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The three-body equations of Alt, Grassberger, and Sandhas have been solved for a system of three particles, viz., «,
d, and *°Ca, to obtain the on-shell transition amplitudes of various rearrangement processes, using what is called the
bound state approximation. The input in this calculation, viz., the two-body ¢ matrices, representing the interaction
between the pairs of particles, is taken to be of a separable form conforming to the bound S states of the pairs. The
absolute values of the differential cross section of the (°Li,d) reaction on “°Ca, leading to the ground state of the *'Ti,
obtained from this calculation are compared with the experimental results of Fulbright ef al. to assess how far the

" three-body calculations have a bearing on a -transfer reactions.

NUCLEAR REACTIONS Bound state approximation, a-transfer reaction, threef’
body calculation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Transfer reactions of the kind A +a=B +b,
where the particle a is composite, consisting of
the outgoing particle b and transferred particle
x, may be analyzed in the framework of three-
body dynamics wherein the internal structures
of the clusters A, b, and x are ignored. The
interactions between the pairs of particles enter
into the Alt, Grassberger, and Sandhas (AGS)"
form of Faddeev equations through the two-body
transition operators in three-body space, viz.,
Tw»(z). The bound state approximation (BSA)
implies that in the spectral resolution of T,(z)
only the contribution of the bound state of the
interacting pair is retained and that due to the
continuum states of the latter is ignored.? Asa
result, the matrix representing the operator T,(z)
in the momentum representation becomes separ -
able,*? resulting in considerable simplification
of an AGS equation when written in the angular
momentum representation.”® These equations
are solvable provided one takes proper care of
the singularities in the kernel.®

It may be pointed out that Greben and Levin®
have recently tested the BSA within the framework
of Mitra’s three-body model® of nuclear stripping
reactions using a different version of three-body
equations. They observe that the agreement of the
BSA with the “exact” » calculations is good only
for incident energies close to the breakup thresh-
old, which is to be expected since the neglected
continuum terms in the BSA tend to become sig-
nificant at °Li energy greater than the threshold
value, thus impairing the agreement of BSA. Now
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it is known that a separable approximation called
the unitary pole approximation (UPA)” for the two-
body ¢ matrix is valid even at positive energies,®™
so one would anticipate that the validity of BSA

for transfer reactions may be extended to energies
higher than the breakup threshold if one uses, in
the separable (or bound state) approximation, a
propagator T§%(z —u,?) conforming to the unitarity
requirement’ rather than that having a form used -
by Greben and Levin [viz., Eq. (4), Sec. II]. This,
of course, is naturally taken care of in the Mitra®
model of stripping with separable pair potentials;
the use of BSA within the Mitra three-body model
merely amounts to using a propagator not con-

. forming to the unitarity requirement. So one hopes

that, in general, constructing a BSA using a prop-
agator conforming to the unitarity criterion would
make the approximation more effective for three-
body calculations.

In the present paper we solve the AGS equations
for a system of three particles, viz., a, d, and
“°Ca, to obtain the on-shell transition amplitudes
pertaining to various rearrangement processes.

In Sec. II the method of reduction of AGS equations
is outlined and in Sec. III the relevant form factors
g1% have been obtained using, as input, (i) the
separation energy of the pairs of particles in the
bound state and (ii) the S -wave phase shifts per-
taining to the interaction. A procedure similar

to that used by Bolsterli and Mackanzie'' has been
followed. In Sec. IV we give details of the com-
putational methods used which are rather involved
because of the presence of two kinds of singulari-
ties in the kernel of Eq. (5), viz., (i) the “pole»

of the propagator 7% at E —u,” = —€ , i.e., at
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the on-shell value @, of the momentum u,, and

(ii) logarithmic singularities in the region 0 <u,
<VE when 0<g¢,<VE. To handle the former we
have used a method based on the work of Sasaka-
wa'? and Kowalski,'® and to deal with the latter

we have used Doleschall’s method of special
quadratures.® Finally, to see if the three-body
calculations have some bearing on the « -transfer
reactions, the calculated absolute values of the
cross sections of the (°Li,d) reaction on *°Ca lead-
ing to the ground state of **Ti are compared with
those measured by Fulbright et al.,** for two dif-
ferent °Li energies (Sec. V). A general agreement
is seen although the finer features of the angular
distribution are not reproduced by the present
calculation.

IIl. REDUCTION OF THREE-BODY EQUATIONS

The three-body AGS equations are
U”(Z)= (1"5”)(2 _Ho)

TH(2) = Vi + VG p(2) Vs (2)
and
Gulz)=(z —Hp)™
In BSA we have (Sec. III)
G’kﬁk I Ti(2) I-{'iﬁp
=0(U, — 04) 24(TR)Ta(z -u?)gl(Th), ()

U, being the momentum of the kth (noninteracting)
particle, and T, the relative momentum of the
other two (interacting) particles, the momenta
being expressed in VE units.*®> The propagator
Tu(2 —u,®) in Eq. (3) is given by

Taz —up’) = (2 —up’ +€5,)", @)

— € g being the bound state energy of the interact-
ing pair. This approximation, viz., Eq. (3),
simplifies the problem from the computational
viewpoint for, in the angular momentum basis,*°®

+2:(1-G‘k)T,,(z)Go(z)U,,j(z) s (1) ‘piq‘ L S s, KL IM) = 'Piqiai JIM)
=1 = Ip‘q‘(L‘S‘)B _JM) the AGS equation (1), reduces
where to the form®
J
T,,(q,4}8,8; :J) =K“(q,q;B,B,_:J)+ ;;’; fukzdukKlk(q‘ukB‘Bk ) TEME —uy?) T (pq BBy 2 ) (5)

where the Born term is given by

K(quaBBr:d)=(1 =0 4) ff ‘(p dp" <1’¢q¢°‘§ JM ruply (IMDT AR 8RR (1) (6)

and g, i(p;)=V4ng;(P;). The overlap

(p;q;a; : IM |7, u,a, : JM) may be evaluated by
graphical methods of spin algebras'® and, in such
a simple case as “°Ca, «, and the d system,
wherein K; = K; =K, =1, it simplifies to'®

(p,a,0, :J |raupay:d)

_ Oxiik{K,-l,J} J.u 8(p; —7;)0(pr —7s)
- 3

B 2B;,° 1 Pl P,k(x)dx ’

™

o lAika‘+ﬁkl
py=7= B

13, +A te sl
_ _ ik Up A -
Ye=Pr= xX=q " Up,
B ’ ¢

Bikz = (1 _Asz) ’

and

A.2= mynie
FM —m )M -my)’

M being the sum of masses of the three particles.
From Eqgs. (6) and (7) we have, for the Born term,

{K 0} 60,1,(1 = 6,,)

2queA B,
f*‘g (ry) gL¥(pe)Pir(x)dx
;k"x) ’

(8)

K‘k (q;ukBin : J) =

where
2_ 2 .2
D, =§u§_A_‘l&__l“‘_'
izdMe

In the present case, §,=1[, and B,=1,, other
angular momentum quantum numbers being re-
dundant. Also the sums over LS, and L,S,, which
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appear in Doleschall’s equations® become redun-
dant in this case since Ty(2z) is one term separable
and the form factors gf* are related to a single
bound state characterized by a definite (L,,S,)

. - 12/N.N.
<Qtd¢J¢M;lUuledefM1>=(QJ§L) ( ‘;,, >

K1k

where Qi and Qj are the on-shell values of the

momenta ¢, and ¢}, respectively, so that @ °

-€p,=Q,° —€5;=E. Finally, the differential cross

section for the transition j =7 may be expressed

in terms of the physical transition amplitudes by
do -
—Q=(2")4 KQ JM, IUij'Qld jM>|

avg °

(10)

ZuQ2

III. TWO-BODY INPUT IN THE FRAMEWORK
OF BSA

The spectral resolution of the two-body re-
solvent operator in three-body space is expressed
as

Gilz)= 2 f AT WAC T

z -qk2+€g;’

. fj‘ d3qkd3pk|gklpk><2qﬂl)kl ’ (11)
Z —qp —Dr

where |$§") is one of the bound states of the inter-

acting pair with energy -€{’, and §, is the mo-

mentum of the noninteracting particle, the sum-

mation being made over all the bound states .of

the interacting pair. The second term lzpi) rep-

resents the continuum states of the interacting

pair. Now, in BSA only the pole-dominant terms

are to be retained, the contribution due to the

continuum states of the interacting pair being

neglected. Correspondingly, T.(z), the two-body

t matrix in three-body space, defined by Eq. (2),

is approximated as

N d3qaVel Qep b NGrpps™’| Ve

Tyl(z)= }: o Tety ) 12)
To restrict the size of the computational problem
one may invoke a further approximation by
considering only one bound state for each pair
of particles. Thus for the initial and final parti-
tions j and ¢ of the compound system, the single
bound states |¢j> and |¢1) that occur in an equa-

Z T,,Q,Q,8,8, :J) ;
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coupled to J,. The amplitudes T,; obtained by
solving the coupled integral equation (5) may be
related to the physical transition amplitudes
Q,dJ M, |U,;|1Q,dJ,M,) by the relation

(s, dJ M, |K k) (s,dJ M ;|K L

X (Kk; L | TM) (K 1 m, |JM)Y,‘m‘(Q‘)Y’,“j mj@ PR
(9)

tion such as (12) to approximate the operators

T, and T,, respectively, may be identified with
the actual two-body bound states involved in the
transfer reaction. For example, in the case of
the (°Li, d) reaction on *°Ca leading to the ground
state of *Ti, |¢,) may be identified as the ground
state of °Li as an (a +d) system with [L=0, S=1]
J=1, while ]¢‘) as the ground state of *Ti is a
(*°Ca +a) system with [L=0, S=0]J=0. In addi-
tion, the bound state pertaining to the third parti-
tion may be identified with the ground state of
423c as a (*°Ca+d) system with [L=0,S=1]J=1,
Hence, dropping the summation as well as sub-
scripts in Eq. (12), one gets

e (Fal Vk1¢k><¢k| VelTW

z - u,, +€p,

(Fp, Ua | Tol2) [F30 5(0, - T4) ,
(37)
which, on comparison with the form of Eq. (3),
gives
gFD=(Tslgw =T Vel oo
= (T (€ gut10) [00)= =07 + € ) Pa(F)
(13)

showing the connection between the form factors

g»(T,) and the two-body bound state wave function
¢4(Ty), provided ¢,(T,) or g4(F,) is normalized. If
g»(7,) is not normalized then

- Nege(@
¢»(rk)=—(§+—;:é—)', (137)
where
N, [EEGERd

(€ Ek+’rk’2)2 .

Now, the additional requirement of “unitarity”’
keeps the form of Eq. (3) intact with the following
replacement for the propagator [Eq. (4)]:

1 2 d3 ~1
R e e I (14)
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where

gkz(Fk)d 3re
(€ Bk + ’rkz) ’

Equations (3), (13’), and (14) may be regarded
as the basis for our BSA.

The determination of the form factor g,(¥,) from
the bound state using Eq. (13’) is not possible
since the two-body bound state wave function
¢k(F,,) is not delineated except for its tail. We
use an alternative to construct the form factor
24(T) from the two-body binding (or separation)
energy and the S -wave phase shifts of elastic
scattering of the interacting pair. The separation
energies for the bound states of three pairs (in
their ground states) are accurately known. Also,
for the a-d system, the S-wave phase shift as a
function of energy is available.!” For the other
two pairs of particles the S-wave phase shifts
have been estimated from the real parts of the
optical potentials'®!® using the Wentzel-Kramers -
Brillouin-Jeffreys (WKBJ) method.?° Instead of
trying arbitrary forms for the form factors with
flexible parameters and adjusting the latter to
fit the two-body data (binding energy and phase
shifts), we have followed a method" wherein the
form factor is calculated numerically using the
equation

gk(;k) =,’.k-3 /Z(sz e Bk)llz sint /250(7,,)6 (1/2)@6y(rp) , (15)

A7t=

where

) ’d !
©8,(rs) = o»f Sulptip'dp! )p 2 (157)
The numerical values of g, are then fitted to a
suitable analytic form, e.g., a sum of Yamagauchi
type terms

D sin(na)
gk(rk) Z 1, +ﬁ 2) 'V(’i’k +hﬁ) (16)

(see Table I).

IV. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

The kernel K,,(q,u.8,8::)TH*E —u,® +1do0) of the
coupled integral equation (5) contains essentially
two kinds of singularities, viz., (i) the pole of
the propagator 7{* at E —u2 =—¢€g,, i.e., at u,

=@, and (ii) logarithmic singularities in the
region 0 <u,<VE when 0<gq,<vE.*" To deal with
the pole we follow a method based on the one out-
lined by Sasakawa'? and Kowalski.!® Thus instead
of Eq. (5), the following coupled integral equations
are solved:

T(q,Q,11;:9) :Ku(‘thlzlj :J)

}_‘, D duph ilqud e )
=1 1

XTI, Qi J). m)
Here, the new kernel A ;; is obtained from the
kernel of Eq. (5) by subtracting out the pole term
at u,=Q,, i.e.,

[Klk(q-ukl 1y )TIHE —u,?)

K{k(‘thl 1o : JINP(QF +1)] 2
(E-ul2+eg,+io)u2+1) J7*

Aik(q;uklglk:‘]):

(18)
The new kernel obviously vanishes at #, =@, since

Ni?

THE -t +i0)—> =
k k E—ul+e g, +io

up* Qr

The kernel given by Eq. (18) still has logarith-
mic singularities which are taken care of by
Doleschall’s method of special quadratures.®??
Accordingly, the range of the u, 1ntegrat10n as
also that of continuous parameter ¢, is divided
into three intervals: (i) 0 to VE, (ii) VE to [(E
+2€ )", and (iii) [(E+2¢ k)]”z to «. Within
these intervals 6, 3, and 6 mesh points, respec-
tively, are chosen, being essentially the Gauss-
Legendre points mapped on to the respective
intervals. In the first interval, the mesh points
are determined by mapping the Gauss-Legendre
points ¢ onto this interval by the substitution

un _ 1 11t 1+a71/(1+b)
VETR [T\ 2

so as to prevent any one of the mesh points u,
from coming close to the value ofA‘k\fE, and

to eliminate the branch point behavior of the
quantities I';,. In this calculation the values of

a and b are chosen to be 1.0 and 0.5, respectively.

TABLE I. Numerical values of the parameters of the form factors [Eq. (16)] in the case of the three pairs of

clusters.

Particle Ay A, A, By’ By? B’ D B2 a €mp
pair (fm™%/2) (fm™%/?) (fm™%/?) (fm™%) (fm™?%) (fm™?) (fm™5/2) (fm™? @¢m) (@m™

a-d 1.45x107° 2.26 —5.17 7.7 x10°°  0.677 0.92 ~0.066 1.24  7.42  0.0943

Ycag 2.56x1072 18.73 -6.2 1.84x1073  3.35 0.126 59.8 1.99  1.67  0.9526

Yca-a 9.1 x1073 8.0 7.0 7.0 x10°%  0.065 0.49 -32.5 2.77  7.85  0.9109
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For the second and third intervals, the Gauss-
Legendre points ¢, which are 3 and 6 in number,
respectively, in the two cases, are mapped onto
the respective intervals by the transformations

up=[(t+1)€ g+ ET/?

and
J

O1i15(1 = 8,e{Kyl J;} ue
ZBikAik

and adding the same term subsequently. (This
is to be done only when both g, and u, lie between
0 and VE.) Here

vei [ Pix)dx

Q,(D)=3 . D-x

is the Legendre function of the second kind which
contains logarithmic singularity. The quantities
#, and pr, which are to be finite functions of q,
and #,, must bo so chosen that, for x,=D,,, 7,
and p, join smoothly with #, and p,, respectively.
The following choice has been made:

7,=(E —q,*)"/? and = (E —u,2)"/2.

The subtracted part of the kernel thus-becomes
free from logarithmic singularity and the integral
over u, of such a function (multiplied by the un-
known function I',;) may be expressed in terms

of ordinary quadratures. A special quadrature
must, however, be developed for expressing that
integral which includes the singular function
th(Due)' To express an integral of the form

[* @, 0,0 Fuidu, (19)

one transforms the y, points further, by the trans-
formation

5—4d 2+2d—3z4) (20)
b

Yp=2 (d -5 % 2
to prevent the huddling of the quadrature points
near the end of the interval. In this calculation
d=0.5. For a given set of values of ¢,(= E‘/Zx‘)
and Z,, the set of “special weights” [I;(x,1,)] is
determined by evaluating the integrals

Lz, = [ 'Q, [v4(2)]P (2)dz

for different values of » ranging from 1 to 6,
analytically, and equating them to the represen-
tative sums, viz.,

i: h?(x“lk)Pm(Z,)E Z Pnlh? ’

1=1

Up= [(E+2¢5)]2,

2
1-¢
thus requiring the on-shell point #,=Q, to be one
of the mesh points.?®* The logarithmic singularity
which occurs in the interval 0<u,<vVE when 0 -
<gq, <V'E is taken care of by subtracting, from

the kernel A, the singular function

7. D)8l 7 ) M BITINE —uji +io), (18
i

!
where P,, =P (z,) and m =2n -2 if I, is odd, and
2n -1 if I, is even.?® The matrix equation

8
I= lz; P, n (21)

then yields the set of special weights #;. Such a
set of special weights may be computed for dif-
ferent sets of values of x; and [,.

Finally, the set of coupled equations (17) may
be converted into a set of linear algebraic equa-
tions by using appropriate quadratures in each
of three intervals of the u, integration, and these
may be solved for the amplitudes T, (u,Q,ll; :J)
by matrix inversion. In terms of these amplitudes,
the on-energy shell solutions of Eq. (5) are given
by

T,;@QQ;1,1;:9)=T;QQ,ll; :J)

+ kz; Tw@,Qelln: Ny,  (22)

Here [, =1, =1, and the matrix I,; is given by

3
ij"dkj:z:dkﬁlpj, (23)
=1
where

dap = A+ iy

udurl rpurQplrly :J)
@ +1)(Q ~uy) ’

=@ +Ngo [
0

and

m
g™ = =5 NeQaTw(QxQplaly ).

Consequently, I, =It®+iI™ where I{P and I)™
may be determined from Eq. (23) by inversion.
Finally, we have from Eq. (22)

Ty@QAL )= TP +iTHRA,) (24)
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where
Tff’(l‘) =I';QQ;11;:J)

3
+2 T 0@l 1x : NIP (25)
k=1
and
3
TA™(,) = ; T 0(Q,@nl Ly : ) IE™. (26)

)

47

Now
I(éidl‘]l IUU Iajdej) lav:

KQud MU | Q;d M) |2

—a‘u‘djuj (231+1)(ZJ‘+1) ’

which, using Egs. (9) and (24), yields on simpli-
fication

- - 2
I<Q,d;J;IUH(E)IQ,d,Jplm%(M)( ‘f ) Z[T CITHE)+ T TE™ )]

o 20+ 1)1+ 1)P1,(cosg)Pr,(cosh)

where cosf =é‘° éj. This equation, in conjunction
with Eq. (10), determines the differential cross
section of the transfer reaction j-1i.

s “Oca(Bii,g) 44T
i E(BLi) =28 MeV

do/dn (feb/sr)

1 1 1 1

i
0 20 40 60 80 100
Ocm

FIG. 1. Calculated differential cross section of the
(Li, d) reaction on ¥Ca, leading to the ground state of
4713, for E(Li)=28 MeV. In this case the calculated
values were reduced by a factor of 2 for comparison
with experimental points which are due to Fulbright
et al.

167° ’ 27)

V. RESULTS

The absolute values of the differential cross
section of the (°Li,d) reaction on “°Ca leading to

40ca (SLi ¢) 44T
} k E(SLI) = 32MeV

do/dn (Leb/sr)

1 1 1 d

0 20 40 60 80 100

e cm.

FIG. 2. Calculated differential cross section of the
(®Li, d) reaction on ¥Ca leading to the ground state of
471 for E(®Li)=32 MeV. The corresponding experi-
mental points are due to Fulbright et ql. In this case
no scaling of calculated values was needed.
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the ground state of *Ti are computed for two dif-
ferent incident energies, viz., 28 and 32 MeV,
and are compared with the corresponding experi-
mental values due to Fulbright et al.* (Figs. 1
and 2). It is rather encouraging to note that the
calculated values of the absolute cross section
show a general agreement with the experimental
values although the finer features of the angular
distribution of the outgoing particles are not re-
produced. One may note, for instance, that for
higher energy [E(°Li) =32 MeV)] the experimental
cross section falls off, on the average, more
rapidly with 6 than in the case of lower energy
[E(°Li) = 28 MeV]—which is also borne out by the
three-body calculations in BSA. The general
agreement of the absolute values of the cross
section in BSA is to be expected because in this
calculation the form factors of the separable ¢
are normalized, resulting in normalized bound
state wave functions of the two particle systems.
However, this calculation at the present stage
cannot reproduce the finer details of the angular
distribution for the following reasons: Our inputs
are rather crude. (A better method of construct-
ing the form factor of the separable interaction
of two clusters would be through the use of the
wave function of relative motion of the pair of
clusters in their bound state, obtained from the
two center model using the generator coordinate
method. Such calculations, however, are cur-
rently not available.) Secondly, we have neglected

Coulomb effects in the three-body formalism
which, though secondary in a transfer reaction,
will not be insignificant. Lastly, even in the
framework of the three-body model, we have not
considered all the possible channels in that we
consider only one bound state in each pair, thus
ignoring the effect of the channels corresponding
to the excited states of the bound pairs. Never-
theless, it may be said that the three-body model
holds the promise of explaining the features of
reactions involving transfers of clusters of nu-
clei, if more accurate input is used.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors wish to record their thanks to
Miss Reeta Vyas (now at SUNY, Buffalo) and
Mr. V. J. Menon for very helpful discussions in
the early stages of this work, and to Prof. P. C.
Sood, Director, Banaras Hindu University Com-
puter Centre, for his interest and for providing
computational facilities. Thanks are also due to
Dr. P. Doleschall for apprising the authors of
the details of his method of “special quadratures’”
and to Professor A. N. Mitra and Professor
T. Sasakawa for helpful comments. One of the
authors (R. P.) wishes to thank the Council of
Scientific and Industrial Research, New Delhi,
the Department of Atomic Energy, and the Gov-
ernment of India for financial assistance during
the course of this work.

1E. 0. Alt, P. Grassberger, and W. Sandhas, Nucl.
Phys. B2, 167 (1967).

23, M. Greben and F. S. Levin, Phys. Rev. C 20, 437
(1979).

3c. Lovelace, Phys. Rev. 135, B1225 (1964).

4A. Ahmedzadah and J. A. T]on, Phys. Rev. 139B, 1085
(1965).

5p. Doleschall, Nucl. Phys. A201, 264 (1973).

SA. N. Mitra, Phys. Rev. 139, B1472 (1965).

"™M. G. Fuda, Nucl. Phys. 116A, 83 (1968).

87. 8. Levinger and J. O. Donoghue, Renssalaer Poly-
technic Institute report, 1972 (unpublished).

%A, V. Lagu, C. Maheshwari, and V. S. Mathur, Phys.
Rev. C 11, 1443 (1975).

LReeta Vyas and V. S. Mathur, Phys. Rev. C 18, 1537
(1978).

UM, Bolsterli and J. MacKenzie, Physics (N.Y.) 2, 141
,1965). B
127, sasakawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 27, 1 (1963).

13, L. Kowalski, Nucl. Phys. A190, 645 (1972).

14p . W. Fulbright et al., Nucl. Phys. A284, 329 (1977).

155, El Baz and B. Castel, Graphical ‘Methods of Spin
Algebras (Marcel Dekker, New York, 1972), p. 368.

6poleschall’s expressmn for the overlap also reduces
to this expression for “ca, a, and the d system.

p. A, Schmelzbach, W. Griiehler, V. Konig, and

P. Marmier, Nucl. Phys. A184, 193 (1972).

8p, E. Hodgson, Adv. Phys. 15, 329 (1966).

19C. R. Gruhn and N, S. Wall, Nucl. Phys. 81, 161 (1966).

%W, F. Mott and H. S. W. Massy, The Theory of Atomic
Collisions 3rd. ed. (Clarendon, Oxford 1965), p. 99.

Ayt may easily be seen that when both qiz and uk2 are
<E, then | D;,| may be <1; i.e., D;, may lie between
+1 and -1, resulting in logarithmic singularities in
the kernel of integral equation (5), defined by Eq. (8).
On the other hand, when either q,-2 or ukz, or both, are
greater than E, then D;, is either greater than +1 or
less than —1 and no logarithmic singularity occurs in
this case.

2p, Doleschall, Tandem Accelerator Laboratory,
Uppsala Report No. TLU 58/78, 1978.

23Obvmusly, the mesh points in the 2nd and 3rd inter-
vals are slightly different in the three partitions so
that in all three cases, the eighth quandrature point
is the on-shell momentum.

#Since the unknown amplitude Tpj pQil;:J) is an even
or odd function of % , (or z), depending on whether i,
is even or odd, and this is to be multiplied in the in-
tegrand by u , apart from @;,(D;,) and other functions
of % , which are even, the parity of the integrand, apart
from Q1,(D;), is (- )‘k’1




