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A bstract

T he role of the m eson {exchange current correction to the nuclar charge oper-
ator is studied In electron scattering processes nvolving the excitation of m edium
and heavy nuclkito energies up to the quasi{elastic peak. The e ect ofthese contri-
butions in the quasi{ free electron scattering process is a reduction of at m ost a 3%
in the Iongitudinal response at the energy of the peak, a value which is below the
experin ental error and m ust not be taken into account in calculations in this energy
region. On the other hand, the excitation of low {lying nuclkar lkevels of neutronic
character show s, w ith respect to the protonic ones, a considerable e ect due to the
inclusion of the two{body term in the charge operator. M ore realistic calculations,
such as those perform ed in the random {phase approxin ation fram ework, give rise
to am ixing of one particke{one hole con gurationsofboth kindsw hich reduce these
e ects. However, it has been found that the excitation of som e of these levels is
sizeably a ected by the m eson {exchange contribution. M ore precise experin ental
data conceming som e of these states, such as eg. the high{spin states in ?°®PDb,
could throw som e light in the problem of a m ore feasble determ nation of these
e ects and, as a consequence, could provide an altemative procedure to cbtain the
charge neutron form factor.
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1 Introduction

T he exchange of m esons between nuclkons in a nuclkus, which is the m echanisn respon-—
sible for the nuckon {nucleon interaction, m odi es the electrom agnetic interactions ofthe
nuclkus in ordertom aintain the current conservation. T hiscbvious statem ent waspointed
out by Siegert {ii] soon after the exchange m odel of the nuclear foroes was proposed by
Yukawa H]. The realization that this exchange could produce non{negligble e ects on
nuclar observables, such as the nuckar m agnetic m om ents, preceeded the discovery of
the pion 1.

N evertheless, i was in the early 70’s when this topic started to be of general interest.
T he reason forthat lied in the increasing am ount of experin ental data ofenough accuracy
which begun to be availablk at that tim e.

The rst clear evidence of the in portance of the so{called m eson {exchange currents
M EC) was identi ed In connection w ith the radiative them al neutron capture reaction
by a proton {4]. A fter this, processes such as the deuteron electrodisintegration at thresh-
od @] and the radiative neutron capture by the deuteron [] and cbservables such as
the m agnetic form factors of °H and *He f}] could be explined both qualitative and
quantitatively only after the consideration of M EC contributions.

M ost of the work done since that tin e has been devoted to the investigation of the
contribbutions ofM EC to electrom agnetic processes. T hese contributions have been stud-
jed in a wide range ofm om entum transfers, from the ground state to excitation energies
corresoonding the quasi{elastic QE) peak and beyond, for light, m edium and heavy nu—
cki and using quite di erent m odels to descrilbe the nuckar structure. Sizeabl e ects
have been found In a number of situations, mainly in A 4 nucki. In medium and
heavy nucki, M EC produce rather sn all e ects what has been linked to the absence of
short{range correlations of tensor type in them odels com m only used to describe the wave
functions of these nucki. §, 9]

The reason of the focussing on mulipole transitions involving the nuckar current
only is related to the Siegert theorem [I]which establish that, at Jow m om entum transfer,
charge form factors are Insensitive to m eson exchange e ects and that they can be rea-
sonably well describbed by the single nuckon (in pulse) approxin ation. H owever, Siegert
theoram only applies in the long wavelength lim it and it is possbl to nd situations in
which also these form factors are m odi ed by the presence of exchange e ects.

In principle, and this can also be applied to transverse form factors, m eson exchange
contributions w ill be relatively bigger the larger the m om entum transfer is. H owever, at
high-g other e ects such as relativistic e ects or short{range correlations enter into play
and m ake di cul a clear discrim ination of the di erent contrlbbutions. Therefore the
only way to study m eson exchange e ects is to look at som e relatively am all value of g
w here the contrilbutions of the single{nucleon operators vanish accidentally. T his iswhat
happens in som e of the processes above m entioned and this can also occur, and In fact it
does, for charge form factors even at relatively low m om entum transfer.



The rsttin e that pion{exchange was recognized as responsibl of a sizeable e ect In
nuclear charge form factors was in 1974 when K loet and T pn [l(] calculated the charge
form factors of the °H and °He. Basically it was in possble to atteint the agreem ent
w ith the experim entaldata in the second m axinum using single{nuclkon charge operator,
even w ith relativistic wave finctions. A dditional calculations in light nuclki such as the
deuteron {l1]and *He [12] showed sin ilar resuls.

In heavier nuclki the situation ism ore com plicated because of the ncertitudes due to
the nuclear structure problem . T he presence ofm any single{particle orbitalshidesto som e
extent the signature ofM EC e ects and one should be carefilw ith the conclusions drawn
In this direction. In any case som e calculations have been done in which those contribbu—
tions are investigated. Radom skiand R iska {13] have evaluated the pion{exchange e ect
in nuclear charge om factors and charge distributions of 1°0 and “°Ca and have found
sm aller contrbutions than for the {particke. On the other hand, Negek and R iska [L4]
have shown that the Inclusion of the pion{exchange term in the charge operator brings
calculated charge form factors nto better agreem ent w ith the experin ent for closed{shell
nuclei troughout the periodic table. R iska and Struve [15] have calculated the charge om
factors again for the sam e nuclki, paying attention to the role of M EC contrlbutions in
connection w ith m edium polarization corrections and short{range e ects. F inally, Lodhi
and Ham ilton [I§] have nvestigated the charge form factor of °Liby considering M EC
and short{range correlations, sin ultaneously. D espite the fact that in Refs. 13,15, 16]
a sin ple ham onic oscillator shell m odel has been used, the resuls can be considered as
feasible because no in portant di erences are found when these results are com pared w ith
those obtained w ith H artree{Fock [14] or B rueckner{H artree{Fock [l}] wave flinctions.

In any case, not much work has been done in this context. In this paper, we want to
Investigate theM EC contributions to the nuclkar charge operator in a variety of situations
Ihvolving electrom agnetic excitations ofm ediim and heavy nuclki. The m ain purpose is
to understand how such contributions a ect the resuls one obtains by m eans of the
In pulse approxin ation (A ), which is the one widely adm itted to calculate the di erent
oObservables In this sector.

T he organization ofthe paper is as follow s. In Sec. ITwe discuss the details conceming
the charge operator and the corrections to be considered. Sec. ITI is devoted to analyze
the m odi cation produced by the new operators in the nuckar response in the QE peak.
In Sec. IV we study in detail the results cbtained for the electroexcitation ofbound levels
In closed{shell nuckiboth In a shell{m odel approach and In a m ore realistic calculation
perform ed in the fram ework of the random {phase approxin ation RPA).W e nish by
sum m arizing the results and giving our conclusions in the last section.

2 M odel for the nuclear charge operator

O ur purpos is to calculate di erent observables corresponding to the electron scattering
by nuclei, such as cross{sections, form factors, response finctions, etc. To do that it is
necessary to x both them odel for the electrom agnetic cperator and the nuclear structure
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approach to be considered to describe the nuclear states. In this section we focus our
attention in the rst one.

The larger contrbutions to the observables m entioned above are produced by the
Individual nuckons. In this approxin ation, the 1A , the nuclkar charge operator is

A\l #
x 1+ X 1k
B @it)= Gy @i!)——>+ Gy @i!) 23; 1)
k=1
w hilke the nuclear current
Fai)=F @+ 3 @)
Includes two tem s, the convection current
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In these equations, k runs over all the nuckons in the nuckus, G; and G} G, and
Gy ) are the electric (n agnetic) form factors of the proton and the neutron, py y pﬁ are
the lniial and nalm om enta of the k-th nuckon, M , is tsmass and g and ! are the
mom entum and energy transferred to the nucleus in the process.

T he necessity of including M EC in the nuclkar current operator can be understood,
In a very sim ple way, by m eans of the non { relativistic continuiy equation (CE) which, in
coordinate space, reads

r Jj= iH; ]
Taking Into account that
r 35 r© 9 = im; P

with T the kinetic energy operator, if H includes a two{body potential, V , an additional
term in the current, 3' ¢, verifying

r "= iy; B

must be included in order to m aintain the CE . H owever, this equation does not provide
an unigque current orH and given. In e ect allthe currents ofthe form j+ r satisfy
the CE Independently ofthe form of , and this happens even at the levelofthe 1A .

Follow ing the nom enclature of R iska {l§]we callm odel independent current operators
to those xed by the CE.On the contrary, those currents not a ected by this equation



are referred asm odel dependent. O ut of the rst type one can note the so{called seagull
current,

2 j
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Between the m odel dependent ones the m ost relevant is the isobar current
- X L, £ I S ' K
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In these equations, gy and g are the m om enta transferred to each nuckon, , and
; the corresponding energies, is the pion mass and £ 2 = 0079 is the pion{nucleon
e ective coupling constant. Finally, s, F andF are the form factors ofthese currents.

Other M EC m echanian s, such as those corresponding to the one{rho exchange, the

and the ! , provide additional temm s to the nuclkar current operator, all of them
giring, in general, sn all contributions to the cbservables of interest to us (see Ref. [LY]
for further details about the structure of the di erent operators).

A comm on analysis ofthese current term s can be carried out ifan expansion In powers
ofv=c (or1=M , wih M the nuclkon m ass) of the nuckar charge and current operators
is done. Follow ing Friar (] i is possble to state that both the TA current as well as
MEC are of order (v=c)!, while the leading term in the charge operator, ™, is of order
(v=c)?. Corrections to this term are of order (v=c)? and are of relativistic type including
M EC pieces. This is one of the reasons why M EC ocontributions have been considered
extensively In the current sector and only n a few cases in the charge one. A Iso this
Indicates where to look for identifying the corresponding e ects in this last case: those
situations where the 1A contribution vanishes or is very am all.

T he fact that those M EC contrilbutions to the charge are relativistic m akes that they
are not xed by the non{relativistic CE above discussed. In this sense, these charge
contribbutions are m odel dependent but, fortunately, the larger e ects are produced by
the seagull{type term of the pion exchange current. This is given by {14, 118]

(
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where F and F, are the isoscalar and isovector nuckon fom factors, respectively. A c-
tual calculations have been perform ed by using the param etrizations of Ref. R1] for the
di erent nuclkon form factors.

O ther tem s involving the exchange ofthe and ! m esons and other, such as the ,
produce an all contrbutions. Calulations in the deuteron R2] and the {particke [17]
show that these additionalM EC contributions are only in portant forvery high g{transfer.
T he pion {exchange term dom inatesby m ore than one orderofm agnitudeuntilg 5 fin !
w here the starts to be the lading one. In heavier nucki the situation is sin ilar [17]
and the m odi cations introduced by the nuckar mediuim in these nuclki only change
slightly the resuls one cbtains w ith the bare pion exchange term alone [1§].

In what ollow s we analyze the roke of the M EC contrbution to the charge operator
of Eq. 2 in di erent elctron scattering processes involving m edium and heavy nuclki.
Until now, the cases investigated have been the charge form factors of di erent nucki
such as '°0 and “°Ca [17,15] and °Li [[4] and the charge densities of closed{shell nuclkei
throughout the periodic table {14]. T he inclusion ofthese contrbutions allow, in the rst
case, the description of som e of the di raction m inim a in the charge form factor and,
In the second, a better agream ent w ith the experin ental data. N everthelss, it is worth
to say that, n all the cases, the e ect is rather an all. W e want to analyze if the sam e
conclusion can be drawn when nuclkar excitation is considered.

3 Quasi{elastic peak

The rst situation we analyze concemsw ith the QE peak. In this energy region, them ain
problem deals w ith the longiudinal, Ry, and transverse R responses, which are related
to the cross{section In the ollow ng way:

n ! #
d g I
4 g0 ™ ERL(CI;!)'I' tanZE 29 Rr@!)
Here g = (!;q) is the four{m om entum transferred to the nuclus, is the scattering

anglk and y istheM ott cross{section,
!
cos( =2) g

2F sin? ( =2)

M=

The response functions Ry, y R¢ are given in tem s of the transition m atrix elem ents of
the nuclear charge and current operators discussed above, between the ground state, Pi,
and nalstates, hi, of the nuckus:

€, i @pif

Ry @!)

Ry (@!) = €, imyr @Pif:



A s i iswellknown, these cross{sections can be described by m eans ofa sin ple Ferm 1
gasm odel in a very good way -Q:B.] However, once the ssparation of the two responses
is perform ed, it can be realized that neither the Ferm i gasm odel nor m ore sophisticated
approaches predict the experim ental resuls: the longitudinal response is usually overes—
tin ated, while the transverse one is underestin ated 24].

D i erent m echanian s have been considered to solve this problem @p{2h con gura—
tions, nal state interactions, relativistic e ects, etc.), but though the situation of the
Iongiudinal response ism ore or lss understood, the sam e does not occurs for the trans-
verse, where the inclusion of the M EC is not su cient to bring theory and experin ent
Into full agreem ent.

W hat we want to Investigate is the ol of ME¢ in the longiudinal response. To
do that we consider the Fem i gas m odel to describbe the nuclkus. In this m odel, the
Iongitudinal response can be w ritten as

Ry, =R+ RPMEC 4 RYFC,
where the second tem  (the interference one) gives the larger contrloution of M EC, the

last being negligbl. The details of the calculation of this response for one particle{one
hol (lp{lh) nalstates are given in Appendix A .

In our calculations we assum e symm etric nuclkar m atter. As shown In eg. A 1) of
Appendix A, the in portant point is that the contrdbution of the interference between the
IA and the M EC contrbutions to the charge resoonse is negative. The e ect of adding
this tem to the IA longitudinal response is then to reduce i, an e ect which goes in the
direction of reaching the experim ental data.

Now we evaluate the extent of such reduction. F irst we calculate the regponses or the
Ferm im om entum ofnuclarm atter kg = 272 M &V /c) ordi erent nuclei of closed {shell
nuckiand for three values of the m om entum transfer. To m easure the e ect oftheM EC
we analyze the relative contribution

R. R
r= ——— 3
RE 3)
Tabl 1 show s the values obtained at the peak position In each case. It can be seen that
the addition ofM EC contrlbutions only produce a an all reduction ofthe A response, no
largerof 3% .

In any case, it is in portant to note (see Fig. 1) that the response R "*¢  (long{
dashed Iines) presents itsm axin a at lower energies than R (short{dashed Ilines) and Ry,
(s01id lines): 40 M &V forg= 300 and 400 M &V /cand 80 M &V forg= 500 M &V /c. This
In plies a certain dependence ofthese M EC e ects w ith the excitation energy.

InFig.2we show (solid lines) the results cbtained for the r{param eter asa function of
!'. The curves correspond to the di erent nuclei analyzed and, at the scale of the gure,
are overlapping. Thus, it is apparent that the e ect does not depend on the nucki. On



the other hand, the contrdbution of M EC is a an all correction to the IJA response and
only for an allenergies and high m om entum transfer r reach values of the orderofa 10% .

The resuls just quoted have been obtained for kp = 272 M &V /c. A second agpect
of Interest is the possibl dependence of the M EC e ects w ith the values of the Fem i
momentum . A s it iswellknown, the Fem igasm odel has been used to describe the QE
reponse of nite nuckei by readjusting the value of ky to adequate values P3]. These
values can be obtained by averaging the Ferm im om entum w ith the density R3].

In F ig. 2 we have plotted also the r{param eter calculated for*?C (dashed{dotted lnes)
and *°Ca (dashed lines), for the three m om entum transfer considered and for k. = 215
and 235 M &V /¢, respectively. T his particular values are those provided by the procedure
m entioned above. A s we can see, the consideration of the new ky values reduces the
e ect ofthe M EC and the m odi cation of the JA longiudinal regponse is, at the peak
energies, negligble in practice. The general trends pointed out for the nuclkar m atter
Fermm im om entum are still valid.

Them ain conclision one can draw is that, though a reduction of the one{body longi-
tudinal response in the Q E peak occurs after adding the M EC contrilbution to the charge
operator, it does not produce a sizeabl e ect. The an allness ofthese M EC contrdbutions
is due to the fact that the charge response is dom nated by the proton excitations, which
are by far considerably large. A s noted in the Introduction, M EC e ects were seen In
cases were the 1A temm is negliglble and this is not the case of the QE region. Besides,
the precision of the data, clearly worst than those of the charge distrioutions quoted in
Ref. {{4], m akes not necessary the consideration of these M EC e ects in the caloulation
of such responses.

4 E lectroexcitation of bound levels in closed{shell
nuclei

T he possbility of considering giant resonances to look forthisM EC e ect isnot reasonable
because of the di culties inherent to this energy region in what refers to the nuckar

structure. Besides, from the point of view of the dom Inant transitions, the m ixing of
di erent m ultipolarities at any energy is sim ilar to that observed in the QE peak and one
can expect the corresponding electrom agnetic cross{sections to be only slightly a ected

by the presence of this term in the charge operator.

Low energy transitions o er, at last in principle, much m ore opportunities in order
to Investigate the m odi cations of the charge nuclar operator induced by M EC , because
of the capacity for sslkecting transitions w ith given characteristics. In what follows we
focus on these transitions. In order to m Inim ize at m ost the uncertitudes associated to
the nuclear structure, we w ill consider closed { shell nuclei.

W e study the process of the electroexcitation of low energy levels. T he corresponding
cross section is given by 4]

d 1
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where Z isthe nuclear charge, isthe recoil factor,

=1+ —sen’—;
with M ; the target nucleus mass, and 9 = (g;!) id the four{m om entum transfers.
T he ongitudinal, ¥ @ F, and transverse, ¥ @ F, ©m factors include the nform ation
relative to the nuclkar structure. In the case of closed{shell nucki and for a transition
between the ground, P* i, and the excited, J i, states these form factors are:

4 .
Fu@F = 53 kM, @Ko if

4 n o
Fr@f = -z KT S (@kO0" if + I kT @k0* if ;

where M ; (@) is the Coulomb operator and T$* (@) and T *? (@) are the electric and m ag—
netic transverse operators. T hese electrom agnetic m ultipole operators are related to the
nuclar charge, (r), and current, J (r), In the follow ing way:

z
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Here j; (gr) is a spherical Bessel function, Yyy (®) is a soherical hamm onic and Y D;J @) is
a vector soherical ham onic.

Taking into account the m odel of the nuclear charge given by egs. () and @), the
Iongitudinal orm factor, the one we are Interested In, can be w ritten as:

Fr@f = Hr@+ i @F

w ih p__
a 4 a +
s @ = Thj kM J(@k0"i; a= A;MEC:

4.1 Shell{m odel

First we study the closed{shell nuclei in the fram ework of the extrem e shell{m odel, In
which the excited levels are described as lp{lh states. The reduced electrom agnetic
m atrix elem ents 7 ; In this approxin ation are given by egq. B 2) in Appendix B .

T he evalnation ofthese reduced m atrix elem ents requiresto x the corresponding con—
guration space. In this work we have used a phenom enological W cods{Saxon potential



to generate the single{particle states and energies of the nuclki considered. T his potential
is as follow s:
Vo n® 1d 1

V@)= 14+ et Rol)=ao Vis 22 }d_r 1+ elr Ryis)=ars 1 + ¢ ()i

where Vi (r) is the Coulom b potential generated by a uniform spoherical distribution w ith
radius R .. The param eters of this potential are adjisted In order to reproduce the single
particle energies of the levels around the Fem i level and the root m ean squared charge
radius of the corresponding closed{shell nucki. Tablk 2 shows the values used in this
work.

411 1'*0 and ‘ca.

The rst question we want to analyze is the behaviour of ™E¢ depending on the isospin
of the transition. To do that we have calculated the longitudinal om factor for the °0
and “°C a nucleiand the transitions to levelsw ith the low excitation energies (see Table 3).

The fact that in both casesZ = N pem its a direct com parison ofthe resuls obtained
for protonic and neutronic transitions w ith the sam e quantum num bers. These are drawn
In Fig. 3 and 4. Therelh it is apparent that the curves including the two{body tem
(solid curves) are considerably m odi ed w ith respect to those calculated with ® (dashed
curves) In the case of transition of neutronic type, even at low m om entum transfers. T he
e ect ofthe M EC In protonic transitions are much an aller. This situation is shown in
Tabk 4, where we give the values of the factor

r= fo fme
FiF
obtaned, in each case, at the scattering m aximum w ith larger strength. It can be seen

that the MFC tem dom inates the longitudinal orm factor in som e cases of neutronic
character, while the e ects are practically negligble for protonic transitions.

@)

However, these two nuclki are not expected to present purely neutronic transitions.
T he sin ilitude between the energies of the 1p{1h con gurations for protons and neutrons
suggests actual excited states com posed by a strong m ixing of these con gurations. A s
a consequence, the large di erence in the strength of ¥ j for both types of transitions
(three orders ofm agnitude in *°0 and two in *°C a) willhide thee ectsoftheM EC charge
operator.

The idea is then to ook for nuclki In which there exist excitations dom nated by
neutronic 1p{lh con gurations. This occurs for nuclei w ith neutron excess. In the case
of closed {shell nuclei, ®Ca isthe rst one with this property. In what ollow s we analyze
this nucleus and, in addition, we study the ?°®Pb. The com parison of the results obtained
for both nuclkiw ill provide us a good Infom ation on the question we are discussing.



412 *ca

In this nuckus, the subshell 1f;,, is llked for neutrons and em pty for protons. This
situation favours the appearance of excited states predom nantly neutronic at low energy
and w ith Jow m ultjpolarity. Tabl 5 show sthe nalstates of 1lp{1h type that can be built
In the extrem e shellm odel approach. A s can be seen, the presence of the m ultipolarities
1 and 3 for both protons and neutrons w ith sin ilar energies, reveals again the large
m ixing one can expect for these m ultipolarties in the actual excited states, and we have
not considered them here.

O n the otherhand, them ultipolarties w ith parity plisare only possible forexcitations
of neutronic type. This is the type of kevels we are Interested n. Besides we have
considered the 7 and the 5 Jevels. In the st cass, its high{spin character reduces the
1p{1lh con gurations allowed. In the second one, the expected m ixing should m antain
a certain degree of purity because of the energy di erences ( 2 M €V) between the
corresponding 1p{lh pem ited.

T he resuls obtained for the Iongitudinal form factors are plotted n Fig. 5. A s in the
previous cases, it isevident how thee ect ofaddingtheM EC tem is com plktely negligible
In the case of protonic transitions w hile appreciable m odi cations ofthe one{body resuls
are observed for transition to som e neutronic nal states.

In order to quantify these e ects we have evaluated the r{factor, as given by eq. &),
for the scattering m axin a with larger F; jn the di erent transitions. The resuls ob—
tained are shown In Tablk 6. The m ain aspect to be noted is that the values for r are
now considerably sm aller than for *°Ca. However, the fact that som e of the actual ex—
citations In this nuclkus are dom inated by neutron 1lp{lh con gurations, m akes it still
particularly interesting. A nother point to be noted is the fact that the transition to the

(1f,2;1d.,)s shows a 8% e ect, a value notably bigger that those obtained for °0
and ‘°Ca.

In order to elucidate if som e feasble consequence can be extracted from the resuls
obtained for this nucleus, m ore realistic calculations, such as, eg., RPA, are needed.
N evertheless, we analyze the case of 2°®Pb before going to this point.

413 ?%pp

In this nucleus the levels of interest are the high{spin states. At low energy the excied
states with low angular m om entum show a great collectivity and then the M EC e ects
cannot be observed w ithout am biguities.

H igh {spin states do not present this problem because of the reduced possbilities of
coupling. A s a consequence, the corresponding wave functions are dom inated by only a
few (one ortwo atm ost in m any cases) 1lp{lh con gurations and are ideal for the study
we are carrying out.
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T he states of this type which have been investigated In deep are those of m agnetic
character. From its discovery (0] they have been considered to analyze som e aspects
related to the nuckar structure (partialoccupation of single{partick kvels 31], the rok of
2p{2h con gurations [B2], the e ective residual interaction [B3], ...) or, even, to detemm ine
theM EC e ects B4].

H owever, there exist also [35] electric states of this type, which are those we want to
study here. Tn Tabl 7 the con gurations giving rise to these states in the shell{m odel are
shown. A s in the case of *8C a, the possbilities of coupling of protonic con gurations are
strongly restricted. O n the other hand, the proxin ity in the excitation energies predicts
the m ixing of 1p{1h con gurations in the realistic wave functions and this w ill pem it to
study situations slightly di erent to those seen in the previous cases. In particular, it is
interesting to point out the cases of the 10" states.

Fig. 6 show s the results corresponding to the transitionswih J 10. In Tablk 8 we
have Included the values of the r{factor at the maxina of F;, with lamger strength. It
can be seen how the inclusion of M®¢ produce notabl e ects in som e of the neutronic
transitions. A Iso, it is worth to point out that, again, we nd a protonic transition, the
one with nalstate (1i13=2;lh11=2)11 , wih a considerably high r{value.

414 Analysisofthe results

T he results quoted In this section deserve som e com m ents w ith respect to the reqularities
they show and which are of interest.

The rstpoint, above noted, is the considerable di erence between the relative e ects
ofthe M EC in the transitions of protonic and neutronic character. T his is obviously due
to the amn allnes of the one{body contrbution in the neutron cass. In any case, i has
been observed som e transitions of protonic character for which r is Jarger than the 3%
observed in the quasi{elastic peak.

A seoond characteristic shown by the resuls is the reduction oftheM EC e ectsasthe
multipolarity grows. This can be observed In those cases where various m ultipolarities
are accesble to the sam e 1p{1lh con guration (see the resuls quoted in Tabls 4, 6 and
8). Then, the advantage that a priori constitues the consideration of, eg., the high{soin
states In order both to select those of neutronic character and to m Inim ize the number
of possbl 1p{lh con gurations contrbuting to the wave functions could disappear be
ellin inated because of the experim ental nability to detect the e ects we are looking for.

F inally, a third aspect which must be pointed out is the strong variation between the
M EC ocontrbutions corresponding to the two possble couplings pem ited, for a given
multipolarty, by the two sihgle{particle states with sam e orbital angular m om entum 1.
This situation can be cbserved In di erent cases. For exam ple, the transitions to the
evels (p;1f,})s i *®Ca, (see Tabk 6 and Fig.8) show MEC e ects apreciably bigger
for the single{particle state 2ps—, than for the 2p;—,. Sam e occurs in ?%®Pb (see Tablk 8
and Fig. 9) with the transitions to the (2g;1i:_,)1o+ and (LJis2;2f )1+ , where the
relative variation due to the M EC is larger for the singke{particlke states 2gs-, and 2f7=12,
respectively.
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42 RPA

Once we have analyze the basic aspects of the ™E¢ operator by m eans of the shell{
m odel, it is Interesting to go desper and study m ore realistic situations which pem it the
experin ental identi cation ofthese e ects orthe detemm ination ofthe conditions In which
it is necessary or not to incorporate this operator to the m odel. To do that, and taking
Into account the characteristics of the nucki we are considering, we w ill Investigate the
properties ofthe M EC contrilbutions to the charge operator in the RPA fram ework.

T his approach represent one ofthe prooceduresm ostly used to describe the structure of
closed {shell nucki. In this approxin ation, the nuckar levels are given in tem s of linear
com binations of 1p {1h stateswhich are cbtained by acting w ith the pairp{h creation and
anihilation operators on the correlated vaccum T i:

X n . . (o]
M i= Xseh)! YL (D *"y;eh)b al, i ©)

ph

Here @ (@) and ¥ (o) are the particke and hol creation (anihilation) operators, respec—
tively and X and Y are the RPA am plitudes. These are calculated by solving the RPA
equations w hich Involve the m atrix elem ents of the residual Interaction.

O ur calculations have been perfom ed using a residual interaction of Landau{M igdal

This is a zero{range interaction of the formm
n
Vim i) = Co @ 1) 55+ & £ @)
+f(?l 24 g ! 2+gg 1021 2

where (r) isthe nuclon density and the param eters (see Tablk 9) have been taken from
Ref. P9] with the change of g, from 055 to 0, a m ore realistic value for this type of
interaction §3]. Ih any case i should be mentioned that the channels gy y g do not
a ect tomuch the calculation of electric states.

In Figs.10 and 11 we show the spectra obtained in our calculations for*8C a and 2%®pb.
Only the levels of interest for our study have been ncluded for an easier analysis. As it
can be seen, the calculation is reasonnable for lead, despite the scarcity of data. On the
other hand, the resuls are not satisfactory for calcium , what indicates the necessity of
a m ore adequate interaction, in this case. This agpect is out of the purpose of this work
and we w ill use the sam e Interaction in both nuclki.

O nce the excited states wave functions are detem ined, the reduced m atrix elem ents
are evaluated as given by eq. B1). The single{particke wave finctions needed for this
calculation have been generated w ith the sam e W oods{Saxon potential used in the case
of the shell{m odel.

T he resu s cbtained forthe r{factor forthe two nuckiwe are studying are sum m arized
In Tables 10 and 11.

Tn the case of ®Ca (see Tables 6 and 10) it can be stated that the results are sin ilar to
those observed In the shell{m odel calculations, though the con guration m ixing produced
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by the RPA reduces considerably the M EC e ects in m ost cases. It is worth to point out
the transitionstothe 7 at895M &V and 5 at8.99M &V and 11.03 M &V, which are the
only nwhith M EC e ectsare above 5% . In the three cases (see F' ig. 9) the corresponding
transverse form factors (dght pannels) take values of the sam e order as the longiudinal
ones (keft pannels), what could pem it their ssparation and em pirical detem ination. In
this gure, solid (dashed) curves have been obtained w ith (W ithout) the Inclusion ofM EC .
In the transverse form factor the m odel for the current we have considered inclides the
seagull and pionic tem s discussed In Sect. 2.

W e can oconclude that, In this case, the study of 5 Jvels and the search of the 7
could pem it to go desper In the nvestigation of the role ofthe M EC corrections to the
nuclar charge in thisnucleus. H ow ever, the relatively unsatisfactory resuls quoted above
w ith respect to the residual interaction used, needs ofam ore detailed study ofthis agpect.
W ork in this direction is in progress B71.

The case 0f2°®Pb is quite di erent. Though the RPA calculation produce a reduction
of the relative e ects of M EC, as it is apparent from Figs. 9 and 13, such a reduction is
not so pronounced as in “®Ca. The num erical values of r shown in Table 11 favour this
conclusion. In particular, the transitionsto the 11 at 654 M eV, 13 at 655 M &V and
10" at 722 M eV states, allofthem with a dom inant com ponent of neutronic character,
are still show ing an appreciable in uence of M®¢ . Besides, the transition to the 11 at
724 M &V state m aintain the r{value found for its dom inant con guration which is of
protonic type.

On the other hand, and as it can be ssen in Fig. 10, the longiudinal (left pannels)
and transverse (right pannels) form factors for these four cases show sin ilar order of
m agnitude and thism akes the separation ofboth form factors experim entally feasble.

The In portance of the con guration m ixing produced by the RPA is evident In the
resultswe have Just discussed. It can be seen n Tables 10 and 11 that when the dom nant
con guration contributes to the wave function w ith an am plitude K 5 eh)+ ( 1)7Ys h)]
far from thevalie 1l (that is, when them ixing is stronger), the reduction ofthe r{factor is
considerable. T his corroborates the comm ents m ade in the case of the quasi{elastic peak
and indicates in a clkar way that the M EC e ects we are analyzing will be in portant
only when the wave function of the excited level is su ciently pure and, preferably, of
neutronic character. T hese are the cases .n which the ME€ operatorm ust be inclided in
the calculations.

5 Summ ary and conclisions

In thiswork, the corrections introduced by the M EC in the nuckar charge operator have
been analyzed in nuclkar electroexcitation processes at di erent energy regions.

In the quasi{elastic peak, the e ect of these contributions produces a din nution of
the longitudinal response. Though this goes in the direction of the experin ental resuls,
the reduction is of the order of a 3% only at the peak energy, and then it is insu cient
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to provide the agream ent w ith the data. Taking into acoount the incertitudes introduced
In the longitudinal response by the nuclkon form factors and the experin ental error, we
can conclude that the inclusion of ME¢ in the calculations at these energies is irrelevant
at present.

At ow energy, MEC e ects In the Iongitudinal form factor result to be relatively
In portant In som e cases. Calculations perform ed In the extrem e shell{m odel point out
the strong asymm etry of such contributions depending on the isospin of the transition:
they are considerably lJarger in case of neutronic excitations.

On the other hand, the resuls obtained with calculations of RPA type reduce the
M EC e ects due to the con guration m ixing generated. N evertheless, it is possibk to
found situations in which the consideration ofthe ™®¢ operator ism andatory.

Som e of the observed aspects could be am pli ed if processes including polarization
degrees of freedom and Involving closed{shell nuclei 1 nuckon are used. In previous
works 27,38] it hasbeen shown how the selection of the target polarization axis together
to an adequate kinem atics allow the appearance of big e ects due to the M EC contri-
butions to the current operator. In view of the fact that, as seen above, the e ects In
the charge (longiudinal) channel are of the sam e order as those In the tranverse one, the
m entioned processes could be specially sensble to the presence of M€,

In orderto nish, it isworth to note that the previous discussions have a fiindam ental
point of Incertitude. The fact that the m ost relevant aspects are associated to neutronic
transitions m akes the electric form factor of the neutron to be one of the basic lngredi-
ents. H owever, the poor experin ental determ ination of this form factor give rise to large
di erences between the di erent param etrizations available, what introduces am biguities
In the calculations of di cult evaluation. The reduction of the experim ental ervor for the
neutron electric form factor is then a basic point to bring our conclisions to a feasble
practical level. In this sense, the experim ental program to be developped at CEBAF isof
maxinum interest. On the oppposite side, the carefiil selection of som e particular tran—
sitions (such as, eg. that to the 13 state in ?°®Pb) and the experin ental separation of
the two fom factors could provide som e altemative insight in the problem of the values
of this form factor.

Appendix A .M EC contribution to the charge response
in the Ferm igas m odel

In this appendix we describe the key points for the calculation of the Interferece response
between the MEC operator and the 1A charge one in the Ferm igasm odelwe have con—
sidered to analyze the quasi{elastic peak region.

A ssum ng nal states of 1p{1h type, this Interferencen term can be w ritten as:

X
R2MEC @;!) = 2Re t+ 1y lp) ke h) P ke)
ph

h'J® @Fiph ' " @Fi;
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where ky is the Fem im om entum . Here we have used k to label the singlke{partick state
kst iwhich is characterized by amomemtum k,wih k = k7j an energy ! and thid
soin and isospin com ponents s, and ., respectively.

Taking into account Egs. (@) and @), a sin ple calculation gives for the response of
Interest:

£2X Gp@;!)
IA MEC E ’
R} @!) = 4 — TBhkthtkth
Gt
£2X G @;i!)
= 2 ) EMi,Bhkth?—ifh @i !)
ety h

where k runs over all occupied single{particle states,

Bugn = h o6 ot FOQ@) D P+ EV @) 2 on ot i
2 2 2 2
and R"™* represents the reduced transverse response corresponding to the interference
between the m agnetization and seagull currents (see Ref. P5] for details) . For symm etric
nuclar m atter, the interference response sin pli es to:

IA MEC f2 l n_h P N . S
Ry @t)= 2 557 3Gs@)F Gy @it Fy@it) @)
h i o)
+ GE@;!') GYN@!') FY @!) RYS@;!):

Appendix B. M EC contribution to the charge form
factor In the RPA and shellm odel approach

In this appendix we give the expressions of the reduced m atrix elem ents of the Coulomb
operator which enter in the calculation of the Iongitudinal form factor.

In descrbbing closed{shell nucki in the RPA fram ework, the nuclar wave functions
are given by Eq. (). W ith this de nition, and after a cum bersom e calculation Involving
angular m om entum algebra, the reduced m atrix elem ents involved in the longitudinal
form factor can be w ritten as follow s:

1X Lo
to@=— Ky;Eh)+ ( DY, eh)I( 1)F 72 G+ kh+ J) ® i)
7 |
ph , , 7
J .
338 T N Y e d @ch, &)
2 2
P
where () = 1 or 0 according to be even or odd, b _ 2 + 1 and the functions
C;‘h;J x) are:
Conyy ®) = GE @Ry ()R () |
1 f2X X d +opt 2 i+ 2
MEC 2 2 Pr h i
G 0 = e, AT oG T
8 | 9
< . . T2 =
» 1k L
e+ L+L+1) 7 19 LiG;x)Ri®Rp &) + @ ! h)
2 2 !



Here i runs over all the single nuclkon statesbelow the Fem ilevel,

@ JHrej+),

Tini = Fls(q)l.2(ph; i * ph; )t phy T opni J
+ F]Y (q)[phl, phi; ]
and
7 ( ! )
! 2 d + +2

I @L;x) = drr — + R @®R ()

0 dr r

VA

2
i dkk*=v (k)% ko) i kx):

W e are also interested in describing the nuclear states in the extrem e shell{m odel. Tn
this case, the excited levels a of 1p{1h character and are given as:

M i= B B DL

with Pi the Hartree{Fock vacuum . In this approach, the reduced m atrix elem ent of
eq. B 1) sinpli esto

1 Lo
€@ = —(D¥'F G+ L+ I35

Z
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Tables

TABLE 1
Valies of the relative e ect of the M EC on the charge response (see Eq. @)) at the peak
positions, for di erent nuclki. T he nuclkar m atter value for the Ferm im om entum ,
kp = 272 M €V /c, has been used.

rkl
gMev/cl 'nax Mev] 2c 0 “ca “8ca zr 28pp
300 50 207 209 208 209
400 90 2.5 2707 2707 2.8
500 150 281 283 282 284

TABLE 2
P aram eters of the W oods{Saxon potentialused in thiswork. T he values for 12C, 1°0 and
*°C a have been taken from Ref. P7], those of ®*Ca from R§]and those of**Pb from P9].

Vo Ry o Vis Ris ans Rg
Mev] ] ] Mev] [m] [fm] [n]

2c 620 286 057 320 286 057 286
605 286 057 315 286 057

160 525 320 053 700 320 053 320
525 320 053 654 320 053

Oca 576 410 053 1111 410 053 410
550 410 053 850 410 053

8ca 595 436 053 856 436 053 454
500 436 053 772 436 053

208pp 604 746 0J9 6J5 720 059 741

443 746 0.6 608 696 0.64
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TABLE 3
F inal states of 1p{1h type considered in °0 and *°Ca nuclito analyze the M EC e ect
in F1 @ 7F. The corresponding energies and the possible m ultipolarities are given .

Nuclus Finalstate E E J
(lp{1lh) Mev] Mev]
(ds»;lp,l,) 1152 1152 3

%0 @s1;1pl,) 1201 1240 1
(1ds—;1p,5,) 1511 1536 1

(f0;1dt,) 724 727 3 5
“ca  (fi2sl) 977 974 3
(1fi;1dt,) 1118 1324 1 3 5
TABLE 4

Values of the r{factor (see eg. @)) r the di erent transitions considered in *°0 and
“0C a, calculated at the scattering m axinum w ith Jarger strength in each case.

Nuclkus Fhalstate J r B
(lp{1lh)

0 (Idsp;lpl,) 3 15 114
@s1;1pl,) 1 00 -135
(Qds;1pl,) 1 10 499

“Ca  (fj;1d,,) 3 14 176
5 17 102

(1f;2s,) 3 17 250
(1f;1dl,) 1 58 3432

3 62 1111

5 65 646
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TABLE 5
Sam e as in Tabk 3 but Hr *Ca.

F inal state Energy J

(Ip{1h) M eV ]
@£ 2,25112) 6.18 3
(1f-p;1d) 654 3
(2ps- 2,2s1£2) 926 1
@p3;1dl) 962 1 3
@p1-2i2s,1)) 969 1
(fs-2;2s,5,) 999 3
@pi1-2;1d) 1005 1
(Lfs 2,1@1312) 1035 1 3
1fs;1d.L,) 1078 1 3
Cps- 2,1f7 12) 4 80 2t 4*
@p1-2;1£, 12) 6.83 4*
@ps-;ld,l) 738 1 3
@ps=;2s,l,) 740 1
1fs;1£0) 8.39 2" 4*
(1go—;1£,1) 881 1 3
@pi-2;ld,l) 941 1
Cp1— 2,2s1l ) 943 1
(1fs;1d,5) 1097 1 3
Afs_ 2,25112) 10.99 3
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TABLE 6
Sam e as in Tabk 4 but Hr *Ca.

F nal state J r
(Ip{1h) &1
(1f;1d,5,) 5 25
1fs2;1d ) 5 80
@ps;1£1) 20 556
4" 441

@p12;1£,) 4" 80
Qfs;1£5) 28 89

4* 36
6" 32
(lgs-2;1£,5) 5 563
7 373
TABLE 7

Sam e as in Tabl 3 but ©r?°pb.

F inalstate Energy J
(1p{1lh) M eV ]
(tho;lhl ) 557 8" 10
@fi—;1h_ ) 647 8*
(ligsp;lhyi ) 748 7 9 11
(Lii3572d.0,) 752 8*
(299—2;1i,5,) 5.07 8" 10
(L1527 2£.2,) 543 gt 10*
115 ;3p3i2 ) 5.75 8"
(li15;141 ) 585 gt 10* 12*
(L3is—25145,) 649 7 9 11
(Li11252£F,%) 655 7 9
(Bds—; 141 ) 6.63 8"
(29s—;1hyl,) 684 7 9
(Ldis=272£,2,) 720 8" 10t
(2g7-2;1i,5_,) 756 8* 10*
(li11-271h,",) 762 7 9
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TABLE 8
Sam e as in Tablk 4 but Hr?°pb.

T ransition J r
(1p{1lh) B ]
(lhe,;lh;,) 100 15
((REETY; 1h1%:2 ) 11 73
(29e>7145,) 107 403
(1dis2;2£5,) 107 4.8
(i1 ;lj-lé:Z ) 10° 45

12" 38
(527143 ,) 11 490
13 394

(Lds-2;2£,5) 10" 187
(g12ili5,) 100 04

TABLE 9
P aram eters of the Landau {M igdal residual interaction used in our RPA calculation.

Co Mev @3] £2 £ £ g
386.04 020 245 15 00 0.70
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TABLE 10
Sam e as in Tablke 4 but for the di erent RPA transitions considered in “®Ca. The
dom nant 1p{1lh con guration and the am plitude of its contrdbution to the form factor
are also given in each case.

Energy J r dom inant X s @h)+ ( 1)?Y; (eh)]

Mev] 5] (Ip{lh)

481 4% 41  Qpso;lEl) 1.002
487 28 36  (Qpswoilfl) 1.031
695 4* 41  @pip;1£1) 0.973
703 5 35  (Lfg;1dl) 0.863
869 4" 47  (Lfsy;1£1) 0.961
887 28 44  (fsy;1E1) 0.965
895 7 203  (lgow;lfl) 0.992
899 5 161  (lgow;lf}) 0.850
931 6" 43 (1fsy;1£1) 0.976

1103 5 70 (1f5;1d) 0.940

TABLE 11

Sam e as in Tabl 10 but or?°®pb.

Energy J r dom inant Ks@h)+ ( 1)7Y; (oh)]

M ev] [ ] (1p{1lh)

510 10" 26  (2ges;li;,) 0.996
551 10" 22 (Idi5i2f) 0.795
575 100 18  (ldinop;1in) 0592
649 12 35  (lin;1ii,) 1.003
654 11 145  (Ids;1i1) 0.984
655 13 375  (Is;1lii) 0.995
657 10" 14  (thoey;lhi) 0.723
722 10" 214 (Ldisi2fL) 0.993
724 11 72 (liiso;lhill) 0.983
777 100 39  QRgroilisl,) 0.987
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F igure C aptions

FIGURE 1

Longitudinal response as a fiilnction ofthe excitation energy ! forthe **C (left) and 40C a
(cight) and for the three m om entun transfers considered. Short{dashed curves represent
the results cbtained with ®, Jong{dashed curves correspond to the interference responses
R and solid curves give the total regponse.

FIGURE 2

r{factor (see eg. 6_3)) as a function ofthe energy ! . W ih solid lines we show the values
obtalned or kr = 272 M &V /c and for the di erent nuclei considered. The curves are
overlapping at the scale of the gure. D ashed{dotted curves represent the resuls cor-
responding to the average values ky = 215 M eV /c for *C . The sam e but for *°Ca and
ky = 235M &V /c are plotted w ith dashed curves.

FIGURE 3

Longitudinal form factor for the electroexcitation of the 1p{lh Jevels in 0 inclided in
Tablk 3. D ashed curves corresoond to the calculations perform ed w ith the one{body piece
of the charge density. Solid lnes also nclude the M EC tem .

FIGURE 4
Sam e as .n Fig. 3 but or*°Ca.

FIGURE 5
Sam e as In Fig. 3 but or the transitions ;n *®Ca shown in Tabl 5.

FIGURE 6
Sam e as in Fig. 3 but or the transitions in ?°®Pb shown i Tablk 7.

FIGURE 7

E xcitation spectrum of *Ca dbtained with the RPA calculation described in the text
(central colum n). The experin ental results of Ref. B4] (right column) and the lkevels
corresponding to the shell{m odel (left colim n) are also nclided.

FIGURE 8
Same as in Fig. 7 but Hr?°®Pb. The experin ental data are from Ref. BHI.

FIGURE 9

Longitudinal (left) and transverse (rdght) form factor for the electroexcitation ofthe RPA
levels of *®C a .n which the r{factor is above 5% . D ashed (solid) curves correspond to the
calculations perform ed w thout (W ith) theM EC pieces ofthe charge and current densities,
respectively.

FIGURE 10
Sam e as In Fig. 9 but ©r?%®pb.
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