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Abstract

In a recent paper by C. J. Horow itz (Phys. Rev. C 48, 2920 (1993)) a
heavy m eson exchange is Incorporated into threshold NN ! d to enhance
the grossly underestin ated cross section. However, that calculation uses an
unjusti ed assum ption on the initial and nalm om enta, which causes an
overestin ate ofthise ect by a factor of 3{4. I point out that the inclusion of

the (1232) iscbar increases the cross section signi cantly even at threshold.
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A recent paper [I] proposes that heavy m eson exchange HM E) involving a nuckon-
antinucleon pairm ay be in portant in threshold pion production in the reaction np ! d °
andpp! d * (ere generically included in the rst reaction). Thism echanisn contrbutes
to the twonuckon axial charge @,3], and so far has been the only way to explain the
surprisingly large pp ! pp  cross section at threshold E]. The inportance of this e ect
In this reaction is partly due to the absence of chargeexchange pion swave rescattering,
dom inant in the present np ! d °. A motivation for the inclusion ofthe HM E m echanism
to the deuteron reaction in Ref. ] is the stated underestin ation of the cross section H]by
theory aln ost by a factor oftwo. T his addition to the conventional one-nuckon axial charge
and s-wave pion rescattering doubles the s-wave cross section bringing the calculated resuls
close to the data.

The ain of this Comm ent is to criticize an approxin ation used in Ref. [], which exag—

geratesthe HM E e ect in this reaction. The m eson exchange lads to the operator
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foreach nuclkon i. E xoept forthem om entum transfer dependent propagatorthis is sim ilar
to the G alilkan nvariance (axial charge) part of the direct production operator. Exchange
of the other in portant ! m eson has an additionalpart / 2, which dchanges the spin
and does not contribute to s-wave production here. Eventually this operator leads to radial

integrals (w ith an opposite sign convention from Ref. {I])
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for the D —state, wih the derivatives acting only on the nearest wave function. Sin ilar
equations are valid also for ! exchange.

Follow ing K olun and Reitan ], Egs. 25{30) ofRef. {I]] ssem to replace them om entum
operator (°+ p) operating on both the initial and the nal state wave finctions with 2p,
because the pion m om entum does not signi cantly a ect s-wave production at threshold.
A Tthough valid for the direct production part, this is no m ore allowed in the pressnce of
the m om entum transferring HM E potential, which does not com m ute w ith the m om entum
operator. This assum ption only picks (doubl) the latter tem s In the above equations.
E Iim ination of the derivative In the nal state by integration by parts does not help, since
a derivative of the potential em erges. The rst line in Tabl 4 show s these Integrals using
2p forthem om entum operator and agreeswellw ith Ref. [li]. C orrecting this approxin ation
essentially halves the contribution from the deuteron S-state, sihce there the nalstatem o—
m entum contribution is an all. H owever, forthe D —state this is signi cant and in destructive
interference w ith them ain part, as can be seen from Tablkd. O verallthe HM E contribution
to the am plitude is decreased by a factor of 4 and cannot acoount for the m issing cross sec—
tion. Instead of an Increase of the conventional by 86 b reported in Ref. [I], the change
isnow 18 b. In these calculations the Bonn potential A R) and ! couplings and fom
factors are used w ith Reid soft core wave fiinctions as in Ref. [I].

The sam e approxin ation isused also forpp ! pp  in Ref. 3]. Therefore, as a check,
i was established that npp ! pp ° the and ! exchanges alone give a good description
of the Iow energy data f4]. W ith the m ore precise treatm ent of the nal state m om entum ,
however, the contribution decreases to nearly a half, whilk the ! e ect isenhanced enough
to com pensate this loss. &t m ay be noted that the and ! mesons were by far the m ost
in portant in Ref. B].

H owever, the present reaction ism ore nvolved than is apparent from the above discus-
sion. T he threshold description ofK olun and Reitan [], employed in Ref. [I]] with m odem
tw o-nucleon potentials and deuteron wave fiinctions does not consider the role of an explicit

virtual (1232) iscbar excitation in producing pions. This dom inates p-wave production.



A Though the centrifigalbarrier in the P -wave baryon states suppresses the com ponents

to som e extent, it can be seen from Fig. 1 that even for threshold s-wave pions the isobar
e ect is by no m eans negligbl and its nclusion triples the cross section. Therefore, n a
m ore com plte m odel the threshold cross section m ay be actually overestim ated even w ith—
out HM E . By far m ost of this increase In s-wave pion production com es from the nom al
elem entary (-wave) an ission of the pion from the followed by s-wave rescattering from
the seocond nuckon. Adding HM E slightly increases the overestin ation as shown In Fig. 1.

The present caloulation treats the  isobar on the sam e basis as the nuckons by a
system of coupled Schrodinger equations for a m odi ed Reid soft core potential with N
adm ixtures in the nitialNN state [}]. T his causes also som e short range changes in the NN
wave function re ected n HM E as seen In the third line of Tabk . HM E is included only
In the nucleon sector. Energy dependence is allowed for s-wave pion rescattering to t on-—
shell N scattering [B], but except for the virtualN  adm ixtures the m odel reduces to the
form alisn of K olun and Reitan at threshold. (A m onopok form factorwih = 700M &V
is also Included to account for o -shell rescattering.)

A nother aspect for caution In adding new m echanisn s to threshold am plitudes is the
changes caused in cbservables at higher energies, w here there arem uch m ore data to basically

x the am plitudes. The analyzing power A, between 500 and 600 M €V is particularly

sensitive to the swave pion amplitude. In this region the coupled-channels m odel used
above to produce the solid curves has been particularly successfiil. The use of a analler
s-wave am plitude to t the threshold cross section would produce too high an analyzing
power, whereas a Jarger one would yield too desp am ininum in i. Again it is ucky that
the HM E e ect is an all in this reaction . Further, since the low energy analyzing power data
PBlcanbeeasily tted by sin ply scaling the s-w ave am plitude w ith the iéctorq (th)= (exp),
which com pensates for the overestin ation of the s-wave am plitude, one m ay conclide that
apparently the p-wave am plitude is under control also close to threshold.

T he overestin ation of the threshold cross section by the fullm odel, which agrees well

w ih the data In the region, poses a slight problem of detail indicating that either the



energy dependence ofo —shellpion rescattering isnot properly ncorporated or som e physical
m echanisn is stillm issing in the present m odels of pion production. However, HM E does
not appear In portant here, whereas a signi cant contriution from the is lkely to survive

In provem ents of the m odel.
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FIGURES
FIG.l. Low-energy pp ! d ' cross section divided by = g=m . The solid curves show
the starting point before the addition of HM E w ith the included in all partialwaves (the lower
one is the s-wave contribution), while the dashed curve is the s-wave contribution w ithout the
T he dotted and dash-dot curves have also the HM E added to these calculations of the s-wave. The

data are from Ref. f_E;].



TABLES
TABLE I. Integrals ofEgs. 2,3) (in fm =2y or and ! exchanges and S and D nalstates

P_
for = g=m = 0:1424. Thetotalhasalso a factor 1= 2 muliplying the D state as required by

angularm om entum algebra fa].

M odel ;S ;D ;S ;D Total
2p -0.0700 -0.0519 -0.0004 -0.0002 -0.1223
P+ p -0.0284 -0.0202 0.0162 0.0119 -0.0287
N -0.0260 -0.0181 0.0059 0.0037 -0.0373
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