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A practical method of solving cutoff Coulomb problems of two-cluster systems in mo-
mentum space is given. When a sharply cut-off Coulomb force with a cutoff radius p is in-
troduced at the level of constituent particles, the two-cluster direct potential of the Coulomb
force becomes in general a local screened Coulomb potential. The asymptotic Hamiltonian
yields two types of asymptotic waves; one is an approximate Coulomb wave with p in the
middle-range region, and the other a free (no-Coulomb) wave in the longest-range region.
The constant Wronskians of this Hamiltonian can be calculated in either region. We can
evaluate the Coulomb-modified nuclear phase shifts for the screened Coulomb problem using
the matching condition proposed by Vincent and Phatak for the sharply cut-off Coulomb
problem. We apply this method first to an exactly solvable model of the a« scattering with
the Ali-Bodmer potential and confirm that a complete solution is obtained with a finite p.
The stability of nuclear phase shifts with respect to the change in p within some appropri-
ate range is demonstrated in the ca resonating-group method (RGM) calculation using the
Minnesota three-range force. An application to the pd elastic scattering is also discussed.

Subject Index: 200, 205
§1. Introduction

In the momentum representation, incorporation of the long-range Coulomb force
always poses problems. In particular, three-body scattering problems involving the
Coulomb force are still under intensive investigations.)) ) Here, we mainly consider
a much simpler problem of solving the Lippmann-Schwinger (LS) equations in the
momentum representation, in which the Coulomb force is included in the two-cluster
resonating-group method (RGM). In this particular case, the longest range direct po-
tential consists of a nuclear direct potential and the long-range Coulomb potential in
the error function form when simple harmonic-oscillator shell-model wave functions
are employed for clusters. We introduce a sharp cutoff radius p for the Coulomb
force acting between constituent particles. We can solve the LS equations and ob-
tain the T-matrix in the standard procedure. A problem is how to extract the correct
nuclear phase shifts from this T-matrix or the phase shifts, including the effect of
the screened Coulomb force. Here, we propose a simple method, taking examples of
the «c RGM and the proton-deuteron (pd) elastic scattering using the quark-model
baryon-baryon interaction.

The standard procedure of solving the Coulomb problem, including the short-
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range nuclear potential and the long-range Coulomb force, is well established as far
as two-body problems are concerned. In the treatment in terms of distorted waves,
the relative-wave function (r) between two clusters is solved numerically in the
configuration space, including the complete Coulomb force. The nuclear phase shift
5{;\/ is then obtained from the asymptotic form of the relative-wave function through
the so-called matching condition

tan 5?7 - _M , (1-1)

WGy, ¥l

where Fy = Fy(k,r) and Gy = Gy(k,r) stand for the regular and irregular Coulomb
wave functions, respectively, and Wf, g] = f(k,r)(0/0r)g(k,r)—g(k,r)(0/0r) f(k,T)
is the Wronskian for functions f(k,r) and g(k,r). The Wronskian values in Eq. (1-1)
are evaluated at the relative distance r = p, which should be sufficiently large to
avoid the effect of the nuclear force in the short-range region. Quite naturally, this
standard procedure should be modified in the momentum representation if we try to
solve three-body problems like the pd scattering, and also the Lippmann-Schwinger
RGM (LS-RGM) equations with the Coulomb interaction. In these applications,
the basic ingredient is the T-matrix, which is usually formulated in the momentum
space. The Born term of the T-matrix is already singular for the diagonal part of
the initial and final momenta, q; = ¢;.

A practical method of dealing with the Coulomb force in the momentum rep-
resentation is to use the cutoff or screened Coulomb force. In the early work by
Vincent and Phatak,% the Coulomb force in the ¥ + 160 scattering is assumed to
be a sharply cut-off Coulomb force

_ 2nk
or

wp(r)

where 71 = a/hv is the Sommerfeld parameter and 6 is the step function. Since the
relative-wave function has a Coulomb-free asymptotic behavior, the asymptotic wave
is composed of the nuclear plus cutoff Coulomb phase shift and the known Bessel and
Neumann functions. This phase shift 52’ is obtained by solving the LS equation for
the T-matrix in the momentum space. The nuclear phase shift 5?7 is then calculated
from the matching condition of the asymptotic waves:

0p—r), (1-2)

<
tan 6 = — W [Fy, ug], + tan o W [Fo, v, ’ (1:3)
W Ge,wl, + tan 5, WGy, v,

with a sufficiently large p.
A recent Coulomb treatment by Deltuva et al.”? for the pd scattering uses a
screened Coulomb potential in the form of

wp(r) = @6_(7‘/17)” (14)

with n ~ 4, and the “screening and renormalization procedure”, which was developed
by Alt et al.10-14) The basic ingredient of this approach is Taylor’s theorem,?)-16)
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which implies that the phase shift of the screened Coulomb potential 52’ requires
the renormalization 6] — oy — (#(k) as p — oo in the sense of the Schwartz
distribution, where

1 (o]
) =55 [l dr (15)
2k

is the diverging renormalization phase determined from the explicit form of the
screened Coulomb potential w,(r). Since the relative-wave functions with the screened
Coulomb potential always suffer the renormalization of this phase factor, the com-
plete pd scattering amplitude is achieved only when the limit p — oo is reached
in the two-potential formula for the scattering amplitude. In practice, this limit is
taken numerically such that a well converged result is obtained. A problem of this
procedure is that the error estimate of the finite p is not possible, and we usually need
to take a very large p value, for which solving the Alt-Grassberger-Sandhas equation
(AGS equation)'” accurately is difficult because of the quasi-singular nature of the
screened Coulomb potential. The convergence of the partial wave decomposition also
becomes problematic if the Coulomb singularity is very strong.

A final goal of this study is to find an approximate but practical method of
incorporating the Coulomb force to the pd elastic scattering by using a reasonable
magnitude of p. For this purpose, we incorporate the Vincent and Phatak approach®
to the “screening and renormalization procedure”. In this paper, we first consider
a simple potential model for the car scattering and examine if this approach gives a
reasonable accuracy of the phase shift using the screened Coulomb potential. The
stability of the nuclear phase shift with respect to the change in p within an appro-
priate range is examined by aa LS-RGM. An application to the pd elastic scattering
is briefly discussed.

In the next section, we discuss the sharply cut-off Coulomb problem, for which
analytic derivation of the cutoff Coulomb wave functions is feasible. The definitions
of the pure Coulomb wave functions used in this paper are given in Appendix A.
A general procedure to calculate the nuclear phase shift from solutions of the LS
equations for the two-cluster T-matrix is discussed in §3. In §4, a formulation for the
screened Coulomb problem is given by paying attention to new features appearing in
the screened Coulomb potential. An extension to deal with the pd elastic scattering in
the present approach is given in §5. In §6, the numerical performance of the proposed
method is examined, first for an exactly solvable model in the case of the Ali-Bodmer
phenomenological aa potential, secondly for the aa LS-RGM using the Minnesota
three-range force, and finally, for the pd elastic scattering using the quark-model
baryon-baryon interaction fss2. In Appendix B, shift functions of various screening
functions are evaluated. The screening function a”(R) for the pd scattering is derived
in Appendix C. The last section is devoted to a summary and outlook.

§2. Exact solutions of the sharply cut-off Coulomb problem

In this section, we assume a sharply cut-off Coulomb potential in Eq. (1-2) and
consider the pure Coulomb problem as the limit of p — oco. The regular solu-
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tion cpf (k,r) corresponding to the Jost solution satisfies the following integral equa-

tion:18)-20)

2kn

T/

1 A
o) (k,r) = Wue(kr) +/0 Goe(r, s k)—=0(p — ")) (k, ") dr" . (2:1)

Here, wu¢(kr) is the Riccati-Bessel function and the Green function Goe(r,7’; k) is
given by

Goe(r, 7' k) = % [ug(kr) ve(kr") — ve(kr) ug(kr')] 0(r — ") , (2-2)

with vg(kr) being the Riccati-Neumann function. For r < p, ¢} (k,r) is the same as
the regular Coulomb function ¢y(k, ) given in Eq. (A-1), which implies

P r) = Rkr) = o) = Frasudk)
for r<p, (2-3)

where F}'(k) is the Jost function of the sharply cut-off Coulomb potential and Fy(k)
is the Coulomb Jost function. If we use this in the integral equation for the regular
solution ¢} (k,r),

Yk, r) = puelhr) + (rlGoswpf) (2:4)
we obtain
14
belkor) = SLEV L oy - (rlGoopi) for r<p, (2:5)
(k) K

with G, being the regular Green function. The Jost function F}(k) of the sharply
cut-off Coulomb potential is calculated from F/(k) =1+ k€<w§_)|wp|g0§> using the
Riccati-Hankel function wé_)(k:r) = wéﬂ(kr)* = vy(kr) — iug(kr). This results in?!
l {—n . .
) 0! {+n)! —2ikp)™ I'(n+m —1
in : Z ( ) Z ( p) ( n)
F(€+1*”7)n:0 n! m! TI'l+n+m+1)

xF(n+m—inl+n+m+1,2ikp) . (2:6)

FO(R) = -

m=0
In particular, the S-wave Jost function is very simple:

F(k) = F(—in, 1, 2ikp) . (2-7)

If we use the asymptotic form of the confluent hypergeometric function F'(«, 7y, z) at
|z| — oo, we obtain

. —in P wn/2 4
lim (2kp)~"F} (k) = Fy(k) = €™

- 2.8
p—00 I't+1+1n) (2:8)



A Practical Method of Solving Cutoff Coulomb Problems 305

resulting in

(2kp)™M =1, (2-9)
This relationship yields the limit of Eq. (2:5) as

Yulk,r) = lim {%wm(zkmm ¥ <T’Goewp¢e>} . (2:10)

p—00

Furthermore, Eq. (2-3) implies
lim (2kp)"™] (k,7) = (k. 7) - (2-11)
p—00

The asymptotic behavior of the cutoff Coulomb phase shift for p — oo can be
derived from the non-Coulomb version of Eq. (1-1), since the Wronskians W ug, ¥],
and Wvg, ], with the p — oo limit are analytically calculated. The result is, of
course,

67 — op —nlog2kp as p— 00, (2-12)

with the ambiguity of integral multiples of 7.1%):16)
The Jost solution for the sharply cut-off Coulomb potential is defined by the

integral equation

FPOk, ) = wi (kr) + / T gl ) 2 g0 o (kY dr | (213)

7,,/
where the Green function is

goe(r, v’ k) = —% [uz(kr) ve(kr’) — ve(kr) ug(k:r’)] O(r' —r) . (2-14)

The asymptotic behavior is given by
fr(k,r) = wéﬂ(l{:r) ~ elkr=(x/2)0) for r>p. (2-15)

For the Coulomb solutions, we cannot formulate the integral equation, since the
asymptotic behavior is different from Eq. (2-15). However, for r < p, f/ (k,r) can be
written as a linear combination of two independent Coulomb Jost solutions, fy(k,r)
and f;(k,r):

f;(k,r) = Clfo(k,r)+ CY f7 (k,r) for r<p. (2-16)

The coefficients C} and C¥ are derived by evaluating the Wronskians W/[f, ff ] and
Wfe, f]] at p — oo. We find

of = (15 ) 2o

Ch = (—)”1%(21@‘@_1”62%‘) as p— 00 . (2-17)
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Thus, if we use the symmetry given by Eq. (A-5) for f;(k,r), we find

£ (k) = (1 - ;,j—p) (k)b 7) = o™ 2hp) ey )

~ (2kp)" fo(k, ) for r<p—o0. (2-18)
Finally, we obtain for a fixed r

lim (2kp) " J7 (k) = fo(k.r) - (2:19)

Note that the renormalization phase is the complex conjugate of the one appearing in
Eq. (2:11). This results in a basic property of the sharply cut-off Coulomb potential,
that is the Coulomb Green function can be obtained as the p — oo limit of the
sharply cut-off Coulomb Green function. Namely, if we define

Gy (ryr'sk) = —gf (ko) ff (R 7s)
G (r,r's k) = =k, r<) folle,7s) (2:20)

then we find

lim GY(r,r'; k) = G¢ (r,r'; k) for r, 17" <p—oco. (2-21)
p—00
This relationship is valid only when the Green functions are operated on short-range
potentials.
One can derive the Coulomb scattering amplitude from the scattering amplitude
for the sharply cut-off Coulomb potential. We use the formula for the short-range
force

1 1 1 Sm F} (k)
Il = _E<U€|wp|¢5> = —ﬁ<ue|Tgp|W> = _EW
1 (Ff k)" )
_ L 1) (2:22)
2ik < F[(k)
and calculate
fo= lim (2kp)™ fF (2kp)™ . (2-23)
p—00

Equation (2-8) yields for p — oo

L EBEED T
1o~ 5z (g~ @)

(€% —1) — ﬁ ((2kp)* —1) = f€ - ﬁ ((2kp)*™ —1) . (2:24)
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Here, the last term is /-independent and contributes only to # = 0 if we add up over
all the partial waves. Thus, we find

Z (20 + 1) fePy(cos 0)

=0
= i 20+1 ((2kp)*™ — 1) Py(cos 0)
= fC(G) 7for 0#0. (2-25)

Here,

€00 = ﬁ (204 1) (¢4 — 1) Py(cos 0)

=0
- _ 77 5 672“7 log (Sln *) F<]‘ + “7) (226)
2k (sin g) (1 —in)

is the standard Coulomb scattering amplitude.

We should note that the renormalization phase (2kp)™ appearing in the above
equations is simply Taylor’s phase factor in Eq. (1-5). In fact, we can easily show
for Eq. (1-2) that

1 [ 1
P T — — = :
CP(k) = 5% /L wp(r) dr 77/L . dr =n log (2kp) . (2-27)
2k 2k
Then, the relationships in Egs. (2-11) and (2-19) can be written as
lim e"®f (k,r) = ok, ) lim e "0 f2(k r) = fo(k,r) . (2:28)
p—00 p—00

More basically, the different parametrizations of Coulomb functions in Eq. (A-9) and
a trivial relationship

5P (k) = %Sm folle,r) + £E folle,r) (2:29)

derived from them are essential. Since many relations are also valid even for more
general screened Coulomb functions introduced in §4, we reformulate the sharply
cut-off Coulomb problem in a more general form, using the parametrization of wave
functions as

1
vp(k,r) = % F{(k.r) .

QO?(]C,T) = W|F£)(k)| Ffp(kvr) = real 5
Fo(k,r) = e 90 [GO(k, ) + iFf (k,r)]
F(k,r) = &% [GE (k) — iFL (K, )] (2-30)
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For the sharply cut-off Coulomb force, the basic screened Coulomb wave functions
satisfying
lim F}(k,r) = Fy(k,7) , lim G} (k,r) = Gy(k,r) , (2-31)
p—00 p—00
for a fixed r are analytically derived using the regular and irregular Coulomb wave

functions, Fy(k,r) and Gy(k,r), and various Wronskians between these wave func-
tions and the free wave functions. They are given by

FP(k,r) = ek ) for r<p,
) welkr) cos 87 +vp(kr)sin 6 for > p,
Ff(k :
‘\Fi((k))” Gy(k,r) + % (—W[Gg(k,r), ug(kr)],sin 67
G)(k,r) = +W([G(k,r),ve(kr)], cos (55) Fy(k,r) for r<p,
vg(kr) cos ) — uy(kr)sin o) for r>p.
(2:32)

The screened Coulomb wave function ¢f(k,r) also has an expression similar to Eq.
(2-29):

YR k) = Sm (k) + 77 k) (233

where ff = (1/k)e’ sin 67. Since f(k,r) = w§+)(kr) = vp(kr) + iug(kr) for r > p,
the asymptotic form of Eq. (2-33) is

Wi (k,r) = Euz(kr) +fw (k) for r>p. (2:34)
We multiply Eq. (2-33) by €<"(*) and find

1/15(+)(k,r)eicp(k) = l%m {f;(k,r)eficp(k)}
T [ @ fpe ) o) PR e (2.35)

x>

where we have set

fo = ﬁ (em‘gp(k) _ 1) _ i (e%n log (2kp) _ 1) , (2-36)

1

Here, we take the limit p — oo and use Eq. (2-28). If we compare the resultant
expression with Eq. (2-29), we find the correspondence

B prei’®) — (O —fr as p—oo. (2-37)

In fact, Eq. (2:37) diverges, but if we add up over all the partial waves, the second
term of Eq. (2-:37) does not contribute except for § = 0 because f} is {-independent.
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Thus, the scattering amplitude of the sharply cut-off Coulomb force

£20) =Y 20+ 1)/ Pi(0) (2:38)
=0
satisfies
lim ") fr(9)e"®) = f€(9)  for 0#£0. (2-39)

p—00
§3. Two-body Coulomb problem

In this section, we consider a scattering problem for a two-body Coulomb system
consisting of a short-range local potential v(r) with the interaction range a and the
Coulomb force w®(r) = 2kn/r. The Schrédinger equation in the configuration space
reads

d\? (t+1) 2%n o (),

[(5) - 7“2 *U(T)*T+k3 !pg (T‘) =0 5 (31)
with the boundary condition
1

v () ~ 2Om falk,r) + fe felkr) . (0= 00) (3:2)

Here, fy(k,r) is the Coulomb Jost solution in Eq. (A-3), and the partial-wave scat-
tering amplitude f; is expressed as

» 1 , N
_ C 2iocp N _ = (2i(0p+8,") _
ff fﬁ te fﬁ 2%k (6 ¢ 1) )
1 ..
with  fN = ﬂ(eméé\] ~1), (3-3)

using the nuclear phase shift 5?7 . In the usual approach, 5?’ is calculated from the
real regular function Fy(k, ) for the Schrodinger equation in Eq. (3-1), which satisfies
the relationship

1 .
7 () = LN Fy(h, ) (3-4)

The asymptotic wave of Fy(k,r) is expressed as

Fo(k,r) ~ Fy(k,7)cos 65 + Go(k,r)sin 6
~ sin (kr — nlog 2kr — (7/2)0 4+ a4+ 6) . (r — o0) (3-5)
The nuclear phase shift §2¥ is then calculated from Eq. (1-1) by assigning F;(k,r) to
1 and taking a sufficiently large p > a.

Similar equations are also valid for the sharply cut-off Coulomb force w,(r) in
Eq. (1-2). Namely, the Schrodinger equation for this system,

2
[(d) e+ —o(r) — wy(r) + K %)(Jr)(r):o7 (3-6)

dr r2
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has the asymptotic wave

1

v/ ) = LSm (k) + 7 f{ (k) for r>a
1 _
= un(kr) + FPwske,r)y  for r>p, (3:7)

where f7(k,r) is the Jost solution for w,(r). The scattering amplitude f} in Eq.
(3-7) is this time parametrized as

_ 1 . A _
i =g @ =)= f7+ 0 with 67 =67 + 67"
1 ,
and Y = (@ ), (39)

where f] = (1/2ik) (e —1) is the scattering amplitude for w,(r). Furthermore, we
have the relationship

1 5
v ) = 2 (k)
F(k,r) = ue(kr) cos 67 + ve(kr)sin 6} . (r>p) (3-9)

Note that the second equation of Eq. (3-9) is exact for the sharply cutoff Coulomb
force. We multiply Eq. (3-7) by the phase factor ¢¢”(¥) and take the limit p — oo.
Then, a procedure similar to Eq. (2-35) leads to the correspondence

lim [¢16°09 f2e°® 4 po] = £ 4 2

p—00

lim sz(ﬂ(kz,r)eicp(k) = %(Jr)(k:,r) for r>a. (3-10)

p—00
From Eq. (3-8), the nuclear phase shift 5év is obtained through

5 = lim 67" = lim (87 — &7) . (3-11)
p—00

p—00
The sharply cut-off Coulomb phase shift (55 is calculated from

WIFy(k,r),u(k, )],

tan §) = — :
an o W[Fg(k:,r),w(k,r)]p

(3-12)

Since 67 is obtained by solving the potential problem for v(r) + w,(r), Egs. (3-11)
and (3-12) give a solution for the two-body Coulomb problem in the momentum
representation using the sharply cut-off Coulomb force.

Another method of deriving the nuclear phase shift in the momentum repre-
sentation is to use the two-potential formula for the T-matrix. For the short-range
potential v and the sharply cut-off (or screened) Coulomb potential w),, we solve the
T-matrix equation

TP = (v+wy) + (v +w,)GoT” (3-13)
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where Go = (2 — hg)~! with 2 = E + ie is the free Green function with energy
E. We assume the energy factor (h?/2u) = 1 and set E = k2. Furthermore, the
partial wave decomposition is implicitly assumed and the orbital angular momentum
¢ is omitted for typological simplicity. The kinetic energy operator hg is, therefore,
ho = (d/dr)? — (£ 4+ 1)/r2. The two-potential formula for 77 is given by

TP =ty, + (1 +ty,Go)tu, (1 + Gotw,) ,
tw, = Wp + wpGotw, = wp + wpGu,wp ,
%pr :v+vappr =v+vGlv , (3-14)

where Gy, = (2 —hg —w,) ™! and G* = (2 — hg —v —w,)~'. To derive the scattering
amplitude, we sandwich 7% with the plane wave (with the wave number k)

6) = lu) . (315)
and define
[P H)) = |¢) + Gow, |y ™) . (3-16)
Then, by using
) = (14 Gotw,)l0) ("] = (6](1 +tu,Go), (3-17)
we find
(DIT?|9) = (Bltw,|d) + (P [E, [wP D)) . (318)

In Eqgs. (3:17) and (3-18), (/7| is defined by ¢ (k,r) = (1/1(+)(k,7'))*. This
equation is essentially equivalent to the T-matrix in the distorted-wave Born ap-
proximation (DWBA). In fact, if we set

fuog [07)) = 0(1+ Gy, |97 ) = 0@ D) (3:19)
the on-shell T-matrix is expressed as
(AIT?16) = (lwplt” D) + (O o] @?H) . (3-20)
The LS equation for the total wave function
[Py = Py 4 Gwpva(*)) (3-21)

is equivalent to Egs. (3-:6) and (3:7).

Equation (3-18) gives a starting point for the “screening and renormalization
procedure”. Namely, if we sandwich Eq. (3-18) with the renormalization phase e’
with ¢# = (?(k), and take the limit p — oo, we find

($|T|¢) = lim e“r (| T"|p)e’"r
p—00
= lim €™ (g|th|p)e’ + lim e r (D[l [ypr(H))eil
p—00 pP—00

= (dltcle) + lim (WONL[S) . (322)
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Here,

W(i)> — lim Wﬂ(i)>eii6p (3-23)
p—00
denotes the pure Coulomb wave functions. The first term in Eq. (3-22) is sepa-
rated into the partial-wave Coulomb amplitude fKC and the ¢-independent term from
the discussion of the preceding section. When all the partial-wave contributions
are added up, the first term becomes the pure Coulomb amplitude. Actually, the
relationship between the scattering amplitude and the on-shell T-matrix yields

Y h?
™)3 2p (27m)2p
with |g;| = |gq;| = k. In the second term of Eq. (3-22), p — oo limit can be

(afltcla;) = e 5 f90) = () (3-24)

taken, since the nuclear potential v is of short range. We define ¢ by the solution of
t=uv —i—vGCt where G¢ = (z—hg —2nk/r)~! is the Coulomb Green function. Thus,
we find

Jim (0, [p) = (0O fily ™) (3:25)
To derive this matrix element, we introduce the total wave function [#(+)) through
') = o1+ GD ) = vw™) (326)

which satisfies the LS equation
@) = (1+ GO = [P + GColw ™) | (327)

and the Schrodinger equation in Egs. (3-1) and (3-2). We should note that Eq. (3-27)
has a solution, since v is of short range. Here, we introduce a decomposition of the
partial-wave Green function

GO(r, 13 k) = =k, ro) folk, )
GC=G°—|fyw{?|  with G°—0 as r—oo.  (3:28)

Then, we find the asymptotic behavior
) = (o) — 1)@ o[g ) + Gop )

~ ) — NPT as oo (3-29)
If we use the Wronskians of the Coulomb wave functions
W[F, G = —k ,
WIEy, fo] = —ke™™"
W, fl =1, (3-30)

derived from Eq. (A-9), we obtain

Wi o], = (i)
[fﬂal*p( )]rﬁoo =1, (3'31)
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and

WS (k,r), W) (k, )]

EwHY, = 1 3.32
If we further parametrize
~ ] SN
(=) (PN, — 20y _= (200, _ .
WY E) e = i (29 1) (3:33)
Eq. (3-32) is equivalent to
tan 02" lim WIE(k, ), 9 (K, )] (3-34)
=—1l : :
¢ r—o0 W[G(k,r), ¥ (k,7)]
Eventually, we find
h2
£0) = £90) +> (20 +1)e*7t fN Py(cos 0)
=0
: N _ L oy _
with  fY = o (e : 1) : (3-35)

For practical calculations in the momentum space, it is much easier to start
with the sharply cut-off Coulomb force from the very beginning. We multiply the
LS equation in Eq. (3-21) by the renormalization phase e’*» and take the limit p — oc.
Then, by using Egs. (2-11) and (2-21), we obtain

lim [ZPH)eir = |9y 4 G lim [wPH))eie (3-36)

p—00 p—00
If we compare this with Eq. (3-27), we find

lim [Pl = [w(H)) (3-37)

pP—00

If we further use Eq. (3-37) to calculate tan §} in Eq. (3-34), we find

7 (3-38)

for sufficiently large p. On the other hand, the asymptotic behavior of the wave
functions for the short-range force yields

W;(H(k,r) _ %eigf {ug(kr) cos SZ + vg(kr) sin Sﬁ}

for p<r— oo, (3-39)
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for sufficiently large p. Thus, if we calculate the Wronskians in Eq. (3-38) at r = p,
we obtain

W(F(k,r), 0 (k, )],

WGk, ), 7 (k1)

W [Fy, u(]p + tangf W [Fy, ’Ug]p

S — , (3-40)
W Gryw, + tandy W (G, vf],

tan 6 = —

which is simply Eq. (1-3). After all, if 35 is calculated in the momentum represen-
tation, the nuclear phase shift 5év is obtained through Eq. (3:40). The scattering
amplitude f,(6) is calculated from Eq. (3-35) using &7".

§4. The screened Coulomb case

In this section, we will extend the preceding discussion for the sharply cut-off
Coulomb force to a more general screened Coulomb force, which is formulated as

2kn

() = = ay(r) (41)

according to Taylor.'® Here, the screening function a,(r) with 1 > a,(r) > 0 is a

monotonically decreasing function of r satisfying
1) with p fixed, a,(r) decreases to zero faster than O(r—°"2) (¢ > 0) as r ap-
proaches to oo,
2) with r fixed, o, (r) approaches 1 as p approaches oo,
3) around r ~ p, there exist sufficiently wide regions in which a,(r) ~ 1 and ~ 0.

In 3) above, we added “an almost sharply cut-off condition” in addition to the
original conditions 1) and 2) in Ref.15). This condition is required if we wish to
develop an almost parallel discussion to the sharply cut-off Coulomb case, as seen
below. Note that the sharply cut-off Coulomb case is included in the above category
by taking a,(r) = 0(p — 7).

The necessity of relaxing the sharply cut-off condition is as follows. First, in the
LS-RGM formalism, the longest-range direct Coulomb potential becomes a screened
Coulomb force as will be explicitly shown in §§6.1 and 6.2. If the cluster wave
functions are assumed to be standard harmonic-oscillator shell-model wave functions,
the cutoff function o, (r) is usually expressed by the error function. Secondly, in
the application to the pd elastic scattering, the asymptotic Hamiltonian involves a
screened Coulomb force that is obtained from the pp Coulomb force by the folding
procedure using a realistic deuteron wave function. In Ref. 7), the same pp screened
Coulomb force is used for the pd screened Coulomb force, but using a more realistic
pd Coulomb potential is certainly desirable to avoid unnecessary extra distortion of
the deuteron in the asymptotic region by the Coulomb force. In any case, the most
appropriate screening function «,(r) should be chosen for each problem, since “in
practice Coulomb potentials are always screened” as stated in Ref. 15).
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For the screened Coulomb force in Eq. (4:1), the parametrization of screened
Coulomb wave functions in Eq. (2-:30) is employed in the following, but the explicit
solutions of F!'(k,r) and G (k,r) like in Eq. (2-32) are no longer available. In order
to extend Eq. (2-32) to the screened Coulomb case, we first examine the behavior of
the screened Coulomb wave functions around the origin 7 ~ 0. For the pure Coulomb
solutions, Fy(k,r) and Gy(k,r), we can easily show that

1
Fy(k,r) ~ mmsquekr) . Gelk,r) ~ |[Fy(k)|vg(kr)  as r—0, (42)
|[Fo(F)|
by using the explicit expression of the Coulomb Jost solution fy(k,r) in Eq. (A-3) and
the parametrization in Eq. (A-9). The corresponding expressions for the screened
Coulomb wave functions are

F{(k,7) ~ mumm ,

1
GY)(k,r) ~ |F(k)|ve(kr) + mAg(r)ug(kr) as r—0, (4-3)
l
where an extra term including A7(r) appears in the irregular solution G} (k,r). The
real function Af(r) is given by

AZ(r) = ~|EL(R) 1 W [GY(k, ), k)]

logr =0
~ for as r— 0, (4-4)
o (=1
T

and diverges as r — 0. These results are derived by applying Calogero’s variable
phase method?? to the regular solution ¢/ (k,r) and the Jost solution f7(k,7).

For practical applications, we use the “almost sharply cut-off condition” 3) and
assume a screening function satisfying

3)

1 for r<p—b=Rpn

a,y(r) = , 4.5
o) {0 for r>p+4+b= Rou (4:5)

with a sufficiently large p > b. A new parameter b is introduced to make a smooth
transition for the Coulomb force to disappear. To make the pure Coulomb region
available, Ri, > a should also be sufficiently large compared with the range a of
the short-range nuclear force. By this assumption, we can extend the discussion in
the sharply cut-off Coulomb case, although some modifications are necessary as seen
below. First, we apply Calogero’s variable phase method to the regular function
¢} (k,r). This solution and the pure Coulomb wave function ¢,(k,r) both satisfy
integral equations similar to Eq. (2-1) with 8(p—7) — «,(r) or 1 for r < Ry, yielding

oy (k1) = @e(k,r)  for r< R . (4-6)
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If we use the standard relationship

1
@E(kﬂ”) = WLFZ(]C”FZ(]C?T) ) (47)
(see Egs. (A-9) and (2-30)), Eq. (4-6) implies
[Fe (k)|
Fl(k,r) = |sz(k)|Fg(k,r) for r < Ry, . (4-8)
Here, we can prove
| Fe(k)

P TR (*9)

Similarly, the screened Coulomb phase shift 6) = 67 (k) is proved to have the Coulomb
limit
lim (67 +¢*) =0y, (4-10)
pP—00
where (? = (”(k) is given by applying Eq. (1-5) to w,(r) in Eq. (4-1). For the
irregular solution Gf (k,r), the local phase approach does not work. In this case,
we have an admixture of the regular solution Fy(k,r) for r < Rj,, which is related

to A)(r) in Eq. (4-4). Summarizing the above discussion, the explicit results of Eq.
(2-32) in the sharply cut-off Coulomb case should be modified to

1
sz(l{iﬂ”) = ?Fg(k,?") ’
14

G)(k,r) = a)Gy(k,r) + AV Fy(k,7) for r < Riy,
F}(k,r) = ug(kr) cos 07 4 ve(kr) sin 6}

GY(k,r) = ve(kr) cos 6] — ug(kr) sin 6} for r > Rous

(4-11)
where
F{ (k)]
o 1 lim af =1 4-12
“TIRm T -
and
o) — o —¢”° as p— 00,
1 (o]
with P =CP(k) = o /1 wp(r) dr . (4-13)
3k

We note that, for the pure Coulomb problem, the renormalization of the screened
Coulomb wave functions and the scattering amplitude is possible. In particular,
Egs. (2-:33) — (2-:39) are all valid owing to Eq. (4-13). However, the renormalization
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of the irregular solutions like the one in Eq. (2-19) needs modification, since in general
A7 #0in Eq. (4-11). For example, the relationship in Eq. (2-28) should be modified
as

4 1 . 1.
lim wf(ﬂ(k,r)ech = lim —'%+¢) Ff(k,r) = —e"¢ Fy(k,r)

pP—00 pP—00 k

= wéﬂ(k:, r) (for regular Coulomb wave function) ,

lim f0(k,r)e”" = lim e 0+ [GO(k, r) + iFf (k,r)]
p—00

pP—00

_ ioe |:Gg(k,r) + lim AD Fy(k,r) +iFy(k,7)
p—>OO

- f€<k77") + Ay el F€<k7r) )

. A 1 .
: i¢P £p iCP Pl — = (p2i00 _ _ ¢C .
plgglo e fre's + fn] 57k (e 1) fo s (4-14)
for r < Rj,. Here, we have assumed that A, = lim, . Ag exists for simplicity. By
the same token, the p — oo limit in Eq. (2-:35) becomes

1 .
S (k) = ZSm {fo(k,r) + Ae™" Fy(k,r)}
18 [folk,r) + Age™¢ Fy(k,r)]  for r<Rin. (415)
Here, because Ay is real, the contribution from the terms proportional to A, vanishes
as

1 . .
*EAK sin gy Fg(k,r) + (6210[ — 1) Ag e "t Fg(k,r) =0 s (4-16)

2ik
resulting in Eq. (2:29) again. It is important to note that this renormalization
is possible only for the regular solution of the pure Coulomb problem. Once the
nuclear potential is introduced, we need further renormalization for the magnitude
of the wave function related to Ag , since the derivation of the regular solution also
requires an irregular solution of the screened Coulomb problem.

To make the similarity to the sharply cut-off Coulomb case more transparent, it
is convenient to introduce a modified set of screened Coulomb wave functions given
by

Fy(k,r) = ay F{(k,r)
1

(k) = = Gf(k,r) = A7 F{ (k7). (4-17)
{4

For r < Rj,, these are the pure Coulomb wave functions:
Fl(k,r)=Fy(k,r) . GO(k,r)=Ge(k,r)  for 7<Riy. (418)
However, for r > Rout, Eq. (4-11) leads to

FL(k,r) = af [ug(kr) cos 8§ + v(kr)sin 67]
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~ 1
Gg(k‘,r) =7 [vg(k:r) cos 55 — up(kr) sin (55]
¢
— A7 [ug(k,r) cos 87 + ve(k, ) sin 67] for r> Rout . (4-19)

The Wronskians of these wave functions with the free scattering solutions in the
asymptotic region are given by

1 — -
—W [sz(k:,r),ug(k:r) = aj sin &} ,

k

1 — -

EW {F;(k:,r),vg(kr) = —aj cos 8y,

1 ~ 1 1 .

EW [G?(k:,r),ug(k:r)_ = a—g cos 87 — A sin 87,

1 ~ 1 1
W [Gf(k,r),v[(kr) = — sin 6] + A} cos 8]  for r> Rou . (4-20)

I3
k ay

Let us assume a < Rj, and consider the regular solution of the Schrédinger equation
for v(r) + (2kn/r)a,(r):

y?ef’(+)(r) = Fvep(k,r) cos 0} + éf(k:,r) sin 65" for r>a. (4-21)

In the a < 7 < Ry, region, d) becomes the nuclear phase shift owing to Eq. (4-18).
This can be calculated from

W [ﬁ;(k,r),w;(“(r)}

tandy = — for r>a. (4-22)

W [ Gk, ). v ()]

The Wronskians in Eq. (4-22) can be calculated at any point r > a, since Fvep (k,r),

éf (k,r) and ¥} (r) are all solutions of the Schrédinger equation for the screened
Coulomb potential. In particular, the asymptotic behavior

W;H) (r)=RB [ug(kr) cos 0y + vg(kr) sin Sﬂ for r> Rouwe  (4-23)
without the Coulomb force yields the connection condition

w [ﬁgp(ka T)aue(kﬂ“)} + tangl'? w [ﬁ;(k,r),w(kr)}
tan 0} = ———— Rout - - Rowe — (4.24)
WGPk, ), welhkr)|  + tand] WGk, ), welhr)|

Rout

Rout

which is an extension of Eq. (3-40) in the sharply cut-off Coulomb case. The phase
shift 8} is calculated from the standard procedure to solve the T-matrix of v(r) +
(2kn/r)a,(r) in the momentum representation.

Conversely, we can also recover the asymptotic behavior of ¥} (+) (r) in Eq. (4-23),
starting from Egs. (4-21) and (4-24). If we use the expressions of the Wronskians in
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Eq. (4-20), the connection condition Eq. (4-24) yields
aj sin (55 — (55)

[a—lz,cos (5?—55) + A7 sin <S§—5§)} .

tan 0 = (4-25)

We write this as

in 6NV aj . (3/3 5P
sin 6, = —5 sin (d, — ) ,
By ¢
N_ 1|1 5P sp P (5P _ 5P
cos 0) = 57 |7 oo ((5£ —55) + A} sin <5£ —(515) ,
l ¢

1
Bj = {[% cos <S§—5§) + A} sin (5?55)]2+ {ag sin <S§5§)r}2 :
¢
(4:26)

If we use this in Eq. (4-21) for 7 > Rgyut, the asymptotic behavior of ﬁep(k,r) and
é?(k,r) in Eq. (4-19) yields Eq. (4-23) with B = 1/BJ. In particular, if v(r) = 0,
87 = 6 in Eq. (4-25) yields the correct result of 5} = 0.

In fact, 5év in Eq. (4-21) is p-dependent: 5év = 52)N7 and we need to take the
limit 6 = lim, oo 55N. Furthermore, the present assumption that a,(r) =1 or 0
except for the interval [Ri,, Rout] = [p — b, p + b] is just an approximation. We have
to examine the accuracy of this approximation for finite p on a case-by-case basis. In
practical calculations, we solve Fep (k,r) and G? (k,r) from Ri, to Ry by taking the
starting values of the pure Coulomb wave functions Fy(k, Rin) and Gy(k, Rin). The
Wronskians needed in Eq. (4-24) are calculated numerically. In the sharply cut-off
Coulomb case with b = 0 and Riy, = Rout = p, this process is unnecessary, and Eq.
(4-24) reduces to Eq. (3-40).

The extra term proportional to A) in Eq. (4-17) also affects the relationship
of the Green function in Eq. (2-21). To find a new relationship for the screened
Coulomb force, we solve Eq. (4-17) inversely and express F} (k,r) and G} (k,r) as

1 ~
F)(k,r) = — F(k,7),
a,
GO(k,r) = af) GO (k,r) + AL Ff (k,7) . (4-27)

Then, the Green function of the screened Coulomb force in Eq. (2:20) is expressed
for a fixed ¢ as

~ 11 -
Gl = G~ g op 4 IFOFY (4:28)
with
~ 11 ~ ~ -
Gf)(ra T/; k) = 7E_pF£p(k7T<) a, Gg(k7r>) +1 I Fep(k’r>) (429)
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For r, v’ < Ry, the p — oo limit of Eq. (4-29) yields

~ 1
lim GP (r,7'; k) = GS (r,7'; k) — EA@’F[><F[| for 7, v < Ry —oo. (4:30)

pP—00
We keep the finite p and write Eq. (3-21) as
11

[Py = [W70) 4+ GO v |0P0) — g AT LEDEL |0 )
- %e@) aig Ff) [1— e AQEL o) + Gl o ) (4:31)
Here, we define
Py = [gP(H) [1 — e % AL <ﬁ;\vyu7p<+>>] . (4-32)
Then, we find
) = 7 aig EP) + G0 [57) (4-33)

Here, we multiply Eq. (4-33) by €¢” and take the limit p — oo with r € [a, Ri,] fixed.
The first term of the right-hand side of Eq. (4-33) is (1/k)e™¢|F,) = \wé+)) In the
second term, we further use the decomposition of the Green function

~ ~Tes 11 -~ . ~ ~
Gl =357 = g op [o §F +i/a) B
1 ¢~ ~ ~ _
qerr'sk) = = { B0 (e, r) Go k') = Gok,m) Y (k") | 0067 = 1), (4:34)
and find
/0 dr’ éﬁ(r, r';k)v(r')@p(+)(r') e’ = / dr' quis(r, r's k)v(r')@p('”(r’) e’

1 ~ 1~ & ~ ~ ,

TP [af Gy (k,r) +z? ng(k,r)} / dr’ F[(k,r")v(r") P (1) " (4-35)
l 14 0

Here, the first integral in the right-hand side vanishes since v(r') = 0 for 7’ > r > a.

In the second integral, the range of v(r’) means that ' < a < Ry, so that we can

safely replace ﬁgp(k‘, r’") by Fy(k,r’). Thus, we find

G0 [P) &~ (G i) (Bl ) o
1
L
= )@@ " for p—oo, (4:36)

iaz|f£><de|§p(+)> pRIc

and

lim [Z7CH) <" = ) = [f2) lim () o] @) ¢’
p—00

p—00

for a<r<Ry,. (4:37)
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If we compare Eq. (4-37) with the asymptotic form in the exact Coulomb case in Eq.
(3-29), we find

lim PP " = [wH)y | (4-38)

p—00

In the matrix element of Eq. (4-:32), we can also replace ﬁ’ep by Fy, since v(r) is of
short range. By solving Eq. (4-32) inversely, we can show that

Py = [Py [1 X efng? <ngv|ﬁp(+)>} . (4-39)

If we multiply Eq. (4-39) by €*” and take the limit p — oo, §* — o, — (” yields

lim [@P())eid” = @) [1+e-i0m,g <F,£yv\u7<+>>}_ , (4-40)
p—00
and
) = lim [0 o [1—e—i0eAg (Fyplo|@P) eiﬂ_ L (441)

This expression implies that Eq. (3-:37) is no longer valid for the screened Coulomb
force, and we need an extra normalization factor [1 — e ¢ A} (Fy|v[@r(+) i’ -

Finally, we will show that another type of connection condition, equivalent to
Eq. (4-24), is also obtained by considering two types of asymptotic forms of [@*(+)).

First, the asymptotic form of [#*(+)) for Ry, > r — oo is from Eqgs. (4-33) and (4-35)

The Wronskians at r — oo with r < R;, are given by

~ o~ _ 1 B ‘
w |:F;7y7p(+)} = <Fg|1}‘!pp(+)> — 6155 F (FE\UW;(H) ag 67265 7

¢
~, o 11 ~
w |:G§, lI/p('*')} = 6165 5 ZTQ<FE‘U’W/)(+)>
ay (ap)
1 ~ 1 .
= ' s {1 - ¢<F4|v|w<+>>? e } . (4-43)
¢ 4
Thus, if we define K 7 by
-1 - , - 1
K SAFful @) af 7% = 1 — i(Fy|o[p?™) — 7%, (4-44)

¢

we obtain

Kf W [ 000 =k w G000 (4-45)
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Here, we note that all the wave functions with a tilde satisfy the Schrodinger equation
for the screened Coulomb potential for » > a, so that we can evaluate Wronskians
at any point 7 > a. If we take the limit p — oo in Eq. (4-44), Eq. (4-38) yields

1 _ 1 1
lim —(Fy|o[@?))af e 0 = —(Fylo|#)e = —(Fylf|pi)e o
p—00 k k k
1 ~ ~
= S FlRlFy) = el ) . (46)
Thus, if we define lim, I?; = K}¥, Eq. (4-44) becomes
Y e 20 (7 Tl ) = 1 — e ke g7 ) (447)
If we further parametrize
(+) 2ioe L [ 2N )
(W el = =t (20 —1) (448)

we find Kév =—k cotéév.
On the other hand, in the region r > Royut, the Coulomb-free asymptotic wave
gives

1
07 = Clug) — [wg ) gel Tf|ée)  for 7= Rour (4-49)

where the T-matrix T} is defined in Eq. (3-13). If we write Eq. (4-49) using the
K-matrix defined by

K7 (6e|T71be) = 1 — ik (de|T7|0) (4-50)

it is expressed as
1
270) = [[u Kf — logk] 3 (@alTf Vo) for 7> Row . (451)

We can use this to calculate the Wronskians in Eq. (4-45) at 7 = Rout, since the
difference between 47; ™) and %p ) s just a normalization. From these processes,
we eventually obtain

[?2) {W[ﬁfp7u£]Routhp - kW[ﬁ[pv Uf]Rout} =k {W[é§7u£]Routhp - kW[é§7Uf]Rout} )
(4-52)

which is equivalent to Eq. (4-24) since K] = —k cot 57 and I?f = —k cot (5ZN.

Summarizing this section, we first calculate (¢¢|T}|¢¢) from the LS equation in
the momentum representation, calculate K by Eq. (4:50), transform it to K 7 by
Eq. (4-52), and take the limit lim, .o K 7 = K. Then, the nuclear phase shift §}Y
is obtained from K} = —k cot 6.
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§5. Application to the pd scattering

Application of the present formalism to the pd scattering is not straightforward
because of several reasons. First, the asymptotic pd Coulomb potential suffers the
strong distortion effect of the deuteron due to the long-range nature of the Coulomb
force. In the strict three-body treatment of the nd scattering by the AGS equation,
the distortion effect of the deuteron is fully taken into account, but only for the short-
range force. Even if we neglect the Coulomb distortion effect by using the screened
Coulomb force, the quasi-singular nature of this interaction causes the difficulty that
the treatment by the standard AGS equation eventually breaks down at the limit of
p — oo. To avoid this, a new formulation by the Coulomb-modified AGS equation
was devised. However, the very singular behavior of the screened Coulomb wave
functions in the momentum representation makes it difficult to solve this equation
numerically. Another difficulty lies in the partial-wave expansion of the AGS equa-
tion. Even in the two-body Coulomb problem, the partial-wave expansion of the
Coulomb amplitude does not converge in the usual sense, but converges only as the
distribution. It is therefore attempted to formulate the AGS equation based on the
three-dimensional description of the two-body T-matrix.!)?) The isospin symmetry
breaking by the T' = 3/2 component should also be taken into account, since the
Coulomb force admixes the different isospins. Here, we extend the “screening and
renormalization technique” to incorporate the present approach and try to find a
practical method of dealing with the pd elastic scattering even in an approximate
way.

Let w”(r;1,2) be a screened Coulomb force acting between two nucleons 1 and
2:

2 1 11 2
(r:1,2) = Ca (LI

(5-1)

Here, r is the relative coordinate between the two nucleons. We use a set of Jacobi
coordinates of particles (1-2)+3 as the standard one and denote it by v = 3. Another
relative coordinate is denoted by R in this section. Then, the screened Coulomb
potential in Eq. (5-1) is expressed as w4 with v = 3. In the following, we formulate the
Coulomb-modified AGS equation in the isospin representation. The three-particle
symmetric three-body screened Coulomb potential wf, = > wh is given in the

isospin basis as?3)

wh =wh + WP+ WP for . (5-2)

Here, W4 denotes the screened Coulomb potential between the nucleon v and the
residual NN pair, and is a function of the Jacobi coordinate R, between them.
Furthermore, the three-body potential WY, which is usually called the polarization
potential,2?) is defined by

WE =3 (G005 — 04,5W) = D 8oy = W2, (5:3)
5 5
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where 5%3 = 1—0,4. It should be noted that, for the ppn system, either Wk or
WY + W4 in Eq. (5-2) is only nonzero.

The two-potential formula for the three-body system is derived for the solutions
of the Coulomb-modified AGS equation.”) First, the three-body transition operator
U 57 ., for the usual AGS equation is defined through

GF = 05.09n + 95 Uf 495 (54)

where the full resolvent G” and the channel resolvent g5 are defined by

-1
Q”z(z—Ho—Zva—wé) , g =(z—Hy—vo—w) b, (55)
(6%

with v, being the short-range nuclear potential and z = E + €4 + 0 composed of
the incident energy E and the deuteron energy £4. The three-body kinetic-energy
operator is expressed as Hy = hoy —i—ﬁo7 for an arbitrary set of Jacobi coordinates ~.
The transition operator U g} ., satisfies the AGS equation

Uf o =030Go" + Y 030t GoUE, (5-6)

where Gy L' — (2 — Hp)~! is the free resolvent, and the basic two-nucleon T-matrix
th is generated by solving the LS equation for v, + w5. Namely,
P =@w+w’)+ (v+w’)Got’ . (5-7)
The full resolvent G” can also be decomposed as
G* = 0p.aGh + GLUS G, (5-8)
using another resolvent G4 defined by
G = (z—Hy—vg —w) — WP . (5-9)

The operator U g ., satisfies the Coulomb-modified AGS equation:”)

U o =050 (G2 +va) + 05aWE+ Y (05000 + 65.,WE) GEUL,, . (5:10)
o
From the relationship between gé and G%, the operator (75 . is related to Ug o
through
Uf o = 0paTH + (1 +Thgp)Uf (1 + ghTY) (5-11)

where the screened Coulomb T-matrix T} for the pd scattering is obtained from W},
through

TP = WP + WP gl TP = WP + WP GLWE | (5:12)



A Practical Method of Solving Cutoff Coulomb Problems 325

Equation (5-11) is the two-potential formula for the three-body system. The Coulomb-

distorted asymptotic wave function is defined by [¢2 ")) = (1 + gAT¥)|¢a) from the
channel wave function |¢a) = |qoa, ¢¥2), where 12 is the deuteron wave function in
the a-channel. From this definition and Eq. (5-12), we obtain

[U6) = Ia) + gAWEILE™) . (5-13)

We define |¢§(_)> as the complex conjugate of |wa(+)> and find

(@81Uf ol 0} = 3.0(0al TE10a) + (W5 105 o |0ED) - (5:14)
We can separate the deuteron part in Eq. (5-13) and we obtain
[WE™)) = X6, va)
XEH)) = |qoa) + (Ba + 10 — hoa) ' WEIXGT) (5-15)
where F,, is the incident energy in the a-channel and [¢2) satisfies
(ea = hoa — va —wE)|Y5) =0 (5-16)

Note that w” does not actually contribute in Eq. (5-16), since the isospin of the
deuteron is zero. From Eq. (5-15), we find

(G2 Py = (Ey — hoa — WO X2 pdy =0 . (5:17)

For three identical particles in the isospin formalism, a transition operator to the
channel v, UY, is defined through

Z awp(ﬂ ﬁ£’¢§(+)> ) (5-18)

We assume v to be the standard coordinate system v = 3 and abbreviate the sub-
script . Then, we obtain from Egs. (5-10) and (5-17) the Coulomb-modified AGS
equation for three identical particles:

UP|ypP ) = (Po+ WP) ")) 4 (Pu+ WP)GPUP |y D) | (5:19)

Where G’O = (Z — H(] — UV — wp — Wp)—l and P = P(12)P(23) —+ P(13)P(23) iS the
permutation operator for the rearrangement. In Eq. (5-19), we set ﬁp|¢p(+)> =
(Pv 4+ WP)|[wP(H)) and obtain

]WP(+)> — WDH)> + GP(Pv + Wp),gp(+)> ) (5-20)

Here, |@#(1)) is the total wave function for the screened Coulomb problem and is
related to the total wave function for the full Coulomb problem |¥(+)) through*)

lim [@PH)) " = |w(H) (5-21)

p—00

*) Strictly speaking, this relationship is valid only for the sharply cut-off Coulomb potential.
For general screened Coulomb potentials, an extra finite normalization factor like in Eq. (4-32) is
necessary for [#”(*)). The following relations are all valid by modifying [#*(1)) to [&*(H)).
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with a shift function ¢”. The shift function ¢ = (?(k) is defined by
1 o0
_ —/ We(R) dR , (5:22)
20 J 1

where ¢y is the wave number between the incident proton and the deuteron in the
center-of-mass (cm) system. The “screening and renormalization procedure””) con-
verts Eq. (5-14) to its full Coulomb correspondence

(GIUC18) = (GIT9) + (¥ T H) . (523)
Equation (5-20) is the distorted-wave version of
) = 6) + g Plo -+ W) (524)

which can be derived similarly from the AGS equation in Eq. (5-6) by assigning
UP|¢) = P(v + wP)[WPH)). In fact, if we note that [#”(+)) is three-nucleon anti-
symmetric, we can easily derive Eq. (5-19) from Eq. (5-24) by using P(v + wf) =
Pv + WP + WP. On the other hand, the Faddeev component |[¥*), satisfying
|wr(+H)) = (1 4+ P)|w*), can be derived by setting GoU?|¢) = P|¥”) in the AGS

equation:
|UP) = |@) + Got’ P|&P) . (5-25)

In the isospin formalism for the total isospin T" = 1/2 state, we use the effective
T-matrix t/=1 = (2/3)th, + (1/3)ty, for the isospin 1 NN channel.?%)

Instead of using the “screening and renormalization” procedure, we use an ex-
tension of the Vincent and Phatak procedure®) of the two-cluster Coulomb problem,
which is equivalent to the “screening and renormalization procedure” in the limit of
p — oo. The scattering amplitude is obtained by imposing a connection condition
on the K-matrix*) Kp = (Z7Yap — (Bl XP|¢p) for the pd scattering,?”) which
is derived from the two different asymptotic forms of the total wave function in
Eqgs. (5-20) and (5-24). From here on, the subscripts «, (3, etc., specify the channel

quantum numbers. We define a reduced wave function @Z(,;r )(R) = (R, ¢2|W§(+)>.
The asymptotic form for the wave function given by Eq. (5-24) is without a constant
normalization factor

(R) ~ ua(@R) KL, — cva(qoR) bay  for  R>Row, (5:26)

where ¢ = qo(w 2)(4My /3h?) with My being the nucleon mass. For the total wave
function in Eq. (5-20), the asymptotic form is

1 ~ ~ ~
p(+) ~ P PP
P (R) ~ - EB { F2la0, ) K2 5 — ¢ Gllao, R) 83 |

1
xq—O(F@,wg](Pv+Wp)|W§(+)> for  R>a, (5-27)

*) Here, the K-matrix is defined by the form of K¢(qo) = —ccot d¢(go) for the on-shell matrix
elements.
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where a is the range of the nuclear force. Here, 155 and ég are the scre~ened Coylomb
wave functions defined in Eq. (4-17). In the inside region R < Rin, F,, and G, are

equal to F,, and G, respectively. The connection condition for @Z(; )(R) at R = Rout
is written in terms of Wronskians:

ZKC‘pfyﬁ {W[F,g’ uﬁ]Rout K[g’»y - W[F[?’ Uﬁ]Rout Céﬁ;y}
B

= c{WIGE, el R Ky = WIGH, 00l R €0y} - (5:28)
Matrix elements (75 ,» defined by
SRS 5 +icag| Uf, = ban (5-29)
E

in the limit of p — oo, are related to <¢g(_)]ﬁp\¢§(+)> through

(Wi 0P| ) = et Ty (5:30)
Here, oz and o are the Coulomb phase shifts in the channels 3 and +, respectively.
The scattering amplitude fév ;Yp is obtained from U g - through

_ rTP .
8y = T3 32 U/Bﬂ. (5-31)

In the channel-spin representation, the full scattering amplitude is written as

s 5. @ps @) = Osy,5.081, 5. fC(0) +4m D elowtod (A0 o
0eJJ,
X D M SLSNTTe) Yo (@) D (mSeSeal T T2) Vi (@) - (532)

for a sufficiently large p.
§6. Numerical performance

6.1. Comparison with the exact solutions for the Ali-Bodmer aq potential

The Ali-Bodmer aa potential is a simple phenomenological potential that re-
produces the results of the phase-shift analysis for the aa scattering up to Eey ~ 15
MeV. The angular-momentum-dependent version called Ali-Bodmer d (ABd) has
the explicit form

2

4
VABd() = vy e 4 v e 4 2 et (1) (6-1)
T
with the parameters n; = 0.72 fm_Q, N = 0.4752 fm_Q, Vo = —130 MeV and
500 MeV for S
Vi = 320 MeV for D
0 for >4

)
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V3 )
_ — 0.6014--- fm~! . 9
b= o514z 000 m (6-2)

In Eq. (6-1), erf(x) stands for the error function defined by erf(z) = (2/y/7) [ et dt.
Since this potential model is exactly solvable by the Runge-Kutta-Gill (RKG) method,
it is suitable for testing the accuracy of the Coulomb approach developed in this pa-
per. With the assignment o = 4e2, the error function-type Coulomb force

Vi (r) = %erf (8r) (6-3)

in Eq. (6:1) is the direct potential of the «a RGM. When a simple (0s)* harmonic-
oscillator shell-model wave function with the width parameter v is assumed for the
a-cluster, the parameter (3 is expressed as

14

)

where pp =4-4/(4 +4) = 2 is the reduced mass number of the aa system. On the
other hand, the rms radius of the a-cluster with A = 4 is given by

=2/v/3, (6-4)

ra = /(1%a = Z(1-%>%:Z%, (6:5)

without the proton size effect, so that 3 is related to r, through

8= V3 (6-6)

2.7,

In ABd, ro = 1.44 fm is assumed, corresponding to v = 0.271 fm~2.
In the momentum representation, we use the sharply cut-off Coulomb force at
the nucleon level. The corresponding direct acv potential is given by

1

v =2 {etor) - et 004 ) vt (-} - 0D

If we use this screened Coulomb potential in Eq. (6-1), we find
VE(r) =Vi e ™ 4 Vo e L VE(r) . (6-8)

Here, we separate Vlg (r) into

V) = 2 {fent ()~ 14 1= Gl (804 )+ rt (35— )]}
= —= [L—erf (81)] + ~a,(r) | (6:9)
and set
0p(r) = 1=+ enf (3(r + p)) + exf (3(r — )] (610

2
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Fig. 1. (a): S-wave Ali-Bodmer potential ABd with the screened Coulomb force (solid curve) for
the v system. The dashed curve denotes the simple Coulomb potential Ve (r) = 4e? /r and the
dotted curve the nuclear part. The full potential is shown by the bold solid curve. The cutoff
radius of the sharply cut-off Coulomb force at the nucleon level is assumed to be p = 12 fm. (b):
Enlarged profiles of (a) for various Coulomb potentials. The solid curve denotes the screened
Coulomb direct potential in Eq. (6-7) with the error function form.

Then, the aa potential that should be used in the momentum representation becomes
p e
Voeoz(r) = V(’l“) + ?O‘P(T)
with V() =Vi e ™ +Vy e ™ + W(r) . (6-11)

Here, W(r) = —(a/r) [1 — erf (8r)] is the short-range attraction originating from the
Coulomb potential. In fact, the asymptotic expansion of the error function yields

[0 (6% 2 > n — .. n+l
W(r) = —lerf (Br) — 1] ~ —?ef(m) Z(—)"% <%) . (612)
n=0

We find that W(r) is sufficiently small around (3r)? ~ 16; namely, r ~ 4/3 ~ 7 fm
(actually, even around ~ 4 fm, as seen in Fig. 2 below).

We illustrate in Fig. 1(a) the S-wave Ali-Bodmer potential ABd and in (b) the
enlarged profiles of various types of Coulomb potentials. The cutoff function a,(r)
in Eq. (6-10) for the cutoff Coulomb radius p = 12 fm and the short-range Coulomb
potential W(r) in Eq. (6-12) are shown in Fig. 2. We find that o, (r) satisfies the
conditions 1) — 3) of the screened Coulomb potential. In particular, the much more
stringent condition 3)" in Eq. (4-5) is also satisfied with the smoothness parameter
b~ 3 fm. If we take b = 6 fm, the deviation of a,(r) from 1 (or 0) at Ry, = p—b =26
fm (or at Rous = p + b = 18 fm) is less than 1075, Note that this kind of rapid
transition from 1 to 0 is not achieved in the standard screening functions in the form
of a,(r) = e~("/P)" "unless n is taken to be very large like n > 20. In this sense, our



330 Y. Pujiwara and K. Fukukawa

] o, (N=1-[erf(B(r+p))+erf(B(r-p))]/2
0
ao
1k [erf(Br)-11/r
p=12fm
-2t
0 IéIIII1IOI II1I5

r (fm)

Fig. 2. Cutoff function a,(r) in Eq. (6-10) with the cutoff Coulomb radius p = 12 fm and the short-
range Coulomb potential W(r)/a = [erf(8r) — 1] /r in Eq. (6-12) for the ax screened Coulomb
potential (in the unit of fm™').

screened Coulomb potential is a small deviation from the sharply cut-off Coulomb
potential, which is probably related to the smallness of the limit lim, . Ag ~ 0
if it exists. This property must also be related to the small deviation of the shift
function ¢?(k) in Eq. (4-13) from nlog (2kp), which is the result of the sharply cut-off
Coulomb potential in Eq. (2:27). We will show in Appendix B that the screening
function ay,(r) in Eq. (6-10) satisfies the limit

¢?(k) — nlog (2kp)  as p— o0, (6-13)

in contrast to the a,(r) = e~ (r/P)" case. In the latter case, the right-hand side of Eq.
(6-13) contains an extra constant term, —(n/n)~y, with v being the Euler constant.
(See Eq. (B-3).)

First, we have neglected the nuclear potential V; = 0 and V5 = 0 in Eq. (6-1)
and compared the nuclear phase shifts between the present method and the direct
method using Eq. (1-1). In the direct method, the relative-wave function ,(r) in
Eq. (1-1) is solved from r = 0 to Royy = 124 6 = 18 fm by the RKG method and
smoothly connected to a linear combination of the pure Coulomb wave functions at
r = Rout- Since we are using the error function Coulomb potential, the nuclear phase
shift does not become zero. In the S-wave, 5(1)\7 increases from 0 to 11.088° when the
energy increases to Eep, = 15 MeV. Similarly, 63 = 0.473° and §) = 0.013° at
E.n = 15 MeV. In the momentum-space approach, we first solve the LS equation
and calculate 65 (which is the screened Coulomb phase shift) by assuming p = 12
fm. The phase shift is then transformed to 5?’ through the connection condition in
Eq. (4-24). Here, we assumed b = 6 fm, and va(k,r) and ég(k,r) are calculated
from Ry =12 —6 =6 fm to Royt = 12 + 6 = 18 fm also by the RKG method, with
the pure Coulomb values at R;, = 6 fm as the starting values. The results obtained
by these two different methods, of course, agree with each other completely within a
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numerical accuracy of less than 0.001°. Next, we switched on V; and Vs and repeated
the same calculations. The result is shown in Table I. For each incident energy, the
first row indicates solutions obtained by the RKG method, and the second row those
in the momentum-space approach. Only figures different from the first row are shown
in the second row. In the left-hand side, the final results of 5{;\/ are compared. In the
right-hand side, the phase shifts SZ directly obtained from the LS equation (before
the transformation) are also compared. We find that, in the lowest energy E.,, = 1
MeV, a difference of 0.005° exists in both 5év and SZ. This is probably the inaccuracy
of solving the LS equation for the low energies. For other energies, the difference is
less than 0.001°, and the agreement of the results obtained by our method with the
exact solutions is quite satisfactory.

6.2. aa Lippmann-Schwinger RGM using the Minnesota three-range force

As a more complex system, we apply the present method to the aa LS-RGM
using the Minnesota three-range force. In this calculation, we solve the RGM equa-
tion in the momentum space. All the Born kernels including the direct term and the
RGM exchange kernels for the sharply cutoff Coulomb force between two protons are
analytically calculated. For example, the direct Born kernels of the error function
Coulomb potential in Eq. (6-:3) and the screened Coulomb potential in Eq. (6-7) are
given by

; 4e? ; Ar _1(k)?
MSL((If>qz‘) = (equ'r|ierf (Br)|e'e Ty = 42 k:_g e 4<ﬂ> ’
r
i kp 2 2
] ; Sin —- _1(k
MféCL(qf,qi)=<ve""|v5<r>|ezq“‘>:46227#)2( ; ) ) (6
2

where k = gy — g;. Note that MgL(qf,qi) involves the Coulomb singularity at

lg¢| = |q;|, while M gCL(q #54;) does not have such a singularity. A numerical chal-
lenge is the angular momentum projection of this kernel. We have used a standard
Gauss-Legendre integration quadrature, taking many discretization points. We can
check the accuracy of this numerical integration by examining the redundancy con-
dition of the Pauli forbidden states for the S- and D-waves. Various cutoff Coulomb
parameters are chosen from p = 8 fm to 16 fm, with b = 6 fm fixed. The modified
Coulomb wave functions are therefore solved from Rj, = p—6 fm to Royy = p+6 fm.
In Table II, we list the variation of the nuclear phase shifts, depending on the choice
of p. We find that the results are quite stable in this appropriate range of p. We show
in Fig.3(a) the av phase shifts predicted using the ABd potential and in Fig. 3(b)
the results obtained by the LS-RGM using the Minnesota three-range force and the
Volkov No. 2 two-range force.

6.3. pd elastic scattering

As in the case of the aa scattering discussed in the preceding subsections, the
screening function a”(R) for the pd elastic scattering should be derived consistently
with the screened Coulomb potential between two protons in Eq. (5-1). In our appli-
cation of the quark-model baryon-baryon interaction fss2 to the pd elastic scattering
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Table I. Comparison of aa nuclear phase shifts (67') of the ABd potential with the direct method.
For each cm energy Fcm, the first row indicates solutions obtained by the RKG method, con-
nected at Rouwt = 18 fm by Eq. (1-1). The second row stands for the solutions obtained by the
present momentum-space approach. Only figures different from the first row are shown. In the
left-hand side, the final results of 62 are compared. In the right-hand side, the phase shifts
8} directly obtained from the LS equation (before the transformation) are also compared. The
cutoff Coulomb radius p is chosen to be p = 12 fm and the smoothness parameter in Eq. (4-5)
is b= 6 fm. The parameters (h*/My) = 41.786 MeV - fm? and ¢ = 1.44 MeV - fm are used.

Eem oN &
(MeV) s D G s D G
1 147.021 0.485 0.000 40.403 152.767 178.017
16 398
2 110.751 9.736 0.008 10.133 141.754 168.315
2 5 4
3 85.082 66.577 0.065 176.887 22.894 158.138
6 3
4 65.251 109.426 0.261 165.105 65.200 153.102
5 49.031 115.142 0.748 153.868 73.736 153.013
6 35.271 113.611 1.756 144.160 73.663 154.882
7 23.299 110.142 3.661 135.833 71.241 157.196
8 12.689 106.077 7.140 128.379 68.336 160.738
9 3.153 101.875 13.575 121.482 65.314 167.386
10 —5.513 97.719 26.095 115.039 62.204 0.375
11 —13.462 93.685 50.814 109.027 59.060 25.569
12 —20.807 89.805 86.674 103.419 55.958 61.717
13 —27.637 86.086 113.376 98.168 52.954 88.789
8
14 —34.024 82.526 127.388 93.223 50.067 103.178
15 —40.025 79.119 134.966 88.538 47.293 111.085
2

in Ref.26), the sharply cut-off Coulomb force is introduced at the quark level in
the form of (1/rqq)0(p — r4q), where 74, is the relative distance between two quarks.
The proton-proton (pp) potential w”(r) is obtained by folding it with the (3¢)—(3¢)
internal wave function, resulting in

V3r+p V3r—p

1
; o e b S B S
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y 1+ 7.(1)1+7(2)

1
Y (6:15)

where 7 is the distance between the two protons, r = |ris| = |1 — @2/, and b is
the harmonic-oscillator range parameter of the (3¢)-clusters. Note that this screened
Coulomb potential for the two protons is not equal to Eq. (5-1) upon merely changing
a’(r) to Eq. (6:10) (with a trivial modification 8 — (v/3/2b)), but also contains the
contributions from the short-range Coulomb potential in Eq. (6-12). We calculate

Table II. Cutoff radius (p) dependence of the nuclear phase shifts §, for the aac LS-RGM. The
Minnesota three-range force with u = 0.94687 and v = 0.257 fm~2 is used.

Ecm (MeV) p (fm)
8 10 12 14 16
1.000 144.448 144.450 144.450 144.451 144.450
2.000 107.561 107.563 107.563 107.563 107.563
3.000 81.689 81.690 81.690 81.690 81.690
4.000 61.847 61.848 61.848 61.848 61.848
1Sy 5.000 45.740 45.741 45.741 45.741 45.741
6.000 32.176 32.177 32.177 32.177 32.177
8.000 10.145 10.146 10.146 10.146 10.146
10.000 —17.395 —7.394 —17.394 —7.394 —7.394
12.000 —21.988 —21.987 —21.987 —21.987 —21.987
15.000 —40.163 —40.163 —40.163 —40.163 —40.163
1.000 0.589 0.590 0.590 0.590 0.587
2.000 11.641 11.644 11.644 11.644 11.645
3.000 70.120 70.134 70.134 70.134 70.134
4.000 106.361 106.365 106.365 106.365 106.365
1Dy 5.000 111.080 111.081 111.081 111.081 111.081
6.000 109.344 109.345 109.345 109.345 109.345
8.000 101.886 101.887 101.887 101.887 101.887
10.000 93.853 93.854 93.854 93.854 93.854
12.000 86.367 86.368 86.368 86.368 86.368
15.000 76.354 76.355 76.355 76.355 76.355
1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2.000 0.013 0.013 0.013 0.013 0.014
3.000 0.102 0.102 0.102 0.102 0.102
4.000 0.398 0.399 0.399 0.399 0.399
en 5.000 1.107 1.108 1.108 1.108 1.108
6.000 2.522 2.523 2.523 2.523 2.523
8.000 9.514 9.517 9.517 9.517 9.517
10.000 29.924 29.928 29.928 29.928 29.928
12.000 75.818 75.820 75.820 75.820 75.820
15.000 120.744 120.745 120.745 120.745 120.745
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Fig. 3. (a): S-, D- and G-wave aa phase shifts predicted using the Ali-Bodmer potential ABd. (b):
Same as (a), but for aa RGM using Volkov No.2 (VN2) with m = 0.59 and v = 0.275 fm™*
(dashed curves) and Minnesota three-range (MN3R) potentials with v = 0.94687 and v =
0.257 fm ™! (solid curves); the latter result is in better agreement with the experiment.

the pd screened Coulomb potential by further folding the pp potential in Eq. (6-15)
with the deuteron wave function (r;1,2[y)g):

Vi (R) = (Wwr (R +7/2]:2,3)[0%) + (| (IR = r/2/;3,1)]v?) , (6-16)

where R = x3 — (x1 + x2)/2 is the relative coordinate between the center-of-masses
of the deuteron and the proton. This calculation is made in Appendix C. We assign
the long-range part of V;f:iC(R) in Eq. (C-2) to WP(R) in Eq. (5-2), and parametrize it
as WP(R) = (e?/R)a’(R). The screening function a”(R) is numerically calculated
by using Egs. (C-15) — (C-17) and the momentum-space deuteron wave function
expanded in the dipole form factors.2”) Here, we only show in Fig. 4 the profiles of the
screening function o”(R) and the short-range Coulomb potential (the polarization
potential) W(R) for the simplest deuteron channel with J™ = 1/2%. We find that
the cutoff behavior around R ~ p is fairly sharp even at p ~ 8 fm. The short-range
Coulomb potential W(R) is p-independent as shown in Eq. (C-5). The coupling
potential W?(R) between different channel-spin states, (£S;) # (¢'S.), is very small.
We therefore neglect this and solve the screened Coulomb problem only by using
the diagonal part of (£S.) in order to generate the regular and irregular screened
Coulomb wave functions for the connection condition.

Some typical eigenphase shifts of the F, = 65 MeV pd scattering with the
Coulomb cutoff radius p = 8, 16, and 20 fm are listed in Table III for J™ = 1/2% and
3/2% states. Here, we have assumed the maximum total angular momentum of the
two-nucleon subsystem, I,.x = 4. The real parts of the eigenphase shifts are only
given for simplicity. We find that the inclusion of the cutoff Coulomb force gives
an apparent repulsive effect, namely, the S-wave and P-wave eigenphase shifts are
—0.9° — —2.5° (—2.5° — —3.1°) more repulsive than those in the no Coulomb case if
p =38 fm (p =16 fm) is assumed. The transformation by the connection condition
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Fig. 4. (a) Screening function a”(R) (solid curve) and short-range potential W(R)/e* (dashed

curve) (in the unit of fm™"), given in Eq. (C-7) for the pd scattering. A simple S-wave deuteron
wave function u(r) = /2ye™ 7" with v = 0.2316 fm™' is used. The Coulomb cutoff radius
is p = 8 fm. (b) Realistic o”(R) for the pd scattering in the simplest deuteron channel with
J™ =1/2%. In the (£S.) = (0 1/2) (solid curve) and (2 3/2) (dashed curve) diagonal channels,
curves are almost identical. The off-diagonal o”(R) with (£S.)—(¢'S.)=(0 1/2)—(2 3/2) (dotted
curve) is very small. Here, £ is the relative angular momentum between p and d, and S. is the

channel spin.

Table III. Real parts of the nuclear eigenphase shifts for the Nd elastic scattering at Eny = 65

MeV. The nd phase shifts with no Coulomb force and the pd phase shifts including the cutoff
Coulomb force with p = 8, 16, and 20 fm are listed. For p = 8 fm (before), the eigenphase shifts
before applying the transformation in Eq. (5-28) are also shown. The maximum total angular
momentum of the two-nucleon subsystem is Imax = 4, and the momentum discretization points
n = ni-nz-ng = 6-6-5 are used in the definition shown in Ref. 25).

no Coulomb with Coulomb force
2541y, force p=2381fm p=281fm p =16 fm p =20 fm
(before)
251 /2 26.84 24.38 28.70 28.99 29.01
‘D12 —7.25 —9.41 —7.20 —6.92 —6.76
2Py o —0.44 —2.51 —0.04 0.35 0.45
4P s 24.28 21.83 24.76 24.98 24.99
183, 32.11 31.23 33.79 34.25 34.63
2D3 /2 8.74 6.87 9.15 9.35 9.51
“D3 /2 —5.49 —7.84 —5.32 —5.01 —5.11
“Py/s 24.98 22.53 25.32 25.84 25.72
*Py s 6.73 4.60 7.16 7.38 7.47
Py -1.05 —2.81 —0.86 —0.63 —0.55
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Fig. 5. Cutoff radius dependence of the proton analyzing power for the pd elastic scattering at
E, = 3 MeV. The results in the no Coulomb case, p = 8, 10, and 12 fm are shown by the
dot-dot-dashed, dotted, dashed, and solid curves, respectively. The left panel shows the results
of Imax = 3 and the right panel shows those of Imax = 4. The pd experimental data from Ref. 28)
are also shown by circles.

in Eq. (5-28) gives an attractive effect to make the resultant eigenphase shifts rather
close to those in the no Coulomb case. As far as low partial waves such as the S and
P waves are concerned, the final results of the nuclear eigenphase shifts are rather
stable within the fluctuation of less than 0.8°. We have calculated pd differential
cross sections and other polarization observables using various p values. The results
obtained with p = 8 fm are quite reasonable, but if we take larger values like p = 16
and 20 fm, we have found that undesirable oscillations develop in all the observables.
The origin of the oscillations is traced back to the high partial waves, in which the
restriction of I, = 4 is too severe. Since we are using the channel-spin formalism,
the total angular momentum J™ of the three-nucleon system is achieved by the
angular-momentum coupling (¢S.).J, where the channel spin S, is constructed from
(I %)SC. For a large J™, the large contribution of the Coulomb force from the large
relative orbital angular momentum of the two-proton subsystem is not fully taken
into account, since the magnitude of S, is restricted by I hax = 4. To demonstrate
this situation, we show in Fig. 5 the p-dependence of the nucleon analyzing power
for the 3 MeV pd scattering, calculated with I,,x = 3 and I,.x = 4. In the forward
angular region with 0., < 90°, we find that an undesirable bump structure develops
as p increases from 8 to 12 fm when [,,x = 3 is used. However, such enhancement
is strongly suppressed when I,,x = 4 is used. This demonstrates very clearly that
two-nucleon partial waves should be included up to sufficiently high values to obtain
the well-converged results if the screened Coulomb force is incorporated into the
standard AGS equations.

Since the calculation with I, = 6 and more is not presently possible because
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Fig. 6. pd differential cross sections (do/df2), analyzing power (Ay(#)) of the proton, and vector
(¢T11(0)) and tensor (T2, (0)) analyzing powers of the deuteron at E, = 65 MeV. The results in
the no Coulomb case, p = 8, 16, and 20 fm are shown by the dashed, dotted, solid, and bold-
solid curves, respectively. These curves almost overlap with each other, except for the forward
nuclear-Coulomb interference region. The screened Coulomb force is neglected for higher partial
waves with J™ > 11/2%. The experimental data are taken from Ref. 30) for do/df2 and A, (),

and from Ref. 31) for iT1,(0) and T2, ().
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of limited computer resources, here, we propose to cut the Coulomb force for higher
J7 values and use a simple “Coulomb externally corrected approximation”, in which
the nd eigenphase shifts are directly used for the nuclear phase shifts.2?) Figure 6
shows the pd differential cross sections and some polarization observables at E, = 65
MeV, calculated by neglecting the Coulomb force for J™ > 11/2%. We find that the
results with p = 8, 16, and 20 fm are very similar, although some difference is seen in
T50(0) and Th2(6). The results with p = 8 fm are almost the same as those obtained
by the full calculation, including the Coulomb force for all the partial waves.

§7. Summary and outlook

In the present work, we have proposed a practical method of dealing with the
Coulomb problem in the momentum space. Although a standard procedure to deal
with the Coulomb force in two-body systems has been formulated in the configuration
space, the extension of such an approach to three-body systems is not trivial.?2)
Here, we have reformulated the momentum-space approach of two-cluster systems
based on the essential idea of the “screening and renormalization procedure”, which
has recently been used in the standard formulation of the AGS equations for the
pd scattering in the momentum representation.”) ) In this approach, the screened
Coulomb force with a cutoff parameter p is introduced to the basic equations as if it is
a part of the short-range nuclear force. The two-potential formula for the short-range
potentials is used to generate the scattering amplitude. The pure Coulomb results are
reproduced by taking the p — oo limit based on Taylor’s formula!®) 16 for the phase
renormalization of the asymptotic wave functions of the screened Coulomb potential.
The central issue in this approach is if one can reproduce the exact Coulomb results
by taking a finite p. Since the quasi-singular nature of the screened Coulomb force
becomes stronger for larger p, it is essential that one can reproduce almost exact
results with a reasonable choice of p.

To achieve this, we propose to extend the Vincent and Phatak approach,®) which
was originally formulated for sharply cut-off Coulomb problems. When a sharply
cut-off Coulomb force with a cutoff radius p is introduced at the level of constituent
particles, the two-cluster direct potential of the Coulomb force becomes in general a
local screened Coulomb potential implemented with the short-range Coulomb force.
The screening function o”(r) is determined by the properties of the cluster wave
functions, and involves a smoothness parameter b related to the size of clusters. In
practice, b satisfies b < p, which is an additional condition to Taylor’s properties®)
of screening functions. We find that this condition is necessary to make the present
treatment work well. We pay attention to the existence of two different types of
asymptotic waves contained in the screened Coulomb wave functions. The first one
is the approximate Coulomb wave for the relative distance of two clusters, r, smaller
than Ry, = p — b, and the other is the free (no-Coulomb) wave in the longer range
region, 7 > Roy = p + b. The asymptotic Hamiltonian composed of the screened
Coulomb force allows us to calculate the constant Wronskians of this Hamiltonian in
either region. Using this property, we can extend the standard procedure of matching
conditions for asymptotic waves to the screened Coulomb potential.
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We should note that the renormalization property of the screened Coulomb wave
functions is more involved than in the sharply cutoff Coulomb case. In particular, the
irregular function of the screened Coulomb potential in general contains an admixture
of the regular solution even in the p — oo limit. As a result, the limit of the Green
function for the screened Coulomb potential is not reduced to the Coulomb Green
function. This requires an extra renormalization of the regular wave function for the
problem of the short-range nuclear potential plus the screened Coulomb potential.
This renormalization factor, however, does not affect the final expression of the
connection condition, since it is given by the ratio of Wronskians.

We first applied this method to an exactly solvable model of the ccx scattering
with the Ali-Bodmer potential and confirmed that essentially exact phase shifts are
reproduced using a finite p. The stability of nuclear phase shifts with respect to the
change of p in some appropriate range is demonstrated by using the aa Lippmann-
Schwinger RGM with the Minnesota three-range force. In the application to the pd
elastic scattering, some dependence on the choice of p remains, although the essential
features of the nuclear and Coulomb interference in forward angles are reproduced
not only for the differential cross sections but also for the deuteron tensor analyzing
powers.

We have to admit that a completely satisfactory Coulomb treatment of the three-
body system is still not achieved. First, the stability of p in the case of the above pd
elastic scattering is not completely realized. We have examined all the observables
for the pd elastic scattering in the energy range £, < 65 MeV, and found that the
present choice p ~ 8 — 9 fm is appropriate to reproduce almost all the experimental
data.?9) The forward behavior of the vector analyzing powers Ay(0) for the proton
and iT71(f) for the deuteron is not consistently achieved in the low-energy region,
using a unique p. Choosing a much larger p of around p ~ 16 — 20 fm is almost
prohibited since the solution of the AGS equation becomes very singular and the
partial waves included in the actual calculations are restricted by the hardware.
Another problem is the treatment of the Coulomb force in the breakup processes.??)
The phase renormalization for the two protons observed at the final stage is not
trivial because of the exchange breakup amplitude. We probably need to solve the
Coulomb-modified AGS equations in spite of the very singular nature of the screened
Coulomb wave functions in the momentum representation. Finally, we mention that
the Coulomb treatment of three charged particles like the three-a system is a big
challenge, since the the asymptotic behavior of the three charged particles is not
a priori known.
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Appendix A
—— Definition of the Coulomb Wave Functions

The usual regular solution ¢,(k,r) and the regular solution corresponding to
the Jost solution, ¢;(k,r), for the Coulomb problem are defined by the confluent
hypergeometric functions through

pull7) = 2 Fu(k)(h )

Pl ,
— We””F(Z + 1 +1in, 20 + 2, —2ikr)
2! ,
— me—“ﬂﬂe + 1 —in, 20 + 2, 2ikr) = real
1
~ ()] sin (kr — yjlog 2kr — gz + 04) . (r—o0) (A1)

Here, 1 is the Sommerfeld parameter and Fy(k) is the Coulomb Jost function

¢!

T+t (42)

which can be obtained by comparing the behavior at the origin between 1, (k,r)
and ¢y(k,r). The Jost solution of the Coulomb problem is defined by the irregular
solution with the asymptotic behavior fy(k,r) ~ gilkr—nlog2kr—mt/2) 41 1, 50, More
explicitly, it is given by

folk,r) = (=) (2kr) " Me* G0 4+ 1 + in, —€ + in, 2ikr)
= i(—) ™2 (2hr) W (0 + 1 + in, 20 + 2, —2ikr)
~ ei(kr—nlongr—wZ/2) ) (7" N OO) (A3)

Here, G(«, 3, z) and ¥ («, 7, z) are irregular solutions of the confluent hypergeometric
functions defined in Refs. 34) and 35), respectively, and they are related to each other
by

U(a,v,2) =2 *Gla,a—v+1,—2) . (A-4)
The symmetries of the Jost solution and Jost function are given by
filk,r) = (2) €™ fo(=k,r) ,  Fj(k)="Fy (k) (A-5)

with the Coulomb factor e™. They satisfy the usual definition of the Jost function

oy felkr) (A6)
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and the relationship

pull 1) = e (FF () falh,r) — FR) (1) (A7)

for a real k.
The usual Coulomb wave functions are defined as the real functions satisfying
the asymptotic behavior

Fy(k,r) ~ sin (k‘r — nlog 2kr — gﬁ + O'g) ,
Golk,r) ~ cos (k:r — plog 2kr — ge n ag) : (A-8)
for r — 0o. These Coulomb wave functions are related to each other through

1 .
Ye(k,r) = Eew‘-’Fg(k,r) ,

1
QD[(]{?,’I") = W|Ff(k)| Ff(va) = real )

fo(k,r) = e "¢ [Gy(k,r) + iFy(k,7)] |
fr(k,r) = e [Go(k,7) —iFy(k,7)] . (A-9)

The relationship with the usual “incident plane wave + outgoing (or incoming)
spherical wave” is wéﬂ(k‘, r) = Yy(k,r) and wé_)(k, r) = v (k,r). This implies that

1 .
wé—f—)(l{;, r) = ek, r) ~ Eewl sin (k?“ — nlog 2kr — gf + a£> ,
1 i m i(kr—mnlo r—(mw
~ Zsin (l{:r — nlog 2kr — 55) + fCilkr—nlog2kr—(x/2)0)
_ 1 .
W e r) = 0 (ke 7) ~ e sin (kr — plog 2kr — gé n gg) :
1 .
~ —gin (k:r — nlog 2kr — Eg) O ilkr—og2kr—(x/2)0) (A .10)
k 2
Here, fZC = (1/2ik)(e*¢ — 1) is the Coulomb partial-wave amplitude, and

1
l 2
627r'r] -1 2

, I'(¢+1+1in) n
210y — Fy(k)| = A-11
€ re+1—in) ’ |Fe(k)] 2mn }_Ian—i-nQ ( )
Appendix B
—— Shift Function of Various Screening Functions
In this appendix, we calculate the shift function
1 [ 2kp %
Pl = — il - - .
=3 [, et ar=n [ Saur)ar, (B1)



342 Y. Pujiwara and K. Fukukawa

appearing in Eq. (1-5) for various screening functions a”(r) and evaluate the no-
screening limit p — co. When the screening is a,(r) = e~ ("/?)" we can write an
analytic expression

Y g S ) P BN G .
FGO—H/;;e () dr = 1 1og (2kp) — nggrr!<%w> ., (B2

2k

which leads to
¢*(k) = log (2kp) — 1y as p— 0. (B:3)

Here, ~ is the Euler constant. On the other hand, the screening functions with
sharper transitions like 3)’ in Eq. (4-5) seem to have no constant term like Eq. (6-13)
in the limit of p — oco. We will show this for the error function screening in Eq.
(6-10). The proof for the exponential screening function in Eq. (C-7) is also carried
out similarly.

In order to prove Eq. (6-13), we separate the r integral in Eq. (B-1) into three
pieces as

cwy=n [ Larn [ D000 drin [T a0 ar

=1 log (2kp) — I1(p) + I2(p) - (B-4)

First, the positive integral Is(p) is estimated by
,’7 oo
I(p) < ;/ ay(r)dr, (B-5)
p

so that we only need to evaluate the integral over ay(r). For the error function
screening, the expression

ap(r) = —= {/ et dt+/ et dt} (B-6)
T\ /B(r—p) B(r+p)

yields
& 1 1 2
— = " (12807 _ 501 — erf(2 . B-
[ ey ar= s (e e @) o -t . B
We therefore find
1 n _ 2
I —— (1 260)°) — (1 — exf (2 . B-
2<,,)<ﬁmp( + @) (1 - erf (28p) — 0 as pooo. (B

In order to evaluate I1(p), we use

Blp+r) e
ay(r)=1-—= ; e " dt (B-9)
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derived from Eq. (B-6), and express it as

/pl (/ o tht) d (B-10)
1P . .
\/— Bp—r)

Here, we change the integral variable from r to z by r = px and obtain

L(p) \F/ (/a(m -t dt) dz | (B-11)

with o = Bp and € = %p. We consider the upper bound %i(a) > I1(p) with

_ 1 a(l+x)
fa)= [ 2 e dt) da . (B-12)
o T a(l—z)

We separate the integral interval [0, 1] into [0, 1—4] and [1—0, 1] with a small positive
0 > 0. Then, we find

_ 1-9 1 a(l+x) )
Il(a):/ — / e dt| dx
0 € a(l—z)
L9 a(l+zx) )
+/ — / e dt| dx . (B-13)
1-5 L a(l—x)

Here, the first term is bounded by 2ae_(a5)2(1 — ). In the second term, we change
the integral variable from x to y by x = 1 — y and find

6 1 a(2—y) )
2nd term = — / e dt| dy
0 1- ay
1) I

Thus, we obtain

~ )
0< Ti(@) < 2ae~@*(1 - §) + ﬁ% . (B15)
First, we take the limit & — oo in Eq. (B-15) and obtain
~ )
0< lim Ti(a) < —— YT (B-16)

Since we can take § > 0 to be arbitrarily small, we eventually find

Li(p) < %E(a) —0 as p— 00 . (B-17)
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Appendix C
—— Screening Function of(R) for the dp Scattering

In this appendix, we derive the screening function o”(R) for the pd scattering,
starting from the screened Coulomb function w”(r;1,2) in Eq. (6:15) for the pp
system of the quark-model baryon-baryon interaction. We first note that the p — oo
limit, w = lim,_.o w”, is an error function Coulomb potential, which satisfies

2
(Wal(Pw)|a) ~ T for R o0, (C1)

where (1,2[1y) is the deuteron wave function and P is the rearrangement permuta-
tion operator P = F13)F(23) + P(13)P(23). We follow a procedure similar to the aa
case in Eq. (6-9) and separate the folding pd potential in Eq. (6-16) for the screened
Coulomb force into the long-range and short-range parts:

VA (R) = (thal (PwP)g) = (al (PwP) — (Pw)[tha) + (tal (Pw)[tpa)
62 62
= (% - waltPo) = Punlun)) + (=5 + il Pl

62

= 50" (R) + W(R) = WP(R) + W(R) . (C-2)

Here, the screening function a”(R) and short-range Coulomb potential W(R) are
given by

0(R) =1~ =5 (al(Pw) — (Pu)lg)
62
W(R) = (Yal(Pw) = = |¢a) - (C-3)

On the other hand, the exchange term in Eq. (5-2) in the three-body model space
yields the matrix element

VIS (R) = (g WP + WPlba) = (a)WP|ba) + WP(R) . (C-4)

We therefore find that the deuteron matrix element of the polarization potential is
p-independent:

(YalWPliha) = W(R) - (C-5)

We first assume the sharply cut-off Coulomb force given by Eq. (5-1) with
a,(r) = 6(p — r) for the two protons, and examine the screening property dis-
cussed in §4 by using available analytic expressions. This is possible if we further
neglect the D-state component of the deuteron wave function and assume that the
spatial part of the S-wave component is given by the simple exponential function
u(r) = v/2ye 7". In this case, the folding potential is expressed in terms of the
integral exponential function defined by

oo ,—t
Ei(x):/ 67 dt
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(for z>0)

fx)’f’

a? (
2.21 r-r! <0
(C-6)

(asymptotic expansion)

=logx + 7y
> n(n—l)!.

~e Ty () —

We find -
VEC(R) = W(R) + S ()
W(R) = V,4(R) — e—; = %e—m — 4~ve? Ei(—4vR)

a(R)=1-2y /OO dr [ Ei(—4v(r + R)) — Ei(—4~|r — R|) |
P
/OO dr Ei(—4vyr) + /1: dr Ei(—4yr) ] for R>p.
p
(©7)

R—p

Here, V;J%(R) = lim, o0 V;f;C(R) = (Yg|(Pw)|1pg). In order to derive the last expres-
(C-8)

sion of Eq. (C-7), we use the relationship
(—47)/ dr Ei(—4yr) =1,
0

which is obtained by exchanging the integration order. From here, we can obtain
[ee]
/ dr Ei(—4yr) for R>p. (C9)

(27)/ dr Ei(—4v|r — R|) =1+ 2y
p R—p

The asymptotic form of W(R) in Eq. (C-7) is due to
_ 1 g 1 2!
If we further use this in the last expression of Eq. (C-7), we find
1, . .
ap(R) ~ =3 [Ei(=47(R — p)) + Ei(=4y(R + p)) |
~ —Ei(-4yR) — 0 as R — oo. (C-11)

With R fixed, we can show lim,_. o,(R) = 1 as follows. First, Eq. (C-9) and some

calculations yield
2y [ . ,
5 dr [ Ei(—4vy(r + R)) — Ei(—4v|r — R]) ]
0
_ 2 + b= dr Ei(—4yr) = 1 (1—e ™) —4y Ei(-4yR) .  (C12)
R R Jg R



346 Y. Pujiwara and K. Fukukawa
Thus, Eq. (C-10) gives
2y / dr [ Ei(—4vy(r + R)) — Ei(—4~|r — R]) ]
0

1 2!
~l—e R (- R : C-13
e R ( R +- > as — 00 ( )
Here, because r + R > |r — R|, the integrand of Eq. (C-13) is always positive.
Furthermore, the integral from 0 to p in Eq. (C-13) is a monotonically increasing
function of p and the limit p — oo exists. We therefore find

oo

lim 2y / dr [Bi(—4y(r + R)) — Bi(—dy|r — R)) ]=0.  (C-14)
p

After all, we find that the screening function a”(R) satisfies the condition 1)-3) at

least in this simplest case. If we calculate the shift function (?(k) using o’ (R) in Eq.

(C-7), we obtain the same result as Eq. (6-13); namely, there is no constant term as

in the sharply cut-off Coulomb case.

The calculation of & (R) using the screened Coulomb potential in Eq. (6-15) and
the realistic deuteron wave function by the quark-model baryon-baryon interaction
is rather involved. We here show only the final result for the numerical calculations.
The screening function a”(R) in the channel-spin formalism is given by

ooy wsyB) = eds.se— Do D PR gisSiesy - (C15)
AA=0,2 k=0,2,4

where the kinematical factor 9(@5 3 (12/ s1) is given by

98 hesy) = (*)S°+Sé+13§c§’XEA’@()\O)\'O]/{O)<€O£’O]/{O>
11 8 11
2 c 2
x%:(25+1){ P }{ Vg }
J Se J 0 8
XZ feL+1 {e’ N {)\ L}{)\’SL}'
(C-16)

o0

dr ux(r) uy (r) ve(R,7/2)

The spatial function ff,,(R) is given by
Fiv(R) =
0

1
vH(R,r/2):§/ dxv(\/R2+r2/4—rRx P.(x

V3r+p 3r—op
erf (7 2 )—i—er( )] (C-17)

where uy(r) stands for the S-wave (A = 0) and D-wave (A = 2) deuteron wave
functions, usually denoted by u(r) and w(r), respectively.
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