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The Rayleigh scattering of x-rays by many-electron highigrged ions is studied theoretically. The many-
electron perturbation theory, based on a rigorous quantaotredynamics approach, is developed and imple-
mented for the case of the elastic scattering of (high-eztijgohotons by helium-like ion. Using this elaborate
approach, we here investigate the many-electron effegtaioethe independent-particle approximation (IPA) as
conventionally employed for describing the Rayleigh srétg. The total and angle-differential cross sections
are evaluated for the x-ray scattering by helium-liké™Ni Xe*?*, and AU™* ions in their ground state. The
obtained results show that, for high-energetic photors,effects beyond the IPA do not exceed 2% for the
scattering by a closefi -shell.

PACS numbers: 32.80.Wr, 31.15.V-, 31.30.J-

I. INTRODUCTION

The elastic scattering of a light by bound electrons is comlgnbnown as Rayleigh scattering. It has been found a powerfu
and versatile tool for investigating the structure and dyita of bound electrons as well as for probing the atomicrenvinent.
Apart from the fundamental interest, a quantitative un@eding of the Rayleigh scattering is needed in variousdiefetiuding
the study of the solid-state, complex molecules or even wdnjects [1.24], astrophysics [, 6] as well as in medicaydiastics

(1.

Experimentally, recent progress in exploring the Rayleighttering of hard x rays by atomic or solid-state targesstieen
achieved by a major improvement of the detection techniggewell as the quality of light sources. Indeed, novel solid-
state photon detectofs |8, 9] together with advances invtaiadle synchrotron sources [10] have paved the way tosvaesv
generations of experiments. For example, a measuremehedinear polarization of the Rayleigh scattered light hasrb
recently performed with the help of the segmented solitestitectors at the PETRA Il synchrotron at DESY![11]. The
advances in the Rayleigh scattering experiments nowadsyslamand further and accurate predictions at the sidesofyh

The theoretical investigations on the elastic scatterfighoton by bound electrons dates back to the mid-1930s j/Rjle
initially quite simple approximations were applied, basedthe atomic form factors, the rigorous quantum electradyioal
(QED) approach has later been developed by using the ristatisecond-ordef-matrix amplitude; we refer the reader to
Ref. [13] for a comprehensive historical overview. Thigdatipproach has now become the standard for treating thieiglay
scattering. These developments were triggered specigltiid pioneering work of Brown, Peierls, and Woodwaro [14how
developed the method for the calculation of the secondrdrdasition amplitudes. Within this QED approach, quiteuaniver
of calculations were carried out for different atoms andtphcenergies [15-21]; we refer the reader to Refl [22] for m-co
prehensive review on this approach. In recent yeéals [23t@7hngular and polarization correlation between the ricind
outgoing photons have also been investigated. Unfortynai@vever, the formalism of the second-ordematrix theory does
not enable one to investigate systematically the manytreleeffects on the Rayleigh scattering. This is caused btbctron-
electron interaction that is treated only approximatelthis formalism by means of a central screening potential vaimich is
known as screening potential or independent-particleagpration (IPA). Until the present, many-electron effdoéyond the
IPA were only investigated for the helium atom in Ref.|[28)whs found that the interelectronic-interaction correusibeyond
the IPA significantly modify the Rayleigh cross section toe tow-energy photons and disappear for higher energiesnidin
aim of the present study is to investigate the many-eledffacts for highly charged ions.

In this paper, we present a rigorous QED treatment of the dRglylscattering of light by highly charged helium-like ions
The QED perturbation expansion with regard to the intetededc interaction is applied up to the first-order for theyRagh
scattering as an important light-matter interaction pss@ medium and high photon energies. In particular, foaaslave been
derived for the zeroth- and first-order interelectroniteraction corrections to the scattering amplitude. Traswfework enables
one to systematically investigate the many-electron &ffieeyond the IPA. In Selc] 11, the details of this formalism presented,
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while the computational techniques and methods are diedussSec[Tll. The total and angle-differential cross sewiare
evaluated for the scattering of x rays on the ground statelidim-like Ni26*+, Xe*?*+, and AU™* ions. We shall here consider
especially two experimental scenarios in which the inca@might is either unpolarized or completely linearly poizd. In
Sec[1V, the obtained numerical results are presented andisied. Attention is paid to the comparison between theatiRA
the many-electron description. For the Rayleigh scatteoiinx rays by helium-like ions in their ground state, we findttthe
many-electron effects beyond the IPA treatment do not ek2e¥. In Sed_V, we briefly summarize our results and give & brie
outlook.

Relativistic units f = 1, ¢ = 1, m = 1) and the Heaviside charge unit [= ¢2/(47), e < 0] are used throughout the paper.

Il. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

The process of elastic photon scattering is characteriggdebenergy conservation of the incident and outgoing pieio
the center-of-mass frame of the overall scattering sysfdns means that no energy transfer is possible between thteqpand
the target with its internal degree of freedom. Howevegsithe energy of the scattered photon is typically much entibn
the atom’s rest-mass energy, we therefore consider in {fleviog the scattering of a photon in the rest frame of theratso
that the incoming and outgoing photon energies simply rarie same. For the theoretical description of (quite) hedoyns,
moreover, it is naturally to utilize the Furry picture, inioh the (infinitely heavy) nucleus is taken as the source ®tthssical
Coulomb field and where the interaction of electrons witls ffeld is then treated exactly by just solving the Dirac eiquain
the nuclear Coulomb potential.

According to the basic principles of QED [29], the differiahtross section for the scattering of a photon by an atoriviang
by

do (kg ep, A'ski €, A) = (2m) |7y, ariy, AlP0(Bar + kY — Ea — k) dky (1)

where the initial and final state of the photon are charamdrby the four-momentuij’ andkﬁi and polarization vectors and

€y, respectively. Here, the zero and spatial components dbtirevector define the photon frequeney = w and the photon
wave vectok. Moreover, the total energy of the bound electronsfageand £/ 4. for the initial and final state of the atom. The
shorthand notationd andA’ stand for a unique specification of the bound-electronstate «aJa M4 andA’ = aa Jar My,
whereJ 4 andJ,. are the total angular momenta, and M 4. their corresponding projections, and wherg and« 4. denote

all additional quantum numbers that are needed for a unipaeification of the states. The energy conservafion= E 4
clearly shows that no energy transfer occurs to the atomtaatdhie moduli of the wave vectors are the same for the incgmin
and outgoing photong? = k?. Thus, the angle-differential cross section for the etestattering in a solid angté s takes the
form

2m)*(k0)?2
do(ky; ki, €;) = M Z Z |T'Yf7A/3,'Yi7A|2 dQy . @)

2Ja+1 Ma, M, €
The scattering amplitude,, 4., .4 can be related to the scatterifigmatrix element by following expression
S = (kpoep, AN(S = Dk, €, A) = 2mi 7y, a4 6(K — KY) 3)

and whereS and] denote the scattering and identity operators. The scagt€rimatrix elemenﬁ‘;‘??t 1.4;.4 CONtAINS two types

of processes: the scattering by the Coulomb potential ofittideus as well as the scattering by the bound electronsfiishe
type corresponds to the Delbriick scattering amplitudéevthe second one is usually defined as the Rayleigh saagtbyi the
bound electrons. Here, we restrict ourselves to the Rayleigttering only. In order to evaluate the correspondingdRzh
S-matrix element, which we denote S%A,;%A, one has to employ the bound-electron QED perturbationryhdeor this
purpose, we here utilize the (so-called) two-time Greersfion method as developed in Refs.|[30—32], where the geation
theory is formulated for the two-time Green functions. TteyRighS-matrix element can be generally related to the two-time
Green functions by the equatidn [32]

S%A,WA = 73" 6(kY —k?)jér dE’?g dE gy, a1y a (B B KY)
A A
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where the contoul” 4 encloses the pole corresponding to the bound-electroessteith the energy~,. This contour also
excludes all further singularities of the Green functigns a:;,, 4, gaa, andgas a-, which are defined in a similar way as



3

in Ref. [32]. The factorZ; is a renormalization constant for the absorbed and emittedops lines. The Green function
9vs. A, A(E' EL k) describes the scattering of a photon by bound electronse Wt Green functionga 4 (E) andg a4 (E)
characterize the initial and final bound-electron statesesthe Rayleigtb-matrix elemenﬁw Ay 4 IS €Xpressed in terms of
the Green functions, it can be calculated order-by-ordeapplying the QED perturbation theory with regard to the a&idn-
matter interaction.

In the following, we shall consider in further detail the n@sonant Rayleigh scattering of light by helium-like ipns.
for photon energies which are not close to possible exeitatof any quasi-stationary bound state. The zeroth-owder t
electron wave functions 4 andu 4. are constructed as linear combinations of Slater detemsnd = (ai,a2)s,1, and

A/ - (a/laaQ)JA/MA/ as
1
V2

whereF 4 is a shorthand notation for the summation over the Clebsutuéh coefficients

Uay (£1) Ua, (r1)

uA(I'hI'Q) =Fa Ual(rZ) Uqy (r2)

= Fy4 WZ 1P| Pay Pas), (5)

1 ; a1 7é a2
FA|G1G2> = Z Cﬂ{:j\“{:ljwm% |ala2> { 1/\/5 a; = az ’ (6)

May ,May

Jja the one-electron total angular momentum angits projection,P is the permutation operator, giving rise to the sigi )
the permutation for any permutation of the electron coatdis. The same notations hold for the final stéteThe one-electron
wave functions.,, andu,, are found by solving the Dirac equation with the Coulomb pti& of the nucleus.

A. Zeroth-order approximation

In order to calculate th&-matrix elemeniS Al A of the Rayleigh scattering according to E. (4), we decorepbs
two-time Green functions in a perturbation serles with gueersion parameter and group the terms of the same order together.
In zeroth-order approximation, the corresponding Feyndiagrams are depicted in Fig. 1. Then, by employing Eds. i(8) a

(@) we obtain the zeroth-order Rayleigh scattering anmﬁbt,ﬁng,m_A in a following form

0 _ 1 / (0) / 0
Ty A A = 9 FAdE]{ dE gy vy, A(E' E K @)

where the superscripf0)” indicates the order of the perturbation expansion. Actgdb the Feynman rules, the zeroth-order
Green functioryg(;)_’A,‘%_’A can be written as

0 g1 A (B EKDS(E + k) — K — E)
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams of the Rayleigh scattering in beootler approximation. The double line indicates the etecpropagators in the
Coulomb field of the nucleus, while the photon absorption amission are depicted by the wavy line with incoming and outg arrows,
respectively.

Ri(r) = eae;e ™r/, [2k}(2m)3 andR;(r) = e ace; e™i* //2k) (2m)? are the emission and absorption operatars the
vector of the Diraax-matrices, and where the zeroth-order energy of the bouafuirehsEff) is equal to the sum of the one-

electron Dirac energieEgJ) = €4, + £4,. Furthermore, the factar = 1 — i0 in expression(§8) preserves the proper treatment
of poles of the electron propagators. In the case of the reamant scattering, the expressions in the curly brackétg.q8)

are regular functions of andE’ as long asty ~ Eff) andE’ =~ Eff). By substituting Eq.[(8) into Eg{7) and by integrating
over E andE’, one thus easily obtains

Paj|R}|n)(n|Ri|Qa1) — (Pai|R;|n)(n|R}[Qar)
(0) = —FAiFa —_1)PtRs, < 1 v 17 f
T’Yf.’A/;%.’A e I;Q( ) resee ; €Qay +kzo — UEnp + EPay; — k? — UE
ay | R%:nY{(n|R;|a ay | R;In){(n|R*%|a
NS (at] f|>0<| |1>+<1| |>(<J|f|1> 5
€ay + k] —uey €ar — k] —uep ap1he2

n

<<a’2|R}ln><n|Rz'la2> N <a’2|Riln><n|R}|a2>> . mal} . ©)

€ap + k) — ue, Eay — kY — ue,

Before we shall proceed further, let us discuss this exfmessr the zeroth-order Rayleigh scattering amplituﬁfaA,myA.
Obviously, this amplitude splits into two pieces as indicaby the round brackets. These pieces correspond to eftber t
scattering by just the; (first round brackets) oo (second round brackets) electrons. In the zeroth-orderoappation,
hence, the obtained Rayleigh scattering amplitude cooregpto the IPA formulas as they are widely used for the thmaile
description of the Rayleigh scattering, see, e.g., Rell. [22

Using the (zeroth-order) Rayleigh scattering amplituaderfrabove, the angle-differential Rayleigh scattering £1section
defined by Eq[{R) is given in zeroth-order approximation by

(2m)" (k7
do (kyi ki, €;) = W NS Al a0y, (10)
A Ma, My €5
while the corresponding zeroth-order total cross sectioesyise to
o ki, €1) = 2J +1 5> Z/' Ty, al @ - (11)
A Ma, M, €

In the following, we shall go beyond the zeroth-order appr@tion and investigate the effects due to the electrootela
correlations. To do so, we need to account for the inteneait-interaction correction to the Rayleigh scatteringpéitude. In
the next subsection we now present the corresponding fesiai the first-order interelectronic-interaction eftect

B. First-order interelectronic-interaction correction

In order to obtain the expression for the first-order incgbnic-interaction correction to the Rayleig§kmatrix element, we
have to collect all first-order terms in EQ] (4) as they anisefthe perturbation expansion of the Green functions. ¢JEiy. [3),
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FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams to represent the first-order ilgetr@nic-interaction corrections to the Rayleigh saattgprocess. The internal
wavy line stands for the photon propagator. The rest netatiwe the same as in Fig. 1.

FIG. 3: One-photon exchange Feynman diagram. Notationharsame as in Figsl 1 apH 2.

the corresponding interelectronic-interaction cor@tto the scattering amplltudkT AT A is given by

(1) _ 1 (1) 0
AT’Yf=A';’Yi=A T omi {?{“4 dE/j{“A dEAg'Yf-A/m,A(E/’E’ki)
1 1 1
- dE’j{ dEg” ,, L (E' B,k (—]{ dE Agy/ s +—.]{ dE Agl)) E)} ,(12)
7{‘,4 vf, A4, A( ) 27 T AA( ) omi I AA( )

where the first-order interelectronic-interaction coti@tto the scattering Green functi(mg%{ Ay 4 CAN be represented by
Feynman diagrams as displayed in [Elg. 2. The correspondimgations to the Green functiom‘SgS,)A, andAgﬁa are defined
by the first-order interelectronic-interaction diagranmwh in Fig.[3. In addition, by making use of the Feynman rutas f
the two-time Green functions one can derive the final exmass‘or the scattering amplitude correctldn-( )A, . This

derivation is technically very similar to those as perfodie Refs. [33] 34], where the interelectronic- mteraclmﬁaacts were
investigated for one- and two-photon bound-bound traosstin hel|um like ions. For the sake of brevity, we therefomit

here the cumbersome expressions and go on to the final foime @f$t-order interelectronic-interaction correctmm(l)

R Ay, A
which can be written as a following sum
(1) A14) (1B) A10) (1D) LR
AT’Yf A/7’YTA_A i Alivi, A+A i, A/71A+A i A”Y,LA—’_A Vi A/’Y1A+A Vi Al A (13)

Here, the different contributions are distinguished by shperscriptg1A4), (1B), (1C) and(1D) and correspond to the so-
calledirreducible parts of the diagrams as shown in Higj. 2 (A), (B), (C), and (B$pectively. These terms are given by the



expressions:
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and wherel (w) = e?aa” D, (w) refers to the interelectronic-interaction operator wite photon propagatdp,,, (w). The
diagrams displayed in Figl 2(A) and (C) contain also the alted reducibleparts, while this is not the case for the diagrams
shown in Fig[2(B) and (D). Thus, the last term in ElEI(]Siv) 1R) A, 4 1s the total reducible contribution, which arises from

the second term in the square brackets of Eg. (12) and fronrethﬂ:ible parts of the diagrams (A) and (C) in Fif. 2. Theltota
reducible term can be written as

Pa'|R}|n)(n|Ri|Qa1)  (Pay|Rin)(n|R}|Qax)
AR = FaF0 S (=D p0 0n (Par | f AEW
Ty A%y, A ALA Z( ) PayQas Z (EQal ¥ k? _ UEn)2 + (EPal _ k? —_ UEn)2 A

P,Q n
(Pay|R}|n) (n|Ri|Qas) N (Pay|[Rilm) (n|R7|Qan) iy 18)
£Qay + kY — ue, Epay, — kY — ue, A ’
where
AEY = FaF; Y (-1)7(Pa1 Pas|I(epa, — €a,)|aras) (19)
P
is the one-photon exchange correction and
AE{ = EaPy S0 Pl G e @

is the first-order derivative of the one-photon exchangesmtion.



Finally, the angle-differential Rayleigh scattering @@&ction up to the first-order in the interelectronic int&om is given
by

do'D (ks ki, 1) = 2JA+1 Z Do e a AT g Al dO (21)
Ma, M,y €

while the corresponding total cross section takes the form

paty) 2
(k1761) - 2JA+1 A{Z]w Zf/ Yis A/ A+A 'Yf A/ 7»7A| de (22)
A’ €

These Rayleigh scattering cross sections take rigorondyaiccount the many-electron effects on a level of the dreegn
exchange. These calculations enable us to analyze systaltyathe importance of the many-electron effects uponefastic
scattering cross sections. However, before we continuetis analysis let us consider a different approach fowidiclg the
many-electron effects in the next subsection.

C. Screening potential approximation

Apart from the rigorous approach above, the zeroth-ordén@ependent-particle approximation of Egl (9) also feattitis
a partial account of the interelectronic-interaction effein the Rayleigh cross sections. To this end, we shall tam an
extended Furry picture in which a central screening paaérgiincorporated into the zeroth-order Hamiltonian. Iis ttase,
the formula[®) for the zeroth-order Rayleigh amplitude agms formally the same, while the initial, intermediated dimal
one-electron wave functions are now generated withirean-fieldootential by including, in addition to the Coulomb field,@ls
some screening potential. In practice, however, this aggirenly includes some (major) parts of the many-electrfacef for
highly charged ions. Here, we shall separate this part flecomplete first-order result in E€.{13) by restrictingsalves to
the static Coulomb part in the photon propagdiyy;, as well as to the spherical terms in its multipole expansi@eiow, we
shall refer to this approximation by the superscript "sarthe Rayleigh scattering amplitude

AR A= AT ATIERS AR AR L (23)

Let us mention here that the contribution of the diagramsiii®ig.[2 should also be excluded in this case since theseatizgy
are of inherent many-electron character. In the leadingrdids approximation is equivalent to the IPA with the Ditdartree-
Fock potential. The difference arisen from the higher-otdams can be neglected for highly charged ions.

With these "screening” corrections to the Rayleigh scatteamplitude, the angle-differential and total cross isest take
now the form

scr o) (1 scr 2
dO’C (kkauez) - 2JA+1 ]MAZAI Zf | v A’ A+A vy A,'Y Al de, (24)
s Mar €
and
) = GRS S 18 A a0y @)
2JA+1 Ma, My e !
Al €

respectively. Since this approximation can be obtaineoh fim. [9) by just making use of a screening potential in sgjithe
Dirac equation, we shall refer to it as the IPA. — In the nextiem, we now discuss the numerical procedure and the msthod
employed in the computation of the cross sections.

I11. COMPUTATIONS

The formulas[(P),[(73), and(23) for the transition amplésdas obtained in the previous section, require furtheplsim
fications to make detailed computations feasible. For imtstain order to perform the angular integrations in the aret
two-electron matrix elements, we utilize the well-knownltipole expansion technique. Indeed, this angular intigmacan
be carried out analytically by expanding the transitionrap@s; and i; as well as the photon propagatoy,, in multipole
series. For the sake of brevity, we do not recall the cornedipg expressions here and just refer the reader to thatliter for
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Total cross section for the Rayleightsering of x rays by helium-like Ri* (Z = 28), Xe*** (Z = 54) and AU™+

(Z = 79) ions in their' Sy ground state and as function of the photon energy. Preditioe compared for three different approximations
in the evaluation of the scattering amplitudes: A pure Codgotentials(*) (red dashed line), use of a screening potential (blue dash-
dotted line) as well as by applying the full many-electronqedure i) (black solid line). The lower panel displays the differen¢a %)
between the Coulomh{ (red dashed line) and the screening cross sectlgfis(blue dash-dotted line), each relative to the many-elactro
computations.

further details[[35]. The infinite multipole summations otlee incoming and outgoing photon multipoles are furthstrieted
by analyzing the convergence and more often than not we sdmmé 10 multipoles.

Numerically most demanding in the computations is the itdisummation over the complete Dirac spectrumandn,
which not only contain the bound states but also the positinel negative-energy Dirac continuum. In order to perfouchs
a summation several independent approaches were emplog@dysly in the consideration of the Rayleigh scatteri@me
method formulated in Refl_[14] is based on a solution of arombgeneous Dirac equation, a method that was found quite
successful and was utilized in a good number of calculatibiise elastic scattering cross sectidns [15—21]. Anothpr@ach is
known as the finite basis-set method. This technique enable$o replace an infinite summation in the spectral reptasen
of the electron propagator by a summation over a finite bagisusd was utilized for calculating the Rayleigh scatteiimg
Refs. [24) 2[7]. Still another approach is based on the exaeicBCoulomb Green’s function which can be represented in a
closed form as a superposition of the regular and irregulartisns of the Dirac equation. In the case of a point-likei@ab
potential, for example, it can be expressed analyticalfiy.[h Refs. [25] 26] this method was also utilized in the o#tion of
the Rayleigh scattering cross sections.

In the present work, we made use of the two latter approachedinite basis-set method and the Dirac-Coulomb Green’s
function. The finite basis set was constructed frBrsplines[3[7] by employing the dual-kinetic-balance agmto[38]. In ad-
dition, the analytic Dirac-Coulomb Green'’s function for@imt-like Coulomb potential was employed in terms of the Wakier
functions[39]. The finite basis set method enables us toiderably reduce the numerical effort in the calculationise feason
for this is the separation of the radial variables and thessgbent integrations of the single radial integrals. Hauewhen
the energies of the incident photons are larger than theation threshold, the application of the finite basis-seltéque is
critically hampered in some of the terms (diagrams). Fongla, this is the case for the first term of Hg. (9) with the deno
inator (ega, + kY — ue,). This term has a pole in the energy continuum (spectrum), at eq., + kY + i0 that cannot be
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Geometry for describing the Raylegglattering of photons at a nucleus which is taken as thenooigthe coordinates.
The z-axis is chosen along the direction of the incoming lightjlerthe reaction plane is defined by the plane. The scattering anghethen
uniquely defines the direction of the scattered photon withé reaction plane.

treated accurately in any finite basis-set method due toifiweatized spectrum and the summation over just a finite ru@b
basis functions. In contrast, the use of the Dirac-Coulomd®e@'s function is free of such difficulties as it represehesexact
electron propagator. Therefore, all the electron propagatith energies,, + k¥ ore,, + k) were treated by means of the
Dirac-Coulomb Green'’s functio@,,, :

|n unymn r1 ILK(
Cat+ KO —ue, . G, (o + k{11, 26
Zsa—i—ko—ug Z o+ k) —uen ., Z o (Ea+ ki r1,12), (26)

Kn

and where,. andx,, denote the principal and Dirac angular quantum numbergentisely. For all other propagators, the finite
basis set representation were employed. This combinatidifferent (numerical) techniques enables us to substiyntieduce
the computational time, while we still obtain (very) acdereesults.

Still, a quite serious problem occurs for those terms wiwoeDirac-Coulomb Green’s functions appear in the calculation
For example, such a term is the first contribution in Eq] (1B)clv can be re-written by means of the Dirac-Coulomb Green'’s
functions as

%sz/,% A = —FaFa Z(—I)PJrQ Z /drldrgdrgdm UTPa/l (I‘l)quaé (I‘4)R}(I‘1)G,{n1 (epay, + k?, ri,ra)
P,Q KngsKng
X I(epay = €Qas>T2,T1)Gr,, (EQa; + k2 1o, r3)R; (r3)uQa, (rs)uQa, (ra) + second term. (27)

Here, the integration over the coordinate involves the two Dirac-Coulomb Green’s fumsiér ., (cpa, + kY, r1,re) and
Gr,,(eqa, + k), r2,13), and together with the photon propagak6rpa, — £qas,, r2,r4). In contrast to the integrations over the
coordinates, r3, andry, no bound-electron wave function is involved here. Thesfthe integral over, converges only very
slowly for large values of, and this makes a straightforward numerical integratidneexely cumbersome. For this reason,
we here applied the method of the complex-plane rotatioh@tbordinate integration contour and which was previousd
in studying bremsstrahlung [40] and double photoionizafimocesses$ [41]. We have introduced the radius of the @pie.
an radius outside of which all the bound-state electron viiametions vanish. In the integrals over, r3, andr, we then set
the upper bound té and split the remaining oves into two domaing0, R] and[R, R — icc). With these rearrangements in
the integration procedure, the integral over the secondaffoaecays exponentially and does no longer cause any (iat)er
problem.

In order to check the consistency of our numerical resultshexee performed calculations in different gauges, namely in
length and velocity gauge for the photon wave functions an@aulomb and Feynman gauge of the photon propagator. The
obtained results were found in perfect agreement, indepethydof the chosen gauge form.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Angle-differential cross sectior fbe Rayleigh scattering of unpolarized incoming photoits energies:) = 6 keV
(left column),k? = 12 keV (middle column) and = 18 keV (right column) by helium-like Ni°* ions in their ground state. Theoretical
results are shown for the three approximations in this wadulombds () (red dashed line), screenidg* (blue dash-dotted line) as well
as the many-electron computatiodis'*) (black solid line). In the lower panel, again the differen¢m %) between the Coulon‘khg? (red
dashed line) and screenidyj;’ results (blue dash-dotted line) are shown, just relatiteéanany-electron computations.

IV. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Although the formulas in SeElll applies generally for helilike ions, independent of their particular state, dethitalcula-
tions have been performed here only for the Rayleigh sdagtéry such ions in theits? 1S, ground state. In particular, we here
aim to investigate the "many-electron” effects beyond &, Ifor which two set of calculations were carried out: A fioste,
in which the zeroth-order approximation with the Coulomhvevéunctions were applied in Eq§.{10) afdl(11) and to which we
refer below as the Coulomb results. A second IPA computatias carried out by using the screening potential approxanat
and Egs.[[24) and(25); these computations are referredtteasreening results. Both of these IPA calculations angpeoed
with the complete zeroth- and first-orders results as obthlity means of Eqd.(21) add[22), called the many-electeartrent
below.

Fig.[4 displays the total cross section for the Rayleightedag of light by helium-like N#°* (Z = 28), Xe’?* (Z = 54)
and AUt (Z = 79) ions and as function of the photon energy. Results are siamphoton energies well above the ionization
threshold and for the three computations above: Couleff screening->", and many-electron(!). To make the differences
in the theoretical predictions more explicit, the relatileviations (in %) with regard to the many-electron data e shown
in the lower panel of this figureAl” = (0@ — ¢M) /6D andAS = (o5 — ¢(1) /51, As seen from this figure, all
three computations give quite similar results with slighéirger deviations near to the ionization threshold. Atttimeshold,
the Rayleigh scattering cross sections appear to be vesjtisendue to differences in the calculated threshold @rerm
the three approximations. For the scattering on helium-Aki’"+ ions, for example, the calculated threshold energies are
93.411 keV, 91.857 keV and 91.656 keV for the Coulomb, sénggiand the many-electron computations, respectivelyil&vh
in the Coulomb approximation, the ionization thresholdasnpletely determined by the one-electron Dirac bindinggne
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The same as Fig. 6 but for linearlygs@ed incoming photons.

the interelectronic interactions modify this value in tleeening and many-electron calculations. The differereterden the
ionization energies in the screening and many-electroncrpation is due to the contribution of the Breit interactito the

ground-state energy. Thus, the behaviour of the differendd) and A" near to the ionization threshold as a function of the
nuclear charge can be understood from the ratio of the onéplexchange and Breit interaction contribution to theshold
energy, respectively. The first ratio decreases while thersone increases with increasing nuclear charge. Fae [angton
energies, all approximations slowly converge each othhis hehaviour was expected at high enerdieks [22] since tidirig
effects become less and less important with increasingeoéttfergy of scattered photon. The similar finding was alsaioétl
for the case of the helium atom in Réf. [28].

In addition to the total cross sections, we shall now ingegé the angular distribution of the scattered photons analiich
we need to fix a geometry for describing the scattering psojegsFig [3]. In the Furry picture, as mentioned above, wetcaat
the photon scattering in the rest-frame of the nucleusntakehe origin of the coordinates. Moreover, we can choase-#xis
along the wave vectdk; of the incident radiation. Than the scattered photon waeeov ¢ is completely described by the two
angles: azimuthal and polarp. What concerns the polarization of the incident photon, as@er here two scenarios. In the
first scenario the incoming light is completely unpolarizadd the angular distribution is independent on the polglear In
the second scenario the incoming light is completely litygaolarized along the:-axis, than one observes a dependence of the
scattering cross section on the polar angkes well. Here, we restrict ourselves to the geometry whepliog¢on is observed at
the anglep = 0, thus, defining the reaction plane to be theplane.

In Figs.[6 and17, we display the angle-differential crosgisas for the Rayleigh scattering of unpolarized and lihear
polarized incoming light, if scattered by helium-like® it ions in their ground state. Analogue computations weregperéd
also for helium-like X5+ and AU™* ions and are given in Figsl[8411, respectively. These andigtiibutions of the Rayleigh-
scattered photons are shown for three energies of the imgpphiotons, namely for about half of the ionization thredfas well
as for photon energies that are 10% and 50% larger that tt@shibld. A different behaviour of the angular distribusdor a
different polarization of the incident light can be expelcédready from the nonrelativistic electric-dipole apgroation which
predicts al + cos?6 shape for unpolarized (incoming) light and@?26 shape for completely polarized radiation, respectively.
For large photon energies, howewveon-dipoleeffects become also important and lead to (more or less)gtieviations from
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FIG. 8: (Color online) The same as Hig. 6 but for the Rayleigattering by helium-like X&+ ions and for incident photon energie$ = 20
keV (left column),k? = 45 keV (middle column) an@? = 60 keV (right column), respectively.

this electric-dipole behaviour above [13].

Similar as for the total Rayleigh cross sections, we havdyaad and compare in FigEl[6411 the angle-differential €ros
sections in the three approximations above: Coulamty, screeninglo®*, and many-electrods(!). Since the deviations
between the different computations are typically smallravavide range of angle, we also display the relative diffeesn
AY = (do® — doM)/de™ and AT = (do** — do)/doV), i.e. normalized to the many-electron data as our best
approximation. These relative differences are shown indiver panels of these figures. While these differences guiedity
small for energies well above the ionization threshold [ie tight columns of these figures), sizeable deviation® drédow
of this threshold, and especially for the Coulomb resultse Telative differences are large at |&vand clearly demonstrate
the importance of the interelectronic-interaction efedthe deviations are however less significant between tleesing and
many-electron computations, i.e. less than 2% for all theesaonsidered here. This demonstrates that the inteoaiact
interaction effects can be treated quite efficiently wittiea IPA with a screening potential for the case of the Raylsitattering
of photons on helium-like ions in their ground state.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, a systematic QED treatment has been presemtinffirst-order corrections of the interelectronic inti@n to
the Rayleigh scattering of photons by helium-like ions. Bplging and comparing three different theoretical and cotaponal
approaches, we rigorously explore the role of the manytelreffects beyond the IPA to the Rayleigh scattering bynlyig
charged ions. Detailed calculations for the total and adifferential cross sections were evaluated for the s@atjdy helium-
like Ni%6+, Xe*2+, and AU™* ions in theirls? 1S, ground state and, especially, for unpolarized and comiplgiaarized
incident radiation. We here found that the interelectranteraction effects are more important for photon enerpiglow and
just above of the ionization threshold. However, the magot pf these many-electron contributions can be taken iotoant
by IPA calculations with a screening potential.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) The same as Fig. 8 but for linearlygsed incoming photons.

For photon energies well above the valence and sub-valéngmb energies, this conclusion can be generalized algartts
more complex atoms. For such atoms and ions, the Rayleigtesng is typically dominated by the scattering from the
inner-shell electrons. However, for photon energies caegwith the valence and sub-valence binding energies, dyéeigh
scattering cross sections are strongly affected by théesoag from the outer-shell electrons and further care basettaken
in employing the IPA. This can be proven for forward emissi¢h = 0), where the Rayleigh scattering cross section can
be related to the photoionization cross section via theetipn relation and the optical theorem|[42]. In complexratdhe
photoionization cross section near to the ionization thokoften shows various structures, such as the Coopenraiand
resonances due to inner-shell excitations, which appdae i@ry sensitive to many-electron effects. These eleictistnucture
phenomena will likely affect also the Rayleigh scatteringss sections, especially, for the cases of the scatteyirtgebopen-
shell electrond [43]. The theoretical formalism above caapplied to such open-shell atoms, though (much) furttiertefill
be needed for its efficient numerical implementation.
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