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A new connected kernel version of the Chandler-Gibson equations is derived. Both the
new and the original versions of the Chandler-Gibson equations are then modified to incor-
porate identical particle symmetries. Both types of equations are written down in detail for
two different six-body models of alpha-deuteron scattering. Various features of these equa-
tions are then compared.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is typical of modern theories of nuclear reac-
tions which are of the integral equation type (cf.
Ref. 1 and references cited therein) that some iterate
of the kernel of the exact equation be compact in an
appropriate Banach space. For systems of very few
nucleons these equations can thus be solved directly
with Fredholm methods and standard numerical
technology (cf. Ref. 2 and references cited therein).
For systems with a larger number of particles the
complexity of the equations requires some type of
approximation.>—3

The property that an iterate of the kernel is com-
pact is not shared by the dynamical equations re-
cently proposed by Chandler and Gibson.*~7 This
difficulty is circumvented by constructing a se-
quence of approximate transition operators which
converge to the exact transition operator. Each ap-
proximate transition operator is itself the solution
of an “approximate” dynamical equation that does
have a compact kernel. These approximate equa-
tions are obtained from the exact dynamical equa-
tion by approximating the asymptotic channel sub-
spaces (and possibly the asymptotic Hamiltonians)
in physically meaningful ways. Because these ap-
proximate equations have a compact kernel, the
same standard mathematical technology can be ap-
plied to them as is applied to more conventional
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theories. This method of approximation is poten-
tially very powerful, but much experience must be
accumulated before it is known how to construct
good approximations in practice.

The purpose of this paper is to derive connected
(hence possibly compact) kernel equations within
the framework of the Chandler-Gibson (CG) theory
and to compare these equations with the CG equa-
tions. Such connected kernel equations would,
presumably, be less demanding of the particular
choice of approximations of the channel subspaces.

We review the important features of the CG
theory in Secs. II and III. We ‘then use a
Weinberg-Van Winter-type coupling scheme® in
Secs. IV and V to derive connected kernel equa-
tions. In Sec. VI we use the methods of Bencze and
Redish® to modify these equations to incorporate
identical particle symmetries. In Sec. VII we use a
model of alpha-deuteron scattering as a concrete ex-
ample to exhibit our connected kernel equations and
the CG equations. Finally, in Sec. VIII we use the
example of Sec. VII to compare the various forms
of the equations.

II. N-BODY NOTATION

Our notation follows that of Refs. 5 and 6 except
that lower case Latin letters a, b, c,... (4, B, C,. ..
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in Refs. 5 and 6) will denote partitions (clusterings)
of the N particles into ng, 1y, n, . .. clusters (frag-
ments). The free partition will be denoted by O
(np =N), and the partition containing all N particles
in one cluster will be denoted by N. The symbol £’
denotes the set of all partitions of n particles while
2 denotes the set

P={a€EP"n,>1} . (2.1

(Note that these meanings of 2 and £’ are the re-
verse of those in Refs. 10 and 11.)

Partitions are used in N-body theories to index
the connectivity of N-body operators. Roughly
speaking, an operator has connectivity a if and only
if it commutes with the unitary group of transla-
tions of the clusters of a and vanishes as any parti-
cles in the same cluster of a are asymptotically
separated. An operator is said to be a connected if
it has connectivity a and connected if it has connec-
tivity M (ny=1). A precise definition for bounded
operators is given in Ref. 10.

Most N-body operators 4 can be expressed in
terms of a cluster expansion of the form

A= 3 [Al,=3'[4). , (2.2)

aE€EP?’ a
where [4], is the a-connected part of 4. In this pa-
per unrestricted sums will be considered as sums
over Z.

It is useful to single out the part of 4 with the
connections between the clusters of a turned off.
This is most effectively expressed using the lattice
structure on #'.!> We say a Cb if any two particles
in the same cluster of a are in the same cluster of b.
It is easy to show that C is a partial ordering on #’
and introduces a natural lattice structure on #'.
The operator (4), (4, in Refs. 10 and 11) which is
the part of 4 with the connections between the clus-
ters of a turned off, can be expressed in this nota-
tion as

A= 3 [Aly= 3’ [4], . (2.3)
bez?' b(Ca)
bCa

It is also useful to define the part of the operator 4
which has the residual connections between the
clusters of a. We denote this operator by the sym-
bol (4)% (A% in Refs. 10 and 11). It is defined in
terms of (4), by

AV=A4A—-A),= 3’ [A]y - 2.4
b(Qa)
We see that it contains the terms in the cluster ex-
pansion of A that connects different clusters of a.
The total Hamiltonian Hy of our N-body system

acts on the Hilbert space 7y and has the form
HN=H0+VN ) (25)

where Hp is the N-body kinetic energy operator,
and Vy is the sum of all interparticle interactions.
For any partition a we may express the total Hamil-
tonian as

HN=(HN)a+(HN)aEHa+Vg[ N (2.6)

where H, is the part of Hy with the interactions be-
tween the clusters of a turned off and V§ (¥, in
Refs. 4—6) is the sum of all interactions between
particles in different clusters of a.

The dynamics of the N-body system is contained
in the resolvent of Hy,

Ry(z)=(z—Hy)™ !, 2.7

or in the dynamically equivalent (prior) transition
operators

Up(2)=VE+VERN(2IVE (2.8)

where Imz5~0. These can be related to proper sub-
system transition operators through the second
resolvent relations

Ry(2)=R,(z2)+R,(z)VNRN(2) , (2.9)
with
R,(2)=(z—H,)'. (2.10)

For each a we let P, denote the orthogonal projec-
tion onto the invariant subspace %%, of J°y corre-
sponding to free motion of the n, bound clusters of
a. We note that [P,],=P,. These operators will
carry the bound state input in the CG equations.
We also define the projected transition operators

Tba (Z)EP[, Uba(z)Pa
=P,R, " (z)Ry(2)VEP, . (2.11)

It is only these projected operators that are physi-
cally relevant, and it is these that appear as the un-
knowns in the CG equations.

III. THE CHANDLER-GIBSON EQUATIONS

Define the operator JJ* by
J*=3P,. (3.1)
” .

Here J is the injection operator of the two-Hilbert
space formulation used in Refs. 4—7, and JJ* has a
bounded inverse (Ref. 6, Theorem 7). The operators
T},(z) are the unique solution of the exact T equa-
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tions [Ref. 6, Eq. (3.68)]
Tpo(2)= Py VEP, + Py VE(JT*)!
X F R (2)P,T,(2) . (3.2)

Equation (3.2) is derived in Ref. 6 using two-Hilbert
space methods. Since these methods are not used in
this paper, an alternative derivation is given in Ap-
pendix B.

One nice feature of these equations is that the
operators R.(z)P, can be constructed from the
masses, binding energies, and bound state wave
functions of the clusters of ¢ as follows:

R.(2)P.— f |4(c)q°)dq°((c)q°|
e z—T,(q4°) +€lc)

(3.3)

where q° is a 3(n, —1) dimensional vector describ-
ing the relative momentum of the clusters of a,
|#(c)) is the direct product of the bound cluster
wave functions, T,(q €) is the kinetic energy of rela-
tive motion of the clusters, and e(c) is the total
internal energy of the clusters. This leads to an im-
portant practical advantage. To reduce these for-
mal operator equations to integral equations one in-
serts a complete set of states between P, and T,,.
In Eq. (3.2) this complete set can be truncated to the
physically relevant states in the range of T,,, while
other equations require the full set of intermediate
states. These other equations, therefore, include ad-
ditional amplitudes that do not have a simple physi-
cal interpretation.

The approximations of Refs. 4 and 5 involve re-
placements of the form

P,—1,, (3.4)

where I1, is an approximation to P, satisfying As-
sumption (I1) of Refs. 4 and 5. In particular, I1, is
an orthogonal projection operator on 7%’y satisfying
() n,pP,=11,, (i) [,,H,]=0, and (iii) the opera-
tor

JIJ*= 310, (3.5)

has a bounded inverse on #,=#(JI1J*), the clo-
sure of the range of (JILJ*).

In practical cases II, =0 for several partitions a,
and the nonzero II, operators should include a large
enough segment of the space to include all impor-
tant real and virtual cluster states. Assumption (i)
is equivalent to requiring the range of I, to be a
subspace of #,. Assumption (ii) requires that the

energy variable is left as continuous in the approxi-
mation. Assumption (iii) is known to be satisfied if
there is a dominant projector II; such that
I1,I1; =11, for all partitions a or if II,II, is a com-
pact operator for all as£b (cf. Theorem 4.4 of Ref.
5).

If P, is the orthogonal projection of 2y onto the
subspace 7, then the formula

P, =(JIJ*)~JniJ* (3.6)

is valid (cf. Proposition 4.3 of Ref. 5). The approxi-
mate total Hamiltonian H, of the approximate
scattering system is given by

H,=P_HyP,, 3.7)

and R,(z)=(z—H,)~!. The approximate transi-
tion operators

T =T (2)
=IM,R, (2R (2)P, Vi1, s (3.8)

are the unique solution of the approximate T equa-
tions [Ref. 5, Eq. (6.4)]

Tha=Its + 3 Ko R T, (3.9)
where ‘

L=, vy, (3.10)
and

K=, viunr*—'n, . 3.11)

The operator (JIIJ*)~! appears in Eq. (3.11) be-
cause the asymptotic channel spaces are not orthog-
onal. Its presence is a major practical complication.
To eliminate it we define [cf. Ref. 5, Eq. (6.6)]

M§, =M, (z)
=I,R, " (2)(JIJ*)" 'R, ()P, VEN, . (3.12)
Then My, (z) is related to Ty (z) by
Tia(2)=T,R, " '(2) 3, R ()M (2) (3.13)
c

and satisfies the approximate M equations [Ref. 5,
Eq. (8.16)]

ME =I5+ 3 KPR M, (3.14)
where ‘
Ity =Iy’ (3.15)
and
Ki'=Kp'(2)
=M,V —8,.R.~(2)]IL, . (3.16)
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Here §,, is equal to 1 if bs~c and 0 if b =c.

For a certain class of II,’s and V§’s (cf. Sec. 14
of Ref. 4 for an example) the kernels K}’ and K>’
are connected and (at least for Imz=~0) compact.
There are other interesting choices where they are
not compact. These choices include I1,’s obtained
from P,’s by eliminating channels. They are typi-
cally characterized by the property II,=[II,],.
Even in this case the kernel is connected if all non-
vanishing Il,’s have n,=2. If, however, the kernel
of Eq. (3.9) or (3.14) is not compact, then there are
two possible approaches: (1) Approximate the I1,’s
by ﬁa ’s in such a way that the kernel becomes com-
pact; or (2) modify the equations in such a way that
the new equations have connected (and compact)
kernels.

The first alternative is equivalent to the approach
recently proposed by Chandler and Gibson.*> The
second approach is that developed in Secs. IV—VI
of this paper.

IV. CONNECTED KERNEL 7 EQUATIONS

In this section we derive a connected kernel ver-
sion of the approximate T equations [Eq. (3.9)]. In
the particular case when I, =P, for all partitions a
this gives the connected kernel version of the exact
T equations (3.2) previously announced by two of
us.!3

A distinctive feature of our method for connect-
ing these equations is that modifications of Eq. (3.9)
are minimal. In particular, for n, =2 the new con-
nected kernel is identical to K} .

Let
_ 1ifcDb
D= {0 if e b 4.1)
Then'!
= (—D"™ [ (=1) "y, —1)! if ¢ Db
b = i=1 !

0 ifcdb’
(4.2)
where 7, is the number of clusters of b in the ith
cluster of ¢. Also let

Ca = _SNHAN(I -1 . (4.3)
Definition (4.1) implies that
Acb Aca = Ac,b Ua » (4.4)

where b Ua is the partition with the most clusters

satisfying both bUa Da and b Ua Db.

Let P, , denote the orthogonal projection of %y
onto the closure of the range of ¥, A, I, (c#N).
Then P, ,P,.=P, .. Let

H.,=P. HPr, 4.5)

R.,=R.,(2)=(z—H, )", 4.6)
and

Ve"=H,—H,, . 4.7)

The combinatorial results used in this paper are
given in Appendix A.

To obtain connected kernel equations for Tj, we
begin with the resolvent equations

Pc,ﬂ-Rn-=Pc,1ch,1r+Pc,1ch,1rV;:ﬂR1r . (4.8)

We multiply Eq. (4.8) on the left by C,A,R, I,
on the right by V§II,, and sum the result over ¢
(c#N). Using I1,P, ,=II, for b Cc, Theorem A2,
and Eq. (3.8), we obtain

Tba E C'Rb 1Hb‘Rc,ﬂVg’Ha

c(Db)

+ E CcRb _IHbRc,ﬁV%ﬂRwVX’Ha
c(2b)

4.9)
Since V5™ =V%"P,., we may substitute

=JIJ*)"'I R,R, 7',
e

after 5" in Eq. (4.9) and use Eq. (3.8) to obtain

Tr =130+ 3 KR TT, . (4.10)
c
In Eq. (4.10)
Y= 3 C.R, 'R, V{1, @4.11)
c(2b)

and

K= 3 CuRy~'MRy Ve (JTI*) ',
d(Db)

(4.12)
The projection operator I, has the property
My =11, Py =11, [Py ], -

The kernel K,» is therefore connected by
Theorem A5. For n, =2 the only ¢ satisfying ¢ Db,
c¢#N, is ¢ =b. In this case Eq. (4.10) reduces to
Eq. (3.9).

Equations (4.11) and (4.12) give a very concise
representation of the driving term and kernel. Un-
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fortunately this representation involves delicate can-
cellations associated with the combinatorial coeffi-
cients C,. If Vy is a sum of only two-body forces,
then we can construct more useful representations
for the kernel and driving term of Eq. (4.10), and
exhibit a hierarchy of equations to generate these
operators. Let

Lg—_—-L:(Z,H)EAdb[Rb_land’,n.]dRO_l , (4.13)

and
VET=H, ,—Hy . (4.14)
Also let
Zn= 23 Acll, , (4.15)
e

and suppose that Z, . has closed range. It is proved
in Appendix C that

Li=B{+ 3 K{R,L:, (4.16)
e(Cc)
where
Ble'_ 2 ScdscfAcd—-lAdbAce
d,e,f.g

X Ao Dgg LERoVETR,LL ,  (4.17)

and

Ki=— 3 8,40 'AgpDgg LEROVETZ, 1.
dg

(4.18)

The sum over d in Egs. (4.17) and (4.18) may be
evaluated in essentially the same way as the sum
over ¢ was evaluated in Egs. (C6)—(C13). We omit
the details.

Equation (4.16) is a linear c-connected kernel
equation for L that uses the L{ for d Cc, d=~c, as
input. This gives a recursive scheme for evaluating
the L{ operators starting from L,‘f:IIdRO_1 and
Lg for n, =N —1 which, by Eq. (4.16), satisfies

L=MoVom +MoVoTZ, ., 'RoL ,  (4.19)

where

o V2T =N(H, P, —Hollp) . 4.20)

Equations (4.10) and (4.16) simplify considerably
if Vy is a sum of only two-body forces and
P, ,=P, for all partitions c. This last assumption
is satisfied if there is a “dominant projector” d such
that I, I1; =11, for all partitions a.

For example, if II, =P, for all partitions a then
Il is a dominant projector. In this exact theory

case P, ,=P,=1Iy for all ¢ and the operator K2

defined in Eq. (C8) of Appendix C is zero. Equa-
tion (4.10) then becomes

Tpa= S LERo VP,
d

+ 3 L{RoVEWI*)T'R,T,,. (421)
d,ny=2
e

The operator Z, , defined in Eq. (4.15) may be re-
placed by

Y, r= 28011, 4.22)
e

in this case and Iy =Y, .~ ! Y. , may be inserted into
Eq. (C19) in place of P, ,. The analog of Eq. (4.16)
is then

L;=D;+ 2 F{R.L;, (4.23)
e(Cc),es%c
where

DEE 2 ScegcfAc,e UfUg

e.f.g
ng=n, +1

XLERoVEY, .~ 'R,.L{,  (4.24)

and

LER,VEY, . '. (4.25)

Fi= 2

g(Celng=n.+1
When n, =N —1 and b =0, Eq. (4.23) becomes
L=V, +V,RoL§ , (4.26)

which is the two-body Lippmann-Schwinger equa-
tions embedded in the N-body Hilbert space. It is

"Egs. (4.21)—(4.25) which were previously an-

nounced by two of us in Ref. 13. Using the
methods of Ref. 14 we have shown that these equa-
tions possibly admit spurious solutions.

Another example which has a dominant projector
will be given in Sec. VII [cf. Egs. (7.13) and (7.14)].

V. CONNECTED KERNEL M EQUATIONS

In this section we derive a connected kernel ver-
sion of the approximate M equations [Egs.
(3.14)—(3.16)]. The first step is to express the ker-
nels K52’ of Eq. (3.16) as

KD =K+ (KD (5.1)

In the notation of Secs. I and IV we find that
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(KpNa =BT, [ V§—5p R,
Using (5.1) rewrite Eq. (3.14) as
2(6,,;( K§2)aR 1, ML,

—I]HcAdc . (5.2)

=I5+ 3 (K 'R MG, . -
‘ (5.3)

A connected kernel equation for M{, is obtained if
we formally invert the left side of (5.3), multiply by
C;, and sum on d. The result is

My, =I5+ EK,,;"R Mz, (5.4)

where

L= Cyl8p +(Up g 113, (5.5)
c,d

and

K= ECd[Sbe (Upe)al(Kee')* . (5.6)

The operators (Uy, )y =(Up.)4(2) satisfy
(Upe)a=(KpaR,

+ 3 (K5 VaR (U )y - (5.7)

The theorems of the Appendix guarantee that
(5.4) has a connected kernel, although (5.7) does not.
This is because (Up, )4 has no fully connected terms
in its cluster expansion. For this operator it is suf-
ficient to construct a d-connected kernel equation
because the nonessential degrees of freedom associ-
ated with the relative motion of the clusters harm-
lessly factor out. What remains is a connected ker-
nel equation on a smaller space with the nonessen-
tial degrees of freedom appearing as parameters.
Solutions for different values of the parameters are
related by known unitary transformations.

To construct a d-connected kernel equation we
utilize the following relation between the various
operators (Up, )4

(Upg)a= Etswwbc) IES)aRe+ 3 [8pe +(Upe ) IKPVGR{(Upa)g - (5.8)

of

The derivation of this equation follows closely the derivation of (5.4) if we note that for e Cd

(Ke)a=(K3e + (K2 -

To obtain the desired equation multiply Eq. (5.8) by —8zAg

(Up)a=— 3, 8aeBge ™ '[8pc +

c,e

where we have used Theorem A3. The kernel of
this equation is d connected by Theorem A6. The
restriction 54 A4 ~! requires e Cd and es4d, so the
(Up. ). appearing in the kernel and driving term of
Eq. (5.10) correspond to e’s that are strict refine-
ments of d. Thus this equation can be used to re-
cursively construct (U, )y on decreasing numbers of
clusters of d beginning with n;=N —1 for which
(U ba )d =0

Equation (5.4) and the hierarchy (5.10) are the
fundamental connected kernel equations of this sec-
tion. Since these equations are derived from the ap-
proximate Chandler-Gibson M equations, the solu-
tions should have the same physical content. As
with the connected T equations, spurious solutions

of these equations cannot be ruled out.'*

!and sum over e. This gives

(Upe)eIKa)aRa — 3, 8geBge ™' [8pe +(Upe ) KGR (Upa)g (5.10)
cef

[
V1. EQUATIONS FOR IDENTICAL PARTICLES

When some particles are identical, their inter-
change is a symmetry of the system that should be
incorporated into the basic dynamical equations.
This is done in this section for the equations
developed in Secs. III—V, at least to the extent re-
quired by the example of the next section. We fol-
low the strategy of Bencze and Redish.’

The permutations p of identical particles form a
finite group #y. For simplicity of notation the un-
itary operators associated with the permutations are
also denoted by p. Operators

P=fpp , (6.1)

where f, = —1 if p involves an odd number of fer-
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mion permutations and +1 otherwise, are defined.
The Young symmetrizer of .#y is given by

Yv=|sy1"' S B, (6.2)

PES N

where | .y | is the order of % y.

For any partition a there is a subgroup .*, of
permutations that leave the partition invariant. The
corresponding Young symmetrizer is given by

Elyal_l zﬁ, (6.3)
PES,

where | .7, | is the order of .%,.

Since interchange of identical particles, even if
the partition is changed, does not change any physi-
cal properties of the system, quantities labeled by a
and a’, with @’ =pa for some p €.y, are physically
equivalent. It is therefore useful to divide the set #
by partitions into equivalence classes

[al={a'€Z |a’=pa for some pE Ly} . (6.4)
The number N, of elements of [a] is given by

Na=|yN||‘ya|_l' (6.5)
These equivalence classes are to be treated as the
physical entities. To facilitate this a canonical
member a’ is designated for each equivalence class
[a].

The various operators appearing in the dynamical
equations of the previous sections are labeled by
partitions. For example, the projection operators
I1, are labeled by one partition index. We assume
that they are chosen to have the property

Pl =1,.p, (6.6)

where p is any member of .¥ 5. Another example is
provided by the transition operators Tp, and My,
which are labeled by two partition indices. They
also have the property

ﬁTba bpap ’ 6.7)
p\Ml:l =Mpb,pap ’ (6.8)

where p is any member of .¥ 5. Operators with the
properties of Egs. (6.6)—(6.8) are called “label
transforming” by Bencze and Redish.’

Because the operators Tp, and Mj, are label
transforming, their correctly symmetrized forms

areg

bo,,a—(N N3 Y,
bE[b]
a€la’]

"pb”b Tb“paa" a®

_ (6.9)
and

boa N(,N )—1/2 2
bE[b?]
a€la’]

GPOMI;raﬁ DYG'
b aa® " a

(6.10)

In Egs. (6.9) and (6.10) the operators Pb"b and paa,,

denote the operators p associated with the permuta-
tions that change b into b° and a? into a, respective-
ly.

The dynamical equations that the operators Tj,
and My, satisfy are of the general form studied by
Bencze and Redish.’ Both the inhomogeneous
terms and the kernel operators are label transform-
ing. It follows that the symmetrized forms of the
basic dynamical equations have the following form:

AT 7)) ) S
Tyoo=1I Jorot 2 Kyo.oR 0T 00 (6.11)
cO
for j =1,2; and
Mr, =T + EK(” (6.12)
b0 o~ 0 o .
for j =3,4. The operators f;{,) , are given by’
e PN
D o=(NWo/N)'* 3 1o BeY,es (6.13)

a€la’)

where the I("’ are defined in Eqs (3.10), (3.15),
(4.11), and (5 5) The operators K, , are given by’

bO o
(J) 172 () A
RO =Ny /N )" 3 KD Bo¥,0r (6.14)

a€la?
where K} are defined in Egs. (3.11), (3.16), (4.12),
and (5. 6)
The machinery developed by Bencze and Redish’
can be used to obtain simpler expressions for I b},) o
f},%)’o, K(l)o, and K;?,)o than those of Egs. (6.13) and

b%

(6.14). The appropriate formulas are the following:

N 3 _ 172 °
Lyoro=1Iy00=(Ny N o) “II Yy Vi T, , (6.15)
Ky o=(N, N )2, VR (JI*) 7YV, , (6.16)
and
g® 172 -1
b"a"—n (ab"a" a® (Nb"Na") Yy )Hn"Ra"
+Ib"a" . (6.17)
In Eq. (6.16) the operator JIIJ* can be replaced by
YNJIT* Yy =Yy >, NI .Yy . (6.18)
ca
. N2 4 o2
Similarly, the operators / b0go 1 50a® and K ,, o, asso-

ciated with the connected kernel equatlons can be
simplified. The appropriate formulas are the fol-
lowing:
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Loe=(NWN, )" 3 CbgLiRoYNVE T, , (6.19)
c(Db9)
d
B8 = (NN )12 S Cal 8,0, + (U, )a M Yy VETL, (6.20)
c,d
and
K2 o=(N, N )2 3 CAyLLRoVETJTI*) T YNIL, . (6.21)
c(2b9)
d

Th W
e operator K, ,

erally useful representation that is simpler than the
basic definition (6.14).

Equations (6.11) and (6.12) involve only correctly
symmetrized quantities and treat equivalence
classes (via canonical partitions) as single entities.
It would therefore appear that they represent a
complete solution to the problem of incorporating
the symmetry under interchange of identical parti-
cles. This is the case for the unconnected equations
G=13).

It is not the case for the connected equations
(j=2,4). There are also the subsidiary equations
for the operators Lg and (U, )a- Unfortunately, the
symmetry group of these operators is .4, leading
to a complicated situation when different partitions
d appear in the same equation. For this reason we
have not pursued the symmetrization of the subsidi-
ary equations and have left it as a problem for fu-
ture research. Fortunately, for some systems the
symmetrization of the subsidiary equations is not
necessary. An example of such a system is dis-
cussed in the next section.

does not seem to have any gen-

VII. EXAMPLE: ALPHA-DEUTERON
SCATTERING

In this section we exhibit the four forms of the
approximate CG equations in the context of alpha-
deuteron scattering. We first give the connected
and unconnected T equations [Egs. (3.9)—(3.11) and
(4.10)—(4.12)] for a simple model of the process. In
this model only the elastic and the deuteron-
breakup channels are included, and exchange effects
arising from the Pauli principle are ignored. We
then write out the connected and unconnected M
equations [Eqgs. (3.14)—(3.16) and (5.4) —(5.6)] for a
more complicated model of the process. This more
complicated model includes the *H-*He channel in
addition to those channels of the simple model. Ex-

change effects are also included. For simplicity we
neglect the electromagnetic interaction and the nu-
cleon spin. A comparison of the two models of
alpha-deuteron scattering and the four forms of the
equations will be given in Sec. VIIIL

We introduce the following notation. We label
the nucleons by integers and the various partitions
as follows:

d=(12)(3456), N=(123456),

1=(1)(23456), t=(123)(456),

2=(2)(13456), O=(1)(2)(3)(4)(5)6), o
a=(1)(2)(3456) .
The Jacobi momenta and reduced masses are

Ba=75(K -k,
adz%(ZE(3456)_4E1_4E2) ,
Bi=3(4k,—K(usq) )
E1’I=%(5E1—E2—E(3456>) ) (7.2)
Po=5(K(us)—4Ky) ,
Gr=¢(5K,—K;—Kase)) »
at=%(E<123)—E(456)) )
.Ud=‘;‘m, ,u1=p2=%m, y,:%m )

(7.3)

4 5
Ma:;m, M]=M2=Z"l N

where m is the mass of a single nucleon and E,, is
the total momentum of the cluster a. We let e(a),
€(d), and €(t) denote the alpha, deuteron, and triton
binding energies measured from the breakup thresh-
old. The corresponding bound state vectors are
|#(a)), |#(d)), and | #(t)), respectively. The vec-
tors | #(a)qaBa), | d(a)p(d)qy), and
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| ¢()p(¢')q, ) are normalized as

(¢(@)qyPg | $(@)qyPa) =8(qy—qy)8(Bs—Ba)

(d(a)p(d)dy | d()d(d)Ty) =8(Gy—7L) ,
(p()p(1')q, | p(D$(2')q; Y =8(d, —q;) ,

(7.4)

where ¢(¢) and ¢(z’) represent the three particle bound states consisting of particles (123) and (456), respective-

ly. In what follows we will also need the operators
M= [ |$(@)qyBa)ddud Bald@)daBal ,
= [ | $()$(d)G)dTa{d@)d(d)d,]|
M= [ |$(06(¢)q, )dq, ((D)(t)G, |

R.II _f | ¢(@)qqPBa)ddsdBa(P(a)dyBy |
e z2—q4°/2My—py*/2uq +€(a)
| $(@)p(d)Gy Yd G {d(a)p(d)Ty |
Rylly= [ .
z—qq"/2M; +€(a)+€(d)

RL= [ [6()¢(2')q,)dq, ($p()d(2')q, |
e z2—q,%/2M, +2¢(t)

b

b

VN= Z I/U s
i<j
Vd:V12+Va s

Vi=Va+Vu+Vis+Vi+V,,
Vo=Vis+Viu+Vis+Vig+Va,

Va=Viu+Vis+Vie+Vis+Vis+Vss
Vi=Via+Vis+Va+Vas+Vas+Vse
Vi=Vn—Va,

Vy'=Vy—Vi,

VN'=Vy—V2,

Vi—Vy—V,.

Our simple model of alpha-deuteron scattering is
characterized by

T, =8,,0T,+8,411, . (7.8)

In this approximation JIIJ*=II,+II;, and
(JIIJ*)~'P, and P, can be computed in the closed
forms

(JII*)~ P, =1,— 51, , (7.9
P,=II,. (7.10)

We assume that the initial change is fixed at d.
The approximate T equations (3.9)—(3.11) in this

(7.5)

(7.6)

(7.7)

]
model are

T =T Vi, + 1, Ve

X (Mg— 3T Ry TG + R I, TT,)
Taa=T Vil + 11,V

X (Mg— 5T (RGN T + R, T7,) , (7.11)

The connected form of the approximate T equa-
tions are Eqs. (4.10)—(4.12). If we use the notation

T7=73(z)=L%RoR, ! (7.12)

for a =d, 1, or 2, these equations are
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T =T, Vi, + Vil (T, — 5Ty RNy T + R, Toy)

T =T VeI, + (15 + 1T+ 7R I VEI,

+(FIR I VE +7TR I V3 4+ 7TR LI,V ),

Although the L, and hence 7], can be computed
from Eqs. (4.16)—(4.18), in this special case 7; are
the solutions of the Lippman-Schwinger-type equa-
tions

=T Vel + T VTR 77, (7.14)

a=d, 1, or 2. It is clear that the kernel of Eq.
(7.13) is connected, and the kernel of Eq. (7.14) is a
connected.

There is no advantage to using the M equations
when (JIIJ*)~'P, can be computed exactly as in
this model. Therefore we do not write them down.

Next we consider a more realistic model of this
system. This model includes the effects of exchang-
ing one or both nucleons from the deuteron with the
nucleons in the alpha particle. It also includes the
SH->He channel. In this case the nonvanishing I1,’s
are Iy, I1,, I1,, and all I1,’s related to these by ex-
change of identical particles. To make a rigorous
connection with an approximate time dependent
theory one must show that the JIIJ* associated
with this approximation has closed range. Al-
though this has not been proved for this example,
we will assume that the range is closed.

In this model (JTIJ*)~!P,. does not have a simple
closed form. Therefore the T equations which re-

(7.13)
(Mg— + Ty ) (R I T oy + R, TE) .

[
scripts 0.) We only consider the case where the in-

coming state is in the d channel.
In this model the operators I,,a and K, RSP of the
unconnected M equations (6.12) are
I =N, Yy VR,
T =(N N, Yy Ve, ,
A“’—(N Nd)l/zﬂ YNVNHd ,
K3 =N, Yy (Vi —R;~ DIy +Y4R; ™'y,
R =(NgN) 1, Yy (VE—R,~ D11, ,
=(NyN)V T, Yy (Vy —R,~ DL, ,
K =(N NV, Yy(VE—R;~I, , (7.15)
Koo =N, Yy(V§—R, ™I, + Y R, "M, ,
K =(N N)V1,Yy(VE—R,~ DI, ,
K =(N,N)V11, Yy(VE—Ry;~N11,
K® =(N,N )L, Yy(VE—R,~NI,,
K®=N,LYy(Vi—R,~HI, +Y,R,~'1I, .

The numerical factors are easily computed to be

quire this inverse will not be written down. Instead, N;=N,=6,

we formulate this model with both the unconnected

and connected forms of the M equations. The sym- Ny=N,=15, (7.16)
metrized form of these equations is Egs. (6.12) N,=10.

—(6.14) with j=3 and 4, respectively. The result-
ing ‘equations have the three coupled canonical
channels d, a, and t. (We dispense with the super-

I =Nyl Iy +(Ugg)g +(Uga)d 1 Yy VETL,

The operators I,,,, and K of the connected M

equations (6.12) are

Afz‘ti)—(N Nd)l/zna[IN+(Uaa)d+(U )1+(Uaa)2+(Uad)d]YNVNHd ’

o =(N,N)V11, Yy VEL, ,

K3 =Tyl Iy +(Usg)g+(Usg)a A VE + S BwbuaYaRy Y1, ,

a€[d]

Kid =(Ng/N) Ty Iy +(Usg)g +Ua)a IV + S Baabaa¥aRn ™Yol ,

a€la]
R =(NaN)V [ Iy +(Ugg)g +(Uge) ) Yy VI, — YyR, 7', , (7.17)
Ko =(No/Ng) " Uo{ Iy +(Uao)a +(Ue)a IV~ 3 BaaboaYaRn ']

a€[d]

—Na[(Uaa)l‘*'(Uaa)Z]YNRN—l}ded s
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k\iz“(.z):na{[(Uaa)d"*'(Uad)d]( Vllé— 2 SamﬁaaYaRN_l)

a€la]

+(Uaa)l(VN1 E Alaﬁaa_ 2 KlaﬁaquazRN—l)

a€la] a€la]

+( Uaa)Z( VN2 2 AZaﬁaa_ 2 K2(11/’\aaYaRN__l)} YaHa ’

a€la] a€lal

Ko = —(NaN) M Iy +(Uga)a 4+ (Uga )+ (Ung o+ (Uga)a 1 YRy 11,

Kif'=—(N,N)'IL Yy Ry~ 'y,
Kig' = —(N,No)" 1, YyRy 11,

Kt<t4)=Ht(_ 2 5au’/’\ath—lYt‘f‘NtYNVItV)Hz .
a €[]

The operators (U, ), =(Uy ) (z) which are needed
as input to Egs. (7.17) are the solutions of Egs. (5.7).
For this particular model these equations are

(Uga)1 =TI VIR I+ T VIR o1y Ugg)y
(Uga)y=ToVIR Mg+ TgVIR My Usg)s
(Ung)a=To[(Iy —TIg) VIR o + T, ]T1,

FT [y —TI) VIR o+ Ty M y(Ugg)a -
(7.18)

The remaining nonvanishing (U,,); operators can
be computed from the operator (U, )y by quadra-
ture

(Uagla=—T[Iy +(Ugg)allly ,

(Uga)a=Nag(VGR o —IN)NIy +(Uga)g ]y ,

(Uaa)a=—Ma(ViR o —IN) Iy +(Uya)g 1,
(7.19)

To obtain transition operators with the appropri-
ate symmetry we use a symmetrized form of Eq.
(3.13)

Tge=T1,R, "' Yy N}
X(Ng”RglzMj, +N YR 1,M7,
+NV2RIL,ME) .
(7.20)

VIII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have considered the new dynam-
ical equation [Eq. (3.2)] for N-body scattering that
has recently been proposed by Chandler and Gib-
son.® More precisely, we have studied approximate

[

versions [Egs. (3.9)—(3.11) and (3.14)—(3.16)] of
this equation. As the kernel of these equations may
be noncompact so that standard numerical technol-
ogy may be inapplicable, we have derived connected
kernel versions [Eqs. (4.10)—(4.12) and (5.4) —(5.6)]
of these equations. These connected kernel equa-
tions preserve most of the important features of the
original equations (cf. Refs. 4—6), but the kernels
are more complicated and the possibility of spuri-
ous solutions is raised [cf. the remark following Eq.
(4.26)]. The advantage of the connected kernel
equations is that standard compact kernel methods
can be used. We then went on to write down (in
Sec. VI) the properly symmetrized form of the
equations, both connected and unconnected, for sys-
tems containing identical particles.

Finally, in order to compare the connected and
the unconnected equations in a more concrete con-
text, we have formulated two models of alpha-
deuteron scattering in Sec. VII. Each model corre-
sponds to an approximate time-dependent system
governed by the Hamiltonian H, defined in Eq.
(3.7). The projection operator P, is determined by
specifying the nonzero projection operators II,.
These projection operators and the potentials given
in Eq. (7.7) therefore specify the dynamical content
of the model.

The first, and simpler, model of Sec. VII includes
only the d-a and n-p-a channels. Exchange effects
and the *H->He channel are ignored. This model is
one of the few in which (JIIJ*)~! has a simple
closed form [cf. Eq. (7.9)]. Consequently, there is
no advantage in using the M equations and we have
exhibited only the T equations, unconnected [Egs.
(7.11)] and connected [Egs. (7.13)].

The input to Egs. (7.11) involves only the alpha
and deuteron bound state wave functions (i.e., II,
and II;) and the nucleon-nucleon interactions (i.e.,
Vs and V&). This input involves exactly the quan-
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tities of interest in direct interaction theories. The
solution method of Chandler and Gibson** for un-
connected equations requires the additional approxi-
mation of the operator I1, by an operator II, which
will give a compact kernel of the resulting Eq.
(7.11). The solution of these equations is approx-
imate transition operators T‘Zi, a=a and d.
Chandler and Gibson have proved theoretically®
that this can be done in such a way that the Ty
operators converge to the Ty operators both on and
off shell as the II, operators converge to the II,
operators. The practicality of this method has yet
to be established, however.

On the other hand, Eqgs. (7.13) require as addi-
tional input the (unphysical) matrix elements of the
off-shell subsystem transition operators 75(z) which
are the solutions of the three Eqs. (7.14). In prac-
tice one calculates only approximations 7, to these

operators which are then put into the kernel of Egs.

(7.13) to calculate approximations T,y to thie opera-

tors T,y. Although we are unaware of any rigorous
proofs, experience with equations of the Faddeev-
type suggests that the T(L converge to the Ty as
the 7; converge to the 75.

The second model in Sec. VII is more sophisticat-
ed in that exchange effects and the *H-*He channel
are included. The exchange terms are an important
ingredient of phenomenological models that is not
included in the first model. The *H-He channel is
believed to be important because of certain resonat-
ing group calculations.

In this second model the operator (JIIJ*)~! does
not have a simple closed form, considerably compli-
cating the T equations. We have therefore con-
sidered only the unconnected [Egs. (6.12) and (7.15)]
and connected [Egs. (6.12) and (7.17)] M equations
for this model. A close inspection of the operators
of either Egs. (7.15) or (7.17) shows that the equa-
tions of this more realistic model are not substan-
tially more complicated than the corresponding
equations for the simpler model. The primary com-
plications involve the intricate coordinate transfor-
mations associated with the symmetrizers Y,, and
the presence of the additional *H-*He channel with
its resulting increase in the number of kernel opera-
tors Ky from four to nine.

The input to the unconnected kernel equations
[Egs. (6.12) and (7.15)] are the operators I, and the
potentials Vy, a =d, a, and t. The kernel is not
connected and does not become so upon iteration.
The solution strategy®®> therefore requires an initial
approximation ﬁa to IT, which will connect these
kernels.

The connected kernel equations [Egs. (6.12) and

(7.17)] require as additional input the set of six off-
shell operators (U, ).(z) which are to be obtained
(approximately) from Egs. (7.18) and (7.19).

In both models, therefore, the input of the con-
nected kernel equations is considerably more com-
plicated than that of the unconnected kernel equa-
tions. In addition, the structure of the kernel itself
is more complicated. The advantage of these equa-
tions is that they can be solved by well-established
techniques. If future work shows that the initial
approximations ﬁ,, of II, can be made in a compu-
tationally practical way, then the simpler structure
of the unconnected CG equations may well shift the
advantage to them.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we give some of the main com-
binatorial results used in this paper.

Theorem Al.
2 Aac—lAcb: 2 AacAcb_lzsab . (A1)
ce»’ cEL'

Proof. The result follows directly from Egs. (4.1)
and (4.2).

Theorem A2.
(@)Y C,=1, (A2)
(b) 2 Ca:ECaAab :SNb . (A3)
a(2b) a

Proof. Equation (A3) follows from Eq. (A1) and
Eq. (4.3). Equation (A2) is obtained from Eq. (A3)
by taking b=0.

Theorem A3.
— X Bl ' =840 - (A4)
ber'
Proof.
— 3 Bl = 3 (8ap— 1Ak Ay
ber' ber'

=1—-8,0=0,0 . (AS)
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Theorem A4. The operator
> C,(4),(B)*
a

is connected.
Proof. This is Theorem 7 of Ref. 10.
Theorem AS. The operator

2 Ca [D]b(A )a(B)a
a(2b)

is connected.
Proof. Since

C=— 3 Dp 'ApAu(1—Ay[A][Bly
bedes

= E Aad(Sa,c ud _5ac )[A ]c [B]d

cdeE?

E Aaa'(aa,cud-Sac)[[A]c[B]d]a ) (A7)

cdEP’

and the last expression in (A7) is a connected.

- APPENDIX B

In this appendix we derive equation (3.2). Equa-

([D15(4)s)a=A80[D]5(4), , (A6) tions (2.8) and (2.11) imply that
the result follows from Theorem A4. Tya(2) =Py V&P, + P, VERy(2)VEP, . (B1)
Theorem A6. The operator
- . b We insert
=— 3 BdupAn " (4)(B);
b I= [2 P, ]—1 > PyR4(z)P;R; 7 \(2) (B2)
is @ connected. . ¢ d
Proof. between VY and R ~(2z) in Eq. (B1) to obtain
1
Tyo(2)=P, VP, +P,V} [ S P, ] 1S PyR,(2)(P4R;~(2)Ry(2)VEP,) . (B3)
c d

Equation (3.2) now follows immediately by substi-
tuting Egs. (2.11) and (3.1) into Eq. (B3).

APPENDIX C
In this appendix we derive Egs. (4.16)—(4.18).
Since for bCd Ce,
IR, 7= Ry - +11,Ry
X(HC,W—Hd,ﬂ’)RL‘,ﬂ'PC,Tr (CD

and H.,—H,, has connectivity outside of d, we
reach the conclusion that

[Ry ™ 'M,Ry-la=[Ry TR, ;1a -
Using Egs. (2.3) and (4.13) we may then write
Ry"'MRe,= 3[Ry MR, .1y

(bC)d(Cc)

=3 L{R, . (C2)
d(Cc)

Substituting Eq. (C2) into Egs. (4.11) and (4.12)
gives

IY = 2 CAch,,ROVN (C3)

and

= 3 C.A4L{RoVE™(JTLI*)—'T,
c(%)b)

(C4)

Using Theorem A2 we may evaluate the sum over ¢
in Eq. (C3) to obtain

Y= S L{RoVENL, . (C5)
d
The operator K2’ in Eq. (C4) may be written as

K(Z) l 2) sza , . (C6)

where

Kid'=S C.AqALERVE(JTIT*) L,

c,d
(C7)
and
=3 CeAaBes LiRoH,
c,d
X(P,—P, )(JIIJ*)~'1I, . (C8)
Using the cluster expansions
Vi=30=A)Vyl. , (C9)

e
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chzAcf[HN]f » (C10)
f
and
Pr—P,,= 3 (1—A,)[P,], (C11)
4

we may evaluate the sum over ¢ in Egs. (C7) and
(C8). In particular, using Eq. (4.4) and Theorem
A2, we obtain

K5 =3 8n.aueLERo[Vy1.(JTIJ*) ",
d,e

(C12)

and

(2) <
Kpa' = 3, Sn.aUfugdNduf
df.g

XL§Ro[Hy [P, 1,(JTIIH ', .

(C13)

If Vy is a sum of only two-body forces then
[V~1.40 only for n,=N—1. The condition
dUe=N in Eq. (C12) then requires nyj=2. Thus
for two-body forces Eq. (C12) may be further sim-
plified to

K= 3 Li{RoVEUII* ™', . (Cl4)
d,ng=2

Now

H4Ry =Ryl +Ry14(Py HiPy ,—Hy)

XRd,ﬂ‘Pd,ﬂ
=Ryl . (C15)

The operators Lg thus are given by
LY=TI4R," . (C16)

The remaining operators L,;i, b=£d, can be con-
structed recursively on the number of clusters of d
decreasing from ny;=N —1. To obtain these recur-
sive equations we begin with the resolvent equations

Py Ren=PyRyr+Py-Ry VIR, (C17)

where d Cc, ¢#N, and Vg’,f is defined by Eq. (4.14).
We multiply Eq. (C17) on the left by

—84Aci "' AgpRy ', ,

on the right by Rp~!, and sum the result over
d, bCd Dc. By Theorem A3 this gives for bs~c

Rb‘II‘IbRc,ﬂ‘RO—-l
=— 2% 8l 'Ry 'MyRy R,
d(2b)
— 3 8l 'Ry TR,
d(2b)
XVETR R . (C18)
Since

Ry 'Ry =Ry MRy 1)g

the second term on the right side of Eq. (C18) is ¢
connected by Theorem A6. Because the first term
on the right side of Eq. (C18) has no ¢ connected
pieces for b Cd Cc, ds~c, it necessarily cancels the
terms on the left side of Eq. (C18) with connectivi-
ties d Cc, ds%~c. What remains is

Li=— 3 8uqhea™ 'Ry TRy VETR R0 ™" .

d(2b)

(C19)

We assume that Z, defined in Eq. (4.15) has
closed range. Then [cf. Eq. (3.6)]

Pc,fr:Zc,n-_IZc,fr . (C20)
Since Vg’,}': Vc'f’,chy,,, we may write Eq. (C19) as
Li=— 3 8cqdea™ 'Ry 'MyRy VT

d(2b)
e(Cc)

XZL‘,‘IT_ lReRe—lneRc,rRO—‘l .
(c21)

Now we substitute the cluster expansion (C2) into
Eq. (C21) to obtain Egs. (4.16) —(4.18).
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