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In this paper, we study the low-energy d — « elastic scattering within the two-body
cluster effective field theory (EFT) framework. The importance of the d(«, a)d scat-
tering in the ®Li production reaction leads us to study this system in an effective
way. In the beginning, the scattering amplitudes of each channel are written in a
cluster EF'T with two-body formalism. Using the effective range expansion analysis
for the elastic scattering phase shift of S, P and D partial waves, the unknown EFT
low-energy coupling constants are determined and the leading and next-to-leading
orders EFT results for the phase shift in each channel are presented. To verify the
accuracy of the results, we compare experimental phase shift and differential cross
section data with obtained results. The accuracy of the EFT results and consistency
with the experimental data indicate that the EFT is an effective approach for de-
scribing low-energy systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The d — « elastic scattering has been of interest for many years as a source of information
about the low-lying T'=0 states of ®Li. The analysis of d—« elastic scattering data, to obtain
the correct energy dependent phase shifts of this process and determine the corresponding
level parameters of the 5Li nucleus, has been studied widely in the past decades. The d — «
scattering has been studied extensively in the past[1-11], and the low-lying levels of °Li have
been extensively investigated both experimentally and theoretically [12-17]. Recently, the
d — « scattering was investigated using the screening and renormalization approach in the
framework of momentum space three-particle equations [18].

In the present work, we focus on applying the effective field theory (EFT) formalism as
a model-independent, systematic and controlled-precision procedure for the investigation of
d — « elastic scattering at the center-of-mass (CM) energies about a few MeV corresponding
to the validity of the EF'T expansion. The applications of EF'T approach in the few-nucleon
systems have been widely studied [19-23]. Also, in recent years the nuclear systems with
A >4 which can be classified in the two-body sector are studied by halo EFT scheme [24].
The deuteron can be thought of as the simplest halo nucleus whose core is a nucleon,
however, there are some EFT works that the deuteron field is introduced as an elementary-
like field [25-28]. Halo EFT captures the physics of resonantly P-wave interactions in n — «
scattering up to next-to-leading order (NLO) [29, 30] and studying two-neutron halo system
%He [31, 32]. The effects of the Coulomb interaction in two-body systems such as p—p [33—
37], p—"Li [38], a—'2C [39], and o — « scattering [40] and *He(c,)"Be [41], have been
considered by the EFT approach.

Before applying the EFT method to the description of low-energy d — « radiative capture,
we construct the EFT formalism for the d — « scattering in the current study. Although
d — « is a six-nucleon system, at low energies, to a good approximation, the alpha particle
may be considered a spin zero structureless boson, and thereby the theoretical description
of d — « scattering may be reduced to a three-body problem made up of one alpha and
two nucleons. At the low-energy regime below deuteron breakup, we can take into account
that both deuteron and alpha nucleus as point-like and structureless particles. Therefore,
our present EFT for low-energy d — « scattering is constructed using the two-body cluster

formalism. The phase shift analysis and differential cross section calculation for the elastic



d — « scattering procedure, after determination of the unknown EFT low-energy coupling
constants (LECs), are the main purposes of this paper. We obtain the EFT LECs by using
available low-energy experimental data for the elastic d — a scattering. Here, we study the
scattering into the S-, P- and D-wave states using the effects corresponding to the scattering
length, effective range and shape parameter at each channel. The evaluated results can
help us to investigate the astrophysical radiative capture processes d + o —°Li 4 7 using
halo/cluster EFT formalism in the future.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the pure Coulomb and Coulomb-
subtracted amplitudes of the d — a scattering in all possible =0, 1, 2 partial waves using
the effective range expansion (ERE) and EFT formalisms are calculated. The values of the
unknown EFT LECs are determined by matching our relations of phase shift to the available
low-energy experimental data in Sec. III. Using the power counting analysis of the effective
range parameters, we plot the EFT differential cross section against CM energy and angle
with the dominant scattering amplitudes and compare with the available data in Sec. IV. We
summarize the paper and discuss extension of the investigation to other few-body systems

in Sec. V.

II. SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

In this section, the pure Coulomb and Coulomb-subtracted scattering amplitudes for the
two-body d — «a elastic scattering using cluster EFT formalism are extracted. The elastic
scattering amplitude for two particles interacting via short-range strong and long-range

Coulomb interactions in the CM framework is written as
TP, p;E)=Tc(p,p; E) + Tes(p', p; E), (1)

where T indicates the pure Coulomb scattering amplitude and T¢g represents the scattering
amplitude for the strong interaction in the presence of the Coulomb interaction with E'= g—;
as the CM energy of the system. p and p’ denote the relative momentum of incoming and

outgoing particles, respectively [40].

A. Pure Coulomb amplitude



The strength of the Coulomb-photon exchanges is provided by the dimensionless Som-
merfeld parameter which for the d — « interaction can be written as
kC’ Za Zd Aem b
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Here k¢ is the inverse of the Bohr radius of the d — a system, a,, =e? /41 ~1/137 represents
the fine structure constant, p is the relative momentum of two particles in the CM framework,
Zo(Zy) indicates the atomic numbers of alpha (deuteron), and p denotes the reduced mass of
d— o system. Based on the fact that each photon-exchange insertion is proportional to 7, so,
in the low-energy scattering region, p < k¢, we should consider the full Coulomb interaction
non-perturbatively as depicted in Fig. 1. In order to consider the Coulomb contribution in
the two-body d — a system, we use the Coulomb Green’s function as follows. According
to Fig. 1, the Coulomb Green’s function is related to the free Green’s function through the
integral equation as [42]

GE=GE+ GEVe G, (3)

where the free and Coulomb Green’s functions for the d — o system are given by

. 1 . 1
i=——F+——, G&= — : (4)
E — Hy +ie E—Hy— Vo +ie

with Vo = 20em /r and Hy = % as the repulsive Coulomb potential between alpha and

deuteron and the free-particle Hamiltonian, respectively. The signs (4) are corresponding
to the retarded and advanced Green’s functions. The incoming and outgoing Coulomb wave
functions can be obtained by solving the Schrodinger equation with the full Hamiltonian

H=Hy+ Vg as [33, 43]

X (r) = S+ V)i B(p - £) Culy) (rp) ™M+ 1 £ iy, 20 + 2 £2ipr),  (5)
=0

where M(a, b; z) is well-known Kummer function, P, denotes the Legendre function and

oy=arg'(l +1+1n,) indicates the pure Coulomb phase shift [44]. The normalized constant
Ci(n,) is always positive and has the form
() = 2 C3 (mp) [Tt (0” + 772)’ ©)
(20 +2)?
where C3(n,), the probability to find the two interacting particles at zero separation, is

defined as

2mn,
e2mp :

Ci ) = x5 (0)x; ) (0) = (7)



FIG. 1: Coulomb ladder diagrams. The single dashed and double lines represent the scalar o and

vector deuteron particle, respectively. The wavy lines represent the exchanged photons.

According to the expression of the Coulomb wave function of Eq. (5), the partial wave

expansion of the pure Coulomb amplitude is given by [45]

o0

To(p',piE) = (p'IVelxy™) = (21 + VIR - p)
=0

271. o 621'0'[ _ . R
= —— ) @+ 1)———~(p"p)
L 2ip
= — 2 sc®(0/2) exp[2iog — 2im, In(sin(6/2))], (8)
p 2kc

where cos = p’ - p and p = |p| = |p’|. This is the well-known Mott scattering amplitude

which holds at very low energies [46].

B. Coulomb-subtracted scattering amplitude

The strong scattering amplitude modified by the Coulomb corrections is
Tos(0'.p:E) = (Vs 71), (9)

where |\I/§,+)> represent incoming state for Coulomb-distorted short-range interaction, while
Vs is the short-range interaction operator. The amplitude Tos can be expressed in the

partial wave decomposition as [33]

Tes(p',pi E) = Y (21 + T (p) %" Fi(p' - p), (10)
=0



with

2 1

U
o) = L~
cs(P) p p(cotd; — i)’

(11)

where 0; denotes the Coulomb-corrected phase shift. The Coulomb-subtracted amplitude

Tg]s can usually be expressed in terms of a modified ERE as [39]

2r C3 (1p) Wilnp)

Tostv) =~ Ralp) = Fol) 12)
with
i) = £ T+, (13)
(@24 0
Hi(np) = 2keWi(ny)H (np), (14)
Hiny) = vlin,) + % ~ In(iny), (15)

where the function 1 is the logarithmic derivative of Gamma function. The function K;(p)
represents the interaction due to the short-range strong interaction which is obtained in

terms of the effective range parameters as [46]

1 1 1
Ki(p) = —a—l+§rlp2+zslp4~l—---, (16)

with a;, r; and s; as the scattering length, effective range and shape parameter, respectively.

C. Scattering amplitudes in cluster EFT approach

In the present study, we consider the deuteron and alpha as the point-like particles, so the
degrees of freedom of the d—a system in the current cluster EFT are only alpha and deuteron.
At the low-energy regime, the S, P and D partial waves have the dominant contributions
in the d — « elastic scattering amplitude. We should point out that the available low-energy
experimental data for the differential cross section of the elastic d — « scattering show a
resonance below the CM energy 1 MeV. Theoretically, this resonance can be constructed
only by including the D-wave effects in the cross section. Also, the dominant contribution
of the deuteron radiative capture by alpha particles at energy above 0.5 MeV comes from
E2 transition with incoming D-wave states [40, 47, 48]. Therefore, we consider the D-wave

scattering amplitudes of the d — a system in the present low-energy study. So, according to



the spin zero of alpha and spin one of the deuteron and considering the [-wave components
of the d — o system, the possible states for the two-body d — a system are ¢ = 39, °F, ?P},
3Py, 3Dy, 3Dy and 3Ds corresponding to the total angular momentums, J = 0, 1,2, 3.

At the low-energy regime, p<kc ~ 18 MeV, the on-shell CM momentum of the system is
scaled as low-momentum (). The high-momentum scale is set by the lowest energy degrees
of freedom that has been integrated out. According to the fact that there is no existing
explicit pions and any deuteron deformation, the high-momentum scale A has been chosen
between the pion mass, m, ~ 140 MeV and the momentum corresponding to the deuteron
binding energy, By i.e., v/2mqBy ~ 90 MeV. Around the p ~ ko ~ 18 MeV, the expansion
parameter of the current EFT is estimated of the order 1/5. Increasing the energy, the
expansion deteriorates and the precision of our EFT prediction will be questionable for
Eoy = % > 3.3 MeV. The Sommerfeld parameter 7, is enhanced by decreasing the energy.
So, n, would be large around p S ko and the elastic scattering amplitude requires non-
perturbative treatment of the Coulomb photons.

The non-relativistic Lagrangian for the strong interactions in the d — a system involving
the invariance under small-velocity Lorentz, parity and time-reversal transformations and

describing the dynamics in all feasible channels is given by

V2 V2 V2
€ — 4 T . (€41 9, — Al |l
L o' (0o + 2ma)¢+dl(280+ de)dﬁ n't [280+2mt A ]t
2
+ [ G T g) + he] + h[ﬂt[ﬁ”[(@'aﬁ;—)?}t[ﬂ b (17)
my

b}

where 7+ --” stands for the terms with more derivatives and/or auxiliary fields. The scalar
field ¢ represents the spinless o field with mass m, = 3727.38 MeV and the vector field
d;=eld indicates the deuteron nucleus axillary field with mass m;=1875.61 MeV. The sign
nl¥l is used to match the sign of the effective range 7€) and reflects the auxiliary character

of the dimeron field. The dimeron field ¢! with mass m, =mgq+mg, and [T operator for



each £ channel are defined as

ti, £="75
t, £ =3P,
Uk £="P
el = tij, §=°P ¢ (18)
t, ¢ =13D,
tt, £ =D,
\ Erji §="Ds |
(&, £=139
\/3731' Ef, £="P
V3/2ei Pied, € =°P
09 = ¢ 3/V6Pel, €= ¢, (19)
3/vV21jel, §="°Dy
V3/2¢€iied, € ="°D,
| VA5/87sel,  €="Ds |
where the derivative operators are introduced as
P, = 1(%@ - £V, =P - L5, PPy (20)
1 3

In the following, the coupling constants Al glé and Al¥) for channel ¢ are related to the
corresponding scattering length, effective range and shape parameter.

The cluster EFT diagram of the d — « elastic scattering amplitude is shown in Fig.
2. According to this diagram the building block of the scattering amplitude is the full
propagator of the dimeron. The bare and full propagators used in Tc[%(p’ , P, ) are depicted
by the thick line and the thick line with filled circle, respectively. To evaluate the EFT
results for the d — « elastic scattering amplitude in channel £, the external legs should
be attached to the full dimeron propagator as shown in the first line of Fig. 2. So, the

Coulomb-subtracted EFT amplitudes of the on-shell d — « scattering for each channel £ can

be evaluated by
=i+ DI (p) B - p)e™™ = —ig DY (B, 0)C5 (n,) Wi Pi(B' - )™ . (21)

The detailed derivations of Eq. (21) for all channels are presented in Appendix A. Here,
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FIG. 2: The amplitude of the d— « elastic scattering. The thick line is the bare dimeron propagator
and the thick dashed line with a filled circle represents the full dimeron propagator. All remained

notations are the same as in Fig. 1.

without any estimation for the values of effective range parameters, we introduce the initial
scheme in which the LO contribution of Coulomb-subtracted d — a scattering for channels
£ =391, 3Ry, 3Py, and 3P, are calculated using the first four terms in Lagrangian (17) and the
last term initially enters as NLO corrections as in some literature on the halo/cluster EFT
[24, 49, 50]. However, the properties of the D-wave states are somewhat different. For the
LO calculation of the D waves, taking into account nlél =41, we should include three EFT
LECs in our Lagrangian (17), namely, Al gl¢l and hl¢l corresponding to the scattering
length, effective range, and shape parameter. The additional second-order kinetic term
constant hl¥l is needed to renormalize the interacting D-wave propagator which contains
up to quintic divergences [48]. According to this suggested scheme, the LO contribution of
the scattering amplitude in channels & = 35}, 3Py, 3Py, and 3P, is constructed by both their
scattering lengths and effective ranges and their shape parameter influences are considered
as NLO correction. However, for £ = 3Dy, 3D,, and 3D channels, all the scattering lengths,
effective ranges, and shape parameters insert in the scattering amplitude at LO.

So, with respect to Fig. 2, up-to-NLO full dimeron propagator for [=0 and 1 channels in
the CM framework can be evaluated by

E— Al _ﬁn[ﬂg[él Ji(E) E—Ald _ﬁn[ﬂg[él JI(E)
LO NLO (?(;rection

and taking into consideration the suggested scheme for the channels & = 3Dy, 3D,, and Dj
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all terms in Eq. (16) should be considered at LO and so, the full dimeron propagator for
these channels is obtained by

n[&]

E—All+hleE2 — ﬁn[ﬂg[ﬂﬁl(m '

DE(E, 0)= (23)

The fully dressed bubble J; in Eqgs. (22) and (23), which is described for the propagation of
the particles from initially zero separation and back to zero separation for each channel, is
divergent and should be regularized. We regularize the divergence by dividing the integral
Jj into two finite and infinite parts as J;=J;""+J@ [51] . The detailed of this regularization
for all channels are presented in Appendix A. The finite part is obtained as [52]

" p) = —=Hi(n,). (24)

The divergent part is momentum-independent for the S-wave and are sum up momentum-
independent and momentum squared parts for the P-waves. For the D-waves, the di-
vergences are divided into three parts, momentum-independent, momentum-squared and
momentum-cubed. These divergences absorbed in Al ¢l¢l and hlél parameters via intro-
ducing the renormalized parameters AE], gl[f] and h1[§~ The detailed of renormalization for
each channel are presented in Appendix A. Consequently, the EFT scattering amplitude for
the channels £ =35, 3P,, 2P, and *P; up-to-NLO can be written as

Tl (p) = 27 C3 (1) Wi(p)
os @ @irn2ralfl L@y s g )
€l gl 2% plel gléy2 P iy
(21+1)27hf!
1 ( JE% )
X 1 €] p al
4 (21+1)27A 20+1)27
( [5])[512 . _%( ([5]+[§])2 2) Q_Hl(np)
~— nsgr” B nsgr KB ,
LO NLO (?c)rrection
(25)
and for the channels & = 3Dy, 3D,, and D3, we have the LO scattering amplitude as
€y 27 C8 () Wi(p)
Tes(p) = pwoED2eAl @2y 5 1 @uD2eRS '
R 1 ™ _ 1 i _
n[glgg]Z” 2<77[5]g,[§]2u2 )p 4( g}[{g]iug )p Hl(ﬁp)
(26)

In the other words, according to Eq. (12) the ERE scattering amplitude corresponding to
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the EFT scattering amplitudes of Eqs. (25) and (26) for £ =35, 3Py, *P;, and 3P, channels is

1 slél

2r  Ci(np)Wi(p)
TEh(p) = -0 [ 1 -3 pen
s =g + 5rEp? — Hi(ny) 4 =g +3rp? — Hi(ny)™
LO NLO ;orrection
and in ¢ =3Dy, 3D, and ®Ds channels is
€ 2m C5 () Wi(p)
T == , 28
cs(p) — L Trldp2 4 Lslpt — Hy(n,) (28)
Comparing Egs. (25) and (26) with (27) and (28) yields
[€]?
" (21 + 1)2malél’
BT T gl (30)
2
e = o s (31)
R (20 +1)2m

Although the unknown EFT LECs ¢/, Al and hlé are regularization scheme dependent
and can not be directly measured but their renormalized EFT LECs gg}, Al[f] and hl[f] and
also sign of the parameter 1¢ should be initially determined by matching EFT expression
of phase shifts to the available experimental data as we explain in the next section.

In summary, the LO and NLO EFT amplitudes for each partial wave are constructed as
follows: For the D waves (3Dy, 2D, 2Ds), because of containing the momentumindepen-
dent, momentum-squared and momentum-cubed divergences in the propagators, we should
consider all three parameters a, r and s at LO to renormalize the interacting D-wave propa-
gators via introducing the renormalized EFT LECs. For the P waves (*P, 3Py, 3P,), since
the propagators contain the momentum-independent and momentumsquared divergences,
we need to consider two parameters a and r at LO to renormalize the interacting P-wave
propagators via introducing the renormalized EFT LECs and the shape parameter s is en-
tered at NLO. However, according to our suggested PC which is represented in the next
section, it can be seen that the second and third terms (effective range and shape parame-
ter) behave as higher order correction compared to the first term (scattering length). For the
38, wave, the propagator has only the momentum-independent divergence. So, considering
of the first term (scattering length) is enough for the renormalization. But according to our

suggested PC, the second term (effective range) in this channel is three orders smaller than
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the first term. Therefore, for simplifying themanuscript and matching the formulation of
EFT amplitude for S wave with P waves, we have considered two parameters a and r at LO

same as P channels.

III. EFT COUPLING CONSTANTS DETERMINATION

As previously explained, in the low-energy d — « scattering the S-, P-, and D-wave
channels (¢ = 35},°%R, %P1, P,, 3D1,°D,, and 3D3) dominantly contribute in the scattering
cross section. Calculating the physical scattering observables e.g., phase shifts and cross
section based on our EFT expressions, needs to determine the values of the LECs in the
Lagrangian (17). This constructed cluster EF'T for the d—« system is reliable at the incident
CM energies below 3.3 MeV. A low-energy phase shift analysis was frequently reported for
the elastic scattering in Refs. [2, 53, 54]. The existing phase shift data help us to obtain the
values of EFT LECs for all channels. Taking into consideration Eq. (11), the phase shifts
for each partial waves is obtained from
2m
pp

561(p) — t{ 2 R (T )] } (32)

Matching Eq. (32) with the scattering amplitudes in Eqgs. (12), (27) and (28) to the available
low-energy phase shift data [2, 53, 54] for all possible channels £, the values of the effective
range parameters are obtained. The fitted plots of the d—« scattering phase shifts are shown
in Fig. 3. Regarding our suggested scheme, the LO (up to NLO) EFT and ERE results of
all S-, P-, and D-wave phase shifts are plotted against CM energy by dotted (dashed) and
solid lines, respectively. The circles [54], squares [2] and diamonds [53] indicate the available
low-energy experimental data. The determined effective range parameters of channel ¢ has
been reported in Table I. The quality of description of available results f**¢ on the basis of

the certain expression f can be estimated by the x* method which is written as [28]

N

Y2 = %Z [Mﬁ (33)

ave
i=1 f

where N is the number of measurements. Taking into consideration f as 6% introduced in
Eq. (32), the deviations of fits from used phase shift data for £ channel are obtained as

shown in the last column of Table I.
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the ERE and our two-body cluster EFT fits for the d — « scattering phase

shift. The blue-dotted, red-dashed and black solid lines represent LO EFT, up-to-NLO EFT and

ERE results, respectively. Circles [54], squares [2], and diamonds [53] are the experimental data.

According to the described scheme in the Sec. I, we consider the influences of all three scattering

length, effective range, and shape parameters of the D-wave channels simultaneously, so we have

only single LO plot for the D waves.
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TABLE I: The determined effective range parameters. The parameters were obtained from match-
ing the LO (up-to-NLO) EFT and ERE relations to the available low-energy experimental data in
Refs.[2, 53, 54] for each channel ¢ =35, 3Py, 3Py, 3P», ®D1, ®D2, and 3D3 as shown in Fig. 3. The

last column shows the deviations of fits from phase shifts experimental data.

€ Method  afIMeV—2"1] rléMevZ-1] slE[MevZ-3] yl€?

LO EFT —2.060 x 102 3.533 x 1073 - 2.6187
36,  NLO EFT  —2.780 x 102 3.830 x 1073 —8.345 x 1077 0.0775

ERE —2.757 x 1072 3.137 x 1073 —7.688 x 107 0.0283

LO EFT —8.029 x 1077 2.163 x 102 — 0.0069

3Py NLO EFT —7.824 x 1077 1.356 x 102 1.950 x 103 0.0014

ERE —4.364 x 1077 1.496 x 10> 1.634 x 1073 0.0001

LO EFT  —2.161x10°% —6.166 x 10° — 0.0433

3P, NLO EFT  —1.004 x 1078  —7.494 x 10>  0.474 0.0024
ERE —1.012 x 1078 —8.494 x 10>  0.452 0.0021

LO EFT 1.297 x 10~8 1.124 x 10° = 1.4657

3P,  NLO EFT 2.014 x 1078 1.874 x 10> —1.851 1.8406
ERE 2.037 x 1078 1.864 x 10° —1.865 1.5520

3D; LO EFT/ERE —1.375 x 10719 1.012 x 10 —1.905 x 103 0.5597

3Dy LO EFT/ERE —1.716 x 10710 —7.086 x 10° —10.958 0.0033

3D3 LO EFT/ERE —4.500 x 1078 —1.554 x 10°  1.303 x 10®>  0.0028

The phase shift analysis in Fig. 3 leads to the effective-range parameters presented in
Table 1. Based on determined values from ERE fits, we propose a power-counting (PC) in

which the effective-range parameters of £ channel are scaled as presented in Table II. So, we
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can conclude that the main contribution of the scattering amplitude in all channels 35, 3P,
3Py, 3Py, 3D, and 3D, come clearly from their scattering lengths, and the influences of both
their effective ranges and shape parameters are small and can be considered as higher-order
corrections. In this analysis, the effective-range and shape-parameter terms are suppressed
by (Q/A)" and (Q/A)™ as compared to the leading term of the 35;, 3P, 3Py, 3P», ®D; and
3D, withn =3, 3, 2, 1, 2, 3and m =5, 7, 5, 4, 3, 5, respectively.

For the 3Ds partial wave, it seems that the contribution of both scattering length and
shape parameters in comparison with the effective range term are one order down. However,
no missing any physical effect, we would consider —i + %rp2 + %sp4 ~ @*A3 in the leading
order. Furthermore, in the case corresponds to the large value of 7, the term H(n,) is
significantly different from the usual unitary term ip. Therefore, in this case, the unitary
term leads to H(n,) ~ p?/12k% [40]. For the S-wave channels, Hy(n,) is comparable in
magnitude to the effective-range term and can be automatically captured by taking 3kc ~ A.
Alternatively, one can enhance by a factor of A/Q the size of the 35 effective range. In
the P waves, we have Hi(n,) ~ @Q*(14+Q/A) and the term including H(7,) can be also
managed by redefining the effective range and shape parameter [28]. Scaling 2—14]{% ~ Q3,
Q—ikc ~ @ and 6kc ~ A, the function H;(n,) can be estimated for the [ =2 partial waves as
Hy(n,) ~ Q%(14+1+Q/A). So, for the D waves, the functions of p? and p* can be captured
by the effective range and shape parameter, respectively, and the term regarding the p°
would be negligible in the current theory.

Taking into consideration the LO and NLO values of effective range parameters corre-
sponding to the scheme used in Table I, the LO and NLO values of EFT LECs for channel £
are determined as indicated in the first and second rows of Table III. Based on the suggested
PC in Table II, the estimation of the LECs for each channel are presented as ”"PC estima-
tion” in Table III. The orders of obtained EFT LECs are meaningfully consistent with the
predictions of the suggested PC.

IV. DIFFERENTIAL CROSS SECTION

In this section, we present the obtained results of the d — « differential cross section in the

two-body cluster EF'T approach. The differential cross section for the d — « elastic scattering
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TABLE II: The suggested power-counting for the effective range parameters. ) and A denote the

low- and high-momentum scales as introduced in the text.

€] 1/a[£] T[E]/Q 3[51/4

51 A Q/A? Q/A*

oAYQ A QA
PLNTIQE NSJQP 1/Q
Py ATJQE NQP A/Q?

3D1 A° A3 AQ/Q
3D2 A5 QA2 Q

3D3 Q3A2 A3 AQ/Q

with the contributions of the Coulomb and the strong interactions is given by

do o\ 2
0= (5n) 170+ TesP (34

Taking into account the determined values of EFT LECs presented in Table III, we can
compute the differential cross section at different CM energies and scattering angles. In
order to calculate the differential cross section for the low-energy d — « elastic scattering,
some important issues should be clarified. At the low energies, the cross section gets the
dominant contribution from the leading term of the scattering amplitude in the 35 partial
wave. Thus, regarding the phase shift analysis for all S-, P- and D-wave channels in Tables I
and II, the leading d — a scattering cross section constructed by the relation corresponding
to the scattering length of 35, channel.

Based on our analysis in the previous section, the biggest corrections on the LO cross sec-
tion comes from the effective range of 35; and also the scattering length and effective range
of 3D3 partial wave corresponding to the first four terms of Lagrangian (17). These correc-
tions are two orders down with respect to the effect of the 35; scattering length. Remained
effective range parameters could be neglected as N®LO and higher-order contributions in the

current calculation.
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TABLE III: The obtained EFT coupling constants for all [ = 0, 1, 2 channels using the determined
effective-range parameters in Table I. The LO and NLO results are consistent with the suggested

scheme as introduced in the Sec. II. The last row in each channel states our suggested PC estimation

based on Table II.

¢ Order Al VeV g Mev—@HD/2) S [Mev—1]
LO —10.944 3.360 x 1072 —
35, NLO —7.467 3.231 x 1073 0.272
PC estimation 2% =16.175 (;95)% =3.003 x 1072 24 = 0.309
LO —4.577 2.352 x 1074 —
3R, NLO —13.091 2.977 x 10~* —1.801 x 1072
PC estimation 25 =16.175 (3E)P=2584x 107" 24" =1236 x 10~
LO 5.992 4.416 x 107° -
3p NLO 10.607 4.006 x 107° 7.930 x 1072
PC estimation 4= 3.235 (5%)2=5169x 1075 %L =6182x 1072
LO 5.474 3.269 x 107° —
3Py NLO 2.114 2.532 x 107° 0.123
PC estimation 9= 0.647 (5%)2=2312x 1075 22=0.062
3Dy LO —5.730 4.448 x 1076 0.235
PC estimation 4= 3.235 (3%5)2 = 3.707 x 1070 2 =1545
3Dy LO 6.568 5.318 x 1076 —-0.017
PC estimation 7 =16.175 (5g)% =8.291 x 1076 21— 0.309
3Ds LO 1.578 x 1072 1.888 x 1076 1.450
PC estimation  sr= 2588 x 1072 (35;)7=3707x 1076 2L =1545
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Our results for the differential cross section versus the CM scattering angle for the d — «
scattering are shown in Fig. 4 for the laboratory energies Ep,, = 0.87, 2.15, 2.46, and 2.94
MeV. The contribution of S-, P- and D- waves in the differential cross section are shown in
the first column of Fig. 4. And also, the results of the cross section with the 35; (35; and
3D3) partial wave(s) are depicted by the dashed (solid) line in the second column of Fig. 4.
The symbols in Fig. 4 indicate the reported experimental data from Refs. [55, 56].

We have also plotted the differential cross sections of the d — « elastic scattering against
CM energy with scattering angle 6oy = 156°, 120°, 44°45" and 30°5" in Fig. 5. Our EFT
results using the 357 (357 and ®D3) channel(s) are depicted by the dashed (solid) line, and
the circles in Fig. 5 indicate the experimental data in Ref. [55, 56]. Fig. 5 shows that in
our EFT formalism the peak manner of the differential cross section around Egjys ~ 0.706
MeV can be reproduced only by including the D5 scattering amplitude with the influences
regarding its scattering length and effective range. It seems that the contributions of the
3D4 would be more important and it must be included in our EFT calculations to reproduce
reliably the low-energy experimental data.

Our EFT results in Figs. 4 and 5 indicate that the 35; and 3Dj scattering amplitudes could
reproduce the low-energy experimental data and other partial waves have no significant effect

at the current low-energy regime as we expected from the suggested PC.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the low-energy d — « elastic scattering using two-body
cluster EFT approach. Our constructed cluster EFT treats the deuteron and alpha nucleus
as the point-like nuclear clusters, so we have concentrated on the energy region Ecy <
3.3 MeV. At the present energy region, the Coulomb force has been considered as a non-
perturbative treatment. Here, we have studied all possible S-, P- and D-wave channels.
We have introduced a scheme in which the LO contributions of phase shift in each partial
wave of [ = 0, 1 channels has been constructed from its scattering length and effective range
and its shape parameter influence has been included at the NLO order. Also, the additional
2nd-order kinetic term with constant hl€l is needed to renormalize the interacting D-wave

propagator which contains up to quintic divergences.

Using the available low-energy phase shift data, we obtained the values of the effective
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FIG. 4: Differential cross sections for the low-energy d — « elastic scattering against the CM angle.

Our EFT results are plotted with the laboratory energies Er., = 0.87, 2.15, 2.46, and 2.94 MeV.

The left column shows the the calculated EFT cross section with the contribution of the S (black-

solid), S+P (blue-dotted) and S+P+D (red-dashed). The right column indicate our plots for the

differential cross section using the leading terms of 357 only (black-solid), and the leading scattering

terms in 397 including the effects of D3 channel (red-dashed). The dots are the experimental data

from Refs. [55, 56].
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FIG. 5: Differential cross sections for the low-energy d — « elastic scattering against the CM energy.

Our EFT results are plotted with scattering angle 6oy, =156°, 120°, 44°45’" and 30°5’. All notations

are as in Fig. 4
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range parameters S, P and D waves. The EFT LECs for [ = 0, 1, 2 partial waves evaluated in
terms of effective range parameters. Our ERE fitted curves and the cluster EF'T calculations
for the S-, P- and D-wave phase shifts have good consistency with the available results and a
converging pattern from LO to NLO. We have plotted the differential cross sections against
the CM scattering angle and also the CM energy. The comparison our obtained two-body
cluster EFT results to the experimental data indicates good consistency.

Our obtained EFT results indicate that the cross section of the d — « scattering got the
dominant contributions using the scattering amplitude of 35; partial wave containing the
dimeron propagator without kinetic energy terms. It regards the 35 scattering-length effect
as we expected from our PC analysis. We have also showed that the resonance behavior
of the d — « cross section can be reproduced only by including the contribution of the 2D
scattering amplitude. It is consistent to our PC estimation in which the largest corrections
on the leading d — « scattering cross section are constructed by the strong interacting
contributions corresponding to the 35, effective range and also 3Dj scattering length and
effective range. It should be mentioned that other strong interacting terms can be omitted
because of small contributions of orders N®LO and higher in the total low-energy cross
section.

The discrepancy of our results for the cross section above Ecy; > 3.3 MeV can be handled
by introducing the three-body cluster EFT in which neutron, proton and alpha particle are
the degrees of freedom. In the present EFT calculation based on considering the deuteron
as a point-like particle, the EFT results for Fcy > 3.3 MeV are questionable and we should
switch to the three-body cluster formalism for the higher energies.

It would be interesting to use our results for studying of the d +« —5Li+ v astrophysical
radiative capture based on halo/cluster EFT calculation in the future. The d — « scattering
and radiative capture can also be studied by the three-body EFT formalism for the higher-

energy region.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the elastic scattering amplitudes

In this section, we present the detailed derivation of the d—« elastic scattering amplitudes

for all possible partial waves, [ =0, 1, 2.

S—wave channel

According to the Lagrangian (17), the strong interaction in the £ = 3S; channel of the
d — « system can be described using the up-to-NLO Lagrangian

V2 V2
G tid0 + —Vd.
L ¢(z60+2m )6 +di(ido + 5 d)dz
V2 V2 92
€y v Al €lr | £
+ [z@o—i-th A }t + RE [Z80+2mt] 7
+ g4 |Ef (@ d)+hec], (A1)

where #; is the vector auxiliary field of the 35; dimeron. According to the Feynman
diagram of Fig. 2, the up-to-NLO EFT scattering amplitude in the 3S; channel can be

written as
— Ty = (—igl? 7 (0) e eLiDE( B, 0)et e x(P(0)
= —igl DB, 0) e e el ef Xy (0)x(0)
= —z’g[ﬂD[5]<E7O)Wo(np)CS(np)eQ“’“, (A2)

where ¢ and el are polarization vectors of the deuteron and dimeron auxiliary fields respec-

tively, which satisfy the relations

o 1
&7;* 85 (Sij, 5? &; 551] (A3)

In the last equality of Eq. (A2) we use
X (O (0) = Woln,) G ()™ (A4)

According to the diagrams in second line of Fig. 2, The S-wave up-to-NLO full propagator
is given by

e o e 2 ]
E — Al — pldglé? J.(E E — Al — plélglél> J.(E) I’

niégl®Jo(E) L el o(E)
LO NLO corection

DEN(E,0) = (A5)
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where the fully dressed bubble .Jy, which is described the propagation of the particles from

initially zero separation and back to zero separation, is written as

h(B) = Jim (|G (B)]r)
_, / g xy” (0)x;"(0)
a (2m)3 2uF — ¢ + ic

_ / d®q 2w, 1
- (2m)3 e2m™(@) — 1 p? — @2 + i€

_ / d*q¢ 2mm, 1 P?
- (2m)3 e?™a — 1 ¢% p? — ¢% + ie

-~

JOfin
d®q 2mn, 1
—2 1_ A6
“/ (2m)% €2 — 1 ¢ (A8)

-~

Jgiv
Calculation of the finite part of the S-wave Coulomb bubble leads to [33]

" = =EkoWoln) H(ny) = =~ Ho(n,). (A7)

and taking into account the power divergence subtraction (PDS) regularization scheme, the

momentum independent divergent part is obtained as [33]

o B[ K 1 sy L3
= 2k - 1+
%o 27r{1>—3+ C[D—4 (ch) +2OE}}’

(A8)

with D the dimensionality of spacetime, x the renormalization mass scale and Cg Euler-
Masheroni constant. Instead of PDS regularization scheme we can use a simple momentum

cutoff A to make the divergent integral JJ® finite. It then becomes [33]

2p : g—ta__
T 0 627”7‘1 — 1

 2pke [ dx
T Jéﬂer
2rko
o A dz
Sy —/0 )
ke Y11
= {F — dﬁ(}g'— E;—%C)( :D}

div __
JO —

2Mk0

2ukc

A 21k
BN L)

E QWkC kc

1
2
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where in the second line we use changing integral variable x = 27n,, and in the last line we

use
1
ro) = 11_13% <Z — C’E) (A10)
1
((0) = tim (- 5L+ em2r) + O(e)). (A11)
e—
Thus, the up-to-NLO EFT scattering amplitude of Eq. (A2) is rewritten
T _ _2_7T Cz(np)Wo(np)
C o s ] us 2V
i (e o J8) = 5 (e 02— Ho(1)
2rhlé]
1 (S3)
X[ 1 +Z 2 AlE 27Tde g[gl] - 27 2_ I p4:|
( [slgm? + )_iim)l) — Ho(1p) )
LO NLO corection

(A12)

Regardless of which renormalization scheme we use to calculate the divergent integral Jd%,
this momentum independent divergence part is absorbed by the parameter Al via intro-

ducing the renormalized parameter AE as [40]

A%] = Al 4 pldg [g]Zde (A13)
Finally, the up-to-NLO scattering amplitude for £ =35, partial wave is expressed as
e _ 21 C5 (mp) Wo (1)
cs il 27{'AE§] 1 s
g%, 5(77[51 )p 0(71p)
27 hl€]
1 (9[5]2u3 ) 4
<[ 1 415 gl

1
— g% 2 (n[f] )p —Ho(p)
LO

NLO corcctlon

(A14)

P—wave channels

The up-to-NLO Lagrangian for the strong interaction in the ¢ =P, channel of the d — «

system can be written as

V3 V2

€ — »t(4 dT .
2 2 59
+ n[f]tT [280 + V_ — A[ﬂ]t + h[ﬂtT [280 + V_] t
th 2mt

+v/3 gl [tT(qu,-di) + h.c.} , (A15)
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where t is the scaler auxiliary field of the 3P, dimeron. According to the Feynman diagrams

of Fig. 2 we have

—BTELP (B D)™ = 3(—ig)* [Py Y (0))tiDII(E, 0) <! [P (0)]

= —3igl DI(E, 0)ef = [Vx; 7~ (0)][Vix, P (0)
= —ig"" DI(E, 0)CF (n,) Wi (n,) Po(B - P)e™, (A16)

where in the last line, the following relation is used

Vi, OV (0)] = C3lny) pips (14 )™
= C3(np) Wi(np) PL(D - D)™
(A17)

The up-to-NLO strong interaction Lagrangian in the & =3P, channel is introduced as

Ll t(io V2 iern v?
= ¢'(i0y + 2ma)¢+di(7’ b + 2_7nd)di
2 242
+ ] [1(90 L A[ﬁ]t + Rl [280 + V—] t;
th th
3
+\/;ekﬂ 99| th(oPsdi) + he (A18)

where t; denotes the vector field of the 3P; dimeron. So, the scattering amplitude in the 3P

channel is written as

10 3 * * . *
— TP - D)™ = 2 (=igl)? [Prx ™ ()]s i DI (E, 0)ensiey f [Pax, ) (0)]
1 (=
=3 WE]ZD[&](E,O) €kmi €xsil Vi Xy (0)] [Vox ST (0)]
= —ig " DYI(E, 0)C5 (1) Wi (n,) PL (D - D)™™, (A19)

with e! as the polarization vector of the ®P; dimeron auxiliary field. Also, the strong inter-
action Lagrangian for the d — a system in the ¢ = ®P, channel can be written as
2 2

v v
€l — 4f(; T(s Y N\A.
L @' (i0y + 2ma)¢+ d; (100 + de)dz

\% —V2 ’
At [ &t +hlEl | i
+1 }tij[lao“‘Q_Tnt_A[ q tyyh! }t”[zao * 2mt] b
3
+

NG [ﬂ[ (¢P;dy) +h.c}, (A20)
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where t;; is the auxiliary tensor field of the ®P; dimeron. Therefore, the scattering amplitude

in the 3P, channel is obtained as

. A ~ [eg 9 . K k(— * . *
—BITEPI(D - D) = =(=ig®)? [P (0))e]" €6, DB, 0)< e [Pux (P (0)
= —ig"DYI(E, 0)C5 () Wi (n,) PL (D - D), (A21)

with €;; as the polarization tensor of the P, dimeron auxiliary field which satisfies the
expression

1 2
6§'m 61;: - 5(5385m1 + 5ji5ms - géjmész) (A22>

The up-to-NLO full propagator for the 3P, 3P, and 2P, channels is given by

€l €106 2
DE(E,0) = 1 1 - 1 . A23
(£,0) = g—A@— LRGP J, (E) E— A LdgEF J,(E) (423)
LO NLO c\o,rection
The function J;(F) is given by
M@:meqN%WMWMW@]
' (27)3 2uE — ¢% + i€
_ / dq @ +kE  2mn,
(2m)3 p? — % +ie €™ — 1
d’q ¢ 27
=2 I+ kg Jo(E
M/(Q?T)SPQ — % +ie 2™ — e o(E)
dq ¢ —p®  2mn, 2, 12
- 2'u/(27r)3102 — % +ie 2™ — 1 k) ol E)
= Wi(n,)Jo(E) —2 g _2mn, (A24)
- 1 T’p 0 2 (27T)3 627”7‘7 1 .
J
In the second line of Eq. (A24) we use
[Vixg (0)][Vix; ™ (0)]=C5 (1) Wi (). (A25)

The integral J is divergent and independent of the external momentum p. According to the

PDS regularization scheme it takes the form [40]

J = —dmuk? (k:CC’(—2) n 2—'1) (A26)
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where (' is derivative of the Riemann zeta function and ('(—2) ~ —0.0304. If we use the

cutoff regularization scheme the integral J takes the form
A

& dzx e dz
= —8mruks - -
8 C{/O x3(er — 1) /0 3 (e — 1)}

211 1
= —SWuk%{F(—2)<<_2) - /0 dx (g — ﬁ + 1922 +0 (Z‘O))}

L/ AN 17 Ay 1/ A 2mk
= —8muk¢ s 27°Cp ('(—2)+ 5 1 12 Sy
87r,ukc{ 7 Cp (( )+3<27ch> 4(27rkc> +12<27rkc> O} >}( 7

where in the second line we use x = 27n,. Thus, J; can be divided as J; = Jlf 4 J with

JM = Win,)J{ Z—%fh(np), (A28)

Consequently, the up-to-NLO EFT scattering amplitude of Egs. (A16), (A19) and (A21) is

rewritten as

Tl _ _2_7T Cg(np)wl(np)
cs — 6w Al€] 2 v 1 67 27 7div

K (77[5]9[‘5]2/!_{—7(]{%(]51 + J))_é(n[ﬁ]gK]QuZ + 7‘]0 )p2_H1(np)

1 ( 671-}21[5] )
[£14 ;3
x| 1 4= gk p*|(A30)
6mAlE] 2w (1.2 7div 1 6 2 7div

4 <n[5}g[sl2u+7(kc‘]0 + J))_E(n[ag[gﬁuz + 7J0 )p*— Hi(n,)

LO

NLO corection

The function J& has two divergences, momentum independent and momentum-squared.
Regardless of PDS or cutoff renormalization scheme are used to calculate the divergent
integrals J§ and J, these momentum independent and momentum-squared divergence parts
are absorbed by the parameters Al¥l gl&l and hl¢ via introducing the renormalized parameters

Ag], gg and hg] as

Al Lylélglel (2, jaiv 1 )

Al _ ‘clo T ) A31
R 1+ %n[&]g[ﬂ #ng ( )
1 1 1 ,
o €] div
2 2 + SN :U’JO ) (A32)
g T g T3
hlél
6 _ (A33)

L] + %n[f]g[ﬂzpjjgw
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Finally, the up-to-NLO Coulomb-subtracted EFT scattering amplitude for ®P,, 3P, and 3P,

channels are obtained

6mh)S!
Tl _ 2m Og(np)wl<7]p) 1 1 (9}[:?]2M) A
o8 _? 6mAl 6r_ +A_L 6ralll 6 P
n[f]g][%{]Qlu _5(77[ ¢] )p Hl (7710) 77[5]91[3&]2/1 _5( [f]g[g )p Hl (np)
LO .

NLO corectlon

(A34)

D—wave channels

The Lagrangian for the strong d — o interaction in the £ =3D; channel is written as

& ; V2
ma)gb + d (Za() + 2_77’Ld)d

Lkl — ¢T( b
) V2 . V2 ,1s
60 Y AN it Go. 1 Y 2]

+tl[n (1005, -~ )]tﬁ—tz[h (i00+ 5, )2 i

3 8 (brd
+5 4 (1@ midi) + D (A35)

where £; is the vector field of theD; dimeron. Using the Lagrangian (A35), the Coulomb-

subtracted amplitude in 3D; partial wave is evaluated by

10 9 : * k(= * *
—iBTEsPa(B - ) = S (—ig ) [rig, 0))ef eliDE (B, 0)e) e [riaxs(0)

3. e e
= —5ig " DE(E, 0)[mixg (0)] ;0
= —ig""" DYI(E, 0) C5(n,)Walp) Po(p' - D)™™, (A36)

where 55 is the vector auxiliary field of the3D; dimeron and in the last equality we use

*\= 1 e
e 0] [max(0)] = 1 Pkpepipi = 307D 00) G (1) (1 + 1) (4 + )€™
1 oy oy iO‘Q
= Com)p (L +mp) (4 +mg) Po(p' - p)e’
2
= SWa(p) Po(B’ - p)e™™. (A37)

In order to calculate the Coulomb-subtracted EFT amplitude of d — « scattering in the

¢ =D, channel, we introduce the strong interaction in this channel using the Lagrangian

V2 V2
€ — &t f ,
LY = o )0t di(i00 + 5 =),

mq

Ll [n[sl (10 + v ALY 4 Bl iy + V_2)2 i
1] th th /

+\/§€lji9[ [ (6 7jdi) + hecl], (A38)
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with fij as the 3D, tensor auxiliary field. So, we have

3 . * *(— * t
5 Cia D gy ()€} el

xiDIE(B,0)e1! e e [max 7 (0)]

—25T§L]gP2( p)e* 7 =
3. X
= —5ig" DI(E, 0) [t~ (0)]Ime x;+><o>1
= —ig " DEY(E,0) C3(1n,) Wa(p) Pa(' - B)e* 2, (A39)

Also, the strong interaction Lagrangian of the d — a system in the £ =3D3 channel can be

described as

, V& & [45
L = ¢ 2ma)¢+dT(280+2—d)d 5 g9t (dmiyde) + hec

+ i 0o, V_2 _A[E}) Lo+ h[&](a +V_2)2 i A40
ijk |1 (400 + 9 ijk 0o 2m ijk> ( )

my
where t;;; indicates the auxiliary tensor field of the ®Dj dimeron. According to the Feynman

diagram of Fig. 2, we have

< (i) i, (0)]€5 < iDM (B, 0) elyserty [rmnx ™ (0)]

= —ig’ DIE(E,0) C3(n,) Wa(p) Pa(' - B)e* 2, (A41)

— iBTELPy(p - p)e™ ™ =

where €;;;, denotes the tensor polarization of 3D4 auxiliary field which satisfies the following

relation

st

gk’l] Cmni =

2
[— 5{(5,%(5”6“ + (5ik(5jl + (5i15jlc) + (m<—>l) -+ (n<—>l)}

D=

+ (810 jmOkn + 0i0jndpm) + (1 =7 =k =)+ (i = k= j— z’)} )
(A42)

The full propagator for D waves is expressed by

el
E— NS hEE— Lyl gkl J(E)’

DE(E, 0) = (A43)
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with

3 &q [rixd” (0)][mx ™ (0)]
J2(E) - 5{2,“/(27_[_)3 2,UJE—(]2+Z.€

K / d3q 4¢* +5¢*kE + kL 2mn,
2) 2n)? pP—q¢*+ie ¥ —1

dq ¢ —p 271,

(2m)3 p? — % + i€ e¥™a — 1

= Zk?;Jl(p) + (p* — k&) Jo(p) + 2u/

_ 9.9 4 4 2 d’q 5, 2mn,
- chjl@) + (p - kC)J0<p) +p J— 2” (27T)3q e2mq — 1
5 d3q 27,
- — (p® + Sk2)J =2 / 2 . Ad4
Walp)do(p) = (0 + {he) =2 | G o (844

~
I

The integral I is divergent and independent of the external momentum p. According to the

PDS regularization scheme takes the form [57]

4 54 gy
1 = skt (Ke¢'(—4) = 755), (A45)

with ('(—4) ~ 0.00798. If we use the cutoff regularization scheme the integral J takes the

form

27ch
/°° dzx _/ A dz
o o(e® —1) 0 zo(e* — 1)
1 1 1
{F( He(=4) /0 dx<x6 205 T iogt 0 TOW >)}
1, 1/ AN 17 AN 1/ A3
{_ 8" CEC(_4)+5<27TI<;C) - 8(27%) * 36(27rk:c>

() O RO (Ad0

I
|
o
KO
3
w
=
>
Qot
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where in the second line we use x = 2mn,. Consequently, separating the integrals .J, into

the finite and divergent part leads to

Ll
2m
Jg = Walp) g™ — (0° + §ké)J +1

™ = Wa(p)J{™ = —2=Ha(n,), (A47)

>

5
= PN DGR = T)+ (4kCJdW—ZkéJ+1).
(A48)
Thus the up-to-NLO EFT scattering amplitude for D waves is written as
Tl 27r C3 (1p) W2 (ny) _
¢ P2 R GG RE P} (b 2 (KB T = (5 S 22 gy —Ha )
(A49)

The function J¢® has three divergences, momentum independent, momentum-squared and
momentum-cubed which are absorbed by the parameters Al gl¥) and Al¥) via introducing

the renormalized parameters Al B> g%] and hEE} as

A[&] + n[g]g[f ( k4 de 5/6%:]4‘[)

Al — . A50
R 1+5n[s]g[£12 (4/<;gjgw_J) ’ ( )
1 1 1
9r

hlé) 4 Lglé? y gdiv
he = 59" H . (A52)

1+ tnlgle? (2 k2 Jdiv—J)

Finally, the Coulomb-subtracted EFT scattering amplitude for all possible D waves are

written as
Tl _ 27 GG (1p) Wa(p)
cs = €] ]
o 10mART g 107 o 1/107h 4
,7[5191[;2“ 3 61 E7 ) 4(9E12R )p* —H(np)

(A53)
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