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I. NTRODUCTION

A Yhough there is a long history of theoretical work on the solution of the Coulomb
problem in threeparticke scattering fI,, 2, 3,'4,'5, 4,1, the work of Refs. 3,'4] pioneered the
e ort on fully converged num erical calculations for proton-deuteron (pd) elastic scattering
Including the C oulom b repulsion betw een protonstogetherw ith realistic nuclkar interactions.
In theirwork the authors use the charge-dependent AV 18 potentialtogetherw ith the U oana
X threenuclkon force and proceed to solve the threeparticle Schrodinger equation using the
K ohn varationalprinciple K VP );thewave fiinction satis es approprate C oulom b distorted
asym ptotic boundary conditions and is expanded at short distances in a pair correlated
hypersoherical ham onics basis sst. The resuls presented were fully converged visa-vis
the size of the basis set and the angular m om entum states included In the calculation. In
parallela benchm ark calculation was perform ed B]w here results cbtained variationally were
com pared w ith those obtained from the solution of coordinate-gpace Faddeev equations for
the AV 14 potential at energies below threedbody breakup threshold.

In a recent publication [{]them om entum -space solution of the A 16 rassberger-Sandhas
AGS) equation EL:Q] for two protons and a neutron was sucoessfully applied, not only to
pd elastic scattering but also to radiative pd capture and two-body electrom agnetic disinte-
gration of ’He. The treatm ent of the Coulomb interaction is based on the ideas proposed
by Taylbr [11] fortwo charged partick scattering and extended in Ref. fil] or three-particle
scattering w ith two charged particlkes alone. The Coulomb potential is screened, standard
scattering theory for short-range potentials is used, and the obtained resuls are corrected
for the unscreened Iin it using the renom alization prescription I, 11]. T he results presented
in Ref. Q] are converged vis-a+is the screening radius R and the number of included two—
body and threebody angularm om entum states. A fthough in Ref. ] the hadron dynam ics
is based on the purely nuckonic charge-dependent (CD) Bonn potential and its realistic
coupled-channel extension CD Bonn + , allow Ing for singlke virtual -isobar excitation,
other realistic potentialm odels m ay be used easily aswell

M otivated by recent experim ental e orts in the m easurem ents of pd elastic observ—
ables {12, 13, 14], in the present paper we present benchm ark results for a number of pd
elastic scattering observables, both below and above threebody breakup threshold, using
the charge-dependent AV 18 [[5]two-nucleon potentialand no threeiuckon force. In Sec. IT



wem ake a short description of the m ethods we use, in Sec. III we present the results, and

in Sec. V! the conclusions.

ITI. THE METHODS

In this section we brie y Introduce both m ethods and provide the basic fram ework for
a general understanding of the technical procedures; further details m ay be found in the
approprate references. W e choose to describe them ethod based on KV P using itstraditional
notation, which we attam pt to carry over to the discussion ofthe Integral equation approach
in Sec.{IIB' and III. T herefore the presentation of the integral equation approach will not

be in the notation used in Ref. 1.

A . The K ohn variationalprinciple

The KVP can be used to describe nuckon-deuteron (N d) elastic scattering. Below the
threebody breakup threshold the collision m atrix is uniary and the problm can be for-
mulated in tem s of the real reactance m atrix K {m atrix) . Above the threebody breakup
threshold the elastic part of the oollision m atrix is no longer unitary and the form ula-
tion in temm s of the S-m atrix, the com plex form of the KV P, is convenient. Referring to
Refs. §,16,17] for details, a brief description of the m ethod is given below . T he scattering

wave function W .f) iswritten assum oftwo temn s
= ¢t a @)

which carry the approprate asym ptotic boundary conditions. The rsttem, ,descrbes
the system when the three{nuclkons are close to each other. For large interparticle sspa-
rations and energies below the threedbody breakup threshold it goes to zero, whereas for
higher energies it m ust reproduce a three outgoing partick state. Tt iswritten asa sum of
three Faddeev {like am plitudes corresponding to the three cyclic permm utations of the particle
Indices. Each amplitude  X;;V:), where x;;y; are the Jacobi coordinates corresponding

to the i~th pem utation, has total angular m om entum JJ, and total isospin TT, and is



decom posad Into channels using LS coupling, nam ely
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where x;;v; are them oduli ofthe Jacobicoordiatesand ¥ isthe angularsoin-isosoin func—
tion for each channel. The m axinum num ber of channels considered In the expansion isN ..
Thetwo-din ensionalam plitude  isexpanded in tem s ofthe pair correlated hyperspherical

ham onic basis {1§, 19]
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where the hyperspherical variables, the hyperradiis and the hyperangk ;, are de ned
by the relations x; = cos ; andy; = s ;. The factor ®P,”" () is a hyperspherical
polynom ialand £ (x;) isa pair correlation fiinction ntroduced to accelerate the convergence
of the expansion. For an all values of the interparticle distance £ (x;) is requlated by the
N N interaction whereas for large separations £ (x;) ! 1.

The second term ,  , , In the variationalw ave function ofEq.{l,) describes the asym ptotic
m otion of a deuteron relative to the third nuckon. &t can also be written as a sum ofthree
am plitudes w ith the generic one having the fom
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where w; (x;) is the deuteron w £f. radial com ponent in the state 1 = 0;2. In addition,
s* = 1;t% = 0 and L is the relative nucleon-deuteron angularm om entum . T he superscript

iIndicates the reqular ( R) or the irreqular ( I) solution. In the pd (d) cass, the
functions R  are related to the regular or irreqular Coulomb (spherical Bessel) functions.

The finctions  can be combined to ©Hm a general asym ptotic state “S* V1, ;

X
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Them atrix elem ents u;; can be selected according to the ourdi erent choices of the m atrix

L = K -matrix, K ! -matrix, S-m atrix or T m atrix. A general threenuclon scattering w .f.

foran incident statew ith relative angularm om entum L, soin S and totalangularm om entum

J is

LS = c ®iiVi)+ Loy ®ifvi) i ©)
=1;3

and its complex conjigate is ;. A variational estim ate of the trial param eters In the

w f. ;SJ can be cbtained by requiring, in accordance w ith the generalized KV P, that the

functional
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be stationary. Below the threebody breakup threshold, due to the unitarity of the S—
m atrix, the four fom s for the L-m atrix are equivalent. However, it was shown that when
the com plex form of the principle is used, there is a considerable reduction of num erical
instabilities RQ]. Above the threebody breakup threshold it is convenient to form ulate the

variationalprinciple in tem s ofthe S {m atrix. A coordingly, we get the follow ing fiinctional:
Psifel= 7800+ dh 1oy EJ fugei: 1)

T he vardation of the functionalw ith respect to the hyperradial finctions u,; ( ) leads to

the follow ng set of coupled equations:
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Foreach asym ptotic state “** VL ; two di erent .nhom ogeneous tem s are constructed corre—
sponding to the asym ptotic ;| ; functionsw ith 0;1. A coordingly, two sets of solutions
are cbtained and com bined to m inin ize the functional (1) w ith respect to the S-m atrix ele-
m ents. This isthe rst order solution, the second order estin ate ofthe S-m atrix is obtained
after replacing the st order solution in Eq.@1).

In order to solve the above system of equations appropriate boundary conditionsm ust be
soeci ed forthe hyperradial functions. Forenergies below the threedbody breakup threshold
they go to zero when ! 1 , whereas for higher energy they asym ptotically describe the
breakup con guration. T he boundary conditions to be applied in this case have been dis-
cussed In Refs. &, 11, 2111 and are brie y illustrated below . To sin plify the notation kt us



label the basis elem ents w ith the index [ ;K ], and introduce the com plktely antisym —

m etric correlated soin-isospin-hypersoherical basiselement Q ( ; ) as linear combinations
of the products
X3
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which depend on  through the correlation factor. In tem softheQ ( ; ) the mtemalpart
is written as
5=2 X
c = P () (i) 14)

wih N, the total number of basis fiinctions considered. The hyperradial functionsu ( )
and ! () are related by an unitary transform ation in posing that the \uncorrelated" ba—
sis elements Q % (), obtained by setting all the correlation functions £ (x;) = 1, form an
orthogonalbasis. E xplicitly, the m atrix elem ents of the nom N behave as

Z 3)
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where, In particular,
©)
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is diagonal w ith diagonalelements N either 1 or 0. T herefore, som e correlated elem ents

have theproperty: Q (; )! Oas ! 1 . In the following we arrange the new basis in
such a way that or values of the index N, the elgenvalies ofthenom areN = 1 and
J‘brN_m +1 N, they areN = 0.

For ! 1 ,neglkcting tem sgoing to zero faster than 2, the asym ptotic expression of
the set of Egs.(l4) rotated using the unitary transform ation de ned above, reduces to the

X ~2 @& K K +1) 2Q o 1
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whereE = ~2Q%aM y and K = G + 3=2.HereG isthe grand-angular quantum num ber

denedasG =1+L + 2K and thematrix isde ned as
Z

o= d Q%)Y "Q%(): (18)



T he din ensionless operator * orighates from the Coulomb interaction as

3
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It should be noticed that o= 0if ; °> N, .

In practice, the functions ! ( ) are chosen to be regular at the origin, ie. ! (0) = 0 and,
iIn accordance w ith the equationsto be satis ed for ! 1 , to have the follow ing behavior
( Ng)

X~ ,
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where b o are unknown coe cients. This form corresoonds to the asym ptotic behavior of
three outgoing particles interacting through the Coulomb potential R2]. In the case of nd
scattering ( 0) the outgoing solutions evolve as outgoing Hankel filnctions H ¢ @ )
(¢ ()! be?).

Forvalues of the index > N, the eigenvalues ofthe nom areN = 0 and the kading
tem s n Eq.@7) vanish. So, the asym ptotic behavior of these ! functions is govemed by
the next order temm s. However, for > ﬁm ,itisveriedthat! Q ! Oas ! 1.

In order to solve the system ofEgs.{12) the hyperradial functions are expanded In tem s

of Laguerre polynom ials plus an auxiliary finction
- Z
L()= "7 A"LY @) exp( 5>+AM”T () (1)

where z = and isa nonlinearparam eter. T he linearparam eters A" m = 0;::5M + 1)
are determ ined by the variational procedure.

The inclusion ofthe auxiliary finctionsT ( ) de ned in Eq.21) is usefil for reproducing
the oscillatory behavior shown by the hyperradial functions for & 30 fm . Othemwise a
rather large number M of polynom ials should be included in the expansion. A convenient
choice is to take them as the regular solutions of a one dim ensional di erential equation
corresoonding to the -th equation of the system whose asym ptotic behavior is the one of
Eq.{l7). In the cases considered here the solutions cbtained for the S-m atrix stabilize for
values of the m atching radius ¢ > 100 fm .



B. The integral equation approach

The integral equation to be solved is the AG S equation [0] for threeparticlke scattering
where each pair of nuclkons interacts through the strong potential v and the Coulomb
potentialw acts only between charged nuckons. The work in Ref. @] ollow s the sem inal
work of Refs. [Ii, 11] in the sense that the treatm ent of the Coulomb interaction is based
on screening, ollowed by the use of standard scattering theory for short+range potentials
and renom alization of the obtahed results In order to correct for the unscreened lim it.
N evertheless there are in portant di erences relative to Ref. [] that are param ount to the
fast convergence of the calculation In tem s of screening radius R and the e ective use of
realistic interactions:

a) W ework wih a screened Coulom b potential
We (@)= w (@) e TR 22)

where w (r) = < is the true Coulomb potential, beng the ne structure constant and
n a power controlling the am oothness of the screening. W e prefer to work w ith a sharper
screening than the Yukawa screening (n = 1) ofRef. [6] because we want to ensure that the
screened Coulomb potential wy approxin ates well the true Coulomb one w for distances
r < R and sinulaneously vanishes rapidly for r > R, providing a com paratively rapid
convergence of the partial wave expansion. In contrast, the sharp cuto @®m ! 1 ) yields
unpleasant oscillatory behavior in m om entum space representation, leading to convergence
problems. We ndvalies3 n 6 toprovidea su cient an oothness and fast convergencs;
n = 4 isusad for the caloulations of this paper.

b) A Ihough the choice of the screened potential in proves the partial wave convergencs,
the practical in plem entation ofthe solution ofAG S equation stillplacesa technicaldi culyy,
ie., the calculation of the AG S operators for nuclear plus screened Coulomb potentials
requires tw o-nucleon partialwaves w ith pair orbital angularm om entum considerably higher
than required for the hadronic potential alone. In this context the perturbation theory
for higher twonuclkon partial waves developed in Ref. P3] is a very e cient and reliable
technical tool for treating the screened Coulom b interaction in high partial waves.

Asa result of these two technical in plem entations, the m ethod 4] that was developed
before for solving threeparticle AG S equations w ithout C oulom b could be successfully used



In the presence of screened Coulomb. U sing the usual threebody notation, the fullm ulti-

channel transition m atrix reads

U @Z)= G, @)+ T® 2)6,@)U® @); 23a)

w here the superscript R ) denotes the dependence on the screening radiisR ofthe Coulomb
potential, G, (Z)= (Z Hy) ! the free resolvent, =1 , and

TR @)= w +wr)t @ +w )G @)T® @): 23b)

T he two-particle transition m atrix T ®) 2 ) results from the nuckar interaction v between
hadronsplus the screened Coulomb w g between charged nuckons W g = 0 otherwise). As
expected the full m ultichannel transition m atrix U ®)(Z) must contain the pure Coulomb
transition m atrix TG ' (Z ) derdved from the screened Coulomb W ¢ ° between the spectator

proton and the center ofm ass (cm .) ofthe ram aining neutron-proton {mp) pair in channel

TR @)=WF'+W T @) TT@); (24)
whereW §'°= 0 forn (p) channels and G &' the channel resolvent
G®@)=@ Hy v wg)': @5)

In a system oftwo charged particles and a neutralone, whenw g = 0, W §°% 0 and vice
versa.

A s dem onstrated in Refs. [, 9] the split of the m ultichannel transition m atrix

U(R)(

z)= TF@)+ " @) T @)] 26)
Into a long-range part TR (@) and a Coulomb distorted short+ange part U ®)z)
TR (Z)] is extram ely convenient to recover the unscreened Coulomb lin it. A coording
to Refs. [Il, 9] the fullpd transition amplindeh  @¢) ¥ J (@) .iorthe nitialand
nal channel states with rhtive pd momentum g; and gz, ¢ = G, energy E (@), and
discrete quantum numbers | and _, is obtained via the renom alization of the on-shell
U®@Z)withz = E (g)+ i0 ;n the in nite R lim i. For the screened Coulomb transition
matrijCf{“(Z),oontajnedjnU(R)(Z),that]:'mitcanbecardedoutana]ytjcaﬂy,yje]djngthe



proper Coulomb transition amplitudeh  @f) .5 (@) ,i [, 11]), whiletheCoulomb

distorted short—range part requires the explicit use of a renom alization factor,
h @) ¥ J @) .1

= h @) ,FTTF @ .1

1 @7)
+ lin £2.7 @)h @) G E @) + i0)
TS'E @+ 100 @) ,iZg° @g:
T he renom alization factor
Zz @=e? =@, (28a)

contains a phase (@ whidh, though ndependent of the pd relative oroitalm om entum L

in the in nite R lim i, is given by [11]
R@= 1@ 1r @; (28b)

where 1r (@ is the diverging screened Coulomb phase shift corresponding to standard
boundary conditions, and 1 (@) the proper Coulomb phase referring to logarithm ically dis—
torted Coulom b boundary conditions. T he lin it of the Coulom b distorted short-range part
of the m ultichannel transition m atrix U ©’ ) T} *(Z )] has to be perform ed num eri-
cally but, due to its short—range nature, the 1im it is reached w ith su cient accuracy at nie
screening radiiR . Furthem ore, due to the choice of screening and perturbation technique
to dealw ith high angularm om entum states, U ~ (@) T"(Z )] is caloulated through
the num erical solution of Egs. €3) and £4), using partialw ave expansion.
In actual calculations we use the isogoin formulation and, therefore, the nuclkons are
considered dentical. Instead ofEq. €3d) we solve a symm etrized AG S equation
U®@)=pPc,  @)+PT® @)G,2)U® 2); 29)
P being the sum ofthe two cyclic threeparticle pem utation operators, and use a properly
sym m etrized pd transition am plitude
h @) . PJ @) 1
=h @) FTT @ .1
1 (30)
t Im f2,°@h @) U E @+ 0)
TR'E @+ 10 @) .iZz° @9
for the calculation of cbservables. For further technical details we refer to R ef. B].
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ITT. RESULTS

In this section we com pare num erical calculations for a num ber of elastic ocbservables
perform ed using the KVP and the integral equation approach. T hree di erent lab energies
have been considered: 3, 10, and 65 M €V . The Coulomb e ects are expected to be sizable
in m ost ofthe cbservables at the rst two energies. The two m ethods use a di erent schem e
to construct the scattering states with total angular m om entum and parity J . In the
KVP the LS coupling is used and channels are ordered by ncreasing values of ¥ + L
The expansion of the scattering state is truncated at values * + L = L, .x + 2, where
Lmax isthe maxinum valie of L corresponding to the asym ptotic states “S* VL ;. I the
Integral equation approach the j7j scham e has been used. T he channels have been ordered
for ncreasing values of the tw o-body angularm om entum j and forthe strong interaction the
maxinum valie j, .x = 5 hasbeen considered forthe rst two energies whereas at 65 M &V
the value j, .x = 6 hasbeen used; the screened Coulomb interaction is taken into account
Up to jhax = 25 as descrbed in Ref. [3]. Both num erical calculations presented here are
converged relative to the num ber of threebody partial waves. In addition, the variational
calculations are converged relative to the size of the hyperspherical basis set and, in the
Integral equation approadh, the results are converged w ith respect to the screening radius
R.

In F igs. 1 and 2 we com pare the di erential cross section and vector and tensor analyzing
powers for pd elastic scattering at the three sslected energies, 3, 10 and 65 M &V proton
b energies. In Fig. 3 a selection of spin transfer coe cients at 65 M &V is shown. In the

gures, two di erent curves are shown corresponding to calculations using the KVP (thin

solid line) and Integralequation approach (dotted line). By Inspection ofthe guresonem ay
conclude that the agreem ent is excellent because the num erical calculations agree to better
than 1% . In fact the curves are practically one on top of the other, the exosptions being the
maxinum ofT,; and som e soin transfer coe cientsat 65M &V In which a sm alldisagream ent

is observed. N evertheless, it is in portant to m ention that in all cases the di erence between

the two curves is an aller than the experin ental accuracy for the corresponding data sets.
L kew ise the agream ent between the two calculations lJargely exoeeds the agreem ent of any
ofthem w ith the data as shown in Refs. |4, 9].

T he present results can be used to study Coulomb e ects by com paring nd to pd calcu—
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ltions. Th Fig.'4 we analyze the evolution of the Coulomb e ects for the di erential cross
section, the nuclon analyzing power A and two tensor analyzing powers, T,y and Tz, at 3,
10 and 65 M €V proton lab energies. In order to reduce the num ber of curves n the gure
for the sake of clarity we present results obtained using the integral equation approach. The
results obtained using the KVP for nd scattering agree at the sam e level already shown for
the pd case In the previous gures. In Fig. 4 the thin solid line denotes the pd calculation
w hereas the dotted line denotes the corresponding nd calculation. The latter agrees well
with the results of other existing nd calculations R5]. From the gure we cbserve that
Coulomb e ects are appreciablk at 3 and 10 M €V but are considerably reduced at 65 M €V .
A m ore exhaustive analysis on Coulomb e ects can be ound in Refs. E, 9, 26].

In addition to the benchm ark com parison using AV 18 potentialwe also give one result for
theM al T pn M T) IIII potential, in order to resolve an existing problem . Reference
[1] reports a disagreem ent between pd phase shifts results forM T III potential caloulated
using the rst technigque of this paper, the KVP [], and the con guration-space Faddeev
equations [1]. The calculation based on the second technique of this paper, the m om entum —
space integral equations [9], clearly con m s the results of Ref. f]. A detailed com parison
of pd and nd phase shift results forM T I-III potentialis given in Tablk 1.

In the llow Ing we discuss som e of the 1im itations inherent to the two m ethods used to
describe pd elastic scattering. The K VP, aspresented here, reduces the scattering problem to
the solution ofa linear set ofequations in which them atrix elem ents ofthe H am iltonian have
to be com puted between basis states; ncreasing the energy, appreciable contributions from
statesw ith high valuesof ¥ + L appear. In order to take into account these contributions,
a very large basis has to be used wih the consequence that num erical instabilities start
to appear. In the integral equation approach at very low energies convergence in tem s of
screening radius requiresR > 30 fm , which In tum increases the num ber of two-body partial
waves that are needed for convergence. The interplay of these two requirem ents m akes
the Integral equation solution unstabl at those very low energies. An interesting heuristic
argum ent to understand the size of the screening radius needed for convergence is the wave
length cormresponding to the on-shellmomentum . At3M &V, 10M €V, and 65 M &V proton
lab energy, orwhich a screening radiis of20 fm , 10 fim , and 7 fm is needed for convergence,

is 248 M, 13:6 fm, and 53 fin, regpectively. Ik appears that for the caloculation of pd
elastic scattering cbservables the screening has to be only so Jarge that one wave length can

12



be accom m odated In the Coulomb tail outside the range of the hadronic Interaction; seeing
proper Coulom b over one wave length appears enough to provide, w ith the additional help

of renom alization, the true C oulomb characteristics of scattering desoite screening.

IVv. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper two m ethods devised to describbe elastic pd scattering are com pared
for a wide range of energies. O ne of the m ethods, the KVP, was developed a few years
ago and used to study how realistic potential m odels, ncluding twodbody and threebody
forces, describe the elastic ocbservables m easured for that reaction. On the other hand,
num erical accurate results have been recently obtained solving the AG S equation for pd
scattering using a screened Coulomb potential corrected for the unscreened 1im it using a
renom alization prescription. A s has been brie y described in the present paper, both
m ethods are substantially di erent. Tt is satisfactory to cbserve that both m ethods produce
esseentially the sam e results for a large variety of elastic observables using a realistic two—
nucleon potential. W e stress the fact that the selection of observables here presented is only
part of the ocbservables com pared. In all cases, sin ilar pattems have been obtained. In
addition, by com paring the pd calculations to the corresponding nd calculations, Coulom b
e ects have been estin ated. A s expected these e ects are sizablk at low energies but at the
highest analyzed energy, 65 M €V, they are an all, except at forward scattering angles. From
these considerations it is possbl to identify on a m basis which pd observables m ay or
m ay not be analyzed by calculations in which the Coulomb Interaction hasbeen neglected.

W e can conclude that at present it ispossible to describe pd elastic scattering, including
the Coulom b repulsion, using standard techniques as the Faddeev equations In con guration
and m om entum space or variationalprinciples. M oreover, in Ref. 7] the treatm ent of other
term s of the N N electrom agnetic potential as the m agnetic m om ent Interaction has been
discussed.
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0 0 0 0
ndat1l41 M eV 105 48 0.4649 68.95 0.9782
10549 0.4649 68.95 0.9782
ndat420M eV 41 34 0.5022 37.72 0.9033
41 36 0.5022 37.71 0.9033
pdat1l41Mev 108 44 0.4984 72 60 0.9795
10839 0.4983 72 62 0.979%6
pdat420Me&v 43.67 0.5056 39.95 0.9046
43.70 0.5056 39.97 0.9046

TABLE I: nd and pd phaseshift and inelasticity param eters calculated wih M T I-IIT potential.
Foreach reaction, the KVP and integralequation approach resulsare given In the rst and second

row , regoectively.
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FIG .1: D i erential cross section, and the proton and deuteron analyzing powers A y and iT;; are
shown orpd elastic scattering at 3M &V ( rst row ), 10 M €V (second row ) and 65 M &V  (third row )
lab energies as functions ofthe cm . scattering angle. Results obtained ushg KVP (thin solid line)

and integral equation approach (dotted line) are com pared.
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FIG.2: Tensor analyzing powers Ty, To1, and Ty, are shown for pd elastic scattering at 3 M &V
(rst row), 10 M &V (second row) and 65 M &V (third row) Iab energies as fiinctions of the cm .
scattering angle. Results obtained using KVP (thin solid line) and integral equation approach

(dotted line) are com pared.
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FIG.3: A selkction of proton to proton and proton to deuteron spin transfer coe cients for pd
elastic scattering at 65 M €V Iab energy as function of the cm . scattering angle. R esuls cbtained

using KVP (thin solid line) and Integral equation approach (dotted line) are com pared.
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FIG .4: Calculations forpd (solid line) and nd (dotted line) scattering are com pared fordi erential
cross section, Ay, Tyo and Tp; at 3M €V ( rst column), 10 M €V (m iddle column) and 65 M eV (last

colum n) nuclkon lab energies.
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