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Elastic photon scattering at the excitation energy of the giant dipole resonance in medium- and
heavy-mass nuclei is described by a coherent superposition of Thomson, Delbriick, and nuclear
Rayleigh amplitudes, the last being evaluated within the framework of the interacting boson model.
New accurate tables of Delbriick amplitudes are also given for 9<E, <30 MeV and 0°< 6 < 120°.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the introduction of the giant dipole resonance
(GDR) (Refs. 1-3) in the interacting boson model
(IBM),* calculations of large-angle photon scattering
have allowed both good reproduction of experimental
data found in the literature>> and predictions confirmed
by the experiment.®

In the above-mentioned calculations of elastic scatter-
ing the Delbriick contribution had, of course, been
neglected. The main purpose of the present work is to
describe elastic scattering in the GDR energy range at
small and intermediate angles, where the Delbriick am-
plitude and its interference with the Thomson and Ray-
leigh amplitudes play a dominant role, and to compare
the results with experimental data in the lanthanide and
actinide regions, thus extending the range of preliminary
calculations, carried out in Ref. 7 for '®*Er. Since the en-
ergy region of interest is centered on the giant dipole res-
onance, the transition amplitudes can be computed in the
long-wavelength limit, R /A << 1, where R is the nuclear
radius and A the wavelength of incident radiation.

II. THE NUCLEAR MODEL

The IBM Hamiltonian describing the excitation of a
GDR and its coupling to low-frequency modes has al-
ready been discussed in a number of papers.!”%>8710
Therefore, the formalism will only be summarized here.
The GDR is represented in IBM by a P boson, with spin
and parity J"=1" and energy £,=77.54 "!/3 MeV, in-
teracting with low-energy s and d bosons (J"=0" and
2%, respectively) according to the following Hamiltonian:

A=A8(s,d)+e,f, +bo[(PTXP)Od+ xd)]”
+b,[(P*XP)V(d* xd)V]©
+b, ((PTXP)P[(dt X5+5sT XxXd)?
+x,(d*xd)P]} @ . (1)

Here, a (s,d) is the usual s-d boson Hamiltonian,
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whose diagonalization yields the energy spectrum of
low-lying collective states of positive parity, x, is as-
sumed to have the same value as the corresponding pa-
rameter in the quadrupole-quadrupole term_of A(s,d)
(Refs. 4, 5, and 8) and is nearly equal to —V'7/2 for the
prolate nuclear shapes considered in the present work.
Finally, by, b,, and b, are coupling constants to be ad-
justed on the experimental photoabsorption cross section
for a given nucleus or isotope chain. The leading term,
responsible for the GDR splitting observed in photoab-
sorption experiments, is the quadrupole-quadrupole in-
teraction with coefficient b,. The boson annihilation
operators have the general definition: A u
=(—D"A_, (u=—J,...,+J.

The E1 transition from the mth low-lying state, |I,}),
with I=0,2, to the nth GDR state, |1, ), is given by the

reduced matrix element of the dipole operator:>"®

D V=p,Pt+P). )

The GDR widths, T',=TI'(E, ), cannot be evaluated
within the framework of the model and are assumed to
depend on the excitation energy, E,, according to a phe-
nomenological power law:

I'(E,)=kEY , (3)

where the k and y parameters, as well as the dipole
operator coefficient, D, and the b coefficients of formula
(1) are adjusted so as to give the best fit of the experimen-
tal photoabsorption cross section,?

_ 817'92 2 EnFnSn
g,(E)= 3ic E°Y "

r 2|’
(E}—E?+—= [E2+E3+—i]

4)

where E is the incident photon energy and
S, =1{1, ||D V)|0;" }|? are the dipole strengths.
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III. NUCLEAR R AN EFFECT
AMAN EFFEC ARE)= _\}—ip"
The transition amplitude from the ground state of an
even-even nucleus, with I,~”=0?L, through GDR excita- E? 1

tion, to a final state, I7 =0,:r or 2,'(", with emission of a
photon of energy E'=E —E(If), which is a kind of nu-
clear Raman process, is easily expressed by means of the
nuclear polarizability, Py, 1 with J =0 or 2, respectively:

2
p— e"dyr, EE'’
J 1/2 2
[321,+ 1] (fic)

X 3 AL ID V1) (11D o)

1 (—1)
E,+E'+il,/2 E,—E—il,/2 |~

X

(5)

In the case of inelastic scattering (E’'<E), the
differential cross section for unpolarized photons is sim-

ply
do;

in , =£’_ 2
79 (E,E',0) E |P;|%g,(6), (6)

where the angular distribution of emitted photons, g;(8),
reads

BET %S" E,—E—il, /2

1
_—, 8
+E,,+E+iI‘,,/2 ®
where the factor of 1/V'3 has been introduced for later

convenience.

IV. DELBRUCK EFFECT

The vacuum polarization effect in the elastic scattering
of a photon by nuclei, or Delbriick effect, has been stud-
ied at the lowest-order Born approximation by a number
of authors, in particular De Tollis and co-workers, 2714
Papatzakos and Mork, !’ Cheng, Tsai, and Zhou,'¢ while
higher-order corrections, until now, have been included
in the high-E, limit;'” analytical integral representations
suitable for numerical evaluation have been given.

Numerical values of Delbriick amplitudes have been
tabulated by De Tollis and Luminari'* at E , =30, 50, and
70 MeV and by Bar-Noy and Kahane'® in the 1.33-28
MeV range: the latter values were given in small energy
bins for E, =9 MeV, but were inadequate in the energy
regions of our interest. Consequently, it became neces-
sary to obtain new, more accurate results at the energies
and scattering angles required.

The two independent complex amplitudes for circular-

- 2
8o(0)=(1+ cos°0)/6 , (7a) ly polarized photons are a,, =a__ and a,_=a_,,

) defined in the Appendix. Here, the first label refers to in-
82(6)=(13+ cos6)/12, (7b) cident photon helicity and the second to the scattered

when the angular momentum of the final nuclear state is
0 or 2, respectively.

In the case of elastic scattering formula (5), with J =0,
I}’=0fr and E'=E, reduces to the nuclear Rayleigh am-
plitude

one. The differential cross section for pure Delbriick
scattering is written in terms of the above-mentioned am-
plitudes as follows:

doyii+-)
T(Ey,9)=(2a)4r(2,|a++(+_,(E,,,B)lz, 9)

TABLE 1. Values of Im a . The Delbriick amplitudes are in units of (Z a)’ry; as usual, En denotes 10”. The energies, E, are in

MeV.
0
deg E=9 E=12 E=15 E=18 E =21 E =24 E =27 E =30
0 4.71E+0 7.76E+0 1.L12E+1 1.49E +1 1.88E +1 2.30E +1 2.74E +1 3.19E +1
1 4.16E +0 6.01E +0 7.58E +0 8.75E +0 9.74E +0 1.05E +1 1.09E +1 1.14E +1
2 3.27E +0 4.23E +0 4.82E +0 5.19E +0 5.35E +0 5.45E +0 5.42E +0 5.39E +0
5 1.60E +0 1.71E +0 1.69E +0 1.64E +0 1.59E +0 1.53E +0 1.47E +0 1.40E +0
10 6.37E —1 6.19E —1 5.90E —1 5.55E—1 5.24E —1 4.97E —1 4.75E —1 4.48E —1
20 2.07E —1 1.94E —1 1.79E —1 1.66E —1 1.54E —1 1.42E —1 1.33E —1 1.25E —1
30 9.79E —2 8.98E —2 8.15E —2 7.43E —2 6.80E —2 6.27E —2 5.78E —2 5.39E —2
40 5.49E —2 4.94E —2 4.42E —2 3.95E —2 3.58E —2 3.32E —2 3.03E —2 2.80E —2
50 3.33E—2 2.95E —2 2.61E —2 2.34E —2 2.11E -2 1.92E —2 1.76E —2 1.61E —2
60 2.12E —2 1.86E —2 1.64E —2 1.46E —2 1.32E —2 1.19E —2 1.08E —2 1.00E —2
70 1.40E —2 1.22E —2 1.07E —2 9.41E —3 8.52E —3 7.69E —3 6.99E —3 6.41E —3
80 9.45E —3 8.14E —3 7.11E —3 6.26E —3 5.65E —3 S.04E —3 4.60E —3 4.24E —3
90 6.52E —3 S5.59E —3 4.86E —3 4.32E —3 3.79E —3 3.43E —3 3.12E -3 2.85E —3
100 4.40E —3 3.79E —3 3.28E—3 2.85E —3 2.56E —3 2.30E —3 2.09E —3 1.91E -3
110 2.96E —3 2.52E —3 2.18E —3 1.94E —3 1.72E -3 1.55E —3 1.41E -3 1.29E —3
120 1.97E —3 1.68E —3 1.45E —3 1.27E —3 1.12E —3 1.02E —3 9.34E —4 8.44F —4
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TABLE II. Values of — Ima, _. The Delbriick amplitudes are in units of (Za)?ry; as usual, En denotes 10". The energies, E, are
in MeV. We adopt the definition of the spin-flip amplitude, a ;. _, given by De Tollis et al., Nuovo Cimento A32, 227 (1976) [formula
(13)]; therefore, it has the opposite sign with respect to that of Refs. 14 and 15.

6
deg E=9 E=12 E=15 E=18 E=21 E=24 E=27 E=30
0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 9.04E—2  215E—1  3.58E—1  502E—1  640E—1  7.77E—1  9.02E—1  1.03E+0
2 L7SE—1  3.20E—1  458E—1  S58E—1  692E—1  789E—1  870E—1  9.50E—1
5 242E—-1  342E-1  409E—1  456E—1  48E—1  50lE—1  506E—1  515E—1
10  20lE—1  230E—1  237E—1  237E—1  232E—1  22E—1  213E—1  2.06E—1
20 LO4E—1  LOIE—1  936E—2  862E—2  796E—2  737E—2  683E—2  635SE—2
30 S99E-2  538E—2  481E—2  435E—2  391E—2  3.56E—2  3.24E—2  2.98E —2
40 38E-2  336E—2  293E-2  258E—-2  231E—2  207E—2  1L90E-2  1L74E—2
50 2TE-2  232E-2  1L99E-2  LT4E—2  1S4E—2  138E—2  1.25E—2  1.14E—2
60  207E-2  L73E—2  147E—2  127E—2  LI2E-2  LOOE—2  9.04E—3  8.23E—3
70 1L6SE—2  1.36E—2  1LISE—2  9.90E—3  8.69E—3  7.73E—3  6.96E—3  6.33E—3
80  137E—2  1L12E—2  9.43E—3  8.10E—3  7.09E—3  630E—3  566E—3  5.14E—3
9%  1L16E—2  947E—3  7.93E-3  679E—3  593E—3  526E—3  4TE—3  4.28E—3
10  LO2E—2  826E—3  690E—3  590E—3  S5ISE—3  457E—3  410E—3  3.71E—3
110 9.19E—3  7.41E—3  617E—3  527E—3  459E—3  4.07E—3  3.65SE—3  3.30E—3
120 841E—3  676E—3  S62E—3 _ 480E—3  4.18E—3  3.J0E—3  3.32E—3 __ 3.01E—3

where Z is the atomic number, a the fine-structure con-
stant and r( the classical electron radius. We have also
calculated the Delbriick amplitudes, for the sake of com-
pleteness and comparison with the values in litera-
ture,'*18 in the 9-30 MeV energy range, for scattering
angles, 6, ranging from 0° to 120°, with particular care for
small angles, where the amplitudes show rapid variations.
In Ref. 14 imaginary parts were given as a threefold in-
tegral representation [Eq. (3)], while real parts were given
[Egs. (5) and (15)] as a sum of a fourfold integral repre-
sentation and a subtraction term: the latter, related to
the backward scattering amplitude and thus vanishing in °
the case of Re a, , involves a threefold integration, the
inmost one being a principal value.

The formulas of Ref. 14 have been translated into new
numerical programs and the integrations performed by

means of a Monte Carlo adaptative subroutine, RIWIAD
(Riemann integration with interval adjustment), written
by Lautrup'® and slightly modified in order to permit
multiple runs, and the CAUCHY subroutine written by
Kolbig? for the evaluation of principal value integrals.
The calculations, carried out on a number of VAX
machines at the Department of Physics of Bologna Uni-
versity, required about 450 d CPU time: though this
amount of CPU time was shared between several VAX
computers available at the department, the calculations
required more than a solar year.

In evaluating the scattering amplitudes at 6=0°, use
has been made of suitable analytical series.!> For the oth-
er angles, we follow the method of Ref. 14. The threefold
integration in the imaginary parts was carried out in only
a few Monte Carlo fast iterations at small angles up to a

TABLE III. Values of Re a, ;. The Delbriick amplitudes are in units of (Za)*r,; as usual, En denotes 10". The energies, E, are

in MeV.
0
deg E =9 E=12 E=15 E=18 E =21 E =24 E =27 E =30
0 5.29E +0 7.48E +0 9.69E +0 1.19E +1 1.42E +1 1.64E +1 1.87E +1 2.09E +1
1 3.45E +0 3.83E +0 3.99E +0 3.78E +0 3.66E +0 3.65E +0 3.40E +0 3.29E +0
2.36E +0 2.37E +0 2.28E +0 2.03E +0 1.95E +0 1.82E +0 1.66E +0 1.54E +0
5 9.97E —1 8.33E —1 7.18E —1 6.53E —1 5.92E —1 5.06E —1 4.82E —1 4.18E —1
10 3.97E —1 3.40E —1 2.67E —1 2.38E —1 2.06E —1 1.91E —1 1.72E —1 1.49E —1
20 1.41E —1 1.17E —1 9.68E —2 8.57E —2 7.18E —2 6.71E —2 S.83E —2 5.48E —2
30 7.72E —2 6.32E —2 5.04E —2 4.27E —2 3.81E —2 3.27E —2 3.01E —2 2.79E —2
40 4.56E —2 3.61E —2 3.16E —2 2.50E —2 2.26E —2 1.87E —2 1.73E —2 1.66E —2
50 3.04E —2 2.32E —2 1.92E —2 1.72E —2 1.47E —2 1.35E —2 1.12E —2 1.03E —2
60 2.08E —2 1.54E —2 1.30E —2 1.12E —2 9.78E —3 8.30E —3 7.44E —3 7.17E —3
70 1.50E —2 9.83E —3 8.75E —3 7.77E —3 7.37E —3 5.79E —3 5.69E —3 4.92E —3
80 9.35E —3 7.49E —3 6.47E —3 5.50E —3 4.79E —3 4.59E —3 3.72E —3 3.60E —3
90 6.96E —3 5.97E —3 4.32E —3 3.76E —3 3.51E—3 3.00E —3 2.66E —3 2.50E —3
100 4.85E —3 3.68E —3 3.43E —3 2.47E —3 2.30E —3 1.98E —3 2.06E —3 1.74E —3
110 3.32E -3 2.43E —3 2.25E —3 1.96E —3 1.62E —3 1.26E —3 1.30E —3 1.22E —3
120 2.21E —3 1.58E —3 1.39E —3 1.20E —3 1.08E —3 9.57E —4 9.35E —4 8.08E —4
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TABLE IV. Values of — Rea, _. The Delbriick amplitudes are in units of (Za)?ry; as usual En denotes 10". The energies E, are
in MeV. We adopt the definition of the spin-flip amplitude, a ; _, given by De Tollis et al., Nuovo Cimento A32, 227 (1976) [formula
(13)]; therefore, it has the opposite sign with respect to that of Ref. 14 and 15.

0
deg E=9 E=12 E=15 E=18 E=21 E24 E =27 E =30
0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 1.26E —1 1.86E —1 2.12E —1 2.09E —1 2.10E —1 2.09E —1 1.92E —1 1.88E —1
2 1.45E —1 1.66E —1 1.62E — 1 1.67E —1 1.51E —1 1.41E —1 1.29E —1 1.30E —1
5 1.18E —1 1.15E —1 1.04E —1 9.75E —2 9.13E -2 8.54E —2 8.11E —2 7.62E —2
10 8.52E —2 7.68E —2 6.97E —2 6.14E —2 5.72E —2 5.07E —2 4.33E —2 4.20E —2
20 4.76E —2 3.92E —2 3.32E -2 2.97E -2 2.58E —2 2.35E —2 2.11E -2 1.92E —2
30 3.12E -2 2.51E —2 2.14E —2 1.82E —2 1.57E —2 1.37E —2 1.23E —2 1.15E —2
40 2.23E -2 1.80E —2 1.49E —2 1.25E —2 1.09E —2 9.74E —3 8.68E —3 7.91E —3
50 1.73E —2 1.38E —2 1.13E —2 9.60E —3 8.30E —3 7.27E -3 6.53E —3 5.91E -3
60 1.43E —2 1.10E —2 9.06E —3 7.59E —3 6.51E —3 5.84E —3 5.22E—3 4.75E —3
70 1.20E —2 9.43E -3 7.59E —3 6.29E —3 5.55E =3 5.00E —3 4.42E —3 4.02E —3
80 1.03E —2 8.04E —3 6.51E—3 5.52E -3 4.77E —3 4.24E —3 3.86E —3 3.76E —3
90 9.27E —3 7.18E —3 5.78E =3 4.96E —3 4.31E—3 3.84E —3 3.83E -3 3.10E -3
100 8.50E —3 6.50E —3 5.27E =3 4.49E —3 3.96E —3 4.02E —3 3.11E -3 2.83E —3
110 7.82E -3 5.98E —3 4.94E —3 4.19E —3 3.67E —3 3.26E —3 2.90E —3 2.62E —3
120 7.42E —3 5.64E —3 4.65E —3 3.96E —3 3.98E —3 3.05E —3 2.73E —3 2.77E —3

maximum of about 150 iterations in the less favorable
cases of large angles for Im @, . On the contrary, the
fourfold integration in the real parts required up to
thousands of fairly slow iterations, more than 8500 in the
less favorable case of large angles for Re a , _, while cal-
culation of the subtraction terms required dozens of very
slow iterations. The convergence was checked by chi-
square tests of the iteration procedure.

Tables I and II give the values of the imaginary parts,
Tables III and IV the real parts with three significant di-
gits. The relative errors of the imaginary parts are equal
to or smaller than 1%. Since the real parts are given as
sums of an integral representation and of subtraction
terms, their relative errors depend on the ratio of the con-
tributions: both subtraction terms have a 1% precision,
while integral representations are less accurate. In the
complete values of Re a , ,, where the subtraction terms
vanish, relative errors come from the integral representa-
tions and are smaller than 5% for 6 <60°, smaller than
10% for larger angles. In the case of Re a _, where the
subtraction terms are present and large, the relative er-
rors are usually 4% at small angles (6 <5°), 3% or even
2% at intermediate angles (up to 40°), and 1% at large

angles, with a few exceptions of 2% in some high-E,,
J

Yd p 0)=1% | 4 (E,,0)>
dQ( v )"‘7% A)»}\'( v? )

=13 {1AQ(E,, 0P +]| 4]+ ARE,)P[1(1+ cos’0)+ 1AL cosO]+ 4 (A, A E,,,0)) .

AN

cases. The comparison with previous results in Ref. 14 at
E,=30 MeV and Ref. 18 at E, =9 MeV is satisfactory
and within the limits of the computational method. It is
worth recalling that the global minus sign of the Ima , _
values given in Table I of Ref. 18 is wrong, once the cor-
responding real parts are assumed to be positive.

V. ELASTIC SCATTERING CROSS SECTION

Elastic scattering in the GDR region is taken as the
coherent superposition of the above-mentioned nuclear
Rayleigh and Delbriick effects with the classical Thom-
son amplitude, written in its simplest form as:

2,2 ‘
mex'ﬂi'f A& et
where A is the mass number, M the atomic mass unit, &,
and €, the initial and final photon polarization vector, re-
spectively.

Let A,,, with A,A’==1, be the total amplitude of
elastic scattering of photons with initial polarization A
and final polarization A’. The differential cross section
for unpolarized photons in the initial and final states is’

AL =— (10)

(11)

Here, the Delbriick amplitudes, 42,,, are connected to the dimensionless quantities, a,,., defined in the previous section

and listed in Tables I-1V by the relationship

A(E,,0)=Z%*rya;,(E,,0) . (12)
Finally, 4™(A,\";E »»0) is the interference of the nuclear Rayleigh, Thomson, and Delbriick amplitudes:
A™A,AGE,,0)=2{ Re[ A0 (E,,0)]-[A]+ Re AXE,)]+ Im[ AD.(E,,0)]- ImAR(E,)}-d'; _,.(6) . (13)
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Here, d', _, is a Wigner rotation matrix, with ele-
ments

di,=d., _;=cos¥10),

di _y=d., =sin’(10).

(14a)
(14b)

It has to be pointed out that the elastic scattering cross
section defined by formulas (10)—(14) lacks a number of
contributions of minor importance in the energy and an-
gular ranges we are interested in, 8 <E, <20 MeV and
30° <6 =120°, respectively. For a thorough discussion of
a more general form of the elastic cross section, the
reader is referred, for instance, to Ref. 22, where an
analysis of scattering of 2—10 MeV photons by 2**U is
carried out, with the addition of an incoherent term to
the elastic cross section, due to nuclear resonance fluores-
cence from bound levels, whose importance decreases
with increasing photon energy and becomes negligible in
the GDR region. For analogous reasons we have omitted
the Rayleigh scattering from atomic electrons in the
coherent cross section, because it is important at smaller
energies and angles than those considered in the present
work.

At higher photon energies different corrections become
sizable, for instance, the contribution of other giant reso-
nances, such as isoscalar and isovector quadrupole excita-
tions, to the nuclear Rayleigh amplitude.® The experi-
mental uncertainties of the photoabsorption cross sec-
tion, on which the nuclear model parameters are adjust-
ed, are, in general, too large for reliable evaluation of the
effect of E2 giant resonances in the GDR energy region.
Moreover, formula (10) for the Thomson amplitude is
strictly correct only in the E,, —O0 limit. At high photon
energy, where the long-wavelength approximation on
which our formulas are based is no longer valid, a correc-
tion due to proton and virtual meson form factors be-
comes important (see, for instance, Ref. 21). The Thom-
son contribution to the scattering cross section has the
same angular dependence as the nuclear Rayleigh term
and, for the nuclei and. the energy region considered in
the present work, it is always smaller by at least a factor
of 3: that is why we have used the classical limit given by
formula (10).

VI. RESULTS AND COMMENTS

The scattering formalism discussed in the previous sec-
tions has been applied to deformed heavy nuclei, 156G4,
232Th, and 2*U, for which both the low-energy collective
states and the giant dipole excitations can be satisfactori-
ly reproduced within the IBM framework. In the case of
gadolinium the lowest-order Born approximation to the
Delbriick amplitudes is expected to be accurate enough
to make Coulomb corrections negligible, owing to the
small value of the expansion parameter, Za=2S. This
is, of course, more questionable for uranium and thorium,
where sizable discrepancies between calculated and ex-
perimental scattering cross sections at intermediate an-
gles have been interpreted in terms of Coulomb correc-
tions. 2224

The IBM-Hamiltonian parameters used for the above-

TABLE V. IBM parameters.

156Gd 232Th 238U
N? 12 12 15
ey (MeV)? 0.0 0.0 0.0
a, (MeV)? 0.0060 —0.0014 —0.0014
a, (MeV)* 0.0046 0.0035 0.0028
a, (MeV)* —0.0162 —0.0108 —0.0116
X —0.9790 —1.3280 —1.3230
a; (MeV)y 0.0440 0.0 0.0
a, (MeV)? 0.0125 0.0 0.0
g, (MeV)° 14.30 12.60 12.90
by, (MeV)® 0.0 0.200 0.0
b, (MeV)® 0.500 0.0 0.0
b, (MeV)® 0.360 0.300 0.250
x5 —0.9790 —1.3230 —1.3230
D, (fm)° 8.0 10.4-11.4 10.4-11.4
k (MeV!~r)d 0.0050 0.0065 0.0065
ye 2.5 2.5 2.5

s-d boson parameters, defined in Ref. 5.

°P-boson parameters of formula (1).

“Coefficient of the E 1 operator in formula (2); for 2*2Th and 28U
see Figs. 5 and 6.

9Parameters of formula (3).

mentioned isotopes are listed in Table V: the s-d boson
parameters have been adjusted on the experimental ener-
gies and E2 transition strengths of low-lying positive-
parity states, the P-boson parameters derive from a best
fit to the experimental photoabsorption cross sections,
taken from Ref. 25 for 1°Gd and from Ref. 26 for 2*’Th
and 2*®U. The experimental and calculated cross sections
are shown in Figs. 1-3.

Once the IBM parameters have been adjusted on low-
energy levels and photoabsorption data the calculation of
scattering cross sections is performed without further de-
grees of freedom.

The differential cross section for elastic scattering of 12
MeV photons by !*Gd is plotted in Fig. 4 as a function
of the scattering angle. The separate contributions of

Oy [T T e .
(mb) | "Gq
300 -
(e?fm?)
200 L 200
100 1 L 100
o —+ 0

Ey(MeV)

FIG. 1. Photoabsorption cross section by '*Gd. Solid line:
present calculations with the parameters of Table V; experimen-
tal data are taken from Ref. 25. The straight line segments at
the bottom represent the calculated dipole strengths, S,, in
e*fm? units.



39 DELBRUCK AND NUCLEAR RAYLEIGH EFFECTS IN ELASTIC . .. 829

300 400 500

Oyabs (mb)
200

FIG. 2. Photoabsorption cross section by 2**Th. Solid line:
present calculations with the parameters of Table V (D, =10.4
fm); experimental data are taken from Ref. 26.

Thomson, Delbriick, and nuclear Rayleigh effects, as well
as the absolute value of the interference term of formula
(13), are also plotted as functions of 8. As expected, the
pure Delbriick contribution decreases rapidly with in-
creasing 0, but the interference term, linear in the
Delbriick amplitudes, is never negligible: being positive
at small angles, it causes a sizable increment there of the
total cross section; at large angles (8> 80°) it becomes
negative and produces a non-negligible decrement. The
nuclear Rayleigh contribution fixes the order of magni-
tude of the total cross section everywhere except at small
angles, where the Delbriick term is dominant.

The elastic scattering of 9 MeV photons by 2*?Th and
238y is plotted in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively, where the
solid and dashed curves correspond to two choices of the
D, coefficient in the electric dipole operator of formula
(2). The lower D, value in Table V reproduces the exper-
imental photoabsorption data of Ref. 26, as shown in
Figs. 2 and 3, the higher value being compatible with the
higher limit of the data’” at E, =9 MeV. It has to be
pointed out that the experimental photoabsorption cross
sections for thorium and uranium are affected by large

Oyabs (mb)
300 400 500

200

T
8 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

FIG. 3. Photoabsorption cross section by 2**U. Solid line:
present calculations with the parameters of Table V (D,=10.4
fm); experimental data are taken from Ref. 26.

uncertainties in this energy region, as is evident from a
comparison of Refs. 26 and 27.

In the case of 2®U, the discrepancy between the
present calculation and the experimental data confirms
the conclusions of Ref. 23, where a similar effect has been
interpreted in terms of missing Coulomb corrections to
the Delbriick amplitudes. Also the refined analyses car-
ried out in Ref. 22 for **U and in Ref. 24 for both 23%U
and 2*2Th support the conclusion that Coulomb correc-
tions play an important role in the Delbriick scattering of
9 MeV photons by actinides.

The introduction in the present work of a nuclear mod-
el for Rayleigh scattering does not improve the agree-
ment between calculations and experiments obtained in
Refs. 22-24, where use had been made of Lorentzian fits
or optical theorem plus dispersion relations. The present
approach proves successful in reproducing large-angle
scattering, where the Delbriick effect plays a minor role,
but is not negligible thanks to the interference term (13)
and inelastic scattering to the 2" state,’ provided that the

dﬂ% T T T T T T T T T T T T ]
(b/sr)
102
- \ .\. p_—
y .
..... N
10 T AL TR SR,
- 3 . . .- —
- \ \ -
\ \ 2
— '»\ \. 4 -
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- [.'\._ —
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i S
— 9 S
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FIG. 4. Differential cross section for elastic scattering of 12
MeV photons by '*°Gd." Solid line: calculated total elastic
scattering cross section; dashed line: nuclear Rayleigh contri-
bution; dotted line: Thomson contribution; double-dot-dashed
line: Delbriick contribution; dot-dashed line: interference term
between nuclear Rayleigh, Thomson, and Delbriick amplitudes
[formula (13)].
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FIG. 5. Differential cross section for elastic scattering of 9
MeV photons by 22Th. Solid line: IBM calculations with
Dy=10.4 fm; dashed line: IBM calculations with D,=11.4 fm.
Experimental data: @, Ref. 24; B, Ref. 29.
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FIG. 6. Differential cross section for elastic scattering of 9
MeV photons by 2*U. Solid line: IBM calculations with
Dy=10.4 fm; dashed line: IBM calculations with Dy=11.4 fm.
Experimental data: @, Ref. 24; O, Ref. 23.

higher D, value of Table V is adopted. While Coulomb
corrections apparently are of minor importance in the en-
ergy region of 4—7 MeV,?® the situation in the upper tail
of the giant dipole resonance is not yet clear and new
measurements in the 9-18 MeV range at scattering an-
gles smaller than 90° are desirable in order to throw light
on the matter. ‘

It is worth mentioning that in recent measurements of
scattering of 25—100 MeV photons by 2°Pb in the angu-
lar range 6=15°-80" (Ref. 30) the importance of
Coulomb corrections is smaller than expected, even at
6=15°. On the other side, the computational method for
Coulomb corrections, based on the impact-factor approx-
imation,!” has to be carefully reinvestigated, as shown in
Ref. 31. In any case, the Delbriick amplitudes tabulated
in the present work could be considered a useful supple-
ment of previous calculations.! 8
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APPENDIX: DELBRUCK
SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

In this section, the main formulas for Delbriick ampli-
tudes are briefly recalled; they have been originally de-
rived in the lowest perturbative order by De Tollis and
co-workers'>!® using a dispersion relation at fixed
momentum transfer. Therefore, we refer to the original
papers'>!? for a detailed derivation, while in the follow-
ing the relevant results are only shown for reader’s con-
venience.

The system of units i=c =m,=1 is assumed, where
m, is the electron rest mass; the Delbriick scattering is
described by means of two independent (complex) ampli-
tudes for circularly polarized photons, namely
ayy=a__ and a,_=a_,, labels + and — referring
to helicities, the first subscript to the incoming photon
(i), the second to the scattered one (o).

The circular polarization states are given by the four-
vectors

’

()= 1%5(e§“+ix,.e;”>,o

(A1)

’

(ef)* = [T/%(e‘f)—moe;‘”),o

where A; (A,) for incoming (outgoing) photon is equal to
+1 and —1 for right- and left-handed circular polariza-
tion, respectively. Moreover,
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el’=e{?=(0,1,0) ,
ey)=(— cos16,0,—sin10) , (A2)
e’)=(— cos16,0, sinlh) ,

|

Ima, ,(d,p)= —f""‘d [ ax [Pz a xpzidp),

+ -

where the kinematical variables, p and d, are defined as
follows:

d =ksinl6 , .
(A4)

p =k cosif ,
and k is the photon energy in unit of m
(A3), Ima , vanish.

+- J

.. Ifk<2in Eq.

_ 1 K’ x4 b(y) T . >
D.(pd)=— J7 Ty [ ax [ dze(D AL (xop,zidip) (K22),

where a(d)=(4—d?)!/? when d <2 and a(d)=0 otherwise.

where 6 is the scatterin§ angle.

De Tollis et al.'>'® give the imaginary parts of
Delbriick amplitudes in terms of threefold integrals
which contain only irrational and elementary functions of
the arguments:

k=2, x,=[pt(k2—4y)?1%, b(y)=Vi—-1/y ,

(A3)

[

The real parts of the amplitude are given as subtracted
dispersion relations, free from singularities in the fourfold
integral representation:

Rea, . (d,p)=C.(d)
+_

+_2_Pf°° dP M (A5)
ad) p' p't—p?

(A6)

The step function, e(x), takes the values £(|x|)=1,

—|x|)=—1, the variable, I, being defined later. As usual, P means the principal value of the integral. The 4. func-
+
tions in Egs. (A3), and (A6) are then given by
1+y(z2—1) z2+1 2p(u—2)
A, (x,y,z;d,p)= (2y+,u)~—:t———— R“)+{ W 5y yzz“_l +y(d*—2d% +p—2) |[RY
|22 ptd? oy _zH1 1 22+172—rnkR(,,
(z2—1)?  2z2—1 B 214y z2—1 2
k2 14ypz2—1) || rh—TPro+l? 2240 o, D oD
+ + - —R
y(y+y,) 22_1 5 22_1 d y(l ru) (sz 12 )
—1 12
2Ly o (RY R+ RE)
4 2
-‘z——j%j-%(RM) R(4))
4y“(z“—1)
rp(3z2+1) 2,2
12 . . _ 1+2d 2+1 (R(z) R(lzz))
y(z*—1) 2 z4—
Lzt +1(R(4) @ —R@)—R® (A7)
and
1 R{Y 1+y(z2—1) 222
A_(x,y,z;d,p)=——— —"“‘— LU R S -
y 14 a, y— z __1 2 y+” T 22_1
2
z°+1
x R R =Ry —RY)
k? 1+y(z2—1)
+ (12_ )kZR(1)+lk2R(2)
2 yy+tu) z22—1
z2+1 (z2+1)?
— =5 R -RP)+—5—5(RF —RF)+2(y + )R‘”
2z—1) 02 12 2zP—1) y\oy Ty
___z_zj'_l__ R —RY)—
(22_1)2"12( )—rpRE |, (A8)
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where the following variables have been introduced:

_x—d? _ x+d?
CaErE

, l=x+4y—d?,

- - (A9)
I=1/2p, A=x—12,
s c;+c, —4d*A
a;=[n;(n;—4d*\)1'?, by=——"-——, ¢;=n;+a; (i,k=0,1,2,3), (A10)
a;+a
no=(x+d??, n,=1*+4d’x +16d*y*(1—z?%),
(A11)
ny=14+2d*?% ny=1*+4d*x+16d*(1—z*)"".
The functions, Ri(,f), s=1,2,...,6,in Egs. (A7), and (A8) are defined as follows:
16(b;, —1) An;ny x
M= 220k T p i qenp., | 2T
le a;a; ’ ik 6 bzk cizclz cicx ’
@ 16Ab;; R— A n o on _4knk (A12)
ik cice T F T 2p(y4p) |aie;,  agey ap =’
(3 16ik 72 ik O—__ A M M _ 4n,
e aa, || T 4y(y+p) |2 c? a,ct
Finally, the C.(d) functions of Eq. (A5) are related to the backward scattering amplitude,
Ci(d)=(Rea++)[k=d,9=,,] N (A13)

+—

which implies C, (d)=0 since a . vanishes in the backward direction. Therefore, the only subtraction term to be
evaluated is C_ (d), which is expressible by means of a threefold integral:'4

l © +1 1 o B](y)zyg;d) ’
C_(d)=— d dé——————P | dy|———+B,(y,q,&d) | . (A14)
= daf ey J — 20,0,
Moreover, the B, and B, functions are given by the following expressions:
58 2yss Ys2+532) (s?+s32) —
B\(y,q,6d)= | —=— Yt Y ‘2 5 2 b+ ilzi— 4 Y 12 22 arcoshV'y
Yy )2 ywa Y1y Y2
— ai+b(y) a,+b(y)
e T e Bl L) B B e I (A15)
rya ai—b(y) r ru’ | aj ay—b(y)
2 (py—pp)?
r ry Y=y
B,(y,q,6;d)= | — + + b(y)
2 Y i b3
(= 1p)? — ay+b(y)
- -— Zyz“ i 2“: - 4 arcoshVy — ,1 —1In | — 4 , (A16)
yiyau yp; 2yiy; yiy—r) u'al a;—bly)
where the relevant quantities on the right-hand side are defined as follows:

4s=dt=—qi—q3—q7 +2dg}, 4u,=qi+q3+q¥+4d’—4dgs, ¢i=q;+d, r=—d?,

4 =qi+q3+q?, du=v=—dXql+gq3), s =s+p Yi2=ytu, w=u—(y—s?. (A17)

ay=(1+u'/ryH'?, at=0+r/u)"?% by)=(1—1/p)'?, ¢>=q}+q}+45.

It is worth recalling that the forward scattering amplitude has been also derived by De Tollis'? as infinite but rapidly
convergent analytical series. In the photon energy range that we have considered (E, >2m,), the following formulas
hold:



2
-1 _9.p 40 _ 4 _P S
Rea . 9 4+2 lnp 1np+3 9 Z,
14 4 109 |, p|1}| 4 1
=— lln————= |[+& |- |n= | —=
Ima, =g 0, " [T |3 | 2
2
2 & | @n—=1| 4n*—n’+n—1
T El 2n +2)1 n*2n —1)?

2n +1

12n%—2n +1
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(2n —1) 24n3—n2+n~—1 2n+1 (A18)
(2n +2)N n2(2n —1)> ’ :
2
+ |3 lni——+—+§(3)’
6 p

6n%+2n —1

where p=2m, /E,,.

2 k(2k—1) 2(4n3—n%*+n—1)

n(n+1)2n—1)

(p =1, £(3)=1.202056903),
(A19)
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