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« Abstract

We investigate Nuclear Latticeffective Field Theory for the two-body system for severaidatspacings at lowest order in the
pionless as well as in the pionful theory. We discuss issfiesgularizations and predictions for th&ective range expansion.
In the pionless case, a simple Gaussian smearing allowsomgrate lattice spacing independence over a wide ranigétiok
spacings. We show that regularization methods known fractntinuum formulation are necessary as well as feasiblthéo
pionful approach.
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_E 1. Introduction dence of observables for a broad range,isee Ref.|__[18].

! While most of the calculations solve the transfer matrixgsi

C

[1] has led to impressive progress in the last decade andit h
—been applied to few- and many-body-systems successfally, f
reviews see e.g. Refs) [E 3]. The lattice spacing serves as
natural UV regulator for the theory, as for a given valuezof
the maximal momentum igmax = n/a. Although these cal-
culations give a quite good description for the phase stefis
O ergy levels, etc., almost all calculations have been dona fo
[~ fixed lattice spacingt ~ 2fm, corresponding to a soft mo-
© 'mentum cut-& of about 300 MeV. This allows one to treat all . L . .
. corrections beyond leading order (LO) in perturbation tiieo suficient for the '”.f'rP"e volume extraction and we can e_nt|rely
; ; focus on the remaining dependence on the lattice spacing.
However, the cut-fi dependence or lattice spacing dependence o ,
has not been analyzed systematically and there are stiksom N what follows, we will first display the necessary formal-
—1 problems in the two-nucleon system like the relatively poer 1S 1O calculate the neutron-proton system to lowest order o
-_* scription of the3S;-3D; mixing angle @]‘ Further, such soft the lattice. It is important to aIready improve the free Hhxpnll .
= potentials seem to lead to some overbinding in medium-magdan so as to be as close as possible to the free non-refitivis
nuclei, as discussed in Ref] [5]. Also, it has been shown thaiSPersion relation. At very low energies, one can consioer
E the leading order four-nucleon contact interactions neeoet  tN€OTYy with contactinteractions only, the so-called passithe-
smeared to avoid a cluster instability when four nucleosiglee ~ OY- AS we will show, the smearing of the contact interacsion
on one lattice sité [6]. One might argue that the extension of@n Pe used as a regulator, leading to regulator-indepéreien
such smearing methods also to the pion exchange contritsutio Sults for a br(_)ad range of values of th_e lattice spamriyatters
leads to a natural regularization of the lattice EFT, allayio ~ &re diferentin the pionful theory, which to LO consists of two
vary the lattice spacing freely but using an explicit mornemt ~ four-nucleon contactinteraction and the long-rangedcstaie-
cut-of in the spirit of the work of Ref[[7]. More precisely, this Pion-exchange potential (OPEP). As will be shown, comignin
inherent physical cutfdwas implemented by formulating the the Smearing of the contact interactions with a positioaesp
lattice action in terms of blocked fields. regularization of the OPEP will again lead to results layde!
dependent of; for the physically sensible range of lattice spac-
system at lowest order and discuss the lattice spacing depemg' Hence, one could use this modified leading-order agmproa

dence systematically. In addition, we discuss the netyessito improve the current auxiliary field Monte Carlo simulai$o

- ) . .~ in Nuclear Lattice EFT. In principle, now it is possible tonco

of regularizing the one-pion-exchange potential and gled : . - .
. . sider the continuum limiz — 0, however, we refrain from
method that goes beyond smearing and is borrowed from con:

tinuum calculations, which leads to the lattice spacingjrh- doing that here, as it is fiicient to demonstrate lattice spacing

values of large sparse matrices, we use here the Hamiltonian
Formalism and solve it with the Lanczos method. Using this
aé)proach we can eliminate the discretization in the timeddir
tion and we have to consider only the variation in the positio
space discretization. In the following, all expressioresgiven

in lattice units and one has to multiply the lattice resuitste
appropriate power of the lattice spacingo get the physical
values. Note also that we show simulations for various large
enough volumes so that Lischer’s finite volume formulas are

o0v2

In this paper, we will focus on the neutron-proton two-body
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independence for a physically relevant range.of from 1 to 3. The corresponding lattice density operatord rea

ata ¥
’ =a;;(n)ai;(n), 4
2. The lattice Hamiltonian P ) (n) = a;; (m)ai; (n) (4)
. . o Py (m) = al ()7 a;(n), (5)
To set the stage and to introduce our notations, we first dis- o'
cuss the free Hamiltonian. Its discretized form reads P51 (n) = al ; (n) os,ivtr jpai (), (6)
and Gg,s,(n) represents the pion propagator times the pion-
k 192
Hiree = 2my Z Z {2“’0" (m)a; ;(n) + Z( 1) ) nucleon vertex and is defined as
ni,j
3 1 exp(-ip -
X W [“Zj (n)a; (n + kl) + azj (n)a;; (n - kl)]} ) G, () = = Z p( lé} n)v(ps,) v(ps,) 7
P 2 k
Here, q, i .‘ are the fermionic annihilation and creation op- 1+ 4r Z Z(_l) cos(kpi)

erators Wlth spin and isospin indicés, respectivelyyny =

(m, fmn_)/z dgnotes the nuclepn mass drid a uplt vegtor in with g, = M2 + 6wo. v(ps,), v(ps,) are the discretized mo-
spatlgl dl_recnon. The summation ,Ins over all Iatuog pomm mentum components of the first and second pion field which
theL” lattice. We use a stretch€l{a™)-improved action and its yieldsv(p;) = o1 5in(pr) — 025iN(2p)) = pi(1 + O(p?)) with the
coeficientsw; are summarized in Tal 1, see e.g. RefL[9, 10l ocients summarized in Tal 1. We only us®@?) dis-

m indicates the number of hopping points beyond next-neighbo cretization, because we do not want to expand the respective

mtera_cﬂon used in the Lapr:amar;]dlsc:]gtlzatlon in ﬁa‘m'aph interaction too much. A further improved momentum approx-
direction and we use: = 4 throughout this paper. The Stretch- j,a4ion s linked to a further expanded derivative in pasiti

Ing fe}ctor]\.f IS mt_roducgd to minimize the errors ansmg-from space including more interactions at distinct lattice pand
the discretized dispersion re_latlon_s on the lattice eaﬂgo‘or_ the locality of the pion-nucleon interaction is lost. These-
large momenta whe_re the discretization does not appPro’iMaiy,enta arise from the pion field derivative in the pion nucleon
the continuum relatio® = p?/(2my) anymore. While there LagrangianLyy = -g41/(2F)N't - (o - V)aN. To arrive at
is some arbitrariness on.the exact chmceNoﬂ_ependlng.on Eq. (7), we note that the pion propagator is derived from the
the values of the respective momentuih= 3.5 is a sensible discrete action for instantaneous pions which takes tha E}

choice.
o) o) S (1) = (— + 30)0) S 1 () s ()
wo | N-3+%2 [oo| O (8)
w | N-1+3 o] 4 + Z (1) werry (m) 7y (m+ &)
w2 |[N-£+2 | 02 z nlk
1 1
ws | N-go+gg|los| O This is reparametrized by, (n) = +/g,7:(n). Finally, the new

Table 1: Coéicients for the lattice discretization of the Laplacian, theper- pion action reads

sion relation and momentum components depending on thietstrg factor

/ 1 i i
N S wn (77) =§ Z”l (n) ; (n)

The interaction potential consists of titliree terms in the 9)
pionlesgpionful theory at lowest order. The contact interaction +— Z (-1 wen’ (n) 7, (n + kl)
consists of two terms which can be chosen as nLk

ata ata afa aa and the respective pion propagator reads

Heont = 5 Z Cp®“(n)p" “(n) +Cy Zp (n)p (n)} , p p propag
-1
(2) ¢
where the terms are summed over all lattice sitesnd the Dy (p) = |1+ P Z Z( 1)* cos(kpi) (10)
isospin index! = 1,2,3. These terms appear in both versions k=t
of the EFT considered here. In the pionful theory, one has iy rthermore, we introduce a Gaussian smearing
addition the one-pion-exchange potential
(p)
4 )=+ exp b (11)
Hope = 8F2 Z ZGslsz (n1 - ny) 2
”S;lSzlnlnz (3)

t i with a stretched(a*) improved discretization
X pg, 5 (m1) p§ (n2)

. . . _ 3 3
with g4 the axial-vector coupling co_nstant_ aﬁgl Fhe pion de- (p) = ZZ Z(_l)kwk coskp)) = p? [1 + O(pe)] . (12)
cay constantSy, S, are the respective spin indices which run ey
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where the error estimation is valid fof = 0 and the coi-  energy eigenvalues of the system are linked to the momentum
cients given in Talil1f, is necessary for normalization reasonssquared byE = p?/(2u) andS (i) is the zeta function. Its ex-
and is given byfy = (1/L%) > p €Xp[=b¥(p)/2]. This smearing pansion for smalk is given by

modifies the contact interaction in momentum space accgrdin

1
0 S()=—=+So+ Syt +Saf+Saf ... (17)
n
1 4 a aT,a

Heont = 3 Zf(p)[Cp )" (p) and the cofiicientsS; can be found in[[6]. We do calcula-

p (13) tions at volumes large enough that Luscher’s finite voluare f

a'a a'a mulas are dfiicient for infinite volume extraction with negli-

+C ’ ’ . . . . .
! Zp, e () gible residual finite volume dependence so we can entirely fo

_ _ _ cus on the remaining dependence on the lattice spacing. For

Such a smearing was introduced in REf. [6] to reduce ffe€®  the scattering state calculations, the finite volume ctioes
of high momentum contributions and remove the clustering in are of size exp{L/R), whereL is the box length an is the
stability of the contact interaction. As the leading orde®)  range of the interaction$ [11]. For the bound state calcula-
contribution is .|terated to all order_s, such a smearing SUms  tjons, the finite-volume formula in EG_{L5) captures thellag
some of the higher order corrections. All other higher ordefexp(- \/~24E%L), but there are also smaller corrections of size
;:r?rrlect!ons are_the_n trea_ted in perturbation theory (ag b expl- \@mm [IE]. For S-waves, thefEective range ex-

e lattice spacing is $liciently large). Here, we concentrate pansion isp cotéo(p) ~ —1/a, + (r./2)p? with a, the scattering
on the lowest order and leave the discussion of the treatafent length andr, the efective range. Hence we match our finite

. . . e . 1
the higher orderféects to a later publication. In any case, the,,; me results to the infinite volumefective range parame-
smearing of the LO contact terms is a useful tool to improve, < and the deuteron binding energys, = —23.76(1) fm
0 g !

the description of the S-waves in a verfieent way without ~_ — _» 75(5) fm, andE, = —2.224575(9) MeV.
including all higher-order terms in a chiral counting scleenm So = = : '

general, it is not necessary that the smeared contactatitana

for thelS o- and3s ;-channel have the same smearing function,
f(p). However, this is important for auxiliary-field Monte Carl
lattice simulations. Without the same smearing functiarifie
two channels, the Monte Carlo simulation would have a far big
ger problem with sign oscillations. For this reason we cdeisi

In the fits, diferent lattice volumes are used to produce
enough data points to make the respective fit using Eq.@1L5,1
and predictrsg, as well asasg,. Finally, one can compare
the prediction to the experimental values given by, =
5.424(4) fm andrsg, = 1.759(5) fm. In the following we
will repeat this procedure for lattice spacings betweeh =

: . 100 MeV anda™! = 400 MeV, respectively, that is approxi-
only one smearing function for both channels. The fact that w mately between 2 fm and®fm in the pionless theory and for

can approxmately descrlbg thﬁ*@:tlye ranges fo.r both chan- « between (B and 20 fm the EFT with pions.
nels using only one smearing function can be viewed as a fea-
ture of the approximate SU(4) Wigner symmetry of the two-

nucleon interaction. 3. The pionless theory
In continuum chiral EFT it is necessary to regularize the-one
pion-exchange potential due to its singularity at very $utiat Initially, we consider the pionless case which works wetl fo

tances. We will show that such a singularity also appears fovery low energies and is described by tifieetive Hamiltonian
small lattice spacings and we will regularize it in positggace

as suggested in Ref./[8] H = Hiree + Heont - (18)
N r2\T" It was shown in Ref. |ﬂ3] that for any lattice spacing the
fr)= [1 - eXp(—z—b)] , (14)  non-smeared contact interaction cannot reproducefteetive

range correctly. Hence, we introduce a smearing accoraing t

where the denominator is motivated By{exp[-r?/(2b)]} o«  Ed. ([11). The calculation is performed for= 0 andN = 3.5
exp(hbq?/2) andn is a free parameter. to estimate the influence of the stretching factor in the owpd

In the following we study the two-nucleon system for dif- @ction. As we only have to consider the S-wave projection, we

ferent lattice spacings. Therefore we use the finite-voltone ~ USe the appropriate linear combinations
mulas for the binding energy and thextive range expansion

given by LUSChem 2] C= % (3C130 + C3S1) C= %(Clso + C3Sl) . (29)
. 2exp(— \/—Z#E?L) The results for two stretching factods = 0 andN = 3.5 are
Ep(L) - Ey = 244 2ul ’ (15 shownin Fig[lL. FoN = 3.5, the explicit values of the fitted pa-
1 Lp\2 rameters and the predictions are listed in Tab. 1. The éesize
p cotdo(p) = ES (m, n= (E) , (16)  of L = 34,36, 38is motivated by the corresponding physical lat-

tice length ofLynys = 16.66,17.64, 18.62 fm for a minimal lat-
with A the normalization constant of the wave function for largetice spacing ot: = 0.49 fm. This should be still large enough
distances ange = m,m,/(m, + m,) the reduced mass. The so that higher order terms to Eqs.}{13,16) and in tfiecéive
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asg, [fm] | rag, [fm] Table 2: Fit results in the Gaussian-smeared

pionless EFT case foL. = 34,36,38 and
N = 35. The values fousg, andrs, are
5.630(1) | 2.047(1) | predictions (modulo the consistency condition

al[MeV] | a[fm] | Csg, [MeV] | Cis, [MeV] | b [MeV~2]
100 1.97 -46.66 -2818 3.83-107° | 5.611(1) | 2.029(1)
130 1.52 -50.71 -30.16 3.93-10°
160 123 | -5026 2084 | 4.04-10°° | 5.624(1) | 2.034(1) | Ea-[20).
200 0.99 -49.89 -29.70 4.13-10° | 5.614(1) | 2.017(1)
240 0.82 | -5017 ~2992 | 419-10° | 5.607(1) | 2.008(1)
300 0.66 | -5063 3024 | 4.23-10°° | 5.602(1) | 2.005(1)
350 0.56 -50.85 -30.38 4.25-10° | 5.601(1) | 2.008(1)
400 0.49 | -5091 3043 | 4.27-10°° | 5.605(1) | 2.015(1)

range expansion are negligible. The LECs in the respedive t

ble and plot are obtained after rescalifig, 15, — Cas,15,/a>
S0 as to account for theftirent volumes.

-44

X
46 +,
48 ,
3
2 501 + |
& *++ +
N 52| XX i
X
sal X X |
X
28 1 X,
29 L i
S 30t + + o+ + 4
2 ++1
G”O 31k X)(x 4
X
32 - x i
33 L x X 4
5.0 } ‘ ‘
L=34,36,38; N-3.5 -
L=34,36,38;N-0.0 X 5
- 451 .
L X
= REX X X
5 L
S ol + N 1
+
3.5 ! | |
0 0.5 1.0 15
affm]

Figure 1: Low-energy coupling constants and the smearingnpeterb in the
pionless EFT for a lattice size df = 34,36, 38 and two diterent stretching

factors.

First, we see the parameters belonging/te 0 andN = 3.5
have similar values and they approach a constant value when
the lattice spacing is minimized. But there is a preferece f
N = 3.5 case because for this case, the variation of the LECs is
significantly decreased for various lattice spacings timatihé
N = 0 case reflecting the improved dispersion relation approx-
imation which is necessary as we receive data pointstferdi
ent regimes for dferent lattice spacings. Therefore, we use
N = 3.5 for the following calculations.

Comparing the theoretical predictions with the experirakent
values gives the impression of a large deviation partityfar
ras,. As we only work at lowest order, we cannot expect to get
the physical value already. But we can perform a consistency
check for our predictions as there exists a relation between
binding energy, the scattering length and tiife@ive range, see
e.g. Ref.]

Ep~-—— |1+ —+ +...
BT T ua?\T T ay T 4a?

s

2
1 re orS ) (20)
This equation is valid for positive scattering lengthand the
expansion irv,/a,, with r, the dfective range, is useful pro-
vided |r.|< ay;. As we do not include any partial wave mix-
ing, we can use the expansion upQ62/4?) and compare the
physical binding energy in this scheme with our lattice pre-
dictions. Then the binding energy B = -2.052(1) MeV
for the physical values of the scattering length and ttiece
tive range and our lattice predictions give a binding enerfgy
Eg = —2.009(1)... - 1.999(1) MeV showing that the relation
in Eq. (20) is approximately fulfilled.

The constant value df can be explained by the smearing
function itself and the Fourier transformation of the cania-
teraction given in Eq[{13) in dependence of the fiifattice
spacing. While we work on the lattice, the Fourier transfor-
mation is limited by the maximum momentumia. As we
consider the continuum limit, new contributions to the suam
tion are added in Eq[C(13) aga — o and the value of the
normalization constant changes. The normalization cohga
approaches a finite limit and the new contributions are expo-
nentially suppressed. Hence, the lattice spacing depeerd#n
the smearing constant should approach a constant value@s lo
as other discretization errors are negligible. This is algmod
check for other regularizations procedures. We will uss thi
condition to find the best regularization scheme in the upcom
ing section. It is quite remarkable that the pionless theary
be regularized by such a constant Gaussian smearing leading



a-independentresults for®< a < 2.0 fm. Given thatthe typi- and introduce the regularization in position space as Ee@po
cal extension of a nucleon is given by a scale ef0.85fm, this  in Eq. (I4). Then, the new OPE potential reads

means that the EFT can be used for all momenta that do not lead 5
to a resolution of the internal nucleon structure, at leashe Hope = _g_A2 Z Z F(n1 - n3)

pionless theory. A direct comparison with the results of a-co 8F

tinuum calculation is dficult because the occuring divergences a'a a'a

are usually treated in aftierent way. As done in Ref,_[16], X Gss, (m = n2) pis 'y (m) pis 7 (n2)
one can calculate the scattering matrix using the bubblancha (22)
summation with a regularizatiof(p) = exp(-bp?/2) similar

to the smeared contact interaction on the lattice insteadi-of

T 81,520 ni,mp

mensional regularization or a finite cuttoThen the T-matrix 2.20
is expanded up to and includin®(p?) and matched to the ef-

fective range expansion parameters. The values one olati@ns -2.25
of the same order as the lattice values but do not match them
exactly. Note further that the extension to the three-plartys- -2.30

tem is not straightforward because of the Efiméfeet that re-
quires the inclusion of a three-body contact interactioeay
at leading orden{I]l?].

-2.35

Ep [MeV]

-2.40

4. The pionful theory -2.45

. . . A -2.50
Including pions is necessary for affective field theory at

higher energies. Therefore pions are included according to -
Eq. (3) and the full Hamiltonian is

H = Hfee + Heont + HopE - (21) 81

A problem is caused by the singularities which arise in the
short-range region of the OPE contribution. On the one hand,
this singularity exists for any lattice spacing as the retadlis-

pcot(s) [MeV]

tancer = 0 is possible and gives a very large but still finite a=1.97fm =+
contribution. On the other hand, minimizing the lattice@pg a=0.82fm X
leads to additional lattice points with non-zero but veryam ° :ig'gg :2 g |
distances to the origin and which give an additional largetsh azozgfo fm ©

H H | | |
range contribution. 500 200 300 200 100 0

Firstly, we switch @ the smearing of the contact interaction P2 [MeVv?]
and include the pion-nucleon interaction according to ). ( 2
In this case, the predictions for thective range parameter are
not close to the physical value and it is still necessaryc¢tuithe
the smearing of the contact interactioh [6].

In the case of smeared contact interaction and non-smeared
pion-nucleon interaction the LECs do not give a reasonably
close value for theféective range in théS ;-channel. The pre-
diction is reasonable and constant for a lattice spacirggfar
than 1 fm, but it does decrease towards zero for smallecdatti
spacings. As we do not include a regularization, the divarge
n#N-contribution for small lattice spacings is more and mere r
solved for smaller lattice spacings resulting in a very phpo- 0 500 1000 1500
tential. The contact interaction in combination with theesm p* [MeV?]
ing factorb can compensate thisfect but as thés o- and3s ;- _ _ _
channel do not have exactly the same dependence, while it Eégure 2: Lattice space dependence of various parametgyper(panel: The

. . . ) nite-volume deuteron bound state energy. Central panet dfective range
still possible to fit to one of theftective ranges, the agreement eypansion for thés o-channel. Lower panei: Thefiective range expansion for

S
)

pcot(s) [M

for the other one gets worse. the3s ;-channel.
Now we turn on the smearing of the pion-nucleon interaction.
While a smearing in momentum space according to EJ. (11Throughout this paper, we uge= 4 in Eq. [14), but we also

could be possible, we follow the arguments given in Ref. [8]checked for dferentn and the results are similar. Higher val-
5



a"[MeV] | alfm] | Cos, MeV] | Cis, [MeV] | b[MeVT | ass, [m] | s, [fm] l;belzrz:d cljatfcilji:tserigctlizo':rra\rl]v(ijth o(szi?iziséag-ce
100 1.97 —54.07 -3611 2.59-10° 5.470(1) | 1.818(1) regularization for the pion-nucleo[r)1 interact?on
130 1.52 -67.11 -4547 2.40-10° | 5513(1) | 1.878(1) | with N = 35. The Lattice size isL =
160 1.23 -69.31 -46.52 2.41-10° 5527(1) | 1.899(1) 3; 2(6) ig ffgrr"_=0%39~-612~g7fmfmTﬁg?/§|u=es
200 0.99 -63.83 -41.39 2.65-10° | 5523(1) | 1.893(1) forag; andrags are b.réd.ictions. (modulo the
240 0.82 -6155 -3923 | 2.83-10° | 5511(1) | 1.876(1) | consistency condition EQTR0)).
300 0.66 -6220 -3944 2.92-10° | 5.498(1) | 1.858(1)
350 0.56 -63.30 -40.19 2.92.10° | 5491(1) | 1.842(1)
400 0.49 -64.31 -40.97 291-107° | 5.491(1) | 1.842(1)
500 0.39 -65.47 -4190 2.89-10° | 5.500(1) | 1.836(1)
600 0.33 -66.14 -4271 2.82-107° | 5553(1) | 1.835(1)
700 0.28 -65.61 -42.64 2.86-107° | 5.649(1) | 1.845(1)

ues ofn are only necessary for strongly divergent contributionsto Eq. [20) up-to-and-including terms 6{r2/4?) yields for the

like two-pion-exchange potentials which we neglectin s  binding energyEz ~ 2.026(1)...2.033(1) MeV for the vari-
ploratory study. ous lattice spacings in the range between 0.5 fm and 2.0 fm.
In Fig.[2, the finite volume binding energy of the deuteron andThis is again close to the physical binding energy and the re-
the respective féective range expansion for the S-waves for aspective relation is fulfilled. For the remaining ones, ilgs
subset of the lattice spacings used are shown. Finite voiime Ep ~ 2.034(1)...1.899(1) MeV indicating that larger volumes
fects modify the binding energy so that a correction aceaydi become necessary particularly for the smallest latticeisga

to Eq. [1B) is necessary but higher order terms are stilligiegl  Finally, the theory is well regularized and theffdiences be-
ble. Also the data points we obtain for thfextive range ex- tween the lattice predictions and the experimental valdes o
pansion still have small enough momenta squared so thatihe easg, andrsg,, respectively, can be compensated by higher or-
pansion up t@(p?) is feasible. The resulting LECs, the smear- der terms.

ing constant as well as the predictionsfor 34, 36, 38 are dis-
played in Tad.B. While the value of the LECs arffetient to the
pionless case, their general shape depending on the Isgoe
ing does not change and the LECs remain negative as well. Also
the smearing factab remains in a certain range betweed®
to 292x107°MeV~?, indicating that this regularization scheme

works quite well. We do not show the results for the smallér se i . . :
of lattice sizes, but we have shown that finite volunfieets and the gective range in thes o partial wave together with the

between these two sets become negligible for lattice spacin deuteron binding energy to fix the two LECs related to the LO

larger than 0.7 fm. Assuming a large enough lattice there is (fiou;-nucleon %on;cac_t mteract_lon 3nd thz smearing r[])ararhet ked
rise in the smearing constant between 1.8 fm and 0.7 fm, and -ilio ocus on the lattice spacing dependence, we have worke

is constant again for lattice spaces smaller than 0.7 fm.l&Vhi at sufficiently large lattice volumes so that finite volumg ef-
in the range from 0.7 fm and 1.8 fm the pion-nucleon Contri_fects do not play any role here. In the pionless case, it is suf

bution changes, the lattice sites closest to the originrdmrte ;'C'e?_t to S]fn%ar the cc?[ntacth!ntergcélons \(/jwth a _Ga}[lrj]ssma—ty
more and more to the potential due to the divergent struciure unction, cf. Eq.[1L), to achieveindependence in the range

the potential. This fect is compensated by the regularizationo'S_ S a5 20fm. We haye explicitly shown this for the S.Cat'
ring length and thefEective range in thés;-channel, being

at a certain range as we further decrease the lattice spacin £ th lation b d In th
and then the regularized potential does not change its sha are of the strong corre a}tlon etwesp an dasy- N t ©
pionful theory, the contribution from the one-pion-excpairis

anymore. Note that in the intermediate range there aredatti best to b larized i i di d aril det
artifacts in the OPEP which cause the oscillatory behavior o. est 1o be regularized in posilion space, as discusse €

the LECs as they appear afférent physical lengths and multi- in Ref. B]‘ Again, we can demonstrate lattice spacing irsep

plied by a diterent regularization factor. As a result, we cannotdencle folr the;amﬁ rang(;c_?fThe_rhef(;]re, it sh(]zuld be POS;TSI:NE
see a plateau for the LEGSs, andCig, at a lattice spacing to calculate the phase shifts with the transier matrix metho

of a = 0.5 fm, but we have to further decrease the lattice spac‘:’Ind the spherical wall method. Smaller lattice spacingsisho
ing. Simultaneously, we increase the number of lattice tdim minimize the lattice errors such as the broken rotationadrin
keep the physical lattice size. The respective values anersh 2N¢€ and make it possible to increase the accuracy esgeciall
in Tab[3 as well and there is a plateau starting from0.39 fm,  OF higher momentain the partial wave decomposition. Qyear
The predictions for the féective range expansion parametersWhen decreasing the lattice spacing, one has to be aware that
are also quite good agss. ~ 5.470(1)...5.649(1) fm and the perturbative treatment of the NLO and higher order cerre
reg, ~ 1.818(1)...1 899(1)1 fm depending on the lattice spac- tions becomes doubtful and requires a separate investigait

. . L

ing. Repeating the calculation for the binding energy aticay it does not invalidate the results found here. Furhermame, o
should implement this regularization in Monte Carlo simula

5. Conclusion and Outlook

In this paper, we have studied the lattice spacindepen-
dence of the neutron-proton system at leading order in e pi
nless and the pionful theory. We have used the scatteringHen



tions in order to minimize the lattice spacing and artefatts
the simulation. This, however, is a separate issue.
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