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Abstract

Two di erent m ethods for establishing a space-lke Coulomb sum rule for
the relativistic Fem i gas are com pared. Both of them divide the charge
response by a nom alizing factor such that the reduced response thus ob—
tained f1l 1Is the sum rule at large m om entum transfer. To determ ine the
factor, in the st approach one exploits the scaling property of the longi-
tudinal response function, whik in the second one enforces the com pleteness
of the states In the spacelike dom ain via the Foldy-W outhuysen transform a-—
tion. T he energy-w eighted and the squared-energy-w eighted sum rules for the
reduced regoonses are explored as well and the extension to m om entum dis—
tributions that are m ore general than a step—function is also considered. T he
two m ethods yield reduced responses and Coulomb sum rules that saturate
n the non-P auliblocked region, which can hardly be distinguished for Fem i
m om enta appropriate to atom ic nuclki. Notably the sum rul obtained in the
Foldy-W outhuysen approach coincides w ith the well known non-relatiistic

T his work is supported In part by fiinds provided by the U S.D epartment of Energy © O E )
under cooperative agreem ent # DE-FC 01-94ER 40818.

MIT /CTP # 2576


http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9610005v1

one. Only at quite lJarge m om entum transfers (say 1 Ge&V /c) does a m od—
est softening of the Foldy-W outhuysen reduced response w ith respect to that
ocbtained in the scaling fram ework show up. The two responses have the
sam e halfw idth to second order in the Ferm im om entum expansion. How —
ever, w hen distrbutions extending to m om enta larger than that at the Femm i
surface are em ployed, then in both m ethods the Coulomb sum rule saturates
only if the nom alizing factors are appropriately m odi ed to acocount for the
high m om entum com ponents of the nuclons.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In this paper we com pare two di erent approaches to the relativistic Coulomb sum
rule con ning ourselves to dealing w ith a hom ogeneous, transhtionally invarant system of
non-interacting nuclkons, nam ely the Ferm igas G ).W e consider not only the custom ary
step-function, but m ore generalm om entum distrdbutions aswell in order to re ect som e of
the correlations am ong the nuclkons. Our chief ain is to explore whether the rwlativistic
Coulomb sum rule disgplays the sam e basic feature as the non—relativistic one, ie. saturation
at large transferred m om entum . Indeed, as iswelkknown, fora FG wih Z non-interacting
protons the non—relativistic Coulomb sum rule WRCSR) reads (ky isthe Ferm im om entum )
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and exhibits saturation as a consequence of unitarity (summ ation over a com plkte st of
states) in the non-Pauliblocked regin e. Here the NRC SR Just counts the charged particles
inside the system . In {L.1) Ry is the usual longitudinal response function whereas r, is
comm only referred to as the reduced longitudinal response function, since its dependence
upon the physics of the nuckon has been divided out Gg Q@ 2) is the electric ©m factor,
here of the proton) . N ote that the In plam entation of uniarity In the non-relativistic regim e
requires extending the range of ntegration in @.1) up to n nity.

Now from the wellknown symm etry property of R, in the Pauliblocked region [112],
nam ely

RY @!)=RP@!) R°@ !) ; 12)
the relationship
Z 4 R (q; ! Z 4
L qr) b l nr
L =4l = 2P )d! = = 13
» 2GZQ7) , o @) ST @] 1.3)

m ay be deduced (the superscript b (nb) stands for Paulithon-Pauli)-blocked), which allow s
one to express the NRCSR sokly in tem s of the non-Pauliblodked reduced response over
the whole range of g.

W hen attem pting to generalize the NRC SR to a relativistic hom ogeneous system w ith
an equalnum ber of non-interacting protons and neutrons (the sym m etric relativistic Fem i
gas RFG)) one faces at least two issues in order to achieve saturation: rst the neutrons
and protons com posite nature, which in the relativistic dom ain is not so straightforward
to factor out, should be acoounted for; m oreover the closure relation is no longer restricted
to particlke-hole (ph) excitations, but Includes the tin e-like region (particle-antiparticle (©p)
excitations) aswell.

For an ideal system of pointlke non-interacting nuckons w thout anom alous m agnetic
m om ents the st of the above item s is of course avoided, whereas the second, as shown
by W alecka B]and M atsui B], can be deal with without di culty: a relativistic C oulomb
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sum rule RCSR) that is quite close to the NRCSR is thus obtained for densities of the
RFG moughly corresponding to those In nuclki by exploiting closure n both spacelke and
tin e-like regions, ie. by integrating over the whole range of positive energies (of course for
a given g the actual range of integration is cut by the sharp boundaries of the FG response
function).

H owever experim entally the structure of the nuclkon should be reckoned w ith and the
tin elke energy dom ain cannot be reached w ith the presently available experin ental facil-
ties. Therefore one would like to de ne a sum rule where the physics of the nuckon has
been disentangled (@t least to a large extent) and saturation cbtains In the space-lke en—
ergy regin e alone. For this purpose a m ethod referred to as the saling approach has been
developed by A berico et al. 6]. In the present paper another one, based on the Foldy—
W outhuysen W ) transfom ation, is suggested and com pared w ith the scaling m ethod not
only in connection w ith the Coulomb sum rule, but also w ith those having energy and energy
squared weightings.

IT.
A .The scaling approach

Tt iswelkknown that in the non—relativistic FG for lJarge enough transferred m om enta,
nam ely for g > 2ky, the reduced response 17, scalks, ie. it becom es function of only one
variable, the so-called scaling variable, which corresoonds to the m ininum m om entum par-
allel or antiparallel to g that a nuckon inside the system can have In order to contrbute to
the response. A din ensionless non—relativistic scaling variable can indeed be de ned as B

! !
k m ! 1
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where m y is the nuckon m ass, in tem s of which the non-relativistic reduced longitudinal
response reads
( ] !
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Thus, as an altemnative to {1.1), one can cbtain the NRCSR as an integral over the scaling
variable. Indeed it is easily veri ed that

Follow ing ref. ET.] we introduce here the din ensionless m om entum and energy transfer to the
nuclkus, the m om entum and energy of a nuckon inside the RFG and the m om entum and Fem i
energy according to:

o) q
g=2m y , !'=2m y k=my , 1+ 2, 5 ke=my, 7 1+
2

2
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M oreover = 2 and F F 1.
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A lso for the RFG, a scaling variable can be de ned, again representing the m inim um
longitudinalm om entum of the nuckon absorbing the virtual photon inside nuclkar m atter.
It reads 1]

1

B ( o) #(o )1 @4)
F
hpi i
where = % 1+ 472 1 is the dimn ensionlss quasielastic peak energy and
q
1+ 1 . In tem s of the above the spacelike longiudinal response function is then
expressed as ©llow s 1]
3N
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dmy  ; g
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and isnon-vanishing In the range i < < LaxsWhere

1 4
m axm in 5 1+ (2 F )2 F : (2-6)
)
2h i
Up ()= — Gz ()+W,() 2.7)
and
2: N 2N 2Bb -
HiPC ()= =550 () T — Ga ()+W,() 2.8)
F g F g
withW, ()= 7 Gz ()+ G ()),Gy ()being them agnetic om factor of the nuckon.
Furthem ore
hk? 1 1 %
'2 = d ?(;;):
va F #
2_|_ + 2
R T Ty 2.9)
3
where max [ 2; ]and 3(;;)= = ( + )2 1+ ) corresponds to the

average quadratic transverse m om entum in units ofm 2 . hdeed the m otion of the nuclkons
transverse to g introduces a m agnetic contrdution into the charge response R].
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Tt should be understood that the charge response is calculated by adding the contrbution
w ith neutronswhere N = N and w ith protonswhere N = Z .
T he structure of £.5) naturally suggests Introducing a reduced response acoording to

RETS @)
BFe gry= ="~ (2210)
LT HE S @)
For > ¢ ,where Pauli correlations are no longer e ective, this reads
@ @
sy = = 2 41 2 - _ =g - 211
 @!) 27m a ( )@ ( )

and is indeed well suited to be integrated over , since it scales’ and has the Jacobian
nocorporated.

TheRCSR forthe reduced longitudinalresponse in thenon-Pauliblocked region ( > )
is thus easily obtained [] according to

_Zq'REFG(q;!)_Z d _Z B )

C(q)— od.W_ Odd—S()— ldS()—l 7 (2.12)
where the range of integration is cut on the light front, since no antinuclon physics is
contained In our Ry : therefore ( (@) is directly accessble to the experin ent. Because
of the scaling it thus appears that it is possible to de ne for the RFG a space—like reduced
response 1l 1ling a space-like Coulomb sum rule which saturateswhen the P auli correlations
vanish.

A though the RFG isnot trustworthy as a m odel for nucki at smallg (here the surface
m atters), one would still like to get a com plete analytical expression for « () as obtained
via the scalingm ethod In the RFG .Thistumsout to be extrem ely cumbersom e forq 2k .
However (13), athough no Ionger \exactly" valid, still provides an approxin ate expression
forthe RFG Coulomb sum rul in the Pauliblocked dom ain, which is quite accurate in the
range of densities appropriate for nuclkei (see Fig.3). It reads

doog
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+
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and reduces to the non-relativistic Pauliblocked Coulomb sum rule (* in the snallmo-—
m entum , sn all density lim it.

B .The Foldy-W outhuysen approach

W e shall now attem pt to recover the saturation value for the Coulomb sum rul by
exploiting the FW fom alisn , which has been previously successfully used In a potential

2h fact S () is proportional to the scaling function de ned in E7.]



m odel description of nuckarm atter fiQ]. The FW fram ework yields an expression for the
resoonse function which is convenient for the non-relativistic reduction, although it doesnot
transparently display covariance.

T hrough the unitary transformm ation

s !
Ex+my k
Tk)= —— I+ ——m— (244)
ZEk Erx+ my

the FW reduced G reen’s fiinction is de ned as ollow s

G™ k)=T k)G K)T k) ; 215)

where, in the non-nteracting case [11;12],

nw #
K+m) #&k k) # &g k) 1
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G k)=Golk) 2E. ke B+ 1" k& E 1" kgt E, I @.16)
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withE, = k?®+ m2, ie. the free relativistic energy. O w ing to the dentity

Tk)( k +m)T k)=P, &K+ Ex) P ko E) @a7)
one then gets
" #
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w here the operatorsP = 1 >— Pprofct on the large/sn allcom ponents of the wave function.

F ig.7 ilustrates the passage from the Feynm an to the FW rules: clearly both the vertices
and the G reen’s functions are changed. T he latter are given by @.18) and the form er by

ew @ TVk+ g @TYk) © 19a)
“ew (@ FR) O ( 9TVK+ Q) ; 2 19%)
where (@ =F;Q? + iFZZHfQNZ) q .

The lading approxin ation to the space-lke charge response am ounts to ignoring all
mom entum dependence or, equivalently, to allow ing for a very large my In the vertices
@.19). In this schem e one dbtains the Pllow ing FW  longitudinal response finction
)

( g .
\4 \4 d'’kx b i
Ri" @!)= —M py @!)=—Tn i o yilt P.Gy" &P.Gy" k+ q
n #
3N z )
= ———= (¢ ¥ ) — @0+ + ) ; (2.20)
dmy &

w here the polarization propagator ry (@;!), calculated In tem s of the pointlke vertices,
hasbeen Introduced and where V is the (large) volum e enclosing the system .

Now, sihce the only nonzero contrbutions to ry come from ph excitations (gpace—
lke region), whilk those arisihg from Pp excitations are profcted out, when ntegrating



Rry (@!) over the energy ! the closure relation already applies in the space—like r=gion,
yielding a sum rule which notably coincides w ith the NRCSR (.1)). T is of in portance to
realize that as soon as the zero-m om entum approxin ation in the vertices is rem oved, then
one goes beyond the space-like dom ain and tin e-like contributions com e into play. A 1so of
relevance is the fact that €.20) cannot be expressed in tem s of the RFG scaling variablke
e4).

T he com pkte Iongitudinalresponse n the RFG m odel isexpressed In the FW  fram ew ork
as

ZkF 3
o )3 )
#(k+q9j k)Tr P, gw @P+ ~gw ( q)l
SBZ ()t W ,()]
o+ o+ ] 2

v
RI" @!) —In O@l)=vV (! +Ex  Exiq)

=RE" (@!) ; (221)

which, of course, coincides with (2.3). Likew ise in the scaling schem e, it is then natural to
Introduce in the FW fram ework a reduced response according to
RI" () 1

—RI"(;) ; @ 22)

W.:
2% (;) BEFT () N

w ith the nom alizing factor

S B2()+ W o,()]
HE" (;) N _2[1E+ +]22 : (2.23)

The ;" (; ) de ned here then leads autom atically to a RCSR which coincides w ith the
NRC SR . Thus the square roots expressing the energy in the relativistic propagator €.18)
alter the respponse with respect to the non-relativistic case, but leave the area under the
latter unchanged.

C .Com paring the two m ethods

Wenow compareHE" (; )wih H FFC (; ) in the low density regin e which applies to
realnucki. This isdone in F ig.2 where the two reducihg factors are displayed as a function
of! forg= 500M &V /c (panelA) and g= 1 Ge&V /c (panelB) respectively. O ne sees in the

gure that close to the peak the positive H FF ¢ and HI " essentially coincide, whereas at
low (high) frequencies H FF € is larger (snaller) than HI" . It is thus clkar why both the
scaling and FW reduced resoonses yield the sam e RCSR in the non-Pauliblocked regin e:
indeed they practically coincide at the peak and their contributions to the sum rule arising
from the edges ofthe response region add up to the sam e am ount. T his com pensation, whilke
aln ost perfect in the non-Pauliblocked dom ain, is not com plte in the Pauliblocked one.
However the di erence is very an all, as is apparent n  g. 8|where the sum rul obtained
through the scaling approach is plotted at two di erent Ferm im om enta. T he saturation in
the non-P auliblodked region is evident and, m oreover, In the P auliblocked one, the scaling



sum rule is alm ost indistinguishable from the NRC SR at nom aldensity. In portantly, even
at very large densities, the di erence between the two ram ains quite sn all.

Let usnow ocom pare the reducing factors in kading order ofthe » expansion. For this
purpose we recall Hllow ing [13] that

q n #
e I+ ¢ 222 142 4+ ; 2
— = ——p— © 24)
@ 2 ' 1+ + 5 2
1+2 h 1
= +0 2 © 25)
. 1+
T herefore one cbtains
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to be com pared w ith the D e Forest expression {14]

1+
HP¥ (; )= N G2 : 2 30
. (i) 1% 2 = () ( )
One thus sees In the low density regine where ¢ 1that H7F¢, H{" and HP < all
coalesce at the peak ofthe RFG response, where = 0, = and 2= ( +1).Notealo

that the di erences of O [ ¢ ] are linear n  and so tend to cancel when form ing integrals
over the scaling variable w ith Integrands that are sym m etric around the quasielastic peak.

IITI.THE TIM E-LIKE REGION

A s shown by M atsui [§], the space-like relativistic Coulomb sum rule for pointlke D irac
particles w thout anom alous m agnetic m om ents goes to Z2=2 for large g, show Ing that for
pointlike nuclkons on their m assshell the particle-antiparticle symm etry is re ected in the
sharing ofthe Coulomb sum rul at very lJargem om entum transfers.

Here we consider contributions to the tinm elke longitudinal response function arising
from the RFG .Thus we w rite, using the pp polarization propagator,

h .
RI () T 253 9 ;)5 =
L U7 pp ' 7 ) Jke=0 ol 7 )]
3N
=m - # 7 Ufl(;) ; (31)



where, In temm s ofthe tin elke electric and m agnetic form factors (recallthat them agnitude
of the negative always exceeds one In the response region),

2 h i
U () j—jeé,t(wwz()pﬁ ; (32)
1 h2 , i
WZ():l+ GE;t()+ GM;t() ’ (3'3)
2 3
2_|_~ +~2
B 0 3 ( +7+ 2 a+ ) ; (3 .4)
S
1
1 — (3.5)
jJ
(3.6)
and
Y min[g; +]: 3.7

The subtraction In the st Iine of B.I) also ensures that the divergences stemm ing from
the D irac sea are canceled. A s a consequence the Integration ofREl(q; ') over the tin e-lke
region yields the nite contrbution [F]

Z 4

2 X . B, )
- Exyqg X ) d . 3.8)

iRtl(q.l)Cp:
g BT 4EE s g

d * K ke

which, whilk vanishing at zero m om entum transfer, goes to 1=2 in the largeq lim it.

T his resul, whik of theoretical interest, cannot presently be tested against experin ental
data. Indeed, while in the spacelke region REF ¢ qualitatively, although not quantitatively,
acoounts for the experin ents, these are lacking In the tin e-like dom ain. Furthem ore, for the
large energy transfers typical of the tin e-like sector, the possibility of exciting the nuclkon
In the scattering process becom es dom inant. Finally, even allow ng for the possbility of
disentangling inelastic nucleonic processes, our know ledge of the tin e-lke elastic nuclkonic
form factors ismuch poorer than in the spacelke dom ain.

Y et, to provide a feeling forthe tin e-like physics in the sin ple pointnuclkon RFG m odel,
in Fig.4 the space-like and tim e-like longiudinal response functions are plotted as functions
of forg= 1000 M &V /c and ky = 250 M &V /c. Note that the boundaries of the tin e-
like response are the sam e as the space-like ones but for a shift of ¢ (corespponding in
! essentially to 2my ). Accordingly the tin e-like response R is shown in the gure fora
range displaced by the Fermm ienergy to m ake the com parison w ith R;, easier. N ote that the
o =t ofthem aximum ofR El w ith respect to that ofR; is no longer given by , and that
In general the two responses have di erent shapes and nom s.

Likew ise for purpose of illustration, we display in Fig. § the Coulomb sum rule for the
RFG ofD irac nuckons, including the contrdoution stemm ing from pPp excitations. T he sum
rule, de ned through a frequency integral spanning both the spacelike and the tin e-like
regions and suitably renom alized, reads {3]
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Z

d3k(Ek+q+ Ey)* o
3

4 ki 4EyEx4q

c@=1 ke Kk)# G k+qg) (3.9)

One s=es from the gurethat . saturateswhen the Pauli correlations are no longer opera—
tive (le. or > 027 atky = 250M &V /cand for > 106 atky = 1000 M &V /c) and that,
in the Pauliblocked region, the di erence between the relativistic and the non-relativistic
Coulomb sum rule is barely perosptible except for very large densities, since 3.9) correctly
reduces to the NRCSR in the Im it ky < my . M oreover the pgp contribution starts to be
substantially felt only at large ky .

IV.BEYOND THE STEPFUNCTION MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION

W ih the idea of exploring the im pact of nuckon-nuckon correlations on the Coulomb
sum rule ket us Insert into the RFG m odelm om entum distributions that are m ore general
than the step-fiinction . For this purpose, ollow ing [15] and expliting (L 4), we rst cbserve
that R}, can be expressed as Hllow S,

(g

RFG 1 3 XEFG(;;) d A"
Ry, (7 )= dn()—FW 2+ 1+ 2 1+ ( +2 )2
4mN XL (;;) )
‘ XEPe (i ) q I
& n() == 2+ 1+ 2 14 ( +2 P @)
X% ;7 )
(z Z )
= dn(O)X7F% () dn()X7FC (5 ) ;@2
N Yy Vi
where
. q .
y J 1+1=3 5
RFG 2 1 h 2 2 . 2~ 2 _
XL (;;) 2— (+)l+ GE()+ GM() GM()_
2
= GZ()+Wo()2(;) 43)
XP" )= (2 (4 4)
and them om entum distribution n ( ) is nom alized according to
Z 4
n()d = N 4 5)

0

3In this expression the energy of the struck nuckon is sin ply assum ed to be the RFG energy Ep.
Thuso —shelle ects in theem . vertices, which are not easy to predict sihce we Jack a fundam ental
theory, have been ignored.

11



separately for protons and neutrons. In the same linttasin £20) X ! X" ,which ex-
plainsthe notation ofthe LH S of (4.4) . T he response one cbtains isthen jist a generalization
ofthe FW one, nam ely

(z

1 ! FW .. FW . . .
2mNN . dn()XL (rr) y+dn()XL (rr ) ’ (4-6)

Rew (5 )=

which, settingn ()= & (¢ ), yields {220).
For the above response the easily cbtained Coulomb sum rule (the tilde is to rem ind us
that a generic m om entum distrdbution is em ployed) reads
" ! L4
Z 4 1 Z ;
~e Rey @!)d! = —— & n() # oos + — # ws — =
0 4 N '
1% '
=1+~ d n() — 1 @.7)

which is bound to saturate in the lJarge m om entum Iin it but for pathological m om entum
distrbutions. By expanding (4.1) around = 0 one ocbtains
- a0 M@0 @8)
_ n _ .
¢ N o oN ’
which has the behaviour typicalofa sum rule ofan in nite system .
From (4.8) theNRCSR fortheFG is recovered by em ploying a step-finction m om entum
distrdoution. O n the other hand for a generaln ( ), one can still have the term lnear In

in {4.8) dentical to the one appearing n the NRC SR forthe FG by setting

F = :_;RoldN—n() H 4.9)
which can be exploited for relating r to a nie nuckusmomentum distribution. In this
connection we recall that in ref. f] two procedures have been suggested to determ ine the
Femimomentum in a way that brings the RFG as close as possbl to a real nuclkus,
one related to the nuclkar m om entum distribution and the other to the half width of the
ongitudinal response. These yield ©r %0 thevaliesky = 1039 fn ' and ks = 122 fn !
respectively. Here @9) yieldsky = 11 fn ! for'°0, which lies in between the above quoted
values.

To de ne a reducing factor in the presence of a generic m om entum distribution it helps
to notice that , the quadratic transverse m om entum distrdoution, forany n ( ) would read

()57 2G)  Fd- (i m()

7 (4.10)

T Oy y, d-n()

and would reduce to €.3) for a step—flinction m om entum distrbution. A ccordingly, in a
FW —-inspired fram ew ork, one m ight Introduce

Ry (7))
£ (; vz ; 411
L (i) EE () ( )
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w ith

BHEY (i)

Il
2
I.

(4.12)

and lkew iss, In the scaling schem e, one would use H ¢ (; ) asgiven by (2.8}, but wih
~ replacing

To get a feeling for the in pact of using a generalized m om entum distrbution on the
Coulomb sum rule we take as an exam ple the sin ple ham onic oscillator description of1°0 .
T he associated m om entum distrdbution, to be ad hoc inserted in the REFG m odel, reads

8 _
n()=p=5 1+2(=9°" e 79 413)
0

q
wih = !y=my .
In Fig.§ and Fig.7] we display a few versions of ~¢ (g) for the m om entum distribution
@ 13) as obtained In the FW and scaling schem e repectively. In the keft panels of the
gures we have set ( = 0:13, which Pllows from the omula h!, = 41=A'> M &V for the
ham onic oscillator frequency. In the right panels the Jarger value ;= 02 has Instead been
chosen. Tt is noteworthy that, in order to achieve saturation for Jarge values of (, nam ely
for extended m om entum distrlbutions, the reduction factors should be calculated utilizing
#.10) ratherthan €.9).
In conclusion we provide the analytic expression for the expansion of $.8) in the case of
them om entum distrbution @.13). It reads

~c = = +0 (% 4 14)

and therefore (4.9) i this case sin ply becom es

P_
F = o 4.15)

V.ENERGY-W EIGHTED SUM RULES

In this section we oconsider the energy-weighted (EW SR) and the squared-energy-
weighted sum rules. For this pumpose we again exploit (LJ) which allows us to express
the IongitudinalP auliblocked response function in tem s of the non-Pauliblocked one. A c-
cordingly the EW SR m ay be cast in the follow ing fom

Z 1 Z h i
e= dllm@h= dll 2P@!h) @ )=

27
ar P!y G1)

1

From the above expression it follow s that the passage from the Pauliblocked regim e to the
non-P auliblocked one laves una ected the functional form of g, unlke In the cassof .
M ore generally, the above result holds for allthe sum rulesw ith odd powers of ! .
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In the non-relativistic case, where the response fiinction is sym m etric w ith respect to is
peak, (.0) just selects the peak itself and accordingly one has

E = < : 62)

2m

In the relativistic case, where this sym m etry is Jost and thus the peak of the response does
not occur In correspondence w ith the m idpoint of the response region, the EW SR is given
by the relativistic extension of (5.4), nam ely P 2F2m y , plusm ediim dependent corrections.
To ascertain whether the latter are Jarger in the FW or in the scaling approach we quote
the expressions for the the energy-w eighted and the squared-energy-weighted sum rules (the
latter only valid for > () up to seocond order In the expansion in r as obtained in the
scaling approach, nam ely @]
2

W= d! ro(;!) (6 3a)

’ h i h i
1 Q+4%72 +0 ;]

2
20(L+ 4 )37

Z 4
@) _ 4! ZrL( i) 5 3b)
0
2 g h 24\3=2 2 4i h3i
= (t——/———— @+ 4 )" 1 4 8° +0 ;
0" 101+ 4 2)32 ( ) Bt

and In the FW approxin ation, nam ely

Z 4

o _ O d! rp@!) (b 4a)
3§ 2\3=2 8 2 h3l
= o+— T —— 1 @1+4%)¥F+_-2% +0
T 200+ 4 2)3=2 ( ) 3 F
Z 4
@) _ 0 al 2rL @) (5.4b)
32 16 h 1
= 2+ ——F ____ q+4?2 1 =2 g*+0
O 101+ 4 2)32 ( ) 3 F
Interestingly In both cases the variance tums out to be
qg ———MM . h3i
— 2) ((1))2= ge———  +0 - : (55)

50+ 4 2?)

W e thus reach the conclusion that the FW reduced response is som ew hat softened w ith
respect to the scaling one and that both procedures lead to the sam e varance (or w idth of
the reduced response at halfheight) to O [ 2 1. The softening is, however, quite m odest and
can only be appreciated at lJarge m om entum transfers for nom aldensities (see Fig.§). &k
becom es pronounced at very large ky , which of course has no physical signi cance, where
also the w idths becom e m uch di erent.
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VI.CONCLUSIONS

In order to ful lla relativistic Coulomb sum rule the charge response should be nom al-
ized through a factor devised to divide out the physics of the nucleon to the extent that is
possible. The latter, however, is presently not calculable from a fundam ental theory and is
acocordingly expressed through phenom enological form factors param etrized In the space-like
region. M oreover the tin e-lke physics is naccessble w ith presently available experim ental
facilities, and hence leads us to the necessity of constructing spacelike relativistic sum rules.

In this paper we have com pared, In the fram ework of the RFG model, two di erent
m ethods for setting up the nom alizing factor that yields a space-like relativistic Coulomb
sum rule with the sam e basic feature provided by the NRC SR, nam ely the saturation in
the non-Pauliblocked regine. The st method, established a few years ago by A berico
et al. [l], exploits the scaling behavior of the reduced Iongitudinal regponse function at
large m om entum transfers, w hereas the second m akes use ofthe FW transform ation, which
allow s one to exhaust the com plteness ofthe statesofthe RFG ham iltonian in the space-like
dom ain alone.

The two m ethods provide reduced resoonses that are m odestly di erent only at large
mom entum transfers where the FW regoonse tums out to be slightly softened w ith respect
to the scaling one), have the sam e variance (Up to tem s proportional to § ) and ful 1lthe
Coulomb sum rul to any order in r in the Pauliunblocked region. A I1so In the presence of
Pauliblocking, the two sum rules are very close to each other in the range ofky appropriate
fornuclki, the RCSR ofthe FW m ethod coinciding w ith the wellknow n non-relativistic sum
rule.

W e thus conclude that it is Indeed possible, in the fram ework of the RFG, to cbtain
a spacelike RC SR w ith the correct saturating behaviour for any ky . A ctually, as we have
seen, the procedure for achieving this isnot unigque; but it is gratifying that the two m ethods
we have explored yield reduced responses that are close to each other over a large span of
mom entum transfers at nom alnuckardensities. tm ight be worth observing, how ever, that
as the density and hence the m agnetic contribution to the charge response (proportional to
the transverse nuckon’sm om entum ) grow , then the two reduced resoonses referred to above
start to di erm ore and m ore. A nd yet the one cbtained forexam plk In the scaling approach
still fi1l 1s the sum rule at very large ky where it becom es extram ely distorted.

The question m ay then be asked whether a Coulomb sum rule can still be de ned in
the presence of strong correlations am ong nuckons yilding distributions extending to m o—
m enta larger than those allowed by a step-function. By inserting a sin pl m odel for such
distrbutions In the RFG fram ework we have shown that the Coulomb sum rile still exists,
providing the extended m om entum distribution is inserted as well into the nom alizing fac—
tors H 1, orghally de ned in tem s of the pure -function. W hether or not our nding,
obtained for a kr corresponding to nomm alnuclkar density, stays valid at larger ky rem ains
to be explored.

Furthem ore, whik the nuclkons in the RFG are on their m ass shell, they move o it
when ocorrelations com e into play. W e have not acoounted for this physics In the present
work. Howeverwe feel supported by what we view asan in portant nding from ref. @]where
In the fram ework of a hybrid m odel it hasbeen shown that the structure of the nom alizing
factor for the RFG as provided by the scaling approach is not altered by the o -shelhhess of
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the nuckons if an appropriate shift of the energy transfer ! is perform ed.

In this regpect the m odi cation of the nom alizing factor introduced here to re ect the
e ect ofan extended m om entum distribbution com plem ents the one of ref. ['9:], where it re ects
the nuckon’s o —shelhess. Stillto be perfomm ed is a com bination ofthe two approaches in a
schem e encom passing both the nuckon’s con nem ent (hybrid m odel) and realistic nuckon—
nuclkon correlations (extended m om entum distrbution).
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FIG .1. Feynm an’s rules versus \Foldy’s rules"
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FIG.2. Hf " (s0lid) and H ¥ ¢ (dashed) versus ! over the response region at g= 500 M eV /c
(panela) and g= 1 Ge&V /c (panelb) fora Fermm im om entum ofky = 250 M €V /c. T he dotted line
show s the position of the quasielastic peak.
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FIG.3. Coulomb sum rul in the scaling fram ework: exact resul num erically obtained (dot—
dashed), prediction of ormula {2.13) (dotted) and the NRCSR (solid). The three instances are
alm ost indistinguishable at nom alnuclkar densities (left panel: kr = 250 M &V /c) whereas at large
density (right panel: kr = 1000 M eV /c) relativity appears to m ildly increase the sum rule in the
non-Pauliblocked region.
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FIG . 4. Spacelke (solid) and tin e-lke (dashed) Iongitudinalresponse forD irac nuclkons versus
, forg= 1000 M &V /c, kg = 250 M &V /c. T he tin edke response region hasbeen shifted by — 5 .
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FIG.5. Coulomb sum rul for pointlike nuclkons without anom alous m agnetic m om ents:
NRCSR (solid), ph excitation (dashed), pp excitations (dotted) and ph + pp (dotdashed). Left
panel: kr = 250 M &V /¢, right panel: kp = 1000 M &V /c. Observe that only at lJarge kr is the
di erence between the NRC SR and the total relativistic sum rule perceptible. Here relativity, as
n the scaling fram ew ork, appears to increase the sum rule som ew hat. O bserve also the grow th of
the pp contrbution w ith kg .
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FIG.6. TheCoulomb sum rul ortheRFG asgiven by the Foldy procedurew ith a shellm odel
m om entum distrdbution. In both panels we display the NRC SR for a Ferm im om entum given by
F = P- o (solid line) and the sum rule corresponding to the m om entum distrdbution Cfl-_.-l_-ﬁ) w ith
o= 013 (eft panel) and = 02 (rght panel). The dashed and dotted lines refer to the sum
rules one obtains w ith the longitudinal response reduced by H[ " and by H[ " respectively. It is
evident that for large ( the reducing factor Hf " is necessary to obtain the correct saturation.
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FIG.7. TheCoulomb sum rule forthe RFG as obtained In the scaling fram ework w ith a shell

m odelm om entum distrdbution. A s in the previous gure the solid line isthe NRCSR fora Fem i

momentum given by r = P- o and the sum ruk for the momentum distrbution @13) wih

0= 043 (eft panel) and = 02 (right panel) are displayed aswell. T he dashed and dotted lines

refer to the sum rules for the Iongiudinal response reduced by Hi " and by Hr FW respectively.
It is again apparent the necessity of ntroducing H¢g FW when ¢ is large.
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FIG .8. The reduced regponses forthe FW m ethod (solid) and for the scaling one (dashed) for
kg = 250 M eV /c. Left panel: g= 500 M &V /¢, right panel: g= 1000 M &V /c.
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