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TheCoulom b interaction betw een the tw o protons is included in the calculation ofproton-deuteron
elastic scattering, radiative proton-deuteron capture and tw obody electrom agnetic disintegration of
*He. The hadron dynam ics isbased on the purely nucleonic charge-dependent (CD ) Bonn potential
and its realistic extension CD Bonn +  to a coupled-channel two-baryon potential, allow ing for
single virtual -isobar excitation. Calculations are done using integral equations in m om entum
space. The screening and renom alization approach is em ployed for including the Coulomb inter—
action. C onvergence of the procedure is found already at m oderate screening radii. T he reliability
of the m ethod is dem onstrated. The Coulomb e ect on cbservables is seen at low energies for the
whole kinem atic regin e. In proton-deuteron elastic scattering at higher energies the Coulomb e ect
is con ned to forward scattering angles; the -isobar e ect found previously rem ains unchanged by
Coulom b. In electrom agnetic reactions Coulom b com petes w ith other e ects in a com plicated way.

PACS numbers: 21.30.%, 21454 v,24.710+ s,25.104 s

I. NTRODUCTION

E xperim entally, hadronic threenucleon scattering is
predom nantly studied in proton-deuteron (od) reactions,
ie. In pd elastic scattering and breakup: P roton and
deuteron beam s and targets are available, w th and w ith—
out polarization. The detection of charged particles
yields com plte experim ents. In contrast, the charge—
symm etric neutron-deuteron (nd) reactions are much
m oredi cult to perfom , since neutron beam s are scarce,
neutron targets non existing, and the detection of two
neutrons is a com plicated experim ental endeavor. In
electrom agnetic (em .) reactions, proton-deuteron radia—
tive capture has a corresponding advantage over neutron—
deuteron capture and, furthem ore, SHe isa safer target
w ith easier detectable breakup products com pared w ith
°H.

In contrast, the Coulom b interaction between the two
protons is a nightm are for the theoretical description of
three-nucleon reactions. T he C oulom b interaction iswell
known, in contrast to the strong twonuclon and three—
nucleon potentialsm ainly studied in three-nucleon scat—
tering. However, due to its 1=r behavior, the Coulomb
Interaction does not satisfy the m athem atical properties
required for the form ulation of standard scattering the-
ory. W hen the theoretical description of threeparticle
scattering is attem pted In integral form , the Coulom b in—
teraction renders the standard equations ilkde ned; the
kemel of the equations is noncom pact. W hen the theo-
retical description is based on di erential equations, the
asym ptotic boundary conditions for the wave function
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have to be num erically inposed on the trial solutions
and, In the presence of the Coulomb interaction, those
boundary conditions are nonstandard.

T here is a long history of theoretical prescriptions for
the solution of the Coulomb problem in threeparticle
scattering, w here di erent procedures are follow ed by the
groups Involved. A m odi ed m om entum -space integral
equation approach is used in Refs. 'Q.', :2:], whereas the
con guration-gpacedi erentialequation approach isused
in Ref. §] in a variational fram ework and in Refs. 4, 8]
In the fram ework of the Faddeev equations. T here are
m ore recent form ulations t_é, ::/:] of exact scattering equa—
tions with Coulomb which, however, have not m atured
yet into practical applications. In addition there exist
approxin ate schem es: The m ost brutal one is the de-
scription w ithout Coulom b for the threenucleon system
w ith tw o protons at those energies and in those kinem at—
icalregin es In which the C oulom b Interaction isbelieved
to be irrelevant for observables; such an approxin ation
hasbecom e standard in recent years B], and, to ourown
guilt, we adm it having used it [23] R eference ﬂd extends
the assum ed applicability of that approxin ation schem e
by the addition of extermalC oulom b correction tem s to
those non-Coulom b resuls.

In this paper our treatm ent ofthe C oulom b interaction
isbased on the ideasproposed in Ref. [I]_]] fortw o charged
particlke scattering and extended in Ref. [[4] fr three-
particle scattering. The Coulom b potential is screened,
standard scattering theory for shortrange potentials is
used, and the obtained resuls are corrected for the un-
screened lim it. W e rely on Refs. fll- :12 w ith respect to
the m athem atical rigor of that procedure. W e constrain
this paper to the description of reactions nvolring the
pd system . Thus, we leave out breakup in pd scattering
and three-body breakup in em . reactionsw ith He. W e
explan the features of our procedure in order to ease the
understanding for the uninitiated reader and to point out
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di erences of our treatm ent relative to R efs. [l., d], which
also are based on R efs. lll- :12]

(1) The calculations of Refs. i}:, '@:] need in prove-
m ent w ith respect to the hadronic interaction. W hereas
Refs. {I, 4] lin ited them selves to the use of low rank
separable potentials, we use m odem tw o-nucleon poten—
tials and threenuclkon forces in full w ithout separable
expansion. In particular, the results of this paper are
based on the pure]y nuclkonic chargedependent (CD)
Bonn potential [13 ] and on its coupled-channel exten-—
sion CD Bonn + [{4], allow Ing for a single virtual -
isobarexcitation and tted to the experim entaldata w ith
the sam e degree of accuracy as CD Bonn iself. In the
threenuclon system the isobarm ediates an e ective
three-nuclkon force and e ective two—and threenucleon
currents, both consistent w ith the underlying e ective
twonuclkon force. A reliable technique i_é] for solving
the three-particle A It-6 rasoerger-Sandhas A G S) equa-

[_15 ]w ithout Coulom b is at our disposal. W e extend

that technique to include the screened C oulom b potential
betw een the protons. T hus, the form ofourthreeparticle
equations including the screened Coulomb potential is
com pltely di erent from the quasiparticle equations of
twobody type solved in Refs. {L, 21.

(2) W e work with a Coulomb potential wy , screened
around the sgparation r = R between two charged
baryons. W e choose wyg In con guration space as

wg @ =wEe "R, @)

w ith the true Coulomb potentialw (r) = —, being the

ne structure constant and n controlling the sn oothness
ofthe screening. W e preferto work w ith a sharper screen—
Ing than the Yukawa screening 0 = 1) of Refs. b:, :2:]
W e want to ensure that the screened Coulomb poten-—
tialwgr approxin ates well the true Coulomb one w for
distances r < R and sim ultaneously vanishes rapidly for
r > R, providing a com paratively fast convergence of
the partialw ave expansion. In contrast, the sharp cut-
o (! 1) yildsan unplasant oscillatory behavior in
the m om entum -space representation, leading to conver—
gence problem s. We nd valles3 n 6 to provide a
su ciently an ooth, but at the same tine a su ciently
rapid screening around r = R; n = 4 is our choice for
the results of this paper, unless indicated otherw ise. The
screemng functions for di erent n values are com pared in
Fig. -].

(3) The screening radiusR is chosen m uch larger than
the range of the strong interaction which is of the order
of the pion wavelength ~m ¢ 14 fn . Nevertheless,
the screened Coulomb potential wy is of short range in
the sense of scattering theory. Standard scattering the—
ory is therefore applicable. However, the partialwave
expansion of the pair interaction requires much higher
angularm om enta than the one of the strong tw o-nuclkon
potential alone.

(4) The screening radius R will always rem ain very
an all com pared with the nuclar screening distances
which are of atom ic scale, ie. 10° fn . Thus, the em -

WR(H)/w(r)

FIG.1l: Screening function wr (r)=w (r) as function of the
proton-proton dJsta'nlce r for characteristic values of the pa—
rameter n in Eq. @): n = 1 (dashed-dotted curve) corre—
soonds to Yukawa screening, n = 4 (solid curve) is the choice
of this paper, and n ! 1 (dotted curve) corresponds to a
sharp cuto .

ployed screened Coulomb potentialwy is unable to sin —
ulate the physics of nuclkar screening properly and even
m ore all features of the true Coulom b potential. T here-
forewy isunable to yield the Coulom b scattering am pli-
tude aswellas the logarithm ic distortion ofthe Coulomb
w ave function and, consequently, the true C oulom b phase
shifts. H owever, since the C oulom b scattering am plitude
and the Coulom b phase shifts are known and since their
occurrence In the threeparticle scattering am plitudes
can be spotted, approxin ate calculations w ith screened
Coulomb wgr can be corrected for thejr shortcom ings in
a controlled way. References [11, 4] give the prescrip—
tion for the correction procedure which we follow here,
and that nvolves the renom alization ofthe on-shellam —
plitudes In order to get the proper unscreened Coulom b
lim it.

(5) A fter the indicated corrections (4), the predictions
for observables of threenucleon reactions have to show
Independence from the choice of the screening radiusR,
provided it is chosen su ciently lJarge. T hat convergence
w ill be our intemal criterion for the reliability of our
Coulomb treatm ent.

Section :13[ describes the practicalw orking of the above
approxin ation program In detail. Section :pi presents
som e charactensth e ects of Coulomb in threemnucleon
reactions. Section -IV. gives our conclusions.

II. TREATMENT OF COULOM B
INTERACTION BETW EEN PROTONS

Section I recalled the general idea for including the
Coulomb interaction in pd scattering and in related em .
reactions by screening and renomm alization. This sec—
tion provides the theoretical fram ew ork on which webase
our practical procedure. W e are aware that the equa-
tions given here have been developed in Ref. ﬁ_l@l], but
their practical realization in Refs. [I, 8] di ers substan-



tially from the work presented here. For com pleteness
we rederive som e of the equations and explain how we
solve them ; our description ain s at elastic pd scattering
and em . reactions involving the pd system . However,
the essence of the procedure can already be well seen in
proton-proton (op) scattering which we therefore use as
an ilustrative exam ple. The exam pl is also an espe-
cially useful test, since exact results for the inclusion of
the Coulom b Interaction are readily available; we recover
the exact resuls, easily cbtainable iIn calculationsw ith a
sharp cuto Coulomb f_l-g;]

T he num erical results presented in this section refer
to the coupled-channel potential CD Bonn + which
allow s for single -isobar excitation. Coulomb acts be-
tween the two protons and between the proton and the

* in the coupled channelw ith an iscbar.

A . P roton-proton scattering

The two protons interact through the strong poten-
tial v and the Coulomb potentialw . W e introduce the
fiill resolvent g® ) for the auxiliary situation in which the
Coulomb potentialw is replaced by the screened poten—
U'ale

g®' @)= hy v wg) a)
where hy is the kinetic energy operator. The fill resol-
vent g®) (z) yields the fill scattering state when acting
on a planewave state p i ofrelative m om entum p, en—
ergy e (), and discrete tw o-particle quantum num bers
and taking the appropriate Iim it z = e (o) + i0. The full
resolvent therefore also yields the desired S m atrix. The
fi1ll resolvent g® (z) depends on the screening radius R
for Coulomb and that dependence is notationally indi-
cated. Next, we discuss form alm anijpulations of the fi1ll
resolvent. Tt can be decom posed according to

g% @)= g @) + g @t% 2)g @) (2b)
w ith the free resolvent
%)= & ho) ' €)
and the full transition m atrix
t®@z)= w+wr)+ W+ wr)gp @tF @): @)

0 foourse, t®? (z) m ust contain the pure Coulomb tran—
sition m atrix ty (z) derived from the screened Coulomb
potential alone

R (2) = wr + Wr Qo @) (2); ©)
which m ay be isolated in the full resolvent

g% @) =@+ 9 @)% @) @)
+ 9@ " @) & @)p@):

H ow ever, an altemative decom position ofthe full resol-
vent appears conceptually neater. Instead of correlating
the planewave state p 1iin a single step to the full scat—
tering state by g®? (z), it may be correlated rst to a
screened C oulom b state by the screened C oulom b poten—
tialwy through

Wr) i (7a)

(Tob)

gr ()= (z ho
gr (2)= 9o () + 9o )& )% (2):

T hus, the full resolvent can altematively be decom posed
nto

g% @)=k @+ % @t°) @)%k @); 8a)
g% @) =g @+ 9 @)k @) @)
+ @ @EL+ & @) @)% @)
L+ g0 @& @)og () (8b)
w ith the short-range operator
g®) (z) = v+ vogr (z)t(R) (z): 9)

E quation ('_81_::) gives an altemative form forthe di erence
of transition m atrices £®’ z) & (2)]1: Eq. @), ie.

t®) (2) L+t )9 @ @)L+ g @)t (2)]:

10)

& ()=

T he above equation is the wellkknown two-potential for—
m ula that achievesa clean separation ofthe fulltransition
m atrix t®) (z) into a Iongrange part tz (z) and a short—
range part £®) (z) t; (z)]. In this paper the left-hand
side of Eq. (10) is caloulated directly from the poten-—
tials v and wr according to Egs. @) and C_S). E quation
{10) is only introduced by us in order to dem onstrate
that £®’ z) & @)}, even ;n the ;n nite R lin i, s a
short—range operator due to the short-range nature of
v and t®) (z). However, on<hell, it is extemally dis—
torted due to the screened Coulomb wave generated by
L+ g (z)r (z)]which together w ith the long-range part
tg (z) does not have a proper Iimit asR ! 1 . This
di culy brings about the concept of renom alization of
on-shellm atrix elem ents of the operators as proposed in
Refs. g;’-,gzj] in order to recover the proper results in the
unscreened Coulomb lim it.

A ccording to Refs. {1, 12], the pp transition am pli-
tudelps £ ¥P; i1, referring to the strong potentialv and
the unscreened C oulom b potentialw , is obtained via the
renom alization ofthe on-shellt®’ (z) with z= efo;)+ i0
In the in niteR lm i

1
loe £ 3P; ii= Rlljml £Z, * e)pr £3

t®) e y) + 10) P 1iZ, ? o1)g:
(11la)

T he transition am plitude hos ¢ Tjp; i1 connects the ni-
tial and nal states p; il and Pr i, pe = pi, of the



considered reaction. However, Eq. {:lir;l) as it stands is
not suitable forthe num ericalcalculation ofthe full tran—
sition am plitude; instead, the split of the fi1ll transition
matrix t®) (z) to ong- and short-range parts is m ost
convenient. Forthe on-shell screened C oulom b ttansj:on
m atrix tg (z), contained in t&? (z), the Iim i n Eq. {_11a)
can be carried out analytically, yielding the trueCoulomb
transition am plitude hoe £ Fc Py i fl]:

lor s ¥Ps 1= s £3e Pi i
+ I £z, 7 potpe <3 ) + 0)
& €pi) + 10)1Pp; 112

R ‘ (pl)g
(11b)

whereas the 1mm it for the rem ahing shortrange part
£®) @) t& ()] of the transition m atrix t®’ (z) has to
be perform ed num erically, but i is reached with su -
cient accuracy at nite screening radiiR . In contrast to
s £ Jc Pi ii, the shortrangepart %) (z) & (2)]can
be calculated using a partialw ave expansion ofEgs. @)
and @).

T he renom alization factor forR !
phase factor

1 is a diverging

Zr p)=e 2 ®; (12a)
where R (p), though independent of the pp relative or-
thalangu]arm omentum L In thein niteR lim i, isgiven
by {11]

(12b)

R P)= 1 P) Lr ©);

w ith the diverging screened C oulom b phase shift 1 r ()
corresponding to standard boundary conditions and the
proper Coulomb one 1 (p) referring to the logarithm i-
cally distorted proper Coulomb boundary conditions.
The form @21:1 ) of the renom alization phase is readily
understood by looking back to Eq. (ld and realizing
that the extermal distortion generated by the screened
Coulomb wave function [+ gy € P)+ 10)tr €@)+ 10)]p 1
carries, In each partial wave, the overall phase fac-
tor et vr ® I_l-e_i] Except for this overall phase factor,
the screened Coulomb wave approxin ates well the un-—
screened one in the range required by the operatort®’ (z)
n Eq. {{0) ordistances r < R . T herefore, through the
renom alization, that unwanted phase factor is changed
to the appropriate phase factore' * ®) forthe unscreened
Coulomb wave.

For the screened Coulomb potential of Eqg _(:]. the in—

niteR lini of y (p) is known analytically Qi

rP)= @) @pR) C=n]; (120)
) = =p being the Coulomb param eter, the re-
duced ppm ass, C 0:5772156649 the Euler num ber, and
n the exponent in Eq. @') . The renom alization phase
r () to be used In the actual calculations wih nie

screening radii R is not unique, since only the In nie

R Iim i m atters, but the converged resuls have to show
Independence of the chosen form of x (o). A cocording to
our Investigations this is indeed so. T he resultspresented
In this paper are based on the partialwave dependent
form (:Lib of the renom alization factor for which we

nd the convergence w ith R to be slightly faster than for
(«12¢)

W e refer to Refs. [1]. 123] fora r:gorous Jasti cation of
the renom alization procedure ofEgs. Cl]J) and ClZ and
proceed here to study the num erical convergence of our
predictions w ith increasing screening radiisR asa prac—
tical jasti cation for the validity of the chosen Coulomb
treatm ent.

T he above discussion lft out the identity of the two
protons. Taking the identity of the protons into account,
the transition am plitude hps ¢ $p: i1 of Eq. {I1b) has
to be calculated for antisymm etrized states. P ractical
results based on Eqg. l_llk;:) are shown in Fjgs.?_Z: { :_4

The Coulomb e ect on the hadronic pp phase shifts
ism ost in portant in the 'S, partialwave. T he conver—
gence with R for the 'S, phase shift, shown in Fig.d,
is in pressive. T he convergence is faster at higher ener-
gies. A screening radiusofR = 20 fm (10 fm ) su ces for
an agreem ent w ithin 0.01 deg w ith the exact phase shift
values at all energies above 5 M eV 25MeV). In con—
trast, in order to reproduce the 'Sy pp scatterjng length
ag, = 7815 M and the e ective range rg, = 2:773 fin
w ithin 0010 fm , screening radii larger than R = 100 fm
are required. In com parison to the screening function
adopted in this paper, F Jgug: also proves the convergence
with R to be rather slow for the Yukawa screening and to
be of unpleasant oscillatory behavior for a sharp cuto .

Figure 53’ studies the convergence of the result for the
soin-averaged pp di erential cross section at 5M &V pro—
ton lab energy with increasing screening radiis R . The
screening radiuis R = 20 fn appears to be su ciently
large for that energy, since, according to Fig. :_3, the re—
sults or R > 20 fmn are indistinguishabl from the exact
Coulomb results, despite the rather ne scale ofthe plot.
T he rate of convergence seen in F jg.rg is characteristic for
all studied observables at that energy. T he convergence
of observables with R is also faster at higher energies;
beyond 25 M &V the radiusR = 10 fn is am ply enough.

F jgure:_ll show s the proton analyzing power resuls for
PP scattering at 100 M &V proton lab energy. The re—
sults are converged w ith respect to screening and the
exact results are com pared w ith two approxin ations, la—
beled no Coulom b and Coulm b externally corrected : In
the no Coulom b approxin ation, the C oulom b interaction
is om itted com pletely; n the Coulomb externally cor—
rected approxin ation, the C oulom b scattering am plitude
is added to the no€oulomb one, the latter being m od—
i ed for the extemal Coulom b distortion by m ultiplica-
tion with the Coulomb phase factors e' * ® i the i
tialand nalstates {10]. W hereas the results converged
w ith respect to screening and the exact results are indis—
tinguishable In Fi. :ff, the approxim ations no Coulmb
and Coulom b extermally corrected are pretty poor even
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FIG .2: Convergence ofthe 'se pp phase shift w ith screen—
Ing radiusR forproton b _energies 3, 4, 5,and 10 M eV .Our
results derived from Eq. {11b) and given by dashed curves are
com pared w ith exact results given by solid lines. At 3 M &V
also the results obtained with Yukawa screening (dashed-
dotted curve) and with a sharp cuto (dotted curve) are
shown, dem onstrating the superiority of the screening func—
tion chosen in this paper.
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FIG .3: Convergence of the di erential cross section for pp

scattering at 5 M €V proton lab energy w ith screening radius
R . The cross section is shown as function of the cm . scatter—
ing angle. E xact results given by the solid curve are com pared
to results with screening radiusR = 10, 15 and 20 fn , given
by dotted, dashed-dotted and dashed curves, respectively. Re—
suls obtained with R > 20 fn are not distinguishable from

the exact resuls.

at 100 M &V . N ote that for the observable ofFjg.:;% the
results forboth approxim ations lie out ofthe scale ofthat
plt.

The results presented in Fjgs.-'_j and :fi are character-
istic for all cbservables studied. W e conclude that the
em ployed m ethod for the inclusion ofthe Coulom b inter—
action In pp scattering works satisfactorily. W e see con—
vergence w ith increasing screening radiisR atm oderate
values. The convergence in R is m ore rapid for higher
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FIG .4: P roton analyzing power forpp scattering at 100 M eV
proton lab energy as function of the cm . scattering angle.
Exact resuls, given by the solid curve, are indistinguishable
from the results of our Coulom b treatm ent w ith screening ra—
diusR 10 fn ; the dashed curve corresponds to no C oulom b
results, while the dotted curve to the C oulom b externally cor—
rected approxim ation.

scattering energies; R = 10 fn is su cient for proton lab
energiesabove 25M €V , w hereasthe screening radius isto
be Increased beyond 20 fn for energiesbelow 5M eV .W e
also note that the convergence in R is considerably slow er
for Yukawa screening and is of oscillatory behavior for a
sharp cuto . Theexact Coulomb resultsare correctly ap—
proached by the em ployed m ethod w ith satisfactory ac—
curacy, unlke the no Coulom b orthe C oulom b externally
corrected approxin ations. T hem ethod we use, based on
the ideas ofRefs. [_l-]_:, :_Iz_i], encourages us to carry it over
to elastic pd scattering as Refs. 'gl, :_2] did and to em .
reactions involving the pd system .

B . E lastic proton-deuteron scattering

T his section carries over the treatm ent ofthe Coulomb
interaction, given in Sec.iIIA| for pp scattering, to elas-
tic pd scattering. It establishes a theoretical procedure
lading to a calculational schem e.

Each pairofnuclkons ( ) interactsthrough the strong
coupled-channelpotentialv and the C oulom b potential
w .Weassume thatw acts fom ally between all pairs
() ofparticles, but i is nonzero only for states w ith
twocharged baryons, ie, ppandp * states. W e intro—
duce the fallresovent G ®) z ) orthe auxiliary situation
In which the Coulomb potentialw is screened with a
screening radiusR , w being replaced by w i,

X X

c® @)= @ Hy v wor) ; 13)

where H( is the threeparticlke kinetic energy operator.
The full resolvent yields the fiull pd scattering state
when acting on the channel state 7 (g) i of relative



pd momentum g, energy E (g) and additional discrete
quantum num bers and taking the appropriate lim i
Z = E (g + i0. The full resolvent therefore also yields
the desired S matrix. The full resolvent G ®) (Z) de-
pends on the screening radius R for Coulomb and that
dependence is notationally indicated; the sam e w ill be
done for operators related to G ®) (Z). The full resol-
vent G ®) (z ), olow ing standard AG S notation [15] of
threeparticle scattering, m ay be decom posed into chan-—
nel resolents

G®@)y=@ Ho v w=x); 14)

where, in pd channels ,w r = 0,and Into the fullm ulti-
channel threeparticle transition m atrix U ®) (Z ) accord—
ng to

R) R)

z)c® @):
15)

c®l@z)= c®z)y+c® @)

The fullm glijdlannelttans:irjon m atrix satis estheAG S
equation t_lg]

R)

vt e)y= G, ,te)+ TR @)G,@)u® @);

(16a)

w here the two-particle transition m atrix is derived from
the full channel interaction v + w g, ie.,

TR @)= w +we)+ v +w )Go@)T® @);
(1eb)

Go@)= (Z Hy) ! being the free resolvent and =

1 . O f course, the full m ultichannel transition m a—
trix U ®’ (Z ) must contain the pure Coulom b transition
matrix T ¥ (Z ) derdved from the screened Coulomb po-—
tentialW ' betw een the spectatorproton and the center
ofm ass (cm .) ofthe rem aining neutron-proton (np) pair
In channel ,

TEE) =w T H+wFe® @)rge;  an

the pd channelbeing one of those channels . Thispart
m ay therefore be isolated in the full resolvent according
to

c®zy+c®

+ G(R)(Z)[U(R)

c® @)= @) TR@G® e

@) T Z)6 ®) @):
18)

N evertheless, as we have done in Sec. :_]i[é:, an aler—
native decom position of the full resolvent, which ap-—
pears conceptually neater for the purpose of elastic pd
scattering, may be developed based on the follow ng
idea. Instead of correlating the plane-w ave channel state
J (@) 1in a sihgle step to the fiill scattering state by
G ®) (), tm ay be correlated rstto a screened C oulom b
state of proton and deuteron by the screened Coulomb

potentialW %' ° between a proton and the cm . ofan np
pair through
Gr@)=@ Ho v L (19a)

(190)

W R

Gr@Z)=G6®@)+c® e)TT2)c® @);

where, in each channel ,w g and W ¥'‘ are never si-
m ulaneously present: W hen corresponds to a pp pair,
W g ispresentandW '°= 0;when denotesan np pair,
wr = 0and W ¢’ is present. Thus, the filll resolvent
can atematively be decom posed into

Gr@)+G r@)UH @) R @);
(20a)

R)

c®e)y+c™ @) TT@)® @)

+e® ey i ® ) w® @)

L+ Gc® @)T @)c®' @);  (@0b)

w here the operator U ®) (Z) may be calculated through
the integral equation

v @)= XG;

+ ( v +

Z)+ v ]+ W r

W )G & @)UR @);
@1)

which is driven by the strong poten‘cjal\i> and the po-
tential of threenuclkon nature W r = ( w g

W °¢%). This potentialW r accounts for the di er-
ence betw een the direct pp Coulom b interaction and the
one that takes place between the proton and the cm . of
the rem aining bound as well as unbound np pair. W hen
calculated between on-shell screened pd C oulom b states,

U ®) ) is of shortrange, even in the ;n nite R Iim i.

Equation @Q0Q) gives an alemative form for the di er-

ence of the transition m atrices U &’ ) TR @)]
nEq. {8), ie.,
ve) TEe)=n+TReE et e)

L+Gc® @)Te @)
(22)

Though we calculate that di erence directly from the
potentials v , w z, and W ¢'° through the num eri-
cal solution of Egs. {16) and (%), Eq. £4) demon-
strates that r nitial and nalpd states U &’ @)
T} ()] is a short-range operator due to the nature
of U ®) Z) as discussed above, but it is extemally dis-
torted due to the screened Coulomb wave generated by
L+ 6% @)T @)l. Thus, Eq. £3) achieves a clean
separation of the fiill on-shell transition m atrix U ®) )
nto the long—range part TR (2 ) and the short-range
part U ® @) T°M* (7 )]. O n-shell, both parts do not



have a proper Iim it asR ! 1 . They have to get renor-
m alized asthe corresponding am plitudes for pp scattering
n Sec.:g_'g-}:, In orderto ocbtain the results appropriate for
the unscreened Coulomb Iim it.

According to Refs. [11, 2], the fill pd transition
am plitude for initial and nal states j (i) ;i and
J @f) i, ¢ = g, referring to the strong potential
v and the unscreened C oulom b potentialw , isobtained
via the renom alization ofthe on-shellm ultichanneltran—
sition m atrix U ®’ Z)wihZ =E ()+i0inthein nie
R Iim it

h @) ¥ I @ .1

@:z) .3

E @)+ i0)7 @) iz, 7 @)g:

(23a)

As for pp scattering, the split of the fll on-shell
multichannel transition matrix U &’ (Z) into long-
and shortrange parts is most convenient. For the
screened Coulomb transition m atrix T ° (Z ), contained
nU® @), the limit ;n Eq. @3a) can be carried out
analytically, yielding the proper C ou]c_>m b ttansj:on am —
pliideh (@¢) ,FTF @) .il3,04]

h @) ¥ J @) .1

= h @) .¥FTI @) .1
+ £z, @h @) WO E @+ i)
TE @+ 0T @) L2y @)g:
(23b)
The]injtibrtheremajnjngpart[U(R)(Z) TF@2)]

ofthem ultichanneltransition m atrix hasto be perform ed
num erically, but, due to the short-range nature of that
part, it isreached w ith su cient accuracy at nite screen—
ing radiiR , and furthem ore, U ®’ ) T (Z )]can
be calculated using a partialw ave expansion.

In close analogy w ith pp scattering, the renomm aliza-
tion factor orR ! 1 isa diverging phase factor

Zr @=e 9 (24a)

where g (@), though Independent of the pd relative an—
gularmom entum 1in the In nite R 1 i, is

R @= 1@ r@); (24b)

with the diverging screened Coulomb pd phase shift
r (@ corresponding to standard boundary conditions
and the proper Coulomb one ;(q) referring to the log—
arithm ically distorted proper Coulomb boundary condi-
tions. In analogy to pp scattering the form (24b ) of the
renom alization phase is readily understood by looking
back to Eq. {4). For the screened C oulom b potential of
(_].) the in nieR lim tof (@) isknown analytically

R @= @IMhER) C=n}; (240)

(@ = M =g being the pd Coulomb param eter and M
the reduced pd m ass. The form of the renom alization
phase R (@ to be used in the actual calculations w ith

nite screening radiiR isnotunique, but, lke in Sec. :]IAI
the converged results show independence of the chosen
form of R (@ . The results presented in this paper are
based on the partialwave dependent form @4b) of the
renom alization factor forwhich we nd the convergence
with R to be slightly faster than or 24q).

Again we refer to Refs. {11, 3] bra rigorous jasti -
cation of the correction procedure ofEgs. {_23) and {_2§)
and proceed here to study the num erical convergence of
our predictions w ith increasing R .

W e choose an isospin description for the three baryons
hvolved In threenucleon scattering. In the isogoin or-
malisn the isospin T of the interacting pair and the
isospdn t of the spectator are coupled to the total isospin
T wih the profction M 1 . D ue to the hadronic charge
dependence together w ith the screened C oulom b interac—
tion nppandp ' pairstates, ie., in statesw ith isospin
IMri= 7j1i, the twobaryon transition m atrix T ®) )
becom es an operator coupling total isogoin T = % and
T = 2 states according to

h( °)T M gjr‘R)(Z)j(rt)TM§i
H'Mrtm e T ™M 7 i
Mrm¢
hTMTj[‘(R)(Z)j[‘MTihTMTUntj[‘M Ti:
(25)

=TT M IM g

D ue to the isospin form ulation, the nuclkons are therefore
considered identical. H ow ever, the discussion has left out
the identity of nuckons till now . Instead of the transi-
tion am plitude ofEqg. C_2§L_)‘) w e therefore have to use the
properly sym m etrized form

h @) P @ .1
X

=" h @) .V @ . @
h @) [ PIj @) i
=h @) ,F¥ITF @) .1

+ I £7 cleh @) WEE @)+ 10)

TE'E @)+ 103 (@) ,iZ; 7 @)g
(26b)
withu® @)= @)+ u® @)Pos1 + UR @)Ps1s
for the calculation ofcbservables, ( ) being cyclic and

P231 and P 31, being the tw o cyclicperm utations of ( ).

U ®)(z) satis es the standard symm etrized form of the

Integral equation Q6a), ie.,
u®e)=prc,'@)+PT® @G ® @) @7

wih P = P231 + P312.



T he practical im plem entation of the outlined calcu—
lational scheme faces a technical di culty. W e solve
Eqg. C_Zj) In a partialwavebasis. T he partialw ave expan—
sion of the screened C oulom b potential converges rather
slow Iy. The problem does not occur in pp scattering,
since there the partial waves w ith di erent two-baryon
totalangularm om entum I are not coupled and them ax—
inal I required or £®) (z) 1 (z)] is determ ined ac-
cording to Egs. @) and C_l-(_)') by the range of the hadronic
potential v. However, in the calculation of U ®) (z) all
tw o-baryon partial waves are coupled dynam ically; the
required m axin al I is determ ined by the range of the
screened Coulomb potential and is considerably higher
than required for the hadronic potential alone. In this
context, the perturbation theory for higher two-baryon
partialwaves developed In Ref. [_l-]'] isa very e cient and
reliable technical tool for treating the screened C oulom b
Interaction in high partialwaves. Furthem ore, in prac-
tical calculations we gplit the di erence of the transition
m atricesin Eq. {_2-§-13:) Into two partsw ith di erent partial-
W ave convergence properties,

U(R)(Z) Tcén:(Z)= '.U(R)(Z)

TR@)

PT  (Z)P]
PTRr Z)PJ;

@8)

T g (Z) being the twobaryon screened Coulomb tran—
sition m atrix derived from w g alone and hidden in
T ® ) according to Eq. {I6b). The tem PT g (Z)P
is the rem ainder of the threebody operator U &) (z)
PG,' @) in the absence of the strong free, and i is
contained n U ®) (Z ) as the m ost in portant Coulomb
contribution; the di erence U ®' @) PT i (Z)P ] con—
vergesw ith respect to included tw o-baryon states consid—
erably faster than U ®) (Z ) alone. The tem [ % (Z)
PT g (Z)P] accounts for the o cm . pd screened
Coulomb interaction and converges rather slow Iy, but
the inclusion of very high partial waves is much easier
than or U®’Z) PT g (Z)P]. W e vary the dividing
Iine betw een partial waves included exactly and pertur-
batively in U ®) (2 ) as well as angular m om entum  cut-
o s Porboth tem s n Eq. 28) in order to test the con—
vergence and thereby establish the validity of the proce-
dure. Theproblem ofhigh partialwavesdoesnotoccurin
Refs. @, g], since the authorsuse the quasiparticle form al-
ism and work w ith equations of twobody type In which
the partiatw ave decom position has to be perform ed only
w ith respect to the relative m otion of the spectator par-
ticle and the correlated pair. Due to technical lim ita-
tions, Refs. {l, @] use Iow rank separable potentials for
the hadronic interaction and approxin ate the tw o-proton
screened C oulom b transition m atrix by the potential. Tn
contrast, we work with a realistic hadronic interaction
CD Bonn orCD Bonn + ) wihout separable approxi-
m ation, and w e never approxin ate the energy-dependent
pair transition m atrix for screened Coulomb T r (Z) by
the potentialw g .

W ith respect to the partialwave expansion in the ac-
tualcalculations of this paper, we obtain fully converged
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FIG.5: Convergence of the di erential cross section and of

the proton analyzing power Ay N ) for pd elastic scattering
at 3 M &V proton lab energy wih screening radius R. The
observables are shown as functions of the cm . scattering
angle. The hadronic potentialisCD Bonn + . Results ob—
tained w ith screening radiusR = 5 fn (dotted curves), 10 fm
(dashed-double-dotted curves), 15 fm (dashed-dotted curves),
20 fm (doubledashed-dotted curves), 25 fm (solid curves)
are com pared. Results w thout Coulom b (dashed curves) are
given as reference for the size of the Coulomb e ect.

results by taking into acoount the screened Coulomb in—
teraction In two-baryon partial waves w ith pair orbital
angularmomentum L 13 orthe rsttem in Eq. £8)
andwih L 25 Porthe second tem ; orbitalangularm o—
menta L 7 can safely be treated perturbatively. The
above values refer to the screening radiusR = 25 fm ; for
an aller screening radiithe convergence in orbitalangular
momentum is faster. The hadronic interaction is taken
Into account in two-baryon partialwaves w ith total an—
gularmomentum I 5. Both threebaryon total isospin
3

T = %andT = 3 states are incluided. The maxinal

three-baryon total angular m om entum J oconsidered is
=

F igures :_5 and -_6 study the convergence of our
m ethod w ith increasing screening radius R according to
Eqg. 26B). The com parison w ith the no Coulom b resuls
(dashed curves), used tillnow by uswhen acoounting for
pd data, gives the size of the Coulomb e ect. First
we concentrate on 3 M €V proton lab energy, the lowest
energy considered in this paper. A s exam ples we show
the di erentialcross section, the nuclon analyzing pow er
A, (N ) which has them ost critical convergence behavior
according to Refs. [_2, :_i@‘], and the deuteron tensor ana—
Iyzing power Ty, the m ost slow Iy converging observable
at 3 M eV proton lab energy according to our experience.
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FIG .6: Convergence of the deuteron tensor analyzing power
T21 for pd elastic scattering at 3 M eV and 10 M eV proton
lab energy w ith screening radius R . T he observable is shown
as function of the cm . scatte'rljng angle. The curves are ex—
plined in the caption of F ig. 4.

N evertheless, the convergence is in pressive even forthose
worst cases: Only To1, shown In Fjg.:_é, requires a screen—
Ing radius R > 15 fm . Convergence is m ore rapid at
higherenergiesasdem onstrated In F jg.:_é forthe deuteron
tensor analyzing power Tp; at 3 and 10 M &V proton
lab energy. T he observed convergence strongly suggests
the reliability of the chosen Coulomb treatm ent. Fur-
them ore, the forthcom ing paper [_1-5_5] m akes a detailkd
com parison between the results obtained by the present
technique and those of Ref. g] obtained from the varia-
tionalsolution ofthe threenucleon Schrodinger equation
In con guration spacew ith the inclusion ofan unscreened
Coulomb potential between the protons and im posing
the proper C oulom b boundary conditions explicitly. T he
agreem ent, across the board, between the resuls derived
from two entirely di erentm ethods, clearly Indicatesthat
both techniques for incliding the Coulomb interaction
are reliable; this is another Justi cation for the technique
used in this paper.

Asin Fjg.:_4 for pp scattering, Fjg.:_'/z com pares predic—
tions including the C oulom b Interaction w ith resuls from
traditional approxin ate treatm ents which were labeled
before asno Coulm b and Coulm b externally corrected.
A salready known from Refs. 'Q, :_lé] both approxin ations
are unsatisfactory at low energies. At higher energies the
Coulomb e ect iscon ned m ore and m ore to the forward
direction; the no Coulom b treatm ent fails there, w hereas
the Coulom b externally corrected approxim ation is usu—
ally not accurate enough for larger scattering anglks.

The seen Coulomb e ects and their physics im plica—

do/dQ (mb/sr)
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FIG.7: D1ierential cross section and deuteron analyzing
power Ay (d) for pd elastic scattering at 135 M €V proton lab
energy as finctions of the cm . scattering angle. Converged
results of the present Coulomb treatment wih R = 10 fn
given by solid curves are com pared to the resuls calculated
with no Coulomb (dashed curves) and Coubmb externally
corrected (dotted curves) approxin ations.

tions are discussed in Sec.:-}]::t.

C . Radiative capture and two-body em .
disintegration of the threenucleon bound state

Forthe description ofthe considered em . processesthe

matrix ekement h ¢’ @e) . J Q;Ky)Bioftheem.
current operator between the threenucleon bound state
and the pd scattering state has to be calculated. The
calculation of that m atrix elem ent w ithout Coulomb is
discussed In great kngth in Refs. R0, 3]. This sub-
section only discusses the m odi cation which arises due
to the nclusion of the Coulomb interaction between the
charged baryons. Coulom b is included as a screened po-—
tential and the dependence of the bound and scattering
states, ie, B ®’iand § ‘ '®)(@s) .1, on the screen—
Ing radiusR isnotationally m ade explicit. In analogy to
pd scattering, the current m atrix elem ent referring to the
unscreened C oulom b potential is obtained via renom al-
ization of the m atrix elem ent referring to the screened
Coulomb potentialin the in nite R lim it

Q;K+)B1i

1
= Iim ZRZ(qf)h ( )(R)(qf)
R!1

h @) 71
LD QKB ®i:
©9)



05 | v % 1

do/dQ (pbf/sr)

0 60 120 180
Oc.m. (deg)

FIG.8: Convergence of the di erential cross section and
of the deuteron analyzing power T;1 for pd radiative capture
at 3 M &V proton lab energy with screening radius R. The
observables are shown as functions of the cm . scai;terjng
angle. T he curves are explained in the caption ofFjg.d

A s for pd scattering, the practical results presented In
this paper are based on the partialw ave dependent form

of the renom alization factor {24b). Due to the short—
range nature of § Q ;K4 )B ®)ithe ImEt R ! 1 is
reached w ith su cient accuracy at nite screening radii

R . The presence of the bound-state wave fiinction in the
m atrix elem ent strongly suppresses the contribution of
the screened Coulom b interaction in high partial waves,
ie. twobaryon partial waves w ith orbial angular m o—
mentum L 6 are su cient for convergence. The

other quantum -num ber related cuto sin thepartialwave
dependence of the m atrix elem ent are the same as in
Refs. f_Z-(_i, :_2-1:], ie, I 4, J % for photoreactions,
andI 3,3 22 fortwobody elctrodisintegration of
*He. All calulations include both total isospin T = £
and T = 2 states.

Figure :_8 studies the convergence of our m ethod w ih
Increasing screening radiis R for pd radiative capture
at 3 M eV proton lab energy. W e show the di erential
cross section and the deuteron tensor analyzing power
T,1 which are the m ost critical observables in tem s of
convergence behavior. A s in the case of pp and pd elas-
tic scattering the convergence is in pressive and becom es
m ore rapid w ith Increasing energy; it is quite com parable
to pd elastic scattering. T he convergence w ith increasing
screening radiis R is the sam e or two-body electrodis—
integration of *He; we therefore om it a corresponding

gure.
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D . Conclusions on the practical im plem entation of
the C oulom b interaction

U sing the described m ethod we are abl to include
the Coulom b interaction between two protons in the de—
scription of hadronic and em . threenuclkon reactions
In the pd cm . energy regin e from about 1 M €V up to
the pion production threshold. T he screening radiis re—
quired for the convergence decreases w ith increasing en-—
ergy. W hereasR = 20 fn is required for energies around
deuteron breakup threshold, the screening radius can be
Iowered to R = 10 fm above 10 M &V cm . energy. In
contrast, the screening radiis has to be ncreased consid-
erably when calculating extrem e low -energy quantities,
such asthe pd doublet scattering length, w hich at present
is outside the reach of our adopted technique. On the
otherhand, the high-energy lim it is in posed by the form
of the hadronic Interaction which is applicable only be-
low pion production threshold. W e notice no particular
feature of the convergence w hen crossing the threebody
breakup threshold. However, the paper does not treat
the threebody breakup reactions yet.

III. RESULTS

W e base our calculations on the two-baryon coupled-
channel potential CD Bonn + wih and wihout
Coulomb and use the CD Bonn potentialw ith and w ith—
out Coulomb as purely nuckonic reference. W e use the
charge and current operators of Refs. t_Zd, 2]_;], appro-—
prate for the underlying dynam ics. W e add relativistic
corrections to the charge in the Siegert part of the oper—
ator when describing the photoreactions, an adm itedly
questionable procedure, but entirely unrelated to the real
issue of Coulom b in this paper.

O bviously, we have much m ore predictions than i is
possbl and w ise to show . T hereforewem ake a jadicious
selection and present those predictions which illistrate
the m essage we believe the results tell us. T he readers,
dissatis ed with our choice, are welcom e to obtain the
resuls for their favorite data from us.

Our predictions are dom inantly based on the two—
baryon ocoupled-channel potential CD Bonn + ; is
sihgle virtual -isobar excitation yields, in the three-
nuclkon system , an e ective threenuclon force consis—
tent w ith the two—nuclkon interaction. -isobar e ects
increase the *°H binding energy from 8.004 M &V fr CD
Bonn to 8297M &V forCD Bonn + , the experin ental
vallebeing 8482 M €V . T hat binding energy Increase has
sim utaneousbene ciale ectson otherbound state prop—
erties, eg., on the charge radius, but those e ects also
appear In the pd elastic scattering am plitude, especially
In the threenuckon J = { partialwave. T he corre—
Jation between trinucleon binding and other low -energy
observables is known as scaling. However, the Coulomb
Interaction also m akes a signi cant contribution to trin-
uckon bindig; the > 3He binding energy di erence is



0.746 M eV orCD Bonn and 0.756 M €V forCD Bonn +

, com pared w ith the experim entally required value of
0.764 M eV . Thisbinding energy di erence is dom inantly
due to the Coulomb repulsion between the protons in
3He; the contrbution arisihg from the hadronic charge
asymm etry ismuch sn aller.

In threenuclon scattering the isobar therefore con—
tributes to the scaling phenom enon at low energies, but
it m anifests itself m ore directly at higher energies when
channel coupling becom es m ore probabl. This sec-
tion tries to explore the interplay between -isobar and
Coulomb e ects in the considered threenuclon reac—
tions.

A . E lastic proton-deuteron scattering

F jgu]:es-'_d and :_l-(_i give characteristic low -energy results.
Asexampleswe show cbservablesat 3M &V and 9 M &V
proton lab energy, respectively below and above deuteron
breakup threshold. The Coulomb e ect is quite appre-
ciable at all scattering angles, but its relative in portance
decreases w ith increasing energy. In contrast, on the
scale of the observed Coulomb e ect, the -isobar ef-
fect is m nute at those low energies. The inclusion of
Coulomb is essential for a successful account of data for
the spin-averaged di erential cross section and for the
deuteron tensor analyzing powers. However, the incli-
sion of Coulomb increases the discrepancy between the-
oretical predictions and experim ental data in the peak
region of proton and deuteron vector analyzing powers,
the socalled A y—puzz]e Our ndings are consistent w ith
the resuls ofRefs. [L, d]

F igure 11 show s selected resultsat 135M eV proton lab
energy. The Coulomb e ect is con ned to the Prward
direction, ie., to cm . scattering angles sm aller than 30
degrees where the -isobare ect isnot visbl. The -
isobare ect show sup rather strongly In the region ofthe
di raction m inin um , where itse ect isbene cialand the
Coulomb e ect isgone. -iscbarand Coulomb e ectsare
nicely separated Thus, the -isobar e ect found previ-
ously [14] on the Sagara discrepancy and on spin ocbserv—
ables ram ains essentially unchanged by the JnCJuSJon of
the Coulom b interaction. T he predictions of F ig. 1]: are
characteristic for all observables at higher energies.

B . P roton-deuteron radiative capture

The em . current operator is the standard choice of
Ref. {20] supplem ented by the relativistic one-nucleon
charge corrections, also given in Ref. QO], w hich we found
to be In portant for som e spin cbservableseven at low en—
ergies.

R eferences [_2-2:, 2-5_5] carried out corresponding realis—
tic calculations for pd radiative capture w ith di erent
tw onucleon potentials and an irreducble threenucleon
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foroce, but w ithout relativistic one-nuclon charge correc—
tions. The calulations of Ref. R7] take the Coulomb
interaction fully into account, but are lim ited to reac-
tions below 10 M &V cm . energy. Reference l_2§'] ne—
glcts the Coulom b Interaction in the continuum states.
W hen com parable, the results of this paper and those of
Refs. {_2-]', ?g] agree qualitatively; benchm ark com parisons
have not been done.

Figure :_l-Zj show s the Coulomb e ect for pd radiative
capture at 3 M &V proton lab energy. The Coulomb ef-
fect is m ost im portant for the di erential cross section
which is reduced by about 20% and agrees rather well
w ith the experim ental data. In contrast, the spin ob-—
servables show only a snallCoulomb e ect. Thee ect of
relativistic onenucleon charge corrections is entirely neg—
ligble for the di erential cross section, but rather sizable
and necessary for a satisfactory description of the data
forthe vectoranalyzing pow ers. O ur resulsw ithout rela—
tivistic one-nucleon charge correctionsare consistent w ith
the corresponding calculations ofR ef. [27 which also 2il
to acocount for the vector analyzing power data. A m od-
erate -isobar e ect due to scaling is visble around the
peak of the di erential cross section.

Selected deuteron analyzing powers at 175 M &V
deuteron lab energy with m oderate Coulomb e ects are
shown in Fig. -'_1-3 together w ith the experim ental data.
Since the deuteron analyzing powerA , israther atbe-
tween 40 deg and 140 deg according to Fig. :_1-.3}, Fjgié‘
focuses on the energy dependence of A, at 90 deg pho-
ton lab scattering angle. C learly, our calculation ac—
counts ratherwell for the known data ofA ,, in thewhole
deuteron lab energy region up to 95 M &V .. However, a
sin ilar study for T, at 90 deg (not shown here) indicates
that the strong energy dependence ofthe low energy data
from TUNL {29& ] is not com patible w ith the present cal-
culation. The rather good agreem ent w ith experin ental
data in Figs.13 and {4 is obtained in generalas an in-
terplay of three considered e ects, ie., the e ects due to
the isobar, due to the relativistic onenuclkon charge
corrections, and due to the C oulom b interaction.

Figure :_1-5 show s the di erential cross section and the
nuckon analyzing power for pd radiative capture at
150 M €V nuclkon lab energy where we previously found
rather signi cant -isobar e ects [0]. Even at this
relatively high energy there is a visble, though anall
Coulomb e ect around the peak of the di erential cross
section. In addition, both ocbservables show a sizable ef-
fect of the relativistic onenuclkon charge corrections.

F gures :_1';5 - :_1-5 also recall the non-Coulomb e ects
on observables in order to discuss their nterplay with
Coulomb. In the di erential cross section at 3 M €V and
150 M eV proton lab energy the isobar plays di erent
roks; at Iow energy the iscbarm anifests itself through
scaling due to changed bound state properties, but at
higher energies the explicit excitation of channels in
scattering becom es m ore predom inant. W e also note
that relativistic onenuclkon charge corrections are in —
portant for proton and deuteron vector analyzing pow ers
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the cm . scattering angle. T he curves are explained in the caption ofF ig. E T he experim entaldata are from Ref. @3]
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D i erential cross section and analyzing powers for pd elastic scattering at 3 M eV proton lab energy as functions of

the cm . scattering angle. Results including -isobar excitation and the Coulom b interaction (solid curves) are com pared to
results w thout Coulomb (dashed curves).
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FIG.11l: Dierential cross section and proton analyzing

powerA, (N ) for pd elastic scattering at 135 M €V proton lab
energy as functions of the cm . scattering angle. T he curves
are explained in the caption ofF 19’:9‘ T he experin entaldata
are from Ref. @lg] (crosses) and from Ref. QE}] (Z_ﬁl_]l circles)
for the di erential cross section, and from Ref. E§6_] for the
analyzing power.

even at low energies; w th increasing energy they becom e
quite signi cant In general. T he relativistic onenuclkon
charge correctionsarem ostly bene cialforthe acocount of
the experin entaldata, though their Inclusion is not fully
consistent with the underlying nonrelativistic hadronic
dynam ics.

C. Two-body electrodisintegration of’He

The em . current operator is taken over from Ref. @-]_;];
com pared to photo reactions, the relativistic one-nucleon
charge corrections are less In portant and are therefore
om itted. The Coulomb e ect in the twobody electro—
disintegration of *He depends on both energy and m o—
mentum transfer. W e do not study that dependence in
detail. W e only show in Fig. .16 a sam pl resul for the
three reaction kinem atics C1, Tand HR ofRef. 35]. The
Coulomb e ect on the C1 and Idi erentialcross sections
isvisble in the peak, though in C1 sn all com pared w ith
the discrepancy between theoretical predictions and ex—
perin ental data. In the HR di erential cross section a
Coulomb e ect is not visble In the logarithm ic scale of
the plot, but instead a -isobar e ect at backward an—
gles. Qualitatively our results without Coulomb agree
wellw ith the ones ofRef. §§]
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Iv.. SUMMARY

This paper shows how the Coulomb interaction be-
tween the charged baryons can be incluided into the
m om entum -space description of elastic proton-deuteron
scattering and of related em . reactions using the
screening and renom alization approach. The theoreti-
cal fram ework is the AG S integral equation tlS] The
calculations are done on the sam e level of accuracy and
sophistication as for the corresponding neutron-deuteron
reactions. T he conclusions ofthe paper refer to the devel-
oped technique and to the physics results obtained w ith
that technique.

Technically, the idea of screening and renom alization
is the one ofR efs. f_l-]_},:_IZ_i] and we rely on these works for
m athem atical rigor. However, our practical realization
di ers quite signi cantly from the one ofRefs. E, :2:]

(1) W e use m odem hadronic interactions, CD Bonn
and CD Bonn + , In contrast to the low rank separable
potentials ofRefs. rE,', :_2]. Ouruse ofthe fullpotential re—
quires the standard form of the threeparticlke equations,
di erent from the quasiparticle approach ofRefs. @, :g].

(2) W edo not approxin ate the screened C oulom b tran—
sition m atrix by the screened C oulom b potential.

(3) T he quasiparticlke approach ofRefs. E},:g] treatsthe
screened Coulomb potential between the protons w ith—
out partialwave expansion and therefore has no prob—
Jem s w ith the slow convergence of that expansion. O ur
solution of three-nuclkon equations proceeds in partial-
wave basis and therefore is faced w ith the slow partial-
wave convergence of the Coulomb interaction between
the charged baryons. However, we are able to obtain
fully converged results by choosing a special form ofthe
screening function and by using the perturbation theory
ofRef. il?] for treating the screened C oulom b transition
m atrix in high partialwaves. T hiswould not be  possble
ifwe had used Yukawa screening as in Refs. ﬂ 1.

(4) Ourm ethod for including the Coulomb Jnteractjon
is e cient. Though the number of the isospin triplet
partial waves to be taken into account is considerably
higher than in the case w ithout Coulomb, the required
com puting tim e increasesonly by a factorof2 to 3, dueto
the use ofthe perturbation theory forhigh partialwaves.

The obtained resuls are stabl and well checked for
their validiy. T he em ployed technjque gets cum bersom e
w hen approaching very low energies, ie., pd cm . energies
below 1 M eV, due to the need for very large screening
radii. Thus, the calculation of the doublet scattering
length for elastic pd scattering is, at present, outside of
ournum ericalreach, a barrierw hich doesnot exist forthe
coordinate-space techniques adopted in Refs. [, 4]. On
the other hand, we do not see any particular num erical
problem when crossing the breakup threshold and going
to higher energies w here coordinate-space techniques are
very hard to apply.

T he present technique isnot yet used forbreakup itself,
but such an extension ison itsway.

P hysicsw ise, the Coulomb e ect in elastic pd scatter—
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FIG.12: D i erential cross section and analyzing powers for pd radiative capture at 3 M €V proton lab energy as functions
of the photon cm . scattering angle w ith respect to the direction of the proton. The shown results inclide, respectively:
Coulom b iInteraction, relativistic one-nuclon charge correction, and -isobar excitation (solid curves); relativistic one-nucleon
charge corrections and -isobar excitation (dashed-dotted curves); -isobarexcitation (dashed curves); purely nuckonic results

(dotted curves). T he experin ental data are from Ref. 30].
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FIG .13: D euteron analyzing powers for pd radiative capture at 175 M €V deuteron lab energy as functions of the photon
cm . scattering angle with respect to the direction of the proton. The curves are explained in the caption of Fig.12. The

experin entaldata are from Ref. @g]
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FIG. 14: Deuteron analyzing power A, for pd radiative

capture at 90 deg photon lab scattering angle as functions
of the deuteron lab energy. The curves are explained in the
caption ofFig.12. The experin entaldata are from Refs. 33,
83l.
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FIG. 15: D1ierential cross section and proton analyzing

power A, N ) for pd radiative capture at 150 M €V proton
lab energy as functions of the photon cm . scattering angle
with respect to the direction of the proton. The curves are
explained in the caption of Fig.12. The experin ental data
are from Ref. [34].

ing is In portant at low energies for allkinem atic regin es,
but gets con ned to the forw ard direction at higher ener—
gies, whereasthe e ectm ediated by the isobarrem ains

aln ost unm odi ed by the inclusion of Coulomb. In ra—
diative pd capture the Coulomb e ect is in portant for
Jow -energy di erential cross sections and for som e spin
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FIG.16: Lab di erential cross section for two-body electro-
disintegration of *H e as function of the proton lab scattering
angle. T he electron lab energy, scattering angle, the m om en—
tum and energy transfer are 390 M eV, 744 deg, 4348 M &V

and 661 M eV for the reaction kinem atics C1, 5279 M eV,
522 deg, 4300 M &V and 99.8 M &V for the reaction kinem at—
ics I, and 390 M eV, 39.7 deg, 250.2_M_eV and 113.0 M &V for
the reaction kinem atics HR ofRef. B3], respectively. Resuls
Including -isobar excitation and the Coulomb interaction

(solid curves) are com pared to the results w ithout C oulom b
(dashed curves). In order to appreciate the size of the -
isobar e ect the purely nuckonic results wih Coulomb are
also spc_)wn (dotted curves). T he experin ental data are from

Ref. BSI.



observables up to about 30 M €V proton lab energy; at
higher energies there is still a visble Coulomb e ect for
som e observables, eg. in the peak of the di erential
cross section. In two-body electrodisintegration of *He
the Coulomb e ect appears not to be sin ply related to
the intemal excitation of the threenucleon system . A
thorough study of the dependence ofthe Coulomb e ect
on the energy-and three-m om entum transfer to the *He
target is beyond the scope of this paper.
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