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Abstract

In this thesis, which is in the field of few-body systems, I am studying low-energy electro-
weak interactions in light nuclear systems whose number of nucleons, A, is smaller than 4
(i.e., d, *H, *He), where the main purpose of this work is to calculate the proton-proton
(pp) fusion rate.

The main source of energy generated in the Sun is a set of exothermic reactions (named
the pp chain) in which 4 protons are fused into “He. The first and the slowest reaction
of this set is the pp fusion, which is a two-nucleon weak reaction that fuses two protons
into deuteron (d) and determines the Sun’s lifetime (7 ~ 10 years). However, due to
its long lifetime it cannot be measured, so its rate, which is proportional to the matrix
element squared of the weak interaction between initial and final nuclear states, has to be
estimated from theory only.

The relevant theory of physics at low energies is Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)
but unfortunately, a direct calculation of the pp fusion matrix element is not trivial due to
the non-perturbative character of QCD at low energies. In recent decades, many nuclear
physicists faced the challenge of calculating the pp fusion rate, but these calculations,
and in particular those conducted in the last years, are inconsistent with each other.
This inconsistency emphasizes the necessity of deriving a new, simple calculation that
should benchmark versus other past predictions and would provide a verified and validated
prediction.

In the past two decades, a novel theoretical method, named Effective Field Theory
(EFT), revolutionized nuclear physics. EFT is a simple, renormalizable and model inde-
pendent theoretical method for describing low-energy reactions. The condition for describ-
ing a physical process using EFT is that its transfer momentum, (), is small compared to a
physical cutoff, Ay (i-e., Q/Aqy < 1). In this thesis, I focus on electro-weak interactions
that are characterized by momentum transfer, (), which is much smaller than A.,, = m,,

the pion mass. In such cases, the corresponding EFT is the pionless EFT (#EFT ), where



the pions are integrated out and only nucleons are left as effective degrees of freedom.

7EFT weak Lagrangian includes a two-body low-energy constant (LEC), named L 4,
which has to be calibrated from different well-measured, low-energy weak reaction that
contains at least two nucleons. An appropriate well-measured, low-energy reaction for
that calibration is the *H B-decay that involves L; 4, so using #EFT for its calculation,
enables the extraction of L 4.

Nevertheless, in contrast to the nuclear electro-weak interactions containing two nucle-
ons that have been calculated over the last 20 years using #EFT , electro-weak interactions
which involve three nucleons (such as 3H $-decay) were not introduced until recently due
to the complexity in describing these systems using 7EFT formalism. Consequently, the
consistency of #EFT for the transition between A = 3 and A = 2 nuclear systems, which
is essential for the L; 4 extraction, could have never been examined. Since the *H f-
decay is the only relevant low-energy 1 < A < 4 well-measured weak reaction, weak
reactions cannot be used for examining the #EFT consistency, and therefore, another set
of well-measured low-energy A < 4 interactions with similar characteristics to the weak
reactions, is needed for validation and verification of #EFT . The strong analogy between
the electromagnetic to weak observables indicates that the four A < 4 well-measured
electromagnetic observables are the ones that serve as the required candidates.

Hence, in this thesis I develop a general perturbative diagrammatic approach for cal-
culating the transition between A = 3 bound-states of three-nucleon. This framework
has been examined and found to be accurate not only for calculating electro-weak inter-
actions, but also for other observables such as the binding energy difference between 3H
and *He due to the Coulomb interaction. I show that the electromagnetic calculations
up to next-to-leading order (NLO) in /A, reproduce the experimental data very well,
where the NLO contributions amount to a few percent only. The order-by-order analysis
of those observables along with the high consistency between the A = 2 and A = 3 calcu-
lations lead to high theoretical uncertainty of less than 1%. This theoretical uncertainty
estimate, accompanied by the strong analogy between the electromagnetic and weak ob-
servables, enables the extraction of L; 4 from the calculated *H -decay and lead to the
high accuracy calculation of the pp fusion rate.

This calculation, which is indeed simple and benchmarks versus past predictions, shows
that the present prediction for the pp fusion cross-section is up to 5% bigger than previous
estimations and contains 1.2% total uncertainty with 70% degree of belief. This might

affect current models of solar evolution.
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Chapter

Introduction

The evolution of the Sun, as well as other main sequence stars, remains one of the main
theoretical questions in astrophysics. Our comprehensive understanding of this evolution
has been used as a tool to reach many discoveries in other branches of physics, heralded
by the discovery of the mass of the neutrino. The energy generated in the Sun comes from
an exothermic set of reactions, the proton-proton (pp) chain, by fusing four Hydrogen ions
into “He. The chain is initiated by the pp fusion reaction: p+p — d+e* +v,, which rules
99.76% of the proton reactions. The pp fusion is governed by the weak interaction, which
makes it the slowest reaction in the chain (7 ~ 10% years), and therefore it determines
the Sun’s lifetime. However, its slow rate makes the measurement of its cross-section
impossible, so it must be calculated theoretically.

The pp fusion cross-section, o, = SHE(E) exp|—2mn(FE)], consists of both the long-range
Coulomb factor (n(E)), and the short-range astrophysical S-factor (S'(F)), where E

is the kinetic energy of the center of mass of the interacting protons, dictated by the

temperature. In solar conditions, the magnitude of F is only a few keV and therefore
SM(E) can be expanded in a power series in £ such that:
SH(E) = S1Y0) + %\EZOE + ... At these solar energies this series expansion is
dominated by the E = 0 threshold value, i.e., S*(0) which is proportional to A2 (0), the
square of the pp fusion matrix element.

The relevant theory of physics at these energies is Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD).
The challenge in theoretical calculation of the pp fusion matrix element stems from the
non-perturbative character of QCD at the nuclear regime which makes a direct calculation

non-trivial. This has led to many theoretical efforts to calculate the reaction rate.

In 1969, Bahcall and May have found that A2 (0) = 7.08 [1], using standard nuclear

1
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physics effective range expansion (ERE) [2]. A review of all recent calculations of S'*(0)

appeared in 2011, by Adelberger et al. [3], and recommended to use the value

_ Dormor N T/ ga \2 " A2 (0)
SU(0) = (4.0114+0.04)-10"22 MeV - fm?- (ft)o+ pp pp
0 =1 ) OV 507 4 sec (1.2695> 0.144 | \7.035 )

(1.1)
representing an agreement between three different theoretical approaches that existed at
that time, where (ft)o+_0+ = (3071.4 £ 0.8)s, is the value for superallowed 07 — 07

transitions that has been determined from a comprehensive analysis of experimental rates

corrected for radiative and Coulomb effects [4]. This value determines the weak mixing
matrix element, |V,q4| = 0.97418(27) [5]. Ref. |6] used the then recommended PDG value
for the weak axial constant: g4 = 1.2695 £ 0.0029 [5]. The phase-space factor If; takes

into account 1.62% increase due to radiative corrections to the cross section |7].

However, in 2013, Marcucci et al. calculations for proton energies up to 100keV [8],
have yielded S'(0) = (4.03 & 0.006) - 102> MeV - fm?, using the consistency of three-
nucleon forces and two-body axial currents [9], while Acharya et al. recently yielded
S1(0) = (4.081%0033) - 1073MeV - fm?* [10].

These two predictions [8|10] are inconsistent with each other. This inconsistency
indicates that the uncertainties might be underestimated, and emphasizes the need for a
new calculation which has a comprehensive error estimation. The main purpose of this
thesis is to construct such a new calculation that will identify the theoretical and empirical
uncertainties, preferably would be simple, should benchmark versus other past predictions,
and must reproduce different experimentally measured reactions. This might enable us a
verification of the theoretical method that is needed for prediction of the elusive pp fusion

cross-section.

We focus on a novel theoretical method, which revolutionized nuclear physics in the
past two decades, named Effective Field Theory (EFT). We are using the pionless version
of this approach (#EFT) to calculate the pp fusion matrix element. In contrast to past
works attempted to calculate the pp fusion within #EFT, e.g. JW. Chen et al. [11],
we use *H S-decay to calibrate the model. This is done by developing a perturbative
diagrammatic approach to calculate the transition between A = 3 bound-states (where
A is the number of nucleons). A significant part of this work is dedicated to estimate
the theoretical and empirical uncertainties relevant for calculating low-energy observables
such as the pp fusion rate. We find a successful validation of this approach by studying
the magnetic structure of A = 2,3 nuclei. The main steps leading to the #EFT calculation

2
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of the pp fusion matrix element in this thesis are demonstrated in Fig. [1.1]

In the next sections we briefly review the basic principles of effective field theory,
with emphasis on its chiral (YEFT) and pionless (#EFT ) versions and the challenges of
using 7#EFT for calculating the pp fusion matrix element. We examine the analogy be-
tween electromagnetic and weak observables in #EFT | which along with the comparison
between the #EFT predictions of the electromagnetic interactions to their known experi-
mental counterparts, are used for verification and validation of #EFT in calculating both

electromagnetic and weak observables of A = 2,3 nuclei.

1.1 Effective field theory: the modern approach to

predictions in nuclear physics

In recent years, an effort has begun to calculate low-energy observables such as the pp
fusion matrix element, using EFT approaches. In EFT, the ratio of two separated scales
is used as an expansion parameter in a systematic low-energy expansion in the calcula-
tion of observables. The first, which represents the low-energy scale is usually the typical
momentum scale, (), while the second and higher energy scale, A.y, is frequently related
to the lightest exchanged particle. The EFT has to preserve all symmetries of the funda-
mental theory, and the resulting Lagrangian includes only the relevant degrees of freedom
while heavier excitations are integrated out of the theory. Thus, one can obtain an ex-
pression of non-renormalizable interactions which can be organized as a power series in
Q/Acut [12-16]. This method becomes useful when there is a significant scale separation

between () and Ay, so only a small number of the effective operators corresponding to

Q
Acut

with the desired accuracy.

the leading powers in needs to be retained to reproduce long wavelength observables

Regarding the pp fusion matrix element calculations, one finds two main EFT ap-
proaches in the literature, which are relevant for this calculation: the chiral EFT (yEFT)
and the pionless EFT (#EFT). In the last 15 years, most of the pp predictions used
XEFT [8,/10].

1.2 yEFT predictions of the pp fusion matrix element

Chiral effective field theory (yEFT) identifies the pion as a Goldstone boson of the spon-

taneously broken chiral symmetry of QCD, stemming from the small masses of the up and

3
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Calculating the pp fusion

QCD is NOT
perturbative for
low energy
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renormalizability,
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A new simple and energy constant, Ly 4
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calculation is required
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Ly 4 has to be
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Low energy weak This work
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ed to use the
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and validation of #EFT

Figure 1.1: Flow chart that demonstrates the mailéll steps leading to the present #fEFT calculation of the
pp fusion.
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down quarks. The finite mass of the pion originates from the explicit chiral symmetry
breaking, i.e., the non-zero up and down quark masses. This framework has been used to
construct a nuclear interaction that describes nuclear spectra and scattering observables
to very high accuracy [17]. It has also been used to construct the nuclear electro-weak
current operator and for subsequent calculations [18,]19]. These calculations have high-
lighted the benefit of an approach in which current operators and the interaction between

nucleons are treated consistently.

As mentioned before, YEFT has been used by Marcucci et al. [§] to calculate the S-
factor up to next-to-next-leading-order (NNLO), S*(0) = (4.03+0.006) - 10~2 MeV - fm*.
The uncertainty of their calculation, which is almost an order of magnitude smaller than
a previous recommendation [3], is based only on the difference between two variants of
XEFT potentials. Recently, Acharya et al. [10] have recalculated the S-factor of pp fusion
reaction using YEFT pu to NNLO: S1(0) = (4.081700333) - 107%*MeV - fm®. Similarly to
Marcucci et al. [10], Acharya et al. [10] also used the consistency of three-nucleon forces and
two-body axial currents, where the relevant low-energy constants (LECs) were calibrated
using the triton S-decay and binding energies. Their uncertainty estimate is based mainly
on the statistical uncertainties in the low-energy coupling constants of yEFT, on the
systematic uncertainty due to limited yEFT cutoff dependence and on the variations in

the database used to calibrate the nucleon-nucleon interaction.

In both Refs. [8|10], the theoretical uncertainty due to the truncation of the EFT was
taken into account, only in a very limited regime, A.,; ~ 400 — 600 MeV, thus problematic
for robust error estimate [20]. Moreover, the cutoff dependence of YEFT, as well as a large
number of parameters sharpen the need to use a different approach for predicting the pp

fusion and mainly its uncertainties.

In this work we use a renormalizable and cutoff independent EFT approach named
pionless EFT (#EFT ) which is an alternative EFT approach, that is particularly useful at
low energies that are of interest for astrophysical processes, i.e., Q ~ 10 MeV <« m, =140
MeV, where m, is the pion mass. The interactions in #EFT are only contact vertices, and
the pion mass sets the breakdown scale of this approach (see for examples: [21H23]).Using
this theory all particles but nucleons are “integrated out”. The renormalizability which
ensures cutoff independence, the small number of parameters as well as their obvious rela-
tion to measured quantities (e.g., nucleon-nucleon scattering length and effective ranges),
and the natural perturbative expansion are all making #EFT ideal for predictions of low-

energy nuclear reactions with reliable uncertainty estimates such as the pp fusion [24].

5
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1.3 The pionless EFT challenges for the pp fusion

#EFT s ideal for very light nuclei (A < 4), since their typical momentum @) is smaller
than m,. However, the #EFT is limited in the number of observables that could be used
for calibrating the relevant LECs of the interactions. Nuclear electro-weak interactions
containing two nucleons have been calculated using #EFT with particular emphasis on the
radiative capture (n + p — d + ) and the pp fusion. This theoretical focus is due to the
fact that the radiative capture is relevant to big-bang nucleosynthesis in energy regimes
characterized by large experimental uncertainties [16,25-28], while the great interest in

pp fusion stems from solar physics.

For weak interactions, up to NLO, #EFT leaves a universal coupling LEC, L; 4, un-
li,a

M
the theory and M as the nucleon mass. Since the pp fusion cannot be measured, L; 4 has

known: Ly 4 =~ with |l 4| as a natural dimensionless number, 1 = m,, the cutoff of

to be calibrated from other many-body low-energy observables.

Kong and Ravndal have calculated the pp fusion up to NLO [29]. Butler and Chen
accomplished a calculation up to N*LO [30], where L; 4 was estimated from previous EFT
predictions such as Ref. [31], with L; 4 = 642.5fm®. Ando ef al. have calculated the A,,(0)
while resumming range correction to all orders [32] where L; 4 was fixed indirectly from
the two-body matrix element of Ref. [33], with L; 4 = 1.65+0.1 fm®, for u = m,. In 2017,
the Nuclear Physics with Lattice Quantum Chromo Dynamics (NPLQCD) collaboration

has used direct lattice QCD calculation to find L; 4 = 3.9 + 1.4 fm? [34], for y = m,. All
previous #EFT predictions for the pp fusion matrix element are shown in Tab.

| ERE [1] | NLO [20] | N*LO [30] | Ando et al. [32] | NPLQCD [34]
AZ(0) | 7.08 | 7.04~7.7 | 6.71~7.03 | T.00£0.02 | 7.09540.07

Table 1.1: Estimations of Af,p(O) from former calculations. The value in the first column is the ERE
calculated by Bahcall and May in 1969 [1]. The second, third, and fourth columns are estimated from
the AEFT calculations: up to NLO by Kong and Ravndal [29], up to N*LO by Butler and Chen [30] and
the full calculation by Ando et al. [32], respectively. The fifth column is the NPLQCD calculation [34].

Tab. show that all previous 7#EFT pp fusion predictions are consistent with each
other while most of them have significant uncertainties. Also, neither one of the above
predictions has used 7EFT precisely to estimate L; 4, which raises the question of the

reliability of all these calculations.
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Chen et al. [11] suggested to calibrate Ly 4 using muon capture:
po+d— v, +n+n. (1.2)

The problem in applying #EFT to the p~d capture is that both energy and momentum
transfer in this process are up to 100 MeV, which might be too high for #EFT | so it might
affect the cutoff dependence and requires additional coupling constants, e.g., the axial
radius of the nucleon, whose uncertainties were not taken into account. Their suggestion
led to the MuSun experiment, measuring this observable, with the aim to reach accuracy
of few percents in the determination of L; 4, excluding the above mentioned uncertainty

contribution. Results of MuSun are expected in the following months [35].

The NPLQCD collaboration has calibrated L; 4 using the triton [-decay [34], for
the non-physical pion mass, m, = 805 MeV. This method includes an extrapolation to

physical pion mass which leads to uncontrolled uncertainties.

In this work, we calibrate L; 4 using the triton (*H) 8-decay into Helium-3 (*He):
*H—?He+e +7, (1.3)

which is a well-measured, low-energy weak reaction, that also involves L; 4 and therefore
can be used for calibrating it. Unlike p~d capture, this decay is known to per-mill level
accuracy [36], and its momentum and energy transfer lies well below the #EFT limit, so
it is the perfect tool for #EFT calibration and predicting the pp fusion matrix element.
Also, the similarity to previous xyEFT [10] and LQCD [34] calculations, can serve as a

benchmark for evaluating the accuracy of our calculation.

The calibration of LEC from a three-body interaction (*H S-decay) and the prediction
of a two-nucleon interaction (pp fusion) is based on a hidden assumption that #EFT is
consistent for calculating both A = 2 and A = 3 systems. However, this assumption is
non-trivial for #EFT, since the deuteron (*H) wave function differs significantly from that
of the three-nucleon (*H, *He) which is regularized by a high momentum, i.e., ultraviolet
cutoff A |24,37H39]. #EFT is renormalizable, i.e., the theory has no dependence on the ul-
traviolet cutoff (A). However, numerical and theoretical solutions of the integral equations
reveal a strong dependence on this cutoff. To overcome this problem, a three-body force,
which is allowed by symmetry, was added to the theory at leading order (LO) [38,[39] to
remove this cutoff dependence. The question whether a similar behavior exists in a three-

nucleon system coupled to an electro-weak field, cannot be answered straightforwardly

7
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and has never been examined.

The Coulomb interaction in light nuclei is an additional complication: the Coulomb
interaction is non-perturbative at low momenta < 10 MeV, as expressed by the strong
renormalization of the proton-proton scattering length, but should be perturbative in
nuclei where the typical momenta are much higher. 3He is the lightest, and therefore
simplest, nucleus to test the combination of #EFT and Coulomb interaction [40-42] and
many recent works have discussed the problem of such a combination. In particular, it
was shown that while LO 3He is described correctly within #EFT , at NLO the results are
not so clear, and some approaches pointed out the need for additional, isospin dependent,
three-body forces [43,44]. Therefore, additional three-nucleon observables are needed to
obtain predictive power within #EFT at NLO such as *He binding energy [43,45-47].

1.4 Goals of this thesis

The primary goal of this work is to use #EFT to predict and estimate the uncertainties in
pp fusion rate, using the LEC, L, 4, calibrated from the three-nucleon reaction *H S-decay.

The corresponding subgoals needed for this calculations are:

1. To establish a general framework for calculating electro-weak interaction for three-
nucleon systems up to NLO. By presenting the three-nucleon diagrammatic repre-
sentation of the scattering amplitude, we construct a general A = 3 matrix element.
Apart from electro-weak observables, this matrix element can be used for calculat-
ing the energy difference between 3H and *He due to the Coulomb interactions, and
the NLO corrections to *H and 3He scattering amplitudes due to effective range

corrections [4§].

2. To study the consistency of #EFT for the transition between A = 2 and A = 3
systems and vice-versa up to NLO using the well-measured A < 4, M; electromag-
netic observables at zero momentum transfer. By using two theoretical approaches
for normalizing the deuteron wave function and comparing the two-body low-energy
constants for both A = 2,3 we can find the nominal method that retains the con-
sistency of the transition between three-nucleon system to two-nucleon system and

vice versa. Validity is then checked against experimental data.

3. To evaluate 7EFT uncertainties due to theoretical and empirical sources.

8
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1.5 Verification and validation of pionless EFT using

electromagnetic observables

The extraction of the weak LEC L, 4, could be done by the #EFT calculation of the half-
life of the *H S-decay, which is a well-measured, low-energy reaction. This reaction, as
well as other low-energy observables, is related to the matrix element of the interaction
Hamiltonian between the initial and final nucleon states. However, the #EFT predictions
of observables between A = 3 bound-states systems, were not introduced until recently
[49-52]. The primary challenge in describing these interactions stems from the fact that
the three-nucleon wave functions are the numerical solution of coupled integral equations
[38,39].

The consistency of #EFT for calculating A = 2,3 electro-weak observables, which is
crucial for the extraction of the weak LEC L 4, cannot be examined using the weak
observables only, due to the small number of appropriate reactions. Instead, we are using
the four electromagnetic well-measured observables applicable to the #EFT regime, which
are very similar to weak observables. These observables are the three light nuclei magnetic
moments: (fiq), (fisn), (fispe) [93,/54] and the radiative capture process n +p — d + 7,

whose cross-section is denoted by o, [55].

Electromagnetic weak
One-body LECs Ko, K1 ga
Two-body LECs Ly, Lo Lia
One-body operator o, o’ ort T, 7T
Two-body operator Lqtts, Lot't LLAth
A=2,Q=0 Opp:n+p—>d+ry pp fusion:
observables d magnetic moment (jiq) | p+p—>d+et +1,
A=3, Q=0 SH, 3He magnetic moments: | *H S-decay into *He:
observables (fisgr), {[i3pe) SH -3 He+e 1,

Table 1.2: Electro-weak LECs, operators and low-energy observables.

Table shows the similar #EFT characteristics of both electromagnetic and weak
reactions of A = 2 and A = 3 systems. Up to NLO, the #EFT electro-weak Lagrangian
contains two types of operators: one-body and two-body. The one-body operators are the

Pauli matrices (o, 7,07) and the two-body operators are the four-nucleon fields in term

9
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of dibaryons fields: ¢'t and t's. The #EFT electromagnetic Lagrangian contains (up
to NLO), two types of LECs: one-body and two-body. The one-body LECs which are
coupled the Pauli matrices (o, 7): kg (the isoscalar magnetic moment of the nucleon), and
k1 (the isovector magnetic moment of the nucleon), are both known with high accuracy
from the proton and neutron magnetic moments. The two-body LECs, L, and Lo, are
known from A = 2 electromagnetic reactions: L, which couples the spin-singlet channel
to the spin-triplet channel, and while Ly, which couples the spin-triplet to another spin-
triplet channel.Beside the unknown two-body LEC, Ly 4 (which is the weak analogue to
Ly), the weak #EFT Lagrangian contains the one-body axial low-energy constant, g4,
which is the weak analogue to ;.

the A = 2,3 M; observables depend on the values of the two-body electromagnetic
LECs, Ly and Ls. In past works, the experimental values of the A = 2 observables
(onp and (f14)) were used to fix these LECs [28,56]. Here, we calculate consistently the
A = 2,3 M, observables ((fisn), (fisme),(fta) and o,,), which depend on the same LECs,
so we can extract these LECs from two observables and then use them to predict the
remaining observables. Therefore, we have six independent ways for calibrating the LECs.
These calibrations will be used later in this thesis for the evaluating the stability and
consistency of fEFTfor A = 2 and A = 3 systems up to NLO and for estimating its
theoretical uncertainty.

We argue that this similarity between the weak reactions to the electromagnetic ones,
along with the comparison between the electromagnetic experimental data and the theo-
retical predictions of these observables, will enable us to examine the #EFT consistency

for both sectors (electromagnetic and weak) and to estimate its theoretical uncertainties.

1.6 Structure of the thesis

This thesis is organized as follows: The general formalism of #EFT is presented in Chapter
2. The Faddeev equations describing the three-nucleon wave functions (*H and *He) and a
diagrammatic representation of the three-nucleon wave function are presented in Chapter
3, while the three-nucleon wave function normalization is presented in Chapter 4. The
general form of the calculation of a matrix element between two A = 3 bound-state
amplitudes is detailed in Chapter 5, and the NLO corrections to the Faddeev equations
are discussed in Chapter 6. The calculation of the A = 2 and A = 3 electromagnetic
observables as well as the calibrations of the two-body LECs, L; and Ly are presented in

Chapter 7. The calculation of weak matrix elements, which are used for the extraction of

10
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the two-body LEC, L 4 is presented in Chapter 8, while the calculation of the pp fusion
matrix element up to NLO is given in Chapter 9. We present an analysis of the results
and calculate the theoretical uncertainty in Chapter 10, as well as giving our final results
for the pp fusion matrix element. We then summarize and provide an outlook in Chapter

11.
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Chapter 2

The general formalism of pionless EFT

In this chapter, we briefly summarize the general formalism of #EFT with strong, weak
and electromagnetic interactions up to next-to-leading order (NLO). #EFT , as any other
EFT, is based on scale separation between a typical momentum, (), and high-energy
scale, A.;. 7EFTis applicable for very low-energy interactions in which @ < m, =~
140 MeV, where m., the pion mass, is used as the high-energy scale. The #EFT Lagrangian
is, therefore, expanded in a power series of & [13], which includes only the contact
interactions between the nucleons. In the next section, we present the typical #EFT scales,
that are essential for building the #EFT Lagrangian and, as a result, the # EFT interactions

matrix elements, up to NLO.

2.1 A small parameter expansion of pionless EFT

For light nuclei, the external momentum, p, and the deuteron binding momentum, ;, are
formally considered as O(Q), while the renormalization scale, o (which will be introduced
later in this chapter), is considered to be the cutoff, A.y. In contrast to Beane and
Savage [57] and similarly to Rupak and Kong power-counting [40], in this work we assume

a scale separation between the scattering length, a (which is of the order of é) and the

1
Acut

). This scale separation enables us to use their ratio <B)

effective range, p (scaled as
a

as the small parameter that determines our order of expansion up to Lo (Q/Acut)-
a

The #EFT power-counting of the present work is:
e The external nucleon momentum, p, scales as @);

e The deuteron binding momentum, ;, scales as @ ;

13
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e The renormalization scale, p, scales as Aqy;

1
The scattering length, a, scales as —;

. 1
The effectlve range, p, Scales as 3
cut

The kinetic energy scales as Q?/M;

The loop integration: [ d*p is scaled by @* and

) 1
e The nucleon propagator S(pg,p) = [p — B 4ie|] ~O(M/Q?),

where p and pg refer to the inner momentum and its associated energy, respectively, and
M is the nucleon mass. Similar to Ref. [40], the integration measure [ dgod’q scales as
O (Q°/4w M), as we include a factor of 1/(4m) with every loop.

2.2 Pionless EFT at next-to-leading order

We consider the most general 7EFT Lagrangian which involves only two nucleons (external
electro-weak currents will be included later). A system with two nucleons with zero angular
momentum L = 0 can exist in two different channels: a spin singlet, s,' Sy, (with spin 0 and
isospin 1) or spin triplet, ¢,> S; (deuteron with spin 1 and isospin 0). The #EFT Lagrangian
up to NLO in

AQ can be written as [27]:
cut

2
L=N' (i@o + QV—M) N - Cy (NTEN) (NTRN) — 5 (NTPN)' (NTP.N) +

%5 {(NTPtN)T (NT (V- ?)23N) + h.c} +% {(NTPSN)T (NT (V- ?)21381\[) + h.c} .

Here M denotes the nucleon mass, /N denotes the nucleon field, the subscripts s,t denote
the spin-singlet and spin-triplet channels, respectively, and CS’S, Cé’s are coupling constants
defined using the nucleon-nucleon (N — N) scattering amplitude, A(p) which will be

discussed later in the section. The projection operators are defined as:

. 1 , 1
Pl = —o%'t? P} = —o%r’rt (2.2)

V8 V8

where o, 7 are Pauli matrices.

14
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The equations of motion of each channel in eq. (C-2)) can be written as:

NT(V - ?)2 PN = —4M (z‘ao + %) (NTP.N) | (2.3)

where both time and space derivatives refer to the center of the mass of each channel, and

the mass difference between the proton and the neutron is neglected.
Substituting eq. (2.3)) in eq. (C-2)) yields:
: v? T tarT s (AT T ArT
LN (7,80 ; m) N - € (NTPNY (NTRN) — G (NTP.N) (NTRN) -
2

(NTRN)' (o 7 (NTPN) + hee|— 2 n (NN (09 + ) (NTEN) + he
t 0 AM t . 9 s 0 AM s . .

_ G
2
(2.4)

2.2.1 N — N scattering amplitude

The nucleon-nucleon (N — N) scattering amplitude, A(p) (where p is the momentum in the
center of mass frame), presented in this subsection, is the building block of the two-nucleon

propagator, which is essential for calculating the #EFT interactions.

X SOK OO
Figure 2.1: The N — N scattering amplitude is a sum of the chains of N — N bubbles.

A(p) can be written in terms of the coupling constants, Cy and Cy, up to NLO [13-
15[58]. The LO part of this scattering amplitude is given by the sum over all chains of
bubbles (shown in Fig. 2.1)), which can be written as:

Ct,s
AL WD) = ———i—— (2.5)
i 1 - Cy"Zp(p)
where ¢, s denote the nucleon-nucleon channel and Zg(p) denotes the two-nucleon loop
integral evaluated using the so-called power divergence subtraction (PDS) scheme (see
Refs. [14-16]):

(L 4D/ dPdq 1 1
T = (= 2.6
5(p) Z(Q) (2m)P E/2 — p?/M — py +ic E/2 — p?/M + po + i€’ (2:6)

where E = p?/M is the total center-of-mass energy. This integral is linearly divergent for
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D > 2, but dimensional regularization in the space of dimensions makes it finite [13,|15].
When D = 3, this integral has a simple pole that can be subtracted while using the
PDS scheme, which requires the introduction of the renormalization scale . By analytic

continuation of the dimension from D = 3 to D = 4, one finds that:

To(p) =~ (u+ip) 2.7)

The (full) scattering amplitude A; 5 is related also to the S-matrix by [15]:

where d; ; is the phase shift, such that (up to NLO):

1 1

2
- 2.9
ar.s 5 PtsD ( )

peot (0 s) = —

where a;; is called the scattering length and p;  is the effective range. Given eq. (2.8)), it

is convenient to define p cot(d) such that:

4
£(6,) = ip + . 2.10
pcot (d;,s) = ip A, (2.10)
By combing eqgs. (2.5)), (2.9) and ([2.10)), one finds that:
4 1
Cy° = S S (2.11)
M (_M + ais)

The NLO correction to the N— N scattering amplitude results in a single NLO insertion
(Cyp?) into the LO scattering amplitude. There are four different options for the locations
of these insertions, as shown in Fig. . Summing over all NLO insertions yields [14]:

_O;7Sp2

ANO(p) = AL (p) + AL () = A2 (p) + ——2——
by (p) = A (p) + A (p) = A (p) (=i

(2.12)

Using eqs. (2.8) to (2.10) up to NLO, one finds that:
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Figure 2.2: The N — N scattering amplitudes up to NLO. The blue squares denote the NLO insertion
of the effective range.

1 o Am o ATCyep? s A Pts
pcot (52”40) = pcot (5£O)+—pt,sp2 = ip+ + . — 0y = >
’ ) MAF  (Cy*)2M v (—u . a;)? 2

(2.13)

2.2.2 Coulomb corrections to N-N scattering amplitude

Some of the interactions discussed in this thesis, contain besides the strong interaction,
the Coulomb interactions (i.e., pp fusion and 3He). The derivation of the proton-proton
(pp) scattering amplitude for these reactions is based on Refs. [29,59,60].

At LO, the pp nucleon bubble has an infinite series of ladder diagrams of a Coulomb
photon exchange.

SO RO

Figure 2.3: The pp scattering amplitude is a sum of chains of Coulomb-dressed bubbles.

The sum of all the bubbles yields the scattering amplitude shown in Fig. 2.3}

1

1Ay (p) = _icgcgpemom ’

(2.14)
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where:

21 aM

np) = ——, (2.15)

o =arg[[ (L+in(p)+1)], C,= 1t e 2

and « ~ 1/137 is the fine-structure constant. Jy(p), the amplitude of an infinite photons

exchange (without external energy and momentum transfer) is given by:

3k :
where L
woz/( 2 5 (ki) = Cpe (2.17)

and [¢,) is the solution of the Schrédinger equation (H — E) |,) = 0, where H = H 4 V¢
is the full Hamiltonian with a Coulomb potential. Hence, eq. (2.16) has the form:

M/ d*k 2mn(k 1

627r7](k 2 — k2 o

d3k 2mn(k) p* 1 dk 2mnk) 1
M/ )3 e2mn(k) — 1 kK2p— k2 M/ (27)3 e2mn(k) — 1k2 - (2.18)

The first integral (Ji"(p), hereafter) converges and the second integral (J&V, hereafter)

has no p-dependence, but it diverges with k& — co. Introducing a new variable x, we write:

@’k 2mn(k) p? 1 aM?p? x
Jﬁn M — T d
0 / 3 e2mn(k) — 1 k2 2 k=M / TTon (er — 1) (7202 M? — p?2?)’
(2.19)
and using the known integral
o x 1 1 a T a
TS TSRS NS
/0 Yoo 12 ta2 2 %8 \ox a 4 27 (2:20)
we get that:
alM?
Jin(p) = — ® 2.21
() = o) (221)
where .
P = Y(1 — — —log(s 2.22

and 1 is the derivative of the I' function.

Using p as the renormalization scale, the divergent part of Jy for D = 3 — € is given

18
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by:
o = _M/ d eﬂ% - 11:2 - /dx27r (jwM—Ql)x -
4ﬁr (@ <Ma\/_)6/ df‘f(ef—ln = ‘4%\??;) <M5ﬁ)64<6)”6) . (229)

where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function.
For € — 0, eq. (2.23]) becomes:

qy  oM? wy 1 3Cg log(mr)
J§ = ym [log <a> + -~ +1+ , (2.24)

2 2

which includes a pole for e = 0. For D — 2, the divergent part of eq. (2.18]) has another

pole:
M

J(D — 2) = =D

(2.25)

According to the PDS regularization scheme, the latter pole has to be subtracted from
eq. (2.24), even when D — 3, the result of which is:

ai _ oM? P 3 L pM
= | 1—— ) 2.2
Jo 47 [Og<aM> + CE+ € 47 (2.26)

The Coulomb scattering length is thus contained in the ultraviolet divergent part of

the Coulomb bubble: . 4 .
™ iv
— <Cpp - Jg ) ) (2'27)

ap

where a, = —7.82fm is the measured pp scattering length. Since J§ = Jo(p) + %% “d(n),
eq. (2.27)) can be written as:

1 4r ( 1 aM?

o~ hl0) — o)) (229

ap

and the pp scattering amplitude (eq. (2.14))) can be written as in Ref. [59]:

, 1 . 1 , 4
: — _ 52 PP 2i00 — 52,200 — (2,200
iA,p(p) iC,CpPe =) iCye O%Z;p 0 iCre Y <L ; an)(ﬁ))
(2.29)
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The NLO correction to the Coulomb scattering amplitude

The NLO correction to the pp scattering amplitude is given by the diagrams shown in

Fig. 2.4

Figure 2.4: The pp dibaryon propagator up to NLO. The blue squares denote the NLO insertion of the
effective range.

The contribution from the first diagram (Fig. 2.4] (a)) is:

T%(p) = C3"%o(p)¥2(p) (2.30)
where )
a(0) = [ b ) = e |32 = padd = 3 (@A L (230
and -
Gy = —g—rc (2.32)

with po denoting the Coulomb effective range.

The contribution from the second and third diagrams (Fig. 2.4 (b-+c)) is given by

(see [59]):

Tb+c(p) — CPP Cgp

> m%[%(mb(l’) + a(p)Jo(p)] (2.33)
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where:

Y d3k wz wk) _ o, Bk k) k2 — paM — L(aM)?
— k2 (27T)3 e2m(k) _ 1 p2 — k2
M / dgk e%n(k) K —p* +p* + paM — § (aM)’®

_ (2.34)
627r77(k -1 p2 — k2

[pQ — paM — % (on)z} Jo(p) — J,

and

A3k 62’”7 me*
M =Mad | dp—o——— 2.
J = / T 3mn (k) — 1 a / x (2.35)

which has a p-independent ultraviolet dlvergence.

The contribution from the fourth diagram (Fig. (d)) is:

P (CRy

Tu= = gy o)) (2.36)

The NLO correction to the pp scattering amplitude (AL (p)) is given by the summation
over of the four contributions (egs. (2.30)), (2.33)) and (2.36])):

AG)(p) = _C gpiﬁ“(p) 5 {Wa(p) + CEP [0 (p) Ja(p) — o (p) Jo(p)]} =
1 —Cg"Jo(p)] (2.37)
CPPR -

1 2
T cpagp [P et T G

1
Since 1 can be chosen such that aM < p; 5 (aM)? + C¥?.J is negligible in comparison to
p? — paM. Therefore, eq. (2.37) becomes:

CPP)p2 , Mp..
AD) = ot (7 = paM) = o — P (2 — )
[1 — C() JO(p)] 8 (Jo(p) Cpp)
Cgem%%% 1 (p — M@M) (2 38)
(i n aMcp(n)>
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Up to NLO, the pp scattering amplitude is given by:

iANO (p) = i ALO (p) +iAD) (p) =

! 1 - 1
- 2'6'72762200—7r (— + on(I)(n)) o > (p* —paM) | =

M \ay 2 (£ +ane())

- ALO _ pPc p* — paM
iA,, (p) [1 5 i—l—on(I)(n)] . (2.39)

2.3 Pionless EFT Lagrangian coupled to electro-weak
fields

All interactions discussed in this thesis are either weak or electromagnetic, which should
be added to #EFT Lagrangian, eq. (2.4)).

2.3.1 Weak interaction in pionless EFT

For the low-energy process, the weak-interaction Lagrangian is:

GrVud -
EWeak = Wli‘]u > (24())
where G is the Fermi constant and V4 is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) ma-
trix element. [* is the leptonic current and J,, is the hadronic current, which contains two

parts, a polar-vector and axial-vector, J, =V, — A,.

Up to NLO, the part of the polar vector current relevant to $-decay with a vanishing

energy transfer is:

+

VE = NT%N : (2.41)

+

where 7 = 7 & i79.

Here, we utilized the fact that the Conserved Vector Current (CVC) hypothesis is
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accurate at this order of EFT. The axial-vector part is (see Ref. [32,/57]):

4% = PNIorN 1 Ly [(VTEN) (NTPAN) 4 he] (242
h LO g NLO

where g4 is the axial coupling constant for a single nucleon, known from neutron §-decay

and L 4 is the unknown two-body weak LEC and o the Pauli matrix vector.

2.3.2 Electromagnetic interaction in pionless EFT

The one-body Lagrangian of the electromagnetic interaction is given by:

‘Cl(iignetic = ﬁNT [(50 + 517-3) o - B] N7 (243)

where ko = 0.439902328(26) is the isoscalar magnetic moment of the nucleon and r; =
2.352945028(26) is the isovector magnetic moment of the nucleon, both presented in units

of nuclear magneton. The magnetic field is conventionally defined as B =V - A.

According to the #EFT naive power-counting [40], at NLO there are two contributions
to the two-body electromagnetic Lagrangian:

£(2)

magnetic

=e [Ll (NTPANY' (NTP/N) B; —ieij, L (NTPIN)' (NTPIN) B, + h.c] :
(2.44)
where L; and L, are the two-body LECs of the electromagnetic interaction: L; couples the

spin-singlet channel to the spin-triplet channel and Lo couples two spin-triplet channels.

2.4 Introducing dibaryon fields

The Hubbard-Stratonovich (H-S) transformation is an exact mathematical transformation
from a nucleon-nucleon field into a field of two nucleons (dibaryon). This transformation

is most helpful in writing a three-particle system, as presented first in Refs. [38,39./57].

The transformation is defined using the integral:

0o exXp —% +2x -y
exp (az”) = / ( N >dy . (2.45)
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A general 9" Lagrangian (eq. (C-2))) has the form:

2
L£=N" (i@o + QV—M) N -Gy (NTN)* (2.46)

and the total path integral of the Lagrangian is defined as:

7 = /D[NT,N] exp {— [/ da:o/ddeT <zao + %) N -, (NTN)2H . (247)

where: D[N| = [[dN; over all the partials.
Using eq. (2.45)), eq. (2.47) can be written as:

7 = \/;_CO/D[NT,N]daexp{—/dxg/ddx {NT (z'ao - %) N+ cio“z —2 WZ;Qgﬂ }

where a is an auxiliary dibaryon field that contains two nucleons.

2.4.1 Hubbard-Stratonovich transformations for pionless EFT

In this subsection, we apply the H-S transformation to the #EFT Lagrangian [12,57,/61]
that leads to an equivalent Lagrangian in terms of two-body effective degrees of freedom.
For simplification, we denote (2'80 + %) of eq. by Op, and by using the following
notation:

(NTPN) =y . (2.49)

using this notation,eq. ([2.4)) has the form:

VZ
L=NT (2’80 - W) N = ¢l (Ci+Cs M-Op) (2.50)

a=t,s

and the path integral Z is given by:

2
7 = / AN AN dip,dip, exp {— / dzq / dlx [NT (2'00 + 2V—M> N = > )l(C+ CsMOp) b,

} |

a=t,s

(2.51)
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By performing the H-S transformation and introducing two new dibaryon fields, ¢ (with

spin 1 and isospin 0) and s (with spin 0 and isospin 1), one can write path integral Z as:

2
Z_/deNTd¢tdwsdtdseXp{_/d$0/dd$ {NT <Z80+2V—M) N+

} _
/deNwt,dws exp {—/dwo/dda: [NT (z‘ao + %) N=> > ol <g_2 ((zD)n) w;] } :

n a=t,s

Z —a'(Op — 04)a — ya(V'a + a'y)

a=t,s

Keeping up to first order in Op, eq. (2.53)) becomes:

7 = /deNTl/Jtdl/)s exp {— /dx()/ddx [NT (2’80 + %) N — Z Wl (g—2 + OULQ‘UQ) wl] } :

a=t,s

(2.53)
Comparing eq. (2.53]) with eq. (2.51)) yields the following relations:
2

Yt s
Cp° === 2.54
0 Ot ’ ( )

vi
Oy = —=— . 2.55
> Mo, (2:55)

From the comparison of egs. (2.54) and (2.55) with egs. (2.11)) and (2.13)), we introduce

two new coupling constants for each channel:

V3
yt,S: T ) (256)
M\/pt,s
9 1
L= ), 92.57
= ( u) (2.57)

such that eq. (2.4 has the form:

_ nt s T ; i AT | ; i
L=N (280+2M)N t { Ut+(180+4M)}t S [ JS+(180+4M)}8

— 4 [T (NTP/N) + h.c|] —y, [s"" (NTPIN) + h.c] . (2.58)
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2.5 The dibaryon propagator

The bare dibaryon propagator arising from the #EFT dibaryon Lagrangian, eq. (2.58) is:

2 —1
Dy (po, p) = —i {po - 4% - at,s} : (2.59)

We use a power-counting that is appropriate for systems with a scattering length a that
is large compared to the range of the interaction p [15]. The full dibaryon propagator
(Fig. is therefore defined as the geometric sum of nucleon bubbles connected by bare
dibaryon propagators (see Refs. [38,39] for more details):

D (po, P) = iDY(po, ) - Y (D2 (po, p) - T - (~2ies)?) ", (2.60)

where Zp denotes the two-nucleon loop integral evaluated using the so-called power di-

vergence subtraction (PDS) scheme (see [14-16]). The full (unrenormalized) propagator

—_— — _|_ + .-

C )
Figure 2.5: The dressed dibaryon propagator. The bare dibaryon propagator is dressed by nucleon

bubbles to all orders.

becomes then

2 My; -1
-z _ IS _ 2/ — je — —
0~ 117 Ors + p (\/ Mpo + p?/4 — ie ,u)]

—1
cAr |1 P’ | Ps o
) =Mpo+ 2 P (p2)a— M . (261
. [at,s ot Ty A M) (26

The dibaryon propagator shown above has two poles. One corresponds to the physi-

DY (po, p) = —i [p

cal bound-state (virtual) pole that results from the large scattering length in the triplet
(singlet) channel. The other pole is a spurious pole whose energy scale lies beyond the
breakdown scale of the EFT. We expand the propagator in eq. in powers of the
effective range since the spurious pole causes problems in calculations for few-body sys-
tems. Through this expansion, we can also isolate the pieces that are dependent and

independent of the effective range. Accordingly, we define the LO dibaryon propagator
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as:

-1
47 1 p>
Dy = i— —\/—Mpo+ — 2.62
iDys (po; P) ZMZ/?,S (at’s Po+ 7 ) : (2.62)
which is equal to (see Ref. [32]):
: —i . —i
iDy? (po, p) = —i AL () — (2.63)
Yt,s Yt.s
where:
P =ivp*/4— Mpy . (2.64)

In the case of a bound-state, we expand the triplet propagator (eq. (2.61))) about the
deuteron pole. Up to NLO, the triplet propagator up is given by [43]:

-1
. A 2 2/4 — Mpn — ~2
Dy (po,p) =5 (% —\/—Mpy + %) A [4= Mpo — 2
vi =y +/—Mpo+ 5
(2.65)
For the singlet channel, the singlet propagator up to NLO is given by:
4 1 2\ 2/4 — M
. CAr . _
ZDELO(po,p)ZZMQ(—— —Mpo+%) : 1+% P B
Yo \%s —L +\/—Mpo + &
—1 . : —1
W [iALC(p') +i AP (p')] e (2.66)

2.5.1 The Coulomb propagator

At LO, the pp propagator contains an infinite series of ladder diagrams of Coulomb photon
exchanges. Due to the non-perturbative nature of the Coulomb interaction at low energies,
those diagrams have to be resummed up to infinity like that of the pp scattering amplitude

(subsection [2.2.2)). Similarly to eqgs. (2.62)) and (2.65)), the LO Coulomb propagator is given
by [32]:

, oy —1 1. cdr 1 -1
iDp2(po, p) = — (C2e%70) " —iALO(p) = i— | — + 2@ (s/p))| . (267)
ys Mys a‘p
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where a, 0¢, C,, and ® are all defined in subsection [2.2.2}

M
k= (2.68)
2
Using eq. ([2.39)), the Coulomb propagator up to NLO is given byE]:
;7H)NLO _ 2 9oy -1 1 . NLO __ mLO pc p'2 — paM
iD,,"" (po, P) = — (Cne %) y_glApp = 1D, (po, P) [1 - 7(% 2nd (/) | (2.69)

2.6 The deuteron normalization and Z-parameterization

The long range properties of the deuteron wave function are set by its residue [22,/62]:

i0 1 - 1
‘ [aE iDy(E, p) EZ‘%@ZO L—=vp ( )
which is a function of both the deuteron binding momentum (v, = /M Ey(d)) and the

effective range, p;.

Parameter Value Parameter Value
- 45.701 MeV [63] pi 1.765 fm [64]
s -23.714 fm [65] Ps 2.73 fm [65]
a, -7.8063 fm [66] pc 2.794 fm [66]

Table 2.1: Experimental values for parameters used in the numerical calculation

Using the effective ranges that are fixed from scattering experiments we get (see

Tab. :

Zexp —
¢ L —vpe

In the effective range expansion (ERE), where 7;p; is the small parameter, the order-by-

~ 1.690(3) . (2.71)

order expansion of Z; is:

ZP0 =1,

(2.72)
7O =1 4 4yp, == 1.408 .

'Note that for the case of 3He, since p’ > 70 MeV, uaM can be neglected in comparison to p'2.
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However, for observables that include deuteron break-up or low-energy scattering, the
normalization of the wave function prefactors the cross-section. In these cases, it was
suggested that retaining the physical value of Z; is more essential than fixing p;, as this
choice converges better and faster in the EFT expansion [67,/68]. Thus, the alternative
NLO parameterization, known as the Z-parameterization in which Z; — 1 is the small
parameter, is given by [22}29,50,62,/69]:

ZP% =1,

(2.73)
ZNO = 14 (Z5% — 1) = 1.690(3) .

The price for retaining Z; at its experimental value is that the value of the triplet effective

range at NLO in this parameterization is:

Z9P -1 0.690
pr=—1 ~ , (2.74)
Mt Mt

rather than p, of Tab. These two alternatives are valid rearrangements of the per-
turbative expansion. In the following, we use these two NLO parameterizations, and the
difference in their predictions is used as one of the measures for the theoretical uncertainty

stemming from the EFT truncation.
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2.7 Summary of Feynman Rules

The Feynman rules for the electro-weak interactions are given in Tab. [2.2] These Feynman

rules cover all aspects of the three-nucleon electro-weak interactions. Some of these rules

were presented in the previous subsections while the others will be derived in the following

chapters.

Field structure

Diagrammatic

structure

Feynman rule

Leading order

single nucleon line

2 —1

. . P .
SGy = 10,03 — — 1€
Loy Zbﬁ<p0 m ?

2

LO spin-triplet
dibaryon propagator
eq. (2.62

. 4
Z'Dz] (po,p) = Z'(;ZJ_W

My}

1 2\
<_ . ,/_Mp0+P_)
Qy 4

1

LO spin-singlet
dibaryon propagator

ar |1 / p?
-AB _ cAB
ZDS (p07 p) =10 Myg |Val_8 - _Mpo + Z

-1

My}

eq. ([2.62
(d) LO pp propagator HEEBN ) , »
eq. (2.67 z'Dpr(po, p) = 1648 {— + 2rP (/ﬁ/p’)}

ap

spin-triplet
dibaryon vertex
eq. ([2.58

— 2iy,—=0?1%0"

V8

spin-singlet > __________ 1
= |  $—______Z 9, 2 2 A
® dibaryon vertex 21y NG arT
eq. ([2.58
() three nucleons vertex 2H(A)
eq. (3.24 X A2
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Coulomb interaction

Coulomb propagator
eq. ((3.43

7
A oulom| = 5 1o
1A Coul b(p) pQ +)\2

photon-nucleon vertex

+ze

photon-dibaryon

vertex

+ze

Next to le

ading order

NLO spin-triplet
Effective range

correction
eq. ([2.65

——

— 309 Ar Pt

p2/4—Mpo—%2
My? 2 (1

2
2
a — V" Mpot %)

NLO spin-singlet
Effective range
correction

eq. ([2.66

¢

NLO Coulomb
Effective range
correction

eq. ([2.69

IR ERL

_5AB At pop*/4 — Mp — apM

2 2
My; 2 [i—i—me (Ii/p/)]

Weak Interaction - LO

one-body
weak interaction
eq. (2.42

Weak Interaction - NLO

tT(NTPSN)/(NTPSN)Tt
interaction vertex
eq. (8.2)

i {m/g’—;u_lalsgfx — Liags— (ﬂ - i)} '

[\%02727“ + \/Lg (0'2T27'A)T—‘
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s{(NTP,N)/(NTP,N)ts

interaction vertex

o

; Ds 1 _ 1 — L.
7 Z|:7T 2”#—(1%“% Ly a T <M a)]

{%027&04'_'_%(0.27_2 z)T-‘

sTt/tls

interaction vertex

o

:::::::::.=€ Z lpt—"_psg .
2 \/ptps A

bz (1= ar) (= 2]

Magnetic Interaction - LO

one-body
magnetic interactions
eq. (2.43

— ’Li (/‘io + /'i17'3) (o

o i

Magnetic interactions - NLO, L,

tH(NT P,N)

interaction vertex

cq.

i {m/é’—tuljﬁ (2K1) —

el 1 1 2. 2_A
s (0= a) | [

(NTP,N)

interaction vertex

o

P -
~. /B g (2m) -

el 1 1 ANt
s (= 2)] - [ )]

s{(NTP,N)/(NTP,N)ts

interaction vertex

eq.

é< ) |:7T g_;_u—liﬁ@m) — eLl\/;ﬁ (M— a_ls)} .

[\/LgO'QO'iTA—F\/Lg(OJTQ z)T“

sTt/tls

interaction vertex

eq.

—e L127r\/1/Tps (’u_ ait> ('u_ iﬂ

Magnetic interactions - NLO, L,

tH(NTP,N)/(NTP,N)t

interaction vertex

o

% i [m/é’—;ﬁﬁ@no) — eLZ\/;W (H— a%)] :

’7%027201_'_%(0.27_2 z)T“
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(x)

t't interaction vertex

eq.

_ m

i [ﬁ (2kK0) — eL27%pt <u - ait) <,u -

)

Table 2.2: The Feynman rules for the NLO electro-weak interactions. a: the single nucleon propagator.
b-d: the dibaryon propagator. e-f: : the dibaryon- nucleon interaction. g: the three-body force. h-j: the
Coulomb interaction. k-m: the ERE correction to the dibaryon propagator. n-q: the weak interaction.
r-x: the magnetic interaction. For all Feynman rules, a capital letter indicates the isospin index, while a
small letter indicates the spin index.
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Chapter

Three nucleon system at leading order

In this chapter, we review the derivation of the Faddeev equation for nucleons and its
projections on the quantum numbers relevant for *H (n — d) and *He (p — d) at LO.
The derivation of the Faddeev equations for the three-nucleon has been widely studied in
literature during the last twenty years, e.g., Refs. [38-41},145-47,/70,/71]. In this chapter
we redrive the general equations for three-nucleon system. In addition we show a new

numerical solution for the unbound n — d scattering.

3.1 n-d scattering and *H bound-state

In this section, we derive the Faddeev equations for nucleons and their projections on the
quantum numbers relevant for the doublet and quartet channels of the n — d scattering
(*H), based on Refs. [39,45,147,[71].

This n-d scattering can be divided into two separate channels: the quartet channel in
which the nucleon and the dibaryon are summed to total angular momentum J = 3/2
and the doublet channel where the nucleon and the dibaryon are summed to a total
angular momentum J = 1/2, while the doublet channel is a result of both n — d and
N — s scattering. In the latter, one needs to solve coupled integrals equations for the two

scattering matrices.

3.1.1 Quartet channel

In the case of quartet channel, the three nucleons are coupled to a total spin of J = 3/2

and T = 1/2. Hence the two-nucleon (dibaryon) channel has to be 3S; (deuteron) only.
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The Feynman diagrams leading n — d scattering integral equation are shown in Fig. [3.1]

We use the Feynman rules presented in section to write the three-nucleon scattering

E-k*/2M, E-p*/2M, D

D
= \JCD +j\j{@

k*/i2M pI2M,

Figure 3.1: Integral equation for the strong scattering matrix 7' (red bubble), where D is the dibaryon
propagator and /C is the one-nucleon exchange propagator.

matrix, 7' (see Appendix |A| and Ref. [39,/45,/61},71]):

(Ujai)aéai- ! +
B K24+ p2—k-p— ME

dtq My? \ 70 e N
/ LDy (po, )i (T(E;p,p')k])v g ), ’
(2m)* 2 o pripiopp-ME

(iT(E;p,k)7)5 =

(3.1)

where «, 3, v indicate the elements in the ¢’s matrices, while a, b indicate the elements in
the 7’s matrices. d; is the Kronecker delta. D, and ¥, are the dibaryon propagator and

coupling constant, respectively and FE is the three-nucleon energy.

Using the projection equation,one finds that:
. e Ll iolar N @
iT(E;p k)G = 5(0 )oi(T(E;p, k) ])ﬂ/b(‘ﬂ)g (3.2)

and fora =b=1, a = f3, eq. (3.2) becomes:

/12

T(E, h,p) = = 242 Kol p, E) + 27 [ DE.B)I(E. b)) Kolt . )33, (33)
where the one nucleon exchange propagator is defined as:
Kok p. E) 1Q PP+ k?— ME (3.4)
o\~, P, — 2pk 0 pk ) .
IR
= - d 3.5
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and
2

Di(E,p) = D, (E - 2‘%, p> . (3.6)

Equation (|3.3) can be written in the following form:

T(E,k,p) = —2My; Ko(k,p, E) + 2T(E, k,p') ® K5 (¢, p, E), (3.7)
where
K§ (0, p, E) = My; Ko (p',p, E) - Di(E,p') (3.8)
and )
P
A(...,p) ® B(p,...) = /A(..,p)B(p, ...)ﬁdp. (3.9)

3.1.2 Doublet channel

In contrast to the quartet channel, in the doublet channel the spins of the nucleon and the
deuteron are coupled to a total spin of 1/2. The spin-singlet dibaryon can now appear in
the intermediate state, which leads to two coupled amplitudes that differ in the type of the
outgoing dibaryon as shown in Fig. [3.2l For the n — d scattering we set: a,, = @y, = as

and S, = Sy, = 5.

T=

BRI ANEER AN

L AN AN

Figure 3.2: n-d scattering equations. The double lines are the propagators of the dibaryon fields D;
(solid) and D, (dashed). The red bubbles (T) represent the triplet channel T=0, S=1, while the green
bubbles (S) represent the singlet channel T=1, S=0.

x

The two coupled Faddeev integral equations for n — d scattering in the doublet channel
are (see [39,[45,47,[71) and Appendix [A)):

/2

p
T(E,k,p) = My} Ko(k,p, E) — Myf/Dt(E,p’)T(E,k,p’)Ko(p’,p, E)S 5dp'+

12

dp’ , (3.10)

272

3Mytys/DS(E,p’)S(E,k,p’)Ko(p’,p, E)p
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/2

53 dp'+

S(Ea kap) = _3MytysK0 - Myg/Ds(Eap/)S(Ea kap/)KO(p/ap7 E) P

/2
3M?Js?/t / Dt(Evp,)T(Ea kap/)KO(p/7p7 E) 571‘2 dpl ’ (311)
Equations (3.10) and (3.11)) can be written in matrix form:
t"(E, k,p) = Bo(E, k,p) +t"(E, k,p) @ K(¢/,p, E) , (3.12)
where for n-d scattering:
T(E, k
P g p) = | LBk (3.13)
S(E, k,p)
the inhomogeneous part of the integral equation is given by:
nd Myt2
BO (E7k7p>:K0(kap7E> (314)
_Bytys

and the kernel is,

A _My?  3Myy. Dy(E,
Knd(p/7p7 E) = KO(p/7p7 E) : Y ot . t( p) . (315)
3Myy, —My? )

The Faddeev equation for the bound-state

The above sections describe the Faddeev equation for the three-nucleon system at an
arbitrary energy. For energies close to the three-nucleon binding energy, i.e., when E ~
E'g, the scattering amplitude takes the form

_ Bi(k)B(p)

where the B(E, k) are what we call amputated wave functions or vertex factors, whereas

the R(E, k,p) are terms that are regular at £ = FEp, and thus can be neglected for
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E — Eg[] By substituting eq. (3.16) into eq. (3.12), eq. (3.12) becomes
B (p) = B @ K, p, Bsy) (3.17)

where K3H(p',p, Esy) = f(”d(p’,p, Esy), i.e., the homogeneous integral equation has the
form of the non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter equation [72.|73|, with Esy, the triton binding

energy.

Specifically, for the case of the 3H bound-state, we express the amplitude as

I (p)
BHp) = ¢ , 3.18
where I';, I's denote the two bound-state amplitudes that have a spin-triplet or spin-singlet

dibaryon, respectively.

For the triton, one needs to solve the integral equation:

S

T (p) — Kol p, By —MyiDy(Esy, p')  3Mysys Ds(Esy, ')
T (p) T 3Myy Di(Bon, o) —My2Dy(Esy, p')

which can be written in compact form:

DH) = > Myt Ko(p',p, Bon) @ | DB, o)L (3.20)

v=t,s

where p1 = t, s are the different triton channels and y,,,, are the nucleon-dibaryon coupling

constants for the different channels. The a,, and b,, are a result of n — d doublet-channel

ISimilar to the practice commonly used in the literature (see, for example, Refs. [44}46]), we have
neglected the contribution of a regular part for the scattering amplitude normalization for £ — Ep. The
question of whether these parts might contribute to the three-nucleon amplitude was discussed in private
conversation with Prof. Daniel Phillips of Ohio University and deserves a separate discussion, which is
beyond the scope of the current work.
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projection ( [71]), for example:

ou = 3 [@BPIP)P (0] = -1 (3.212)
s = 3 [(OOBUPINEPIE (] | =3 (321b)
aw =3 [P (Y (PO Y] =3 (3:21¢)
an = 5 [PUEOLERY Y] =, (3214)

where 7, 7 are the different spin projections and A, B are the isospin projections, the same
as those in eq. (2.58)).

All three-body equations in this work can be solved numerically only. We replace
each integral by a sum of weighted functions on the interval [0, A] which is divided into n

segments using Gaussian quadrature [74]:

A n
| 1@ =Y wis (3:22)

where w; are the weights. The three-body bound-state eq. (3.20]) is then the solution of
the homogeneous parts of Faddeev equations [72,/73], which can be solved as a coupled

eigenvalue problem.

3.1.3 The three-body force

#EFT is renormalizable, i.e., the theory has no dependence on the ultraviolet cutoff (A).
In principle, the loop integration over all possible momenta should not be affected by the
upper bound of the integral, A. However, a numerical solution of the integral equations
reveals a strong dependence on A. In order to find the energy for each cutoff, we find the

value of E for which:

Lu(p) = D MyuyuauKo(p',p, B) @ [Dy(E, )T, (0')] (3.23)

v=t,s

Figure. shows that the 3H binding energy which solves eq. (3.20)) has a strong cutoff

dependency. To overcome this problem, one adds a three-body force counterterm to the
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250
© B2, ()
— Exp data

200
= 150
[*]
=3 :
n T . N J
S 100 : : :

>0 / / /
— — ;Z

2 5 103 2 5 104 2 5 105 2 5 106 2 5 107
A [MeV]

Figure 3.3: The binding energy which solves eq. (3.20) as a function of cutoff (A) (dots). The solid line
is the experimental value of triton binding energy - 8.48 MeV.

exchange nucleon propagator Ko(k, p, E) [38]:

LR

Figure 3.4: The triton scattering equations with a three-body force. The double lines are the propaga-
tors of the dibaryon fields D; (solid) and D, (dashed). The red bubbles (T) represent the triplet channel
T=0, S=1, while the green bubbles (S) represent the singlet channel T=1, S=0. The blue squares are the
three-body force

g
i
3

Formally, this three-body force term is obtained by adding

H(A)
3A2

Ly =M= {yENT (0 8) (- 3) N+ 2N (52 ) (5 AN =y [N (F-0) (5 F)N + e }

(3.25)
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to the Lagrangian (eq. (2.58])).

To find H(A), we solve the homogeneous equation (eq. (3.20))) numerically and use
the known binding energy of triton —Fsy = —8.48 MeV to remove the A dependence of
— Esp. For each cutoff we find the appropriate value of H(A) for which:

H(A
FZHe(p) — Z Mypyll |:a,U«1/K0<p/7p, ESH) -+ buu%)} ® [Dy(E{gH,p/)FiH(p/)} ’F13/He<E3He,pl>

v=t,s
(3.26)
where by = by = —1 and by, = by = 1.
Equation (3.26) can be treated as a coupled eigenvectors equation, where for each A
we find H(A) that solves eq. (3.26) numerically. The comparison between our numerical
calculations of H(A) and the analytic result introduced in Refs. [38,/39],

sin [50 log (&) + arctan (%)]
sin [30 log (AA) — arctan (%)} )

with so = 1.00624 and A* = 1.55 MeV multiplied by ¢(A) = 0.879 [75], is shown in Fig. [3.5]

Our numerical results are in a good agreement with the analytical value.

H(A) = (3.27)

Figure 3.5: Values of the three-body force H(A) as a function of the cutoff A for 3H. The dots show
our numerical results for H(A) and the solid line is the analytical result.
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3.1.4 The n-d scattering with £ > 0

In the case of the doublet channel, the spins of the nucleon and the deuteron are coupled
to total spin of J = 1/2,7 = 1/2. The spin-singlet dibaryon can now appear in the
intermediate state, which leads to two coupled amplitudes that differ from each other in
the type of the outgoing dibaryon as shown in Fig. In the case of the unbound n — d
scattering the three nucleons can be in both n —d and N — s (n — S, states, p — Spy),

and we set: a,, = a,p, = as and S, = Spy = S.

Fig. shows a diagrammatic representation of the coupled-channel integral equations
for the scattering amplitudes 7', S’, S and ST (which is the conjugate transpose of S) in
the doublet channel for the case that £ > 0 in which eq. (3.16)) is not valid.

The full Faddeev equations for *H can be written as (see Appendix |A] and Ref. [71]):

T (E,k,p) = Bo + K$(B,p,p) ® T (E, k,p), (3.28)
where
T(E. k Ek
T (B k,p) = p) SUE k) (3.29)
E7 7 ) S<E7k7p)
Ko(p, k,E) + 2 — s |3Ko(p, k, B) +
By = M [ ol A2 . ' [ ol ) o )A ] (3.30)
—YtYs [BKo(p, kE)+ 24 } Y2 [Ko(p, k,E) + =3 ]
and
—2-D,(E.p) 3y - Ds(E,
KS(p b B) = MEy (p.k ) - V0 DB By DulBop) )
3ytys : Dt(E7p) —Ys -DS(E,p) (3 31)

MM ( —thDt(E,p) ytys'Ds(E7p) ) '

A\ wyys- Di(E,p) —y2- Dy(E,p)

Fig. shows that both T'(E, k,p) and S’(E, k,p) are symmetric while S(E, k, p) and
ST(E, k,p) are not symmetric. However, since the off diagonal terms of ?(E, k,p) are
the transpose of each other, the overall matrix, ?(E, k,p), is symmetric.

In the case of the inhomogeneous scattering amplitude, eq. (3.28)) can be solved as a
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Figure 3.6: The full scattering equations for triton with a three-body force. The double lines are the
propagators of the dibaryon fields D; (solid) and D, (dashed). The red bubbles (T) represent the triplet
channel T=0, S=1, the green bubbles (S, S") represent the singlet channel T=1, S=0 while the cyan
bubbles (S’) represent the singlet channel T=1, S=0. The blue squares are the three-body force.

linear equation, where for each k;:

T(EJ%,P) Ul(Eakiap)
S(E,ki,p) _ U3(E,ki,P) 4
ST(Evk‘i,p) UQ(Eaki,P)
!
S (E7 k?z',p) U4(E7 ki,p) (3'32)
M (E,p',p) My(E,p',p) 0 0 T(E, ki, p)
Ms(E,p',p) My(E,p',p) 0 0 . S(E, ki, p)
0 0 My(E,p,p) Ms(E,p',p) SHE, ki,p) |’
0 0 M3(E,p',p) My(E,p',p) S'(E, ki, p)
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where
M\(E,p,p) = —MTy’? _pip,Qo (p2+p§p,_ ME)+2}1(2A)}D1¢( , )5:2 (3.33)
By ) = A2, (p2+p;p,_ 2+ 2 D.(Bn)LS (33
My(E,p,p) = M‘gtys %Qo (p 2+p§p, ME) +2%A)} Dy(E, p) 21’:2 (3.35)
My(E,p',p) = _MTyf _pip,Qo <p2 +p:p/— ME) + 27\(2/\)} Dy(E,p) 5:2 (3.36)
and
w(B k) = M {%p@o (p”k,i; ME) + Q%M} (3:37)
(B kp) = Y gtys [ ]jpcgo (p2 i "‘Zp_ ME ) + 2}19)} (3.38)
w(Bihp) = -2 | D (PHME) 2V
nE ) = M [ Lo, (PHEME)Y W] )

and the experimental input parameters used for the numerical calculation, are taken from

Tab. 211

The linear solution of eq. (3.32)) assumes nothing about the symmetry of the matrices
T,S,S" and S for all k and p a-priori. In order to verify our calculation, we define a new
parameter «, which enables us to estimate the symmetry of a general matrix W:

oM (E) =303

(3.41)

M (E,k,p) - M1(E, k,p)
i

(E,k,p)

where a = 0 implies that the matrix is symmetric. Fig.[3.7shows the symmetry parameter

a for all relevant matrices (7, S,S7,S") as a function of the cutoff A, for two values of

S

energy. For both energies, o’ and o are smaller than 1073, while o, NS However,

—(gtyf
the difference between S and (ST)f, 3, pON ?(E’k’p%(gf 3 (Ekp)
bl 7p

so we conclude that our calculations are accurate also for the unbound case.

is smaller than 10713,
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1 it R T TP P P
10—4,
—T-Tt
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S, — s st
IEG 10—8, -7 _st
»]0*12
2 5 103 2 5 164 2 5 105
A [MeV]
(a)
e
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= 5= (s
o, — g _ gt
= —_
S 1010 T-st
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Figure 3.7: The symmetry parameter « as a function of A for E = 0 MeV (a) and E = 8.48 MeV (b).
In both panels the solid line is a?, the long dashed-dotted line is a? and the short dashed-dotted line is

p=s T
o . In addition we plotted the difference between ? and (?T) which is assumed to be zero (dashed

line).

3.2 p —d scattering and *He bound-state

In this section, we rederive the Faddeev equations for the bound-state p — d scattering

(*He) for the doublet channel, based on Ref. [41,[43||45-47,[76]. Similarly to the n —d

scattering, the quartet channel, which is of higher orders, is not relevant for this work.
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3He, contains one neutron and two protons, so the Coulomb interaction should be
taken into account for accurately describing this system. The photon Lagrangian of the
Coulomb interaction retains only contributions from the Coulomb photon that generate a

static Coulomb potential between two charged particles, defined as :

1 v 1 v 2
Ephoton = _ZF/’L F,uz/ - g (a,uAu - 77}177116 Aﬂ) ) (342>
where F* is the electromagnetic tensor, A* is the electromagnetic four-potential, n* =
(1,0) is the unit timelike vector and the parameter £ determines the choice of gauge.
For convenience, we introduce the Feynman rule corresponding to the Coulomb photon

propagator: _
?
RSEPE

where A is an artificial small photon mass, added to regulate the singularity of the prop-

iDyhoton (K) (3.43)

agator when the momentum transfer vanishes [45].

Naively, proton-deuteron (p—d) scattering should contain an infinite sum of photon ex-
changes [41]. The typical momentum scale for the *He bound-state is Q > y/—2MEE, /A
and the Coulomb parameter 7 [59] is defined as:

(@) =Y (3.44)

=30
Therefore, for 3He, since EfH = —7.72MeV, @ ~ 70MeV and n(Q) < 1, the Coulomb
interaction can be treated as only one-photon exchange diagrams. The Coulomb diagrams
that contribute to p — d scattering are shown in Fig. 3.8 while the fine-structure constant
a ~ 1/137 can be used as an additional expansion parameter.

The power-counting for the diagrams shown in Fig. [3.8 was discussed in Refs. |40} /46]
whereas in Ref. [47] it was shown that diagram (e) is of a higher order than diagrams
(a)-(d), and need not be taken into account at NLO.

Based on Chapter [2| we find that:

. . A1/2
e Every nucleon-dibaryon vertex gives a factor of y; , = =

e Every nucleon-photon vertex gives a factor of +ie
e Every qp integral gives a factor of 4673—]2\4
e Every ¢?dq integral gives a factor of Q3
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Figure 3.8: The possible one-photon exchange diagrams.

e Every photon propagator gives a factor of é

M

e Every nucleon propagator gives a factor of o7

therefore, we find that the power-counting for diagram (a) is:

Acut M s 2 Acut
O(a):M2x%x(@) XQ3X4§M:%X 0 (3.45)

similarly, we find that the power-counting for diagrams (b-c) is:

Acut M s 2 Acut
O(b—d):sz%x<@> xQ3x4§M:%x 0 (3.46)

and the power-counting for diagrams (e) is:

Q
:%:O(a—d)wat.

O(e) (3.47)

Diagram (f) is the contribution from the non-perturbative proton-proton propagator,
which affects the 3H->He binding energy difference, as discussed in detail in [47], and will

be shown later.

3.2.1 The doublet channel

The doublet channel in p — d scattering contains three coupled amplitudes as shown in
Fig. .90 In contrast to the triton, for the p — d scattering the spin-singlet dibaryon has
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two distinct isospin projections, i.e., the np and pp spin-singlet states [45]. The Faddeev

equations for p — d scattering, at LO, can be written as:

(B, k,p) = BY(E, kp) + t"(E k) ® Kpd(p’,p,E)+K§(p’,p,E)], (3.48)

where the three individual components of the amplitude ¢ are

T(E,k,p)
(B k,p) = | S(E,k,p) ; (3.49)
P(E,k,p)
and:
i My? My} [K&(k.p, E) + K&(k,p, E)]
BYY(E, k,p) = [Ko(k?,]% E) + p} —yys |+ —MyysK&(k,p, E) :
—2Y4ys —2Myy K2 (k,p, E)

(3.50)

~yi - D(E, ') 3yys - Ds(E,p') 3ysys - Dyp(E, D)
Kpd(p/7p7 E) = MKO(p/7p7 E) YtYs - Dt<E7p/) yg ' DS(Eup/) _y?, ' Dpp<Eap/) +

2ytys : Dt(E,p,) _2y§ ' DS<E7p,) 0
HA) —y2 - Dy(E,p)  wys- Ds(E,p))  wys- Dpp(E, D'
M A2 %ytys : Dt(Eap,) _§y§ ’ DS(Evp,) _§y§ ’ Dpp(Evp/) ) (351)

2uws - Dy(E,p') —2y2-Dy(E.p/) —32y2- Dp(E,p)
and

—y?2Dy(E, ) 3ywysDs(E,p") 3ywysDypp(E, D)
K§(p',p,E) = MKC(p',p,E) - | ww.Di(E,p)) y?DJE,p) —y2D,(E,p) | .

201ysDy(E,p') —2y2D,(E,p') 0
(3.52)
where
K&, p, E) + K&(p',p, E) KLY ,p, E) K& ,p, E)
K¢W,p,E) = K.(p',p, E) —K&(p',p, E) + K&(¢',p, E) K&, p,E)
K&(p',p. E) K&(p,p. E) 0
(3.53)
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and where: )

p
Dyp(E,p) = Dyp (E - W’p) (3.54)

is the Coulomb propagator [32,59].

The different one-photon exchange diagrams contributing to the Coulomb interaction
(obtained by integrating eq. (3.42)) multiplied by eq. (3.4)) are:

'+2 2’ +
Ma DR N arctan (\/ﬁ) — arctan (ﬁ)
@ - )

K&, p, E) =
W B = o 2p'p v —p
(3.55)
for Fig. (a),
Ke(p',p, E) =
+2 2+
M2a P24 p? — ME) arctan (\/ﬁ) — arctan (\/?WPT%)
4(p? - ME +p'p+p?) ( p'p P —p
(3.56)
for Fig. 3.8/ (b), and
K& p, E) = K& p, E) = aKo(p', p, E)-
1 log 2ME — 2p? + 2p'p — 2p?
dm(p' — p) —p'\/AME — 3p” + 2p'p — 3p2 + p\/AME — 3p? + 2p'p — 3p* + 2ME — p? — p?

(3.57)

for Fig. 3.8 (c and d), where K, was defined in eq. (3.4)).

3.2.2 3He bound-state amplitude and three-body force

The above subsection provides all the information necessary to solve the homogeneous

Faddeev equations for 3He, similarly to those corresponding to 3H. For *He, the homoge-
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Figure 3.9: Diagrammatic form of the homogeneous part of p — d scattering that includes a three-body
force. The double lines denote the dibaryon propagators D; (solid), D,,, (dashed) and Dy, (doted). The
red bubbles (T) represent the triplet channel (T=0, S=1), the green bubbles (S) represent the singlet
channel (T=1, S=0) with np dibaryon while the blue bubbles (P) represent the singlet channel T=1, S=0
with a pp dibaryon. The blue squares represent the three-body force.

neous part of eq. (3.48) can be written as:

H(A
rep) =Y Myuyy[aguKo(p’,p,EsHe)+bﬁw §2)+

v=t,s,pp

a,, KS,(0',p, Bswe) | © DB, p)T(0) , (3.58)

where 1 = t, s, pp are the different channels of *He and Ko(p,p', E) and K, (p,p/, E) is the

w, v index of K (p, p', E) (eq. (3.53))). Notice that for the p—d doublet-channel projection,
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the electromagnetic interaction does not couple to isospin eigenstates ,, such that:

/ 4 1\ i\ T\a .

= 3 [@BPINBEN - i) =3, (3.59%)
/ 4 1\ AYAY .

Aty = 3 [(a M«R)Uﬁ@fﬁ?ﬂ LA 4. Z5A72)da:| . —3. (3.59b)

The three-body force H(A) has no isospin dependence, i.e., H(A)sy = H(A)spe. There-
fore, it is possible to calculate the binding energy of 3He using the three-body force H(A)
obtained in the triton system. Similar to Ref. we find the binding energy which solves
the Faddeev equations for *He, eq. , numerically, using the three-body force known
from 3H at LO with for a large range of cutoffs as shown in Fig. [3.10, From now on,
similarly to Ref. , we will use the numerical binding energies Fsp.(A) at LO as the
binding energy of 3He rather than the experimental Esy, = 7.72 MeV. The high similarity
between our results and Ref. has been used as an additional check for our numeri-
cal calculations. Note that the non-perturbative calculation is the same as in Ref. .
The perturbative calculation is similar to the one in Ref. , except for the difference of
definition of the two-body term, as presented in Chapter.

- -%He Exp data

— 3H Exp data
— Non pertubative (from H(A))
—Pertubative

A [MeV]

Figure 3.10: Predictions for Esy, sy, binding energy as a function of the cutoff A. The solid line is
the binding energy calculated using the non perturbative solution (subsection , the dashed-dotted
line is the binding energy predicted using perturbation theory (eq. ) The short-dashed line is the
experimental value, Fsg, = 7.72 MeV, and the long-dashed line is the experimental value, Fsy = 8.48
MeV.
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Chapter I

Normalization of the three-nucleon amplitude

In this chapter, we present the normalization of the three-nucleon (i.e., H and ®He)
bound-state amplitude, in the form of the non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equation.
This normalization, as introduced in Refs. [73,[78,/79] is found to have a diagrammatic
representation as well. This diagrammatic representation is equivalent to the matrix ele-
ment of the identity operator, and is found to be the sum over all the possible connections
between two identical three-nucleon amplitudes. A similar diagrammatic representation
is used later in this work for calculating the 3H-*He binding energy shift (Chapter 5), for
the NLO contributions to the three-nucleon bound-state amplitude (Chapter 6) and for

the three-nucleon electro-weak matrix elements (Chapters 7-9).

4.1 The Bethe-Salpeter wave function normalization

The three-nucleon Faddeev equations (eqgs. (3.12) and ([3.48))) have the same form as the
non-relativistic BS equation [73,|76}78|79]:

M=V -VGpsM=V = MGpsV |, (4.1)

where M is the scattering matrix, V' is the two-body interaction kernel and Gpg is the
free two-body propagator. From eq. (4.1]) we find:

V =M+ MGpsV | (4.2)
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7N\
N/

Figure 4.1: Diagrammatic representation of the two-body BS equation for the scattering matrix M.

and upon substituting V' in eq. (4.1)), we get:
M=V - MGpsM - MGpsVGpsM . (4.3)

For a bound-state, M has a general form:

+R, (4.4)

where |I") is the wave function amplitude, (I'| is the representation of |I') in the dual space
(including Dirac conjugate) and R is a regular part which is finite at £ = Ep and therefore
can be neglected for E — Ep (see the footnote at subsection. Substituting eq.
into (eq. (4.1)), and equating residues at E = Ep yields the wave equation for |T'):

) = —VGps|T) . (4.5)

Substituting eq. (4.4)) into eq. (4.3), multiplying the resulting equation by F — Ep and
taking the limit £ — Epg, one finds that:

(I|Gps (1 +VGpgs) )

D) (P = — lim |T) 5 E, (T -
- g DIGEs (14 VG) D) (T Gs (Gps +V) GpslT)
E—Ep E— EB E—Ep FE — EB ’

o4



CHAPTER 4. NORMALIZATION OF THE THREE-NUCLEON AMPLITUDE

From eq. 1} Elgjrng (T|Gps (1+VGps)|T)y = 0, so the RHS of eq. 1} is of the form

0/0, so one can use the ’'Hopital’s rule to evaluate the limit (which equals -1) explicitly:

lim 2 <F‘ Gps (Ggg + V) GBS|F>

E-Eg 98

0
Jim Op(E — Ep) A o (T CGis (Gps +V) GasT)
-

(T| GysGp5Gas + Gps (G35) Grs + GrsGpsGls| D) | p=py+
(T| G5V Gps + GpsV'Gps + GpsV Gy p=p, =
(T Gps + Gs (Gps) Gos + Gl D) b=y + (U] = Glpg + GpsV'Gps = VGips|D) 5=, =

0
<F| Gps (GE}S«),GBS—FGstlGlerﬂE:EB = <F| GBS@ (Gg}g + V) GBS’F>|E:EB =—-1,
(4.7)
where the terms proportional to % IT') vanish, due to the BS equation [79).
According to our notation, Ggs = —D(E,p), the two-body propagator, and V' =

My?*Ko(p,p, E), the one-nucleon exchange matrix, such that the three-nucleon normal-

ization condition is:

0
1 =(B| GBSa_E (—Gps — V) Gps|B)|p=E,, (4.8)

4.2 The non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter wave-function

normalization

The three-nucleon homogeneous integral equation (eq. (3.17)) was found to have the same
form as the non-relativistic bound-state Bethe-Salpeter equation (eq. (4.5])):

I'(p) = My’ Ko(p,p', E)D(E,p') @ T(p') . (4.9)

The normalization condition for the equation is given in Appendix A and in |76}78}79].

This is thus a representation of the normalization operator, 7 , such that:

z7! :/ = / 24 ['(p)S(=po, —p)D(E-+po 10)><i L(E.p.p) = My’ Ko(p, /. E)
2m)t ) (2n)4 ’ ’ oF o =B

X D(E +p67pl)5(—p6, —p,)r(p/) . (410)
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Carrying out the angular and energy integrations gives

2 12 7./ 2
A pdp [ p“dp 1 21
z™! =/ / T'(p)D(E, p) x sz?{ —d(p—p)

o2 o2 Am+\/3p? — AEM P
~1

2 [p2 (p? — 2EM) + (p* — EM)* + p'] }D(E,p’)F(p’) . (4.11)

with:

2

R , 2T _
I(E,p.p) = e 5(p—p)DH(E,p), (4.12)

and S(pg, p) as the one-nucleon propagator:

1

S(E,p) = (4.13)

p?
Po— o7

4.3 The normalization of *He,He wave-functions

The homogeneous part of the Faddeev equation of both *H and 3He has the form of a
non-relativistic BS equation, which couples different channels.
Using eq. (3.26)), the normalization condition that determines the wave-function factor

Z°H has the form:

1:Z3H/(d3p /(d3p/ Z FZH(p)DM(Em,P)

2m)3 ) (2m)3

Hv=t,s

0 s N et N
X {% [I#V(Eapap) —IC“,},I(p,p,E)] } X DV(E3H7p)FVH(p) . (414)

E=Esy

We rewrite the above equation in terms of the wave-functions ¢;H (p) and obtain

1= [ [ S oo (B - K B)] )
- ( o ts uv p p nv p7p7 E=E3H 1 p .
(4.15)
We recall that 1/13H is the normalized three-nucleon wave-function
(W, lp) = V2R / dpoDy(Esgt + po. )L, (9) S (—po. —p) (4.16)
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and
- , 272 , .
Lw(B.pp) = —50(p =) Du(Ep)™ O (4.17)
KzIIjI(p?p/aE) = Myu?/uapuKo(pl,P, E) ) (418)

where 0, , is the Kronecker delta.
For 3He, the normalization condition that determines the wave-function factor Z°He

has the form:

d3p By SHe d 1- N seHe, s
- / (2m)3 / (2m)3 > U] (P)X{@ L B.p. o) = Ko, 0, )| EEBHC}%H (),

w,v=t,s,pp
(4.19)
where:
(,lp) = V2°he / dpoDy(Esne + po, p) <L, (p)S(=po, —p)
K (0,0, B) = Myuy,a,,, [Ko(p',p, B) + K, (0,0, E)] (4.20)

and KE (p/,p, E) is the i, v index of the matrix K¢ (eq. )

14

4.4 The diagrammatic form of the normalization

The implication of the one-body unit operator is turning a single nucleon operator into
two one-nucleon propagators under the assumption of energy and momentum conservation

in the center-of-mass system:

A A ‘

Zpi = Zp”ZO,

T

dow = Yo' =E, (4.21)

where 4, j are the different nucleons indexes, p', (p’ i) refers to the one-nucleon incoming

(outcoming) momentum and pj(py) refers to the i’s nucleon incoming (outcoming) energy.
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The Jacobi momentum p is defined as the relative momentum between the dimer
and the one-nucleon of the incoming (outcoming) three-nucleon wave-function, p(p’) =
1

5 [P(P') — (=p (—p’))] and E is the total three-nucleon energy.

Let us note that an energy derivative acting on a single nucleon propagator that con-

tains the energy E can be written as two propagators:

5pSER) == [ GRS < SEME I -p) . (2)

Therefore, the normalization operator for eq. (4.9) can be written as a multiplication of
the one-nucleon propagators and the corresponding delta functions, under the assumption

of energy and momentum conservation:

[P [ [ ] s o s

dk A3k dk»/ BE
{ / O/ / / 515 (E+po-tho, p +k)iS(E+p)+ko, p' + k')iS(—ko, —k)iS(—kj, —K')

x6° [p+k—(p' + k)] [53(p’ —p)0°(k — k) + %53(k’ —p)d°(k — p’)] }iD(Eeré? p')iS(—py, —p")L(p') .

(4.23)

By performing the energy integration, eq. (4.23]) becomes:
/ p2dp / ’de . p)x M2y —i i\/3p2 —4EM —2p —p'\ 21%5(p — ')
22 27r2 4r(p — i/3p2 —AEM —p — 2p/ p”

1
D(E. p)T(p), (4.24
2p’2(p2—2EM)+2(p2—EM)2+2p/4 (B p)TE), )

which is identical to eq. (4.10)).

Figure shows in detail the two topologies of the normalization diagrams. For the
case in which the normalization insertion connects the two dimers in the three-nucleon
systems, it is proportional to a%j (Fig. (a)). For the case in which the one-nucleon

exchange propagator connects both one of the dimer nucleons and the single nucleon, the
diagram is proportional to 8%/@ (Fig. (b))
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(E+po+kop+K) (E+po+kiop +K)

S[p +k-(p' + k)]

(E+p'op)
(—ko, —K) (=Ko, —K) S

§(k-K')

(=p'y=P)
(=Po, —P) P (=p'=P)
P(P) D)
(2)

(E+py+kop+K(E+po+kop +K)

(E+pop) 8lp +k-(p' + k)] (E + pg,p")

(—ko, —K) (=k'o,—K)

\ 7
\ 7
\yl
8ok M oep)
/N
/7 0\
/ \
(=Po, —P)
Y(p)
(b)

Figure 4.2: Diagrammatic representation of two possible connections between two identical three-
nucleon wave-functions, ¥. The double lines are the propagators of the two dibaryon fields, D. The solid
lines represent one-nucleon propagators, while the dashed lines denote the delta functions. Diagram (a)

. 9 .
is proportional to 8—EI , while diagram (b) is proportional to a—EIC.

Note that since for both *H and *He, I@W is not diagonal, eqs. 1} and 1} involve

different channels.
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Chapter

A = 3 matrix element in pionless EF'T

In this chapter, we present the general method for calculating an A = 3 matrix element
in #EFT. This method is used in this work for calculating the A = 3 electro-weak
observables, as well as the *He energy shift perturbatively and the NLO contribution to

the three-nucleon wave functions.

5.1 The general form of an A = 3 matrix element

In Chapter 4] we showed that the three-nucleon normalization can be written as:
i 9 s / i / (o
1 = Zl/}u(p) & %[qu(Eapap) - ’C,uzx(pvvaﬂE:Ei ® 1%(27) ) (51)
v

which can be written in terms of a matrix element:

1= (4| opem (B |vl) (5.2)

JTR%

where O}"™(E;) is the normalization operator such that:

: (5-3)

norm 0 7 i T
O™ (Ei) = = [IW(E,p,p’) - My,y,a,, K, (0, p, E)}
5 E=E;

where:
. Ko(p',p, E i=3H
i, = o(p',p, E) (5.4)
Ko(p/,p, B) + K, (0, p, E) i ="He

14
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and
. Ay 1 =3H
ai,, = (5.5)
a, i="He,

which are a result of N — d doublet-channel projection (egs. and ) Note
that we are considering here one-body operators that do not have additional momentum
dependence. However, the formulas given here could easily be extended also to this case.

Equation can be generalized to any operator, O,;, between the initial (i) and

final (j) A = 3 bound-state wave-functions (¢ ;), whose matrix element is evaluated as
<Oj7i(QO7 Q)> - <Sv S,:ﬂ Iv IL? E/| Oj,i(QO, Q) |S7 S27 ]7 IZ? E> ) (56)

where:

e S denotes the total spin (%) of the three-nucleon system.

e 5., 5! denote the initial and final spin projections, respectively.

I denotes the total isospin ( ) of the three-nucleon

1
2

I., I’ denote the initial and final isospin projections, respectively.

¢ is the momentum transfer of such an operator (assuming that for the initial state,

the three-nucleon total momentum is zero).

e The energy transfer is defined as: ¢y = £’ — E.

Therefore, a general operator that connects two three-nucleon bound-states with I = %,
S = %, factorizes into the following parts:
O]”i = OJOTOJ',Z‘((]Q, Q), (57)

where O7, the spin part of the operator whose total spin is J, and O, the isospin part of
the operator, depend on the initial and final quantum numbers. The spatial part of the
operator, O;:(qo,q), is a function of the three-nucleon wave-function’s binding energies
(E;, E;) and the energy and momentum transfer (qo, ¢, respectively).

The observable associated with the above matrix element is also related to a reduced

matrix element between A = 3 bound-state wave functions:

(10i(a0, D)) = (S, 1. E', q|| 07 O" O;i(q0, 9)|| . I, E) .
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In the next subsection, we write explicitly the reduce matrix element term for a general
one-body operator. Note that the amplitude I'(p) (and as a result, ¢(p)) still carries
implicit spin and isospin indices, S, and I,, respectively. We calculate the reduced matrix
element shown above by performing the spin algebra with the afore-mentioned spin and
isospin projectors and the spin- and isospin part of the operator under consideration for one
particular choice of external spin projections. Then we use the Wigner-Eckhart theorem
to combine this matrix element with a Clebsch-Gordan coefficient to obtain the reduced

matrix element.

5.2 Matrix elements of one-body operators

The one-body normalization operator, O}™(E;) (eq. (5.3)), is a result of N — d doublet-
channel projection (egs. (3.21)) and (3.59))). For the case that the one-body spin and isospin

operators are combinations of Pauli matrices, the general matrix element will be a result
of the different N — d doublet-channel projections coupled to a spin-isospin operator. To
evaluate the reduced matrix element of a general one-body operator, one needs to calculate
explicitly one component of the spin operator, @’. For an operator whose spin part is

proportional to o, for example, the zero-component of (O7), (Of) is given by:

(OB (q0.q o—Zyuyy v {dffyi(qo,Q)Jraffy [/@(qO,Q)Jr/@fV(E,qo,q)”|¢i>,

where Z (E, qo,q) and I@(E , qo, q) represent all the possible connections between two three-
nucleon wave-functions (1¢,17) that contain a one-body insertion of momentum and
energy transfer without a Coulomb interaction. The spatial parts that do not contain a
one-nucleon exchange are denoted by 7 (g0, q), and the spatial parts that do contain a one-
nucleon exchange are denoted by K (qo, q); the full expressions for 7 (E, qo,q) and I@(qo, q)
are given egs. ) and (| - :{V and d” are a result of the N — d doublet-channel
projection coupled to OJOT. ICEV(E, o, q) are the diagrams that contain a one-photon
interaction in addition to the energy and momentum transfer. A derivation of an analytical

expression for these diagrams is too complex, so they were calculated numerically only.
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M2
dr(q—p+7)

{log [q <\/4EM 302 — 2 +p’) ¥ - p) (\/4EM 3p2 — 2p — p’) +q% + 200 M

Z(qo,q) =

-1
—AEM + 2 — 2qp + 4goM + 3p®

— VAEM — % + 2qp — 4qoM — 3])2\/

log [—(p —7') (\/4EM —¢®>+2qp — 4goM — 3p* —p — 2p’> +4q (V4EM — %+ 2qp — 4qoM — 3p* — p'

y , 272
6(qo — E+ E')o(p" — p) o

(5.9)

and:
X M2
K(qo,q) = X
(00 = 5 T B+ ) — @) — 20a
{log [(~EM + p* + pp' +p”*) 2EM — 2Mgy — 2 (p* — pp' + p*) +2¢(p + ) — ¢*)]
—log [(—EM +p*> —pp’ +p*) (2EM —2Mqo — 2 (p* + pp' + 9*) + 2¢(p +¥') — ¢°) ] } -
6(go — E+E"é(qg—p+p) (5.10)

Figure[5.1|shows all possible diagrams of a one-body insertion of momentum and energy

transfer between two three-nucleon wave-functions that contain a one-nucleon exchange.

The one-body reduced matrix element, ([|O}?(E, o, q)l|), can be easily calculated as a
function of the three-nucleon quantum total spin and isospin numbers, using the Wigner-
Eckart theorem. Since these calculations are not dependent on the spatial structure of
the three-nucleon wave function, one can isolate the spin and isospin matrix elements in

terms of the three-nucleon quantum numbers such that (again for the zero component):
10 (g0, Iy = 5 2 (il e 2 w0) + @Ko, [01) o (610
(38, Jo} 187)
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that can be written as:

(11032 (a0, ) ) = <— lo7]] —> <1»fé o7 f%>

X Z ¢J | yuyy{dlljz' do, q )+ a’ZIJ/ [’C(I%p/?EaQO) + ’CO qu ]} |¢Z> ) 5 12)

such that for i = j:

A, = S, (5.13)
;3
) , i="H
g = ! , (5.14)
I / - } H
a,, t="He

where IC " (q0,q) = 0 for 3H.

The reduced matrix element of the spin part of the operator, <% ||(’)J H %>, is a function
of the initial and final total spin of the A = 3 nucleon wave-function. For the case that
07 = o, the reduced matrix element, < HO‘] H %>, is calculated using the Wigner-Eckart

(3lol15) =2 (3lsl ) = V. (5.15)

theorem such that:

5.2.1 Two-body matrix element

In contrast to the normalization operator given in eq. , which contains only one-body
interactions, a typical #EFT electroweak interaction contains also the following two-body
interactions up to NLO:

tit, s's, (s't + h.c) , (5.16)

under the assumption of energy and momentum conservation. The diagrammatic form of
the different two-body interactions, given in Tab. ((0) — (q) are the two-body weak
interactions while (s) — (z) are the two-body magnetic interactions), is a result of the
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation of a four-nucleon interaction vertex (see, for exam-
ple, Refs. [28,[32] and Appendix [C).
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5.3 Deuteron normalization and the matrix element

in pionless EFT

The calculation of matrix elements is significantly harder in the three-body sector than
in the two-body sector due to the more complicated structure of three-body diagrams
[38,139]. However, a closer look at the deuteron wave-function normalization reveals that
the deuteron wave-function normalization can also be written in the same manner as

discussed above, since

0 1 1

=il L1 Zy= ,
d OFE iDy(E,p) E:%,pzo d 1 —npe

(5.17)

where the energy derivative of i L is equivalent to the addition of a one-nucleon

t(E7p)
propagator, as discussed in Chapter Hence, a general deuteron matrix element that
contains energy and momentum transfer (such as the deuteron magnetic moment) can be

written as the sum over all possible connections [16]:
J M2\
(5 P'10;(a0, 91115, p) = (1|O7[|1) (87%) (P'[Z(q0, 9)Ip) - (5.18)

For the case that O =1 and qo,q = 0, eq. (5.18) gives the deuteron form factor, F¢(0),

which is equal to 1:

(103t ) = (5= )_liwd,o,m - (& ) M )

87T’}/t 87T’}/t 87T’}/t N

This matrix element form, which is very similar to the general three-body matrix element
(eq. (5.11))), implies that in the case of bound-state matrix elements, our wave-function

approach can be applied in the two- and the three-nucleon systems, consistently.

5.4 Example: *He->H binding energy difference with

a perturbative Coulomb

In this subsection, we apply the formalism introduced above to the so-called Coulomb

energy shift in the three-nucleon system. We define the Coulomb-induced energy shift,
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AE, as [45-47):
- E3He - —ESH + AE (520)

The energy difference between *H and 3He due to the Coulomb interaction can be calcu-
lated perturbatively at LO as a matrix element of one-photon exchange diagrams (Fig.
a~-d) and the pp propagator (diagram f) between two triton bubbles, as described in de-
tail in [46,47]. In our notation, these Coulomb interactions can be treated as a special
case of a general matrix element, despite the fact that the Coulomb interaction does not
conserve the three-nucleon isospin. This representation is possible since we divided the
contribution to the energy shift into a one-body (1B) term and a two-body (2B) term.
The one-body term originates from the one-photon exchange diagrams being calculated
as a one-body interaction between two *H bound-state wave-functions and does not affect
the three-nucleon isospin. The two-body term originates from the difference between the

proton-proton propagator and the spin singlet propagator (which is a two-body operator).

In terms of eq. (5.6)), AE has the form:

AEW) =2 30wt [ 0)Dul B )| @ I 0,17 Bow) © [ DB U0
+2°1 Z [ (B, )} ® [ausKo(p,p’,EsH) +busHj$)} ® {[Dpp(EaH, P) — Dy(Esy, p')]
(5.21)

Using the fact that:

3 / 3 / H A
FsH(p) = Z [FMH(p)Du(E?’Hap)] ® |:ausK0(pvva3H) + bus /EQ ):| 5 (522)
pn=t,s
eq. (5.21]) becomes
AEA) = Y 0, (0) ® u Ky, (0.0, Esn) 00, (1)
poV =ty one body
5 Dpy(Esy,p) — Dy(Esu,p) | 6(p—1), o
+ pr®{pp X 2120, 1),
2, ) D.(Ewn.1)? pr 2T O S
two—‘l;ody
="y, () ® [0 (Bayy, p,pf) + OLP) (B, p. )] @0, (0) . (5.23)
pn=t,s
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where Z 1 is the 3H normalization, and

OIS (B,p.1) = e K, (0,0, B)3(a — p+ 1), (5.24)
Dy (E,p) — Dy(E, p)
Oq(QB) E / — PP ) s ) 525
w o (E,p,p') D.(E )’ (5.25)
é(p—1p)
X —p’2 27r25u7351,,s ,

where Kgy(p, P, E) is given in eq. and ¢, = a,, under the assumption that I'y =
Lyps Tppi Dpp(E, D), Ds(E, p) were defined in Chapter .

Figure. [3.10] shows that summing over all possible one- and two-body Coulomb dia-
grams (eq. (5.21))) is consistent with the non-perturbative calculation presented in sec-
tion m Both calculations reproduce the predictions presented in Refs. [46}/47], and this

fact serves as a validation of the numerical calculation presented here.
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Chapter

Perturbative correction to the three-body

nuclear wave tunctions

The components needed for a consistent calculation of an A = 3 matrix element up to
NLO (i.e., retaining terms of order %) are the interaction operator, O;;(qo,q), and
the bound-state amplitudes up to this order. In this section, we present how the NLO
contributions to the three-nucleon bound-state amplitude can be calculated using the
method presented in Chapter |5l Specifically, we follow the NLO bound-state calculation
of Vanasse et al. |43,50], except that we consider y; # ys.

In our notation we distinguish between the NLO correction to the scattering matrix
t(E,k,p) and the NLO correction to the bound-state scattering amplitude (B(k)) which

is the homogeneous solution of the Faddeev equations.

6.1 The NLO correction to the full scattering ampli-
tude

In this section, we use the formalism introduced in Chapter 5| to calculate the NLO
correction to the full scattering amplitude.

For simplicity, in a similar manner to that presented in Chapter [, we first write the
NLO correction for the case that the t-matrix contains only one channel, i.e., t(E, k,p) =
T(E,k,p), and then extend this formalism for 3H and 3He.

The full t-matrix can be expanded order-by-order:
T(E,k,p) =T"°(E, k,p) + TY(E, k,p)+ ..., (6.1)
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NUCLEAR WAVE FUNCTIONS

where TYO(E, k,p) is given by eq. (3.12) and 7™, which contains the effective range
corrections up to NLO, is derived next. Based on Chapter. 5| and Ref. [43], eq. (6.1 for a
bound-state (eq. (3.16])) can be written as:

T(E,k,p) = T*(E, k,p)+T"°(E, k,p) D'°(E, p )@ OW(E, p/,p" )@ D" (E, p") T"°(E, p", p),
(6.2)

where the operator OW(E,p’,p") contains all NLO corrections to the T-matrix (see
Fig. [6.1). Using eq. (6.2)), the NLO correction to the T-matrix is given by:

2

/] H(A
|:K0(p7p 7E)+ /EQ>

M
TO(E, b, p) = =T (B, ko)D) @ { =

X [A(E,p") + A(E,p)] } © D (E,p) T (B,",p) . (6.3)
By using the STM equation (eq. (3.10), eq. (6.3) becomes:

/2d /
1O kp) = [ AT b ) AE) DB ) T(E. 5.
™

2 2y 2/4 — EM —1/a2
_ ™ p/p pTLO(E,k,p/) 3p/ /CL2 5 % TLO<E,p/,p) ’ (64)

o 2 2
My=J 2m (V32 /A= EM - 1/a,)

where p is the effective range, ay is the dibaryon scattering length, Ky is defined in

eq. (3.4),

DNLO(E7p) - DLO(Eap)
DM(E, p) 7

A(E,p) = (6.5)

and DNYO(E. p) is defined in eq. (2.65)).

6.1.1 The NLO corrections to the three-nucleon bound-state

pole position

Following Vanasse et al. [43], we use eq. (6.3]) to predict the NLO correction to the three-
nucleon binding energy. We extend the method developed by Ji, Phillips and Platter [44]

to include complications due to the isospin. The scattering amplitude possesses a pole at
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T (k,p, E)

)\
T PO

. DE

\ )

f

T (k,p, E)

Figure 6.1: The t-matrix describing a bound-state up to NLO (red bubbles). The LO t-matrix is the
result of the LO homogeneous Faddeev equation - eq. . The NLO correction to the t-matrix includes
the effective range p (black dot). The double lines are the propagators of the two dibaryon fields and the
blue square is the three-body force.

the binding energy and can be written as:

T(E,k,p) = T°(E, k,p) + TY(E, k,p) (6.6)

_ 2Ok, p) + ZW(k, p)
 E—(Ep+AEp)

+R0(E7kap> +R1(E7kap)>

where Z40, Z(1 are the residue vector functions and AEg is the NLO correction to the
binding energy. Both Ro(F,k,p) and Ry (FE, k,p) are regular at E = Ep, so they can be
neglected. At the first order in ERE (NLO) of eq. (6.6), one finds that [80]:

(1) LO
Z0(kp) |\ Z900D)

TO(Ekp) = =5~ E= Ly

(6.7)
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where Z'© is defined around the pole (E — Ep) from eq. as:

ZY0(k,p) = lim (E — Eg)T"°(E, k,p). (6.8)

E—FEp

For E — FEg, AEp is given by:

TO(E E — Eg)?
AEB: hm ( 7kap)( B) )

ST 7100k p) (6:9)

It might seem that the binding energy correction (AEp) depends on the incoming and
outgoing momenta (k,p). However, we would expect the NLO binding energy, EX-C =
Ep + AEpg, to depend on the cutoff A only, similarly to LO (as shown in Fig. [3.10), so it
is essential to examine its momentum dependence. Since for a bound-state (eq. (3.16)):

(k) (p)

T(E7k7p>: E—EB )

(6.10)
eq. (6.3)) becomes:

T(l) (E, k:,p) (E_EB)Q — FLO(/{)FLO(p/)DLO(E,p,)®0(1) (E,p/,p//)®DLO(E,p”)FLO(p”)FLO(p) —
PO (k)M (p') @ OW(E, pl,p") @ ¢ (p" )T (p) , (6.11)

where "°(p) is the three-nucleon wave-function (eq. (4.16) for *H and eq. (4.20) for
3He) and DIO(E, p) is the dibaryon propagator at LO (eq. (2.62)). Since ZMX°(k,p) =

limp g, TFO(K)TEO(p), substituting eq. (6.11)) into eq. yields:
AEg = ¢H(p) @ OV(E,p,p") @ ¢'° = f(A), (6.12)

which is a function of the cutoff A only, i.e., it has no dependence on the momenta k£ and

p.

6.1.2 NLO three-body force

From eq. (6.12)), we find that the NLO correction to 3H has a cutoff dependence that needs
to be removed [81]. Similarly to the LO case, this A-dependence is removed by adding a
term that includes an NLO correction to the LO three-body force, H")(A), such that T
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becomes:

2

M H(A
TO(E, k,p) = =T (B, k,p) D“(B,p) & { = /E? |

® [A(E,p") + A(E,p’)]} ® DYO(E,p")T"(E,p",p)

1+

HMO(A
1B,k )DO(B) @ Ty o DO )T ) L (613)

Using the STM equation (eq. (3.10) yields:

3p2/4 — EM — 1/a2

0 [P o : Lo
T (E>k?p)__M 2 TT (Evkap)x 2T (Eapap>
Y (\ /324 — EM — 1/a2)
H®(A
—T"(E, k,p')D"(E,p) @ AZ( g @ DY(E,p")

X TYO(E,p" p) . (6.14)

Using eq. (6.13), AEp is now given by:

1

AEg(A) = —§My21/zLo(p’) ® { [Ko(p’, P E)+ H(A)

AQ

(1)
<IME) + AE ) | 000 - 200 o T 0 oG 65

Let us now consider the three-nucleon case and set eq. (6.15) to zero for 3H [43], with

B(p) = B™(p) (6.16)
and
ey [ 0 P)
U(p) = ¢ (p) (wiH@)) : (6.17)

The NLO correction to the 3H binding energy is given by:

AEp(A) =) 9" (p) © OF) (Bspt, p, ') © 0 ()) (6.18)

2l
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with

, H(A
|:0J,u1/KO(p>p ) ESH) + b,ulz ( >1

A2

| —

OO (Eay,p, p) = Myuyu{

X AH(E3H,]9> + AV<E3H7p/)

+bW%}. (6.19)

Where the diagrammatic representation of AEg(A) for the case of *H, is shown in Fig.
0.2]

(@ Er ) (D - B )

Figure 6.2: The NLO correction for *H binding energy. The double lines are propagators of the two
intermediate auxiliary fields, D; (solid) and D;* (dashed). The red bubbles (T';) represent the triplet
channel T=0, S=1, the green bubbles represent (I';) the singlet channel T=1, S=0. The black circles
denote the NLO correction to the dibaryon propagator, while the blue squares denote the NLO correction
to the three-body force (H™M)(A)).

Therefore, we find that the NLO three-body force has the form:

HO(A) ' 1 : H(A)
— A2 =M Z Q/JMH(I)) & Ey,uyz/ |:a,uuK0(p7p 7E3H) + bﬂl’T:|

H,v=t,s

-1
X | A (Evie,p) + A, (Bsee, p) }wiH(p’)x [M S yuyuwZH<p>®bW®wiH<p'>] .

u,v=t,s
(6.20)
Using the fact that:
H(A
W) =M Y g, (p) © [a,wKo(p,p’, Eay) + buu%] (6.21)
pu=t,s
and H(A)
FiH<p) =M Z yuyl/ {aung(p,p/, E3H) + buuT} ® lﬁiH(p/) ) (6'22)

v=t,s

76



CHAPTER 6. PERTURBATIVE CORRECTION TO THE THREE-BODY
NUCLEAR WAVE FUNCTIONS

Equation (6.20)) becomes:

(1) ,

p=t,s

A/L(E*‘)H?p) i AM(E3H7p/)
DM(EC"Hap) DM(E?’H?p/)

op—17p 3
27T2 (ppzp)} ®¢“H(p/)

-1
X [M > yuywaH(p)®bw®wiH(E8H,p’)] . (6.23)

H,v=t,s

A comparison of the analytical and the numerical results of the NLO three-body force,
HM(A) of eq. (6.20), reveals that they are in good agreement, as shown in Fig. [6.3] The

diagrammatic representation of AEg(A) is given in Appendix D.

_50 |

-100

A/HNIO(A)

-150

-200}

— Analytical
* Numerical

A[MeV]

Figure 6.3: The three-body force, H(A), at NLO as a function of the cutoff A in MeV for H. The solid
curve is the analytical expression for H(A) taken from [44], while the dots are the numerical results based

on cq. (5.20).

6.1.3 3He - correction to the three-body force and binding en-

ergy
The prediction of HM(A) for *H (see subsection [6.1.2) enables us to calculate the NLO

corrections to *He as well. Similarly to the LO calculation, we are using the three-body

7



CHAPTER 6. PERTURBATIVE CORRECTION TO THE THREE-BODY
NUCLEAR WAVE FUNCTIONS

force to determine the NLO correction to *He binding energy, by assuming that H®(A)
has no isospin dependence [43]. The diagrammatic representation of AEg(A) for the case
of *He, is shown in Fig. [6.4 Similarly to *H, the correction to the binding energy of *He
is a function of A only [43]:

AEp(N) = > 9, (p) @ OW) (B, p. 1) @9, (1) | (6.24)

w,v=t,s,pp

1 2H(A
O (Este, p, p') —Myuyu{§ {GLVKO(pap/aE«“ﬁHe) +a, KS,(p, v, Eame) + b, A(2 )
HMO(A
X [AV(E3H67P) + AI/(E3Heap/)] + b:u/ A2( ) }
2 /2 2
pT+pe+ A
+aQo (T) X (04001 + 36,,5005)
(6.25)

where aQq <%) originates from diagram (f) in Fig. .

In contrast to *H and to 3He at LO, the numerical result of eq. (6.25) reveals that AEp
for *He diverges with the cutoff A (see Ref. |43]) and does not vanish. This contradicts
the assumption that the addition of an isospin independent HNYO(A) to TNFO removes
the cutoff dependence of AEp for both 3H and 3He. The solution to this issue is obtained

by defining a different three-body force for *He, such that:
BN = BYQ(A) + AER(A) = 7.72MeV, (6.26)

which equals to the experimental binding energy of 3He, where Eg,LI?e(A) is shown in
Fig. [3.10]
Accordingly, the new three-body force, H*(A), is defined and can be calculated nu-

merically as:

HY(A) _
A2

7.72MeV — EXO (A) . e
e Y 0 0) © O0) (e p. ') © 0,7 ()

w,v=t,s,pp

><[ > w,iHe(p)®bLV(E3He,p,p’)®¢3He(p’)] (6.27)

H,v=t,8,pp

while its analytical form is given in Refs. [43,44].
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The diagrammatic representation of AEg(A) for the case of *He, is shown in Fig. m

Figure 6.4: The NLO correction for 3He binding energy. The double lines are propagators of the
two intermediate auxiliary fields, D; (solid) and D;? (dashed) and DPP (dotted). The red bubbles (T';)
represent the triplet channel (T=0, S=1), the green bubbles represent (I'y) the singlet channel (T=1,
S=0) with an np dibaryon, while the blue bubbles (I',,) represent the singlet channel (T=1, S=0) with
pp dibaryon. The black circles denote the NLO correction to the dibaryon propagator, while the blue
squares denote the NLO correction to the three-body force (H™M(A) + H(®)(A)).
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6.2 NLO corrections to the three-body wave function

The full (non-perturbative in «) Faddeev equations for *He (at LO in ERE) consist of
two parts - the strong part and the Coulomb interaction part:

H(A
3He Z My,y, X {CLLVKO(p”p, Esype) + b;w /52 ) + c KC (P, p, Espe)

v=t,s

(9 D (ESHeup)F (ESHG?p)

H(A
+ Myuys |: prKO(p b, E3He) + b:ipp /EQ ) ® DPP(EBHevp,)F;I;e(p,)' (628)

Faddeev equations for *H at LO are:

H(A)

o) ® DB p)T(0) - (6:29)

DAp) = > My, [auKo(p',p, Eay) + by

v=t,s

Using eq. (6.28)), the *He-*H binding energy difference, defined in subsection , is a
function of the Coulomb part of eq. (6.28)), using *H wave-functions and assuming that

ws<E7p) = wnﬂ(Eap> = wﬂp(Eap) = w(EJ?)PP'

This implies that the *He-3H binding energy difference can be written as a first-order

perturbation in a:

Zw“ ) @ O, (E,p,p') @ 40(1), (6.30)

where ), = wiHl, is the three-nucleon wave-function without the Coulomb interaction,
c .
and OF,(E,p,p') are the Coulomb parts of eq. (6.28):

05 (E,p.p) = K5, (0,0, E)+ | awKo(p, 0, E) + by Ouys-

(6.31)

H(A)] lDM)(Eap) — D,(E,p)
A2 Dy(E,p)?

The NLO correction to the binding energy can also be written as a first-order pertur-
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bation in Q/Acy:

ABgp(A ZIZJLO W (E,p,p) @00

= ZLO > ML (p)DEC(E, p)] @ OW(E, p,p)) ® [Dy°(E,p)I° ()] . (6.32)

2214

where p,v are the different dibaryon channels and OLIJ(E,p,p’ ) (defined in eq. (6.19))

is the NLO correction to the binding energy in terms of the different dibaryon channels.

Since egs. (6.30) and (6.32) have the same form, we can define the homogeneous scattering
amplitude up to NLO such that for 3H

NLO _ 1pLO 1 _
IO (p) =T10(p) + TV (p) =

H(A
S aukalprt ) + 8, 5 + OBt | © DO (BTG (639

v=t,s

and for *He,

I0(p) = T10(p) + 'V (Eope, p)

H(A
= Z {a;w [KO(p7p/7E3He) + Kc (p p E3He)] +b,/ul/ ( )

A2

+OL (Bvtesp, ) J @ DL (Bome, p)TEO (1)
(6.34)

which are no longer Bethe-Salpeter equations, therefore, the Bethe-Salpeter normalization

condition is not valid.

Having defined the NLO correction for the bound-state scattering amplitude, I, it
is now possible to define the general form of a three-nucleon matrix element (such as an
electroweak (EW) interaction) up to NLO:

(O%) + (Opw) = 3 WOy ?) + (IO + P10 1) + (4010, ),

2l

LO 1
oF ol

(6.35)
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where:

o) = VZ{[DYO(E,p) - D) TO() + D pTO(p)}, (6.36)

where Z; is the NLO correction to the three-nucleon normalization, which is determined

by the A=3 form factor, as will be discussed next.

6.3 The NLO normalization

Charge conservation puts strong constraints on the zero-momentum limit of the electric
form factor. In this subsection, we, therefore, want to relate the three-nucleon charge form
factor to the three-nucleon normalization procedure discussed here. Following Ref. [16],

we expand the charge form factor of the deuteron up to NLO

Fo=FP +FY, (6.37)

where for the deuteron:

Ay q
FEP(0) = ZJ° lim — arctan | — | = 1. 6.38
5°(0) = 24 tim 2 avetan L (6.35)
Up to NLO, one finds that:
Fe(0) = Z7™9 lim it arctan | L | — 759 lim 7,5,0,5ﬂ arctan | L | . (6.39)
=0 ¢ 47, 40 q 4y

We can rewrite this as:

(250 +2") FY = 203 P =1 = 20 = yp =0, (6.40)

From eq. (6.39)), it is easy to show that up to NLO:
ZY0 —yipe =1 — ZF0 =1+ 7,p,, (6.41)

which equals 1.408, as discussed in Chapter [2]

Similarly, the A = 3 NLO normalization is obtained from the 3H and *He form factor
up to NLO [16,50,52]. Based on eq. ([5.11)), it is easy to show that at LO, the A = 3 form
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factor is given by:

FP(q) =Y wO(E,p) © OLCP) (q) @ vL°(E,p) (6.42)
8%
where:
Oil/C(IB) (q) = yﬂylf{d I(QOa ) [I&(Qm ) ICSI/(QOa q):| } ) (643)

and dl},, a’li, were defined in egs. and ( -

Based on eq. (6.35)), up to NLO, F(0) is given by:

FYO(0) = FL(0) + FL(0) = Y0k (B, p) @ OFECI®) (0) @ w10 (E, p)

v

1
+ 5 [V0(E ) 8 OLTD(0) @ vLO(E,p) + vE (B, 1) © 0L (0) & v (E, p)
+ULO(B,p) ® OFCCR(0) @ YLO(B,p) = FLV(0) =1, (6.44)
where:
FC(1B o norm
OFCUB)(0) = Ono™(E;) (6.45)
and ¢ =2 H, *He.

Since the two-body term is a result of the Ay photons, which couple only the triplet

channel, the two-body term can be written as [52]:

272

FO(2B
O/w( )(O) - 2

6(p — ' )0utlus - (6.46)

By substituting eqs. ) and (| in eq. - one finds that the NLO correction to
the triton form factor, Fé)(O), is given by:

R0 =53 {wfmp) ® O™ (Bant) © 0°(0) + ¢10(p) © Op™ (Bar) © w9><p'>}

v=t,s

272

S0P © T8 - 1) @ YO =0, (6.47)
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and similarly for 3He:

2

v=t,s

1
FP0)=3" {wf})(p) ® O™ (Bse) @ 9,7 (0) + 1, (p) @ Opp™ (Bage) @ 1/}5”(29’)}

2

- SO0 @ 8 - ) @ UO) =0, (6.4

where for both *H and *He, ¢;(L1) (p) is the normalized NLO correction to the three-nucleon

wave-function [

INote that by defining eqgs. (6.47) and (6.48)) to be equal to 0, we are consistent with Refs. [50,52] in
which F;(0) = FY©(0) + FNYO(0) = 1, where F;(0) is the three-nucleon triton charge form factor up to
NLO.
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Chapter

A = 2,3 Electromagnetic reactions

In this chapter, we present our calculations for low-energy electromagnetic reactions, which
will be used later (chapter 10) to study the consistency of #EFT in the transition from
A =2to A = 3 nuclei and vice-versa. These reactions are essential for understanding the
nuclear structure and the dynamics of light nuclei, and therefore a comparison between
7#EFT prediction and available experimental data can confirm the validity of #EFT for

both physical and non-physical pion mass.

In this thesis, we focus on four well-measured low-energy electromagnetic “M;” re-
actions, i.e., the magnetic moments of the bound nuclei (fi4), (fisn), {(fispe) [53,54], and
the cross-section o, for the radiative capture n + p — d + ~ for thermal neutrons [55].
While the matrix elements of the A = 2 reactions ( (fi4) and o,,) were predicted using
7EFTup to NLO [16}28,82], the matrix elements of the A = 3 reactions (*H and *He
magnetic moments) haven’t been predicted using #EFT until recently. However, recent
studies have shown much progress in this front. First, a recent calculation employing con-
figuration space Schrodinger equation representation of #EFT hinted a regular behavior
of the A = 3 magnetic properties, at least at small cutoffs of the theory [83]. Second, a
new method to calculate A = 3 form-factors has been used to calculate A = 3 magnetic
moments, using an SU(4) symmetry approximation for the nucleon, without including the
Coulomb interactions for *He [52,84].

In this chapter we use the formalism developed in Chapter |5| to calculate the A = 3

matrix elements of the magnetic moments within 7EFT .
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7.1 M, observables in the A =2, 3 systems

M observables at vanishing momentum transfer are related to the electromagnetic nuclear
current density J () at vanishing momentum transfer ¢ Explicitly, the magnetic moment

of a state is just the expectation value of the operator:

N
jr=—5Vqx NAG I (7.1)

while the cross-section of the thermal neutron radiative capture n + p — d +  is pro-
portional to the transition matrix element of the same operator between the neutron and
proton, S = 0 state, to the deuteron, S = 1 state [16}28,57].

Thus, to calculate these observables, one needs the nuclear amplitudes of the A =2, 3
nuclei, as well as the nuclear current in response to a magnetic photon. The resulting M;

strengths are just matrix elements of the nuclear current between the nuclear amplitudes.

7.2 Magnetic photon currents in pionless EFT

A magnetic photon interaction with a nucleus can be modeled effectively as an interaction
with ever growing clusters of nucleons. In #EFT | LO includes a single nucleon interaction
with a photon, while the interaction of a magnetic photon with two-body clusters appear-

ing first at NLO. The electromagnetic Lagrangian is given in Chapter [2[ by eqs. ([2.43))

and ([244).

Applying the H-S transformation on eq. (2.44)) leads to the interaction in terms of the
dibaryon fields (see Ref. [28] and Appendix |C)):

e L o= , = -
Chsgnetc = 327 [NT (ko + k173) & - BN — L) (t's + stt) - B + L(tTt) - B] . (1.2)

where the two-dibaryons-one-photon coefficients are given by:

/ _ _pt + psﬁ
Li(p) = Nk + (), (7.3)
L (1) = lo(p) — 2r0, (7.4)
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where [; and Iy are RG invariant combinations:

- (- )ed). oo

b = 221, (u—if (7.6)

TPt Qg

and a; s are the spin-triplet and -singlet scattering lengths, p, ; are the respective effective
ranges and y is the renormalization scale. Note that since [Ly, L2] = fm™*, (), lo(p) are
dimensionless. Here p is taken consistently as the three-body regularization scale A = p,
contrary to past works, where it was taken at the #EFT breakdown scale = m,. We
note that since the photon field A fulfills B =V - /f(f), then the scattering operator i is
given by the prefactor of B in eqs. and . Feynman rules are extracted trivially,

using this fact.

7.2.1 Diagrammatic representation of the electromagnetic ma-

trix elements

Two-nucleon electromagnetic matrix elements

The matrix element of i (Eq.[7.1]) between two-nucleon states is represented diagrammat-
ically in Fig.[7.1] This matrix element represents oy, ({fia)) if the initial state is in relative

Two body

ISy (3S1) state, respectively.

One body

Figure 7.1: Diagrammatic representation of i between two-body states, up to NLO. /i insertion is
represented by the photon vertex. The double lines are the NLO propagator of the two dibaryon fields.
D; (solid) and Dy (dashed). The red lines represent the neutron propagator while the blue lines
represent the proton propagator. A spin-singlet dibaryon-nucleon-nucleon vertex is proportional to ¥
(blue diamond), while a spin-triplet dibaryon-nucleon-nucleon vertex is proportional to y; (red diamond).
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From Fig. [7.1], one concludes that up to NLO, the magnetic moment of the deuteron
is given by:

(fa) =230 (2k0) + Zy° [yepe Ly (1)) = 260 + Yepela () = 260 (1 + 15(1)) | (7.7)

where we implicitly define the net NLO two-body contribution as: I,(p) = vy l;ﬁ’; ). We

Q
Acut

note that [ and I, are not of the same order of magnitude, since gtTp; =0 (

The cross-section of thermal neutron capture on a proton is related to the matrix

element Y by:

2
4
(r)/t +q / ) sy2 ~ 20”1_715 s (2/11) (Yrip)ZJ (78)

n, =2
T T T Mgy, Miq

where Y,,;, is the sum over all the diagrams of Fig. and g = 0.0069 MeV is the momentum
transfer [52,[85] [

Since (jiq4) is approximately 1, we define the normalized matrix element, Y, = Y,,,/(2+1),
so that both A = 2 matrix elements and their associated LECs, [}(x) and l5(p) can be
compared with each other. This normalized matrix element is also obtained by Fig.
to yield:

Vi =vZ | (1- ) + PP ), (7.9

Vs 4K

and up to NLO is given by:

[ 1 Ve/PtPs / 1 P+ ps
Yn/p = Z}i\ILO (1 — ’ytas) + Z(I;O4—/€1L/1(,U) = chi\ILO 1-— Yoas — Mt 4 + lll (M)’

(7.10)

where here the net NLO two-body contribution is defined by I} (1) = Yir/prps 2 4/{ . We note

that [} is about an order of magnitude smaller than [/;, due to a (numerical) suppression

originating in 4x; ~ 10.

The above expressions up to higher order corrections can be found in the literature

(see, e.g., Refs. [28,82]).

n this work, similar to Refs. [52,[85], we use ¢ = 2Mvja, = 2 - M2200M/s = 0.0069 MeV. This value
is higher than the value used in Refs. [28]/82], ¢ = 0.068 MeV. We found that {1 (¢ = 0.0069 MeV) is higher
than {1 (¢ = 0.0068 MeV) by 20%(10%) for the Z- (ERE-) parameterization.
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Three-nucleon electromagnetic matrix elements

The three-body diagrams representing the matrix elements of i appear in Fig. At
LO, only the diagrams that include a one-body electromagnetic interaction coupled to
Ko— K1 = fin and K1+ kg = p,, contribute to the magnetic moment (left panels of Fig. .
At NLO, these interactions are augmented with a single NLO insertion, in the nuclear
amplitude or in the propagators, as well as with the diagrams that include the two-body
interactions coupled to the two-body LECs: i and I, (right panels of Fig. [7.2)). As the
latter interactions are at NLO, the bubbles and propagators are taken at LO.

)
2
;

One body Two body

Figure 7.2: Different topologies of the diagrams contributing to the triton magnetic moment. The
double lines are the propagators of the two dibaryon fields. D; (solid) and D, (dashed for nn and np),
where the red line is the neutron and the blue line is the proton. Most of the diagrams couple both the
triplet and the singlet channels. The diagrams with one-body interactions are coupled to (ko — K1) = pin
(upper) and (ko + k1) = pp (lower). The two-body interactions are coupled to both !} (upper) and I
(lower).

The A = 3 magnetic moment expectation value, (i) = (%)) 4+ (P
bod bod
one-body two-body

lated numerically (with the experimental input parameters shown in Tab. by summing

), can be calcu-

over all diagrams up to NLO, as shown in Fig. [7.2]
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my _ Gllolls)
(P = Ve

Z V) @ gy (0 + r173) [ 42520, 0)

+ aK(0,0)| @ ¢i(p), (7.11)

where for 3H:

1
t np nn
v
di =t [ Zpa+imy pa—p 0, (7.12)
np Mn3MP ILLp
nn 0 0 s
and
v
t np nn
7
=t | = (SHp = 3Hn) Hp+ 20 3pp (7.13)
np | e TS 20—y —fhp
nn 21 =2ty 0
and for 3He:
S t np nn
v
d;ﬁf - t %:up + %:un Hp — Hn 0 (714)
np Hp 3,Un L
nn 0 0 fp
and
v
t np nn
W
CLZ; - t - (gﬂn - %:up) Hn + 2:“19 Slun : (715>
np | Ry S 2ty — fn —fin
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Note that for H and ®*He, eq. ((7.11)) is defined such that:
() = 10 300 (0) @ gt [dg;i(o, 0)
J787
+ apiK(0,0)]| @ Ui(p) = ko , (7.16)
for the case that ju,, = i, = Ko, since:
> VL) @ Y |diZ(0,0)+
[T
a,K(0,0)| @y (p) = 1. (7.17)

The three-nucleon magnetic moment matrix element that contains two-body interac-

tions, i(?®)| can be written as the sum of all two-body interactions (see Ref. [48]):

(1) = + 2 L4 (o) )

(7.18)
Lhal [(0(p)[¢np(p)) + hec]
where
—2 3{
al? = 3 (7.19)
1 3He.

Figure[7.3] (a)+(b) present a one-body A = 3 matrix element coupled to i55; (ko + K173) 7,

iy in the case of neutron and i, in the case of proton.

At LO, Fig. (a) is given by:

d3p d3p/ 27T2 M2
Vi Esy, S(p—7p) - Yu( By, p') =
HnYy / (27)3 (2m)3 p? Vi (Esy p)4ﬂ_ 302 — AM By (p—p') - Yu(Esp, p')

pnMy; (W (Bayg, )| 97 (B, 0, p,0) |00} (Esm, p)) , (7.20)

Fig.|7.3| (b) is given by:

wt(E?’Ha p/) =

) d3p d3p/ M2
P = F (E .
HpYr / (27)3 (27r)3¢t( . P) P2 (p2 — 2M Esgg) + (p2 — M Esg) + p/*

,U/pMy? <¢L(E3H7p/>‘ IchO(p’p/, E3H7 O) |¢Z(E3H7p)> ) (721)
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where ¢ =3 H.
Figure (¢) (two-body operator) is given by:

, [ & )
ly / th(ﬂm,p) : (7.22)

The A = 3 magnetic moment expectation value, (i) = (2®)) + (4(?®), can be calculated

ttel, ; .
—2iP 2iP; —2iP,y;

3y 3H 3H u -© SH 3H 3SH
Ho' 7 —2iP,y,
(a) (b) ()

Figure 7.3: Three of the diagrams contributing to the triton magnetic moment. The one-body diagrams
which are coupled to p, - o (a) and p, - o (b), diagram (c) is coupled to the two-body LEC 5. The
double lines are the propagators of the two dibaryon field D; (solid). The red lines represent the neutron
propagator while the blue lines represent the proton propagator.

numerically (with experimental input parameters shown in Tab. [2.1)) by summing over

all diagrams up to NLO as shown in Fig. [7.2]

7.3 Results

Evidently, the A = 2,3 M; observables depend on the physical (RG invariant) values of
the LECs, i.e., ' = li(p = A — o0) and I'S° = l5(p = A — o00). In past works, the
experimental values of the A = 2 observables (o, and (fi4)) were used to fix these LECs
[28,56]. Here, we calculate consistently the A = 2,3 M; observables ({fisn), {f3me),{fla)
and Y, ), which depend on the same LECs, so we can extract these LECs from two
observables and then use them to predict the remaining observables. Therefore, we have
six independent ways for calibrating the LECs. These calibrations will be used later in
this thesis for the evaluating the stability and consistency of #EFT for the simultaneous
description of A = 2 and A = 3 systems up to NLO and for estimating theoretical
uncertainty (Chapter [10)).
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=, U'S° and M, observables up to NLO in

both Z- and ERE- parameterization. For each row, the '+’ denotes the M; observables

Table summarizes our predictions for I’

used for I'{°, I'S° calibration, by comparing our calculation to the experimental data. For
example, the first row of Tab. shows the LECs fixed from A = 3 observables and our
prediction of A = 2 magnetic observables, while the second row of Tab. shows the

LECs fixed from A = 2 observables and the prediction of A = 3 magnetic observables.

Note that for each M; observable we have three predictions.

17°/1072 | 7/1072 | (s)[DNM] | (fisge) nNM] | {fia) nNM] Yo

472 (14.2) | -1.55 (4.1) * * 0.87 (0.92) | 1.253 (1.31)

4.66 (9.0) | -2.55 (-2.55) | 2.978 (2.76) | —2.145 (—1.89) * *

466 (9.0) | -2.4 (29) * —2.144 (—1.66) | 0.86 (1.17)

466 (9.0) | -0.13 (-31) | 2.996 (2.59) * 0.88 (0.61)

492 (15.2) | -2.55 (-2.55) * —2.143 (—2.23) * 1.255 (1.32)

4.60 (13.4) | -2.55 (-2.55) | 2.967 (2.91) * * 1.253 (1.30)
Mean | 4.73 (13.0) | -1.66 (-0.04) | 2.98 (2.75) | -2.144 (-1.93) | 0.87 (0.89) | 1.253 (1.31)

A 2 (2.8) 1.11 (25) | 0.015 (0.16) | 0.001 (0.28) | 0.01 (0.26) | 0.001 (0.01)
Exp data 2.979 -2.128 0.857 1.253

Table 7.1: Numerical results for our prediction for 14,15 and A = 2,3 M; observables. The nominal
value is calculated using Z-parameterization, while the number in brackets is calculated using the ERE-
parameterization. Mean denotes the mean value of the M; observable based on its three predictions while
A denotes the standard divination of these predictions.

A closer examination of the LECs mean and standard deviation revels big differences
between the LECs. For the case of the Z-parameterization we find that while [ has
minor dependence on the M; observables used for its calibration, i.e., Al}* /I = 3%, the
° is of the same order of magnitude as 5™, i.e., Al5™/15%° ~ 70%.

For the case of the ERE-parameterization, we find that the differences between 17> and 15>

stranded deviation of [}

are more significant; while Al 5 p 5/l Grp = 21%, Aly 5y is two orders of magnitude larger
than 57,5 This behavior of 11*,15> will be discussed later in this thesis (Chapter [10]),

and will use for estimating the theoretical uncertainty of #EFT .

7.4 Magnetic interactions in Lattice QCD
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0.15

~ -

_____

= ERE, fixed simultaneously
= Z, fixed simultaneously

= * ERE, fixed separately

= = Z, fixed separately

A [Mev]

51642

I, [a.u]

-0.2

-0.4

____________________________

= ERE, fixed simultaneously
= Z, fixed simultaneously

= = ERE, fixed separately

= = Z,fixed separately

-

2

Figure 7.4: Numerical results for LECs I} (up) and I4 (button), calibrated from (fisyy) and (fisfe)
The solid lines are the numerical results obtained from A = 3 observ-
ables simultaneously, while the dashed lines are the numerical results obtained from A = 3 observables

as a function of the cutoff A.

separately.

In previous sections, we used experimental data to calibrate the value of the electromag-
netic LECs, [ and 5. An alternative way was accomplished recently by the Nuclear
Physics with Lattice Quantum Chromo Dynamics (NPLQCD) collaboration, as reported
in Ref. ,. In this section we will calculate Y, using /1 extracted from lattice QCD

.“;1(‘)32 51642‘ %1652‘ .‘;1662 .“;107

A [Mev]
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data (subsection [7.4.1)) and will extract [$° using the lattice magnetic moments of both

3H and *He (subsection [7.4.2)).

7.4.1 Calculation of 0, (Y,,) using [{* from lattice QCD data

In previous sections, we used experimental data to calibrate the value of the electromag-
netic LECs, [{ and 5. An alternative way was accomplished recently by the Nuclear
Physics with Lattice Quantum Chromo Dynamics (NPLQCD) collaboration, as reported
in Ref. [85]. They have performed large scale lattice QCD calculations of a system of
neutron and a proton coupled to a strong electromagnetic field B. The energy differ-
ence between the 1Sy and 35 eigenstates of this two-nucleon system is then given by
AE = 2(k1 + L1) 5| B [8789], with Ly = Zar1 [205(12) + Yer/Pspi — 2 (ps + p1)].

The results of the simulations allow them to extract L; = 0.285733 nNM, or:

AR = 6.06%13,(6.66*15p5,) /1077 (7.23)

The uncertainties here are related to the lattice calculation and to the uncertainty intro-
duced in the extrapolation of the simulations (done at large non-physical quark masses)
to the natural values of the quark masses. Comparing to Tab.[7.1], a 20 deviation is found.

This translates to about 2% deviation from experimental matrix element, Y, :
Yy, = 126775015 (1.23010013) (7.24)

where nominal value is the one produced using the Z-parameterization, and the ERE-
parameterization value is given in brackets. This result is in some contrast with the
conclusions of Ref. [85], where a perfect fit with experiment was found, since the power-
counting used in that paper is different than the one we use here. e.g., the deuteron
normalization is taken at its nature value (Z; ~ 1.69) at all orders, and not perturba-
tively, as in eq. . In addition, no theoretical uncertainty due to the EFT truncation
in the calculation of o, is given in that paper. Interestingly, when we use recent lat-
tice QCD calculation of d, 3H and *He magnetic moments [86], we find that the result
is inconsistent with the experiment by more than two standard deviations of the numer-
ical calculations. The LQCD “experimental” value for (fisy) is 3.56 + 0.23 nNM so it
contains ~ 7% uncertainty, in addition to the inconsistency with the measured magnetic
moments of 2.9789 nNM [53]. The difference given here is not sufficient to draw any defi-

nite conclusions. Therefore, in the next section, we will try to reproduce the lattice QCD
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magnetic moments using the #EFT diagrammatic method introduced in this work, with

the non-physical pion mass: m, = 805 MeV, up to NLO.

7.4.2 Magnetic moments in Lattice QCD

In recent years, physical observables of low-energy electromagnetic interactions have been
calculated (with large uncertainties) using lattice QCD for a non-physical pion mass (and
then have been extrapolated to the physical pion mass) [86,/90]. They found that for the
non-physical pion mass, m, = 805 MeV, the magnetic moments are: x,=3.119(33)(64)
nNM and &, = -1.981(05)(18) nNM. Their calculations yielded the following results: (fi4)
= 1.218(38)(87) nNM for the deuteron, (fisp.) = 2.29(03)(12) nNM for *He and (jisy)
3.56(05)(18) nNM for the triton. Since for non-physical pion mass, the Coulomb interac-
tion is ignored, the radiative capture, o,,, cannot be accounted for consistently i.e., the
Coulomb interaction is ignored.

In this section, we use our numerical and analytical methods for the extraction of [ and
I from our prediction to the A = 3 magnetic moment in #EFT by repeating all numerical
calculations with the non-physical pion mass, m, = 805 MeV. In contrast to the physical
world, there are different approaches for calculating physical inputs. The values of the

lattice nuclear parameters used in the calculation are detailed in Tab. 7.3.

Parameter | Nature m, = 139 MeV (Tab. EI) LQCD m, = 805MeV [83,89,91]
M [MeV] 938.9 o 1634(18)
B., [MeV] 15.9(40)

a, [fm] -23.75

app [fm] -7.806

v [MeV] 45.701 180(44)

ES, [MeV] 8.482 54(11)

EE, [MeV] 7.718

o 1.765 fm 3.96(20) /m

Ps 2.73 fm 5.89(45) /m

po 2.794 fm 5.80(45) /m.

Table 7.2: Lattice nuclear parameters used in the numerical calculations. The values for the singlet and
triplet effective ranges were taken from private communication with CalLLAT.

These new non-physical inputs require a new calculation for both three-body force

and three-body scattering amplitudes, up to NLO. Repeating the same calculations for
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both *H and *He magnetic moments with the physical input taken from Tab. 7.3, along
with the non-physical magnetic moments: p,=3.119(33)(64) nNM and p,,=-1.981(05)(18)
nNM, we find that the A = 3 magnetic moments are (Tab. :

SH[nNM] $He[nNM]
One-body, LO 3.1195+0.002 | -1.981+0.001
NLO range corrections 2.3840.02 -0.9240.02
Experimental “data” [86] | 3.5640.23 -2.29+0.15

Table 7.3: Numerical results for (fisg) and {fisgre) with the non-physical pion mass.

In this section, we use the difference between our numerical results of NLO with range
corrections to the ”"experimental” values of Beane et al. [86], to extract [} and [, and to

recalculate the deuteron magnetic moment, (fi4):
(jig) = 1.5 % 0.3 = 0.13[nNM] (7.25)

with
lb=35+3+13- 1072, (7.26)

where the first uncertainty originates from the 3H magnetic moment uncertainty, while
the second uncertainty originates from the *He magnetic moment uncertainty ( [86]). We
note that *H and *He magnetic moment uncertainties are translate into large uncertainties
of the LEC, 1},

The LEC, [}, as being calibrated from 3H and *H magnetic simultaneously, holds many
uncertainties originating from the different LQCD parameters given in Tab. 7.3 in addition
to the ones presented in eq. . In the next subsection, we will analyze the effects of

these uncertainties on the A = 3 magnetic moments and as a result, on l5 and (fig).

7.4.3 LQCD empirical uncertainties

In contrast to the physical pion mass, for the non-physical pion mass the physical pa-
rameters (v, as, EP, ps, ps) hold large uncertainties, originating from the character of the
LQCD calculation as shown in Tab. 7.3.

In Tab. 7.5, we show the contribution of each such uncertainty to the uncertainty

propagated to the electromagnetic observables.
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Physical observable EfH g Ve Pt Ps Iy L,

Quoted uncertainty  18.5% 25.16% 22.22% 5.05% 7.64% 3.11% 1.16%

oo 9 A{fisy) 0.01%  0.05% 0.2%  0.01% 0.02% 3.11% 0%
g t’; S A{fispe) 0.02% 0.08% 0.31% 0.02% 0.03% 0%  1.16%
< ?50% Aljia) 2.76% 0.83% 6.06% 15% 0.75% 18.42% 9.54%
© Al 11.34%  3.44% 24.94% 6.48% 3.15% 91.33% 22.77%

Table 7.4: The contribution of the calculated uncertainty in the physical observables to the uncertainty
propagated to the electromagnetic observables.

The physical inputs of Tab .7.5 are divided into two categories: on-shell parameters
(1n, and p,) and off-shell parameters (E£; asy: ps pr), which effect the three-body force and
three-nucleon wave functions. It clear that for the on-shell parameters, (usy) and (fispe)
uncertainties are proportional to the relevant parameter has a minor effect on (usy) and
(fisge) uncertainty, i.e., A{fisy) o< Ak, and A(fispe) X Ak,. Since (usy) depends mostly
on r, and psye depends mostly on k,, the total effect of k,, k,, uncertainties on I, (and
as a result, on (fi4)) is much larger than the effect of Ep, ps, as. Since I, = 7tpt2lT20 Pt; Ve
uncertainty more affects A{fiy) and Al} than Eg, ps,as as shown in Tab. 7.3. Also, we
note that for the off-shell parameters, the uncertainty stems mainly from the A = 3 wave
function, and therefore, we expect that off-shell parameters uncertainty will effect (usy)
and (fisge) in a similar way. The fact that p, and g, uncertainty is not symmetric to

(usy) and (fisye), increases their effect on I, and (fi4) comparing to the off-shell parmters.

Summarizing, the #EFT procedure of calculating the electromagnetic observables cre-
ates a significant sensitivity of these observables to uncertainties in the calculations of
the binding energies, and, mainly in the deuteron case, in calculated lattice values of the

single nucleon magnetic moments.
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Chapter

Weak interactions and 3H B-decay in pionless
EFT

In this chapter we outline the calculation of the matrix element of the weak reaction:
*H—=?He+e + 17, (8.1)

which is well-measured weak reaction that contains more than one nucleon and its energy
transfer is applicable for the #EFT regime. As mention before, we are using this calculation
of 3H (-decay for extracting the unknown LEC, L; 4, which is essential for predicting the

pp fusion rate.

8.1 The weak interactions in pionless EFT

The weak interaction Lagrangian is given in Chapter [2| by egs. (2.40) and (2.42). The
axial-vector part (after Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation) is (see Appendix |C)):

AT = g?ANTa'TiN +gall 4 (s +s"t) | (8.2)

where g, is the axial coupling constant for a single nucleon, known from neutron [-
decay. In two-nucleon calculations, the renormalization scale pu is frequently assumed to
be comparable to the breakdown scale of theory, usually at m,. In the current case, it is
set to = A. One expects that by taking A — oo numerically, regularization effects from
the treatment of the A = 3 system vanish. This causes an asymptotic behavior of L 4,

which cancels the cutoff dependence in the NLO term, leaving it RG invariant. Testing
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this is part of the validation process of our numerical calculation. We therefore define:

' Pt T Ps
_ l )
1,A(ILL) 2 /_pspt 17A(/ ) ? (8 3)

where [ 4 is an RG invariant combination (in arbitrary units).

e ) ()
l = i — 8.4
1,4(1) 2ron o e A s (8.4)

and g is the renormalization scale. Similar to the electromagnetic LEC (Chapter. [7)), we
take the limit 4 = A — oo, such that:

_ Lia 1 1 1
e L (3 (1) 53

The operator A% (eq. (8.2)) is written up to NLO. To maintain consistency, the LO

interaction is coupled to the NLO three-body wave functions, while the NLO interactions

are coupled to the LO wave functions as discussed in Chapter [6]

8.2 °H B-decay matrix elements

The triton S-decay to He matrix element eq. (8.1), can be calculated using the LO and
NLO A = 3 bound-state wave functions as introduced in Chapter [5]

8.2.1 3H p-decay observables
The half-life of *H S-decay can be expressed as [31]:

K/G2,

fT1/2 = ;
(F)2 + I(GT)?

(8.6)

where (fT1/2): = 1129.6 £ 3 s [92] is the triton comparative half-life, K = 273 log2/m?
(with m, denoting the electron mass), Gy is the weak interaction vector coupling constant
(such that K/Gf = 6146.66 + 0.6 [93]), fi = 2.8355-107° and fa = 2.8506 - 10~ are
the Fermi functions calculated by Towner, as reported by Simpson in Ref. [94]. The weak
transitions (GT), (F') are a result of weak interaction matrix, which can be calculated
using the method introduced in Chapter
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8.2.2 Fermi and Gamow-Teller matrix element:

For the case of triton 3 decay, it is better to separate the triton into 3 different channels
-d,np,nn, under the the assumption that for the scattering lengths a,, = a,, = as).
Given that, one finds that:

1= Z <1/1 (Esy, pf ‘d [ = MyuyoauKo(p” 0, E)]p_p, wiH(E3H,p”)> ;

u,v=t,s,nn

(8.7)

where:

t np nn

np 1 1 -1
nn 2 =2 0

is a result of the different projection operators [46].

The Gamow-Teller operator of the triton beta decay, ((GT')) matrix element is given
by:

(el At )

GT) = _
(GT) 7

1 1\ G3llell3) SHe

<§HT+H§> : \/52 QA;<’¢ & (E3H67p> YulYv [dLIJ/Iq<E3H7QO7p;p/>+

1 %°q / 3 3H ] / 3He 3, 3He

4, K (p.p', Esm, q0)] |4, (EsH,p)>—gAL1,A << nlPe) + (U Wy >), (8.9)

where:
7]
t np  pp
1%
d,= t | 1/3 0 -1 (8.10)

np 0 1/3 0
nn | —2/3 0 0
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and
v
t np pp
W
aﬁ{ = t —7/3 1 3 (8.11)
np 1 1 -1
nn | 2/3 =2 =2

denotes the Gamow-Teller transition.

The Fermi matrix element ((F)) is given by:

(e ||V ||yt
V2

(F) = -

1 1 . g
<§ H7—+ H §> Z <¢ZH6(E3Hea p/)‘ YuYv [dZIJ,Iq(E3H> do, P, p/) + aZJyK:q(p> p,> E3H7 QD)}
[78%

where:
7
t np pp
v
"Ny
dﬂf,— t 1 0 0 (8.13)
np |0 —1
nn |0 2 0
and
v
t np pp
0
al= 't |-1 3 3 , (8.14)
np 1
nn 2 -2 =2

u, v denote the different channels of the three-nucleon wave function (¢, np, pp for *He

and ¢, np, nn for *°H), where 1,1, are the three-nucleon wave functions for the different

channels, defined using the homogeneous solution of the three-nucleon scattering ampli-

tude [48] and ¢y = Espe — Esy is the energy transfer. The general diagrammatic form

of 3H f-decay, shown in Fig. , is similar to the general matrix element introduced in
Chapter [5] For both (F) and (GT') transitions, the left hand side bubbles of the diagrams
are 3H, while the right hand side bubbles are 3He.

The one-body diagrams which contain a one-body weak interaction are coupled to the
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9a

=€j%§" e ,ﬁjzf
DD " CICICC

One body Two body

Figure 8.1: Different topologies of the diagrams contributing to the triton S-decay amplitude. The LHS
of each diagram is *H while the RHS is *He. The double line are the propagators of the two dibaryon
fields Dy (solid), D; (dashed for nn and np, dotted for pp), where the red lines are the neutron and the
blue lines are the proton. Most of the diagrams couple both the triplet and the singlet channels. The
diagrams with one-body interactions are coupled to g4 while the two-body interaction are coupled to the
effective ranges p; and ps and to I 4.

weak axial LEC, g4, and contribute to both (F) and (GT) transitions. Similarly to A =3
magnetic moments, this one-body diagrams are taken up to NLO, and therefore contain
the NLO insertion for the one-body diagrams as discussed in Chapter [} The two-body

diagrams include a two-body term originating from the ERE term in the Lagrangian:

1 pt+ps
2 pins
The two-body diagrams contribute to the (GT') transition only.

ga, and a two-body weak interaction which is coupled to the unknown LEC [; 4.

8.3 Fermi operator

In the absence of the Coulomb interaction, *H is identical to *He and the Fermi transition

is equal to the triton wave function normalization as defined in Chapter [B}

(o = & ||\T/§||¢ ) _ <%HTOH%>

Z <¢2H(E3H7p,)

v

YuYv [dﬁinZO(E:”Ha qo = Oapap/) + agilcqzo(pap/a E3H7 qo = O)] ‘I/JEH(E3H7P)> =1 )
(8.15)

where:
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From comparison between egs. (8.8) and (8.16) and egs. (8.13)) and (8.14) we expect

that (F) = 1 — ¢ [31], where ¢ < 1, originates mostly from the isospin breaking due
to the Coulomb interaction. We can therefore isolate the effect of isospin breaking and
the one-photon exchange diagrams on the Fermi transition and compare them later to
the Gamow-Teller calculations. In this section, we present our calculations of the Fermi
transition. First, we calculate the Fermi transition in the absence of Coulomb interaction,
but and under the assumption that @, », 7# a,,. Second, we calculate the Fermi transition
with a # 0, and, obviously, Gy np 7# app, as aresult for both Z- and ERE-parameterization.

All these calculations result from the left hand side of the diagrams in Fig. 8.1

We use the experimental data shown in Tab. as input for our numerical calculations
shown in Fig. 8.2 and Tab.
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Figure 8.2: Numerical results for the Fermi transition. The solid line is the LO result for (F) = 1 with
a = 0. The dashed line is the numerical result for &« = 0 with isospin breaking effects in the scattering

lengths an, # app (LO). The dashed-dotted line shows the numerical result at NLO with o # 0. The
dotted line gives the value of (F) = 0.9993 from Ref. [31].

104



CHAPTER 8. WEAK INTERACTIONS AND *H S-DECAY IN PIONLESS EFT

(£)
One-body, LO a =0 1
One-body, LO a = 0, apnp # apyp | 0.9999
LO, ERE 0.9971
LO, Z 0.9985
SNPA [31] 0.9993

Table 8.1: Numerical results of (F'). Note that the second row is without explicit Coulomb force (a = 0),
but with isospin breaking in the scattering lengths, i.e., with the physical values for the scattering lengths

Qnp 7 Qpp-

Our numerical result compares well to the (F') standard nuclear physics approach
(SNPA) calculation by Schiavilla et al. [31]. The SNPA calculation involves nuclear
wave functions derived from high-precision phenomenological nuclear potentials, and one-

nucleon and two-nucleon electro-weak currents.

8.4 (Gamow-Teller operator

In contrast to the Fermi transition, the Gamow-Teller transition also involves two-body
operators at NLO. The diagrams which contain a one-body weak interaction are coupled
to ga and contain one ERE insertion up to NLO. The two-body diagrams are coupled to
2’)&% — l1,4(A). By summing over all diagrams and comparing the resulting sum to the
triton half-life, [36], [; 4(A) can be extracted, as will be discussed later in this chapter. We

used the experimental input parameters shown in Tab. for all numerical calculations.

8.4.1 Gamow-Teller Transition for a =0

As mentioned before, in the absence of Coulomb interaction, the Fermi transition matrix
element at LO is 1 (i.e. a = 0). Similarly, the LO matrix element of the Gamow-Teller

transition with a = 0, easily found to be:
slloliz) /1) o2

onie, - el )

< >a—0 \/§ 2 T 2

Z <¢ZH(E3H7PI)

JIR%

Yy (64T (Bsyy, qo = 0,p,7") + @, K=" (p, ', Esyy, qo = 0)]

V6 _
i V3, (8.18)
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where a,, is given in eq. . We have performed this calculation in two ways: one with
a = 0 for both the scattering amplitude and the matrix element, and second with a = 0
for the matrix element, but for different scattering lengths, similarly to the Fermi case.
From Tab. one sees that the effect of different scattering lengths leads to < 0.6%
difference for both Fermi and Gamow-Teller transitions. These results imply that for
the Fermi and Gamow-Teller transitions, the Coulomb interaction has to be taken non-
perturbatively, since its contribution for the matrix element is not neglectable. As for the
scattering length difference, Tabs. and indicate that up to LO, the scattering length

difference has a small effect on both transitions, which can be estimated perturbatively.

8.4.2 Numerical results for GT strength of triton decay

Our (GT) numerical results for both NLO arrangements are shown in Tab. and in
Fig. 8.3 The full NLO result with [; 4 = 0 includes both, one-body and two-body terms
which contribute to (GT'), without the diagrams that are coupled to {y 4.

______________________________
o -

P
-

0.9.5 | ————

0.9 ,‘:‘ ------------------------------ = - LO, a = 0,a,, # ay,, ERE
R =LO,a=0, Ay # app,Z

= = LO, ERE

9/085 ==10,Z

=:= NLO, [ 4, =0,a = 0,a,, #* app, ERE

== NLO, lj 4 =0,a =0,a,, * a,,,Z

0.8 =-= NLO, l, , = 0,ERE

______________________________ —-NLO, L, =0,Z

— Exp data
0.75| mwmemrmrmrmim i s ST e e

T)/v3

A [MeV]
Figure 8.3: Numerical results of the Gamow-Teller transition. The gray area is the full (GT) matrix
element with g4 = 1.273 £ 0.003 £ 0.005 . The short dashed lines are the numerical results of

(GT)™O, the dashed-dotted lines arew (GT) with ,l; 4 = 0. Z refers to numerical results with the

Z-parameterization: p} = %
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(GT),ERE | (GT), Z
One-body, LO oo = 0 V3 V3
One-body, LO o =0, anp # ayp 1.716 1.692
One-body, L.O 1.727 1.695
Full NLO, [; 4 =0, a =0, anp # app 1.301 1.575
Full NLO, l; 4 =0 1.383 1.596

Table 8.2: Numerical results for (GT). Note that the rows with the comment "« = 0, an, # ap,” are
without explicit Coulomb force (o = 0), but with isospin breaking in the scattering lengths, i.e., with
physical values for the scattering lengths an, # app.

8.5 Empirical extraction of Gamow-Teller strength

and fixing [; 4

The GT matrix element can be extracted from a triton half-life calculation using eq. (8.6).
The axial coupling constant g4 has been remeasured recently, leading to results whose
range is much bigger than the current recommendation. To be on the safe side, we take
ga = 1.273 £0.003 £ 0.005 [95,96]. The first uncertainty in g arises from the difference
between the measurements of Refs. [95,96], and the second uncertainty is the statistical
experimental uncertainty. In order to extract the Gamow-Teller strength, we use our
prediction for the Fermi transition: (F) = 0.9993 [31]. At large cutoff values we find that
the empirical GT strength is (GT)emp = \/5% [31]. The uncertainty here originates
mainly from the uncertainty in the triton half-life.

The difference between the empirical GT strength and the numerical result for the
GT-transition at NLO is used to fix {; 4 such that:

<GT>emp - <GT> %\Iiozo
<GT>NLO ’

l1,4

la(A) = (8.19)

where (GT)N'© are the two-body diagrams that contribute to the triton 3-decay and

li,4
coupled to [; 4, while <GT>%\1”;‘O:0 is the sum over all the diagrams that contribute to the
triton S-decay without the diagrams coupled to I3 4. The numerical results for /; 4 for
both ERE- and Z-parameterizations are shown in Fig. [8.4]

Importantly, we find numerically, that for both parameterizations, [; 4 is RG invariant,
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0.3
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l1,4 [a.u]
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Figure 8.4: Numerical results of the RG invariant, l; 4, with g4 = 1.273(03)(05) [95,96]. The solid
lines are the upper and lower limits of the ERE calculations while the dashed lines are the upper and

lower limits of the Z calculations.

a fact that has been already predicted by theory [97], where for A — oo:

%, = 0.055(0.317) £ 0.004 £ 0.001, g4 = 1.2701 , (8.20a)
1% = 0.047(0.308) + 0.004 £ 0.001, g4 = 1.2767 , (8.20D)

The nominal value is calculated using Z-parameterization, while the number in brackets
is calculated using the ERE-parameterization. The first uncertainty comes from g4 exper-
imental uncertainty and the second uncertainty comes from the rest of the experimental

uncertainties, such as the statistical uncertainties in the measured triton half-life.
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Chapter

The proton-proton fusion matrix element

The energy generated in the Sun comes from an exothermic set of reactions, named the

proton-proton (pp) chain, which fuses four Hydrogen ions into “He:

4p —* He + 2™ + 2v,. (9.1)
The leading reaction in this chain is the pp fusion:

p+tp—d+et + v, (9.2)

This reaction is governed by the weak interaction, which makes it the slowest reaction
(by far) in the whole chain, and therefore it determines the Sun’s lifetime. This fusion is
the main contributor to the solar neutrinos [698,99]. Since a direct measurement of its
cross-section is impossible, the fusion rate estimates depend entirely on theory [3]. Since
the pp fusion is a weak reaction, calibrating L; 4 with sufficient accuracy is crucial for

predicting its rate.

The pp fusion rate, i.e. the number of reactions per unit of time per volume, is given
by:

R,, = %(UV>, (9.3)
where N, is the proton number density, o is the cross-section in the center of the mass and
v is the proton center-of-mass thermal average velocity, assuming a Boltzmann distribution
with temperature of the solar core, i.e., approximately 15 million degrees. This defines

low-energy scale in the nuclear regime (=~ 1.5keV < Ejy).
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The astrophysical S-Factor is defined in the terms of the cross-section [6]:

SY(E) = (0E) e*™P) (9.4)
where n(E) = %—Z is the Coulomb parameter in terms of £, where E is the kinetic energy
of the center of mass of the interacting protons, dictated by the temperature. In solar
conditions, the magnitude of E is only a few keVs and therefore S (FE) can be expanded

in a power series in £:

SH”(O)EQ

SY(E) = S'™(0) + S (0)E + gt (9.5)

where ( [3]): )
S1(0) = 4.01 (13@95)2 A;’?’O(gg 1073 MeV - fm?, (9.6)

where A,,(0) is the weak interaction matrix element:
App(0) o< {d| Lovear |pP) (9.7)

Loyear is the #EFT interaction Lagrangian, introduced in Chapter .

9.1 pp fusion matrix element

The diagrams contributing to the pp fusion matrix element, A,,(0) (up to NLO) are
shown in Fig The sum over all pp fusion diagrams up to NLO in & is given by (see
Refs. [30,32]):

L 8T . ayY; pr+ ps
Ty = {d| A = | =2 Cpe" 3 A/ ZNLO [eX — Maa,I(x)]+1/ 250 L1/ s< —1 )
o= @A ) = [ Seen{ /20 R e S

(9.8)
where ZXO ZNO are the deuteron LO and NLO normalizations, respectively (eqgs. (2.72)
and ), X = o;_zy and oo, Cy), ap, pr.s, o, M and v, were introduced in Chapter . The
integral I(y) is defined as:

z arctan(M )
s €T

_ R,
f(x)/d ( (9.9)

er — 1) <7T2X2 + 1;2)’
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Two body

One body

Figure 9.1: Diagrams for the pp fusion process, eq. , up to NLO. The double lines are the NLO
propagators of the two dibaryon fields: Dy (solid) and D,,, (dotted). Two-nucleon propagator with a blue
bubble denotes the Green’s function including the Coulomb potential. A spin-singlet dibaryon-nucleon-
nucleon (s-NN) vertex is proportional to ys (blue diamond) while a spin-triplet dibaryon-nucleon-nucleon
(t-NN) vertex is proportional to y; (red diamond). The one-body diagrams are coupled to the one-body
LEC, g4 where the two-body diagrams are coupled to the two-body LEC, Lll,A'

and A,,(0) is given by [24,[29]:

D
App(0, 1) =77 | = |T5i(0, )| =

8nC7
, . (9.10)
ZNLO [oX _ Maa.l ZLO% - Pt Ps_l '
\VZa O le aapl(X)] + 1/ Z4°=5v/pup N
For the ERE-parameterization, eq. (9.10) becomes:
2
Vi Pt apy Pt + Ps
Mppl0, ) = (14224 [ex — Maa, I N —ha), 11
000 = (14 292) [ = Moo 1))+ S 7 (BE2 ) - 0
while for the Z-parameterization, we find that:
2
a’fYt pt+ps
A, (0 =\/ZyleX — Maa,l P s —1 . .
wl0.1) = VZ3le = Mo, 1))+ 50 i (S ). (o)

Similarly to the electromagnetic observables we define [} 4 such that:

2
- a /
AP0, p) = (1 + %2pt> [eX — apyxd (x)] + pzt (pe +ps) = Uialp)  (9.13)
2
a /
AZ(O.1) = V/ZaleX = ayyxd (0] + 2 (o1 + po) = 1 al), (9.14)
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with

2
a
p;t VPPl a(e). (9.15)

/1,A(M) =

9.2 Numerical results

We calculate the matrix element, A,,(0), of eq. (9.10) using the parameters introduced in
Tab. and for x = 0.1494, so I(x) = 4.97311.
For I} 4, = 0 we get:

A(0) = 2.67(2.55), (9.16)

where the nominal value is the one produced using the Z-parameterization, and the
ERE-parameterization value is given in brackets. For I} , = —0.025(—0.146) £ 0.002 £
0.001 g4 = 1.2701, lll,A = —0.021(—0.141) £ 0.002 £ 0.001 g4 = 1.2769, calculated
from eq. (8.20), we can predict the pp fusion rate, accompanied by theoretical and em-
pirical uncertainties. In the next chapter, we will analyze the #EFT uncertainties due to
both sources using the electromagnetic observables, which will enable us to predict the pp

fusion.
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Analysis of the results and a prediction for pp

fusion

The purpose of this work is to establish a consistent method for calculating electro-weak
(EW) matrix elements of A < 4 nuclei, focusing on the prediction for the pp fusion rate.
The approach used in this work, the #EFT | like any other EFT, is useful for robust and
reliable theoretical uncertainty estimates due to the neglected orders in the EFT expan-
sion. The results presented in the previous chapters show that #EFT is both viable and
attractive theory for describing electromagnetic observables of the A = 2, 3 systems and
for predicting RG invariant electro-weak LECs up to NLO with high accuracy. In this
chapter we use these results to provide a theoretical uncertainty estimate for the electro-
magnetic observables [49||100]. Also, this chapter presents an analysis of the similarity
between the 7EFT characteristics of electromagnetic and weak observables which enables
us to estimate the theoretical uncertainty for the weak observables and to predict the pp

fusion rate with sufficient certainty:.

10.1 An order-by-order analysis of the results and

theoretical uncertainty

The #EFT presented here is purely perturbative in effective range expansion, i.e., con-
sistently organizes the expansion in a perturbative manner without including any higher
order terms. Moreover, an order-by-order renormalization was obtained, as shown numer-

ically, by the cutoff invariance. In chiral effective field theory (yEFT), a cutoff variation is
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frequently used to obtain an uncertainty estimate for any calculation. A main advantage
of using #EFTis the cutoff invariance, which is obtained at a natural scale of no more
than a few times the physical breakdown scale (A ~ few m,). This is a measure of the
irrelevance of regularization effects and does not only remove questions regarding resid-
ual cutoff dependencies that might contribute to the total uncertainty [42,83], but also
allows giving a physical meaning to the size of the NLO contribution. Since, in a non-
renormalizable theory, strength can be shifted from one order to the other via similarity
transformations [101].

The order-by-order RG invariance indicates that analyzing the results can be accom-
plished by studying the order-by-order contributions. We divide the calculation to three
contributions: LO, NLO range corrections, and short-range contributions, proportional
to l’f’g and [; 4. Table. m presents these three contributions to the different electro-
weak matrix elements, for two NLO arrangements: the ERE- and Z-parameterizations
(see section [2.6)). For the pp fusion (A = 2, A,,(0)), the short-range corrections were cal-
culated using [y 4 fixed by the A = 3 observables ((GT), (F)) while the electromagnetic
A = 2,3 observables were calculated using I'T;, fixed by comparing our numerical results
with experimental data of all combinations of two of the four A = 2,3 observables (see
Chapter [7)). The Gamow-Teller (GT) range correction is given by the difference between
(GT)emp and our NLO predictions as discussed in Chapter

EW NLO/LO | NLO/LO | NLO/LO,
matrix total range LECs
element corrections | contributions

e (fisr) [DNM] 7% (01%) | 3% (11%) | 5% (10%)
2%E {fisp10) [NNM] 16% (4%) | 4% (25%) | 12% (29%)

I 2z (fa) nNM] 1% (1%) | 0% (0%) 1% (1%)
MBS Y 6% (9%) | 2% (2%) | 4% (12%)
< | A=3(CGT), ga=12701 | 2%(4%) | 6%(21%) 3% (16%)

£ 2 | A=3(GT), ga=1.2769 | 3%(5%) 6%(21%) 3% (16%)
= App(0), g4 = 1.2701 6% (6%) | 4.8%(0.3%) | 1.3% (5.6%)
3 App(0), ga = 1.2769 6% (6%) | 4.8%(0.3%) | 1.1% (5.4%)

Table 10.1: The order-by-order expansion of the electro-weak matrix elements. The order-by-order
expansion of the electromagnetic matrix elements is based on their mean values given in Tab. The
nominal value is calculated using Z-parameterization, while the number in brackets is calculated using the
ERE-parameterization. Mean denotes the mean value of the M; observable based on its three predictions
while A denotes the standard divination of these predictions.

From Tab [10.1lwe find that the NLO contributions for all electro-weak matrix elements

114



CHAPTER 10. ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS AND A PREDICTION FOR PP
FUSION

are smaller than the LO part, and in particular for the case of the Z-parameterization,

which leads to a better convergence up to NLO.

Thus, in the next subsections, we examine the 7EFT NLO contributions and estimate
its truncation error using the well-measured electromagnetic observables: (fisy), (fishe),
(fta), onp only for the Z-parameterization, which shows more natural convergence pattern,
and therefore has a better predictive power. The large variations and fluctuations of
the ERE-parameterization raise questions about its relevance at NLO for predictions of

electro-weak observables.

10.1.1 M, observables as a case study

The electromagnetic observables: the three magnetic monuments, (fisy), (fispe), {fia), and
the radiative capture cross-section, o, are all well-measured, which makes them a perfect
tool for verifying and validating #EFT at NLO. In this section, we examine the two-body
electromagnetic LECs calibrated from A = 2,3 observables (see Tab. in Chapter (7))
for better understanding the consistency of #EFT in making predictions, as well as in

estimating theoretical uncertainties and truncation errors.

10.1.2 Pionless EFT expansion and setting 'S’ to zero

We found (in Chapter [7)) qualitative differences between the I and 15, standard de-
viation. While Al1*/l} ~ 3%, the standard deviation of [, is of the same order of
magnitude as 1, i.e., AL /1, ~ 70%, so [5° is consistent with zero. In addition, the
NLO contribution to (fi4) (the M; observable that depends on I'y” only) originates from
LECs, is much smaller compared to other M; observables, as shown in Tab. [10.1 This
means that [5° might be regarded as higher order than NLO. This is an amazing result,

which will be discussed also in future publications.

Table m shows our predictions for I'T°and M; observables up to NLO for the case in
which 1, = 0. Similarly to Tab. [7.1] for each row, the '+’ notes the M; observable used

for I'7° calibration.
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61072 | (o) | (o) | Y2
4.36 * -2.10 | 1.250
4.97 2.996 * 1.256
4.66 2.987 | -2.11 *

Mean 4.7 299 | -2.11 | 1.253

A 0.6 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.006
%NLO/LO ™% 13% 5%

Exp data 2.979 | -2.128 | 1.253

Table 10.2: Numerical results for our prediction for 11> and A = 2,3 M; observables with 15> = 0.
The A = 3 magnetic moments are given in units of nuclear magnetons ([nNM]).

It is clear that setting I's° to zero does not reduce the precision and accuracy of I'Y”
and M, predictions. This implies that the ['S° contribution to the M; matrix element is
suppressed compared to NLO contributions. This fundamental point would be studied

better in a study following this thesis.

10.1.3 Estimating pionless EFT theoretical uncertainty

As aforementioned, EFT is a systematic expansion in some small parameter. In order to
judge whether the EFT describes well the observables, one needs to make sure that the
expansion converges order-by-order. The theory presented here is purely perturbative,
i.e., consistently organizes the expansion in a perturbative manner.

Since 7#EFT is RG invariance, the #EFT expansion for any M; observable can be writ-

ten as:
(My) = (My)o - (L +ap® 4+ O(6%)) . (10.1)
EFT suggests that cj:© = a}[:° /¢ are of natural size, and thus the truncation error is dic-

tated by 6. In #EFT | the naive expansion parameter is § ~ % This expansion parameter,
however, can be estimated directly from the numerical results we have presented. Firstly,
in Tab. [10.2] we calculate the ratio of NLO to LO contribution for each matrix element.
These ratios are found to be in the range of 0.05—0.13. Secondly, since (ji4) has vanishing
NLO contribution, its deviation from experiment can be regarded as N°LO, and assuming
a natural convergence we expect the ratio of this contribution to the LO contribution to
be (N*LO/LO) ~ (NLO/LO)2. This leads to (NLO/LO) = 0.1. Lastly, the variation of
I'T (see Tab. leads to a variation in the predictions for the different I'T° dependent
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observables. This variation represents the contribution of higher orders, thus the ratio of
the variation to the NLO contribution should be of the order of the expansion parameter.
Using Tab. this leads to (N*LO/NLO) a2 0.04 — 0.1.

If one assumes that the expansion parameter ¢ is common to all M; observables, then
one can use the results to assess the value of §. In order to do this, let us take the
log average of all the aforementioned samples: log ‘a%w / a%ﬁlm‘ = logd + log R. The
numbers R are positive natural numbers and are not biased, thus should be distributed
about 71”7, and summing over their logarithms should vanish. The log average of many
such samples should converge to logd. The fact that this is a finite sized sample, means
that there remains a measure of uncertainty, represented in a distribution, which we find
that at a 95% degree of belief the expansion parameter is in the range, 0.05 < § < 0.1.

These suggest that the expansion converges faster, by about a factor of 3, than the
naive 7EFT estimate.

The truncation error of a given expansion, given a prior which represents the natural-
ness of the expansion, follows a posterior that was calculated in Refs. [1024104]. In the
current case, since the expansion parameter is unknown, i.e., follows the aforementioned
prior distribution, one should fold these two distributions to find the posterior distribution
of these two distribution. The formalism is further explained in Appendix

In order to check the sensitivity of the expansion parameter to the number of observ-
ables, we calculate the Cumulative Density Functions (CDF) of 9, the expansion parame-
ter, with all the n = 7 constraints: the NLO contributions of (usg), (fispe), Ynp, the N*LO
contribution of (fi4), and the variation of I stems from the three electromagnetic ob-
servables. Also, we calculate the CDF of ¢ only with the n = 4 first constraints stemming
from the order of the calculation and not from the LEC variation. As shown in Fig. [I0.1],
at 70% degree of belief, the effect of the change is rather small (a change of about 20%
in the estimated truncation error). At higher degrees of belief, especially above 90%, the
truncation error depends significantly on the number of constraints, as can be expected.

Figure shows that at about 70% degree of belief, the M; obesrables’ uncertainty
does not exceed 1% ﬂ Also shown a similar analysis for the proton-proton fusion, assuming
that this reaction has the same expansion parameter as the magnetic observables. This
will be discussed further in the next section.

Comparing our theoretical prediction (including the uncertainty calculated above) with
experimental results, we find that the theory well reproduces the electromagnetic observ-

ables within the estimated uncertainties, as is graphically summarized in Fig. [10.3]

IThe uncertainty varies with the observable. 1% is the maximal value, to be on the conservative side.
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Figure 10.1: Cumulative Density Functions (CDFs) of §, the expansion parameter. The blue curve
represents a calculation which takes into account the constraints of the NLO contributions of (fsg),
{fi3He)s Ynp, the N2LO contribution of (fi4), and the variation of I/>°. The orange curve takes into account
only the first four former constraints. The red lines limit the 10 — 90% probability range.

10.2 Analogy between M, observables and weak re-

actions

A significant conclusion arises in this work, is the similar structure of the weak and elec-
tromagnetic observables in #EFT (see Tab. and Chapter [5)). As shown in Tab. the
one-body operators of the weak and electromagnetic interactions have the same structure,
i.e., one-body LECs coupled to Pauli matrices.

The electromagnetic LEC, [y, which couples the spin-singlet to spin-triplet channel,
has a weak analogue, [; 4. We found that electromagnetic LEC, [y, which couples two
spin-triplet channels (and has no weak analogue) to be of a higher order than /; and [y 4.
This result emphasizes the qualitative similarity between the two interactions.

This similarity goes beyond this qualitative statement. In Chapter [§| we have calcu-
lated the triton S-decay into *He, which contains both the Fermi and the Gamow-Teller
transitions. The Fermi transition, which is the weak analogues to the three-body nor-
malization is found to be nearly one. Also, the Gamow-Teller transition, which is the

weak analogue to the three-body magnetic moments is also found to be nearly v/3 at LO,
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Figure 10.2: Cumulative Density Functions (CDFs) for the different observables, as calculated using
eq. (D-2)). Horizontal lines are the 70% and 90% degree of beliefs. We show CDFs relevant to expansion
parameter priors with n =4 (solid lines) and n = 7 (dashed lines) constraints, as explained in Fig. m

i.e., (GT™O) = (YO (Esye, p)|ort [ (Esy, p)) = 0.99(1)v/3. This is consistent with the
electromagnetic matrix moments at LO where (i57) ~ p, and (i55,) ~ fi.

These similar characters of the electromagnetic and weak interactions along with the
perturbative character of the Coulomb interaction, presented in Chapters [5| and [8| are
reflecting the small effect of the Coulomb interaction on the 3He wave-function and implies
that the expansion parameter, 9, calculated from the electromagnetic observables is the

same for the weak interactions and in particular, the pp-fusion.

10.3 Theoretical uncertainty of pp fusion due to pio-

nless EFT truncation

As mentioned above, for the weak interaction only the triton -decay is low-energy, well-
measured reaction. Therefore, we cannot estimate the theoretical uncertainty of the weak
#EFT calculation in the same method used for the electromagnetic case. Nevertheless, we
can use the analogy between the electromagnetic to weak observables for estimating the
theoretical uncertainty of the pp fusion and alluding to their nominal NLO arrangement.

In the previous sections we showed that both pp fusion and np-radiative capture have
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Figure 10.3: The strength of A = 2, 3 M; observables with 70% degree of belief. The bands corre-
spond to the theoretical Z-parameterization uncertainty as shown in from Fig. [I0.2] The stars are the
experimental values.

similar small NLO contributions as shown in Tab. [I0.1] This behavior, as well as the
similar #EFT characteristics presented above, indicate that the electromagnetic theoretical
uncertainty originating in #EFT truncation is valid also for the weak observables, which is
1% for the Z-parameterization (see Fig. [10.2). We note that this is not inconsistent. The
uncertainty estimate relies upon the small expansion parameter, implied by the ratio of the
NLO contribution, compared to the LO result. The uncertainty should then be of the order
of the expansion parameter squared. The similarities between the electromagnetic and the
weak calculations bring us to two separate conclusions: (i) the expansion parameter of
both should be the same, and thus the uncertainty analysis should lead to the same
results, (ii) the Z-parameterization is more appropriate for such long distance observables
at NLO. Thus, in the following we consider only the Z-parameterization predictions for
the pp fusion, and assume 0.6% of theoretical uncertainty in the calculation of the weak

matrix element with 70% degree of belief.
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10.4 Final results and comparison to previous calcu-
lations of [; 4 and the pp fusion
As discussed above, the analogy between the electromagnetic and the weak observables

enables us to use the Z-parameterization as the preferred parameterization for LECs cal-
ibration up to NLO. Therefore we find that:

l14 = 0.055 + 0.004 £ 0.001, g4 = 1.2701 (10.2)
l1a = 0.049 + 0.004 + 0.001, g4 = 1.2767 (10.3)

where the first uncertainty comes from g4 experimental uncertainty and the second un-
certainty comes from the rest of the experimental uncertainties, such as the statistical

uncertainties in the measured triton half-life.

The pp fusion matrix element is given by:

Ayp(0) = 2.66 + 0.61; 4. (10.4)

Since the astrophysical S'1(0) is given by:

2 A2 (0
510 =101 (5055) s (105
one gets
Syp(0, 94 = 1.2701) = (4.14 £ 0.05 & 0.012 4 0.002) - 10~ *MeV - fm?, (10.6)
and
Syp(0, g4 = 1.2766) = (4.17 4 0.05 & 0.012 4 0.002) - 10~ 2*MeV - fm?, (10.7)

The first uncertainty originates in the theoretical uncertainty estimated as 0.6% for the
weak matrix element with 70% degree of belief (see Fig. . The second uncertainty
originates in the experimental uncertainty of g4 (1o), while the third uncertainty originates
from the experimental value of *H half-life (1¢). Since the theoretical uncertainty of S,,(0)

is more dominant than the other two, we get at about 70% degree of belief, combining
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them quadratically (assuming Gaussian pdfs for the experimental uncertainties):

S,p(0,g4 = 1.2701) = (4.14 £ 0.05 £ 0.012 £ 0.002) - 10~ **MeV - fm?, (10.8a)
S,p(0,g4 = 1.2766) = (4.17 £ 0.05 £ 0.012 £ 0.002) - 10~ **MeV - fm?, (10.8b)

egs. ((10.8a) and (10.8b]) are the main results of this thesis.

10.4.1 Previous extractions of L; 4

Due to the importance of L; 4, as the only counterterm that appears in the pionless
description of pp fusion, its evaluation has attracted much attention in the literature.
In this subsection, we review the previous extraction of l; 4 in the #EFT and the latest
predictions of the pp fusion rate.

Two main approaches were taken in previous studies to match [; 4. In the first, an
experimental value of a two-body weak interaction process, usually at cutoff of y = m;,
has been used for matching. Among these reactions are deuteron dissociation by anti-
neutrinos from reactors [105], and neutrino reactions with the deuteron, as measured in
SNO [106], both lead to similar RG invariant combinations of the two-body axial strength,
li,4 = 0.13+£0.26. In both cases, the large uncertainties originate from statistical errors
in the experiments, due to the small cross-section for neutrino-deuteron reactions. The
authors of Ref. |L1] proposed, therefore, a precision measurement of muon capture on the
deuteron, with the aim of reducing the uncertainties by a factor of 3, reflecting an estimated
2-3% experimental uncertainty in the (then proposed) ongoing MuSun experiment [107]. It
is important to note that the u~d capture has a large energy transfer, possibly too large for
an application of #EFT | which might impact the convergence pattern of any calculation.
In all these, the uncertainties are mainly experimental, due to the uncertainty in the
observable, i.e. neglecting the truncation error.

A different approach was taken by Ando and collaborators in Ref. [32]. They used the
hybrid calculation of the pp fusion rate from Park, Marcucci et al. [33]. As a constraint, the
ratio of the two-body strength over the one-body strength was taken from that calculation
and matched Ly 4 to reproduce this ratio in the #EFT regime. Their result was [ 4 =
0.038+0.002. Their small uncertainties is due to the accurate triton half-life measurement
that is used to fix undetermined counterterms in Ref. [33]. However, this work highlights a
few criticisms of Ref. [32]. Firstly, a three-body constraint should be taken at a sufficiently

large cutoff, to make sure no regularization effects affect the cutoff invariance. Secondly,
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they take a phenomenological approach which leads to contributions from higher orders
to the NLO calculation, as they take the non-perturbative deuteron normalization at all
orders. These two reasons entail that a robust theoretical uncertainty estimate is very
hard within this approach, and indeed it is missing from the L; 4 result in this case.
Lastly, and most important, the constraint they take is not an observable, as one can use
hermitian transformations to shift strengths from the two-body sector to the one-body,

and vice versa.

In 2017, the Nuclear Physics with Lattice Quantum Chromo Dynamics (NPLQCD)
collaboration has calibrated L 4 using the triton f-decay [34], with

I1.4 = 0.068(0.003)(0.017)(0.006)(0.016).

The four uncertainties are: the statistical uncertainty, the fitting and analysis system-
atic uncertainty, the mass extrapolation systematic uncertainty, and a power-counting
estimate of higher order corrections in #EFT | respectively. Their value matches our
Z-parameterization value, while considering all uncertainties. Similarly to the electro-
magnetic calculation of [;, we find that their value for the two-body LEC is larger than
our Z-parameterization prediction. We assume that this difference between these values
comes from the different power-counting of the two works. As discussed in Chapter [7]
the power-counting used in that paper, is different from the one we use here, e.g., the
deuteron normalization is taken at its nature value (Z; ~ 1.69) at all orders, and not per-
turbatively, as in this work. For both electromagnetic weak interaction, the lattice QCD
(LQCD) matrix elements have the form: Y = /Z; (Y™ 4+ YNO)  where /Z; = ﬁ.
This form is inconsistent with our power-counting that assumes 2 < 1. The disadvantage
of the power-counting used in Ref. [34], arises from the fact that for this power-counting,
the deuteron propagator is taken at all orders, (eq. ) and therefore it contains a
pole at ¢ ~ 150 MeV, which is around the breakup scale y = m,. This pole makes it
very difficult to calculate the A = 3 observables at cutoffs greater than the breakup scale
(u ~ few m,), and therefore the two-body LEC, Iy 4, calibrated from the *H -decay was
calculated at g = m,. This calculation stands in contrast to the #EFT used here, which
was found to be RG invariant for A ~ few m, and according to what is known today,

cannot be achieved without assuming that £ << 1.
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10.4.2 pp fusion past predictions

The validity of our #EFT prediction for the pp fusion rate is obtained also by benchmarking
with previous calculations, where the relevant past predictions were calculated by Marcucci
et al. in 2013 [8], Acharya et al. in 2016 [10] and LQCD in 2017 [34].

The comparison between our predictions to that of Marcucci et al. [8] (pure Coulomb
XEFT S-calculation) has to be made for the same *H decay rate, g4 and for the same (F)

value. Our prediction, assuming their values for the needed parameters, is:
SEET (0,94 = 1.2695) = (4.14 £ 0.05) - 10-**MeV - fm?, (10.9)
while that of Marcucci et al. is:

SXEFT(35y, pure Coulomb) = (4.030 & 0.006) - 10-**MeV - fm?. (10.10)

This interesting tension was found also by Acharya et al. [10] and was explained in
the following way. According to Acharya et al. [10], this inconsistency can arise from
the infrared convergence of the matrix elements between a bound-state and a scattering
state wave function of Marcucci et al. calculation. In their work, Acharya et al. |10] have

recalculated the S-factor of pp fusion reaction using YEFT up to NNLO:
Sy 0(0) = (4.081535) - 107 MeV - fm?, (10.11)

where the uncertainty originates from optimizing 42 different NNLO interactions used in
that work, as well as the statistical uncertainties of all LECs used for that calculation,

including g4.

Finally, for the LQCD calculating [34], we find that:

SHACP(0) = 4.052(0.006)(0.03)(0.012)(0.027) - 107> MeV - fm”, (10.12)

(where the four uncertainties are the statistical uncertainty, the fitting and analysis sys-
tematic uncertainty, the mass extrapolation systematic uncertainty, and a power-counting
estimate of higher order corrections in #EFT , respectively [34]). As discussed above, the
different power-counting of Ref. [34] makes the comparison between the two predictions,
problematic. Moreover, the NPLQCD method, based on extrapolating the quark mass up

to its natural value is still partially controlled and has big uncertainties.
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Among the four estimates (Marccuci, Acharya, LQCD and this work), only the predic-
tions done by Acharya et al. can serve as a benchmark for our prediction, due to wrong
calculation of wave functions in Ref. [§] and the uncontrolled extrapolation and approxima-
tions in the lattice calculation of Ref. [34]. The comparison between the two calculations
shows a good agreement, taking the uncertainties into account (eq. (10.8a))). Moreover,
since both calculations have used the triton (§-decay for calibrating the two-body LEC
({1,4), the overlapping of the two predictions is another confirmation to the validity of
the theory. This consistency has a great significance due to the distinct differences of the
recent predictions for the pp fusion in the last decade.

In conclusion, by comparison to the electromagnetic predictions, we find that the
Z-parameterization is the more appropriate parameterization for calculating A = 2,3
observables in #EFT at NLO, for these long distance observables. We note that for very
low-energy interactions, the deuteron normalization must include the deuteron tail of the
wave function, which is not possible up to NLO in the ERE-parameterization.

Our final predictions for the pp fusion rate derived in this work, are:

S,p(0,ga =1.2701) = (4.14 4 0.05) - 1072* MeV - fm? | (10.13)
S,p(0, g4 =1.2766) = (4.17 4+ 0.05) - 107>* MeV - fm” . (10.14)

which are consistent with chiral EFT predictions, and especially with Acharya et al. [10].
However, the current calculation, apart from including an estimate for the theoretical
uncertainty, is RG invariant, fully perturbative, and includes about a factor of 3 less
parameters. In addition, each parameter is related to a measured specific observable, such

as the scattering lengths, the effective ranges, and the axial constant.

125



CHAPTER 10. ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS AND A PREDICTION FOR PP
FUSION

126



e 1 1

Summary and outlook

In this thesis, we presented a detailed study of low-energy electro-weak A = 2, 3 observ-
ables using 7EFT to next-to-leading order (NLO). The main purpose of the thesis was to

calculate and estimate the theoretical and empirical uncertainties of the pp fusion rate.

This was done by establishing a perturbative and consistent framework to calculate
transitions between three-body bound-states, up to NLO. This method is based on a
diagrammatic expansion of both the nuclear amplitudes (wave functions) and the matrix
elements which are proportional to the electro-weak observables. For these electro-weak
matrix elements, the NLO contributions amount less than 10% correction, which is smaller
than the naive expansion parameter of #EFT. The similar NLO contributions of both
the electromagnetic and weak observables have strengthened the premise that the two
sectors (weak and electromagnetic) share similar properties. Therefore we have used our
predictions for the well-measured electromagnetic observables to estimate the theoretical

and empirical #EFT uncertainties of A = 2,3 electro-weak interactions.

We showed that by using the so-called Z-parameterization, that correctly describes
the deuteron wave function at large distances, the values of the short-range strengths are
consistent in the A = 2 and A = 3 systems, up to 1%, as estimated by the robust order-by-
order convergence. We found that #EFT predictions for the electromagnetic observables
have unprecedented precision and accuracy, which, as summarized in Fig. verify
and validate the way we applied 7EFT at NLO. Using the Z-parameterization, our final

predictions for the electromagnetic interactions are, to 70% degree of belief:
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This work [nNM] Experiment [nNM]

Y. = 1253+0.006 1.2532 +0.0019  [55]
(fsg) = 2.992+0.015 2.97896... 53]
(fope) = —2.11+0.02 —2.12750... 53]

Our predictions for the electromagnetic observables, which perfectly match the exper-
imental data, point out that by using the Z-parameterization, #EFTis consistent for a
simultaneous description of A = 2 and A = 3 systems up to NLO. This consistency enabled
us to calibrate the unknown weak low-energy constant [; 4, needed for the calculation of

the pp fusion rate, from the well-measured *H S3-decay.
Spp(0) = (4.15 4 0.06) - 1072 MeV - fm?, (11.1)

Our result is 1.5%-4.5% higher than recent predictions of the pp fusion rate [3,§], which
have been used for theoretical computations of stellar models [108}/109]. Our new predic-

tions will affect the stellar models and will be checked in future work.

11.1 Outlook

A natural continuation of this Ph.D. research outlined above, is a study of other aspects
of #EFT. The NLO contributions of the electro-weak observables are smaller than our
naive estimations and in our opinion, this requires further examination which is beyond
the scope of this thesis.

An interesting result, which was found at the ending stages of this thesis, is that the
isoscalar two-body strength [y, should enter at higher order than [y, i.e., than its naive
dimensional analysis suggested order. This might be related to the fact that in chiral
EFT the isovector two-body electromagnetic current is an NLO term, while the isoscalar
two-body contribution is further suppressed. In addition, the small NLO contributions to
the M; A = 2,3 observables lead to the famous approximate shell model structure of the
magnetic moments. These unexpected signatures of pion physics and shell model naturally
stem from pionless EFT. This seems to be a first example for a connection between these
three approaches to nuclear structure. This fundamental point would be studied better in

a study following this thesis.
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Appendix A

The Faddeev equations three-body scattering

I The Faddeev equations for n — d scattering

a The Quartet channel for n — d scattering

Using the Feynman rules that follow from the Lagrangian, eq. (2.58)), and inserting

appropriate symmetry factors, we get:

rptg aa . 1 i\ o a - o ca’ 1 . ’ ,
iTY (E; p,k)Bb = (—22yt)2%(020 )% (72)%iS (ko — po, k — p)5ﬁ/ o %(0302)2 (72)2
d4q . 2 1 2 i\« 2\a : . a’
+ W(—m%) ﬁ(a o )a/(T )QIZS (QO — Po,q — P) 1Dy (QO,C]) O X
- a'c 1 ! /
T4 a0 (7)) =
) a . 1 i iNB - a
T (E; p.k)y Z(—Z?Jt)2§(030 )%iS (ko — po, k — P))d;
d4q . 21 i k\B - . a ik ac
+ W(_Zyt) 5(070%)0i5(q0 = po, a = P)iD: (o, ) 07T (B q k)

(A-1)

Integration over qq yields:

i a My}, N 1
ZT](E;pvk)gb:_th(U]g )§5bk2+p2+k.p_ME

d3q Myf i q2 Zle(Eq k)o/c
j — 0Dy | E — P2 Jab
+Z/(27T)3 9 (O'O-)a cd 2M7q q2+p2+qp—ME
(A-2)
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b The Doublet channel for n — d scattering

The Faddeev equations for n — d scattering are given by:

T Bb E-k :_Z_t J Zﬁéb
© Joo(E3 Kk, P) (070")a ‘K2 +k-p+p:— ME
M 2 d3 UjO'k 553 ]
+ =2 /—qut (E,q) — ( )72 (T
2 (2m) Q“+q-p+p*—ME
Mywy, [ & aMi(T)e
e T ki T
2 (2m)3 q*+q-p+p*—ME
+ Mytys/ dgq nn( q2 ) (O-k)g(Tl—i_m)b ( Sl ) e
2 2m)3 oM Ve Tq prp- ME™
iMy? - 1
S,n k E _ S . 7 B 3\b .
(iSnp)an(k, p; E) = 5 (0")al(m")a kK2+k-p+p2— MME
Myys / d’q q’ (*)a(r)e ik
DAE — «a [ Tikyve
+ D) (27T)3 d( 2M7q) 2—|—qp+p2—ME(Z )aa
2 J @er)? 7 Vd+a-ptp?-ME T
My?/ d3q Dnn( q2 q) (TC:Z'—H.Q)IQ(T?)); (ZSZ )Bd
2 ) @ T Vg prpr - ME—
- i Myys i 1
gi ’Bbk - E :_Z . i\B(-B=1+i-2\b
(7’ nn)aa( ) Ps ) 2 (U )a(T )a k2 + k- P + p2 — ME—

My, a3 k\y (~B=1+i-2\b '

4+ uty / Q3 Dt (E,Q) - (U )oz(T - )c (ZT”C)Z(Z
2 (2m) Q°+q-p+p*?—ME

LMy / oy TRETTN iy
2 (o)’ q? +q-p+p?— MET

(A-3)

where the superscripts 7, 7 denote the Cartesian indexes of the incoming and outgoing
dibaryon fields and the amplitudes are not projected on definite J and T'. The projector
is given by \/Lgai for deuteron channel and by \/ign for the triplet channel [71]:

. aa ]' AN i
iT(E;p, k)G = 5(0 )2 T(E; p,k)7) 50 (07, (A-4)

’

. aa 1 i iC\o'a a
ZS(‘E? b, k)ﬁb = g(o- )a’7’<S(E; P, k) C)Ba’ (Tc>b ) (A_5)

where for n — d scattering a = b =1, o = 8 and ay,, = anp, = a5 and S,,, = Sy,,.
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II The Faddeev equations for p — d scattering

a The Quartet channel for p — d scattering

Using the Feynman rules (Tab. which follow from the Lagrangian eq. (2.58)) and
inserting appropriate symmetry factors, we get:

J— aa . 1 i\ a - o/ [l/
i (E;p k)5 = (—2zyt)2%(020 )2 (7%)&iS (ko — po, k — P)85 65/
!

(0%0")% (72)2iZp(E, K, P)iDyhoton(k — P)67 85 05 7

1
NG

(o70™)5 (r*)} +

(070™)5 (7)} +

<_2iyt)2

1

V8
4

R | )

+ / (2 (—2Zyt)2ﬁ(a%— 1% (13)%iS (g0 — posd — P) iD;y (qo, ) 6% X

(—2iy)? —=(00")2 (1) 2Ty (k, P)O5 S <aja2)g’(72>,’;’+

o,
<55

iT* (B q k) gs—=(0"0?)5 (7)) +

d'q 1 . ,
—9% 2 = (-2 a 2 a, - . D «
+/ (277)4( ) \/g(a 0" )ar(77)aiS (g0 — po, a — P) iDy (o, q) 0y ¥

i olc- . 1 / /
ZT k(E, q’k)ﬁb ZIB(E, q, p)ZDphOtO’fl (q) _(akaz)g (7—2)2

V8
d*q vl o ' y
+ (27)4 (—2iy,) ﬁ(a )5 (79)54S (g0 — po, 4 — P) iD: (qo, q) Oy ¥

s a’c: 1 ! /
ir k(‘E? qak)ﬁ’bZIb(E7 )%(ngz)g (7—2>Z )
(A-6)
where .
. 1
ZDphoton(k> = k2——|—>\ (A—?)

where ) is a small photon added to regulate the singularity of the propagator at zero

momentum transfer.
The bubble integral (Figure [3.8(a)) is given by:

4

. d*q . . .
iZp(k,p) = /(QTQ)ZJS(QO,—Q)'ZS(E—k0+QO,k+QO) ~1S(po — qo,p — Q) =

d3q M?
/ (27)3 2ME — p? + 2Mpy — 2pq — 2q?) (k2 — 2M E — 2koM + 2kq + 2g?)’
(A-8)
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where eq. (A-8) can be written as:

» d3q 4M?
iZ3(E,k,p :/ , A-9
FEKP)I= [ ala) - Bla A9
and A(q), B(q) are:
A(q) = (2ME —p* +2Mp, — 2p - q — 2q°) (A-10)
B(q) = — ((k* = 2ME — 2koM + 2k - q + 2q°)) . (A-11)
Using Feynman integrals, one find that:
dS 1 4M2
Zokp) = [ 54 [ o ; (A-12)
(2m)* Jo  (xA(q) + B(a) - (1 - 2))
by performing a d-dimensional integrals in Minkowski space, the final expression for
eq. (A-8), is:
1 ZM2
iZp(k,p) = — / dxz— x (—k* + AME + 4koM — 4koMz + 2kpz — 2p*x + 4Mpox
0 T
+k*r* — 2kpa® + p2x? )_1/2 =
iME [, [Qk M+ (k — )( A(E + ko) M — K* — ) oM }
2(k — p)ﬂ_ g 0 p 0 |3 Po
~log |2M (ko — po) — (p — K) (—k+ /=2 + AM(E + o) )| }
(A-13)
Using the residue theorem and performing the integral over ky = ;—Jl\‘; and py = ;—JI\’;, we
get that:
_ iM>
iTs(E,k,p) = i | 18 [(\/4ME 3K~k — zp) (k — p)]
P (A-14)

~10g [(~k +) (2k+p_m)]).
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Finally we get:

2 2k+ k+2
. M (arctan (?)pTZ]WE) — arctan (%TZE\/IL‘?))
iZp(k,p) = :
2r(k — p)

(A-15)

The one-nucleon exchange coupled to one photon exchange, K 54 P (Figure (b)), is

given by:

d4
K} (k,p) = /(2—7345(—/%7 —k)S(=po, —=P) Dphoton(k +p + @)D (L + ko, k) x

Dg(E + po,p)S(E — qo, —q)S(ko + qo, k + a)S(po + o, p + Q)

2

/ i iaM2D, <E - %k) Dy (E _ ;—M,p>

2r)3 (-ME +k*+kq+q?) (—ME +p*+pq+q?) [N+ (k+p+q)?

eq. (A-16]) can be written as:

AB B d®q iaM?D, (E,k) DB (E,p)
K (ko p) ‘/ @) Alq) Bl C(q)

where

AlQ) = —ME+k +kq+ g
B(q) = —-ME+p’+pqa+4q°
Clq) = X+ (k+p+a),

using Feynman integrals we get:

s B ﬂ 1 N 1—z iaM?Dy (E, k) Dg (E,p)
i) = [ s [ YA B+ Cla) (o)
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and by performing a d-dimensional integrals in Minkowski space we get:

1 1—x
iKAB(E Kk, p) = / dr / dyaM2D, (B, k) Dy (E, p)x
0 0

1
- {20 [2ME =2 (i +kp +p°) + 2(2k + p)(k +2p)] + = [4ME — 4 (K* + kp + p°)

-3/2

z(k +2p)°] +y*(2k + p)*} D, (E,k)T,(E,k,p)Dg (E,p),

(A-22)

where

M2 K2+ p?— ME
T,(E.k,p) =
o(E, k. p) 4(k2—ME—|—kp+p2)Q( kp )X
arctan (\/:ﬂi(%%) — arctan (\/3?5?%>
(A-23)
k—p
Kfc’lB (Figure (c, d)) is given by:
A,B d4€] . A,B
qu - - Wlpphoton(_q)p ’ (_p07 _p)S<_k07 _k)S(_QOv _q) X (A_24)
DYB(E + ko, )S(E + po, p)S(ko — po + g0, k —p+q) =
gig  iaMDAP (E . ) DAB <E _ %,q)
/ 2m)* (N +q?) (-ME+k>+k(q—p)+p>—pa+q?)
; aMDAB (E . ) DAB (E - %,q)
/o Am\/AMEz + K2(x — 4)x — 422 — 2kp(z — 2)x + p2a? — 4p2x + 4\2x
DA (E7k> IC,d(Evk) p>DB (E7p) ) (A_25)
where
T.4(E.k,p) = o’ Q Kt p” — ME [log (2M E — 2k* + 2kp — 2p?)
c,d yKiP) = 87T(k—p)/€p kp g p p

—log (—k\/4ME " 3K2 4 2kp — 3p® + p/AME — 3k® + 2kp — 3p® + 2ME — k2 — pz)] .

(A-26)
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b The Doublet channel for the p — d scattering

(T2 (B K, p) = —i 222 (50720 1
aa (5 55 2 Ktk p— ME

My ,
—3 Qy_t (g]gz)gag (ZIb - IB(E7 q, p)DPhOtO”(q - p))

ik . c
My? / d’q (070 T (B a.k) g,
2 (2m)3 "q*+p’+q-p- ME

Dy (E,q)d;

My2 qu ; i c az

5 /(27)3(‘”01‘)5@ “(B; k) Di (E, q) 6T (E, g, p)
My? Bq . ; 14+ 7\

_ Tt / (27T)3TJ’9(E; p)k);th (E]7 q) ) k(;f —2 IB<E7 qap)Dphoton(q - p)

Myyys dgq n K\B(.-3\b/: Qi \yc
e B A G G HE RIS

1 :

Myyys dgq Kk 1=1—4-2\b [ pbl\ ¢
W [ D (o) (049 (), P

1 :

(A-27)
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. Myys , 1
B (B k.p) = — YYs (V8 (3yb
(ZSnp)aa< ) 7p> 2 (U )a(T )a k2+kp+p2 —ME

ol .
- ly§§(0' )g<73)2 (1Ib(E’ k7 p) - IB(Ev k? p>Dph0t0n(k - p))

Myy, [ d? .
#2000, (B.0) (PR
>/ m)

1 .
(q2+qp+p2—ME +ZIb(E7q7p))

M 2 d3 3\b(-~3\c )
b [ S D) s
2 (27) QP+q-p+p>—MFE

M 2 d3 . .
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(A-28)
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Appendix B

The analytic form of the NLO correction to
the three-body force

Up to NLO, the three-body form has the form:
H(A) = H°(A) + HO(A) (B-1)

where the NLO correction, H(A), is giving by [43}44]:

HO(A) = A —37r1 + 82 o0+ ) 1— (1/\/1 + 453) sin(2sg log(A/A*) 4 arctan(1/2sy)) B
g M sin® (s log(A/A*) — arctan(sp))
1 So —i—pt —i—%) |B,1|Q1(B ) ( s +pt) ( -1 +%) !B,1|Ql(é,1)+
+ L 2\/_
1

Wi (a;'ps + prve) Gi(0) — 0.1252} sin™? [sg log(A/A*) — arctan(sg)] , (B-2)

where:

. I(iSO — 1)
B, = m ) (B-3)
~ I(isp — 1)
B 1+ t(iso— 1)’ (B-4)
8 sin(%) )
I(s) = V3s cos() (B-5)
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THREE-BODY FORCE

and

G(x) = cos [arg(z)] log(A) — 2L sin |2sg log(AA) + arg(z) (B-6)

So *
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Appendix C

The Hubbard-Stratonovich transtormation

with two-body electro-weak interaction

In this appendix, we present the Hubbard-Stratonovich (H-S) transformation for a

#EFT Lagrangian with an electro-weak interaction.

The two-body Lagrangian with electro-weak interaction has the form:
L= 'Cstrong + *Celectroweaka

where L is two-body Lagrangian [27]:

2

MCY

, \Y
where:
(NTpt,sN) - ¢t,s y
. V2
OD = (280 + m) s
and (see for example [14]):
41 1
cy = —
M —lﬁ“i)
4
cr o= Ch= s
o)



APPENDIX C. THE HUBBARD-STRATONOVICH TRANSFORMATION WITH
TWO-BODY ELECTRO-WEAK INTERACTION

Lelectroweak 1S the electro-weak part of the #EFT Lagrangian:

ﬁﬂ

electrowea

L XA, = AiB + AiB. (C-7)
the two-body part of the electro-weak current, AiB, has the form:

Au = Z LuV¢L¢V ) (C_8>
[I8%

where L, is the LEC that couples the two two-nucleon fields, e.g., for the weak
interaction L, = L;; = L1 4. In order to find the right H-S transformation for £, we
assume that after applying the H-S transformation, £ is of the form:

Egezg"oweak - Z _\Oéﬂ (MT¢# + hC) - /LTB/J«/L\_V/J«qu:r//JJ - FYLV[MTV + hC] ) (C—9)

7

/'L9V:t7s
strong part electro-weak part

where the H-S transformation is defined such that:

/dt / dsexp (=Ll vear) = XD [— (Z AuqﬁL(bM + BuoDﬁbL% + Luulb,tl/)u)] :

pn=t,s
(C-10)
By setting:
A, = —Cf (C-11)
CYM
po— 22 (0_12)
and
Qp = Yu (C-13)
6# = OD — O'“ s (0—14)
we get that:
Ly Cy
, = +c C-15
T JCI - CCr/MCT (C-15)
N = L . CyCy n CyCy (C-16)
w /CECY M? Ccy\/CECy  ch\Jcrcy |
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TWO-BODY ELECTRO-WEAK INTERACTION

where ¢ is an arbitrary constant that has to be determined by the original Lagrangian.
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Appendix D

Appendix D - A Bayesian approach to

estimate the convergence rate

In the following, we suggest an approach to study the truncation uncertainty and the

size of the expansion parameter, of a set of observables whose expansion are
(Mi) = (Mi)ro - (1 + c}f20 + h7H96% + O(5°)).

D.I The Bayesian probability distribution of the expansion pa-

rameter

We use information theory arguments to understand the expected behaviour of the

expansion convergence rate. Let us look at the ratio of different expansion terms,

NkLO
Chry

N!LO
ch

i gt | (D-1)

#EFT formalism suggests that r,QJ_ll should be a natural number. We interpret this as a
statement regarding the nature of the distribution of these numbers. In laymen words,
one would be surprised if these numbers deviate much from 1. In other words, these
coefficients have some natural range of change é < r,i\{ll < a, where « is a measure of
naturalness. One can expect that « is from a order of 2-3, while bigger variations are
acceptable as long as they are rare. From a Bayesian point of view, T,i\{ll are independent
and identically distributed random variable (i.i.d) with an average of about 1 and their
logarithm has (unknown) standard deviation log a.

Information theory now states that the probability density function (pdf) f(r) should
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APPENDIX D. APPENDIX D - A BAYESIAN APPROACH TO ESTIMATE THE
CONVERGENCE RATE

maximize the entropy S[f] = — [ drf(r)log f(r) subject to the constraints logr = 0 and

(logr —logr)? = log . Thus, the log-average of r,",6%~! should be the expansion
parameter (k — [)logd. These lead to a pdf f(r) which is a log-normal distribution.
One can now use a sample with size n to estimate the expansion parameter, i.e.,

logd = % S ﬁ log (r,ﬁ{ll(i)ék_l) Then, by using Bayes theorem, the resulting
distribution for the expansion parameter is Student’s t-distribution with n-1 degrees of

freedom 10(%5/;\1}? ~T(c%,n—1).

D.IT The Bayesian probability distribution of the truncation er-
ror of an expansion, given a prior for the expansion param-

eter

A good estimate for the truncation error is the maximal coefficient in an expansion of
order k, multiplied by 6**1. In Refs. [102-104] a Bayesian probability distribution is
calculated for the truncation error under the assumption of a natural expansion, albeit
in the case where the expansion parameter § is known. In what follows, we combine their
idea, with the probability distribution for the expansion parameter found above, to find
the Bayesian probability distribution that the NLO result will deviate by A from the

true value. Then,

pr (A\ {%0}::) _ / dopr (A| {C%o}:ﬂ ,5) pr (5\ {agfflko}::) , (D-2)

pr(A{ {c%@o}: ,0) is calculated in Ref. [102], and at NLO, is roughly constant for
1 =1
|A| < Re(8), and decays as 1/|A? for |A] > Re(d), where

R¢(0) = max (1, {c?ﬁo} ) 62. The exact functional form depends on the prior
1 n=1

, but a common behavior to all the checked priors is that at
k=1

(translating to ~ 67% for NLO calculations) the resulting

assumption for {c Ak
1

Kk
k+1

truncation error is less than R¢(5)d" .

degree of belief of

As the pdf for §, we take the Student’s t-distribution found in the previous subsection.
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