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An analysis of elastic electron scattering from the nuclear charge and magnetization dis-
tributions is carried out with phase-shift analysis and distorted-wave Born approximation,
respectively. We find that magnetic electron scattering should be measurable from medium
and heavy odd-A nuclei at normal scattering angles in addition to 180°. In particular, the
scattering from the maximally allowed magnetic multipole distribution should be easily ob-
served.

- [NUCLEAR REACTIONS ¥Al, 5V, 20%Bj elastic e~ scattering from magnetic mo-
ments odd-A nuclei calculated (phase shift and DWBA).
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INTRODUCTION

The interaction involved in the scattering of elec-
trons from nuclei is electromagnetic in nature and
thus only those aspects of nuclear structure con-
tributing to the role of the nucleus as a source of
the electromagnetic field are amenable to mea-
surement by electron scattering. On the other
hand, the electromagnetic interaction is well
understood theoretically and thus permits the un-
ambiguous examination of the nuclear charge and
current distributions. Furthermore, if we re-
strict our attention to elastic electron scattering,
the nucleus can be characterized by static electric
and magnetic moment distributions since no energy
is emitted or absorbed by the nucleus and the
spatial dependence of these distributions can be
extracted by analysis of electron scattering. Sin-
gle-particle models of the nucleus predict rela-
tively small nuclear magnetic multipole moments
due to the pairing of the nucleon spins, thus pre-
dicting that magnetic moments are essentially due
to single unpaired nucleons. This minimization of
the number of nucleons contributing to the mag-
netic moments together with the fact that all the
charge in the nucleus is positive (and a scalar),
result in the domination of the electron-nucleus
interaction by the electron-charge interaction.
This result has been used extensively to study
the nuclear ground-state charge distribution with-
out being concerned with the nuclear magnetization
distribution and consequently the nuclear charge
distribution is much better known than the mag-
netization distribution. In this paper, we will be
concerned with methods of extracting the nuclear
magnetization distribution from elastic electron-
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nuclear scattering, particularly for the heavier
nuclei.

In some ways, the nuclear magnetization distri-
bution is more interesting than the nuclear charge
distribution. By inverting the argument presented
above, one sees that within a single-particle model
the magnetization distribution arises from a sin-
gle nucleon in the nucleus rather than a sum over
all the protons, thus containing considerably more
detail about the structure of the nucleus. Further-
more, the single nucleon can be a neutron which
contributes little if anything to charge scattering
and whose distribution in the nucleus is not well
known experimentally and is of consjderable in-
terest theoretically. The magnetization distribu-
tion of isobars with either a single neutron or a
single proton outside spin-zero cores should be
quite interesting and may shed additional light on
the question of the relative size of neutron and
proton radii of nuclei.

The analysis of elastic electron scattering from
the nuclear charge and current distributions is
straightforward in the plane-wave Born approxima-
tion (PWBA), and has been successfully used to
extract magnetic dipole, and in some cases, octo-
pole moments in light odd-A nuclei!'? and to in-
vestigate the information obtainable from magnetic
scattering.® A rather complete discussion of the
investigation of magnetic properties of the nucleus
using the Born approximation is given by Uberall.*
As is well known, however, the plane-wave Born
approximation fails for heavier nuclei, but since
the PWBA does furnish a qualitative guide of what
to expect experimentally and is a useful pedagogic
framework we will include the PWBA results in
our discussion. We only note here that most elec-
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tron scattering experiments done to extract mag-
netic properties of nuclei have been done at 180°
using the technique developed by Peterson and
Barber.®

In order to obtain quantitative results from elas-
tic electron scattering from medium and heavy
nuclei, it is necessary to include the Coulomb
distortion arising from the nuclear charge distri-
bution in the incoming and outgoing electron wave
functions. This can be done by solving the Dirac
equation in the presence of a spherically sym-
metric Coulomb potential arising from the spheri-
cally symmetric portion of the nuclear charge
distribution by phase-shift analysis. The re-
mainder of the electron-nucleus interaction (i.e.,
the scattering of the electrons by the higher elec-
tric and the magnetic multipole moments) can be
treated to first order in a, the fine-structure
constant, by perturbation theory. One can visual-
ize this as a Coulomb-distorted electron wave
exchanging one virtual photon (which for elastic
scattering has zero energy, but carries momen-
tum) with the electric and magnetic multipole
moment distributions of the nucleus. For the case
of inelastic electron scattering we would refer to
this by the term distorted-wave Born approxima-
tion (DWBA). We expect first-order perturbation
theory to be quite accurate for the scattering
from the electric and magnetic multipole moments
since the interaction falls off as 1/72 or greater
and only few nucleons contribute to the higher
electric and magnetic multipole moments.

In the theory section we give the details of the
phase-shift analysis, which is quite standard ex-
cept we do not make the so-called high-energy
approximation (m,/E - 0) since it is not valid at
180°. We also give the details of the DWBA cal-
culation as applied to elastic scattering, and show
that for the special case of elastic scattering one
of the major problems of DWBA calculations, the
numerical evaluation of radial matrix elements
over a large range, can be avoided. This is an
important point for computational considerations
since in DWBA, unlike the PWBA case, the ex-
perimentally measured form factors cannot be
inverted to obtain the charge and current distri-
butions, thereby requiring a parametrization of
the charge and current distributions and doing
repeated DWBA analysis with different values of

the parameters. Furthermore, extended numerical

integration leads to lack of precision due to cumu-
lative round-off errors.
Finally, using simple parametrizations and

models for the charge and current distributions we

examine the possibility of extracting the mag-
netization distribution of medium and heavy nuclei
from elastic electron scattering.

|©

THEORY

Phase-shift analysis

As noted in the Introduction, the spherically
symmetric Coulomb potential V() is included in
the unperturbed Hamiltonian describing the elec-
tron. Thus we must solve the Dirac equation for
electrons of energy E in the presence of the Cou-
lomb field. In polar form the Dirac-Coulomb
equation is

[ia, (242 -EE) o) 8m,) 6,01=E0.®),
)

where the Dirac operator K is given by K= B(E-f +1)
andz is electron spin projection. It is con-
venient to expand ¢,,(¥) in free-particle spinors

" E+ 1/2
ou=an () T e,z
KK

Xy (5,) ¢k (F), (2)

where « is the eigenvalue of the operator K and j
is the total angular momentum and [/ is the orbital
angular momentum corresponding to the kth partial
wave. They are given explicitly by

K k>0

. _1 =
J_'K, 2y 1 {—K—l k<0

The wave functions are normalized in a large
volume V which will henceforth be set to 1. The
four-component functions ¢4(F) can be separated

into radial and spin-angle parts by writing

¢‘,:(F)= 8k () Xﬁ(”) , (3)
if () XL (7)

where

XK@ =D Car W2 d YT PIX o
ml

The radial functions f,(r) and g, (r) satisfy the fol-
lowing coupled first-order differential equations:

aff\._ 0 ~[E=my=V(r)]
dr 4
g.r) [E +my - V(r)] 0

of I\, 1fk-1 0 o)
&®) "\ 0 k- &)
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where p is the magnitude of the electron momen-
tum.

The elastic scattering amplitude for an electron
with initial spin m is given in terms of the phase
shifts 6, appearing in Eq. (2) by*

a,..(r“);iz,ﬂi 2 (@ =1)C L AR LY (5, )Xk (),
KK

(5)

where p, is the direction of the incident electron
momentum and # is the direction of the outgoing
scattered electron. Choosing p, to be the z axis
and using the explicit form of xk(7) from Eq. (3)
we can write the scattering amplitude as

an(?) = f(O)Xp+ 2m g(0)€*™PX _py m =17, (6)
where the non-spin-flip amplitude f(6) is given by

>~ k[e?t P (cos0) + €2*3-«P,_(cos 6)]

1055
K >0

and the spin-flip amplitude g(6) is given by

gl )_57;2 [e?*% P Y(cos 6) ~€?*%-xP,_,}(cosh)].
k>0

For convenience we introduce A,=6_, - 6, and
use the relations
P, (cos6) =—k[P, (cos8) - cosbP,_,(cosb)]/sing
and
P (cos6) =-«[cosoP,(cosb) - P,_,(cos8)]/sind

to write

7(6) =§1i—p D k[P, (cosb) + e? 4P, (cos6)],
K >0

M

g(6)= sm0{2zp Z ke? % (1+ €24 %)

X [P (cos8) + P, _,(cos8)] - (1+cose)f(9)}

(®)

Note that the spin-flip amplitude g(6) vanishes at
6=180°. Furthermore, if the high-energy limit
is taken (m,/E ~0), it can be shown that 6, =6_,
and f(6) also vanishes at 180°. The physical
reason for this is that in the high-energy limit
the electron helicity &+P is a good quantum num-
ber and exact 180° scattering would require a
spin-flip amplitude which charge scattering can-
not furnish.

For values of the electron coordinate 7 outside
the nuclear charge distribution (taken to be zero

beyond some radius R), the Coulomb potential
becomes V(r)=-aZ/r and thus the radial func-
tions f,(r) and g, (») can be expressed as linear
combinations of the point regular and irregular
Coulomb wave functions

fr)=AfR @)+ B f M),
r=R. (9)

&cr)=A,gXr)+B, gl (r),

The superscript C denotes point Coulomb, while
R and I refer to the regular and irregular solu-
tions, respectively. Analytic expressions for and
asymptotic forms of these point Coulomb functions
are given in the Appendix.

The normalized asymptotic forms of f,(r) and
g (r) are

1= (E2) "

E+m
sm[pr +yIn2pr =3(1 + )7 + GK]
pr

gK(r)-°°s[P“y1“il;"§(’+1)"+5x] , (10)

where y=aZE/p and 6, are the phase shifts ap-
pearing in Egs. (7) and (8) for the scattering ampli-
tudes. It is useful to write 6, =6R+5, where 6}
are the phase shifts of the regular point Coulomb
wave functions and §, are the additional phases
arising from the finite extent of the nuclear charge
distribution, and thus contain all the information
about the spherically symmetric charge distribu-
tion.

Using the asymptotic forms of the point solutions
given in the Appendix and Eq. (10) above we find

'6‘K=arctan(ﬂ-q‘—> R (11)

A,./B, +cosé,

where 6,=6) -6%. The regular and irregular Cou-
lomb phase shifts are given explicitly by

Ro_T(1+S) y(k +ymy/E)
O, 2 3 -z arctan oy —Fm,JE
. +1
—gy—argf‘(y+zy)+—lz T, (12)

where S, =«/|«|, v =(x* - 02Z?), and 6} =6} (-v).
Using these expressions we obtain

6, ==m(]x|=y)— arctan {cothmy
x [tana(|k|=7)]} + 37
(13)

which is valid in general and not only in the high-
energy limit as implied in Ref. 4.
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The calculational procedure is to integrate nu-
merically the radial equations [Eq. (4)] from the
origin to the nuclear cutoff radius R and compare
the values of 7, () and g (r) to the point Coulomb
wave functions and extract the phase shifts as out-
lined above. The phases are inserted into Eqs. (7)
and (8) and the series reduction method of Yennie,
Ravenhall, and Wilson® is used to speed con-
vergence of the partial-wave series for the ampli-
tudes. This procedure works quite well and en-
ables us to calculate charge scattering all the way
to 180°. We note the obvious point that all the
charge scattering information is contained in the
values of the electron wave functions at the nuclear
cutoff radius R.

Distorted-wave Born approximation

The interaction Hamiltonian for the electron in
the presence of the static nuclear charge [excluding
_Ppo(¥)], current, and magnetization densities may
be written to first order in a in the Coulomb gauge
as

-a { JRCCATXCARS FEAD NG

- () B,(F)] d“r,,}, (14)

where the scalar and vector potentials at the field
point ¥, due to the passing electron are given by

() = f —&(—r=)—dr (15)
and
K- [ L1 4 (16)
rfn"re

The magnetic field B,(¥,)=V x & ,(¥,), and the elec-
tron charge and current densities are given by

pe(-fe) = <¢f I Pg’ | ¢i) = ¢;(Fe)¢g(Fe) ’
T.F) =(0, 7210, = ¢ F a9, (F,),

where the ¢’s are initial and final electron wave
functions in the presence of the Coulomb field and
are given explicitly in Eq. (2). The derivation of
the scattering amplitude can be simplified by de-

—

netization [ to be expanded as

AR
L‘l:(’)‘dd

(K<

fining f,.(?,,) = i:,(?,,) +V XL (¥,) and using vector
identities to write

Hin --af[p (F )G F,) = TE,) EE)dr,, (17)

where we have used the fact that the surface term
vanishes at the origin and at infinity.

A multipole expansion of the scalar and vector
potentials can be obtained by expanding 1/[f,-F,|
and I/Ir -7 l in scalar and vector spherical har-
monics, respectxvely

=L - - *pa
7, -ﬂ Z 2L+1’<T>L YLEIYE @),

(18)

f _ 47 L, =L-1JM (2 \OM* (2
™ X pirtr 00T,
n~Cel oM

Furthermore, due to parity conservation and time-
reversal invariance only even electric multipoles
and odd magnetic multipoles can contribute to
elastic electron scattering,“ and we can write

0.(F,) = Z 51 ) TS TR PIYEE ) a,
L-even
X Yg*(in) ’
A- (., 477 -L -1 M ~
e rn) oL +1 ]e( e) YL. L(re) dTe
LM
L =odd

* ra
X Yg' 7).

Consequently, the static nuclear charge and cur-
rent distributions can be expanded as

(=1)2-¥

pE)= D e —Chi e )YEG,),
(20)
l)L-ﬂ

u; fh. 1, )YL L7,

(AR 2
ek
(21)
where (J,M,) and (J,M,) are the initial and final

nuclear spins and projections, and J =(2J+1)!/2,
Similar considerations permit the intrinsic mag-

C-Ii M.:‘; [“‘L, L+l('rn)Yl',. L+l(7‘:n) + “LL, L -1(7n)?g. L —l(fn)] .

Choosing the initial electron momentum P, =p,Z to define the z axis, and substituting all the multipole
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and partial wave expansions above into Eq. (17) and performing the angular integrals over the nuclear and
electron coordinates, the matrix elements of Hy, between initial and final spin states are given by

L-M
E;“moa(.—_ll‘__

—cuii

(m'M;| HiplmM, ), =812 h

xz (=) + L+ b2 4 1)(25+ 1)1 2e3 G 8=’ cl b s ¢ b L b Sl kL
KK

' . 3 K+ K -
x [C(l) (I;(t) WU'ZIJZ3%L)RE(K,L’K')+ [L((L + 1)?‘172 Co 00 W(?'l il 2L)RM(K, L, K')} YMM m’ (P,f) ’

(22)
Where the radial integrals in this expression are defined by
RE, L, )= [ [ Lflr ) o + g Dgolr ko sE o, oo e By, (23)
0
Rk, L, k") = jf (£ g (r) + g ry) for ))riorsE 2y (v 2y 2dr g dr,. (24)
0“0

The symbol 7 appearing in the magnetic contribution is to be interpreted as 7= I(-«).
The magnetic radial integral of Eq. (24) can also be expressed in tez;ms of the radial distributions of the
orbital current and the spin magnetization distributions. Using ]T(r) jo(T) + v X u(r) we obtain

32,100 =38, 10V + gy L )+ (L 12 0]

VT L+ 2, ps) = (L DML =D 0], (25)

Substituting this expression in Eq. (24) and integrating the integral over the nuclear coordinate by parts
the magnetic radial integral can be expressed as,

RM(K! L’ K,) = fm [fk(re)gx’(ye) +gk(7e)fk’(’re)]
o

X

o L
Vst i ian

L+1 1/2 Te m“ (1’ )
(—'ETL—-H)_ j(; ’rﬁﬂu'L, L -l(rn)drn + 1/1_7’5 J: _L‘%HL_'Ldrr) lrezdre .
e n .

r

Note that only the ¥ L, L -1 component of the spin The differential elastic scattering cross section
magnetization u contrlbutes to the scattering when from all electric and magnetic multipoles is
V> 7, and that only the YL L+ component con- do(6) do(6)

tributes when »,<7,. Thus nonpenetrating orbits 0 - Z<_dﬂ_>

only scatter from the YL 1 -1 component of the spin

magnetization.

where all cross terms [including those with the
spherically symmetric charge scattering ampli-
tude of Eq. (6)] vanish due to the orthogonality of
the vector coupling coefficients. The matrix ele-
ment { f| Hin ) Ly in Eq. (26) is related to the one
of Eq. (22) by

Averaging the amplitude squared over initial
spin states, summing over final spin states, multi-
plying by the density of final states, and dividing
by the incident flux the contribution to the differen-
tial scattering cross section due to the scattering
from a multipole moment of order L is

L-M
do(@) __E_z_ 1 . 2 (m',M lH Im,M> =L:].‘.)__C-L JJ
< aQ )L_4,”2 %: (2J+1)(2L+1)|<f|Him|1)LH‘ . ! int /LM j “ Ml”f

(26) X{f1 Bl u
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In order to characterize the magnitude of the
electron scattering from the nuclear moments,
we define the electric and magnetic multipole mo-
ments in the stretched configuration as

1/2
Q.= (2:11 1) erYg*(f)P(‘?)dT (27
and
4rL 1/2 0¥ (ay, 3 (%
My = ((ITT)('?ITT)) f”LYL,L(V) jp(F)dr.
(28)

Recalling that j;('f) =jo(F) + V X [L(¥), the magnetic
moments can be written as a sum of orbital and
intrinsic magnetization terms:

i LJo* .'.’
M, = (4nL)*"2 ([(L+1)(2L+1)] 1/2]1’ Yzr°3odT

+ f rE '1?‘{;-1 . ﬁdT) ,

where as noted above only the Y _, component of
u contributes to the magnetic multlpole moment.

As noted in the Introduction, the difficulty with
calculating the scattering amplitude in distorted-
wave Born approximation is the evaluation of the
radial integrals which occur in the scattering
amplitude. Consider the magnetic radial integral
of Eq. (25) as an example. We can write it as

K,L K')= f [ -L_lf £+2(fxg,<’+gxfx’)d’re+rﬁ

(29)

Xf re'L+1(ngK,+gKfK,)dye:|

X jL, L(T")T,,zd?’,, .

The integration over the electron coordinate 7,
inside the nucleus must be done numerically since
the electron wave functions f, and g, depend on
the details of the nuclear charge distribution py(»)
and are in fact generated numerically. However,
for values of », >R, where R is the nuclear cutoff
radius, the electron wave functions are linear
combinations of regular and irregular point Cou-
lomb wave functions which are known analytically.
With this point in mind, consider the integrals

J. F. PREWITT AND L. E. WRIGHT
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where

S}(K'(re) = b« (y’)(p‘( '(Te) ,
:(’re)qbt '(’re)

Six’(’re) = e (72)(1): '(7'9) ’
‘p:(’re)q’x ’(re)

and

flr) . glr,)
(E—mo)”z_z (E+mo)17§ .

For 7, >R, the ¢, satisfy the Dirac-Coulomb
radial equations

d o)
dr \¢*(r)

‘px (re) =

¢ ()
or0) | 7

-1-4y «+iB

~ipo. K-8

-1+1y

o, (7)
o)

X , (31)

where 8=aZm,/p and y=aZE/p. The integrals of
interest are given in terms of I} _, by

fwagK'+gKfK dr =
R

1-L—1

=72z Im{Z4 ()]

f foK'+gKgK d’)’

TL-]'

1
=RL-2

Re[ml} _,(R)+EI,_*(R)].
Integrating the integrals I _, by parts and using

Eq. (31) to eliminate the derivatives of the wave
functions we obtain the following matrix equations:

I ) = g 02 She AR)+ (g SEuoR)+ €L

13 L(R) = 1% (R) + DI} _(®R)],

where the 2 X 2 matrices B,C,, and D are given

by
B= K'+ip K+ ip , D= k'=iB k+iB ,
—(k=iB) —(x'~ip) k=138 Kk'+if

® o
Ii-l(R)sRHf §:7“Z'—(T—e)dr,, i=1,2, (30)
R e_ )
and
L\ K+ KZ+2p2 2(k +iB)(k’ +1iB)
c —(L+1+22y)+__——L+l =T
L=
. ;. ”» 2
=2(k - #8)(x' -iB) (L+1~2iy)-K2+K +28

L+1

L+1
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We have expressed the desired integrals in terms of surface terms and an integral of the same form but
with a larger power of 7 in the denominator which should converge more rapidly than the original integral
as v =, Repeating the above procedure n times we obtain the following asymptotic series for I} _,(R):

Cp . CiCr.

CrCrar***Crin

1 _ o e
I} _(R)= <1+ 3Pk +(2ipR)2 + +

@ipRy

az
>2i < SkeoAR)

+< 1 + Cp +oee
L+1 (L+2)(2ipR)

R S
(2ipR)"

A suitable choice of n results in a negligible con-
tribution of the last term in the above equation
except for cases of large angular momentum par-
tial waves for which the electron wave functions
do not penetrate the nucleus appreciably. In these
cases, however, the analytic expressions for the
point radial integrals given by Reynolds, Onley,
and Biedenharn’ can be used. Thus, by using the
asymptotic series given above, we can confine all
numerical integration to the nuclear interior and
the remaining contributions from R to « are given
in terms of the electron wave functions at the
nuclear surface just as in the case for spherically
symmetric charge scattering. Note that the re-
cursion relation we are using here is a special
case of a more general relationship involving
relativistic Coulomb radial integrals with energy
transfer to the nucleus.®

Plane-wave Born approximation

The PWBA as applied to elastic electron scat-
tering is discussed extensively in many sources
(see Ref. 4, for example) and here we will only
state the results in terms of our notation so that
comparison of results between DWBA and PWBA
will be facilitated. In PWBA, the elastic electron
scattering cross section from a fixed target can
be written as

do(6) —T & [ PRI OIRAC)
2 - P2J+1) o o

L = even

DI CIRACY R

L=odd

where

V,(6) =2q%2 [p?(1+cos8) +2m?],

V() = i; (3-cosb),

and the momentum transfer ¢ =2psin36. The form
factors are defined in terms of the charge and

Crlriit*** CripayIisna(R) .

1 C1Crsr**Crips B ..
(L +n)(2ipR)*! S (R)

2ipR

(32)

—

current distribution as

F(q)= f: p ()i (qr)v2dr

and

FEUQ) = [ inar) v

From the above we can immediately see that as
6-180° that V;/Vp=m ,2/p? and that magnetic scat-
tering for high-energy electrons should dominate
at backward angles. Also if we take the so-called
high-energy limit, m2/p? -0, we can rewrite Eq.
(33) in a more familiar form:

do(6)
as

_ 4ma®cos?®36
molp=0 E?(2J + 1)sin’i6

x 3 |FE(@) |2+ (4 +tan’}6)

L =even

x Y |FI"q)|?. (34)
L

=odd

Charge and current distributions

In order to investigate the nuclear magnetiza-
tion distribution it is in general necessary to sub-
tract the charge scattering, thus requiring a
parametrization of the nuclear charge distribution.
We are primarily interested in nearly spherical
medium and heavy nuclei and the ground-state
charge distribution of such nuclei is well de-
scribed (up to some maximum moment transfer)
by a Fermi distribution. Thus we choose

- Po

po(r) = 1+exp[(» - c)/(¢/41n3)]’ (35)
where the half-density radius ¢ and skin thickness
t are fitted to forward-angle elastic electron scat-
tering where magnetic scattering contributions
are negligible. Our formalism given above in-
cludes the possibility of calculating the higher
electric multipole scattering, but as we have not
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yet included this in our computer codes, we re-
strict our attention in this paper to nearly spheri-
cal nuclei where the higher electric multipole
contributions can be neglected.

It is also necessary to parametrize the mag-
netization distribution and since only unpaired
nucleons (viewed if you wish as quasiparticles)
can contribute to the magnetization distribution,
we will use the single-particle model for that
purpose. The operators for the orbital current
and spin magnetization distribution due to a single
unpaired nucleon are

jo _—_gl[a(r I“)V ]sym

and

e e > >\
“2’=2M yié(r - ri)oi ’
where

| 2.79 proton

_\1proton y &\
: i 9 ’
)— 1.91 neutron

’
|0 neutron
and M is the nucleon mass.

The single-particle wave function is given
explicitly by

¥ ms(F) =R, (r) Z Cl m aYm (r)Xi

mllm

For simplicity we use harmonic-oscillator wave
functions for R ,(r) which are given by

R,.x(”=<2r(n;111;3/2)>1 r(1+13/2)< > ere*

X Fy(=n, 1+ 5; 72/6%),

where the range parameter b= (%/Mw)'’? is chosen
to agree with the experimentally determined rms
charge radius of the nucleus.

The radial parts of the nuclear current and spin
magnetization densities of Egs. (21) and (22) are
given by

jL,L(r) f(nl]”YL.L io "”l‘l)dﬂ
and

brp )= [ GUITE L T Intidan,
where we use the reduced matrix element con-

vention of Edmonds.® The operators Y, {9 and
YL L1 u ? can be written

2L+1\'2 &5(F-F -
e( > gz'(_—L)'YL L-1°1

Su op_ i€
Yoo =27\ T+1
(36)

|©

and

YL L1 IJ~ ZMYiG(F-Fi)?g.Lil '67 (37)
where in Eq. (36), I =—if x V and we have used
the fact that symmetrization only produces a fac-
tor of 2. Usmg the reduced matrix elements of

YL L-1 -1 and YL L1 0 between single-particle
states as given by Willey'° we obtain:

A= %(—1)"'/2g,(2L +1)(21+1)(2j+1)
QL -1)1(1+ 1) 21+ 1)\ 2 [ L 2
><< 4n(L+1) > <j IL>

L-11 L\ /1 L-11
R, ()
x<z zz><o 0 o) 68

and
uL_L,(r)— =1 (21+1)(25+1)
1 1L
6(2L +1)2L’+1) 11
< 47 ) 2 1
jjL
1 L1\,
X < )(R,,xz('r) . (39)
A0 0 O

Before applying the formalism developed above
to some particular examples let us examine some
general properties of magnetic multipole moments
in a single-particle model. A nucleus with spin J
can have magnetic moments M1, M3, ... ML where
L=2J. We can see immediately from Eq. (38) that
for j=1+3 orbitals, the orbital current for L =2;
vanishes due to the 65 symbol

\j-*j z|
| i i- z 2

Of course, the orbital current vanishes for all L
for neutron orbitals. Thus, in both of these cases,
the single-particle model predicts that only the
intrinsic magnetization contributes to the mag-
netic scattering of electrons. As noted by Donnelly
and Walecka,? another case of great interest is
orbitals with the highest-j values in an oscillator
shell. The 1p-1h mixtures into such an orbital
cannot contribute to the L =25 magnetization dis-
tribution, and 2p-2h admixtures should be small
since 2p-2h states are far away in energy; thus
such orbitals should be quite well described by

the single-particle model.

RESULTS

We have used the formalism given above to
analyze elastic electron scattering over a range
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of energies from various nuclei. As there are not
very many data available on the medium and heavy
nuclei, we have primarily undertaken the task of
examining the possibilities of using electron scat-
tering to measure the magnetization distribution
in medium and heavy nuclei. In those cases where
experimental data are available, we have anaylzed
it in terms of our model.

Since these calculations involve extensive nu-
merical computation it is important to compare
the results in certain limits with analytic results.
We do this by setting Za in our computer codes to
a small value (Za =107%) and then performing the
complete distorted-wave calculation. This es-
sentially turns off the static Coulomb potential and
hence results in no distortion of the electron wave
functions. The results obtained this way agree
with the plane-wave Born approximation over the
complete angular range to within 1% except at the
Born zeros. This result in addition to numerous
internal checks on series conversion provides an
excellent check on the over-all calculational pro-
cedure.

Before discussing the size of the magnetic con-
tributions to elastic electron scattering in a few
explicit cases we should examine other possible
contributions. Charge scattering from the spheri-
cally symmetric part of the nuclear charge dis-
tribution must of course be included, but as noted
previously, charge elastic scattering can also oc-
cur from electric quadrupole and higher even
multipole moments. . We have not included such
contributions in our computer codes and as long
as we avoid the strongly deformed nuclei we ex~
pect small contributions from the higher electric

209p;
t b=2.33 fm
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2

w2

oz

=D

=4

w >

@

xJ

S

Ok

28

=<

o

@

o

RADIUS (fm)

FIG. 1. The radial dependence of the orbital current
densityjo (r) and the magnetization density (r)/r due to
the h¢§ ) proton of 20°Bi,

multipole moments. This is based on our exper-
ience with 200-MeV electron scattering from
1$5Ho which over a wide angular range contains
roughly equal contributions from charge and elec-
tric quadrupole scattering.'* The nucleus !%°Ho is
strongly deformed (@,=8 b), and since nearly
spherical nuclei have quadrupole moments almost
an order of magnitude less, we expect quadrupole
scattering to be negligible.

As an example of elastic electron scattering
from a heavy nucleus we choose ?°°*Bi which con-
sists of an kg, proton outside a ?*®*Pb core. The
charge distribution of 2®Bi is described by a
Fermi distribution with half-density radius ¢=6.73
fm and skin thickness {=2.12 fm. The hq, proton
is described by a harmonic-oscillator radial wave
function with range parameter b=2.33 fm which
in a single-particle shell model would predict the
experimentally determined rms radius of 2®Bi.

Figure 1 displays the radial dependence of the
orbital current distribution and the magnetization
distribution divided by » arising from this single-

T T T T T T T

209 L. ,9-
Bi (¥) E =250 MeV

83

108 | co 4

—— DWBA

—-=~~ PWBA

do/dQ (fm2/sr)

140 160 180
O (deg)

FIG. 2. The differential elastic scattering cross sec-
tion of 250-MeV electrons from 2¥Bi calculated in plane-
wave Born approximation (PWBA) and distorted-wave
Born approximation (DWBA) as a function of scattering
angle 8. The labels CO, M9, and M7 refer to charge
scattering and scattering from the L =9 magnetic multi-
pole and L =7 magnetic multipole, respectively.
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particle orbital. Note that all multipole com-
ponents of the orbital distribution and the mag-
netization distribution divided by » have the same
radial dependence. _’The radial dependence of the
total current j (F)=j,(»)+ V X 1 is however not
given by this curve as may be seen from Eq. (25).
Figure 2 shows the elastic electron scattering
cross section of 250-MeV electrons from the
charge distribution and the L =7 and 9 magnetiza-
tion distributions for 2®Bi. The dashed and solid
curves are the PWBA and DWBA magnetic scat-
tering cross sections, respectively. Clearly the
magnetization cross section is affected appre-
ciably by Coulomb distortion for such a heavy
nucleus. The magnitudes of the magnetic multi-
pole scattering cross sections are taken to be
those predicted by our extreme single-particle
model. Since the h,,, orbital is a j=I—-3 proton
orbital, the contributions to the M7 and M9 mo-
ments from the orbital and spin magnetization
currents enter with opposite sign. Quenching of
the orbital contribution would tend to increase the
magnetic scattering cross section, so these curves
may well be lower bounds on the magnetization
contribution. The dominant magnetic contribution

10 v r T v -

51 ) E = 1
23Vog (F) E =183 MeV

i &o — owBA
10 " --- PWBA

do/d0 (fm 2/sr)

1o 120 130 140 150 160 (70 180
6 (deg)

FIG. 3. The differential elastic scattering cross sec-
tion of 183-MeV electrons from 5!V in PWBA and DWBA
as a function of scattering angle 6. The labels C0 and
M1-M17 refer to charge and magnetic multipole scatter-
ing, respectively.

AND L. E. WRIGHT 9

is M9 and is clearly measurable near 180°, and
furthermore should be observable around 130 to
140° for 250-MeV electron scattering.

Figure 3 shows the charge and magnetic scat-
tering of 183-MeV electrons calculated in PWBA
and DWBA from %'V, We describe the spherically
symmetric charge distribution of 5'V by a Fermi
distribution with half-density radius ¢=3.95 fm
and skin thickness ¢=2.24 fm. The nucleus 'V
can be described in a simple shell model as three
S22 Protons outside a “*Ca core. We attribute all
the magnetic properties of *'V to a single unpaired
proton orbital described by a harmonic-oscillator
wave function with range parameter 5=2.01 fm.
Again, as in the case of 2®Bi, the highest allowed
magnetic multipole is dominant and according to
the extreme single-particle model exceeds charge
scattering from approximately 130° on back to
180°. Note that distortion even here is appreciable
except for near a diffraction maxima where a
shift in angle has minimal effect. The typical
marching pattern of the various multipoles can
be seen in this figure.

Figure 4 shows the elastic scattering of 200-MeV
electrons from 2%Bi where again the magnetic

10 . . . . . -
L 209 .
a3 Bi (¥) E =200 Mev
co
107
5 107
N
~
13
&
S
~ |0’
o
o
'O-IO
ld“

120 130 140 150 160 170 180
© (deg)

FIG. 4. The differential charge and magnetic multi-
pole elastic scattering cross sections of 200-MeV elec-
trons from 2%Bj as a function of scattering angle 6.
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terms are those predicted by the extreme single-
particle model which for magnetic dipole (M1)
are referred to by the term Schmidt value. Again
the highest multipole dominates, but is only easily
observable according to the single-particle model
at extreme backward angles. This figure also
displays the dramatic minimum of charge scat-
tering at 180°. By increasing the electron energy
to 300 MeV the charge and M9 scattering can be
shifted relative to each other and we obtain the
results shown in Fig. 5. Note that at this energy
we are near a minimum in the M9 scattering at
backward angles, but it should be possible to
measure the M9 scattering from 100 to 110° and
from 130 to 140 °,

The above results indicate that magnetic scat-
tering, primarily from the maximally allowed
multipole, should be easily measured as a function
of energy E and hence momentum transfer at 180°.
Furthermore, if the single-particle model pre-
dicts the correct magnitude of the magnetization
current, magnetic scattering can be observed at
normal angles with judicious choices of the inci-

q (fm™)
2.25 2.50 2.75 3.00
A 209 . ,9-
83Bi (¥) E =300 Mev
107
1'; .
L w0t
~N
3
E
G
A
g 10°
©
'O-IO
w"

100 IO 120 130 140 150 160 170 180
6 (deg)
FIG. 5. The differential charge and L =9 magnetic
multipole elastic scattering cross sections of 300-MeV

electrons from 2%Bi as a function of scattering angle 6
and momentum transfer q.

dent electron energies.

A recent experiment performed at Tohoku by
Peterson et al.'? indicated the presence of trans-
verse terms at 90° in the elastic cross section of
250-MeV electrons on °'V. We calculated the
charge and magnetic scattering of 250-MeV elec-
trons from %'V using the parameters given above
and we find the fit to experimental data shown in
Fig. 6. In order to fit the data point at 90° we
need to reduce the magnetic scattering due to the
M1 distribution (the lower moments have negli-
gible contribution in this region) by a factor of
0.40. Based on this one data point, we estimate
the M7 moment of *'V to be (~235°%) 1, as com-
pared to (-37b°%) uy predicted by the single-par-
ticle model. This value is not unreasonable con-
sidering that there are three protons outside the
48Ca core. We would strongly encourage additional
experiments on *'V at larger angles and other
energies in order to extract the radial shape and
magnitude of the M'T magnetization distribution.

Another nucleus for which extensive investiga-
tions of magnetic electron scattering have been
carried out is 2’Al. Unfortunately the charge dis-
tribution has not been adequately examined. The
rms radius of 2’Al was determined by a low-gq
experiment some years ago to be 3.01 fm.* We

10 .
| SV, (L) E =250 MeV |
23Veg \2 = €
|0.5 o 4
-
U
N
€ -
= 10°t 1
(o CO +.40 M7
3 e
~N
b
hel
107
08
- 1 1 1 1 1 1

60 70 80 90 100 1O 120 130 140

O (deg)

FIG. 6. The differential elastic scattering cross sec-
tion of 250-MeV electrons from 5V as a function of scat-
tering angle 6 and momentum transfer g. The experi-
mental points are those of Peterson et al. (Ref. 12).
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attempted to fit the 500-MeV data of Li et al.™*

by using a Fermi distribution for py(r) with half-
density radius c and skin thickness ¢ chosen to

fit the experimentally determined rms radius.
This, however, leaves considerable latitude in
choosing c and ¢. We attributed the magnetic
properties of ?’Al to a d, hole in a ?®Si core.

The range parameter for this orbital is $=1.81 fm
which would reproduce the experimental deter-
mined rms radius in a single-particle model.

Our fit to the data is shown in Fig. 7. We were
unable to obtain a better fit by varying c and ¢
while keeping the rms radius constant. The mag-
netic contribution seems reasonable in view of the
180° scattering experiment of Lapikas, Dieperink,
and Box? which determined the 5 moment of 2"Al
to be [(6.4+0.7)6*]u y. We have used the single-
particle value of (10.56*)u » in this figure. How-
ever, the charge scattering at these angles prob-
ably contains some higher electric multipole con-
tributions since 27Al is believed to be rather de-
formed. We recommend some moderate-energy
elastic scattering experiments on ’Al at forward
angles in order to determine the charge distribu-
tion more completely. This case illustrates the

10° - . . r ,
27 "
13Al (¢2%) E=500 Mev
co
|O“ C=2.82fm |
t=2.43 tm
KoM
E
[~}
2
6 10°
o
10°
103025 80 55 60 65 70 75
6 (deg)

FIG. 7. The differential elastic scattering cross sec-
tion of 500-MeV electrons from 2'Al as a function of
scattering angle 6. The experimental points are taken
from Ref. 14.

difficulty in determining magnetic scattering when
the charge distribution is not well known.

The examples given above indicate that mag-
netic elastic electron scattering should be ob-
servable in the medium and heavy odd-A nuclei
at normal scattering angles at particular values
of the electron energies, and in general at 180°.
The procedure to be followed at normal scattering
angles is to determine the nuclear charge distri-
bution by performing experiments over a wide
range of momentum transfer at forward angles
where magnetic scattering is negligible; then to
do experiments at scattering angles as large as
possible. At these large scattering angles the
charge scattering can be subtracted out by the
phase-shift calculation leaving the magnetic scat-
tering.

In summary, we encourage further elastic elec-
tron scattering experiments at relatively large
angles in addition to 180° experiments with the
goal of extracting the magnetization distribution
of the medium and heavy odd-A nuclei. The L
=2Jth magnetization distribution should be par-
ticularly easy to determine and within a single-
particle model is in many cases essentially the
(2J - 1)th moment of the square of a single-par-
ticle wave function and may be of considerable
interest for odd neutron nuclei. We also note that
since the orbital and spin terms enter the mag-
netization in quite different ways that elastic elec-
tron scattering with its variable momentum trans-
fer may be capable of investigating quenching of
the magnetic moments and the effects of “exchange
currents” in more detail than other methods.

We wish to thank Professor D. S. Onley for many
useful ideas and suggestions for carrying out this
work.

APPENDIX

The normalized solutions to the radial Dirac-
Coulomb equations [Egs. (4) in the text] for the
point.Coulomb potential V(r)=-aZ /7 are

1 (E—-m ) 1/2 )
: <r>>= () vl
g () Re[V,,(p7)]
where
v, (o) =2ers LB oty viy)
X gl V=271 F (147 +iy; 2y + 15 2ipr) .
(A2)



9 ELASTIC ELECTRON SCATTERING AND THE NUCLEAR... 2045

The phases
. 1+SK>__1_ y(K+7mo/E)>
77.<(7’) 2”( 3 zarctan W .
(A3)

The labels R and I refer to regular and irregular
solutions which are given by the upper and lower
signs of y, respectively. These phases are re-
lated to the point Coulomb phases given in Eq.
(12) by

1
oR(y) =0 (y)=-3my — argl'(y +iy) +l;—n (A4)
and
6(v)=68(-y).

The asymptotic forms of these functions are

i)~ (B2

E+m,

y sin[pr+yln2z -3 +)r+6R]]

’

cos[pr +y In2pr =3(1 +1)m+ 6 R1] . (A5)
br
To calculate these functions numerically we
write

ghlr)~

e'rrylzeﬂ'l’< (y)
2pr
X,[(’y +iy)Uy(l>7’) +i'7+iy| U1+1(M)] ’ (a6)

vy (pr)=

where

[T +iy)l

Upr)= TG (2pr) &=t \Fi(y +iy; 2v; 2ipr).

(A7)

We calculate U,( pr) by a series expansion about
the origin for pr <15 and an asymptotic expansion
for pr > 15. The power series for U,(pr) about
the origin is

o= EE N ey Safprr,  (a8)

where a,=1, a,=-y/y, and

_ (yay,_,+a,)
Wi ay-1) "2

The asymptotic series for U/pr) is

L(y +iy)| -
U =9 (' ipr ,=n/2(y+Yy) iy In2pr
{p7r)=2Re Thriy) ¢ ¢ e

X an(pr)-"), (A9)

where

by=1, b1=(7’_'iy)(;__i-_7;w_)

and

b"_(7—2y+n—1)(n-7—zy) b

2in ni M2

The power series of Eq. (A8) converges more
rapidly for large positive values of v while the
asymptotic series of Eq. (A9) converges more
rapidly for large positive or negative values of
v. The following recursion relation satisfied by
U(pr) can be used to choose the value of ¥ to ob-
tain the most rapid convergence of the particular
series being used:

e
Ufpr)= ly=1+iy|(y-2)
< (=2 4y - 1)ty - 2157 Byenl )

~ly=-2+iylly=- 1)U,-2(1n'))-

(A10)
The function V_,(p») which is needed for the ir-
regular point Coulomb solution is calculated in a
similar fashion by changing the sign of v every-
where and using the recursion relation in the op-
posite direction. This calculational method and
the associated computer programs were furnished
to us by Dieter Drechsel.
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