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Abstract
We propose a novel approach to incorporate the proton-proton (pp) Coulomb force into the three-nucleon
(3N) Faddeev calculations. The main new ingredient is a 3-dimensional screened pp Coulomb t-matrix ob-
tained by a numerical solution of the 3-dimensional Lippmann-Schwinger (LS) equation. We demonstrate
numerically and provide analytical insight that the elastic proton-deuteron (pd) observables can be deter-
mined directly from the resulting on shell 3N amplitude increasing the screening radius. The screening limit

exists without the need of renormalisation not only for observables but for the elastic pd amplitude itself.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The inclusion of the Coulomb force into the analysis of nuclear reactions with more than 2
nucleons is a long standing problem. The main reason is the long-range nature of the Coulomb
force which prevents the application of the standard techniques developed for short-range interac-
tions. One possible way to avoid the difficulties including the Coulomb force is to use a screened
Coulomb interaction and to reach the pure Coulomb limit through application of a renormalisation
procedure [1, 2,13, l4].

The problem is especially timely to be solved when considering the interaction of protons with
deuterons below the pion production threshold. For this 3N system using the Faddeev scheme high-
precision numerical predictions for different observables in elastic proton-deuteron (pd) scattering
and for the deuteron breakup reaction are being obtained |5], however, only under the restriction to
short-ranged nuclear interactions. The high quality of the available pd data for both processes re-
quires, however, in the theoretical analysis the inclusion of the Coulomb force into the calculations.
Furthermore the seminal progress [6] in the development of nuclear forces in chiral effective field
theory calls also for a very precise solution of the pd scattering equations to test unambiguously
these new dynamical ingredients. This test can only be completely satisfactory if the pp Coulomb
force is perfectly under control.

For the elastic pd scattering first calculations, with modern nuclear forces and the Coulomb
force included, have been achieved in a variational hyperspherical harmonic approach [7]. Only
recently the inclusion of the Coulomb force became possible also for the pd breakup reaction [g].
In [8], contrary to [7] where the exact Coulomb force in coordinate representation has been used
directly, a screened pp Coulomb force has been applied in momentum space and in a partial wave
basis. In order to get the final predictions which can be compared to the data, the limit to the
unscreened situation has been performed numerically applying a renormalization to the resulting
on-shell amplitudes [8, 9]. This allowed for the first time to analyze high-precision pd breakup
data and provided a significant improvement of data description in cases where the Coulomb force
plays an important role [10].

However, in spite of that substantial progress some important questions remained unanswered.
One concerns directly the results of these calculations for two kinematically complete breakup
geometries: the pp quasi-free-scattering (QFS) configuration, in which the not detected neutron
is at rest in the laboratory system, and the space-star (SST) geometry, in which all 3 outgoing

nucleons have the same momenta (magnitudes) in the plane which in the 3N c.m. system is



perpendicular to the incoming nucleon momentum. The theoretical predictions based on nuclear
forces only show, that the cross sections for QFS and SST are quite stable against changes of
the underlying interactions, including also three-nucleon forces [5]. At energies below ~ 20 MeV
theory underestimates the SST pd cross sections by ~ 10%, and overestimates the pp QFS cross
sections by ~ 20%, respectively [5, I8]. With increasing energy the theoretical cross sections come
close to the data, which indicates that the pp Coulomb force is very probably responsible for
these low energy discrepancies. However, the Coulomb force effects found in [§] are practically
negligible for the pd SST configuration and only slightly improve the description of the pp QFS
data [11, 112, [13, 14, [15].

This inability to understand the pp QFS and pd SST cross sections calls for reconsidering the
inclusion of the Coulomb force into momentum space Faddeev calculations. One main concern
in such type of calculations is the application of a partial wave decomposition to the long-ranged
Coulomb force. Even when screening is applied it seems reasonable to treat from the beginning
the screened pp Coulomb t-matrix without partial wave decomposition because the required limit
of vanishing screening leads necessarily to a drastic increase of the number of partial wave states
involved. As an example we provide numbers for the exponential screening e (®)", Taking the
screening radius R = 20 fm and n = 4 requires all [ < [, = 10 partial wave states to reproduce
the 3-dimensional pp screened Coulomb t-matrix at Ell,“b = 13 MeV. Increasing the screening radius
to R = 120 fm requires I, =~ 50 which is a big numerical challenge. Even more that would lead
to an explosion of the number of 3N partial waves required for convergence.

Another problem concerns the treatment of the pp Coulomb interaction in its proper coordinate,
which is the relative proton-proton distance, throughout the calculations. Any deviation from this
restriction can cause effects which are difficult to estimate.

In the present paper we propose a novel approach taking both concerns into account to incor-
porate the pp Coulomb force into the momentum space Faddeev calculations, in which we apply
directly the 3-dimensional screened pp Coulomb t-matrix without relying on a partial wave de-
composition. 3-dimensional solutions of the LS equation for different screening radii are used to
approach the final predictions. We demonstrate, that even the physical elastic pd scattering am-
plitude has a well defined screening limit and does not require renormalisation. In contrast in case
of pp scattering the scattering amplitude requires renormalisation in the screening limit which,
however, has not to be applied when only observables have to be addressed [16].

In section [ we present details of the formalism and in section [II] the physical amplitude for

elastic pd scattering. The screening limit is discussed in section [V] and the results shown in section



[Vl The summary is given in section [VIL In various appendices detailed expressions for different
kernel elements appearing in the Faddeev equation with the screened Coulomb force are included

and different terms contributing to the on-shell elastic scattering amplitude are given.

II. FADDEEV EQUATIONS WITH SCREENED PP COULOMB FORCE

The 3N pd system can be regarded in a particle basis or in the isospin basis. The corresponding

completeness relations are

lpnp >< pnp| + [ppn >< ppn| + [npp >< npp| =1, (1)
S OI1/2)T - 1/2 >< (t1/2)T — 1/2[ =1 (2)
tT

In (2) t is the 2-body isospin which together with the isospin % of the third particle is coupled
to the total isospin T. We use the convention that the proton (neutron) has the isospin magnetic
quantum number —%(%) Since NN forces are usually given in an isospin basis we stick to that
formulation also in the 3N system. Then a general NN force acts in the 3N system as

V= [(t1/2)T My >< (t1/2)T Mg |V|('1/2)T' My >< (£'1/2)T' My| . (3)

tT T

Here we assume that t is conserved, which in the pd system leads to [17]

Vo= [(01/2)1/2 —1/2 > V30 < (01/2)1/2 — 1/2|
+|(11/2)1/2 = 1/2 > (1/3V,)0 +2/3V,71) < (11/2)1/2 — 1/2|
+ |(11/2)1/2 —1/2 > %v,gg — V) < (11/2)3/2 — 1/2|

+ [(11/2)3/2 — 1/2 > (2/3V,)) +1/3V, 1) < (11/2)3/2 — 1/2

2
+ 1(11/2)3/2 —1/2 > %v,}g —Vh < (11/2)1/2 - 1/2] . (4)
We defined in the usual manner
Vi = <tV > | (5)
Vil =<1-1V[I-1> . (6)

The latter decomposes into the strong part and the pure Coulomb part, which we assume to be

screened and parametrised by some parameter R
1-1 __ ysstrong cR
Vo~ = Vip + Vo' (7)
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Eq.( ) exhibits that charge independence breaking leads necessarily to a coupling of T'=1/2 and
T = 3/2 states and the complete action of the Coulomb force also requires the presence of both

total isospin states. Exactly the same decomposition holds for the 2N t-operator ¢

t = (01/2)1/2 —1/2 > t)) < (01/2)1/2 — 1/2]
+ (11/2)1/2 = 1/2 > (1/3t)) +2/3t,. 1) < (11/2)1/2 — 1/2|
+ |(11/2)1/2 —1/2 > g(t}g) —ty 1) < (11/2)3/2 — 1/2|
+ |(11/2)3/2 — 1/2 > (2/3t)0 + 1/3t,, ") < (11/2)3/2 — 1/2|
V2

+ 1(11/2)3/2 —1/2 > ?(t};;, — 1) < (11/2)1/2 —1/2| . (8)

It is not difficult to see [17] that this is consistent with the 2-body Lippmann Schwinger equation
t=V+VGot (9)

when expanded into the 3N isospin basis.

It is now convenient to define the three 3N isospin states

o> = [(01/2)1/2 = 1/2 >
> = 1(11/2)1/2 -1/2 >

lye > = [(11/2)3/2—1/2 > . (10)
Then ¢ appears as
t= Z [y > by < 7/‘ (11)
¥
with
byy = 5tt’t;pTl (12)

and tIT" can be read of from (8.

We use the Faddeev equation in the form [5]
T|® >=tP|® > +tPGT|® > (13)

where P is defined in terms of transposition operators, P = PioP3 + Pi3Ps3, Gg is the free 3N
propagator, |® > the initial state composed of a deuteron state and a momentum eigenstate of the
proton. Knowing T'|® > the breakup as well as the elastic pd scattering amplitudes can be gained

by quadratures in the standard manner [5].



Expanding T'|® >
T > =Y |y >T,
v

([@I3) turns into

Ty = Y tyy <P >+ tyy < |PGoly" > Ty .

Y Y

In a more detailed notation we use (I2]) and define

T, ETtT

< ’Y’P”}/ >= 6TT’F(tt/T)Bt’ = 5TT’E{’
where P,y acts only in spin-momentum space,
Ptt’ = P12P23 + (_)t+t P13P23’spin—momentum

and F(tt'T) is given by

, t 1/2 1/2
F(t'T) = (—)" V2t + 1V2t + 1 x /21
t T 1/2
For the convenience of the reader the nonzero values are
1
F(111/2) = —3
F(113/2) =1
F(101/2) = ?
1
F(001/2) = —3
F(011/2) = —g

This leads to the more explicit form of the coupled set of equations (I3])

Tl 1 / el T
TtT == tt 2Pt%|¢ > + E ttTT E Ptt”GOTt” .
T!

t//

where we used the isospin independence of the free propagator G and

D >= |y > [p> .

(14)

(25)



This set (25) would be the starting point for a calculation using momentum vectors instead of

an angular momentum decomposition. In view of forthcoming calculations we provide that set as

follows
1/2 1 1 12 V3 1/2
TO/ = —§t9§)P00’(25 > —§tg%P00G0TO/ — Ttgz(;)PmGOTl/ s (27)
1/2 V3.1 2 . V3.1 2 . 1/2
Tl/ = 7(§t71§) + gt;,p 1)P10’(25 > +7(§t71§) + gt;,p 1)P10G0T0/
1.1 2 . 12 V2 _ 3/2
- §(§t}£, + gt})p N PLGT? + ?(tig, — N PLG T (28)

1 B 1 —
TY% = =t — thy ) Prolé > +—=(t15 — 1, ProGoTy

\/16 v Ve 2 1
- WE( 10 t},;l)PHGOTf/2 + (gt}g + g7511,;1)P11GOT1‘°’/2 . (29)

1-1 5o Ay
Note ¢, " is driven by the strong and the screened pp Coulomb force ().

Here, however, we apply the angular momentum decomposition and define the basis states
P S
[paa >= [pq(ls)j(AZ)I(GI)TM > (30)

where p,q are the standard Jacobi momenta, (Is)j refers to the 2-body subsystem, ()\%)I to the
third particle and JM is the total angular momentum and its magnetic quantum number. In that

partial wave basis the set (23] reads
TL 1
<pga| T} > = ) / dp'p?dg'q? < pqalt, *|p'd'd’ >< p'dd'|P}lp >
a/
+ Z Z dp'pdq'q"? < pqa\t?T/ Ip'qda >< p/q’a/\Pt@:GoT?/ > . (31)

T o
This form allows us to separate the lower partial waves in the 2-body subsystem, where the strong
force acts together with the Coulomb force, from the higher partial waves, where only the pure pp

Coulomb t-matrix is present.

Thus for the higher partial waves, denoted as [pga” >, we obtain

[NIES

<pga”|T§ > = (32)

0
> T _ /12 3.1 12 >T%/// ///%
<pga”|T{ > = Z dp'p“dq'q” < pga” |t 2 ||p'd'd >< p'd'd'|Pglo >
a/

+ Y D [ PP < pea” [t p'dd >< pdd|PlpGolTE > (33)
Tt o



where 17 " up to a factor is given by the screened pure Coulomb t-matrix tgg contained in tll,; 1
Thus

= )
and f177" can be read of from @) as flz 2 =z= 2f1%1%,f1%1% = flgl% = —@ .

Inserting the factors f1717" it simply follows from B3) that
1 3
< pqa”|TE > +V2 < pqa” |T >=0. (35)
The physical meaning of that relation is trivially evident in the particle picture. One has
= (lppn > +lpnp > —2fnpp >) (36)

71> =

|72 > = (lppn > +|pnp > +|npp >) (37)

sl-gl-

where the sequence pnp for instance corresponds to the sequence of particle numbers 1,2, 3.

Inserting the definitions (I4]) and (I6]) the relation (B5]) can be rewritten as

3
< pga”|(< |+ V2 < 3a|)T >= \/; < pga”|(< ppn|+ < pnp|)|T > . (38)

Now the T-amplitude projected on high angular momenta is proportional to the Coulomb pp
t-matrix, which acts in the 23-subsystem. Consequently the overlap in (B8] is zero.

1
Now using (35]) and (34)) the relation ([B3]) for < pga”|T}? > simplifies to

/12 / I/

1 1
< pga”|T? > = %Z/dp/pﬁdqq < paa” |t5Hp'q'd >< p'd'd'| Piol >

+1Z d//2d//2 >tcR/// PGT%

7 p'pdq ¢ < pga”lty,|p'd'd >< p'd'd|PioGo|Ty >
a/

1

o gZ/dp/p'2dq'q/2Z/dp'/p/'2dq/'q'/2<pqa>!tf,§!p'q'a/>
<P dd|PuGolp"q"d"< >< p""a (\T1 >+\fyT1 >) . (39)

Because of (35)) there are no contributions of the higher partial wave components and only the
lower ones, denoted as < pga<|, are applied onto the amplitudes |7 >. Due to ([BH) the same
is true for < pqa>]T1% >. For the sake of a simpler notation we introduce |[A >= |pga~ > and
|B >= |pga” > in the following and drop the summation and integration signs.

Now we turn to the lower partial waves. From 27) - 29) and inserting ¢/, Pl explicitly we

get

1
<AT? > = —5 < Al Pool¢ >



< A\Tll/2 >

< A\Tf’/2 >

_l’_

1
5 < Altgf PaoGlol A’ >< AT >

? < A‘t%op()lGo’A/ >< A,’Tll/2 >

P
3
% < A[t% Py Go|B' >< B'|T}* > |, (40)
1 _
—— < Al + 2ty Prolo >

2v/3

1 10 1-1 / r1l)/2
2—\/3 < A|(tnp + thp )P10G0|A >< A |TO >

1
= < A‘(t,lgj + Qt;);l)PllGo’A/ > A,’Tll/2 >

| =

< A|(t0 + 2611 P Go|B' >< BT} >

< A|(t10 — £ Py Gol A >< AT >

< Al — ¢V P Go B >< BT > (41)
< Al(tyy =ty ) Prolo >

< A‘(t}g — t;,;l)PloGo’A/ >< A/’Tol/z >

~S =&l elSe=l

_ 1/2
775 < At — 1) P GolA >< AT >
1 _ 3/2
g < A‘(Qt%g, + t;,p l)PllG()’A/ >< A/’Tl/ >
1 _ 1/2
—— < At — N PLGo B >< BT >

2 1
< Ay(gt}g, + gt;,;l)PllGoyB' >< B|TY? > | (42)

Note tll,; 1'is the pp t-matrix driven by the strong and screened pp Coulomb force and is projected

on a certain set of low partial waves.

In ({I) and (#2) one can use ([B3) to eliminate < B’|T: 13 /2 > leading to

< A\Tll/2 >

< ATY? >

1 _
—— < A|(t)) + 2ty ) Pyl >

2v/3

% < A1+ 2651 PGl A > < AT >

é < Al 1 251 P Gol A >< AT >

g < Al — ¢ P GolA >< AT >

% < A0 PLGolB >< BT > (43)
% < Aty = tyy ) Prol¢ >

% < Al(ty) =ty ) PioGolA' >< AT >

2—\1/5 < Al — £1) Py Gy A >< AT >



1
+ 3 <A+ 1, ) PuGolA >< AT S

1
— — < At9PLGy|B' >< BT} >

V2

The sum over the high partial waves acts on |T11 72 which, according to ([B9), is driven by the

(44)

screened Coulomb t-matrix t;ﬁ. In order to avoid approximations we sum up the high partial waves

to infinity and add and subtract the projection of tlc,g on the finite number of low partial waves.

Thus we put
B >< B|T}? >= |T}* > 45
1
where according to (39)
. 1
25 = LERp e > 4 ERpGolA' >< A|TE >
1 i/— PP /3PP
- gt;fPllGo\A’ >< A’(yT1 > +\/§\Tf >) (46)
with
fgg = tlc,f —|A>< A|tlc,§|A' >< Al (47)

In (6] the projection on partial waves to the right of tCR has been carried out to infinite order
leading to the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix tCR But due to (47) also the partial wave

projected ¢cF matrix occurs. Now we insert (46]) into the set (@0), [@3) and (@):

<A’ 1/2> = <A‘t P00‘¢>

1
— 5 < A|t00P00G0|A/ >< A/|T1/2

- ? < Al Py GolA' >< A'|T}? >

— \23<A’t PolG‘ 1/2 ) (48)

1 _

< AT > = 2_\/3 < A|(0 + 211 Pyolgp >
+ 2{ < A|(0 4 2 1) PoGolA >< ATy >
— 6 < A‘(t,lgj + Qt;);l)PllGo‘A, >< A,’Tll/2 >

2
+ % < A|(0 — ¢ P Gol A >< AT >

1
— 5 < A|t P11G0|T /2 R (49)

CAT? > = — < A|(t1S — 1) Prolg >

1
V6

10



1
" % < A|(tS — th N PiGol A >< A|Ty/? >

— < A‘(t,lgj — t;;l)PllG()’A/ >< A/’Tll/2 >

i”f
+ 5 < A6+ 1, ) PuGolA' >< AT >
el
— \/5 < A‘t P11G0’T1 . (50)

Egs. @) - (B0) together with (@) form a closed set for amplitudes projected on low partial
waves only. Since we anyhow iterate the equations and sum up the resulting series by Pade one
can stay with that form. However, we prefer to eliminate (46]) to arrive at our final form of coupled

equations:

<AT? > = -5 L g0 0 Poolep >
< A‘tOOP()lG()tCRPl()’(Zﬁ >
< A[t% PooGolA' >< A'|Ty* >

m\»—t

N RN —N | —

< A|tOOP01G0t P10G0|A, >< A,|T

ol

- — < A‘t P()lG()’A/ >< A/’ 1/2 >
1 1
+ < A0 Po1 Goteli P Gol|A' >< A'|TE >
Wi |tnyPo1Go 11Gol |

1
+ % < A‘tOOP()lGOtCRPllGO‘A, > A,‘Tl 5 (51)

‘ -

< AT > = < A|(t1 4 2611 Prolg >

B

‘ ~

<A’t PllGQt P10‘¢>

[\)

-5

< A|(t1 4 2t ProGolA! >< ATy >
1
— —— < At PGt PioGolA' >< AT >
2\/5 ! 11Go 10 0! ! 0
— S <At 4 2t P GolA >< AT >
A‘t PllG()tCRP:LlGO‘A, >< A/‘Tl

< A‘(t;% — t;,;l)PllGo’A/ >< A/’Tf/2 >

m‘%w‘%ml =)
[\ \S)

3
< A|t PHGot P11G0|A, >< A/|T12 >, (52)

< AIT? > < A|(ty) =ty ") Prolo >

<A|t PllGot P10|¢>

Sl=5l-

11



— 1/2
|(#0 — 1) ProGolA! >< A'|Ty? >

<A
~ 1
< A‘tig)PHGot;ngGo‘A, >< A,‘Toz >

Sl=&l-

-

< Al — ¢ PGy A >< AT >

5

1 ~ 1
+ ﬁ < A‘ti%PHGot;gPHGQ‘A, >< A/‘Tf >
1
+ 5 <Al 1, ) PuGolA' >< AT >
1 - 3
+ g < A’t,llgpllGot;gpllG()’A/ >< A,’Tf > . (53)

Note that in all three equations there occur terms where the full 3-dimensional screened Coulomb
t-matrix tgg is sandwiched between permutation operators and occurs together with the strong np
t-matrix. Due to (47) there are also other terms of that second order type in t-operators where,
however, t;ﬁ is projected onto the lower partial waves states.

Whereas all the other expressions are of our standard type [5] the ones with the 3-dimensional
t;f operator require special care and will be dealt with in appendices.

Now we would like to write down equations (51l), (52)) and (B3] directly in our standard momen-

tum space partial wave basis |[pga > which is an extension of |pga > by adding isospin quantum

numbers
1 o1 1
[pga: >= lpga > |(t5)T >= |pa(ls)j(A5)1(71) I (t5)T > - (54)

Though this appears as a repetition it is a necessity to cast the set into our standard form, which
underlies our existing codes.

We distinguish between the partial wave states |pga > with total 2N angular momentum j
below some value jmaz: § < Jmaz, in which the nuclear, Vi, as well as the pp screened Coulomb
interaction, VCR (in isospin t = 1 states only), are acting, and the states |pg8 > with j > jmaa,
for which only VCR is acting in the pp subsystem. The states |pga > and |pgB > form a complete

system of states

/ p*dpg*dq(d . paa) (paal + > IpaB) (paBl) = 1. (55)
o B
Projecting Eq.([I3) for T'|® > on the |pga > and [pg > states one gets the following system of

coupled integral equations

(pqa| T|®) = (pgalt  P|®)
+ (pga| R, PGo Y / pdp'q?dq |p'd ) (p'd o | T |®)
a/

12



+ (pgalth, PGo Y / p2dp'qd?dq |p'd B') (p'd B'|T |®) (56)

(paB|T|®) = (pgf|tiP|®P)
(pqﬂ!tRPGoZ/ de/q/qu |p/ / /> <p'q’o/‘T\<I>>

+ (pgB|tEPGy Y / pPdp'q?dq’ |p'd B) (p'd' B'|T | @) (57)
/g/

where t]}\%, 4o and tlt are t-matrices generated by the interactions Vyy + V[t and V.2, respectively.
The third term on the right hand side of (57) is proportional to < pgB|tEPGy|p'q'B ><
p'dB'|th. A direct calculation of its isospin part shows that independently from the value of
the total isospin T' it vanishes. This corresponds to the result found in (33]).
Inserting < pgB|T|® > from (B7) into (56]) one gets

(pga| T|®) = (pgalti, P |®) + (pga| t, PGots P |®)
- (pqaltN+cPGoZ / pPdp'?dq [p'q o) (p'q o [t P|®)

+ (pqa\tN+cPGoZ / p2dp'qdq |p'd) (p'q' | T | @)
+ (pgo|tR, PGot! PGoZ / p2dp'q%dq’ |p'd'o) (p'q' | T | @)
_ < qa‘tN-i-cPGOZ/ de’qlqu |p/ / /> <p'q'a"tfPG0

Z/ ,,de//q//qu// |p// 1" //> <p// 1" //|T|(I) (58)

We used again a relation corresponding to (47)), now in isospin notation. This is a coupled set
of integral equations in the space of only the states |a >, which incorporates the contributions
of the pp Coulomb interaction from all partial wave states up to infinity. Using the definition of
the |y >; states from (I0) a direct calculation shows that the set (58]) is identical to the set (5II),
(B2) and (B3). It can be solved by iteration and Pade summation. There are two new leading
terms < pgalty, PGotEP|® > and -< pgalth, PGola’ >< o/[tFP|® >. The first term must
be calculated using directly the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix tZ, while the second
term requires partial wave projected screened Coulomb t-matrix elements in the | > channels
only. The kernel also contains two new terms. The term < pga|tR, PGotFPGylo/ >< o/|T|® >
must again be calculated with a 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix while the second one,
-< pqoz|tﬁ,+cPGo|o/ >< |tEPGo|la” >< o"|T|® >, involves only the partial wave projected
screened Coulomb t-matrix elements in the |a > channels. The calculation of the new terms with

the partial wave projected Coulomb t-matrices follows our standard procedure. Namely the two

13



sub kernels t&

NP Go and tfPGo are applied consecutively on the corresponding state. The details

how to calculate the new terms with the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix are given in

Appendix [Al

Now we turn to the physical scattering amplitudes.

III. THE ELASTIC PD ON-SHELL TRANSITION AMPLITUDE

The transition amplitude for elastic scattering is given by [5, [1§]

(¥'|U|®) = (2| PGy' + PT|D) .

(59)

The amplitude for elastic scattering given in (59]) has two contributions. The first one is independent

of the pp Coulomb force

1
< ¥|PGy|® >=< ¥|PV|® >= —5 < ¢|PuViflo > .

(60)

For the second one we use (I7), (23) and (24) and decompose into lower and higher partial waves

which yields using (46)

1 3
<Y|PTI® > = —o < '[P T)/? > £ < ¢/|Pn|T* >
1
= —5 </|PulA >< ATy 1/2 \/_<¢]P01]A >< AT >

1 1
= —5 < ¢/|P01t P10|(J5 > —= < qb |P00|A >< A|T1/2

1 . V3
- 5 < ¢/|P01t;pP10G0|A >< A|T01/2 > —7

+ < ¢ [Pt P GolA >< AT > +v2IT? >) .

2f

\/_ /2

< ¢'|Poi|T,

< ¢/|Pn|A >< ATV >

(61)

Again besides standard low partial wave contributions terms occur with the 3-dimensional screened

Coulomb t-matrix sandwiched between permutation operators.

To calculate the matrix element (B9) one needs (pg |7 |®) composed of low and high partial

wave contributions for T'|® > (see (57)). Using the completeness relation (55) one gets:

<pq ’T’(I)> pq ’Z/ '2dp'q'2dq ‘p/ ! /> <p'q'a’|T]<I>>

—(p7 IZ / pdp'd?dq [p'd' o) (p'q'o [tEP|®)

_ pq ’Z/p@dp/q/?dq ‘p/q ><p/q/a/|tRPGOZ/ //2dp//q//2dq// |p// " //><

+<ﬁq—»’tcRP‘q)> < ’tRPGOZ/ /de/qIqu |p/ / /><p// /‘T‘®

14

p//q/la//|T ’@>

(62)



It follows, that in addition to the amplitudes < pga|T|® > also the partial wave projected
amplitudes < pqaltfP|® > and < pga|tBPGola’ >< o/|T|® > are required. The expressions
for the contributions of these three terms to the transition amplitude for the elastic scattering
(and the breakup reaction) are given in Appendix [Bl The last two terms in (62) must again
be calculated using directly the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrices. In Appendix [C] the
expressions for (p7 [tEP|®) (breakup) and (pq | PtEP |®) (elastic scattering) are given together
with the expression for < ®'|PG 1]<I> >. In Appendix [Dl we describe how to get the last matrix

element < pg [tEPGola’ >< o/|T|® >.

IV. THE SCREENING LIMIT

The set of coupled Faddeev equations (58]) or ([48)-(50) is well defined for a finite screening radius.
It is an exact set assuming that the strong NN t-matrix can be neglected beyond a certain j,qz,
which is justified. Further the pp screened Coulomb force is taken into account to infinite order
in the partial wave decomposition in form of the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix tgg.
The important challenge is to control the screening limit for the physical on shell amplitude (59)).
The contribution (60)) is well defined and independent of the Coulomb force. The corresponding
expression without partial-wave expansion is given in (CH).

In the second part given in (61]) there are contributions without and with an explicit ff,f operator.
The first term in (€1) is responsible for the Rutherford scattering between proton and deuteron.

It has the form
< ¢ |PntshPolo > = < ¢/|PoutiiPiolg > — < ¢/|Por|A >< AJteR|A" >< A'| Pyl > . (63)
With Py1 = Pig = PioPos — Pi3Po3 and using simple symmetry properties one obtains
< ¢|Porti Prol¢ > = 2 < ¢/| PioPasti(PraPag — PisPys)|¢ > . (64)

The 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix enters that matrix element totally off-shell, except
for forward scattering. To show that it is sufficient to regard only the momentum space part of that
matrix element. Using well known relations among Jacobi momenta and the symmetry property

of the deuteron one obtains

< ¢'|Portgy Prol¢ >~ 2 / d*q' ¢a(1/2d0 '+ 7 ")ba(1/20 + 7"
tr(—a ' —1/20",1/2¢ "+ G0, B(¢)) — tei (=G0 ' — 1/24",—-1/2¢" — @, E(q))  (65)
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with

3 3 3
E()=FE— quz = F;+ Rq% — %q’2 . (66)

It is easy to see that (qo '+1/27")?/m # E(¢') # (Go+1/2¢")?/m and obviously (g '+1/2¢")?/m #
(Go + 1/2q0 ')?/m except for forward scattering. Now the off-shell screened Coulomb t-matrix
converges for R — oo towards the pure off-shell Coulomb t-matrix, which is well defined. Thus
except for forward scattering that matrix element has a well defined screening limit.

It is interesting to regard the replacement tlc,f — %%R = %e‘r/ R which in the limit R — oo
turns (65]) into

2

< | PnVERPold > ~ ' / Bda(1/20) "+ 7 )oa(1/20 + ")

—e
(@0—a")
9

— [ B ba(1/2G0 " + 7N Sa(1/280 + G ) e ——s .
/ d(/ 0 )¢d(/ 0 )(q0+q0/+q/)2

(67)

The first part is the Rutherford scattering amplitude multiplied by a deuteron form factor and the
second term a correction due to antisymmetrisation of the two protons.

The partial wave projected piece in (63]) has also a well defined screening limit due to the same
reasons.

Next we regard the two matrix elements of flc,l}f in (61) integrated together with |A >-projected
T-amplitudes. As before tlc,f is off-shell from the left. On the right there is an intermediate
momentum integration, which includes the on-shell point. In that case tlc,g acquires an infinitely
oscillating phase factor in the screening limit [19] which, however, is integrable. Thus it remains to
verify that the free propagator singularity of Gy does not coincide with that on-shell singularity of
t;ﬁ. Inserting the momentum representation and working out the permutations the free propagator

singularity is located at

3 (@' +1/27)* 3 o
E 2_ M T/ Y 2 68
d 4mq0 m 4mq (68)

where ¢ and ¢ are integration variables. On the other hand the singularity of t;ﬁ(ﬁ,ﬁ "E(q))
arising for p— p’’ = 0 is located in the matrix element either at ¢o '+ ¢’ +g=0or at ¢ ' = ¢.
This inserted into (G8) yields in both cases a non vanishing expression. Thus in that respect all
the three terms in (G1]) containing t;ﬁ have a well defined screening limit. It remains to consider
the partial wave projected T-amplitudes < A]TtT >, which enter in the matrix elements in (61]).
They are the solutions of the coupled set of Faddeev equations (58]) which are ill defined in the

screening limit. However, we expect that in that limit these amplitudes < A|T}/ > acquire only

infinitely oscillating logarithmic phase factors, which can well be integrated over. In fact as will be
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demonstrated in a forthcoming paper only the on-shell amplitude < A|T} > with p? 4 %qz =mkE,
which appears in the breakup transition amplitude, acquires that oscillating factor.

Thus we come to the conjecture that the physical on-shell elastic pd amplitude has a well defined
screening limit and does not require renormalisation. This might appear surprising at a first glance,
since the on-shell pp scattering amplitude has not a well defined screening limit. Our explanation
is that in the pd system the Coulomb force does not act between a proton and the center of mass of
the deuteron but between the two protons, where one of them is part of the deuteron and therefore
the pp Coulomb t-matrix is integrated over the deuteron wave function in the final state in the
elastic scattering amplitude.

That analytical insight is well supported by our numerical results laid out in the following
section.

The case of the pd breakup process is quite different and will be dealt with in a forthcoming
study.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To demonstrate the feasibility of our approach we applied the outlined formalism to a simple
dynamical model in which the nucleon-nucleon force was restricted to act in 'Sy and 25; —3 D,
partial waves only and taken from the CD Bonn potential [20]. The pp Coulomb force was screened

exponentially
VEr) = —e= @ (69)

with the screening radius R and n = 1.

To investigate the screening limit R — oo we generated a set of partial-wave decomposed t-
matrices, t%, based on the screened pp Coulomb force alone or for tﬁ 4+ combined with the pp
nuclear interaction, taking R = 20,40, 60,80,100,120 and 140 fm. With that dynamical input
we solved the set of Faddeev equations (B8] for the total angular momenta of the p-p-n system
up to J < % and both parities. In this first study we restricted ourselves to the perturbative
approximation for the 3-dimensional pure Coulomb t-matrix: t¥ = V.. Of course in the future
studies that approximation will be avoided and the full solution of the 3-dimensional LS equation
for the screened pp Coulomb t-matrix will be used.

In Fig. [Il we show the convergence in the screening radius R of the pd elastic scattering cross

section and compare the pd and nd elastic scattering angular distributions at the incoming nucleon
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energy Eﬁ{}b = 13 MeV. On the scale of the figure the cross sections for R = 40 — 140 fm are
practically indistinguishable. The detailed picture of that convergence is depicted in Fig. 2l where
the ratio of the cross sections obtained with the screening radius R to those with R = 140 fm is
shown as a function of the c.m. scattering angle ©.., . It is clearly seen that already with the
screening radius R = 40 fm converged results for the cross section are achieved. Increasing further
the value of R provides cross sections which differ less than ~ 1% up to the forward scattering
angles O..,. ~ 10°. At very forward angles, where the pp Coulomb force is dominant, larger
screening radii are required to get the cross section with the same precision.

The angular distributions shown in Figs. [[l and 2 were obtained taking in the elastic scattering
transition amplitude (BJ) the exchange term (®'| PGy ! |®) together with the first four terms in (G2)
contributing to (®'|PT|®). In Fig. Bl we present how each term contributes to the cross section.
When all terms are taken into account the resulting angular distribution is given by the solid line.
The (®'|PT|®) term ( dotted line related to the first term in (62])) contributes significantly at all
angles. At backward angles the largest contribution comes from the exchange term <<I>/ |PGy 1\(I>>
(dashed line) while at forward angles the most important is the “Rutherford” term (®'|PtfP|®)
(double-dashed-dotted line related to the fourth term in (62)) calculated with the 3-dimensional
screened Coulomb t-matrix ¢£ (in this first study treated perturbatively as tf = V7). The two
terms based on the partial-wave projected Coulomb t-matrix, <<I>’ |PtfP|¢>> (dashed-double-dotted
line related to the second term in ([62) ) and (®'|PtFPG(T|®) (dashed-dotted line related to the
third term in (62]) ), are about 2-orders of magnitude smaller and thus of minor importance. The
fact that at very forward angles the contribution of the <<I>’ |PtfPG0T|<I>> is an order of magnitude
smaller than the contribution of the <<I>’ |PtfP|<I>> seems to justify the neglection of the last term
(®'|PtEPGyT|®) in ([62) coming with the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix. In future
studies this term will be calculated to verify this statement.

In Fig. @ we demonstrate numerically that the elastic pd amplitude has a well defined screening
limit and does not require renormalization. The real and imaginary parts of the partial wave
contribution (®'|P(T — t&P — tfPGT)|®) to the elastic transition amplitude are shown for two
combinations of the incoming and outgoing deuteron and proton spin projections and a number
of screening radia R = 20, 40, 60, 80, 100, 120, and 140 fm. The additional term (60) is real and
independent of the screening radius. The fourth term in (62]) is also real under our approximation
i = V.2 and for angles different from zero has a well defined screening limit. Moreover it is peaked
in forward direction and would dominate terms shown. All lines are practically overlapping. That

shows that not only the cross section but the pd elastic scattering amplitude itself does not develop
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an oscillating phase in the infinite screening limit.

VI. SUMMARY

We developed and presented a novel approach to include the pp Coulomb force into the momen-
tum space 3N Faddeev calculations. It is based on a standard formulation for short range forces
and relies on a screening of the long-range Coulomb interaction. In order to avoid all uncertainties
connected with an application of the partial wave expansion, unsuitable when working with long-
range forces, we apply directly the 3-dimensional pp screened Coulomb t-matrix. Furthermore we
strictly insisted to treat the pp Coulomb force in its proper coordinate.

Using a simple dynamical model for the nuclear part of the interaction we demonstrated the
feasibility of that approach. We provided analytical arguments and showed numerically that the
physical elastic pd scattering amplitude has a well defined screening limit and therefore does not
require renormalisation. Well converged elastic pd cross sections have been achieved at finite
screening radii. In this first study the 3-dimensional screened pure Coulomb t-matrix was replaced
by the screened Coulomb potential and only a small number of partial wave states for the NN

interaction was taken into account. This restriction will be removed in a forthcoming article.
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APPENDIX A: MATRIX ELEMENTS WITH 3-DIMENSIONAL SCREENED
COULOMB T-MATRIX: < pga|tl, PGotEPGola’ >< o/|T|® > AND < pga|tl, PGotEP|® >

These terms must be calculated using directly the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix ¢,

Introducing partial wave states [pg8 > in LS-coupling

) = | L(s3)S(LS)15)T ) (A1)

and using the recoupling

Il s j
Ipga) = Z \/jfiﬁ A % I ¢lpaB) = Z B ) lpgB) (A2)
LS LS J B

the matrix element (pga|t¥, PGotEPGq|a’) (/| T |®) can be written as

(pgal| t& . PGotE PGy o) (/| T |®) Z/ prdp tN+C ", 5;9)Go (B, E(q))
> (al3) Y- (Fla’) Y- (LuSM — plIM) (L''S'M — | M)
B o,B !
/ pdp'qdq' Go(v',¢') Z (Pap'd) (A3)
where E(q) = E — £-¢2, Go(p,q) = —>+— and

1/2 1/2 ¢ 1/2 1/2 1

Z(pap'q’) = 0550y Oy, —1/2000—1/26V ' 2 T 1 2 T
t

, — |12 172 s . .
(—1)! st Vsy X1(paB,p'q'B') + 0ss Xa(paB,0'd'B) | (A4)
/2 S ¢
X1 and Xy are given by
Xi1(paB.p'a'8') = (paliN) Lu| P PEE(T. T PEPE [o'd (L) (A5)
Xa(paB.p'a'8') = (paliN) Lu| P PEE(T.T) PEPE [o'd (L) (A6)

and the isospin matrix element of the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix is

tR

<(t%)TmT

1
(tlg)T,mT’> = 01101/ 00y My 5MT,’_%tf(T, T . (A7)
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with

1 1 2
R =217 =2)y= 248 A
HT=5T =3) =3t (A8)
1 3 3 1 V2
T =2 T =) =tB(T =27 = 2) = - Y48 A
C( 27 2) C( 27 2) 3 C (9)
3 1
th(r=2,17"=2)==t8 Al

The transposition operator F;; has been decomposed into three parts: Pfj acting on isospin-, P

on spin-, and P[]” on momentum-components of the basis |pgar >
P = P3 Py5 Py Pyy Ply Py + PI5 P33 Pis P33Pl Pl . (Al1)
Because X; are scalars diagonal in L and g and in addition independent on p one can write
.&z@@WMEﬁww%%@zmﬂv

S - .

Inserting in (AT2]) from the left and right a complete system of states |pg > one gets

X1:/dpuﬁ/dm’2’/dq1ql/dp/dq/dp /dq /dp1/dp1/dq1

oL Ly 2
YA ZYM (B, (T, T prpy o pr T E(@) Yl (p 1 q )

85—

- - L1
—q"o@'+qa+=q"). (A13)

1
1 - 1
21 2

—q1)o(p1 +q+ 551)5(231 -

NI)—t

The quantity Z Y~*L” (ﬁ, (j)Y},L/\’f (p’,q") is a scalar and therefore can only depend on scalars formed

/

from p, 4, p’, and G '. Only 5 of the possible scalars are independent e.q. po g, pop’, popq’,
Gop’, and Gog’, and they determine the geometry of p, ¢, p’ and ¢ ’. Using the §-functions in

(A13)) it follows that

- 1.,
p—§Q+Q1
. I
Pr= —G- 50
= ta+q
91 |
I (Al4)

The above 5 scalar products can be expressed by the only independent scalar p; o p; / and by the
magnitudes of seven vectors: p, ¢, p', ¢ ', p1, ¢ and F) /. This together with (AI4) enables to
perform the integrations in (AI3) by choosing the vector ¢ ||Z2 and ¢ € (z — z). Such choice of

coordinates makes that also p and 7] € (z — z) and: ¢ = 0, ¢p, = T, G, = Bgts Gpr = g + T
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As a result of the integration one gets

o= 3272 "
Xl(pqﬁap/qlﬂl) = M / 2L+1ZYLH p7¢ﬁ2079Q7¢q:0)
qinin

2
- 3 3 3 3 . .
X /dcbqftf(T, T \/p2 + Zqz - Zq%, \/p 24+ 1 2 — ZQ%JH op1 ', E(q1))

0
X Vil (O 1, by 0 = by + 7,04 1,0 1) (A15)

oA A . .
with py o py = costp, costy + sinby, sinby cosdy and

cosl,, =

cosb,, 1 = . (A16)

In a similar way one gets for X,

max

- 3272 We .
Xo(pgB,0'dB') = —— / g~ ZYL“ (05,05 = 0,04, g = 0)

ppqq 2L+ 1
qunin
7 3 3 3 3
X /dqﬁq'tf(T, T'; \/139 + Zqz - Zq%, \/p 2+ 14 2 — Zq%, —prop ' E(qr))
0
X }/I’IK’L(HPI’Q&P':¢q’+7779q’7¢q’) . (Al?)

In (AI5) and (AI7) the limits of integrations over ¢; are

/

y-L

gl

/
g™ = min {ﬁ—i-g,p/—i-%} . (A18)

)

= {8

The limits ([AIS8) restrict the region of p’-values at given p, ¢ and ¢/, for which X; and X, are
nonzero. For ¢’ < 2|p— ] this requires that p’ € (‘ﬁ -4 - %,ﬁ—i— 14+ q—,) for 2[p—2| < ¢’ < 2(p+
):p' e (0,]3—#%—1—%/), and for ¢ > 2[p— 4| and ¢ > 2(p+ 2): p' € (— -+ ),%+ﬁ+%>.
Inserting X7 and X5 from (A13) and (AI7) into (A3) and (A4]) and using the orthogonality of the
CG-coefficients one gets finally

(ol PG PG o) (o' T1) =3 [ P 0505 E )Gl

e _(1212¢ ) [1/2 172 1
alp B'| o) 8550y Ontm —1 j20ns., 126V
ZB:< ‘ >o¢’zﬁ:’< | ) 0557 Oy Oty 1/29Mpr,—=1/2 12 T 1 2 T ¢
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, 1/2 1/2 s
/p'de'q'2dq' (=)t /55 ; g / X1+ 09 Xo | Go(p',q) < p'd'd|T|® > (A19)
1/2 s

Performing the analogous steps and using

6(q" — 22 +1 1
<p/q/0/ | (I)> :%&0&1\1/2%1551@1([)/) ir (1md1mn ‘ Jmy, + mg) <)\O§mn

I mn>
6(q" —q
= 005, () (A20
where it is assumed that the incoming nucleons momentum is parallel to the z-axis, one gets the

second matrix element (pga|ti, PGotEP|®):

(ol PP (o) = 3 [ P 2 .5 E@) o)

| A 172 172 ¢
Z <a ‘ ﬁ> Z (Bo | @) Ca0555’5uu’5MT,—1/25MT/,—1/23\/@
F - 12 T 1
12 3./ / 1+s. /aar 1/2 1/2 § ~ 5 ~ A
/p dp'¢a, (p') | (=) 58 2§ o X1(pgB,p'qobo) + 055 X2(paB, p'qofo) | (A21)
S

where |ag >=|(I's')j'(N1/2)I'(j/ I J(#'1/2)T" =1/2>,1' = 0,2, =0, T' = 3, s’ = j' =1 and

[2XN +1 1
Cop = i <1mdllmn ‘ Jmy, + md> <)\'O§mn

APPENDIX B: PARTIAL WAVE PROJECTED TRANSITION MATRIX ELEMENTS:
< pgle’ >< /|T|® > AND < pgla’ >< o« |PT|P >

I’mn> . (A22)

Including spin (m;) and isospin (v;) projections of the nucleons one gets for the kinematically
complete breakup configuration specified by Jacobi momenta (p, ¢) the following contribution to

the transition matrix element:

(Pgmamamsvivavs| Y / p2dp'q?dq |p'd'a) (p'd'a| T |®) =
o

V)

J

ZZYLM mi1—mao— m3 ZZ /ij:Sr A

J™ INL jsIt S

Un N

J

1
<LSJ,M —mq — Mo —Mms,m1 +me + m3> <8§S, mo + mg,m1>

11 1 11
<§§S mg,m3> <t§T, v + V3,V1> <§§t, VQ,I/3> (pgoe| T' | ®) (B1)
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where the incoming state |®) = ‘(j’o, % ,u> |4, Img) is composed from the relative nucleon-deuteron
motion with momentum ¢ ||z, the deuteron wave function ¢4, and M = pu + mg is a sum of spin
projections of the incoming nucleon and deuteron.

The corresponding contribution to the elastic scattering transition amplitude is:
<(I) |PZ/ /2dp/q/2dq ‘p/ / /> <p/q/o/|T|<I>> _

1 .
Do (Uodimi, M —my) <)\0§Io7 M —mjy — i, u'> YoM -ty (d0)
J™M o lo)\olo

[ i / iy () G0 BT (0 ot 7|3 (B2)

lo
St 772

where |ag >= [(lo1)1(Ao5)Io(11y)J, (30)T = 1 >, Iy = 0,2, ¢p 2 is the deuteron wave function, and

T =/0? + 36 + 0w, w2 = @ + a2 + o

APPENDIX C: (®'|PG;'|®) AND MATRIX ELEMENTS WITH 3-DIMENSIONAL
COULOMB T-MATRIX: (57 m;v;|tEP|®) AND (3/| PtRP |®)

Using
P |pgmimaomguivars) = ‘— q, 3m1m2V3V1V2>

q 2m3m1V2V3V1> (C1)

and

- N 1 1 N
(Dgmimaomavivovs| @) = (Pgmimamsvivavs| pqlmgt = OogmN_thO> =

2
> oL (P)YLM=my—rmay—ms (D) (L11, M, mg — M)

L=0,2
11 11 oo
2 21 maomsmg — M 5507 V2V30 6m1mN5u1mt5(q - qO) (02)

one gets the following expression for the contribution of the matrix element of the t2P to the
breakup transition amplitude
(Bgmvi|t P|®) =

~

I R
5m37mN5V3’th 51’37“1‘%51127‘1'% Z ('IDL(|q + EQODYL,md—ml—mz (q + 5(]0)
L

(Lll, mqg — mp — Mg, my + m2)

11 V2 1 B 3 o
><(221 mims)—- 5 ()27 60y (P ‘tf(E_qu)\——q—q@—k
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I 1
5m2,mN5u2,th 51’2,+%5u3,+% Z er(|lq+ §QO|)YL,md—m3—m1 (—q— §q0)
L

(Lll,md — ms3 — mi,ms3 + ml)

11
x(5
22

2 1, . 3 ,.1.
(=) 268050y (P ILEE — )57+ Q0) - (C3)

—1
1) 5 4m 2

2

The corresponding contribution to the elastic scattering transition amplitude from PtZP is

(@'|PtEP|®) = R

1 =/ * S 1 ! -1 it iz
SN [ dden(a + 5T 0DYLm g —mi—ma (T + 57 0PLUT+ 5DDYE iy —me (@ + 570
mimsa LL

1 1
(Lll’mdr —mi1 —mo,m1 + mg,m;)(—ml—mg\lml + mg)

2 2

I)—l

2 72
tR

_ i1
(L].l’md — mi — My, Mq + m27md)(_ml_m2’1ml + m2)5mN/,mN6th,,th
1, ., 1. 1E+ Q0 To+ 3T (@+7T0) 3
—Q+Q6|a|—Q+QO|,CO«99—4 — 29 M0 s E— ¢

137+ qoll27 + dol
SO [ oL+ STy
m1 LL

l\DI»—l
l\’JI H <

~

S I
0)90i(|q + §qo|)Yf1,md—le—m1 (q + §QO)

1 1 iy + )
2m12mN ma my

_ 1 1
(Lll’md —mpyr —my,myr + ml,md)(gleiml\lmN/ + ml)éth,th,
- +3 - 3
1+ @ To+ 50 (@ +d0) 2 (C4)

|%q*+q*d|%q*+qﬁl T dm

(L11|md/ —mip —mpyn,my + mNamZZ)(

1., 1.,
tf(\?ﬁ-q ol \§Q+QO\70039 =

where (7 [t¢'p") = (|9 [, 177,65 ).
The matrix element < ®'|PG;'|® > is given by

/ -1 4 0 - 1.,
(¥'| PGyt @) = [mp(él + cos ) + ]Ed@ > (| + 5@ "))
LL'mso
— 1—» / / !/ / !/ 1 1 /
YL’,M’:m:i—mN—mg (QO + 5(]0 ) <L 117M y Mg — M > 9 21 mNm?md - M
1. ., 1, ., 11
or( 5% + o )YL,M:md—mg—mN(§QO +qo ") (L11, M, mg — M) 33 —1,mamymg — M )(C5)

APPENDIX D: MATRIX ELEMENTS WITH 3-DIMENSIONAL COULOMB T-
MATRIX: < 5§ mv;|tEPGola’ >< o/|T|® > AND < &'|PtEPGy|la’ >< o/|T|® >

Inserting two complete set of states |pgm;v; > (m; and v; are nucleons spin- and isospin-

projections) and |pga > one gets

Fim| £PGT () = [ a7t 5" Bl )3 [ v (5 man| Pl )

x Go(p”,q") (p" ”04|T\<I> (D1)
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The permutation matrix element (p''¢gm,v;| P |p”q"«) is given by

(9 'gmivi| P |p"q" ) = > / dpyddy (p' gmavs| P |padgamiv)) (Pagumivf]| pq"a ) =

ml/

Z /dﬁﬁld(jﬁl |:5 (ﬁ/ - 771) o (ﬁ4 + 76) 5m1m’35m2m’1 5m3m’2 61/11/:’,) 51/21/{ 51/31/&

+4 (ﬁ/ + ﬂ) o (174 - 76) 6m1m 5m2mg(§m3m’ 51/111551/21/&51/31/{]

Il s j
1,1 1
Z\/jILS A % I Z<2m22m3 sm2+m3> <sm'2+mg§m'1 Sm'1+m'2+mg>
M
LsJ) "
1
3 22 ty2—|—1/3> <t1/2—|—1/3 iz TV{+I/§—|—V§> (LMpSm} + mb +mj | Jmy, +mg)

6(p" —pa)0(q" —q1), Lm
"2 q"2 YlA g (p47Q4) (D2)

where

N N
N

(D3)

N — +
N
[y

Performing in (D2]) integrations over p” and ¢” leads to

(P mamsvavs| tRPGOT [B) — / A5 dpd gt .5 E(q))

X Z |: - 7T1 5 (ﬁ4 + ﬂ-_é) 5m1m 5m2m’1 5m3m’ 51/11/{351/21/{ 5V3Vé

Oéml/

+4 (ﬁ/ + ﬁ) d (ﬁ4 - ﬂ-_é) 5m1m’25m2m35m3m’1 5V11/§5V2V§51/3V{]
l
PN 1 1
Z\/ ILS ¢\ Z<2m22m3
My,

J
1
J
1
<§ tV2+V ><tV2+V3 I/l

viM (p4,Q4) Go(pa, qa) (pa,qa,a| T |®) . (D4)

V)

1
smb + m3> <sm’2 - mgimll Smy + mbh + mg>

U =

TV, + v+ Vg,> (LMySi, + mly + il | JM;)

For channels o # ag the only singularity is the G singularity. When py and ¢4 are taken as an

integration variables in (D4) Go becomes

1
E+je— L(p2 4342
+ie——(p"? + 34%)

Go(ps,qs) = Go(p',q) = (D5)

and the contribution to the matrix element (pgmimaomsvivovs|tEPGyT |®) coming from these

channels is given by

o 1
(pgmimaomsryvovs| tfPGOT |®) |astay, = 5V27+; (5V 1P Zdp ! : = 5 | do, d(cos b, /)
2 2 E +ie— 2= 3¢
m

am
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[l s j
thE 0 E() Y AGILSq A L 1§ (LMpSmy+ma +mg | Jmy, +ma)
aFagLS
LS J
1 1 1
[ 3Magm | smg +m ) { sms +migmy Smy + mg + mg
1 1 1
51/351/1 tvs + 11 tV3+V1§V2 Tvy + v+ v3
1., 3 "1 1 3 1
YLML - L - - A S T I A TP
XY,y 5P = 700" — 57 <| 5D 4QI,Ip 2Q|,Oé |®)
1 1 1
+ §m1§m2 smy + Mo smy —|—m2§m3 Smq + ma + ms
1 1 1
51/151/2 tvy + o tV1+V2§V3 Tvy + v+ v3
1., 3 1 1 3 1
YLML - LA - - A B R 2 TP D6
xY) <2p + ol P -5 <| 5D +4C1|,| P 2Q|,Oé )] , (D6)

where m,, and m, are spin projections of the incoming proton and deuteron, and M, = m,+mg —
mi — meo — mg. Integration over p’ can be performed numerically taking care of the pole in Gy by

e.g. the subtraction method.

For a4 channels one can decompose Go(p4,qa) (paqacg|T|®) in (D4) in the following way

o ( )( |T|<I>> 1 <p4Q4Oéd|T|<I>>
0\P4,44) \P4gaCq = ; ;
12 (e — 43) — mpd +ie 125 (ad — af) + ie
1 <p4Q404d\T!‘I>> 1 <p4Q4ad!T\(I)>

1o (Ghae — 65) — 3P +ie |Bal+5pd gn(ag —af) +ie |Eg + 5pi (07
The first part in (D7) can be integrated in the same way as the contribution from channels « # ay,
(pgaa|T|®)

|Eal+m50?

Calculating contribution from the second term in (D7) one takes in (D3)) p’ and py as an

resulting in expression (DGl with (pga|T|®) replaced by

integration variables. This gives the following result for that term

5gmymamsiy vovs| tEPGT |®) 29007 = —§ ) / 2d /d d(cos 6
(Pgmimamsvivovs|t,. o' |®) ag va,+3%s,+3 44 q4%(q§—qi)+i€ Pgud( a)
Il s j
Z \/jfﬁS’ A % I p (LMpSmy+ mg+ms | Jmy, + mg)
adLS
LS J

1 1 1
[ 5Magm ‘ smg + m1> <sm3 + m15ms

11
—UV3—=U
9 3971

vy [ -
<Yy —q -

Smi 4+ mo + m3>

1
trg + I/1> <7fV3 + 11 51/2

I
Tvi +vy + V3> 5P, 50+ E(q))

q.\ Gs <|_§_ %54 |7q47ad|T|q)>
4 IR 412
|Eq| + 2|7+ 344

1
2
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1 1 1
+ <§m1§m2 ' smq + TTL2> <Sm1 —I—m2§m3

1 1
— U1 =
9 1972

1 (17 + 3@l qu, a| T |®)
<YM G+ Sy da i (D8)
” < 2 |Eal + 517+ 302

Smi + mo + m3>

1
tvy + V2> <757/1 + Va5V

I
Tvi + v+ V3> th(p, —50 0 E(q))

Again one has a simple pole which can be treated using e.g. the subtraction method.

For the exclusive breakup the calculation of the contributions (D6]) and (D8]) must be performed
for each complete geometry in a coordinate system used when calculating < pga|T|® > where the
z- axis was taken to be parallel to the incoming proton momentum.

For the elastic scattering an additional integration has to be done providing the following

contribution to the elastic scattering amplitude from the < ®|PtfPGyla’ >< o/|T|® > term:

, R U N
< ®|PtIPGola’ >< o/ |T|® >= [—/dq > D enl(|T+ 0 DYim@+ 58 ")
mima LM
11 2
<L11,M, mfi — M, mfi> <§§1,m1m2mfi - M g
1., ., . 1 1 1
<—§q — o', gmimamps, vy = —o2=tg My =+5 tePGoT | @)
T N
+ D0 D enl|—T— 50 DYin(=T— 50 ")
mim3 LM
11 2
<L11,M, ml, — M, mél> <§§1,m3m1m& — M> g
1., ., 1 1 1
S0+ @ s dmamyims, 1 = —omyy, = +ovs = +o |t PGoT |®) . (D9)
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FIG. 1: (color online) The convergence in the cut-off radius R of the pd elastic scattering cross section %
shown as a function of the c.m. angle ©.,, at the incoming proton energy Ezl)“b = 13 MeV. These cross
sections were calculated with the screened Coulomb force and the CD Bonn nucleon-nucleon potential [20]
restricted to the 1Sy and 3S5;-3D; partial waves. The screening radii are : R = 20 fm (black dotted line),
R = 40 fm (green double-dashed -dotted line), R = 60 fm (blue long-dashed-dotted line), R = 80 fm (red
dashed- double-dotted line), R = 100 fm (blue short-dashed line), R = 120 fm (red long-dashed line),
R = 140 fm (black solid line). The R = 40-140 fm lines are practically overlapping. The black dashed-

dotted line is the corresponding nd elastic scattering cross section. The pluses are E]lo"b = 12 MeV pd elastic

scattering cross section data of Ref. [21].
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FIG. 2: (color online) The convergence in the cut-off radius R of the pd elastic scattering cross section

do R | 4o R=140

ds? aQ

at the incoming proton energy Ezl)“b = 13 MeV, shown as the ratio

lines see Fig. [l
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FIG. 3: The contributions of different terms to the pd elastic scattering cross section g—g at the incoming pro-
ton energy Ezl,“b = 13 MeV calculated with the screening radius R = 100 fm. The dotted and dashed lines are
contributions of the (®'|PT|®) and (®'|PG;"|®) terms, respectively. The double-dashed-dotted line is the
contribution of the <(I>' |PtfP|<I>> term coming with the 3-dimensional screened Coulomb t-matrix t%. The
dashed-double-dotted and dashed-dotted lines are contributions of the (®'|Pt2P|®) and (®'| Pt PG, T|®)
terms, respectively, which are calculated with the partial-wave decomposed screened Coulomb t-matrix. The

solid line encompasses all terms. In this feasibility study the 3-dimensional tZ is replaced by V..
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FIG. 4: (color online) The independence of the real (left column) and imaginary (right column) parts of
the partial wave contribution <<I>;nd/m P(T —tEP — tfPGOT)|<I>mdmp> to the El*® = 13 MeV pd elastic
scattering transition amplitude on the cut-off radius R. The different lines are: R = 20 fm - dotted, R = 40 fm

- short-dashed, R = 60 fm - long-dashed, R = 80 fm - short-dashed-dotted, R = 100 fm - long-dashed-dotted,

R = 120 fm - double-dotted-dashed, R = 140 fm - solid. All the lines are practically overlapping. The

incoming and outgoing deuteron and proton spin projections are for a): mqg = mg = —l and m, = my = —%

and for b): mg = —1, mg = +1, and m, = my = —l—%.
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