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Distorted-wave impulse approximation formalism in momentum space including the averaging
over nucleon Fermi motion is presented for the case of nuclear pion photoproduction. Representa-
tive examples of the partial transitions on the '“B, '°C, *C, '*N, and "°N nuclei at several photon en-
ergies are compared with the data and discussed. This has enabled us to focus clearly on the
successes and limitations in the present understanding of the nuclear photoproduction field.

I. INTRODUCTION

The experimental data of good quality for the pion
photoproduction off light nuclei (from *He up to the oxy-
gen isotopes) that have appeared in the last five years' ™ #
strongly stimulated interest in the many-sided physics of
this process. Specifically, one expects that the reaction
with a well-defined nuclear final (bound) state, being free
of the uncertainties of the nuclear continuum calcula-
tions, may provide a way to understanding the photopro-
duction mechanism.

Comparing with the data the results of the recent cal-
culations one can see that several theoretical groups have
met similar serious difficulties (e.g., strong and systematic
underestimation of the differentiai cross sections for the
“N(y,77) C reaction at E, 2250 MeV) in spite of
differences in the theoretical tools used such as the ele-
mentary photoproduction amplitude, treatment of the
Aj; isobar, pion distortion, etc. It seems to us that it is
important to summarize for typical examples the points
of agreement, and, maybe even more important, the
points where all calculations disagree with the experi-
mental data. We assume that such an analysis should be-
come a starting point for the forthcoming search of the
new physics still missing in our attempts to understand
the (y,7") reactions.

To make our position clear, we should indeed present
some details of our calculations. We work in the momen-
tum representation.’ ? In this approach it is computa-
tionally easier to control severai features of the calcula-
tion, such as the full momentum dependence and off-shell
continuation of the elementary photoproduction ampli-
tude, the nucleon Fermi motion, etc. Our own early for-
mulation® of distorted-wave impulse approximation
(DWIA) in the momentum space has received important
extensions. In our original version® we have treated the
Fermi motion in the factorization approximation: in-
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stead of averaging over the nucleonic motion we have
used the effective values of the nucleon momenta. In the
present paper it is shown that the factorization is indeed
an excellent approximation valid in many cases with an
accuracy better than 1-2 %. There are, however, exam-
ples, where the genuine averaging cannot be avoided.

The important pion distortion effects are now incor-
porated via the momentum-space pion-nucleus optical
potential developed in Refs. 10 and 11. There the micro-
scopic first-order potential has been supplemented by a
phenomenological term depending on the nuclear density
squared. Such a potential is universal with respect to the
atomic mass number 4 =< 4 <40 and with respect to the
pion charge.

Finally we wish tc mention that the K-matrix approxi-
mation used in Ref. 5 is now avoided and the nuclear
photoproduction amplitude is constructed with the off-
mass-shell extrapolation included.

In Sec. II we present the formalism of our calculation.
Section III contains an analysis of the representative ex-
amples of the partial (y,7") transitions in the p-shell nu-
clei. Conclusions and an outlook of the future work are
given in Sec. IV.

I1. DISTORTED-WAVE IMFULSE APPROXIMATION
IN THE MOMENTUM SPACE

A. Effects of the pion-nucleus interaction

The general momentum-space formulation of the nu-
clear pion photoproduction as given in Ref. 5 allows us to
take into accouni not only the single-particle photopro-
duction mechanism but also via channel coupling the
multiparticle effects due to the two-step processes such as
the virtual excitation and charge-exchange scattering.

Here we shall limit ourselves to a simpler version of the
theory. The DWIA is constructed with the assumption
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that the dominant distortion effects are due to the
coherent scattering of the pion in the spherically sym-
metric part of the pion-nuclear optical potential
(“‘coherent approximation™).

We shall use the version of DWIA based on the
Kerman-McManus-Thaler (KMT, Ref. 12) formulation
of the multiple-scattering theory. The pion photoproduc-
tion matrix T, is

T/ (qokA)=UZ, (g, kA)

f d3q T'(q,90)UZ, (q,kA)

where U ﬁ’}, is the plane-wave photoproduction amplitude
and Gf(q)=E,,(q)+E§(q) is the total energy of the
pion-nucleus system. As it is usual in KMT, we have in-
troduced an auxiliary matrix T, which is connected with
the true scattering matrix T via the relation

A

The factor (4 —1)/ A4 eliminates double counting of the
pion-nucleon interaction acts included in the matrix U ﬁ’y

The T’ matrix is in practice constructed as a solution of
the Lippmann-Schwinger equation

Uon(9,9)T°(q',qp)
G(gy)—6(q' ) tie

T'(q,q0)= T(q,qo) - (2)

, d’
T'(,90)= Uy (q,q0)+ [ (2:)3

(3)

The method of solution and the construction of the opti-
cal potential

Uop(2,90)=U 11 (4,q0) + UZ1(q,q0; B, Cy)
+Veoula—qeR) (4)

are described in Ref. 11. The potential U} opt is microscop-
ic and corresponds to the free pion-nucleon ¢ matrix. The
potential U} is proportional via phenomenological pa-

rameters B, and C, to the Fourier transform of the nu-
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by Vincent and Phatak;'3 in Ref. 13 one can also find the
construction of the potential V.

B. Nuclear photoproduction amplitude

In the basic photoproduction amplitude Uﬁ’,, that
enters into Eq. (1) one disregards the distortion of the
pionic waves. The amplitude U ﬁ’y can be expanded over
the single-nucleon states a =(nlj) as

Ul (q,kA)= z(f|c coli)qa'lt, la,kd) , (5

where |i) (|f)) is the nuclear initial (final) state, q is the
pion momentum and k (1) is the photon momentum (po-
larization). The matrix element of the pion photoproduc-
tion operator is

<q! |t1r7‘a k)\')—fdp(ba p ny(Q’k}\pan ’
(6)

where p(p’) is the nucleon momentum in the initial (final)
state. The spin-isospin structure of 7., is written in
terms of cyclic components of the Pauli matrices o and 7
as

7,,(q,kA,p)=(G,0,+AG,00+ G0 _; +G )", )
where
= Fr LiT, )/2=7't1/‘/§ )

The bound-nucleon wave function ¢, in the momentum
space is

nl(p)ylml(ﬁ)meng ’ 8)

2[m,mm

mml

where [ - - - ] is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient and Xom,

(§,, ) stands for the nucleon spin (isospin) wave function.

The other notation should be self-explanatory. The
coefficients Gz(1=F=4) define the specific features of
the elementary N (y,7)N' amplitude.

Collecting together formulas (5)-(8) one can see that
the decomposition

clear density squared. In Ref. 11 it has been demonstrat- Ji J I T, 1 Tf
ed that universal (though energy-dependent) parameters [/ v (q,kA)= (J, 7! 2
B, and C can be found such that they allow us to repro- o1 M; M M||N, N Ny
duce, with very good accuracy, all available total and
elastic (differential and integral) cross sections for the 7+ XUpsfem(q—k) 9)
scattering off light (4 < 4 <40) nuclei. The Coulomb in-
teraction in the momentum space is treated as suggested  defines new amplitudes
]
5 : L 1J (n'I'nl) ) (n'l'nl) 14
Um=V6J > > M, vg M 1/’17L1"),1’1€ML(”'1 ’nl)+8LJ8MLM¢'J':LO"), 1ILML(”'1':”1) > (10)
nin'l'L | B=1
where J=V27 +1, v;=A, v,=0, v;=—A, and f. . (Q)=exp(1Q?b2/ 4),
8 vre 1+M,_
v, (n'1',nl)=(— Jd°p R, (p)G 5, kA, PIR () Y (P)& Y, (B)], iy, - (1)
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The nuclear structure information is fully contained in
the coefficients ¥ L§1’T, which are easily connected with
the spin- and isospin-reduced matrix elements as

119
2 2
Yol =S SETTV § T (drlaa), (12)
I ' 1L
where®
Yyrla,a)=TT) I, Ty |||l f T, 1r| 1, T, -

All the results presented in this paper were obtained
with the Blomgvist-Laget (BL) photoproduction ampli-
tude.!* Being constructed in an arbitrary frame of refer-
ence this amplitude is very well suited for the nuclear
photoproduction calculations: the otherwise cumber-
some transformation between the pion-nucleon and
pion-nucleus center-of-mass systems is fully avoided.
One should note that the BL amplitude!* that we use is
only partly unitarized. Namely, the most important A-
isobar component of the amplitude is unitary by con-
struction, at the same time the corresponding Born terms
are left real. Criticism of this point has appeared in the
literature, see, e.g., Ref. 9 and the references therein. The
corresponding correction term

S [exp(i8;)—1]¢5 ,
7

where ¢} are the nonresonance amplitudes for multipoles
J, is, however, small for the transitions dominated by the
Kroll-Ruderman term since there even the dominant
phase shift §,<10° for EL<300 MeV. The opposite is,
indeed, true for the partlal transition "“N—'*C_  con-
sidered in Ref. 9: the Kroll-Ruderman term is heavily
suppressed there and the importance of the correction
terms grows. With this reservation we consider the part-
ly unitarized BL amplitude'* as an acceptable approxima-
tion. The explicit expressions of Gz(1<=B<4) for this
amplitude are given in Appendix A.

C. Partial wave decomposition

For the numerical work we shall introduce the ampli-
tudes Fﬂy, Vm/’ and F', which are connected with the
matrices T, U, and T’ via the relations

F{,“y(qo,kl)=—i\/m,( KM, (go) TS (qo, k), (13)

F'(q,qo)=—ﬁ\/./l/lf(q)./lflf(qo)T’(q,qo) , (15)

where the relativistic reduced mass
M (k)=KE"' (k) /&, (k)
[M,(q)=E (9E}(q)/6;(q)]

of the y-nucleus [7-nucleus] system has been introduced.
The pion energy is

E, ()= 2172,

(m+q
and the energy of the nuclear initial (final) state is
Ei,(ﬂ:(M’A‘f’z-qu)”z

with M}/’ for the nucleus rest mass.
We shall work with the partial pion-nucleus ampli-
tudes F; defined by the decomposition

F'(q,q0)=47 3 F (4,90)Y] y_ (@)Y, » (@) . (16)

L_M_

The on-mass-shell pion-scattering amplitude ¥} (g4,9,)
can be connected with the pion-nucleus scattering phase
shifts 5, as

1 A—1, %%
F1. (g0,90)= —1). 17
Ln(% qp) 2igy 4 (e ) (17)

Taking the z axis of the coordinate system along the
direction of the vector k we can write for the photopro-
duction amplitude F/’ , the decomposition

FI (qpkM)= 3 F[ (q0,kMY} 5 @), (18)
LM 7 T
where 7f ' is the photoproduction partial amplitude. An

expansion of Vﬁ’, fully analogous to Eq. (18) defines the
plane-wave photoproduction partial amplitude
‘V{'_(q,kk). By substituting the three expansions into

Eq. (1) one finds

T (qo.k W)=V (go,kN)

1 e gidg TL, @90V (g kM)

(19)

VI ,kx)——— M (k)M (g)VY! (g, kA) (14) .
1 v 74 q The amplitude ‘V{‘” is obtained from Eq. (14) as
J
VI (g,kM)= [dQ.Y, y (@V],(qkh)
172
M (KM 4 (q) | 1
T B fﬁldx Py (X)UL(g,%,0,=0,kA), (20)

where x =cos6,. is an argument of the adjoint Legendre polynomial P;,,(x). The x integration in Eq. (20) is performed
numerically by using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature. The treatment of the singularity that appears in Eq. (19) is de-

scribed in Appendix B.
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Finally, for the photoproduction differential cross section we have

dop__1 _ 5 |5¢ | RIFF (a kM YE 4y (@) | @1
a0 2%k 20,+1 ,, i | L ‘90, 90> LM ‘9’| >
[
where M, =M;+A—M,. The Coulomb factor  order (m,/my)?, where m_(my) is the pion (nucleon)

C, (gy,R) is obtained such that it assures the smooth

matching at the point » =R of the calculated (according
to the procedure by Vincent and Phatak!3) pionic wave
function with the known Coulomb function that de-
scribes the pion motion in the asymptotic region. It
should be noted that the factor CLr(qO,R) indeed also
guarantees the correct threshold form of the differential

cross section as obtained for the case of two (short-range
plus long-range) potentials, e.g., in the monograph by

Taylor."® In particular, for the s-wave component one
can write
ColgoR) — —22E— 22)

g—0e?™—1

where k is the Sommerfeld parameter.

D. Averaging the nucleonic Fermi motion

In Eq. (11) we have reached the computationally most
difficult point: after inserting Eq. (11) into Eq. (1) we face
the six-dimensional integration d°q d’p. Frequently, in
the analysis of purely nucleonic reactions, such integrals
are approximated by the expansion

t(p)=1(0)+(3t/3p)|,—o'p+O(p*/mj)

with the subsequent substitution p— —iV,, where the
operator V, acts on the wave function of the initial nu-
cleus. This is impractical here since the photoproduction

operator 7, , as a function of p has a resonance character.
This is due to the A- 1sobar contribution to 7., of the
form (W?—M3 +iM,T)"!, where

W?=W}=[E, (q)+Ey(p)P—(q+p)*. (23)

Earlier, in Ref. 5, for example, we have treated the nu-
cleonic Fermi motion approximately. The method (*“‘fac-
torization approximation”) suggested in Ref. 16 consists
in the substitution

k A4-1

p_’peﬂ':_—z_ 2A

(k—q) (24)

and allows an evaluation of I EML in the form (1<8=<4)

I I' L

IEML(n'z',nl)z\/Er—fg—YgML(Q)iL 00 o

X G (g, kA, Per)
X fo‘”R,,.,,(r)jL(Qr)Rn,(r)rzdr , (25)

where Q=k —q is the transferred momentum and j, (Qr)
is the spherical Bessel function. The error of the factori-
zation approximation has been estimated!” as being of the

mass.

In this paper we shall display results for the nuclear
pion photoproduction cross sections calculated by nu-
merical integration of (11) performed without further
physical approximations and compare them, where ap-
propriate, with those obtained via the factorization ap-
proximation. Details of our numerical procedure are
given in Appendix C.

E. Comparison of the present method with other
pion photoproduction calculations

Most traditionally'® the DWIA calculations are per-
formed in the coordinate space. The pionic plane-wave
implicitly present in our Eq. (6) is there substituted by an
outgoing distorted wave cpgo_ Y(r) and instead of Eq. (6)

one writes
(qpa'l?,, la, k)
- f d3r ¢* q)ck)

The operators q=iV_ and p=—iV, act on the pionic
function <pf];’ and the initial nucleon wave function, re-

(r)7(q,kA,ple® @, (r) . (26)

spectively. Technically, an ingoing solution <p‘+’(r) is
usually constructed by solving the Klein- Gordon equa-
tion with some phenomenological optical potential and

then the relation

P, (N=¢Ug(r) 27

is used. The difficulties of such an approach are well
known: the inclusion of the nucleonic Fermi motion is
rather problematic, and, maybe even more important, the
momentum dependence of the 7, matrix appearing, e.g.,
in the form [(k —g)?+m2]7!, is difficult to treat proper-
ly.

To avoid the mentioned problems, Tiator and Wright®
have calculated the matrix element (26) in the momentum
space as

< 9o a'|?ﬂy la,kk)
= [d*qd’p 6%(p)¢' *(q,q0)2,, (. kA, P)B,(D) ,
(28)

where ¢' ~'(q,qq) is the Fourier transform of the function
g, (r). Instead of our Eq. (27) one writes

¢ *(a,90)=¢'"(q,q)) . (29)

Now it is easy to see the connection of the DWIA
defined in Eq. (28) with the method we described. Trivi-
ally, for the plane wave solution ¢'*'(q,qe)—8(q—qp),
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Eq. (28) becomes Eq. (16).
represented as

For the distorted waves

T(q,qo)

(+) _

(q,90)=8(q—qo)+ (30)
¢ DT e () — () €]

one observes that an expression similar to Eq. (1) is ob-
tained from Eq. (28). They differ, however, by the factor
(A —1)/ A, which eliminates certain double countings as
discussed in connection with Eq. (1).

Another, numerically more important difference be-
tween the two approaches is due to a different choice of
kinematic quantities. In the present calculation, we have
taken the pion energy as

E_=E_(qQ)=(m2+q*'? 31)

and in the A-resonance propagator the total energy W of
the m-nucleus system is chosen as W =W, [see Eq. (23)].
At the same time Tiator and Wright® use

EV=(m7+q})"”? (32)

where qq is the on-shell (asymptotic) pion momentum.
Also they take

H108(¢ ) 108e (g s )
2000

E; =183MeV
100{

200 [

1000

d6/Q¢ m (nb/sr)
o

| 230Mev N

200 ,./ {\1\ {
/1 A

F /7 \:\

L éx/ \\\\x

i / "
100 t / \?\\

-f":/'n N U RPN SRS |
0 30° 60° 90° 120° 8¢m
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W™W=w,=([E, +Ey(p)]*—(k+p)*}' " (33)

in the A-isobar propagator. As for the comparison of the
two models, we wish to quote the detailed analysis of the
neutral pion photoproduction by Chumbalov and
Kamalov.!® They point towards an important priority of
the choice W =W/,(q,p) and E,=(m2+q»)!?, where
the pion energy is not constant but rather it is systemati-
cally expressed via the integration variable g, the local
pion momentum.

Finally, we would like to mention that the Coulomb in-
teraction ignored in Ref. 6 finds an appropriate treatment
in our calculation, as explained in Sec. II C. From the re-
sults it is obvious that, though unimportant at the reso-
nance energies, the Coulomb interaction cannot be
neglected in the near threshold pion photoproduction.

III. RESULTS

A ""B(y,7%)""Be,

Here we have a 37007 1(J;T,—J,T,) transition,
this is a M3 multipole with the dominant [o® Y, ]; opera-
tor. Such a clean structure leads to the assumption that

300 T T T

H108 (¢ @'1'%8el(g.s.) 1

b

= 260Mev
(b) 7

! .t E
200| ~

100

d6/dQ m(nb/sr)
Y
S

200 320MeV 4

FIG. 1. DWIA pion angular distributions for the '°B(3%0) (y,7*)!°Be(0* 1) reaction calculated with the Cohen and Kurath (Ref.
20) transition density at (a) E2°= 180, 200, and 230 MeV; and (b) 260 and 320 MeV using the complete BL amplitude (Ref. 14). Nu-
cleonic Fermi motion is numerically averaged (full line), treated within the factorization approximation (lines marked with X’s, see
the text), and disregarded (dashed line). Dash-dotted line corresponds to the results obtained without the A-isobar component of the
BL amplitude. The experimental data are from Ref. 4 (triangles) and Ref. 21 (open circles).
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the corresponding electron-scattering data may provide
us with the necessary nuclear structure information in a
broad interval of the transferred momenta. The high
multipolarity of this transition suggests that the nuclear
interior should not strongly influence the results. In oth-
er words the behavior of the pionic wave function inside
the nucleus should not be important for our purpose.

The nuclear transversal density has been obtained from
the Cohen-Kurath wave functions,’® which in this case
describe the experimental form factor correctly. The
density is determined by the coefficient [see Eq. (12)]
Y321), 7=1=0.582 and the oscillator parameter is b=1.66
F, both values are taken from Ref. 18.

The calculated photoproduction differential cross sec-
tions are displayed in Fig. 1. There are three types of cal-
culations: (i) nucleonic Fermi-motion disregarded, (ii)
factorization approximation [Eq. (24)], and (iii) averaging
over the nucleonic Fermi motion performed numerically.

Fully disregarding the Fermi motion (p=—k/A4,
p'=p+k—q) one obtains results considerably different
from those of the full calculation, as in (iii). The
disagreement grows with the pion energy. This is obvi-
ously connected with the growing role at higher energies
of the A-resonance mechanism: the A-isobar propagator
with its strong momentum dependence shows up in the
Fermi averaging. On the other hand one can see that the
factorization approximation (the curve marked with X’s,
to be compared with the solid lines) provides differential
cross sections that differ at most by 1-2 % from those
obtained by the numerical Fermi averaging.

Let us now compare the theoretical results with the
data. For the pion energies above the (3,3) resonance the
calculated differential cross section is in an agreement
with the recent MIT data.?! We miss, however, an un-
derstanding of the photoproduction mechanisms at lower
energies: the experimental data at E, <200 MeV -learly
prefer the calculations with the A-resonance term omit-
ted. A possible reason for it can be connected with some
suppression of the A-resonance mechanism in the nuclear
medium. Similar suppression effects can be seen in the
calculations performed within the isobar-doorway mod-
el?? and delta-hole model®® for the coherent production of
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7° mesons. A final answer to this problem can possibly
be found in a unified analysis (coupled channels) of the
neutral and charged pion photoproduction.

Another possible explanation of the observed suppres-
sion of the do /d () at E,, =200 MeV could be connected
with the pion-propagator modification in the z-channel
exchange pion diagram, which is indeed specific for the
charged pion photoproduction. *

As for the comparison with the results of other calcula-
tions we wish to comment that, intrinsically, our DWIA
method requires the extrapolation of the elementary am-
plitude into the off-energy-shell region in the form
E,=(m2+4+q%"? (q is the local pion momentum). With
such a choice our results differ from those by Tiator? at
most by 10% at E, X260 MeV, the difference being al-
most negligible (2—3 %) at lower energies. Taking the
pion off-shell-energy extrapolation as E, =(m2+gq3)!/?
(g is the pion asymptotic momentum), which corre-
sponds to Tiator and Wright’s version of DWIA, we
indeed found even a better agreement of the two theories:
the difference between their and our result does not
exceed 5% at E, =260 MeV and 7% at E, =320 MeV.
Such a nice coincidence of two rather different calcula-
tions shows that the '°B—'%Be, , photoproduction tran-
sition is rather insensitive to the construction of the tran-
sition operator and to the particular form of the pionic
optical potential.

B. 2Cly,n")" B,

In this partial transition one should consider simul-
taneously two nuclear transition densities, namely those
with L=0 and L=2. Unlike the case of !B, here the
magnetic-type form factor calculated with the Cohen-
Kurath wave functions does not reproduce the experi-
mentally observed second maximum of the form factor at
Q=2 F~!, which is due to the interference of the L=0
and 2 components of the transition density. Dubach and
Haxton?® have suggested that the failure is connected
with the absence of the 27w components in the Cohen-
Kurath wave functions. To avoid the configuration mix-
ing calculations in an extended space, Dubach and Hax-

TABLE 1. Coefficients ¥;(;5) 7~ [LS coupling, see Eq. (12)] and the values of the oscillator constant b used in the calculation of
the reduced density matrix elements. Spin, parity, and isospin on the nuclear initial and final states are given in the second row. The

final nucleus is always in its ground state.

13C—>13N HN—>14C

IZC*IZB %“%_}%—% 1+O_‘>0+1 ISN_>I50
J L S 0" 0—1"1 ™ Hl H2 HF2 11 1m0
0 0 0 0.577 0.578 0.577
0 1 1 0.390 —0.051 0.817
1 1 0 0.101 0.186 0.193 0.339 0.418 —0.180 —0.437
1 0 1 —0.258 —0.158 —0.159 —0.033 —0.042 0.0 0.179
1 1 1 —0.239 0.0 0.0 0.041 0.0 —0.009 0.0
1 2 1 0.016 0.343 0.585 0.435 0.395 —0.497 —0.799
b(F) 1.76 1.73 1.73 1.70 1.70 1.70 1.67
Reference 26 6 18(b) 33 33 33 30
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ton?® keep the form of the M1 transition density the same
as it is obtained for the pure p-shell model and treat the
coefficients that define the density as phenomenological
parameters. Being obtained by a fit to the data the
coefficients 1,5, r are supposed to have absorbed the
effects of the omitted 2#w configurations. The density is
denoted as DH here and the corresponding coefficients
Y Ls) 7 are listed in Table 1. Earlier we calculated the
differential cross sections for the pion inelastic scattering
using both the Cohen-Kurath and DH models. The cal-
culation?’ shows a clear preference to the DH density.

The results of our DWIA pion photoproduction calcu-
lations performed with the DH density are shown in Fig.
2. Again the factorization approximation provides the
photoproduction cross sections, which agree very well
with those obtained via the full Fermi integration.

The calculated cross sections for the low pion energies
at backward angles go substantially lower than the exper-
imental results. This discrepancy should partly be con-
nected with the large interference term of the L=0 and 2
components of the nuclear transition density. This

TN 2epmiBlgs)

Ey = 186Mev
3\;\ ¢
- \
<\x
\\\’<
{ <
X
011 W
\}x {
£ i\\x } }
© < Born \\\ P
- ~ X e
- [ '\, - ozl
N N N e
>N L \\ \\{q,x)(
= BornoA> N
g 10| N i
3 b \
° % 225Mev

01 v

!

1
30°

FIG. 2. DWIA pion angular distributions for the '2C(0*0)
(y,m) 2B(1%1) reaction calculated with the DH transition
densities (Ref. 26). The full line (lines marked with X’s) corre-
sponds to the complete BL amplitude (Ref. 14) and numerical
Fermi motion averaging (factorization approximation), dashed
line is for BL amplitude without the A-isobar component. The
experimental data are from Ref. 28 for E**=186 MeV and Ref.
29 for E'2*=225 MeV.
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means that the photoproduction cross sections are very
sensitive to the details of the pion-nuclear optical poten-
tial.?” Later we shall observe an almost identical situa-
tion for the N — 14Cgis_ transition.

The assumption about the importance of the interfer-
ence cffects in M1-type transitions can be checked in the
170—0"1 transition in °Li. That M1 transition is
indeed similar to the cases considered here (4=12 and
14 nuclei); however, it is almost insensitive to the in-
terference phenomena just discussed. This is so since due
to the specific properties of the °Li wave function, the
L=2 component of the M1 density is very small in °Li.
These relations have found a direct support in the calcu-
lation of the corresponding electromagnetic form factor
and (y,7 ") cross sections. If calculated with the p-shell
model wave functions they agree reasonably well with
their experimental counterparts. >’

The role of the A-isobar term is at low energies of
pions very similar to that observed for the 'B— ""Be,
transition. Switching off the A-isobar term of the elemen-
tary photoproduction amplitude decreases the cross sec-
tions at larger (6,2 50°) angles and increases them for
the forward angles. Such a behavior is general for the
magnetic-type transitions in the '°B, '>13C, and "°N tar-
gets that we have considered and is connected with the
cosf,. dependence of the dominant contribution of the A-
isobar term.

We have calculated the 12C—»lng.s_ photoproduction
cross section also at E,, =197 MeV (not shown in Fig. 2),
which can be compared with that obtained by Singham
and Tabakin'® who have used the same nuclear wave
functions (DH density). The two theoretical curves differ
by less than 10% for 6,<90°, the difference reaches
about 30% at the extreme backward angles. This
difference can be connected with the variation of the pion
optical potentials used in the two calculations.

C. BC(y, 77 )N, ¢ and "N(y,77)"0,

It is convenient to discuss these two transitions togeth-
er since in both cases we observe a combination of the
magnetic-type M1 transition with the electric-type EO
transition. What is more important, the conventional
shell-model wisdom suggests that the two transitions
should show very similar features since in both cases the
initial and final nuclear states are isobar analogs. This
means that the net effect of the (y,7 ) reaction consists
only in “shaking up” the isospin variables. Actually the
calculations corroborate such a picture: the EO transition
densities are practically the same in the two cases, and
for the M1 densities one sees only minor difference con-
nected with different weights of the L=2 component in
the 4=13 and 15 nuclei (see Table I). In view of this it is
clear that the calculated photoproduction cross sections
should appear very similar for the two target nuclei. At
the same time the experimental cross sections show a
qualitatively different behavior.

In the calculations we have used the semiphenomeno-
logical transition densities taken from Refs. 6, 18b, and
30. The M1 transition density has been constructed in
the course of analysis of the electromagnetic form factor,
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the static properties of the initial and final nucleus, and
the beta decay rate. The TW density® is also constrained
by the then available (y,7) data. The EO component is
that of Cohen and Kurath.?® The respective coefficients
Y, Ls), T are given in Table L.

The calculated differential cross sections are displayed
in Fig. 3 and 4. Again, the factorization approximation
appears to be fully valid and can be used for the quantita-
tive discussion.

As for the comparison with the data one observes for
BC(y,77) a serious disagreement in the forward hemi-
sphere (6,.<90°). A possible explanation may again as in
the case of the '°B nucleus be connected with the need for
suppression of the A-isobar term of the photoproduction
amplitude. Actually after switching off the A term of the
BL amplitude one obtains the cross section, which agrees
nicely with the data.

The conclusion just drawn is, however, strongly con-
nected with the choice of the underlying transition densi-
ties. The TW densities® used above has been obtained via
a fitting procedure that is not free of criticism.
Singham'®® has pointed out that there is no nuclear
wave function within the 1p shell that could possibly pro-
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FIG. 3. DWIA pion angular distributions for the ”C(%*%)
(y,m7) PN($7 1) reaction calculated with the TW transition
densities (Ref. 6). Meaning of the lines is the same as in Fig. 1.
Dotted line corresponds to the transition density by Singham
[Ref. 18(b)]. Dashed line is for the EO contribution with the
complete BL amplitude (Ref. 14). Data are from Ref. 31 for
E®=192 MeV and from Ref. 32 for E*®*=225 MeV.
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duce them.

Starting with the wave functions of °C,  and N,
Singham'¥®) has derived four sets of the transition densi-
ties free of the above criticism. We have repeated our
calculation with his set I. In Table I the corresponding
coefficients are given, and the dotted lines in Fig. 3 show
the calculated (y,7 )-differential cross sections. The
latter are in a qualitative agreement with the coordinate-
space result shown in Ref. 18(b). We observe, however, a
substantial disagreement with the data, especially for the
backward angles. The difference between the two calcu-
lations is connected with the change of the weights of the
L=0 and 2 components of the M1 densities derived in
Ref. 6 and Ref. 18(b). A similar situation has already
been observed in Ref. 27 for the M1 transition in '>C.

Turning now to the case of the >N(y,7 ) reaction one
can see that the calculation underestimates the data at
the forward angles roughly twice. Switching off the A-
isobar contribution, which has helped in the previous ex-
amples, further deteriorates the comparison with the data
for 6,<90°. For the backward angles one does not see
any serious discrepancy between theory and experiment
in either of the two cases. Very similar results for these
partial transitions have been obtained by Tiator et al.3°
They differ from those displayed here by less than ten per
cent.
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FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. 3 but for the "N(3 ™ 1)(y,7")
*O(1 ™ 3) reaction. Dotted line corresponds to the calculation

with the Coulomb interaction disregarded. Data are from Ref.
30.
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The analysis of the *C—'*N and "N — !0 photopro-
duction transitions is strongly hindered by the absence of
any independent check for the corresponding EO transi-
tion densities, which cannot be separated out from the
electron scattering experiments and L=0 and 2 com-
ponents in the M1 transition density. Additional in-
dependent information can, however, in principle be ob-
tained from the experimental and theoretical analysis of
the 13C, 'N(#*,7%) charge-exchange reaction at low en-
ergies and elastic pion scattering. In particular the polar-
ization characteristics of these reactions may throw light
on the EO-M1 interference effects.

Here we also wish to illustrate the role of the Coulomb
interaction in the pion photoproduction calculations. As
can be expected, the attractive Coulomb potential, e.g., in
the ""N(y,7 ) reaction modifies rather strongly (c.f. a
dotted line in Fig. 4) the photoproduction cross section at
low energies and backward angles. With the growing en-
ergy and in the forward hemisphere the importance of
the Coulomb interaction indeed drops.

D. 14N( '}’,7T+ )Mcg.s.
The results are displayed in Fig. 5. There are three im-

portant contributions to this transition. The components
[c®Y,], and [0®Y,], are large but interfere destruc-
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tively. The third one connected with the operator
[Y,® V], does not contribute in the factorization approx-
imation and provides a nonzero contribution only when
complete Fermi-averaging is performed. This situation
indeed explains the substantial difference between the re-
sults obtained within the factorization approximation and
in the full calculation in this case.

The above mentioned strongly destructive interference
of the dominant matrix elements in this transition actual-
ly explains its very specific behavior: the photoproduc-
tion cross sections are in this case strongly sensitive even
to small variations of the corresponding wave functions.
In such a situation one can hardly expect a quantitative
agreement between theory and data; still we think that
some qualitative features can be extracted from such a
comparison.

In Fig. 5(a) we show the photoproduction cross sec-
tions for the low pion energies where the interference
effects between L=0 and 2 components are particularly
strong. Three versions of the nuclear transition densities
are taken from Ref. 33. There an attempt has been made
to deduce the transition density from the electron scatter-
ing experiments and static properties of the 4=14 nu-
clei. The comparison of our calculated photoproduction
cross sections at £, =173 and 200 MeV with data shows
that the H1 and especially the H2 version of the shell-

LNy @ 'ectg s)
1001 §

; = 260MeV

320MeV

d6/de(nb/sr)

120° 6cm.

FIG. 5. The same as in Fig. 1 but for the *N(1*0) (y,7 %) '*C(07 1) reaction, and (a) E!**=173, 200, and 230 MeV, (b) E2*=260
and 320 MeV. The H1 nuclear transition density (Ref. 33) has been used if not stated otherwise. Data are from Ref. 4 (dots) and
Refs. 2, 3, and 21 (open circles).
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model density provides results close to the experiment.
In their construction it has been assumed, that the well-
known low value of the beta-decay rate in '*C is due to
the destructive combination of the one-body terms with
the meson-exchange current contributions. The third
density denoted as HF2 is constructed under the assump-
tion that the Gamov-Teller operator (L=0) is fully
switched off ¥,(;) ;=0. Such a density when used for the
photoproduction calculations leads to the results that
contradict the data.

If the low-energy data can be described at least with
one nuclear transition density, the situation at the ener-
gies near the Aj; resonance is fully different. Our calcula-
tions independently of the choice of the transition density
underpredict the photoproduction data by a factor of 2 or
more. Precisely the same tendency has been found in
several earlier theoretical works. Most elaborated among
them apparently is the calculation by Tiator et al.® Our
calculated differential cross sections differ from their
DWIA results by 20% at E, =200 MeV; the difference
reaches, however, 80% at the higher energies of the in-
cident photon. Being closer to the experimental values,
the results of Ref. 8 nevertheless still underestimate
strongly the high energy data. The reason for such a
failure in all available calculations is not clear. Our cal-
culations provide the photoproduction cross sections that
are close to those obtained by Tiator et al. within the A-
h model.® At E,, =230 MeV the cross section in its max-
imum differs by less than 10% in the two calculations.
Unfortunately, a detailed comparison is difficult to per-
form since the effects due to the A-propagator
modification (in the elementary photoproduction ampli-
tude) are in Ref. 8 obscured by the additional effects con-
nected with the difference between the pionic wave calcu-
lated with the SMC (Ref. 34) optical potential and that
pertaining to the A-A model. We expect that the last
effect is the most important and the pion wave function
obtained within the A-A model is close to ours.

As was discussed in Sec. IIB, the transition
'4N—>‘4Cg.5_ may receive additional contributions if also
the Born amplitude is properly unitarized.’

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we have developed a new version
of the pion-photoproduction DWIA in the momentum
space. It differs from the traditional coordinate space
methods since it allows a straightforward consideration
of both the pion and nucleon nonlocalities in the pho-
toproduction operator. Unlike the momentum-space
DWIA of Refs. 6 and 7 our method is well suited for the
simultaneous description of the pion scattering and pho-
toproduction reactions. In addition, we describe both
processes in the momentum space and this allows a fully
consistent consideration of the corresponding nonlocali-
ties.

Using as examples several photoproduction partial
transitions in the p-shell nuclei we have seen that the fac-
torization approximation of Eq. (24) can be used as a
highly effective tool for calculating the (y,7*) cross sec-
tions. Being numerically extremely effective, it allows the

R. A. ERAMZHYAN, M. GMITRO, AND S. S. KAMALOV 41

estimates that differ in the majority of examples by less
than 2-3 % from the complete calculation including in-
tegration over nucleon momenta. The approximation is
effective and precise in all transitions dominated by the
o-€ (Kroll-Rudermann) term, which is independent of
the nucleonic coordinates. If the higher terms depending
on the nucleon momenta become very important due to
the suppression of the Kroll-Ruderman term (e.g., the
14N 14C . transition) the factorization approxima-
tlon ceases to be useful and the complete machinery of
the Fermi averaging must be utilized if one needs quanti-
tatively correct results. These cases are, however, easy to
separate from the very beginning.

Our analysis of several 1p-shell photoproduction tran-
sitions at different energies has shown that the difficulties
already observed in earlier calculations'® are general and
most probably inherent in the DWIA method in its
present formulations. Actually, one cannot achieve a
consistent description of the data. Especially severe are
problems at low photon energies, E, <200 MeV. In two
cases (the '°B—°Be and ’C— ’N transmons) the agree-
ment with data can be obtained by switching off the A-
isobar term of the elementary photoproduction ampli-
tude. It is tempting to speculate that this experience may
suggest existence of some mechanism suppressing the role
of the A isobar at low energies. The “model” does not
help to account for the problems arising with the pho-
toproduction transitions in '?C and '*N.

For higher photon energies, E,>230 MeV, which
come close to the A-resonance region, we suffer from the
lack of experimental data. The only examples studied ex-
perimentally for the p-shell nuclei, the cases of the '°B
and "N targets show a different behavior. The pion pho-
toproduction on '°B is at high photon energies correctly
described within DWIA. At the same time the
14N("(’,Tl'+) reaction is notoriously known®° to produce
more serious problems for theory: the calculated (y,7 ")
cross sections at E. 2260 MeV systematically turn out
much too low by a factor 2—3.

A further work should apparently go beyond the
DWIA frame if a consistent picture of the charged pion
photoproduction is to be developed. The most important
effects to be studied now are, in our opinion, (i)
modification of the A-isobar propagator, (ii) modification
of the pion propagator in the nuclear medium, and (iii)
inclusion of the two-step processes, namely, those con-
nected with the pion charge-exchange reaction. The for-
malism described in the present paper is well suited for
that task.
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APPENDIX A: UNITARIZED VERSION OF
THE BLOMQVIST-LAGET AMPLITUDE

The photon polarization vectors €, (A==1) are

defined by the unit vectors e, and e, as
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ek=—7}\§—(ex+ikey) . (A1)
To express the BL amplitude in form (7), we shall ap-
ply the formula

A-B=A-¢;B-€f + A-€'B-¢, + A-kBk (A2)

valid for arbitrary vectors A and B if /lE=ez is the unit
vector along k. Then, using the notation as in the paper
by Singham and Tabakin'® we can write the coefficients
Gj as

B

Gs=Gy(Born)+G4lA), B=1,2,3,4, (A3)
where, for the (y,7%) reaction
vH myE
G,(Born)=~2% | & N Mgk
sz Ex(px+Ex)
29°6q°€; Py 6 €]
(k—q?—m: E,(p)—E,)
V2eg (— 2q-e-A(E1,—q-/lE)
=28 \ME qer— L ——
G,(Born) 2m,y y4 € (k—q)2~mf,
. pyv€qk
E p}—E,) |’
(A4)
\/_ ‘6;\ '6L _7'6 “€; y
G,(Born)= 2eg + q ‘;l 2 . Py qu A
2my (k —g?—m? E (p?—E,)
V3
G,(Born)= —AﬁM(“Eyq-ex .

The factor M‘*), again using the notation of Ref. 18 is

mMo=—F4 B (AS)
2Ea(pa._Ea) 2Eb(pb_Eb)

The A-isobar contributions are
Gl(A):%RA(QA.KA—QA'eAKA'E}t) s
G,(A)=—1AR, Q. 6K,k ,

(A6)

G;(A)=1R,Q, €K, €, ,

G,(A)=—1iR,Q, K, X¢€, ,
where Qy=q—E _p,/M, and

Ky=k—(M,—my)p/my .

The quantity R,(W) depends only on the total pion-

FIG. 6. Pion photoproduction kinematics.

nucleon energy W in their center-of-mass system. We
have

i)

RA(W)=C,C,C,Cye (W*—Mi+iM,[')"", (A7)

where C.C, = ?%\/T’Z for the 7~ photoproduction, and
M, =1225 MeV. The coupling constants are

M, +tm
C,=0.34Var/ 312N o =218 4

mﬂi mﬂ+

The width T of the Aj;-resonance and the phase factor ¥,
are taken according to Egs. (20) and (30) of Ref. 14.

APPENDIX B: PRINCIPAL VALUE INTEGRAL
IN EQ. (19)

After separating the singular part of the Green func-
tion in Eq. (19) one can write the photoproduction partial
amplitude in the following form

FT(qo) =V (g 1+igyF(qg,q0)]
2 d*dq ;
+=P | —LF(q,q90)Vq), (B1)
=g 9*—qt °

where we have omitted the indices L, k, and A. The reg-
ularization of the integrand is easily achieved by adding a
zero to (B1) in the form —P [(¢g>—q)”'dg=0. Fur-
ther, we perform the substitution g =(1+z)/(1—2z),
ze[—1,1], i,

d
1f>qu--~_>2f_‘l(1_zz)2

-'-=flldzJ(z).
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Using the N-point Gauss quadrature with the weights W; (1< j =N) one finds

Fg0) =V go)+ia0V/(40)F (d0,40) |1 +id0 = 3,
i=1

APPENDIX C: NUMERICAL INTEGRATION IN EQ. (11)

The integration to be performed below can be
simplified by the following choice of the coordinate sys-
tem (see Fig. 6). The z axis of the coordinate system is
taken along the photon momentum k and the spherical
coordinates of the pion momentum q are chosen as ¢, =0
and 0, (i.e., q lies in the (x,z) plane). The choice ¢,=0is
indeed equivalent to the general case and does not
influence the result. The azimuthal and polar angles of
the momenta p and p’ are (¢, 6) and (¢’, 0'), respectively.

Further, we introduce the decomposition
Gp=Gjg' +ikG{'sing, 1<B<4, (C1)

where Gj'» depend on g,cosf,,k,p,cosp, and sin6.
|

Iy,

The optimal quadrature formulas used for the numerical
work are

21 Ny
i) f(cosp)dp=-" 3 f (1)), (C6)
¢ j=
where
t;=cos %—I_\;M- (C7
®

(Chebyshev integration) and

=(—)"M foz”d¢fjld(cose)fowpzdp[RezL,_MLG;;’—xImzL,_MLG;;’sinq;]Ro,(p)Rm(p') .

J(z;)W; N qi(z)W. .
2] 2! l _qf_z_f__i_l_cvﬁ(qj)g,(qj’qg) ) (B3)
9,40 T j=1 4;— 940

Since we consider only the p-shell transitions, the
harmonic-oscillator nucleon radial function is always

172
Ry (p)= _8b pexp(—Lib?p?) . (C2)
01 3‘/77_ 2
Introducing

one observes that ReZ;,, as a function of ¢ depends only
on cosgp and ImZ, ,, is proportional to sing. Since

f:”f(cow)sincp de=0, (C4)
we have the result
(C5)
[
© 2 NP
J e Fpidp= 3 Fip); , (C8)
j=1

where p; are zeros of the Laguerre polynomials and w;
the corresponding weights. The Gaussian quadrature has
been used for the 0 integration. In all three integrations
we have taken ten integration points. Comparing the nu-
merical results with the analytic ones obtained for the
terms linear in p (and using p= —iV) one concludes that

the integration error is of the order 10~ ° or less.
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