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The deuteron electromagnetic form factors are calculated in the framework of the Bethe-Salpeter
equation with multirank separable interactions. The only approximation made is the restriction to
positive-energy states. A comparison is presented with the predictions of nonrelativistic, minimally
relativistic, and other approximative calculations. The most important relativistic effect turns out
to be the boost on the single-particle propagator due to recoil, in accordance with an earlier investi-

gation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electromagnetic (EM) form factors of the deuteron
represent a fertile testing ground for nucleon-nucleon
(NN) potentials, as well as for relativistic and non-
nucleonic effects in the NN system. Especially since the
recent measurements of the deuteron EM form factors at
high momentum transfer""? theoretical models are faced
with the problem of explaining a host of accurate experi-
mental data. However, the much less firmly established
neutron form factors (see, e.g., Ref. 3) often provide mod-
els primarily based on nucleonic constituents with still
sufficient room, so as not to be ruled out a priori by the
deuteron data. It appears, therefore, important to try to
reduce possible theoretical uncertainties to a minimum.
In this spirit we propose to fix the magnitudes of the
different relativistic contributions to the deuteron EM
form factors within an albeit phenomenological yet by no
means unrealistic model calculation. In an earlier arti-
cle,* hereafter referred to as ZT, Zuilhof and Tjon al-
ready carried out a similar investigation in the frame-
work of the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equation for two spin-1
particles interacting through one-boson-exchange (OBE)
potentials. Due to the complexity of the problem, how-
ever, a few approximations had to be made with respect
to the exact expressions, thereby leaving some doubt
about the accuracy of the predictions. Furthermore, a
direct and straightforward comparison with a nonrela-
tivistic (NR) calculation was not very meaningful. Thus,
in this paper we employ relativistically covariant, separ-

able potentials in the context of the BS equation for two
Dirac particles, which allow a rigorous relativistic calcu-
lation, including recoil effects. The interactions we
choose, being very similar to those employed in a
Faddeev-type Bethe-Salpeter calculation of trinucleon ob-
servables,’ are covariant generalizations of the NR separ-
able Graz-II potential,® with refitted coupling strengths,
so as to reproduce the S, and D, NN scattering data
and the static deuteron properties with the same pre-
cision as the original NR potential. This also permits us
to make a sound comparison with the NR predictions,
apart from an extensive study of the various relativistic
effects. Here we note that, for simplicity, we disregard
negative-energy states in our calculations, which approxi-
mation is fully justified by the conclusion in ZT that their
influence is negligible up to moderately high momentum
transfers.

This paper is set up as follows: In Sec. II the BS equa-
tion for multirank separable potentials is solved and the
results of fits to the NN data with different values of the
D-state probability are presented. Section III is a resume
of the derivation of the deuteron EM form factors in
terms of the BS wave function for a bound state of two
Dirac particles. In Sec. IV the various EM form factors
are presented and compared, not only with the respective
NR curves, but also with the predictions of several ap-
proximative calculations, so as to find out what are the
relative magnitudes of the different relativistic effects.
Section V, finally, contains a summary of the principal re-
sults and some conclusions.

II. BS EQUATION WITH SEPARABLE INTERACTIONS

In momentum space, the BS equation for the 7 matrix describing relativistic two-particle scattering reads, in terms of
the relative four-momenta p, p’, k, and the center-of-mass (c.m.) energy squared s,

T(p,p';s)= V(p,p’)+4—l§fd4k Vip,k)S(k;s)T (k,p'ss)
T

(1)

where V(p,p’), in principle, stands for the set of all irreducible diagrams, and S(k;s) is the free two-particle Green'’s
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TABLE 1. Parameters of original Graz-II potential.

B 2.31384X 107! GeV An 3.10580X 1073 GeV?®
B 5.21705X107" GeV Az —5.54663X 10" GeV*®
[ 7.94907X 107" GeV Ay —2.01738X 1072 GeV?
Ba 1.57512X 10" GeV A 108.088 GeV*

71 28.6955 GeV? A 2.72701 GeV®

72 64.9803 GeV? Ass 2.98650%X 1072 GeV®

function. If we consider two equal-mass spin-J particles in the coupled-triplet case and neglect negative-energy states
(see also Secs. III and IV), we obtain the partial-wave-decomposed equations

T114pospl;pos 1P’ 135)=V . pos IPl;P0s D))

+— S [dko [ IKd k| Vi Apo, Ipliko, KIS (Ko, [KI;s) T g (Ko, Ikl;p0, [ lis) @)

27T L"=0,2

where S(kg,|kl;s)={(1Vs —E,)?—k3} !, with E,=(k*+m?)!2. The fully on-shell T matrix, defined by

T, APV =T1,Bos |Pl; o, [Bl;s), with 5 =0 and |l =(is —m?)!2=(1mE,,,)'"?, is related to the S, and D, scatter-
ing phase shifts as
4V's is, (pD)
TLL(Iﬁi)z_ |_|se L(P sind ( |P‘ (3)
P

If we now choose for the interaction V a rank-N separable ansatz of the form

2 rgP(pgit(p?) 4)
Lj=1

VLL p,p =

the BS equation can be solved in closed form. The result for the T matrix is

Ty Apos Iplipos IPl35)= 2 7;(s)g M (pPgt(p?) 5)
iLj=1

with

[ ')=A "5 3 [° dkofo |k?|d k| Sk, [kl;s)g{ L (kg L (k?) . 6)

L'=0,2

Similarly, the bound-state (deuteron) wave function becomes

Y1 (PosIP)=S(po, pl;5 ). (po, Ip]) , (7
with s =mJ, and where the deuteron vertex function ¢ is given by

N
¢ (pos D=3 A,;8(po, pl)c;(s) . )

ij=1

TABLE II. Refitted couplings of Graz-II-type interactions.

Pp Ay® A® As? Ay Ay® Ass?

4% NR 3.35724X1073 —7.80889X 107! —2.25484X 1072 170.283 3.42610 4.05294X% 1072
BSLT 3.93760%X 107 —3.46836X 107! —1.67242X 1072 104.769 2.39946 2.49197X107?
BS 6.02423%x1073 —1.58804 —3.36212X1072 366.114 6.33806 7.72354 %1072

5% NR 3.05065X 1073 —5.08287%X107! —1.968 67X 1072 96.0983 2.59244 2.78235X1072
BSLT 5.87384X107* —1.95377Xx107! —1.60101 %1072 57.9262 1.98553 1.83408 %1072
BS 2.36062X107* —3.36532X1072 —1.42608 X102 20.3917 1.65593 1.44002 %1072

6% NR 2.96442x1073 —2.98733X%x107! —1.75566X 1072 41.9506 2.00621 1.86786X 1072
BSLT 9.37441X107* —8.32704 X102 —1.56166X1072 22.5999 1.71346 1.35330X 1072
BS 5.85181x10°* 1.82442X 107! —1.30611X 1072 —26.6096 1.093 45 7.16563X1073

aIn GeV?.

°In GeV®.

°In GeV*.
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TABLE IIL. Deuteron properties and low-energy S, scattering parameters.

a (fm) ro (fm) B, (MeV) 0, (fm?) e [ - < J Pbrs
N
Pp=4% NR 5.418 1780 2.2254 0.2575 0.8572 0.02500
BSLT 5.419 1.779 2.2254 0.2664 0.8572 0.02592
BS 5.419 1781 22254 0.2499 0.8568 0.02408
Ppr=5% NR 5.419 1780 22254 0.2859 0.8515 0.027 94
BSLT 5.420 1779 2.2254 0.2957 0.8515 0.02896
BS 5.420 1779 2.2254 0.2774 0.8512 0.026 90
Pp=6% NR 5.420 1.779 22254 03112 0.8458 0.03059
BSLT 5.421 1778 22254 0.3217 0.8458 0.03171
BS 5.421 1.778 2.2254 0.3019 0.8458 0.029 45
Pp=4.82% Graz-II 5.419 1780 2.2254 0.2812 0.8525 0.027 45
Experiment 5.424 1759 22246 0.286 0.8574 0.0263

Here, the coefficients c;(s) are determined, up to an overall normalization, by the homogeneous set of N algebraic equa-

tions
c;(s)— 2 H (s)Ayc)(s)=0 9
ki=1
where the matrix H is defined by
ij(s)———— 3 f _dko [ " IkIPd k| S(ko, k5 )g ko, [KDgiE (Ko, K] - (10)
=

In this investigation we use a relativistically covariant
generalization of the NR separablc Graz-II potential® in
order to describe the NN system in the coupled 3S, and
3DI waves, being of rank three in this specific case. The
employed form factors are

_ 2
(lm___ 1=7ip (0)__2___L_’

BV (p2=B},)?
(2) — p2(1—72p2)
(p*—B3)(p*—B3,

1y

)2 , g(IZ) __g(Z) —g(O) =0.

The parameters f3,, and vy, are left unaltered with respect
to the original potential (see Table I), while the A;; are
refitted, also in the NR case, in order to reproduce, for
three different values of the D-state probability P, (4%,
5%, 6%), as well as possible the S| and *D, NN scatter-
ing phase shifts up to a laboratory energy of 500 MeV,
the scattering length a and the effective range r,, and the
static deuteron properties, viz., the binding energy B,,
the quadrupole moment Q,, the magnetic moment p,,
and the asymptotic D /S-state ratio pp 5. This is repeat-
ed employing the BSLT (Ref. 7) approximation, for scalar
particles, to the BS equation (for details, see, e.g., Ref. 8,
Sec. II), however, without changing the form factors, so
that it does not become equivalent to the NR case, con-
trary to the approach in Ref. 8. Thus we get nine sets of
refitted couplings, given in Table II. The resulting deu-
teron properties and low-energy scattering parameters
are presented in Table III, together with the original
Graz-II predictions and the experimental values. The
calculated 3S, and 3D, phase shifts, though not depicted,
are very similar to the ones obtained with the original po-

r
tential. From Table III we see that, for the type of in-
teractions used, the best agreement with experiment is
obtained with a D-state probability of about 5%.

II1. DEUTERON ELECTROMAGNETIC
FORM FACTORS

Here we sketch the derivation of the expressions for
the deuteron electromagnetic form factors in terms of the
bound-state BS wave function. A more complete treat-
ment can be found in ZT.

In the limit of vanishing electron mass, the differential
cross section for elastic electron-deuteron scattering can
be expressed in terms of the Mott cross section and the
charge, quadrupole, and magnetic form factors of the
deuteron as

do=do g, A(q2)+B(q2)tan2§ , (12)

where

A(g*)=Fi+3in’F}+2iqFy ,

(13
B(gY)=4n(1+n)F} , )
with 7= —(g?/2m,). These form factors are normalized
at zero momentum transfer as Fc(0)=1, Fy(0)=mjQ,,
and Fy (0)=(m,/my)uy, where my, Q,, and u, are, re-
spectively, the deuteron mass, quadrupole moment, and
magnetic moment, and where m, is the (average) nucleon
mass. Note that from unpolarized scattering data only
the quantities 4 and B can be extracted, so not F- and
F, separately. In the one-photon-exchange approxima-
tion, the amplitude for the above scattering process is just
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the contraction of the electron and deuteron currents,
multiplied by the photon propagator, i.e.,

(k',\'|jelk, A) (P'MIJ \P,M) , (14)
where (k' ,k’|juIk,k)=ieﬁkl(k')y#uk(k). From Lorentz

covariance and time-reversal invariance one infers that
the deuteron current can be written as

(P, M'|J4|P,M)=— 2‘3

md tP(PI’M; )J;ae

“(P,M),

(15)

where the spin-1 polarization vectors e satisfy the prop-
erties

eX(P,M)eH(P,M')= 85 ,

PP

ze (P,M)e (P,M)=—g,, +—>, (16)
mgq

P,e(P,M)=0

and where the operator J,, is given by

’ q qa
Jh, =(P,+P,) |g,,Fi(g})— ’;nl

Fy(g?)
+1I¢

paqv l(qz) . (17)

Here, I k¥ is the generator of infinitesimal Lorentz trans-
formatlons, and F,F,,G, are invariant functions of ¢°.
The latter are related to the deuteron charge, quadrupole,
and magnetic form factors as

Fe=F,+n[F,+(1+0)F,+G,],
Fo=F+(1+n)F,+G, , (18)
FM=G] .

Hence, we see from Egs. (15)-(18) that the so-defined
deuteron current meets the normalization condition

11m (P ,M'|JY|P, M)—e——SMM . (19)
q —»0
Choosing now the Breit frame, defined by

P'=P+q=—P,ie, P=—1q and ¢°=0, and taking the
photon momentum along the z axis, we arrive at the ex-
pressions (suppressing the references to the, now fixed, to-
tal momenta P and P’)

(M'|JIM ) =eV1+n{F 80 +20[F, +(1+79)F,
+Gl]8M'08MO} ’
(M'UﬂM)=%2‘/77‘/1_:*:7G1[5M',M+1_8M',M—1] )
(20)

(M”J:HM):_ivii‘/;l‘/l+7’Gl[8M’,M+1+5M’.M—1] )

(M'|JiIM)=0.
Now we are going to express the deuteron current in
terms of a general solution of the bound-state BS equa-

tion. Near the deuteron pole, the T matrix takes the se-
parable form

(M)t pY\FM)( .
T(p',p;P)=3 & L5PI0 (piP)
M P —my

) (21)

where the deuteron vertex functions ¢ and ¢ satisfy the
homogeneous BS equation, with the normalization condi-
tion

i (M
2Py =5 [ dp 8™ p;P)

3
2 _sip:p)
apr>P

Pi=mj
X¢M(p;P) , (22)
if we assume that the interactions are independent of the

total momentum P. In the impulse approximation, the
deuteron current can then be expressed as

|
(PMITEIPM) =~ — fd (8 (p"; PSSV p"; PIT(@)S (p, P)¢ ™ (p; P)
+&M(p"; PSP (p; PO,V (g)S (p; )M (p; P)] (23)

with p'=p+1lq, p"=p—1q, P'=P+gq, and where
the two-particle Dirac propagator S(p;P)

=SV(p;P)SP(p;P) reads
S(p;P)z(%P(”+ﬂ(”“mN)_1(%}’(2)_1’(2)_"’11\1)_1 .
(24)

Here, the superscripts indicate that the contracted gam-
ma matrices act on the spinors of the respective particles
only. The EM photon-nucleon vertex operator I, in Eq.
(23) is assumed to be of the on-shell form

1
— (N) (2 v (N) (2
L=y, Fi"(q7) iy o,.4F;"(q%), (25)

where o ,,=1[7,,7,]. Note that, since the deuteron has
isospin I =0, only the isoscalar components of the nu-
cleon form factors F{™ and Fi{™ are needed. Using the
identity

o)
S(p:P =1 S(l)( P) (l)S( ;P)
apr S PiP)I=11S PPy, S (p

+SPp; Py P'S(p;P)], (26)
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we conclude from Eq. (25) that the above-defined deute-  transformation laws, the BS equation is clearly covariant.
ron current straightforwardly satisfies the normalization  In the sequel, only boosts along the z axis are needed,
condition (22). Also, due to invariance of the BS equa-  given by (dropping the particle index)

tion under the interchange of particles 1 and 2, the

second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (23) is equal to

the first one. Moreover, the isoscalar current is manifest- AL)=
ly gauge invariant for the BS equation in ladder approxi-
mation, as well as in a covariant separable representation.
The former case is proved in ZT, the latter in the present
Appendix A.

172
E;+my, !

2my

P
1+y Y ——Ed| |

Fm, | (28)

with |P| the boost momentum and E; =(P*+m2)!/2
Since the expressions (20) for the matrix elements of

N d ‘ Eq. (23). bei lid i the deuteron current were obtained in the Breit frame,
ow we proceed to transform Eq. (23), being valid in iy, the photon along the z axis, we now use the same

any Lorentz frame, to the CM frame, in which the starting point to evaluate Eq. (23). Then, we have the re-
bound-state BS equation has been solved. Thereto we | ..o (cf. Ref. 8)

make use of the general transformation rules
o M(p;P)=AVLADLIYM(L p;L 7P,

- . L =Lpp= +Lilgp)=L[L +1(0,0,0,|q|)
FM(p;P)=FM (L p; £ "1 PIAN” OAP (LY, Pim =Lpp=Lpg+595)=L[Lpcm + 3 lql)]

_ 27
Sp;PY=ANL)SNL p;L71P)AY L), where the subscripts refer to the respective frames. The

) o ) . T explicit form of the boost .L is given in ZT and Ref. 8.
Vip,p ) =A(LONLVL p, L7 pIA (L) Hence, employing the transformation laws (27), applied

P m. ="£—1PB; Pem. ZL_IPB; c.m. LPB ’

(2)~! to L ! in the case of primed momenta, and the invari-
XA (L) . . % _ 4
ance of the four-volume element, i.e., d‘pp=d*(Lp ., )
Here, A'(L) is the Dirac operator for particle i, corre- =d*%, .. , we arrive at an expression in terms of CM ver-

sponding to the Lorentz transformation £. With these tex functions and propagators, reading
J

(P, M'|J2|P, M)— fd"'k M kP ISV P o (@IS (K P o )6 ™M (K5 P ) (30)

withk=p.,,k'=p. ,,and
r;l”(q)EA(”(.,L)A(z)(l;)FL“(q)A“)(L)A[Z)(L) A(l)( ll(q A(l ,L)[A(Z)L ]

Next the partial-wave decomposition has to be carried out. Since in ZT this has been done in great detail, here only
the final result will be presented. On a basis of two-particle helicity states, which are orthogonal and form a complete
set, the two-nucleon system is, in principle, represented by a set of 16 coupled channels, accounting for the positive- and
negative-energy states of both particles, and for their spin degrees of freedom. For a coupled-triplet state with definite
parity, this number reduces to eight, which channels are most conveniently described on a basis labeled by total J, L, S,
and p, the so-called energy spin. Energy spin up or down for either particle means that it is in a positive- or negative-
energy state, respectively. Thus, we obtain eight channels, spectroscopically denoted by 2 *!L#, reading

(D 3sf, (2)°Df, (3)°S7, (4)°DT
(31)
(5) 'P$, (6) *PY, (1) 'PS, (8) P}

where e and o stand for even and odd, respectively, combinations of antiparallel single-particle p spins. The corre-
sponding eight-component vertex function is denoted by ¢,(p,,p). Its conjugate differs by a phase factor only, which
we choose to be —1. Thus, we arrive at the following expression for the deuteron current:

(P ,M'|J2|P,M)= ﬂzm f ko [ ” Klalk| [ dcos04, (ko [k'DSLY, (ko IKDE), L (K, k;q)

dn n7
3 4
ny (Ko, kD@, (Ko, k), (32)
where
(1) ' . — 7
I“” nyn 1(k ,k,q)—%\/(ZL +1)(2L+1)

LL

X 3 [Dyh (e )CHE/C? 11.

M 2
AIAZ

11
> v (k')sz(k')f @V VR KCECH? SM Di*(Q)] . (33)
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Here, Vﬁ’ stands for the helicity spinor of particle i, and

() = AT fagp AVL[AP(LT
with

BM'M for ﬂ=0,3
fum=

The matrix elements of T are evaluated with the algebra-
ic program REDUCE. First, the boosted EM operator fis
computed on the helicity basis, giving rise to, in princi-
ple, 256 separate terms, for each u. If we neglect
negative-energy states, i.e., choose all p’s positive, this
number reduces to 16, of which only 4 are different, due
to symmetry properties (see Appendix B for the explicit
expressions). Next the change to the spectroscopic basis
is made, given by Eq. (33). Finally, u, M', and M are
chosen such that the invariant functions F,F,,G,, and
thus the form factors F¢,Fy,Fy, can be read off from the
general expressions (20) and (18). In fact, it is suffi-
cient to compute the current matrix elements
(0[J910), (11J9]1), and (1]|J}|0). What then remains
to be done is a three-dimensional numerical integration
over pg, Ipl, and cos®, the former of which requires spe-
cial precautions because of the complicated singularity
structure of the integrand. This will be discussed in Sec.
Iv.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The propagators and vertex functions in Eq. (32) have
singularities in the complex k, plane, infinitesimally close
to the real axis, which complicate a numerical evaluation.
In the case of separable interactions, all of these are sim-
ple poles, so that, in principle, the k integration can be
carried out analytically, applying Cauchy’s theorem. An
alternative, employed here, is to perform a Wick rotation
in this variable, thereby accounting for only those poles
that are encountered in the rotation process. The only
reason for the latter choice is to have a more straightfor-
ward comparison with the calculation done in ZT, where
the first option was not feasible due to the branch-cut
singularities of the vertex function for an OBE model.
Thus, we have to study the behavior of the various poles
of the integrand. The ones corresponding to the initial
state always remain in the same quadrant, viz, the second
or the fourth, whence they do not affect the Wick rota-
tion. Explicitly, the poles of the two-particle propagator
are located at ky=xtim,—(k>+m%)"*+ie and
ko==E4m,+(k*+m})'/2—ie, respectively, and the ones
of the vertex function at —(k>+pB2%)'">+ie and
(k*+pB%,)V/?—ie, respectively, where a,b=1,1 or
a,b=1,2, for the 3S, channel, and a,b=2,1 or a,b=2,2
for the 3D,. Owing to the boost transformations, the
singularities in the final state are more intricate. The
single-particle propagator has poles at

ko=—1(1+4n)m L[(k*+mpy +2am,|k| cosf

+a’m})?—ie],

B %[(SM',MH+5M',M—1)—in?’z('SM',MH"5M',M~1)] for p=1,2 .

(34)

—

with a=2V'n(1+7). While the left-hand pole causes no
trouble, the right-hand one can, for certain values of k|
and cosf, show up in the third quadrant as soon as
q*>my(2my—m,)>0.107 fm ™2, and consequently be
hit by the integration path in the Wick-rotation process.
However, the residue of this first-order pole can very sim-
ply be calculated and added. Furthermore, the outgoing
vertex function has poles at

ko= —nm, £[(k*+B2, +am,|k| cos®
+yalm)! 2 —ie]

whereof again the right-hand one may reach the third
quadrant, viz., for q>2 30 fm 2 and |k|, cos@ appropri-
ate. Also this contribution can be computed straightfor-
wardly, although now the pole is of second order (unless
a=1,b=2). Albeit analytically feasible, in view of the
complicated expression of the integrand the residue of
the double pole is computed by numerical differentiation.
With all the singularities accounted for, the Wick rota-
tion can be carried out, which now amounts to replacing
k, by ik, with k, real. In order to achieve a satisfactory
numerical stability, additional measures must be taken, as
the above-described poles may come arbitrarily close to
the real k, axis when changing quadrants. Thereto,
several subtractions are performed, so as to make the in-
tegrand vanish whenever such happens. As a result, a
precision of better than 1% is accomplished for the total
three-dimensional numerical integration over the whole
range of momentum transfers q> up to 50 fm ™2, with a
reasonable number of mesh points.

Now we are in a position to do the final computations.
The nucleon form factors to be used as input are from
Ref. 9, but this specific choice is of little significance,
since our investigation is primarily of a comparative na-
ture. The influence of using a different parametrization is
discussed below. In order to be able to make definite
statements about the relative importance of the different
relativistic effects, several approximative calculations will
be carried out, too. First, we reemphasize that negative-
energy states are going to be neglected, which implies the
restriction of the summation indices in Eq. (32) to the
values 1,2, i.e., to the channels °S|",’D . In ZT it was
shown that this restraint is of little consequence, at least
up to momentum transfers of 50 fm 2, provided that the
boost transformations on the EM vertex I'(¢?) are taken
into account. Thus, we consider the following cases: (i) a
purely nonrelativistic approach, denoted by NR; (i) a
minimally relativistic calculation, employing a BSLT
propagator, but further completely nonrelativistic:
BSLT; (iii) the so-called static approximation, which
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amounts to neglecting the boost on the argument of the
outgoing deuteron vertex function ¢(k’) and on the one-
particle propagator S''(k’), i.e., to evaluating them at
(kg,|k’|)=(kq,|k+1ql), but for the reason mentioned
above, not on I'(g?): SA; (iv) as SA, but including the
boost on S'V(k’), while computing ¢(k’) and #(k) in the
resulting pole term for the SA arguments (0,|k+1q|)
and (0, [k|), respectively: BG; (v) as BG, but Taylor ex-
panding #(k’) to first order about the SA value, leaving,
however, the pole term unaltered. This is the approxima-
tion employed in ZT: ZT; (vi) as ZT, but also expanding
¢(k’) and ¢(k) in the pole term to first order about the
respective SA values: BT; (vii) the exact positive-energy
calculation, including pole contributions from the outgo-
ing vertex function: BS.

Since the Graz-II interaction seems to favor a D-state
probability of about 5%, we first focus our attention on
this case. In Fig. 1 the deviations of the predictions for
the electric form factor A4(g?) corresponding to the ap-
proximative calculations SA, BG, ZT, and BT are depict-
ed, relative to the exact BS result. The static approxima-
tion clearly ceases to be reasonable from q*~25 fm ™2 up-
wards. Remarkable is the fact that the BG approxima-
tion is considerably better than the ZT one, which
demonstrates the necessity to treat the pole of the single-
particle propagator on an equal footing with the
remainder of the k, integration, viz., to apply either a
zeroth- or a first-order Taylor approximation in both of
these terms. This conclusion is supported by the BT
curve, which deviates less than 0.6% from the BS one, up
to 50 fm 2. Moreover, the BT result corroborates the
conjecture in ZT that the corrections due to the singulari-
ties of the outgoing vertex function are small. For even
higher momentum transfers, however, the Taylor expan-
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FIG. 1. Relative deviations of the electric form factor A4(gq?)
for the cases SA (- --), BG (---), ZT (— —), and BT (——),
with respect to the exact BS result.
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FIG. 2. As in Fig. 1, but now for the cases BS (——), BG
(— — —), and their difference BV ( - - - ), relative to SA.

sion breaks down, which has been verified by testing
second- and third-order approximations, too.

In Fig. 2 the same results are depicted in a slightly
different manner, namely, displaying the relative correc-
tions to the static approximation from the boost effects,
through the curves BS and BG, and their difference BV.
Thus, we see that the boost on the one-particle propaga-
tor is far more important than on the vertex function
(BV), namely, —49% vs + 3% at q>=50 fm 2, the latter
being of the same order of magnitude as the corrections
due to the negative-energy states according to ZT. In or-
der to compare different approaches with respect to rela-
tivity, we depict in Fig. 3 the same quantity for the cases
BSLT, SA, and BS, relative to the NR one. While the to-
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FIG. 3. As in Fig. 1 but now for the cases BSLT ( - - - ), SA
(---)and BS ( ), relative to NR.
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FIG. 4. Charge form factor IFC(q2)| for the cases NR (- -),
BSLT (---), SA (— —), and BS ( ).

tal relativistic effect turns out to be not very substantial
though significant, minimal relativity appears as an un-
reliable approximative approach. Furthermore, from
Fig. 3 we see that the static approximation is similar to
the NR calculation at low qz, but deviates considerably at
higher momentum transfer. This should be contrasted
with the observations in ZT for the case of the OBE mod-
el.

Still for the same P, the charge form factor F corre-
sponding to the cases NR, BSLT, SA, and BS is shown in
Fig. 4, for 20 fm~2<q?> <50 fm 2 Here, relativity seems
to have little influence on the position of the diffraction
minimum, which, however, lies at much higher momen-
tum transfers than, e.g., in ZT. Noteworthy is the
confluence of the SA and BS curves. An analogous com-

10 20 30 40 I 50

q° (fm™)

FIG. 5. Relative deviations of the magnetic form factor
B(g? for the cases NR (---), BSLT (---), BG (— —), ZT
(——), and BT ( ), with respect to the exact BS result.
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FIG. 6. Magnetic form factor |Fj(g?| for the cases NR
(+++), BSLT (---), SA (— —), and BS ( ), in units of
emy/2mp.

parison for the quadrupole form factor Fj, yields only
marginal differences among these four cases, hardly visi-
ble on a logarithmic scale.

As for the magnetic form factor B(qz), relative devia-
tions from the BS calculation are depicted in Fig. 5, con-
cerning the cases NR, BSLT, BG, ZT, and BT. Qualita-
tively, we see the same type of differences as for A(g?),
though considerably larger. For instance, the BS result
at 50 fm~2 is almost a factor of 3 larger than the ZT ap-
proximation. If we extrapolate by applying a similar
correction to the OBE calculation of Ref. ZT, then their
predicted magnetic form factor could turn out to lie
much closer to the experimental data of Refs. 1 and 2
than expected. Besides, the SA curve has not been drawn
in Fig. 5, since it would distort the graph completely.
This becomes evident from Fig. 6, where F), is shown for
the approaches NR, BSLT, SA, and BS. The static ap-
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FIG. 7. Charge form factor |F(g?)| for the BS case with D-
state probabilities of P, =4% ( - -+ ), 5% ( ), and 6% (- --).
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FIG. 8. As in Fig. 7, but now concerning the tensor polariza-
tion P(g?).

proximation, being the only one that produces a
diffraction minimum, is completely off and thus obviously
embodies the source of discrepancies in the observable
A(qz) between the cases BS and SA, as we have seen
above that the respective F¢ and F, curves are very simi-
lar. An analogous phenomenon, albeit much less pro-
nounced, can be observed in Ref. ZT, Figs. 10, 8, and 9.
Next we investigate the effect of changing the D-state
probability Pp,.

In Fig. 7 F is depicted for the BS calculations with

Ly

—
i
FERTTIT B

10 73

FIG. 9. Electric form factor 4(g? for the cases NR (- )
and BS ( ) with nucleon form factors from Ref. 9, and for
the BS case with those from Ref. 10 (— —); experimental data
are from Refs. 11 (0), 12 (A), and 13 (+).
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FIG. 10. Asin Fig. 9, but now concerning the magnetic form
factor B(q?); experimental data are from Refs. 1 (Q), 2 (%), and
13 (+).

P, =4%, 5%, and 6%. Increasing P, clearly moves the
diffraction minimum to lower momentum transfers, al-
though with the used separable interactions it is not pos-
sible to attain a value as low as with the OBE potentials
of ZT. A similar pattern can be observed in Fig. 8, con-
cerning the tensor polarization defined by

4v2 FcFy +%’7Fé
n
3 7 F¢+Ei9F}

P(g®)= (35)

Here, the maximum of the curve moves inwards accord-
ing as Pp increases, but not enough to produce a zero
within the range of momentum transfers considered,
which is clearly related to the behavior of F.

Finally, in Figs. 9 and 10 we show to what extent a
different choice for the nucleonic form factors may affect
the deuteron results, referring to Ref. 3 for a more de-
tailed comparative study. The curves drawn, for
Pp=5%, are the BS predictions for 4(g?) and B(g?), re-
spectively, with the parametrizations of Refs. 9 and 10,
and for comparison also the NR ones corresponding to
the former choice. Hence, it becomes clear that the ex-
perimental nucleonic uncertainties are still greater than
the total corrections due to relativity. Apart from that,
we conclude that the used interactions are not capable of
reproducing the recently measured? diffraction minimum
in the magnetic form factor.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The aim of this paper has been to study in a solvable
model the various relativistic corrections to the deuteron
EM form factors. The covariance of the chosen separable
interactions and the gauge invariance of the associated
two-body EM current, as well as the very deuteron re-
sults, guarantee that the chosen approach can be con-
sidered realistic, in spite of being purely phenomenologi-
cal. Since the starting point was a nonrelativistic poten-
tial, and in order to shorten the numerical work, channels



containing negative-energy states were discarded in the
final calculations, in accord with observations in Ref. ZT
concerning their insignificance. Thus, we obtained appre-
ciable relativistic effects for the various form factors, of
which the boost on the one-particle propagator due to
recoil turned out to be by far the most important, in qual-
itative agreement with ZT. Furthermore, the static ap-
proximation was shown to be reasonable for the charge
and quadrupole form factors, but not for the magnetic
one, which is hardly surprising from a naive point of
view. Still in connection with ZT, we demonstrated that
an excellent approximation to the exact results, for the
momentum transfers considered, can be obtained by ex-
panding the vertex function to first order about its SA
value, both in the k, integration and in the pole term
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stemming from the single-particle propagator. Limiting
this procedure to the former term, as done in ZT, was
found to be a worse approximation than neglecting boost
effects on the vertex function completely.
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APPENDIX A: GAUGE INVARIANCE OF THE CURRENT

In this appendix we show that gauge invariance is satisfied in our separable model. We proceed in a similar fashion

as in ZT, writing
unL1>=F<,N)4=F(1N>[Sm“(p:;P:)_S(l)“(P;P)] ,

so that

g (P, M'|JEIP,M) = [d*p §M (p';P)[S(p;P)~S(p’;P)]6™(p;P) .

(A1)

(A2)

Now we substitute the homogeneous BS equation once in both terms on the right-hand side and apply only in the

second term a change of integration variable, viz., [d*p= [d*p+1q)= [d*

dropped. Thus, the expression becomes

p’', whereafter the dummy prime is

[ atp [ d*k[§M"(k;P)S(k; PV (k,p+4g)S(p;P)6 ™ (p; P)— M (p; P)S(p; P')V(p — 1q,k)S(k; P M(k; P)] .

Next we make use of the separability of the interaction, i.e.,

N
V(p,pl)'_— 2 }\-Ug,(p)gj(pl) )
ih,j=1

(A3)

(A4)

where the generalized form factor g is a vector in two-particle spin and energy-spin space. Then, V satisfies the trans-

formation law

Vip,p')=AVLOADLOVL p, L p AV (LHAD (L) .

(AS)

Choosing now the Breit frame, i.e., £L'=."!, substituting Eqs. (A4) and (AS5) into Eq. (A3), and transforming the in-

tegrand for both variables to the c.m. frame gives

N
S Ay [d'p [dk[M (k;P)S(k;PIg;(k)E,(p+ 1L g5)S(p; P)¢ ™M (p; P)

ij=1

— ™" Ap; P)S(p; P)g;(p— 1Ly )E,(k)S(k; P)$ ™ (k;P)]

(A6)

where all cm labels have been dropped, the label B refers to the Breit frame, and where we have used the symmetry of
Aj;; in the second term. Moreover, since g5 =(0,q), we have L7 'gp=—Lgqp. Then, choosing the photon momentum
along the z axis, we see from Eq. (34) that it is sufficient to consider the case M'=M. Finally, we evaluate Eq. (A6) on
the two-particle helicity basis employed in the text. Thus, writing

g(p;a)=V3 (p)V32(p)g(p)
and

g(p;a)=g(p)V3 (p)V2(p),

(A7)

with g(p;a)= —g(p;a), and where a is shorthand for A,,A,,p,,p,, We get, omitting the references to P and M,
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N
S kijzfd4pfd4k[¢(k;a)S(k;a)gi(k;a)Z(p,a;a,b)gj(a;b)S(p;b)¢(p;b)

i,j=1 a,b
—o(p;b)S(p;b)g;(o;b)Z(0a,p;b,a)g;(k;a)S(k;a)dlk;a)l],

(A8)

‘
where 0 =p —1Lqp and Z(p,0;a,b)= Vﬁ:(p)Vﬁi(p)V’;}‘(a)V? (o). Note that the two-body Green’s function is diago-
ZT(p,a;b,a)=Z"’(p,a;a,b), whence, as

nal in this basis. Now, Z(o,p;b,a)=
=f027d¢)Z"‘(p,a;a,b) ,

27 2T
deZ(p,0;a,b)= d(—@)Z(p,0;a,b)
f o 9¢ p f 0 plLip
expression (A8) vanishes identically. The fact that we have chosen a special frame and a specific direction for the pho-
ton momentum is irrelevant, since the evaluated quantity is a Lorentz scalar.

(A9)

APPENDIX B: MATRIX ELEMENTS OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC OPERATOR

In this appendix we give the explicit expressions for the matrix elements of the electromagnetic operator correspond-
ing to positive-energy states. Defining I'{"'g =iy !yT'{"(q), and [cf. Eq. (33)]
T(g; AL A= V:;(k’)V;C;(k’)A“’(.,C LA VOIAPO PV 0V (K
=;7;(k')A‘“(.,L)FL”(q)A"’(L)V;I(k)V; (K)[APOPVL (k)
4 2

=D (g; AL AP PG A5, , (B1)

we obtain with the aid of REDUCE the following results:

0_2.6 +‘/;’]—[Ik|(Ekr+mN)+ |kl'(Ek +mN)]COSG_+_TG} 5

W(Z)(q;+,+)=—(1§— V1+q[(E, +my ) Ep.+my)+ k| k'] 1cos
(B2)
W“’(q;+,—)=71§- —VTFAE+my ) Ep+my)— |||k Isin 9“29 VALK E . +my)— K [(E, +my)]sin 94;9};
(- _ 1 (V) mq RN 0—¢
0 (q,+,+)—'g [(Ek +mN)(Ek:+mN)+|k||k ’]Fl "T[—m—‘[(Ek+mN)(E,\:+m;V)_ik”k I]FZ )
N
—_—n ’
+\/17(1+17);1—d—[|k|(Ek,+m,v k' [(E +my) ]F(N’cose—_;e— ,
N
(B3)
F”)(q;+,—)=é—| [— (Ek+mN)(Ek+mh)+lk||k’|]F‘M+77—-[(Ek+mN)(Ek+m )+ k| k| IFN |s 9—29
+Va(1 ) ——[lkl Eptmy )+ (B +my)FYY sinO2E |
g _ 1 o e M ) 6—¢
1(q,+,+)—-(,97 - HE,+myE,+my)+|k|K'|]F| +7n~—[(Ek+mN)(Ek,+mN)—fk||kI]Fz 5
N
—\/17(1+17)[|k|(Ek,+mN)+|k'](Ek+mN)]F‘1N)sin0 29 l ,
(B4)
=(1) _1 i M ) 0—06'
Filg; +,—)=— [(E,+my)E.+my)—|k||k|']F +T[(Ek+mN)(Ek,+mN)+|k|]k|]F2 0s=——
N
+V(1+IkI(Ep+my)— K [(E, +my)1FY cos o
0+6

m
[(E, +my)E,+my)+ k| [k |]F +;5'—[(Ek +my ) Ep+my)— k| k| JFY }sm ;
N

l"g”(q;+,+)=é[\/_1—,
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VALK E +my)+ KB, +my) IFNsin 9_29 ] ,

1

‘/_
& n

g+, —)=

— VT FDLK(Ep +my)— K [(E, +my)1F Y cos

m
[(E, +mN)(Ek.+mN)—|k||k'|]F(1N’+m—d[(Ek +my N Ep+my)+ k| [k |1FSY tcos 5
N

(B5)
6+6

6—¢'
> .

Here, 6 =2V E E,(E, +my)(E,.+my). The remaining terms can easily be obtained through the following symmetry

properties:
W(g;—, +)=—WPg;+,—), WPg;—,—)=W2g;+,+),
Tg;—,+)=—T}Ag; +,—), T} Ng; —, —)=T/(g;+,+) for p=0,1, (B6)
tg;—, +)=T{g;+,—), T{(g;—, —)=—T{(g; +,+) .
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