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Abstract

Using the LAMP model for nuclear quark structure, we calculate the binding energy and quark
structure of a B meson merging with a D meson. The larger-than-nucleon masses of the two
heavy quarks allow for a more reliable application of the Born-Oppenheimer-like approximation
of the LAMP. With the absence of quark-level Pauli Exclusion Principle repulsive effects,
the appearance of a bound state is unsurprising. Our variational calculation shows that the
molecular, deuteron-like state structure changes rather abruptly, as the separation between the
two mesons decreases, at a separation of about 0.45 fm, into a four-quark bound state, although
one maintaining an internal structure rather than that of a four-quark bag. Unlike the deuteron,

pion exchange does not provide any contribution to the ~ 150 MeV binding.
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I. INTRODUCTION

What would nuclear physics look like without pion exchange? The long range of the
nuclear force due to pion exchange between nucleons, along with the empirical short distance
repulsion between nucleons, supports the established view of nuclear physics as due to the
interaction of effective degrees of freedom that bear a very close resemblance to free space
nucleons. Calculations of nuclear structure for small nuclei, using potential interactions fit
to scattering data, succeed quite accurately.[I] Effective field theory expansions, with or
without pions, claim successes [2] as well. For large nuclei, elaborations of the shell model

can also reproduce experimentally known results.

However, all of these approaches ignore the internal structure of the three-quark states
that are on-shell nucleons in free space but not so well defined off-shell degrees of freedom
in the nucleus. In particular, the basis for off-shell nucleon form factors resembling those
of on-shell nucleons is weak, and conflicts with the experimental results of deep inelastic
scattering (DIS) on nuclei. Those results are not well represented by multiplying the results
of DIS on free space nucleons by the number of nucleons in the target nucleus. This is known

as the “EMC effect”.[3]
The relativistic Los Alamos Model Potential [4, 5] (LAMP) has been used to describe the

binding and structure of 3He and “He, including a good description [6] of the deep inelastic
structure function of *He. It was explicitly constructed to access the internal quark structure
of the baryonic components of the nucleus without the presumption of a free space nucleon
approximation. As such, except for the difficulties of carrying out calculations, it provides
a less biased view (although not a systematic expansion) of the hadronic structure of nuclei

than do the conventional models referred to above.

The LAMP does not describe the deuteron at all due to the very large separation of the nu-
cleons and the dominance of single-pion exchange contributions there.[7] The LAMP, lacking
quark-exchange correlations, best encompasses medium and short-range meson exchanges
(two-pion, p, etc.). It must therefore be supplemented with long-range single-pion-exchange

contributions [8] for a better description of nuclear binding energies.
However, in this model, we can ask: What would nuclear physics, and in particular, the
deuteron, look like in the absence of long-range pion exchange interactions? If bound states

exist, the constituents would be much closer together than in actual nuclei and disruption



of the internal structure could be much more significant than suggested by the LAMP as
applied to nucleons or the results of conventional nuclear physics. Could one still identify
nucleonic effective degrees of freedom even when the multi-quark hadronic objects are in
such close proximity that their average separation is less than their internal structure? This
is to be contrasted with real nuclei where the mean separation between nucleons is quite
close to twice their root-mean-square radii.

In this paper, we make an initial address to this question by considering a simpler problem,
the binding of two heavy mesons. Large mass quarks are used to mimic the large mass of
the nucleon, but one light antiquark in each stands in for the diquark in the nucleons and so
simplifies the calculations. Since no quark-exchange correlations are included, no (t-channel)
quark-antiquark combinations with pion quantum numbers contribute any more significantly
than higher mass mesons. However, the extension/size of the mesonic states is comparable
to that of nucleons due to the spread of the light quark wavefunction.

In fact, for this case, all “light” meson exchanges are prevented, and the interactions have
solely to do with the structure of the light antiquark wave functions under the influence of the
color confining force, represented here by a collective potential. This is somewhat analogous,
in principle, to the nuclear shell model potential although significantly different in form to
be consistent with known models of confinement.

In particular, we examine here the structure of a four-quark system derived from B~ = bu
and Dt = ¢d mesons for a bound state, or their neutral equivalents when the light antiquarks
are exchanged between them. Because these mesons are considerably more massive than
nucleons, localization energy is much reduced. This brings them into closer proximity than
the nucleons in a deuteron, or indeed, even in a large nucleus. The larger-than-nucleon
masses of the two heavy quarks also allow for a more reliable application of the Born-
Oppenheimer-like approximation of the LAMP. Furthermore, the quark content chosen here
does not involve any pairs of quarks with the same (internal) quantum numbers, so there are
no (quark) Pauli exclusion effects such as those that contribute to the short-range repulsion
between nucleons. Thus, this is a system in which one can expect greater accuracy of the
LAMP and a significantly more deeply bound state than the deuteron.

When this B-D bound state is observed, the deviation from our predictions here will
provide a very good measure of the center of mass motion and breathing mode collective

excitations. These are difficult to remove in the LAMP due to its relativistic nature. Since



the non-relativistic model analogous to the LAMP, the Quark Delocalization and Color
Screening Model of Wang et al. [9], gives very similar results to the LAMP after removing
such effects, we expect the corrections due to these effects to be small. Thus our predictions
here should be reasonably accurate.

There have been many different approaches, going back to the Cornell potential [10],
along lines comparable to the LAMP, to modelling quark-antiquark states using potentials.
We note here a few recent references [I1]. There have also been many papers devoted to the
study of four-quark systems, with a view to identifying exotic states constructed of more than
three quarks or one quark and one antiquark. See, for example, the references in the recent
review of Brambilla et al. [12] and some very early papers [13] as well. Generally, however,
these papers have focused on states more likely to appear in hadronic collisions, such as those
with the quark content of B and B or D and D mesons and their excited state partners (for
a recent example, see [14]), since strong production of heavy quarks proceeds in a pairwise
fashion. (Some, such as Ref.([13]), have also included consideration of the case studied here,
albeit without the intricacies available in the LAMP). In general, the mixing of these states
with the charmonium and bottomonium spectra, however, make for difficulties in extracting
them unambiguously from experimental observations and may require the determination of
exotic quantum numbers. No such problems occur in the case considered here, although the
reduced probability of production must certainly be recognized. In any event, our interest
is not in the prediction of exotic states, but in the elucidation of the origins of the nature

of nuclear structure and thus a deeper understanding of it.

A. Initial Concepts

The LAMP treats the confining potential for quarks (and antiquarks) as a fixed scalar
interaction in a Born-Oppenheimer-like picture, with the location of the potential minimum
defining the system location. Quarks bound in a baryon or meson are treated as being
bound within this potential rather than directly to each other. As such, there are immediate
concerns about removing center-of-mass and breathing mode contributions to the evaluated
state energy. This concern is ameliorated by comparing the energy of the interacting system
of the two heavy mesons with the value at large (essentially infinite) separation.

In this paper, in addition to the confining Lorentz scalar potential of the LAMP, we



have included a Lorentz vector potential, as is required from the observed small spin-orbit
interaction in the non-relativistic quark model.[15] In fact, the vector potential is also taken
as linear, attractive, but without a Coulomb-like contribution, as discussed in Ref.([16]).
In the LAMP, the confining potentials for each hadron are distributed in an array and are
truncated on the mid-planes between them. While complex in general, for the case of interest
here — two heavy mesons — the structure is very similar to that of the hydrogen molecule in
the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, except for the linear vs. inverse distance form of the
potential. In this case, the large masses of the ¢ and b quarks further enhance the credibility
of the approximation — they may be taken in the conventional heavy quark limit [I7] as the
fixed origins of the confining potentials for the light anti-quarks that complete each meson.
At large separation between the heavy quarks, confinement guarantees the isolation of the
light quark wave functions from each other. However, as the two mesons approach within a
distance less than a few times their root-mean-square radii, the truncation of the confining
potential allows for tunneling of each light anti-quark wave function into the confinement
region of the other heavy quark rather than the one to which the light anti-quark is initially
bound. The concept behind this is that a quark can only be confined to nearest center of color
attraction, as in string-flip models [I§], for example. This spreading out, or delocalization,
of the wave functions naturally reduces the localization energy and provides an initial source

of binding between the two hadrons.

B. Color magnetic and quantum number issues

In nuclei and other systems, this basic consideration is complicated by additional ele-
ments: there are color 6 combinations of quarks and color-magnetic spin interactions of
significance on the scale of the binding energy. Here again, the concerns raised by these con-
siderations are considerably reduced — the color magnetic interactions between the heavy
quarks are reduced by their large masses. The light quark color magnetic interactions with
the heavy quarks are also reduced. Only the light-quark to light-quark color magnetic in-
teraction remains comparable to that inferred in simple quark models of light-quark states.
This energy is at most &~ 50 MeV as seen [19] in individual hadrons (nucleons, A’s; light
spin-0, and spin-1 mesons) where it depends on the color and spin-strong-isospin combina-

tions determined by the constraints of statistics. Furthermore, here the presence of both



color 6 and color 3 combinations, as well as spin-1 and spin-0 elements, make it clear that
strong cancellations of these color magnetic effects to low levels are to be expected. There-
fore, in this paper we will largely ignore these contributions, since our emphasis here is to
determine whether the B and D form a four-quark bound state or a more molecular-like
combination of two identifiable mesons. We also will neglect the very small electro-magnetic
contributions.

Because of these simplifications, in this paper we can also ignore the fact that there are
two neutral states (B~ D% and B9D°) that should exist and mix, splitting to form states of
definite strong isospin (0 and 1) although both have I3 = 0. They also allow us to ignore
the detailed spin structures, ranging from J = 0 to J = 2, the last with all of the quark
spins aligned. Also unlike the individual nucleon case, the ¢ and b quarks may combine anti-
symmetrically to form a color 3 state or symmetrically to form a color 6. In the first case,
the light anti-quarks must form a color 3 antisymmetrically, thus requiring the spin-isospin
combination to be symmetric (I =0, J =0, or I =1, J = 1) and in the latter, the opposite
is true —a color 6 and (I =1, J=0,0or [ =0, J = 1).

Again, these allowed spin-isospin combinations for the light quarks would only produce
significant energy differences if the color magnetic interaction were larger than the overall
binding due to delocalization. The color 6 combination of the heavy quarks would not be
expected to produce any attraction, as indeed no such components appear in baryons, but the
color 3 combination would. Neither of these effects is included here as the channel to color
neutralization by decomposition into two color-singlet mesons (B and D) is almost open, so
overall color confinement issues should not be significant. In any event, symmetrization and
antisymmetrization between the ¢ and b quarks is moot as they are distinguishable.

We turn now to the detailed calculations of the light (anti)quark wave functions in the

double well defined by the Born-Oppenheimer-fixed heavy quarks.

II. THE TWO-WELL WAVE FUNCTION

For two wells separated by 20 at dimensionless positions wy = {0, 0, -0} along the

z-axis (see Fig. [1), we define the wave function

Ur(r)=9(r_)+et(ry), where ri=r+wy=1{xy2+0}. (1)



FIG. 1. Two-well linear potential. In this and all the following figures, distances, energies, and

wave functions are dimensionless.

This represents, for example, a light u-quark (which we assume to be massless) mostly
moving and confined in the well at r_ (the “right”) provided by the heavy b-quark. There
may be some “leakage,” represented by e, into the “left” well at r,, provided by the heavy
c-quark. As mentioned above, we assume that the b and ¢ quark masses are large enough
to justify a Born-Oppenheimer approximation of this sort. There is a similar wave function
Vi with r_ and r, interchanged in Eq. for a light d-quark mostly confined to the well
at r. with e-leakage into the well at r_.

We will determine variationally what the best values of the parameters § and € are that
provide a four-quark or molecular-like binding that form a b @ ¢ d system. The b and ¢ are well
separated compared with their Compton sizes. Since they have little, if any, wave function
overlap and have distinct quantum numbers, anti-symmetrization issues are irrelevant. For
the rest of the paper we will drop the subscripts L and R on V¥, but it should be borne in

mind when we finally compose the b@ cd four-quark state.



In this paper we work as much as possible with dimensionless quantities (with i = ¢ = 1).
That is, 0, r, etc., are all dimensionless distances. The dimensionless potentials V' (r) and
S(r) given below in Eq. are related to dimension-full potentials V and S by a factor
of k%, which has dimensions of GeV/fm. For example, S would be defined as S(r) = x? r,
where r = r/k has dimensions in fm. In GMSS [4], to cite one reference, x* was chosen to
be 0.9 GeV/fm, corresponding to k = 2.21 fm~!. In this paper we have used a larger value,

k% = 1.253 GeV/fm, or k = 2.520 fm ™', as found in our fitting of charmonia masses. [16]

We take the ¥’s in Eq. to be dimensionless four-component Dirac wave functions for

light massless u- and d-quarks. They are solutions of
Hp ¢ =[—ia-V+V(r)+pS()]v=FEv. (2)

Here V(r) is the time component of a Lorentz four-vector and S(r) is a Lorentz scalar
potential (both to be specified below). With the Pauli spinor y assumed to be quantized
along the z-direction with spin-projection my, the normalized four-component s-wave Dirac

wave function ¢(r) is

L Ya(r) X,
1) = VAT i - r u(r) X, | @

The upper and lower radial wave functions 1,(r) and ¥,(r) can be chosen real. We have
calculated them by solving the coupled radial Dirac equations [20] for (dimensionless) linear

Lorentz vector and scalar potentials of the form
V(r)=r—R and S(r)=r. (4)

Here —R is a negative displacement pushing the vector potential V(1) down below the scalar

potential S(r), so that confinement trumps Klein-Gordon pair creation.[15]

The curves in Fig. [2| show the calculated (dimensionless) 1S wave functions ¢, (r) and
rip(r) when the potentials have R = 1.92, s = 1.253 GeV/fm. Physical dimensions can
be obtained by dividing the dimensionless r, R, etc., by x = 2.52 fm~!. The ground
state eigenenergy resulting from this calculation is 0.375 GeV. These potentials provide a

reasonable fit to the ¢ ¢ spectrum.[16]



Yi(r)
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FIG. 2. Normalized massless quark 1s wave functions ¢, (r) (above the axis) and (1) (below).

1. EXPANDING (H,2)

The idea is that we will want to minimize the expectation value ( H3 >1/ ® with respect
to the parameters € and § to bound (approximately) the energy for the four-quark system
consisting of b, ¢, 4, and d. The square ( H,2) is required for a variational bound as, due
to negative energy states, ( Hp ) itself is unbounded below. The Dirac Hamiltonian Hp is

displayed in Eq. but now, for the two-well case (Fig. , the potentials are

r-—R, ifz>0 r_, ifz>0
Vir) = and S(r) = : (5)
rp. —R, ifz<0 ry, if 2 <0
As already mentioned, —R is a negative offset so the vector potential lies below the scalar.

The exact two-well energy E is in principle found by solving for the eigenvalue of
Hp V¥(r)=FE V(r), (6)

with ¥ given in Eq. . This being difficult, we instead chose to find an approximate value

of the four-quark energy E by the above-mentioned minimization of (Hl%>l/ 2.

After some algebra one finds
H} = —V?+V?(r) + S*(r) + 28V (r) S(r)
—io- [(VV(r)) +B(VS(r))]—2iV(r) a- V. (7)

The lack of a term like —2i S(r) -V is because of a cancellation (the Dirac operators a and

3 anti-commute). The first four terms of H3 are “diagonal” (generically, Op) in that they

10



FIG. 3. Plot of all the diagonal contributions to < Hp2(e, ) >.

connect ¥, to ¥, and 1, to 1y, while the last two terms are “off-diagonal” (Opp) connecting
Yo t0 Py

An Appendix describes, in detail, how we calculate the expectation values of the terms
in Eq. . For brevity, we now present the numerical results of these calculations for Hp?

and its components.

IV. PLOTTING < Hj,? > TO FIND A MINIMUM ENERGY

We combine all the expectation integrals discussed in the Appendix together to get an
analytic expression for < Hp? >, which we can plot to look for a minimum squared energy.
First, we define the (unnormalized) contribution, as a function of ¢ and §, from the

diagonal pieces,

0 0 0 0
< Hpag(€,0) > = Y aiq {(1 +6é) (z@% +41) o —ARL].,. .+ R IFj’Lb)
2]
1 1 1 1
+e (Ifj7)<V2> +AL) o —4RIGL, .+ R I}j)<1>> }

+ Z b; b; [(1 + €%) (‘]i(;?)<v2> + R? Ji(]?)<1>) + € (‘]i(jl,)<V2> + R? Ji(jl,)<1>> } . (8)
J

using the expressions for the integrals [ and J given in the Appendix.
Figure (3| displays a three-dimensional plot of the normalized < Hp?y,,(€,8) > /N?(¢,0),
where N2(e, §) is also discussed and displayed in the Appendix. It shows a relatively shallow

minimum at € = 1 and § &~ 0.8. Note the large value, a dimensionless squared-energy of ~ 4,

11



2
HD, uﬁ"—diag(gaé) 0.2

FIG. 4. Plot of all the off-diagonal contributions to < Hp%(e,d) >.

which must be largely cancelled by the off-diagonal contributions to achieve a squared-energy
similar to that for the one-well case, £? = 0.5685.
The off-diagonal (unnormalized) contributions are
0 0
< HD,2off—diag(€» 0) > = Z a; b, [(1 + 62) (Kz'(j,)<VVS> + Ki(j,)<VV>)
1,J
1 1
+e (Ki(j,)<VVS> +Kz‘(j,)<vv>)] ; 9)

with integrals K also from the Appendix. Figure [ gives the three-dimensional plot of
< Hp g giag(€,0) > /N?(e,0). In contrast with < Hp%;,, > /N?, it has a repulsive hump
around 0 ~ 1 as well as a shallow valley running from ¢ = 0 to 1 for § ~ 0.2. In the final
sum of diagonal and off-diagonal contributions that hump will fill in the minimum seen in
Fig. 3]

Thus we finally combine the two contributions, defining a normalized

< Hp?(6,0) >=[< Hp’i_giag(€.0) > + < Hp o1 aiag(€,6) > /N*(e,0) . (10)

Figure [5| plots how H 2, as a function of € and §, develops a long, flat valley for all values
of € at a separation of § = 0.2 (i.e., recalling the value of k, a separation of ~ 0.45 fm). Also
important is the hump (reminiscent of a fission barrier) around § ~ 0.9 that will help to
confine this four-quark system at 0 ~ 0.2. This hump corresponds to a repulsion between
two Q — ¢ asymptotic meson states preventing the light quarks from delocalizing. There is

very little, if any, barrier to coalescence at € = 0.
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FIG. 5. Plot of the final < Hp?(e,d) >.

1.0
HD2(g = 155)
0.8F
0.6

0.4r

021

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

FIG. 6. Hp?(e = 1,4), with a valley at § = 0.18 and a “fission barrier” at ¢ ~ 0.9.

It is easier to see this behavior with a two-dimensional plot, Fig. |§|, showing Hp? as a

function of § at ¢ = 1, where the valley is deepest and the hump is highest.

The dimensionless squared-energy valley-depth at e = 1.0 and § = 0.18, AH,? = 0.097,
corresponds to a binding energy of 155 MeV for this bcu d four-quark mesonic state. The
valley is surprisingly flat, as shown in Fig. [} dropping only 0.0023 squared dimensionless
energy units from € = 0 to e = 1. This corresponds to an energy drop of about 24 MeV, a
rather small energy difference. This suggests that Zitterbewegung may play an important

role in the nature of this meson.
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FIG. 7. Plot of how the nearly flat valley at § = 0.18 decreases from e =0toe=1.

V. DISCUSSION

Figure[§]is a contour plot of the binding energy of the state in the - plane. It displays two
remarkable features: The first is that, at very small €, appropriate to the approach towards
each other of the two asymptotic (B and D) mesons, there is no evidence of a repulsive
barrier to the fusion of those mesons. The second is that the valley of attraction at small
meson separation is very flat between small € (~ 0.2) and € = 1. This indicates that there is
little energy associated with fluctuations in the e collective variable of the light quarks in the
state. There may be a more significant amount associated with the § collective variable, but
this effect is suppressed by the large masses associated with the Born-Oppenheimer centers
defined by the heavy quarks, at least when viewed non-relativistically as seems appropriate
for them, due to their relatively large masses. We therefore expect little correction to our

estimates of the mass of the four-quark state due to collective variable effects.

The dashed curve in Figure [§|illustrates how two well-separated B and D mesons at € = 0
and large 0 would come together to § =~ 0.2 and € ~ 0.2, corresponding to a heavy quark
separation of about 0.45 fm. As we have emphasized above, this small separation makes it
clear that long-range pion-exchange effects do not contribute significantly. From e =~ 0.2,
the four-quark state then slides gently down the nearly flat valley to € = 1 where it is most
bound. Such a state is prevented from falling apart because of the “fission barrier” around

6~ 0.9.
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FIG. 8. Contour plot of Hp%(e,8). The dashed curve illustrates how two well-separated Q — ¢

mesons at € = 0 and large J come together and slide down the valley at § =~ 0.2 to form a four-quark

state at € = 1.

We have ignored the possible color magnetic contributions from the interaction of the two
light antiquarks, but this must be less than 50 MeV and we expect it to be even less than
half this value. These corrections, which we will deal with in a future publication, are not
large compared to the extracted variational upper bound on the binding energy of order 150
MeV found in our calculations. Thus, by comparing our binding energy with the threshold

for B and D mesons, we predict a set of states in the region of 7 GeV /c?%.

Finally, we comment on the surprisingly small difference in binding energy between the

15



“molecular” form of the bound state, (¢ ~ 0.2, as in nuclei [4])) and the four-quark limit
(e = 1). If this feature is widespread in such heavy quark systems, it could go far towards

explaining why it has been so difficult to identify unambiguous four-quark states.

In any event, as our interest here is in nuclear physics, we note that the small separation
compared to root-mean-square size of the meson states argues against the identification of
the system as that of two slightly off-shell free space mesons, at least, at € ~ 1. However,
the small difference in energy between that region and € ~ 0.2 suggests to the contrary, that
since the binding energy is not large, at least some of the time, the system would appear
to be one described as two slightly off-shell free space mesons, with substantial fluctuations
between the two pictures. Difficult as it was historically, we conclude that nuclear physics

would have been even more difficult to understand if it had similar properties.
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Appendix A: Calculational Details
1. Approximating i, and i, as a sum of Gaussians

For the calculations presented below, the v, ; have both been fitted to sums of Gaussians,
Ya(r) = a; ey (r) = > b, et (A1)

where the a;, b;, and p; are dimensionless numbers. We found it necessary to go to six
terms, so that evaluating the upper and lower components of the left-hand-side of the Dirac

equation [Eq. (2) in the main text| gives reasonable agreement with the right-hand-side.

The fitted parameters are
w; = 1.0,1.3,1.6,2.0,4.0,8.0 }
a; = {0.492649, —0.687482, 1.84609, —0.00246039, 0.258295, 0.0956581 } (A2)
b; = { —0.0571296, 1.03367, —1.18398, 1.33989, 0.162575, 0.299479 } .

The fitted 1, (r) and ri(r) are shown as the dashed curves in Fig. [2] largely overlying the
solid curves from the solution of the Dirac equation. To check the quality of the fits we
have evaluated the single-quark expectation value of the Hamiltonian, < Hp >= 0.7545,
which is slightly larger than the (dimensionless) energy eigenvalue E = 0.7540 (which, for
a variational trial function, is as it should be). As a second check on our Gaussian fits of
1, and vy, Egs. and , we also evaluated the single-well expectation < H2 > to be
0.5691, again slightly larger than E? = 0.5685, as it should be.

2. General Remarks on calculating the expectations

The reason for approximating our numerical radial wave functions v, and 1, as sums of
Gaussians is that it allows us to calculate the expectation values of each of the terms of H3,
analytically. Given an analytic expression for H? allows us to plot it quickly and precisely
as a function of the variational parameters 0 and €. To do these integrations, we have relied
heavily on programs such as Mathematica and Maple. As will be seen, the final results
can sometimes be messy and often involve error functiond!] because of the Gaussians being

integrated.

1 See, e.g., M. Abramovitz and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions, (Dover, New York,

1965), Chap. 7
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For the diagonal operators of H? we will calculate the upper and lower contributions

separately,

(U|Op|¥) = <\IJ|(9D|\I/>A + <\I/|OD|\I/>B . (A3)

The B-expectations are more complicated than those for A because of the factors of —io-r4
multiplying the radial ¢,’s. However, for some diagonal operators, as will be seen below, the
B-expectations are not always needed. In any case, from Eq. (A1]) we expand these diagonal
operator expectations as
(P|Op|W) 4 =D aia; Iy, (Y|Op|¥)y = bib; Jij | (Ad)
2 i,J
where the [;; and J;; are integrals over Gaussians.

First, we separate out the quadratic dependence on € as
0 1 2 0 1
=1 vel) +&10 =1+ 1Y +e1)) (A5)

and likewise for the lower-component B-integrals J;;. The second equality here comes about

because parity symmetry ensures that the Il-(jQ) = IZ-(]Q), etc. We will refer to the Ii(](.) ) as “direct

Y

terms,” in that they connect Gaussians with z; % /2 to those with p; 72 /2 (and similarly for

7@

;i with 7). Recalling the 1/47 from the normalization of the ¢’s, we ensure the symmetry

under the interchange of indices ¢ and j by writing

7

I-((-)) _ 81 /d37” { e*#iTi/Q Op e*MjTE/Q 4 e H r2 /2 Op 6*}%?3/2 } ' (A6)
m

The direct integrals Ji(;)) have a similar form but with o -r_ Op o - r_ in place of the Op.

The “cross terms” I

;; are more complicated integrals than the I 0" and likewise for Ji(jl) .

ij
They connect Gaussians with p; 7% /2 to p;r3 /2 and vice versa. Thus, on symmetrizing in
1 and 7,
1
[Z(Jl) — . /d37’ {[efuiTE/Q Op e Hi r3/2 + 67““"«2%/2 Op et r%/2+}
+ {e—ug’ﬁ/? Op e P32 L e~mimd/2 O e—uﬂi/?” (A7)
The J,L»(jl) have a similar form but with Op replaced by o-r_ Op o-r, or o-r. Opo-r_,

as appropriate.

Each of the off-diagonal operators in Eq. (9) of the main text has the general form

. 0 —10 - Xlg
OOD = —ia- X = (AS)
—10- X21 0
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where the X5 and Xy, are vector-operators that may not be equal because of the possible
presence of the diagonal § matrix in Opp.

The direct terms of the off-diagonal expectation < Opp > involve several terms because
the upper component of W'(r_) connects through —i o - X5 to the lower component of
W(r_) at the same time that the lower component of ¥'(r_) connects through —i o - X3, to
the upper component of W(r_). We therefore have to keep the sums over the a’s and b’s in

Eq. (A1) as parts of the integrand. Again symmetrizing in 7 and j,
1
< Og)l)D > = 8— Z/dgT {6_’““‘2—/2 [—aibj(a . Xlg)(O' . I'_)
T 43
+asbi(oro) (o Xyy)] e
+ et /2 [—ajbl-(a . Xlg)(O' . I'_)
+aibj(or)(o - X)) e M2 (A9)

The cross terms of < Opp > have even more terms because the W' (r, ) connects to ¥(r_)

at the same time that ¥'(r_) connects to ¥(r, ). It becomes

1
<OBh> = X [ e ablo - Xu)o x)
2%

J el (A10)

The integrations for the I's, J’s, and in Egs. and can best be done using
(dimensionless) cylindrical coordinates, p = (22 + yz)l/ .0, and z. The 0 integrations are
trivial, providing a factor of 27, which will cancel with the 1/47 coming from the normal-
izations of the v’s in Eq. to give an overall factor of 1/2 before each double integral over
p and z. It usually is easier to do the p-integration (from 0 to +oo) first. Because V(r)
and S(r) depend on r_ when z > 0 and on ;. when z < 0, we need to do the z-integration
separately for those regions, i.e., for z from —oo to 0 and then for z from 0 to +o00. The

separate results are then added and simplified to give the final integral.
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We will distinguish the results for the expectations of the different operators in Eq.
by an appropriate subscript. For example, for Op = V2, we will write Iz-(](») D oas T z'(](')71<)V2>’ and

similarly for the J;; integrals.

3. Normalizing ¥

While the Dirac 1’s are themselves properly normalized, the two-well ¥ is not. For this

we need to calculate the expectation values of Op =1 to find
N%(6,¢) = /d3r U = (U[1[0) = (V[1|T) , + (U[1[D),, . (A11)

We make the expansion in € as in Eq. (A5)) above. The direct-term integrals for the expec-
tation (1) are, noting that for the Ji(]?)<1> we also have a factor of (o -r_)(o-r_) =72 in

the integrand,

19 = [W r/z (A12)
iy, <1> 2(Mi 4 ,uj>3

JO 3 [” ]1/2 (A13)
R IS TS .

both independent of §.

The cross-term integrals do depend on 4. For the Ji(J-I’)<1> we need the factor
(0 ry)(o-r)=ry 1_=p"+ 2§ (A14)

in the integrand. Proceeding as in Sec. [A 2] we find

o 1/2
7o S o2ty 0%/ (pitpuy) 7 A15
i, <1> [(Ml 4 Mj)g] ( )
o 1/2
(1) — . ) — e 82 —2pip5 6%/ (pitpg)
Jii c1s = [3(/% + py) — 4 gty 6 } [(M " W] e Mt i) (A16)

Note that, when § = 0, ]Z»(j{)<1> =21

0)
i,

1 0 .
<1>, and Jz-(j’)<1> =2 J-(j’)<1>. This is a common

1

feature for all the expectations here and below. This is necessary so that, for example, when

0 = 0 and € = 1, one recovers a result that is four times that when 6 = 0 and € = 0.

We see from Eq. (A15]) that Ii(]{)<1>,as a function of 4, is a decaying Gaussian (as in Fig.

|§|, plot A). On the other hand, Jl-(jl’)<1> falls off from its peak at 6 = 0, goes through zero,

and has a mild minimum before decaying to zero at large 62 (as in Fig. [9] plot B).
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FIG. 10. Three-dimensional plot of N?(e, d).

Combining all terms,
N e,8) =Y aia; [(1+e) IO, + e8|+ 3 bib; [(1+€) JOL +eJ0. | (A17)
€ 2 @i & €)lci> T el 2 Vi 9j ) Js tedois | (
1,) 7
and the normalized ¥ is obtained by multiplying Eq. (1)) by 1/N(e, d).
Figure [10| shows a plot of N?(¢,d) for the values of the a’s, b’s, and u’s that were fitted
to the normalized 1, and v, Eq. (A2). We have checked that, for these values, N?(0,0) =
0.9858 ~ 1 and N?(1,0) = 3.9430 ~ 4, as they should but with some deviation (~ 2%)

coming from the inexactness of the fitting. The ratio of the two values is 4 to high accuracy.
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FIG. 11. Plot of a normalized ¥,(p, z) for e = 0.5 and § = 1.0.

To illustrate what ”leakage” from one well to the other might look like, Fig. [11] shows a
plot of the upper component of the normalized ¥ as a function of p (running from 0 to 2)

and z (running from -3.5 to 4+3.5) for € = 0.5 and 6 = 1.1.

4. Evaluating the diagonal expectation ( —V?)

First, note that, for ro = {z, y, 2 = d§}, the ith component of the gradient

a / a ! ! ! ! _
Vi_a—%_vi_a—x; for v'={2d"=2,y =y, F=2+0}=rs (A18)

since each 0z)/0x; = 1. Thus we can replace the result of the Laplacian with respect to
r acting on a function such as v, (r_) with that for a Laplacian with respect to r_ acting

on that function. For spherical coordinates, —V? on the angle-independent e #i /2 then

becomes
V2 et /2 — N2 o Th/2 = 1 & —uir? /2 _ 2 _g) e HiT/2
SVIennl = et = gy (e ) = il -9 |
(A19)
whence the three-dimensional integral reduces, after symmetrizing and cancelling factors of
47, to
. 1/2
(0) _
Ly < w2 = 3 it [W] : (A20)
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independent of 4.
For the B-integrals things are more complicated because of the o - r_ factor to the right

of the Laplacian. After some algebra,
—(o-r_Vio 1) A —— i (pr® —5) e rr /2 (A21)
whence
- 1/2
OB S L o
ij, <—V2> J 2(,“2 + Mj)7
also independent of 4.

The cross terms, again, do depend on 4.

2 1/2 2

T )71 e~ 2ming 67/ (witng) (A23)
Hi T [

This integral as a function of § looks like Fig. [9B.

Ii(jl,)<fv2> = gty [ 3 (i + p15) — Apuaps; 0% l

For the corresponding B-cross term, one proceeds in the same manner but, instead of
Eq. (A21), we need?]
— (o - V20 -r_)e 2 = —(p? 4 22— 8 i (pir® —5) e T2 (A24)

We find

1
T s =ttty [15 (i + 1) — 40 g (s + p17) 6% + 16 i3 6] x

2m 1/2 2
[( - )11] o2kt 6%/ (pithg) (A25)
i T Ky

This integral as a function of § also looks like Fig. [9B, but because it is quartic, it is slightly
positive beyond § = 1.7.

5. Evaluating the expectation of V2 4 52 + 23V S

This is also a diagonal operator. The linear vector potential V(r) differs from the linear
scalar potential S(r) by a negative offset — R. In (V?(r)) the integrals of <7":2t> are the same
as those for (S?(r)). Here, <7’:2t> means the integration of 72 when z > 0 and of 1 when

z < 0. Thus we (schematically) expand the diagonal V2 4 S? + 28V S as

(V248 +28VS)=2(rl )(1+p8)—2R(r)(1+p)+ R*(1) . (A26)

2 Because we have separated the two wells along the z-direction, the cross product ry x r_ only has x and
y components. Since we have assumed the Pauli spinor x,,, to be polarized along the z-axis, the term

from the product of two Pauli o matrices that gives a io - r; x r_ contribution vanishes.
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The factor of (1 + ) ensures that only the upper components of W contribute to the first
two expectation values. That is, we only need to calculate the A-integrals (the I's) for
those terms. The expectation value (1) multiplying R? does have contributions from the
lower components and their integrals 1 201)>, I (<11)>, J iﬂf>, and J. Sl)> are given in Sec. .. The
integrals for the operators <ri> and (ry) are rather more complicated and their analytic

forms are presented next.

a. Ezpectation of Op = %

The direct integral for this operator is

O 20 ) 022

ij, <ri> T (Nz + ,uj)Q

3+ 2(pi + pj) 6° Erfe ( W 5)] . (A27)

Note the linear dependence on d, which gives rise to a shallow minimum near the origin

before the function returns to its initial value, as in Fig. O|C.

The cross-term integral for < r > is

I B PR P
ij, <rg> (:U’l + Mj)2
o 1/2
+ [( )7] o2ty 0%/ (pits) o (A28)
i +

{3(,Ui +p1y) + 2 (uf + p5) 0% =2 (pf — pif) 6% Enf ((u—u;) 5) } ,
2(pi + 1)

)

which also has odd terms in §. In this case, as a function of 9, [i(jl P falls off smoothly to

zero from its peak value at o = 0, as in Fig. |§|D [i(jl) <2 is symmetric in ¢ and 7 because
Erf(—x) = —Erf(z), Izg{)<ri> = I;il’)qiy Also, as expected,
1/2
W _ o0 _ 2m
I<rft> =2 I<rft> =3 [(Mz + ,uj)5] (A29)

when 6 = 0.
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b. Ezpectation of Op = 14

The direct term for this operator is

1 2 2
70 . L P G E e
T g
1/2
1 0
e O X A30
20 [Q(M +Mj)51 (430)

{(Ni+ﬂj>52_ (1+ 40 + 1) 0°) Erf( 2 (i + pj) 5)

(1 30+ ) 82) Bt (ot m)/20 )}

This integral also has an odd term in 9, like [i(J(.)) s As a function of § it resembles that

shown in Fig. |§|C That is, despite the 1/§ factor in the last term, IZ-(ﬁ)<Ti>
d = 0 (i.e., when there is no separation between the two wells): Ii(j?)<ri> — 2/ (pi + 115)°

6—0.

is not singular at

The cross term for (ry) is

1 2 _ v _ .52 1 2

[() _ (6 2p; & +e 2pu; 6 —e —5(pitps)d
iJ, <r4> (:U’ M)Q

? J

1 m 2 u 14
+ .+ u;)? Erfe L )
20 pitt [Q(M—Fug‘)J {('M i) (

_26 Hikg
= 2 g1y (i + 1y + 407 0%) € T Fafe ( it 5)
? J

5 7252/%/@' 2
+ 2 i (s + s +4p56%) e it BErf (| ——— ;0
pi (i + py + 42 0%) (’/uﬁuj i )

262 26%pipg o .
— (s — p3) (pa+ 115 — 4 pigs; 6%) € 775 Erfe <W> }(A31)
2 (1 + p15)

Note that I, (1)

ij, <r4>

we have Il(] )<7‘:l:> =4/ (i + py)* =2 Iz] <ry>- 1ts behavior as a function of § is similar to

is also symmetric under the interchange of i and j and, again, at § = 0,

that shown in Fig. [9D, again partly due to the presence of odd terms in .

6. The off-diagonal expectation of —iax - [(VV(r)) + 5 (VS(r))]

For the linear potentials of Eq.

r_ ifz>0
VV(r) = VS(r) = (A32)
r, ifz<0
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and we again have a simplification from the (1 + ), namely,

i [(VV(r)) + B (VS()] = —icx - £5(1+ 8) = _Ziz_f 3 L (A

i.e., the operator X5 in Eq. (A8) vanishes and Xy, is doubled. The latter operator connects
the upper component of UT to the lower component of W.

For the direct terms, Eq. (A9) reduces to two terms
1 )
<[VV8)® > =2 An Z/ddr {67“”2*/2 [ab; (o -r_) (o - £1)] e M7/
T =
17-]

+e 2 (b (o ro) (o - By e—uw%/?}

=3 [abi K cwves + aib; Kooy (A34)

]
where

1
K ovss = =21 [dren R (o x (o £ e (A3)
The Pauli matrices here reduce to
(o-r_)(o-ty)=r_(f_-T4). (A36)

For the integration over z > 0 the integrand becomes simply r_, which is the same as that

already needed for getting to the final result for [(<0T) .~ in subsection |A 5 bl above. For the

integration over negative z, however, Eq. (A36]) becomes

ro(BocBy) =rocry/ry = (0P 422 =07\ PP+ (2 +0)7, (A37)

which involves a new integrand, but which nonetheless can still be done analytically. (Here

it is much easier to do the p-integration first.) We find

Kiewvss = = 0y e [2 = et /2]
I
1 [5] [Erf( 2011 + 113) 5) - Erf(q/(ui +)/2 5)} (A38)
0 | (ks + 15)
This result is, again, symmetric and non-singular with K;ﬁlvv& = —4/(u; + pj)* at 6 = 0.

In this case there are no odd terms (!) in §. Versus ¢ it is similar to that shown in Fig. [9C,

but with the initial slope at the origin being zero.
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Because Kfﬁ )<VV5> =K 3(2)<vvs>7 we can finally write the direct term contributions for

this expectation as

<[VVS]© > =3 (ajbs + aiby) Kijgvss (A39)

Z7j
regaining explicit symmetry.
The cross term integral K (<1%v s> 1s more complicated but is done similarly. As X5 =0,
there are now four terms remaining from Eq. (A10]),

1 2 2
<[VVSW > =-2 ~ Z/d% {e7m2 Jagb; (0 xy) (0 - £1)] 07/
Y]

4 eHiT2/2 lajbi(o-r_)(o-T1)] et ri/2

=

+ efﬂj Ti/Q [azb] (a- . r+)<o' . :I:)] 67,“7.' 7‘2,/2
+ e gy (o vo)(0 - §)] e Y

1 1
- Z/d%" [ajbz‘ Ki(j,)<VVS> + a;b; K}i,)<vvs>} ) (A40)
Z7j
where

1 —pir N —uir
K eovss = =2 1= [dr {2 (0 1) (0 - 52)] e /2

+e 2 (o rl)(o - dy)] e T Y (A41)

In addition to Eq. (A36]) we also need
(0 12) (- 52) =y () ) | (A42)

which becomes r, for the z < 0 integration and (p* + 22 — §2)/\/p? + (z — 0)? for the z > 0
integration.

The integrations over z go much easier if one re-defines the integrations over z in terms
of w = p; + pj and v = p; — pj. The resulting integrals in @ and v can then be converted
back to p; and ;. We find

1
it (i =+ 11

0

2 _ v
+ 24 (i — py) €90

2~ (uithy) 6%/2 }

1 2
K} cpvss = B | 2u (g — ) e

— (s — 15)

1 T 1/2
— Ad
20 pui s l2(ﬂi + w)"’] . (A43)

{4 15)* (i + 1y = 2y %) Erfe (\/ (ki + 115)/2 5)
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200 | (i + g+ 305) — s (i — py) 6 |

e 2Hitg 8/ (pitiy) Erf( 2/ (i + 115) 1 5)
— 24 [3M? Ay + g = A (g — i) 62}

« e~ 2ming 82/ (ith;) Frfe ( 2/ (pi + 1) p 5)

— [ 4 5 gy 5 s + ) — 8yt 07 ]

X (s — ) e 2rara) %/ ki) Frfe (W‘“J)‘S> } :
2(i + ;)

which also is symmetric and goes to —8/(u; + p;)* = 2Ki(j('),)<VVS> at 0 = 0. This integral
does have some odd terms in §. As a function of § it resembles a Gaussian, i.e., looks like
that shown in Fig. [gA.

(1) _ M : :
Because K’ yygs = Kj;'cyyg> We can again finally write

,J

mirroring the form of Eq. (A39)).

7. The off-diagonal expectation —2i V(r) a- V

For this off-diagonal operator X5 = Xy = —=2V/(r) V in Eq. (AS8) and the direct term
expectation, Eq. (A9)), has all four terms

<2VvV]© > = 817r Z/dgr V(r) {e’“”%/2 [2a:bj(0-V)(o-1_)

—2baj(o-r_)(o-V)] et r2 /2
4 e HiTE/2 [2a;bi(0-V)(o 1)
= 2bjai(o v ) (o V)] e (Ad5)

With
Vie P72 = (e ) e ™72 Virl) =6y, and (o-V)(o-r.)=3 (A46)
we have, for the first terms in the square brackets of Eq. (A45)),

(0-V)(o-r_) o hiTh/2 it /2 (0-V)o-r)+0o- [(c-r_)V e—uirz_/2]
=B plo ) (o v )] e = (3 ppr?) e/ (A47)
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and similarly when acting on e™*J /2,

For the second terms in the square brackets of Eq. (A45)),

(o-r_)(o-V) e HiT2 /2 _ —pi(o-r_)(o 1) e—HiT2/2 _ —r? e HiT2 /2 (A48)

. .. . .2
and, again, snmlarly when acting on e #17/2,

With Egs. and ( m Eq. - ) reduces to
<Pvv|?>= Z/d3 {2V (re) aiby (83— pyr?) + bia pyr?] e/

+e 2V (ry) [ajb (3 —pr?) + bja /m“z} e_“jTQ—/Q}

= Z {aibj Kij,)<2VV> + a;b; KJ(L)<2VV>} (A49)

Z‘?j

where, with V(ry) =rL — R,

1 2 2
Ki(]Q,)<2VV> = I /d37’ e M= (ry — R) (i — py) 2 — 3 e =2
:<MZ_IUJ) KZ(]O)a_(/“LZ )RKsz+3K(0 _BRKz]d (A5O>

ij, ¢
where these four integrals are

KO — 41 /d37~ e HiT2/2 rer? e H r2 /2
us

ij,a

= ; { 16+6e 2(uj ) 02 _ 1 o= (mgtmi) 62/2 }
2 (pj + p1)?

e [M] " {15+ 9015 + o)) Exte (/s + /2 0)

— (5 12015 + )6*) Exfe (y/2(n; + ) 8) |, (A51)

1/2
1 2 ™
Kl.(o) = — /d3r e HiT/2 r2 e T/ = 3 [1 ) (A52)
J,b 471' 2 (,uj + ;)8
Kz(gO)c Ar /d37ﬂ e HiT/2 ree =2 = ]Z(J )<7":l:> ’ (A53)
0 _ .7,2 _ '7”2 0
KO, = ye / B et etz — 0 (A54)

K9 has an odd term in § and its plot resembles that shown in Fig. @D All four of the

ij,a

above integrals are symmetric in ¢ and j, so we can finally write

<[2 Vv](o) > = Z (ajbi + aib;) Kz’(]?)<2 Vs =2 Zajbi Ki(]('),)<2 Vs - (A55)

1,7 ,J
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For the cross term, from Egs. and ( - ) and the like, Eq. - ) becomes
<2V —Z/d?’r‘/ri x
{32 [2aibi(0 - V)(o-12) = 2biaj(o-1y)(0- V)] e 75/
+ e (20050 - V(0 1y) = 2biaj(o -1 ) (0 V)| e
e M/ [2a;b;(0-V)(o-r_) — 2bja;(o-ri)(o-V)] e /2
et/ [Qan(O' V)(o i) = 2bjai(o -1 ) (o V)] e 2}
= Z/dr V(ry) e i /2 [a b; (3 — pr?) + bjajpi(ry v )} e HiT2/2

+ e aby(3 = uyrt) + biagp(vs xo)| et
et {a]b(?) i) + bjaipi(ry - )} eHiT2 /2
et/ [a»b,;(?) — wir?) + bja;p(ry - r_)} e HiTi/? }

= Z{ ibj K(1)<2vv>+a3b Kj(z)<2VV>} ; (A56)

1,J
where
1 _ ,7,2 ,,,,2
Koves = = /dST (r+ —R){e HiTy/2 [(3 pir?) 4 pi(ry v )] —HiT=/2

e [ e

il 1) a 1)
= KP4y RES, + i K, — i R, + 3K, —3RKL), (A7)
The first integral,
1
Kz(jla = E/d?’r { e M2y p? IRy i/ r: et Ti/Q} , (A58)

can be done using p = p; + p; and v = p; — p;, noting that p > |v|. Writing
g W= i T H j

= 2 g M (PP HH0N)/2 { (p* + 2% + %) cosh(vdz) + (220) sinh(yéz)} (A59)

displays the i, j symmetric and anti-symmetric parts explicitly. After converting back to p;

and 1.

2 2

Kz(l)a: — 5 (A ) F APy 6% ] e
" Mj(/iz‘Jruj)“{ ’ ’ ’

b [ (s + ) (=205 + Bpy) + A pdpy 0% ] e

L) 82
o [ 1) (s = A pg) = A iy 0] €720t )
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. - 1/2
+ X (A60)
20 pu; i l2(ui + Nj)gl

{20 (i 1)@ i+ 5 1) + 4 pap (s + 1) (F = 2 pagy + 3 p13) 6% + 16 i 6]

w e~ 2Mite; 0%/ (pithg) Erf( 2/ (pi + pi5) pj 0 )

- 2#?[ 3 (ps + ,Uj)Q + 24#?(!% + 1) 6%+ 16,11? 54 ]

% o~ 2mitg 0%/ (i) Rrfe ( 12/ (pi + 1) i 5)

— [ (s p1)* (22 45 pagey — 3415) + 4 puapay (i + ) (1 — 8 prags + 3 1) 62

— 16 pdp? (p — pug) 0% e~ /it Enfe ((“i 1) | 5)

2(pi + 1
n (Mi+“j)3(2ui+3uj) Erfc (mé)} ’

which is, as expected, not symmetric in ¢ and j. It is, however, non-singular: K S

ij,a
16/(p; + 1;)® at 6 = 0. Its plot resembles that in Fig. [D.

The second integral is much simpler,

Kz'(jl)b — 41/d37’ {eﬁuiri/Q 7"3 e*u]‘Ti/Q_'_e*NiT%/? Ti efﬂjriﬁ}
’ 7
27 12 2
= lw] [ 3 (a4 pug) + 4 g3 % | e / nikn) (A61)
Hi 1 Hy

which is also non-symmetric, but only because of the term proportional to §2. As a function

of 0 it looks like Fig. [9E.
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Almost as complicated as K; () the third integral is

ij,a
1
Ki(jl)c — o /d3r { e Hi r3/2 re (r+ . r_) e—mr%ﬂ
’ 7

a2 2
+ e T2 (ry-r )e “”+/2}

1 i
1 (s + 205 [ (i + pg) (dpss — pug) — gy 62 ] €20
H’i ]< ’L+ ])4 { J J j y

_ .52
205 [ (s + p1) (gt — i) — dpags 62 e 20
[ (s ) (F = 8 puagy + o) + 8 iyl 07 emalitu) 07

1 T 1/2
+ X AG2
20 pif 5 [2(m+uj)9] (A62)

{2020 (a4 1) (A + 113) + 8 17 (s + p13) (2 = 1) 8% = 16 41} pr; 6*
w o2y 0%/ (pitrs) Fpf ( 2 i 0 )
Hi T [y
— 2022 [ (i + 1) (4 + 1) + 8 115 (g + p3) (2pa5 — p) 6% — 16 g 0* ]
w e 2mity 6%/ (i) Erfe < 2 o) )
i =+ 4
[ (a4 )2 (3 + 5 g + 1) = 2433 (s + g5) 6% + 16 115 6* |
1 + Exf ((“_“J) 5 )]
\/2(Mz‘ + 145)
() [ (d 4 3 gy + 115) — 2 g (s + i) 6]

X Erfc(\/m5>} )

which is surprisingly both symmetric, K; W — kP and non-singular: K;; = =16/ (p; + p)*

Jji,c i, ¢) ij, ¢

at 6 = 0. This integral as a function of § looks like Fig. [9B.

X (5 — 1) €2 82/ (pitps)

The fourth integral is also simple,

1
Ki(jl,)d = /d37’ { e HiTE/2 (ry -r_) e HiTEI2 4 g E /2 (ry-r.) e_“”2+/2}
9 1/2
- =" 3( i 4 1) — Apugp; 02 ] e~ 2wams 82/ (witng) A63
| 80— s 7] (63
Its & dependence, Fig. [9F, shows a relatively deeper minimum than that depicted in Fig.
OB. The fifth and sixth integrals are already familiar,

Kz(Jl)e A /d3 e HiT1/2 L e T2 )2 +e wirt /2 g eiujriﬂ} [l(Jl)<7’i> (AG4)
Kl(]l’)f _ E/diﬁr e—uir+/2 e—ujr_/Q _{_e_ﬂi”’_/Q e—ujr+/2 } = Ii(jl,)<1> . (A65)
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These last three integrals, Kg’)d through Ki(jl,)f, are all symmetric in 7 and j.
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