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Low energy nuclon dynam ics in the e ective eld theory EFT) ofnuclear forces is iInvestigated
by using the form alisn of the generalized quantum dynam ics (GQD ). This form alism isbased on a
generalized dynam ical equation derived as the m ost general equation ofm otion consistent w ith the
current concepts of quantum theory and allow s one to extend quantum dynam ics to the case where
the findam ental Interaction in a quantum system is nonlocal in tim e. The Schrodinger equation
follow s from this equation In the case where the interaction in a system is Instantaneous. W e
show that the e ective theory of nuclkar forces gives rise to low energy nucleon dynam ics which is
govemed by the generalized dynam ical equation w ith a nonlocal-in-tin e interaction operator. T his
operator is shown to provide a natural param etrization of the interaction of nuclons and can be
derived order by order by using m ethods of subtractive EF T ’s. W e show that the use ofthe GQD
for describbing nuclkon dynam ics allow s one to form ulate the EF T of nuclear forces as a com pletely
consistent theory w ith a welkde ned equation ofm otion which does not require renom alization.

I. NTRODUCTION

E ective eld theories EFT’'s) are an in portant tool
for com puting physical quantities in theories with dis-
parate energy scales [l2]. Follow ing the early work of
W einberg and others [B-7], the EFT approach has be-
com e very popular in nuclear physics B,9]. To descrbe
low energy processes involving nucleons and pions, all
operators consistent w ith the sym m etriesofQ CD are In—
clided in an e ective Lagrangian. A fiindam entaldi —
culy is that such a Lagrangian yields graphs which are
divergent, and gives rise to sihgular quantum m echanical
potentials. To resolve this problem one has to use som e
renom alization procedure which regulates the integrals
and subtracts the in nitdes In a system atic way. How—
ever, as is well known, there are not any equations for
renom alized am plitudes in subtractive EFT ’s. For this
reason In some EFT’'s (see, for exam ple, Refs.[6,10,111])

nie cuto regularization is used. N evertheless, even
when it is assum ed that the cut-o has a physicalm ean—
Ing renom alization is required to render such theories
consistent, and certain cut-o -dependent tem 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 of nuclkons, by us—
ing som e Lagrangian or Ham iltonian. In fact, know ing
the e ective Lagrangian is not su cient to com pute re—
sults for physical quantities. In addition, one needs to
specify a way to m ake the physical predictions nite.
T he countertem s of renom alization involve additional
unknown param eters. A renomn alization schem e allow
one to use experin entally determm ined param eters instead
of the above unknown ones. Thus for com puting phys—
ical quantities one needs not only know ing the e ective
Lagrangian of the theory but also know Ing som e exper—
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In entally determm Ined param eters. T he nuclon-nuclkon
(NN ) interaction cannot also be param etrized by using
the singular potential produced by the above e ective
Lagrangian: These potentials do not m ake sense w ith—
out regularization and renom alization. On the other
hand, if the EFT approach, as it is w idely believed, is
able to provide a fundam ental description of the inter—
actions of nuckons at low energies, one can hope that
i will give rise to param etrization of these interactions
by an interaction operators being so fuindam ental as the
Coulom b potential that param etrizes the interaction of
charged particles in low energy QED . In the quantum

m echanics of particles interacting via the Coulomb po-
tential, which is an exam ple of an e ective theory, one
deals w ith well-de ned Interaction H am iltonian and the
Schrodinger equation goveming the dynam ics of the the—
ory. T his theory is intemally consistent and provides an
excellent description of atom ic phenom ena at low ener—
gies. It is natural to expect that the EFT of nuckar
forces is also able to provide such a fiindam entaldescrip—
tion ofnuclkarphenom ena at low energies. In particular,
one can expect that this theory w illallow one not only to
calculate scattering am plitudes but also to construct the
evolution operator descrbing the dynam ics of nucleon
system s. In the present paper we show that recent devel-
opm ents In quantum theory pem i such a form ulation of
the e ective theory of nuclkar forces.

T he above problem of subtractive EF T ’s is the sam e
that ardses in any quantum eld theory wih UV diver—
gences: Regularization and renom alization allow one to
render the physical predictions nie, however, it is in —
possble to construct a renom alized H am ittonian acting
on the Fock space, ie. after renom alization the dynam —
ics ofthe theory isnot govemed by the Schrodinger equa—
tion. At the same tine, in Ref.[12] it has been shown
that the Schrodinger equation is not the m ost general
dynam icalequation consistent w ith the current conocepts
of quantum physics, and a m ore generalequation ofm o—
tion has been derived as a consequence of the Feynm an
[13] and canonical approaches to quantum theory. Be-


http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0203024v1
mailto:Renat.Gainutdinov@ksu.ru

Ing equivalent to the Schrodinger equation in the case
of instantaneous interactions , this generalized dynam i-
calequation pem its the generalization to the case where
the dynam ics of a quantum system is generated by a
nonlocalzin-tin e Interaction. It hasbeen shown [12] that
a generalized quantum dynam ics (GQD) developed In
this way provides a new insight into the problem ofUV
divergences.

Tt should be noted that in the Ham iltonian form alism
the interaction generating the dynam ics of an isolated
system cannot be nonlocal in tin e in principle. In fact,
such a nonlocality ofthe Interaction should be associated
w ith an energy dependence of the interaction Ham ito—
nian, despite H am iltonian itself is an operator represent—
Ing the totalenergy ofthe system . T his conceptualprob—
lem manifests iself in the fact that energy-dependent
H am iltonians are not Hemn itean, and, as a resul, the
evolution of the systam is not uniary. Such peculiari-
ties are typical in de nitions of renomm alized interaction
Ham iltonians (see, or exam ple, Refs.[14,15]). The rea—
son forthis is quite obvious. T he Schrodinger equation is
local in tin ¢, and the Interaction H am iltonian describes
an Instantaneous interaction. Hence the introduction of
anonlocalin-tin e (energy dependent) interaction H am it
tonian Into the Schrodinger equation leads to an intemal
Inconsistency of the theory. A rem arkable feature of the
generalized dynam ical equation is that it provides the
extension of the theory to the case of such interactions.

Quantum m echanics is one of the basic ingredients of
quantum eld theory EFT). For this reason one m ay
expect that in nonrelativistic lim it the Schrodinger equa—
tion can be used as an equation ofm otion in the EFT of
nuclear forces. H ow ever, this is not true, since w ithin the
fram ew ork of this theory the Schrodinger equation does
not m ake a since without regqularization and renom al-
ization. M eanw hilk, as hasbeen shown in Ref.[12], only
the generalized dynam ical equation m ust be satis ed In
general. This gives us the hope that this equation can
provide a perfectly satisfactory description of low energy
nucleon dynam ics in the e ective theory ofnuclear forces.
In the present paperwe show that in leading order ofthe
EFT approach low energy nuclon dynam ics is governed
by the generalized dynam ical equation w ith a nonlocal-
In-tin e Interaction operator. M oreover, this dynam ics is
Just the sam e as In the case ofourm odelw ith a separa—
ble interaction operator [12,16] that was used as a test
m odel illustrating the possbility of going beyond H am ik
tonian dynam ics provided by the GQD . Aswe show in
the present paper, in the case ofthe quantum m echanics
of nucleons at low energies, one has to deal with such
a non-H am iltonian dynam ics. In Sec.IIT this is proved
precisely in leading order ofthe EFT approach. W e w ill
show that the leading order contact com ponent of the
tw onucleon T -m atrix obtained by sum m Ing bubble dia—
gram s, coincides w ith the T -m atrix of the above m odel
in the particular case where the form factor in the sepa-
rable interaction operator is of the form ’ () = 1. This
T -m atrix has the properties that are at variance with

the ordiary requirem ents of quantum m echanics, and
does not satisfy the Lippm ann-Schw inger (LS) equation.
At the sam e tim e, this T -m atrix is the solution of the
generalized Interaction operator with a nonlocaln-tin e
Interaction operator, and this operator param etrizes the
contact com ponent of the NN interaction in leading or—
der.

In Sec.IV we will investigate the features of low en—
ergy nuclon dynam ics In leading order of the EFT ap-—
proach. The possibility to extend our resuls to higher
order w ill be investigated in SecV by using the exam ple
ofthe EFT of short-range forces developed by van K olck
t_lé_;]. W e will show that in next-to-leading order, the dy-
nam ics of this theory is also govemed by the generalized
dynam ical equation w ih a nonlocaldin-tin e interaction
operator. By using this operator as an exam ple, we w i1l
dem onstrate how one can construct order by order the
Interaction operator param etrizing the NN interaction in
the e ective eld theory ofnuclkar forces. The new pos-
sibilities that the GQD opens for practical calculations
In the EFT approach w illbe discussed in Sec. VI. The
advantages ofthis form alism becom e apparent in the case
w here num erical calculations are needed, ie. in the case
w here the lJong-range com ponents of the NN interactions
are taken into account. It w illbe shown that for solving
the evolution problem in this case the generalized dy-—
nam icalequation can be reduced to an integralequation
that does not require reqularization and renom alization,
and is so convenient for num erical calculations as the LS
equation.

II. GENERALIZED QUANTUM DYNAM ICS

Let us brie y review the m ain features of the form al-
ism ofthe GQD developed n Ref.[12]. Asiswellknown,
the basic conoegpt of the canonical form alisn of quantum
m echanics is that the theory can be form ulated in tem s
ofvectors ofa H ibert space and operators acting on this
space. This form alisn rests on the postulates, which es-
tablish the connection between these m athem atical ob—
“Bcts and observables and prescribe how to com pute the
probability of an event. In the canonical form alisn they
are used together w ith the dynam ical postulate accord—
Ing to which the tim e evolution of a quantum system
is govermmed by the Schrodinger equation. At the same
tin e, in the Feynm an form alisn [13] quantum theory is
form ulated in termm sofprobability am plitudesw ithout re—
sorting to the vectors and operators acting on a H ibert
space. In this approach the ollow Ing assum ption is used
as the rstbasic postulate:

T he probability ofan event is the absolute square ofa
com plex num ber called the probability am plitude. The
pint probability am plitude ofa tim e-ordered sequence of
events is product of the separate probability am plitudes
of each of these events. T he probability am plitude of an
event w hich can happen in severaldi erent ways isa sum
of the probability am plitudes for each of these ways.



A coording to this assum ption, the probability am pli-
tude of an event which can happen in several di erent
ways isa sum ofcontributions from each altemative way.
In particular, the amplitude < 9 ()] 1 >, being
the probability of nding the quantum system in the state
J2> attinet, ffattinety twasin thestatej 1 >, can
be represented as a sum of contrbutions from all alter-
native ways of realization of the corresponding evolution
process. D viding these altematives in di erent classes,
we can then analyze such a probability am plitude in dif-
ferent ways. For exam ple, subprocesses w ith de nie in-
stants of the beginning and end of the Interaction in the
system can be considered as such altematives. In this
way the afn_}?]ji:ude < 2V )1 > can bewritten In

the form (12]
< 2P EG)J1>=< 2]1>
¢ Ly
+ dty dg < 2B &itb)i > 1)
to to
where < ,F ;t)j 1 > is the probabilty am plitude

that ifat tin e ty the system was in the state j ; > ; then
the Interaction in the system willbegin at tine ty and
willend at tin e o ; and at this tim e the system willbe
In the state j , > :Here the Interaction picture isused.

A ccording to the above postulate the probability am —
plitude < ., F (;h)j 1 > can itself be represented by
the sum of am plitudes for each of the ways in which the
subprocess w ith com pletely speci ed instants of the be-
ginning and end of the interaction in a quantum system
can happen. H owever, som e supplem entary assum ptions
about the history ofthe system are needed. In the Feyn-—
m an approach it is assum ed that this history can be rep—
resented by som e path In spacetine. In this case the
amplitude < P (;4)j 1 > can be represented by the
sum ofcontributions from allpaths corresponding to pro-—
cesses In w hich the interaction beginsatt; and endsatt, .
Ifweassum e also that the contribution from a singlepath
is an exponential whose (In argihary) phase is the clas—
sical action for this path (the second postulate of Feyn—
m an’s theory) and substiute the expression obtained in
this m anner into Eq.(l), we arrive at Feynm an’s sum —
overpaths fom ula for the transitions am plitudes. At
the sam e tim ¢, In the formm alian ofthe GQD the history
ofa quantum system is represented by the version ofthe
tin e evolution of the system associated w ith com pletely
speci ed Instants of the beginning and end of the inter—
action in the system . Such a description ofthe history of
a system ism ore general and require no supplem entary
postulates like the second postulate of the Feynm an for-
m alisn . O n the other hand, the probability am plitudes
< L,F ;)1 >, nh tetm s of which the evolution of
a system is described w ithin the GQD, are used In the
spirdt ofFeynm an’s theory : T he probability am plitude of
any event is represented as a sum of this am plitudes. In
Ref.[12] i has been shown that the use of the operator
form alism ofthe canonicalapproach allow s one to derive
a relation for the amplitudes < P (;40)j 1 > which
can be regarded as an equation ofm otion.

By usihg the operator form alism , we can represent the
probability am plitudes < L, (k;ty)j 1 > by thema-
trix elem ents of the evolution operator, which must be
uniary

U' (50U Gt) = U G)U " @) = 15 @)
and m ust satisfy the com position law

U GOV it) = U Gt); U i) =1: )
M eanwhile, S ({;4y) whose matrix elements are <
2B ;)i > may be only an operatorvalied gen—
lized finction ofty and t, sihce only U (Gity) = 1 +

; dt, tzz dty S ;1) must be an operatoron the H ibert

space. Nevertheless, i is convenient to call S (;ty) an
"operator" by using this word in a generalized sense. In
the case of an isolated system the operator S (t;t) can
be represented In the form
Sit)=exp@Ho)T & tGlexp( iHot): 4)
A s has been shown in Ref.f_l-g‘], for the evolution op—
erator U (5;ty) given by @') to be uniary for any tin es
ty and t, the operator S ( ;t; ) m ust satisfy the follow ing
equation :
Z t Z t

t tw)Sk;tu)= dt, dt;

t t

L BISkiu)Sit): ©)

A rem arkable feature ofthisequation isthat it worksasa
recurrence relation, and allow s one to obtain S (& ;t;) for
any y and tp, if  isknown in an In nitesin al neighbor-
hood of the point t;, = . Since the operators S ;b))
describe the contributions to the evolution operator from
the processes n which the interaction in the system be-
gins at t; and ends at t;, the above m eans that in order
to construct the evolution operator it issu cient to know
the contrbutionsto this operator from the processesw ith
In nitesin alduration tim e of interaction. It isnaturalto
associate these processes w ith the findam ental interac—
tion In the system under study. This m ake it possble
to use the relation ("E']') as a dynam ical equation. One
needs only to specify the boundary condition determ in-—
Ing the behavior of S (o;h) n the Imit & ! & and
hence containing the dynam ical inform ation about the
system . D enoting the contribution to the evolution op-
erator from the processes associated w ith the fiindam en-
tal interaction by H i+ (& ;t), such a boundary condition
can be w ritten in the form

S(t2;t1)t%tht(t2;t1)+ o( ); (6)

where =t t;. The parameter " is determ ined by
dem anding that H it (o ;) must be so close to the so—
Tution Oqu.éB) In the Iimit & ! t that this equation
has a unique solution having the behavior ('_6) near the



pointt, = 5. W ihin the GQD the operatorH i« (b ;t)
plays the sam e role as the Interaction Ham iltonian in
the ordinary form ulation of quantum theory: It gener—
ates the dynam ics ofa system . Being a generalization of
the interaction Ham iltonian, this operator is called the
generalized interaction operator.

The operator H it ;) descrbes fiindam ental pro-—
cesses, starting from which, one can construct the evo—
lution operator. In this process the system in the state
j 1 > evolves freely up to som etin etwhen, asa result of
the interaction, the state ofthe system is jum ps abruptly
Into the state j , >, and then the system evolves freely
again. The contribution from this process into the evo—
lution operatorisofthe form ( )< A G)I1>,
w here the delta-finction is needed for this contribution
to be nonzero. T hus in this case the Interaction operator
should be of the form

Huncls)= & A k): (7)

A s hasbeen shown In Ref.[12], the dynam ical equation

6'5) w ith the boundary condition given by 6'_6) and é'j) is
equivalent to the Schrodinger equation w ith the interac—
tion Ham iltonian H 1 (t) = i=2A (t). Thus the dynam ics
govemed by Eq. 6) is equivalent to H am iltonian dynam —
ics in the case where the generalized interaction operator
is of the fom

Hincels)= 21 (& H)H:&G): (8)

Correspondingly the Interaction operator in the
Schrodinger picture

Hi(sl(tz ) = exp( iHoR)H e (eity) exp (H oty)
has the form
Hyl ()= 2i ()Hg; ©
where H1 = exp( iHt)H 1 (t)exp @H ot). In this case

the interaction generating the dynam ics is instantaneous.
On the other hand, from both the physical and m athe-
m atical points of view there are no reasons to restrict
ourselves to the case where the Interaction operator is
of the fom 6'_8) . From the m athem atical point of view,
the boundary condition (5) w ith the operatorH i« 2 ity)

given by {3) is not only possble boundary condition for
Eqg. (5) From the physicalpoint ofview, this equation is
a unigue consequence of the representation {_]:) and the
unitarity condition ('_2) . The representation ('g:) n tum is
a consequence of the rst Feynm an postulate that, as is
well known, is form ulated as a result of the analysis of
the phenom enon of the quantum interference and hence
is one of the m ost fundam ental postulate of quantum

theory. Thus Eq.(:ﬁ) is a unique consequence of the st
principles and can be considered as the m ost generaldy-—
nam icalequation consistent w ith the current concepts of
quantum theory. Note, n this connection, that no new

fiundam ental conoepts and postulates are used in the or-
m alisn ofthe GQD .A novelty ofthis form alisn consists

In the fact that som e basic postulates of the Feynm an
and canonical approaches to quantum theory are used In
com bination. T his allow s one to form ulate the theory in
term s of the operators S (b ;). As has been shown in
Ref.[12], theory provides a m ore detailed description of
the dynam ics of a quantum system then the description
directly in termm s ofthe evolution operators, as in the case
ofthe canonicalform alism , or in term sofFeynm an’spath
am plitudes. In the case w here the Interaction operator is
ofthe form @), ie. the interaction is instantaneous, the
Schrodinger equation for the evolution operator

AU (Gt)
2 )

=H:®U
ot 1 (0

tito)

and Feynm an’s sum -overpaths form ula ollow from the
representation @) and Eq.('_ﬂ) . At the sam e tin e, the dy—
nam ical equation pem is the generalization to the case
w here the interaction is nonlocalin-tim e, ie. the tine
durations ofthe interaction in the fuindam entalprocesses
that determm ine the dynam ics ofa system are not zero. In

this case the dynam ics depends not only on the form of

the operator H ©)

the duration tm e
have seen, only the behavior H ;|

+ () but also on is dependence upon
of the Jnteractjon However, aswe

()Jnthetht 10

is relevant: K now ing the behaVJor of H mt ( ) In the in-
nitesin alneighborhood ofthepoint = 0issu cientto

construct the evolution operator by using Eq.@') . Thus
wihin the GQD we dealwih a new type of nonlocal-
ity. In fact, the ordinary way of nonlocalization of a
quantum eld theory consists in Introducing a nonlocal
form factors that depend on param eters determ ining a
scale ofnonlocality. A s for the operatorH i+ (it ), only
is values in the in nitesim al neighborhood of the point
t, = ty are relevant and hence the scale of its nonlocal-
ity in time is in nitesim ally an all. Thus in this case we
deal wih som e quasilocal operators. This is very in —
portant from the point of view of applications to QF T
w here nonlocalization ain ed at resolving the problem of
the UV dJyeJ:genoes leads to a loss of covariance of the
theory. In Ref. [17 i hasbeen shown that after renom al-
ization the dynam ics of the three-dim ensional theory of
aneutralscalar eld interacting through a ’ * coupling is
govemed by the generalized dynam icalequation 6'_5) w ith
a nonlocal-in-tim e Interaction operator.

In order that the dynam ical equation (5) with the
boundary condition (6) have a unigue solution, the oper—
ator H i+ (i) must be su ciently close to its relevant
solution. Thism eans that this operatorm ust satisfy the
condition

Z t

it (2sa) ! dty
Bl oy o

Hine (it)H e Gitw) + of

Z

4

(tc t©)H dts (. t)

*1): q0)

N ote that the value of the param eter depends on the
form of the operator H it (e;t): Sihhee S ;) and
Hine ;) are only operatorvalied distrdbutions, the
m athem atical m eaning of the conditions 6'_6) and {_ig)



n'eedsto be clard ed. W e w ill assum e that the condition
(td) m eans that

2. 2y
2
< 2] dg dg S(e;4)j 1> !
to to £
Z t
< 2] db dtH e ita)d 1> +o( ©7);
t t

for any vectors j 1 > and j ; > of the Hibert space.
The condition C_lC_i) has to be considered in the same
sense.

If H e ;) is speci ed, Eq.(g) allows one to nd

the operator S’ (;t): Fomula @) can then be used to
construct the evolution operatorU (t;ty) and accordingly
the state vector

z t Z t

JO>=3 >+ dy au s i) @) > 11)
t to

atany tin et:ThusEq.{-'_S) can be regarded asan equation
ofm Qtjon for states of a quantum system . By using g:)
and (4), the evolution operator can be represented in the
form

. L
<n Y EGH)hs >=< nh; > +2_l dx
1
exp[ l(Z En2 )t]exp[l(z Enl )tO]
(z Ep,)@ Enp,)
<n¥ @) >;  12)

wherez= x+ iy, y > 0, and
Z
<n¥ @) >=1 d exp@z )< n2J°( )y >

’ 13)
Here 1 > are the eigenvectors of the free H am iltonian
Ho, ie. Hoh >= E,h >, and n stands for the entire
set ofdiscrete and continuous variables characterizing the
system In fi1lll. From C_l-Z_I'), for the evolution operator n
the Schrodinger picture, we get

7,
U, (£0) = 2—1 dxexp ( izt)G (2); 14)
1
where
) < nxng > < n (z) >
<n:¥HB @) >= 2]3;1 = Ezjr)(sz %

15)
Eqg. C_l-g) isthe welltknow n expression establishing the con—
nection between the evolution operator and the G reen
operator G (z) and can be regarded as the de nition of
the operator G (z).
T he equation ofm otion @B) is equivalent to the ollow -
ing equation r the T m atrix [14]:

d<n ¥ @p> X

dz (z

< @)n><nf @) >
Exn)? '

16)

w ith the boundary condition

<n;P @)h,> +o(Ej );
a7

< ny,T (z)hi > !
Fjl o1

where = 1+ ;and
Z

<nP )hi>=1 d exp(z )< n; T ()1 >;

0

¥ ( ) being an arbitrary operator that has the ollow Ing
behaviorin thelmit ! O:

Do<meH gl Ofn > +ol ):

<n I () >
Note In this connection that, while we de ne the oper-
atorH it ;) Prany tinesty and &, only its valies
for in nitesin al duration tines = t, t of interac-
tion are relevant: K now Ing the behavior of H sh+ (& ;t)
In the in nitesim al neighborhood of the point t, =
is su cient to construct the evolution operator by solv—
ng Eq.@) . The two Interaction operatorH i+ (& ;1) and
H Y (t;t) are dynam ically equivalent, provided

Hinclost)=HO i)+ o(e t)); ! 0:

In fact these operators lead to the same solution of
Eq.ﬁ_":'), ie. generate the sam e dynam ics. Correspond-—
Ingly know ing the behavior ofB (z) in the Iim it j! 1
is su cient for obtaining a unique solution oqu.(]:_-6_i.
T his behavior is uniquely determ ined by the behavior of
Hlfl( ) nthelmi ! 0.Atthe same time, the opera—
‘l%orH l(:é( ) need not be such that the Fourder transform

1 d expliz ) < nyH S ()fy > exists, since it deter
m ine the behavior of the operator T ( ), orwhich such a
Fourier transform must satisfy, only In the Iimi ! O.
O f ocourse, one can use a dynam ical equivalent operator
for which such a Fourder transform exists. The opera-—
tors B' () is an exam ple of such operators. However, it
isnot convenient to dealw ith such interaction operators.
In fact, in this case one has to take care of the behav-
for of H °) () not only in the limit ! 0 but also in
the lim it ! 1 . Neverthelkss, form ally we can con—
struct the operatorB (z) orany z, by using the operator
B () that being dynam ically equivalent to the operator
H l(:i( ) satis es the above requirem ent.

It should be noted that the T -m atrix obtained by solv-

ing Eq.[16) satis es the Hllow ing equation:

<npf (Z)h > < naf (22)hy >=

- ! )X <n;T (z)h><nT (z1)h1 > . 18)
2 (z2 En)@ Ep) :

n

Below we will show that in som e cases i is convenient
to use this equation itself for obtaining the T -m atrix.
Note also that In general the Interaction operator has
the Dlow ing om  {L6]:

Hineit) =

2i (& G)H: &)+ Huon i)



where the rst term on the right-hand side of this equa—
tion describes the instantaneous com ponent of the inter-
action generating the dynam ics of a quantum system,
while the temm H ., (G;tn) represents its nonlocalin-
tin e com ponent.

ITII. NUCLEON DYNAM ICS IN LEAD ING
ORDER OF THE EFT APPROACH

Letusnow show that the leading ordernucleon dynam —
ics In the e ective theory ofnuclear forces is govemed by
the generalized dynam ical equation (E) w ith a nonlocal-
In-tin e Interaction operator. For the sake of sin plicity
we w il consider the nuclkons as identical, soinless par-
ticles (descrbe by a eld ) wih 3-momenta Q much
an aller than theirm assm , them assdi erence to their

wherethe C ) sareparam etersthat depend on the details
ofthe dynam icsofrange 1=M ,where M characterizes
the typical scale of all higherenergy e ects. Canonical
quantization leads to fam iliar Feynm an rules, and the
propagator at fourm om entum p is given by

i

S ©°ip) = 20)
P° %+ SEr’n—43+ tiit 17
The ur- ocontact Interaction is given by iv;p 9,

w ih
vEip) = Co+ Cop?+ pP)+ 2c%p B+ i @)

p ©°% beig the relativem om entum ofthe incom ing (out—
going) particles. The problem can also be easily solved
by using the tin e-ordered perturbation theory, since in
this casewe dealonly w ith the particles evolving forw ard
In tim e. O bviously this way is m ore convenient for con—
structing the o -shell T m atrix.

Let us consider the tw o-particle system at energy E =
];—2 4];43 + :::in the center-ofm ass fram e. T he key point
of the EFT approach is that the problem can be solved
by expanding In the num ber of derivatives at the vertices
or particle lines. In leading order one has to keep only
the rsttem Co In {_2-1:), and correspondingly only the

rst two tem sp° and % in the propagator £0). In this
case the two particles evolve according to the fam iliar
nonrelativistic Schrodinger propagator
Z

Go(z) =

k. k>< kj
@)%z g’

@2)

rst excited state, the pion mass , and the range of
their Interaction. Being straightforward, generalization
to spin and nonidentical particles cannot give rise to an
essential change of the dynam ical situation in a nucleon
system . Thus we w ill consider the dynam ics of spinless
particles at wave lengths which are lJarge com pared to
the range of their interaction. Such a dynam ics can be
described by the EF T of short—range forces developed by
van K olck {14]. In this theory particles are described by
a eld , and the e ective Lagrangian involve arbitrary
com plicated operatorsofonly and ifs derivatives. It is
assum ed these derivatives are associated w ith factors of
1=m , 1= , or 1= and, therefore, that the e ective La-
grangian can be w ritten as an expansion n @=@m ; ; ).

The e ective Lagrangian of the theory can be w ritten
as [_lé_;]

1 |
B Co+CHf " (x

In this order the Lagrangian can be rew ritten in the form

1 1
L= '@+ —r?  =Cy

oot 23
2m 2 @3)

C onservation ofparticle num ber reduces the tw o-nuclkon
T-matrix to a sum of bubbl diagram s. The ultravio-
ket divergences can all be absorbed In the renom alized
param eter CO(R) . Summ ing the bubbles to a geom etric
series, one gets the T -m atrix [_l-Z_I]

<p2 X P @)Pp.>= ©4)

W hat is interesting the T-m atrix given by C_Z-Z_J:) is ex—
actly the sam e as in the m odel [12,16]. Thism odel pro—
vides an exam ple show ing that the GQD allows one to
extend quantum dynam ics to the case w here the Interac—
tion generating the dynam ics of quantum system is non-—
Iocalin tim e. Thus the m odel show s that the situation
w here the dynam ics of a quantum system is generated
by nonlocalin-tin e interaction is possble in principle.
From the above it follow s that this possibility is realized
In low energy nuckon dynam ics. T he sam e T -m atrix can
be obtained via the LS equation w ith the potential

V p2ip1) = €; (25)

by using som e regularization and renom alization proce—
dures. In order to show this fact, let us consider the
evolution problem for two nonrelativistic particles in the



cm s. A ssum e that the generalized interaction operator
In the Schrodinger picture is of the form

<P EE OPp1>=" 2) EE(); 26)

where £ () is som e function of the duration tine of
Interaction, and the form factor’ (p) m ust have the ol
low Ing asym ptotic behavior for pj! 1 :

") PI i 1): @7)

Ifthe interaction is instantaneous,then £ ( )= 21 (),
and

(G=hl

<pHO(OP1>= 21 t)<p:¥VPpi>; @8)
< p2¥V P1 > being the separable potential
©2) P1): (29)

T he solution ofthe LS equation w ith this potential is

<p2¥VPp1>= '

<p2X @)P1>=" @2) 1)
I O St
—+ _ : (30)
)3z Ex)

In the case %, the potential (25) does not m ake
sense w ithout renom alization, since it gives rise to UV
divergences. In fact, In this case the ntegral n (30) is
not convergent, and one has to use som e regularization
procedure. U sing the din ensional reqularization we can
w rite the follow Ing expression forthe requlated T -m atrix:

©2) 1)

1

<p:In@)Pp1>="
Z "
1 + &k I KF

— 31)
" @) @ Ex)
T his expression can be rew ritten in the fom
<p2¥e@)Pp1>=" (Pz)"fpl)
Z " , :
1 &'k 7 KT
~m Z 3 i 2)
Co @2)° (z Ex)Ex
™M 1 1 Ry wof
where C, ") = w5, - Let us use the

scattering length ap as an addiional experim ental infor-
m ation that is needed for renom alization. T he param e-
terC." in the expression (32) for the T -m atrix is related
to the scattering length by

m "
ap = 4—00‘ 'y 0)32 :

Theabovem eansthatwehaveto xthevalueC 0(") w hich

wewﬂldenotebyCO(R).Now wecan kt" ! 0 Eq.(32),
and get

<p:X @P1>=" (pz)’|(p1)

z
1 . Pk 7 KT
c® @)’ @ ExEx

(33)

Tt is easy to see that this renom alized T -m atrix is not
a solution of the LS equation wih som e potential be-
cause of the slow rate ofdecay ofthe form factor’ (p) as
p ! 1 . Note in this connection that the renom alized
strength of the potential « = /) & k¥ 07,1
tends to zero as " ! 0. This means that after renor-
m alization the interaction Ham iltonian is zero. This is
a m anifestation of the welkknown fact that one cannot
construct a renom alized H am iltonian, and there are not
any equations for renomm alized am plitudesw ithin H am i~
tonian form alism . At the sam e tim e, one can easily verify
that the T -m atrix given by (33) satis es the generalized
dynam ical equation ("E'z') . M oreover, as stated above, it
coincides w ith the T -m atrix ofthem odel [12,16]. In this
m odel it isassum ed that the generalized interaction oper-
ator is ofthe form (26). In thiscase, < p2 F ;) Pp1 >
can be represented in the form

<p:Flit)Pr>=" @E2) Pi)skit):  (G4)

C orrespondingly, the T -m atrix should be of the form
<p2¥ @P1>=" P2) P1)t@); (35)

From (16) it follow s that the function t(z) m ust satis es
the equation

ae) Lo Ok I3
@z "% ey B2 0
T his equation can be rew ritten in the fom
Z
dt(z) Pk I KT
= @7)
dz @)% @ Eyx)?

with @) = () ' . Allsolitions of Eq.(36) satisfying
the condition

t@==tk); z2 (1;0); (38)
are physically realizable [12]. Each of them corresponds
to thede nite function f ( ) in the generalized interaction
operator (26). A swehavenoted, only the asym ptoticbe-
havior ofthe function £ ( ) as ! 0 is relkvant, and for-
m ally one can use any function that has this asym ptotic

behavior. K now ing the asym ptotic behavior of H in ()
nthelmi ! 0 allows one to determ ine the asym p—
totic behavior of the function t(z) lmn the Imit z ! 1
(the one-to-one correspondence between these behaviors
follow s from the Fourder transform ). This behavior n
tum can be used as a boundary condition for the di er-
ential equation (36). The T-m atrix obtained in thisway
can then be used for constructing the evolution operator.
T hus know ing the asym ptotic behavior of H lfi () In the
Iimit ! Ouniquely detem inesthe dynam icsofthe sys—
tem . On the other hand, as it follow s from Eq.(37), the
asym ptotic behavior of t(z) is detem ined by the large—
m om entum behavior ofthe form factor’ (). In the case
%, at i is easily seen from Eq.(37), all solutions of



Eq.@é) tend to nonzero constants as 7j! 1 , ie. we
have

tz) ! : (39)
3! 1
Thism eansthat In this case the only possble form ofthe
function £ () is

f£()= 21 ()+ £°%); (40)

w here the function £°( ) hasno such a sinqularity at the
point = 0 as the delta-function. Thus, in the case
> %, the Interaction operator should be of the form

<P HE Opi>= 21 ()<p¥VPi>; @D

< p2¥V P1 > being the separable potential

<p:¥VPp1>= " ©2) 1) @4z)

and hence the dynam ics generated by this operator is
equivalent to the dynam ics govemed by the Schrodinger
equation with the separable potential ' (p,)’ @©1).
Solving Eq.@é) w ith the boundary condition a_3-§i), for
the T -m atrix, we easily get the expression (30), ie. in

the case > %, the interaction in the system may be
only instantaneous.

Let us now consider the case % < % (the re—
striction > 1 is necessary for the integral in (36)

2
to be convergent) w here the ordinary sesparable-potential

m odeldoesnotm akea sensew ithout renom alization. In
this case solutions oqu.{_Sé) tendsto zero as j! 1 :

tiz) ! b(z) T+b(z)? ' +okf 1);

231 1
wherely = 4 cos( )m %,andbz is som e arbitrary
constant. Thus the T-m atrix has the ollow Ing asym p—
totic behavior for j! 1 :

<p X @P1> ! @2) 1)

Z3!

bi(z) “+bh(2?'+oif ) @3
By using asym ptoticm ethods (see, orexam pl, R ef.[_ig])
it iseasy to show that this Jarge z behavior ofthe function
t(z) correspondsto the ollow ingbehavior of T ( ) related

tothe T-matrix by Eq.(13) m the limi ! O:
<p2®()Pp1> 'l 0, P2)" ©1)
a Tra 2 to( %) ; (44)
where a1 = d ' expli( 3 + )} and
aa=b '@ 2)exp( i ); () being the gamma—

function. On the other hand, according to Egs.(4) and
(6) the asym ptotic behavior of < p, 3 ( )1 > is deter-

(s

m ined by the interaction operator H mi( )

(s)

<p:F()Pp1> !|O<P2:Hint()'_b1> +o( ); @45)

w here the param eter " is determ ined by dem anding that
exp (iH otp)H in( )yexp ( iH ¢ty) must be so close to the
relevant solution oqu.('_S) In the Iimi ! O that this
solution is unique having the asym ptotic behavior 45).
It is easy to see that In the separable case all solutions
oqu.¢_3§') forgiven have the sam e leading term in the
expansion (43), sihce the param eterly; isuniquely deter-
m ined by the value of the param eter . Only the second
term containing free param eter b, distinguishes the dif-
ferent solutions of this equation. O n the other hand, the
rst two term in the expansion (44 ) are uniquely deter—
m ined by the rst two temm of the expansion (43). This
m eans that the param eter " in (45) is equalto 2 , and

hence the generalized interaction operatorH 1(: l () should
be of the form

1
<pHOP>= 09 ) fra ’ @)

O f course, the interaction operator dfl-é) m ay be supple-
mented by any term being of order o( 2 ). However,
this will not change the solution oqu.(E), ie. In the
is case we will get the generalized interaction operator
being dynam ically equivalent to the interaction operator
Cfl-gl) . Aswe have noted, the operator H Jf)t( ) describes
the contributions to the evolution operator from the pro—
cesses w ith in nitesim al duration tine  of interaction,
and only is behavior n the Imit ! 0 is relevant for
us.
T he solution ofE q.(37) w ith the initial condition €(z =

0)= 1t is

Pk T KF
2)3 @ Ex)Eg

t2)=1% @7)

From this we easily get the expression (33) for the T -
m atrix. This solution of Eq.(16) has the behavior 43),
provided ) = bzbl2 . Taking this fact into account, one
can rew rite this solution in tem s of the param eters Iy
and by

<p2¥X @)P1>=N @) @©2) P1); 48)
where
1 !
N (z) = % % M (z) i 49)
w ith
M (z) = (213];31 (k)zj2 Esz . 50)

By usihg Egs.(12) and (47), we can construct the evo-
lution operator
L2

, , i
<p:V GH)P1>=<p2P1> +2— dx
1

P2)" 1)

exp ( izt)N (z) , 51)
Epl)

(z Ep,)@




where z = x+ iy, y > O. Tl'rle evolution operator C5]:)
satis esthe com position law (@) and is umtary provided
the param eter by, is real. Thus, in the case 5 < < é,
the dynam ics iswellde ned, and all the requirem ents of
quantum theory are satis ed.

The m odel under consideration is an transparent ik
lustration of the possibility of the extension of quantum
dynam ics provided by the GQD .From the point of view
oqu.z_3-§), the restriction to Ham iltonian dynam ics is
equivalent to the restriction to the solutions that tend to
som e nonzero constant in the Iim it 3! 1 . In thiscase
the interaction in the system is instantaneous, and the
dynam ics is H am iltonian. At the sam e tim e, this equa—
tion has solutions that tend to zero as 3! 1 . This
takes place in the case %< %.Inthjscasethe
Interaction is nonlocal in tin e and is param eterized by
the Interaction operator d46 In this case the dynam ics
isnon-H am iltonian. T here are no reasons to restrict our—
selves to the solutions ofEq. BG) which tend to nonzero
constants, because all solutions of this equation satisfy—
Ing the condiion (38) are physically realizable, and such
an extension of quantum dynam ics is possible in princi-
ple. T he ram arkable fact isthat thispossibility is realized
In low energy nucleon dynam ics, and, as we have noted,
the leading order contrbution to the nuclon-nuclkon T —
m atrix is described by our model. In fact, In the case

)= 1, for the T -m atrix given by 47), we have

<p2¥X @)Pp1>= —p==
. b iy ;
_ 1
1 jm%pz . 55
Y 2 7 (52)

2
where b = m—‘fsT,andCO(R)= E—i. In this case the

generalized interaction operator is of the form

Texpif) 16 2
sp—  *F ®)
m: m3C,

<paH g ()P1>= (63)
This operator param etrizes the leading order contact
com ponent ofthe NN interaction and generates the two—
nuclon dynam ics that is described by the evolution op—
erator
A
. . 1
<p2¥ G)P1r>=< p2p1> +2— dx
1
exp ( izt)N (z)

@ Ep) Ep)

(54)

Tt should be noted that the interaction operator @Z_;’) con-—

tains the renom alize param eter C, ®) , while In the or-
dinary m ethods based on the use of a renom alization
procedure this param eter appears in renom alized am —
plitudes at the nal stage. The generalized dynam ical
equation 6'5) w ith the interaction operator (53 iswell
de ned and allow s one to describe, in a consistent way,
the dynam ics generated by the leading order com ponent
ofthe NN interaction.

Iv. NON-HAM ILTONIAN CHARACTER OF
LOW ENERGY NUCLEON DYNAM ICS

Let us now discuss advantages of the GQOD and new
possbilities that it opens for descrbing low energy nu-
cleon dynam ics. A s we have seen, the T -m atrix (33) ob—
tained by solving the dynam ical equation (16) w ih the
Interaction operator (46), can be also obtained starting
w ith the singular potential
0 . 1
®©) ©) e PI o >
However, in this way one cannot detemm ine a potential
that could param etrize the interaction in the system . The
above singular potential does not m ake sense without
renom alization and is only of form alim portance for the
problem under consideration. In fact, aswe have shown,
the strength ofpotential, which in the requlated LS equa—
tion is adjisted to give the correct scattering length, be-
com es zero after rem oving reqularization. A 1l the nfor-
m ation contained in this potential is that the T -m atrix
is of the form (35) with the sam e form factor. This in—
form ation isnot su cient to construct the T -m atrix. In
addition, one needs to use som e experim ental data, for
exam ple, the scattering lengths. However, one cannot
construct an interaction Ham iltonian that could contain
allthis Infom ation. The T -m atrix (33) obtained in this
way does not satisfy the LS equation. M oreover, as we
w il show below , it has the properties that are at variance
w ith the Ham iltonian form alisn . Thus in this case we
have only a calculation rule that allow s one to com pute
the T -m atrix: O ne cannot derive any renom alized equa—
tion containing a wellkde ned potentialthat param etrizes
the interaction in the system . This problem is the price
for trying to describe the dynam ics of the system af-
ter renomm alization in tem s of the H am iltonian form al-
ism , despite thisdynam ics isnon-H am iltonian. From the
m ore general point of view provided by the GQD we see
that the T -m atrix (33) satis esthe generalized dynam ical
equation (16) with the nonlocalin-tin e interaction oper—
ator (46), and this operator describes the fundam ental
Interaction In the system . K now ing this operator issu —
cient to construct the T -m atrix and hence the evolution
operator, and in this case we dealw ith the wellde ned
equation that does not require renom alization. As we
have seen, an exam ple of such a dynam ics is the leading
order nucleon dynam ics where, as a consequence of the
sym etries of the underlying theory, the form factormust
satisfy the condiion ’ ()= 1.

In order to clarify the character of the leading order
nuclon dynam ics let us exam ine the properties of the
evolution operator of the m ore general theory w ih the
Interaction operator (46). In the Schrodinger picture,
thisoperator< p,¥ ©)P1 > < p2¥s & 0)P1 > canbe
rew ritten in the form

v eip) =

< pzjé ©P1>=<p2Pp1> exp( Epb)
+_i dXeXP( izt) < po ¥ ()1 > ; 55)
2 1 (Z Epz)(z Epl)




where < p, T (z)P1 > is given by (48). Since this T-
m atrix satis es Eqs.(:_Lé) and (:_lé), the evolution oper-
ator (51) is unitary, and satis es the com position law
@'_:J.) . C orrespondingly the operatorsV (t) constitute a one—
param eter group of unitary operators, w ith the group
property

Via+tt)=VoLVk) VO0)=1: (56)

A ssum e that this group has a selffadpint in nitesim al
generatorH which in the Ham iltonian form alisn is iden-
ti ed w ith the totalH am ittonian. Then forj >2 D #H )
we have

Vg > 3§ >

. t!! . iH3F > : &7)
From thisand (55) it follow s that
H=Ho+ Hz;
w ith
<pfipr>= _i21 g 25 p2 @)P1> (58)
2 @ Ep,)Z Ep)’

where z = x+ iy, and y > 0. Since < p T 2)P1 >
is an analytic function of z and, In the case %,
tends to zero as 73! 1 , from Eqg.(58) i follows that
< p;H:Pp:1>= 0fPoranyp, andp;,and henceH = Hy.
This m eans that, if the In niesin al generator of the
group ofthe operatorsV (t) exists, then i coincidesw ih
the free H am iltonian, and the evolution operator is ofthe
form V () = exp( iH ¢t). Thus, since this, ocbviously, is
not true, the group ofthe operatorsV (t) hasno in nites—
In al generator, and hence the dynam ics is not govemed
by the Schrodinger equation.

Tt should be also noted that in the case %, Sita)
isnot an operatoron the H ibert space. In fact, the wave
function

) <pjJ >Z=< pB&it)jL>=
3

=’ P)skit) "k)<kji> 59)

@)?3

isnot square integrable for any nonzero j 1 >, because of
the slow rate ofdecay ofthe form factor’ ) aspj! 1 .
C orrespondingly, n the case %, the T -m atrix given
by (48) does not represent an operator on the H ibert
space. However, as we have stated, in general S (;t)
m ay be only an operatorvalied generalized fiinction such
that the evolution operator is an operator on the H ibert
space. Correspondingly the T-m atrix need not be an
operator on the H ibert space. It is enough that the evo-
Jution operator given by (51) is such an operator. The
T-m atrix and S (& ;1) satisfy these requirem entsnot only
or > % butalo Pr ;< 1, shce the evolution
operator (51) isan operatoron the H ibert space. At the
sam e tin €, In the case % we go beyond H am ittonian
dynam ics.
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T he above m eans that low energy nuclkon dynam ics
In the e ective theory of nuclkar forces cannot be gov—
emed by the Schrodinger equation and hence is non-—
Ham iltonian. Correspondingly the interaction of nucle—
ons cannot be param etrized by an interaction Ham ilto—
nian de ned on the H ibert space. At the same tin g, as
has been shown on the exam ple of the e ective theory
w ith the Lagrangian (23), this dynam ics is govemed by
the generalized dynam ical equation (:5) w ih a nonlocal-
In-tin e interaction operator. In the above theory describ—
ing the leading order nucleon dynam ics this operator is of
the form (53), and tw o nucleon dynam ics is described by
the evolution operator (54). This evolution operator is
unitary and satis es the com position law (:j) . Thus the
use oqu.(l_ﬂ) as an equation ofm otion in the e ective
theory of nuclkar forces allow s one not only to calculate
scattering am plitudes but also to construct the evolution
operator describing low energy nuclkon dynam ics.

V. NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER

W e have shown that In lading order the dynam ics of
the EFT under consideration is govemed by the gener-
alized dynam icalequation w ith a nonlocal-in-tim e inter—
action operator. Let us now show that this is true also
In nextto—Jeading order. For this let us com e back to
the theory wih the Lagrangian (19) n which it is as—
sum ed that particles evolve forward In tin e, and particle
num ber is conserved. Sum m ing the graphs of the pertur-
bation series yield the follow ing on-shell T -m atrix ELé_i]:

p)= 1k 207"k p
4
+0 —— Q=M )*); (60)
mM

Tos (k;po

w here To(g) (k) is the S-wave am plitude and is given by

" #l

1 c L imk 2
K2+ — 1+

®R)

Too k) =
os CO (CO(R))Z 4

2m 2 (61)

L+ 0 (=)
k= P1i= Pk, Cc’, ¢S and c2® are renor-
m alized parameters. In this way one can also con-—
struct the o <hell T-m atrix. At the same tine, as it
has been shown in lading order, the T-m atrix can be
obtained w ithout summ ing the diagram s and resorting
to regularization and renom alization procedures, pro—
vided that the UV behavior of the T-m atrix elem ents
as functions of m om enta is known. A s we have seen,
the requirem ent that the T-m atrix being of the form
< p2T (z)P1 >= t(z) satis es the generalized dynam —
icalequation (16) yieldsthe formula (52) where only the
param eter C O(R) is free. In next-to—Jeading order the re—
lation between the Lagrangian (19) and the form ofthe
T -m atrix is not so straightforward, because In this case
one hasto take into account the fact that this Lagrangian
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is only of the form al in portance, and should be supple- +0 [ 4 Q=)' 62)
mM

m ented by som e counterterm s. N evertheless, ket us as-
sum e that they do not e ect on the form ofthe T -m atrix.
In this case from the analysis of the perturbation series
ofthe theory it follow s that the twoparticle T -m atrix (in
this paper we focus on the S-wave channel) should be of

the form ®) ®R) 3
where C; = C, '=C, '. Substituting {64) nto (16), we
<P @P1>=t @)+ Citp @) 7+ p2’) + get
7 " ! #
d ) k1 e 14 — 2 F 201t @) @K + 0 — =M )] ©3)
— = —_— Z —_— Z z — :
dz ) @ ];1—2)2 ’ 4m 3 (z ];—2) e z mM
[
Since the problem w ith UV divergencesm ust not arise In C orrespondingly, the fiinction #(z) tz)) ! stis es
treating the generalized dynam ical equation, we have the follow ng equation:
Cy,= + C 64
1 am 2 1 (64)
wih Ci;= 0 (=) and 7 , , !
de(z) d’k 2zk
0 3 = S 5 1+ > = : (67)
b@=tE)=te) 1+00)1 7 (6 z @)re ) mie )
where t(z) is a solution of the equation
7 !
dt(z) d’k 2zk? _ , L . ,
= t(2) = 1 —— (66) Tts solution w ith the initial condition t(z = 0) = t is
dz 2)3@= m—)2 2m 2 (z =)
|
7z !
te) =ttt g &k 1 14 2sk?
z) = S
@) K 2@ £
0 |
- &k z+ % z3 5 imip— P ©8)
= = Z =
) @ 55 Mme 225 4 8m
D enoting & = ﬁ, for the function t(z), we get
0
n s # 1
1 m2p— b 4
t(z) = + z 1+ — O+0 (@@= ))I: (69)
CO(R) 4 8m
Substituting (65) with t(z) given by (69) Into (63) yields
CoR)
1+ C20<R> §+ p%) 4 .
< zZ) Pl >= P— + O [ =™ : 70
P2 @) P1 C}R)+jm3:2(4)1yz(l+§) Y © )71 (70)
0
O ne can obtain the on—shell T -m atrix, by putting 1= P2j= k,and z= ];—2 4];43
[ - #
0 ¢, 1 mie w® Kook
Tos kjp” pP)= 1+ 2co‘R>k CO(R)+ 2 = ezt 3o



T hus the requirem ent that the T -m atrix ofthe form {_6-55)
satis es the generalized dynam ical equation (16) yields
the ormula (70), and In thisway we get the sam e two—
particle on-shell T -m atrix that In Ref.[_l-l_I] has been ob-
tained by sum m ing the bubbl graphs ofthe EFT .

In order to obtain the form of the generalized interac—
tion operator that leads to the T -m atrix (70), one hasto
exam ne the large z behavior of the function t(z) in the

Imit 73! 1 .From (69) i follow s that
b b .
t@z) | p—+ —— + o(Bjt); (72)
2! 1 s ( s)
b2
where s = z 1+ = , b = m—‘#?,andbz=c(—;).

0

O f course, the asym ptotic behavior of t(z) can be repre—

sented in the form ofthe expansion n z 2 :

0 0 0
- S L BT
23t 1 ( z)? ( z)2 ( z)?

-

where ) = #& and B = éb})z, . However, for the prob-
Jem under consideration the values of zm uch larger than
QO butmuch an aller than m should be considered as in—
nitely large, and the behavior of the function In this
region is described by the expansion {73). The interac-
(s
in

tion operator H )t () that gives rise to this behavior of

t(z) is
|
®R) ’

(s) .
<paH i (OP1>= 1+ CZ(R)([af+p§)
0 o 0 1
—— ,
@4 qexp(14)+ 16 A .
R)

i m3C,
8m

(74)

ofw

m

T his operator param etrizes the contact term of the NN

Interaction In the S-wave channel up to next-to-leading
order. T he generalized dynam ical equation w ith this in-
teraction operator uniquely determ ines the dynam ics of
the system . T he equation ofm otion ('_'35) w ith this inter-
action operator is welkde ned and allow s one to obtain

the T -m atrix and the evolution operator w ithout resort—
Ing to reqularization and renom alization. It is easy to
show that the evolution operator constructed in thisway
(the evolution operator (12) w ith the T -m atrix given by
(70)) isunitary and satis es the com position law (:2::) up
to next-to-leading order.

VI. INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

A swe have shown up to next-to-Jleading order of the
EFT wih the Lagrangian (19), the dynam ics ofnucleons
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im k k 4 4
+O0—Q@=M)"I: (71)
m M

at low energies is govemed by the generalized dynam ical
equation (:5) w ith the nonlocalin-tim e Interaction oper—
ator (_71_1), provided the param eters of the theory satisfy
the condition (64).W ithin the GQD thisoperatoriswell
de ned. O foourse, the dynam ical situation in the theory
w ith such an interaction di ers from that in the theory
w ith ordinary potentials. The operatorS (t;t) is only
an operatorvalied generalized function on the H ibert
space. However, as we have noted this is not at variance
w ith the general requirem ents of quantum theory, since
the evolution operator given by (51) is an operator on
this space. T he generalized dynam icalequation ({_'5) isnot
equivalent to the Schrodinger equation in this case. Nev—
ertheless, it is a wellde ned equation, and allow s one to
obtain the T -m atrix w ithout resorting to regularization
and renom alization procedures. T his is very im portant
for practical calculations, since for solving realistic prob—
Jem sonehasto dealnot only w ith the contact com ponent
of the NN interaction but also w ith its long-range one.
In this case the interaction operator is of the form

<P HE O)b1>= 21 (W p2ip1)
+ < pZ:Hnon( ):pl > (75)

where < poHuon ()P1 > represents the ocontact

nonlocakin-tin e com ponent and V (o, ;p1) is a potential

describing the long-range com ponent of the NN interac—

tion. In general it consists of the m eson-exchange po—

tentials and the Coulom b potential in the proton-proton

channel. In the lading order the nonlocal com ponent is

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

2 "exp i3) 16

3P — + 3~ R)

m 2 m>C,

2i ()V p2ip1): (76)

2

< Pz'ﬁi(:i( VP11 >=

In the case of such an interaction operator, the solution
of the dynam ical equation (16) can be represented (see
Appendix A) In the form

<p:T @)P1>= %)+ tEp1)+ b @Zip2)
+t @ip2ip1)i (7)
where t, (z;p2;p1) is a solution of the equation

© (Z;p2iP1) = V P2ip1)

d’q K (z;p2:9)
+ Y (2;9; ; 78
2y z B, ® @iqip1) (78)

w ih
&k V (pa;k)
@)% z Ex

K (z;p2i9) = N (z) + V 2:9); (79)



and the functions ty (z) and & (z;p) are de ned as

&kt #;p;q)
4t @zZ;p)=N _ 80
1 (z;P) () 2)° z E. (80)
B &g 4 (z;9)
tHh@E)=N (z) 1+ 2z B, (81)
w here
|
sp_- 1
N @) 1 N jmipz
Z = —_— S —
co(R) 4

E quationsw ith the next-to-Jleading order corrections can
be derived in the sam e way.

In W einberg’s power counting the onepion-exchange
potential is of leading order. Hence in this order the NN
Interaction operator can be expressed as

p— .
4" Texp (i) 16 2
mat m 3C O(R )

21 ()V (2ip1); (B2)

<pHE (O)py>=

where V (o,;p1) is the conventional onepion-exchange
potential. Substituting this potential into E q.(_8-2_;) and
solving it num erically, one can easily obtain the T -m atrix
and hence the evolution operator. N ote that conventional
way of solving the above problem isthe form aluse ofthe
potential

Vo p2;p1) = &+ V (o2;p1) (83)

(see, orexam ple, Refs.[7,11]) . W e say "fom al" since the
use of such a potential leads to UV divergences, and the
Schrodinger and LS equations require regularization and
renom alization. O n the other hand, as we have shown,
the contact Interaction, which in (83) is form ally repre—
sented by the term &€, is param etrized by the operator
(53) (the st two temm s in the operator (82)). In this
case we dealw ith the well de ned interaction operators
and Eq.{_égi) which does not require reqularization and
renom alization. By using Eq.(57), one can cbtain the
T -m atrix so easily as in the case of the pure onepion-
exchange potential.

In order to take into account electrom agnetic correc—
tions, one has to inclide the Coulom b potential into the
NN interaction operator

p

, 4 Texp (i) 16 2
<P2:Hi(:i( )P1>= —— + 8
m 2 m3C,
. , €12
21 (W fp2ip1) 21 () <z’ 84)

where e, = 1 for the proton-proton channel and zero
otherw ise. Eq.(75) w ith the Interaction operator &_34_5) can
be easily solved num erically. T hus this equation allow s
one to investigate electrom agnetic correctionsw ithout re—
sorting to renomm alization.
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VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e have shown that the form alisn of the GQD al
low sone to form ulate the e ective eld theory ofnuclar
forces as an Intemally consistent theory w ith equations
that do not require regularization and renom alization.
It has been shown that the e ective NN interaction is
nonlocal in tine, and low energy nuclkon dynam ics is
govemed by the generalized dynam ical equation 4'5) w ith
a nonlocal-in-tin e interaction operator. In kading order
of the EFT approach this operator is given by (63). Tt
should be noted that the generalized interaction opera—
torH i+ ;) isnotan e ective interaction H am iltonian
(only in the localcase they are related by Eq.(8)), and, in
contrast w ith such H am iltonians, the use of the general-
ized interaction operatorspem itsa naturalparam etriza—
tion of the NN interaction: The generalized interaction
operator d_5§‘) generatesthe uniary evolution ofa nuclon
system . In Sec.ITI we have dem onstrated the advantages
ofthe GOD in descrbing the kading order nuclkon dy-—
nam ics in com parison w ith the ordinary m ethods based
on the use of the singular potential< p, ¥ 1 >= Cy.
T his potential does not m ake sense w ithout renom al-
ization and hence does not contain all the needed dy-—
nam ical inform ation. In addition, one needs to use som e
em pirical data as renom alization constants. In contrast
w ith this singular potential, the generalized interaction
operator 2_53) contains all the needed dynam ical nform a—
tion. For exam ple, it contains the cbservable, renom al-
ized param eter C O(R ) ._The dynam ical equation w ith the
Interaction operator @15) iswellde ned and allow sone to
construct the T -m atrix and the evolution operator w ith—
out resorting to regularization and renom alization pro—
cedures. T he dynam icalinform ation containsnot only in
the form ofthe operator C_5:_i') that, ashasbeen shown, is
a consequence of the symm etries of QCD but also In is
dependence on the tin e duration ofthe Interaction in
a system .

A s hasbeen shown, only values of H mi( ) In the in—

nitesim alneighborhood ofthe point = 0, ie. at scales
ofthe underlying theory are relevant. A s already stated,

the operator H 1(3( ) describes the contribution to the
evolution operator from the processes w th In nitesin al

tin e duration of nteraction. T he above m eans that

(s

(s) .
< eHpe()Ia> b <
2 - 1

2P itw)i 1> (85)
where< ,P5;t)] 1 > descrbe the contributions to
the evolution operator from the processes in which the
quark and glion degrees of freedom can com e to play.
H ere one of the advantages of the form ulation ofthe the-
ory in term s ofthe operators S (t ;t; ) becom es apparent:
The relevant amplitudes < ,F ;)] 1 > of the un—
derlying theory can be directly used as the m atrix ele—
m ents of the generalized interaction operatorH it (2 it)
generating low energy dynam ics. T hese degrees of free—
dom m anifest them selres through the dependence of



the operator {_5§ T hus the param eter C R Eq.{_5-§)
param etrizes the leading order e ects of the underlying
physics on low energy dynam ics, and hence can be com —
puted In temm sofparam etersin QCD .Atthesametine,
this param eter can be detemm ned from low energy ex-—
perin ents.

T he evolution operator goveming the two-nuclon dy—
nam ics in leading order is of the form (54). In Sec.IV
we have shown that the group of these operators has no
In niesin al generator and hence the dynam ics is non—
Ham iltonian. Thism eansthat w ithin the EF T approach
there are no potential satisfying the requirem ents of or-
dinary quantum m echanics that could govem low energy
nuclon dynam ics. For exam ple, the T -m atrix given by
(52) does not satisfy the LS equation and has properties
that are at vardance w ith the H am iltonian form alism . On
the other hand, as we have seen, the T m atrix satis es
the generalized dynam Jcalequann (16) w ith the nterac-
tion operator given by ¢53) T he essential lesson we have
lamed from the above analysis is that m any problem s
ofthe EF T ofnuclear forces arise because of ignoring the
fact that low energy dynam ics produced by this theory
is non-H am iltonian. For exam ple, the above statem ent
that there are not any equations for renomm alized am pli-
tudes In a subtractive EFT should m ean that there are
no such equations w ithin H am iltonian form alisn . From
am ore generalpoint ofview provided by theGQD we see
that such equations exist, and the theory can be form u-
lated In a com pletely consistent way. An EFT describes
low energy physics In tem s of a few param eters, and
these low energy param eters can be com puted in tem s
of a m ore findam entalhigh energy theory Tt is rem ark—
able that the interaction operator C53) param etrizing the
Jleading order contact com ponent ofthe NN interaction is
uniguely determ ined by the sym m etriesofQ CD and con—
tains one of these param eters C ®) 0 ther renom alized
param eters w ill be contained in thher orxder corrections
to the generalized interaction operator, and this correc—
tions can be obtained orderby orderw thin the EF T ap—
proach. This has been dem onstrated in next-to-leading
order by using the exam ple of the EFT of short-range
foroes developed by van K oldk {14].

W e have shown that up to nextto-Jdeading order the
dynam ics of the theory is govemed by the generalized
dynam icalequation w ith the nonlocalin-tin e interaction
operator (74). These results have been obtained in the
particular case where the param eters of the theory sat-
isfy the condition (64). This 1im itation is a consequence
of the fact that we used the assum ption that the two-
particle T -m atrix of the theory is ofthe form (62), whilke
this assum ption does not 1l lled in general. T he gener-
alization of these resuls to the case where the condition
(64) isnot satis ed can only lead to another form ofthe
generalized interaction operator. The general case will
be discussed In detail In another paper. At the same
tin e, the m odel we have considered in SecV provide
the transparent illistration of the fact that in any or-
der ofthe EFT approach low energy dynam ics of nucle—
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ons is govemed by the generalized dynam ical equation
@5) w ith a nonlocal-in-tin e Interaction operator. A s has
been proved, the assum ption that the relevant solution of
Eg.(16) should be of the form (62) uniquely determ ines
this solution and leads to the condition (64). In thisway
we arrive at exactly the sam e on—shell T -m atrix that has
been obtained in Ref.fl4] by summ ing the bubblk dia-
gram s up to next-to-leading order. The corresponding
generalized interaction operator is of the form (74). The
generalized dynam ical equation 6'5) w ith this interaction
operator is well de ned and allow s one to describe the
dynam ics of the system in a consistent way.

T he abovem ethod for constructing the e ective inter—
action operator is napplicable in general, because the
param eters of the theory need not satisfy the condition
(64). In general, in order to construct the generalized
Interaction operator param etrizing the interaction in the
EFT ofnuclear forces, one has to analyze the contribu-—
tions from the o —shell am plitudes to T (z) in the lim it
3! 1 . In this lin it the man contrbution to the
T -m atrix com es from the bubbl diagram s including po-
tential pions that produce the pion-exchange potential.
By summ ing the bubbl diagram s In the large z lm i,
one can detem ine the contact com ponent of the inter-
action operator param etrizing the NN interaction. T hus
the NN interaction operator can be represented as the
sum (75) of the nonlocal contact and long-range com —
ponents that can be obtained sgparately. The contact
com ponent is represented by a nonlocalin-tim e Interac—
tion operator, while the long-range one is represented by
the pion-exchange potential. In general, the long-range
com ponent should be supplm ented by the Coulomb po—
tential. Tt is extrem ely im portant, that starting w ith this
NN interaction operator, we can construct the T -m atrix
and the evolution operatorw thout resorting to sum m ing
all relevant diagram s and using regularization and renor-
m alization procedures. T he generalized dynam icalequa—
tion @) w ith this interaction operator iswellde ned and
can be reduced to integral equations which do not re-
quire renom alization. This has been dem onstrated in
leading order of the EFT approach. The operator (76)
param etrizes the interaction that inclides not only the
leading order contact com ponent but also the long-range
one being described by the potentialV (,;p1). Thegen—
eralized dynam ical equation w ith the interaction opera—
tor (76) can be reduced to the integral equation (78).
T his equation is so convenient for num erical calculations
asthe LS equation which is its particular case where the
param eter C O(R ) tends to zero and hence one can neglct
the contact com ponent. In this case the theory is reduced
to the ordinary theory ofthe NN interaction based on the
use of the pion-exchange potential.

Finally, we have shown that the use of the form alism
of the GOD allows one to formulate the e ective eld
theory of nuclear forces as a com pletely consistent the—
ory based on the wellde ned equation of m otion that
does not require regularization and renomm alization. Be—
ng omulated In this way, the e ective nuclear theory



pem its a natural param etrization of the interaction of
nuclkons by the generalized interaction operator that be
derived order by order by using the m ethods of subtrac—
tive EF T ’s. O ne can hope that this operatorw illbe able
to play the sam e role in nuclear physics as the Coulom b
potential In quantum m echanics of atom ic phenom ena.
A rem arkable feature of such a form ulation ofthe theory
is that in this case alladvantages of the operator form al-
ism of quantum m echanics can be used. T he equation of
m otion 4_5), forexam ple, allow s one to construct not only
the S-m atrix but also the evolution operator describing
the dynam ics ofnuclkon system s. T his is very im portant,
because the S-m atrix is not everything. For exam ple, at

nite tem perature there isno S-m atrix because particles
cannot get out to in nite distances from a collision w ith—
out bum ping into things f19]. In conclusion, it should
be em phasized that the above is not a new approach to
the EF T ofnuclear forces. W e have only shown that the
EFT approach gives rise to low energy nucleon dynam ics
which can be descrbed, In a natural way, only by us-
ing the generalized dynam ical equation @), and its use
as the equation ofm otion descrbing low energy nuclkon
dynam ics can allow one to formulate the e ective eld
theory of nuclear forces as a perfectly satisfactory theory
Iike the quantum m echanics of atom ic phenom ena.

APPENDIX A

Let us consider the solution of Eq.(16) in the case
w here the interaction operator is of the form (76). From
(17) and (18) it follow s that this solution can be repre—
sented in the form

< p2¥ 2)P1 >:u|]jm1 < p2Ju @) P11 > A1)

w here the operator T, (z) is the solution of the equation

Ty ()=B @+ @ 2z)B @G MG @)Ty(2): @A2)
Here the operator B (z) is given by
<p2B @)P1>= £1 @)+ V 2ip1); @3)
w ith
£ @)= ;i.:_ 16 ° :
mz  z m3cl'z

T he solution ofEq.@A 2) can be represented in the form

<pFe @b >= 2 @+ £ @ip1)

+@{u)(2;p2)+ tz(u)(z;pl;pz): @ 4)
Substinuting this representation in Eq.@3) yields the
ollow ing equations or téu) @), tl(u) @ip), @l(u) (z;p2) and
tz(u) (z;p1iP2):
@)

t]
2 e @+t @ik)
@) (@

()= fi @+ @ 2z)f; W

5)
Ex)u Ex) ®
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(u)

(u

o Pk bl @+t @k
BRI G o T Eow B
V k;p); A6)
eV @ip)= 0 2)f; @
Z o € @)+t ikip)
; AT
@3 z Ex)u Eyg)
z
@) &Pk
5 (@;p2ip1) =V 2;p1)t+ @ 2z) ERE
e @ipo) + £ Zip2ik)
V k;pi1): @AB8)

(z Ex)lu Ex)

Tt isnot di cul to verify that

)

g

By solving the above set of equations, one can obtain
the functions téu) (z),tl(u) (z;p) and tz(u) (z;p2;p1) that in
tum can be used for constructing the T -m atrix. In fact,
from A1) and @A2) i follow s that the T -m atrix can be
represented in the fom {_7-:}) where the fiinctions t; (z),
t (z;p) and & (z;p2;p1) are given by

@ip) € @p):

lin tV@); & (zip) = I o

u! !

)= zip);

© (Z;p2ip1) = . Jinl tz(u) (z;p2ip1):

Taking Into account that

Z _
&k u z mpm

2) @ Edu Eg 4

pP— P—

Eq.@:ES) can be rew ritten in the form

u 4 u

@)= —p—+ 1t (2
\ m 2 u
4 16 2 nm o p__
— z u
m%y u m3CO(R)u 4

4 t (z7k) 1=

p— &’k +o(fit?):
m 2 u z k
Letting u ! 1 in this equation and assum ing that

V (p2;p1) satis esthe ordinary requirem ents of quantum
m echanics, one can easily getEq.C_81:) . In the sam e way,
from (A Q) and {A8) one can derive Eqs.C_7§') and (E_B(_i)
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