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A bstract

The role ofthe m eson{exchange currentcorrection to the nuclearcharge oper-

ator isstudied in electron scattering processesinvolving the excitation ofm edium

and heavy nucleito energiesup to thequasi{elasticpeak.Thee�ectofthesecontri-

butionsin thequasi{free electron scattering processisa reduction ofatm osta 3%

in the longitudinalresponse atthe energy ofthe peak,a value which isbelow the

experim entalerrorand m ustnotbetaken into accountin calculationsin thisenergy

region. O n the other hand,the excitation oflow{lying nuclear levels ofneutronic

charactershows,with respectto theprotonic ones,a considerablee�ectdueto the

inclusion ofthetwo{body term in the charge operator.M ore realistic calculations,

such asthose perform ed in the random {phase approxim ation fram ework,give rise

to a m ixing ofoneparticle{oneholecon�gurationsofboth kindswhich reducethese

e�ects. However,it has been found that the excitation ofsom e ofthese levels is

sizeably a�ected by the m eson{exchange contribution. M ore precise experim ental

data concerning som e ofthese states,such as e.g. the high{spin states in 208Pb,

could throw som e light in the problem ofa m ore feasible determ ination ofthese

e�ectsand,asa consequence,could providean alternative procedureto obtain the

charge neutron form factor.

http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9701015v1


1 Introduction

The exchange ofm esonsbetween nucleonsin a nucleus,which isthe m echanism respon-

sibleforthenucleon{nucleon interaction,m odi�estheelectrom agneticinteractionsofthe

nucleusin ordertom aintain thecurrentconservation.Thisobviousstatem entwaspointed

outby Siegert[1]soon afterthe exchange m odelofthe nuclearforceswasproposed by

Yukawa [2]. The realization thatthisexchange could produce non{negligible e�ects on

nuclear observables,such asthe nuclear m agnetic m om ents,preceeded the discovery of

thepion [3].

Nevertheless,itwasin theearly 70’swhen thistopicstarted to beofgeneralinterest.

Thereason forthatlied in theincreasingam ountofexperim entaldataofenough accuracy

which begun to beavailableatthattim e.

The �rstclearevidence ofthe im portance ofthe so{called m eson{exchange currents

(M EC)wasidenti�ed in connection with the radiativetherm alneutron capture reaction

by aproton [4].Afterthis,processessuch asthedeuteron electrodisintegration atthresh-

old [5]and the radiative neutron capture by the deuteron [6]and observables such as

the m agnetic form factors of 3H and 3He [7]could be explained both qualitative and

quantitatively only aftertheconsideration ofM EC contributions.

M ostofthe work done since thattim e hasbeen devoted to the investigation ofthe

contributionsofM EC to electrom agneticprocesses.Thesecontributionshavebeen stud-

ied in a wide rangeofm om entum transfers,from theground stateto excitation energies

corresponding thequasi{elastic(QE)peak and beyond,forlight,m edium and heavy nu-

cleiand using quite di�erent m odels to describe the nuclear structure. Sizeable e�ects

have been found in a num ber ofsituations,m ainly in A � 4 nuclei. In m edium and

heavy nuclei,M EC produce rathersm alle�ectswhathasbeen linked to the absence of

short{rangecorrelationsoftensortypein them odelscom m only used todescribethewave

functionsofthesenuclei.[8,9]

The reason ofthe focussing on m ultipole transitions involving the nuclear current

only isrelated totheSiegerttheorem [1]which establish that,atlow m om entum transfer,

charge form factorsare insensitive to m eson exchange e�ectsand thatthey can be rea-

sonably welldescribed by the single nucleon (im pulse)approxim ation. However,Siegert

theorem only appliesin the long wavelength lim itand itispossible to �nd situationsin

which also theseform factorsarem odi�ed by thepresence ofexchangee�ects.

In principle,and thiscan also beapplied to transverse form factors,m eson exchange

contributionswillberelatively biggerthe largerthem om entum transferis.However,at

high-q othere�ectssuch asrelativistic e�ectsorshort{rangecorrelationsenterinto play

and m ake di�cult a clear discrim ination ofthe di�erent contributions. Therefore the

only way to study m eson exchange e�ectsisto look atsom e relatively sm allvalue ofq

wherethecontributionsofthesingle{nucleon operatorsvanish accidentally.Thisiswhat

happensin som eoftheprocessesabovem entioned and thiscan also occur,and in factit

does,forchargeform factorseven atrelatively low m om entum transfer.
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The�rsttim ethatpion{exchangewasrecognized asresponsibleofa sizeablee�ectin

nuclearcharge form factorswasin 1974 when Kloetand Tjon [10]calculated thecharge

form factors ofthe 3H and 3He. Basically it was im possible to atteint the agreem ent

with theexperim entaldatain thesecond m axim um usingsingle{nucleon chargeoperator,

even with relativistic wave functions. Additionalcalculationsin lightnucleisuch asthe

deuteron [11]and 4He[12]showed sim ilarresults.

In heaviernucleithesituation ism orecom plicated becauseoftheincertitudesdueto

thenuclearstructureproblem .Thepresenceofm anysingle{particleorbitalshidestosom e

extentthesignatureofM EC e�ectsand oneshould becarefulwith theconclusionsdrawn

in thisdirection.In any case som ecalculationshave been donein which thosecontribu-

tionsareinvestigated.Radom skiand Riska [13]haveevaluated thepion{exchange e�ect

in nuclearcharge form factorsand charge distributionsof16O and 40Ca and have found

sm allercontributionsthan forthe �{particle.On the otherhand,Negele and Riska [14]

have shown thatthe inclusion ofthe pion{exchange term in the charge operatorbrings

calculated chargeform factorsinto betteragreem entwith theexperim entforclosed{shell

nucleitroughouttheperiodictable.Riskaand Str�uve[15]havecalculated thechargeform

factorsagain forthe sam e nuclei,paying attention to the role ofM EC contributions in

connection with m edium polarization correctionsand short{rangee�ects.Finally,Lodhi

and Ham ilton [16]have investigated the charge form factorof6Liby considering M EC

and short{range correlations,sim ultaneously. Despite the factthatin Refs.[13,15,16]

a sim ple harm onic oscillatorshellm odelhasbeen used,the resultscan beconsidered as

feasiblebecausenoim portantdi�erencesarefound when theseresultsarecom pared with

thoseobtained with Hartree{Fock [14]orBrueckner{Hartree{Fock [17]wave functions.

In any case,notm uch work hasbeen donein thiscontext.In thispaper,wewantto

investigatetheM EC contributionstothenuclearchargeoperatorin avarietyofsituations

involving electrom agnetic excitationsofm edium and heavy nuclei. The m ain purpose is

to understand how such contributions a�ect the results one obtains by m eans ofthe

im pulse approxim ation (IA),which isthe one widely adm itted to calculate the di�erent

observablesin thissector.

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.In Sec.IIwediscussthedetailsconcerning

the charge operatorand the correctionsto be considered. Sec.IIIisdevoted to analyze

them odi�cation produced by thenew operatorsin thenuclearresponsein theQE peak.

In Sec.IV westudy in detailtheresultsobtained fortheelectroexcitation ofbound levels

in closed{shellnucleiboth in a shell{m odelapproach and in a m ore realistic calculation

perform ed in the fram ework ofthe random {phase approxim ation (RPA).W e �nish by

sum m arizing theresultsand giving ourconclusionsin thelastsection.

2 M odelfor the nuclear charge operator

Ourpurposeisto calculatedi�erentobservablescorresponding to theelectron scattering

by nuclei,such ascross{sections,form factors,response functions,etc. To do thatitis

necessary to�xboth them odelfortheelectrom agneticoperatorand thenuclearstructure
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approach to be considered to describe the nuclear states. In this section we focus our

attention in the�rstone.

The larger contributions to the observables m entioned above are produced by the

individualnucleons.In thisapproxim ation,theIA,thenuclearchargeoperatoris

�
IA (q;!)=

AX

k= 1

"

G
P
E(q;!)

1+ �k3

2
+ G

N
E(q;!)

1� �k3

2

#

; (1)

whilethenuclearcurrent

j
IA (q;!)= j

C(q;!)+ j
M (q;!)

includestwo term s,theconvection current

j
C(q;!)=

AX

k= 1

 

G
P
E(q;!)

1+ �k3

2
+ G

N
E(q;!)

1� �k3

2

!  
pk + p0k

2M k

!

and them agnetization current

j
M (q;!)=

AX

k= 1

�i

2M k

 

G
P
M (q;!)

1+ �k3

2
+ G

N
M (q;!)

1� �k3

2

!

q � � k
:

In these equations,k runs over allthe nucleons in the nucleus,G P
E and G N

E (G P
M and

G N
M )arethe electric (m agnetic)form factorsoftheproton and theneutron,pk y p

0
k are

the initialand �nalm om enta ofthe k-th nucleon,M k is itsm ass and q and ! are the

m om entum and energy transferred to thenucleusin theprocess.

The necessity ofincluding M EC in the nuclearcurrentoperatorcan be understood,

in a very sim pleway,by m eansofthenon{relativisticcontinuity equation (CE)which,in

coordinatespace,reads

r � j= �i[H ;�]

Taking into accountthat

r � j
IA
� r � j

C
�= �i[T;�IA ]

with T thekineticenergy operator,ifH includesa two{body potential,V ,an additional

term in thecurrent,jM EC,verifying

r � j
M EC = �i[V;�IA ]

m ustbe included in orderto m aintain the CE.However,thisequation doesnotprovide

an uniquecurrentforH and �given.In e�ectallthecurrentsoftheform j+ r � �satisfy

theCE independently oftheform of�,and thishappenseven attheleveloftheIA.

Following thenom enclatureofRiska [18]wecallm odelindependentcurrentoperators

to those �xed by the CE.On the contrary,those currentsnota�ected by thisequation

3



arereferred asm odeldependent.Outofthe�rsttype one can notetheso{called seagull

current,

j
S(q;!)=

X

k< j

(

�i4�
f2�

�2
FS(q;!)[�

k
� �j]3�

k � j � qj

q2j + �2 � �2j
+ (k  ! j)

)

;

and pioniccurrent,

j
�(q;!)=

X

k< j

i4�
f2�

�2
F�(q;!)[�

k
� �j]3(qk � qj)

� k � qk

q2k + �2 � �2k

� j � qj

q2j + �2 � �2j
:

Between them odeldependentonesthem ostrelevantistheisobarcurrent

j
� (q;!) =

X

k< j

"

� i4�
f2�

�2
F� (q;!)

� j � qj

q2j + �2 � �2j

n

[�k
� �j]3q �

�

� k
� qj

�

� 4�3
j
qk � qj

o

+ (k  ! j)

#

:

In these equations,qk and qj are the m om enta transferred to each nucleon,�k and

�j the corresponding energies,� is the pion m ass and f 2
� = 0:079 is the pion{nucleon

e�ectivecoupling constant.Finally,FS,F� and F� aretheform factorsofthesecurrents.

OtherM EC m echanism s,such asthose corresponding to the one{rho exchange,the

��
 and the �!
,provide additionalterm sto the nuclearcurrentoperator,allofthem

giving,in general,sm allcontributionsto the observables ofinterest to us(see Ref.[19]

forfurtherdetailsaboutthestructureofthedi�erentoperators).

A com m on analysisofthesecurrentterm scan becarried outifan expansion in powers

ofv=c (or1=M ,with M the nucleon m ass)ofthe nuclearcharge and currentoperators

is done. Following Friar[20]it is possible to state thatboth the IA current as wellas

M EC are oforder(v=c)1,while the leading term in the charge operator,�IA,isoforder

(v=c)0.Correctionsto thisterm areoforder(v=c)2 and areofrelativistic type including

M EC pieces. This is one ofthe reasons why M EC contributions have been considered

extensively in the current sector and only in a few cases in the charge one. Also this

indicates where to look foridentifying the corresponding e�ectsin thislastcase: those

situationswheretheIA contribution vanishesorisvery sm all.

ThefactthatthoseM EC contributionsto thechargearerelativisticm akesthatthey

are not �xed by the non{relativistic CE above discussed. In this sense, these charge

contributions are m odeldependent but,fortunately,the larger e�ects are produced by

theseagull{typeterm ofthepion exchange current.Thisisgiven by [14,18]

�
M EC(q;!) =

X

k< j

(

4�
f2�

�2

1

4M

h

F
S
1 (q;!)�

k
� �j + F

V
1 (q;!)�

j
z

i

(2)

� k
� q

� j � qj

q2j + �2 � �2j
+ (k  ! j)

)

;

4



where F S
1 and F V

1 aretheisoscalarand isovectornucleon form factors,respectively. Ac-

tualcalculationshave been perform ed by using the param etrizationsofRef.[21]forthe

di�erentnucleon form factors.

Otherterm sinvolving theexchangeofthe�and ! m esonsand other,such asthe��
,

produce sm allcontributions. Calculations in the deuteron [22]and the �{particle [17]

show thattheseadditionalM EC contributionsareonlyim portantforveryhigh q{transfer.

Thepion{exchangeterm dom inatesbym orethan oneorderofm agnitudeuntilq� 5fm �1

where the��
 startsto betheleading one.In heaviernucleithesituation issim ilar[17]

and the m odi�cations introduced by the nuclear m edium in these nucleionly change

slightly theresultsoneobtainswith thebarepion exchangeterm alone[18].

In whatfollowswe analyze the role ofthe M EC contribution to the charge operator

ofEq.2 in di�erent electron scattering processes involving m edium and heavy nuclei.

Untilnow,the cases investigated have been the charge form factors ofdi�erent nuclei

such as 16O and 40Ca [17,15]and 6Li[16]and the chargedensitiesofclosed{shellnuclei

throughouttheperiodictable[14].Theinclusion ofthesecontributionsallow,in the�rst

case,the description ofsom e ofthe di�raction m inim a in the charge form factor and,

in the second,a betteragreem entwith the experim entaldata. Nevertheless,itisworth

to say that,in allthe cases,the e�ectisrathersm all. W e wantto analyze ifthe sam e

conclusion can bedrawn when nuclearexcitation isconsidered.

3 Q uasi{elastic peak

The�rstsituation weanalyzeconcernswith theQE peak.In thisenergy region,them ain

problem dealswith thelongitudinal,R L,and transverse R T responses,which arerelated

to thecross{section in thefollowing way:

d�

d
0dE 0
= �M

"
q4�

q4
R L(q;!)+

 

tan2
�

2
�

q2�

2q2

!

R T(q;!)

#

:

Here q� = (!;q) is the four{m om entum transferred to the nucleus,� is the scattering

angleand �M istheM ottcross{section,

�M =

 
�cos(�=2)

2E sin2(�=2)

! 2

:

The response functionsR L y R T are given in term softhe transition m atrix elem entsof

thenuclearchargeand currentoperatorsdiscussed above,between theground state,j0i,

and �nalstates,jni,ofthenucleus:

R L(q;!) =
X

n

�(E n � !)jhnj�(q)j0ij2

R T(q;!) =
X

n

�(E n � !)jhnjJT(q)j0ij
2
:
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Asitiswellknown,thesecross{sectionscan bedescribed by m eansofa sim pleFerm i

gasm odelin a very good way [23]. However,once the separation ofthe two responses

isperform ed,itcan berealized thatneithertheFerm igasm odelnorm oresophisticated

approachespredictthe experim entalresults:the longitudinalresponse isusually overes-

tim ated,whilethetransverse oneisunderestim ated [24].

Di�erent m echanism s have been considered to solve this problem (2p{2h con�gura-

tions,�nalstate interactions,relativistic e�ects,etc.),but though the situation ofthe

longitudinalresponseism oreorlessunderstood,thesam edoesnotoccursforthetrans-

verse,where the inclusion ofthe M EC is notsu�cient to bring theory and experim ent

into fullagreem ent.

W hat we want to investigate is the role of�M EC in the longitudinalresponse. To

do that we consider the Ferm igas m odelto describe the nucleus. In this m odel,the

longitudinalresponsecan bewritten as

R L = R
IA
L + R

IA �M EC
L + R

M EC
L ;

where the second term (the interference one)givesthe largercontribution ofM EC,the

lastbeing negligible. The detailsofthe calculation ofthisresponse forone particle{one

hole(1p{1h)�nalstatesaregiven in Appendix A.

In our calculations we assum e sym m etric nuclear m atter. As shown in eq.(A.1)of

Appendix A,theim portantpointisthatthecontribution oftheinterferencebetween the

IA and the M EC contributionsto the charge response isnegative. The e�ectofadding

thisterm to theIA longitudinalresponseisthen to reduceit,an e�ectwhich goesin the

direction ofreaching theexperim entaldata.

Now weevaluatetheextentofsuch reduction.Firstwecalculatetheresponsesforthe

Ferm im om entum ofnuclearm atter(kF = 272 M eV/c)fordi�erentnucleiofclosed{shell

nucleiand forthreevaluesofthem om entum transfer.To m easurethee�ectoftheM EC

weanalyzetherelativecontribution

r=
(R L � R IA

L )

R IA
L

(3)

Table1 showsthevaluesobtained atthepeak position in each case.Itcan beseen that

theaddition ofM EC contributionsonly producea sm allreduction oftheIA response,no

largerof3% .

In any case,it is im portant to note (see Fig.1) that the response R IA �M EC
L (long{

dashed lines)presentsitsm axim a atlowerenergiesthan R IA
L (short{dashed lines)and R L

(solid lines):40 M eV forq= 300 and 400 M eV/cand 80 M eV forq= 500 M eV/c.This

im pliesa certain dependence oftheseM EC e�ectswith theexcitation energy.

In Fig.2weshow (solid lines)theresultsobtained forther{param eterasafunction of

!.The curvescorrespond to thedi�erentnucleianalyzed and,atthescaleofthe�gure,

are overlapping. Thus,itisapparentthatthe e�ectdoesnotdepend on the nuclei. On
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the other hand,the contribution ofM EC is a sm allcorrection to the IA response and

only forsm allenergiesand high m om entum transferrreach valuesoftheorderofa 10% .

The results just quoted have been obtained for kF = 272 M eV/c. A second aspect

ofinterest is the possible dependence ofthe M EC e�ects with the values ofthe Ferm i

m om entum .Asitiswellknown,theFerm igasm odelhasbeen used to describe theQE

response of�nite nucleiby readjusting the value ofkF to adequate values [23]. These

valuescan beobtained by averaging theFerm im om entum with thedensity [25].

In Fig.2wehaveplotted alsother{param etercalculated for12C (dashed{dotted lines)

and 40Ca (dashed lines),forthe three m om entum transferconsidered and forkF = 215

and 235 M eV/c,respectively.Thisparticularvaluesarethoseprovided by theprocedure

m entioned above. As we can see,the consideration ofthe new kF values reduces the

e�ect ofthe M EC and the m odi�cation ofthe IA longitudinalresponse is,atthe peak

energies,negligible in practice. The generaltrends pointed out for the nuclear m atter

Ferm im om entum arestillvalid.

Them ain conclusion onecan draw isthat,though a reduction oftheone{body longi-

tudinalresponsein theQE peak occursafteradding theM EC contribution to thecharge

operator,itdoesnotproducea sizeablee�ect.Thesm allnessoftheseM EC contributions

isdueto thefactthatthechargeresponseisdom inated by theproton excitations,which

are by far considerably large. As noted in the Introduction,M EC e�ects were seen in

caseswere the IA term isnegligible and thisisnotthe case ofthe QE region. Besides,

the precision ofthe data,clearly worstthan those ofthe charge distributionsquoted in

Ref.[14],m akesnotnecessary the consideration ofthese M EC e�ectsin the calculation

ofsuch responses.

4 Electroexcitation of bound levels in closed{shell

nuclei

ThepossibilityofconsideringgiantresonancestolookforthisM EC e�ectisnotreasonable

because ofthe di�culties inherent to this energy region in what refers to the nuclear

structure. Besides,from the point ofview ofthe dom inant transitions,the m ixing of

di�erentm ultipolaritiesatany energy issim ilarto thatobserved in theQE peak and one

can expectthe corresponding electrom agnetic cross{sectionsto be only slightly a�ected

by thepresence ofthisterm in thechargeoperator.

Low energy transitionso�er,atleastin principle,m uch m ore opportunitiesin order

to investigatethem odi�cationsofthechargenuclearoperatorinduced by M EC,because

ofthe capacity for selecting transitions with given characteristics. In what follows we

focuson these transitions. In orderto m inim ize atm ostthe uncertitudes associated to

thenuclearstructure,wewillconsiderclosed{shellnuclei.

W estudy theprocessoftheelectroexcitation oflow energy levels.Thecorresponding

crosssection isgiven by [26]

d�

d

= Z

2
�M

1

�

"
q4�

q4
jFL(q)j

2 +

 

tan2
�

2
�

q2�

2q2

!

jFT(q)j
2

#

;
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whereZ isthenuclearcharge,� istherecoilfactor,

�= 1+
2E

M T

sen2
�

2
;

with M T the target nucleus m ass, and q� = (q;!) id the four{m om entum transfers.

Thelongitudinal,jFL(q)j
2,and transverse,jFT(q)j

2,form factorsincludetheinform ation

relative to the nuclear structure. In the case ofclosed{shellnucleiand fora transition

between theground,j0+ i,and theexcited,jJ�i,statestheseform factorsare:

jFL(q)j
2 =

4�

Z 2
jhJ

�
kM J(q)k0

+
ij
2

jFT(q)j
2 =

4�

Z 2

n

jhJ
�
kT

ele
J (q)k0+ ij2 + jhJ

�
kT

m ag

J (q)k0+ ij2
o

;

where M J(q)istheCoulom b operatorand T
ele
J (q)and T

m ag

J (q)aretheelectricand m ag-

netic transverse operators.These electrom agnetic m ultipole operatorsare related to the

nuclearcharge,�(r),and current,J(r),in thefollowing way:

M JM (q) =

Z

drjJ(qr)YJM (̂r)�(r)

T
ele
JM (q) =

1

q

Z

dr
n

r �
h

jJ(qr)Y
M
JJ(̂r)

io

� J(r)

T
m ag

JM (q) =

Z

drjJ(qr)Y
M
JJ(̂r)� J(r):

Here jJ(qr)isa sphericalBesselfunction,YJM (̂r)isa sphericalharm onic and Y M
JJ(̂r)is

a vectorsphericalharm onic.

Taking into account the m odelofthe nuclear charge given by eqs.(1) and (2),the

longitudinalform factor,theoneweareinterested in,can bewritten as:

jFL(q)j
2 = jt

IA
CJ(q)+ t

M EC
CJ (q)j2

with

t
a
CJ(q) =

p
4�

Z
hJ

�
kM

a
J(q)k0

+
i; a = IA;M EC:

4.1 Shell{m odel

First we study the closed{shellnucleiin the fram ework ofthe extrem e shell{m odel,in

which the excited levels are described as 1p{1h states. The reduced electrom agnetic

m atrix elem entstaCJ in thisapproxim ation aregiven by eq.(B.2)in Appendix B.

Theevaluation ofthesereduced m atrix elem entsrequiresto�x thecorrespondingcon-

�guration space.In thiswork we have used a phenom enologicalW oods{Saxon potential
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togeneratethesingle{particlestatesand energiesofthenucleiconsidered.Thispotential

isasfollows:

V (r)= �
V0

1+ e(r�R 0)=a0
� VLS

�h
2

�2c2

1

r

d

dr

�
1

1+ e(r�R LS)=aLS

�

l� � + VC (r);

whereVC (r)istheCoulom b potentialgenerated by a uniform sphericaldistribution with

radiusR c.Theparam etersofthispotentialareadjusted in orderto reproducethesingle

particle energiesofthe levelsaround the Ferm ileveland the rootm ean squared charge

radius ofthe corresponding closed{shellnuclei. Table 2 shows the values used in this

work.

4.1.1 16O and 40C a.

The�rstquestion wewantto analyzeisthebehaviourof�M EC depending on theisospin

ofthetransition.To do thatwehave calculated thelongitudinalform factorforthe 16O

and 40Canucleiand thetransitionstolevelswith thelow excitation energies(seeTable3).

Thefactthatin both casesZ = N perm itsadirectcom parison oftheresultsobtained

forprotonicand neutronictransitionswith thesam equantum num bers.Thesearedrawn

in Fig.3 and 4. Therein it is apparent that the curves including the two{body term

(solid curves)areconsiderably m odi�ed with respecttothosecalculated with �IA (dashed

curves)in thecaseoftransition ofneutronictype,even atlow m om entum transfers.The

e�ect ofthe M EC in protonic transitionsare m uch sm aller. This situation isshown in

Table4,wherewegivethevaluesofthefactor

r=
jFLj

2 � jF IA
L j2

jF IA
L j2

(4)

obtained,in each case,atthe scattering m axim um with largerstrength. Itcan be seen

that the �M EC term dom inates the longitudinalform factor in som e cases ofneutronic

character,whilethee�ectsarepractically negligibleforprotonictransitions.

However,these two nucleiare not expected to present purely neutronic transitions.

Thesim ilitudebetween theenergiesofthe1p{1h con�gurationsforprotonsand neutrons

suggestsactualexcited statescom posed by a strong m ixing ofthese con�gurations. As

a consequence,the large di�erence in the strength ofjFLjforboth types oftransitions

(threeordersofm agnitudein 16O and twoin 40Ca)willhidethee�ectsoftheM EC charge

operator.

The idea is then to look for nucleiin which there exist excitations dom inated by

neutronic 1p{1h con�gurations. Thisoccursfornucleiwith neutron excess. In the case

ofclosed{shellnuclei,48Ca isthe�rstonewith thisproperty.In whatfollowsweanalyze

thisnucleusand,in addition,westudy the 208Pb.Thecom parison oftheresultsobtained

forboth nucleiwillprovideusa good inform ation on thequestion wearediscussing.
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4.1.2 48C a

In this nucleus, the subshell1f7=2 is �lled for neutrons and em pty for protons. This

situation favourstheappearanceofexcited statespredom inantly neutronicatlow energy

and with low m ultipolarity.Table5showsthe�nalstatesof1p{1h typethatcan bebuilt

in theextrem eshellm odelapproach.Ascan beseen,thepresence ofthem ultipolarities

1� and 3� forboth protonsand neutrons with sim ilar energies,reveals again the large

m ixing onecan expectforthesem ultipolaritiesin theactualexcited states,and wehave

notconsidered them here.

On theotherhand,them ultipolaritieswith parityplusareonlypossibleforexcitations

of neutronic type. This is the type of levels we are interested in. Besides we have

considered the7� and the5� levels.In the�rstcase,itshigh{spin characterreducesthe

1p{1h con�gurations allowed. In the second one,the expected m ixing should m aintain

a certain degree ofpurity because ofthe energy di�erences (� 2 M eV) between the

corresponding 1p{1h perm itted.

Theresultsobtained forthelongitudinalform factorsareplotted in Fig.5.Asin the

previouscases,itisevidenthow thee�ectofaddingtheM EC term iscom pletelynegligible

in thecaseofprotonictransitionswhileappreciablem odi�cationsoftheone{body results

areobserved fortransition to som eneutronic�nalstates.

In orderto quantify these e�ectswe have evaluated the r{factor,asgiven by eq.(4),

forthe scattering m axim a with larger jFLjin the di�erent transitions. The results ob-

tained are shown in Table 6. The m ain aspect to be noted isthatthe values forr are

now considerably sm allerthan for 40Ca. However,the factthatsom e ofthe actualex-

citations in this nucleus are dom inated by neutron 1p{1h con�gurations,m akes it still

particularly interesting. Anotherpointto be noted isthe factthatthe transition to the

�(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
)5� shows a 8% e�ect,a value notably bigger that those obtained for 16O

and 40Ca.

In orderto elucidate ifsom e feasible consequence can be extracted from the results

obtained for this nucleus, m ore realistic calculations, such as,e.g., RPA,are needed.

Nevertheless,weanalyzethecaseof208Pb beforegoing to thispoint.

4.1.3 208Pb

In thisnucleusthe levelsofinterestare the high{spin states. Atlow energy the excited

stateswith low angularm om entum show a greatcollectivity and then the M EC e�ects

cannotbeobserved withoutam biguities.

High{spin states do notpresent this problem because ofthe reduced possibilities of

coupling. Asa consequence,the corresponding wave functionsare dom inated by only a

few (oneortwo atm ostin m any cases)1p{1h con�gurationsand areidealforthestudy

wearecarrying out.
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The states ofthis type which have been investigated in deep are those ofm agnetic

character. From its discovery [30]they have been considered to analyze som e aspects

related tothenuclearstructure(partialoccupation ofsingle{particlelevels[31],theroleof

2p{2h con�gurations[32],thee�ectiveresidualinteraction [33],...) or,even,todeterm ine

theM EC e�ects[34].

However,there existalso [35]electric statesofthistype,which arethose we wantto

study here.In Table7thecon�gurationsgivingrisetothesestatesin theshell{m odelare

shown.Asin thecaseof48Ca,thepossibilitiesofcoupling ofprotoniccon�gurationsare

strongly restricted.On theotherhand,the proxim ity in the excitation energiespredicts

them ixing of1p{1h con�gurationsin therealisticwavefunctionsand thiswillperm itto

study situationsslightly di�erentto those seen in the previouscases. In particular,itis

interesting to pointoutthecasesofthe10+ states.

Fig.6 showstheresultscorresponding to the transitionswith J � 10.In Table 8 we

have included the values ofthe r{factorat the m axim a ofFL with larger strength. It

can be seen how the inclusion of�M EC produce notable e�ectsin som e ofthe neutronic

transitions. Also,itisworth to pointoutthat,again,we �nd a protonic transition,the

onewith �nalstate�(1i13=2;1h
�1

11=2
)11� ,with a considerably high r{value.

4.1.4 A nalysis ofthe results

Theresultsquoted in thissection deservesom ecom m entswith respectto theregularities

they show and which areofinterest.

The�rstpoint,abovenoted,istheconsiderabledi�erencebetween therelativee�ects

oftheM EC in thetransitionsofprotonicand neutroniccharacter.Thisisobviously due

to the sm allnes ofthe one{body contribution in the neutron case. In any case,it has

been observed som e transitions ofprotonic character forwhich r islargerthan the 3%

observed in thequasi{elasticpeak.

A second characteristicshown by theresultsisthereduction oftheM EC e�ectsasthe

m ultipolarity grows. This can be observed in those cases where various m ultipolarities

are accesible to the sam e 1p{1h con�guration (see the resultsquoted in Tables4,6 and

8).Then,theadvantagethata prioriconstituestheconsideration of,e.g.,thehigh{spin

statesin orderboth to select those ofneutronic characterand to m inim ize the num ber

ofpossible 1p{1h con�gurations contributing to the wave functions could disappear be

ellim inated becauseoftheexperim entalinability to detectthee�ectswearelooking for.

Finally,a third aspectwhich m ustbepointed outisthestrong variation between the

M EC contributions corresponding to the two possible couplings perm itted,for a given

m ultipolarity,by the two single{particle stateswith sam e orbitalangularm om entum l.

This situation can be observed in di�erent cases. For exam ple,the transitions to the

levels�(2p;1f�1

7=2
)4+ in 48Ca,(seeTable6 and Fig.8)show M EC e�ectsapreciably bigger

forthe single{particle state 2p3=2 than forthe 2p1=2. Sam e occursin
208Pb (see Table 8

and Fig.9)with the transitionsto the �(2g;1i�1
13=2

)10+ and �(1j15=2;2f
�1 )10+ ,where the

relative variation due to the M EC islargerforthesingle{particle states2g9=2 and 2f
�1

7=2
,

respectively.
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4.2 R PA

Once we have analyze the basic aspects ofthe �M EC operator by m eans ofthe shell{

m odel,itisinteresting to go deeperand study m orerealisticsituationswhich perm itthe

experim entalidenti�cation ofthesee�ectsorthedeterm ination oftheconditionsin which

itisnecessary ornotto incorporate thisoperatorto the m odel. To do that,and taking

into accountthe characteristics ofthe nucleiwe are considering,we willinvestigate the

propertiesoftheM EC contributionsto thechargeoperatorin theRPA fram ework.

Thisapproach representoneoftheproceduresm ostly used todescribethestructureof

closed{shellnuclei.In thisapproxim ation,the nuclearlevelsaregiven in term soflinear

com binationsof1p{1h stateswhich areobtained by actingwith thepairp{h creation and

anihilation operatorson thecorrelated vaccum jCi:

jJM i=
X

ph

n

X J(ph)[a
y
p 
 b

y

h]
J
M � (�1)jp+ jh+ M YJ(ph)[bh 
 ap]

J
�M

o

jCi: (5)

Here ay (a)and by (b)are the particle and hole creation (anihilation)operators,respec-

tively and X and Y are the RPA am plitudes. These are calculated by solving the RPA

equationswhich involve them atrix elem entsoftheresidualinteraction.

Ourcalculationshavebeen perform ed using a residualinteraction ofLandau{M igdal.

Thisisa zero{rangeinteraction oftheform

VLM (r1;r2) = C0�(r1 � r2)
n

f
ex
0 + (fin0 � f

ex
0 )�(r1)

+ f
0
0�

1
� �2 + g0�

1
� �2 + g

0
0�

1
� �2�1

� �2
o

where�(r)isthenucleon density and theparam eters(seeTable9)havebeen taken from

Ref.[29]with the change ofg0 from 0.55 to 0,a m ore realistic value for this type of

interaction [33]. In any case it should be m entioned that the channels g0 y g00 do not

a�ectto m uch thecalculation ofelectricstates.

In Figs.10and 11weshow thespectraobtained in ourcalculationsfor48Caand 208Pb.

Only the levelsofinterestforourstudy have been included foran easieranalysis. Asit

can beseen,the calculation isreasonnable forlead,despite thescarcity ofdata.On the

otherhand,the results are notsatisfactory forcalcium ,whatindicates the necessity of

a m oreadequate interaction,in thiscase.Thisaspectisoutofthepurpose ofthiswork

and wewillusethesam einteraction in both nuclei.

Once the excited stateswave functionsare determ ined,the reduced m atrix elem ents

are evaluated as given by eq.(B1). The single{particle wave functions needed for this

calculation have been generated with the sam e W oods{Saxon potentialused in the case

oftheshell{m odel.

Theresultsobtained forther{factorforthetwonucleiwearestudyingaresum m arized

in Tables10 and 11.

In thecaseof48Ca(seeTables6and 10)itcan bestated thattheresultsaresim ilarto

thoseobserved in theshell{m odelcalculations,though thecon�guration m ixingproduced
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by theRPA reducesconsiderably theM EC e�ectsin m ostcases.Itisworth to pointout

thetransitionsto the7� at8.95 M eV and 5� at8.99 M eV and 11.03 M eV,which arethe

only in which M EC e�ectsareabove5% .In thethreecases(seeFig.9)thecorresponding

transverse form factors(rightpannels)take valuesofthe sam e orderasthe longitudinal

ones(leftpannels),whatcould perm ittheirseparation and em piricaldeterm ination. In

this�gure,solid (dashed)curveshavebeen obtained with (without)theinclusion ofM EC.

In the transverse form factorthe m odelforthe currentwe have considered includesthe

seagulland pionicterm sdiscussed in Sect.2.

W e can conclude that,in this case,the study of5� levels and the search ofthe 7�

could perm itto go deeperin the investigation ofthe role ofthe M EC correctionsto the

nuclearchargein thisnucleus.However,therelatively unsatisfactory resultsquoted above

with respecttotheresidualinteraction used,needsofam oredetailed study ofthisaspect.

W ork in thisdirection isin progress[37].

Thecaseof208Pb isquitedi�erent.Though theRPA calculation producea reduction

ofthe relative e�ectsofM EC,asitisapparentfrom Figs.9 and 13,such a reduction is

notso pronounced asin 48Ca. The num ericalvaluesofr shown in Table 11 favourthis

conclusion. In particular,the transitionsto the 11� at6.54 M eV,13� at6.55 M eV and

10+ at7.22 M eV states,allofthem with a dom inantcom ponentofneutronic character,

are stillshowing an appreciable in
uence of�M EC. Besides,the transition to the 11� at

7.24 M eV state m aintain the r{value found for its dom inant con�guration which is of

protonictype.

On the otherhand,and asitcan be seen in Fig.10,the longitudinal(leftpannels)

and transverse (right pannels) form factors for these four cases show sim ilar order of

m agnitudeand thism akestheseparation ofboth form factorsexperim entally feasible.

The im portance ofthe con�guration m ixing produced by the RPA isevident in the

resultswehavejustdiscussed.Itcan beseen in Tables10and 11thatwhen thedom inant

con�guration contributestothewavefunction with an am plitude[X J(ph)+ (�1)
JYJ(ph)]

farfrom thevalue1(thatis,when them ixing isstronger),thereduction ofther{factoris

considerable.Thiscorroboratesthecom m entsm adein thecaseofthequasi{elasticpeak

and indicates in a clear way that the M EC e�ects we are analyzing willbe im portant

only when the wave function ofthe excited levelis su�ciently pure and,preferably,of

neutroniccharacter.Thesearethecasesin which the�M EC operatorm ustbeincluded in

thecalculations.

5 Sum m ary and conclusions

In thiswork,thecorrectionsintroduced by theM EC in thenuclearchargeoperatorhave

been analyzed in nuclearelectroexcitation processesatdi�erentenergy regions.

In the quasi{elastic peak,the e�ectofthese contributionsproduces a dim inution of

the longitudinalresponse.Though thisgoesin thedirection oftheexperim entalresults,

the reduction isofthe orderofa 3% only atthe peak energy,and then itisinsu�cient
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to providetheagreem entwith thedata.Taking into accounttheincertitudesintroduced

in the longitudinalresponse by the nucleon form factorsand the experim entalerror,we

can concludethattheinclusion of�M EC in thecalculationsattheseenergiesisirrelevant

atpresent.

At low energy, M EC e�ects in the longitudinalform factor result to be relatively

im portantin som e cases. Calculations perform ed in the extrem e shell{m odelpointout

the strong asym m etry ofsuch contributionsdepending on the isospin ofthe transition:

they areconsiderably largerin caseofneutronicexcitations.

On the other hand,the results obtained with calculations ofRPA type reduce the

M EC e�ects due to the con�guration m ixing generated. Nevertheless,it is possible to

found situationsin which theconsideration ofthe�M EC operatorism andatory.

Som e ofthe observed aspects could be am pli�ed ifprocesses including polarization

degrees offreedom and involving closed{shellnuclei�1 nucleon are used. In previous

works[27,38]ithasbeen shown how theselection ofthetargetpolarization axistogether

to an adequate kinem atics allow the appearance ofbig e�ects due to the M EC contri-

butions to the current operator. In view ofthe fact that,as seen above,the e�ects in

thecharge(longitudinal)channelareofthesam eorderasthosein thetranverseone,the

m entioned processescould bespecially sensible to thepresence of�M EC.

In orderto�nish,itisworth tonotethatthepreviousdiscussionshaveafundam ental

pointofincertitude.Thefactthatthem ostrelevantaspectsareassociated to neutronic

transitionsm akesthe electric form factorofthe neutron to be one ofthe basic ingredi-

ents.However,thepoorexperim entaldeterm ination ofthisform factorgiveriseto large

di�erencesbetween thedi�erentparam etrizationsavailable,whatintroducesam biguities

in thecalculationsofdi�cultevaluation.Thereduction oftheexperim entalerrorforthe

neutron electric form factoristhen a basic point to bring ourconclusions to a feasible

practicallevel.In thissense,theexperim entalprogram to bedevelopped atCEBAF isof

m axim um interest. On the oppposite side,the carefulselection ofsom e particulartran-

sitions(such as,e.g. thatto the 13� state in 208Pb)and the experim entalseparation of

the two form factorscould provide som e alternative insightin theproblem ofthe values

ofthisform factor.

A ppendix A .M EC contribution to thechargeresponse

in the Ferm igas m odel

In thisappendix wedescribethekey pointsforthecalculation oftheinterfereceresponse

between the �M EC operatorand the IA charge one in the Ferm igasm odelwe have con-

sidered to analyzethequasi{elastic peak region.

Assum ing �nalstatesof1p{1h type,thisinterferencen term can bewritten as:

R
IA �M EC
L (q;!) = 2Re

X

ph

�(! + !h � !p)�(kF � h)�(p� kF)

hph
�1
j�
IA (q)jFihph

�1
j�
M EC(q)jFi�;
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wherekF istheFerm im om entum .Herewehaveused k to labelthesingle{particlestate

jk!ksktkiwhich ischaracterized by am om em tum k,with k = jkj,an energy !k and third

spin and isospin com ponentssk and tk,respectively.

Taking into account Eqs.(1)and (2),a sim ple calculation gives forthe response of

interest:

R
IA �M EC
L (q;!) = 4�

f2�

�2

X

tkth

G h
E(q;!)

M h

B
�
hkkhR tkth

= �2�
f2�

�2

X

tkth

G h
E(q;!)

M h

B
�
hkkhR

M S
tkth

(q;!)

wherek runsoveralloccupied single{particlestates,

B hkkh = h

�
1

2
th

� �
1

2
tk

�

jF
S
1 (q

2)�1
� �2 + F

V
1 (q

2)�2zj

�
1

2
tk

� �
1

2
th

�

i

and R M S represents the reduced transverse response corresponding to the interference

between them agnetization and seagullcurrents(seeRef.[25]fordetails).Forsym m etric

nuclearm atter,theinterference responsesim pli�esto:

R
IA �M EC
L (q;!) = �2�

f2�

�2

1

M

n

3
h

G
P
E(q;!)+ G

N
E(q;!)

i

F
S
1 (q;!) (A:1)

+
h

G
P
E(q;!)� G

N
E(q;!)

i

F
V
1 (q;!)

o

R
M S(q;!):

A ppendix B . M EC contribution to the charge form

factor in the R PA and shell-m odelapproach

In thisappendix wegivetheexpressionsofthereduced m atrix elem entsoftheCoulom b

operatorwhich enterin thecalculation ofthelongitudinalform factor.

In describing closed{shellnucleiin the RPA fram ework,the nuclear wave functions

aregiven by Eq.(5).W ith thisde�nition,and aftera cum bersom e calculation involving

angular m om entum algebra,the reduced m atrix elem ents involved in the longitudinal

form factorcan bewritten asfollows:

t
a
CJ(q) =

1

Z

X

ph

[X �
J(ph)+ (�1)JY �

J (ph)](�1)
jp�1=2 �(lp + lh + J) (B:1)

bjp
bjh

bJ

 

jp jh J
1

2
� 1

2
0

! Z

dxx
2
jJ(qx)C

a
ph;J(x);

where �(�) = 1 or 0 according to � be even or odd, b� =
p
2�+ 1 and the functions

Caph;J(x)are:

C
IA
ph;J(x) = G

ph

E (q)R p(x)R h(x)

C
M EC
ph;J (x) =

1

4M ph

f2�

m 2
�

X

i

bj
2
iTiphi

X

L

bL
2

 
d

dx
+
�p + �h + 2�i+ 2

x

!

8
<

:
�(lp + li+ L + 1)

 

jp ji L
1

2
� 1

2
0

! 2

Ipi(L;x)R i(x)R h(x)+ (p ! h)

9
=

;
:
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Hereirunsoverallthesinglenucleon statesbelow theFerm ilevel,�� = (l� � j�)(2j� + 1),

Tiphi = F
S
1 (q)[2(�ph;��i;� + �ph;��i;�)+ �phi;� + �phi;�]

+ F
V
1 (q)[�phi;� � �phi;�]

and

I��(L;x) =

Z
1

0

drr
2

(  
d

dr
+
�� + �� + 2

r

!

R �(r)R �(r)

)

Z 1

0

dkk
2
2

�
v�(k)jL(kr)jL(kx):

W earealso interested in describing thenuclearstatesin theextrem eshell{m odel.In

thiscase,theexcited levelsa of1p{1h characterand aregiven as:

jJM i= [ayp 
 b
y

h]
J
M j0i;

with j0i the Hartree{Fock vacuum . In this approach,the reduced m atrix elem ent of

eq.(B.1)sim pli�esto

t
a
CJ(q) =

1

Z
(�1)jp�1=2 �(lp + lh + J)bjp

bjh
bJ

 

jp jh J
1

2
� 1

2
0

!

Z

dxx
2
jJ(qx)C

a
ph;J(x); (B:2)
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Tables

TABLE 1

Valuesoftherelativee�ectoftheM EC on thechargeresponse(seeEq.(3))atthepeak

positions,fordi�erentnuclei.Thenuclearm attervaluefortheFerm im om entum ,

kF = 272 M eV/c,hasbeen used.

r [% ]

q [M eV/c] !m ax [M eV]
12C 16O 40Ca 48Ca 90Zr 208Pb

300 50 -2.07 -2.09 -2.08 -2.09

400 90 -2.75 -2.77 -2.77 -2.78

500 150 -2.81 -2.83 -2.82 -2.84

TABLE 2

Param etersoftheW oods{Saxon potentialused in thiswork.Thevaluesfor12C,16O and
40Ca havebeen taken from Ref.[27],thoseof48Ca from [28]and thoseof208Pb from [29].

V0 R 0 a0 VLS R LS aLS R c

[M eV] [fm ] [fm ] [M eV] [fm ] [fm ] [fm ]

12C � 62.0 2.86 0.57 3.20 2.86 0.57 2.86

� 60.5 2.86 0.57 3.15 2.86 0.57

16O � 52.5 3.20 0.53 7.00 3.20 0.53 3.20

� 52.5 3.20 0.53 6.54 3.20 0.53

40Ca � 57.6 4.10 0.53 11.11 4.10 0.53 4.10

� 55.0 4.10 0.53 8.50 4.10 0.53

48Ca � 59.5 4.36 0.53 8.56 4.36 0.53 4.54

� 50.0 4.36 0.53 7.72 4.36 0.53

208Pb � 60.4 7.46 0.79 6.75 7.20 0.59 7.41

� 44.3 7.46 0.66 6.08 6.96 0.64
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TABLE 3

Finalstatesof1p{1h typeconsidered in 16O and 40Ca nucleito analyzetheM EC e�ect

in jFL(q)j
2.Thecorresponding energiesand thepossiblem ultipolaritiesaregiven.

Nucleus Finalstate E � E � J�

(1p{1h) [M eV] [M eV]

(1d5=2;1p
�1

1=2
) 11.52 11.52 3�

16O (2s1=2;1p
�1

1=2
) 12.01 12.40 1�

(1d3=2;1p
�1

1=2
) 15.11 15.36 1�

(1f7=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 7.24 7.27 3� 5�

40Ca (1f7=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 9.77 9.74 3�

(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
) 11.18 13.24 1� 3� 5�

TABLE 4

Valuesofther{factor(seeeq.(4))forthedi�erenttransitionsconsidered in 16O and
40Ca,calculated atthescattering m axim um with largerstrength in each case.

Nucleus Finalstate J� r [% ]

(1p{1h) � �
16O (1d5=2;1p

�1

1=2
) 3� 1.5 11.4

(2s1=2;1p
�1

1=2
) 1� 0.0 -13.5

(1d3=2;1p
�1

1=2
) 1� 1.0 49.9

40Ca (1f7=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 3� 1.4 17.6

5� 1.7 10.2

(1f7=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 3� 1.7 25.0

(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
) 1� 5.8 343.2

3� 6.2 111.1

5� 6.5 64.6
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TABLE 5

Sam easin Table3 butfor48Ca.

Finalstate Energy J�

(1p{1h) [M eV]

�(1f7=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 6.18 3�

�(1f7=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 6.54 3� 5�

�(2p3=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 9.26 1�

�(2p3=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 9.62 1� 3�

�(2p1=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 9.69 1�

�(1f5=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 9.99 3�

�(2p1=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 10.05 1�

�(1f5=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 10.35 1� 3�

�(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
) 10.78 1� 3� 5�

�(2p3=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 4.80 2+ 4+

�(2p1=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 6.83 4+

�(2p3=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 7.38 1� 3�

�(2p3=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 7.40 1�

�(1f5=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 8.39 2+ 4+ 6+

�(1g9=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 8.81 1� 3� 5� 7�

�(2p1=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 9.41 1�

�(2p1=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 9.43 1�

�(1f5=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 10.97 1� 3�

�(1f5=2;2s
�1

1=2
) 10.99 3�
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TABLE 6

Sam easin Table4 butfor48Ca.

Finalstate J� r

(1p{1h) [% ]

�(1f7=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 5� 2.5

�(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
) 5� 8.0

�(2p3=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 2+ 55.6

4+ 44.1

�(2p1=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 4+ -8.0

�(1f5=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 2+ 8.9

4+ 3.6

6+ 3.2

�(1g9=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 5� 56.3

7� 37.3

TABLE 7

Sam easin Table3 butfor208Pb.

Finalstate Energy J�

(1p{1h) [M eV]

�(1h9=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 5.57 8+ 10+

�(2f7=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 6.47 8+

�(1i13=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 7.18 7� 9� 11�

�(1i13=2;2d
�1

5=2
) 7.52 8+

�(2g9=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 5.07 8+ 10+

�(1j15=2;2f
�1

5=2
) 5.43 8+ 10+

�(1j15=2;3p
�1

3=2
) 5.75 8+

�(1i11=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 5.85 8+ 10+ 12+

�(1j15=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 6.49 7� 9� 11� 13�

�(1i11=2;2f
�1

7=2
) 6.55 7� 9�

�(3d5=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 6.63 8+

�(2g9=2;1h
�1

9=2
) 6.84 7� 9�

�(1j15=2;2f
�1

7=2
) 7.20 8+ 10+

�(2g7=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 7.56 8+ 10+

�(1i11=2;1h
�1

9=2
) 7.62 7� 9�
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TABLE 8

Sam easin Table4 butfor208Pb.

Transition J� r

(1p{1h) [% ]

�(1h9=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 10+ 1.5

�(1i13=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 11� 7.3

�(2g9=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 10+ 40.3

�(1j15=2;2f
�1

5=2
) 10+ 4.8

�(1i11=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 10+ 4.5

12+ 3.8

�(1j15=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 11� 49.0

13� 39.4

�(1j15=2;2f
�1

7=2
) 10+ 18.7

�(2g7=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 10+ 0.1

TABLE 9

Param etersoftheLandau{M igdalresidualinteraction used in ourRPA calculation.

C0 [M eV fm 3] fin0 fex0 f00 g0 g00
386.04 0.20 -2.45 1.5 0.0 0.70
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TABLE 10

Sam easin Table4 butforthedi�erentRPA transitionsconsidered in 48Ca.The

dom inant1p{1h con�guration and theam plitudeofitscontribution to theform factor

arealso given in each case.

Energy J� r dom inant [X J(ph)+ (�1)JYJ(ph)]

[M ev] [% ] (1p{1h)

4.81 4+ 4.1 �(2p3=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 1.002

4.87 2+ 3.6 �(2p3=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 1.031

6.95 4+ 4.1 �(2p1=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.973

7.03 5� 3.5 �(1f7=2;1d
�1

3=2
) 0.863

8.69 4+ 4.7 �(1f5=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.961

8.87 2+ 4.4 �(1f5=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.965

8.95 7� 20.3 �(1g9=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.992

8.99 5� -16.1 �(1g9=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.850

9.31 6+ 4.3 �(1f5=2;1f
�1

7=2
) 0.976

11.03 5� 7.0 �(1f7=2;1d
�1

5=2
) 0.940

TABLE 11

Sam easin Table10 butfor208Pb.

Energy J� r dom inant [X J(ph)+ (�1)JYJ(ph)]

[M ev] [% ] (1p{1h)

5.10 10+ 2.6 �(2g9=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 0.996

5.51 10+ 2.2 �(1j15=2;2f
�1

5=2
) 0.795

5.75 10+ 1.8 �(1i11=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 0.592

6.49 12+ 3.5 �(1i11=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 1.003

6.54 11� 14.5 �(1j15=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 0.984

6.55 13� 37.5 �(1j15=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 0.995

6.57 10+ 1.4 �(1h9=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 0.723

7.22 10+ 21.4 �(1j15=2;2f
�1

7=2
) 0.993

7.24 11� 7.2 �(1i13=2;1h
�1

11=2
) 0.983

7.77 10+ 3.9 �(2g7=2;1i
�1

13=2
) 0.987
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Figure C aptions

FIGURE 1

Longitudinalresponseasafunction oftheexcitation energy ! forthe12C (left)and 40Ca

(right)and forthe three m om entun transfersconsidered.Short{dashed curvesrepresent

theresultsobtained with �IA ,long{dashed curvescorrespond totheinterferenceresponses

R int
L and solid curvesgivethetotalresponse.

FIGURE 2

r{factor(see eq.(3))asa function ofthe energy !.W ith solid lineswe show the values

obtained for kF = 272 M eV/c and for the di�erent nucleiconsidered. The curves are

overlapping at the scale ofthe �gure. Dashed{dotted curves represent the results cor-

responding to the average valueskF = 215 M eV/c for 12C.The sam e butfor 40Ca and

kF = 235 M eV/careplotted with dashed curves.

FIGURE 3

Longitudinalform factorforthe electroexcitation ofthe 1p{1h levelsin 16O included in

Table3.Dashed curvescorrespond tothecalculationsperform ed with theone{bodypiece

ofthechargedensity.Solid linesalso includetheM EC term .

FIGURE 4

Sam easin Fig.3 butfor40Ca.

FIGURE 5

Sam easin Fig.3 butforthetransitionsin 48Ca shown in Table5.

FIGURE 6

Sam easin Fig.3 butforthetransitionsin 208Pb shown in Table7.

FIGURE 7

Excitation spectrum of 48Ca obtained with the RPA calculation described in the text

(centralcolum n). The experim entalresults ofRef.[36](right colum n) and the levels

corresponding to theshell{m odel(leftcolum n)arealso included.

FIGURE 8

Sam easin Fig.7 butfor208Pb.Theexperim entaldata arefrom Ref.[35].

FIGURE 9

Longitudinal(left)and transverse(right)form factorfortheelectroexcitation oftheRPA

levelsof48Ca in which ther{factorisabove5% .Dashed (solid)curvescorrespond to the

calculationsperform ed without(with)theM EC piecesofthechargeand currentdensities,

respectively.

FIGURE 10

Sam easin Fig.9 butfor208Pb.
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