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A chiralpion-nucleon am plitudesupplem ented by theHJS subthreshold coe�cientsisused to calculatethethelong rangepart

ofthe two-pion exchange nucleon-nucleon potential.In ourexpressionsthe HJS coe�cientsfactorout,allowing a clearidenti-

�cation ofthe origin ofthe variouscontributions.A discussion ofthe con�guration space behaviourofthe loop integralsthat

determ ine the potentialispresented,with em phasison cancellationsassociated with chiralsym m etry.The pro�le function for

thescalar-isoscalarcom ponentofthepotentialisproduced and shown to disagree with thoseofseveralsem i-phenom enological

potentials.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Nowadaysthereareseveralsem i-phenom enologicalNN

potentials that m ay be considered as realistic because

they providegood descriptionsofcrosssections,scatter-

ing am plitudesand phase shifts. Nevertheless,itispos-

sible to notice im portant discrepancies when one com -

paresdirectly theircon�guration spacepro�lefunctions.

O fcourse,this situation is consistent with the venera-

bleinversescattering problem ,whereby therearealways

m any potentialsthat can explain a given setofobserv-

ables. Therefore one m ust look elsewhere in order to

assessthe m eritsofthe variouspossible m odels.

In the case ofNN interactions,there is a rather rich

relationship between the potentialand observables,in-

volving severalspin and isospin channels and di�erent

spatialregions. O n the otherhand,asallm odern m od-

elsrepresentthe long range interaction by m eansofthe

onepion exchangepotential(O PEP),onem ustgo to in-

nerregionsin orderto unravelthe discrepanciesam ong

the variousapproaches.

M odels vary widely in the way they treat the non-

O PEP partofthe interaction and,in the literature,one

�ndspotentialsconstructed by m eansofdispersion rela-

tions,�eld theoryorjustbased on com m on senseguesses.

In all cases, param eters are used which either reect

knowledgeaboutotherphysicalprocessesorareadjusted

ad hoc.Thisleavesa wide spaceforpersonalwhim and

indicatestheneed ofinform ation with littlem odeldepen-

dence aboutthe inner partofthe nuclear force. In the

case ofNN interactions,the com plexity ofthe relevant
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physicalprocessesincreasesvery rapidly asthe internu-

cleon distance decreases and hence the best process for

yielding inform ation with little m odeldependence isthe

tailofthe two-pion exchangepotential(TP E P ).

This problem has a long history. M ore than thirty

yearsago,Cottingham and Vinh M au began a research

program based on the idea that the TP E P is related

to the pion{nucleon (�N ) am plitude [1]. It lead to the

construction ofthe Paris potential[2,3],where the in-

term ediate part ofthe force is obtained from em pirical

�N inform ation treated by m eansofdispersion relations.

Thisprocedurem inim izesthenum berofunnecessary hy-

pothesesand henceyieldsresultswhich can beconsidered

asm odelindependent. Another im portantcontribution

wasm ade by Brown and Durso [4]who stressed,in the

early seventies,thatchiralsym m etry hasa m ain role in

the description ofthe interm ediate �N am plitude.

In the last four years the interest in applications of

chiralsym m etry to nuclear problem s was renewed and

several authors have reconsidered the construction of

the TP E P . At �rst, only system s containing pions

and nucleons were studied, by m eans ofnon-linear la-

grangians based on either PS or PV pion-nucleon cou-

plings[5,6,7,8,9]. Nowadays,the evaluation ofthis part

ofthepotentialin thefram ework ofchiralsym m etry has

no im portant am biguities and is quite wellunderstood.

This m inim alTP E P ful�lls the expectations from chi-

ralsym m etry and,in particular,reproduces at the nu-

clearlevelthewellknown cancellationsoftheinterm edi-

ate �N am plitude[10,11].O n theotherhand,itfailsto

yield thequalitativefeaturesofthem edium rangescalar-

isoscalarNN attraction [8,12]. This happens because a

system containingjustpionsand nucleonscannotexplain

the experim ental�N scattering data [13]and one needs

otherdegreesoffreedom ,especiallythoseassociated with

thedelta and the�N �-term .Theform erpossibility was

considered by O rd�o~nez,Ray and Van K olck [14,15],and

shown to im prove the predictive powerofchiralcancel-

lationsbut,in theirwork they did notregard closely the
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experim entalfeaturesoftheinterm ediate�N am plitude.

Em piricalinform ation concerningtheinterm ediate�N

process m ay be introduced into the TP E P in a m odel

independent way, with the help of the H�ohler, Jacob

and Strauss(HJS)subthreshold coe�cients[13,16].This

kind ofapproach has already been extensively adopted

in otherproblem s.Forinstance,Tarrach and M .Ericson

used itin theirstudy oftherelationship between nucleon

polarizability and nuclearVan derW aalsforces[17]. In

thecaseofthree-body forces,itwasem ployed in thecon-

struction ofboth m odelindependent and m odeldepen-

denttwo-pion exchange potentials[18,19,20]. Using the

sam e strategy,we have recently shown that the knowl-

edge ofthe �N am plitude, constrained by both chiral

sym m etry and experim entalinform ation in the form of

theHJS coe�cients,providesa unam biguousand m odel

independentdeterm ination ofthe long rangepartofthe

two-pionexchangeNN potential[21].Therewerestricted

ourselvesto the generalform ulation ofthe problem and

to theidenti�cation oftheleading scalar-isoscalarpoten-

tial. In the presentwork we explore the num ericalcon-

sequences ofthe expressions derived in that paper and

com parethem with som eexisting potentials.

O urpresentation is divided asfollows: in Sec. II,we

briey sum m arizethederivation ofthepotentialand rec-

ollectthe m ain form ulae forthe sake ofself-consistency,

leavingdetailsto AppendicesA,B,and C.In Sec.IIIwe

discussthem ain featuresoftheloop integralsthatdeter-

m ine the potential,em phasizing in the approxim ations

associated with chiralsym m etry. In Sec. IV we relate

our theoreticalexpressions with those ofother authors

and in Sec. V,results are com pared with existing phe-

nom enologicalpotentials.Finally,in Sec.VIwe present

ourconclusions.

II.T W O -P IO N EX C H A N G E P O T EN T IA L

The construction ofthe ��E P begins with the eval-

uation ofthe am plitude for on-shellNN scattering due

to the exchange oftwo pions. In orderto avoid double

counting,we m ust subtract the term corresponding to

theiterated O PEP and,on thecentreofm assoftheNN

system ,theresultingam plitudeisalreadythedesired po-

tentialin m om entum space. As it depends strongly on

the m om entum transferred � and little on the nucleon

energy E,wedenoteitby T(� )�.

In thiswork weareinterested in thecentral,spin-spin,

spin-orbit and tensor com ponents of the con�guration

space potential,which m ay be written in term soflocal

�
The �nalrelativistic expression forthe am plitude depends

also on powersof~z = ~p
0+ ~p,which yield \non-local" term s.

W eexpand theam plitudein powersof~z=m and keep justthe
�rstterm ,which givesthe spin-orbitforce.

pro�le functions [22]. They are related with the appro-

priateam plitudesin m om entum spaceby

V (r)= �

�
�

2m

�2 �

4�

Z
d3�

(2�)3
e
� i� � r

��
4�

�3

�

T(� )

�

:

(1)

In general,there are m any processes that contribute

to the TP E P . However,forlarge distances,the poten-

tialis dom inated by the low energy am plitude for �N

scattering on each nucleon.W hen the externalnucleons

areon-shell,theam plitudefortheprocess�a(k)N (p)!

�b(k0)N (p0)iswritten as

F = F
+
�ab + F

�
i�bac�c ; (2)

where

F
� = u

�

A
� +

6k + 6k
0

2
B
�

�

u : (3)

ThefunctionsA � and B � depend on the variables

t= (p� p
0)
2

and �=
(p+ p0)� (k + k0)

4m
(4)

or,alternatively,on

s= (p+ k)2 and u = (p� k
0)2 : (5)

W hen the pions are o�-shell,they m ay also depend on

k2 and k0
2
. However,asdiscussed in Ref.[21],o�-shell

pionic e�ectshave shortrange and do notcontribute to

theasym ptoticam plitudes.Atlow energies,A � and B �

m ay bewritten asa sum ofchiralcontributionsfrom the

purepion-nucleon sector,supplem ented by aseriesin the

variables� and t[13],asfollows:

A
+ =

g2

m
+
X

a
+
m n �

2m
t
n

; (6)

B
+ = �

g2

s� m 2
+

g2

u � m 2
+
X

b
+
m n �

(2m + 1)
t
n

; (7)

A
� =

X
a
�
m n �

(2m + 1)
t
n

; (8)

B
� = �

g2

s� m 2
�

g2

u � m 2
+
X

b
�
m n �

2m
t
n

: (9)

In these expressions,the nucleon contributionswerecal-

culated using a non-linear pseudoscalar (PS) �N cou-

pling [21]and,in writing A + ,wehavem adeexplicitthe

factor (g2=m ), associated with chiralsym m etry. This

am ountsto justa rede�nition ofthe usuala+00,given in

Refs.[13,16]. O n the other hand,the use ofa pseudo

vector(PV)�N coupling would im ply alsoa sm allredef-

inition ofb�00.Itisvery im portantto note,however,that

the valuesofthe sub-am plitudesA � and B � are notat
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FIG .1. A) diagram s contributing to the low-energy �N

am plitude, where R represents the processes associated with

the HJS coe� cients;b) the two-pion exchange am plitude;c)

contributions to the two-pion exchange am plitude from the

purely pionic sector (top) and from processes involving the

HJS coe� cients (bottom ).

allinuenced by thiskind ofchoice and hence are com -

pletely m odelindependent. In the sequence,the term s

in these expressionsassociated with the HJS coe�cients

willbedenoted by A �

R
and B �

R
,thesubscriptR standing

for\rem ainder",asindicated in Fig.1(A).

Theevaluation ofthediagram sofFig.1(B)yieldsthe

following generalform forT

T = �
i

2

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

1

k2 � �2

1

k0
2
� �2

�

h

3F + (1)
F
+ (2)+ 2�(1)� �

(2)
F
� (1)

F
� (2)

i

(10)

where the F (i) are given in Eq.(2)and the factor 1

2
ac-

counts for the sym m etry under the exchange ofthe in-

term ediatepions.Thepion m assisrepresented by �and

the integration variableQ isde�ned as

Q �
1

2
(k + k

0): (11)

In the sequence,wewillalso need the variables

W � p1 + p2 = p
0
1 + p

0
2 ; (12)

� � k
0
� k = p

0
1 � p1 = p2 � p

0
2 ; (13)

z �
1

2
[(p1 + p

0
1)� (p2 + p

0
2)]; (14)

V1 �
1

2m
(W + z); (15)

V2 �
1

2m
(W � z): (16)

Theevaluation ofthe diagram sofFig.1(C)produces

T = � i(2m )2
1

2

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

�
1

h�
Q � 1

2
�
�2
� �2

ih�
Q + 1

2
�
�2
� �2

i

�

(

3

��
g2

m
+ A

+

R

�

I+

�

�
g2

s� m 2
+

g2

u � m 2
+ B

+

R

�

6Q

�(1)

�

��
g2

m
+ A

+

R

�

I

�

�
g2

s� m 2
+

g2

u � m 2
+ B

+

R

�

6Q

�(2)

+ 2�(1)� �
(2)

�

A
�

R
I+

�

�
g2

s� m 2
�

g2

u � m 2
+ B

�

R

�

6Q

�(1)

�

�

A
�

R
I+

�

�
g2

s� m 2
�

g2

u � m 2
+ B

�

R

�

6Q

�(2)
)

; (17)

where I and 6Q are de�ned with non-relativistic norm al-

izationsas

I =
1

2m
uu ; (18)

6Q =
1

2m
uQ � 

�
u : (19)

The integrand also dependsim plicitly on Q through the

variables

si� m
2 = Q

2 + Q � (W � z)�
1

4
� 2

; (20)

ui� m
2 = Q

2
� Q � (W � z)�

1

4
� 2

; (21)

�i = Q � Vi : (22)

The integration issym m etric underthe operation Q !

� Q and hence nucleon denom inators involving s and u

yield identicalresults.

The evaluation ofthe potentialin con�guration space

requires also an integration over t and the pole struc-

ture ofEq.(10)im pliesthatthe leading contribution at

very large distancescom esfrom the region t� 4�2 [23],

as it is wellknown. Therefore the form ofour results

in con�guration space becom es m ore transparent when

thecontribution oftheHJS coe�cientsisreorganized in

term softhe dim ensionlessvariable

��

�
t

4�2
� 1

�

: (23)

The am plitudes A �

R
and B

�

R
,associated with the HJS

coe�cients,arerewritten as
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TABLE I. Values for the dim ensionless coe� cients ofEqs.(24-27) taken from Ref.[13]and re-stated by Eq.23.

(m ;n) (0;0) (0;1) (0;2) (1;0) (1;1) (2;0)

�
+
m n 3:676� 0:138 5:712� 0:096 0:576� 0:048 4:62 � 0:04 1:2� 0:02

�
+
m n � 2:98� 0:10 0:40� 0:04 � 0:16 � 0:68� 0:06 0:32� 0:04 � 0:31� 0:02

�
�
m n � 10:566� 0:212 � 1:976� 0:144 � 0:240� 0:032 1:222� 0:074 0:208� 0:024 � 0:33� 0:02

�
�
m n 9:730� 0:172 1:760� 0:104 0:40� 0:032 0:86� 0:07 0:22� 0:02 0:25� 0:02

A
+

R
=

1

�

X
�
+
m n

�
�

�

� 2m

�
n
; (24)

B
+

R
=

1

�2

X
�
+
m n

�
�

�

� (2m + 1)

�
n
; (25)

A
�

R
=

1

�

X
�
�
m n

�
�

�

� (2m + 1)

�
n
; (26)

B
�

R
=

1

�2

X
�
�
m n

�
�

�

� 2m

�
n
: (27)

In de�ning the coe�cients � �
m n and ��m n,we have introduced powers of� where appropriate so as to m ake them

dim ensionless.Theirnum ericalvaluesaregiven in Tab.I.

Eq. (17)can be naturally decom posed into a piece proportionalto g4,which originatesin the pure pion-nucleon

sector and a rem ainder,labelled by R,as in Fig.1(C).The form er was discussed in detailin Refs.[8,12],where

num ericalexpressionswereproduced,and willnolongerbeconsidered here.W econcentrateon TR ,which encom passes

allthe otherdynam icale�ects.

The potentialin con�guration spacem ay be written as

VR =
�
V
+

R 1
+ V

+

R 2
+ V

+

R 3
+ V

+

R 4
+ V

+

R 5
+ V

+

R 6
+ V

+

R 7
+ V

+

R 8

�
+ �

(1)
� �

(2)
�
V
�

R 1
+ V

�

R 2
+ V

�

R 3
+ V

�

R 4
+ V

�

R 5
+ V

�

R 6
+ V

�

R 7
+ V

�

R 8

�

(28)

wherethe V
�

R i
areintegralsofthe form

V
�

R i
= �

�
�

2m

�2 �

4�

Z
d3�

(2�)3
e
� i� � r

2

4� i
4�

�3

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

1
h�
Q � 1

2
�
�2
� �2

ih�
Q + 1

2
�
�2
� �2

i g
�

i

3

5; (29)

and the g�i are the polynom ialsin �=� and � given in Appendix A.Thuswe obtain the following generalresultfor

the V
�

i

V
+

R 1
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n2SB (2m ;n)+ �

+

k‘
�
+
m nSB (2k+ 2m ;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)
; (30)

V
+

R 2
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+
m nS

�

B (2m + 1;n)
+ �

+

k‘
�
+
m nS

�

B (2k+ 2m + 1;n)

o

I
(1)

(2)
� ; (31)

V
+

R 4
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

�
+

k‘
�
+
m nS

��

B (2k+ 2m + 2;‘+ n)

o


(1)
� 

(2)
� ; (32)

V
�

R 1
= �

�

4�

�
�
�

k‘
�
�
m nSB (2k+ 2m + 2;‘+ n)

	
I
(1)
I
(2)
; (33)

V
�

R 2
= �

�

4�

n

�
�

k‘
�
�
m nS

�

B (2k+ 2m + 1;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)

(2)
� ; (34)

V
�

R 4
= �

�

4�

n

�
�

k‘
�
�
m nS

��

B (2k+ 2m ;‘+ n)

o


(1)
� 

(2)
� ; (35)
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V
+

R 5
= �

�

4�

3

2

�

m

n

g
2
�
+
m nS

�

T (2m ;n)

o


(1)
� I

(2)
; (36)

V
+

R 7
= �

�

4�

3

2

�

m

n

g
2
�
+
m nS

��

T (2m + 1;n)

o


(1)
� 

(2)
� ; (37)

V
�

R 5
=

�

4�

�

m

n

g
2
�
�
m nS

�

T (2m + 1;n)

o


(1)
� I

(2)
; (38)

V
�

R 7
=

�

4�

�

m

n

g
2
�
�
m nS

��

T (2m ;n)

o


(1)
� 

(2)
� : (39)

TheexpressionsforV �

R 3
,V �

R 6
and V �

R 8
areidenticalrespectively to V �

R 2
,V �

R 5
and V �

R 7
when thevery sm alldi�erences

between �1 and �2 areneglected.In theseresultsSB (m ;n) and ST (m ;n) representintegralsofbubble (B)and triangle

(T)diagram s,with m and n indicating the powersof(�=�)and � respectively,whose detailed form ispresented in

appendix B.There,weshow thattheintegralswith onefreeLorentzindex areproportionalto V
�

i whereasthosewith

two indicesm ay be proportionalto eitherV
�

i V
�
i org��.Thereforewewriteforboth bubble and triangleintegrals

S
�

(m ;n)
= V

�

i
S
V
(m ;n); (40)

S
��

(m ;n)
= V

�

i V
�
i S

V V
(m ;n)+ g

��
S
g

(m ;n)
: (41)

Using the approxim ationsdescribed in Appendix B and theDirac equation asin Eq.(B1),we obtain

V
+

R 1
+ V

+

R 5
+ V

+

R 6
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n

h

2SB (2m ;n)+ 2SVT (2m ;n)

i

+ �
+

k‘
�
+
m nSB (2k+ 2m ;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)
; (42)

V
+

R 2
+ V

+

R 3
+ V

+

R 7
+ V

+

R 8
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n

h

2SVB (2m + 1;n)+ 2SV V
T (2m + 1;n)

i

+ �
+

k‘
�
+
m nS

V
B (2k+ 2m + 1;n+ ‘)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)

�
�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n2S

g

T (2m + 1;n)

o


(1)

� 
(2)
; (43)

V
+

R 4
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

�
+

k‘
�
+
m nS

V V
B (2k+ 2m + 2;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)

�
�

4�

3

2

n

�
+

k‘
�
+
m nS

g

B (2k+ 2m + 2;‘+ n)

o


(1)

� 
(2)
; (44)

V
�

R 1
= �

�

4�

�
�
�

k‘
�
�
m nSB (2k+ 2m + 2;‘+ n)

	
I
(1)
I
(2)
; (45)

V
�

R 2
+ V

�

R 3
= �

�

4�

n

�
�

k‘
�
�
m n2S

V
B (2k+ 2m + 1;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)
; (46)

V
�

R 4
= �

�

4�

n

�
�

k‘
�
�
m nS

V V
B (2k+ 2m ;‘+ n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)

�
�

4�

n

�
�

k‘
�
�
m nS

g

B (2k+ 2m ;‘+ n)

o


(1)

� 
(2)

; (47)

V
�

R 5
+ V

�

R 6
=

�

4�

�

m

n

g
2
�
�
m n2S

V
T (2m + 1;n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)

; (48)

V
�

R 7
+ V

�

R 8
=

�

4�

�

m

n

g
2
�
�
m nS

V V
T (2m ;n)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)+

�

4�

�

m

n

g
2
�
�
m nS

g

T (2m ;n)

o


(1)

� 
(2)

: (49)

In con�guration space,thespin-dependenceofthepotentialisobtained by m eansofthenon-relativisticresults[22]

I
(1)

I
(2) �= 1�


S0

2m 2
; (50)


(1)

� 
(2) �= 1+ 3


S0

2m 2
�

SS

6m 2
�


T

12m 2
; (51)

where
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S0 = L �S

�
1

r

@

@r

�

; (52)


SS = � �
(1)

� �
(2)

�
@2

@r2
+
2

r

@

@r

�

; (53)


T = Ŝ12

�
@2

@r2
�
1

r

@

@r

�

; (54)

and

Ŝ12 =

�

3�(1)
�̂r�

(2)
�̂r� �

(1)
� �

(2)

�

:

An interesting feature ofthe partialcontributions to

the potentialis that they are given by two sets ofphe-

nom enological param eters, the �N coupling constant

and theHJS coe�cients,m ultiplying structureintegrals.

These integrals depend on just the pion and nucleon

propagators and hence carry very little m odel depen-

dence. Their m ain features are discussed in the next

section.

III.IN T EG R A LS A N D C H IR A L SY M M ET R Y

O urexpressionsfortheTP E P ,given by Eqs.(42-49),

contain both bubbleand triangleintegrals,which depend

on theindicesm and n,associated respectively with the

powersof(�=�) and �,in the HJS expansion. The nu-

m ericalevaluation oftheseintegralshasshown thatthere

isa m arked hierarchy in theirspatialbehaviorand that

the functionswith m = n = 0 prevailatlargedistances.

In orderto provide a feeling forthe distance scalesof

thevariouse�ects,in Figs.2 and 3 wedisplay theratios
�
SB (m ;n)=SB (0;0)

�
and

h

SV
T (m ;n)

=SV
T (0;0)

i

,forsom evalues

ofm and n,asfunctionsofr.

W hen considering these �gures,itisusefulto bearin

m ind that the (m ;0) and (0;n) curves convey di�erent

inform ations. The form er series represents the average

values of(�=�)
m

and is related to the behavior ofthe

interm ediate �N am plitude below threshold. Forphysi-

cal�N scattering,the variable � isalwaysgreaterthan

�,whereasin the presentproblem the averagevaluesof

(�=�)m are sm aller than 1 for distances beyond 2.5 fm

and tend tozeroforverylargevaluesofr.Thisistherea-

son why theconstruction oftheTP E P cannotbebased

on raw scatteringdata,butrather,requirestheuseofdis-

persion relationsin orderto transform the�N am plitude

to the suitable kinem aticalregion [23]. O ne has,there-

fore,a situation sim ilarto the caseofthree-body forces,

asdiscussed byM urphy and Coon [24],which em phasizes

the roleofthe HJS coe�cients.

Regarding the dependence ofthe integralson the m o-

m entum transferred,onenotesthattheinterm ediate�N

am plitudein them om entum spaceisalreadyin thephys-

icalt< 0region and doesnotrequireany extrapolations.

O n theotherhand,when onegoestocon�guration space,

FIG . 2. Asym ptotic behavior of the bubble integrals

SB (m ;n). The ratios SB (m ;0)=SB (0;0) and SB (0;n)=SB (0;0),for

som e valuesofm and nare indicated by solid and dashed lines

respectively. O ne sees thatthe integralSB (0;0) (unity line) is

asym ptotically dom inant.

FIG . 3. Asym ptotic behavior of the triangle integrals

ST (m ;n). The ratios ST (m ;0)=ST (0;0) and ST (0;n)=ST (0;0),for

som e valuesofm and nare indicated by solid and dashed lines

respectively. As in Fig. 2, the integralfor m = n = 0 is

asym ptotically dom inant.
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FIG .4. Structure of the leading contribution to the cen-

tral potential, as given by Eq. 55. The continuous line

represents the total e� ect, whereas the dashed, dotted, and

dash-dotted linescorrespond to the contributions proportional

to (g2�=m )�
+

(00)
2SB ,(g

2
�=m )�

+

(00)
2ST ,and

�

�
+

(00)

�2
SB re-

spectively.

the Fourier transform picks up values ofthe am plitude

around the point t = 4�2. Thus,the r-space potential

is not transparent as far as t is concerned and the co-

herentphysicalpictureonly em ergeswhen oneusesitin

theSchrodingerequation.Thisisa wellknown property,

which also appliesto the O PEP.

Thefactthattheintegralswith m = n = 0dom inateat

largedistancesm eansthatthe m ain contribution to the

isospin sym m etriccentralpotentialcom esfrom Eq.(42)

and isgiven by

V
+

R 1
+ V

+

R 5
+ V

+

R 6
= �

�

4�

3

2

n

g
2 �

m
�
+

00

� 2

h

SB (0;0)+ S
V
T (0;0)

i

+
�
�
+
00

�2
SB (0;0)

o

I
(1)
I
(2)
: (55)

The �rst term within curly brackets,proportionalto

g2,is produced by the triangle and bubble diagram sin

Fig.1(C)-bottom ,containing nucleons on one side and

HJS am plitudeson the other,whereasthe second one is

due to the lastdiagram ofFig.1(C)-bottom .Inspecting

Tab.Ionelearnsthat
�
g2�=m

�
=�

+

00 � 8,which suggests

the�rstclassofdiagram sshould dom inate.O n theother

hand,the�rstterm isproportionalto

h

SB (0;0)+ SV
T (0;0)

i

and,asdiscussed in appendix B,thesetwointegralshave

oppositesignsand thereisa partialcancellation between

them .Thesefeaturesoftheleading contribution aredis-

played in Fig.4,which showsthatthe�rstterm isindeed

dom inant.

The cancellation noticed in the leading contributions

isnota coincidence.Instead,itrepresentsa deep feature

oftheproblem ,which isdueto chiralsym m etry and also

occursin variousotherterm softhe potential.

FIG .5. Contributions ofthe box,crossed,and triangle di-

agram s divided by thatofthe bubble,in the pure �N sector,

for the ratios ofthe pion over the nucleon m ass equalto the

experim entalvalue �=m ,to 0:1�=m ,and to 0:01�=m .

In appendixC wehaveshown thattheasym ptoticform

ofSB (0;0) isgiven by the analyticexpression

S
asym p

B (0;0)
=

1

(4�)2
2
p
�
e� 2x

x5=2

�

1+
3

16

1

x
�

15

512

1

x2
+ � � �

�

:

(56)

Itsaccuracy is1% up to 1.2 fm . There,we also studied

the form ofthe basic triangle integralST (0;0) and have

dem onstrated thatS
asym p

T (0;0)
= � S

asym p

B (0;0)
when (�=m )! 0.

As the integrals with other values ofm and n can be

obtained from the leading ones, the sam e relationship

holdsforthem aswell. Thisexplainswhy Figs.2 and 3

areso sim ilar.

Aswehavediscussed elsewhere[10,11],im portantcan-

cellationsdue to chiralsym m etry also occurin the pure

�N sector. In orderto stressthispoint,we have evalu-

ated the contributionsofthe diagram sin the top line of

Fig.1(C),denoted respectively by box (2),crossed (1),

triangle (4 ) (twice) and bubble (()),for three di�erent

valuesofthe ratio �=m ,nam ely

�
�

m

�exp
;

1

10

�
�

m

�exp
; and

1

100

�
�

m

�exp
:

In Fig.5 we display the ratiosofthe box,crossed and

trianglecontributionsoverthebubbleresultasfunctions

ofdistance,whereitispossibleto noticetwo interesting

features.The�rstisthattheseratiostend tobecom eat

as�=m decreases.The otherone isthatas(�=m )! 0,

one obtainsthe following relations:2 = 0:5(),1= 0:5(),

and 4 = � (). Thus,for the am plitude in the pure �N
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sector,wehave2+ 1 + 24 + ()= 0,apointalsorem arked

by Friarand Coon [7].Thisresult,when com bined with

the previous discussion concerning the bottom part of

Fig.1(C),indicatesthatthe two-pion exchange NN po-

tentialwould vanish ifchiralsym m etry were exact,be-

causethesam ewould happen with theinterm ediate�N

am plitude.So,allthephysicsassociated with thetailof

the interm ediate range interaction isdue to chiralsym -

m etry breaking.

As a �nalcom m ent,we would like to point out that

in the evaluation ofthe TP E P there are two di�erent

hierarchiesthatcan beused tosim plifycalculations.O ne

ofthem concerns the HJS coe�cients,which are m ore

im portant for low powers on � and t. The other one

is associated with the spatialbehavior ofthe integrals

as functions of m and n. The com bined use of these

hierarchiesallow m any term sto be discarded.

IV .R ELA T ED W O R K S

To ourknowledge,only O rd�o~nez,Ray and van K olck

haveso farattem pted to deriverealisticnucleon-nucleon

phenom enology in the fram ework of chiral sym m e-

try [14,15]. The potential obtained by these authors

is based on a very generale�ective Lagrangian,which

is approxim ately invariant under chiralsym m etry to a

given orderin non-relativistic m om enta and pion m ass.

They considered explicitly thedegreesoffreedom associ-

ated with pions,nucleonsand deltas,whereasthee�ects

ofother interactions were incorporated into param eters

arising from contactterm sand higherorderderivatives.

In principle the free param eters in their e�ective La-

grangiancouldbeobtainedfrom otherphysicalprocesses,

but at presentonly som e ofthem are knowny. In their

work theseparam eterswereobtained by �tting deuteron

propertiesand NN observablesforj� 2 whereasloop in-

tegralswereregularized by m eansofnon-covariantG aus-

sian cuto�softheorderofthe�m eson m ass.Thusthey

could show thatthee�ectivechiralLagrangian approach

isexibleenough forallowing thedata to bereproduced

with an appropriatechoiceofdynam icalparam etersand

cuto�s. Com paring their approach to ours,one notes

severalim portant di�erences. For instance,we use di-

m ensionalregularization which iswellknown to preserve

the sym m etries ofthe problem and our expressions are

quiteinsensitiveto shortdistancee�ects.In thework of

O rd�o~nez,Ray and van K olck,on the otherhand,\vari-

ationsin the cuto� are com pensated to som e extentby

a rede�nition ofthe freeparam etersin the theory." [15].

M oreover,weusetheHJS coe�cientsasinput,which are

determ ined by �N scattering,and therefore our results

yield predictionsforinteractionsatlargedistancesor,al-

y
See Ref.[25]fora com prehensive discussion ofthispoint.

ternatively,forj � 2. The testofthese predictionswill

be presented elsewhere.

Anotherpointin thepresentwork thatdeservesto be

discussed concernsthesubtraction oftheiterated O PEP.

In ourcalculation oftheTP E P in thepurenucleonicsec-

tor,wehavesupplem ented theresultsderived by Lom on

and Partovi [22]for the pseudoscalar box and crossed

box diagram s with bubble and triangle diagram s asso-

ciated with chiralsym m etry [8]. W e have also shown

that the use ofa pseudovector coupling yields exactly

the sam e results and hence that the potentialdoes not

depend on how the sym m etry isim plem ented.However,

the Partoviand Lom on am plitude include the subtrac-

tion ofthe O PEP by m eansofthe Blankenbecler-Sugar

reduction ofthe relativistic equation and hence our re-

sults are also a�ected by that procedure. This kind of

choiceshould notinuence m easured quantities,since it

am ounts to just a selection ofthe conceptualbasis to

treatthe problem [26]. Asdiscussed by Friar [27]and

m ore recently by Friar and Coon [7],the treatm ents of

the iterated O PEP by Taketani,M achida and O hnum a

[28]and by Brueckner and W atson [29]di�er by term s

which are energy dependent. However,in our calcula-

tion,energy dependentterm scan be translated into the

variable � and,in the previous section,we have shown

that the TP E P at large distances is dom inated by the

region where� � 0.Henceourresultsarenota�ected by

the way the O PEP is de�ned. Another indication that

con�rm sthisfactcom esfrom two recentstudiesdealing

with therelativeweightsofthevariousTP E P contribu-

tionsto NN phaseshifts,which haveshown thattherole

ofthe iterated O PEP isvery sm allforj� 2 [10,11].

The lastcom m entwe would like to m ake in this sec-

tion concernsthedynam icalsigni�canceoftheHJS coef-

�cients.Ithaslongbeen known thatatreem odelforthe

interm ediate �N am plitude containing nucleons,deltas,

rho m esonsand an am plitude describing the �-term can

be m ade consistentwith the experim entalvalues ofthe

HJS coe�cientsby m eansofa ratherconservativechoice

ofm asses and coupling constants [13,24,30,31,32]. In

general,there are two advantages ofem ploying such a

m odelin a nuclearphysicscalculation. The �rstisthat

itallowsoneto go beyond theHJS coe�cients,specially

as far as the the pion o�-shellbehaviour ofthe am pli-

tudeisconcerned.However,aswehavediscussed above,

thiskind ofo�-shelle�ectsare related to shortdistance

interactionsand hencearenotim portantfortheasym p-

totic TP E P . It is in this sense that we consider our

resultsto bem odelindependent.Thesecond m otivation

for using a m odelis that it m ay provide a dynam ical

picture involving the various degrees offreedom ofthe

problem and shed light into their relative im portance.

Asweshow in thenextsection,theleading contribution

to the scalar-isoscalar potentialcom es from the coe�-

cient�
+

00 � �(a
+

00+ 4�2a
+

01+ 16�4a
+

02).Asexpected,itis

attractiveand determ ined m ostly by the �N sigm aterm

and by the delta.The form eryields�
+

00�
= 1:8 whereas

thelatteristheoutcom eofastrongcancellation between
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FIG .6. Structure of the centralpotential; the dot-dashed

curve represents the leading contribution (Eq.(55)) whereas

the dashed,big dotted and sm alldotted curves correspond to

Eqs.(42),(43),and (44)respectively;the solid line represent

the fullpotential.

poleand non-polecontributions�+
00�

= (26:5� 25:2)[13].

Thusthedeltanon-poleterm playsavery im portantrole

in the interaction,and m ust be carefully considered in

any m odelaim ing atbeing realistic.

V .R ESU LT S A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork we have assum ed thatthe TP E P isdue

to both purepion-nucleon interactionsand processesin-

volving other degrees offreedom ,as represented in the

top and bottom lines ofFig.1(C).The form er class of

processeswasevaluated and studied elsewhere[8,11]and

hence wehereconcentrateon the latter.

As discussed in Sec. III,the leading contribution to

the potentialatlarge distancesisdue to the interm edi-

ate �N am plitude around the point� = 0,t= 4� 2. In

ordertounderstand theroleplayed bytheotherterm s,in

Fig.6wedisclosethestructureofthescalar-isoscalarpo-

tential,given by Eqs.(42-44).Thereitispossibleto see

thatEq.(42),associated with the �+m n HJS coe�cients,

com pletely dom inates the fullpotential. O n the other

hand,form oderatedistances,there isa clearseparation

between thecurvesrepresentingtheleadingcontribution,

given by Eq.(55),and thetotalpotential.Thisindicates

thatcorrectionsassociated with higherpowersof� and

t are im portant there, a feature that could have been

anticipated from Figs.2 and 3.

The totalpotential,obtained by adding the resultsof

Refs.[8,12]with those ofthis work,is given in Fig.7,

whereitispossibleto seethatthecontribution from the

pure nucleon sector is rather sm all. This inform ation,

when com bined with those contained in the preceding

�gures,allows one to conclude that the strength ofthe

scalar-isoscalarattractionatlargedistancesisduem ostly

FIG .7. Contributions for the totalTP E P ,represented by

continuousline;the dashed line com esfrom the pure �N sec-

tor(Fig.1(C)-top),whereasthatassociated with otherdegrees

offreedom falls on top ofthe continuous line and cannotbe

distinguished from it.

FIG . 8. Central com ponents of various potentials:

param etrized Paris [3] (solid, P), Argonne v14 [33] (solid,

A),dTRS [34](dashed,d),Bonn [35](dashed,B),and our

fullpotential(solid,*).

to diagram s involving the nucleon on one side and the

rem aining degreesoffreedom on the other.

In Fig.8wecom pareourresultsforthescalar-isoscalar

interaction with the corresponding com ponents ofsom e

potentialsfound in theliterature:param etrized Paris[3],

Argonne v14 [33],dTRS [34],and Bonn [35]. The �rst

thing that should be noted is that allcurves but ours

bend upwardscloseto the origin,indicating clearly that

thevalidity ofourresultsisrestricted to largedistances.

Inspecting the m edium and long distances regions,itis

possibleto seethatevery potentialdisagreeswith allthe

others. O n the other hand,this does not prevent the

realistic potentialsfrom reproducing experim entaldata,

som ething that is possible because there is a com pen-

sation arising from the otherdiscrepanciesfound in the

shortdistanceregion.Itisforthisreason thatthe
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FIG .9. Ratio ofthe centralcom ponents ofsom e realistic potentialsby our fullresult(solid,*): param etrized Paris[3](solid,

P),Argonne v14 [33](solid,A),dTRS [34](dashed,d),and Bonn [35](dashed,B).

accurateknowledgeofthe tailofthe potentialm ay yield indirectconstraintsoveritsshortdistancepart.

Finally,in Fig.9weshow theratiosoftherealisticpotentialsbyourfullpotential,wherethediscrepanciesm entioned

aboveappearagain,in a di�erentform .An interesting featureofthis�gureisthattherealisticpotentialscom eclose

togetheraround 2 fm ,suggestingthatthisregion isim portantforreproduction ofexperim entaldata.M oreover,allof

them show inectionsthere,indicating thatthe physicsin thisregion goesbeyond the exchangeoftwo uncorrelated

pions.In thelong distancedom ain,ther dependenceoftheArgonnepotentialisnottoo di�erentfrom ours,because

itisbased on a squareO PEP form .

In sum m ary,in this work we have shown that the use ofa chiral�N am plitude,supplem ented by experim ental

inform ation,determ inesuniquely the long-distance featuresofthe scalar-isoscalarcom ponentofthe N N potential.

As itis wellknown,the kinem aticalregionsrelevantto this problem are notdirectly accessible by experim entand

hence em piricalinform ation has to be treated by m eans ofdispersion relations before being used as input in the

calculationsoftheforce.From a purely m athem aticalpointofview,ourresultsarevalid forr> 2:5 fm ,sincein this

region onehas� < �and the HJS coe�cientsm ay be safely em ployed.O n the otherhand,the determ ination ofthe

dynam icalvalidity oftheresultsism uch m oredi�cult,sincethisrequiresa com parision with processesinvolving the

m utualinteraction ofthe exchanged pions,som ething thatrem ainsto be donein the fram ework ofchiralsym m etry.

In general,a potentialinvolvestwo com plem entary ingredientsthatdeserve attention,nam ely geom etry and dy-

nam ics. In our calculation,the form er is associated with standard bubble and triangle integrals,that determ ine

unam biguously the pro�le functions in con�guration space,whereas dynam ics is incorporated into the problem by

m eansofcoupling constantsand em piricalcoe�cients.G eom etry and dynam icsdecouplein our�nalexpressionsand

hence they would rem ain valid even ifchangesin the valuesofthe dynam icalconstantsm ay occurin the future. In

thecaseofFig.9,such a changewould am ountto justa m odi�cation oftheverticalscale,with no appreciablee�ect

on the discrepanciesfound with phenom enologicalpotentials.
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A P P EN D IX A :FU N C T IO N S g
�
{

W epresentherethepolynom ialsthatenterEq.(29).Thegroupsofindicesi= 1:::4 and 5:::8 refer,respectively to

bubble and trianglediagram s.

g
+
1 = 6

m 2

�2

(

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n

"�
�1

�

� 2m

+

�
�2

�

� 2m
#

�
n + �

+

k‘
�
+
m n

�
�1

�

� 2k �
�2

�

� 2m

�
(‘+ n)

)

I
(1)
I
(2)
; (A1)

g
+

2 = 6
m 2

�2

(

g
2 �

m
�
+
m n

�
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
n + �

+

k‘
�
+
m n

�
�1

�

� 2k �
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
(‘+ n)

)

1

�
I
(1)6Q

(2)
; (A2)

g
+

4 = 6
m 2

�2

(

�
+

k‘
�
+
m n

�
�1

�

� (2k+ 1)�
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
(‘+ n)

)
1

�2
6Q
(1)6Q

(2)
; (A3)

g
�

1 = 4
m 2

�2

(

�
�

k‘
�
�
m n

�
�1

�

� (2k+ 1)�
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
(‘+ n)

)

I
(1)
I
(2)
; (A4)

g
�
2 = 4

m 2

�2

(

�
�

k‘
�
�
m n

�
�1

�

� (2k+ 1)�
�2

�

� 2m

�
(‘+ n)

)

1

�
I
(1)6Q

(2)
; (A5)

g
�

4 = 4
m 2

�2

(

�
�

k‘
�
�
m n

�
�1

�

� 2k �
�2

�

� 2m

�
(‘+ m )

)

1

�2
6Q
(1)6Q

(2)
; (A6)

g
+

5 =
2m �

Q 2 � 2m Q � V1 �
1

4
� 2

6
m

�

(

g
2
�
+
m n

�
�2

�

� 2m

�
n

)

1

�
6Q
(1)
I
(2)
; (A7)

g
+

7 =
2m �

Q 2 � 2m Q � V1 �
1

4
� 2

6
m

�

(

g
2
�
+
m n

�
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
n

)

1

�2
6Q
(1)6Q

(2)
; (A8)

g
�
5 =

� 2m �

Q 2 � 2m Q � V1 �
1

4
� 2

4
m

�

(

g
2
�
�
m n

�
�2

�

� (2m + 1)

�
n

)

1

�
6Q
(1)
I
(2)
; (A9)

g
�

7 =
� 2m �

Q 2 � 2m Q � V1 �
1

4
� 2

4
m

�

(

g
2
�
�
m n

�
�2

�

� 2m

�
n

)

1

�2
6Q
(1)6Q

(2) (A10)

The expressionsforg
�

3 ,g
�

6 and g
�

8 areobtained respectively from g
�

2 ,g
�

5 and g
�

7 by exchanging �1 and �2.

A P P EN D IX B :IN T EG R A LS

In this appendix we present the expressions for the integrals SB (m ;n) and ST (m ;n) that determ ine the potential

given in Sec. II.In m any cases,a considerable sim pli�cation ofthe results,with no lossofnum ericalaccuracy,can

beachieved dueto thefactthatoneisinterested in theasym ptoticbehaviourofthepotentialin con�guration space.

Thisallowsonetoignorecontactterm sassociated with delta-functionsor,alternatively,constantterm sin m om entum

spaceintegrals.

In bubbleintegralsthedenom inatorsinvolvejusttwopion propagators,whereasthereisan extranucleon propagator

for triangles. In both cases,the integrands have the generalform ofa polynom ialin the variables �i
�
=

�
Q

�
� Vi

�

,

whereVi =
1

2m
(W � z).In elasticpion-nucleon scattering atlow energies,�= �atthreshold and hence �isalso a
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naturalunitforthe �i.In thisproblem ,W � 2m ,z � p

and hence Vi � 1.M oreover,using the m ass-shellcondi-

tion forthe externalnucleons,we obtain

6V
(i) = I

(i)
; (B1)

V
2
i = 1�

� 2

4m 2
; (B2)

V1 � V2 = 1�
� 2

4m 2
�

z2

2m 2
: (B3)

Theseresultsshow thatthedi�erencesbetween �1 and �2
are ofthe order ofrelativistic correctionsand therefore

m ay be neglected.

In ourexpressionforthepotential,Lorentztensorspro-

portionalto � 0salwaysappearcontracted to eitherVi or

 m atrices. The use ofthe equations ofm otion im ply

in the vanishing ofthese productsand hence we do not

write them explicitly below. W e also m ake use ofthe

result � 2 = t= � � 2.

W hen going to con�guration space,itisusefulto use

the following representation forthe logarithm

ln

�

1+
�

2

M 2

�

= �

Z 1

0

d
M 2

2

1

� 2 + M 2



; (B4)

1. B ubble integrals in m om entum space:

The basicbubble integralis

I
�:::�

B
=

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

Q
�

�
:::

Q
�

�
�
(Q � �

2
)2 � �2

��
(Q + �

2
)2 � �2

�:

(B5)

The sym m etry ofthe integrand m akesallintegralswith

odd powersofQ to vanish.

The sim plestcasecorrespondsto

IB =

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

1
�
(Q � �

2
)2 � �2

��
(Q + �

2
)2 � �2

�: (B6)

Using Feynm an integration param eterswewrite

IB =

Z 1

0

d�

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

1

[Q 2 + 2P � Q � M2]
2
; (B7)

where

P=

�

��
1

2

�

� ; (B8)

M
2=�2 �

1

4
� 2

: (B9)

Using the technique ofdim ensionalregularization de-

scribed in [21],the integration overQ yields,afterdrop-

ping the constantand divergentterm s

IB = �
i

(4�)2

Z 1

0

d�ln

�

1+
�

2

M 2
B

�

; (B10)

where

M
2
B =

�2

�(1� �)
: (B11)

Using Eq.(B4),weobtain

IB =
i

(4�)2

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

d�
M 2

B

�2

1

� 2 +
M 2

B

�

: (B12)

Forthe integralI
��

B
,the sam eprocedureyields

I
��

B
=
1

2
g
�� i

(4�)2

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

d�

�

1�
1

�

�
M 2

B

�2

1

� 2 +
M 2

B

�

;

(B13)

neglecting term sproportionalto � �� �.

Analogously,forI
����

B
,wehave

I
����

B
=
1

8
(g��g�� + g

��
g
�� + g

��
g
��)

i

(4�)2

�

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

d�

�

1�
1

�

� 2
M 2

B

�2

1

� 2 +
M 2

B

�

: (B14)

2. Triangle integrals in m om entum space:

Thetriangleintegralshavethe structure

I
�:::�

T
=

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

2m �
Q

�

�
:::

Q
�

�
�
Q 2 � 2m Vi� Q �1

4
� 2

�

�
1

�
(Q � �

2
)2 � �2

��
(Q + �

2
)2 � �2

�: (B15)

Thebasiccaseis

I
�

T
=

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

2m �
Q

�

�
�
Q 2 � 2m Vi� Q �1

4
� 2

�

�
1

�
(Q � �

2
)2 � �2

��
(Q + �

2
)2 � �2

�; (B16)

which correspondsto

I
�

T
= 2

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)

Z 1

0

d�

�

Z
d4Q

(2�)4

2m �
Q

�

�

[Q 2 + 2P � Q � M2]
3
; (B17)
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with

P = �
1

2
[�� (1� �)�]�� (1� �)(1� �)m V i; (B18)

M
2 = [�+ (1� �)�]� 2 + [1� 2�� 2(1� �)�]

� 2

4
: (B19)

Integrating overQ ,we have

I
�

T
= � V

�

i

i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)

�

Z 1

0

d�
1� �

�

2m �

� 2 + M 2
T

; (B20)

where

M
2
T =

[�+ (1� �)�]� 2 + [(1� �)(1� �)]
2
m 2

�(1� �)�
: (B21)

Using the sam eprocedure,and neglecting divergentterm s,weget

I
��

T
= � V

�

i V
�
i

i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� 2 Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)2

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)2

�

2m �

� 2 + M 2
T

+ g
�� i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� Z 1

0

d�(1� �)

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

d
M 2

T

2

1

� 2 +
M 2

T



: (B22)

I
���

T
= � V

�

i V
�
i V

�

i

i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� 3 Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)3

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)3

�

2m �

� 2 + M 2
T

+ (g��V �
i + g

��
V
�

i + g
��
V
�

i )
i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� 2 Z 1

0

d�(1� �) 2

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)

Z 1

0

d
M 2

T

2

1

� 2 +
M 2

T



: (B23)

I
����

T
= � V

�

i V
�
i V

�

i V
�
i

i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� 4 Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)4

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)4

�

2m �

� 2 + M 2
T

+ (g��V
�

i V
�
i + g

��
V
�

i V
�

i + g
��
V
�

i V
�
i + g

��
V
�
i V

�
i + g

��
V
�

i V
�
i + g

��
V
�

i V
�
i )

�
i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� 3 Z 1

0

d�(1� �) 3

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)2
Z 1

0

d
M 2

T

2

1

� 2 +
M 2

T



+
1

2
(g��g�� + g

��
g
�� + g

��
g
��)

i

(4�)2

�
m

�

� Z 1

0

d��(1� �)

Z 1

0

d��M
2
T

Z 1

0

d
M 2

T

2

�

1�
1



�
1

� 2 +
M 2

T



: (B24)

3. Integrals in con�guration space:

The con�guration space integralsare obtained by Fouriertransform ing the resultsgiven abovem ultiplied by (� i)

and by powersofthe variable�=

�
t

4�2 � 1

�

.Recalling thatt= � � 2,we havethe generalstructure

S(r)= � i
4�

�3

Z
d3�

(2�)3
e
� i� � r

�
� � 2

4�2
� 1

� n

� � �

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

� � �
1

� 2 + M 2
: (B25)
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Neglecting contactterm s,we obtain

S(r)= � i
4�

�3

Z
d3�

(2�)3
e
� i� � r

� � �

�

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

� � �

�
M 2

4�2
� 1

�n
1

� 2 + M 2
(B26)

= � i� � �

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

� � �

�
M 2

4�2
� 1

�n
1

�2

e� M r

�r
(B27)

= � i
1

�r
� � �̂� n

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

� � �
1

�2
e
� M r

: (B28)

whereweuse the shortnotation

�̂ n =

�
1

4�2

d2

dr2
� 1

�n

: (B29)

In general,the integralsthat enter Eqs.(30-39)have

at m ost two free Lorentz indices, since the other ones

are contracted with powersofthe vectorsVi. Therefore

integralswith onefreeLorentzindex areproportionalto

V
�

i and thosewith two indicesareproportionalto either

V
�

i V
�
i org��,m otivating the de�nitionsofEqs.(40,41).

In con�guration space, the term s originating from the

representation ofthe logarithm havethe form

S
log
n (M )=

Z 1

0

dz
M 2

�2z2

�

1�
1

z

� n

e
� M

p
z
r
; (B30)

These integrals can be evaluated explicitly, and we

have

S
log

0 (M )= 2
M 2

�2

�
1

M r
+

1

(M r)2

�

e
� M r

; (B31)

S
log

1 (M )= � 4
M 2

�2

�
1

(M r)2
+

3

(M r)3
+

3

(M r)4

�

� e
� M r

; (B32)

S
log

2 (M )= 16
M 2

�2

�
1

(M r)3
+

6

(M r)4
+

15

(M r)5
+

15

(M r)6

�

� e
� M r

: (B33)

Forthe bubble integralsthisprocedure yieldsthe fol-

lowing results

SB (0;n) =
1

(4�)2

1

�r
�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�S
log

0 (M B ); (B34)

S
g

B (0;n)
=
1

2

1

(4�)2

1

�r
�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�S
log

1 (M B ); (B35)

S
V
B (1;n) = S

g

B (0;n)
; (B36)

SB (2;n) = S
g

B (0;n)
; (B37)

S
g

B (2;n)
=
1

8

1

(4�)2

1

�r
�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�S
log

2 (M B ); (B38)

S
V V
B (2;n) = 2S

g

B (2;n)
; (B39)

S
V
B (3;n) = 3S

g

B (2;n)
; (B40)

SB (4;n) = 3S
g

B (2;n)
: (B41)

Forthe triangleintegrals,weobtain

S
V
T (0;n) = �

1

(4�)2

1

�r
2

�
m

�

� 2

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)

�

�

Z 1

0

d�
1� �

�
e
� M T r; (B42)

S
V V
T (0;n) = �

1

(4�)2

1

�r
2

�
m

�

� 3

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)2

�

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)2

�
e
� M T r; (B43)

S
g

T (0;n)
=

1

(4�)2

1

�r
(
m

�
)�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)

�

Z 1

0

d�S
log

0 (M T ) (B44)

S
V V
T (1;n) = �

1

(4�)2

1

�r
2

�
m

�

� 4

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)3

�

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)3

�
e
� M T r + 2S

g

T (1;n)
; (B45)

S
g

T (1;n)
=

1

(4�)2

1

�r

�
m

�

� 2

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�(1� �) 2

�

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)S
log

0 (M T ); (B46)

S
V V
T (2;n) = �

1

(4�)2

1

�r
2

�
m

�

� 5

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)4

�

�

Z 1

0

d�
(1� �)4

�
e
� M T r

+ 5S
g

T (2;n)
+ 2S

g
0

T (2;n)
(B47)
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S
g

T (2;n)
=

1

(4�)2

1

�r

�
m

�

� 3

�̂ n

Z 1

0

d�(1� �) 3

�

Z 1

0

d�(1� �)2 S
log

0 (M T ); (B48)

S
g
0

T (2;n)
=

1

(4�)2

1

�r

1

2

m

�
�̂ n

Z 1

0

d��(1� �)

�

Z 1

0

d��
M 2

T

�2
S
log

1 (M T ): (B49)

S
V
T (1;n) = S

V V
T (0;n)+ S

g

T (0;n)
; (B50)

S
V
T (2;n) = S

V V
T (1;n)+ S

g

T (1;n)
; (B51)

S
V
T (3;n) = S

V V
T (2;n)+ S

g

T (2;n)
+ S

g
0

T (2;n)
: (B52)

A P P EN D IX C :A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S FO R

SO M E IN T EG R A LS

In this appendix we present analytic results for the

asym ptoticbubbleand triangleintegralsin con�guration

spaceneeded in thiswork.

The basicbubble integralis

SB (0;0) =
1

(4�)2

2

�r

Z 1

0

d�
M 2

B

�2

�
1

M B r
+

1

(M B r)
2

�

e
� M B r;

(C1)

where

M
2
B =

�2

�(1� �)
: (C2)

De�ning a new variabletsuch that

�=
1

2
+
t
p
2+ t2

1+ t2
; (C3)

wehave

SB (0;0) =
1

(4�)2
2
p
2
1

x

Z 1

0

dt
1

(1+ t2)2
q

1+ t2

2

�

�
2(1+ t2)

x
+

1

x2

�

e
� 2(1+ t

2
)x
; (C4)

wherex = �r.Forlargevaluesofx,theintegrand isvery

peaked around x � 0 and henceweexpand thefunctions

in frontthe exponentialin a powerseries. K eeping the

�rstthree term s,weobtain ourasym ptotic expression

S
asym p

B (0;0)
=

1

(4�)2
2
p
�
e� 2x

x
5

2

�

1+
3

16x
�

15

512x2
+ � � �

�

: (C5)

Forthe trianglecase,wehave

S
V
T (0;0) = �

1

(4�)2

2

�r

Z 1

0

d�
1

�(1� �)

�

Z m

�
(1� �)

0

ds
s

1�
�s

m (1� �)

e
� M T r

; (C6)

wherewehaveused a new variables� (1� �)(1� �) m

�
.

Thefunction M 2
T isgiven by eq.(B21)and can berewrit-

ten as

M
2
T = M

2
B

�
1�

�

m
s+ s2

�

1�
�s

m (1� �)

: (C7)

In the lim itof
�

m
! 0 wehave

S
V
T (0;0) = �

1

(4�)2

2

�r

Z 1

0

d�
1

�(1� �)

Z 1

1

dy ye
� M B y r

(C8)

where y =
p
1+ s2. Perform ing the y integration and

com paring itwith Eq.(C1),we�nd

S
V
T (0;0) = � SB (0;0) : (C9)
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