B)1psu/Pr K — i+ Pi) /(i +pi) KNG +pi) K—————
aB

aT(sazﬁz,taIZBlz)

+2Zglay/(ay+B)pin/pi-K —(qip+pip) /(g +pi)-K)(g; +p;)-K 3s
@b,
aT(Sa131’ta’,B’,)
—2Z 4 [B1/ay+BDGru/97 K —(qiu—q5u) /(9 —q5)-K)(q; —qr)-K 3
o8

aT(saZBZ’ta;B’] )
+2Z4[B1/(ai+B)NGin/9i K —(qin—aq5.) /(g —q7)Kg; —qp ) K——F——

i
aT(salﬁl’ta'ZBQ)
+2Zglay/(aa+B)pru/PrK —(qin—qy,)/(q: —q7)-K)(g; —gqr)-K 3
8
aT(stBZ’taéﬁé)
—2ZB[a'2/(a'2+/J"2)][p,#/p,K—(q,ﬂ—qf,‘)/(q,—qf)K](q,—qf)KT— . (22¢)
ay8)

Various TETA approximations can be obtained from Eq. (22a) by varying parameters a;, 3, a,, B, a}, B}, a3, and B5.
These new approximations have never been studied. Obviously, many more approximations, such as three-energy—one-
angle, four-energy—two-angle, etc. can be defined.

IV. BREMSSTRAHLUNG CROSS SECTION NEAR A RESONANCE

We have used the proton-carbon bremsstrahlung process, p'2Cy, near the 1.7-MeV resonance as an example to study
the one-energy—one-angle approximation and the two-energy—one-angle approximation. If 045 &g, 6,, ¢,, and K are
chosen to be independent, then the bremsstrahlung cross section in the laboratory system can be written as
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d3o

=949 _ =584 q; +p; —qr—pr—K) |+ M, )t (MPe,) |J (g} E,)d’ps/2E,(K?/2K
oy 40,d0,dK f(27r) 8%(q; +pi —qr —py ) ZWE;)in( u€)7(MVe,) |J(qrdqr/2E,)d ps/2E, )(K*/2K) ,
(23)
where
J=e2m2[(p,--q,-)2—m2M2]1/2, M _u(qfavf)MA ql’vl) 5
or

M, =i(qr,ve)Mu(q;,v;)
and M/® (or M}}) is given by Eq. (16a) [or Eq. (16b)] for the OEOA approximation and by Eq. (21a) [or Eq. (21b)] for
the TEOA approximation (with Z 4 =1, Z3 =6). Here, we should point out that Eqgs. (16a) and (21a) were derived origi-

nally for two (spin-zero) spinless particles. The main reason why they can also be used for the p!2Cy process, which is a
spin-5—spin-0 case, is because the incident proton energy is about 1.7 MeV and K <500 keV (or K/g; <<1 and

K /qf << 1), which allows us to make the following approximations:

%VyK)/qf-K:ﬁ(qf,vf )q5./q5 K

spectrum calculated from M;:B(Saﬁ,ta'ﬁ) or Mii(saptap)
will show resonant structure if s,g54s; (i.e., if f5£0). The

ulqr,ve)Tu[1/(q s+ K —m)]~ul(qs,ve)y,[1/(q s+ K —m)]=u(qs,vi)gqs,+
[1/(q; “K‘“m)]ryu(qi’vi)z[( —qip+ %K’Y‘l)/qi Klu (‘]i;Vi)Z“Qip/Qi Ku(q;,v;) ,
[
where
Fuz'}/y‘i%}‘o;va/m’ va:i[y;u?/v]/z ’

and A Is the proton anomalous magnetic moment. (The
contribution from those terms which involve A is negligi-
ble in this case.) In this study, particular attention is paid
to two energy regions, the energy region very far from any
resonance and the energy region of a resonance (in this
case the 1.7-MeV resonance), and we shall concentrate
mainly on how MAB and MA depend on Sa B, This can

be done by evaluating Tel at a fixed momentum-transfer-
squared ¢ (or at a fixed scattering angle) and varying only
a, and B3, (not a, and ;).

We have obtained some interesting and important re-
sults which can be summarized as follows.

(i) OEOA: In the energy region very far from any reso-
nance, the calculated bremsstrahlung cross section,

OEOA(saB, typ), for a given set of a, B, a’, and f3', de-
creases monotonically with increasing K. As a and 3 are
varied (keeping a’ and 8’ unchanged), we obtain various
spectra which form a band. All predictions within this
band are equally valid. This theoretical ambiguity cannot
be avoided. The ambiguity will be small if the width of
this band is very narrow, and in this case any set of (a,)
can be used. A set which was most commonly used in the
past was (a,B)=(1,1). i.e, aﬁ—s——( i +57). On the
other hand, if the width of the band is wide, then a set of
parameters (a,f3,a’,3’) which gives the best fit to the data
can be determined from the experiment. In the case of
p'?Cy, the width of the band is found to be very narrow,
indicating that the calculated p'’Cy cross sections are
quite independent of a and 3. Figure 2 shows a narrow
band for 0<fB/a <10 and t,g=1t,. It also shows that
the pIZCy cross sections predicted by the amplitude

A (saB,to) are in good agreement with the experimental
data in the energy region very far away from any reso-
nance.

In the energy region of a resonance, the bremsstrahlung

predicted structure will be centered about a photon energy
K, in the bremsstrahlung spectrum and it will have a
width I',. Both K, and I', will depend on a factor of the
form (a+pB)/B when a and f3 are varied. Furthermore,
we have found that K, and I', can be accurately given
without actually performing a complicated bremsstrah-
lung calculation. As shown in Appendix A, if we assume
that the cross section o, of the corresponding elastic
scattering process exhibits a resonance with the resonance
energy Er and the width I';, then we obtain, based purely
on kinematical arguments, the following expressions for

D |2C ¥

= '-ZL E; =1.594 MeV
3 6q=155°
pe (£,8)=(1,0)~(1,10)
J ost
o
5 04}

(¢} - L L }l { } 1 { {1

40 80 120 160 200
K (keV)

FIG. 2. The relative p!2Cy cross section o, as a function of
photon energy K at an incident proton energy of 1.594 MeV.
The solid band represents the calculation using the amplitude
M;f(s,,ﬁ,to) in the OEOA approximation with (a,) changing
from (1,0) to (1,10) and the dashed band represents the calcula-
tion using the amplitude M :B (s4p,t0) in the OEOA approxima-
tion with (a,8) changing from (1,0) to (1,10). The data are from
Ref. 7.
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K, and I'}:
K,=Kyla+B)/B, B#0 (24)
I,=NTg4(a+B)/B, (25)
where

Ko=(E;—ER)N ,
N=M/[(m +M +E;)—(E}+2mE;)"*cos,] .

Equations (24) and (25) enable us to predict (within 10%
error) the values of K, and T, in terms of the observed
values of Ep and I'y. The dependence of K, and I', on a
and f3 is very interesting. It implies that @ and 3 can be
determined experimentally, by comparing the predicted
structure with the observed one, and selecting the best ap-
proximation for U?EOA in the resonance region.

In order to compare with the Brooklyn data,” we have
calculated the p'’Cy cross section relative to the p'’C
elastic cross section, 02F0A=U$EOA/081, as a function of
K near the 1.7-MeV resonance. Some results of the calcu-
lated oQr°* at E;=1.88 MeV for 6, =155° are shown in
Fig. 3. As we have alreadg mentioned, we have concen-
trated mainly on how o Qr°* depends on Sqp- Therefore,
a fixed momentum-transfer-squared ¢, g has been used in
all these calculations. We have chosen t,g to be
7=%(tq+tp) or to=limg_,otyp. The values of (a,B) for
those spectra labeled I, II, and III in Fig. 3 are (1,0.5),
(1,1), and (1,2), respectively, and ¢, used in these calcu-
lations is to. Note that the spectra with label II calculated
from the parameters (a,B)=(1,1) are identical to the
spectra calculated in Low’s original approximation.

These figures show clearly that every spectrum exhibits
resonant structure in the form of a peak. In Fig. 3(a) the
spectra are calculated from M ,f(salg,to ). As we know, the
levels associated with the 1.7-1\3'[SV resonance are two
and 5

closely spaced levels of % in the compound nu-

o, (1078sr ' keV™)

. i L . R
00 200 300 400 500 600
K (keV)

FIG. 3. The relative p'2Cy cross section o, as a function of
photon energy K at an incident proton energy of 1.880 MeV.
Curves represent calculations using the amplitude (a)
M ,f (sqp,to) in the OEOA approximation and M ﬁ(i,?) in the
EED approximation, and (b) M :B (sgpsto) in the OEOA approx-
imation. The data are from Ref. 7.

cleus ®N. Since the main resonant peak in every spec-
trum arises from the level of —§—+, we can use Eg =1.734
keV to predict the position of the main resonant peak
from Eq. (24). Using N =5, the values of K » calculated
from Eq. (24) are 404, 269.6, and 202 keV for spectra I,
11, and III, respectively. These values are to be comgared
with the following exact values calculated from oporo®:
405, 270, and 204 keV. The agreement is excellent. We
have also found that the values of I', calculated from Eq.
(25) are in very good agreement with those calculated
from o9F%A. In Fig. 3(b) the spectra are calculated from
the amplitude M :B (sqpsto). The giant peaks obtained in
these calculations arise mainly from the term involving
dT/3sqp in B,(k). The values of K, calculated from
Eq. (24) are still in good agreement with those calculated
from o9F%A. However, because 09=°4 is roughly propor-
tional to | (s;—s,8)dT/3s,p | rather than to 0, /K, we
have slightly modified Eq. (25) to take into account the
variation of 87/, ds4p in the resonance region.
Unfortunately, a comparison with the experimental
data shows that the OEOA cannot be used to describe the
p”‘Cy spectra near the 1.7-MeV resonance. The observed
peak appears at Ko=(E; —Eg )N ~ 135 keV rather than at
K,=Ky(a+pB)/B as predicted by Eq. (24) or oOFOA, If
we choose 3>>a such that (a+)/B— 1, then we can ob-
tain a peak at K, but the shape of the structure (the giant
peak) will be in complete disagreement with the observed
one. In order to show this point clearlg, we have used
(a,)=(0,1) and t, g =t, to calculate o9FOA - As shown
in Fig. 4, we have obtained a giant peak at Ko=135 keV
which is not observed experimentally. We must point out
here that this conclusion will remain unchanged even if ¢,
is replaced by any other ¢,z mainly because ¢, (or the
corresponding scattering angle) changes slightly with K in
the energy region of the -calculated spectrum,
0<K <K'~600 keV, and Ky >>K'>K, in this case.
(If K' <K, then no structure would appear.) Here, K,y
is the maximum kinematically allowed photon energy. To
demonstrate this point, we have applied the EED approxi-
mation, evaluated at S=(s;+s,)/2 and T=(t,+1,)/2, to
predict the spectrum in the region 0 < K <400 keV. As

2.0f |2
p CY

N \ E; =1.880MeV
EES 8q=155°
E “,8)=(0,)
5 1of Hl
o
K it
5 o5} |

{

0 00 200 300 400 500 600

K (keV)

FIG. 4. The relative p!’Cy cross section o, as a function of
photon energy K at an incident proton energy of 1.880 MeV.
The solid curve is calculated from the amplitude M (sqg,20) in
the OEOA approximation with (a,8)=(0,1) so that
(a+B)/B=1. The data are from Ref. 7.
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shown in Fig. 3(a), we have obtained a spectrum with a
resonant peak around 270 keV, which is very similar to
spectrum II, as expected. Finally, it should also be point-
ed out that the modified SPA used by Nutt, Liu, and
Liou!>!8 does not predict any resonant structure in the en-
ergy region of a resonance; it always gives a typical
smooth spectrum with 1/K dependence. Up to 250 keV,
the spectrum predicted by this modified SPA is almost
identical to the spectrum labeled I in Fig. 3(a).

Equation (24) can be applied to resolve a mystery found
in the pion-proton bremsstrahlung, w*py, calculation.
The 7¥py cross sections near the A(1232) resonance have
been calculated by a group from UCLA using an ampli-
tude in the OETA, MA (5,25524), in order to describe the
spectra measured by the group.? Instead of getting a
resonant peak at the expected photon energy K,=50—70
MeV, the calculated cross sections rise steeply with in-
creasing K above 80 MeV.!" This mysterious result can
be explained as follows: Since s,3=5 was used in M :B, a
resonant peak would be predicted at K, =2K, since
(a+B)/B=2. If K, is about 60 MeV, then a giant peak
will be predicted at 120 MeV (not at 60 MeV, as might be
expected). Therefore the predicted spectrum exhibits a
minimum around 60 MeV and tends to rise with increas-
ing K above 60 MeV. Our study shows that the glant
peak comes from the B, term of the amplitude M
especially the term which involves d7°/35. The predlct-
ed spectra will be in better agreement with the data if M, A
is used. In fact, the EED approximation evaluated at E
and 7, which is inadequate to describe the p'’Cy data,
gives good results for the w*py case. As we have dis-
cussed in Appendix B, the reasons that the EED predicts
monotonically decreasing spectra in this case are that 7 (or
the scattering angle) changes substantially with K in the
region 0 < K <K'~120 MeV and that K, is very close to
Kpax and K ie., Kipay ~K'~K,.

(i) TEOA: The generalized FYA defined by Eq. (21a)
or (21b) is the most important example of the TEOA ap-
proximation. The amplitude used in this generalized
FYA, which is evaluated at Salﬁl and SaZBZ’ depends on

four parameters (ay,B;,a,,/3;). In the energy region far
from the 1.7-MeV resonance, the calculated o 5% for the
p'?Cy process is very similar to the one obtained in the
OEOA, because of the smooth energy dependence of the
scattering amplitude. In the vicinity of the resonance,
however, the generalized FYA predicts a quite different
resonant structure from that predicted in the OEOA.

The prediction of the resonant structure is the most in-
teresting and important test of the approximation. By
varying four parameters, we obtain various spectra with
one or two resonant peaks depending on the values of
Sa,p, and sqp . If 545 F#5i7#Sa,p, and sq g #5a,p, (i€,
B1£0, B,540, and [3,%%/3,), then two resonant peaks are
predlcted Applying Egs. (24) and (25) to this case, we
have K‘ =Kola;+B;)/B; and I“‘,,”:Nl“e,(a,»+B,~)/B,-,
i=1,2. On the other hand, if Salﬁ,:s' and sazﬁz;és
(i.e., B1= O ,0), then only one resonant peak is predict-
ed at K . A typical examgjle is the original FYA, which
predlcts a single peak at K‘ =K, Tv}ggc/l\x F(Z)_Nl"el

Some results of the calculated ol are shown in Figs.

5(a) and 5(b). The values of the parameters (a,/3;,a5,58,;)
for those spectra labeled I, II, III, and IV are (1,0,0,1),
(1,1,0,1), (1,0.5, 0,1), and (1,%,0,1), respectively. Again,
to is used in these calculations mainly because the calcu-
lated cross sections are insensitive to the variation of ¢ in
the p!2Cy case. Note that the spectra with label I calcu-
lated from the parameters (a;,f3,a,8,)=(1,0,0,1) are
identical to the spectra calculated in the original
Feshbach-Yennie approximation. Four spectra shown in
Fig. 5(a) are calculated from the amplitude
M,’f(sal,gl,sazﬁz,to). All of these spectra exhibit a com-
mon resonant peak (the first peak) at K ;,2’ =Ky~135 keV
since (a,+3,)/B;=1. The spectra II, III, and IV show
also a second resonant peak at K;,l)zKo(al—{—B,)/Bl.
The existence of the first peak at 135 keV has been veri-
fied by the experiment, but no data are available to verify
the existence of any other resonant peaks. All four spec-
tra calculated from M ;f(sa,ﬁ,,sazﬁz’to) are in good agree-

ment with the data in the energy region K < 100 keV, but
the observed peak cannot be satisfactorily described by
any of these calculations.

Four spectra shown in Fig. 5(b) are calculated from the
amplitude M;‘B(sa]ﬁl,sazﬂz,to). Like those shown in Fig.
5(a), these four spectra have a common peak at 135 keV
and every spectrum, except spectrum I, has a second peak
at K“) =Kola1+B1)/Bi. The contribution from the

k) term of the amphtude M is not negligible in the
resonance region. It increases the cross section substan-
tially near the second peak (mainly due to the term involv-
ing 0T /3s,, ,8,) and decreases the magnitude of the cross

section shghtlY near the first peak (mainly due to the term
involving a7y /dty). As we can see from this figure, the
existing data in the energy region K <200 keV can be

>
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FIG. 5. The relative p'?Cy cross section o, as a function of
photon energy K at an incident proton energy of 1.880 MeV.
Curves represent calculations wusing the amplitude (a)
M,f(salﬁl,sazﬁz,to) in the TEOA approximation, and (b)
Mﬁ”(salﬁl,sazgz,to) in the TEOA approximation. The data are
from Ref. 7.
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described by all four calculations, but these four calcula-
tions give quite different results in the energy region
K >200 keV. Thus a precise measurement of the cross
sections in the region K > 200 keV can be used to deter-
mine a set of the best parameters. Finally, it should be
pointed out that any calculation with the parameters
(1,€,0,1), where € < Ky /(K nax —Ko), will give a spectrum
which is almost identical to spectrum I.

V. CONCLUSION

We conclude the following.

(i) We have constructed the most general bremsstrah-
lung amplitude which can be used to study the predictive
power of all possible approximations or models, including
those well-known approximations that have previously
been used. This general amplitude has been divided into
many classes of approximations and two classes of ap-
proximations have been systematically studied. Special
attention is given to the understanding of how these ap-
proximations depend on the choice of Sq p, and ta; g

The main result which we have obtained from our study is
that for a given amplitude we know what kind of resonant
structure it will give in the resonance region. More pre-
cisely, we can predict the position of the structure in pho-
ton energy K, and its width I", by either performing a
detailed bremsstrahlung calculation or using two simple
formulas which relate K, and I', directly to the observed
resonant energy Eg and the width [',. This new informa-
tion can be used to study the validity of any bremsstrah-
lung amplitude (or to determine which set of Sq g, and

'y g, is physically acceptable) when the predicted result is

compared with the experimental data. The formulas
which determine K, and ', in terms of Ex and Iy are
very useful. An application of these two formulas is that
they can be used to determine the energy region in which
both the theoretical prediction and the experimental mea-
surement should be performed.

(i) We have shown that there is a theoretical ambiguity
which cannot be avoided. (This ambiguity cannot be re-
moved by imposing the gauge invariant condition and, to
the best of our knowledge, there is no other first principle
which can be used to remove this ambiguity.) Mathemati-
cally, this ambiguity means that the bremsstrahlung am-
plitude can be evaluated at Sa p, and ta; P where a,, B,

a., and By (x =a,b,c,d) are arbitrary real numbers. Since
not all of these parameters are physically acceptable and
there is no other principle which can be used as a guide to
select a set of correct parameters, we rely entirely on ex-
periment to resolve the theoretical ambiguity. That is, we
provide all possible results calculated from a given ampli-
tude (or approximation) so that the validity of this ampli-
tude (or approximation) can be determined by comparison
with the experimental data.

(iii) We have shown that the one-energy one-angle ap-
proximation cannot be used to describe the p!?Cy data
near the 1.7-MeV resonance. This conclusion is drawn
from a systematic study of the amplitude in this approxi-
mation, which is evaluated at all possible values of Sa B,

and 7, g Generally speaking, the resonant structure
x"x

predicted in the OEOA approximation, including the
EED, is quite different from the observed one (different in
either the position of the peak or the shape of the struc-
ture or both).

(iv) We have shown that the existing experimental
p'*Cy data (available only in the energy region K <220
keV) near the 1.7-MeV resonance can be described by the
two-energy—one-angle approximation evaluated at many
(infinite) different sets of parameters. We have also
shown that different sets of parameters give quite dif-
ferent cross sections in the energy region 220 < K < 600
keV, but no experimental data are available in that region.
Since the data in that region can be used to rule out some
sets of parameters which are physically unacceptable, our
study provides strong justification for doing new experi-
ments. New experimental data will play a very important
role in constructing a new theory.

(v) Although more thorough studies are needed, the re-
sults of our investigation seem to indicate that any brems-
strahlung amplitude which involves aT;‘/as,,x,gx will not

be valid in the energy region of a resonance. Since any
term involving E)Tfl/asaxﬁx comes from the expansion of

Tfl in powers of s, which is not valid in the resonance re-
gion, and the derivation of every amplitude in the OEOA
must involve such expansion, this indication implies that
all one-energy approximations would be inadequate, and
hence the two-energy approximations would be required
to describe the bremsstrahlung cross sections near a reso-
nance. This conclusion agrees with what Kruger and
Schultz have found in their study of the validity of the
soft-photon approximations when these approximations
are applied to calculate the free-free cross sections near a
resonance in atomic physics.?’
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APPENDIX A: THE EXPRESSIONS
FOR K, ANDT,

Let us assume that the elastic scattering cross section,
oe, of the corresponding elastic scattering process (the
A -B system) exhibits a resonance with the resonance ener-
gy Er and the width I',, and that the bremsstrahlung
spectrum, U,C,’EOA, calculated from the amplitude
M;‘B(saﬂ,tar,;) or M[f(saﬁ,ta:g) shows resonant structure,
which is centered about a photon energy K, in the spec-

OEOA : .
trum o, and has a width T",. What we try to derive
here are two simple expressions which relate K, and T,
directly to Er and I',), respectively. These expressions are
good for the one-energy—one-angle approximation, but
they can be extended very easily for the other approxima-
tions.

As we know, M ,’,‘B (or M ,f) involves four different T
matrices, T(Saxﬁx,ta;ﬁ; ), x =a,b,c,d. In the OEOA ap-

proximation, we have Sq_p, =Sap and ta; g, =tyg. Thus

all four T matrices are identical and are evaluated at the
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same energy s,g and the same scattering angle ¢,5:
T(sap ote g ) =T Saptap) -
If we use the following expressions for s; and sy [see Eq.
(3],
s;=(m +M)?+2ME; ,

sp=(m +M)*+2M(E;,—K/N),
we can write s,g as a function of K in the form
Sap(K)=(m + M) +2M{E; —[B/(a+B)]IK/N} .
(A1)

Now, suppose the elastic scattering cross section o, shows
a resonance at the resonance energy Eg. In terms of Ep,
we can define sy as

sg=(m +M)?+2MEy . (A2)

If B0 and s,5(0) is much greater than sg (i.e., E; >>Eg
and far away from any resonance), then a typical brems-
strahlung spectrum with a characteristic 1/K dependence
will be predicted because the effect of the resonance will
be very small. As K increases, s,g(K) approaches sz and
the resonance effects become significant. In the energy re-
gion of the resonance, i.e., when

saB(KY):sR s (A3)

we expect a resonant peak (structure) to appear in the
bremsstrahlung spectrum at K =K,. Substituting Egs.
(A1) and (A2) into Eq. (A3) and solving the equation for
K, , we obtain

K,=Kola+B)/B, B+0 (A4)
where

To derive the expression for the width I',, we write
5qp(K) in the form

sap(K)=(m + M) +2ME ,5(K) , (A6)
where
EsK)=E;—[B/(a+B)]K/N . (A7)

From Eq. (A7), for a given E; and 6,, AE,g (the change
in E,g) can be written in terms of AK (the change in K)
as

AE.z=—[B/(a+B)]AK/N . (A8)

This equation is very useful. For example, if we choose
AE,g to be the energy difference between the beginning
point and the ending point of the resonant structure ob-
served in o, then AK will be the energy difference be-
tween the ending point and the beginning point of the
. . _OEOA

resonant structure predicted in o, . Thus, we can de-
fine I'q= | AE,g| to be the width of the resonance ob-
served in o, and I'y=|AK | to be the width of the
resonant structure predicted in U;?EOA, and write the ex-
pression for I, in terms of T’ as

I',=[(a+pB)/BINTqy, B+O0. (A9)

It should be pointed out that the values of K, and T,
obtained from the actual bremsstrahlung calculation [not
from Eqgs. (A4) and (A9)] may depend on which ampli-
tude, M;‘ or M[fBzM[f +B,,, is used in the calculation of
oOEOA  This is because USEOA can be dominated either by
M ,f, the leading term of the amplitude, or B, the second
term of the amplitude, in the energy region of a reso-
nance. As we have already mentioned, M ,f depends only
on T9=T(sup,typ), while B, depends on 3T /ds,g
and/or aTe]/ata',g. Therefore, in the case when the con-
tribution from B, is negligible, O?EOA calculated from ei-
ther M ,’f or M ,fB will be about the same and roughly pro-
portional to o /K (or 0., /K plus a constant). In this case,
the values of K, and I', calculated from Egs. (A4) and
(A9), respectively, will be in very good agreement with
those obtained from the exact bremsstrahlung calculation.
On the other hand, if B, >>M ,’,’ in the resonance region,
then a?EOA calculated from M® will be much greater
than that calculated from M ,’f. Consequently, the width
of the resonance I', predicted by the amplitude M ;fB will
be much wider than that predicted by the amplitude M ;f
and the position of the resonant peak K., predicted by
these two amplitudes may be different. [0EOA calculated
from M ,f is still rou;hly proportional to o /K, but a?EOA
calculated from M “B will be approximately proportional
to | (s;—548)3T/3s4p|% The contribution from the
term involving aT"l/asaB is much more important than
that from the term involving a:re‘/aza,,, in the resonance
region.] In this case, K, calculated from Eq. (A4) can be
different from that obtained from the actual bremsstrah-
lung calculation using the amplitude M :B. To get the
same value of K,, Er in Eq. (A4) has to be replaced by
Er =Eg —C, where C is a constant energy, if the expres-
sion for K, given by Eq. (A4) remains unchanged. How-
ever, Eq. (A9) for T, must be slightly modified to take
into account the variation of aTe‘/asaB in the resonance
region. Details of the modification will not be discussed
here because the result of our study seems to indicate that
any amplitude which involves aTcl/asaﬂ cannot be used
to describe the bremsstrahlung spectra in the energy re-
gion of a resonance.

APPENDIX B: THE EED APPROXIMATION

In this appendix we try to explain why the 7¥py spec-
trum, 055‘,],3 , calculated in the EED approximation shows
a typical bremsstrahlung spectrum with 1/K dependence
without any resonant structure for most of the photon
counters G; (i =1,2,...,19), in good agreement with the
experiment.

Nefkens and Sober have calculated aﬁg‘f from the fol-

lowing formula:

do p(s,1)

20 , (B1)

EED
oEED _GKD*D,

where
D¢=7qt'/q;K —pt'/pi'K+q¥/qs K +pf/psK ,
G =(e?/16m)s' g} /{q;[qf(s'*—K)+ E (q; K)]} ,
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and do,(s,1)/dQ is the m¥p elastic scattering cross sec-
tion evaluated at s and ¢. In the published EED calcula-

tions, do,,/dQ) was evaluated at (i) so and ¢, and (ii) §

and t Here, s0=s,—11mk_,0sf, to=limg_,ot, —llmk_,otq,
§=+ (s,+sf) and t——(t +1t,). The amphtude used in
case (i) is identical to our amphtude M (sg,tp) given by

q. (16b) with Zg=1, Z,=+1 for 7* and the T matrix
evaluated at limg_,oS,p=so and limy_ oty g =1to, Which
can be obtained by choosing B/a=0 and

a' /B =—(gs—qi— 3Ry Ry /(ps—p;—5R,)R,

The amplitude used in case (ii) is the same as that used in
case (i), except that the T matrix in this case is evaluated
at 5 and 7, which can be obtained by choosing a=8=1
(sqp=7%) and a’'=p'=1 (typ =7). In order to obtain Eq.
(B1), Nefkens and Sober have made another approxima-
tion. They have ignored the contribution from the proton
anomalous magnetic moment A and they have used the
elastic ~ projection  operator,  A(pg)=limy_,oA(ps)
=limy_,o(ps+M)/2M in their calculation. This elastic
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FIG. 6. Comparison of EED predictions (the average cross
section over the ten photon counters G, to Gyo) with the 7¥py
data at 298 MeV. The solid curves represent the results of cal-
culation using Eq. (B1) with the elastic w¥p cross section
evaluated at (5,7). The dash-dotted curves and the dashed
curves are also calculated from Eq. (B1), but with the elastic
#ip cross section evaluated at (sg,%p) and (5,#,), respectively.
The average experimental data are from Ref. 2.

projection operator, combined together with the amplitude
M [f, enable them to write 055,',) in terms of do,,/dQ) as
shown in Eq. (B1).

Now let us explam why a shows no resonant struc-
ture for the w*py case and glves a typical bremsstrahlung
spectrum with 1/K dependence for most of the photon
counters G; (i =1,2,...,19), in good agreement with the
experiment. In case (i), do,,/dQ is evaluated at s, and
to. Since 5o and ¢, are independent of K, do,,/dQ will
not vary with K. Therefore, if ofg) is plotted as a func-
tion of K, its shape will be determined mainly by the fac-
tor KD"D 5 which is roughly proportional to 1/K. This
is why a,,p,, decreases monotonically with increasing K.
To support this argument, we have calculated 05,‘,‘3;’ and
we have obtained all spectra which are smooth curves
with 1/K dependence. Some of these calculations are
shown in Figs. 6—8 (the dot-dashed curves). As for case
(i), do,p/dQ is evaluated at 5 and T. Since 5 and 7 are
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FIG. 7. Top: The w*p elastic cross section, evaluated at
(5,7), as a function of photon energy K at an incident pion ener-
gy of 298 MeV. Bottom: The #tpy cross section as a function
of photon energy K at 298 MeV for the photon counter G4.
The solid curve represents the result of the EED calculation us-
ing Eq. (B1) with the elastic 7¥p cross section evaluated at (5,7).
(This elastic cross section is shown in the top figure.) The
dash-dotted curve represents the same calculation, but with the
elastic 7+p cross section evaluated at (sg,%9). The experimental
7t py data are from Ref. 2.
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functions of K, do,,/dQ is no longer independent of K.
This means that ok will depend on both the factor
KD*D,, ~1/K and do,,(5,7)/dQ when o5y is plotted as
a function of K. The fact that 7 depends on K implies
that the scattering angle will change with K. More pre-
cisely, as K increases the scattering angle used in the cal-
culation of do,,(5,7)/dQ will be shifted from one angle
to another. The change in the scattering angle is not
small for the w¥py case at 298 MeV. For G4, for exam-
ple, the scattering angle is changed from 69° at K =15
MeV to 100° at 140 MeV. This change will cause
do(5,7)/dQ to change slowly and smoothly with in-
creasing K. There is another important factor which is
directly related to 5. As we know, when K increases, 5
will reach the resonant energy sg at a photon energy K, :
5(K,)=sg. In other words, the predicted resonant peak,
if any, is expected to appear at the photon energy K, in
the bremsstrahlung spectrum. Our calculation shows that
K, is about 110—140 MeV, depending on the photon
counters and the incident energy, for the w¥py case.
Since 110—140 MeV is close to the maximum kinemati-
cally allowed photon energy K., and the measured pho-
ton spectrum is extended to about 120 MeV, no resonant
structure can be expected from do,(5,7)/d Q) for most of
the photon counters. [If K, <K, and the photon spec-
trum is extended to K’ with K.,,>K'>K,, then
do.,(5,1)/dQ will show resonant structure in the energy
region 0 < K <K'.] All these factors combined together
cause do,,(5,7)/d Q) to vary slowly and smoothly with in-
creasing K (see Figs. 7 and 8) for most of the photon
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counters. Without any resonant structure from the elastic
scattering cross section do,,(5,7)/d(Q, the shape of 011;:11;:71’)
will be determined mainly by the factor KD#D,. This is
the main reason why most of the calculated aEﬁD(i,f) de-
crease smoothly with increasing K. Some of these calcu-
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FIG. 9. (a) The p'>C elastic cross section as a function of in-
cident proton energy E; for 6,=155°. (b) The p'’C elastic
scattering cross section, evaluated at (5,7), as a function of pho-
ton energy K at an incident proton energy of 1.880 MeV. Every
point between the arrows 4 and B on this curve (cross section)
corresponds to a point between 4 and B on the curve shown in
(a). Note that the cross section in (a) is plotted as a function of
E; while the cross section in (b) is plotted as a function of K
(since ¥ is a function of K). (c) A comparison of EED predic-
tions with the p!2Cy data at 1.880 MeV for 6, =155°. The solid
curve represents the result of the EED calculation using Eq.
(B1) with the elastic p'>C cross section evaluated at (5,7). [This
elastic p'>C cross section is shown in (b).] The dashed curve
represents the same calculation, but with the elastic p'2C cross
section evaluated at (sg,Zp). The experimental data are from
Ref. 7.
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lations are also shown in Figs. 6—8 (the solid curves). It
should be pointed out that if 7 is replaced by ¢, which is
independent of K (i.e., the scattering angle is fixed), then
the calculated cross section Uf.f,l,) (5,t9) will show resonant
structure, just as we have pointed out in Sec. IV. Some of
these calculations are shown in Fig. 6 (the dashed curves).
Although the EED approximation predicts 7*py cross
sections which are in good agreement with the UCLA
data, it gives very poor results for the p'>Cy cross sections
(see Sec. IV). There is no contradiction between these two
predictions because the predicted cross section depends on
the incident bombarding energy, s,g and t,p. Different
values of s,g, tyg, and the incident energy would give
quite different cross sections in the resonant region. This
is exactly the point we try to emphasize in this work. In
Fig. 9 the p'?Cy cross sections op&y (s,1) are calculated in
the EED approximation using Eq. (Bl). Here again,
dopc(s,t)/d Q) is evaluated at (i) so and 7 and (ii) 5 and 7.
If dopc/dQ is evaluated at sy and ¢y, then the predicted
agg,’? shows no resonant structure as expected for the
reason we have already discussed [see the dashed curve in
Fig. 9(c)]. If do,c/d{) is evaluated at 5 and 7, on the oth-
er hand, then the predicted spectrum shows resonant
structure with a peak which appears at K, =2K;~270
keV [since (a+f)/B=2] [see the solid curve in Fig. 9(c)].
Since the observed peak appears at Ky=135 keV, the

predicted spectrum is therefore in total disagreement with
the experiment. This kind of result is exactly what we
have found in our one—enerég—one—angle case. To be
more precise, the curve for agcy with do,c/d () evaluated
at 5 and 7 is very similar to the spectrum calculated from
the amplitude M ,’f(?,to). This is because 7 changes slight-
ly with K in the energy region 10< K <400 keV (the
change in the scattering angle is less than 1.0°), i.e., T~
and UE&P (E,T)~U§§,I,) (5,29). We have also found that
K, <<K may for this low energy p'’Cy case. This fact, to-
gether with the fact that 7~1¢,, can be used to explain why
the resonant structure is predicted in the p'>Cy case.

Finally, we should emphasize that the EED approxima-
tion of Nefkens and Sober has not only neglected the
second term B, of the bremsstrahlung amplitude, but has
also ignored the contribution from the proton anomalous
magnetic moment A. The contribution from these terms
is not negligible for the 7¥py processes near the A(1232)
resonance. As we have already mentioned in Sec. IV, the
contribution from the B, terms causes the calculated
mEpy cross section to rise steeply with increasing K above
80 MeV. And our study shows that the contribution from
A does change substantially the magnitude of the 7¥py
cross sections for some photon counters. For some cases,
the agreement between the predicted cross sections and
the UCLA data becomes very poor.
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energy approximation and is similar to the leading term of
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These two soft-photon amplitudes are tested numerically by
the authors and they have found that the two-energy approxi-
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which avoids such invalid expansions is expected to be a
better approximation.



