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Abstract

W e calculate therangecorrectionsto S-wave neutron-deuteron scattering in

the doubletchannel(S = 1=2)to � rstorderin r=a where a isthe scattering

length and r the e� ective range. Ultraviolet divergences appearing at this

order can be absorbed into a rede� nition of the leading order three-body

force.Thecorrectionsto theelastic scattering am plitudebelow thedeuteron

breakup threshold arecom puted.Inclusion oftherangecorrectionsgivesgood

agreem entwith m easured scattering data and potentialm odelcalculations.
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Therehasbeen m uch interestrecently in applyingE�ectiveField Theory(EFT)m ethods

to nuclearphysics [1{4]. EFT provides a fram ework in which to exploitthe separation of

scalesin physicalsystem sin orderto perform system atic,m odel-independentcalculations.

Fornuclearfew-body system s,thelong-distancescaleissetby thelargetwo-body scattering

lengths,while the short-distance scale is set by the range ofthe nuclear force. The EFT

includes long-distance physics explicitly,while corrections from short-distance physics are

calculated perturbatively in an expansion in theratio ofthese two scales.In thetwo-body

system forsm allm om enta (p <
� m �),thisprogram hasbeen very successfuland calculations

ofdeuteron propertiesand electroweak processeshavebeen carried outto 1% accuracy (for

a recentreview,seeRef.[4]).

In the nuclear three-body system , considerable progress has been m ade as well. In

m ost three-body channels,the two-body EFT can be extended in a straightforward way

[5{8]. However,the S-wave in the doubletchannel(S = 1=2)ofneutron-deuteron scatter-

ing (with the triton as a three-body bound state) ism ore com plicated and exhibits som e

surprising phenom ena [9{11]. The renorm alization ofthe three-body equations requires a

one-param eterthree-body force atleading orderwhose renorm alization group evolution is

governed by a lim itcycle[12].Thevariation ofthethree-body forceparam etergivesacom -

pelling explanation ofthePhillipsline(an essentially equivalentexplanation waspreviously

given in Refs.[13,14]).ThephaseshiftsforS-waveneutron-deuteron scattering in thedou-

bletchannelhave been studied atorder(r=a)0,where a isthe scattering length and r the

e�ective range [12]. In thispaper,we calculate the linearcorrectionsin r=a to the elastic

scattering phase shiftsbelow thedeuteron breakup threshold.The linearrangecorrections

to thePhillipslinehavebeen studied in Ref.[14]using a di�erentform alism .

Elastic neutron-deuteron scattering below the threshold ofdeuteron breakup can be

described by an e�ective Lagrangian thatincludesonly nucleonsand hasno explicitpions.

Forthree-body calculations,itisconvenient to use the dibaryon form alism ofRef.[15]in

which auxiliary�eldswith baryon num bertwoareintroduced torepresenttwo-nucleon states

in a given partialwave.Thee�ective Lagrangian forthenucleon-deuteron system is[12]

L = N
y
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where N represents the nucleon �eld and tl (sm )are the dibaryon �eldsforthe 3S1 (
1S0)

channels and carry spin (isospin) one,respectively. The dots indicate higher order term s

with m ore�elds/derivatives,which do notcontributeto theorderweareworking.The�rst

linein Eq.(1)containsthekineticterm sforthe�eldsN ,tl,and sm .Thesecond linegives

thecoupling ofthedibaryon �eldsto nucleon �eldswhere�l (�m )arePaulim atricesacting

in spin (isospin)space.Finally,thethird linecontainsthethree-bodyforce.Notethatthisis

theonly three-body operatorwithoutderivativesthatpreservesspin and isospin sym m etry

[12,16].Othernon-derivativethree-bodyoperatorscan berelated totheoneshown viaFierz

transform ations.Sincetheaction isquadraticin the�eldstland sm ,itisstraightforward to

integratethem outand show thatthetheory isequivalentto oneofnonrelativisticnucleons

interacting via two-body and three-body contactinteractions[7,8,12].
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FIG .1. G eom etric seriesleading to the exactdibaryon propagator. Double (single)linesrep-

resentbaredibaryon (nucleon)propagators,respectively.

Toobtaintheexactdibaryon propagator,thebarepropagatorm ustbedressed bynucleon

loopsto allorders.Thisisillustrated in Fig.1.The diagram sform a geom etric seriesand

areeasily sum m ed;theresultis

iD j(q0;~q)=
� i2�=(M g2j)

� 
j +
1

2
rj

�


2j + M q0 � ~q2=4
�

+
q

� M q0 + ~q2=4� i�
; (2)

where the subscript j = t(s) for the 3S1(
1S0) channel. This propagator has a pole at

M q0 � ~q2=4 = � 
2j,where 
t = 45:68 M eV and 
s = � 7:88 M eV.The e�ective ranges

are rt = 1:76 fm and rs = 2:75 fm . These e�ective range param eters are related to the

param etersappearing in theLagrangian via


j =
M 2g2j

4�

0

@ 1�

v
u
u
t 1�

16�2� j

M 3g4j

1

A and rj =
4�

M 2g2j
: (3)

Thescattering length aj isgiven by � 1=aj = � 
j+ rj

2
j=2.ThustheLagrangian ofEq.(1)

reproduces the �rst two term s in the e�ective range expansion ofthe two-body scatter-

ing am plitude. Note thatincluding the kinetic term s forthe dibaryon �elds in Eq.(1)is

necessary to obtain therangecorrection.

The powercounting in an EFT m akesitpossible to organize calculationsin a system -

atic expansion in a sm allparam eter. In the two-body sector,the power-counting schem e

of[17,18]takes p � 1=a � Q,where p is the typicalm om entum ofa nucleon and 1=a is

the inverse scattering length. Note that
 isO (Q)aswellsince 
 = 1=a+ O (r=a2). The

expansion param eterofthetheoryisQ=�,where�representsthescalewhereshort-distance

physicsbecom esim portant.Forsystem sinteracting via short-rangeinteractions,thee�ec-

tive range isexpected to be set by �. So the expansion param eter is Q=� � r=a � 
r.1

Theleading orderterm in theexpansion ofthetwo-body scattering am plitudeisO (Q � 1).If

weintegrateoutthedibaryon �elds,thetwo-body operatorswithoutderivativesaretreated

nonperturbativelybecausetherenorm alization groupequationsdictatethattheircoe�cients

are O (Q � 1). In the dibaryon form alism ,2��=(M g 2)= 1=a � Q,which requiressum m ing

the bubbles in Fig.1. At leading order in Q,the theory reproduces Eq.(2) in the lim it

rt;rs ! 0. The two-body operators with two spatialderivatives or one tim e derivative

which aregiven by the kinetic term softhedibaryon �eldsappearatnext-to-leading order

in the Q expansion,giving a contribution ofO (Q 0) to the scattering am plitude. W hen

these operatorsare included in the three-body problem ,they also give a correction thatis

suppressed by one powerofQ relative to the leading order. Since the coe�cientsofthese

1Note,thatitissu� cientto take 
trt= 
srs = 
r forpowercounting purposes.
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FIG .2. Leading order integral equation. Shaded (full) double lines indicate spin-triplet

(spin-singlet)dibaryon.Single lineindicatesnucleon propagator.

operatorsareproportionalto thetwo-body e�ectiveranges,wereferto thesecorrectionsas

e�ective rangecorrections.

Nextwe considerpowercounting in the three-body sector. EFT powercounting shows

that alldiagram s that contain only non-derivative contact interactions are O (Q � 2) [12].

These diagram scan be sum m ed using the integralequation shown in Fig.2.Atthisorder

in the EFT,it is appropriate to use the propagator ofEq.(2) in the lim it rt;rs ! 0.

However, it turns out that the resulting integralequation has no unique solution ifthe

cuto� � is taken to in�nity [13,19]. Ifthe integralequation is regularized with a �nite

cuto� �,the solution displays a strong cuto� dependence. The integralequation can be

renorm alized by absorbing the cuto� dependence into the three-body force ofEq.(1)[12].

Thediagram swiththethree-bodyforcearenaivelyO (Q 0).However,intheS = 1=2channel,

the leading three-body operatorwith no derivativesisrelevantatlow energiesbecause the

renorm alization group evolution enhances the coe�cient G 3 in Eq.(1) to O (Q � 2) rather

than O (Q 0)asnaively expected [12].2 Itisconvenient to pullouta factorof2M =�2 and

de�neG 3(�)= 2M H (�)=� 2 with

H (�)= �
sin[s0ln(�=� �)� arctg(1=s0)]

sin[s0ln(�=� �)+ arctg(1=s0)]
; (4)

where s0 � 1:0064 isdeterm ined by the asym ptotic behaviorofthe integralequation and

�� isthethree-body forceparam eter[12,20].Asa consequence,therearecertain cuto�sfor

which thethree-body forcevanishes.Since allobservablesareindependentofthe cuto�,it

ispossibletoobtain arenorm alized equation by choosing acuto�with vanishingthree-body

force[21].Theparam eter�� then appearsin theupperlim itoftheintegral.Evaluating the

diagram sin Fig.2,therenorm alized equation in thelim itrt;rs ! 0 takestheform [12,19]

2
� 
t+

q

3p2=4� M Ek

p2 � k2
a
0

k(p)= K k(p;k)+
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2P

q2 � k2
K k(p;q)

�

a
0

k(q)+ 3b0k(q)

�

(5)

2
� 
s +

q

3p2=4� M Ek

p2 � k2
b
0

k(p)= 3K k(p;k)+
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2P

q2 � k2
K k(p;q)

�

3a0k(q)+ b
0

k(q)

�

;

2Note thatthe three-body force in Eq.(1)doesnotcontribute in thequartetchannelbecauseof

the Pauliexclusion principle.
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where k (p)denotetheincom ing (outgoing)m om enta in thecenter-of-m assfram e,M E k =

3k2=4� 
2t isthe totalenergy,and �n = ��exp[(n�+ arctan(1=s0))=s0]with n a natural

num ber.Three-body observablesareindependentofn up tocorrectionsthataresuppressed

by inverse powers of�n [21]. The kernelK k(p;q) arises from the S-wave projected one-

nucleon exchangeand isgiven by

K k(p;q)=
1

2pq
ln

 
q2 + pq+ p2 � M Ek

q2 � pq+ p2 � M Ek

!

: (6)

Theam plitudea0k(p)isnorm alized such thata
0
k(k)= 1=(kcot�)with �theelasticscattering

phaseshift.

Recently,various authors have suggested treating range corrections nonperturbatively

in both the two-and three-body system s [22{26]. Thiscan be m otivated by arguing that

a nonperturbative treatm entofrange corrections resum slarge correctionsproportionalto

(
trt)
n to allordersin n. Since 
trt � 0:4,these correctionscan be num erically im portant

despitebeing form ally subleading in theQ expansion [25].Alternatively,onecan im aginea

powercounting in which r isO (Q � 1)[22{25].In thetwo-body sector,such a powercount-

ing wasshown to sim plify calculationsand im prove the convergence ofthe expansion [25].

Furtherm ore,the coe�cientsofhigherderivative S-wave operatorsare no longerenhanced

by renorm alization group evolution and naivedim ensionalanalysiscan beused to estim ate

theircontribution to am plitudes.

A nonperturbativetreatm entofrangecorrectionsin thethree-body problem wasstudied

in Refs.[26,27]. The integralequation ofFig.2 is solved using the propagatorofEq.(2)

withoutexpanding in r.Thisdrastically changesthe natureofthe solution to the integral

equation.Sincethedibaryon propagatorfallsas1=q2 ratherthan 1=qforlargeq,thekernel

isdam ped atlargeloopm om enta,and theintegralequation hasauniquesolution even in the

absence ofthe three-body force. The three-body force isnotenhanced by renorm alization

and is a subleading e�ect suppressed by Q 2. There is no three-body param eter in the

leading order calculation and therefore no Phillips line. Surprisingly,the Phillips line is

not even recovered at O (Q 0),when the three-body force is included. In Ref.[26],it was

shown that when the range is treated nonperturbatively and the cuto�, �, is taken to

in�nity,thesolution iscom pletely insensitivetothenum ericalvalueofthethree-body force.

Furtherm ore,theobtained scattering phaseshiftsstrongly disagreewith experim ent[26].

It is not clear why the nonperturbative treatm ent ofthe range corrections fails. One

possibleproblem isthatthedibaryon propagatorshavespuriouspolesatM q0� ~q2=4= 2=r+

O (
r).These polescan beavoided by using a m om entum cuto� in therange
< �� 1=r.

The three-body force can be tuned in such a way asto leave resultsapproxim ately cuto�

independent when the cuto� isvaried within thiswindow. Unfortunately,since at � 3rt,

unreasonably sm allcuto�s m ust be used in this m ethod. M oreover,the nonperturbative

rangecorrection worsenstheagreem entwith thePhillipsline.

In thepresentpaper,wetakea di�erentapproach and com putetherangecorrectionsto

a0k(k)perturbatively,workingtoO (Q
� 1).Anim portantquestion iswhetherhigherderivative

three-body operatorsalso contributeatthisorder.Theseoperatorswillincludeatleastone

tim e derivative ortwo spatialderivativesand hence contribute to the am plitude atO (Q 2),

accordingtonaivedim ensionalanalysis.Thisism uch higherorderthan therangecorrection

to the three-body am plitude, which is O (Q � 1). Higher derivative three-body operators

5



(b)

(a) a

a a

a ab

b b

bb

b
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FIG .3. Feynm an diagram sforrange correction. (a)Range correction: double line with cross

denotes O (
r) piece ofthe dibaryon propagator. (b) Subleading three-body force: � lled square

denotesinsertion ofH 1(� ).Thepropagatorsareasin Fig.2.Notshown arediagram sthatvanish

as� ! 1 .

could only contribute atthis orderifthere were a renorm alization group enhancem ent of

their coe�cients, which is not the case. Consequently, the range correction is the only

contribution atthisorder.In thefollowing,itism oreconvenientto labelthecontributions

by powers of
r relative to the leading order. The linear range correction is then O (
r).

Below,itisdem onstrated thatthe range correction can be calculated withoutintroducing

any term snotalready presentin Eq.(1).Theoperatorwhich renorm alizestheleadingorder

calculation can also beused to renorm alizetheloop graphsthatappearatO (
r).However,

therunning ofthecoe�cientH (�)needsto bem odi�ed.

Sincethecom putation oftherangecorrectionsrequiresnoadditionalcounterterm s,only

the two-body e�ective rangesrt and rs enterasnew param etersatthisorderofthe calcu-

lation. The only param eter to be �xed from a three-body datum is the three-body force

param eter,��.Forexam ple,if�� is�xed toreproducetheobserved neutron-deuteron scat-

tering length,theenergy dependenceofthescattering am plitudeiscom pletely predicted up

to correctionsofO ((
r)2).

To calculate the range corrections it is convenient to form ally expand the am plitudes

ak(p),bk(p)and thethree-body forceH (�)in powersof
r,

a(q)= a
0

k(q)+ a
1

k(q)+ :::; (7)

b(q)= b
0

k(q)+ b
1

k(q)+ :::;

H (�)= H
0(�)+ H

1(�)+ :::;

where the superscript denotes the power of
r. The am plitudes a0k(q) and b0k(q) are the

solutionsofEq.(5)and H 0(�)isgiven in Eq.(4).In thefollowing,we willcalculatea1
k(k)

and obtain therenorm alization group evolution ofH 1(�).

The Feynm an diagram scontributing to a1k(k)are shown in Fig.3. Fig.3(a)showsthe

diagram sfrom therangecorrection.Thedoublelineswith thecrossdenotetheO (
r)piece

ofthedibaryon propagator,fD j(q0;~q).Expanding Eq.(2)in rj,weobtain theFeynm an rule

6



ifD j(q0;~q)=
� 2�i

M g2j

rj

2

�

~q2=4� M q0 � 
2j

�

�

� 
j +
q

� M q0 + ~q2=4� i�
�2 (8)

=
� 2�i

M g2j

0

@

jrj

� 
j +
q

� M q0 + ~q2=4� i�
+
rj

2

1

A :

In ordertoevaluatetheFeynm an diagram sin Fig.3(a),itisconvenienttousetheform given

in thesecond lineofEq.(8).Theconstantterm in Eq.(8)doesnotcontributebecausethe

contourintegraloverthezero com ponentoftheloop m om entum can beevaluated without

enclosing a singularity [20]. Fig.3(b)givesthe contribution ofthe subleading piece ofthe

three-bodyforce,H 1(�).In addition tothediagram sshown in Fig.3(b),therearefourm ore

diagram swheretheH 1(�)insertion isdressed on only onesideby eithera0
k(q)orb

0
k(q)and

a diagram with theundressed H 1(�).These diagram sarealso included in the calculation,

butitisshown below thattheircontribution vanishesas�! 1 .

Theevaluation ofthesediagram sisstraightforward.Afterprojecting onto theS-waves,

weobtain:

a
1

k(k)= 
trta
0

k(k)+ 
t
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2P

q2 � k2

2
trta
0
k(q)

2


t+
q

3q2=4� M Ek

(9)

+
t
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2 b0k(q)

2

(q2 � k2)2

8

3

srs

�

� 
s +
q

3q2=4� M Ek

�

+
8
t

3

H 1(�n)

�2
n

"

1+
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2P

q2 � k2

�

a
0

k(q)+ b
0

k(q)

�#2

:

Notethatfortheintegralin thesecond lineno principalvalueprescription isrequired since

b0k(k)= 0.

TherearefourcontributionstotheO (
r)correctionstotheam plitude.First,theresidue

ofthe polein the deuteron propagatorchangesby a factor1+ 
trt.Thischangesthe LSZ

factorthatgoesinto the leading-ordercalculation,giving rise to the �rstterm in Eq.(9).

The second and third term s in Eq.(9)com e from the diagram s in Fig.3(a). The fourth

term com esfrom diagram sinvolving thesubleading pieceofthethree-body force,H 1(�).

In order to determ ine H 1(�),it is necessary to know the large � dependence ofthe

integralsin Eq.(9). Since the com bination a0k(q)� b0k(q)fallso� su�ciently fastforlarge

q (cf. Ref.[12]),only the asym ptotic form ofthe com bination a0k(q)+ b0k(q)forq � 
 is

needed:

a
0

k(q)+ b
0

k(q)! sk(q)= N (k)cos(s0ln(q=��)+ �); (10)

where we have suppressed thedependence ofN (k)on � and 
.3 Itisespecially im portant

to note that the phase ofsk(q) is independent ofk so sk(q) factorizes into a product of

an unknown function ofk and a known function ofq. This willallow us to determ ine

3Thisiscan bedone safely becauseN (k)isofO (�0)[20].
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H 1(�)analytically and show thatalldivergences in the range correction are cancelled by

thiscounterterm .

Inserting Eq.(10)into Eq.(9)givesthedivergentpieceoftherangecorrection

�adiv =
2
t

�

0

@

trt+ 
srs

p
3

Z
� dq

q
s
2

k(q)+
16

3�

H 1(�)

�2

"Z
�

dqsk(q)

#2
1

A : (11)

Thedivergenceiscancelled if

H 1(�)

�2
= �

p
3�

16
(
trt+ 
srs)

R
�
dqs2k(q)=q

[
R
�
dqsk(q)]

2
(12)

= �

p
3�

16
(
trt+ 
srs)

(1+ s20)
2

4s0�
2

2s0ln(�=� �)+ 2�+ sin(2s0ln(�=� �)+ 2�)

[cos(s0ln(�=� �)+ �)+ s0sin(s0ln(�=� �)+ �)]2

� �

p
3�

16
(
trt+ 
srs)

F(�)

�2
;

where the last line de�nes F(�). Note that H 1(�) is the coe�cient ofan operator with

no derivativesand cannotbe a function ofk. Asrequired,allk dependence hascancelled

in the expression for H 1(�). Furtherm ore,H 1(�)=� 2 scales like 1=�2 (up to logarithm ic

corrections)forlarge�.In thethird lineofEq.(9),itisonly necessary to keep theterm in

which H 1(�)ism ultiplied by two linearly divergentintegrals.Thisterm correspondsto the

diagram sshown in Fig.3(b).Theotherterm scan bediscarded sincetheircontribution can

be m ade arbitrarily sm allby choosing an appropriate value for�. Thusthe renorm alized

expression fortherangecorrection is

a
1

k(k)= 
trta
0

k(k)+ 
t
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2P

q2 � k2

2
trta
0
k(q)

2


t+
q

3q2=4� M Ek

(13)

+
t
2

�

Z
� n (� �)

0

dq
q2 b0k(q)

2

(q2 � k2)2

8

3

srs

�

� 
s +
q

3q2=4� M Ek

�

�
2
t
p
3�
(
trt+ 
srs)

F(�n)

�2
n

"Z
� n (� �)

0

dq

�

a
0

k(q)+ b
0

k(q)

�#2

:

The above expression iscuto� independent(up to correctionsofO (1=� n)).Notethefunc-

tion F(�) is known analytically but depends on the asym ptotic phase �,which m ust be

determ ined num erically by �tting to theleading-ordersolution a0k(q)+ b0k(q).

In Fig.4,weshow ourresultforkcot�.Theleading-order(LO)calculation isindicated

by the fullline,while the next-to-leading-order(NLO)calculation isgiven by the dashed

line. At each order, �� is tuned to produce the m easured neutron-deuteron scattering

length,a
(1=2)

nd = (0:65 � 0:04) fm [28]. W e �nd �LO
�

= 3:6
t = 0:83fm
� 1

and �N LO
�

=

4:1
t = 0:95fm
� 1
.In Fig.4,the circlescorrespond to the phase shiftanalysisofRef.[29],

whilethesquaresshow apotentialm odelcalculation usingtheArgonneV18nucleon-nucleon

potentialand theUrbanathree-nucleon force[30].Thetrianglegivestheexperim entalvalue

ofthend-scattering length from Ref.[28].Therangecorrectionsaresm allalltheway up to

the breakup threshold. Itisencouraging to see thatthe perturbative correctionsare sm all

even though 
trt � 0:4 is not a very sm allexpansion param eter. This suggests that the
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FIG .4. Resultsforkcot�:LO (NLO )calculation isindicated by solid (dashed)line.Triangle

gives the experim entalvalue ofthe scattering length from Ref.[28],circles show the phase shift

analysisofRef.[29],and squaresshow the potentialm odelcalculation ofRef.[30].

EFT expansion iswellbehaved.The rangecorrection clearly im provesagreem entwith the

phase shiftanalysisofRef.[29]. Note thatthisphase shiftanalysisism ore than 30 years

old and givesno errorestim ates.Theerrorsoftheanalysisareatleastaslargeastheerror

ofthescattering length;m ostlikely they arelarger.Consequently,itism orem eaningfulto

com pareto thepotentialm odelcalculation of[30],which agreeswellwith theNLO result.

In sum m ary,wehavecalculated theS-wavephaseshiftsforneutron-deuteron scattering

in the doubletchannelto O (
r)and found good agreem entwith available data. W e have

shown thatthecorrectionsatthisordercan berenorm alized bym odifyingtherunningofthe

leading orderthree-body force.Apartfrom thetwo-body e�ectiverangesrt and rs,no new

param etersenteratthisorder.In Refs.[7,8],itwasshown thattheperturbativetreatm ent

oftherangecorrectionsin otherchannelswherethree-body forcesaresubleading givesgood

agreem entwith availabledataaswell.Asstated earlier,Ref.[14]hascalculated thePhillips

line to O (
r) and obtained results which agree wellwith the Phillips line obtained from

variouspotentialm odels.Furtherm ore,ifonedem andsthattheneutron-deuteron scattering

length becorrectlyreproduced,then thePhillipslinepredictsthetriton bindingenergy.The

predictionis8:0M eV atO ((
r)0)[12,14]and8:8M eV atO (
r)[14].Thesenum berscom pare

wellwith them easured binding energy of8:5 M eV,and again therangecorrectionsim prove

agreem entwith experim ent.Together,theseresultsshow thatthepowercounting of[17,18]

is adequate for three-body nuclear system s at very low energies. This suggests that the

perturbativem ethod could beused forprecisecalculationsofphenom enologically im portant

three-body processes such as polarization observables in neutron-deuteron scattering and

the�-decay ofthetriton.
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