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Abstract
We investigate the parity nonconservation effect in thet&l@cattering of polarized electrons on heavy He-like
ions, being initially in the ground state. The enhanceméthi@parity violation is achieved by tuning the energy
of the incident electron in resonance with quasidegenei@ibly-excited states of the corresponding Li-like ion.
We consider two possible scenarios. In the first one we assimehe polarization of the scattered electron is

measured, while in the second one it is not detected.
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. INTRODUCTION

Investigations of the parity violation in the domain of aiomphysics originate from consideration
of the PNC effects in neutral systems (see Refs. [1-3] aredertes therein). The most accurate up
to date measurement of the PNC was achieved*f@s atom|[4, 5]. These experimental data being
coupled with the corresponding theoretical calculatiditt® same accuracy level (see Refs| [6—-8] and
references therein) provided the best verification of tleetebweak sector of the Standard Model at
low-energy regime. However, the precise calculations efRNC effects in neutral systems are very
difficult task. For this reason, the investigations of thedR¥fects in heavy few-electron systems where
the interelectronic interaction can be calculated acelydty means of the perturbation theory in the
parametet /Z (Z is the nuclear charge number) seem very promising.

Gorshkov and Labzowsky[9] were first who considered higiigrged ions as a proper tool
for measuring the PNC effect. To date, various theoreticaharios were proposed to study the P-
odd asymmetry in highly-charged ions. The PNC effect in ttee@ss of Auger decay of the He-like
uranium was studied by Pindzola [10]. Gribakinal.[11] discussed the parity violation in the process
of dielectronic recombination of polarized electrons withike ions. A similar process for the case of
He-like ions was investigated in Ref. [12]. The PNC effecthie process of radiative recombination
of electron with H-like ions was studied in several works{18]. The parity violation on the laser-
induced transition was considered for heavy He-like ionRaf. [16] and for heavy Be-like ions in
Ref. [17].

Though the PNC effect in highly-charged ions was extengistldied, the influence of the weak
interaction on the process of electron scattering by a heavyas not yet been investigated. In the
present work we study the PNC effect in the elastic scajesfrpolarized electrons by heavy He-like
ions, being initially in the ground state. In order to entatiwe parity violation we assume that the
energy of the incident electron is tuned in resonance witkeelying opposite-parity(1s2s), ”“]1/2

and|[(1s2py/2), nk|, ,, states of the corresponding Li-like ions [18].

1/2
The relativistic units«{u, = i = ¢ = 1) and the Heaviside charge unit & ¢?/ (47)) are used in

the paper.



1. BASIC FORMALISM

We consider the resonance elastic scattering of an eleetitbnasymptotic four-momentum
(e, p;) and polarization; by a heavy He-like ion being initially in the grour@ﬂis)Q state. Itis assumed
that the electron energy is tuned in resonance with doukdijtex] quasidegenerate opposite-paiity
or d, states. The scattered electron is characterized by founentum(s, p) and polarization. .

Let us start with the consideration of the parity conservypagt of the process amplitude. We
construct this amplitude by means of th&Z perturbation theory up to the second order:

PC _ _(0) (1, dir) | (1, exc) | —(2)
Tupmi = Tupme T Tapme -+ Tugne T Togueo (1)

where the first order contribution is separated into two tewhich correspond to the direct and ex-
change parts of the interelectronic interaction. The suith@fzero-order and direct first-order terms
can be written as follows [19]:

T,g?c)m + T,g}c’u?ir) = Xl/zuf (n) (A+2Bn-8) X1/2p; (v), (2)

whereS is the spin operatony andn are the unit vectors in thp, andp; directions (see Fid.l 1),

respectively, aneh = [v x n| /|[v x n]|. The two-component; ,,,, () function is an eigenfunction

FIG. 1. Geometry for the resonance elastic electron saagter the ion rest frame. The reaction plane is formed
by p; andp; vectors, which denote the momentums of the incident andomggelectrons, respectively. The

normal to this plane is described by the unit veejot: [v x n| / |[v x n]|wherev = p;/ |p;|andn = p;/ |py|.

of theS - v operator with an eigenvalye andyx; o, (n) satisfies(S - n) x1/2,, (n) = prx1/24, ().
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The scattering amplitude$ and B are defined as [20]:

[ . .
A= %0, > {1+ 1) [exp(2i0p41/21) — 1] +1 [exp(2i61-1/20) — 1] } Py (cos0), 3)
1=0
1 & ‘ ‘
B = 2 > [exp(2i0141/21) — exp(2i6i_1/2,)] P} (cos ) . (@)
=1

Here p; is the momentum of the scattering electrdh,and P are the Legendre polynomials and
associate Legendre functions, respectively, @nglthe scattering angle. The phase shiftsfor the
total angular; and the orbital momenta are determined from the asymptotic behaviour oDilexc
equation solutions in the scattering poteniidl’) = Viu.(r) + Vier(r). HereV,,. is the electrostatic

potential of the extended nucleus arig, is the screening potential of thiés)? shell:

Verlr) =20 [ (G100 + ). ©)

o T>

wherer., is the greater of andr’, G1,(r) and Fy,(r) are the upper and lower components of the radial
wave function of one-electrols state, respectively. Sindé(r) ~ (Z — 2) /r for larger, the scattering
amplitudes defining by Eq4.1(3) arld (4) are divergent as ttayds Nevertheless, one can obtain the
convergent expression far and B utilizing the regularization procedure [21--24] which deaith the
pure Coulomb potential. The deviation of the scatteringeptal from the Coulomb one is accounted
for using the method described in Ref.|[25].

The exchange first-order amplitu }:jj"c) is constructed by subtraction of the terms corre-
sponding to the direct part of the interelectronic intamctrom T,SPM = (2m)% (U, |I|¥;) (see
Refs. [26, 2[7] for details). Heré is the operator of the interelectronic interactiow,) and |V )
are the wave functions of the initial and final states of thetesy, respectively. Due to the fact that
for heavy highly-charged ions the electron-electron ixtdon is suppressed by a factotZ compared
to the electron-nucleus Coulomb interaction, we can @tittze one-electron approximation. In this

approach the wave functions of the initial and final stategyaren by

\IIPM,JM (X17 X2, X3) = AN Z<_1)PP Z Cj{]\n{h jgmgwnll‘flml (Xl) ¢n21€2m2 (X2> wpu (X3) . (6)

P mime
Here,.., is the one-electron bound-state Dirac wave function @aggdis the continuum Dirac state
wave function with asymptotic momentumand helicity (spin projection onto the momentum di-
rection). The normalization factoty = 1/4/2 - 3! for equivalent bound electrons anty = 1/+/3!

otherwise C/M is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficierit; 1)” is the permutation parity, arf#l is the

Jjimai, jamsz
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permutation operator. The explicit expression for the icontm Dirac wave function can be written
as [28/ 29]

11 T
U () = Vi e Z Ciol o V20U + 1€ DI (2= P)thegm, (¥), (7)

where the upper (lower) sign corresponds to the incomintgy@ng) electron and = (—1)7++1/2(5 +
1/2) is the Dirac quantum number. The Wigner matf,,, (z — p) (see Refs.[[28, 30] for details)
rotates thex axis into thep direction.

The second-order amplitude, corresponding to the dig@eittrecombination into one of doubly
excitedd, or d, states with subsequent Auger decay, is given by![26, 27]

(Uy 1] Vg ) (Yo, 1] P)
E E 8
'ufu E Edk + 1Pdk /2 ’ ( )

k=1,2 Mg,

whereL,, is the energy of the,, state,l); = 1,2 + ¢ is the energy of the initial staté, is the total
width and}/,, is the momentum projection of thg state. The wave functions of thig andd, states
in the one-electron approximation are given by

73 J'M'
‘IIJ(J’)J\/[ (X17X27X3 BN E P E E C(J’M’ ]577150]1777,1 Jama

M’'ms mima

X¢n1ﬁ1m1 (Xl) ¢n252m2 (X2> wng.‘{gmg (X3) ) (9)

whereB); is the normalization factor.

Having constructed all the relevant parity conserving atugés, we now turn to evaluation of
the parity violation in the resonance elastic electrontecag. The dominant contribution to the PNC
effect in the process of interest is provided by the nuclpar-s1xdependent part of the weak interaction,

which can be described by the following effective Hamilaom[1]

- <GF/\/§> Qwpn (1) 75 (10)

HereQw ~ —N + Z (1 — 4sin® 6y ) is the weak charge of the nucleysg, is the nuclear weak-charge
density (normalized to unity);r is the Fermi constant, ang is the Dirac matrix. To account for the

weak interaction we have to modify the wave functions:

(Wg, |[Hw| Vg, )

\\ \\ s 11

| d1> — | d1> + Ed1 — Edg | d2>7 ( )
Wy, |Hw| W

W) — [0y, + Lol Hw Vo) g ) (12)
Ed2 —Ed1



To simplify the notations we define the admixing parameéter (V,, |Hw|Vy,) / (Ey, — Eq,). Sub-
stituting Egs.[(1l1) and(12) into Ed.1(8) and keeping onlylthear terms in¢ one obtains the parity

violating amplitude

7PNC i(27r)2552 ((Wp [T W) (W, [T W) — (W g [T| Wg,) (P, [1] V)

fhg i
My

1 1
8 (E —Ba +i04/2 B — Bg, + 1Ty, /2) ' 13)
Here we have utilized the fact that the weak interaction eores the total momentum projection and,
as a result)/, stands forM,;, = M,,.

One should point out that the nuclear spin-independentgfaitte weak interaction provides
one more contribution to the PNC effect of the process studighis contribution is related to the
scattering by the direct electron-nucleus weak interactiad can be expressed by the amplitude
(2m)%e (¥, |Hw| ¥;). However, we omit this term since it is negligibly small iretframework of
the approximations considered. Thus, the amplitude ofé¢berrance elastic electron scattering can be

written in the following form

PC PNC
Tppui = Tufm + Tufui (14)
with 770, = O A T Byl e 7% being the parity conserving contribution. Examining the

introduced amplitudes with respect to the spatial symmetgls to the following rules

PC _ _PC PC _ __PC

Tow = Tep=pr - Tp—p = " Tmp (15)
PNC _ __PNC PNC _ _PNC _

Ty = —p—pr Tp—p = Tepp = 0. (16)

1. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

In order to enhance the PNC effect in the elastic scatteffipglarized electrons by He-like ions,
being in the ground state, we assume that the energy of thdeimtcelectron is tuned in resonance

with doubly-excited opposite-parithy = [(152p1/2),n5], N andd, = [(1s2s),nk], ,, States of the

1/2
corresponding Li-like ions. The quasidegeneracy of théstes was found for seve/ral kandZ in
Ref. [18].

We study the influence of the parity violation on the diffefahcross section (DCSj,,,,, =
Aoy, /A = |Ty \2 of the scattering process. Let us introduce the non-spmrfli = 5 (012 12 +

o_1/2 —12) and the spin-flippy = 1 (042 _1/2 + 0_1/21/2) cross sections. Then, the total DCS is
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oo = out + 0. According to the ruled (16), the weak interaction modifies ¢ross section only

in the case when the helicities of the incident and the outge@lectrons coincideyf = ). As

a result, the presence of the PNC effect manifests in dewiaif the P-odd contributioapne =

1 (o1/21/2 — 0_1/2 —12) to the cross section from zero. In the present work we conside sce-
narios. In the first scenario, the polarization of the outga@lectron is assumed to be detected and only
the non-spin-flip contribution to the cross section is cdesd. In the second scenario the polarization
remains unobserved and bath ando, are taken into account. The luminosity of the firg} &nd

second (/) scenarios can be expressed as follows|[11, 13]

(b)
or, 11 +0yrr

Li 1= (17)

2088 T

Hereo; = o, While o;; = oy, a}'?)n corresponds to the background sigriglis the data collection

time, andy is the desired relative uncertainty of the PNC effect mearsent. In the present analysis
we setaf,'f’)n =0, T equals to two weeks, ang= 1%.

In Fig.[2, the PNC asymmetry coefficients = opnc/onst @andA;; = opne/oo for the elastic
electron scattering on He-like samarium & 62) are displayed as functions of the scattering amgle
in the case of resonance with tfiés2s), 75]1/2 and [(152p1/2)0 75} 12 states. Since these coefficients
are directly related to the magnitude of the PNC effect, @areanclude that for the first scenario the
parity violation is expected to become most significant egdascattering angles. In the case when
the polarization of the scattered electron is not detededand scenario) the most promising situation
occurs forf ~ 60°, while at larger scattering angles a strong suppressioheoPtodd asymmetry is
observed. This is due to the fact that at large scatteringgarige dominant contribution to the DCS is
provided by the P-even spin-flip amplitude, which does ntarfiere with the PNC amplitude according
to Eqgs. [(16).

In Fig.[3, the parity violating asymmetry of the resonan@etbn scattering on He-like samar-
ium (Z = 62) is depicted as a function of the incident electron energytticee different scattering
angles (60, 110 and 175 degrees). From this figure one camaethé¢ peak magnitude of the P-odd
asymmetry is expected for the energy of the scatteringreleciose to resonance which is provided by

the[(1s2s), 7s], , State. Here it is worth to mention that the parameters, beilaged to the maximum

1/2
magnitude of the parity violating asymmetry, may not premvide best value of the luminosity, and vice
versa. In order to find the optimal relation we propose thiefihg procedure. First, one should pick

out scattering angles at which the P-odd asymmetry has the sader of magnitude as the maximal
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FIG. 2. The P-odd asymmetry of the resonance elastic etestattering on He-like samariung (= 62) for
two different scenarios. In the first scenario (left gragig polarization of the scattered electron is detected

and in the second scenario the polarization is remainedsgmehble (right graph). The solid and the dashed

lines correspond to the cases of the incident electron grieimg tuned in resonance wiffils2s),, 73]1/2 and

[(132p1 /2), 73} s states of the Li-like samarium, respectively.

0.08 . . . - .
004t / N\ 1 |
Q \\\ \\\ l”
< -0.04f S + e .
-0.08 } 4 -
[ Ar = opNe/Onst 1 Arr = opnc/oo
_012 A R A B ) R R Ll \
0 60 120 180 60 120 18
6 (deq) ¢ (deg)

one. Among them the optimal relation is provided by such ayteawhich corresponds to the minimum
of the luminosity. As an example, let us consider the scenahere the polarization of the outgoing
electron is detected (first scenario). For the case of thasam ion (see Fid.l3) the maximal value of
Ay is expected for the scattering andlgs° and equals-2.2 x 107, while L; for these parameters is
equal to7.1 x 103 cm™2 s~1. The optimal relation betweed; and L; is expected fof ~ 108° where
they take the values1.2 x 10~7 and6.5 x 103! cm~2 s™!, respectively.

In Tablesl andll we present the numerical results for thaaters:, ~ and.Z which seem to be
most promising for measuring the PNC effect in the processsnance elastic electron scattering on
He-like ions. It is assumed that the energy of the incidesttedn is tuned in vicinity of the resonance,

being related to thE1s2s), nkx|, ,, State, to provide the peak value of the P-odd asymmetry. hella

1/2
we present the results for the case when the polarizatioheoktattered electron is measured (first

scenario). The results for the second scenario, where tlagizaiion of the outgoing electron is not

8



FIG. 3. The asymmetry coefficientd; = opnc/onst (I€ft graph) and4;; = opne/oo (right graph) of the
resonance elastic electron scattering on He-like samgpitim 62). The differencel; — E[(1525)075] fixes the
1/2

energy of the incoming electron. The solid line correspaonds= 175°, the dashed and dotted lines are related

to the cases of scattering at anglé8° and60°, respectively.

012 T T T T T T T T
0.06 -
H ,,':k%\.
3 -0.06 v -
<
-0.12 + .
0= 60° oo
-0.18} + 0 =110° -coooe-- i
 Ar = opNe/Onst 1 Arr =opnc/oo0l = 175° ——
_024 A ] A ] A A ] " T "
-0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 -0.1 0 0.
E; — E[(152s)075]1/2 [eV] E; — E[(1828)078]1/2 [eV]

detected, are represented in Tdble II.
From Table]l one can see that for the first scenario the PNCtafeexpected to be most pro-

nounced for scattering on the samariufh € 62) ion at the energy of the incident electron tuned in

vicinity of resonance corresponding to tfiés2s), 7s], /o State. In this case, the optimal values of the

asymmetry and the luminosity equal ta.2 x 10~ and6.5 x 10*' cm2 s}, respectively, and are
achieved for the scattering angle108°. This system seems also to be most preferable for the second
scenario (Tablglll), where the polarization of the scatt&lectron is not detected. In this scenario the
optimal values4;; = 4.9 x 1078 andL;; = 1.0 x 103! cm~2 s~! are obtained a# ~ 45°. From

these tables one can conclude that the observation of tigeiagtelectron polarization does not allow

to increase significantly the PNC effect.
The requirement of the electron production with high andiiable degree of spin polarization

and accurate energy tuning makes it presently impossihteéstigate the P-odd effects in the process

of interest. Perhaps, some of the difficulties can be avoiestudying inelastic electron scattering,
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TABLE I. Cross section of the resonance elastic electrottestag on He-like ions for parameters x and Z
which seem to be most promising for measuring the PNC eff€bt energy of the incident electron is tuned
in vicinity of resonance corresponding to thgs2s), ma]l/2 state. It is assumed that the polarization of the

is taken from
1/2

scattered electron is detected. The energy differehée = El(1s9p, 15) n] .~ El1s25)gn]
0 1/2

Ref. [18]. The scattering angteprovides the optimal relation between the P-odd asymméiry= opnc/onst
and the luminosityL;, which is defined by Eq[(17)s; ando, are the total and non-spin-flip cross sections,

respectively, andpnc stands for the parity violating contribution to the crosstes.

Z nk AE (V) ¢ (keV) 6 (deg) Ap Liem?2sh) oo  one(®)  opnc (D)
60 6s -0.222(56) 36.40 163 —1.0x 1077 2.7x10% 48x10® 1.5x10> —1.5x107°
62 7s -0.103(64) 39.56 108 —1.2x1077  6.5x 103  1.0x10* 4.7x 10> —5.5x 1074

90 6s 2.51(47) 88.36 64 —33x107% 1.7x10% 25x10* 22x10* —72x107*
7s 1.75(47)  89.22 57 38x1078 9.3 x 103 34 x10* 3.0x10* 1.2x1073
92 5s 2.97(28) 91.43 66 —3.8x107% 1.4x10% 23x10* 2.0x10* —7.6x 1074
6s -1.07(28) 92.95 74 —-1.0x107" 31x10%  1.6x10* 1.3x10* —1.3x1073

where one could get rid of the dominant zero-orderl1(jtr) contribution to the PC amplitude, thus
reducing the suppression of the PNC effect. One may alsdthivat the corresponding investiga-
tions with other heavy few-electron ions can lead to a biggfact. We expect that the calculations

performed in the present paper can serve as a proper basistfaer study in these directions.

IV. CONCLUSION

In the present work the PNC effect has been studied in théetasttering of polarized electrons
by heavy He-like ions, being initially in the ground state order to enhance the parity violation effect,
the energy of the incident electron has been chosen to mavigsonance with one of the quaside-
states of the corresponding Li-like ion.

generate doubly-excitedls2s), nx], , and[(1s2pys) 1]

1/2 1/2
We have considered two different scenarios. In the firstatenve assume that the polarization of the
scattered electron was measured. In the second one th&ptitar was supposed to be unobservable.

It has been found that for both variants the PNC effect octmub®e most pronounced for scattering on
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TABLE Il. Cross section of the resonance elastic electraitetng on He-like ions for parametets < and Z
which seem to be most promising for measuring the PNC eff€bt energy of the incident electron is tuned
in vicinity of resonance corresponding to thgs2s), ma]l/2 state. It is assumed that the polarization of the

scattered electron is not detected. The energy differénce= E[( — E[ is taken from

ls2p1/2)0nn] (ls2s)orm]1/2

1/2
Ref. [18]. The scattering angkeprovides the optimal relation between the P-odd asymmaéity= opnc/oo

and the luminosityL;;, which is defined by Eq[(17)r¢ ando,; are the total and non-spin-flip cross sections,

respectively, andpnc Stands for the parity violating contribution to the crosstes.

Z nk  AE(eV) ¢ (keV) 0 (deg) Arr Lipem?s™) o9(d)  onst(b)  opnc (b)

60 6s -0.222(56) 36.40 43 22x10°8 4.0 x 1031 21 x10% 1.9x10° 4.6 x 1073
62 7s -0.103(64) 39.56 45 49x1078 1.0 x 103" 1.6 x 10° 1.5 x 10> 8.0 x 1073
90 6s 2.51(47) 88.36 59 —2.7x107% 1.8x10% 3.2x10* 2.8 x10* —84x 107
7s  1.75(47) 89.22 58 3.5x1078 1.0 x 1032 3.2x10* 29x10* 1.1x 1073

92 5s 2.97(28) 91.43 62 —32x107% 1.5x10% 27x10* 24 x10* -85 x 1074
5p1je -0.511(27) 91.44 46 22 x1078 1.2x10% 6.8 x10* 6.3x10* 1.5x1073

samarium ion at the energy of the incident electron tuneddimity of resonance, which is related to
the [(1s2s), 73]1/2

to —1.2 x 10~7 atd ~ 108°, while in the second scenario the P-odd asymmetayds< 108 for the

state. In the case of the first scenario the peak value of th& &ymmetry equals

scattering anglé ~ 45°. These values are too small to make possible performingdhesponding
experiment. We think, however, that the calculations presecan be considered as the first necessary

step towards investigations of the PNC effect with elecsoattering by heavy ions.
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