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Abstract. We developed a numerical method, based on the Padé summation, to
solve the covariant spectator equation without partial wave decomposition, and
applied it to the NN system. We present a general analytical formula for the
polar angle integration, and a new prescription to handle the singularities pres-
ent in the kernel of the spectator equation, due to the anti-symmetrization
condition. The convergence of the partial wave-decomposition series is tested
as a function of the energy. The on- and off-mass-shell amplitudes are calcu-
lated. The NN model was fitted to the np differential cross section, up to
320MeV laboratory energy.

1 Introduction

For reliable information to be extracted from momentum transfer processes in the
few GeV/c region, such as electron scattering off light nuclei [1, 2], a description
based on relativistic kinematics and dynamics is required. On the other hand,
traditional numerical methods to solve dynamical equations are based upon partial
wave decomposition (PWD) of the NN interaction, but above 300 MeV the con-
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vergence of the series for the transition scattering amplitudes requires partial waves
corresponding to total angular momentum up to J = 15 [3]. This makes the method
not practical when those amplitudes at high energies are needed as input for cal-
culations of three nucleons [4], or more complex particle systems.

Since for the energy range mentioned relativity becomes an issue, in this work
we develop, and test, a method to solve relativistic quasi-potential equations, or the
NN system, without PWD, in particular the spectator equation [5, 6] with a realistic
NN interaction. The present paper prepares for later applications to photo- and
electro-reactions at high energies.

The results of the work presented here indicate that methods not based on PWD
generate numerical equations which (i) present much less analytical and algebraic
complexity than alternative formulations with PWD, (ii) are appropriate for the
energy region where PWD converges too slowly, and which is probed by the
Jefferson Lab (Jlab) data for electro- and photo-disintegration of the two- and
three-nucleon systems, (iii) although technically complex, are solvable within rea-
sonable CPU time by present-day computer resources, whose limitations are not
any more a serious objection to directly solve three-dimensional integral equations.

The spectator quasi-potential equation incorporates relativistic effects such as
retardation and negative-energy state components. The focus here is on obtaining a
working method to solve that equation without PWD, proceeding directly through
a three-dimensional integration.

The numerical size of the relativistic problem is twice as large as the one of the
non-relativistic case. The resulting equation couples 8 channels corresponding to the
different final helicities and the (+, —) energy-propagator components. To reduce
computing time, we performed the polar-angle integration analytically. Another new
feature of the method presented here is the way it deals with the singularities from
the exchange kernel, demanded by the anti-symmetrization requirement. This is the
first work that combines the two aspects, relativity and three-dimensional numerical
methods, in an application to the scattering problem of two-nucleon systems.

In Sect. 2 an overview of three-dimensional methods and of quasi-potential
equations and, in particular, the spectator equation for fermions is presented. In
Sect. 3 the method of solving the integral equation without partial wave decom-
position is explained in detail. In Sect. 4 results for NN on-mass-shell amplitudes,
the NN differential cross section, and NN off-mass-shell amplitudes are shown and
discussed. Finally, Sect. 5 presents the conclusions.

2 Background

2.1 Three-Dimensional (3D) Methods

For energies not larger than 300 MeV, numerical methods without partial wave
decomposition, also referred to as three-dimensional (3D) methods [3], were
applied to non-relativistic NN scattering using the Bonn and Argonne interactions.

In applications to the three-nucleon system presented in ref. [4] the PWD method
was realized to be inappropriate for three-nucleon processes at energies higher than
250 MeV. At these energies, both two- and three-nucleon scattering amplitudes were
seen to exhibit a strong angular dependence in the forward and backward scattering
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angles, preventing an efficient and reasonable description in terms of a few partial
waves. Other non-relativistic calculations without partial wave decomposition for the
amplitudes of the two- and three-scalar particle systems were published [7, 8].
Within the relativistic approaches, ref. [9] compares different quasi-potential equa-
tions for scalar particles and interactions, using 3D methods. As pointed out by refs.
[8], the dependence of the widely used one-boson-exchange (OBE) potentials on
momentum vectors can be rather simple in the 3D methods, whereas the partial wave
representation of those potentials involves rather complicated expressions.

2.2 Quasi-Potential (QP) Equations

When dealing with the NN system, a usual approximation of the Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion [10] consists of restricting the integral kernel to a sum of OBE diagrams, which
is often called the ladder approximation. Nevertheless, this approximation may be
questioned. In fact, the one-body limit is not recovered when one of the particle masses
goes to infinity [5, 11]. Moreover, the crossed-box irreducible diagrams may be impor-
tant, as confirmed by calculations within the Feynman-Schwinger formalism [12].
Although restricted only to the bound state of scalar particles, ref. [13] showed that
some 3-dimensional integral equations conveniently rearrange the series of ladder and
crossed-ladder diagrams, equivalently to the BS equation beyond the ladder approx-
imation. One of those 3-dimensional integral equations is the spectator equation.

2.3 Spectator Equation for Fermions

In the spectator equation the restriction on the energy integration variable is motivated
by important cancellations between box and crossed-box amplitudes. For scalar-inter-
acting particles in the one-body limit the above cancellation is exact order by order
[5, 11]. Also, when one of the masses is much larger than the other, the spectator
equation in the ladder approximation alone gives practically the same result as the
full Bethe-Salpeter equation, as shown in ref. [14]. This shows the efficiency gained
in the rearrangement of the meson-exchange series, prior to its truncation. Further-
more, it has been shown that for nucleons (with equal masses) the non-vanishing
difference between the sum of box and crossed-box diagrams and the spectator ladder
diagrams can be effectively represented by one-heavier-boson exchanges [15]. The
spectator equation, with an appropriate OBE kernel, is therefore suitable for applica-
tions to the two- and three-nucleon systems, as successfully done in refs. [2, 6, 16, 17].

In order to satisfy the Pauli principle the spectator formalism consists of a set of
two coupled equations, as introduced in ref. [6]. Since here we evaluate the scatter-
ing amplitude with both particles on-mass-shell in the initial state, the two equa-
tions reduce to a single one.

Following ref. [6], the scattering equation corresponding to the amplitude,
where particle 1 is on-mass-shell in the initial and final states, is written as

- 1 Pk m _
Magas(P 93 P) = Vorsas(ppi P) — = J s (P P
a[ﬂ‘,aﬂ(p 14 ) aﬁ,aﬁ(p p ) z(go;z (27T)3Ek a[f,aljl(p )
BB

X Gmﬁ],azﬁz(k;P)Mﬂzﬁz-,aﬁ(k7p;P)7 (21>
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where

Vo as(P i P) = Vo ap(p'spi P) + (=1)Vya.as(=p',p; P) (2.2)
is the anti-symmetrized interaction kernel. The variable I denotes the total isospin
of the two-nucleon system. The notation uses m for the nucleon mass, p and p’ for
the relative initial and final four-momenta, and P for the total four-momentum.
Also, the indexes that represent the Dirac components of particles 1 and 2 are,
respectively, o/ and 3’ for the final state, and « and [ for the initial state. The on-

mass-shell energy corresponding to the three-momentum k is £, = v/m? + k>. We
considered the c.m. reference frame, where P = (W,0) (W is the total energy). In
terms of the relative momentum k the momenta of particles 1 and 2 are given by
ki = P/2 4+ k and k, = P/2 — k, respectively. When both particles are on-mass-
shell the relative three-momentum is represented by p and then W = 2E5.

In Eq. (2.1) Gy, 3,.0., (k; P) is the two-nucleon spectator-formalism propagator
and is given by

G oy (k; P) = Aaya, (P/2 + k)G, (P/2 — k), (2.3)

where A,,q, (k1) is the particle-1 positive-energy projector and Gg, s, (k2) the par-
ticle-2 Dirac propagator. The asymmetry due to the propagator G is only apparent,
since the anti-symmetrization is guaranteed by the form of the kernel in Eq. (2.2).

Following the formalism introduced in ref. [6], we write the scattering ampli-
tude in terms of the helicity and the (+, —) energy components (p-spin) by defining

MK}//)\% /3\1[;\22 p p’ Z upl pla >‘, uﬁ’ (p/27 )‘/2>Ma’,8’,(xﬁ(plap;P)
oG
a)/B
xup' (p1, An)ug (p2, A2), (2.4)

(this definition differs from the one in ref. [6] in the multiplicative kinematical
factor (m/Ey)(m/Ep)), where u (p;, ) (j = 1,2) stands for the Dirac components
of the asymptotic states of partlcles J (see Append1x A), A\i (X)) and X, (X)) are
the initial (final) helicities for particles 1 and 2, respectively. The indexes p; and pj
with j = 1,2 express the initial and final p-spin states for particle j. A similar
expression holds for V.

The scattering amplitude in terms of the helicity and p-spin states reads finally

Y &k iy
+p5+p2 Yy tpytp2 . +0y,+p /7.
M)\’l)%’z)\l/\z(p p’P) - V/\ll)%lzi)‘l)\Z(p 7p7P) - Z J(2W)3 V)\/l/\z’27/\3)\4(p 7k7 P)
P3N
g’ (k; W)M L2 (k,p; P), (2.5)
where the positive and negative energy components of the propagator are
1/ m\* 1
+ kW)=—-[ — - 2.6
g (kW) 2<Ek> 2E — W —ic’ (26)
1/ m\*1
kW)= —— [ =) —. 2.7
e =-3(5) 5 27)

The component (2.6) of the nucleon propagator presents a pole singularity.
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Fig. 1. Helicity representation of the spectator equation. The crosses on the lines mean that the
corresponding particles are on-mass-shell with positive energy

2 k p k
2) 5 2 b) 5 2

pll k1 p'l k1
Fig. 2. (a) Direct term of the kernel V. (b) Exchange term of the kernel V

In the spectator formalism one of the particles is always on-mass-shell in
a positive-energy state and henceforth in Eq. (2.5) there is always a positive
p-spin state in the initial, intermediate, and final states. The diagrammatic rep-
resentation of Eq. (2.5) is given in Fig. 1. The kernel V contains two terms, the
direct term and the exchange term (see Eq. (2.2)), which are represented in
Fig. 2.

In this work we use an OBE kernel including 7, o, p, and w meson exchanges.
The model used for the kernel is very similar to the one of refs. [6, 16]. For
m-exchange we consider a mixture of pseudo-scalar (PS) and pseudo-vector (PV)
couplings in the vertex, defined as

o) =3 + (1= a) BB s 28)

where 0 < \; <1 is the admixture parameter, and j specifies the nucleon involved
(j = 1,2). Explicit expressions for V can be found in Appendix B.

The parameters m,, m,, and m, are fixed by the experimental values for
physical mesons. The remaining 11 parameters were fitted to the np differential
cross-section data. These kernel parameters will be presented in Sect. 4.

3 Solution of the Integral Equation Without Partial Wave Decomposition

In order to solve the scattering equation we need to specify the scattering condi-
tions, that is the initial and final momenta. We choose a reference frame where the
incoming momentum is along the z-axis and write the initial, final, and intermediate
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momenta in terms of spherical coordinates,

P= (P,0,0), (3'1)
p/ = (plve/v 90/)7 .
= (k,0, ). (3.3)

where p' = |p/|, p = |p|, and k = |K]|.

3.1 Integration of the Azimuthal Angle

To perform the ¢-integration we need to apply on the scattering amplitude a rota-
tion of an angle ¢ around the z-axis. In Appendix C we show that

) . @ )
Mj\?)/\i;/,iz(k’ 0, 0;p; W) = exp |:l(/\1 - X\2) —} Mj\r:,\z;;/,iz(k’ 0,0;p; W), (3.4)

2

where the angles p are omitted for simplicity.
Inserting Eq. (3.4) into the spectator equation (2.5) and taking ¢’ = 0 (xz is the
reaction plane), we can factorize the p-dependence obtaining

+ph,+p2 ' ol (. s o tm I a0, s
M,\/l,\’z,)\l)Q(p ,9 70apa W) - V)\’l,\’y,\l,\z(p 70 aoypv W)

K>dKk (dcosO .y 4p 5
DIl e e S AP

1772°
x 8" (ks W)MR T, (k. 6,0 p W), (3.5)
where
o+ 5 1 oyt
V)\’],i\z’27)\f)\4 (p/7 9/7 k: 97 )‘7 W) 2 Jng e )\@V)\’p)%’ /\p)\ (P/, Hla 90/; k7 07 907 W) (36)

and
Al — A\

A= 5

(3.7)

can take the values 0, £1.

The scattering equation (3.5) is already a 2-dimensional integral equation
and includes the propagator function g”(k; W) which has a real pole at k = p
(W = 2Ey) for p = +1. Performing the contour integration we obtain

+05,+
M)\/]p)f/ 7)\/32 (P’7 ¢',0; p; W)

k2dk [dcos@ <

+0,,+ +0,,+

VXP/\Z, Aﬂf\ (p,0,0;p; W Z Pj J o VXPAZ, A”M(p’ﬁ’;k,@; A W)
p)\g,/\4

X g_o(ks W)MAT2 (K, 0,05 p; W)

B ‘m2p JdCOS¢9 0yt + (
A3, 0

l4W o NN AN p',0;p,0; A, W)M;L&px(p,e 0;p; W).

(3.8)
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In this equation we use g”_,(k; W) to represent the £ = 0 limit of g”(k; W) (see
Egs. (2.6)—(2.7)). The multiplicative factor of the last term is a result of the residue

11 2 K2 25
i fm _ P (3.9)
212\ B ‘d 4w .

— (2Ex — W
dk( k )

k=p
In Eq. (3.8) only the function g*(k; W) has a singularity, but we include the
principal-part symbol P also for p = —1 for the sake of simplicity.

The (-integration (3.6) can be performed either analytically or numerically. In
refs. [3, 4, 7-9] the numerical integration was made. Here we choose the analytical
integration in order to minimize computing time.

The analytical expressions depend on the kernel structure. In particular, the
complexity of the analytical expressions depends crucially upon the form factors
(see Sect. 3.4). Relatively simple results are obtained, nevertheless, for the monopolar
choice of the meson-nucleon form factors. In this case we can write Eq. (3.6) as

_ , il
Ry 50t
stoe’A‘”Vlefrz,ﬁ(p',p;P) => erdw (
r

e

5, (3.10)
a—bcosy)(c—bcosp)

where I' = 0, £1, £2, and Cy is a known function of the momentum magnitudes and
the polar angle. Any term of the last equation is subsequently easily integrated over.
Meanwhile, in ref. [18], where the equation for 7N scattering is solved also without
PWD, the authors used the same analytical technique but for an integrand not includ-
ing form factors. Details of the analytical structure of the kernel can be found in
Appendix B and the main steps for the analytical integration are given in Appendix D.

3.2 Numerical Method: Padé Method

For clarity, in the following, the relevant variables in the scattering equation (3.8)
are labeled in a simpler and more condensed notation, where we denote each of the
eight possible helicity and p-spin combinations by a single index I' = {p}, A}, )\'2},
I, = {p, A3, \s}, and Iy = {p2, \1, A2}, according to Table 1 (I, Iy, and I, have
nothing to do with the total isospin /); we omit also the total energy W,
the incoming momentum p, and the total isospin /-dependences and perform the

Table 1. Table defining the indexes Iy, I, or I

Iy p Al A2
1 + - -
2 + - +
3 + + -
4 + + +

[ ISR NRVA
\
\
+ I+
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following substitutions,
MG, 0, 0,0:p3 W) — My, (0, u),
Vs (018,050 W) — Vi, (p', ),
‘/)_\';][,)\/2/27:‘)\_5)\4 (p/a gla k7 9, 5\7 W) - VI/Jk (pla u; k7 U)7
where
u= cost, (3.11)
v = cos¥b. (3.12)
Thus, Eq. (3.8) reads

MI'JU (pla I/l) = T/I’,Io (plv l/t)

8 o0 1,2 1
Z k“ dk dv
B PJ ,[ 27 VI/J’( (p/’ u; k, v)glk (k§ W)MlkJo (k7 U)
= -1

o 2m
mzl_) (0 dv
law 2 V1 (P15 p 3.13
l4WIk:1 J_]27r I,Ik(p7“?P70)M1k710(p7v)7 ( )

with

+ .
I (1 _ gg:O(k;W) if I,=1,...,4,
W) {g‘(k;W) if I, =5,...,8.

In order to obtain a numerical solution of Eq. (3.13) we carry out a discretization
of the integral variables, k € [0, +-00[ and v € [—1, 1], and use a Gaussian quadrature-
integration technique. We choose a grid of N,, + 1 points for all momenta, p’, k, and p,
and a grid of N,, 4 1 points for the angular variables u and v. With this discretization
procedure we transform the integral equation (3.8) into an algebraic set of equations

M=V+C-M, (3.15)

where M and V are the matrix vectors M, (ky, v;) and Vi, (ki vy). The C-matrix
can be decomposed as C =A + B. For [, = 1,...,4, we have

(3.14)

/
wih,

Ay iy = — ) ki Vi, (ki wys ki ) g™ (ki W), (3.16)
Briy),(nij) = — (2}72)2%2? (zV—T/ - AS) Vi g (ki up; Dy wi)oin, 11, (3.17)

ith
h AS=S -, (3.18)
S:PJ:OOdkE%(ZEl(%W:—%Iog Wz_mzm, (3.19)
S:iwg—%m%w (3.20)

i=1
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For I, = 5,...,8, we have
W;h 2 —
A(I’i’j’),(lu"/') = — 3 ki VI’,Ik (ki/, I/tj/; ki7 I/tj)g (kl, W), (321)
(2m)
B(I/l'/j/).,(lkl'j) — () (322)

In the previous equations w’ and #; are the Gaussian weights for the variables k; and
uj, respectively. The momentum grid is obtained from an x; € |0, 1] grid by a change
of variables,

ki = A

1 - Xi ’

where typically we take A4 ~ 0.5m. In order to determine the on-mass-shell for-
ward scattering amplitude we add the mesh points ky, 1 = p and uy,; = 1 with
zero weight.

The dimension of the above matrices is n = 8(N, + 1)(N, + 1), which is a
large number when N, and N, are of the order of 20. Therefore, a standard
matrix-inversion method requiring a large computer memory (for double-precision
complex numbers) becomes impracticable. To overcome this limitation we use
instead the Padé method, which gives a fast estimate of the result of the Born
series for the coupled set of equations,

M=M\V+AC M, (3.23)

where the parameter A is introduced by convenience and set to 1 at the end of the
calculation. The usual power expansion for 2N + 1 terms is

M= MWD £ 2@ 1 \3p0) 4. g \INHL N (3.24)

The vectors M) are evaluated by
MY =v, (3.25)
MY = . M9, (3.26)

and any element m of the vector M, given by
m = my + Nmy 4+ Nmz + -+ X gy, (3.27)
is approximated by a rational function of A,

B ap+da; + -+ \Nay
R Y M

where the 2N + 1 coefficients a; and b; are determined through the 2N + 1 coeffi-
cients my, from equating Eqgs. (3.27) and (3.28). This method is known in the litera-
ture as SPA (scalar Padé approximant) [19] and mp,q¢ denotes the Padé [N, N| result.

The advantage of the Padé method is that it replaces the matrix inversion by a
fast estimate of the Born expansion, where all terms are evaluated as a matrix-
vector multiplication. This multiplication can be performed as n dot-products of
two vectors of n dimension. Therefore the calculation requires memory to allocate
only 2n, instead of n?, complex numbers. This reduces substantially the dimension
of the problem. The price to pay is the recalculation of the matrix lines.

Mpage(A) (3.28)
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As we will see in the following section, 11 to 15 Padé terms are needed for
convergence. For typical values N, = 20 and N, = 30, the full calculation takes
less than 4 minutes in a Pentium 4 at 3.2 GHz, provided that a minimum of 500 GB
disk space is available.

3.3 Prescription for Handling the Singularities in the Exchange Kernel

The direct and the exchange kernel differ in the transferred momentum: ¢ in direct
kernel; ¢ in exchange kernel. In Appendix E we give the expressions for the
momentum transfer involved in each of the two terms, and which determine the
possible numerical singularities coming from the meson propagators, which need
to be taken into account numerically. While the direct term in the kernel of the
spectator equation has no singularities in the meson propagators (one has always
u? — q* > 0), the exchange term, introduced as a consequence of anti-symmetriza-
tion, has the singularity corresponding to an on-mass-shell exchanged meson
(u* = ). This singularity condition x> = > means the production of a real meson
from the off-mass-shell nucleon states. However, since a real meson-production
process is not allowed below the pion-production threshold, the associated singu-
larity of V has no physical correspondence in reality. As shown by Gross et al. this
spurious singularity is canceled by higher-order diagrams [6].

In the numerical applications of the spectator equations two prescriptions were
considered so far to deal with the spurious singularities [6]:

— Principal-part prescription: The singularity is included but only the principal
part of the integral is kept. This corresponds to the replacement

1 1 1
- Pl = — (> - ¢ ),
Juz—éz—ie J;ﬂ—ef J(u2—é2—i€ ol q))

where
> = (p' + k)’ — (Ey + Ex — W)~ (3.29)

— Energy-independent prescription: The momentum transfer is modified in order
to remove the singularity. This amounts to the replacement

qg=p)—k— q=p| —k,
or
~2 / 2 2
—q" — (p' — k)" — (Ey — Ex)".

This last prescription was preferred in recent applications [6, 16]: The momen-
tum transfer is the same for the propagator in both direct and exchange diagrams,
leaving the meson-propagator denominator independent of the two-nucleon-system
energy W.

Nevertheless, we introduce here an alternative adopted by us in the present
numerical work, which we label the on-mass-shell prescription. To understand
it, note that Eq. (3.29) can be rewritten as follows [6],

= (0 K~ (Ey — B)? — (W= 2E,)(W —2E).  (3.30)
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It is the last term of this equation which generates the spurious singularities men-
tioned, while vanishing when both particles are on-mass-shell either in the initial
state (W = 2Ey) or in the final state (W = 2E}). We therefore define the on-mass-
shell prescription by taking for —g* the expression

3> — (' + k)’ — (Ey — B (3.31)

With this choice the exchange kernel V is consistent with the Feynman rules in
the on-mass-shell limit. This is a physical argument in favor of our choice.
Furthermore, Eq. (3.31) implies that when the direct term in a particular inter-
action is dominant in the forward direction, then the exchange term dominates
in the backward direction, as it happens for interactions mediated by scalars.
We point out that this property is not satisfied by the energy-independent
prescription. Note, however, that the on-mass-shell prescription is also energy-
independent.

3.4 Strong Form Factors Required by the 3D Numerical Method

Mathematically, form factors provide the necessary regularization of the integrals
for the high-order loops. Since in this work we solve the scattering equation with-
out partial wave expansion, a careful study of the integrand function had to be
performed, in order to determine form-factor functions adequate for the conver-
gence of the method used.

The starting point for the choice of form factors per vertex was the decomposi-
tion suggested by Gross and Riska [20],

Fi(p} k) = fou (@M (P W (D), (3.32)

where pj’. (kj) is the final (initial) momentum of the nucleonj (j = 1,2), ¢ = pj’. —kj
is the transfer momentum, f,,, is the form factor of meson i and fy the nucleon form
factor.

For the meson form factor our choice is

2 A5
Imi(q7) = ma (3.33)

where A, is the cut-off of meson i. Note that by construction the functions f;, (¢*)
only modify the kernel for large ¢° (for g = 0 we have f,,,(¢°) = 1), and therefore
do not suppress the large momentum dependence of V(k, k; P).

For the form factors fy we take

A2 "
fulk) = { — g - 2] : (3.34)
Ay + (m* — k)
with
A% = A3 —m?, (3.35)

Ay being the nucleon cut-off. These functions fy regulate the asymptotic behavior
of both V(k,k;P) and V(k,p;P), and are normalized to 1 at the on-mass-shell
condition. For the meson exchange diagrams that enter the kernel of the integral
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equation one of the nucleons is always on-mass-shell, and therefore the contribution
from the corresponding function fy is 1.

The factorization (3.32) has been applied in the spectator equation [6, 16] and
also used in the quasi-potential framework without retardation (where k = (0, k))
[21]. In the present calculation we found that in order to solve the spectator
equation with 3D methods the value n = 1 in Eq. (3.34), used in previous appli-
cations with PWD [16], was not large enough for the numerical convergence of
Mk, p; P). We had to take instead n = 2. This is mostly due to the meson-propa-
gator behavior which peaks for forward and backward scattering angles at high
values of the momentum [22]. Using the PWD method the meson-propagator peak
is smeared by the angle integration, but in the 3D method the structure of the
propagator cannot be smoothened.

3.5 Properties and Symmetries of the Amplitudes

Using parity, time reversal, and particle-interchange symmetries we can decrease
the number of independent amplitudes [23, 24]. In particular, parity invariance
reduces the 16 helicity amplitudes of Eq. (2.5) with o’ =+1, p =+1 to 8 independ-
ent ones, according to

My =My 1 (pusp, 1) = M __(p,u;p, 1), (3.36)
My=M__ .. (pu;p, 1) = My (p,u;p, 1), (3.37)

=M (pusp, 1) = My . (p'u;p, 1), (3.38)
My=M_; (p',u;p,1) = My (p',u;p, 1), (3.39)
Ms = M o (p,u;p, 1) = =M, __(p/,u;p, 1), (3.40)
Mg =M. (p,u;p, 1) = —M_ __(p/,u;p, 1), (3.41)
M7 =My (pusp, 1) = —M__ . (p',u;p, 1), (3.42)
My =M__ . (p',u;p,1) = =M1 . (p',u;p, 1). (343)

In thc(e1 cag;a2 p = —1 the right-hand side of the equalities includes also the phase
(=) =1,

The above relations are valid either p’ is on- or off-mass-shell. Restricting to the
on-mass-shell situation, further relations arise,

My = M, (3.44)
Mg = —Ms, (3.45)
Ms = —Ms. (3.46)

The last identity is valid only for identical particles. As a result we are left with
only 5 independent amplitudes. We point out that these relations are independent of
the interaction used and of any prescription adopted, and merely result from the
symmetries mentioned above. The relations (3.36)—(3.43) were tested numerically
as a check to the code, since we did not explicitly impose the symmetries to reduce
the number of equations. If we consider, instead, a QP equation of the instanta-
neous type (no retardation included), e.g., the Blankenbecler-Sugar [25] or the
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equal-time [26] equations, we could use more symmetry properties to reduce even
further the number of off-mass-shell amplitudes, given that the particles have
always the same energy.

Finally we add also that, for equations of the instantaneous type, a convenient
combination of the helicity states defines states of well-defined parity and two-
body spin and helicity. The use of that basis states reduces the size of the numerical
problem by block-diagonalizing the set of equations. This was done for example in
refs. [3, 4] in a non-relativistic framework (no p’ = —1 states). Nevertheless, for
three-body applications [4] the helicity combination has to be inverted by calculat-
ing back the amplitudes in the asymptotic basis of uncoupled helicities.

4 Results and Discussion

In this section we discuss the results obtained from fitting the transition amplitudes
to the np differential cross section, we show the on- and off-mass-shell amplitudes
calculated with the kernel with the fitted parameters, and we present the study of
the convergence of the amplitude as a function of the energy.

The numerical results were checked to satisfy the optical theorem

- m*p~— [ dv o
ImiMo (150 D] =~ J ML (R D) (@)
)\3)\4 -1

Since the optical theorem only probes the on-mass-shell amplitudes, the results for
the off-mass-shell amplitudes were tested by numerically checking that they satisfy
the symmetry properties as described in the previous section.

Table 2. Model parameters. The masses are m,,, the coupling con-
stants g,, are redefined as G,,, = gfn /4T (m = 7, p, 0, w) and Ky, is the
anomalous magnetic moment of the vector mesons. While A is the
cut-off parameter for the pion, the variable A,, stands for the cut-off of
the form factors for the other mesons. See Appendix B for the kernel
expressions and Sect. 3.4 for the definitions of the form factors

My 138 MeV
G, 13.470
p 0.0

Ay 1190 MeV
My 497 MeV
G, 3.782
m, 770 MeV
G, 0.100
Kp 5.644
my, 783 MeV
G, 8.100
Ruw 0.337
A 2400 MeV

Ay 1783 MeV
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4.1 On-Mass-Shell Amplitudes and Differential Cross Section

Asymptotically the state of the two nucleons is characterized by the individual
isospin states. Therefore, for the np system, we considered

) _ 1710 . 1 700 :
T;f)\’z,)\l/\z <p/7 u;p, 1) ) T LA AL (p/7 u;p, 1) + 2 T/\G)\’zv)\l)\z (p/, u;p, 1), (42)
where T19,,
1/\27
(I. = 0).
We start by presenting in Table 2 the results for the interaction-kernel param-

eters that were obtained from the fit of the scattering amplitudes to the np differ-
ential cross section. In the pion-exchange-diagram contribution to the kernel we let

1), Tepresents the anti-symmetrized matrix M with a total isospin 1
112
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Fig. 3. Helicity amplitudes for 300 MeV and partial wave decomposition
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the PS-PV admixture parameter to float during the fit, and the best fit was obtained
for A, = 0, which corresponds to PV coupling. As for the cut-off parameters, we
also allowed A to be different from A,, (with m referring to all the other mesons).
In the spectator-equation NN model described in ref. [6], all cut-off parameters are
taken to be the same. In ref. [16], an update of the NN model is reported where a
different cut-off singled out the pion-exchange part of the OBE (one-boson-
exchange) interaction. We followed the latter approach since we consider that it
is more consistent with the idea of the special role of the pion in the nuclear
interaction, and the associated interpretation of the effective heavy meson ex-
changes as a regularization of its behavior in the large-momentum region (short-
range in configuration space). The larger value obtained in the fit for the cut-off of
all mesons different from the pion is therefore a natural and expected result. A
posteriori it serves as a consistency check of that underlying assumption of the
OBE models: Compared to the pion, the effective heavy mesons are supposed to be
important in the large momentum range. Were their cut-off momenta smaller or of
similar size as the pion cut-off momentum, this could not be the case.

Figs. 3 and 4 show the scattering amplitudes (both real and imaginary parts)
obtained, at a fixed energy T, = 300 MeV, for all independent helicity channels.
The comparison between the exact result and the PWD results with increasing
values of the maximum total angular momentum included is shown.

The convergence of the Padé amplitudes has been carefully examined, and the
iteration procedure stopped when both real and imaginary parts of T converge with

40 ‘ : w 30
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Fig. 4. Helicity amplitudes for 300 MeV and partial wave decomposition
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a relative error lower than 1072. In general, we conclude that grids with N, =
N, =20 were sufficient below 200 MeV for the numerical convergence of the
solution. For 300 MeV we use N, = 30. Here one may think that this number of
grid points, as implied by the polar-angle discretization, leads to a numerical
problem about the same size of the one of the partial wave-expansion case. How-
ever, we emphasize that:

— The polar angle dependence in the NN potential factorizes as given in Appendix
D. This straightforwardly allows for an optimization of the CPU time of the
calculation, which, however, is impossible in the PWD of the potential. There,
for each momentum case, the integration on that angle has to be re-calculated.

— The accuracy of PWD decreases with increasing partial-wave index, due to the
form of the Legendre polynomials. This limits the precision of the PWD method at
high energies for applications in NN scattering, where the number of partial waves
increases with energy, as evidenced by the three-body calculations in ref. [3].

— In the NN scattering problem the number of partial waves needed for the PWD
convergence increases with the energy, however, the number of mesh points in
the 3D calculation does not increase significantly with energy.

For the helicity \;\, = +— channel, convergence requires 13 Padé terms for
I =0 and 11 terms for I = 1. For the \{\; = ++ channel 15 terms for / = 0 and
13 terms for / = 1 are necessary. In all cases the optical theorem was always
satisfied with a relative error smaller than 1072

After calculating all the on-mass-shell polarized amplitudes we evaluated the
differential cross section,

do 1 mt

= (P,u) = ———|T"(p,u)|*. 4.3
(P4 = sy P (B (43)
In this equation |T"7|* is given by
= a2 1 n — = 2
|Tnp(p’ u)’ :ZZ |T{17)\’2,)\1/\2(pau;p71>| ) (44)
N,
A, A2

an average over the initial helicity states and a sum of the final ones. In Fig. 5 the fit
of the NN potential model to the differential cross-section np data at energies
Tiab = 99, 200, and 319 MeV is shown. Data are collected from the Nijmegen
data basis [27] and correspond to refs. [28—30].

At least for the two first energies the quality of the fit is very good. The
Tiab = 319 MeV energy case is already above the pion production threshold, which
justifies the slight decrease of the quality of the fit. Nevertheless, we conclude that
the method developed in the present work is reliable and promising. Another point
worth mentioning is that the fit selects the PV pion-nucleon coupling (mixing
parameter \; = 0), in agreement with requirements from chiral symmetry.

4.2 Off-Mass-Shell Amplitudes

The? off—mass—shell Tf\‘fl’ A (p, u; p, 1) amplitudes may be plotted as functions of 2
variables in momentum space.
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14
* J.P. Scanlon et al., Nucl. Phys. 41 (1963), 401 (Harwell)
—— Model
12
10
E
E T,,=99 MeV
£ 8 { ]
&
o}
=
4t 4
2 f f
0 I I I
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
cos 0
12
P * Yu.M. Kazarinov et al., Sov. Phys. JETP 16 (1963), 26
IF s Yu.M. Kazarinov et al., Sov. Phys. JETP 16 (1963), 26
10 —— Model

T,.,=200 MeV ]

lab

do/dQ2 (mbarn)
)

2 L 4
0 1 1 1
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
cos 6
12
* R.K. Keeler et al., Nucl. Phys. A377 (1982), 529 (TRIUMF)
i = R.K. Keeler et al., Nucl. Phys. A377 (1982), 529 (TRIUMF)
10 & —— Model

T

=319 MeV

lab

do/dQ (mbarn)

-1 —6.5 0 0:5 1 Fig. 5. Differential cross-section results
cos 0 for 99, 200, and 319 MeV

The results for the 8 p' = +1 amplitudes are presented in Figs. 6 and 7 for
Tia, = 300 MeV. The plots for the p’ = —1 amplitudes are presented in Figs. 8 and 9.
Note that the on-mass-shell region corresponds to the line p’ = 0.375GeV/c.
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Fig. 6. Off-mass-shell amplitudes for the np process with p = +1,p' = +1

The magnitudes of some amplitudes are important up to momenta of the order
1.5 GeV/c, much larger than the on-mass-shell momentum.

It is also important to point out that the amplitudes involving tran-
sitions to negative-energy states, p’ = —1, have magnitudes of the same order
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Fig. 7. Off-mass-shell amplitudes for the np process with p = +1,p' = +1

as the p' = +1 amplitudes. Therefore, degrees of freedom corresponding to
negative-energy states have considerable weight in the covariant spectator
formalism.
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Fig. 8. Off-mass-shell amplitudes for the np process with p = +1,p' = —1

4.3 Breaking of PWD for High Energies

We present here the study of the PWD convergence as a function of the energy. To
perform this decomposition we follow ref. [24]. Fig. 10 shows the convergence of
the PWD to the full calculation for a particular neutron-proton on-mass-shell T
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Fig. 9. Off-mass-shell amplitudes for the np process with p = +1,p' = —1

matrix, for three energy cases. We notice here that the imaginary part of 7' con-
verges faster than the real part. For each energy case the criterion for convergence
was defined as a deviation less than 1% from the full result.
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Fig. 10. Partial wave decomposition of the M3 amplitude for 100, 200, and 300 MeV

The results for 100 MeV shown in Fig. 10 indicate that it is a good approxima-
tion at low energies to take J = 6 as the highest total angular momentum. This
finding is in agreement with the cut-off at Jy,.x = 6, corresponding to 24 partial
waves, reported in the three-body bound-state relativistic calculations of ref. [16],
but an accurate calculation (less than 1%) requires J,x = 9.

On the other hand, for 200 MeV we need Jy.x = 13 to achieve convergence.
We confirmed also that some helicity channels at 300 MeV require Jy,.x = 16, as
found in ref. [3], corresponding to 64 partial waves for these amplitudes. Note,
however, that not all the helicity amplitudes require the same Jy,,x for convergence
(see Figs. 3 and 4). Also, for a given Jp,x not all the helicity amplitudes correspond
to the same number of partial waves. For M; and M, (which correspond to the
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largest number of partial waves) Jnax = 6, 10, 16 imply 26, 42, and 66 partial
waves, respectively. Considering, for instance, the amplitude M3, plotted in
Fig. 10, Jmax = 6, 10, 16 corresponds to 24, 40, and 64 partial waves, respectively.
As mentioned before, this large number of partial waves makes the PWD method
impracticable to generate the two-body amplitudes required as an input for the
three-body bound or scattering calculations [4].

We also stress that the number of partial waves needed for convergence of the
off-mass-shell amplitudes is in general larger than the number required for the on-
mass-shell amplitudes: As it was shown by ref. [8], the number of partial waves
involved in the bound-state problem of the three-particle system, for the off-shell
momentum of the order of a few MeV/c, can be quite large, even for a scalar
potential. Finally we report that with a realistic model, which includes pion
exchange, the number of partial waves to converge for the on-mass-shell ampli-
tudes is even larger than for the scalar case. More precisely, if the pion is not
included in the kernel at 300 MeV, we verified that one needs only Jy,,x = 6. That
means that, as expected, the long range of the pion exchange is responsible for
increasing Jp,x from 6 to 16.

5 Conclusions

We considered the spectator equation for nucleons. Its solution depends on the
helicities of the particles, as well as on their p-spins (o' = +1 for the positive-
energy state component and p' = —1 for the negative-energy state component).

After an analytical integration over the azimuthal variable ¢, the scattering
amplitude is solved without partial wave decomposition using the Padé method.
This method revealed to be efficient and suitable for the solution of the relativistic
integral equation without partial wave decomposition. For Tj,, < 320MeV, 11 to 15
Padé terms were needed for convergence, depending on the helicity case.

Strong form factors and a prescription for the exchange kernel different from
the ones considered in other calculations within the spectator formalism are
used. When both particles are on-mass-shell the present prescription for the ex-
change kernel gives rise to the kernel directly obtained from the Feynman rules.
This is important in view of possible applications to problems where the fields
are not effective, the gg bound state and the quark-exchange diagrams in 77
scattering.

We fitted an OBE interaction to the np differential cross section in the energy
range of 100—-320 MeV. We let the percentage of PS and PV admixture floating as a
free parameter in the fit, and it turned out that the PV coupling was favored by the
fit, which is in agreement with arguments of chiral symmetry.

We studied the convergence of the PWD method as a function of the energy.
We concluded that above Tj,, = 300 MeV at least 64 partial waves have to be
included for some helicity cases. This large number of terms indicates the breaking
down of the PWD method at higher energies for applications in heavier nuclei
(A>3).

Beyond the p’ = +1 amplitudes involved in the cross-section calculation, we
have also calculated the p’ = —1 amplitudes related to processes involving one off-
mass-shell particle. These amplitudes are numerically significant in the spectator
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formalism and may be used in the calculation of meson-production cross sections
[31, 32] and of the 3He(e, ¢')X-reaction observables for 1-10 GeV energies [1].

While we consider here the particular case of the relativistic spectator equation,
the method can be extended to other quasi-potential equations. Besides, it is effi-
cient and not CPU-time expensive, avoids the problem of the very large number of
partial waves needed in PWD methods for the NN off-mass-shell amplitudes, does
not have the numerical instability of the large orbital angular PWD results (due to
oscillations of the Legendre polynomials) [8], and finally, it determines the helicity
or polarized amplitudes directly, without additional numerical recombination or
decomposition.
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Appendix A. States of Helicities
A.l1 Positive-Energy State Spinors (u;’)

Following refs. [33, 34], we use the definitions for the spinors of particle 1 (momentum k;) and
2 (momentum k»),

1 .
) =N | |19, = 1.2), (A1)
with the normalization
m+ Ex
Ny = A2
k m ) ( )
~ k
k= . (A3)
m+ Ex

Note that the spinors depend only on the three-momentum.
The Pauli spinors of particles 1 and 2,

A1 = xa(k), (A4)
V), = v (K), (A.S)

are related by
a(k) = x-a (k). (A.6)

Initial- and final-state Pauli spinors are presented in Table A.1.

A.2 Negative-Energy Spinor States (uj_)

The negative-energy spinors are constructed from positive-energy states using the charge-conjugation
operator C [6, 33, 34],

o(ki, \) = (—=D)ACE (kz, M), (A7)

v(ka, ) = ACa! (ki, \), (A.8)
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Table A.1. Pauli helicity states. The phase differences between these spin-
ors and the ones of refs. [33, 34] are due to the fact that we consider, for
convenience, the convention of rotations of ref. [34] and the phase conven-
tion for particle 2 of ref. [33]

Initial state

A=1 A=—1
. 1 0
(@) (o) ()
N 0 1
e () (o)
Final state
N=1 N =-1
L 4 ©
COS —exp [—z —} —sin —exp [—z —}
X (0, ¢) 2 2 2
sin ee [SD} cosee [ﬂ
—exp|i— —exp|i-
2P 2P,
i P 0 P
L (0,0) —sin S exp {—lﬂ cos iexp[ 15}
cos eex [ﬂ sin Hex [gp]
Z i Z iz
2P 2P
where C = —iy%y? and T indicates matrix transposition. The relative factors are introduced by con-
venience. As a result we get 3
-k
v(k;, \) = Ny [ 1 } \)\)j. (A9)

Appendix B. Kernel V

In this appendix we describe the analytical structure of the OBE kernel. As mentioned before, for any
isospin state I, the kernel Y contains the direct V term and the exchange-kernel V term,

— /. /‘ 1/\ /A
V}l‘;,;pm(p',k; P) = V;r,l&;;;:/\z(p',k; P) + (1) V;,I’)/\,;\’)]Az (', k; P). (B.1)

The kernel function includes 2 vertex form factors defined by Eq. (3.32). As discussed in the text,
one nucleon is always on-mass-shell and therefore the corresponding form factor reduces simply to 1.
In the OBE-potential matrix element the product of the 2 vertex form factors reads then

Fi(py k) Fi(Phs k) = [fon (6) (P57 (K5).- (B.2)
Only the off-mass-shell nucleon is modified by the inclusion of the nucleon form factor. The off-mass-
shell nucleon with momentum k, = (W — Ex, —K) enters the exchange diagram with the factor
R :
N
A2+ WAW - 2E)?

For meson i the potential direct term is given by

fu(k3) =

(B.3)

2
/| T
Vo ki P) =6 g it (P, X)) A (P, ke ut (kM)

< 1 (P, Ng) Aa(Phy, k) (ko M) i () P (P2 (D), (B.4)
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where A; (j = 1,2) is the vertex operator for the mesons 7, o, p, and w, and the exchange momentum is
7 = (Ey —E)’— (p/ — k). (B.5)

The 7NN vertex is defined by Eq. (2.8). For the other mesons we take the definitions of ref. [6] (with
Ay = 1)
For vector mesons we make the substitution
(P — k), (py — k),
3 .

AIAZ - Aél(pllvkl)Alzl(p/27k2) 8uv + I
i

(B.6)

Similarly, for the exchange term of the potential we have
PN g
5 / - / ! /
VXIPXZ,APIAZ(P ,k; P) = 6lr_lqzu+(pla)‘I)Al(p]ak2)up(k27)\2)
l

x i@ (phy M) Ao (ph, k) (ki A0 o (@A (P2 (RD)s - (BT)
where, according to the on-mass-shell prescription (see Sect. 3.3), the exchange momentum is
¢ = (Ey —E)’ — (0 + k)" (B.8)

For vector mesons the replacement is now

(h — k), s ki), |

/11/12 — Alll(p/l,kz)/llzj(p/z,kl) 8uv + /1,2 (B9)

To evaluate the contributions of all mesons we decompose the vertex projections on the asymptotic
states in terms of amplitudes that involve only on-mass-shell couplings and amplitudes with off-mass-
shell corrections. We evaluate those expressions as matrix elements between the asymptotic states
u (p, A1) and u;" (p, \2). Finally, we write all results in terms of coefficients to be defined in the next
sections. The formulas presented in Sect. B.1 are for the direct term and in Sect. B.2 for the exchange term.

B.1 Direct Kernel

We will write the direct kernel in terms of the following variables,
0 = XNp' + \ik, (B.10)
R* = Np'Nk+1 (B.11)

(j=1,2, k comes from the definition of spinors, see Appendix A), and the following auxiliary
functions

20 K) = x| (80, (B). (8.12)
Z)(p k) = v (). (K), (B.13)
Zi(p' k) = X, (B)1 0, (K), (B.14)
Zi(p' k) = v (1)o7, (K). (B.15)
The Z;1 functions (j=1,2, « =0,...,3) are calculated from the Pauli spinors presented in

Appen'dix A. For simplicity sometimes we suppress the arguments of Z.

B.1.1 o Exchange

2
2 gU
Vil (s0) = == S U @iy (63)

XN;%’le HU(plvk) Z?(IA’/71A<)Z§(IA’,71A() (B16)
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H,(p', k) is also a function of the helicity p-states given by

H,(p' k) = A(p/,k)B""(p' k), (B.17)
where
A(p',k) = —Ry,
B (p/,k) = —R;,
BT (plak) = _Q2+7
B~ (p', k) = —03,
B~ (p k) =R;.

For large k we have H,(p',k) ~ 1.

B.1.2 7 Exchange

VI’;/+{)‘A2(P',/<;P) o1 2 [fr( P (P (63)
XNsz (P )Z) (B K)Z3 (B, ). (B.18)

H.(p', k) is also a function of the helicity p-states. We can write it as

H.(p' k) =A(p',k)B"* (P, k), (B.19)
where

A(p,ak) = _Qrv

BT (p k) =-0; —(1— ) Q27
Ey — E
B (p k) = ARY + (1 — \)2——R;,
m
E, — Ej
TR = AR+ (1= A) Ry,
E, — Ex

Bk = (1= 2005 + (1 - )= =g

For large k we have H,(p',k) ~ 1 for PS coupling, and H.(p', k) ~ k/m for PV coupling.

B.1.3 Vector Meson Exchange

VIS ki P) = 67— 2 [ﬁ( AL ()N NEH, (P k), (B.20)

3
H,(p' k) = r0Z°Z0 + ry Zz{zg +r2 ) (0 +k)Z)Z)
i=1 i=1

3 3
+r Y (0 +k)ZIZ +r )y (0 +k)'Z)Z- (B.21)
i=1 i=1
The coefficients r; (I =0, ..., 4) are functions of the momenta and the helicity p-states. They can be
written explicitly as
ro = @y + bras(Ey + Ex)|[@x01 + baffs (Ey + Ex)],
r = a1o0(afs + ),
ry = ajanby B,
ry = biaz(@3 + ¢24),
rqg = 510431_72ﬁ37
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where

a =1+ £y,
_ Ky
b = T A
! 2m
a =1+ Kby,
_ Ky
by =——
2 2m7
E, — E
Y

m

G. Ramalho et al.

The coefficients « are related to the helicity states of particle 1 (on-mass-shell nucleon)

— pt
(673 7R1,

— Nt
Qp =y,
Oé3:—R;.

The coefficients (3 are related to particle 2. They depend on helicity p-states according to the table:

++ +- —+ -
Bi Ry 05 ) Ry
Ba 05 —R; —R; 05
B3 —R; -05 -05 Ry
Ba -0; Ry ~R; 05

For large k we have H,(p', k) ~ 1 when s, = 0; H,(k,k) ~ k*/m?* and H,(p', k) ~ k/m when x, # 0.

B.2 Exchange Kernel

For the exchange term we introduce the auxiliary variables

OF = Np + Mok,

0,5 = \op' + Aik,
R = NpNk+1,
R = NpMk+1

(resulting from the analogue variables defined for the direct kernel with the replacement A\; = X,) and

the auxiliary functions

Z)(' k) = X (), (K),
2 k) =\ () (K),
Zi(p' k) = X, (B)1" o, (K),
23 k) = 0 () o, ()

These functions are to be evaluated as matrix elements between Pauli spinors.

B.2.1 o Exchange

(P k;P) = —

p2—q

g

gz 2
“— (@) 5 (k)

x NaNiH, (p' k) Z) (0 K)Z3 (' k),

ﬁd(p/v k) = Ap,(plv k)Bp(p/,k),
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where
AY () = —Rl,
A (p' k) =
B+(p/ k) _R;7
B (p', k) = —Q2
For large k we have H,(p',k) ~ 1
B.2.2 m Exchange
Vi W' ki P) —(»uz LA 052 ()
X Nj,NgH,T(p',k)Z?(p/,lz)ig(p/,li), (B.32)
H(p', k) = A (0, k)B’ (', k), (B.33)
where
~ W —2Ey ~
AT(p k) =-0] — (1 = A)————0/
() = =0 — (1 =)=+ 0,
= W —2Ey ~
AT (P K) = MRS + (1= X) =5 =Ry,
2m
~ W —2Ey ~
B+ / — _ O~ 1— P A+
(k) = =05 + (1= =205,
= W —2Ey ~
B~ (p',k) = —ARy — (1 — )\)TPRZ‘
m

For large k we have H,(p/,k) ~ 1 for PS coupling, H,(p',k) ~ k/m and H,(k,k) ~ k*/m? for PV
coupling.

B.2.3 Vector Meson Exchange
VI ki P) = 86—~ Mz 7 U@ W NN (7 K), (B.34)

3 3
Hy(p' k) = (ro+rs)Z0Z0 + 11 Y ZiZi+ 12 Y (p} — ki)Z{Z]

i=1 i=1
+r Z —K)ZIZ) + 1y Z k)22 (B.35)
i=1

The coefficients r; (I = 0, . .., 4) are functions of the momenta p’, k and helicity p-states. Explicitly we
have
= [aian +bios(Ey + Ex)][axB1 + b33 (Ey + Ex)],
r = (a1a; + ¢1au) (@0 + ¢204),
= (@102 + €104)ba 33,
= b3 (@2 + €24),

rs = biozby 33,
asBs
rs = -

I
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The r; coefficients for the exchange kernel are not related to the direct kernel coefficients. The
inclusion of rs results from Eq. (B.9) when the same particle is not on-mass-shell in both the initial
and final states. In this case we have

a=1+ /{v‘ser»

- Ry
by =——~
1 zma
_ W —2Ex
Cl = — Ky

_ Ko
by =%
2 2m7
_ W —2E,
C) = Ry
2m

The coefficients v depend on |, A2, and p. The coefficients 5 are functions of A5, A, and p'. The
results are presented in the following table:

P + -

x IET QI

a of —R;

as —Ry —0r

oy -0y BT ~
as (2Ex — W)R} (2Ex — W)Q; — 2mQ7}
4 + -

B 1:32+ —QE

IG5 0; Ry

B3 Ry -0

Pa -0, —RS

Os (W —2Ey)RS —(W = 2Ey)0;5 +2mQ;

For large k we have H,(p', k) ~ 1 when r, = 0; H,(k, k) ~ k*/m* and H,(p', k) ~ k/m when k, # 0.

B.3 « and 3 Coefficients

The coefficients o and § are derived from the formulas listed below, where we use ] = u™ (p}, \}),
uy = ut(pr, A1), wh = u’ (py, Xy), and wy = u’(pz, \y).

B.3.1 Direct Kernel
w7 ur = Ny N ZY,
#y'u; = a\NyNZi,
#uy = azNyNZY,
Why'wy = BIN,NLZD,
wWyy'wy = BNy NieZs,
Whwa = B3Ny Ny ZY,

Wwhy ' ywy = BaNy NiZb.
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B.3.2 Exchange Kernel

i/lfyowz = ole,,/NkZ(l),

#ywy = asz/Nkzi,

Wywy = &3M71Nk2?7

@7 y'wy = auN, /NkZ],

why'ur = BINyNiZ3,

Wayur = BNy NiZs,

Whuy = ﬁ3Np’Nk2(2)7

Why vy = B4NprNk2§.

Appendix C. ¢ Rotated Amplitude
In this appendix we derive the relation between the scattering amplitude on the scattering plane (p is on
the z-axis),
MG (0,6, 05 W),
and the scattering amplitude on a rotated plane characterized by '-rotation in the z-axis,

+ph,+p2 P
M)\/l)\gy)\,Az(PﬁaSOyP:W)-

Thus, we consider the Lorentz transformation
A=R_,0p (C.1)
that transforms p’ = (p', ¢, ¢’) into p’ = (p’,#,0).

The correspondence between the spinors before and after this Lorentz transformation is

Al (p, \) = ZDM (R (Ap, \), (C2)

S Lt2 p, ZD N,— RA Ltz(/lp,>\,) (C3)

where S(A) is the operator that transforms the u, v-states in the Lorentz transformation A and
D is the usual D'/? Wigner matrix in terms of the rotation angles. The rotation operators are
given by
Ry = HAp/al7 (C4)
/
R, = HAP,AH,,/. (C.5)
In the last equations H,, is the operator that transforms a four-momentum (m,0) into p = (Ey, p).

Details can be found in ref. [35]. The operation can always be written in a sequence of a boost (L) and
a rotation (Rp),

H, = RyL,. (C.6)

After the Lorentz transformation has been done the following relation between the original and the
rotated scattering amplitudes is obtained,

Ma’@’-aﬂ(Apl7Ap;AP Z Sar (11 Sﬁ’d A)Ma]ﬂly(¥252@l7p;P) ma(A)S/i ”f(/l) (C7)
a,f
a;ﬂ;

For more details see Appendix B of ref. [6].
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Changing Eq. (C.7) to the helicity representation according to Eq. (2.4) and using the operator-
rotation properties and the invariance of permutation between boost and rotation operators related to
the same axis, we finally conclude that

Al — X

MY 00 ps W) = exp [ w’} MY (00,05 p; W). (C38)
Appendix D. Function V

In this appendix we describe how to evaluate V defined by Eq. (3.6). By performing the ¢-integration
we get

27 B
V0K OAW) = | V) de, (D.1)
0
where we use the simplification
Yy ot
V(‘P) = Vx]p)f/zy)\g)u (Plv 9l7 0;k, 0, ¢; W) (D.Z)
We note that

Al — X

x = D.3
_ (D3)

so A =0, +1 (remember that \; = +1).
First, we separate the ¢-dependent parts from the independent ones (factorization). Next, we
analyze the structure of the resulting functions. We need to consider two different cases: the non-

vector meson exchange (¢ and 7) and the vector meson exchange.

D.1 Factorization of V()

From the expression V (see Appendix B) we conclude that

V(e) = 614580V (9)R, (D4)
where
. @) &
W@=L%LE%; (D.5)
and
R = N2NZ(p' ) () EL (P ). (D.6)

In these equations i is the meson index. Also from Appendix B we have
Hi(p',k) = Hi(p', k) 2)Z3 (D.7)
for a non-vector meson and
H(p',k) = Hi(p', k) (D.8)
for vector mesons. Note that the pararAneterization (DA.6) is valid for the direct term and for the exchange
term if we replace ¢> by §%, H; by H; (and Z]Q by Z]Q for the non-vector case).

Using the definition (3.1)—(3.3) of the coordinates with ¢/ =0 for ¢*> and §* we can con-
clude that

1 1
a—bcosy (c—bcosp)®’

Vip) = (D.9)
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where
a=p*+p? +k F2p'kcost cosf — g2, (D.10)
b= +2p’ksinf' siné, (D.11)
c= A2 +p? + k> F2p’kcos @ cos  — . (D.12)

The upper sign should be used in the direct term and the lower sign in the exchange term.

D.2 R in Terms of ¢

The next step is to write R of Eq. (D.6) in terms of . We need to consider two separate cases: the non-
vector mesons and the vector mesons.

D.2.1 Non-Vector Mesons
For non-vector mesons we can write
R=[(p,k) -2)Z). (D.13)

The exact expression of f(p’,k) can be easily deduced from Eq. (D.6). Attending to the Z{Z)
dependence in ¢, we conclude that

R =f(p',k) - (co + c1 exp[—idsp] + c2 explidsg]), (D.14)

where ¢; (I =0,...,2) are known coefficients depending on the scattering conditions and on the
helicity states. We can write

V(P 0.k 0; A\ W) = 4080 f(P',K)[coFo(N) + c1Fo(A — A3) + c2Fo(A + N3], (D.15)
where the function Fy(n) is defined as

Fo(n) = Lﬂ doe™ V(yp), (D.16)

andnare n =0, +1, +2.

D.2.2 Vector Mesons
For vector mesons the function R can be written as a linear combination of the terms
VAR AS and kzZ"Z3?,
where o, ap = 0,...,3. The first term is reduced to the non-vector case discussed in Subsect. D.2.1,
because Z{"'Z;? can also be written as
co + 1 exp[—irzp] + ¢z explidzg]

with appropriated coefficients. The second term can be decomposed in three cases considered as
follows:

Case 1 (k; =k sinf cos ¢): In this case we need to integrate factors like
(ksin @) cos pe™ V(p),
and the corresponding term of V, which we label V, is

gnf (0, K)(k sinO)[coF 1 (X) + c1F1(A = As) + caF1 (A + Aa)],
(D.17)

Vi (plv 9l7 k, 9; X, W) = (S[A4

m
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where

21 o

Fi(n) = J dy cos €™ V(p), (D.18)

0
withn =0, £1, £2.
Case 2 (ko =k sin @ sin ): We have also to consider terms like

(k sin @) sinpe™ V(p),

from which the following results for the corresponding V, which we label V>,

Vz(p 9/ k, 6; )\ W) = 61/1mgmf(p/,k)(k sin 9)[C().7:2(X) + lez(): — )\3) + szz(X + )\3)]
(D.19)

The function F, is defined as

27
Faln) = J di sinp e V (i), (D.20)
0

withn =0, £1, +2.

Case 3 (ks =cosf): No new -dependence appears. This case reduces to the non-vector
meson case.

D.3 Functions F(n)

The functions F;(n) with [ = 0,1,2 can be written in terms of the integrals

2T
R = J V(i) cosl de,
0

for [ =0,...,3. The R, integrals are performed analytically with the software program Mathematica
and simplified afterward.

Appendix E. Momentum Transfer in the Two Terms of the Kernel

For the direct term the four-momentum transfer ¢ is given by

7 =P, — k), (E.1)

while for the exchange term it is given by

=} — k)’ (E2)
(See Fig. 2.)
When particle 1 has on-mass-shell positive energy one has

Pﬁ = (Ep,P), (E3)
= (W - Ep,—p), (E4)
= (Ex, k), (ES5)
= (W — Ex, —Kk). (E.6)

Then the momentum transfer reads
=~k — (Ey — E)’, (E7)
—i" = (' + k)’ — (Ey + Ec— W), (E.8)

for the direct and exchange terms of the kernel, respectively.
As discussed in the text we propose an alternative expression for §> (see Eq. (3.31)).
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