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Abstract

T he usual theoretical treatm ents of the nearthreshod pp ! pp ° reac
tion are based on various phenom enological Lagrangians. In this work we
exam Ine the relationship between these approaches and a systam atic chiral
perturbation m ethod. O ur chiral perturbation calculation indicates that the
pion rescattering temm should be signi cantly enhanced as com pared w ih
the traditional phenom enological treatm ent, and that this term should have
substantial energy and m om entum dependence. An in portant consequence
of this energy-m om entum dependence is that, for a representative threshold
kinem atics and w ithin the fram ew ork of our sam iquantitative calculation, the
rescattering term interferes destructively w ith the Bom-termm in sharp contrast
to the constructive Interference obtained in the conventional treatm ent. T his
destructive interference m akes theoretical cross sections forpp ! pp ° much

an aller than the experin ental values, a feature that suggests the im portance
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of the heavy-m eson exchange contributions to explain the experim entaldata.
13.75Cs, 13.75G %, 1239 Fe

Typeset usihg REV TgX



I. NTRODUCTION

Recently M eyer et al. f]] carred out high-precision m easurem ents of the total cross

sections near threshold for the reaction
p+p! p+tp+ U: @)

T hese m easurem ents were con m ed by Bondar et al. f]]. The early theoretical caloulations
B{[] underestin ate these swave ° production cross sectionsby a factorof 5. The basic
features of these early calculations m ay be summ arized as follows. The pion production
reactionsare assum ed to be described by the single nuclkon process (theBom tem ), Figd @),
and the s-wave pion rescattering process, Figl o). The N vertex for the Bom tem is

assum ed to be given by the pssudovector Interaction H am iltonian
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where g, is the axial coupling constant, and £ = 93 M &V is the pion decay constant.
The rsttem represents p-wave pion-nuclkon coupling, whilke the sscond temm acoounts for
the nuclkeon recoil e ect and m akes H ¢ \G alilkan-nvariant". For s-wave pion production
only the ssocond term ocontributes. Since this second tem is am aller than the rst tem

by a factor of m =my , the contrbution of the Bom tem to s-wave pion production is
Intrinsically suppressed, and as a consequence the process becom es sensitive to twobody
contrbutions, Fig.l ). The swave rescattering vertex n Figd (o) is comm only calculated

using the phenom enological H am iltonian (3]
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The two coupling constants ; and , In Eq.ﬁ) were determ Ined from the S1; and Ss; pion

nuclkon scattering lengths a;—, and as—, as

m m
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The current algebra prediction [§] for the scattering lengths, a;, = 23, = m =4 f2 =
0:175m !, inplies that only chiral sym m etry breaking tem s w illgive a non-vanishing value
ofthe coupling constant ; n Eq.@@). Therefore ; isexpected to be very am all. Indeed, the

em piricalvaliesa;—, ’ 0:175m *

and as—, 0:100m ! cbtained by Hohleretal []] Jead to

1 0005and , 0:05. So the contrbution ofthe ; term i Eq.({3d) is signi cantly sup-
pressed. M eanw hile, although , ismuch largerthan ;,the isogoin structure ofthe , tem
is such that it cannot contribute to the ° production from two protons at the rescattering
vertex in Figl ). Thus, the use of the phenom enolbgical H am itonians, Egs.@) and @),
to calculate the Bom term and the rescattering tem s illustrated in Figsl @) and (), gives
signi cantly suppressed cross sections orthepp ! pp ° reaction near threshold. T herefore,
theoretically calculated cross sections can be highly sensitive to any deviations from this
conventional treatm ent. These delicate features should be kept in m Ind in discussing the
large discrepancy (@ factor of  5) between the ocbserved cross sections and the predictions
of the earlier calculations.

A plausble m echanisn to increase the theoretical cross section was suggested by Lee
and Riska B]. They proposed to supplem ent the contribution ofthe pion-exchange diagram ,
Figl ), wih the contrbutions of the shortrange axialcharge exchange operators which
were directly related to heavy-m eson exchanges in the nuclon-nuckon interactions [@]. Ac-
cording to Lee and R iska, the shorterrange m eson exchanges (scalar and vector exchange
contrbutions) can enhance the cross section by a factor 3{5. Subssquently, H orow itz et al
@] dem onstrated, for the Bonn m eson exchange potential, a prom inent role ofthe me-
son In enhancing the cross section, thereby basically con m ing the conclusions of Lee and
Riska. The possbl in portance of heavy-m eson exchangesm ay be Inferred from the follow -
Ing sin ple argum ent. Consider Figl (o) in the centerofm ass CM ) system with the initial
and nalinteractions tumed o and w ith the exchanged particke allowed to be any particlke

(not necessarily a pion). At threshod, g =m ,g= 0,p’ = pJ = 0, =0 that any exchanged



S
partice must have kg = m =2 = 70 MeV and kj= m my + @ =2)? 370 M &V /c,

which inplies k? = m my . Thus the rescattering process probes two-nuckon forces at
distances 05 fn corresponding to a typical e ective exchanged m assp m my = 370
M €V . Its sensitivity to the intermm ediaterange N N forces indicates the possible in portance
ofthe twobody heavy m eson axial exchange currents considered by Lee and R iska. T he par-
ticular kinem atical situation we considered here shall be referred to as the typical threshold
kinem atics.

M eanw hile, Hemandez and O sst @] considered the o -shelldependence ofthe N s—
wave isoscalar am plitude featuring in the rescattering process, Figl (o). They pointed out
that the s-wave am plitude could be appreciably enhanced for o —shell kinem atics pertinent
to the rescattering process. W e have ssen above that, for the typical threshold kinem at-
ics, the exchanged pion can indeed be far o —shell. The actual kinem atics of course m ay
deviate from the typical threshold kinem atics rather signi cantly due to energy-m om entum
exchanges between the two nuckons in the niial and nal states, but the in portance of
the o —chell kinem atics for the exchanged pion is lkely to persist. Hemandez and O sst
exam Ined two types of o —shell extrapolation: (i) the Ham ilton m odel for N isoscalar am —
plitude based on -exchange plus a short range piece [[2], and (i) an extrapolation based
on the current algebra constraints. In either case the enhancam ent of the total cross sec—
tion due to the rescattering process was estin ated to be strong enough to reproduce the
experin ental data. A m ore detailed m om entum -space calculation carried out by Hanhart
et al. [[3] supports the signi cant enhancem ent due to an o —shelle ect in the rescattering
process, although the enhancem ent is not Jarge enough to explain the experin entaldata. It
should be em phasized that H anhart et al’s calculation elin lnates m any of the kinem atical
approxin ations em ployed in the previous calculations.

G ven these developm ents based on the phenom enological Lagrangians, we consider it
In portant to exam ine the signi cance of these phenom enological Lagrangians in chiral per-

turbation theory ( PT) [[4[[3]which in generalserves as a gquiding principle or low -energy



hadron dynam ics. In the present work we shall describe an attem pt at wlating the tradi-
tional phenom enological approachesto PT .The fact that PT acoounts for and in proves
the resuls of the current algebra also m akes it a natural fram ework for studying thresh-
old pion production. Furthem ore, in this low-energy regin e, it is natural to em ploy the
heavy-ferm on form alisn HFF) [[4]. The HFF hasan additionaladvantage ofallow ing easy
com parison with Eqs.@) and E) .

Tt should be m entioned, however, that the application of PT to nuclki involves som e
subtlety. A s em phasized by W einberg [[7], naive chiral counting fails for a nuclkus, which
is a Joosely bound m any-body system . T his is because purely nuckonic interm ediate states
occurring In a nucleus can have very lIow excitation energies, which sooils the ordinary chiral
counting. To avoid thisdi culy, onemust rst classify diagram s appearing in perturbation
series into irreducible and reducihble diagram s, according to w hether or not a diagram is free
from purely nuckonic interm ediate states. Thus, In an irreducble diagram , every Interm e-
diate state contains at least onemeson. The PT can be safely applied to the irreducble
diagram s. T he contrioution of all the irreducible diagram s (Up to a speci ed chiralorder) is
then to be used as an e ective operator acting on the nuclonic H ibert space. T his second
step allow s us to incorporate the contributions of the reducble diagram s. W e may refer
to this two—step procedure as the nuckar chiral perturoation theory (uclkar PT). This
m ethod was rst applied by W einberg [[7]] to chiralperturbation-theoretical derivation of
the nucleon-nuclkon interactions and subsequently used by van K olck et al. [L§]. Park, M in
and Rho PMR) [L] applied the nuckar PT to meson exchange currents in nuclki. The
success of the nuckar PT In describing the exchange currents for the electrom agnetic and
weak Interactions is wellknown [L3{R]]. The present paper is in the spirit of the work of
PMR.

T his articke is organized as follow s: In the next section we de ne cur pion eld and the
chiral counting procedure. Then in section ITTwe present the two lowest order Lagrangians,
discuss their connection to the early works on this reaction and detem ne wihin certain

approxin ations the num erical values of the e ective pion rescattering vertex strength, g .



In section IV we brie y discuss the connection between the transition m atrix for this reaction
and the PT calculated am plitude. In section V we present necessary loop corrections to
the Bom temn , and In section VI we calculate the cross section and discuss the various
approxin ations and the uncertainties of the Iow energy constantsin P T .F inally in section
V II, after discussing som e higher chiral order diagram s, we present ourm ain conclusions.

A work very sin ilar in spirt to ours has recently been com pleted by Cohen et al. R31.

IT.CHIRAL PERTURBATION THEORY

The e ective chiral Lagrangian L 4, Involves an SU (2) m atrix U (x) that is non-linearly
related to the pion eld and that has standard chiral transform ation properties R3]. An
exampl is P4]

q
U= 1 [&=fF+1i (x)=f: ©)

In the m eson sector, the sum of chiralknvariant m onom ials constructed from U (X) and its
derivatives constitutes the chiralsym m etric part of L 4, . Furthem ore, one can construct
system atically the symm etry-breaking part of Lg, with the use ofa massmatrix M the
chiral transform ation of which is dictated by that of the quark mass tetm In the QCD

Lagrangian. To each tem appearing in L 4, one can assign a chiralorder index de ned by

d 2; (6)

where d is the summ ed power of the derivative and the pion m ass involved In this tem .
A Jow energy phenom enon is characterized by a generic pion m om entum Q , which isamall
com pared to the chiral scale 1 GV . It can be shown that the contrdbution ofa term of
chirmlorder carry a factor Q= ) ,where Q representseitherQ orthepionmassm . This
suggests the possibility of describbing low -energy phenom ena In tem s of L4, that contains
only a manageably lim ited number of term s of low chiral order. This is the basic idea of

PT.



The heavy form jon form alism HEF) @] allow s us to easily extend PT to the m eson—
nuclon system . In HFF, the ordinary Dirac eld describbing the nuckon, is replaced by

the heavy nuclkeon eld N (x) and the accom panying \sn all com ponent eld" n (x) through

the transfom ation
®)=exp( Imyv x)N x)+ nEx)] (7)
w ih
¥N = N; wn= n; 8)
where the Purwvelciy v is assum ed to be alm ost static, ie., v (1;0;0;0) 2F]. Elin —
nation ofn (x) n favor of N (x) leads to expansion In @ =my . Sthce m y 1Gev ,
an expansion In @ =my may be treated lke an expansion In @ = . L & in HFF consists

of chiral sym m etric m onom ials constructed from U (xX), N (x) and their derivatives and of

symm etry-breaking tem s nvolving M . The chiralorder 1n HFF isde ned by
d+ n=2 2; )

where d is, as before, the sum m ed power of the derivative and the pion m ass, whik n is the
num ber of nuclkeon elds nvolved in a given temm . A sbefore, a tem in L &, with chiral order

can be shown to carry a factor Q= ) 1. Inwhat ollows, stands forthe chiral order
de ned n Eq.(M).

In addition to the chiral order ndex de ned foreach temn in Lg,, we assign a chiral
order index  for each irreducibl Feynm an diagram appearing in the chiral perturbation
series for a m ultiferm ion system [L7]. s de nition is

X
=4 E 2C+ 2L+ i 10)
where Ey isthe num ber ofnuckons In the Feynm an diagram , L the num ber of loops, and C
the num ber of disconnected parts of the diagram . The sum over i runs over all the vertices

in the Feynm an graph, and ; is the chiral order of each vertex. One can show [[]]that an

irreducble diagram of chiralorder carriesa factor Q= ) 1.



In the literature theterm \e ective Lagrangian" (or \e ective H am iltonian") isoften used
to In ply that that Lagrangian (orH am iltonian) is only m eant for calculating tree diagram s.
The Ham iltonians given in Egs.{]) and @) are regarded as e ective Ham iltonians of this
type. W em ust note, however, that the e ective Lagrangian ln P T hasa di erent m eaning.
Notonly can L 4, beused beyond tree approxin ation but, n fact, a consistent chiral counting
even dem ands inclusion of every loop diagram whose chiralorder is lower than or equal
to the chiral order of Interest. A s willbe discussed below , for a consistent PT treatm ent
of the problm at hand, we therefore need to consider loop corrections. H owever, since the
Inclusion of the loop corrections is rather technical, we nd it usefulto st concentrate on
the tree-diagram contrlbutions. T his sin pli cation allow s us to understand the basic aspects
ofthe relation between the contrbutions from P T and the phenom enologicalHl am iltonians,
Egs.d) and (). Therefore, in the next two sections (L and IV ) we lin it our discussion to
tree diagram s. A m ore elaborate treatm ent ncluding loop corrections w ill be described in

section V.

IITI. TREE DIAGRAM CONSIDERATIONS

In order to produce the onebody and two-body diagram sdepicted n Figsd @) and 1 (),

wem inin ally need (seebelow) termswih = 1and 2 in Ly, . W e therefore work w ith
Lay=L9+1%; 11)

where L { ) represents tem s of chiralorder . Their explicit fom s are [LH[26]

L, O = f_ZT y 2 (1Y
= STrR UYR U+ m?2@UY+ U 2)] 12a)
+N @@ D+, ulN (12b)
lX 2
17 Chp AN) (120)
A
L® = 2 NES D;v ugN (12d)
m N
+ 2m?NNTrU + UY 2) (12e)
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In the above
q
U ®); (13)
u i¥e @aY); 14)
DN @+3[%@ IN; (15)

and S isthe covarant spin operator de ned by
S 3k I (16)

InL Y abovewehave retained only term s ofdirect relevance rourdiscussion. T he coupling
constants ¢ ;o and ¢ can be xed from phenom enology [E]. They are related to the
pionnuckon -tem, y () hin u + dd)Pi tm = average m ass of the light quarks,
t= @ pf),the axialpolarizabilty » and the isospin-even N s-wave scattering length
a" %+ 2a3) 0:008m* []1. (The explick expressions will be given below .) Tt
should be noted that in HFF, a part oftheterm in L ) with the coe cient €, ¢=8my ),
nam ely the §=8m N Piece, represents the s-wave -N scattering contridbution, which In a
traditional calculation is obtained from the crossed Bom-tem .

The furFem i non-derivative contact term s in Eq.{[3) were introduced by W einberg
7] and further investigated in two- and threenuclkon system s by van K olk et al [Lg].
A though these tem s are In portant in the chiral perturbative derivation of the nuckon-—
nuckon interactions [[]/1§], they do not play a m a’pr rok in the follow ing discussion of the
threshod pp ! pp ° reaction. W e therefore tem porarily ignore these four-fermm ion tem s

and com e back to a discussion of these termm s In the last section.
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The Lagrangian (1) kads to the pionnuckon interaction Ham iltonian

©) @,

Hyp=822+8%,; a7
where
O EB 0 r ()N 4=N N (18a)
mt™ Of A£2
@) ig
& = Nf r; oN
E amy £ P9
lpam?? @ %2 g Puw
£2 8m y
(18b)

Here H J(nt) represents the temm of chiral order

W e now compare H 4, resulting from  PT, Eq.{l]) with the phenom enologicale ective
Ham itonian Hy+ Hi, Egs.@]) and @). (The reader is ram inded that the chiral index
should not be confused wih the su x appearing in H ( and H;. Regarding the NN
vertices, we note that the rst termm in H @ and the rst tetmm in H @ exactly correspond
to the st and seocond tem s, regpectively, in H . Thus the socalled G alilkkan-invariance
term naturally arisesasa 1=my correction tetm in HFF .Asforthe NN vertices, we can

©)

associate the second term In H , , to the , tetm In H,, and second tem jnHj(Ill)ttothe 1

term In H ;. This suggests the follow Ing identi cations:

2 1
4 2" gz 19)
and
2 2 1
4 = =5 PRa @ o) el kig (20)
In Eq.), g= (49) and k = (!;k) stand for the fourm om enta of the exchanged-

and nalpions, regpectively, see Figl (o). Sihce, as already discussed, the 5, temm is not
In portant forourpurposes, we shallconcentrate on the ; tem . Thebest availabl estin ates

of the coe cients ¢; (i 1-3) can be found in Refs. [[327], which give

11
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a= = 0+ 2o (21a)
= 087 0i1lGevt; 21b)
" #
2 g2m
_ A 77
a= S oAt o G+ %) 21c)
= 525 022GeVt; 214d)
2 2m3
Q=57 4 0+ 22" 25 (le)
g2
+20 g+ & @1f)
=334 027Gev’: 1g)

The num erical results are based on the experim ental values:  (0) = 45 8 Mev @],

Aa=228 040m?3 []l,anda’ = ( 083 0:38) *on ' RJ]. W e shallshow in section
V I that the uncertainties In the num erical value for ¢, m ight be larger than quoted in
Eq.@1d). In fact, the tem s .n Egs.P1d)-{21d) proportionalto the (g =f )* areO ((m = )°3)
corrections arising from nite tem s of L @ . However, since the present section is just an
Introduction to a Jater system atic treatm ent, this nconsistency in \accuracy" w illbe ignored
for them om ent.

Now, for on-shell low energy pion-nuckon scattering, ie., k g (@ ;0), we equate

4 =m = , k= fm ;0);g9= m ;0)); 22)
where
m ? 9 !
0~ ? et 8mN ’ (23)
e 2g C] Gr (24)

From Eq.@l) we have

; @3)

which results In

12



3 3
o= 2 1+ 1 oty gﬁm_: 26)
my 128 f*
T he above cited em pirical value for a* leads to
e= (059 009 Gev' e7)
o= (087 020)Gev’: 28)

W e now interpret these results in tem s of | ofEq.{3). Conventionally, ; is determ ined

from Eq.{dd) which isthe rsttem in Eq.@4). Thus

4 m +
= 2 1+ — a ; (29)
m my

which gives

4
m

= (043 0200Gev’; 30)

or ; = 0005 0:002. This is the \standard value" used in the literature [[J[3D]. On the

other hand, the rhs. of Eq.£7) based on PT gives from Eq.9)

L=~ 087 020)Gev'; 31)

which is about twice as large as the conventional value. This m eans the second tem in
Eq.Qq) isalmost as hrgeasthe rsttem . Thus PT lkadsto a substantialm odi cation of
the comm only used ormula, Eq.f@3) orEq.@Y) . This large \higher chiral order" corrections
due to L ¥ fhe tem proportional to (ga=f )* ;n Eq.@§)] indicates that PT does not
converge very rapidly In this particular case. T his apparent Jack of convergence is probably
due to the fact that the rst temm s In expansion, the N isoscalar scattering length a* , is
exceptionally am all.

To develop further the connection between the traditionaland the PT approaches, we
retum to a discussion of Eq.24). Obviously, the constant ; cannot be filly identi ed
wih (k;q) which dependson them om enta gand k. In fact, them om entum dependence of

k;q) should play a signi cant rok in describbing the physical pion-nuclkon elastic scattering

13
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processwhere !g= m?+ g?, !y = m?+ k?. An additional crucial point in the present

context is that, In the rescattering diagram F ig.d (), the exchanged pion can be faro —shell,
and therefore the g and k dependence In  (k;g) may ply an even m ore pronounced role.
A s an illustration, lt us consider again the typical threshold kinem atics discussed In the
Introduction: g @ ;0) and k ém ;pm). Ifwe denote by 4 the value of (k;qQ)

Eq.@0)] corresponding to the typical threshold kinem atics, we have

" ! #
m 2 1 F G
=— 20 - ¢ 2 —: 32
th = N, N > (32)
T he use of the central values for the coupling constants ¢ ;o and ¢ keads to
4 =m = g 15Gev! : 33)

T hus the strength of the s-wave pion-nuckon Interaction here is much stronger than the
on—shell cases, see Egs.80) and 3])), and the sign of the o -shell coupling strength is op—
posite to the on—shell cases. The rst feature is qualitatively in line w ith the observation of
Hemandez and O set [[]]] that the rescattering tem should be Jarger than previously consid—
ered. H owever, the sign of the typical o —shell coupling in our case Eq.3)] is opposite to

the one used in Ref. [[]]. A swillbe discussed later, this i of the sign drastically changes
the pattem of Interplay between the Bom and rescattering temm s. W e m ust em phasize that
the o shellenhancem ent depends strongly on the values ofc; ;o and &, which, asdiscussed
in Ref. [§27], are not known very accurately. Tt is therefore in portant to exam ine to what
extent the existing lJarge am biguities In ¢ ;o and ¢ a ect the o —shell enhancem ent of the

pp ! pp ° reaction. W e shall address this question in section V I.

IV.TRANSITION OPERATORS FOR pp! pp °

A sexplained earlier, n thenuckar PT we rstuse PT to caloulate the contributions
of the irreducible diagram s. Let T represent the contrlbutions of all irreducble diagram s

(up to a speci ed chirmlorder ) forthepp ! pp ° process. Then weuse T asan e ective

14



transition operator in the H ibert space of nuclkar wavefinctions. Consequently, the two-—

nucleon transition m atrix element T rthepp ! pp ° process is given by
T =h ¢ 7] L 34)

where j ;1 (J ¢£1) isthe lnitial ( nal) twonuclkon state distorted by the Initialstate ( nalk
state) Interaction. These distorted waves should be obtained by soling the Schrodinger
equation w ith nuckon-nuckon interactions generated by irreducible diagram s pertinent to
nuckon-nuclon scattering, thereby incorporating an in nite number of \reducblk" ladder
diagram s. In this section we concentrate on the derivation of the transition operator T,
relegating the discussion of T and Eqg.{34) to section V 1.

Wedecomposx=T as
T= T'% 35)

where T ¢ ) represents the contrdbution from Feynm an diagram s of chiralorder , asde ned
in Eq.@{J). The owest value of occurs for the Bom tem shown in Fig2 (@). For s-wave
production at threshold the NN  vertex with = 0, the st temn in Eq.IJ), cannot
contrbute; hence the Iowest forNN vertex mvolving an extemalpion must be = 1.
The rsttem in Eq.{l8H) provides this vertex. A ccording to Eq.(LJ), the chiral order of
Fig2@) isgwvenby =4 2 2 2+ 2 0+1-= 1: A s can be chedked easily, there
areno diagram swih = 0 shce In the rescattering diagram , Fig2 (o), the second term in
Eq.{83), which givesthe N N vertex with = 0, is not operative here due to the isospin
selection rule. The rescattering diagram in Fig2 (o) with the Indicated value of at each
vertex contrioutes to T ¢ =), Tt should be noted that because ofthe 2C tem in the chiral
counting expression, Eq.({LJ), exchange-currenttype diagram s such as Fig2 (b) give higher
valies of . In thiswork we truncate the calculation of the transition operator T at = 1:

T hus,

T=T17"+17% (36)

15



T he above enum eration is, asbrie y discussed in section ITT, ar from com plete because
Joop diagram s and counter tem s and nite tem s from L @ have been keft out. In Fig3 we
show the loop correctionsto theBom tem Fig2@)]. Thediagram sin Fig3 allhave = 1
and hence are of the sam e chiral order as the lading order rescattering diagram , Fig2 ().
A s discussed earlier, orthepp ! pp ° reaction at threshold the contrbution of the Bom
tem isnum erically suppressed so that the rescattering diagram , which is form ally ofhigher
chiral order by two units of , plays an essential role. This in plies that a m eaningful and
consistent PT calculation of this reaction m ust Include the loop corrections to the kading—
order Bom temm . However, we continue to postgpoone the discussion of loop corrections to
the next section.

T he tree diagram s contrbuting to Eq.@), Figs2(a) and 2 (p), are as ollows. The Bom
tem , Fig2 @), contrbutesto T (! and the rescattering tem , Fig2 (b), contributesto T *.

T hese contribbutions are given, regoectively, by

Bom — gA ] X 0 . 37
Tl _4me g i &j'l'pi)ir ( a)
i=1;2
o X i i{io
T+Rles — f_ ki;Q) _k-2 2 +—i" (37o)
i=1;2 1

where p; and p% (A= 1;2) dencte the initial and nalm om enta of the i+th proton, k;

pi Piiand (ki;q) isasde ned in Eq.@0).

V.LOOP DIAGRAM S

W ehave em phasized above that the loop correctionsto the Bom diagram , F ig2 (@), which

haschimlorder = 1, arcofthesame chirmlorder = 1 asthetwobody pion rescattering
process, Fig2 o). These loop corrections therefore m ust be ncluded In a consistent = 1
calculation.

For our present purposes it is not necessary to go into a general discussion of the renor—

m alization of the param eters in L 4, . Instead we concentrate on an estin ation of the size of

16



the nite loop corrections to the speci ¢ tree evel tem s shown In Fig2. Thiswillbe done
by applying standard Feynm an rules and using din ensional regularization [13]. Speci cally,

we only need consider the Joop corrections to the single °N N vertex in the swave channel:

9n X
TBorn_I_ TConr: i 5 0 V 38
1 +1 omy £ i=l‘2[S for )] v Q) (38)

where S; = (O;% ;1) is the spin of the i~th proton and V is the am plitude to be calculated.

Forthe Bom tem Fig2 @)] tself we have:
Voa =1 (39)

given by Eq.{37d). The loop diagram s Figs3 @)—(f)], which renom alize the swave Bom

tem , give the follow Ing contributions:

-2
1 J, Gp°
vo-l @ 50p) 3 w0a)
4 £ vq
Vap = 40b
3b 2f 2 (40b)
1 J,wp’
Vs = i 2 (vp) & (vp) @00)
2f vq
!
wp)2Jo p)  (WB)2Jo (W)

Vig= —5 3 + [vp)Jovp) + (wp))Jo )1+ 2 : (40d)

2f vq

Here we have adopted the notations of R ef. E]. Thus

Z d !

1 da*l 1 d2 a2 d
— =m 4 1 - 41
i @ )y¥m 2 2 @) 2 @1

_ 2 1 mo,
= 2m L+ Tc 2 n— ; 42)
w here the divergence is Included in
L= = ! + L ( 1 nd ) 43)
162 d 4 2°°F '

In this expression denotes the dim ensional reqularization scale and g = 0:557215. Fur-

them ore, J, and J, in Egs. {4() are de ned by
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! m lqﬁ !
Jo(!) = .' +— 1 2In— — m 1“arccos — 44
o () g 2 42 o (44)

and

J<'>=Lh<m2 5)Jo (1) ! : 45)
2\ 4 1 . o\- .

The two contrbutions to V, Eqgs.@0d) and {40d), originate from two di erent com binations
oftem s in Egs. ) . To calculate Eq.@), the second term In Eq.) and the st tem
in Eq.{[8d) are used at the vertices, whereas Eq.{@0d) is calculated using the rst term of
Eq.{[83) and the second term ofEq.({8d).

T he standard renom alization consists in the follow ing procedure:
(1) The Joop contributions to V are ssparated into a divergent part, which we take to be

proportionalto L ofEq.{3) and which containsa pok atd= 4, and a nite part:
Vy=Vif o+ vaFRE (46)

(2) Localcounter temm s, which are ofthe sam e chiral order as the loop diagram s, are added.

In our case these counter term s must com e from the Lagrangian L © .

3 1 X
L®= ———_ D/NON @7)
@£y
to give twonuckon diagram swih = 1. The unknown constantsD; are then written as a
sum ofa nite and an in nie part
D;=D,;f"*()+ & ¥ iL: 48)

T he constants ; are determm ined by requiring that the In nite part ofD ; cancel the divergent

part V57 . The rem aining nite contrbutions which should be added to the Bom tem via

Eq.B9), are
Vieep = V3T + Ve f0"=: 49)

T he am plitude V3 contains energy-independent and energy-dependent parts, as can be seen

in Eq. {40Q). The energy-independent part can be absorbed in the renom alization of the
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follow ing physical param eters: the pion wave function renom alization factorz Fig3()],
the nuckon m assm y and the nuclon wave function renom alization factor Zy [Fig3H],
as well as the axial coupling constant gy Figs3 @), ©),€),H]. For the evaluation of the
energy-dependent part we use the typical threshold kinem atics: vg=m ,vpp=m , vp, =

0. Putting these values into the corresponding tem s in eq. 4Q), we obtain as the total

contrbution of the diagram s in Fig.3
vyt 04 (50)

Thus V5™ amounts to 10$ of the Bom termm Fig2(@)]. In addition we have nite
contrbutions from the countertem s of L ©, V... $* . W e note that only very faw of the
low energy constants in the countertemm s D ;F* () are known [[3]. Some of the Iow
energy constants in L @, B ;% () have been estin ated in Ref. [[§] assum ;ng  resonance
saturation. The result indicates B;f"* () 0 (0:). For an estin ate of the Iow energy
constantsD ; F7* () n L ©® it seem s reasonable to assum e that they are of the sam e order of
m agnitude as the B; T8 () in L® . To be conservative ket usassume D ;2= ( ) 0 @);
then we expect V. 1 0:1. Tt is clear that, if those coe cients were \unreasonably
large", the convergence of the whole chiral series would be destroyed.

A together, after renom alization the total contributions from the loop temn s are ex—
pected to am ount to at m ost 20% of the Bom temm . This is not a com pktely negligble
contribution In the present context becauss, as w ill be discussed in the next section, there
can be a signi cant cancelation between the Bom and the rescattering tem s. N evertheless,
since our present treatm ent nvolves other Jarger uncertainties, we w illneglect the renom al-
ization ofthe Bom tem and henceforth concentrate on the bare Bom tem Fig2@)] and

the rescattering term Fig2 () ].

VI.CALCULATION OF THE TW O-NUCLEON TRANSITION MATR IX

W ederived In section IV the e ective transition operatorT arising from the tree diagram s

and, In section V, we estim ated the additional contributions due to the loop corrections and
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presented an argum ent for ignoring the loop corrections in this work. T hese considerations
Jead to the the HFF expression of T up to order = 1, given in Egs.[3$) and [3]), and this
T isto beused in EQ.4) to cbtain the two-nuckon transition m atrix T .

A fom ally \consistent" treatm ent of Eq.(34) would consist In using for j ;iand j i
twonuclon wave functions generated by irreducble diagram s of orderup to = 1. A
problem in this \consistent" P T approach isthat the ntermm ediate tw o-nuclkon propagators
In Figl can be signi cantly o -m assshell, which createsa di culty inany PT calculation.
Anotherm ore practical problam is that, ifwe Include the Initialand naltwonuclkon N -
N ) interactions in diagram sup to chiralorder = 1,theseN N interactions are not realistic
enough to reproduce the known N N cbservables. A pragm atic ram edy for these problem s
is to use a phenom enological N N potential to generate the distorted N N wavefiinctions.
Park, M in and Rho 1] used this hybrid approach to study the exchangecurrent in the
n+p! + d reaction and at least, for the low-m om entum transfer process studied In Ref.
B1], the hybrid m ethod is known to work extrem ely well

Apart from the abovem entioned problem , there is a delicate agpect in the derivation
of an e ective twodbody operator from a given Feynm an diagram . O rdinarily, one works
w ith r-space transition operators acting on r-representation wavefunctions, for the nuclear
wavefunctions are comm only given in this representation. To this end, a Feynm an am pli-
tude which ism ost conveniently given in m om entum space, is Fouriertransfom ed into the
r-representation. Thism ethod works best for low m om entum transfer processes w hich have
substantial transition am plitudes for on-shell nitial and nalplanewave states. H owever,
thepp ! pp ° reaction at threshold does not belong to this category. For this reaction it
is essential to recognize that the nuclon lines that appear as extemal lines In Fig2 are in
fact intemal lines In larger diagram s illustrated in Figl. These intemal lines can be far
o —shell due to the Initiak and nalstate Interactions. Indeed w ithout this o -shell kine-
m atics, the Bom tem [F ig2 (@)] would not contrloute at all ! In the conventional approach,
however, one ignores this feature In deriving T in coordinate representation. For exam ple,

in Fourdertransform ing an operator of the type of T2, Eq.[37d), even though p; and p%
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in Eq.B7) in fact can be anything due to m om entum transfers caused by the iitial and

nalN N interactions, it isa comm on practice to kesp the energy of the propagating pion

xed at the value detem ined by the asym ptotic energies of the nuckons. Hanhart et al
[31m ade a critical study of the consequences of avoiding these kinem atical approxin ations.
T hey worked directly w ith the twonuclkon wavefiinctions n m om entum representation. In
the present work we do not attem pt at detailed m om entum —-space calculations and sim —
ply use the \conventional" Fourier transform m ethod. Because of this and a few other
approxin ations adopted, the num erical work presented here is adm ittedly of exploratory
nature. N onetheless, aswe shall show , our sem iquantitative study of T based on the chiral-
theoretically m otived transition operator T provide som e valuable Insight into the dynam ics
ofthe threshod pp ! pp ° reaction.

Let us denote the contrbution of Fig2 (o) for planewave niial and nal states by
<pipyial Ypi;p,>. We rst calculate this m atrix elem ent for the typical threshold
kinem atics describbed earlier; for the m eson variabls, g= m ;0) and k= m =2;k) wih
Xj= pm. C orrespondingly, the coupling strength  (k;q) Eq.{874)] is taken to be

m = 15Gev! Egq.B3)]. Subsequently, by lberating the m om entum variabls pi, p3,
p2,and py from the on-m assshellconditions @° = m2 ;::3), wetreat< pi; p3; qff P i po>
asa function ofp;, pd, p2,and pJ. Let T ©?;pJ;p1;p2) stand for this function. W e still

require m om entum oonservation at each vertex, which in poses the conditions p; + p, =

pl+pl+ag=0,andk=p) p=p: B.TEpPIipiip:) can be easily Fourier

transform ed to give TX*° In r representation. The sin pli ed treatm ent described here, which
iscomm only used in the literature, shallbe referred to asthe xed kinem atics approxim ation .
Now, In the xed kinem atics approxim ation, T Egs.(84), {87)] is translated into di er-

ential operators acting on relative coordinate of the two-nuckon wavefunctions:

Ga M
THOM = = ; 5la
1 e~ L; (¢la)
2
TRes = % o PED); (51b)



w here the derivative operatorw ith subscript r is to act on the relative coordnate r between
two protons, and %( 1 2). The trivial isogoin operator 10 has been dropped.
The Yukawa finction f (r) exp( %)=4 r isde ned with thee ectivemass °= ?m
W e reem phasize that the sinpl Yukawa form f (r) arises only when the xed kinem atics
approxim ation just discussed is used.

From thispoint on, our calculation of T follow s exactly the traditionalpattem described
in the literature. Thus T is evaluated by inserting the transition operators, T5°™ and TR,

Eq.{1), between the initialand nalnuckar states

p_ . .
i) = ( 2=pr)iu;,, (e @ N 2F7P i;

| (52)
£ (r) = 1=p’)upy (et o0 @ )P2F1s 4

where p and p° are the asym ptotic relative three-m om enta of the initialand naltwo-proton
systam s. T he wavefunctions are nom alized asuy, ;5 “t osn or % L+ 1,;)wih 1;,; being
the N N scattering phase shifts. For sim plicity, the Coulom b interactions between the two
protons is ignored. (The Coulomb foroe isknown to reduce the cross section up to 30% . B1.)

T he explicit expression for the transition am plitude at threshold is cbtained as
TEe)=4 @=Ff mym>?) @7+ I55); (53)

Here,E¢f = Epo + g’=2m is the kinetic energy of the nalstate, and

|
ZZ]_

m Up, d 2 u,
35" = 3 g 4, 2 U, 54a)
' 0 pp’ o r dr r r
Z
Res _ . m M n ! 0 .
Jy, = ]5'm02 th o drug,ef ()ug;o: (54b)
p°! 0

T he totalcross section isobtained by m ultiplying the absolute square ofthe transition am pli-
tude (@veraged over the Initial spins and summ ed over the nalspins) w ith the appropriate

phase space factor Ef) and the ux factor 1=v:

2 Z
e 4 BT €e)F: (55)



Fora rough estin ation onem ay approxin ate the energy dependence ofthe transition m atrix

as BI]
T 0)7F

T E:)F= l-l—ipwaﬁ (56)

where a is the scattering length ofthe N N potential. Then the cross section can be sin ply

expressed as
-
wr= P=———PFIE:) 57)
2 f?m?2
where
= 7%°7 + 0755 (58a)
7 qg —9q
E: E:f Eo Eg
I = dE : 58b
(Ef) 0 p° l+mNa2EpO ( )

U nder the approxin ation (54), the energy dependence of the cross section is sokly given
by I[E¢), which incorporates the phase space and the nal state Interaction e ect (in the
W atson approxin ation B1]).

W e have calculated the Integrals J°°™ and JL$° for representative nuclkar potentials:
the H am ada-Johnston (H J) potential B3], and the R eid soft-core potential R SC) B3]. The
resuls are given in Tabl I, and the corresponding cross sections are presented in Table IT.
These results indicate that, for the nuclkar potentials considered here, the value of J7jis
much too am all to reproduce the experim ental cross section. If we de ne the discrepancy

ratio R by
R o= i (59)

wih gf taken from Ref. [, then R = 80 R = 210) for the Ham ada-Johnston Reid
soft-core) potential, and R happens to be aln ost constant for the whol range of E ¢ 23
M eV for which ¢ is known. Thus, although the o —shell behavior of the s-wave pion

scattering am plitude derived from the chiral Lagrangian does enhance the contribution of
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the rescattering process over the value reported in the literature, the sign change that occurs
in asonegoesfrom ( Eq.@)]to uw EQ.3])]resultsin a signi cant cancelation between
the Bom term J®°™ and the rescattering tem J1$°, leading to the very an all cross sections
in Tabl II B4]. The drastic cancelation between J°°™ and J;§° found here m eans that
the calculated cross sections are highly sensitive to the various approxin ations used in our
calculation and also to the precise values of the constants ¢ ;0 and & oqu.@) . Wewil
discuss these two questions in the next two paragraphs.

W e adopted the threshold kinem atics approxin ation and neglcted the energy-
m om entum dependence in Eq.{0) and treated the vertices in Figs.l and 2 as xed num bers,
ie.,, k;9 = = oonstant. In addition, although the loop corrections of chiral order
= 1, shown In Fig3 (@), autom atically introduces energy-m om entum dependent vertices, we
ignored this feature. The fact that the kinem atics of the reaction Eq.{l]) requires highly
o —shell vertices leads to the expectation that the vertex form factors can be very im portant
and ivaldate the threshod kinem atics approxin ation kading to Eq.(5]). In this connec—
tion we note that am om entum -space calculation [[3], which is free from this approxin ation,
iIndicates that even a negative value of ; could lad to the m oderate enhancem ent of the
cross section.

T he strong cancelation between the Bom and rescattering term s also m eans that, even
w ithin the fram ework of the xed kinem atics approxim ation, the large errors that exist in
the em pirical value of a* and the ¢ ;¢ and c; constants can in uence the cross sections

signi cantly. To assess this in uence, we rew rite Eq.(B2) as

m 2 m 3¢m?3
= —cC 1+—)a" + ————: 60
th 2 ( mN) ooe £l (60)
T he use of the experin ental values for a* and ¢ quoted earlier leads to
m= (15 04)Gev': 61)

W ih this uncertainty taken into account, the ratio R ranges from R = 25 to R = 2100 for

the H am ada-Johnston potential, and from R = 50 toR = 34 1d for the Reld soft-core
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potential. To firther exam ine the uncertainties in the I ) constants we rem ark that the
value of ¢, + ¢ can be extracted from the known pion-nuclkon e ective range param eterb’ .

The Iow energy pion-nuclkon scattering am plitude is expanded as:
ff=a"+0q*+ (62)

where g isthepionmomentum andb” = ( 02044 0:007)m> []]. EweuseL ® to calculate

the swave pionnuckon am plitude we nd:

+ 1 m 1
b =— 1+ — — (C2+ G ) H (63)
2 my Ny m 2
and then Eq.(33) Jeads to
th = 21;_22(:1 m? 1+ II:—N ol
= ( 29 06)Gev! (64)

Since ¢ is given directly by the experim ental quantity » Eg.£1d)], we consider Eq.({63)
as an altemative input to determ ine ¢, In tem s of " and . Then Egs.{63),21d) and the

experin ental value of 5" []] give
o= @5 0)Gev' : (65)

W e note that this value is Jarger than the one given in Eq.@1d), indicating that the de-
term nation of ¢, requires further studies. W ith the new valie of 4 given in Eq.({4)
we nd that the discrepancy ratio R Eq.E9)] can be as anall as 10. ( In this case
Jreeg> P75 the exact cancelation between the Bom and the pion rescattering temm
occurs for 2Gev?t )

W ithout attaching any signi cance to the detailed numbers above, we still leam the
extrem e sensitivity of & to the input param eters and that, despite this high sensitivity,

&le grill alls far short of ¢ (within the fram ework ofthe xed kinem atics approxin ation) .
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VII.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In thiswork wehaveused PT to caloulate the e ective pion-exchange current contribou-—
tion to thepp ! pp ° reaction at threshold. A s stated repeatedly, our ain here is to carry
out a system atic treatment of T up to chimlorder = 1 [see Eq.)]. However, In order
to m ake contact w ith the expressions appearing in the literature 3], ket us consider a very
lin ited number of = 2 diagram s. To be speci ¢, we consider a diagram in Fig2 (o) but
wih the = 0 (owave) NN vertex replaced with a = 1 (s-wave) vertex. Then, instead

ofEq.{51H]), we w ill cbtain

m m
TRS = ?f—A n PEP() 2+ +f@)—r . ; (66)

N my

which is the twodody transition operator used in Ref. [§]. Thus, we do recover the usual
phenom enoclogical param eterization ln PT, but this is just one of many = 2 diagram s.
Our systamatic = 1 calculation exclidesall = 2 diagram s.

W e have also ignored the exchange current contributions from scalar and vector two—
nuclkon exchanges. Follow ing the PT ofRefs. [[]/1§] the vector m eson exchange is largely
acoounted for via the fournucleon contact temm s illustrated in Fig4 (@) . If we had retained
the last two tem s of Eq.{[J), the pion-nuckon interaction H ](Ill)t, Eq.([8d), would have had

0
an additionalpiece H Ji)t

wm_ S

Hmt—4me(NN)(N r ( N )
+ 2% N ON) Nr N ): ©7)
4m y £

0
The H "

int

tem of Fig4 (@) has a g structure, which m eans it describbes p-wave pion
production and therefore does not contribute to the threshold pp ! pp ° reaction. The
s-wave plon production contact tem , also belonging to the type of diagram illustrated
In Fig4 (@), enters as a ﬁ recoil correction to H l(rll)to and therefore is of chiral order =
2. Fom ally, the chiral order = 2 diagram s have no place In the present calculation

Iim ited to = 1. However, In view of the great current interest In the possbl large
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contrbution of the heavy-m eson exchange diagram s, we m ake a f&w rem arks on the swave
= 2 contact tem s depicted n Fig4 @). W e note that the coordinate representation of
this contact term contains ° (r).M eanwhile, in the threshod pp ! pp ° reaction the mnitial
twonuclon relative m otion must be in p-wave (pecause of parity) and so its wavefunction
vanishesat r = 0. Thus, even In a chirmlorder = 2 calculation, the contact term Fig4 (@)
corresoonding to swave pion production w illplay no role. Including m eson loops corrections
to these contact tem s fan exam ple illustrated in Fig4 (o)] would an ear out the —function
behavior, allow ing them to have a nite contrdbution to the threshod pp ! pp ° reaction.
This involves, however, diagram s of even higher chiral order than = 2. Thus, in order
to Include the strong e ective isoscalarwvector repulsion of the N N forces (! exchange)
contained in the urnuckon contact tem s of W einbery’s [I7] and van K olck’s et al’s [1§]
PT description, we have to go to chiralorder = 3.

M eanwhile, one m ay picture the \e ective heavy m esons" as generated by m ultipion
exchange diagram s like those illustrated in Fig.5. These diagram s, w hich necessarily contain
loops, represent a very 1im ited classof 3 diagram s. Forexam ple, an In portant part ofthe
e ective scalar exchange between two nuclkons involve intem ediate - s-wave interaction
which requires at least two loop diagram s lke Fig5(c). Thus, if we are to interpret the
heavy-m eson exchange diagram s of Lee and Riska [] in the fram ework of nuckar PT,
we must deal with tem s with chiral order 3, which at present is beyond practical
calculations.

W e now recapiulate the m ain points of this article.

1.Using PT in a system atic fashion we have shown that the contrbution of the pion
rescattering tem can be m uch larger than obtained in the traditional phenom enolog—
ical calculations. This fact itself supports the suggestion of Hemandez and O set [I7]
that the o —shell s-wave pion-nuclon scattering should enhance the rescattering con—
tribution signi cantly. H owever, the sign ofthe enhanoed rescattering vertex obtained

in PT isopposite to that used in Ref. [[1], at least or the typical threshod kinem atics
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de ned In the text. T his sign change In the coupling constant 4, leadsto a destructive
Interference between the Bom and rescattering tem s Instead of the constructive in—
terference found in Ref. [[J]. The signi cant cancelation between these tem s give rise
to the very am all cross section for the nearthreshold pp ! pp ° reaction calculated
in this work. A lthough our particular num erical results were cbtained In what we
callthe =xed kinem atics approxim ation, these results at last indicate that the large

enhancem ent of 3 cbtained in Ref. [[1] is open to m ore detailed exam inations.

. The xed kinem atics approxim ation Which iscomm only used in the literature) should
be avolded. There are at least two reasons why this is not a good approxim ation
for this reaction: (i) The mitial- and nalstate interactions play an essential roke
in the nearthreshod pp ! pp ° reaction; (i) The theoretical cross section within
the fram ew ork of the Bom plus rescattering tem s is Iikely to depend on the delicate
cancelation between these two term s. In a m om entum spoace calculation E], we can
easily avoid the xed kinem atics approxim ation. Such a calculation will allow us to
work wih full o —shell kinem atics, to incorporate the PT fomm factors in the Bom
tem , and to reduce am biguities in our calculation down to the level of uncertainties

In the hput parameters In PT and the chiral counter tem s.

. Several works B/1J/13] ndicate that the two-nuclkon scalar (sigm a) exchange can be
very important. W e gave In the introduction a sin pl kinem atical argum ent for is
plausibility, and our dynam ical calculation (@beit of sem iquantitative nature) seem s
to indicate the necessity of the sigm a exchange contridbution in order to explain the
cbserved cross sections or the threshold pp ! pp ° reaction. It is of great interest to
see to what extent an Improved PT calculation based on m om entum -space represen—
tation helps sharpen the conclusion on the necessity of the sigm a exchange diagram .
Such a caloulation is now in progress. If it is established that the heavy m eson ex—
change diagram s play an essential role in the threshod pp ! pp ° reaction, it seem s

that we must resort to a m odi ed version of P T, for a brute force extension of our
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treatm ent to 2 seem s extram ely di cult. An attem pt to include vector m eson de—
grees of freedom s explicitly can be found eg. in Ref. [9]. A purely phenom enological

approach asused in §lm ay also be a usefl altemative.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Singke nuckon process Bom tem ) Figl(a)] and pion rescattering process for the
pp ! pp © reaction near threshold. 2T 125% 11, ; denotes the isospin and angular m om enta of the

iniialand nalstates.

FIG.2. Tree graphs: The Bom temm Fig2@)] ( = 1) and the pion rescattering temm

Fg2®)] ( =1).

FIG . 3. Loop corrections to the Bom tem .

FIG . 4. Generic fourferm ion-pion vertex (contact term ) Figd @)] and an exam ple of a loop

correction to a contact term [Figd (o)].

FIG .5. A few higher order diagram s contrbuting to the e ective twonuclkon scalar exchange

in nuckar PT.
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TABLES
TABLE I. J 2°™ and J,B®S for the threshold kinem atics Egs.{4d), E4)], caloulated w ith

the H am ada-Johnsotn (H J) and Reid soft-core R SC) potentials.

HJ RSC
Jeem 0672 0515
JRes + 0505 +0413
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q
TABLE II. The total cross sections (in  b) as fiinctions of 2E ¢=m , calculated w ith the

Ham ada-Johnston H J) and Reid soft-core (R SC) potentials.

HJ RSC
03 0000 0000
06 0003 0001
09 0011 0004
12 0024 0009
15 0043 0016
18 0069 0026
21 0100 0037
24 0138 0052
27 0182 0068
30 0232 0087
33 0289 0108
36 0352 0131
39 0421 0157
42 0496 0185
45 0577 0215
48 0665 0248
51 0759 0283
54 0859 0320
57 0965 0360
60 1078 0402
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