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Abstract

T he Iongitudinal (e;e°) response fiinction of *He is calculated precisely w ith
full nal state Interaction. The explicit calculation of the fourbody contin—
uum states is avoided by the m ethod of integral transform s. P recision tests
of the response show the high level of accuracy. N on {relativistic nuclkar dy—
nam ics are used. The agream ent w ith experin ental data is very good over
a large energy range for all considered m om entum transfers (g = 300, 400,
500 M eV /c). Only at higher g the theoretical response overestin ates the

experin ental one beyond the quasielastic peak.
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A new method for the calculation of the Inelastic response of an N -body system to an
external probe is proposed in Ref. fli]. Tt allow s an exact calculation w ithout the know kedge
of the N -body scattering state. The high lvel of accuracy of the m ethod has been shown
for the longitudinalelectron scattering responses of the nuclkar two—and threebody system s
[1,2]. T he realsuperiority ofthe approach, how ever, becom es evident when applied to a four-
body system . In fact a solution ofthe ourbody m ediim energy continuum state problem is
presently out of reach, nonetheless fourbody response functions can be reliably calculated
aspointed out In the follow Ing. In thiswork we consider the In portant longitudinal electron
scattering response fiinction Ry, of ‘He which is calculated for the transferm om enta o= 300,
400, and 500 M &V /c. For g = 500 M eV /c it is the rst accurate calculation with the

nal state nuclkar interaction fully taken Into acoount. O ur results are ocbtained w ithin the
fram ew ork of the non{rlativistic nuclkear dynam ics and using the snglke{particke form of
the electrom agnetic operator. Such studies allow establishing the lim its of validity of this
conventional fram ework for the lightest tightly bound nuclkus. Particularly interesting is
the higher g region. Form ore than a decade there hasbeen a lot of discussion for com plex
nuclki regarding this region. An accurate calculation or ‘He willhelp to shed som e light in
this range of g values.

The idea of Ref. [I] is to calculate the response in an indirect way. First the Lorentz

transform (LT)
z
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is caloulated, where )i is the ground state of the system , Eo is the ground state energy,

(@) is the excitation operator,and g > 0, 1% 0. The solution of the ollow Ing equation
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leads directly to the LT :



(;@)=hJji: @)

In a second step R (! ;9) is obtained via the inversion of the transform . The solution of
Eg. () isunigue. Indeed, the hom ogenous equation has only the trivial solution because
the ham iltonian H has only real eigenvalues. Since hasto 2allo exponentially one can
use sin ilar techniques as for the solution of the ground state problem . T hus the extrem ely
com plicated asym ptotic boundary condition of a fourbody scattering state has not to be
considered at all.

In the past other integral transfom s were proposed, nam ely Stielts B] and Laplace
transform s 4;8]. The Laplace transfom s of the longiudinal response were obtained w ith
a realistic force for g= 300 and 400 M €V /c via a G reen Function M onte€ arlo calculation
GFMC) E ]. A Iso the Laplace transformm s of the transverse response and the e ects oftwo—
body operators on the transform s in both longiudinaland transversal cases w ere considered
via a GFM C []. Good agreem ent w ith the transfom s of the experin ental data is found.
T here is, however, a findam ental problem In obtaining response functions them sslves from
these transfom s. Unlke the LT they sam pl contrdbutions over a Jarge energy range. T his
results n big problem s for the Inversion [(]. Nevertheless the IongiudinalR (! ;) of ‘He
has been obtained by an inversion of the Laplace transorm for g = 400 M &V /c #]. The
result is rather sim ilar to ours In Fig. 4. W e are not abl to fully interpret this agreem ent
since the statistical errors ofa GFM C lead to an uncertainty in the inversion of the Laplace
transform . Unfrtunately, the nversion error is not estin ated in ref. 4], which in general
can be sizeable [§]. O n the contrary, for the LT inversion problem s aremuch kss in portant
fl21. M oreover, the num ericale ort for the calculation ofthe LT seem s to bemuch sn aller
than for the Laplace transform . However, a fair com parison can only be m ade when both
calculations are perform ed for the sam e potentialm odel.

O ur nuclkar H am ittonian includes central even potentials
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providing realistic description of the S {wave phase shifts up to the pion threshold. W e
construct the Vi3; and Vi3 potentials by m odifying the com plete N N Interaction of Ref.
B]. The disregarded tensor force is e ectively sinulated via a dispersive correction (V!

vV V2

tensor

=const) . T he potentials cbtained lad to aln ost the sam e phase shiftsas n Ref.
Bl. A milldescription ofthe potentialw illbe published elsswhere []. It describes the static
properties of “He rather well Jleading to a binding energy of 313 M &V and an m s radius
0of 140 fm . A Iso the description of the elastic form factor is rather realistic up to its rst
m ininum . The present ansatz for the potential will lead to results quite sin ilar to those
form ore general nuclkar forces. T he three{nucleon studies undertaken so far testify to this
opinion []]. A lthough more intensive the calculations with a com plktely realistic nuclkar
force are also quite feasble w ithin our approach.
In the follow ing we describe the techniques we use for solving the dynam ic equation 3).
W e seek forthe solution in the form ofan expansion over the correlated hyperspherical basis
rst used in Ref. [I0]. T he expansion converges quickly in f&w {nuclkon bound state problm s

LJA1]. O urbasis functions are of the om
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Here isthe hyperadius, = ( £+ 5+ 3)'?, " are the nom alized Jacobi vectors, and

denotes collectively eight hyperangular variables. T he quantities Y K[fL]M are hypersoheri-
calham onics HH) with hyperangular K and orbiall ;M m omentum quantum num bers.
These HH are com ponents of irreducible representations [f ] of the four{partick pem uta—
tion group S (4). The spin{isospn functions (seeeg. [12]) enterEq. (§) with the sam e spin
and isogoin valuesS = 0, T = 0,and T = 1 as In the expansion of the right{hand side of
Eqg. (3). They belong to the conjugate representation [f]ofS (4). T he square bracketsm ean
coupling to the flinction antisymm etric w ith respect to pem utations of both spatial and
soin{isosoin particke coordinates. Ry are the hyperradial functions, and J is the Jastrow
correlation factor.

The system of equations for the expansion coe cients is obtained by profcting Eqg.



(3) onto the subset of functions {6‘) wih K up to some K, .x and N up to some N ax -
This system is split with respect to L;M and T valies. Since L ‘He)= 0 in our m odel
the L quantum num ber coincides w ith the m ultipole order of the transition operator. The
resoonse, aswellasEqg. (4), is mdependent of a g direction that can be chosen along the z
axis. Only theM = 0 value gives a non{zero contribution in this case. Them atrix elam ents
are calculated with a M onte C arlo integration.

TheHH enteringEq. (§) are constructed by applying the convenient form , seeeg. [13], of
the Y oung operators to the sim ple Zemike{B rinkm an type HH . T he m ultiplicities of various
[f ] representations at given K and L values are obtained as traces of the Y oung operators

calculated in the Zemike{B rinkm an basis {13,14].

The hyperradial functions of the orm 3181 Ry () L (b exp( =2b) are used.
Here L, are Laguerre polynom ials, and b is a scale param eter which is kept the same for
allthe wvalues considered and is chosen to enabl su ciently fast overall convergence. T he
resuls are rather nsensitive to the b values. T he rate of the hyperradial convergence in our
case is Iower than in the bound state calculations (eg. [13;13]), and better Ry can perhaps
be found.

T he twobody correlation function f (r) entering the Jastrow factor is taken to be soin{
Independent and is chosen in a conventionalway. Atr 1 it isa solution to the Schrodinger
equation w ith the potentialtaken asthe half{sum ofthe triplkt and singlet NN forces. The
1, point is chosen from the condition £f%(ry) = 0.Atr> 1y £ (r) = £ (). The kinetic energy
m atrix elem ents w ith the Jastrow factor are cast to a convenient form  [L0].

W e caloulate the LT of Ry (;q) with ; = 20 M &V. The quantities n Egs. 2), (3)

pertain to the center ofm ass systam , and
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where GE2™ are nuckon Sachs form factors. In order to reach convergence we choose a
su ciently largeN . Porthe hyperradial functions NN, 2x = 20, 25, and 30 forg= 300, 400,

and 500 M &V /¢, regpectively). The mulipole transitions of the charge operator are taken



Into account up to a maxin al order L oy - >From the evaluation of the various m ultipole
contributions to the Coulomb sum rule we nd that the follow ng L, .x values lkead to an
exhaustion of the sum rule by more than 99% : Ly = 4, 5, and 6 forg= 300, 400, and
500 M eV /c, respectively. These L, o, values are adopted at solving Eq. (3). The m axin al
hyperangular order K , . is taken equalto 7, only in case of L, ax = 6 the value 8 isus=d.
This is su cient to com plktely exhaust the various m ultipole strengths forg= 300 M &V /c.

Even forg= 500M &V /conem isses only a an all fraction ofthe strength ofthe Jess in portant
mulipoleswih I. 4 (see also discussion below).

The results for the LT are shown in Fig. 1. Unlke Stieltes and Laplace transfom s it
is already obvious directly from the LT that the response is govemed by the quasielastic
peak. The inversion is perform ed w ith the sam e sets of basis functions used in Refs. [1I/4].
Contrary to the nuclear two— and threebody system s, we cannot of course com pare the
R (! ;q) odbtained from the inversion w ih a direct calculation of the response according to
Eqg. (). Nonethelss it is possible to test the precision of the reponse function resuls. A

rst test is the ssparate inversion of all the variousm ultipoles. Ik serves as a very in portant
sum rule chedk, since fora given m ultipole one can com pare the sum rule from the evaluation
as ground state expectation value wih that obtained from an explicit integration of the
response. This check leads to very good results w ith relative errors of about 1% form ost
of the transitions (@verage errors: 1.1% , 1.0% , and 2.0 forg= 300, 400, and 500 M &V /c,
regpectively) . Som ew hat Jarger errors are found only or g = 500 M &V /¢, where the less
In portant higher multipoles (L 4) are slightly underestin ated by about 3% { 4% . As
m entioned above K 4 5y should be chosen som ew hat larger or a com plete exhaustion of the
strength of these multijpoles. Nonetheless we m ay say that the sum rule results show the
good accuracy of our m ethod. In Fig. 2 the isoscalar and isovector parts of the response
function cbtained from the ssparate nversion are shown forg= 500 M &V /c. O ne sees that
alm ost all m ultipoles have the typical structure due to the quasi elastic peak. The only
exosption is the isoscalar Coulomb m onopole which exhibits a peak close to threshold. For

the two lower m om entum transfers this C0 peak is even m ore pronounced. For g = 300



M eV /c its height reaches already one third of the quasielastic peak height. T he isovector
strength is tw ice as Jarge as the isoscalar one.

A nother very in portant check for the precision of the m ethod is cbtained by the nver—
sion of the total LT . The resulting R (! ;q) should not di er from that obtained from the
Separate inversion discussed above. Before discussing these results we should m ention that
we enoounter at low energy for g= 400 and 500 M &V /c sin ilar inversion problem s for the
Il LT as descrbed in Ref. [l]. W e solve this probkm in a sim ilar way as .n Ref. ], ie.
by separate inversions for the sum of isoscalar CO and C1 and for the sum of all rem aining
m ulipoles; nevertheless in the ollow Ing it w illbe called total nversion. T he total response
functions resulting from separate and total versions are shown In Fig. 3 for the three con—
sidered m om entum transfers. From the good agreem ent of the various curves it is evident
that the nversion is very unprobleam atic. D 1 erences between the two inversion m ethods are
only found at low er energies, how ever they are quite unin portant. W e consider the inversion
ofthetotal ( ;q) asthem ore accurate result, since we cbtain a better t to the caloulated
LT in the low-energy region. The totalCoulomb sum rule is reproduced very precisely by
the Inversion ofthe total LT .W e nd rwlative errors 0of 02% , 04% , and 1.6% forg= 300,
400, and 500 M &V /c, respectively. The reason for the som ewhat larger error at g = 500
M eV /c hasbeen already discussed above.

A fter having dem onstrated the precision of the m ethod we com pare our results with
experin ental data. To this end we have to consider that the response function ofEq. (1)
is de ned for point particles. In order to com pare w ith experin ent we have to muliply
R (! .p;9) with the square of the proton charge orm factor G (& !12ab)r where !y =
!+ =2M (‘He).W etake thedipok ttoGE with the usual relativistic correction f§]. T
Fig. 4 we show ourresuls in com parison w ith experin entaldata [17/18]. It is readily evident
that for the Iower g value of 300 M €V /c the agreem ent between theory and experin ent is
very good. T he low {energy w Ings of the regponse at g= 400 and 500 M €V /c are also in a very
good agreem ent w ith experin ent. In particular, the rather com plicated threshold structure

of the experimental R;, at g = 400 and 500 M &V /c is describbed extrem ely well. Beyond



the quastelastic peak the theoretical result overestin ates the experin ental one som ew hat
at g= 400 M &V /c and in a m ore pronounced way at g= 500 M &V /c. If the experin ental
results are correct the theoretical form ulation should nclude subnuclear and/or relativistic
e ects in order to ram ove the discrepancy.

In conclusion we may say that we have successfully applied the m ethod of Ref. [I] to
a fourbody system response to an extemal probe with fill nal state interaction. This
enabled us to calculate the accurate longitudinal response fiinction of “He. W e have shown
that the results are very precise. W e obtain an excellent agreem ent w ith experin ent at the
m om entum transfer of 300 M €V /c as well as for the low {energy w Ings at g= 400 and 500
M eV /c. At the Jatter g values the theoretical results overestin ate the experin ental ones
beyond the quasi{elastic peak. Though som ewhat m ore com plicated a calculation wih a
fully realistic potentialm odel can also be carried out in a sin ilar way. The calculation of
the transverse response w ith the present potentialm odel is in progress @].

T he authorsthank INF'N forhaving provided a dedicated work station (SUN SPARC -20)
for the num erical calculations. One ofus (V D E.) thanks INFN for the nancial support
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FIGURES

FIG.1. LT atg=300 (@), 400 (), and 500 M &V /c (c)

FIG .2. Separate inversions of the various isoscalar (@) and isovector (o) multipoles of the LT
(=500 M &V /c). T he vardous curves correspond to successive addition of m ultjpole contributions

from COtoC6

FIG . 3. Response functions from total (full curves) and sgparate inversions (dotted curves)

FIG . 4. Response functions from total nversions w ith inclusion of proton charge form factor

(see text) In com parison to experim ental data
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