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Dependences of the azimuthal and target asymmetries in the breakup of polarized deuterons by
unpolarized electrons on the choice of the deuteron electromagnetic (EM) current model and final-
state interaction (FSI) effects are investigated. Possibilities for separation of the structure functions
which determine these observables are discussed. Results of the calculations are compared with
available data. It has been shown that FSI plays an important role in formation of the asymmetries.
In the quasifree region some of them depend considerably on the neutron electric form factor and on
the spin-orbit EM interaction with nucleon. The tensor target asymmetries T20 and T2z calculated
for 2I:‘I(e, pn)e’ under kinematic conditions of the experiment with the electron storage ring VEPP-3
in Novosibirsk have been found to be very sensitive to the meson exchange current contributions.

PACS number(s): 25.30.Fj, 13.40.Fn, 21.45.4+v

I. INTRODUCTION

At present, during the construction of high-duty factor
electron accelerators, polarization phenomena in electro-
magnetic (EM) interactions with atomic nuclei attract a
constantly increasing interest [1-3]. In this context the
employment of polarized nuclear targets (for example,
the deuterium one) opens new possibilities in studying
the reaction mechanisms and nuclear properties. The
target asymmetries in electrodisintegration of polarized
deuterons contain much richer information on the two-
body dynamics than in the case with unpolarized parti-
cles. These polarization observables depend on the struc-
ture functions (SF) which do not occur in the 2H(e, e'p)n
cross sections.

The asymmetries in the 2H(e, /p)n reaction with ten-
sor polarized deuterons can bring additional information
on the deuteron structure, in particular, at small dis-
tances. In fact, the corresponding SF calculated within
the impulse approximation (IA) are determined by inter-
ference of the S and D waves of the deuteron wave func-
tion (WF'). This observation was an important motiva-
tion for extracting the high-momenta components of the
WF from the data on the cross sections of the 2H(e, pn)e’
reaction at photon point [4].

Of course, the simple IA predictions are needed to be
corrected due to various distortion factors, e.g., the final-
state interaction (FSI) effects in the n-p system. In addi-
tion, at large energy and momentum transfers one has to
take into account the contributions of non-nucleonic de-
grees of freedom, viz., meson exchange currents (MEC),
isobar configurations (IC) in the deuteron, etc. [5].

Lately [6-9], we have studied the combined influence
of FSI and MEC on the formation of angular distribu-
tions and polarizations of protons in the 2H(e, e/p)n and
2H(€, e'p)n reactions with unpolarized and longitudinally
polarized electrons, respectively. The aim of this paper
is to extend these investigations for the case with vector-
and tensor-polarized deuterons.

As previously, our attention is focused upon kinematic
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conditions in which the target asymmetries are expressed
through the minimal number of SF. According to Ref. [6],
the situation most favorable in this respect corresponds
to the so-called parallel kinematics when the momenta of
outgoing proton and virtual photon are collinear.

At first the tensor asymmetries in the deuteron elec-
trodisintegration were measured in the experiment at
Novosibirsk [4] using the electron storage ring VEPP-2
with the electron energy £ = 180 MeV and the inter-
nal target (the polarized deuterium jet). Recently these
investigations have been continued with electron storage
ring VEPP-3 (F = 2 GeV) [10]. Note that the asym-
metries in the Zﬁ(é', e'p)n reaction with vector-polarized
deuterons and longitudinally polarized electrons are pro-
posed to be measured at CEBAF [11].

The papers [12,13] were devoted to theoretical descrip-
tions of electrodisintegration of polarized deuterons. In
Ref. [13] the tensor asymmetries for the process were
calculated within the so-called relativistic IA both in the
quasifree peak (QFP) region and, far from this region,
under kinematic conditions [4]. A more complete treat-
ment of polarization observables for 2I:I‘(e, e'p)n reaction
was performed in Ref. [12] taking into account the effects
of FSI, MEC, and IC.

Here our consideration of polarization phenomena in
electrodisintegration of polarized deuterons is based on
the approach developed in Refs. [6,7].

The structure of this paper is the following. In Sec.
II the basic formulas for deuteron disintegration with
unpolarized electrons and polarized deuterons are given.
The target and azimuthal asymmetries, involved in the
2I—{'(e,e’p)n cross sections, are defined in Sec. III and a
possibility of the SF separation is discussed. Polarization
observables measured in experiment [10] are considered
in Sec. IV. Results of our calculations are presented in
Sec. V. Finally, Sec. VI contains conclusive remarks.

II. BASIC FORMULAS
In the one-photon exchange approximation 2I:‘I(e, e'p)n

cross sections with polarized deuterons in the laboratory
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frame can be written as

o =d’c/dE'dQ.dQ, = (2E'/Q*)* "W, R, (1)
where « is the fine-structure constant, 1, = (k. k, +
kL k, — kk'g,.)/2EE' is the leptonic tensor, g,, is the
metric tensor, k = (E,k) and k¥’ = (E’,k’) are the 4-
momenta of the incident and scattered electrons, respec-
tively, Q2 = q® —w?, q =k — k' (w = E — E') is the
momentum (energy) transfer, and R is the recoil factor
(see, e.g., Ref. [6]). The hadronic tensor W, in Eq. (1)
is defined by

W= >

S,Ms,Ma,M;

*
FsmsumypmmaFspgun,s (2)

where Fsprg,m, denotes the matrix element

= (U5 L pre (@) Wi, (3)

= (Jg,J)
between the initial |¥;p7,) and final "I!posMs> =

LTl

prOJectlon Mesg, isospin T', and relative momentum po.
The deuteron density matrix pas;n, can be expressed
in terms of orientation parameters Pjyps that characterize

Fsmgum,

of the deuteron EM current operator J,

oSMsT0> states of the n-p pair with spin S, its

the degrees of vector (J = 1) and tensor (J = 2) target
polarizations (cf. Ref. [12]):
PM My = ZCM FYR#IS (4)
where
ca,. = (—1)Ma+1 (lMdl - M;|JM) /Y3,

Py =1, Pjpr = (_1)MPJAM-

Normally one gets the polarized deuterons occupying
the atomic levels with different values of spin projection
My onto the direction of an external magnetic field H
(the Z axis). Thereat the density matrix is diagonal with
respect to the basis formed by the states |¥yaz,):

PMiMs = MM OM My (5)

where nyy, is the occupation probability for the level with
a given projection My onto the chosen quantization axis,
n41 +n_1 + no = 1. In the case only two parameters in
the decomposition (4) are independent

P, =Py = \/g(nl —-n_1), (6a)

1
Pz = P20 = —(1 — 3TLO) (6b)

V2
If the vector H has an arbitrary orientation with the

angles 6y and ¢y, then eight parameters in Eq. (4) are
connected with P; and P, by

Psy = PyetMu 4] (0m), (7)

where dj;,(0) is the Wigner function.

Let us consider the noncoplanar geometry (Fig. 1)
when the momentum q of virtual photon is directed along
the Z axis (iz = q/q), and the electron scattering plane
is coincident with the X-Z plane (iy = k xk’/ [k x k’|).
The angle between the X-Z plane and the plane formed
by the momenta q and k; is denoted by ¢.

Inserting Egs. (4) and (7) into Eq. (2) and separating
the dependences of the amplitudes (3) on the azimuthal
angle ¢, we get

Waw = Y MO0 Bl Mal(0), ()
JM
Z Citiva > Fimspnay Fsmsurtas  (9)
M}, M, SMs

where fsargunm, are the amplitudes (3) at ¢ = 0, i.e., for
the coplanar geometry.
Note the relationships

wih = (DM (wp M), (10)
wiy' = (=1)7 0 ()" (11)

where the indices p and v take on the values 4 (X,Y") for
the time (space) components of the hadronic tensor.

When deriving Eq. (11) we employed the symmetry
properties

fs—Mop—mty = (—1)5TI M Matouy £ ny (12)

Furthermore, using Egs. (8)—(1

UIKZO'(J), (13)
J

2), one finds

where K = opMott R, 0Mott 1s the Mott cross section.
The separate terms in Eq. (13) determine the contri-

butions due to the disintegration of unpolarized (J = 0),

vector (J = 1), and tensor (J = 2) polarized deuterons:

o® = g%, (14)

o) = p Z {S™ sin[M (¢ — ¢ )]

M>0

+5M cos[M (¢ — ¢u)|}diro(0m),  (15)

FIG. 1. Geometry for exclusive electron-deuteron scatter-
ing with a polarized deuteron target.
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o® = P, 3~ {S?M cos|M (6 — éu)]

M>0
+82M sin[M (¢ — ¢u)]|}d2s0(05).  (16)
The quantities S’ and S$7M can be expressed in

terms of the WM (i = L,LT,T,TT) and W/M (i =
LT,TT):

S§IM _ ey IM (%5 +7I) WM 4 g M cos 24
+EV/E+ Wiz cos ¢, (17)

= %g WiMsin2¢ + /€ +n WiMsing, (18)

&= Qz/q27 n= tan® 05/2,
where 6. is the electron scattering angle. Clearly, the
functions S7M™ = 0 for the coplanar geometry when the

momentum k,, lies in the X-Z plane. The SF W; (W;)
depend on the different current components, viz., the
Coulomb SF

Wi,]M = W‘i{lMa (19)

while for the remaining SF one has

WM = wxX + Wy, Wiy =wi¥ - wy¥,
Wizt = WiV, (20)
Wirh = —2Wxi, Wit =-Wyd. (21

In other words, the SF Wy (Wrr) are determined by
the interference of the longitudinal and transverse current
components.

We introduced the following notations:

WM =byuRe (Twll), (22)

W,f,fv" = bypIm (z"wJM) R (23)

where bJM = (1 - 2512)[2 —(SMo(l +6J1)], bJM = -—2[2 -
dnro(l + 672)].

So, the cross section of electrodisintegration of po-
larized deuterons contains 24 additional SF together
with four SF W2 (i = L,LT,T,TT) for unpolarized
deuterons. Eight of them W}! (i = L,LT,T,TT) and
WM (i = LT,TT) are associated with the deuteron vec-
tor polarization while the rest W2M (i = L, LT, T,TT)
and W2, W22 (i,k = LT, TT) appear for tensor polar-
ized deuterons

Decomposing the final state (‘Ilpo sMmsl as

1 2
(Woosnrs] = (Tposar, | +iTRsar, | (24)
where (\Ilp sms| = 0 in the case with no FSI included,

one can write [cf. Egs. (15)—(16) in Ref. [7]]
(2)* (1)
=t S O, 3 (1 B
Md,Md SMs

(1) (2)
fSMsp.M fSMvad) ’

(25)

where fU i, = (Poosas 1Ju(@)] Yans,) (k = 1, 2).
Like this for the W‘ﬁw with J = 0, 2 one gets

WM = i'byum Z Z ciM

k= 12Mdde S s

()= (k)
fSMsuM fsMsl/Md'

(26)

It follows from Eq. (25) that W}!* =0 (: = L, LT, T,TT)
if one neglects the FSI in the n-p pair. The same property
has the polarization tensor that determines the proton
polarization in the 2H(e, e’p)n reaction with unpolarized
deuterons (cf. Ref. [7]).

At the same time even without the FSI inclusion po-
larization properties of the target can be transferred to
those observables which are determined by the SF with
J=0,2.

III. THE SF SEPARATION: TARGET
ASYMMETRIES

Contributions of the SF involved can be separated by
measuring the vector 4, and tensor A, target asymme-
tries. They are defined as

A, = 6(1)/P10(°) (27a)
Ay =@ /Pyo® (27b)
In these terms one has instead Eq. (13)
o(H) = KaO[1 + P, A, + P, A,). (28)
Reversing the direction of the field H one finds
oM(—H) = —c(M(H), (29a)
o) (~H) = ¢ (H), (29D)
s0
Av(0m,¢H) = [0(H) — o(-H)]/2P.Kc®,  (30a)

Ai(Bm,¢m) = [0(H) + 0(—H) — 2K (0] /2P, Ko©.
(30b)

In the coplanar case (¢ = 0,7) the vector asymmetry A,
vanishes if the vector H lies in the reaction plane. At
a certain value of the proton emission angle 6 [14] the
quantity A, takes on a maximum value when the field is
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normal to the plane, i.e., 0y = ¢z = 7,
1
Al = :{:ES“/SOO, (31)

where the upper (lower) sign is used for ¢ = 0 ().

In addition, let us consider the situation with k,|q,
i, at § = 0 or m, then only one of four W}l (i =
L,LT,T,TT) survives (cf. Ref. [6]):

A11=—1~ EVE+ Wi
Y V2EWL+ (36 +0) Wr

(32)

|

oM (¢p=0)+oM (¢ =)

11 __
Z:i: =

Pi[oO) (¢ = 0) £ 0O (¢ = )]
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For brevity the SF W2° (i = L, LT, T, TT) are henceforth
denoted by W;. Note the relationships between them
and the corresponding SF W; (i = C,I,T, S) defined in
(6,7] for the case in question: Wg = Wi, Wi = (1 —
26¢1r)WLT7 Ws = WTT, and WT = W:IO-vO - WTT-

Therefore, the interference SF W}L could be extracted
by analyzing the vector asymmetry AI! [cf. Refs. [6,7]
where one has demonstrated that the outgoing proton
polarization in 2H(e, e'p)n for parallel kinematics is de-
termined by a single SF X;].

The angular dependence W}i.(6) can be explored on
measuring the azimuthal asymmetries

— U(¢= O,H) _U(¢: 0,—H)+0’(¢=7K’,H) —U(¢=7T’—H)

2P, K [0 (¢ = 0) £ 00 (¢ = )] . (33a)
In fact, one has
u_ 1 EVE+ nWir (33b)
t T V2eW + (36 +n) Wr + 16Wrr
and
1
VA EWE}I‘/WLT (33c)
Note that

2321 =24 = [09(6 = 0) = 0@ = M)}/l (6 = 0) + o O(¢ = )],

where 3y is the azimuthal asymmetry of the ?H(e, e’p)n
cross sections with unpolarized particles.

Resorting to the SF separation for tensor-polarized
deuterons one can see that the component A2° of 4, =
3> AZM s equal to
M>0

AP = A,(0,0) = §2°/5%. (34)
This expression is simplified in parallel kinematics

_EWE + (3¢ +n) WE

A = . 35
C = et () Wr (3%)
Again, introducing azimuthal asymmetries
@) (p=0) - @ (¢ =)
720 — _9
T RLOG=02e@G=m]
one gets
Wy + (36 +n) Wr + 2&Wrp’
zZ?° = Wi/ Wer, (37b)

i.e., these polarization observables are connected in a sim-

ple way with the SF W2%.
Other tensor asymmetries can be determined by chang-
ing the direction of H

A% = 4,(0,0) — 44, (% %) , (38)
A2% = 4,(0,0) + 24, (g 323) (39)

or using Eqgs. (14) and (16) one can write

Bu = (—1)M*/3/M
(40)

AM = 31, S?M cos M¢p /S,

(M =1,2; ¢=0,m).
Similarly, Egs. (32) and (35) in parallel kinematics yield

EVEF WL

21 _
A = \/§£2WL (et ) W (41)
22 _ _ /3 W25
A= \/;€2WL + (2¢+n) W' (42)

Of great interest also are the azimuthal asymmetries



48 ELECTRODISINTEGRATION OF POLARIZED DEUTERONS

AL WRR . S TS
WL + (3¢ +n0) Wr + 2Wrr
Z2M — B WEM /\Wyr (M =1,2). 43b)
LT

Each of them is proportional to the SF W2},
Again note that Z2M /Z2M = 7

IV. ELECTRODISINTEGRATION OF
POLARIZED DEUTERONS AT PHOTON POINT
(Q? = 0). EXPERIMENTS IN NOVOSIBIRSK

In the experiment [10] in question the scattered elec-
tron was not detected, but the proton and the neutron
were registered in coincidence. From various p-n coinci-
dence the events that were selected corresponded to the
inelastic e-d scattering at small angles, i.e., the situation
with 6. ~ 0°. Therefore, under these kinematic condi-
tions the virtual photon absorbed by the deuteron differs
only slightly from the real one (Q? = 0, ¢ = w).

During the measurements the average degree Pz of
the tensor polarization of a gas jet was equal to Pzz =
+(0.778+0.075). Note that P, = Pzz/v/2.

In the case of interest we find

U(O) = WTa

o = PiWgtsin(¢ — ¢m)dio(0m), (44)

o® =P, N WEM cos[M(¢ — ¢m)|d3s0(0r)-
M>0

T20 = 2u(kn)d20(07), Taz = 4u(k,)d3(6,),

u(kn) = ua(kn) [uo(kn) — ﬁ

where wuo(k,) [uz(kn)] is the S (D) component of the
deuteron WF, and k, (6,) is the neutron momentum
(emission angle) in the laboratory system with the Z axis
along the vector q.
To derive the SF W2! the counting rates N. . could be
measured for two configurations
O, = 45°,

éH, = 135° (52a)

and

Om, = 135°, ép, = 45°

retaining the values of 6*, ¢1, ¢2, and forming the ratio

(1N (-1
agy = =02 : : . (53)
2 (N3 +NE)

%,7=1,2

(52b)
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The experimental arrangement was chosen as [15)
0, = 0x, = 90°,
bm, =135°, ¢m, = 45°, ¢, = 225°, ¢, = 315° (45)

with the proton emission angle in the final n-p center of
mass system (the c.m. frame) 6* = 88°. This value and
the values ¢; and ¢, of proton azimuthal angle determine
positions of two proton detectors in the plane normal to
the electron beam direction. The quantities extracted
from the measurement are given by

S (Njy - Ni)

%,7=1,2

a0 = 7 EENE} (46)
2 (Njy +N;)
%,7=1,2
T DR =N
,J=1,
a2 = o 3 5 (47)
S SRC S
2,7=1

where in the counting rate N}i the upper index labels
the detection system and the lower one coincides with
the field index in Hj;, and the sign index is the sign of
Pzz.

In our notations

1

az = — \/glelezo, (48)
3
a2 = —-\i‘:|PZZ|T22, (49)
Tim = WM /W
It is proved that in the plane wave IA (PWIA)
(50)
s ()| /1) + w3k, (51)
[
Indeed, in this case
3
a1 = —%|PZZ|T21- (54)
Let us write the corresponding PWIA expression
To1 = —4u(k,)d2y(0y)- (55)
Finally, the combination
> (=1 (N, + N)
1=1,2
ay; = — ! x; 3 (56)
2 (Nj +N;)
%,7=1,2
yields the vector asymmetry
1
a1 = ——=P Ty, (57)

V2

for the arrangement (45).



1264 YU. P. MEL’NIK AND A. V. SHEBEKO 48

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Details of our calculations of the reaction amplitudes
can be found in [7]. The calculations were performed
with the Paris potential [16]. The FSI distortions were
taken into account in the partial p-n scattering states
with the total angular momentum J<Jpnax = 2 in the
QFP region (the MIT kinematics) and J<Jmax = 3 far
from the region (the Novosibirsk kinematics). Note that
the results of our calculations have a good convergence
with respect to the FSI inclusion in higher partial waves.
For example, the angular dependences of the asymme-
tries undergo small changes as Jyax increases, viz., the
corresponding variations do not exceed a few percent.

The MEC included are due to one-pion exchange with
the m NN vertices modified by the nucleon finite-size ef-
fects. The corresponding phenomenological 7NN form
factors (FF') in the monopole form depend on a cutoff pa-
rameter A. Two models, with G}, = 0 and G} = 7£,G%
[17]), where 7 = —Q?/4M? (M is the nucleon mass), kn
is the neutron anomalous magnetic moment, were chosen
for the neutron electric FF G%.

As in Ref. [7], we distinguish the direct mechanism of
the proton knockout (PWIA) and the recoil mechanism
due to the EM interaction with the neutron-spectator
[the plane wave Born approximation (PWBA)]. Respec-

0.5
11
A,
1 J
0 2
P 2 2.~
l ’I//--“"-/
-0.5 /4
le
0.2 M 2
2’,
0 2
1 //
-0.2 a
-0.4 N
4 i
2 E
o .
/ *0.06
-2 '
0 20 40 680 80®
O 80 60 90 120 150 O

DEG

FIG. 2. Angular dependences of the vector asymmetries
for 2I—ﬂI(e, e'p)n. Calculations were made in the DWBA and
DWIA (dashed curves 1 and 2, respectively), in the MEC
model (see, e.g., [21]) for the cutoff parameter A = 4m,
where m, is the pion mass, with (solid) and without (dotted)
addition of the SO interaction to the hadronic current. All
curves correspond to the case with G% of Ref. [17], except
solid curves 2 calculated with G5 = 0.

0 20 40 60 80
0 80 60 SO 120 160 @"‘
DEG

FIG. 3. The asymmetries A?' and Z2' with (solid curve)
and without (dashed and dotted curves) the deuteron D wave.
The latter is calculated in the DWBA, the rest — with inclu-
sion of FSI and MEC [21].

tively, our calculations with the distorted waves are
marked by the DWIA and DWBA.

The results shown in Figs. 2-6 [18] were obtained at
the values of £ = 880 MeV, E’ = 738 MeV, and 6. = 37°,
i.e., for quasifree kinematics, as the Bjorken variable
z = Q?/2Mw = 1. A number of useful kinematic rela-

0.4

-0.4

-0.8t

0] A -
0 20 40 60

80 ©
0 30 80 90 120 150 ©*
DEG

FIG. 4. Angular dependences of the tensor asymmetries
AM for 2H(e,e'p)n. The curves were calculated in the
PWBA (PWIA) — dotted 1 (2), in the DWBA — dashed.
Other differences between curves are the same as in Fig. 2.
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-0.4}

0 20 40 60 80 Q

0O 80 60 90 120 160 ®"
DEG

FIG. 5. Same as in Fig. 4 for the asymmetries Z3M.

tionships for the case can be found in Appendix A. Note
that this choice of kinematic parameters corresponds to
conditions of the MIT I experiment [20]. Under these
conditions the values of the proton emission angle do not
exceed the limiting value 6y, = 90° (parallel kinematics
for the recoil neutron with the momentum k, = q). The
value 8 = 0° corresponds to parallel kinematics for the
outgoing proton.

A detailed analysis shows that the direct reaction
mechanism is prevalent in the e’p coincidence cross sec-
tions at the values 8 < 45°. When increasing 6 the EM
interaction with neutron becomes more important. In
particular, we see that the asymmetries considered can
undergo qualitative changes because of a strong interplay
between the direct and recoil mechanisms. As mentioned
in Sec. ITI, the asymmetry A, has some common features
with the outgoing proton polarization P in 2H(e,e'p)n
(in particular, it takes on the zero value with the FSI
not included). The vectors A, and P are perpendicular
to the reaction plane for the EM current model without
violations of P and T invariances (cf. the discussion in
Ref. [7]). In addition, in parallel kinematics each of them
is expressed through a single interference SF, viz., W}k
(Xg) for A, (P). Moreover, transitions between the same
spin states of the n-p system contribute W}k and ;.

As seen in Fig. 2, the inclusion of the FSI gives the
values of A1l accessible for measurements at intermediate
angles 6. The same is valid for the azimuthal asymmetry
Z1,

+Rela.tivistic corrections arising from the spin-orbit
(SO) EM interaction with the nucleon manifest them-
selves (sometimes appreciably) in quasifree kinematics.
Note that relativistic effects (in particular, due to the

*0.05

N~ O

N O

»>

22 |

Z-

0]
*0.33
-2 ;
L o

0 20 40 60 80

D 30 60 90 120 150 &
DEG

FIG. 6. Same as in Fig. 5 for the asymmetries Z2M,

Darwin-Foldy and SO terms in the EM current operator)
for 2H(€, e'p)n reaction in the QFP region have been in-
vestigated recently in Ref. [22]. This work extends previ-
ous studies [23,24] for the deuteron photodisintegration.

As shown in Fig. 2, the inclusion of the SO interaction
leads to essential variations of the Z!! angular depen-
dence at & > 60°. These variations are closely connected
with the respective changes of the angular dependence of
Wirr. In particular, the SF changes its sign at 8 ~ 76° as
the SO contribution is not included. Like the asymme-
try Z1! the observables Z2M are rather sensitive to the
contribution as well (see Fig. 6).

For the tensor target asymmetries A?M and Z3M dis-
played in Figs. 3-6 one should write down the simple
relationships in the PWIA

AZM — 72M — aopru(kn)d3r0(0n), (58)
Zf-M = Ed’AfM’ (59)
azo =2, asy=4(-)MBy (M =1,2).

It follows from Egs. (51), (58), and (59) that the asym-
metries vanish identically in the case of a pure § wave
deuteron. One can show that this property retains for all
the asymmetries (excepting A2° and A??) in the PWBA.
However, the situation drastically changes after taking
into account the FSI when the observables considered
assume nonzero values not only owing to an interfer-
ence of the S and D components of the deuteron WF
[cf. Eq. (51)]. In other words, structure properties are
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strongly obscured by rescattering effects.

Nevertheless, we see in Fig. 3 essential differences be-
tween the quantities calculated with and without inclu-
sion of the D component at the proton emission angle
6 = 15°-30° that correspond to the range of recoil mo-
menta k,, = 140-305 MeV /c. Moreover, the quantity Z3!
changes its sign if the D wave is switched off.

We also reveal a noticeable dependence of the vector
asymmetries on the choice of the G model. For example,
the quantity A2! (Z}') changes its value at § = 25° (70°)
almost by 15% (25%) (Fig. 2). The tensor asymmetries
depend on the G% model to lesser extent (see Fig. 4).
Note that similar results were obtained in Ref. [12] where
the tensor asymmetry AZ° [denoted there as A%(0,0)] was
calculated with other models for G%.

One should emphasize that unlike the authors of Ref.
[12], we employ the Dirac FF instead of the Sachs nucleon
FF. In addition, polarization observables in [12] were cal-
culated in the c.m. frame while we prefer to present our
results in the laboratory frame. General transformation
properties of polarization observables for the deuteron
electrodisintegration when passing from one to another
frame were considered in Appendix C of our paper in Ref.
[9]. In this connection we would like to recall that the
deuteron density matrix remains unchanged with respect
to the boost along the q direction.

The relations of the SF (19)—(21) and the target asym-
metries (27) to the corresponding quantities considered
in Ref. [12] are given in Appendix B.

As seen in Figs. 2, 4, and 5 (cf. the solid curves 1 and

80 180 280 380

w (MeV)

FIG. 7. Tensor asymmetries T2ps for Zﬁ(e,pn)e’ vs the en-
ergy transfer for the VEPP-3 kinematics. The curves were
calculated in the PWBA (PWIA) — dotted 1 (2), in the
DWBA — dashed, and with taking into account the MEC
(A = 4m,) — solid.

0.0

80 180 280 380
w (MeV)

FIG. 8. Comparison of the calculated asymmetries T30 and
T»» with the data [10]. The solid (dashed) curves were calcu-
lated including FSI effects in the MEC model with A = 4m,
(A = 1.2 GeV).

dashed ones) these asymmetries have a weak dependence
on the two-body reaction mechanisms due to the MEC
for quasifree kinematics.

We face another situation considering the tensor asym-
metries Typs under conditions of the measurements in
Novosibirsk [10]. In fact, our results for these quantities
in Fig. 7 depend essentially on the MEC contributions.
The same is valid for the FSI effects. These findings are
typical since we are far from quasifree kinematics in the
inelastic e-d scattering. It is the case of the experiment
[10].

We also see in Fig. 8 a high sensitivity of the cal-
culated asymmetries to the MEC models with hard and
soft t NN FF. Certainly, the inclusion of such important
ingredients as FSI and MEC is necessary for describing
the data [10].

Note that the results displayed in Fig. 8 are in agree-
ment with those obtained in Refs. [25,26]. Our prelimi-
nary results presented in [10] underestimated the asym-
metry T32 because of an error in our computer code.

VI. CONCLUSIVE REMARKS

The main conclusions of the paper can be summarized
as follows.

(i) In contrast with the opinion that the FSI effects
are expected to be small in quasifree region we have ob-
served a strong dependence of the asymmetries consid-
ered on the FSI distortions in the m-p scattering states.
The exceptions are two situations for proton emission
angles close to § = 0° and # = 90° (parallel kinematics
for the proton and the neutron, respectively). So, even
in the quasifree region, the FSI effects can make it more
complicated to obtain direct information on the deuteron
structure (especially, at short distances).

(ii) As to the influence of MEC on these asymmetries
it is still rather weak in quasifree region at all # values
accepted.
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(iii) The azimuthal asymmetries ZJ™ 6 determined
longitudinal-transverse interference of the deuteron EM
current components, are sensitive to the choice of the
neutron electric FF at intermediate 6 values (0° < 6 <
90°).

We have seen the most appreciable effect from the
variation of G% for the ratio of two interference SF
Z?! = W3k /Wt within the range 30° < 6 < 60°. Since
this effect is observed against a rather weak dependence
of Z?! on MEC contributions its measurements can be
useful to verify the predictions of modern theories of nu-
clear structure. Of course, one should keep in mind that
the cross sections at these intermediate 6 values are much
smaller than for parallel kinematics.

(iv) We have found the kinematic conditions favorable
for the SF separation in the 2I_{.(e, e’'p)n reaction. In or-
der to fulfill this procedure it is sufficient to carry out
some in-plane measurements of the cross sections for the
reaction. .

(v) The tensor asymmetries T2ps for 2H(e,pn)e’ cal-
culated under the kinematic conditions of the VEPP-3
experiment, i.e., far from quasifree region, depend con-
siderably on the MEC effects.

To get a reliable information on the deuteron wave
function at short distances from such polarization ex-
periments it is necessary to improve an accuracy of the
available data. In addition, various reaction mechanisms
generated by the exchange of heavier mesons and the A-
isobar excitation should be included. Of course, other
relativistic effects in the deuteron electrodisintegration
should be studied as well.

Finally, the results of our calculations have demon-
strated that the asymmetries discussed can take on the
values accessible for measurements. The latter can be ful-
filled at a new qualitative level with installation of high
duty-cycle electron accelerators.

We are very grateful to Dr. D. M. Nikolenko and his
colleagues from Institute of Nuclear Physics (Novosi-
birsk) for sending us the recent data before their pub-
lication.

APPENDIX A

Here we consider in more detail the situation with

z=Q?/2Mw = 1. (A1)

Then, assuming M,, = M,, = M, one has for the invariant

s = (r.u-!—Md)2 - q2,

s = 4M? (1+§‘5JM) {1—%+0(1\€/[—‘2’2>], (A2)

where Mg (eq > 0) is the deuteron mass (binding energy).
The limiting angle 6, is determined by
sin® Oy = (vpvp/vv)? = sk /M?q® <1, (A3)

where v (v,) is the velocity of the c.m. frame [19] relative

to the laboratory frame (the knocked-out proton in the
c.m. frame), v and <y, are the corresponding Lorentz
factors.

According to Eq. (A2), we find

2e4(1 2M
sin? 0y, = (1 _ E«i) [1 _ ﬁ(_:wﬂ_)

4 ] . (A4)

So, under the condition (A1) 6jim = % to an accuracy of
the terms ~ ¢5/M <« 1 and ¢q/w < 1.
Moreover, using the Lorentz transformation

k; =k, + [kpq/(w + Mg + /s) — Epla/V/s,  (A5)

where E, = ,/k2Z + M? is the proton energy in the lab-

oratory frame, and neglecting the terms ~ e4/M, €4/w,
and w?/M? < 1, one can demonstrate that

cos0* = cos 26 — ﬁ sin? 26, (A86)
i.e., * = 20 in a good approximation if the Bjorken

variable ¢ = 1 and w/4M < 1.
APPENDIX B

The SF W% |1 pp and WM., calculated in the
laboratory system are related to the corresponding SF
fi],l\q/{,LT,TT [12] referred to the c.m. frame [see Eq. (86)
in [12]] as

WM = dy fii™ (k = L,T) (B1)

and

WM = du(2 — Saro)y (R + (-1)7 M5 M) , (B2)

WM = di(2—6p0) (1—2672) < [f7M — (—1)7 M £-M]

(k= LT,TT). (B3)

N =

Here we have used the following notations:

5. dQ*
dj, = Pk W (B4)
aMottR dﬂp
2
s oy = V2 9" (Bs)

—5PL = pr = —PprT = —( PLT =
FEPL = PT p 7P 2

where the kinematical factor c is determined in Ref. [12],
B = lal/la*|. o
The Jacobian in Eq. (B4) transforming the coincidence
cross sections from the c.m. frame to the laboratory one
is given by
d,,  kp 1
dQyp k; ¥ [1 — %v cos 9]

(B6)
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In our opinion, the formulas (13)-(16) are more conve-
nient to analyze the polarization observables compared
to expressions (79) from Ref. [12] because the former
include the SF with M > 0 only.

As to the target asymmetries (30), they are connected

with the asymmetries A} and A7 [12] as follows:
A, =AY,
(B7)
A, = AT,
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