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Low energy nucleon dynam icsin the e�ective �eld theory (EFT)ofnuclearforcesisinvestigated

by using the form alism ofthe generalized quantum dynam ics(G Q D ).Thisform alism isbased on a

generalized dynam icalequation derived asthe m ostgeneralequation ofm otion consistentwith the

currentconceptsofquantum theory and allowsoneto extend quantum dynam icsto thecase where

the fundam entalinteraction in a quantum system is nonlocalin tim e. The Schr�odinger equation

follows from this equation in the case where the interaction in a system is instantaneous. W e

show thatthe e�ective theory ofnuclearforces givesrise to low energy nucleon dynam icswhich is

governed by the generalized dynam icalequation with a nonlocal-in-tim e interaction operator.This

operator is shown to provide a naturalparam etrization ofthe interaction ofnucleons and can be

derived orderby orderby using m ethodsofsubtractive EFT’s. W e show thatthe use ofthe G Q D

fordescribing nucleon dynam icsallowsone to form ulate the EFT ofnuclearforcesasa com pletely

consistenttheory with a well-de�ned equation ofm otion which doesnotrequire renorm alization.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

E�ective �eld theories(EFT’s)are an im portanttool

for com puting physicalquantities in theories with dis-

parate energy scales [1-2]. Following the early work of

W einberg and others [3-7],the EFT approach has be-

com e very popularin nuclearphysics[8,9]. To describe

low energy processes involving nucleons and pions, all

operatorsconsistentwith thesym m etriesofQ CD arein-

cluded in an e�ective Lagrangian. A fundam entaldi�-

culty isthatsuch a Lagrangian yieldsgraphswhich are

divergent,and givesriseto singularquantum m echanical

potentials. To resolvethisproblem one hasto use som e

renorm alization procedure which regulatesthe integrals

and subtracts the in�nities in a system atic way. How-

ever,as is wellknown,there are not any equations for

renorm alized am plitudes in subtractive EFT’s. Forthis

reason in som e EFT’s (see,for exam ple,Refs.[6,10,11])

�nite cut-o� regularization is used. Nevertheless,even

when itisassum ed thatthecut-o� hasa physicalm ean-

ing renorm alization is required to render such theories

consistent,and certain cut-o�-dependent term s have to

be absorbed into theories constants before determ ining

them from em piricaldata.

Another problem of the EFT approach is that one

cannot param etrize the interaction ofnucleons,by us-

ing som e Lagrangian or Ham iltonian. In fact,knowing

the e�ective Lagrangian isnotsu�cientto com pute re-

sults for physicalquantities. In addition,one needs to

specify a way to m ake the physicalpredictions �nite.

The counterterm s ofrenorm alization involve additional

unknown param eters. A renorm alization schem e allow

onetouseexperim entallydeterm ined param etersinstead

ofthe above unknown ones. Thus for com puting phys-

icalquantitiesone needs notonly knowing the e�ective

Lagrangian ofthe theory butalso knowing som e exper-

�
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im entally determ ined param eters. The nucleon-nucleon

(NN) interaction cannot also be param etrized by using

the singular potentialproduced by the above e�ective

Lagrangian: These potentials do not m ake sense with-

out regularization and renorm alization. O n the other

hand,ifthe EFT approach,as it is widely believed,is

able to provide a fundam entaldescription ofthe inter-

actions ofnucleons at low energies,one can hope that

it willgive rise to param etrization ofthese interactions

by an interaction operatorsbeing so fundam entalasthe

Coulom b potentialthat param etrizes the interaction of

charged particles in low energy Q ED.In the quantum

m echanics ofparticles interacting via the Coulom b po-

tential,which is an exam ple ofan e�ective theory,one

dealswith well-de�ned interaction Ham iltonian and the

Schr�odingerequation governing thedynam icsofthethe-

ory.Thistheory isinternally consistentand providesan

excellent description ofatom ic phenom ena at low ener-

gies. It is naturalto expect that the EFT ofnuclear

forcesisalso ableto providesuch a fundam entaldescrip-

tion ofnuclearphenom ena atlow energies.In particular,

onecan expectthatthistheory willallow onenotonly to

calculatescattering am plitudesbutalso to constructthe

evolution operator describing the dynam ics of nucleon

system s.In thepresentpaperweshow thatrecentdevel-

opm entsin quantum theory perm itsuch aform ulation of

the e�ectivetheory ofnuclearforces.

The above problem ofsubtractive EFT’s is the sam e

thatarisesin any quantum �eld theory with UV diver-

gences:Regularization and renorm alization allow oneto

renderthe physicalpredictions�nite,however,itisim -

possibleto constructa renorm alized Ham iltonian acting

on theFock space,i.e.afterrenorm alization thedynam -

icsofthetheory isnotgoverned bytheSchr�odingerequa-

tion. At the sam e tim e,in Ref.[12]it has been shown

that the Schr�odinger equation is not the m ost general

dynam icalequation consistentwith thecurrentconcepts

ofquantum physics,and a m oregeneralequation ofm o-

tion hasbeen derived asa consequence ofthe Feynm an

[13]and canonicalapproaches to quantum theory. Be-
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ing equivalent to the Schr�odinger equation in the case

ofinstantaneous interactions ,this generalized dynam i-

calequation perm itsthegeneralization to thecasewhere

the dynam ics of a quantum system is generated by a

nonlocal-in-tim einteraction.Ithasbeen shown [12]that

a generalized quantum dynam ics (G Q D) developed in

thisway providesa new insightinto the problem ofUV

divergences.

Itshould be noted thatin the Ham iltonian form alism

the interaction generating the dynam ics ofan isolated

system cannotbe nonlocalin tim e in principle. In fact,

such anonlocality oftheinteraction should beassociated

with an energy dependence ofthe interaction Ham ilto-

nian,despiteHam iltonian itselfisan operatorrepresent-

ingthetotalenergy ofthesystem .Thisconceptualprob-

lem m anifests itself in the fact that energy-dependent

Ham iltonians are not Herm itean,and,as a result,the

evolution ofthe system is not unitary. Such peculiari-

tiesaretypicalin de�nitionsofrenorm alized interaction

Ham iltonians (see,for exam ple,Refs.[14,15]). The rea-

son forthisisquiteobvious.TheSchr�odingerequation is

localin tim e,and the interaction Ham iltonian describes

an instantaneousinteraction. Hence the introduction of

anonlocal-in-tim e(energydependent)interaction Ham il-

tonian into theSchr�odingerequation leadsto an internal

inconsistency ofthe theory.A rem arkablefeature ofthe

generalized dynam icalequation is that it provides the

extension ofthe theory to the caseofsuch interactions.

Q uantum m echanicsisone ofthe basic ingredientsof

quantum �eld theory (EFT).For this reason one m ay

expectthatin nonrelativisticlim ittheSchr�odingerequa-

tion can beused asan equation ofm otion in theEFT of

nuclearforces.However,thisisnottrue,sincewithin the

fram ework ofthistheory the Schr�odingerequation does

not m ake a since without regularization and renorm al-

ization. M eanwhile,ashasbeen shown in Ref.[12],only

the generalized dynam icalequation m ustbe satis�ed in

general. This gives us the hope that this equation can

providea perfectly satisfactory description oflow energy

nucleon dynam icsin thee�ectivetheoryofnuclearforces.

In thepresentpaperweshow thatin leading orderofthe

EFT approach low energy nucleon dynam icsisgoverned

by the generalized dynam icalequation with a nonlocal-

in-tim e interaction operator.M oreover,thisdynam icsis

justthe sam easin the caseofourm odelwith a separa-

ble interaction operator [12,16]that was used as a test

m odelillustrating thepossibility ofgoing beyond Ham il-

tonian dynam ics provided by the G Q D.As we show in

thepresentpaper,in thecaseofthequantum m echanics

ofnucleons at low energies,one has to dealwith such

a non-Ham iltonian dynam ics. In Sec.III this is proved

precisely in leading orderofthe EFT approach.W e will

show that the leading order contact com ponent ofthe

two-nucleon T-m atrix obtained by sum m ing bubble dia-

gram s,coincides with the T-m atrix ofthe above m odel

in the particularcasewherethe form factorin the sepa-

rable interaction operatorisofthe form ’(p)= 1.This

T-m atrix has the properties that are at variance with

the ordinary requirem ents of quantum m echanics,and

doesnotsatisfy theLippm ann-Schwinger(LS)equation.

At the sam e tim e,this T-m atrix is the solution ofthe

generalized interaction operatorwith a nonlocal-in-tim e

interaction operator,and thisoperatorparam etrizesthe

contactcom ponentofthe NN interaction in leading or-

der.

In Sec.IV we willinvestigate the features oflow en-

ergy nucleon dynam ics in leading orderofthe EFT ap-

proach. The possibility to extend our results to higher

orderwillbe investigated in Sec.V by using the exam ple

oftheEFT ofshort-rangeforcesdeveloped by van K olck

[14].W ewillshow thatin next-to-leading order,the dy-

nam icsofthistheory isalso governed by thegeneralized

dynam icalequation with a nonlocal-in-tim e interaction

operator.By using thisoperatorasan exam ple,we will

dem onstrate how one can construct order by order the

interaction operatorparam etrizingtheNN interaction in

thee�ective �eld theory ofnuclearforces.Thenew pos-

sibilities that the G Q D opens for practicalcalculations

in the EFT approach willbe discussed in Sec. VI.The

advantagesofthisform alism becom eapparentin thecase

wherenum ericalcalculationsareneeded,i.e.in the case

wherethelong-rangecom ponentsoftheNN interactions

aretaken into account.Itwillbe shown thatforsolving

the evolution problem in this case the generalized dy-

nam icalequation can bereduced to an integralequation

thatdoesnotrequireregularization and renorm alization,

and isso convenientfornum ericalcalculationsastheLS

equation.

II. G EN ER A LIZED Q U A N T U M D Y N A M IC S

Letusbriey review the m ain featuresofthe form al-

ism oftheG Q D developed in Ref.[12].Asiswellknown,

thebasicconceptofthecanonicalform alism ofquantum

m echanicsisthatthe theory can be form ulated in term s

ofvectorsofa Hilbertspaceand operatorsacting on this

space.Thisform alism restson the postulates,which es-

tablish the connection between these m athem aticalob-

jectsand observablesand prescribe how to com pute the

probability ofan event.In the canonicalform alism they

are used togetherwith the dynam icalpostulate accord-

ing to which the tim e evolution of a quantum system

is governed by the Schr�odinger equation. At the sam e

tim e,in the Feynm an form alism [13]quantum theory is

form ulated in term sofprobabilityam plitudeswithoutre-

sorting to the vectorsand operatorsacting on a Hilbert

space.In thisapproach thefollowing assum ption isused

asthe �rstbasicpostulate:

Theprobability ofan eventistheabsolutesquareofa

com plex num ber called the probability am plitude. The

jointprobability am plitudeofa tim e-ordered sequenceof

eventsisproductofthe separateprobability am plitudes

ofeach oftheseevents.Theprobability am plitude ofan

eventwhich can happen in severaldi�erentwaysisasum

ofthe probability am plitudesforeach ofthese ways.
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According to this assum ption,the probability am pli-

tude ofan event which can happen in severaldi�erent

waysisa sum ofcontributionsfrom each alternativeway.

In particular,the am plitude <  2jU (t;t0)j 1 > ,being

theprobabilityof�ndingthequantum system in thestate

j 2 > attim et,ifattim et0 itwasin thestatej 1 > ,can

be represented asa sum ofcontributionsfrom allalter-

nativewaysofrealization ofthecorresponding evolution

process. Dividing these alternativesin di�erent classes,

wecan then analyzesuch a probability am plitudein dif-

ferentways.Forexam ple,subprocesseswith de�nite in-

stantsofthebeginning and end oftheinteraction in the

system can be considered as such alternatives. In this

way the am plitude <  2jU (t;t0)j 1 > can be written in

the form [12]

<  2jU (t;t0)j 1 > = <  2j 1 >

+

Z t

t0

dt2

Z t2

t0

dt1 <  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > ; (1)

where <  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > is the probability am plitude

thatifattim et1 thesystem wasin thestatej 1 > ;then

the interaction in the system willbegin at tim e t1 and

willend attim e t2;and atthistim e the system willbe

in the statej 2 > :Herethe interaction picture isused.

According to the above postulate the probability am -

plitude <  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > can itselfbe represented by

the sum ofam plitudesforeach ofthe waysin which the

subprocesswith com pletely speci�ed instantsofthe be-

ginning and end ofthe interaction in a quantum system

can happen.However,som esupplem entary assum ptions

aboutthehistory ofthesystem areneeded.In theFeyn-

m an approach itisassum ed thatthishistory can berep-

resented by som e path in space-tim e. In this case the

am plitude<  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > can berepresented by the

sum ofcontributionsfrom allpathscorrespondingtopro-

cessesin which theinteraction beginsatt1 and endsatt2.

Ifweassum ealsothatthecontribution from asinglepath

is an exponentialwhose (im arginary)phase is the clas-

sicalaction forthispath (the second postulate ofFeyn-

m an’stheory)and substitute the expression obtained in

this m anner into Eq.(1),we arrive at Feynm an’s sum -

over-paths form ula for the transitions am plitudes. At

the sam etim e,in the form alism ofthe G Q D the history

ofa quantum system isrepresented by theversion ofthe

tim e evolution ofthe system associated with com pletely

speci�ed instantsofthe beginning and end ofthe inter-

action in thesystem .Such a description ofthehistory of

a system ism ore generaland require no supplem entary

postulateslikethe second postulateofthe Feynm an for-

m alism . O n the otherhand,the probability am plitudes

<  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > ,in term s ofwhich the evolution of

a system is described within the G Q D,are used in the

spiritofFeynm an’stheory:Theprobability am plitudeof

any eventisrepresented asa sum ofthisam plitudes.In

Ref.[12]it has been shown that the use ofthe operator

form alism ofthecanonicalapproach allowsoneto derive

a relation forthe am plitudes <  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > which

can be regarded asan equation ofm otion.

By using theoperatorform alism ,wecan representthe

probability am plitudes <  2jU (t2;t1)j 1 > by the m a-

trix elem ents ofthe evolution operator,which m ust be

unitary

U
+
(t;t0)U (t;t0)= U (t;t0)U

+
(t;t0)= 1; (2)

and m ustsatisfy the com position law

U (t;t
0
)U (t

0
;t0)= U (t;t0); U (t0;t0)= 1: (3)

M eanwhile, ~S(t2;t1) whose m atrix elem ents are <

 2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > m ay be only an operator-valued gen-

eralized function oft1 and t2,since only U (t;t0)= 1 +
Rt
t0
dt2

Rt2
t0
dt1 ~S(t2;t1)m ustbean operatoron theHilbert

space. Nevertheless,it is convenientto call ~S(t2;t1)an

"operator" by using thisword in a generalized sense.In

the case ofan isolated system the operator ~S(t2;t1)can

be represented in the form

~S(t2;t1)= exp(iH 0t2)~T(t2 � t1)exp(� iH 0t1): (4)

As has been shown in Ref.[12],for the evolution op-

eratorU (t;t0) given by (1) to be unitary for any tim es

t0 and t,theoperator ~S(t2;t1)m ustsatisfy thefollowing

equation:

(t2 � t1)~S(t2;t1)=

Z t2

t1

dt4

Z t4

t1

dt3

� (t4 � t3)~S(t2;t4)~S(t3;t1): (5)

A rem arkablefeatureofthisequation isthatitworksasa

recurrencerelation,and allowsoneto obtain ~S(t2;t1)for

any t1 and t2,ifitisknown in an in�nitesim alneighbor-

hood ofthe pointt2 = t1. Since the operators ~S(t2;t1)

describethecontributionstotheevolution operatorfrom

the processesin which the interaction in the system be-

ginsatt1 and endsatt2,the abovem eansthatin order

toconstructtheevolution operatoritissu�cienttoknow

thecontributionstothisoperatorfrom theprocesseswith

in�nitesim alduration tim eofinteraction.Itisnaturalto

associate these processes with the fundam entalinterac-

tion in the system under study. This m ake it possible

to use the relation (5) as a dynam icalequation. O ne

needsonly to specify the boundary condition determ in-

ing the behavior of ~S(t2;t1) in the lim it t2 ! t1 and

hence containing the dynam icalinform ation about the

system . Denoting the contribution to the evolution op-

eratorfrom theprocessesassociated with thefundam en-

talinteraction by H int(t2;t1),such aboundary condition

can be written in the form

~S(t2;t1) !
t2! t1

H int(t2;t1)+ o(�
�
); (6)

where � = t2 � t1. The param eter " is determ ined by

dem anding that H int(t2;t1) m ustbe so close to the so-

lution ofEq.(5) in the lim it t2 ! t1 that this equation

has a unique solution having the behavior (6) near the
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pointt2 = t1.W ithin the G Q D theoperatorH int(t2;t1)

plays the sam e role as the interaction Ham iltonian in

the ordinary form ulation ofquantum theory: It gener-

atesthedynam icsofa system .Being a generalization of

the interaction Ham iltonian,this operator is called the

generalized interaction operator.

The operator H int(t2;t1) describes fundam entalpro-

cesses,starting from which,one can construct the evo-

lution operator. In this processthe system in the state

j 1 > evolvesfreelyup tosom etim etwhen,asaresultof

theinteraction,thestateofthesystem isjum psabruptly

into the state j 2 > ,and then the system evolvesfreely

again. The contribution from thisprocessinto the evo-

lution operatorisoftheform �(t2� t1)<  2jA(t1)j 1 > ,

where the delta-function is needed for this contribution

to benonzero.Thusin thiscasetheinteraction operator

should be ofthe form

H int(t2;t1)= �(t2 � t1)A(t1): (7)

As has been shown in Ref.[12],the dynam icalequation

(5)with the boundary condition given by (6)and (7)is

equivalentto the Schr�odingerequation with the interac-

tion Ham iltonian H I(t) = i=2A(t). Thus the dynam ics

governed by Eq.(5)isequivalentto Ham iltonian dynam -

icsin thecasewherethegeneralized interaction operator

isofthe form

H int(t2;t1)= � 2i�(t2 � t1)H I(t1): (8)

Correspondingly the interaction operator in the

Schr�odingerpicture

H
(s)

int(t2 � t1)= exp(� iH 0t2)H int(t2;t1)exp(iH 0t1)

hasthe form

H
(s)

int(�)= � 2i�(�)H I; (9)

where H I = exp(� iH 0t)H I(t)exp(iH 0t). In this case

theinteraction generatingthedynam icsisinstantaneous.

O n the other hand,from both the physicaland m athe-

m aticalpoints ofview there are no reasons to restrict

ourselves to the case where the interaction operator is

ofthe form (8). From the m athem aticalpoint ofview,

theboundary condition (6)with theoperatorH int(t2;t1)

given by (8)isnotonly possible boundary condition for

Eq.(5).From thephysicalpointofview,thisequation is

a unique consequence ofthe representation (1) and the

unitarity condition (2).Therepresentation (1)in turn is

a consequence ofthe �rstFeynm an postulate that,asis

wellknown,is form ulated as a result ofthe analysis of

the phenom enon ofthe quantum interference and hence

is one of the m ost fundam entalpostulate of quantum

theory.ThusEq.(5)isa unique consequence ofthe �rst

principlesand can beconsidered asthem ostgeneraldy-

nam icalequation consistentwith thecurrentconceptsof

quantum theory. Note,in this connection,that no new

fundam entalconceptsand postulatesareused in thefor-

m alism oftheG Q D.A novelty ofthisform alism consists

in the fact that som e basic postulates ofthe Feynm an

and canonicalapproachesto quantum theory areused in

com bination.Thisallowsoneto form ulatethe theory in

term s ofthe operators ~S(t2;t1). As has been shown in

Ref.[12],theory provides a m ore detailed description of

the dynam icsofa quantum system then the description

directlyin term softheevolution operators,asin thecase

ofthecanonicalform alism ,orin term sofFeynm an’spath

am plitudes.In thecasewheretheinteraction operatoris

ofthe form (8),i.e.the interaction isinstantaneous,the

Schr�odingerequation forthe evolution operator

i
dU (t;t0)

dt
= H I(t)U (t;t0)

and Feynm an’s sum -over-pathsform ula follow from the

representation (1)and Eq.(5).Atthesam etim e,thedy-

nam icalequation perm itsthe generalization to the case

where the interaction is nonlocal-in-tim e,i.e. the tim e

durationsoftheinteraction in thefundam entalprocesses

thatdeterm inethedynam icsofa system arenotzero.In

thiscase the dynam icsdependsnotonly on the form of

the operator H
(s)

int(�) but also on its dependence upon

the duration tim e � ofthe interaction. However,as we

have seen,only the behaviorH
(s)

int(�) in the lim it �! 0

is relevant: K nowing the behaviorofH
(s)

int(�) in the in-

�nitesim alneighborhoodofthepoint� = 0issu�cientto

constructthe evolution operatorby using Eq.(5). Thus

within the G Q D we dealwith a new type ofnonlocal-

ity. In fact, the ordinary way of nonlocalization of a

quantum �eld theory consistsin introducing a nonlocal

form factors that depend on param eters determ ining a

scaleofnonlocality.AsfortheoperatorH int(t2;t1),only

itsvaluesin the in�nitesim alneighborhood ofthe point

t2 = t1 are relevantand hence the scale ofitsnonlocal-

ity in tim e isin�nitesim ally sm all. Thusin thiscase we

dealwith som e quasilocaloperators. This is very im -

portant from the point ofview ofapplications to Q FT

wherenonlocalization aim ed atresolving the problem of

the UV divergences leads to a loss ofcovariance ofthe

theory.In Ref.[17]ithasbeen shown thatafterrenorm al-

ization the dynam icsofthe three-dim ensionaltheory of

a neutralscalar�eld interactingthrough a ’4 coupling is

governed by thegeneralized dynam icalequation (5)with

a nonlocal-in-tim einteraction operator.

In order that the dynam ical equation (5) with the

boundary condition (6)havea uniquesolution,theoper-

atorH int(t2;t1)m ustbe su�ciently close to itsrelevant

solution.Thism eansthatthisoperatorm ustsatisfy the

condition

(t2 � t1)H int(t2;t1) !
t2 ! t1

Z t2

t1

dt4

Z t4

t1

dt3(t4 � t3)

� H int(t2;t4)H int(t3;t1)+ o(�
�+ 1

):(10)

Note that the value ofthe param eter � depends on the

form of the operator H int(t2;t1): Since ~S(t2;t1) and

H int(t2;t1) are only operator-valued distributions, the

m athem atical m eaning of the conditions (6) and (10)
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needsto be clari�ed.W e willassum e thatthe condition

(6)m eansthat

< 	 2j

Z t

t0

dt2

Z t2

t0

dt1 ~S(t2;t1)j	 1 > !
t! t0

< 	 2j

Z t

t0

dt2

Z t2

t0

dt1H int(t2;t1)j	 1 > + o(�
�+ 2

);

for any vectors j	 1 > and j	 2 > ofthe Hilbert space.

The condition (10) has to be considered in the sam e

sense.

If H int(t2;t1) is speci�ed, Eq.(5) allows one to �nd

the operator ~S(t2;t1):Form ula (1) can then be used to

constructtheevolution operatorU (t;t0)and accordingly

the statevector

j (t)> = j (t0)> +

Z t

t0

dt2

Z t2

t0

dt1 ~S(t2;t1)j (t0)> (11)

atanytim et:ThusEq.(5)can beregardedasan equation

ofm otion forstatesofa quantum system . By using (1)

and (4),theevolution operatorcan berepresented in the

form

< n2jU (t;t0)jn1 > = < n2jn1 > +
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dx

�
exp[� i(z� E n2

)t]exp[i(z� E n1
)t0]

(z� E n2
)(z� E n1

)

� < n2jT(z)jn1 > ; (12)

wherez = x + iy,y > 0,and

< n2jT(z)jn1 > = i

Z 1

0

d�exp(iz�)< n2j~T(�)jn1 > :

(13)

Here jn > are the eigenvectors ofthe free Ham iltonian

H 0,i.e. H 0jn > = E njn > ,and n stands for the entire

setofdiscreteand continuousvariablescharacterizingthe

system in full. From (12),forthe evolution operatorin

the Schr�odingerpicture,we get

Us(t;0)=
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dxexp(� izt)G (z); (14)

where

< n2jG (z)jn1 > =
< n2jn1 >

z� E n1

+
< n2jT(z)jn1 >

(z� E n2
)(z� E n1

)
:

(15)

Eq.(15)isthewell-knownexpressionestablishingthecon-

nection between the evolution operator and the G reen

operator G (z) and can be regarded as the de�nition of

the operatorG (z).

Theequation ofm otion (5)isequivalentto thefollow-

ing equation forthe T-m atrix [12]:

d < n2jT(z)jn1 >

dz
= �

X

n

< n2jT(z)jn > < njT(z)jn1 >

(z� E n)
2

;

(16)

with the boundary condition

< n2jT(z)jn1 > !
jzj! 1

< n2jB (z)jn1 > + o(jzj
��
);

(17)

where�= 1+ �;and

< n2jB (z)jn1 > = i

Z 1

0

d�exp(iz�)< n2jeB (�)jn1 > ;

eB (�)being an arbitrary operatorthathasthe following

behaviorin the lim it� ! 0:

< n2jeB (�)jn1 > !
� ! 0

< n2jH
(s)

int(�)jn1 > + o(�
�
):

Note in this connection that,while we de�ne the oper-

atorH int(t2;t1)forany tim es t1 and t2,only its values

for in�nitesim alduration tim es � = t2 � t1 ofinterac-

tion are relevant: K nowing the behavior ofH int(t2;t1)

in the in�nitesim alneighborhood ofthe point t2 = t1

issu�cientto constructthe evolution operatorby solv-

ing Eq.(5).Thetwo interaction operatorH int(t2;t1)and

H 0
int(t2;t1)aredynam ically equivalent,provided

H int(t2;t1)= H
0
int(t2;t1)+ o((t2 � t1)

"
); �! 0:

In fact these operators lead to the sam e solution of

Eq.(5),i.e. generate the sam e dynam ics. Correspond-

ingly knowing the behaviorofB(z)in the lim itjzj! 1

is su�cient for obtaining a unique solution ofEq.(16).

Thisbehaviorisuniquely determ ined by the behaviorof

H
(s)

int(�)in thelim it� ! 0.Atthesam etim e,theopera-

torH
(s)

int
(�)need notbe such thatthe Fouriertransform

R1
0

d�exp(iz�)< n2jH
(s)

int(�)jn1 > exists,since itdeter-

m inethebehavioroftheoperator ~T(�),forwhich such a

Fouriertransform m ustsatisfy,only in the lim it� ! 0.

O fcourse,one can use a dynam icalequivalentoperator

for which such a Fourier transform exists. The opera-

tors ~B (�) is an exam ple ofsuch operators. However,it

isnotconvenientto dealwith such interaction operators.

In fact,in this case one has to take care ofthe behav-

ior ofH
(s)

int(�) not only in the lim it � ! 0 but also in

the lim it � ! 1 . Nevertheless,form ally we can con-

structtheoperatorB (z)forany z,by using theoperator

eB (�)thatbeing dynam ically equivalentto the operator

H
(s)

int(�)satis�esthe aboverequirem ent.

Itshould benoted thattheT-m atrix obtained by solv-

ing Eq.(16)satis�esthe following equation:

< n2jT(z1)jn1 > � < n2jT(z2)jn1 > =

= (z2 � z1)
X

n

< n2jT(z2)jn > < njT(z1)jn1 >

(z2 � E n)(z1 � E n)
: (18)

Below we willshow that in som e cases it is convenient

to use this equation itself for obtaining the T-m atrix.

Note also that in generalthe interaction operator has

the following form [16]:

H int(t2;t1)= � 2i�(t2 � t1)H I(t1)+ H non(t2;t1);
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wherethe �rstterm on the right-hand side ofthisequa-

tion describestheinstantaneouscom ponentoftheinter-

action generating the dynam ics of a quantum system ,

while the term H non(t2;t1) represents its nonlocal-in-

tim e com ponent.

III. N U C LEO N D Y N A M IC S IN LEA D IN G

O R D ER O F T H E EFT A P P R O A C H

Letusnow show thattheleadingordernucleon dynam -

icsin thee�ectivetheory ofnuclearforcesisgoverned by

the generalized dynam icalequation (5)with a nonlocal-

in-tim e interaction operator. For the sake ofsim plicity

we willconsider the nucleons as identical,spinless par-

ticles (describe by a �eld  ) with 3-m om enta Q m uch

sm allerthan theirm assm ,them assdi�erence� totheir

�rst excited state, the pion m ass �, and the range of

their interaction. Being straightforward,generalization

to spin and nonidenticalparticlescannotgive rise to an

essentialchange ofthe dynam icalsituation in a nucleon

system . Thus we willconsiderthe dynam ics ofspinless

particles at wave lengths which are large com pared to

the range oftheir interaction. Such a dynam ics can be

described by theEFT ofshort-rangeforcesdeveloped by

van K olck [14].In thistheory particlesaredescribed by

a �eld  ,and the e�ective Lagrangian involve arbitrary

com plicated operatorsofonly  and ifsderivatives.Itis

assum ed these derivativesare associated with factorsof

1=m ,1=�,or1=� and,therefore,that the e�ective La-

grangian can be written asan expansion in @=(m ;�;�).

The e�ective Lagrangian ofthe theory can be written

as[14]

L = 	
+
(i@0 +

1

2m
r
2
+

1

8m 3
r
4
+ :::)	�

1

2
C0	

+
		

+
	�

1

8
(C2 + C

0
2)f	

+
(
�!
r

�
 �
r )	� 	

+
(
�!
r �

 �
r )	� 	

+
		

+
(
�!
r �

 �
r )

2
	g+

1

8
(C2 � C

0
2)	

+
	r

2
(	

+
	)+ :::; (19)

wheretheC 0
2nsareparam etersthatdepend on thedetails

ofthedynam icsofrange� 1=M ,whereM characterizes

the typicalscale ofallhigher-energy e�ects. Canonical

quantization leadsto fam iliarFeynm an rules,and the 	

propagatoratfour-m om entum p isgiven by

S(p
0
;p)=

i

p0 �
p2

2m
+

p4

8m 3 + :::+ i"
: (20)

The four-	 contact interaction is given by � iv(p;p 0),

with

v(p;p
0
)= C0 + C2(p

2
+ p

02
)+ 2C

0
2p � p

0
+ :::; (21)

p(p0)beingtherelativem om entum oftheincom ing(out-

going)particles. The problem can also be easily solved

by using the tim e-ordered perturbation theory,since in

thiscasewedealonly with theparticlesevolvingforward

in tim e. O bviously thisway ism ore convenientforcon-

structing the o�-shellT-m atrix.

Letusconsiderthetwo-particlesystem atenergy E =
k
2

m
� k

4

4m 3 + :::in thecenter-of-m assfram e.Thekey point

ofthe EFT approach isthatthe problem can be solved

by expanding in thenum berofderivativesatthevertices

or particle lines. In leading order one has to keep only

the �rst term C 0 in (21),and correspondingly only the

�rsttwo term sp0 and
p
2

2m
in thepropagator(20).In this

case the two particles evolve according to the fam iliar

nonrelativisticSchr�odingerpropagator

G 0(z)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

jk > < kj

z� k2

m
+ i"

: (22)

In thisordertheLagrangian can berewritten in theform

L = 	
+
(i@0 +

1

2m
r
2
)	�

1

2
C0	

+
		

+
	: (23)

Conservation ofparticlenum berreducesthetwo-nucleon

T-m atrix to a sum ofbubble diagram s. The ultravio-

let divergencescan allbe absorbed in the renorm alized

param eter C
(R )

0
. Sum m ing the bubbles to a geom etric

series,one getsthe T-m atrix [14]

< p2jT
(0)
(z)jp1 > = �

"

1

C
(R )

0

+
im

3

2

p
z

4�

#�1

: (24)

W hat is interesting the T-m atrix given by (24) is ex-

actly the sam e asin the m odel[12,16].Thism odelpro-

vides an exam ple showing that the G Q D allows one to

extend quantum dynam icsto thecasewheretheinterac-

tion generating thedynam icsofquantum system isnon-

localin tim e. Thus the m odelshowsthatthe situation

where the dynam ics ofa quantum system is generated

by nonlocal-in-tim e interaction is possible in principle.

From theaboveitfollowsthatthispossibility isrealized

in low energy nucleon dynam ics.Thesam eT-m atrix can

be obtained via the LS equation with the potential

V (p2;p1)= eC ; (25)

by using som eregularization and renorm alization proce-

dures. In order to show this fact, let us consider the

evolution problem fortwo nonrelativisticparticlesin the
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c.m .s. Assum e thatthe generalized interaction operator

in the Schr�odingerpictureisofthe form

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)f(�); (26)

where f(�) is som e function ofthe duration tim e � of

interaction,and the form factor’(p)m usthavethe fol-

lowing asym ptoticbehaviorforjpj! 1 :

’(p)� jpj
��
; (jpj! 1 ): (27)

Iftheinteraction isinstantaneous,then f(�)= � 2i��(�),

and

< p2jH
(s)

int
(�)jp1 > = � 2i�(t2 � t1)< p2jV jp1 > ; (28)

< p2jV jp1 > being the separablepotential

< p2jV jp1 > = �’
�
(p2)’(p1): (29)

The solution ofthe LS equation with thispotentialis

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)

�
1

�
+

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)

� �1

: (30)

In the case � � 1

2
, the potential(25) does not m ake

sense withoutrenorm alization,since itgivesrise to UV

divergences. In fact,in this case the integralin (30) is

not convergent,and one has to use som e regularization

procedure. Using the dim ensionalregularization we can

writethefollowingexpression fortheregulated T-m atrix:

< p2jT"(z)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)

�
1

�"
+

Z
d3�" k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)

� �1

: (31)

Thisexpression can be rewritten in the form

< p2jT"(z)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)

 

1

C
(")

0

� z

Z
d3�" k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)E k

! �1

; (32)

where (C
(")

0
)�1 = ��1" �

R
d
3� "

k

(2�)3
j’(k)j

2

E k

. Let us use the

scattering length a0 asan additionalexperim entalinfor-

m ation thatisneeded forrenorm alization.The param e-

terC
(")

0
in theexpression (32)fortheT-m atrix isrelated

to the scattering length by

a0 =
m

4�
C
(")

0
j’(0)j

�2
:

Theabovem eansthatwehaveto�x thevalueC
(")

0
which

wewilldenoteby C
(R )

0
.Now wecan let"! 0in Eq.(32),

and get

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)

 

1

C
(R )

0

� z

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)E k

! �1

: (33)

It is easy to see that this renorm alized T-m atrix is not

a solution ofthe LS equation with som e potentialbe-

causeoftheslow rateofdecay oftheform factor’(p)as

p ! 1 . Note in this connection thatthe renorm alized

strength ofthe potential�" = (C
(")

0
�
R

d
3� "

k

(2�)3
j’(k)j

2

E k

)�1

tends to zero as " ! 0. This m eans that after renor-

m alization the interaction Ham iltonian is zero. This is

a m anifestation ofthe well-known fact that one cannot

constructa renorm alized Ham iltonian,and therearenot

anyequationsforrenorm alized am plitudeswithin Ham il-

tonian form alism .Atthesam etim e,onecan easilyverify

thatthe T-m atrix given by (33)satis�esthe generalized

dynam icalequation (5). M oreover,as stated above,it

coincideswith theT-m atrix ofthem odel[12,16].In this

m odelitisassum ed thatthegeneralized interaction oper-

atorisoftheform (26).In thiscase,< p2j~S(t2;t1)jp1 >

can be represented in the form

< p2j~S(t2;t1)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)~s(t2;t1): (34)

Correspondingly,theT-m atrix should be ofthe form

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = ’
�
(p2)’(p1)t(z); (35)

From (16)itfollowsthatthe function t(z)m ustsatis�es

the equation

dt(z)

dz
= � t

2
(z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)
2
: (36)

Thisequation can be rewritten in the form

d~t(z)

dz
=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)
2

(37)

with ~t(z)= (t(z))
�1
. AllsolutionsofEq.(36)satisfying

the condition

t
�
(z)= t(z); z 2 (� 1 ;0); (38)

are physically realizable [12]. Each ofthem corresponds

tothede�nitefunction f(�)in thegeneralizedinteraction

operator(26).Aswehavenoted,only theasym ptoticbe-

haviorofthefunction f(�)as� ! 0 isrelevant,and for-

m ally onecan useany function thathasthisasym ptotic

behavior. K nowing the asym ptotic behavior ofH
(s)

int(�)

in the lim it � ! 0 allows one to determ ine the asym p-

totic behavior ofthe function t(z) in the lim it z ! 1

(the one-to-onecorrespondencebetween these behaviors

follows from the Fourier transform ). This behavior in

turn can be used asa boundary condition forthe di�er-

entialequation (36).The T-m atrix obtained in thisway

can then beused forconstructingtheevolution operator.

Thusknowing theasym ptoticbehaviorofH
(s)

int(�)in the

lim it� ! 0uniquely determ inesthedynam icsofthesys-

tem . O n the otherhand,asitfollowsfrom Eq.(37),the

asym ptotic behavioroft(z)is determ ined by the large-

m om entum behavioroftheform factor’(p).In thecase

� � 1

2
,atitiseasily seen from Eq.(37),allsolutionsof
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Eq.(36) tend to nonzero constants as jzj! 1 ,i.e. we

have

t(z) !
jzj! 1

�: (39)

Thism eansthatin thiscasetheonly possibleform ofthe

function f(�)is

f(�)= � 2i��(�)+ f
0
(�); (40)

wherethefunction f0(�)hasno such a singularity atthe

point � = 0 as the delta-function. Thus, in the case

�> 1

2
,the interaction operatorshould be ofthe form

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > = � 2i�(�)< p2jV jp1 > ; (41)

< p2jV jp1 > being the separablepotential

< p2jV jp1 > = �’
�
(p2)’(p1) (42)

and hence the dynam ics generated by this operator is

equivalentto the dynam icsgoverned by the Schr�odinger

equation with the separable potential �’ �(p2)’(p1).

Solving Eq.(36) with the boundary condition (39), for

the T-m atrix,we easily get the expression (30),i.e. in

the case � > 1

2
,the interaction in the system m ay be

only instantaneous.

Let us now consider the case � 1

2
< � � 1

2
(the re-

striction � > � 1

2
is necessary for the integralin (36)

to beconvergent)wheretheordinary separable-potential

m odeldoesnotm akeasensewithoutrenorm alization.In

thiscasesolutionsofEq.(36)tendsto zero asjzj! 1 :

t(z) !
jzj! 1

b1(� z)
�� 1

2 + b2(� z)
2��1

+ o(jzj
2��1

);

where b1 = � 4�cos(��)m �� 3

2 ,and b2 issom e arbitrary

constant. Thus the T-m atrix has the following asym p-

totic behaviorforjzj! 1 :

< p2jT(z)jp1 > !
jzj! 1

’
�
(p2)’(p1)

�

�

b1(� z)
�� 1

2 + b2(� z)
2��1

+ o(jzj
2��1

)

�

; (43)

By usingasym ptoticm ethods(see,forexam ple,Ref.[18])

itiseasytoshow thatthislargezbehaviorofthefunction

t(z)correspondstothefollowingbehaviorof~T(�)related

to the T-m atrix by Eq.(13)in the lim it� ! 0:

< p2jeT(�)jp1 > !
� ! 0

’
�
(p2)’(p1)

�

�

a1�
��� 1

2 + a2�
�2�

+ o(�
�2�

)

�

; (44)

where a1 = � ib1�
�1 (1

2
� �)exp[i(� �

2
+ 1

4
)�]; and

a2 = b2�
�1 (1� 2�)exp(� i��);�(z) being the gam m a-

function. O n the other hand,according to Eqs.(4) and

(6)the asym ptotic behaviorof< p2jeT(�)jp1 > isdeter-

m ined by the interaction operatorH
(s)

int(�)

< p2jeT(�)jp1 > !
� ! 0

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > + o(�
�
); (45)

wheretheparam eter" isdeterm ined by dem anding that

exp(iH 0t2)H
(s)

int(�)exp(� iH 0t1) m ust be so close to the

relevantsolution ofEq.(5) in the lim it � ! 0 that this

solution isunique having the asym ptotic behavior(45).

It is easy to see that in the separable case allsolutions

ofEq.(36)forgiven �havethesam eleading term in the

expansion (43),sincetheparam eterb1 isuniquely deter-

m ined by thevalueoftheparam eter�.O nly thesecond

term containing free param eterb2 distinguishesthe dif-

ferentsolutionsofthisequation.O n theotherhand,the

�rsttwo term in the expansion (44 )areuniquely deter-

m ined by the �rsttwo term ofthe expansion (43).This

m eansthatthe param eter" in (45)is equalto 2�,and

hencethegeneralizedinteractionoperatorH
(s)

int(�)should

be ofthe form

< p
0
jH

(s)

int(�)jp > = ’
�
(p

0
)’(p)

�

a1�
��� 1

2 + a2�
�2�

�

:(46)

O fcourse,the interaction operator(46)m ay be supple-

m ented by any term being oforder o(��2� ). However,

this willnot change the solution ofEq.(5),i.e. in the

is case we willget the generalized interaction operator

being dynam ically equivalentto theinteraction operator

(46). Aswe have noted,the operatorH
(s)

int(�) describes

thecontributionsto theevolution operatorfrom thepro-

cesses with in�nitesim alduration tim e � ofinteraction,

and only its behaviorin the lim it � ! 0 is relevantfor

us.

Thesolution ofEq.(37)with theinitialcondition ~t(z =

0)= ~t0 is

~t(z)= ~t0 � z

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2

(z� E k)E k

: (47)

From this we easily get the expression (33) for the T-

m atrix. This solution ofEq.(16)hasthe behavior(43),

provided ~t0 = � b2b
�2
1
.Taking thisfactinto account,one

can rewrite this solution in term s ofthe param eters b1
and b2

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = N (z)’
�
(p2)’(p1); (48)

where

N (z)= �

 

b2

b2
1

�
(� z)

1

2
��

b1
� M (z)

! �1

; (49)

with

M (z)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

j’(k)j2 � jkj�2�

z� E k

: (50)

By using Eqs.(12)and (47),wecan constructtheevo-

lution operator

< p2jU (t;t0)jp1 > = < p2jp1 > +
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dx

exp(� izt)N (z)’�(p2)’(p1)

(z� E p2)(z� E p1)
; (51)
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where z = x + iy,y > 0. The evolution operator (51)

satis�esthecom position law (3)and isunitary provided

the param eterb2 isreal.Thus,in the case�
1

2
< �< 1

2
,

thedynam icsiswellde�ned,and alltherequirem entsof

quantum theory aresatis�ed.

The m odelunder consideration is an transparent il-

lustration ofthe possibility ofthe extension ofquantum

dynam icsprovided by the G Q D.From thepointofview

ofEq.(36),the restriction to Ham iltonian dynam ics is

equivalentto therestriction to thesolutionsthattend to

som enonzero constantin thelim itjzj! 1 .In thiscase

the interaction in the system is instantaneous,and the

dynam icsis Ham iltonian. Atthe sam e tim e,this equa-

tion has solutions that tend to zero as jzj! 1 . This

takes place in the case � 1

2
< � � 1

2
. In this case the

interaction is nonlocalin tim e and is param eterized by

the interaction operator(46).In thiscase the dynam ics

isnon-Ham iltonian.Therearenoreasonsto restrictour-

selvesto the solutionsofEq.(36)which tend to nonzero

constants,because allsolutionsofthisequation satisfy-

ing thecondition (38)arephysically realizable,and such

an extension ofquantum dynam icsispossible in princi-

ple.Therem arkablefactisthatthispossibilityisrealized

in low energy nucleon dynam ics,and,aswe havenoted,

theleading ordercontribution to thenucleon-nucleon T-

m atrix is described by our m odel. In fact,in the case

 (p)= 1,forthe T-m atrix given by (47),wehave

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = �
b21

b2 � ib1
p
z
=

�

"

1

C
(R )

0

+
im

3

2

p
z

4�

#�1

; (52)

where b1 = � 4�

m
p
m
,and C

(R )

0
=

b
2

1

b2
. In this case the

generalized interaction operatorisofthe form

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > =
4
p
�exp(i3�

4
)

m
3

2

p
�

+
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0

: (53)

This operator param etrizes the leading order contact

com ponentoftheNN interaction and generatesthetwo-

nucleon dynam icsthatisdescribed by the evolution op-

erator

< p2jU (t;t0)jp1 > = < p2jp1 > +
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dx

exp(� izt)N (z)

(z� E p2)(z� E p1)
: (54)

Itshould benoted thattheinteraction operator(53)con-

tains the renorm alize param eter C
(R )

0
,while in the or-

dinary m ethods based on the use ofa renorm alization

procedure this param eter appears in renorm alized am -

plitudes at the �nalstage. The generalized dynam ical

equation (5) with the interaction operator (53) is well

de�ned and allowsone to describe,in a consistentway,

thedynam icsgenerated by the leading ordercom ponent

ofthe NN interaction.

IV . N O N -H A M ILT O N IA N C H A R A C T ER O F

LO W EN ER G Y N U C LEO N D Y N A M IC S

Let us now discuss advantages ofthe G Q D and new

possibilities that it opens for describing low energy nu-

cleon dynam ics.Aswehaveseen,the T-m atrix (33)ob-

tained by solving the dynam icalequation (16)with the

interaction operator(46),can be also obtained starting

with the singularpotential

V (p
0
;p)= �’

�
(p

0
)’(p); ’(p)� jpj

��
; ��

1

2
:

However,in this way one cannot determ ine a potential

thatcouldparam etrizetheinteractionin thesystem .The

above singular potentialdoes not m ake sense without

renorm alization and isonly ofform alim portanceforthe

problem underconsideration.In fact,aswehaveshown,

thestrength ofpotential,which in theregulated LS equa-

tion isadjusted to givethecorrectscattering length,be-

com eszero afterrem oving regularization. Allthe infor-

m ation contained in this potentialis that the T-m atrix

is ofthe form (35)with the sam e form factor. This in-

form ation isnotsu�cientto constructthe T-m atrix.In

addition,one needs to use som e experim entaldata,for

exam ple,the scattering lengths. However,one cannot

constructan interaction Ham iltonian thatcould contain

allthisinform ation.The T-m atrix (33)obtained in this

way does not satisfy the LS equation. M oreover,as we

willshow below,ithasthepropertiesthatareatvariance

with the Ham iltonian form alism . Thus in this case we

have only a calculation rule thatallowsone to com pute

theT-m atrix:O necannotderiveany renorm alized equa-

tion containingawell-de�ned potentialthatparam etrizes

the interaction in the system . Thisproblem isthe price

for trying to describe the dynam ics of the system af-

terrenorm alization in term softhe Ham iltonian form al-

ism ,despitethisdynam icsisnon-Ham iltonian.From the

m oregeneralpointofview provided by theG Q D wesee

thattheT-m atrix(33)satis�esthegeneralizeddynam ical

equation (16)with thenonlocal-in-tim einteraction oper-

ator (46),and this operator describes the fundam ental

interaction in thesystem .K nowingthisoperatorissu�-

cientto constructthe T-m atrix and hence the evolution

operator,and in this case we dealwith the well-de�ned

equation that does not require renorm alization. As we

haveseen,an exam ple ofsuch a dynam icsisthe leading

ordernucleon dynam ics where,as a consequence ofthe

sym etriesoftheunderlying theory,theform factorm ust

satisfy the condition ’(p)= 1.

In order to clarify the character ofthe leading order

nucleon dynam ics let us exam ine the properties ofthe

evolution operator ofthe m ore generaltheory with the

interaction operator (46). In the Schr�odinger picture,

thisoperator< p2jV (t)jp1 > � < p2jUs(t;0)jp1 > can be

rewritten in the form

< p2jV (t)jp1 > = < p2jp1 > exp(� iE p2t)

+
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dx
exp(� izt)< p2jT(z)jp1 >

(z� E p2)(z� E p1)
; (55)
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where < p2jT(z)jp1 > is given by (48). Since this T-

m atrix satis�es Eqs.(16) and (18), the evolution oper-

ator (51) is unitary, and satis�es the com position law

(3).CorrespondinglytheoperatorsV (t)constituteaone-

param eter group of unitary operators,with the group

property

V (t1 + t2)= V (t1)V (t2); V (0)= 1: (56)

Assum e that this group has a self-adjoint in�nitesim al

generatorH which in theHam iltonian form alism isiden-

ti�ed with thetotalHam iltonian.Then forj > 2 D (H )

wehave

V (t)j > � j >

t
!
t! 0

� iH j > : (57)

From thisand (55)itfollowsthat

H = H 0 + H I;

with

< p2jH Ijp1 > =
i

2�

Z 1

�1

dx
z < p2jT(z)jp1 >

(z� E p2)(z� E p1)
; (58)

where z = x + iy,and y > 0. Since < p2jT(z)jp1 >

is an analytic function of z and, in the case � � 1

2
,

tends to zero as jzj! 1 , from Eq.(58) it follows that

< p2jH Ijp1 > = 0forany p2 and p1,and henceH = H 0.

This m eans that, if the in�nitesim al generator of the

group oftheoperatorsV (t)exists,then itcoincideswith

thefreeHam iltonian,and theevolution operatorisofthe

form V (t)= exp(� iH 0t). Thus,since this,obviously,is

nottrue,thegroup oftheoperatorsV (t)hasnoin�nites-

im algenerator,and hence the dynam icsisnotgoverned

by the Schr�odingerequation.

Itshould bealsonoted thatin thecase�� 1

2
,~S(t2;t1)

isnotan operatoron theHilbertspace.In fact,thewave

function

 (p)� < pj > = < pj~S(t2;t1)j 1 > =

= ’
�
(p)~s(t2;t1)

Z
d3k

(2�)3
’(k)< kj 1 > (59)

isnotsquareintegrableforany nonzeroj 1 > ,becauseof

theslow rateofdecay oftheform factor’(p)asjpj! 1 .

Correspondingly,in the case �� 1

2
,the T-m atrix given

by (48) does not represent an operator on the Hilbert

space. However,as we have stated,in general ~S(t2;t1)

m aybeonlyan operator-valuedgeneralizedfunction such

thattheevolution operatorisan operatoron theHilbert

space. Correspondingly the T-m atrix need not be an

operatoron theHilbertspace.Itisenough thattheevo-

lution operatorgiven by (51) is such an operator. The

T-m atrixand ~S(t2;t1)satisfytheserequirem entsnotonly

for�> 1

2
butalso for� 1

2
< �� 1

2
,since the evolution

operator(51)isan operatoron theHilbertspace.Atthe

sam etim e,in thecase�� 1

2
wego beyond Ham iltonian

dynam ics.

The above m eans that low energy nucleon dynam ics

in the e�ective theory ofnuclear forces cannot be gov-

erned by the Schr�odinger equation and hence is non-

Ham iltonian. Correspondingly the interaction ofnucle-

ons cannot be param etrized by an interaction Ham ilto-

nian de�ned on the Hilbertspace.Atthe sam e tim e,as

has been shown on the exam ple ofthe e�ective theory

with the Lagrangian (23),thisdynam icsisgoverned by

the generalized dynam icalequation (5)with a nonlocal-

in-tim einteraction operator.In theabovetheorydescrib-

ingtheleadingordernucleon dynam icsthisoperatorisof

theform (53),and two nucleon dynam icsisdescribed by

the evolution operator (54). This evolution operator is

unitary and satis�esthe com position law (3). Thusthe

use ofEq.(5) as an equation ofm otion in the e�ective

theory ofnuclearforcesallowsone notonly to calculate

scattering am plitudesbutalso to constructtheevolution

operatordescribing low energy nucleon dynam ics.

V . N EX T -T O -LEA D IN G O R D ER

W e have shown thatin leading orderthe dynam icsof

the EFT under consideration is governed by the gener-

alized dynam icalequation with a nonlocal-in-tim einter-

action operator. Letus now show thatthis istrue also

in next-to-leading order. For this let us com e back to

the theory with the Lagrangian (19) in which it is as-

sum ed thatparticlesevolveforward in tim e,and particle

num berisconserved.Sum m ing thegraphsofthepertur-

bation seriesyield the following on-shellT-m atrix [14]:

Tos(k;p
0
� p)= T

(0)

os (k)� 2C
0
2

(R )
kbp0�bp

+ O [
4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]; (60)

whereT
(0)
os (k)isthe S-waveam plitude and isgiven by

T
(0)

os (k)=

"

1

C
(R )

0

� 2
C
(R )

2

(C
(R )

0
)2
k
2
+
im k

4�

�

1+
k2

2m 2

�#�1

(61)

� [1+ O ((Q =M )
4
)];

k = jp1j= jp2j; bpi=k,C
(R )

0
,C

(R )

2
and C 0

2

(R )
are renor-

m alized param eters. In this way one can also con-

struct the o�-shellT-m atrix. At the sam e tim e, as it

has been shown in leading order,the T-m atrix can be

obtained without sum m ing the diagram s and resorting

to regularization and renorm alization procedures, pro-

vided that the UV behavior ofthe T-m atrix elem ents

as functions of m om enta is known. As we have seen,

the requirem ent that the T-m atrix being of the form

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = t(z) satis�es the generalized dynam -

icalequation (16)yieldstheform ula (52)whereonly the

param eterC
(R )

0
isfree. In next-to-leading orderthe re-

lation between the Lagrangian (19)and the form ofthe

T-m atrix isnotso straightforward,because in thiscase

onehastotakeintoaccountthefactthatthisLagrangian
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isonly ofthe form alim portance,and should be supple-

m ented by som e counterterm s. Nevertheless,let us as-

sum ethatthey donote�ecton theform oftheT-m atrix.

In thiscase from the analysisofthe perturbation series

ofthetheory itfollowsthatthetwo-particleT-m atrix (in

thispaperwefocuson the S-wavechannel)should be of

the form

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = t1(z)+ C1t2(z)(p
2

1 + p2
2
)+

+ O [
4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]; (62)

where C1 = C
(R )

2
=C

(R )

0
. Substituting (62)into (16),we

get

dt1(z)

dz
= �

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

(z� k2

m
)2

"

t
2

1(z)

 

1+
2k4

4m 3(z� k2

m
)

!

+ 2C1t1(z)t2(z)k
2

#

+ O [
4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]: (63)

Sincetheproblem with UV divergencesm ustnotarisein

treating the generalized dynam icalequation,wehave

C1 = �
1

4m 2
+ �C1 (64)

with �C1 = O ( 1

M m 2 )and

t1(z)= t2(z)= t(z)

�

1+ O [(
Q

M
)
4
]

�

; (65)

wheret(z)isa solution ofthe equation

dt(z)

dz
= � t

2
(z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3(z� k2

m
)2

 

1+
2zk2

2m 2(z� k2

m
)

!

:(66)

Correspondingly,the function ~t(z) � (t(z))
�1

satis�es

the following equation:

d~t(z)

dz
=

Z
d3k

(2�)3(z� k2

m
)2

 

1+
2zk2

2m 2(z� k2

m
)

!

: (67)

Itssolution with the initialcondition ~t(z = 0)= ~t0 is

~t(z)= ~t0 +

zZ

0

ds

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

(s� k2

m
)2

 

1+
2sk2

2m 2(s� k2

m
)

!

= ~t0 +

Z
d3k

(2�)3

 
z+ z

2

4m

(z� k2

m
)(� k2

m
)
�

z3

4m (z� k2

m
)2(� k2

m
)

!

= ~t0 �
im

3

2

4�

p
z

�

1+
z

8m

�

: (68)

Denoting ~t0 = � 1

C
(R )

0

,forthe function t(z),weget

t(z)= �

"

1

C
(R )

0

+
im

3

2

4�

p
z

�

1+
z

8m

�
#�1

[1+ O ((Q =M )
4
)]: (69)

Substituting (65)with t(z)given by (69)into (63)yields

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = �

1+
C 2(R )

C
(R )

0

(p21 + p22)

1

C
(R )

0

+ im 3=2(4�)�1
p
z(1+ z

8m
)
+ O [

4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]: (70)

O necan obtain the on-shellT-m atrix,by putting jp1j= jp2j= k,and z = k
2

m
� k

4

4m 3 :

Tos(k;p
0
� p)= �

 

1+ 2
C
(R )

2

C
(R )

0

k
2

! "

1

C
(R )

0

+
im

3

2

4�

r
k2

m
�

k4

4m 3

�

1+
k2

8m 2
+

k4

32m 4

�#�1
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+ O [
4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]= �

"

1

C
(R )

0

� 2
C
(R )

2

(C
(R )

0
)2
k
2
+
im k

4�

�

1+
k2

2m 2

�#�1

+ O [
4�

m M
(Q =M )

4
]: (71)

Thustherequirem entthattheT-m atrix oftheform (62)

satis�es the generalized dynam icalequation (16) yields

the form ula (70),and in thisway we getthe sam e two-

particle on-shellT-m atrix that in Ref.[14]has been ob-

tained by sum m ing the bubble graphsofthe EFT.

In orderto obtain the form ofthe generalized interac-

tion operatorthatleadsto theT-m atrix (70),onehasto

exam ine the large z behaviorofthe function t(z)in the

lim itjzj! 1 .From (69)itfollowsthat

t(z) !
jzj! 1

b1
p
� s

+
b2

(� s)
+ o(jsj

�1
); (72)

where s = z
�
1+ z

4m

�
, b1 = � 4�

m
p
m
, and b2 =

b
2

1

C
(R )

0

.

O fcourse,the asym ptotic behavioroft(z)can be repre-

sented in the form ofthe expansion in z�
1

2 :

t(z) !
jzj! 1

b01

(� z)
3

2

+
8m b01

(� z)
5

2

+
b02

(� z)3
+ o(jzj

�3
); (73)

where b01 =
32�p
m

and b02 =
(b

0

1
)
2

C
(R )

0

. However,forthe prob-

lem underconsideration thevaluesofzm uch largerthan

Q butm uch sm allerthan m should be considered asin-

�nitely large,and the behavior ofthe function in this

region is described by the expansion (73). The interac-

tion operatorH
(s)

int(�) thatgivesrise to thisbehaviorof

t(z)is

< p2jH
(s)

int
(�)jp1 > =

 

1+
C
(R )

2

C
(R )

0

(p
2

1 + p
2

2)

!

0

@
4
p
�exp(i3�

4
)

m
3

2

q

�� i

8m

+
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0

1

A : (74)

This operatorparam etrizesthe contactterm ofthe NN

interaction in the S-wave channelup to next-to-leading

order.The generalized dynam icalequation with thisin-

teraction operatoruniquely determ inesthe dynam icsof

the system . The equation ofm otion (5)with thisinter-

action operatoriswell-de�ned and allowsone to obtain

the T-m atrix and the evolution operatorwithoutresort-

ing to regularization and renorm alization. It is easy to

show thattheevolution operatorconstructed in thisway

(the evolution operator(12)with the T-m atrix given by

(70))isunitary and satis�esthe com position law (3)up

to next-to-leading order.

V I. IN T EG R A L EQ U A T IO N S

As we have shown up to next-to-leading order ofthe

EFT with theLagrangian (19),thedynam icsofnucleons

atlow energiesisgoverned by thegeneralized dynam ical

equation (5)with the nonlocal-in-tim e interaction oper-

ator(74),provided the param etersofthe theory satisfy

thecondition (64).W ithin theG Q D thisoperatoriswell

de�ned.O fcourse,thedynam icalsituation in thetheory

with such an interaction di�ers from thatin the theory

with ordinary potentials. The operator~S(t2;t1) is only

an operator-valued generalized function on the Hilbert

space.However,aswehavenoted thisisnotatvariance

with the generalrequirem entsofquantum theory,since

the evolution operator given by (51) is an operator on

thisspace.Thegeneralized dynam icalequation (5)isnot

equivalentto theSchr�odingerequation in thiscase.Nev-

ertheless,itisa wellde�ned equation,and allowsoneto

obtain the T-m atrix without resorting to regularization

and renorm alization procedures. Thisisvery im portant

forpracticalcalculations,sinceforsolving realisticprob-

lem sonehastodealnotonlywith thecontactcom ponent

ofthe NN interaction but also with its long-range one.

In thiscasethe interaction operatorisofthe form

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > = � 2i�(�)V (p2;p1)

+ < p2jH non(�)jp1 > ; (75)

where < p2jH non(�)jp1 > represents the contact

nonlocal-in-tim ecom ponentand V (p2;p1)isa potential

describing the long-rangecom ponentofthe NN interac-

tion. In generalit consists ofthe m eson-exchange po-

tentialsand theCoulom b potentialin theproton-proton

channel.In the leading orderthe nonlocalcom ponentis

given by (53) and for the interaction operator,we can

write

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > =
4
p
�exp(i3�

4
)

m
3

2

p
�

+
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0

� 2i�(�)V (p2;p1): (76)

In the case ofsuch an interaction operator,the solution

ofthe dynam icalequation (16) can be represented (see

Appendix A)in the form

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = t0(z)+ t1(z;p1)+ t1(z;p2)

+ t2(z;p2;p1); (77)

wheret2(z;p2;p1)isa solution ofthe equation

t2(z;p2;p1)= V (p2;p1)

+

Z
d3q

(2�)3

K (z;p2;q)

z� E q

t2(z;q;p1); (78)

with

K (z;p2;q)= N (z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3

V (p2;k)

z� E k

+ V (p2;q);(79)
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and the functionst0(z)and t1(z;p)arede�ned as

t1(z;p)= N (z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3

t2(z;p;q)

z� E k

; (80)

t0(z)= N (z)

�

1+

Z
d3q

(2�)3

t1(z;q)

z� E q

�

; (81)

where

N (z)= �

 
1

C
(R )

0

+
im

3

2

p
z

4�

! �1

:

Equationswith thenext-to-leading ordercorrectionscan

be derived in the sam eway.

In W einberg’s power counting the one-pion-exchange

potentialisofleading order.Hencein thisordertheNN

interaction operatorcan be expressed as

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > =
4
p
�exp(i3�

4
)

m
3

2

p
�

+
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0

� 2i�(�)V�(p2;p1); (82)

where V�(p2;p1) is the conventionalone-pion-exchange

potential. Substituting this potentialinto Eq.(82) and

solvingitnum erically,onecan easilyobtain theT-m atrix

and hencetheevolution operator.Notethatconventional

way ofsolving theaboveproblem istheform aluseofthe

potential

V0(p2;p1)= eC + V�(p2;p1) (83)

(see,forexam ple,Refs.[7,11]).W esay "form al"sincethe

useofsuch a potentialleadsto UV divergences,and the

Schr�odingerand LS equationsrequireregularization and

renorm alization.O n the otherhand,aswe have shown,

the contactinteraction,which in (83)isform ally repre-

sented by the term eC ,is param etrized by the operator

(53) (the �rst two term s in the operator (82)). In this

case we dealwith the wellde�ned interaction operators

and Eq.(82) which does not require regularization and

renorm alization. By using Eq.(57),one can obtain the

T-m atrix so easily as in the case ofthe pure one-pion-

exchangepotential.

In order to take into accountelectrom agnetic correc-

tions,onehasto include the Coulom b potentialinto the

NN interaction operator

< p2jH
(s)

int(�)jp1 > =
4
p
�exp(i3�

4
)

m
3

2

p
�

+
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0

� 2i�(�)V�(p2;p1)� 2i�(�)
e12�

q2
; (84)

where e12 = 1 for the proton-proton channeland zero

otherwise.Eq.(75)with theinteraction operator(84)can

be easily solved num erically. Thus this equation allows

onetoinvestigateelectrom agneticcorrectionswithoutre-

sorting to renorm alization.

V II. SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

W e have shown that the form alism of the G Q D al-

lowsoneto form ulatethee�ective�eld theory ofnuclear

forces as an internally consistenttheory with equations

that do not require regularization and renorm alization.

It has been shown that the e�ective NN interaction is

nonlocalin tim e, and low energy nucleon dynam ics is

governed by thegeneralized dynam icalequation (5)with

a nonlocal-in-tim einteraction operator.In leading order

ofthe EFT approach this operatoris given by (53). It

should be noted that the generalized interaction opera-

torH int(t2;t1)isnotan e�ectiveinteraction Ham iltonian

(only in thelocalcasethey arerelated by Eq.(8)),and,in

contrastwith such Ham iltonians,the use ofthe general-

ized interaction operatorsperm itsanaturalparam etriza-

tion ofthe NN interaction: The generalized interaction

operator(53)generatestheunitaryevolution ofanucleon

system .In Sec.IIIwehavedem onstrated theadvantages

ofthe G Q D in describing the leading ordernucleon dy-

nam icsin com parison with the ordinary m ethods based

on the use ofthe singularpotential< p2jV jp1 > = C0.

This potentialdoes not m ake sense without renorm al-

ization and hence does not contain allthe needed dy-

nam icalinform ation.In addition,oneneedsto usesom e

em piricaldata asrenorm alization constants.In contrast

with this singular potential,the generalized interaction

operator(53)containsalltheneeded dynam icalinform a-

tion.Forexam ple,itcontainsthe observable,renorm al-

ized param eterC
(R )

0
. The dynam icalequation with the

interaction operator(53)iswellde�ned and allowsoneto

constructtheT-m atrix and theevolution operatorwith-

outresorting to regularization and renorm alization pro-

cedures.Thedynam icalinform ation containsnotonly in

theform oftheoperator(53)that,ashasbeen shown,is

a consequence ofthe sym m etriesofQ CD butalso in its

dependence on the tim e duration � ofthe interaction in

a system .

As has been shown,only values ofH
(s)

int(�) in the in-

�nitesim alneighborhood ofthepoint� = 0,i.e.atscales

oftheunderlying theory arerelevant.Asalready stated,

the operator H
(s)

int(�) describes the contribution to the

evolution operatorfrom the processeswith in�nitesim al

tim e duration ofinteraction.The abovem eansthat

<  2jH
(s)

int(�)j 1 > !
t2 ! t1

<  2j~Sq(t2;t1)j 1 > (85)

where<  2j~Sq(t2;t1)j 1 > describe the contributionsto

the evolution operator from the processes in which the

quark and gluon degrees offreedom can com e to play.

Hereoneoftheadvantagesoftheform ulation ofthethe-

ory in term softheoperators ~S(t2;t1)becom esapparent:

The relevantam plitudes <  2j~S(t2;t1)j 1 > ofthe un-

derlying theory can be directly used as the m atrix ele-

m entsofthegeneralized interaction operatorH int(t2;t1)

generating low energy dynam ics. These degreesoffree-

dom m anifest them selves through the � dependence of
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the operator(53). Thusthe param eterC
(R )

0
in Eq.(53)

param etrizesthe leading ordere�ects ofthe underlying

physicson low energy dynam ics,and hencecan be com -

puted in term sofparam etersin Q CD.Atthesam etim e,

this param eter can be determ ined from low energy ex-

perim ents.

Theevolution operatorgoverning the two-nucleon dy-

nam ics in leading order is ofthe form (54). In Sec.IV

we haveshown thatthe group ofthese operatorshasno

in�nitesim algenerator and hence the dynam ics is non-

Ham iltonian.Thism eansthatwithin theEFT approach

there are no potentialsatisfying the requirem entsofor-

dinary quantum m echanicsthatcould govern low energy

nucleon dynam ics. Forexam ple,the T-m atrix given by

(52)doesnotsatisfy theLS equation and hasproperties

thatareatvariancewith theHam iltonian form alism .O n

the other hand,as we have seen,the T-m atrix satis�es

thegeneralized dynam icalequation (16)with theinterac-

tion operatorgiven by (53).Theessentiallesson wehave

learned from the above analysis is that m any problem s

oftheEFT ofnuclearforcesarisebecauseofignoringthe

fact that low energy dynam ics produced by this theory

is non-Ham iltonian. For exam ple,the above statem ent

thattherearenotany equationsforrenorm alized am pli-

tudes in a subtractive EFT should m ean thatthere are

no such equationswithin Ham iltonian form alism . From

am oregeneralpointofview provided by theG Q D wesee

thatsuch equationsexist,and the theory can be form u-

lated in a com pletely consistentway.An EFT describes

low energy physics in term s ofa few param eters,and

these low energy param eterscan be com puted in term s

ofa m orefundam entalhigh energy theory.Itisrem ark-

ablethattheinteraction operator(53)param etrizingthe

leadingordercontactcom ponentoftheNN interaction is

uniquely determ ined by thesym m etriesofQ CD and con-

tainsone ofthese param etersC
(R )

0
.O therrenorm alized

param eterswillbe contained in higherordercorrections

to the generalized interaction operator,and thiscorrec-

tionscan beobtained orderby orderwithin theEFT ap-

proach. This has been dem onstrated in next-to-leading

order by using the exam ple ofthe EFT ofshort-range

forcesdeveloped by van K olck [14].

W e have shown that up to next-to-leading order the

dynam ics ofthe theory is governed by the generalized

dynam icalequation with thenonlocal-in-tim einteraction

operator(74). These results have been obtained in the

particularcase where the param etersofthe theory sat-

isfy the condition (64).Thislim itation isa consequence

ofthe fact that we used the assum ption that the two-

particleT-m atrix ofthetheory isoftheform (62),while

thisassum ption doesnotful�lled in general.The gener-

alization oftheseresultsto the casewherethe condition

(64)isnotsatis�ed can only lead to anotherform ofthe

generalized interaction operator. The generalcase will

be discussed in detailin another paper. At the sam e

tim e, the m odel we have considered in Sec.V provide

the transparent illustration ofthe fact that in any or-

derofthe EFT approach low energy dynam icsofnucle-

ons is governed by the generalized dynam icalequation

(5)with a nonlocal-in-tim e interaction operator.Ashas

been proved,theassum ption thattherelevantsolution of

Eq.(16)should be ofthe form (62)uniquely determ ines

thissolution and leadsto thecondition (64).In thisway

wearriveatexactly thesam eon-shellT-m atrix thathas

been obtained in Ref.[14]by sum m ing the bubble dia-

gram s up to next-to-leading order. The corresponding

generalized interaction operatorisoftheform (74).The

generalized dynam icalequation (5)with thisinteraction

operator is wellde�ned and allows one to describe the

dynam icsofthe system in a consistentway.

Theabovem ethod forconstructing thee�ectiveinter-

action operator is inapplicable in general,because the

param etersofthe theory need notsatisfy the condition

(64). In general,in order to construct the generalized

interaction operatorparam etrizing theinteraction in the

EFT ofnuclearforces,one hasto analyze the contribu-

tions from the o�-shellam plitudes to T(z) in the lim it

jzj ! 1 . In this lim it the m ain contribution to the

T-m atrix com esfrom thebubblediagram sincluding po-

tentialpions that produce the pion-exchange potential.

By sum m ing the bubble diagram s in the large z lim it,

one can determ ine the contact com ponent ofthe inter-

action operatorparam etrizing the NN interaction.Thus

the NN interaction operator can be represented as the

sum (75) ofthe nonlocalcontact and long-range com -

ponents that can be obtained separately. The contact

com ponentisrepresented by a nonlocal-in-tim e interac-

tion operator,whilethelong-rangeoneisrepresented by

the pion-exchange potential. In general,the long-range

com ponentshould besupplem ented by theCoulom b po-

tential.Itisextrem ely im portant,thatstartingwith this

NN interaction operator,we can constructthe T-m atrix

and theevolution operatorwithoutresortingtosum m ing

allrelevantdiagram sand using regularization and renor-

m alization procedures.Thegeneralized dynam icalequa-

tion (5)with thisinteraction operatoriswellde�ned and

can be reduced to integralequations which do not re-

quire renorm alization. This has been dem onstrated in

leading order ofthe EFT approach. The operator (76)

param etrizes the interaction that includes not only the

leading ordercontactcom ponentbutalso thelong-range

onebeingdescribed by thepotentialV (p2;p1).Thegen-

eralized dynam icalequation with the interaction opera-

tor (76) can be reduced to the integralequation (78).

Thisequation isso convenientfornum ericalcalculations

astheLS equation which isitsparticularcasewherethe

param eterC
(R )

0
tendsto zero and hence onecan neglect

thecontactcom ponent.In thiscasethetheoryisreduced

totheordinarytheoryoftheNN interaction based on the

useofthe pion-exchangepotential.

Finally,we have shown thatthe use ofthe form alism

ofthe G Q D allows one to form ulate the e�ective �eld

theory ofnuclear forces as a com pletely consistent the-

ory based on the well-de�ned equation ofm otion that

doesnotrequireregularization and renorm alization.Be-

ing form ulated in this way,the e�ective nuclear theory
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perm its a naturalparam etrization ofthe interaction of

nucleonsby the generalized interaction operatorthatbe

derived orderby orderby using the m ethodsofsubtrac-

tiveEFT’s.O necan hopethatthisoperatorwillbeable

to play the sam e rolein nuclearphysicsasthe Coulom b

potentialin quantum m echanics ofatom ic phenom ena.

A rem arkablefeatureofsuch a form ulation ofthetheory

isthatin thiscasealladvantagesoftheoperatorform al-

ism ofquantum m echanicscan beused.Theequation of

m otion (5),forexam ple,allowsoneto constructnotonly

the S-m atrix but also the evolution operatordescribing

thedynam icsofnucleon system s.Thisisveryim portant,

because the S-m atrix isnoteverything.Forexam ple,at

�nitetem peraturethereisno S-m atrix becauseparticles

cannotgetoutto in�nitedistancesfrom a collision with-

out bum ping into things [19]. In conclusion,it should

be em phasized thatthe above isnota new approach to

theEFT ofnuclearforces.W ehaveonly shown thatthe

EFT approach givesriseto low energy nucleon dynam ics

which can be described,in a naturalway,only by us-

ing the generalized dynam icalequation (5),and its use

asthe equation ofm otion describing low energy nucleon

dynam ics can allow one to form ulate the e�ective �eld

theory ofnuclearforcesasa perfectly satisfactory theory

likethe quantum m echanicsofatom icphenom ena.

A P P EN D IX A

Let us consider the solution of Eq.(16) in the case

wheretheinteraction operatorisoftheform (76).From

(17)and (18)itfollowsthatthis solution can be repre-

sented in the form

< p2jT(z)jp1 > = lim
u ! �1

< p2jTu(z)jp1 > ; (A1)

wherethe operatorTu(z)isthe solution ofthe equation

Tu(z)= B (u)+ (u � z)B (u)G 0(u)G 0(z)Tu(z): (A2)

Herethe operatorB (z)isgiven by

< p2jB (z)jp1 > = f1(z)+ V (p2;p1); (A3)

with

f1(z)= �
4�

m
3

2

p
� z

�
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0
z
:

The solution ofEq.(A2)can be represented in the form

< p2jTu(z)jp1 > = t
(u)

0
(z)+ t

(u)

1
(z;p1)

+et
(u)

1
(z;p2)+ t

(u)

2
(z;p1;p2): (A4)

Substituting this representation in Eq.(A2) yields the

following equationsfort
(u)

0
(z),t

(u)

1
(z;p),et

(u)

1
(z;p2)and

t
(u)

2
(z;p1;p2):

t
(u)

0
(z)= f1(u)+ (u � z)f1(u)

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

t
(u)

0
(z)+ t

(u)

1
(z;k)

�

(z� E k)(u � E k)
; (A5)

t
(u)

1
(z;p)= (u � z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

t
(u)

0
(z)+ t

(u)

1
(z;k)

�

(z� E k)(u � E k)

� V (k;p);(A6)

et
(u)

1
(z;p)= (u � z)f1(u)

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
et
(u)

1
(z;p)+ t

(u)

2
(z;k;p)

�

(z� E k)(u � E k)
; (A7)

t
(u)

2
(z;p2;p1)= V�(p2;p1)+ (u � z)

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�
et
(u)

1
(z;p2)+ t

(u)

2
(z;p2;k)

�

(z� E k)(u � E k)
V (k;p1): (A8)

Itisnotdi�cultto verify that

t
(u)

1
(z;p)� et

(u)

1
(z;p):

By solving the above set ofequations,one can obtain

thefunctionst
(u)

0
(z),t

(u)

1
(z;p)and t

(u)

2
(z;p2;p1)thatin

turn can be used forconstructing the T-m atrix.In fact,

from (A1)and (A2)itfollowsthatthe T-m atrix can be

represented in the form (77) where the functions t0(z),

t1(z;p)and t2(z;p2;p1)aregiven by

t0(z)= lim
u! �1

t
(u)

0
(z); t1(z;p)= lim

u! �1
t
(u)

1
(z;p);

t2(z;p2;p1)= lim
u! �1

t
(u)

2
(z;p2;p1):

Taking into accountthat

Z
d3k

(2�)3

u � z

(z� E k)(u � E k)
=
m
p
m

4�

�p
� z�

p
� u

�
;

Eq.(A5)can be rewritten in the form

t
(u)

0
(z)= �

4�

m
3

2

p
� u

+ t
(u)

0
(z)

�

 

�
4�

m
3

2

p
� u

�
16�2

m 3C
(R )

0
u

!

m
p
m

4�

�p
� z�

p
� u

�

�
4�

m
3

2

p
� u

Z

d
3
k
t1(z;k)

z� E k

+ o(juj
�1=2

):

Letting u ! � 1 in this equation and assum ing that

V (p2;p1)satis�estheordinary requirem entsofquantum

m echanics,one can easily getEq.(81).In the sam e way,

from (A6)and (A8)onecan deriveEqs.(78)and (80).
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