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Evaluation of the nuclear charge form factor requires the evaluation of a many-body matrix element.
In this paper it is shown how this many-body matrix element can be reduced to an integral over
single-particle matrix elements when hyperspherical coordinates are used.

1. INTRODUCTION

The nuclear charge form factor is defined by the
matrix element

Flg) = (Y le'd 1Ry, (1)

where T, - R is an intrinsic coordinate and ¥, is
the intrinsic nuclear wave function depending on
intrinsic coordinates. Evaluation of this matrix
element requires integration over intrinsic coordi-
nates which, due to the presence of the c.m. co-
ordinate R in the exponent, can be very difficult
to perform. Indeed exp[i{- (¥, - R)] is an A-body
operator for an A-mass nucleus. Equation (1) can
be easily evaluated if one does not use intrinsic
coordinates, which can be done by requiring the
factorization of the wave function into the intrinsic
wave function and an arbitrary c.m. factor,! say

Yp=¥rXo- (2)

In this case?

F@)=[ [ ae TR @] "l Ry,
®

which is the matrix element of a one-body opera-
tor. In this way, however, the difficulty has been
shifted from the problem of using explicitly intrin-
sic coordinates, to the problem of obtaining fac-
torized wave functions. This is an easier problem
if one only demands approximate factorization,

but this approximation can cause large errors at
high momentum transfer.® In view of this fact it
can be worthwhile to try to use intrinsic coordi-
nates at the cost of a major complication.

No general method of evaluation of Eq. (1) is
known when intrinsic coordinates are used. The
purpose of this paper is to show that, with a par-
ticular choice of intrinsic coordinates, the intrin-
sic hyperspherical coordinates, F(g) can be evalua-
ated in terms of integrals of single-particle ma-
trix elements. The integrals involved are the
same occurring in the evaluation of the matrix ele-
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ments of the potential.*® Indeed the result we are
going to present is obtained by a modification of
the procedure developed in Refs. 4 and 5 for the
evaluation of matrix elements of two-body opera-
tors.

2. EVALUATION OF THE CHARGE
FORM FACTOR

The intrinsic hyperspherical coordinates® con-
sist of a hyperradius p,; and a set of (34 - 4) in-
trinsic angular coordinates which we shall denote
by Q or The hyperradius is defined in terms of the
single-particle coordinates ¥, and the c.m. coordi-
nate R by the equation

A
p12=2 psz, ps=fs‘R' (4)

A set of spin-isospin coordinates which we shall
denote by Q,, complete the dynamical variables.
Using these dynamical variables ¥, reads

‘III =E aK,,‘I’K,, ’ (5)
Kv
where
U= Pl—(sA =42 Xkv (PI)UKU(Qp,a Qor) . (6)

The U, can be expressed in terms of the harmonic
polynomials of degree K, P,, by the formula

NKV
VA1
where Ny, are normalization factors. These poly-

nomials are constructed as a superposition of
Slater determinants of the functions

Uxu =

pI-KPKu ’ (7)

(Pnlmpf( —5] ) =Cnl (pjz)"+l/2 Y!m( ﬁj)aur(j) ) (8)

where

Cpi = (=)' V2 [P+ 1)T(n + 1+3)] 772,

and ay, ( j) is a spin-isospin function. Note that
@mimur (Py) is not a single-particle function, be-
cause p,=T, - R. Let us define the auxiliary quan-
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tities

T uv'(q,pl) z fdﬂ ‘PB(P} ]eiq (fi- R)Ul{’u [‘PB(P;)]

9)

where the label 8 stands for the quantum numbers nlmu7t. In terms of these quantities F(q) reads

F(q)= Z agy, g ufdPIXxu(Pz)gm'w @, pr)xx v (py) - (10)

KK'vv'
In order to evaluate the S, (g, p;), first introduce into Eq. (9) integration over p, along with a 6 func-
tion and then a convenient representation of the & function

Ny, Ny, - )
(q, py) = 2 =g pr e oa S)Zfdﬂ [aoco “5[293—pz]qulrpe(p,)]Pn[soe(p,]e“‘"l .

NiyNygrnyr - . -
_—K;A)!ru py K+ Kie3A 5)fdtZJ-dﬂ fdPIP}M “Pi.[0s(B))]

X exp [t <tZ ps2-tp2-G- ﬁ)]Px'w[ws(ﬁj)] elvn, (11)

8=1

This enables us to get rid of the c.m. coordinate R in the exponent using the following identities

i qz 3/2
exp( )( ) deexp[z(AtR2+q R)]=1, (12)
t 4A
A3’2deQ,,Idp,p“ ‘=d¥, dt, - dT,, (13)
which gives
Ny Norr _ _ 3/2 :
SF1(7('w'(q,I’I)"-———’:;,IA!Ky (HrK'eaa 5)fdt< > exp(%a-—ttp,z
X Efdr fdr . fdrAPKl[qoB(p,)] exp (—--— E ,Z)PK.,,.[%(ﬁj)]exp(iq*-?l). (14)
8=1

From now on Ref. 5 can be followed step by step. For the sake of completeness we report the essen-
tial points leading to a computation in terms of single-particle coordinates. First, since the Py, are har-

monic polynomials

PK»[%(TJ;)]=<;>K/2qu{%[<‘:¢>uzﬁj}} . (15)

Second, use the identity

o) S Sl )]}

where

trmar [ (5) )= (3 ) Croe vpetre e (f o) (£07)  Fintia ), )

)

the L}*'/? being Laguerre polynomials. This identity follows from the fact that the P are linear combina-
tions of the ¢. Note that y[(t/7)/F,]exp[(~#/2i)7,?] is a harmonic-oscillator eigenfunction of complex
length (i/t)*/2. The evaluation of Fyy,,(q, p;) would have led to the standard evaluation of matrix elements
with harmonic-oscillator wave functions, if it were not for the presence of the many-particle arguments
B

To arrive at the final result it is only necessary to express

Prm {%[(;‘ )5.] }eXp > )

§=1
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in terms of Slat_gr determinants of harmonic-oscillator single-particle wave functions. This is obtained by
putting §; =¥, - R and expanding the Py , with respect to R. Only a finite (and in general small) number of
terms are obtained. Explicit formulas for this job are given in Ref. 5. In order to show the type of ex-
pressions to be finally evaluated, we specialize to a “magic nucleus” and to K=K’ =K, the lowest K har-
monic, in which case there is a unique U, so that the label v can be dropped

Ngwin2 ) _ t\3/2/; Kmin +(3/2)A i 2
& min Kmin(q> ) =5 pi (#Kmin +34-8) f at (;;) —t-> exp<t— zf% ~itp,?

s (% . AR t <
XZfdrlfdrz---fdrAP',‘(min{zps[<;) pl] }exp <—? erz)
or 8 =1
L\, R
X Pyoin ¥ (‘i) Py | (exp(Eq T,)
Ni .2 . 3/2/ ; \Kmin +(3/2)A ;a2
- K:m pl-(zxmln+3A—5)fdt(l~_t7}'> <%> exp<—;- %A"itpﬁ)

g Jomal(2) om(cir)ol(2) oot

The sum over B runs over the single-particle states occupied in the ground state. In the general case one
has a linear combination of terms of this form.

The full evaluation of the charge form factor requires the integration over ¢ and p, of single-particle ma-
trix elements, as the evaluation of potential matrix elements requires the integration over ¢ and p; of two-

particle matrix elements. If the integration over f is performed with the saddle point method,* one is left
in both cases with the integration over p,.
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