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Abstract. The strategy of modern effective field theory is exploitegio down accurately the flu$ factors
for the pp andhep processes in the Sun. The technique used is to combine theabimuracy established in
few-nucleon systems of the “standard nuclear physics aghfo(SNPA) and the systematic power counting of
chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) into a consistent effectield theory framework. Using highly accurate wave
functions obtained in the SNPA and working tS1MXD in the chiral counting for the current, we make totally
parameter-free and error-controlled predictions forgipeandhepprocesses in the Sun.

In this talk, we report on the result of the program sketcing@] which was made possible by the collaboration with
L.E. Marcucci, R. Schiavilla, M. Viviani, A. Kievsky and S.dRati, recently summarized in [3].

INTRODUCTION

One of the ultimate goals of quantum chromodynamics (QCDhuelear physics is to make precise model-
independent predictions for certain processes that fignpmitantly in astrophysics and cosmology. The only tech-
nigue presently available to achieve such goals in the logrgy domain is effective field theory (EFT) [1]. In this talk
we apply a variant of nuclear EFT developed by the authorseésoblarpp andhepprocesses within the framework
sketched in [2]. In doing so, we rely on the accurate wavetfans constructed by Marcucci et al [4] as the essential
ingredient of EFT coming from the standard nuclear physigs@ach (SNPA). The power of the proposed scheme is
the ability to correlate the beta decay processeés6f2, 3,4 nuclei that allows us to fix one unknown constant in the
theory, rendering possible a totally parameter-free jgtédi of the two-nucleon and four-nucleon processes.

The most abundant source of solar neutrinos (carrying 91 #ieatfotal flux) is thepp process

p+p—d+et+v. (1)

This process has been carefully studied [5, 6, 7, 8], anddlmulated transition strength, governed by the leading-
order Gamow-Teller (GT) operator, is believed to be reallynaliable. However, given its extremely important role
in the solar burning process, tipg process invites further elaborate studies. Meanwhileh#ygprocess

3He+ p— *He+e' +v. (2)

produces the highest energy solar neutrirf8®*(hep = 20 MeV. While thehepneutrino flux is estimated to be
much smaller than th#B neutrino flux, there can be significant distortion of ffi&2neutrino spectrum at its higher
end if thehep Sfactor is much larger than the existing estimates. Thiswgkacan influence the interpretation of
the results of a recent Super-Kamiokande experiment that reised many important issues concerning the solar
neutrino problem and neutrino oscillations [9, 10]. To adrthese issues, a reliable estimate ofht@p cross
section is indispensable. Its accurate evaluation, howhas been a long-standing challenge for nuclear and hadron
physics [11]. The difficulty involved is reflected in the poamced variance in the documented estimates dfigpeS
factor. For example, the first estimate given by Salpetel\ji S(hep = 630x 10-2°keV-b, which was eventually
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replaced by the much smaller (so-called “standard”) vatu® x 1020 keV-b [13, 14]; the latest, most elaborate
estimation gives $4 x 102 keV-b [4]. The reason for the difficulty in making a preciséireation of thehep S
factor is multifold. First, the one-body (1B) GT matrix elent for thehepprocess is strongly suppressed due to the
symmetry properties of the orbital wave functions of théiaand final states. The main orbital wave functionde

has [4] symmetry (totally symmetric) under the particlefeaages, whereas the domindHe+ p orbital wavefunction
has [31] symmetry; the [4] componentis forbidden by the Rairiciple when there are three protons. Then, the main
components of the initial and final states — with differemhayetry properties in orbital space — cannot be connected
by the leading-order (LO) GT operator, which does not cantabital variables. This means that the non-vanishing
1B GT matrix element (for thBepprocess) is due to either minor components of the wavefomstr higher order
corrections of the GT operators. Since these are all quitd/sthe 1B matrix element becomes comparable to multi-
body corrections, e.g., meson-exchange-current (MEC)riboions. A further complicating feature is that there is
a substantial cancellation between the 1B and two-body (Mi&@tributions, which can amplify the errors. Finally,
with the “chiral-filter mechanism" rendered ineffectivé n@n-vanishing leading order of effective field theory (see
below), the many-body corrections contain short-rangetatprs the strengths of which are not knaavpriori and
hence difficult to control.

The objective of our present work is to make accurate effedteld theory (EFT) predictions on thgp andhep
processes within a single framework. For this purpose, voptttie strategy that exploits the powetbath SNPA and
heavy-baryon chiral perturbation theory (HBChPT), whistaiwell-studied low-energy EFT. In this approach, EFT
enters in the calculation of relevant transition operatéfs will calculate them up to next-to-next-to-next-todaa
order (NPLO); all the operators that appear up t8LXD will be considered. To obtain the corresponding nucleairix
elements, we need highly accurate nuclear wave functiditsoégh it is- at least in principle — possible to also derive
nuclear wave functions to the appropriate order from HBCRIchoose not to do so. Instead, we use realistic wave
functions obtained in the standard nuclear physics appr(&idPA). The potentials that generate such wave functions
are supposed to contain high orders in the chiral countiresymably much higher than what can be accounted for
in the irreducible vertex for the current operators. Fonaew of SNPA, see Ref. [15]. Such an approach— which is
close in spirit to Weinberg's original scheme [16] basedtandhiral expansion of “irreducible terms"—has been found
to have an amazing predictive power for theé p — d 4y process [17, 18, 19].

The basic advantage of EFT is that the SNPA and HBChPT canrbhbined into a model-independent framework
based on the first principle. A systematic expansion schera®® reveals that, for the GT transition for which the
“chiral-filter mechanism" [2] is rendered inoperative, three-pion-exchange (OPE) operators and the leading short-
ranged operators have the same chiral order, and hencectimiibutions should be comparable. This nullifies the
intuitive argument that the long-ranged OPE contributioowd dominate the MEC corrections. The existing SNPA
calculation, however, lacks this leading short-rangedatpe while containing instead some higher order shortiean
contributions. What our EFT manages to do is to account fierghort-ranged contribution in a way consistent with
renormalization group invariance. This is a novel way of ensthnding the so-called “short-range correlation” in
SNPA. We will see that this aspect indeed plays an essent@both forpp andhepprocesses.

Briefly, our approach to HBChPT is as follows. We take onlynsi@nd nucleons as pertinent degrees of freedom.
All others have been integrated out, and their dynamicasralre embedded in the higher-order operators. In the
scheme relevant to us, it suffices to focus on “irreducibps" according to Weinberg’s classification [16]. Graphs
are classified by the chiral power indexgiven byv = 2(A—C) + 2L + 3;vi, whereA is the number of nucleons
involved in the process; the number of disconnected parts, anthe number of loops. The chiral index, of thei-th
vertex is given by; = d; + & + n;j/2— 2, whered;,  andn; are respectively the numbers of derivatives, externaldield
and nucleon lines belonging to the vertex. The Feynman dmgwith a chiral index are suppressed /Ay )"
compared with the leading-order one-body GT operator, @ifftanding for the typical three-momentum scale and/or
the pion mass, antly ~ my ~ 4mtfy is the chiral scale. The physical amplitude is then expamdtrdrespect to.

THEORY: GT OPERATORSUP TO N3LO

The LO and MLO contributions come from the well-known one-body cursetite GT operator for tha-th isospin
component reads

7 +§|0|-ﬁ|—0|§|2
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with p; = (p1 +p/)/2 andga ~ 1.267. Corrections to the above 1B operators are due to MECshvskart at NLO.

In our work we includeall the contributions up to R&LO. We emphasize in particular that, up télND, only two-body
(2B) currents enter, three-body currents appearing oo X*LO; thus there is no arbitrary truncation involved here.
The NLO 2B currents consist of the OPE and contact-term (CT) parts

Adg = ASg(OPE) + A%g(CT). (4)
The OPE part is given as
A%g(OPE = O 1 —i—tapo,-q+263qq-(Taol+Taoz)+ 64+} 12 gx[ox xq] |, (5)
2B me% ”%+q2 2 X 1 2 4 X )

wheret? = (11 ©12)2, with ® = x,—, and similarly foro. Since the couplingss are determined from thaN
data [20],c3 = —3.66+0.08 andcz = 2.11+ 0.08, there is no unknown parameter here. Now the CT part is\gige

da

AZs(CT) = T2
1

[di(t301 +1302) + dot 0], (6)
which contains two low-energy constants. However, the iRairciple (or the L+ S+ T = odd” rule) combined

with the fact that the CT term is effective only fewave L = 0) implies that we need only work with one unknown
constantdR, defined by

s s 1, 2. 1
d“zdl+2d2+§c3+§c4+6. (7)

Furthermore, the same combination also enters into trifdsdecay,p-capture on deuteron, ang-d scattering.
Although dR is in principle calculable from QCD for a given scafe, this calculation is not available at present;
we therefore need to fid™ empirically. Here we choose to determhﬂ%by fitting the tritiumpB-decay ratel g, which

is accurately known experimentally [7]. Ondg is fixed, our calculation involves no unknown parameters.

We calculate the matrix elements of the transition opesatath state-of-the-art realistic nuclear wave functioms f
A =2, 3, 4. We employ the correlated-hyperspherical-harmonicsH{PWave functions, obtained with the Argonne
vig (Av18) potential (supplemented with the Urbana-IX thresleon potential for thé > 3 nuclei). To control short-
range physics in a consistent manner, we apply the samearégation method to all the nuclear systems in question.
Specifically, in performing Fourier transformation to derther-space representation of transition operators, we use
the Gaussian regularization. This is equivalent to reptathe delta and Yukawa functions with the regularized ones,

- d® - 1
(65\3)(”, yg/\(r)) = /(2—7_33 SACHERN (17 m) ;
where the cut-off functios (?) is defined as
2 7
S\(a’) = eXp(—W) : (8)

The cutoff parameteh characterizes the energy-momentum scale of our EFT.

RESULTS

The value ofdR determined from the experimental valuelgfis

dR = (1.00+0.07, 1.78+0.08, 3.90+0.10) 9)

for the choice ofA = (500, 600, 800) MeV, respectively. We list in Table 1 the GT matrix elememsthe pp and
hepprocesses (in arbitrary units) as a functiomof



TABLE 1. GT matrix element for thgpp andhepprocesses, calculated for representa-
tive values ofA. The 2B contribution is the sum of the OPE paﬁﬂndependent) and the
CT part (linear irdP), for each case.

A (MeV) | (1B)pp (2B)pp | <1B>hep <28>hep
500 4.82 0076—0.035dR ~0.041 | —0.81 093—0.44dR ~ 0.49
600 4.82 0097—0.031dR~0.042 | —0.81 122-0.39dR ~0.52

800 482 0129-0.022dR~0.042 | —-0.81 166—0.27dR~0.59

The ppresults

We observe that, while the OPE part by itself has a sizébiependence, the net amplitude is complet&ly
independent. In other words, tihedependence of the OPE part has been perfectly removed bgfted part. The
A-independence of the physical quant{tyB) + (2B), which is in conformity with the generténetof EFT, is a crucial
feature of the result in our present study.

The relative strength of the two-body contribution as coregavith the one-body contribution is

358 = (2B)pp/ (1B) pp = (0.86+0.05) %. (10)
This ratio is consistent with the latest SNPA calculatiol Egg = (0.5~ 0.8) %. The resultingpp Sfactor is
S(pp) = 3.94 (14 0.15 %=+ 0.1 %) x 10~2° MeV-barn, (11)

where the first and the second uncertainties come from omktvabody contributions, respectively.

The hepresults

The general tendency here is quite similar to pipecase; the variation of the two-body GT amplitude is orli0
% for the entire range of under study. Thé\-dependence in the total GT amplitude becomes more proeodunca
strong cancellation between the 1B and 2B terms, but thidifietp\-dependence still lies within acceptable levels.

TABLE 2. Contributions to theSfactor (in
10-20 keV-b) from individual initial channels cal-
culated as functions of. The last column gives
the results obtained in MSVKRB.

A(MeV) | 500 600 800| MSVKRB

g 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3g; 7.00 6.37 4.30 6.38
3py 0.67 066 0.66| 0.82
ip, 0.85 0.88 0.91 1.00
3p; 0.34 034 034 0.30
3p, 1.06 1.06 1.068 0.97

Total | 9.95 9.37 7.32 9.64

Table 2 shows the contribution to tifactor from each initial channel, at zero c.m. energy. Famparison we
have also listed the latest results based on SNPA [4] (whiehefier to as MSVKRB). It is noteworthy that for all the
channels other that;, the A-dependence is very smak (2 %). While the GT terms are dominant, the contribution
of the axial-charge term in tht§; channel is sizable even though it is kinematically sup@essy the factoq.

The results given in Table 2 lead to a much improved estimfatgedhep Sfactor:

Sthep = (8.6+1.3) x 10-20keV-b, (12)

where the “error" spans the range of thalependence fof\ = 500-800 MeV. This result is to be compared to that
obtained by MSVKRB [4]S= 9.64 x 10 2%keV-b. To decrease the uncertainty in Eq.(12), we need tocethe/-
dependence in the two-body GT term. According to a generatof EFT, theA-dependence should diminish when
higher order terms are included. A preliminary study intBsathat it is indeed possible to reduce thelependence
significantly by including NLO corrections.



DISCUSSION

By determining the only parameter of the thed?yfrom the experimental data on triton beta decay, we havessaisd
in making rather accurate EFT predictions (up ®L®) in a parameter-free manner for batlp andhepprocesses.
These predictions turn out to give support to the latest SN#RAlts.

The prediction for thegp prediction comes out to be independent of the cutoff séalghich means that it is fully
consistent with the tenet of EFT. On the other hand, theramsrsome\-dependence for thiee p process, which
could be due to many-body nature absent ingipeease. Even so, it is remarkable that the theoretical uringrtean
be reduced from “orders of magnitude” 4020 %. This uncertainty can be further reduced fiL® terms — which
involve no additional unknowns — are taken into account.

We should note that by using the “exact" wave functions, wesacrificing the strict adherence to chiral order
counting in favor of predictivity. The counting error contted therein comes at one order higher than that accounted
for in the irreducible vertex for the current , i.e., &tlND in the present calculation, and should be small for thelevho
scheme to make sense. This can be checked by'a® Nalculation for which the counting error would come &L
or higher. Furthermore the notion implicit in our approauéittthe 1B matrix element calculated with the “exact" wave
functions should be taken as “empirical” could be checkelbblging at thehenprocess

3He+n— “He+vy

in which the 1B matrix element is expected to suffer the samppession due to the symmetry properties of the initial
and final states.

It seems likely that an EFT calculation of thepprocess that adheres to the strict power counting — sucheas th
pionless theory [21] — would be obstructed by a plethora &hemwn parameters that are difficult to completely control.
If such a calculation is feasible, however, it would be iesting to see if and how the symmetry suppression and the
sensitive cancellation encountered in our version of EFThen& an accurate 1B matrix element plays a key role —
could either be circumvented or manifest themselves in éseription.
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