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Abstract

The usualtheoretical treatm ents of the near-threshold pp ! pp�0 reac-

tion are based on various phenom enologicalLagrangians. In this work we

exam ine the relationship between these approaches and a system atic chiral

perturbation m ethod.O urchiralperturbation calculation indicatesthatthe

pion rescattering term should be signi�cantly enhanced as com pared with

the traditionalphenom enologicaltreatm ent,and thatthisterm should have

substantialenergy and m om entum dependence. An im portant consequence

ofthisenergy-m om entum dependence isthat,fora representative threshold

kinem aticsand within thefram ework ofoursem iquantitativecalculation,the

rescatteringterm interferesdestructively with theBorn-term in sharp contrast

to theconstructiveinterferenceobtained in theconventionaltreatm ent.This

destructive interference m akestheoreticalcrosssectionsforpp ! pp�0 m uch

sm allerthan theexperim entalvalues,a featurethatsuggeststheim portance
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oftheheavy-m eson exchangecontributionsto explain theexperim entaldata.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently M eyer et al.[1]carried out high-precision m easurem ents ofthe totalcross

sectionsnearthreshold forthereaction

p+ p! p+ p+ �
0
: (1)

Thesem easurem entswerecon�rm ed by Bondaretal.[2].Theearly theoreticalcalculations

[3{5]underestim ate these s-wave �0 production crosssectionsby a factorof� 5.The basic

features ofthese early calculations m ay be sum m arized as follows. The pion production

reactionsareassum edtobedescribedbythesinglenucleon process(theBornterm ),Fig.1(a),

and the s-wave pion rescattering process,Fig.1(b). The �-N vertex forthe Born term is

assum ed to begiven by thepseudovectorinteraction Ham iltonian

H 0 =
gA

2f�

� 

�

�� r (�� �)�
i

2m N

f�� r ;��_�g

�

 ; (2)

where gA is the axialcoupling constant,and f� = 93 M eV is the pion decay constant.

The�rstterm representsp-wavepion-nucleon coupling,whilethesecond term accountsfor

the nucleon recoile�ect and m akes H 0 \Galilean-invariant". Fors-wave pion production

only the second term contributes. Since this second term is sm aller than the �rst term

by a factorof� m�=m N ,the contribution ofthe Born term to s-wave pion production is

intrinsically suppressed,and as a consequence the process becom es sensitive to two-body

contributions,Fig.1(b).The s-wave rescattering vertex in Fig.1(b)iscom m only calculated

using thephenom enologicalHam iltonian [3]

H 1 = 4�
�1

m �

� �� � + 4�
�2

m 2
�

� �� ��_� (3)

Thetwo coupling constants�1 and �2 in Eq.(3)weredeterm ined from theS11 and S31 pion

nucleon scattering lengthsa1=2 and a3=2 as

�1 =
m �

6

�

1+
m �

m N

�

(a1=2 + 2a3=2); (4a)
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�2 =
m �

6

�

1+
m �

m N

�

(a1=2 � a3=2): (4b)

The currentalgebra prediction [6]forthe scattering lengths,a1=2 = � 2a3=2 = m �=4�f
2
� =

0:175m �1
� ,im pliesthatonly chiralsym m etry breaking term swillgivea non-vanishing value

ofthecouplingconstant�1 in Eq.(3).Therefore�1 isexpected tobevery sm all.Indeed,the

em piricalvaluesa1=2 ’ 0:175m �1
� and a3=2 ’ � 0:100m�1� obtained byH�ohleretal.[7]lead to

�1 � 0:005 and �2 � 0:05.So thecontribution ofthe�1 term in Eq.(3)issigni�cantly sup-

pressed.M eanwhile,although �2 ism uch largerthan �1,theisospin structureofthe�2 term

issuch thatitcannotcontributeto the�0 production from two protonsattherescattering

vertex in Fig.1(b). Thus,the use ofthe phenom enologicalHam iltonians,Eqs.(2)and (3),

to calculatetheBorn term and therescattering term sillustrated in Figs.1(a)and (b),gives

signi�cantly suppressed crosssectionsforthepp! pp�0 reaction nearthreshold.Therefore,

theoretically calculated cross sections can be highly sensitive to any deviations from this

conventionaltreatm ent. These delicate features should be kept in m ind in discussing the

large discrepancy (a factorof� 5)between the observed crosssectionsand the predictions

oftheearliercalculations.

A plausible m echanism to increase the theoreticalcross section was suggested by Lee

and Riska[8].They proposed tosupplem entthecontribution ofthepion-exchangediagram ,

Fig.1(b),with the contributions ofthe short-range axial-charge exchange operatorswhich

weredirectly related to heavy-m eson exchangesin thenucleon-nucleon interactions[9].Ac-

cording to Lee and Riska,the shorter-range m eson exchanges (scalarand vectorexchange

contributions)can enhancethecrosssection by a factor3{5.Subsequently,Horowitzetal.

[10]dem onstrated,forthe Bonn m eson exchange potential,a prom inentrole ofthe � m e-

son in enhancing thecrosssection,thereby basically con�rm ing theconclusionsofLeeand

Riska.Thepossibleim portanceofheavy-m eson exchangesm ay beinferred from thefollow-

ing sim pleargum ent.ConsiderFig.1(b)in thecenter-of-m ass(CM )system with theinitial

and �nalinteractionsturned o� and with theexchanged particleallowed to beany particle

(notnecessarily a pion).Atthreshold,q0 = m �,q = 0,p0
1
= p0

2
= 0,so thatany exchanged
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particle m ust have k0 = m �=2 = 70 M eV and jkj=
q

m �m N + (m �=2)
2 � 370 M eV/c,

which im plies k2 = � m�m N . Thus the rescattering process probes two-nucleon forces at

distances � 0.5 fm corresponding to a typicale�ective exchanged m ass
p
m �m N = 370

M eV.Itssensitivity totheinterm ediate-rangeN -N forcesindicatesthepossibleim portance

ofthetwo-bodyheavy m eson axialexchangecurrentsconsidered by Leeand Riska.Thepar-

ticularkinem aticalsituation weconsidered hereshallbereferred to asthetypicalthreshold

kinem atics.

M eanwhile,Hern�andez and Oset[11]considered the o�-shelldependence ofthe �N s-

wave isoscalaram plitude featuring in the rescattering process,Fig.1(b). They pointed out

thatthes-waveam plitudecould beappreciably enhanced foro�-shellkinem aticspertinent

to the rescattering process. W e have seen above that,for the typicalthreshold kinem at-

ics,the exchanged pion can indeed be far o�-shell. The actualkinem atics ofcourse m ay

deviate from thetypicalthreshold kinem aticsrathersigni�cantly due to energy-m om entum

exchanges between the two nucleons in the initialand �nalstates,butthe im portance of

the o�-shellkinem atics for the exchanged pion is likely to persist. Hern�andez and Oset

exam ined two typesofo�-shellextrapolation:(i)theHam ilton m odelfor�N isoscalaram -

plitude based on �-exchange plusa shortrange piece [12],and (ii)an extrapolation based

on the currentalgebra constraints. In eithercase the enhancem ent ofthe totalcross sec-

tion due to the rescattering process was estim ated to be strong enough to reproduce the

experim entaldata. A m ore detailed m om entum -space calculation carried outby Hanhart

etal.[13]supportsthesigni�cantenhancem entdueto an o�-shelle�ectin therescattering

process,although theenhancem entisnotlargeenough to explain theexperim entaldata.It

should beem phasized thatHanhartetal.’scalculation elim inatesm any ofthe kinem atical

approxim ationsem ployed in thepreviouscalculations.

Given these developm ents based on the phenom enologicalLagrangians,we consider it

im portantto exam inethesigni�canceofthesephenom enologicalLagrangiansin chiralper-

turbation theory (�PT)[14,15]which in generalservesasa guiding principleforlow-energy
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hadron dynam ics. In the presentwork we shalldescribe an attem ptatrelating the tradi-

tionalphenom enologicalapproachesto �PT.Thefactthat�PT accountsforand im proves

the results ofthe current algebra also m akes it a naturalfram ework for studying thresh-

old pion production. Furtherm ore,in this low-energy regim e,it is naturalto em ploy the

heavy-ferm ion form alism (HFF)[16].TheHFF hasan additionaladvantageofallowingeasy

com parison with Eqs.(2)and (3).

Itshould be m entioned,however,thatthe application of�PT to nucleiinvolves som e

subtlety. Asem phasized by W einberg [17],naive chiralcounting failsfora nucleus,which

isa loosely bound m any-body system .Thisisbecausepurely nucleonicinterm ediatestates

occurringin anucleuscan havevery low excitation energies,which spoilstheordinary chiral

counting.Toavoid thisdi�culty,onem ust�rstclassify diagram sappearingin perturbation

seriesinto irreducibleand reduciblediagram s,according to whetherornota diagram isfree

from purely nucleonic interm ediate states.Thus,in an irreducible diagram ,every interm e-

diate state containsatleastone m eson. The �PT can be safely applied to the irreducible

diagram s.Thecontribution ofalltheirreduciblediagram s(up to a speci�ed chiralorder)is

then to beused asan e�ective operatoracting on thenucleonic Hilbertspace.Thissecond

step allows us to incorporate the contributions ofthe reducible diagram s. W e m ay refer

to this two-step procedure as the nuclear chiralperturbation theory (nuclear �PT).This

m ethod was �rst applied by W einberg [17]to chiral-perturbation-theoreticalderivation of

thenucleon-nucleon interactionsand subsequently used by van Kolck etal.[18].Park,M in

and Rho (PM R)[19]applied the nuclear�PT to m eson exchange currentsin nuclei. The

successofthenuclear�PT in describing theexchangecurrentsfortheelectrom agneticand

weak interactionsiswellknown [19{21]. The presentpaperisin the spiritofthe work of

PM R.

Thisarticleisorganized asfollows:In thenextsection wede�ne ourpion �eld and the

chiralcounting procedure.Then in section IIIwepresentthetwo lowestorderLagrangians,

discuss their connection to the early works on this reaction and determ ine within certain

approxim ationsthe num ericalvaluesofthe e�ective pion rescattering vertex strength,�th.
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In section IV webrie
ydiscusstheconnection between thetransition m atrixforthisreaction

and the �PT calculated am plitude. In section V we presentnecessary loop correctionsto

the Born term ,and in section VI we calculate the cross section and discuss the various

approxim ationsand theuncertaintiesofthelow energy constantsin �PT.Finally in section

VII,afterdiscussing som ehigherchiralorderdiagram s,wepresentourm ain conclusions.

A work very sim ilarin spiritto ourshasrecently been com pleted by Cohen etal.[22].

II.C H IR A L P ERT U R B AT IO N T H EO RY

The e�ective chiralLagrangian L ch involvesan SU(2)m atrix U(x)thatisnon-linearly

related to the pion �eld and that has standard chiraltransform ation properties [23]. An

exam pleis[24]

U(x)=
q

1� [�(x)=f�]
2 + i�� �(x)=f�: (5)

In the m eson sector,the sum ofchiral-invariantm onom ialsconstructed from U(x)and its

derivatives constitutes the chiral-sym m etric part ofLch. Furtherm ore,one can construct

system atically the sym m etry-breaking part ofLch with the use ofa m ass m atrix M the

chiraltransform ation ofwhich is dictated by that ofthe quark m ass term in the QCD

Lagrangian.To each term appearing in Lch onecan assign a chiralorderindex �� de�ned by

�� � d� 2; (6)

where d is the sum m ed power ofthe derivative and the pion m ass involved in this term .

A low energy phenom enon ischaracterized by a generic pion m om entum Q,which issm all

com pared to thechiralscale�� 1 GeV.Itcan beshown thatthecontribution ofa term of

chiralorder�� carry afactor(~Q=�)��,where ~Q representseitherQ orthepion m assm �.This

suggeststhe possibility ofdescribing low-energy phenom ena in term sofLch thatcontains

only a m anageably lim ited num ber ofterm s oflow chiralorder. This is the basic idea of

�PT.
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The heavy ferm ion form alism (HFF)[16]allowsusto easily extend �PT to the m eson-

nucleon system . In HFF,the ordinary Dirac �eld  describing the nucleon,isreplaced by

theheavy nucleon �eld N (x)and theaccom panying \sm allcom ponent�eld" n(x)through

thetransform ation

 (x)= exp(� imN v� x)[N (x)+ n(x)] (7)

with

=vN = N ; =vn = � n; (8)

where the four-velocity v� isassum ed to be alm oststatic,i.e.,v� � (1;0;0;0)[25]. Elim -

ination ofn(x) in favor ofN (x) leads to expansion in @�=m N . Since m N � 1 GeV � �,

an expansion in @�=m N m ay be treated like an expansion in @�=�. L ch in HFF consists

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

sym m etry-breaking term sinvolving M .Thechiralorder�� in HFF isde�ned by

�� � d+ n=2� 2; (9)

whered is,asbefore,thesum m ed powerofthederivativeand thepion m ass,whilen isthe

num berofnucleon �eldsinvolved in agiven term .Asbefore,aterm in L ch with chiralorder

�� can beshown to carry a factor(~Q =�)�� � 1.In whatfollows,�� standsforthechiralorder

de�ned in Eq.(9).

In addition to the chiralorderindex �� de�ned foreach term in Lch,we assign a chiral

order index � for each irreducible Feynm an diagram appearing in the chiralperturbation

seriesfora m ultiferm ion system [17].Itsde�nition is

� = 4� EN � 2C + 2L +
X

i

��i; (10)

whereE N isthenum berofnucleonsin theFeynm an diagram ,L thenum berofloops,and C

thenum berofdisconnected partsofthediagram .Thesum overirunsoverallthevertices

in theFeynm an graph,and ��i isthechiralorderofeach vertex.Onecan show [17]thatan

irreduciblediagram ofchiralorder� carriesa factor(~Q=�)� � 1.
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Intheliteraturetheterm \e�ectiveLagrangian"(or\e�ectiveHam iltonian")isoftenused

toim ply thatthatLagrangian (orHam iltonian)isonly m eantforcalculating treediagram s.

The Ham iltonians given in Eqs.(2) and (3) are regarded as e�ective Ham iltonians ofthis

type.W em ustnote,however,thatthee�ectiveLagrangian in �PT hasadi�erentm eaning.

Notonlycan Lch beused beyond treeapproxim ation but,in fact,aconsistentchiralcounting

even dem andsinclusion ofevery loop diagram whose chiralorder� islowerthan orequal

to the chiralorderofinterest. Aswillbe discussed below,fora consistent�PT treatm ent

oftheproblem athand,we thereforeneed to considerloop corrections.However,since the

inclusion oftheloop correctionsisrathertechnical,we�nd itusefulto �rstconcentrateon

thetree-diagram contributions.Thissim pli�cation allowsustounderstand thebasicaspects

oftherelation between thecontributionsfrom �PT and thephenom enologicalHam iltonians,

Eqs.(2)and (3).Therefore,in thenexttwo sections(IIIand IV)welim itourdiscussion to

tree diagram s. A m ore elaborate treatm entincluding loop correctionswillbe described in

section V.

III.T R EE D IA G R A M C O N SID ER AT IO N S

In ordertoproducetheone-body and two-body diagram sdepicted in Figs.1(a)and 1(b),

wem inim ally need (seebelow)term swith �� = 1 and 2 in Lch.W ethereforework with

Lch = L
(0)+ L

(1)
; (11)

whereL(��) representsterm sofchiralorder��.Theirexplicitform sare[15,26]

L
(0) =

f2�
4
Tr[@�U

y@�U + m 2
�(U

y + U � 2)] (12a)

+ �N (iv� D + gAS � u)N (12b)

� 1

2

X

A

CA(�N �AN )
2 (12c)

L
(1) = �

ig
A

2m N

�N fS� D ;v� ugN (12d)

+ 2c1m
2
�
�N N Tr(U + U y � 2) (12e)
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+ (c2�
g2
A

8m N
)�N (v� u)2N + c3 �N u� uN (12f)

� c9
2m N

(�N N )(�N iS� uN ) (12g)

� c10
2m N

(�N S�N )(�N iu�N ) (12h)

In theabove

� �

q

U(x); (13)

u� � i(�y@�� � �@��
y); (14)

D �N � (@� +
1

2
[�y;@��])N ; (15)

and S� isthecovariantspin operatorde�ned by

S� �
1

4

5[=v;
�]: (16)

In L(1)abovewehaveretained onlyterm sofdirectrelevanceforourdiscussion.Thecoupling

constants c1;c2 and c3 can be �xed from phenom enology [15]. They are related to the

pion-nucleon �-term ,��N (t) � hp0j�m (�uu + �dd)jpi (�m = average m ass ofthe light quarks,

t= (p0� p)2),theaxialpolarizability �A and theisospin-even �N s-wavescattering length

a+ � 1

3
(a1=2 + 2a3=2)� � 0:008m�1� [7]. (The explicitexpressions willbe given below.) It

should benoted thatin HFF,a partoftheterm in L(1) with thecoe�cient(c 2 � g2A=8m N ),

nam ely the� g2A=8m N piece,representsthes-wave �-N scattering contribution,which in a

traditionalcalculation isobtained from thecrossed Born-term .

The four-Ferm inon-derivative contact term s in Eq.(12) were introduced by W einberg

[17]and further investigated in two-and three-nucleon system s by van Kolck etal.[18].

Although these term s are im portant in the chiralperturbative derivation ofthe nucleon-

nucleon interactions[17,18],they do notplay a m ajorrolein thefollowing discussion ofthe

threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction. W e therefore tem porarily ignore these four-ferm ion term s

and com eback to a discussion oftheseterm sin thelastsection.
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TheLagrangian (11)leadsto thepion-nucleon interaction Ham iltonian

H int= H
(0)

int+ H
(1)

int; (17)

where

H
(0)

int =
gA

2f�

�N [�� r (�� �)]N +
1

4f2�

�N �� ��_�N (18a)

H
(1)

int=
� igA

4m N f�

�N f�� r ;��_�gN

+
1

f2�
[2c1m

2

��
2
� (c2�

g2A

8m N

)_�2� c3(@�)
2]�N N

(18b)

HereH
(��)

int representstheterm ofchiralorder��.

W enow com pareH int resulting from �PT,Eq.(17)with thephenom enologicale�ective

Ham iltonian H 0 + H 1,Eqs.(2) and (3). (The reader is rem inded that the chiralindex ��

should not be confused with the su�x appearing in H 0 and H 1.) Regarding the �N N

vertices,we note thatthe �rstterm in H (0) and the �rstterm in H (1) exactly correspond

to the �rst and second term s,respectively,in H 0. Thus the so-called Galilean-invariance

term naturally arisesasa 1=m N correction term in HFF.Asforthe��N N vertices,wecan

associate the second term in H
(0)

int to the �2 term in H 1,and second term in H
(1)

int to the �1

term in H 1.Thissuggeststhefollowing identi�cations:

4�
�2

m 2
�

=
1

4f2�
(19)

and

4��1=m � =
m 2

�

f2�
[2c1 � (c2 �

g2
A

8m N
)
!q!k

m 2
�

� c3
q�k

m 2
�

]� �(k;q) (20)

In Eq.(20),q = (!q;q) and k = (!k;k) stand for the four-m om enta ofthe exchanged-

and �nalpions,respectively,see Fig.1(b). Since,asalready discussed,the �2 term is not

im portantforourpurposes,weshallconcentrateonthe�1 term .Thebestavailableestim ates

ofthecoe�cientsc i (i=1-3)can befound in Refs.[15,27],which give
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c1 = � 1

4m 2
�

�

��N (0)+
9g2

A
m 3

�

64�f2�

�

(21a)

= � 0:87� 0:11GeV�1 ; (21b)

c3 = �
f2�

2

"

�A +
g2Am �

8f2�
(77
48
+ g2A)

#

(21c)

= � 5:25� 0:22GeV�1 ; (21d)

c2 =
f2�
2m 2

�

�

4�(1+ m �

m N
)a+ �

3g2
A
m 3

�

64�f4�

�

(21e)

+ 2c1 � c3 +
g2
A

8m N
(21f)

= 3:34� 0:27GeV�1 : (21g)

The num ericalresults are based on the experim entalvalues: ��N (0) = 45� 8 M eV [28],

�A = 2:28� 0:10m�3� [7],and a+ = (� 0:83� 0:38)� 10�2 m �1
� [29].W eshallshow in section

VI that the uncertainties in the num ericalvalue for c2 m ight be larger than quoted in

Eq.(21g).In fact,theterm sin Eqs.(21b)-(21g)proportionaltothe(gA=f�)
2 areO ((m �=�)

3)

corrections arising from �nite term sofL (2). However,since the present section isjustan

introduction toalatersystem atictreatm ent,thisinconsistency in \accuracy"willbeignored

forthem om ent.

Now,foron-shelllow energy pion-nucleon scattering,i.e.,k� q� (m�;0),weequate

4��1=m � = �0 � �(k= (m�;0);q= (m �;0)); (22)

where

�0 =
m 2

�

f2�

 

~c+
g2A

8m N

!

; (23)

~c� 2c1 � c2 � c3; (24)

From Eq.(21)wehave

~c = �
f2�

2m 2
�

"

4�(1+
m �

m N

)a+ �
3g2Am

3
�

64�f4�

#

�
g2A

8m N

; (25)

which resultsin
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�0 = � 2�

�

1+
m �

m N

�

a
+ +

3g2A

128�

m 3
�

f4�
: (26)

Theabovecited em piricalvaluefora+ leadsto

~c= (0:59� 0:09)GeV�1 (27)

�0 = (0:87� 0:20)GeV�1 : (28)

W e now interpretthese resultsin term sof�1 ofEq.(3). Conventionally,�1 isdeterm ined

from Eq.(4a)which isthe�rstterm in Eq.(26).Thus

4��1

m �

= � 2�

�

1+
m �

m N

�

a
+
; (29)

which gives

4��1

m �

= (0:43� 0:20)GeV�1 ; (30)

or�1 = 0:005� 0:002. Thisisthe \standard value" used in the literature [7,30]. On the

otherhand,ther.h.s.ofEq.(22)based on �PT givesfrom Eq.(28)

4��1

m �

= (0:87� 0:20)GeV�1 ; (31)

which is about twice as large as the conventionalvalue. This m eans the second term in

Eq.(26)isalm ostaslargeasthe�rstterm .Thus�PT leadsto asubstantialm odi�cation of

thecom m only used form ula,Eq.(4a)orEq.(29).Thislarge\higherchiralorder"corrections

due to L(2) [the term proportionalto (gA=f�)
2 in Eq.(26)]indicates that �PT does not

convergevery rapidly in thisparticularcase.Thisapparentlack ofconvergenceisprobably

dueto thefactthatthe �rstterm sin expansion,the�-N isoscalarscattering length a+ ,is

exceptionally sm all.

To develop furthertheconnection between thetraditionaland the�PT approaches,we

return to a discussion ofEq.(20). Obviously, the constant �1 cannot be fully identi�ed

with �(k;q)which dependson them om enta qand k.In fact,them om entum dependenceof

�(k;q)should play asigni�cantrolein describingthephysicalpion-nucleon elasticscattering
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processwhere !q =
q

m 2
� + q2,!k =

q

m 2
� + k2.An additionalcrucialpointin the present

contextisthat,in therescattering diagram Fig.1(b),theexchanged pion can befaro�-shell,

and therefore the q and k dependence in �(k;q)m ay play an even m ore pronounced role.

As an illustration,let us consider again the typicalthreshold kinem atics discussed in the

introduction:q� (m�;0)and k� (1
2
m �;

p
m �m N ). Ifwe denote by �th the value of�(k;q)

[Eq.(20)]corresponding to thetypicalthreshold kinem atics,wehave

�th =
m 2

�

f2�

"

2c1 �
1

2

 

c2 �
g2A

8m N

!

�
c3

2
:

#

(32)

Theuseofthecentralvaluesforthecoupling constantsc1;c2 and c3 leadsto

4��1=m � = �th � � 1:5GeV�1 : (33)

Thus the strength ofthe s-wave pion-nucleon interaction here is m uch stronger than the

on-shellcases,see Eqs.(30)and (31),and the sign ofthe o�-shellcoupling strength isop-

posite to theon-shellcases.The�rstfeatureisqualitatively in linewith theobservation of

Hern�andezand Oset[11]thattherescattering term should belargerthan previously consid-

ered.However,thesign ofthe typicalo�-shellcoupling in ourcase [Eq.(33)]isopposite to

theoneused in Ref.[11].Aswillbediscussed later,this
ip ofthesign drastically changes

thepattern ofinterplay between theBorn and rescattering term s.W em ustem phasizethat

theo�-shellenhancem entdependsstrongly on thevaluesofc1;c2 and c3,which,asdiscussed

in Ref.[15,27],arenotknown very accurately.Itisthereforeim portantto exam ineto what

extentthe existing largeam biguitiesin c1;c2 and c3 a�ectthe o�-shellenhancem entofthe

pp! pp�0 reaction.W eshalladdressthisquestion in section VI.

IV .T R A N SIT IO N O P ER AT O R S FO R pp! pp�0

Asexplained earlier,in thenuclear�PT we�rstuse�PT to calculatethecontributions

ofthe irreducible diagram s. LetT represent the contributions ofallirreducible diagram s

(up to a speci�ed chiralorder�)forthepp! pp�0 process.Then weuseT asan e�ective
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transition operatorin the Hilbertspace ofnuclear wavefunctions. Consequently,the two-

nucleon transition m atrix elem entT forthepp! pp�0 processisgiven by

T = h�fjT j�ii; (34)

wherej�ii(j�fi)istheinitial(�nal)two-nucleon statedistorted by theinitial-state(�nal-

state) interaction. These distorted waves should be obtained by solving the Schr�odinger

equation with nucleon-nucleon interactionsgenerated by irreducible diagram spertinentto

nucleon-nucleon scattering,thereby incorporating an in�nite num berof\reducible" ladder

diagram s. In this section we concentrate on the derivation ofthe transition operator T ,

relegating thediscussion ofT and Eq.(34)to section VI.

W edecom poseT as

T =
X

�

T
(�)
; (35)

whereT (�)representsthecontribution from Feynm an diagram sofchiralorder�,asde�ned

in Eq.(10). The lowestvalue of� occursforthe Born term shown in Fig.2(a). Fors-wave

� production atthreshold the N N � vertex with �� = 0,the �rstterm in Eq.(17),cannot

contribute;hence the lowest �� forN N � vertex involving an externalpion m ustbe �� = 1.

The �rstterm in Eq.(18b)provides thisvertex. According to Eq.(10),the chiralorderof

Fig.2(a) is given by � = 4� 2� 2� 2+ 2� 0+ 1 = � 1:As can be checked easily,there

areno diagram swith � = 0 sincein therescattering diagram ,Fig.2(b),thesecond term in

Eq.(18a),which givestheN N �� vertex with �� = 0,isnotoperativeheredueto theisospin

selection rule. The rescattering diagram in Fig.2(b)with the indicated value of�� ateach

vertex contributesto T (�= 1).Itshould benoted thatbecauseofthe� 2C term in thechiral

counting expression,Eq.(10),exchange-current-type diagram ssuch asFig.2(b)give higher

valuesof�.In thiswork wetruncatethecalculation ofthetransition operatorT at� = 1:

Thus,

T = T
(�1) + T

(1) (36)
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Theaboveenum eration is,asbrie
y discussed in section III,farfrom com pletebecause

loop diagram sand counterterm sand �niteterm sfrom L (2) havebeen leftout.In Fig.3 we

show theloop correctionstotheBorn term [Fig.2(a)].Thediagram sin Fig.3allhave� = 1

and hence are ofthe sam e chiralorderasthe leading orderrescattering diagram ,Fig.2(b).

Asdiscussed earlier,forthe pp ! pp�0 reaction atthreshold the contribution ofthe Born

term isnum erically suppressed so thattherescattering diagram ,which isform ally ofhigher

chiralorderby two unitsof�,playsan essentialrole. Thisim pliesthata m eaningfuland

consistent�PT calculation ofthisreaction m ustincludetheloop correctionsto theleading-

orderBorn term . However,we continue to postpone the discussion ofloop corrections to

thenextsection.

Thetreediagram scontributing to Eq.(36),Figs.2(a)and 2(b),areasfollows.TheBorn

term ,Fig.2(a),contributestoT (�1) and therescattering term ,Fig.2(b),contributestoT (1).

Thesecontributionsaregiven,respectively,by

T
Born

�1 =
gA

4m N f�
!q

X

i= 1;2

� i� (p0i+ pi)�
0

i; (37a)

T
R es

+ 1
= �

gA

f�

X

i= 1;2

�(ki;q)
� i� ki�

0
i

k2i � m2� + i"
(37b)

where pi and p0i (i= 1;2)denote the initialand �nalm om enta ofthe i-th proton,ki �

pi� p0i;and �(ki;q)isasde�ned in Eq.(20).

V .LO O P D IA G R A M S

W ehaveem phasized abovethattheloopcorrectionstotheBorndiagram ,Fig.2(a),which

haschiralorder� = � 1,areofthesam echiralorder� = 1asthetwo-body pion rescattering

process,Fig.2(b). These loop correctionstherefore m ustbe included in a consistent� = 1

calculation.

Forourpresentpurposesitisnotnecessary to go into a generaldiscussion oftherenor-

m alization oftheparam etersin Lch.Instead weconcentrateon an estim ation ofthesizeof
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the�niteloop correctionsto thespeci�c treelevelterm sshown in Fig.2.Thiswillbedone

by applying standard Feynm an rulesand using dim ensionalregularization [15].Speci�cally,

weonly need considertheloop correctionstothesingle�0N N vertex in thes-wavechannel:

T
Born

�1 + T
Corr

+ 1
=

 

�
gA

2m N f�

!
X

i= 1;2

[Si� (p0i+ pi)](v� q)�0i V (38)

where Si = (0;1
2
� i)isthe spin ofthe i-th proton and V isthe am plitude to be calculated.

FortheBorn term [Fig.2(a)]itselfwehave:

V2a = 1 (39)

given by Eq.(37a). The loop diagram s [Figs.3(a)-(f)],which renorm alize the s-wave Born

term ,givethefollowing contributions:

V3a =
1

4

 
gA

f�

! 2
J2(vp

0)� J2(vp)

vq
(40a)

V3b = �
� �

2f�
2

(40b)

V3c =
1

2f�
2

J2(vp
0)� J2(vp)

vq
(40c)

V3d =
1

2f�
2

 

3� � + [(vp)J0(vp)+ (vp0)J0(vp
0)]+

(vp)2J0(vp)� (vp0)2J0(vp
0)

vq

!

(40d)

Herewehaveadopted thenotationsofRef.[15].Thus

� � �
1

i

Z
ddl

(2�)d

1

m �
2 � l2

= m �
d�2 (4�)d=2�

 

1�
d

2

!

(41)

= 2m �
2

�

L +
1

16�2
ln
m �

�

�

; (42)

wherethedivergence isincluded in

L =
�d�4

16�2

�
1

d� 4
+
1

2
(
E � 1� ln4�)

�

: (43)

In thisexpression � denotesthe dim ensionalregularization scale and 
E = 0:557215. Fur-

therm ore,J0 and J2 in Eqs.(40)arede�ned by
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J0(!)= � 4L! +
!

8�2

�

1� 2ln
m �

�

�

�
1

4�2

q

m �
2 � !2arccos

�
� !

m �

�

(44)

and

J2(!)=
1

d� 1

h

(m �
2
� !

2)J0(!)� !��

i

(45)

Thetwo contributionsto V,Eqs.(40c)and (40d),originatefrom two di�erentcom binations

ofterm sin Eqs.(18).To calculateEq.(40c),thesecond term in Eq.(18a)and the�rstterm

in Eq.(18b)are used atthe vertices,whereasEq.(40d)iscalculated using the �rstterm of

Eq.(18a)and thesecond term ofEq.(18b).

Thestandard renorm alization consistsin thefollowing procedure:

(1)The loop contributions to V are separated into a divergent part,which we take to be

proportionalto L ofEq.(43)and which containsa poleatd = 4,and a �nitepart:

V3 = V3j
1 + V3j

finite (46)

(2)Localcounterterm s,which areofthesam echiralorderastheloop diagram s,areadded.

In ourcasethesecounterterm sm ustcom efrom theLagrangian L(3).

L
(3) =

1

(4�f�)
2

X

i

D i
�N O iN (47)

to givetwo-nucleon diagram swith � = 1.Theunknown constantsDi arethen written asa

sum ofa �niteand an in�nitepart

D i= D ij
finite(�)+ (4�)2�iL: (48)

Theconstants�iaredeterm ined by requiringthatthein�nitepartofD icancelthedivergent

partV3j
1 .Therem aining �nitecontributionswhich should beadded to theBorn term via

Eq.(38),are

Vloop = V3j
finite + Vc:t:j

finite
: (49)

Theam plitudeV3 containsenergy-independentand energy-dependentparts,ascan beseen

in Eq.(40). The energy-independent part can be absorbed in the renorm alization ofthe
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following physicalparam eters:thepion wave function renorm alization factorZ� [Fig.3(e)],

thenucleon m assm N and thenucleon wave function renorm alization factorZN [(Fig.3(f)],

as wellas the axialcoupling constant gA [Figs.3(a),(b),(e),(f)]. For the evaluation ofthe

energy-dependentpartwe use the typicalthreshold kinem atics:vq = m �,vp1 = m �,vp2 =

0. Putting these values into the corresponding term s in eq.(40),we obtain as the total

contribution ofthediagram sin Fig.3

V3j
finite

� 0:1: (50)

Thus V3j
finite am ounts to 10% ofthe Born term [Fig.2(a)]. In addition we have �nite

contributionsfrom the counterterm sofL(3),Vc:t:j
finite. W e note thatonly very few ofthe

low energy constants in the counterterm s D ij
finite(�) are known [15]. Som e ofthe low

energy constantsin L(2),B ij
finite(�)havebeen estim ated in Ref.[15]assum ing � resonance

saturation. The result indicates B ij
finite(�)� O (0:1). Foran estim ate ofthe low energy

constantsD ij
finite(�)in L(3) itseem sreasonabletoassum ethatthey areofthesam eorderof

m agnitudeastheB ij
finite(�)in L(2).To beconservative letusassum e D ij

finite(�)� O (1);

then we expect Vc:t:j
finite � 0:1. It is clear that,ifthose coe�cients were \unreasonably

large",theconvergence ofthewholechiralserieswould bedestroyed.

Altogether,after renorm alization the totalcontributions from the loop term s are ex-

pected to am ount to at m ost 20% ofthe Born term . This is not a com pletely negligible

contribution in the presentcontextbecause,aswillbe discussed in the nextsection,there

can bea signi�cantcancelation between theBorn and therescattering term s.Nevertheless,

sinceourpresenttreatm entinvolvesotherlargeruncertainties,wewillneglecttherenorm al-

ization ofthe Born term and henceforth concentrate on the bare Born term [Fig.2(a)]and

therescattering term [Fig.2(b)].

V I.C A LC U LAT IO N O F T H E T W O -N U C LEO N T R A N SIT IO N M AT R IX

W ederived insection IV thee�ectivetransitionoperatorT arisingfrom thetreediagram s

and,in section V,weestim ated theadditionalcontributionsdueto theloop correctionsand
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presented an argum entforignoring theloop correctionsin thiswork.These considerations

lead to thetheHFF expression ofT up to order� = 1,given in Eqs.(36)and (37),and this

T isto beused in Eq.(34)to obtain thetwo-nucleon transition m atrix T.

A form ally \consistent" treatm ent ofEq.(34) would consist in using forj�ii and j�fi

two-nucleon wave functions generated by irreducible diagram s oforder up to � = 1. A

problem in this\consistent"�PT approach isthattheinterm ediatetwo-nucleon propagators

in Fig.1can besigni�cantly o�-m ass-shell,which createsadi�culty in any �PT calculation.

Anotherm orepracticalproblem isthat,ifweincludetheinitial-and �nal-two-nucleon (N -

N )interactionsin diagram sup tochiralorder� = 1,theseN -N interactionsarenotrealistic

enough to reproduce theknown N -N observables.A pragm aticrem edy forthese problem s

isto use a phenom enologicalN -N potentialto generate the distorted N -N wavefunctions.

Park,M in and Rho [21]used this hybrid approach to study the exchange-current in the

n+ p! 
 + d reaction and atleast,forthelow-m om entum transferprocessstudied in Ref.

[21],thehybrid m ethod isknown to work extrem ely well.

Apart from the above-m entioned problem ,there is a delicate aspect in the derivation

ofan e�ective two-body operator from a given Feynm an diagram . Ordinarily,one works

with r-space transition operatorsacting on r-representation wavefunctions,forthe nuclear

wavefunctions are com m only given in thisrepresentation. To thisend,a Feynm an am pli-

tudewhich ism ostconveniently given in m om entum space,isFourier-transform ed into the

r-representation.Thism ethod worksbestforlow m om entum transferprocesseswhich have

substantialtransition am plitudesforon-shellinitialand �nalplane-wave states. However,

the pp ! pp�0 reaction atthreshold doesnotbelong to thiscategory. Forthisreaction it

isessentialto recognize thatthe nucleon linesthatappearasexternallinesin Fig.2 are in

fact internallines in larger diagram s illustrated in Fig.1. These internallines can be far

o�-shelldue to the initial-and �nal-state interactions. Indeed withoutthis o�-shellkine-

m atics,theBorn term [Fig.2(a)]would notcontributeatall!In theconventionalapproach,

however,one ignoresthisfeature in deriving T in coordinate representation. Forexam ple,

in Fourier-transform ing an operatorofthe type ofT R es
+ 1

,Eq.(37b),even though pi and p0i
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in Eq.(37b)in factcan be anything due to m om entum transferscaused by the initialand

�nalN -N interactions,itisa com m on practiceto keep theenergy ofthepropagating pion

�xed atthe value determ ined by the asym ptotic energies ofthe nucleons. Hanhart etal.

[13]m adeacriticalstudy oftheconsequencesofavoiding thesekinem aticalapproxim ations.

They worked directly with thetwo-nucleon wavefunctionsin 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 ofthis and a few other

approxim ations adopted,the num ericalwork presented here is adm ittedly ofexploratory

nature.Nonetheless,asweshallshow,oursem iquantitativestudy ofT based on thechiral-

theoretically m otived transition operatorT providesom evaluableinsightintothedynam ics

ofthethreshold pp! pp�0 reaction.

Let us denote the contribution of Fig.2(b) for plane-wave initialand �nalstates by

< p01;p
0
2;qjT

(1)jp1;p2 >. W e �rst calculate this m atrix elem ent for the typicalthreshold

kinem atics described earlier;for the m eson variables,q= (m �;0) and k = (m �=2;k) with

jkj =
p
m �m N . Correspondingly,the coupling strength �(k;q) [Eq.(37b)]is taken to be

�th = � 1:5GeV�1 [Eq.(33)]. Subsequently,by liberating the m om entum variablesp1,p
0
1,

p2,andp
0
2 from theon-m ass-shellconditions(p21 = m 2

N ;:::),wetreat< p
0
1;p

0
2;qjT

(1)jp1;p2>

asa function ofp1,p
0
1
,p2,and p

0
2
.LetT(p0

1
;p0

2
;p1;p2)stand forthisfunction.W e still

require m om entum conservation ateach vertex,which im poses the conditions p1 + p2 =

p0
1
+ p0

2
+ q = 0,and k = p0

1
� p1 = p2 � p0

2
. T(p0

1
;p0

2
;p1;p2) can be easily Fourier

transform ed togive ~T R es
+ 1 in rrepresentation.Thesim pli�ed treatm entdescribed here,which

iscom m onlyused in theliterature,shallbereferred toasthe�xedkinem aticsapproxim ation.

Now,in the �xed kinem aticsapproxim ation,T [Eqs.(36),(37)]istranslated into di�er-

entialoperatorsacting on relativecoordinateofthetwo-nucleon wavefunctions:

~T Born

�1 =
gA

f�

m �

m N

� � rr; (51a)

~T R es

+ 1
= �

2gA

f�
�th� �̂rf

0(r); (51b)
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wherethederivativeoperatorwith subscriptristoacton therelativecoordinater between

two protons, and � � 1

2
(� 1 � �2). The trivialisospin operator �0i has been dropped.

The Yukawa function f(r)� exp(� �0r)=4�r isde�ned with the e�ective m ass�0=
p
3

2
m �.

W e reem phasize that the sim ple Yukawa form f(r) arises only when the �xed kinem atics

approxim ation justdiscussed isused.

From thispointon,ourcalculation ofT followsexactly thetraditionalpattern described

in theliterature.ThusT isevaluated by inserting thetransition operators,~T Born
�1 and ~T R es

+ 1
,

Eq.(51),between theinitialand �nalnuclearstates

�i(r)= (
p
2=pr)iu1;0(r)e

i�1;0(4�)1=2j3;3P
0
i;

�f(r)= (1=p0r)u0;0(r)e
i�0;0(4�)1=2j3;1S

0
i;

(52)

wherepand p0aretheasym ptoticrelativethree-m om enta oftheinitialand �naltwo-proton

system s.Thewavefunctionsarenorm alized asuL;J
r! 1
� ! sin(pr� 1

2
�L + �L;J)with �L;J being

theN -N scattering phaseshifts.Forsim plicity,theCoulom b interactionsbetween thetwo

protonsisignored.(TheCoulom b forceisknown toreducethecrosssection up to30% .[4].)

Theexplicitexpression forthetransition am plitudeatthreshold isobtained as

T(E f)= 4�(gA=f�m N m
3=2
� )(JBorn�1 + J

R es

+ 1 ); (53)

Here,E f = E p0 + q2=2m � isthekineticenergy ofthe�nalstate,and

J
Born

�1 = lim
p0! 0

� m2�

pp0

Z
1

0

drr
2
u0;0

r

 
d

dr
+
2

r

!
u1;0

r
; (54a)

J
R es

+ 1
= lim

p0! 0
2�th

m �M n

pp0

Z 1

0

dru0;0f
0(r)u1;0: (54b)

Thetotalcrosssection isobtained bym ultiplyingtheabsolutesquareofthetransition am pli-

tude(averaged overtheinitialspinsand sum m ed overthe�nalspins)with theappropriate

phasespacefactor�(Ef)and the
ux factor1=v:

�
tot
=
2�

v

Z

d�(Ef)jT(E f)j
2
: (55)
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Forarough estim ation onem ay approxim atetheenergydependenceofthetransition m atrix

as[31]

jT(E f)j
2 =

jT(0)j2

1+ p02a2
; (56)

wherea isthescattering length oftheN N potential.Then thecrosssection can besim ply

expressed as

�tot=
g2Ap

2�f2�m
2
�

jJj
2
I(E f) (57)

where

jJj
2 = jJ

Born

�1 + J
R es

+ 1 j
2
; (58a)

I(E f)=

Z E f

0

dE p0

q

E f � Ep0
q

E p0

1+ m N a
2E p0

: (58b)

Under the approxim ation (56),the energy dependence ofthe cross section is solely given

by I(E f),which incorporatesthe phase space and the �nalstate interaction e�ect(in the

W atson approxim ation [31]).

W e have calculated the integrals JBorn�1 and JR es+ 1 for representative nuclear potentials:

theHam ada-Johnston (HJ)potential[32],and theReid soft-corepotential(RSC)[33].The

resultsaregiven in TableI,and thecorresponding crosssectionsarepresented in TableII.

These results indicate that,for the nuclear potentials considered here,the value ofjJjis

m uch too sm allto reproduce the experim entalcrosssection. Ifwe de�ne the discrepancy

ratio R by

R � �
exp
tot=�

calc
tot ; (59)

with �
exp
tot taken from Ref.[1],then R �= 80 (R �= 210) for the Ham ada-Johnston (Reid

soft-core)potential,and R happensto be alm ostconstantforthe whole range ofE f � 23

M eV for which �
exp
tot is known. Thus,although the o�-shellbehavior ofthe s-wave pion

scattering am plitude derived from the chiralLagrangian doesenhance the contribution of
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therescatteringprocessoverthevaluereported in theliterature,thesign changethatoccurs

in � asonegoesfrom �0 [Eq.(22)]to�th [Eq.(32)]resultsin asigni�cantcancelation between

theBorn term JBorn�1 and therescattering term JR es
+ 1

,leading to thevery sm allcrosssections

in Table II [34]. The drastic cancelation between JBorn�1 and JR es+ 1 found here m eans that

thecalculated crosssectionsarehighly sensitive to thevariousapproxim ationsused in our

calculation and also to the precise valuesofthe constantsc1;c2 and c3 ofEq.(21).W e will

discussthesetwo questionsin thenexttwo paragraphs.

W e adopted the threshold kinem atics approxim ation and neglected the energy-

m om entum dependencein Eq.(20)and treated theverticesin Figs.1and 2as�xed num bers,

i.e.,�(k;q)= �th = constant. In addition,although the loop correctionsofchiralorder�

= 1,shown in Fig.3(a),autom atically introducesenergy-m om entum dependentvertices,we

ignored this feature. The fact that the kinem atics ofthe reaction Eq.(1) requires highly

o�-shellverticesleadstotheexpectation thatthevertex form factorscan bevery im portant

and invalidate the threshold kinem atics approxim ation leading to Eq.(51). In thisconnec-

tion wenotethatam om entum -spacecalculation [13],which isfreefrom thisapproxim ation,

indicatesthateven a negative value of�1 could lead to the m oderate enhancem entofthe

crosssection.

The strong cancelation between the Born and rescattering term salso m eansthat,even

within the fram ework ofthe �xed kinem atics approxim ation,the large errorsthatexistin

the em piricalvalue ofa+ and the c1;c2 and c3 constants can in
uence the cross sections

signi�cantly.To assessthisin
uence,werewriteEq.(32)as

�th =
m 2

�

f2�
c1 � �(1+

m �

m N

)a+ +
3g2Am

3
�

256�f4�
: (60)

Theuseoftheexperim entalvaluesfora+ and c1 quoted earlierleadsto

�th = (� 1:5� 0:4)GeV�1 : (61)

W ith thisuncertainty taken into account,theratio R rangesfrom R = 25 to R = 2100 for

the Ham ada-Johnston potential,and from R = 50 to R = 3:4� 104 forthe Reid soft-core
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potential. To further exam ine the uncertainties in the L(1) constants we rem ark thatthe

valueofc2+ c3 can beextracted from theknown pion-nucleon e�ectiverangeparam eterb+ .

Thelow energy pion-nucleon scattering am plitudeisexpanded as:

f
+ = a

+ + b
+
q
2 + � � � (62)

whereq isthepion m om entum and b+ = (� 0:044� 0:007)m�3� [7].IfweuseL(1) tocalculate

thes-wavepion-nucleon am plitudewe�nd:

b
+ =

1

2�

�

1+
m �

m N

��1
 
m �

f�

! 2

(c2 + c3 �
g2A

8m N

)
1

m �
2
; (63)

and then Eq.(32)leadsto

�th =
2m �

2

f�
2 c1 � �m�

2
�

1+ m �

m N

�

b+

= (� 2:7� 0:6)GeV�1 (64)

Since c3 isgiven directly by the experim entalquantity �A [Eq.(21d)],we considerEq.(63)

asan alternativeinputto determ inec2 in term sofb
+ and c3.Then Eqs.(63),(21d)and the

experim entalvalueofb+ [7]give

c2 = (4:5� 0:7)GeV�1 : (65)

W e note that this value is larger than the one given in Eq.(21g),indicating that the de-

term ination ofc2 requires further studies. W ith the new value of�th given in Eq.(64)

we �nd that the discrepancy ratio R [Eq.(59)]can be as sm allas � 10. ( In this case

jJR es+ 1 j> jJBorn�1 j;the exact cancelation between the Born and the pion rescattering term

occursfor�th � � 2GeV�1 .)

W ithout attaching any signi�cance to the detailed num bers above,we stilllearn the

extrem e sensitivity of�calctot to the inputparam etersand that,despite thishigh sensitivity,

�calctot stillfallsfarshortof�
exp
tot (within thefram ework ofthe�xed kinem aticsapproxim ation).
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V II.D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork wehaveused �PT tocalculatethee�ectivepion-exchangecurrentcontribu-

tion to thepp ! pp�0 reaction atthreshold.Asstated repeatedly,ouraim hereisto carry

outa system atic treatm entofT up to chiralorder� = 1 [see Eq.(36)]. However,in order

to m ake contactwith the expressionsappearing in the literature [3],letusconsidera very

lim ited num berof� = 2 diagram s. To be speci�c,we considera diagram in Fig.2(b)but

with the �� = 0 (p-wave)�N N vertex replaced with a �� = 1 (s-wave)vertex.Then,instead

ofEq.(51b),wewillobtain

T
R es

1+ 2 = �
gA

f�
�th� �

�

r̂f
0(r)

�

2+
m �

2m N

�

+ f(r)
m �

m N

r r

�

; (66)

which isthe two-body transition operatorused in Ref.[3]. Thus,we do recoverthe usual

phenom enologicalparam eterization in �PT,butthisisjustone ofm any � = 2 diagram s.

Oursystem atic� = 1 calculation excludesall� = 2 diagram s.

W e have also ignored the exchange current contributions from scalar and vector two-

nucleon exchanges.Following the�PT ofRefs.[17,18]thevectorm eson exchangeislargely

accounted forvia thefour-nucleon contactterm sillustrated in Fig.4(a).Ifwehad retained

thelasttwo term sofEq.(12),thepion-nucleon interaction H
(1)

int,Eq.(18b),would have had

an additionalpieceH
(1)0

int

H
(1)0

int =
c9

4m N f�
(�N N )(�N �� r (�� �)N )

+
c10

4m N f�
(�N �N )� (�N r (�� �)N ): (67)

The H
(1)0

int term ofFig.4(a) has a �� q structure, which m eans it describes p-wave pion

production and therefore does not contribute to the threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction. The

s-wave pion production contact term , also belonging to the type ofdiagram illustrated

in Fig.4(a),enters as a 1

m N
recoilcorrection to H

(1)0

int and therefore is ofchiralorder � =

2. Form ally,the chiralorder � = 2 diagram s have no place in the present calculation

lim ited to � = 1. However, in view of the great current interest in the possible large
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contribution oftheheavy-m eson exchange diagram s,wem akea few rem arkson thes-wave

� = 2 contact term s depicted in Fig.4(a). W e note that the coordinate representation of

thiscontactterm contains�3(r).M eanwhile,in thethreshold pp! pp�0 reaction theinitial

two-nucleon relative m otion m ustbe in p-wave (because ofparity)and so itswavefunction

vanishesatr = 0.Thus,even in a chiralorder� = 2 calculation,thecontactterm Fig.4(a)

correspondingtos-wavepion production willplaynorole.Includingm eson loopscorrections

to these contactterm s[an exam ple illustrated in Fig.4(b)]would sm earoutthe �-function

behavior,allowing them to have a �nite contribution to the threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction.

This involves,however,diagram s ofeven higher chiralorder than � = 2. Thus,in order

to include the strong e�ective isoscalar-vector repulsion ofthe N -N forces (! exchange)

contained in thefour-nucleon contactterm sofW einberg’s[17]and van Kolck’setal.’s[18]

�PT description,wehaveto go to chiralorder� = 3.

M eanwhile,one m ay picture the \e�ective heavy m esons" as generated by m ulti-pion

exchangediagram slikethoseillustrated in Fig.5.Thesediagram s,which necessarily contain

loops,representaverylim itedclassof� � 3diagram s.Forexam ple,anim portantpartofthe

e�ective scalarexchange between two nucleonsinvolve interm ediate �-� s-waveinteraction

which requires at least two loop diagram s like Fig.5(c). Thus,ifwe are to interpret the

heavy-m eson exchange diagram s ofLee and Riska [8]in the fram ework ofnuclear �PT,

we m ust dealwith term s with chiralorder � � 3,which at present is beyond practical

calculations.

W enow recapitulatethem ain pointsofthisarticle.

1.Using �PT in a system atic fashion we have shown thatthe contribution ofthe pion

rescattering term can bem uch largerthan obtained in thetraditionalphenom enolog-

icalcalculations. Thisfactitselfsupportsthe suggestion ofHernandez and Oset[11]

thattheo�-shells-wavepion-nucleon scattering should enhancetherescattering con-

tribution signi�cantly.However,thesign oftheenhanced rescattering vertex obtained

in �PT isoppositetothatused in Ref.[11],atleastforthetypicalthreshold kinem atics
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de�ned in thetext.Thissign changein thecouplingconstant�th leadstoadestructive

interference between the Born and rescattering term sinstead ofthe constructive in-

terferencefound in Ref.[11].Thesigni�cantcancelation between theseterm sgiverise

to the very sm allcrosssection forthe near-threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction calculated

in this work. Although our particular num ericalresults were obtained in what we

callthe �xed kinem atics approxim ation,these resultsatleastindicate thatthe large

enhancem entof�calctot obtained in Ref.[11]isopen to m oredetailed exam inations.

2.The�xed kinem aticsapproxim ation (which iscom m only used in theliterature)should

be avoided. There are at least two reasons why this is not a good approxim ation

for this reaction: (i) The initial- and �nal-state interactions play an essentialrole

in the near-threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction;(ii) The theoreticalcross section within

thefram ework oftheBorn plusrescattering term sislikely to depend on thedelicate

cancelation between these two term s. In a m om entum space calculation [13],we can

easily avoid the �xed kinem atics approxim ation. Such a calculation willallow us to

work with fullo�-shellkinem atics,to incorporate the �PT form factorsin the Born

term ,and to reduce am biguitiesin ourcalculation down to the levelofuncertainties

in theinputparam etersin �PT and thechiralcounterterm s.

3.Severalworks[8,10,13]indicate thatthe two-nucleon scalar(sigm a)exchange can be

very im portant. W e gave in the introduction a sim ple kinem aticalargum ent for its

plausibility,and ourdynam icalcalculation (albeitofsem iquantitative nature)seem s

to indicate the necessity ofthe sigm a exchange contribution in order to explain the

observed crosssectionsforthethreshold pp! pp�0 reaction.Itisofgreatinterestto

seeto whatextentan im proved �PT calculation based on m om entum -spacerepresen-

tation helpssharpen the conclusion on the necessity ofthe sigm a exchange diagram .

Such a calculation is now in progress. Ifit is established thatthe heavy m eson ex-

change diagram splay an essentialrole in the threshold pp ! pp�0 reaction,itseem s

thatwe m ustresortto a m odi�ed version of�PT,fora brute force extension ofour
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treatm entto � � 2 seem sextrem ely di�cult.An attem ptto includevectorm eson de-

greesoffreedom sexplicitly can befound e.g.in Ref.[19].A purely phenom enological

approach asused in [8]m ay also bea usefulalternative.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Single nucleon process (Born term ) [Fig.1(a)]and pion rescattering process for the

pp ! pp�0 reaction nearthreshold. 2T+ 1;2S+ 1LJ denotesthe isospin and angularm om enta ofthe

initialand �nalstates.

FIG .2. Tree graphs: The Born term [Fig.2(a)] (� = � 1) and the pion rescattering term

[Fig.2(b)](� = 1).

FIG .3. Loop correctionsto theBorn term .

FIG .4. G eneric four-ferm ion-pion vertex (contact term ) [Fig.4(a)]and an exam ple ofa loop

correction to a contactterm [Fig.4(b)].

FIG .5. A few higherorderdiagram scontributing to thee�ective two-nucleon scalarexchange

in nuclear�PT.
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TABLES

TABLE I. J Born
�1 and J Res

+ 1 forthe threshold kinem atics [Eqs.(54a),(54b)],calculated with

the Ham ada-Johnsotn (HJ)and Reid soft-core (RSC)potentials.

HJ RSC

JBorn�1 � 0:672 � 0:515

JR es+ 1 + 0:505 + 0:413
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TABLE II.Thetotalcrosssections(in �b)asfunctionsof� �

q

2E f=m �,calculated with the

Ham ada-Johnston (HJ)and Reid soft-core (RSC)potentials.

� �H J �R SC

.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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