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Abstract. Important contributions to meson—nucleus scattering esdyzed by terms in the multiple-scattering se-
ries, which is defined as the sum of all diagrams where the mesatters back and forth between a pair of static
nucleons before leaving the nucleus. In particular, the stithis series is needed for an accurate description of kaon—
deuteron scattering, and appears as part of the nucledeenygotential. In this article we present some effectieddfi
theory (EFT)-based insights into this series in the casaofriucleon systems. In particular, we discuss the fact that
if meson—nucleon scattering is approximated by the séagidength term, individual terms of the series are divetge
and enhanced with respect to the straightforward expeatétom chiral perturbation theorwPT). This apparently
indicates the presence of similarly enhanced countertedowever, we show that when the series is resummed the
divergences cancel, such that no additional informatiostmrt-range interactions is needed to obtain predictions f
observables after resummation. We discuss the conditinderuwhich this resummation is justified. We show that
the same issues arise in thelV potential, where the resummed series produces poles whpsar@nce indicates the
breakdown scale of thgePT expansion for that quantity. This demonstrates unegaliyothatyPT cannot be applied

to computeV () for distances smaller than ~ 1 fm at least in the theory without explicit Delta(1232) degreés
freedom. We briefly discuss whether this bound can be lowirg@ Delta resonance is included in the EFT as an
explicit degree of freedom.

PACS. 13.75.Gx Pion-baryon interactions — 12.39.Fe Chiral Lagiens — 36.10.Gv Mesonic, hyperonic and
antiprotonic atoms and molecules

1 Introduction term in the MSS) is significantly enhanced compared to what
one would expect based on Weinberg’s original dimensional-
. . . . _analysis argument. In contrast to what was proposed in[Blef.
The multiple-scattering series (MSS) has played a prontin 'tr\Na)g shov?/n in Ref[[10] that the triple-scgtte?ing terml%z e[
role in the study of meson—nucleus interactions. Expligit ehznced by a factor of2 compared to its naivePT order be-

pressions for the MSS have been known for a long time: fir ; . .
derived in 1949 by Foldy in a different conteki [1], it was apgi use of its special topology. The large contribution offifss

; g - agram in Fig[l ta:,4, together with the enhanced contribu-

ﬁl';dditg Tgnsw’(r:naat&iecnrr:ag raeségr?tg)t/igrf V\}gggi\?gn?r:u%(ﬁé][izﬁ']ﬁghﬁon of the second one, raises the question of whether all di-
9 P 9 ) agrams in the MSS are enhanced as compared to QR€r

More recently, the terms of the MSS have been shown to havgr phs in one way or another

special status within an effective-field-theory treatnfentr— '

nucleus scattering. The first EFT calculationmef scattering, This question is of considerable contemporary import, as

performed by Weinberd[4], classified the different contrib data on mesonic atoms have, in recent years, become a prime

tions to the pion—deuteron scattering lengthy, according to source of experimental information on strong meson—nucleo

their yPT order. Of the three three-body diagrams at leadisgattering lengths. In particular, the pion—nucleon sciut)

order, by far the largest one is due to the second term in fleegths were extracted from a combined analysis of pionic

wd MSS, the so-called double-scattering term (see first diagréaydrogen [[13] and pionic deuteriumn [14] data with unprece-

in Fig.[). Weinberg's calculation has been refined in thentywe dented accuracy in Refd,_[11]12]. Such an analysis calls for

years since (see, e.g., Refs[[5]6][7118,9,10,11,12]). fn[Be rigorous control over higher-ordeyPT corrections to pion—

it was observed that the triple-scattering term (i.e. thedth nucleus scattering, potentially the most prominent of wlaice
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the higher-order terms of the MSS. Due to the smallness of _ AN .7 N

thew N scattering lengths, terms beyond triple scattering inthe ™~ ~ o ) : e ’ . e

MSS give small contributions @, ,. However, such a suppres- | N NN

sion does not show up fdk'd scattering due to the relatively ! v v,
large K' N scattering lengths of the order ofm. In this case e - ° ' *—
the non-perturbative resummation of all terms in the MS8&-s r DN AN

quired [15.1#]. The goal of this study is to examine the conse-
guences of enhancements of MSS terms forntR& counting, Fig. 1. Second, third, and fourth term in the MSS. Solid lines denote
and the grounds for such a resummation. nucleons, dashed mesons, and solid blobs interactionsgstbrem.

Our main result is that care is required when expanding
the MSS in a diagrammatic fashion. In particular, a perturbgc
tive treatment of the series necessitates the introducfiem-
hanced counterterms if well-defined expressions are to be ob 2 (A1) @ 3) @
tained. This is because the integrals appearing in theatiagr 27 = 2(47) (A + AT+ AT+ AT+ ) ;@
matic expansion are individually divergent, starting freime
quadruple-scattering term in the series (third diagramgr®. where the superscript indicates the number of meson—micleo
Nevertheless, we show that, under particular circumstrade interactions appearing in the respective diagram, andtarfac
those divergences cancel upon resummation. Based on thist{§m)* has been pulled out for convenience. The second, third,
servation we are also able to present a closed expressitieforand forth terms in the series are illustrated in Eg. 1.

MSS in momentum space. Thenth term in the series shown in FIg. 1 has- 2 loops.

The pertinent terms in the MSS also appear as sub-grablf&VeVver, once nucleons are treated as static, the ampfitude
within the yPT contributions to theVN potential. (It was @ Z&ro-momentum pion scattering from tNeV' system can be
pointed out long ago that the sum of all two-particle irreiles  COMPuted using the integral equation
7NN — 7NN graphs itself appears iy [18/19[20,21,

attering may be writtenfas

22].) Here we show that “triangle graphs” in theN poten-  1(P';p) = txn (0, 0)(2m)*5® (p’ - p) (2)
tial are enhanced by factors ef(not 72) providing a special d3p” . 1 ;o
status to the diagrams of the MSS—and the physics insights Jr/ (2ﬂ)3tﬂN(p -p,0) (p— p//)gT(p P,

derived therefrom—in that problem, too. We find that the MSS

contributions toVy v can be (partially) resummed. The effeciyherep (p) is the relative momentum between the incoming
of higher-order MSS terms is minimal for > 1 fm, but, for (outgoing)N NV pair andt. v (q', q) describes a N interaction
distances: < 1fm, they produce unphysical poles¥fi (7).  with final (initial) pion momentumy’ (q). The contribution to

This leads us to suggest that their appearance is assowilted the 74 scattering length stemming from the multiple-scattering
the breakdown of thePT expansion for théV NV potential at series, Eq[{2), then redtis

these distances.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sect[2 we introduce the multiple-scattering series andhelefi
our conventions. In Sedt] 3 we perform a perturbative evalu-
ation of the graphs in this series and show that counterterwidere? (p) denotes the deuteron wave function normalized as
are needed in order to make sense of the divergent momentum-
space expressions Whl(_:h ar(.—:‘.encountered. InSect. 4lwejprow /d3p wt(p)(p) = 1. (4)

a formal argument which vitiates the need to consider these

counterterms. We first regularize each term in the MSS, then

resum the series, and finally remove the regulator and obtain T ©nly low-momentum components of the nuclear system
finite result. In Secf]5 we discuss the limitations of thisqe- re being probed, we are encouraged to take

dure. In Sec{6 we apply our insights from the meson—nucleus

case to the more cor’rp1|?)I></ax case gf fNéV potential. We offer tzn(0,0) = ton(p — p",0) = —dma, (5)
our conclusions in Sedi] 7.

g = / Epd* W ()T (D), (3)

1674

wherea is thew N scattering length. (Note that we neglected
the kinematical prefactors suppressedas/m  with m  be-
ing the nucleon mass.) lpPT the absolute value of the isovec-
tor 7N scattering length is

2 The multiple-scattering series

M-

azgﬁ—Fg’ (6)

For the sake of simplicity, we start with isoscalar mesoms-sc

tering off isoscalar nucleons. Then the MSS for meson—mscle © The full MSS is given by2T" because the pion can scatter from
either nucleon to start any term in the MSS.

3 Throughout this work we use nuclear-physics conventionghi®
! For a discussion of the role of recoil corrections potelgtis#le- scattering lengths. Note that this differs from the conierst em-
vant for K d scattering, see Ref.[17]. ployed in previous studies afd scattering([6, 10, 11, 12].




V. Baruet al.: The multiple-scattering series in pion—deuteron scatjesind the nucleon—nucleon potential 3

a result that will be needed below for the power counting, éstegral in Eq. [(IB) is divergent. The easiest way to regular
an example of a natural meson—nucleon scattering length, eize it is to introduce a finite upper limit in the integration,
though we mainly consider isoscalar meson—nucleon seattgr.. = 11/Q, which, equivalently, translates to a finite cutoff
indd. in [. In this way, through the regularization of the integrag th
momentum transfep) again appears in the expression.
The necessity for regularization of the integral implies,
3 Perturbative evaluation from an EFT perspective, the need to introducelecounter-
term in order to parameterize the short-distance physiéshwh

If ¢, has the form[{B), the first two terms of the MSS may bié affecting the result. Its operator structure is a cortstamo-

written as mentum space. This introduces a free parameter: the strengt
of the finite piece of the counterterm. To simplify the natati
AN(Q) = —272a6®)(Q), we may absorb the constant in the expression given above into
) a2 this free parameter. We then find
A (Q) =~ (1)
¢ AD(Q) = ~a*log L J;(;(“Q, (14)
e
while termsA (™) (Q) starting withm = 3 have the form a
wheref, is ay-dependent parameter. Note that the fadtor?
AM(Q) = (—Ara)™ [ &l Plys 1 (8) appears here due to our conventions for the definition of the
 (4m)2 (2m)3 (2m)3 12 individual terms in the MSS according to EdS. (1) dad (8).
1 1 1 The first term in Eq.[(114), relative td(?), is then of order
[(11 1) (1o —13)2 (Ly—2 —Q)? 22 M* ) ( M, )4 as)
a ~ = VRl 9
Here,Q = p’ — p denotes the three-momentum transfer be- 64m2F AmFr

tween the incoming and outgoing nucleons &he: |Q|. The

~ i A rel-
third term, for example, reads where we have countegd ~ M. The suppression of'* rel

ative to A is thereforelr? less than the naive-dimensional-

a3 analysis (NDA) estimate for such a two-loop effect, a masife
A®)(Q) = 50" (9) tation of ther? enhancement alluded to above.
Q The size off, is determined by the coefficient of the loga-
Upon Fourier transforming we find rithm in Eq. [13). We thus have
2 3 M4 o2 [ My \*
2 _a 3 __Ga ~32et = T 2T s . 16
AD(r) = —, AV() = - (10) Jor 3300 = 85T 7 \anEy (16)
These are the first two cases of the well-known form for ths then, like the other term in Eq[(IL4), &r? larger than
mth term xPT power counting would have suggested for a counterterm
A(m)(r) __a (_g)m’l (11) that renormalizes a two-loop diagram. The enhanced (with re
7 \ r ' spect to theiryPT estimate) size of the MSS terms therefore
However, a problem occurs when trying to derive the fortpotentially drives the existence of larger-than-expesteatt-
term from the momentum-space integfal (8) distance effects. o _
As an example of what happens with higher terms in the
C A3l dPly (4m)2a* MSS, we briefly mention the corresponding result f4®).
AD(Q) = (12)  strai ion gi
(2m)3 (2m)3 I2(1; — 1,)2(1; — Q)2 Straightforward evaluation gives

Since the integral itself is dimensionless, and yet depemds A(5)(Q) - (Q _ Q/dl) ] (17)
only one dimensionful parametey, it should come as no sur- 4

prise that the result of the integral is independent of that
mensionful parameter. Indeed, one finds, after introduttieg
variablez = 15/Q,

dI'he first term in the brackets, which is finite, can be mapped

onto the1/r* term of the MSS via a properly regularized

Fourier transform, while the second (divergent) term gener
S ates, in principle, another free parameter. Note, howdhat,

AM(Q) =a* (1 +/ —) (13) this free parameter, linear im, can be absorbed intfy. This

1 pattern continues, with all terms of even order in the MSS ap-

The Fourier transform of the first, constant, term is a deltB2T€ntly requiring new operator structures to make thertefini

function in configuration space, which does not match the ayhile the odc_i-order terms have finite pIeCEeS which map prop-
pectedr-space expressioat /4713 Moreover, the remaining erly onto their coordlnate-spa_lce expressions, and whese-di
gent parts can be absorbed into the counterterms genetated a
4 We do not consider the isoscataiV scattering length, since it is the preceding order in the MSS.
unnaturally small both due to its chiral suppression andtdusignifi- There is thus an apparent problem, since the results ob-
cant numerical cancellations. tained above would imply that the MSS comes with an infinite

z
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set of free parameters, and cannot be regarded as predictivé&q. (I4)). On the other hand, fet > 4 we obtain
Moreover, these counterterms are larger than one wouldccéxpe
based onyPT counting for therd problem, because the MSS ;) (R dr (—a)™ 1 1
impli ve appioag A" (0) = (~a) = - .
terms themselves are larger than implied by naive appticati Fm—3 4\ m—2  pm—4

70 L)

of xPT. (22)
The sum of all orders beyond order 4.44™)(0) is then
4 Resumming the MSS S AM™(0) = ot {bg R+a log r_o} (@
= ro+a R

In this section we show how these problems can be resolved,
the central finding being that the UV divergences of the MSFhe last, singular, term in this expression cancels exadtly
cancel exactly once the series is resummed—for all values 4" (0). Thus, we find that the final result@ = 0 is UV finite
Q. Adirectconsequence of this resultis that no enhanced-coprovided that regularization is carried out and the fulliesr
terterms are required in the MSS. The limitations on thedvalithen resummed. After resummation the limit — 0 is finite
ity of this result will be addressed in more detail in the nexjo that the regulator can be formally removed; if- 0. For
section. a < 0 this is not possible, since one would hit the branch cut
In order to proceed we first regularize each term in the MS the logarithm in the first term of Ed._(23). However, as long
and then sum the entire series. This allows us to recover #ethe scattering length is natural, < 1/4, the regulator
standard result for each term in the series once the regisatccan at least be pushed outside the regime of validity of tae th
removed and the resummed result re-expanded in powers obry. In any case there is no need for the inclusion of enhanced
Our starting point is Eq[{8). Using the fact that (compared to theixPT estimate) counterterms to remove the
UV divergences in the resummed expression. The physical im-
1 1 /d3re><p(ip 'T) (18) plications of this procedure will be discussed in Sekt. 5.
p?  Ar r ’ The divergence structure of the cage# 0 can be reduced
to that discussed in the previous paragraph. Let
and applying this to each individual propagator in 4. (&gra
integration over all three momenta and angles one obtains, f A(m)(Q) - A(m)(O) +5AM) (Q). (24)
themth term in the MSS«x > 2)

PR The termsA (™) (0) were already dealt with above. In addition,
AmM(Q) = (_a)m/ mig S Qr_ (19) JAM(Q)is UV finite form = 4 andm = 5, however, starting
r Qr fromm = 6 also these terms diverge. Let

This expression exhibits the following types of divergesice .
first, for @ = 0 andm = 4 it becomes singular in the infrared JA(Q) = Z A )(Q)

(IR). In practice, this singularity gets tamed automatjcahce m>5

the convolution with the nuclear wave functions is included _ o [T odr (sinQr 1 25

(cf. Eq. [3)). Second, starting from = 4, this expression is - 235 (—a) , T3 Qr ) (25)
m> T

singular in the ultraviolet (UV)r — 0, as mentioned above.

We will show in the following that all UV divergences cance|, order to proceed we now expasth Qr in a power series

once the MSSis resummed. Finally, this resummation prosju%ﬁoundQ = 0 and study each term individually. We get
a new type of singularity that shows up for< 0, and will be

discussed in Sedi] 5. In what follows we choose a regulariza- o0 (—1)n@2 (R

tion technique which makes the divergences manifest, 0 thdA(Q) = > )~ (—a)mﬁ/ drr®=m2n(26)
the argument can be presented in a straightforward and clean n=1m>5 @t

way.

In particular, we now regulariz{lL9) by IR and UV cutoffd NiS expression becomes UV singular fer > 2n + 4. For
R andr,, respectively. Beginning with the evaluation of th&hose terms we may write
Fourier transform af) = 0 we see that the regularized version

£ AT (0) i A g s (-1)"Q [Mdr
of At (0) is FAQuan = 3D (o) / 7
B o
(M) () — (_gq)™ i S
A"™(0) = (—a) /TO Fm—3" (20) = (SH&)SG — 1) Z (—a)!*? /R % (27)
=1 ro

which gives, form = 4,
The last sum is the same one we encountered in summing the
AD(0) = a*lo R (21) termsA(™) (0) (see Eq.[(20)) fromn = 4 to co. We may there-
& ro fore follow the same steps applied in that case to obtain

Thus this integral shows a logarithmic divergence@s— 0, A sin Qa 4 R+a
in full correspondence to what was stated above (cfldge: IA(Q)sing = Qa 1)a"log a’ (28)
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which again has a smooth limit fey — 0—as long as > 0. an unphysical cut from@ = 0 to aQQ = —oo which enters the
Thus we have demonstrated that, for all valueg)othe UV physical region for negative values @f This cut appears to be
divergences of the MSS cancel exactly once the series is ttee momentum space analog of the unphysical pole-at—a
summed. Thus, apparently no counterterms are required aféq. (31), but it should not be a concern for> 0.
the MSS is predictive. No additional information on short- Moreover, for small positive;, we may expandf(y) in
distance physics is needed in order for it to render a sensipbwers ofy, and so obtain
prediction, as long as we regularize it, and then resum. TWie U
regulator can then be removed.

Thus far we have been able to sum the singular terms a

construct an explicit momentum-space expression for tHem a

ter summation. This is not. however. the full sum of the Ms&here~y denotes the Euler—-Mascheroni constant. Insertion of
which also includes those terms whose Fourier transform{uS expansion into EqL{B2) produces a power series iin
well-defined without any need to introduce a regulator. in of/hich all non-a;]nalytlc terrr]ns _ma;Cth‘;;tr}.V‘.’hat we found 'R
der to derive the full result we solve the integral equati@n (SeCt'B' Note, however, that in the full, finite expressioa t

and hence obtain an expression for the full sum of the MSs!garithmic divergence of EqL{lL4) becomes effectivelyureg

coordinate and momentum space. larized at the scal&é/a. To better understand the structure and

L 1
We can, under quite general conditions, solve Ef. (2) b)ﬂée coefficients of the termc a” I Eqg. [32) one may calcu-
late the quadruple-scattering term explicitly startingnfrthe

T m(aQ)?
né(a@):§+(’y—1+1ogaQ)an%+~-, (35)

function _
2T(p',p) = 2(4m)*A(Q). (29) expression(lo)
The functionA is most easily computed by taking the inverse A(4)(Q) 4 e de sinx
Fourier transform of Eq[{2) and applying the convolutioe-th - oro 2
orem. This produces[15
P &05] = —a* (y — 1+ log Qro). (36)
a a
Alr) = “4r 7 (r), (30) This explains how the constant term- 1 appears in Eq[(35)
and demonstrates that the UV regulatgris effectively re-
such that, as was shown long agi 12, 3], placed by: due to the resummation procedure described above.
g oo . The pole/cut in coordinate/momentum space that appears
A(r) = — ar __ e, @ (_9) . (31) fora < 0 forthe MSS of meson-nucleus scattering emerges
4r(r + a) dr A 7 since we focused on isoscalar interactions. Under certain ¢

ditions, a different isospin structure can make the polas
and thus each term in the MSS contributes one order in a ggear. To illustrate this point, we consider d scattering with
metric series in/r. ther—p — 7%n andr®n — 7% channels switched off. In the
Clearly, the final expression given in EQ.{31) is a very effisospin limit, this can be described with isoscalar and ésev
cient and useful representation of the MSS. It is not singasa tor 7N scattering lengthat anda—. The (coordinate space)
r — 0 — at least as long as > 0 — although the individual result for the resummed MSS then reads
terms of the sum are increasingly singular. The evaluatfon o
the expectation value of the full sum with nuclear wave func- A(r) = _at n (@f)?—(a)?
tions is straightforward—again, as longas- 0. dr  Axn(r? — (aT)?2 4+ (a7)?)
The easiest way to obtain the resummed MSS in momen-
tum space is to perform a Fourier transform of the resummettich fora~ — 0 reduces to Eq[{31). Provided that | >
r-space expressiop (81). This yields |a™], the pole disappears and the result for the MSS is well-
(2m)? ) . defineq everyv;hire. Similarl;O/, a p(ﬂe én the fuIOI MShS fOTdI
-~ ™ 3 a a scattering, with ther™p — 7’n andx’n — #x%n channels
AQ) = - A7 ad?(Q) + Q2 Ef(aQ)’ (32) included, would only appear if N interactions were not pre-
] dominantly of isovector nature.
with For this reason, the discussion of the case 0 in which a
©  ding pole z_ippears_iml(r) might appear quite academic. However, as
fly) = / dx we will show in Sect B, this kind of pole does appear when the
o Ty sum of ther NN MSS which contributes to th& N potential

= Ci(y)siny + % cos y(m — 2Si(y)), (33) s computed.

)

, (37)

(r—a

where we used the following definitions of the sine and cosine

integral functions 5 Interpretation
oy e cost oo Y sint The previous section suggests that the MSS has a valid expan-
Cily) = /y dt t’ Sily) = /0 dtT' (34) sion if 0 < a@ < 1, so that the expressiof {35) can be em-

ployed and the cut itrf (y) does not enter the physic@) > 0)
In this context it is important to note that the functiorf@i  region. In coordinate space these conditions correspond-to
appearing in Eq[(33), has a branch poing at 0 —itacquires |a| anda > 0. In case ofi < 0, however, a pole (cut) appearsin
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the resummed coordinate (momentum) space expression. Witk m > 1. Observe that introducing the form factgmwith
issue will be addressed at the end of this section. the cutoffA leads to results completely equivalent to those ob-

In general, the fact that a resummation gives a well-definedned using a sharp cutoff that were discussed in detalien t
answer does not necessarily mean that it gives the correct previous section. In particular, the individual terms ie MSS
swer. This was recently stressed in Réf.1[23]. In particulaagain appear to be enhanced relative to tREIf estimates: for
one might be concerned that the sensitivity to short-dcganexample, the momentum-space form of the quadruple-stagter
physics in the MSS necessitated by the perturbative tregtmeerm exhibits the behaviot?) (Q) ~ —a*log Q/ A discussed
with a point-liker IV interaction indicates that the regularizedn Sect[8. And, once again, the resummed reBEult (41) is much
resummed result of Se€ll 4 obtained in the limitgf— 0 is less A-dependent than the individual terms in the MSS. The
not correct and thus strongly reduces the predictive powerlimnit A — oo exists there due to the cancellations of the UV-
our theoretical approach. divergent terms derived in the previous section. But, thienfo

In general, ther N interaction has a certain range, and th@4) makes explicit that it is the behavigfr) — Ar asr — 0
t-matrix is not momentum independent. Here we therefore iwhich guarantees that none of the terms in the MSS diverge
troduce a regularized@ N interaction, which is non-pointlike asr — 0. It is crucial to observe that this regularization only
at scale/, and discuss the conditions under which the resulisevails if A is kept finite, as an effective scale representing
of the previous section are accurate. In this way the sdalethe range of validity of the theory, when Ef.141) is expanded
is completely equivalent to the regulatgy introduced in the in powers ofa and Fourier transformed to momentum space.
previous section, however, it has a physical interpratatib Although, of course, if one is interested in the long-distan
the scale that limits the validity of the theory. Thus thdetif (r > |a|) form of each contribution to the MSS inspace,
ence between the results with a finiteand those in the limit the limit A — oo can be safely taken in each of the terms in
A — oo provides a measure of the consistency of the schenisy. (44).
This difference, if the scheme is self-consistent, shoeltelss In physical terms we anticipate working in perturbative
than the contribution of the leading contact operator. Ber emeson—nucleon systems wheu¢ ~ 1/4, and so we can re-
ample, for pion—deuteron scattering investigated withRiT sum the series in/r to infinite order withA being large but
the first contact term contributes @(p?) (or parametrically finite. This yields a well-defined mathematical procedure. |
m?2 /(f2A2)) and its size was estimated to be arour¥d rela- the resummed expression (see Eq] (41)) the litnity oo ex-

tive to the leading double-scattering diagram/[10, 12]. ists. However, the question is whether it can be safely taken
We now write In other words, how does the physics of the finttaffect the
Ip| EFT result for the MSS? The difference between thes ~
t-n(p,0) = —4mag (7) (38) and finite+A results forA(r) is
2
with g(z) — 1 asxz — 0. The amplitude for scattering of AA = A(r) — Apsoo(r) = — a*r(1—g(r)) . (45)
the zero-momentum pion from th€ N system still takes the An(r +a)(r +ag(r))
form (29), but now For wd scattering withinyPT, the convolution of Eq.[(45)
__a a with the (pionful) deuteron wave functions obtained in ahir
Alr) = A rg(r)A(r) (39) EFT [24] results in an effect of less tha% to the pion—
with deuteron scattering length (with~ A/, ~ 800 MeV). This is
Bk el o (K| fully in line with the estimate of the contact operato(p?).
g(r) = 47TT/ e (7) : (40) Thus, taking the limitd — oo is justified in the resummed ex-
. pression[(411), and the results of the previous section arecto
Thus, in the presence of the regulagor No enhanced counterterms are therefore required in theofase
ar the MSS with a natural scattering length.
Alr) = An(r +ag(r))’ (41) We now focus our attention on the polerat —a, relevant
) ] in the caser < 0. In Eq. [41) the analog of this pole occurs as
If, for illustrative purposes, we take the solution of
X 1 " r=—ag(r), (46)
g(x) = V1t a2 (42) which can be found in an analytic form for the form factor cho-
then sen in Eq.[(4B). In this case, Eq. {46) can be rewritten in the
Ar form
glr)=1—e""", (43) A(r — |a]) eAT=1al) = _ gjqle=Alel (47)

and sog(r) — 1 asr — oo, butg(r) — Ar asr — 0. While
the details of this result are specific to the fofm| (42), treadi
pearance of regulator effects in the infrared and the appear
of additional powers of in the ultraviolet is a general feature.

If A(r) is evaluated perturbatively based on the expansion ) ) ) )
of Eqg. [41), we have (cf. Eq.(81)) whereW (z) is the LambertV -function defined via = We""

. for any complex numbet. It has a branch-cut discontinuity
A(m)(r> __2¢@ (M) (44) in the complex plane: running from—oo to —1/e. In par-

whose solution is

r:%(ma+mqumw%MD, (48)

T 4n r ticular, the branch point = —1/e corresponds tol|a| =
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Therefore we do not expect the counterterm to be enhanced in
this case either. Meanwhile, keeping the unitarity coroestat

08l | distances ~ a appears necessary.
o6y 1 6 Remarks on the multiple-scattering series
= in the nucleon—nucleon potential

We now turn our attention to the MSS in the nucleon—nucleon
potential. After a pion is emitted from one nucleon it cangro
0ol | agate in theV N system via the full MSS, before being reab-
sorbed on the other nucleon. Therefore, also in the nucleon—
nucleon potential, diagrams enhanced compared to fH&lr
0 : : : order in a similar manner to that discussed above appeduisin t
Ala section we discuss the consequences of this aspect of the MSS
for chiral EFT computations of thé&/ N potential. Here, we
leave aside the issues associated with non-perturbatig-re
malization of that potential. The interested reader maysatin
Refs. [23,25,26,.27,28.29] and references therein for a sam
ple of different views on this issue. In this work we are inter
ested in two particular questions regarding the mesonaagé
> diagrams which generate the long-distance (van-der-Waals
trast, forAla| > 1 the pole moves away fromand is located thegchiral limit) p%rt of the potent?al: are the(MSS diagrams
within the intervalr & (0, |al}, the upper limit being reachedgnpanced? If so, what does that imply for the scale at which
in the S|tuat|0n{1|a| > 1._The c_orres_pon_dlng trajectory of thea perturbative expansion of the long-distance potentiahks
pole as a function ofl|a| is depicted in Fig.12. down?

Fora naturall value of the mesor]—nucleon scattering length’ key difference between the multiple-scattering terms in
the pole only arises due to short-distance~( 1/4) parts of r—nucleus scattering and the nucleon—nucleon potentiahts t

the MSS diagrams, and these parts of the diagrams canno meson bropadator (1 — 1.)2 as it appears. e.q.. in EG 112
regarded as a reliable prediction of the EFT. Or, phrased to be repﬁaczdgby/}zglz B ij))g T Mgp)p The1e>;g.r’essio}1ﬂ}or)

ferently, we can assume that for values-ah the applicability t di | t is th ti ' 130
range of the theory the resummed MSS delivers reliabletes ? corresponding one-loop term is then proportional fq [

as long as is natural. 1 9

An unnaturally large scattering length i.e. |a| > 1/A4, 20 arctan o (49)
indicates the presence of a shallow meson—nucleon bound or
virtual state. In this case, onee~ « it is not appropriate to With ;= M. In the kinematics for pion—nucleus scattering we
write t = —4ra, even ifr > 1/A. Instead we must at leastneed to choosg = 0, since here the energy transfer and the
resum unitarity corrections to the meson—nucleon ampgitudneson mass cancel exactly in the pion propagator. Once this
which should remove the pole in the caseaok 0 or shift limitis taken an additional factor of /2 appears, and Ed.(#9)
it towards the origin. It remains to be seen in each particulggduces to Eq[{9). Thus, the enhancement of this graph in the
case whether it suffices to keep only the leading unitaritpte VNV scattering potential is not the’ we found forr—nucleus
(x ik) in the amplitude, or if a non-perturbative treatment d¥cattering, but we do still have enhancement by a factor of
finite-range corrections is needed as well. over the NDA estimate of this graph. _ .

As a possible example of this situation one may consider This enhancement is phenomenologically important. It is
K d scattering where at least one of theV scattering lengths Well known that the strongest contribution to the two-pion-
is of the order ofl fm and negative, see, e.g., Ref. [16]. Irfxchange potential up to”NO emerges from the subleading
this case it appears useful to employ a non-relativistieceff triangle diagram. While nominally subleading, the corresp
tive field theory [16,117] which operates with the threshadd ping central isoscalar potential appears to be an order of mag
rameters [’ N scattering lengths) and reproduces the result Bitude stronger than all the other two-pion-exchange dounr
the K'd MSS [15]. The usefulness of the theory is based on tfigns. This unnaturally large contribution can be tracedkba
separation of two distinct scales. While theV interaction is 0 the aforementioned triangle graphs’ enhancement by one
mediated by one-pion exchange at large distancegstNein- power of r, together with the nu_merlcally Iargg value of the
teraction is governed by the two-pion exchange, whichfjesti low-energy constant (LEC)3, which parameterizes the sub-
the treatment ofX N interactions as point-like. The range oféadingrm NN vertex and is largely saturated by theiso-
validity of the approach is thug ~ 300 MeV. In spite of the bar [32]. These observations provide a strong motivatidake
large scattering length, for such a smalthe productd|a| is @ closer look at higher-order terms in the MSS beyond the tri-

still close to1 so that the pole might still be near the orfgin @ngle diagram. Although one expects that potentials gegra
by the exchange of a large number of pions are exponentially

S Note that in the real world th&" N scattering lengths are stronglysuppressed at distances~ M !, one should keep in mind
absorptive so that the pole cannot be on the real axis. their singular, van-der-Waals-like behavior at shortstatices.

Fig. 2. Position of the pole at = —ag(r) for a < 0. The pole is at
r=0if Ala| < 1.

1 in Eqg. [48). As a consequence, falja| < 1 we have
W (—Alale~4lel) = —A|a| and the pole is at the origin. In con-




8 V. Baruet al.: The multiple-scattering series in pion—deuteron sdatjesind the nucleon—nucleon potential

_ ' being the usual Yukawa function. After evaluating the deriv
-7 - tives, one ends up with the isoscalar central potential
."\ - r\ -
~ ~ S S -2 m
- - 393 e ™| X 2\yn—m—1
SO Ao V) = fippmy | 2 2 (et
~ i: - m=0 [=0
_--" Tea X (1 + )2 =02 4 25 4 22))!
| S _ N
T~ -~ +eat (@2 ) 20+ 2)") | (54)

Fig. 3. Time-ordered MSS-diagram contribution to the nucleon— ) _ _ _
nucleon potential. Solid dots (filled rectangles) refertie teading- Here we introduced a dimensionless variable= M, and

order vertices from the effective Lagrangian proporticoaj (c;).  combinatorial coefficientg,, whose explicit values can be de-
rived straightforwardly. In a completely similar way, oneds
that the second diagram in Figl 3, where an odd number of
We will see below how these competing features influence thi@n exchanges takes place, gives rise to the isovectoortens
convergence of the chiral expansion for this particularaget and spin-spin potential

diagrams.
To be specific, we consider time-ordered two-nucleon diz n(p) = 94 o e—na bt
agrams in the MSS as shown in FId. 3. In this explorator)y R 12927 50 1 2

study, we restrict ourselves to the isoscalar part of théesub

ing 7NN vertex = R, S(mt1-1)
X |0 ym2ei2?) c5'(1 + )
' ' 5 ) m=0 =0
(I, i|H |1y, j) = ng\/:m (2e1M7 4¢3l - 1), (50) x (2422 + 2% + ey (24 22 + 22)"
wherel; , denote the pion momenta,and j are the pion + (1+ x)n)] —o1-oz2cy (14 x)n>7 (55)

isospin quantum numbers and» = /13 , + M2 are the free

pion energies. The potential corresponding to the leftrdimg Wheren =2k + 1, k € N. _ _ _
in Fig.[3, where an even number of pion exchanges occurs, is AS expected, based on the discussion at the start of this

given by section, each extra loop in the MSS generates a power of
1/(4wF2), rather than the /(47 F,;)? that is usually assumed
32 [ &l 431, in xPT. This is the way the “enhancement” of MSS diagrams
VT (q) = 78F124" / CERRCTSE (2m)® plays out in theN N potential. These contributions to the po-
4 T T . . tential, V"™ (r), take a particularly simple form if eithes or
6O +1y+... +1, — g2 0211 c3 Is set to zero. In partlcular, the central isoscalar poatii
(i +1, a) w2wZ. . w2 Eq. (53) reads in these two limits
X (QClMﬁ — C311 . 12) (QClMﬁ — C312 . 13) 392 o
nmw A 2\n—1 2
X (200M2 —egly g -1,) + 12, (51) Ve"(r) = S@nFT) (c12®)" (1 + )7, (56)
Sgicg_l e "

Clearly, the integrals entering this expression are UVrdjgat. /»7 (r) =
The divergences, however, are absorbed ddtocontact oper- A(ArEFZ)™ rdn
ators, and so do not affeetspace expressions for the finite- . . . .
range part of the potential that we are discussing heresTheiesumming the resulting geometric series leads to thewello

space representation of the potential can be obtainedlstrai ing closed-form expressions for the potentials

[(2+22+2%)" +2(1+2)"].

forwardly, leading to 2 2 -2
3 M z 1
Ver () = SASE (L4 @) —r—
3 2 3277'21'7‘;.l r4 1— (319174 6*22’”
V"ﬂ'(r) = 4F9124nvl : Vn (261M7% + C3V1 . VQ) 47 Fﬂ_ r
T 3g%c3 e 2(1+ )2
X (2edy+ eV Vo). Vo) = Gamaper o PR BTy TR
™ T x
X (261 M2 4¢3V 1 - Vi) (52) T6n2FT 7
2\2
x U(r1)U(re) ... U(ry) I + 2(2+2x+x ) ' 57)
B 1= % 25 (24 20 + 22)?
with

Both V., andV,, feature poles at finite values of> 0 similar
Ulr)=—e (53)  to what we observed for the MSS of meson—nucleus scattering
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Fig. 4. Resummed potentidl,, from Eq. [5T). The solid (dashed) Fig. 5. Convergence of the MSS fo,,.
line shows the potential fors = —3.87 GeV~' and M, = 138

MeV (M. = 138/4 MeV), while the dashed-dotted line depicts the

1 P— 1 — . . . . . .
potential fore; = —1 GeV™" and M = 138 MeV. in the potential are shifted closer to the origin in thefull ap-

proach, see Fidl]4. For example, setting= —1 GeV ' the

for a < 0 — c.f. Eq. [31) — only here the appearance of th@0!€s are shifted to
poles is independent of the sign of the scattering paraseter
¢;. These unphysical poles are non-perturbative phenomena re = 0.41fm, 7= 0.52 fm. (61)
sulting from the partial resummation of the amplitude.

One may view the location of the poles as a measure bfe above arguments therefore suggest that the breakdown
the breakdown scale of the chiral expansion for the consitleSCale for the chiral expansion of the pion-exchange paienti
class of diagrams. It is comforting to see that the polginis 'S In the range ~ 0.5...0.8fm. This estimate agrees well

located at a rather short distance, namely with the findings of various recent studies, see €.d/[ [3885,
[37]. In this context it should be stressed, however, thaoitla/
ler| M2 be insufficient to includ_e thel as a static field, folr 'Fhen its in-
~ 5o~ 0.054m, (58) clusion would do nothing but to restore the original stréngt

s

of c3 — see discussion in Refs. [88]33]. Thus, only\awith
and is shifted to the origin in the chiral limit. On the othenldl, retained recoils could help, which makes sense only if digo t
the pole positions i, are not protected by powers df,, and nucleons are treated as non-static. The correspondinglaalc

can be estimated by tions are very involved and go beyond the scope of this paper.
Given the rather large value of the breakdown seale
|es] 1/3 0.8 fm, one might worry about the convergence of the chiral
r~0 <7rF2> ~ O (1fm), (59)  expansion for the potential at distances of the otder. 2 fm.
g Fortunately, the convergence of the MSS appears to be rather
using the valuess = —3.87 GeV~! from the O(Q?) fit to fast, see Figl5. In particular, one observes that the patent

is already very well described by the subleading term in the
MSS. Clearly, the reason for this fast convergence is duego t
exponential falloff of the potential at distances large paned

to the exchanged mass.

r == 0.63fm, r = 0.81fm, (60) It must be stressed that, while the results obtained here
see Fig[#. As shown in this figure, the behavior of the réar the resummed potential provide qualitative insighteyt
summed potential at short distances and the pole positidgs care by no means a completd®T calculation. In addition to
weakly depend on the values of the pion mass in the casetlid omitted baryon recoils, we only picked out time-ordered
V.,. Itis somewhat surprising that the chiral expansion for thgaphs that give rise to the MSS. In contrast to near-thie§ho
pion-exchange potential breaks down at the relativelydalig- pion—nucleus scattering, where time-ordered graphsvingl
tance of~ 0.8 fm. This behavior is, to a large extent, causetivo or more pions in the intermediate states can be reprsent
by the already discussed enhancement of the diagrams inlsfyecontact operators [89], there is, strictly speaking, i |
MSS, where loops generate inverse powerstof’? rather tification for neglecting such diagrams in théN potential.
than (47F;)?, see Eq.[{59). An additional enhancement o®@n the other hand, the neglected time-ordered graphs in most
curs due to the large numerical value of the LEECAs shown cases are suppressed by powers afompared to the one in
in [33], this LEC takes a much more natural value of the or-
dercs ~ —1 GeV ™" once theA-isobar is explicitly taken into ¢ More precisely, the argument refers to the case when the mame
account. Therefore, one might expect that the unphysidabpoof external pions and nucleons are much smaller than

7w N threshold coefficients of Ref. [83]. Numerically, the pole
appearing in the two terms &f., in Eq. (57) are found to be
located at
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the MSS. This is because the maximal enhancement by p@etid, quantitative understanding of the correspondinglam
ers of r requires that the individual pion exchanges factorizedes. The enhancement of MSS terms by powers obm-
out leading to integrands of the kind (w?w3 ...w?). Such a pared to their expectegPT size might lead to concerns about
factorization appears in the integrals resulting from th&83yl a related enhancement of the associated counterterms.
while the integrands resulting from other topologies ndiyna ~ We have demonstrated analytically that, although the EFT
have a more complicated structure. For example, the leadingegrals for the MSS in momentum space are singular startin
football two-pion-exchange diagrams involving two Weirdpe from the fourth term, under certain circumstances all U\éediv
Tomozawa vertices yieltl/ (wiw2 (w1 + w2)). We can still use gences cancel upon resummation, provided that resummation
the same machinery to obtain the potentiatispace employ- is executed with a finite regulator in place. The error indlce
ing the integral representation upon taking the regulator to infinity in the end is less than
the size of the counterterm that absorbs the dominant short-
1 2 [ 1 distance effects in the NN system—as must be the case if
oo B © | s val
wiwa(w +ws) T Jo [w? + B2][w2 + B2 the power counting for that counterterm is valid. Therefere
at least in the case of a naturat|(~ 1/A) or a positive scat-
on the cost of introducing an additional powerofn the de- tering length, e.g. in thed case— no enhanced counterterms
nominator. But, then this power afmeans that ultimately this are necessary. Counterterms of norp@ll size will still com-
graph isnot enhanced compared to i{PT estimate. Similar plement the MSS diagrams—as will othePT graphs which
arguments apply to the leading triangle and box diagrams c@fie not of the MSS topology. But, thespace MSS expres-
tributing to the two-pion exchange potential at NLO: neitbe sions derived a long time ago based on the Fourier transférm o
them is enhanced by a power of In some cases, however, ahe integral equations in momentum space are justified from a
sum of several non-MSS-type time-ordered graphs may lead&bT point of view as the well-defined sum of a particular class
factorized expressions. The simplest example is given by s@f graphs.

leading two-pion exchange from the triangle diagrams;. In Meanwhile, straightforward evaluation of the MSS in
addition to the diagram contributing to the MSS1/(w?w3), the scattering-length approximation for the meson-nucieo
the remaining two time-ordered graphs also yield matrix implies the appearance of an unphysical pole inrthe
space result (cut in the momentum-space result) in the case
1 n 1 1 (63) a < 0. For a natural scattering length this pole is outside the
wiwg(wr +we)  wiwi(wr +ws)  wiwd’ range of applicability of the theory. However, for an unnatu

rally large scattering lengthd| > 1/A), the scattering-length

This is the reason why the result in EQ.J(56) foe= 2 actually approximation for a meson—nucle@imatrix is not justified,
gives half the chiral NNLO potential. It remains to be claxifi and the inclusion of the unitarity, recoil, and/or rangereor
whether similar patterns emerge at higher orders in the lotpns becomes necessary. Once this is done the pole may be
expansion, and therefore whether there are other coritritsut shifted towards the origin, and so move into a region outside
which are enhanced in a similar fashion to those discussed h#he domain of applicability of the EFT, or it may even disa@pe

Indeed, at each order in the chiral expansion, there are m&@ynpletely. However, additional investigations are neagsin
other topologies and contributions that have not been dengprder to confirm this conjecture.
ered here. Again, one can argue that for non-MSS diagrams This scenario might be expected to lead to difficulties
such as e.g. the correlated two-pion exchange, one generfll kaon—-nucleus scattering, sineg v is negative and large
does not expect enhancement by powers,djut this is not a €nough in certain channels that the MSS may have a pole in the
proof. Furthermore, within the class of MSS time-ordereat diphysical region. However, for an isovector-dominated meso
grams driven by the;’s we did not take into account the energyucleon amplitude a pole never appears in the resummed se-
dependence of the-vertex and have not considered the contrfies. In addition, in non-relativistic EFT, which is used fig§d
butions driven by:,. Although all of these points will changescattering, the pole could appear only quite close to the ori
the quantitative results for th& N potential, none of them gin sinceA|a| is only slightly larger thari. Therefore no en-
should affect the qualitative conclusion. Poles-at- 0.8fm hanced counterterms are necessary in order to render the MSS
can still be expected in the full result, thanks to terms Wwhidor kaon—nucleus scattering sensible.
are exponentially suppressed for> 1 fm, but become com-  Similar resummations of the MSS graphs which appear in
parable to the dominant two-pion-exchange parts of (g the NN potential are also possible. In that case the potential
potential as the inter-nucleon distance decreases further ~ does develop a pole at a finite radius This implies that the
xPT expansion fo/yx has already broken down once the
pole appears. This suggests a limitationrof> 1 fm for the
successful application ofPT to Vy n (r), although this limit
could be lowered if dynamical Delta degrees of freedom are
included in the EFT.
The multiple-scattering series in its resummed form has bee
known and used for decades. In this work we have looked at
that result from an EFT point of view, examining the diverAcknowledgments
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