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Abstract

Using the covariant spectator theory and the transversity formalism, the unpolarized, coincidence
cross section for deuteron electrodisintegration, d(e, e'p)n, is studied. The relativistic kinematics
are reviewed, and simple theoretical formulae for the relativistic impulse approximation (RIA) are
derived and discussed. Numerical predictions for the scattering in the high @? region obtained
from the RIA and five other approximations are presented and compared. We conclude that
measurements of the unpolarized coincidence cross section and the asymmetry Ay, to an accuracy
that will distinguish between different theoretical models, is feasible over most of the wide kinematic
range accessible at Jefferson Lab.

PACS numbers: 21.45.4v,25.10.+s,25.30.Fj

I. INTRODUCTION

Inelastic scattering of electrons from the deuteron is an important source of information
about the nuclear current, deuteron structure, and the NN force. The exclusive scattering
cross section, d(e, e'p)n, was first measured almost forty years ago [ll], and since then it
has been measured under a wide variety of kinematic conditions [B]. There is a substantial
body of data for this reaction, including cross section measurements [B, fl, f, B as well as
separations of various response functions [, §, B, L0, LI, [2, [3], [4], [T, [[6] which differentiate
between absorption of longitudinal and transverse photons.

In this paper we survey results that might be expected from a new generation of d(e, ¢'p)n
coincidence measurements proposed for Jefferson Laboratory (JLab). At JLab it is possible
to carry out a comprehensive program of measurements at both high Q2 and large W (where
W is the invariant mass of the final np state). A broad program of such measurements offers
the best hope of independently determining effects of final state interactions and the nuclear
current, permitting the extraction of important new information about the short range NN
interaction.
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Electrodisintegration of the deuteron has been studied theoretically by many groups.
Recently, Arenhovel, Beck, and Wilbois [[7] have emphasized that the relativistic effects in
inelastic scattering can be very large, even at modest momenta, and it is therefore partic-
ularly important to have a fully relativistic theory available for the analysis of the higher
momenta data that will be measured at JLab. Relativistic calculations of this reaction date
back to the early work of Durand [[§ and McGee [[9] and lead up to more recent work by
Tjon [E7]. One of the goals of this paper is to present a fully modern, covariant treatment
of this process suitable for the analysis of JLab data.

This paper imbeds the dynamical calculation in the general formalism developed in
Ref. [R1], where a covariant, systematic treatment of most of the polarization observables that
can be measured in the d(e, e'p)n reaction were classified and defined. There it was found
that the use of transversity amplitudes (closely related to helicity amplitudes) gave a very
efficient description of the reaction. Transversity amplitudes were discussed by Moravesik
B3], who found that they build in the constraints imposed by parity and rotational invari-
ance in the most efficient way. In a transversity basis, the constraints imposed by these
symmetries insure that half of the possible amplitudes vanish identically, so that the cum-
bersome linear relations needed in other formalisms 3] are unnecessary. This economy will
be essential some time in the future when large data sets exist, and it may be important to
know whether or not a proposed new measurement will really be independent of amplitudes
already measured.

The details of the calculation are carried out using the covariant spectator theory, which
has been successfully applied to the description of NN scattering [P4] and the electromag-
netic form factors of the deuteron [25]. One feature of this theory is that the deuteron bound
state is described by the covariant dnp vertex with one nucleon on mass-shell, and this is
precisely the amplitude that is needed for the relativistic impulse approximation (RIA),
making the theory well suited to the analysis of the d(e, ¢'p)n coincidence reaction [Pq]. In
this first application of the covariant spectator theory using the transversity basis, we present
the RIA calculation only. This provides the opportunity to work out several new technical
details for the simplest case, and to compare to other approximations. The inclusion of final
state interactions and interaction currents will be the subject of future work.

A second purpose of this paper is to estimate the size of the unpolarized d(e, e'p)n cross
sections expected over the broad range of Q? and W accessible to JLab. In preparing
this survey we found that relativistic and nonrelativistic predictions for d(e, ¢'p)n at high
Q?, where the cross section is most sensitive to the theory, often differ by as much as an
order of magnitude, extending the observations of Arenhovel, Beck, and Wilbois [[1. Since
nonrelativistic calculations cannot be taken seriously at such high energies, we report our
results for a variety of relativistic or semi-relativistic models only. In this first exploratory
study the goal is to provide only a rough survey of the landscape. The simplicity of the
RIA allows a uniform treatment over the entire kinematic range, but is, of course, very
incomplete. It is our intention to follow up this study with complete calculations for cases
where the theoretical effects look especially interesting.

Our notation for the cross section and the spectator theory for the RIA are reviewed
briefly in Sec. II, numerical results presented in Sec. III, and conclusions given in Sec. IV.
Many theoretical details are given in the several Appendices, which are an important part
of this paper.
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FIG. 1: The kinematics of electron scattering when the final hadronic state is broken into two fragments
with momenta p; and ps.

II. THEORY

In this section we define the coincidence cross section and the RIA matrix element. All
other theoretical details can be found in the Appendices.

A. The Cross Section

Figure [] shows the kinematics for the process e +d — €’ + p + n (using the notation of
Ref. 27]]). The incident and scattered electron momenta form a plane called the “scattering
plane” while the momenta of the proton and neutron in the final state form a second plane
called the “ejectile plane.” The virtual photon momentum is common to the two planes
and is chosen as the direction of the z-axis. The two planes, which are represented by the
(z,y,2) and (2/,y, 2’) coordinate systems, are oriented at a relative azimuthal angle of ¢. A
rotation of the response tensor (defined below) from the unprimed to the primed frame can
be used to extract all of the ¢ dependence from the tensor. Using this along with the explicit
form of the electron tensor, the cross section can be shown to be of the form (c.f. Eq. (95)

of Ref. [BT]))
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is the Mott cross section and dY is defined below. The quantities 6, E/, E’, and ' are the
electron scattering angle, the energies of the initial and final electron, and the solid angle
of the final electron, all in the lab frame. The deuteron mass is My and h = 4+1/2 is the
helicity of the incident electron. The electron kinematical factors are
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the square of the virtual photon four-momentum, with {v,q;} and {1y, qo} the energy
and three-momentum of the virtual photon in the lab and c.m. systems, respectively, and
q = |qol, etc.

There are two inertial reference frames that are of interest in the calculation of deuteron
electrodisintegration: the laboratory frame which coincides with the rest frame of the target
deuteron, and the center of momentum (c.m.) frame in which the total three-momentum of
the final state proton-neutron pair (or of the initial virtual photon and the target deuteron)
is zero. One of the virtues of Eq. (£2]) is that the response functions R are covariant, and
hence (P can be used to describe the cross section in either the c.m. of the outgoing np
pair or the laboratory frame by the replacement of d¥ by

dX|em = p dQ* (2.6)
in the c.m. frame or
dZ\lab = P1 dQl R (27)

in the laboratory frame. [Except for special notation used in Eq. (B.3), we use a roman
character for the magnitude of a three-momentum, so that p;=|pi|, to distinguish it from
the corresponding four-momentum, p;.] The factor

|74 1
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is the recoil factor, where W is the invariant mass of the outgoing pair and the subscript L
means that each variable in the parentheses is to be replaced by its value in the lab frame
(for example, ¢ — ¢, and p; is a function of ;, the angle between the outgoing proton and
the Z axis in the lab system). We will sometimes use an asterisk (*) to denote a variable
in the c.m. system. Notation for some of the most important variables is summarized in
Table [l

The c.m. frame (referred to as the “antilab” frame in Ref. [[7]]) is of interest for theo-
retical reasons because integrating over the final state kinematical variables is particularly
convenient in this frame and the partial wave expansion of the final state is normally carried
out in this frame. While this partial wave expansion is particularly convenient at low and
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TABLE I: Notation for frequently used variables.

variable Lab c.m.
photon energy v 2
magnitude of photon 3-momentum q, qo
deuteron 4-momentum P P*
deuteron energy My Dy
proton 4-momentum D1 D]
neutron 4-momentum D2 D5
proton angle 01 0*
neutron angle 0y 0 +7
magnitude of proton 3-momentum pP1 p
magnitude of neutron 3-momentum P2 p

medium energies of a few hundred MeV, we would like to point out that the partial wave
approach becomes extremely tedious and/or impractical at GeV energies. At such energies
Glauber theory [B7], or the new so-called “three-dimensional” methods of calculating the
NN amplitude directly without partial wave expansions 2], are better. In any case, since
the final scattering state is by far the most complicated ingredient in the calculation of the
transition matrix elements, it is important to be able to carry out calculations in this frame
and to translate them to the lab frame. The necessity of boosting the calculation from the
c.m. frame to the lab frame requires that the Lorentz properties of the matrix elements be
understood. This goal is conveniently accomplished by using the Jacob and Wick helicity
formalism [29] provided that it can be shown that the various ingredients in the calculation
of the matrix elements, such as the wave functions, are covariant. We will assume for the
moment that this is the case and will demonstrate later that it is true for the particular
calculations which are described in this paper.

The nine response functions of (.1) are related to sums over the squares of matrix
elements of the deuteron current. In the helicity basis, with A, the helicity of the virtual
photon, A; and A, the helicities of particles 1 and 2 in the final state, and A\; the helicity
of the initial deuteron, the current operator is written <)\1)\2 ’J)W(q) )\d>. Following the
conventions of Jacob and Wick [B9] we choose particle 1 in the final state to be the proton
and particle 2 to be the neutron. The current operator conserves parity, which means that
the matrix elements satisfy the condition

(M| a, (@) Aa) = £ (A1, =X [T, (@) = Aa) (2.9)

where the phase depends on the helicities (see Ref [2]]). For this reason it is convenient to
introduce symmetric and antisymmetric combinations of the |\,| = 1 amplitudes

T4 e 0102, @) = (e [ Tu(@)| Aa) = %{wz (@) Aa) = Mada [T ()] M) }

T35 2 (1:92,0) = (Mo [ Ja(@)] M) = %{0\1)\2 (@) Aa) + ada | Ta (@) Aa) o (2:10)

where, because of the phases, Jg is symmetric under the Y parity transformation (parity
followed by rotation by 7 about the y axis) and J, is antisymmetric (and we note for future
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TABLE II: Response functions.

R(L) = Roo

RY = 2(Ryq + Ras) RV = 4Re R,,
RY). = 2(Raq — Ryy) R = —4Im R,,
RY) = 4Re Ry, R = 4Im Ry,
RY, = 4Im Ry, R, = 4Re Ry,

reference that J; S = (M2 |Jo(g)| Ag) is also symmetric). We then define the deuteron
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where g and ¢’ = {0, s, a}, and p%, and pf, are the spin density matrices for one nucleon in the
final state or the deuteron target, with p™ being the part of the density matrix symmetric
under Y parity and p~ the part antisymmetric under Y parity. Symmetry under the Y
parity operation then insures that those observables of type (II) must include one, and only
one factor of the antisymmetric current J, (further details can be found in Ref. P1]). The
relation between the nine response functions that appear in Eq. (R.1]) and the tensors defined
in (B.11)) are given in Table [. The normalization of Eq. (R.11]) and the density matrices is
consistent, for unpolarized reactions, to summing over final state spins and averaging over
the initial deuteron spin.
For unpolarized particles,

1 _
(PN )an = S0 (PN =0
1 _
(PD)rax, = §5Adxg (Pp)aax, =0, (2.12)

so the observables of type (II) are zero. If we also limit discussion to unpolarized electrons,
the terms proportional to the electron helicity h average to zero, and the cross section
depends on only 4 response functions:

d°o o Q?
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A second, independent combination of the same four response functions gives the asymmetry

Ao d’o
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FIG. 2: Left panel is the Q%v plane, and the right panel the W2v plane. In each panel lines with constant
x are shown, and the cases analyzed in the following section are shown as dots. The shaded area in each
panel is the region where pion production is kinematically possible. Note that pions cannot be produced
near the line z = 2, but that inelasticity sets in even at small Q2 along the quasielastic ridge (x = 1) and
at smaller values of . The dashed line in the left panel corresponds to W2 = 9m?2, just above the region
shown in the right panel.

where the electron kinematics is held fixed and the outgoing proton is measured forward to
the direction of the virtual photon momentum q (at ¢ = 0) and backward (at ¢ = 7). The

longitudinal contributions R(LI) — %R(TUT can be separated from the transverse response R&E’
by measuring the cross section for the same kinematics at forward and backward electron
scattering angles, but the transverse interference term RQ)T can be separated from J%(LI) only
by an out-of plane measurement (for example, ¢ = 7/2).

These four unpolarized structure functions are only a small fraction of the structure
functions which can be measured. With polarized electrons, targets, and recoiling nucleons
many more can be studied [BI], B3], but these observables tend to be very sensitive to final
state interactions and interaction currents. In this first paper we have omitted final state
interactions and interaction currents, and hence also limit the discussion to unpolarized
observables.

B. Kinematics

The response functions R depend on three variables: Q2, v, and the angle #; between p;
and q, where p; is the three-momentum of the particle detected in coincidence with the final
electron (assumed here to be the proton). The variables Q% and v are fixed by the virtual
photon, and we choose 6* (the lab value of 6;) rather than 6, because it is independent of
Q? and v and always varies between 0 and 7. In place of v, it is often convenient to use W2
or ¥ = Q*/2mv, the Bjorken scaling variable. The mass of the final state, W, is related to
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FIG. 3: The relativistic impulse approximation (RIA) to deuteron electrodisintegration in the lab frame
and the c.m. frame. The open circle denotes the deuteron wave function, the filled circle the nucleon form
factor, and the nucleon propagating between the two is off-shell. Note that the wave functions ¢ always
have one particle off-shell.

v (or x) by

W? = M3+ 2Mw — Q*
= M2+2Mu (1 - %) (2.15)

The region of allowed values of @Q? and v is shown in Fig. J. If the scattering is elastic, so
that the deuteron remains bound after the scattering, x ~ 2 , and this defines one boundary
of the allowed scattering region. It is sometimes assumed that pions must necessarily be
produced as Q% increases, but as long as x remains close to 2, the final state remains below
the pion production threshold up to very large values of @2, and one may try to explain the
large Q? behavior of these inelastic processes using a theory with no pion rescattering in
the final state. The line x = 1 is the quasielastic peak; when Q? is large the region between
x =1 and = = 0 is the region where y (or x) scaling is observed. If z is small, pions will
be produced more and more easily as Q? increases (penetrating further and further into
the shaded region in Fig. B), and explicit treatment of the pion degrees of freedom will be
necessary.

The variables Q?, v (or z or W?), and 6* are convenient for thinking about final state
interactions. However the RIA depends primarily on only two variables, Q% and pmiss, Where
Pmiss 1S the value of the spectator momentum in the lab system. The spectator momentum
Pmiss may be either p; or ps depending on which of the two nucleons was struck by the virtual
photon (in the absence of final state interactions or interaction currents, this is all that can



FIG. 4: Polar plots showing the locus of the momentum vector p; in the lab system (solid lines are
relativistic; dashed lines nonrelativistic). The horizontal axis in each panel is Z; the vertical is Z. The three
left hand panels have Q? = 1 GeV? and the various values of = and ¢ shown on each panel; the right hand
panels are for Q? = 3 GeV?2. In all panels the q vector points to the right along the # axis and sets the
scale. The other two vectors are p; and ps for the symmetry case discussed in the text.



happen), and the cross section is therefore the coherent sum of two terms. Symbolically, the
RIA current is

Jria(p1,p2,q) = }Fp(cf)w(pz) + F™(Q*)¢(p1) ‘2 ; (2.16)

where explicit formulae for the magnitudes of the rest frame three momenta, p; and ps, are
given in Eq. (2-I9) below. The two terms contributing to this sum are illustrated in Fig. B.
Since ¥ (p) is normally a rapidly decreasing function of p, these two terms are normally
dominated by the one with the smallest puiss-

The momenta p; and p, are most easily obtained by boosting from the c.m. frame. Their
x and z components are

p; = =Lpsind”

E
p; = %L + pWW cos 0" (2.17)

where the upper (lower) sign is for i = 1 (i = 2), p is the magnitude of the nucleon momenta
in the c.m. frame, Fy, is the energy of the outgoing pair in the lab frame, with

AW?
By = \JW?2+4+¢ =M;+v, (2.18)

and the other variables were previously defined (recall Table [l). Hence

. ¢ W2 = Gy g 0V2 = G = ol L e

2 4, Eyw * 2 ;2 px
pi—(2:tchosﬁ> + p“sin“ 6 (2.19)

The behavior of the magnitudes of p; and po, and the angles #; and 6y, for six choices of
@Q? and z, can be inferred from Fig. f]. The solid lines in each panel are the locus of points
swept out by Eq. (B-I7), and the dashed lines by (B:I7) with Ey = W (for a Galilean boost).
For x > 1 the two vectors p; and p, always lie in the first or third quadrant, but for x < 1
the vectors may lie in any quadrant.

The restriction of both momenta p; and p» to the first and third quadrant, which happens
for x > 1, produces a curious singularity in the lab cross section. Under these conditions,

the lab angle 6; will reach a maximum value less than 90° at a c.m. angle 8* = 67 ,,. At this
point
do,
=0. 2.2
prr (2.20)

crit

The differential cross section in the c.m. is always finite, but the lab cross section, defined
by the transformation

MC m. ( cr1t)|2

* |
dg - de ‘Mcm ( Cr1t)| del |Mlab( Cr1t)| - del d@l/dﬁ* ’ (221>

has a singularity at the critical point because of the vanishing of the Jacobian (£.20). This
singularity is analyzed in detail in Appendix [J. In this paper we present c.m. cross sections
only, so we do not encounter this singularity.
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FIG. 5: The symmetry momenta p, and the symmetry angles 6, as functions of Q? for five values of x:
x = 2 (solid line), 1.8 (long dashes), 1.5 (medium dashes), 1.0 (dashes) and 0.5 (dots). The momenta rise
with Q2 and the angles fall with Q2. For x = 2 the angle §, = 0 and is not shown.

For the special case when 6* = 7/2 (where the relativistic ellipse touches the nonrela-
tivistic circle) the magnitudes of p; and py are equal, and the RTA depends uniquely on the
wave function at only one momentum point. We will refer to this as the symmetry point.
Since the angle between p; and py is 90° in the nonrelativistic limit, this is referred to as
perpendicular kinematics. Were there no final state interactions or interaction currents, the
symmetry point would be an optimal place to measure the wave function. The symmetry
point momenta ps = |p1| = |p2| and angles 8, = 6; = —05 are

N R P A s

2,(2 —
0, = tan' [Q_p] ~ tan~" { Am’e(2 ~ 2) (2.22)

q 4m?2a? + ()2

These are shown in Fig. | as a function of Q? for several fixed values of z. The figure shows
that if we wish to measure the wave function at large ps (near one GeV) and at large z
where pion production is not large, we must go to large Q* (about 2 to 3 GeV?).

We now turn to a discussion of the RIA.

C. DMatrix Element for the Relativistic Impulse Approximation

The RIA approximation used in this paper is based on the simple pole diagrams shown in
Fig. B. We use a (standard but unfamiliar) notation in which matrix elements of an operator
between two outgoing Dirac particles are written in the form

(0) = a(p1, M) OCu" (p2, \2) (2.23)

where C = —iy%4? is the Dirac charge conjugation matrix. This notation is very convenient
because C &i! transforms like an incoming v spinor (but is not to be interpreted as an antipar-
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ticle in this application), and therefore the most general operator O can be constructed from
the standard 16 independent Dirac bilinear covariant operators. The matrix representation
(B:23) is equivalent to a direct product representation

o (P1, A1) [OC],4 Hg(pz, Ag) > Ua(P1, A1)Us(P2, A2) [OC 4 (2.24)

but is more convenient for relativistic calculations. [Note that the RHS and LHS of this
equation are identical as long as the Dirac indices are shown explicitly, but only the LHS can
be turned into Eq. (£-23) by dropping explicit reference to the indices. Beware that the order
of the momenta in (£-23) and (B:29) is opposite from that used in a previous reference [B(]
where @(p2, A2) was multiplied from the left and w(p1, A1) from the right; see Appendix [A].]

Including the isospin factor <%%, % — % | 00> = % the Feynman amplitudes for the RIA
in any frame can be written

Lo : (2)
(MA2 [Jg(@)| Aa) = m [Ul(Pl, Al)jél)(pl,pl - Q)wxz,xd(P%P)
— (P2, A2)j? (D2, 2 — VY, (1, P)} : (2.25)

where \; are the nucleon helicities and \; the helicity of the deuteron, and N, is a normal-
ization constant defined and discussed below. The subscript on the nucleon helicity spinor,
u; [suppressed in Eq. (B.23)], refers to whether it is particle 1 or particle 2, in the sense of
Jacob and Wick [B9] (see the discussion in Appendix [A]). The nucleon current is

i (7)

3 i (3)

(p,p—q) =¢L5,” (p,p—q), (2.26)
where p and p — ¢ are nucleon four-momenta with p on-shell (p? = m?) and p — ¢ off-shell,
the superscript ¢ = 1 (proton) or 2 (neutron), and the virtual photon has polarization vector
€4, where g = {0, s,a} with s and a the linear combination of photon helicities introduced
in Eq. (B-I0) [for more details, see Eq. (BI4)]. The relativistic deuteron wave function [B{]
for a nucleon with momentum P — p off-shell and a nucleon with momentum p and helicity
A on-shell (so that p* = m?) is defined to be ¥y »,(p, P), and is related to the normalized
dnp vertex function I' by

m+ P— ¢

WA P) = 5 Nalup, P)Cal (p, V) €,(P). (2.27)

where the normalization constant
~1/2
Ny = [2M, )] (2.28)

is chosen to give the defined wave function 1) a convenient normalization [see Eq. (ATF)].
The superscript (i) labels the choice of helicity convention (particle 1 or 2) for the on-shell
particle, I',(p, P) is the normalized dnp deuteron vertex (with the off-shell particle on the
left) first defined by Blankenbecler and Cook [B], and £X,(P) is the deuteron polarization
vector for a state with helicity Ay and four-momentum P. We use the notation of Ref [B(] for
I'. Note that the normalization constant in (.29) and (2.27) cancel; the Feynman amplitude
depends only on the normalization of I' and not on the convention used to normalize ). For
further details, see Appendix [A].
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D. The issue of gauge invariance

The RIA is not gauge invariant by itself. This issue must be dealt with before we can
proceed with the calculation. Here we discuss how this is done.

Using the method of Ref. [BJ], the RIA, together with final state interactions (FSI)
and interaction currents (IntC), is part of a gauge invariant calculation. Once all of these
pieces have been calculated and assembled, the result will be gauge invariant. Here we
describe a convenient prescription that is (i) covariant, (ii) renders each of the individual
contributions (RIA, FSI, and IntC) separately gauge invariant without altering their sum,
and (iii) modifies each of the individual contributions as little as possible. The method was
introduced in Ref. B3], where it was also shown that the prescription guarantees that the
RIA also gives the correct asymptotic result for deep inelastic scattering.

If the individual contributions to the total current are denoted Jrra, Jrsi, and Jic, then
the prescription calls for each to be modified by the replacement

,u
Jb = Ji — q2 q-Jx (2.29)

where X is any of the RIA, FSI, or IntC terms. Since the total current is gauge invariant,
q- Jtotal = 07 and
Jto =" (2.30)

so the prescription does not modify the total current. Furthermore, since the photon helicity
vectors are all orthogonal to ¢, ¢, - ¢ =0,

otal — otal

e - Jy=¢e, - Jy (2.31)

and the prescription has no effect on the contribution of each of the terms in the current.
This prescription meets all three of the conditions listed above.

Unfortunately, there is no uniquely correct way to modify the RIA so that it is gauge
invariant. The choice proposed here is only one of many possibilities.

E. Calculation of the structure functions

The structure functions are obtained by squaring the matrix element (2:29) and summing
over spins. There will be three terms: the two “diagonal” terms coming from the square
of the proton term and the square of the neutron term, and the interference term. The
diagonal terms can be calculated by expanding the density matrices

NO(p Z@%d p, P ®?/’Md (p, P) (2.32)

A

in terms of independent Dirac spin invariants, and then performing the sum over the off-
shell particle degrees of freedom using Feynman trace techniques. The final result, given in
Ref. [B4], is a sum of squares of invariant functions and scalar products of four vectors, and
is manifestly covariant.
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In this paper we present an alternative method in which the structure functions are
calculated by first expanding the off-shell nucleon in terms of on-shell nucleon degrees of
freedom, and then computing the squares of the matrix elements. It is possible that this
method will simplify the calculation of polarization observables planned for future work.
Unfortunately, the results obtained using this method are not manifestly covariant (but
they are, nevertheless, covariant), and, unless one is extremely careful, it is easy to make
sign mistakes by dropping one of the many phases that arise when transforming helicity
amplitudes. As a check of the results presented here, we have shown explicitly that our final
analytical result for the diagonal term is identical to the result obtained in Ref. [B].

The discussion of this method begins by noting that the physical content of the matrix
element (B.23) can be displayed by decomposing the off-shell nucleon into positive energy (u
spinor) and negative energy (v spinor) states. For example, if we choose a four-momentum
k = {E,k}, then the states u(k, \) and y*u(k, \) (which we use in place of the v spinors),
with helicity \ = i—%, are complete, and

1= {ulk,\) a(k, ) ++° u(k, A) u(k, )"} - (2.33)

(The definitions and normalization of the helicity states are discussed in Appendix [A.)
It is important to realize that while this decomposition can be carried out in any frame
using nucleon states with any on-shell four-momentum, the result may appear very different
depending on the frame and the spinor states used to do the decomposition (even though
the final numerical result will always be independent of these choices).

In this subsection we record the results for the current Eq. (B:25) if the decomposition is
made in terms of the states of the spectator nucleon (with four-momentum p, for the proton
term and four-momentum p; for the neutron term). The final result in the c.m. frame [see

Eq. (B)] is

(MA2 |y (g Aa) = 167r N, Z >

Xp NN,

{Up(Q/\'l)jﬁll)ﬁg(p, *. Qo) ¢|A‘(p2) dA )\d(92 — ) d(1/2)( ) d(l/ )( )
—0p(2X) Gt o (9 07, q0) &y (p1) dC4 , (61) /) (wi) d(;/?)(wl)}, (2.34)

where the d’s are the rotation matrices, A = \| + X}, w; are the Wigner rotation angles
resulting from the boost of the spectator nucleons with four-momentum p; from the lab to
the c.m. frame, and p; and 6; are the magnitudes of the on-shell spectator three-momenta
and polar angles in the rest frame of the deuteron [i.e. the lab frame; recall Table [[. The

phase 7,(z) is

1 ifp=+
@ ={L, 0t (2.35)

and the matrix elements of the single nucleon current, in the c.m. system, are

4 (pE, N 79 (0 pF — ¢*) wi(pt, A\ if p=
(i) p (p,9 ’qo) _ {u(pzv ).]g (pz7pz q )uj(pjv ) 1rp + (236)

J 7 * - (2 * * * * :
g 4 (P}, \i) 3 (0, pf — q7) VP u(pg, A ifp=— |

14



TABLE III: Wave function combinations that enter the current.

00 = 2= (ue) +V2uw) (o) = = {2 (u) + V) - VEu(o)
o1 (p) = %% (V2u(p) - w(p)) 1 (p) = % {% (V2u(p) - w(p)) + \/gvt(p)}

with j = 1 or 2, but j # 7. The deuteron matrix elements are defined in the deuteron rest
frame using the expansion (P.33), and are written

¢§§),Ad(PiaP) = 872{“@'(1’@"&‘) i (Pi)
M.
37 WiPi Aj) @)y (P A (0, =) ifi=2.

The ¢’s are combinations of the four scalar deuteron wave functions defined by Eq. (E:27).
These are the S-state u, the D-state w, and the two P-state wave functions v; and v,, and
expressions for the ¢’s are given in Table [[T]l The final result (P.34]) was obtained by boosting
this result to the c.m. frame, as shown in Appendix [A.

This form of the Born term makes it easy to examine polarization observables, and gives
a simple form for the unpolarized response tensors (2.11)). Squaring the proton term [with
(7) = (1)] and summing over spins (averaging over the initial deuteron polarization) gives

__m t JMHA o 7(WAqt «
RQQ' - 1272W <Jg Jg’> 127 2W)\)\Z)\ g)\1>(\12 p1>p2aP )J’)\ld)\g(p1>p2ap)
. szd

w

T o)} + {aﬁf(pa)}Q] +Joy H¢O_(p2)}2 - {¢1_(p2)}2]
+(chg, coswy + J,/ sin wz) [¢(J)r(p2)¢o_ (p2) + st(pg)QSl_(pg)} } (2.38)

where the currents are

+ + .(1)+ 1)+
Jog £g) J ig) ég) jég)
_ 1 1 1
Jgg’ J £g) J ig) J2g by ég)

c + .01 D+ (1 D+ .1 (D+ -(1)-
Tog = 00 g ity Gty s Gy — sy By

s 1 1 1 1 1
Tog = Jig sy sy dtg + s ity ity sy (2:39)
Recall that ¢ and ¢’ can be either 0, s, or a. The 12 individual current matrix elements are
given in Table [V]. These exact expressions are easily evaluated, and the response functions

determined from Table . The square of the neutron term [with (i) = (2)] is obtained by
replacing 1 <+ 2, and the result for the interference term is given in Appendix B.

15



TABLE IV: Matrix elements of the current. All variables are in the c.m. frame,
and E = /m2 4+ p2, p. = psin#*, and p, = pcos@*. For the proton current, j(),
substitute proton form factors for F; and Fy and set the phase 6 = +. For the
neutron current, j2), substitute neutron form factors and set § = —.

. 1 ) v
i’ = = (Fiqo — 6 27 Fapy) it =P 0D
Q Q
Jit = =6 RAPL = —— (Fip- + 35 P2 q0)
! V2 T 2m? 2 2m ‘ 2
. 1 . qu . 1
1 =6—=Fysing" — J¢=—— (6 Fip+iF 0
J1 NG 2sing” o —s Ja Jom ( 1P + 512qo cos )
0 = 5 2B o sné” (FinoE — 21 Fym?)
= 0 10 2 J2 = mo 10 2
_ sin 6* I/0E> _ cos 0* 1
S = P+ F— = RE+3F
1 NG ( 1+ 25,79 J2 Jom ( 12+ 5 2V0)
jit =0 BB j7° =6 —— (FE+ L Fan)
V2 7 2m? V2m

F. The cross section in the quasielastic limit

We may use expression (2.3§) to look at the cross section at the quasielastic peak, where
p2 = 0 and = ~ 1 (we assume here that M; = 2m). Near py = 0 the minus components of
the wave functions are both suppressed, and the leading contribution to the cross section
comes only from the term proportional to

2 2 B2
(o) + (ef) = = [w? +w?] ~ [u? + w?| = 4 n(py), (2.40)
where the momentum density is approximately normalized to
1
[ ) d'p = o [ & [u2p) + w2)] =1 (2.41)
[the exact relativistic normalization is given in Eq. (AI7)]. At the quasielastic peak 6* = 0

and the c.m. momentum p that enters the current matrix elements given in Table [V] is fixed.
From Eq. (B.I7) and the condition x = 1 we obtain

p= = ~ = (2.42)

This gives Ry = 0 and Ry = 0, and the following simple formula for the coincidence cross
section

d°o m n(o){GE(Q)+TGM(Q)

_ = R 2 2 2
AV AE'dS oM W T+ + 27G7,(Q7) tan «9/2} (2.43)
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This can be compared to the cross section for scattering from a free proton, which is

Po B [CHQY + G (QY)
a - Mg 1+7

+ 27G3,(Q?) tan? 9/2} (2.44)

In both of these formulae, 7 = Q?/(4m?), and Gg and G, are the familiar electric and
magnetic form factors, related to F; and F5:

GE = Fl —TFQ
Gu =F+F. (2.45)

III. PREDICTIONS OF THE RELATIVISTIC IMPULSE APPROXIMATION
A. How good is the RIA?

The low energy Bernheim (1981) data [J] are shown in Fig. fl. This figure shows (i) that
the relativistic effects are large and (ii) at these low missing momenta there is no evidence
for relativistic effects of higher order in v/c, nor for model dependencies coming from the
difference between the Argonne V18 and Model IIB wave functions. The importance of
relativistic effects in the d(e, €'p)n reaction has already been emphasized in Ref. [[7], and is
confirmed in our calculations. For this reason we will dispense with further nonrelativistic
calculations, and present only calculations with relativistic effects included.

Figure [, and the accompanying Figs. [] and B, also show that the low energy cross section
is reasonably well approximated by the (relativistic) RIA. The agreement is at the level of
+50% for a drop in the cross section of four orders of magnitude. We take this as evidence
that the RIA is sufficient for the kind of crude survey carried out in this paper.

B. Covariant RIA predictions for high Q?

We surveyed the d(e, €'p)n reaction over the wide range of kinematical conditions sum-
marized in Table [V]. We did calculations at 4 different four-momentum transfers Q* = 0.5,
1, 2, and 3 GeV?, and 6 different values of the Bjorken variable x = 0.5, 1.0, 1.25, 1.5, 1.8,
and just below 2, near the highest value accessible in the d(e, ¢'p)n reaction at a given Q2.
[The value of x=2 can be reached only in the elastic reaction, not in electrodisintegration.|
In addition to Q? and z, Table M gives the transferred energy v, the magnitude of the trans-
ferred 3-momentum ¢, = |q, |, and the range in missing momentum, where pj*" corresponds
to a value of 8* = 0°, and p5'** corresponds to a value of §* = 180°. In addition, we list the

value of the final state np relative energy (in the c.m. system), E,,, which is

E., = \/(1/+Md)2—q% — My — My, , (3.1)
and the kinetic energy of the pn system in the Lab frame,
M2 Q2 Md
Tt = —4 _ 9 —(——1). 3.2
pn 2m mt 2m \mzx (32)

The highest accessible value of  for a certain Q? is given by

_ Q* My
Fmaz = (4m2 — M2 + Q?)’ (3:3)
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FIG. 6: The Bernheim data at low missing momentum. Note that the relativistic effects (mostly from
the current operator) are significant. [Three of the lowest p,, data points, possibly contaminated by brem-
strahluung, have been omited from the figure.]

which comes from the requirement that 7% > 0. In Table [V], we list the kinematic variables
for © = T, in the last line for each Q?. The closest = value to that is the highest one for
which we present calculations later on; it is characterized by a kinetic energy in the Lab
frame of roughly 10 MeV.

Table [V] shows that the values of the transferred energy and transferred three-momentum
are closest for low x. In nonrelativistic reduction schemes one often assumes v << g, , which
is clearly not the case for low z. Note also that the np relative energy is highest for low z.
These imply that relativistic effects should be very strong in this region. This is interesting
as it allows for a description of final state interaction by Glauber theory [R7]. Although final
state interactions (FSIs) are not considered in this present study, it is useful to know that
they can be calculated reliably in this kinematic region.

At high x, the np relative energy is very small, on the order of a few tens of MeV.
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FIG. 7: The acceptance averaged relativistic RIA calculation compared to the Bernheim data.

Under these kinematic conditions, the system is reminiscent of a bound system, and one
might realistically expect wave function physics to be important here, e.g. the presence of
the relativistic P-waves. The calculation of final state interactions proceeds by including
the lowest partial waves. So, we have reliable methods for the calculation of FSIs both at
high x and at low x. In the region in between, the description of FSIs is more involved and
accordingly more difficult.
The case of x = 1 roughly corresponds to the quasi-free case. Strictly speaking, the
quasi-free case corresponds to )
Q
V= ST, E,, (3.4)
where the binding energy Ej, leads to a small deviation from z = 1. However, the binding
energy for the deuteron is small and we will refer to x = 1 as the quasi-free case in the
following discussion.

C. Six approximations

Six different theoretical approximations will be discussed in the following. The first three
are based on the covariant spectator RIA presented in detail in this paper, and will be
denoted “C-1IB”, “C-IIB-noP”, and “C-AV18”.

e C-IIB is calculated using the covariant IIB deuteron wave function obtained from the
successful IIB NN interaction [4]. This wave function and the relativistic spectator
model have been previously used to successfully explain the elastic deuteron form
factors [RJ]. The full wave function has 4 components: the familiar S- and D-states,
and two small P-states of relativistic origin.
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FIG. 8: The ratio of the Berheim data to the acceptance averaged relativistic RIA calculation shown in
Fig. [7]. The triangles are the low p,, data set, and the circles the high p,, set.

e C-IIB-noP is calculated using covariant IIB S- and D-state wave functions, but set-
ting the small relativistic P-state components to zero.

e C-AV18 is calculated from the covariant spectator RIA formulae using the S- and D-
state Argonne V18 deuteron wave functions B3] (instead of the wave functions derived
from the IIB one boson exchange model) and setting the P-state components to zero.
This is included among the covariant models even though, strictly speaking, the wave
function is not consistent with the covariant formalism. This model is very similar to
the “covariant model” previously discussed by Arenhével [I7], but they used ordinary
spin instead of helicity, and the Paris deuteron wave functions instead of the (very
similar) AV18 wave functions.

The next three calculations are not consistently covariant, but they do use relativistic current
operators. They all use the nonrelativistic Argonne V18 wave function. The first of these is
based on the work of Adam and Arenhovel [B4].

e AA-v/c uses a current operator that results from a v/c-expansion of the intrinsic
current [3g, B7]. Matrix elements of this current are made frame independent by
replacing the approximate noninvariant effective 3-momentum transfer derived in [B8,
BT by its invariant extension, defined to be:

qeif = lin + (Ed - W)2 (35)

2
16m3y,

where €4, W are energies of pn pair in its respective c.m. frame in the initial and final

states. This prescription is similar to one proposed long ago for the elastic scattering
by J. Friar BY], but differs from calculations by Arenhovel et al [[7].
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FIG. 9: The differential cross section in the c.m. system at Q? = 0.5 GeV? and for z = 0.5,1,1.25,1.5, 1.8,
and 1.89. Each panel shows the six calculations described in the text: C-IIB (long-dashed line), C-IIB-
noP (solid line), C-AV18 (dashed line), AA-v/c (widely dotted line), JD-full (dash-dotted line), and JD-1st
(closely dotted line). Note that the different approximations are hard to distinguish, as discussed in the
text.
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TABLE V: Overview over the kinematics employed in the calculation of the differential cross section
and asymmetry Ag.

Q% (GeV?2) =z q (GeV) v (GeV) pit (GeV) pha® (GeV) Eyy (GeV) Tlﬁlab (GeV)

0.5 0.5 0.885 0.533 0.214 1.099 0.362 0.793
0.5 1.0 0.756 0.266 0.004 0.752 0.126 0.261
0.5 1.25 0.738 0.213 0.081 0.657 0.076 0.155
0.5 1.5 0.729 0.178 0.152 0.577 0.041 0.084
0.5 1.8 0.722 0.148 0.246 0.477 0.012 0.025
0.5 1.89 0.721 0.141 0.285 0.436 0.005 0.011
0.5 1.97 0.720 0.136 0.360 0.360 0 0

1 0.5 1.461 1.065 0.265 1.726 0.674 1.591
1 1.0 1.133 0.533 0.003 1.130 0.247 0.527
1 1.25 1.087 0.426 0.108 0.979 0.151 0.314
1 1.5 1.061 0.355 0.207 0.854 0.084 0.172
1 1.8 1.043 0.296 0.340 0.703 0.027 0.054
1 1.95 1.037 0.273 0.446 0.590 0.004 0.009
1 1.98 1.035 0.269 0.518 0.518 0 0

2 0.5 2.557 2.130 0.310 2.867 1.206 3.186
2 1.0 1.770 1.065 0.003 1.768 0.470 1.058
2 1.25 1.651 0.852 0.141 1.510 0.293 0.633
2 1.5 1.582 0.710 0.280 1.303 0.167 0.349
2 1.8 1.533 0.592 0.473 1.060 0.055 0.112
2 1.97 1.514 0.541 0.667 0.847 0.005 0.010
2 1.99 1.512 0.535 0.756 0.756 0 0

3 0.5 3.634 3.195 0.331 3.966 1.658 4.781
3 1.0 2.356 1.598 0.002 2.354 0.673 1.589
3 1.25 2.153 1.278 0.162 1.991 0.427 0.951
3 1.5 2.033 1.065 0.329 1.704 0.247 0.526
3 1.8 1.946 1.946 0.574 1.372 0.084 0.171
3 1.98 1.911 0.807 0.859 1.052 0.005 0.010
3 1.99 1.909 0.802 0.954 0.954 0 0

The next two versions are from Jeschonnek and Donnelly [BY].

o JD-full uses a fully relativistic, positive energy current operator. This covariant
current differs from the spectator one by certain off-mass-shell extensions studied in a
recent paper by two of the authors [B7].

e JD-1st uses a current operator expanded to first order in the initial nucleon momen-
tum, with all other terms retained fully. This approximate “first order” form should
be closer to the covariant one than the traditional v/c current mentioned above, since
an expansion is made only in terms of the moderate momenta of nucleons in the initial
nucleus.
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The relativistic one-nucleon current used here in the JD-full calculation has been recently
employed by Donnelly [BY] in studies of (e, ¢’ N) reactions. In these studies relativistic models
appeared to be far more successful than nonrelativistic ones [[7, BY. It is, however, a non-
trivial task to extend them beyond RIA.

Final state interaction and meson-exchange currents (MECs) have been so far included
into realistic calculations mostly within approximate frameworks based on various expan-
sions of the nuclear operators in terms of supposedly small momenta [BY, {0, {J]]. We do not
intend to give an exhaustive survey of those techniques, neither do we dare to compete in
completeness and consistency with recent elaborate calculations [0, fZ]. We only show in
our figures the results obtained with the various one-nucleon currents introduced above.

While a much more comprehensive study of relativistic effects, including relativistic ex-
pansions of 7 exchange currents and heavy meson exchange currents including boost terms,
ymp and yrw currents, and isobar contributions, was performed by Ritz et al [[£Q] for lower
energies, we focus on high energies. Here, high energies mean the GeV region, accessible by
CEBAF at Jefferson Lab and even the new kinematic regime opening up with the planned
12 GeV upgrade of CEBAF. Our C-IIB calculation given here is fully covariant, and part of
a consistent treatment of the nuclear dynamics and the one-body current that does not rely
on any kind of nonrelativistic expansion.

None of our calculations is complete, the purpose is rather to explore various experimen-
tally feasible kinematical regions to find those for which the complete microscopic calcula-
tions and precise measurements would be worthwhile. Nevertheless, the variations between
results obtained with versions of covariant currents and their approximations, as well as
those between two covariant or two approximate formulations themselves, should provide
some insight on the region of validity of the expansions and approximations used.

D. Differential cross section

The differential cross section (B.) is given in Figs. BH[J. The six panels in each figure
all have the same scale, so the relative size of the cross section may be seen at a glance.
Examination of these figures shows that the magnitude of the cross section depends strongly
on %, z, and 6* . The bulk feature of the differential cross section consists of the two
peaks at 0* = 0° and 6* = 180°. The first peak corresponds to the impulse approximation
contribution, where the photon couples to the proton which is detected later on, and the
second peak at 180° corresponds to the Born contribution, where the photon interacts with
the neutron. For x < 1.5 the two peaks are well separated because (cf. Fig. fll) the nucleons
have very different momenta at #* ~ 0 and 180°. In this case one of the two RIA contributions
[recall Eq. (B-14) and Fig. fJ] is much larger than the other.

However, if we wish to probe the deuteron wave function at high momentum, we will seek
the region near * ~ 90°, where both nucleons have nearly the same momenta and only high
momentum components of the wave function can contribute. In this region the cross section
is very small (and FSI will be large), reflecting the small size of the deuteron wave function
at large momenta. At large x, and in particular near x ~ 2, the two diagrams will always
have large momenta (because the relative momentum of the final state is low), and the cross
section shows no sharp forward or backward peak. Here high momentum components of the
deuteron contribute over the whole angular range.

Figures PHIZ seem to suggest that, for 2 > 0.5, the differential cross section is relatively
insensitive to the model used. However, this is largely an artifact of the log scales used in the
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shown on panels for x = 0.5,1.0, 1.5, and 1.95, are discussed in the text.
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curves is the same as in Fig. E The estimated errors for a JLab measurement using existing equipment,
shown on panels for x = 0.5,1.0, and 1.5 are discussed in the text.



2-0““‘\"‘,"I\:I"“‘\““!‘\l““l‘\““‘ 2-0““‘ ““““““““““ T

. =
ratio
1.0

0.5 |

410 S 0.0 Lot
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 0 30 60 90 120 150 180

20 ——————

2.0 e ————
x:1.25: i x=1.5 ]

0.07‘””\ “““ Lo Lo [ \HH" 007‘””\”‘”\
0 30 60 90 120 15 180 :

FIG. 16: Ratios of the differential cross section at Q% = 3 GeV? and for various x. The meaning of the
curves is the same as in Fig. E The estimated errors for a JLab measurement using existing equipment,
shown on panels for x = 0.5,1.0, 1.5, and 1.98, are discussed in the text.
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FIG. 18: The A, at Q* = 1 GeV? and for various . The meaning of the curves is the same as in Fig. E
The estimated errors for a JLab measurement using existing equipment, shown on panels for £ = 0.5 and
1.95, are discussed in the text.
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33



_1-0—””“””“ wwwww T R Ly MHH’ _1.07””‘\””\\”\”\ \\\\\ Lo [
0 30 60 90 12 150 180 0 30 60 90 12 15 180

_1.07””‘\ “““ Loy T SR AR ERY 1

N | r
g [ ) S E—— [ [ [ Loy
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 0 30 60 90 12 150 180

FIG. 20: The A, at Q* = 3 GeV? and for various . The meaning of the curves is the same as in Fig. E
The estimated errors for a JLab measurement using existing equipment, shown on panels for z = 0.5,1, and
1.98 are discussed in the text.
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TABLE VI: Sensitivity to relativistic effects (R) compared to estimated measurement errors (M)
for selected Q? and z.
Q? (GeV)? 1 2 3
x 05 10 15 19 | 05 10 15 197 |05 10 1.5 198

do R (in %) 50 20 10 10 100 50 20 10 | 100+ 50 50 20
do M (in %) 1 1 1-3 5 5 1-10 1-10 10+ 1-20 1-20 50

Ay R (absolute)| 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.05| 0.2 01 01 001 | 05 02 0.1 <0.05
Ay M (absolute)| 0.1-0.2 0.1 10.2-0.5 0.1-0.2| <0.1 >0.5

figures, and to show more clearly the relative size of the different calculations, Figs. [3-[g
show the ratio of each approximation to the C-IIB-noP calculation. The relative variation
is largest for low = (z=0.5), but is significant at all z, varying from about +£10% to +50%,
particularly near 6* ~ 90°, depending on the values of Q2 and x. These variations are sum-
marized in Table [V] for the larger values of Q?. Since the cross sections vary by many orders
of magnitude, this model dependence is not large enough to prevent these calculations from
providing a useful estimate of the size of the cross section over a wide range of kinematics.

For a few choices of kinematics, we have estimated the size of the experimental errors
that can be expected from a measurement of this reaction at JLab using existing equip-
ment. We find, for many kinematics, that the experimental errors would be small enough
to distinguish between the different theoretical models shown in the figures. Our estimates
of the experimental errors are shown in Figs. 31§ and in Table [V]. In all cases we have
examined, except possibly at the largest values of x at the largest Q?, we could distinguish
these models from one another. Of course, the final state interactions and exchange current
contributions must be calculated before one has a complete picture of this process, but our
results suggest that such a calculation is likely to be worthwhile.

To estimate these errors we assumed the measurement would be carried out in Hall A
with the hadron arm of the HRS spectrometer pair placed either in the direction of the
momentum transfer vector q, (data points with solid circles) or to the left (triangles) or
right (inverted triangles) of q,. Each spectrometer setting is able to measure a range of
angles 6%, with the settings to the left and the right of q, able to measure larger 6*’s than
the setting along q, (which samples angles near §* ~ 0). The errors grow as 6* gets close to
the limit of the acceptance of the spectrometer, and this explains the large errors at certain
angles shown in the figures (see for example, the case when z = 1.5 and Q? = 3, where
there are large errors at 6* ~ 25° 6* ~ 50°, and #* ~ 80°). This is clearly an artifact of our
crude estimates, and could be removed by repositioning the spectrometers. The statistics
are based on running for one day at each setting under normal JLab operating conditions.

These graphs show statistical errors only. The estimates of the statistical uncertainties
were made by acceptance averaging [ and radiatively folding [f4] the PWBA model of
Jeschonnek and Donnelly [BY]. An alternate 3-pole parameterization of the MMD nucleon
form factors [AG] and the Argonne V18 NN interaction [BY] were used. The simulations were
done using a realistic acceptance model for the JLab-Hall A high resolution spectrometer
pair. A maximum beam energy of 4 GeV (except 6 GeV was used for the Q* = 3 GeV?,
x = 0.5 case), beam current of 100 yA on a 15 cm liquid deuterium target, and measurement
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TABLE VII: Cuts used to arrive at the statistical

uncertainties.

Q? (GeV)? x Q>?-cut x-cut

1 0.5 0.8-1.2 0.4-0.6
1.0 0.8-1.2 0.8-1.2
1.5 0.8-1.2 1.3-1.7
1.95 0.8-1.2 1.9-2.0

2 0.5 1.8-2.2 0.4-0.6
1.0 1.8-2.2 0.8-1.2
1.5 1.8-2.2 1.3-1.7
1.97 1.8-2.2 1.9-2.0

3 0.5 2.6-3.4 0.4-0.6
1.0 2.6-3.4 0.8-1.2
1.5 2.6-3.4 1.3-1.7
1.98 2.6-3.4 1.95-2.0

time per kinematic setting of 24 hours were assumed. The cuts shown in Table [VI] were
used to restrict the simulations to reasonable intervals around the desired kinematics.

E. The Asymmetry A,

Next, we present our results for the asymmetry A, which is closely related to the
transverse-longitudinal response Rpp; see Eq. (BI4). The numerical results are shown
in Figs. [7 - B0. The asymmetry is zero for 6* = 0°, then becomes negative, with an ex-
tremum around #* = 60° for Q? = 0.5 GeV? and x = 0.5. The extremum shifts to smaller
angles for increasing = and to larger angles for increasing Q2. Then, the asymmetry changes
sign and exhibits another peak around 6* = 140° for Q? = 0.5 GeV? and # = 0.5. The
positive peak shifts to lower angles both for increasing z and Q?. The appearance of the
positive valued part of Ay depends on the presence of the Born graph contribution, the
impulse approximation alone would only lead to one negative peak. Accordingly, when both
processes start to interfere, i.e. for the highest x values, the minimum tends to wash out,
especially for the situations where the peak around 6* = 180° has vanished in the cross
section.

One can see at first glance that the asymmetry is less sensitive to the differences in the
calculations than is the differential cross section, except near x = 0.5. Perhaps the most
interesting feature of these calculations is the irregular shape of the asymmetry at x = 0.5
for Q? = 2 and 3 GeV2. At Q? = 2 GeV? both versions of the JD and the C-AV18 calculation
develop an extra dip. At Q? = 3 GeV?, the results for = 0.5 develop even more structure,
with the AA-v/c calculation having the opposite sign near 6* near 0°, and the C-IIB-noP
showing an extra peak around 6 = 90°. At Q* = 3 and z = 0.5, A, could give unique insight
both into the effects of relativity and different wave functions. By contrast, at large x and
large (Q? the asymmetry is very small and not measurable with sufficient accuracy.

The uncertainties in A, were generated by propagating the errors in the cross sections,
where the latter included statistical errors folded in quadrature with an overall 5% systematic
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uncertainty. Further, to simplify the procedure, the integrated yields for protons within
the right and left hemispheres about the momentum transfer direction were assumed to
correspond to ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 7. Finally, the values of the cross sections, needed to
propagate the errors for A,, were taken from the point (i.e. not acceptance averaged)
values; the statistical uncertainties in the cross sections were, of course, determined using
the full acceptance.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have estimated the d(e, e'p)n coincidence cross section using the rela-
tivistic impulse approximation (RIA). Our calculations span the range 0.5 < Q? < 3 GeV?
and z from 0.5 to just less than 2. In this kinematic region, we find that the results are
sensitive to different approximate treatments of the single nucleon current, and conclude the
following;:

e Using equipment already in existence at JLab, it is feasible to measure the unpolarized
coincidence cross section over this entire kinematic range. The asymmetry A, can be
measured at small x where it is large.

e The coincidence cross section is sensitive to the theory over the entire kinematic range,
and it appears that measurements can be done to an accuracy sufficient to distinguish
a large variety of relativistic models from each other, except possibly when both x and
Q? are very large.

e The asymmetry is less sensitive to the theory, except at the smallest value of x = 0.5
where measurements can easily distinguish between different theoretical models.

To complete this preliminary study, we must add relativistic final state interactions and
interaction currents that are consistent with the RIA. This is certainly feasible at large
values of x, where the low relative momentum in the final state makes it possible to use
existing relativistic NN interaction models. It may also be feasible at low x, where the
large excitation energy deposited into the final state may justify the use of a relativistic
generalization of the Glauber approximation.
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APPENDIX A: THE DEUTERON WAVE FUNCTION
1. Helicity spinors

Following the conventions of Jacob and Wick [BY], the helicity spinors for a particle
with four-momentum p = {F,p} are obtained from spinors with four-momentum {m,0}
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—P=p
FIG. 21: The definitions of the momenta and angles §; and 05.

and spins up or down in the Z direction. The state is first boosted along the Z-axis until
its momentum is {F,0,0,p} and then is rotated it in the direction of p. The Lorentz
transformation that does this is therefore

S, G) = R(P)B(Gp) = S(A(D, G)) (A1)
where B is the Dirac operator for a pure boost along the z-axis
B(Gy) = e/ (A2)
with tanh (, = p/E, and R is the Dirac rotation operator
R(5) = R(6.0, ~0) = ¢ /2 20025001 (43)

that takes the momentum from along the Z-axis into its final direction. Using this trans-
formation in the #Z plane (¢ = 0), the helicity spinors for particle 1 are defined as in

Refs. [24, 1
u(p,A) = u(p,A) = S(p,¢p) u(0,\) = ui(p, A, 61)
hi
= Ry (e 00) = (L )6
v (p,A) = —(=1)2 7 Cu*(p, —A) = vi(p, A, 0))

_ Ry(el) Ul(p, )\’0) = Ry(91) 75,}/0u1(p> )\,O) = <

U(_pa )‘)

—2Asinh %Cp
cosh 3¢,

) X, (6h)  (Ad)

where R, (6) = R(0,0,0), 6, is the polar angle of the vector p = p; (see Fig. 1)), and

o-(0) o= () (5)

1 1
sin 56’ CoS 59

Note that the u(p,\) and v(—p, \) of Ref. [I7] are identical to the u;(p,\) and v;(p, \) of
Ref. [B4]. Following Jacob and Wick 29, the helicity spinors for particle 2 are defined as

u(=p.A) = ua(p.A) = (~1)I R, (0) R, (1) B(G,) u(0,A) = ua(p, A, o)
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1 1
= R0 1250 0) = Ry (82) (1F sl 0,0 = (528 ) (00
2°5P

v(p,A) = va(p, ) = (—1)3 A Cu(—p, —A) = va(p, A, b)

_ NS
= Ry(02) v2(p, A, 0) = Ry(62) 7570u2(p, A 0) = < 2\ sinh 5¢,

1
cosh 3¢,

) X_,(6h)  (AG)

where 6, = 7 + 61 is the polar angle of the vector —p = po (see Fig. R1)) and u(—p, \)
and v(p, \) are identical to the uy(p,\) and vy(p, A) of Ref. P4]. Note that the angular
conventions have 0 < #; < 7 and have 7 < 6y < 27. Useful relations, valid on the two-
component subspace, are

Ry(02) x,(0) = 2Ax_,(6)
,R’y(ﬂ-) XA(Q) = 2\ X7A(9)> (A7)

and, on the full four-component space, u; and u, are related by
UQ(p, >\, ‘92) =2\ Ry(ﬂ') ul(p, )\, 91) . (AS)

[Note that 2A = (—1)2~*] This last formula is useful for the applications in this paper.

2. Deuteron wave functions in the rest frame

The deuteron wave function (2.27) is manifestly covariant, and we use this feature to
simplify the treatment. Applying Eqgs. (A4) and (AG) in the deuteron rest frame, the spinor
for either particle 1 or 2 can be written in terms of the spinor with the momentum in the 2
direction

Note that this equation holds for particle 2 even though, in applications, we restrict 6y > 7.
The active rotation of the deuteron helicity vector from an initial direction along the Z-axis
to an angle 6 with respect to the Z-axis is given in terms of the spin 1 rotation matrices

6,0 =2y (0)€, (0). (A10)

Substituting (AY) into (B.27), working the operator R through the rest of the expression,
and then using ([AT0) to realign the deuteron helicity vector in the Z direction by rotating
it through angle —0, gives

U0, P) = 00 (0, 0) €.(0) = Ry (6:) 3 ion(p,0) €% (0)di)), (6 (A11)
X, d

where we used dg\ld) /\&(—9) = dg\z) x,(0). This argument works only in the deuteron rest frame

where there is no total three-momentum to be rotated by R,.
In the original reference [B{] the on-shell particle was taken to be particle 1 with four-
momentum p;, and the wave function in the deuteron rest frame was expanded in terms
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of (on-shell) particle 2 spinors [4]. [Also, be aware that the spinors used in Ref. [B(] were
quantized along the fixed Z axis, in for v spinors the notation —s corresponded to spin
projection +s in the 2 direction.] In the notation of Eq. (JAf) this becomes

U0, (01, P) = 3 [ua(pr, Ao, 02) 65,0, (P1) + 02(D1 Ao 0) Uy, (P)] - (AL2)
A2

Using the fact that 6, = 7 + 61, so that 6 = 7 when 6; = 0, and using Eq. (A1) gives

U0 P) = 3 [ua(pr, A, 0) U5, o (P12)

A2\,

+02(P1; A2, 02) Y5, (p1-)] d(;;l)xd (61) (A13)

where the components wi v (P1z) have the relative momentum vector (same as the mo-
\d

mentum of particle 1 in the rest system) aligned along the 42 direction. The + components
of the wave functions follow from the helicity spinors defined above and the expansions given

in Ref. B0):

¢;\_1)\2,)\d(p) - \/%_WXTAQ [U(p) o g’\d T 5 (3 13 ' gkdo- ' 13 e gkd)} E XM

3 ’ . . ;
Uainena(P) = \/%XTAZ [vs(p) P&, — Ug) (0 Do, - p-é}d)] %XM . (A14)

Here u(p) and w(p) are the momentum space radial wave functions for the S and D states
and v;(p) and vg(p) are triplet and singlet P state wave functions, which appear in a manner
similar to the lower component wave functions for the Dirac equation. These wave functions
are functions of the variable p = |p| and satisfy the normalization condition [B(]

/ooo p’dp {u*(p) + w’(p) + v7(p) + v2(p)} = 1. (A15)

The wave functions (AT4) can be simplified by specifying the helicity states of the
deuteron (in the rest frame). Since the deuteron is a particle 2 in the sense of Jacob and
Wick, its helicity states are

: (41, —4,0) if A\g=+
=2 _ ~1 s—=Ag ,—imdy ¢1 \/5( ) ) d A16
5)‘11 gkd ( ) € gkd (07 O’ 1) if )\d — O ( )
Note, for future reference, that
Re&,, = (-1)'7e (A17)

where R, = R,(m). If p is in the +2 direction, it is not difficult to evaluate ([A14), giving

1
@Dj\rl,\Q,,\d(Pz) = EdAd,)\z—Al f&d\(P)
_ 2\ _
,lvbh)\z,)\d(pZ) = _\/ﬁ 5>\d,>\2—)\1 -f|)\d\(p) ) (A18)
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where

fo () = u(p) + V2w(p) fo (p) = V3us(p)
(A19)

fif () =v2u(p) —wlp)  fi(p)=V3up).
Combining the expressions (AT3) and (AIY) gives

?ﬂgll)@d(php) \/—WZ[Uz P1; A2, 02) 3, 5, (P1)

A2

—2X1 vy (Ph A2, 92) f|;2_,\1\(P1)} df\lg)_,\l,xd(el) . (A2O)

One disadvantage of the expansion ([A2() is that the four-momentum of particle 2, which
is pp = {My — E,,, —p1} in the rest system, is not the same as the four-momentum of
the spinor wug, which is po = {E,,, —p1}. This difference can lead to confusion, especially
because the four-momentum p, is not one of the four-momenta that naturally occurs in the
problem. In this paper we avoid this confusion, exploit the freedom to expand the off-shell
particle in terms spinors with any four-momentum, and choose the four-momentum of the
on-shell particle (i.e. the spectator) for the expansion. The advantage of this choice is that
four-momentum used to describe the off-shell particle is now one of the naturally occurring
momenta in the problem. Also, we find that the formalism is simplified if we use +° u instead
of v spinors to describe the negative energy states (as in Ref. [i7]). With this choice, we
find the following expansion for the wave function

%\1 Mg ph \/ Z U1 pla)‘Qael ¢|,\2+,\1|(P1)

1
—2X%° Ul(pb)\z,@l)¢M2+A1\(p1)] d(—,)\z—xl,xdwl% (A21)
where and extra factor of v/3 has been introduced for convenience. Projecting out the

independent components, gives

o) = ) bl =

(257 0) - 1)
(A22)

6T0) = =) o) =

Sl Sl

<%f1+(p) + ff(p)) ,

where the new wave functions were given in Table [T]|.

Comparison of the expansions ([A2() and ([A2])) underline the fact that the separation of
the wave function into positive and negative energy parts is a matter of convention; only the
total result is independent of this separation.

By a similar argument, we expect the expansion for 1/ to be

3 !
Witau(enP) = | Dlualon 202 if (02
A1
—2X1 7° ua(pa, At 0) ¢;;2+)\1‘(p2>] dg?“l”\d(% —m. (A2
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One can prove that ¢* = ¢'* by finding the expansions for ¢® directly from those for 1)),
Using ([A23) and orthogonality relations for the spinors gives

(3/8m)12 614 (p2) dy, (61) = a2, A, 02) 2, (2, P)
= Uz(P2, A1, 02) T, (D2, P) Ctg (D2, Aa, 02)
= 4>\1)\2@1(P2,Al,el)RwFAd(p%P)CR;lﬂlT(p%)\zael)
= AN Ao (—1) M Ay (pa, A, 01) Ty, (p1, P) Caf (p2, Ao, 61)
= (—1)1\_)“1 711(p2,>\1,91)F—/\d(plap)caf(ma)\z,el)a (A24)

where A = X\i + Ao, T's,(p, P) = Tulp, P) &5, (P), Ry(m) p2 = p1, and we used the relations
(AY) and ([A17). However, from ([A21])

(3/8m)12 i (pr) divy, (02 — ) = (3/8m)12 (—1)A 6 (p1) dX _,,(61)

= (=1)* My (p1, A, 61) ¢§\11),—)\d(plap>
= (=) My (pr, Ao, 1) Ty, (p1, P) C i (p1, Ai, 61) .(A25)

Since this equation is symmetric under the interchange of \; and A9, and p; = ps in the c.m.
system, the two equations (A24) and (E25) are equal, and ¢+ = ¢'*. A similar argument
holds of ¢~.

The wave functions used in this paper were obtained by solving the Spectator equation
using a kernel adjusted to fit the NN data below 350 MeV lab energy [R4].

3. Boosting helicity spinors

In order to boost the spectator equation wave functions it is necessary to have expressions
for the pure boosts of the helicity spinors. Indeed, for the applications to elastic deuteron
electromagnetic form factors and the response functions for deuteron electrodisintegration,
it is only necessary to study the case where the boosts are made along the z-axis. Since the
Dirac spinors for arbitrary momentum are defined in terms of a Lorentz transformation of
the rest frame spinors, it is useful to define the four-momentum in the particle rest frame as

p=(m,0). (A26)

Three basic Lorentz transformations are required in the following discussion. In the notation
of Eq. ([Ad]), these are:

p = S0:¢)p=R(P)B(C) P
p= S, ¢)p=RE)B(G) D
P = B(()p (A27)

The first Lorentz transformation connects the particle rest frame with the initial frame of
the particle and is composed of a pure boost along the z-axis B((,) followed by a rotation
into the direction of the initial particle direction R(p). The second Lorentz transformation
connects the particle rest frame with the final frame of the particle and is also composed
of a pure boost along the z-axis followed by a rotation. The third Lorentz transformation
connects the initial and final particle frames with a pure boost along the z-axis.
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Now consider the boost of a helicity spinor [either u; of Eq. ([Ad)) or us(p, A) of Eq. (AG)]
along the z-axis

B(C)ui(p, \) = B(G) S, ) ui(0, V)
= S(ﬁlv CP’) S_l(ﬁlv CP’) B(CZ) S(ﬁv Cp) ui(ov >‘)
= 87,6 S (A, Gr) BICIAD, ) ual0, ) (A28)

where S(p, (,) = S(A(p, (,)) is the representation of the Lorentz transformation A(p, ¢,) and
the group composition property of the Lorentz transformations has been used in writing the
final step. Since

_1(]5/7 Cp’)B(CZ)A(ﬁv Cp) P =D, (A29>
this combination of Lorentz transformations must be equivalent to a rotation,and is referred
to as the Wigner rotation. In this case, where the boost is along the z-axis and the momenta

are in the 22 plane, the Wigner rotation is a rotation about the ¢ axis, denoted R, (w;). The
boosted spinor can therefore be written

B(C) ui(p, ) = S, Gr) Rylwr) wi(0,)) = S, ) Zuz ") A4 (w;)
- Zu, p, ) d (W) . (A30)

Since 7° and C «° both commute with the boost, and since the boost is real, (A30) also holds
for v° u;(p, \) and Cul (p, \).

In this paper B((.) will be chosen to be the boost from the c.m. frame where P* =
{Dy,0,0,—qo} to the lab frame where P = {M,,0,0,0}. This is accomplished by a boost
in the positive Z direction with tanh (, = ¢o/Dy. In the notation we have introduced, the
basic equations are

B(¢.) Caj (p;, A ZCu pi. X) dyy” (wi) (A31)

and the inverse relations

(¢ Cal (s, A zm pi, N) AP (—wi) (A32)

where the unstarred variables are in the deuteron rest frame (the lab frame) and the starred
variables are in the c.m. frame of the electrodisintegration process.
The Wigner rotation angles can be computed from the standard relations

_1(CZ) Ry(ei) B(Cpi) = Ry(ezj") B(Cp)Ry(:Fwi) ) (A33)

where the upper sign holds for i = 1 and the lower for ¢ = 2 [the change in sign is a
consequence of the phase relation in Eq. (A§)], and 6] = 6* and 65 = 6* + 7 [recall Table [[;
the form of 65 is a consequence of the extra rotation by 7 in Eq. ()] Writing the rotation
and boost operators in closed form, Eq. (A33) can be written

[cosh %CZ — g sinh %CZ} (cos %Qi — 129 8in %6’1) {cosh %Qpi — g sinh %sz}
= (cos 167 — i, sin %9;‘) [cosh ¢, — azsinh %Cp} (cos 10 + 1 sin %&1) . (A34)
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where @ is a shorthand for either w; or —ws, depending on the case under consideration.
This operator relation can be separated into four independent equations relating w to the
lab variables {p;, ;} to the c.m. variables {p,0}. A convenient form of these equations is

C_y cos3b; = \/2My(E + m) cos 3(6; — @)
C__ cos3b; = \/m cos 3 (07 + @)
Cyy singt;, = \/m sin 5 (07 — @)
Cy_ singb;, = \/m sin 507 + @) (A35)
where
Cap = \/ (Do + M) (E; + am) + by/(Dy — My)(E; — am), (A36)

with £ = y/m2+p2? and E; = \/m? + p?. The following identities, derived from these
equations, are very useful:
E

. ~ . ~ i .
—sin @ cosw — cos B sinw = — sin b,
m m

—sin@; sinw + cosd; cosw = cosb;

m
. ) . Dy .
— = cosf sin@ + sin B cosw = — sin 6;
m d
. - D, E; qo Pi
—cosf cosw +sinf sinw = cosf; —
m ! ! Mym " Mym
- qo DO
—pcosw = —FE;cos6;, — — p;
p Md KA KA Mdp'l
sin@ = sin 6; A37
P Md o (A37)

4. Boosting the deuteron wave function

In order to calculate the response functions for deuteron electrodisintegration it is neces-
sary boost the deuteron wave functions from the center of momentum frame of the final state
proton-neutron pair to the rest (lab) frame of the deuteron (where the decomposition of the
wave functions onto S, D, and P states has been defined). If the system is quantized such
that the three-momentum transfer q lies along the z-axis, then the deuteron wave functions
in the c.m. must be boosted to the rest frame by a pure active boost B((,) in the Z direction
with tanh (, = qo/ Do, as defined in the previous section.

The rest frame wave functions are obtained by applying the operator B = B((,) to the
wave functions (B.27]), which gives

B (i, PY) = B B a0 P Cal (97, )
- {B e B—l}{zszvdwp:,P*)B— b [Beal (b7 )
= ;Jﬂﬁf 3 NaTi (0, P Pycal (p;, N) ) (w;)
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= Zm pi, P) d2 (wi) (A38)

where, in the next to last step, we used the boost properties of the helicity spinors ([A31]) and
fact that the propagator and I'y,(p;, P) are Lorentz scalars. Note that there is no Wigner
rotation of the deuteron helicity vector because the boost is in the same direction as its
momentum (but the components of the vector & do change). The wave function in the
c.m. frame can therefore be written in terms of the rest frame wave function

¢ pz ) P* ZB w)\’)\d b, ) d(1/2) (wl) : (A39>

Using the representations ([A21)) or (A23), and the boost formula ([A39) and ([A30), the wave

function in the c.m. frame becomes

W\, (05, PY) = 8728‘ [wi(pi, X)) 6} (D) = 2X; 97 wal(pi, X)) 1 (D)

)\’ by

xdgh 5, (0:) /) (i)

= e 3 [uslor ) 6 (00) — 2wl ) 073 (1)

N XA
1 Gy (12 1/2
ngFz)\,)\d(ei) df\;/xi) (wi) df\g/,\)(wi) ) (A40)
where A = A} + X, 0, = 0, and 6, = 6, — 7, and the upper(lower) sign in the A index of
d® is for i = 1(2). Note that the notation is mixed in the last equation : the momentum

of the spinors is expressed in the c.m. frame and the variables of the ¢’s and dV) are in the
deuteron rest frame.

APPENDIX B: THE HADRONIC MATRIX ELEMENT

1. The plane wave matrix elements

Using Eq. (A40), the current matrix element (P:27), in the c.m. frame, becomes

3 1
(e |, (@) M) = 167 Ny 2,
{ul(p’{, M) 01 p3 = @) [ua(P3, A) dfly (D) — 237 ua(p3, A) éj (p2)] =2

—i15(p3, o) 43 (P53, 13 — ¢°) [ (DT, A) &y (D1) — 227" wr (P, \) 1 (1) :} . (B1)

where

[1]

2 = dih, (0 =) A3 (ws) di/Y (ws)
b= ), (0) A5 () 4 (). (B2)

(1]
|
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and A and the Wigner rotation angles w; were defined above.
The matrix elements of the single nucleon current operator, in the c.m. system, are defined
to be

; . u;(py, Ni) Ja. (07, pi — q°) ui(P5, A) if p =+
]g)A,\(pﬂ,QO):{ p 7

ui(pys Ni) Jx, (97, pF — @) v u(p), A) i p=—

These are calculated in the next section. Using this notation, the current matrix elements
(BI) can be written in the following compact notation

<>\ A2 ’J)W ‘)\d> = (D), (07, 05, 47)

Z Z{ (20) 33, (0,67, 0) @y (P2) dyy, (62 — ) di@ (w2) d(xl/z) (w2)

167r NS

—0p(22%) G, (9, 0°, @0) 8y (1) A2, (01) A/ (wn) ) w} : (B4)

where 7,(x) is the phase defined in Eq. (R.35). The unpolarized cross section will be calcu-
lated from this matrix element after the matrix elements of the nucleon current have been
discussed.

2. The single nucleon current

In the spectator formalism used in this paper, the NN interaction kernel has a form factor
h(p?) (h(m?) = 1) attached to each off-shell nucleon which enters of leaves the interaction.
Alternatively, this form factor can be removed from the kernel and attached to the nucleon
propagators, which then have the form

s h?(p)
S = —= B5
Gauge invariance [BZ will be insured if we introduce a reduced nucleon current j%(p', p)
30 p) = iR p)h, (B6)

where h = h(p?) and ' = h(p?), which satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity using the
dressed propagator

0.5V ) = Sg'(p) — Sy (1) - (B7)
A simple choice for the reduced current which satisfies this identity is [25, B2, [

JR@.p) = Fo(Fi(Q?) — D)A* + FoF(Q?) wz!;zqy +Foy”
+Go(F3(Q%) — 1) A_(p")3*A-(p) + Go A_(p' )V A (p) , (B8)

where F 5(Q?) are the on-shell nucleon form factors, F3(Q?) is a completely unknown form
factor describing the off-shell structure of the nucleon (subject to the constraint that F3(0) =
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1), A_(p) = (m— §)/(2m), ¥ = v* — ¢"¢/q* and Fy and Gy are functions of p* and p”
completely determined by the WT identity:

7= 1 m2_pl2 1 m2_p2
U ﬁp2_p/2+ﬁp/2_p2
1 1 4m?
Go = <ﬁ_ﬁ> P2 —p?’ (B9)

Since the final nucleon is always on-shell in the RIA approximation, p”> = m? and the terms
multiplied by A_(p’) vanish, giving

B = g {R@re @) Gk LA (B10)

Furthermore, the terms proportional to ¢* vanish when the current is contracted with the
photon helicity vectors. Hence, the current for use in the RIA reduces to the traditional
current divided by A

P00 = g {F@ + B@) ] (shenp=m?) (81D
’ h(p?) 2m '
Even when one of the particles is off-shell the only modification to the on-shell current which
survives is the appearance of the factor of 1/h.
The photon helicity states in the c.m. frame, as defined in Ref. 1], are

L 0,51,-i,0)
€ = 7= ) , 71,
+1 NG +
1
o — —= (QQ, 0, O, V(]) . (B12)
Q@
Hence, the single nucleon current operator, defined in Eq. (:26) and (BT1)), is

W —a) =F(QY) 7, — Fz(Qz)%,

5y

(B13)

where the factor of 1/h has been omitted (it is absorbed into the wave function). As
discussed above and in Ref. [BT]], the results are simplified if we consider the symmetric and
anti-symmetric combinations of the transverse helicity amplitudes, which are found from

1 1
s — A - c— = = 07_17070
€ 2(51 € 1) \/i( )
1 1
_ 1 )= = i 0). B14
Eq 2(51+5 1) \/§(0,0, i,0) (B14)

Using the explicit form of the spinors given in Egs. (A4) and ([Af) we can show that the
current matrix elements have the form

jg\i/))\p (p * QO> — 5)\’, -2 ]ﬁ])p + 2\ 5)\’,)\ ]él)p for {pa g} = (+a 0)7 (+> 3)7 (_a CL) (B15)
9 2N Oy, —x jiy” + O sy’ for {p, g} = (—,0),(=,5), (+,a)

47



where g = {0,s,a} replaces the helicity. If the proton (particle 1) matrix elements are
calculated first, the neutron elements follow from

jg\?)\ g(p7 9*7 qO) = a2(p7 )‘/ 0" + 7T) .752) (p;p; - q*) Ul(p, >\7 9*>

= —ANXa(p, N, 0%) Rejl? (5,05 — ¢°) Ry ua(p, A, 0 + )
= —ANA7/(9) ui(p, N, 0%) 3P (v}, 0} — G°) ua(p, A, 0" + )
= —AXNAT(9) J5h, (0,0, —q0) (B16)

where the rotation by 7 about the ¢ axis has changed p5 — p}, ¢* — ¢* = (10,0,0, —qo),
g0 = —(—q0,0,0,10) [so that the effect on the ¢ = 0 amplitude is to change the phase
and to change gy — —qo|, and therefore the phase 7/(g), arising from the rotation of the
photon helicity vectors, is negative (for ¢ = 0 or s) or positive (for g = a). The change in
the operator jéQ) — jél) corresponds to the replacement of the neutron form factors with
proton form factors. The effect of the phase —4\ ) is an additional change in the sign of
all jo type elements. Combining all of these effects allows us to obtain j/(\%);;rg(p, 0*, qo) from

jg}& g(p,Q*,qO) by changing proton to neutron form factors, gqo — —qo, Ji0,s) = —J1(0.5)

J2(0,5) — J2(0,8)s Jia — Jia» and ja, — —joq. These phase changes are recorded through the
factor o shown in Table [[V].

3. The hadronic structure functions

Substituting the form (BIJ) for the current into the expressions (B4) allows the sum over
A to be carried out. If g = 0 or s the result is

)\ £ £ *
(J ))\111)\2 (p17p27 q )

| 2 (1/2) (1) (1/2)
167T N, Z Z { (4MA7) [jlg |A\(p2) dxl A (w2) 4+ 21 Jgg 8 fA\(pz) d,\'1 ,\1(“’2)} Vs

PN,
—np(ANaXy) 7157 6 (1) di/ 2, (wn) + 220 537 oy (1) di/3) (wn)] yl}, (B17)

where
Vo = d{/3) (wy) dyy (6 — )
Vi = dyD(wn)d) (0. (B18)

)P

If g = a the phase 2)\; in the first square bracket multiplies jg instead of jé;)p , and the

phase 25 in the second square bracket multiplies jg)p instead of jéi)p . This different phase

insures that there is no interference between J, and the other components of the current;
J, contributes only quadratically in the term J, JJ.

The unpolarized hadronic structure functions are now obtained by squaring the current
(BI7), summing over final hadron helicities and averaging over the initial deuteron helicity,
and multiplying by the kinematic factors given in Eq. (B:3§). The structure functions R
are identically zero in the RIA. The others are proportional to

(T Jh)y = 3 (A, 01 05, ) TN, (07,93, 0) (B19)

M A2y
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This generates three terms: the proton contribution (proportional to [jV]?), the neutron
contribution (proportional to [j]?), and an interference term (proportional to j( x j®).

The proton and neutron terms simplify easily. The sum over Ay and Ay (for the proton
term) or A\; (for the neutron term) collapses the sum over A} and A (associated with J, and

the sum over A/ and A (associated with J;,) reducing the “diagonal” terms to

)] -

(i) + (1/2)
167 Nc% Zl { {_4)‘/1)\719 \A|(pj) +]lg ¢\A|(pj)} d_ )\(wj)

+ [2)\j§2+ r/r\\(py) 2)\1]2g ¢‘A|(pj)} d(1/2)(%)} X {gﬁgl} (B20)

where i = 1 (for the proton) or 2 (for the neutron), j = 1 or 2 (but j # ¢), and we used
dg\l,l/ E)A(wl) = —4)\] )\d(_1<,2) (w;). Next, using the identities

Zd“” DA = 1= 3 @)d5 )
Z2>\d W)Y (w;) = d(l/z)(ﬁ — 2w;) = 20d? (2w;)
de Y2 (wy) = 0, (B21)

and (2)\)? = 1, gives

()] =

N2 2 {J(l [ )]+ 7 (o))

d}\//

+ (Jé?f coswj + J( ) smwj) {(brj\‘(pj) qﬁm(pj)} } (B22)

where the currents .J,,, were given in Eq. (.39). Since these currents do not depend on the
helicities, we may complete the sums using

> 60y (0) ¢ (05) = 2 [66(p;) &6 (0)) + &7 (p;) 8 (py)] - (B23)
)\/ /
This gives the result reported in Eq. (B.39).
The interference term does not simplify as nicely. The sums over A4, A;, and Ay can be
carried out, but there are no delta functions to collapse the remaining four sums. The result
is

3 1) 2 1
(T = 5 Y Ayl — 7 —00) [JV TP+ 0 TP (B24)
16T N3
A1)\2
NI

where A = X] + A\, A" = M+ )], and
JO = [Nl a6 + 2g+d“<?xf<6+>} £1(p2)
+ [ty AP (00) = 2X by~ dS/ R (60)] iy (p2)
JP = [~ 50 a3 (6,) + 29+d1<%X< 2] ¢ (1)
[t AU, (—0) = 228 35 d/ (=60)] é (p) (B25)
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APPENDIX C: KINEMATIC SINGULARITY IN THE LAB CROSS SECTIONS

In Sec. [TH it was shown that, if z > 1, the lab angle, 6, reaches a maximum value
in the first quadrant, leading to the condition (2.20). In this Appendix we show that this
condition generates a true singularity in the lab cross section [suggested by Eq. (B:2T)], but
that, because of the finite resolution of any detector, all observable cross sections remain
finite.

Mathematically, this singularity arises from a zero in the recoil factor R defined in
Eq. (B-§). The denominator of Eq.(2.§) vanishes if

Ewpi = FEyq, cosby, (C1)

where By = My +v = /W2 +¢? is the energy of the final np pair in the lab frame. We
will first show that the condition that this denominator vanish is identical to the condition

(.20).
To see this, it is convenient differentiate cos; with respect to 6*. Using Eq. (.17) gives
d cos 0y d (v} pEwsind*  pi | Ew PP 2 * i
e (a = W Q—pi{’ Wqusmﬁ + WZQp cosf* sin 0
p sin 6* 1 q *
= DI {EWpl —q, costh bEW + WLp cos 6 ]}
sin 0*
= pp%W {EWpl —dq; COSGlEl} y (CQ)
where, in the last step we used
Ei= 2By + e pcos b C3
155 W+WPCOS ) (C3)

easily obtained form the same boost that gave Eq. (B.17). Equation ([C3) shows that the
two conditions (R.20) and ([CI]) are equivalent (except when sin#* = 0, when there is no
singularity).

It is instructive to see how the cosine,

Pi _ 4, W+ 2pEw 2
\/pi‘2 + p2 sin® 9~ \/qzVV2 +4q,pW By 2 + 4p2q2 22 + 4p2 W2

(C4)

z, =cosb =

of the proton lab angle, 6, varies with z = cos #*. For fixed z and @Q?, z, depends only on z
as given by Eq. (C4). As an example, Fig. P4 shows how z, varies with z for selected values
of z when Q? = 3. The value of z at which z, is a minimum, denoted 2..;; can be computed
from Eq. (C4). In the approximation that m,, = m, = m we obtain

VW24 2)(W2 — dm?)

Wa, (Ch)

Zerit = —

Moreover, solving Eq. (CI]) for z gives the same value, and hence we recover again the
observation that the singularity occurs at the kinematic boundary of cos 6.
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FIG. 22: The left panel shows z, = cosf; as a function of z = cos6* and the right panel shows 1 — z,. In
all cases Q% = 3 GeV?, My = 2 GeV, m = 1 GeV, and the lines show x = 0.5 (solid), = 1.0 (very long
dashes), © = 1.25 (long dashes), x = 1.5 (dashed), x = 1.8 (dotted), and z = 1.98 (dot-dashed).

The values of Ey, p; and z, at the critical point can be found using the additional
constraint that follows from energy conservation. Energy conservation gives the following
general formula for z, :

@ Ami—m)+ 2B (My+v) — (Mg +v)*  2BEwE, — W?

zZ
2p1q, 2p1q,

p : (C6)
where we have defined W? = W? — m?2 + m?2. For fixed electron kinematics, Eqgs. (CT]) and
(C8), taken together, give the proton energy Ejy, proton momentum pg and angle zq at which
the denominator ([C]]) is singular:

=
Of course, the value of Ey must be physical, i.e. the denominator has to be positive and
Ey > m,. The first condition leads to the constraint

W? >m2 —m?, (C8)

VAER m2 — W

2mpq,

m ~
o = W_ngv m2— Wi, z (C7)

0

which is always satisfied, while the second one requires

Q2
Q* > 2v(my, — €q) — €4(2my, — €q) ~ = (C9)

where My = m, + m, — ¢; and in the last step we put m,, ~ m, ~ m, ¢ ~ 0, and
v = Q?/(2mx). This is the mathematical proof that the differential cross section is singular
if and only if x > 1.

We conclude this discussion by showing that, even though the cross section is singular,
the physical observables obtained from it are not. Because any measuring apparatus must
necessarily have a finite resolution, all physical measurements must necessarily average the
differential cross section (R.]) over this finite resolution. At the kinematic boundary this

average is
d°c 1 f2o(l+e d’o
—_— ) = — — | dz, . 1
<dQ’dE’dQl>e Z0€ / (dQ’dE’d(h) o (C10)
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This average will be finite only if the singularity is integrable, and this will now be shown
explicitly. That it must be so follows from general physical considerations, and also from
the behavior of the differential cross section in the c.m. frame, where there is a smooth,
non-singular behavior for all kinematical conditions. In the lab frame, for fixed electron
kinematics, the z, dependent part of the integrand is contained in the kinematic factors

pln{fzg) +} - Wpi {R(L” +} (C11)
EW b1 — El q, %,

At first glance, if we assume that the factor p; R is an analytical function of z,, Eq. (C]))
suggests that the singularity will be a simple pole, which is not integrable. However, it is
easy to show that the dependence of p; R on z, is not analytic. Begin by using (C3) to
rewrite Eq. (C4)
aBy —b Ew W2
2L = y &= —, b= — )
P1 q;, 2qL
and solve this equation for p; as a function of z, (recalling that a and b depend only on the
electron variables and are not functions of z, ). The result is

2, b+ a\/b2 + (22 — a®)m? _ 2, b+ amp /2% — 23 (€13)

2 _ 52 2 _ 52 ’
a ZL a ZL

(C12)

pP1 =

where we used (C7) to express zy in terms of a and b

a?m? — b?
=t (C14)
mp
From ([CT3) we obtain the following expression for the energy E)

myz, \/22 — 22 + ba
B =V 70 : (C15)

2 _ 52
a ZL

Substituting ([CI3) and ([CI3) into the recoil factor we obtain

Wp? Wp?
PR = Pi = LI (C16)
WPt = Eiq, 2, my,q,, /22 — 22

From this it is clear that in the vicinity of the end point singularity at z, the cross section
Eq. (CI0) behaves as 1/,/22 — 2§ and the singularity is integrable.
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