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Contributions of two-gluon exchange diagrams to the NN spin-orbit interaction
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Contributions of the two-gluon exchange diagrams to the nucleon-nucleon spin-orbit interaction
are investigated via the Glauber approximation, and comparisons are made with the gluon-quark ex-
change diagrams calculated in the resonating group method. Numerical results at Ej, =800 MeV
show that contributions from these diagrams are relatively small as compared to those from the
resonating group calculations when the oscillator parameter A of the three-quark cluster and the in-
teraction range a are fitted from the nucleon radius rn at 0.83 and 0.59 fm. A non-negligible contri-
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bution for A and a at rn=0.42 fm. Possible reasons are briefly discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The understanding of the nucleon-nucleon (NN) in-
teraction has for a very long time been a fundamental
problem in nuclear physics. Although the characteristics
of NN medium- and long-range interactions can be well
described by meson exchange potentials, the short-range
part of the interaction is still not well understood. Unfor-
tunately, many important aspects of physics originate
from the short-range behavior of the NN force.

Because nucleons are made up of quarks, it is quite nat-
ural to expect that quarks may play an important role in
the short-range NN interaction. Extensive investigations
have been made of the NN short-range repulsion and the
spin-orbit interaction through quark models. The spin-
orbit interaction, particularly through its spin dependence,
may enable us to extract some valuable information on
the NN short-range force.
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FIG. 1. (a) The direct one-gluon exchange diagram, which
gives no contribution. (b),(c) The gluon-quark exchange dia-
grams considered in the RGM.

Much theoretical effort'"? has been devoted to studying
the NN spin-orbit force via quark models. Most of these
studies used the nonrelativistic resonating group method?
(RGM) as their framework. In these calculations, the nu-
cleon is treated as a three-quark color singlet cluster, with
the quarks in the lowest (1s)3 state. The wave function of
the NN system is antisymmetrized in such a way that
quarks are allowed to interchange between different clus-
ters. Because the nucleon is a color singlet, the direct
one-gluon exchange interaction [Fig. 1(a)] vanishes.
Hence the lowest-order diagrams calculated in the RGM
are those of quark-gluon exchanges, as shown in Figs. 1(b)
and 1(c). Although the elementary quark-quark spin-orbit
force is not isospin dependent, the NN interactions de-
rived from the exchange of quarks are isospin dependent.

However, the question arises whether the diagrams cal-
culated in the RGM are really the lowest order ones. At
first, it is not clear whether the two-gluon exchange dia-
grams, as shown in Fig. 2, can be ignored when compared
to those calculated in the RGM. It is thus desirable to in-
vestigate the importance of the two-gluon exchange dia-
grams. This is the purpose of this paper.

The framework used in this work is the Glauber ap-
proximation,* which has been used successfully to explain
medium and high energy nucleus-nucleus scattering prob-
lems. For the sake of convenience, the form and parame-
ters used for the quark-quark spin-orbit potential are ex-
actly the same as those in Ref. 2, where the #-matrix ele-
ments of the NN spin-orbit interaction were calculated via

(a) (b}

FIG. 2. (a),(b) Two-gluon exchange diagrams.
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the Born approximation. Comparisons are to be made in
the region where the Glauber approximation is applicable.
Formulas to estimate the contributions of two-gluon ex-
change diagrams to the NN spin-orbit t-matrix elements
will be derived in Sec. II. Except for the use of Glauber
theory, no further approximations will be made in the
derivations. Numerical results, with comparisons to those
calculated in the RGM,? will be presented in Sec. III for
three different nucleon size parameters. Finally, a brief
discussion about the results will be given in Sec. IV.
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where primes indicate that the summations never run over
the same (i,,j,) pair repeatedly, and ky and q are, respec-
tively, the incident nucleon’s momentum and the momen-
tum transfer in the NN center of mass system, b the im-
pact parameter, and S, the transverse component of the
quark’s position vector. The quark-quark scattering
profile function, T, is related to the quark-quark scatter-
ing amplitude as

Cim(b)= [ d*qe9%F,,(q) (2.3)

2mik

k being the quark’s relative momentum. The nucleon’s
wave function y; is composed of three parts, namely

; =¢r (spatial )¢, (spin-isospin)@. (color) , (2.4)

with the spatial part being

"}L‘[(rl—fz)zﬁ-(fz—rs)z

dr =(3A2/7*)3 * exp (—— 2

+(r3—r1)2]l ,

where A can be determined from nucleon’s radius.
Through the transformation of

f(n)(q)z debeiqbf(n)(b
Eq. (2.1) then yields
lkN

F —_——
nN(g)= .

(2.6)

9
-3 ") |, 2.7

n=1

where the second-order term, f'*(g), which contains two
different kinds of two-gluon exchange diagrams, as shown
in Fig. 2, is the main interest of the present work. After
some manipulations, interaction amplitudes for these dia-
grams can be expressed as

Fi4(q)) Fis5(qp)
1= 18 e P8 P2}
X 8(q—q1—aq)[g2(g1,92)1* » (2.8)
Fi4(q1) Fys(
(22)(q)=—18g1(q)fd2q1d2q< 14kt11 15k¢]z >}k
X 8(q—q1—q2)82(91,92) , 2.9)

II. TWO-GLUON EXCHANGE NN SPIN-ORBIT
INTERACTION IN THE GLAUBER APPROXIMATION

In terms of quark-quark interactions, the NN scattering
amplitude in the Glauber approximation* is given by

14 9
Frn(g)= =X [t~ 3 fe) 2.1)
n=1
with
T, ; (b—S; +8; ) .¢[(123)¢j(456)> , (2.2)

|
with the expectation values being taken over the color and
the spin-isospin spaces, and f{*q representing the sum of
interactions similar to the diagram shown in Fig. 2(a),

while f3 2)(q) represents that of those similar to the dia-
gram in Flg 2(b). Of course,

[P =P +fPq (2.10)
The form factors g,(¢) and g,(q;,q,) in Egs. (2.8) and
(2.9) are defined as
8m(qL, . .., qm)= feXP — S iqrrn | | dr({ri})]|?

r+ry+r 3
X8 —‘——;—3] 14 @1n
j=1

for m <3. Use of the wave function of Eq. (2.5) therefore
leads to

g1(q)=exp(—g?/18A) ,
(2.12)

82(q1,q2)=exp[ — (g —q1-q2+¢3)/181] .

In order to keep the calculations simple, let us switch off
all the other potentials and keep only the spin-orbit one.
The quark-quark spin-orbit potential, as used in Ref. 2, is
of the form

Umn—}\' }"nf Ymn (rmn Xpmn) (sm +S,,) ’ (2.13)

where A is the eight-component color SU(3) generator,
and the radial part f(r), for the sake of simplicity and to
enable it to be treated analytically, is chosen to be a
Gaussian form of

flr)=VoeF" (2.14)

u being determined from the mean square radius of in-
teraction and ¥V, from the spin-orbit splittings of p-wave
mesons, and chosen to be?

p=1.51,
(2.15)
Vo= —17.25[141/(0.72 fm'z)]l5 MeV .
To work out f1?'(g) and f?*(¢g) in Egs. (2.8) and (2.9),

we first transform v%3 into q space via the eikonal approx-
imation, and obtain
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k ia-b lVO T —ub? 2
Frnl@)=5 J e lexp 7 u| KPR AnbX K- (Sp +8,) | —1 td?b . (2.16)
Inserting this together with Eq. (2.12) into Eq. (2.8), and performing g; integrations, one obtains
FPg)= 227: exp(—q2/361) fdzbldzbzexp[—-3)»(b1—b2)2/4]exp i2‘1~(b,+bz) E45(by,by) , 2.17)
with
E45(b1,by)= ( [exp[se ““bzll'l.d.)] Xk-(s] +S4)]— 1 } {exp[se —"‘bzkz'A@bsz'(Sz-f-Ss)]— 1] )A,a (2.18)
f
and S dimnime =38nc (2.25)
iv, hm
s=———f£)0—(7r/u)'/2 . (2.19)  and
E455(by,by) can be expanded further in a power series, > dumnAn =0, (2.26)
m,n
© © Sm +n
Ejqs(by,by)= 3 3 ——Ciss(m,n) which further give
&, min!
_ 2 2 (A;*A)"=Cp, +d,Ai*A; , (2.27)
X S1a2s(m,n;by,byle IO o T ’
with
(2.20)
i C,= '3‘2'dn -1
with " 39 (2.28)
S1a25(m,n;b1,by)= ([b] X k(s +S4)]m dy =Tzd" —2_%‘1’! -1 forn>2.
X [baxk:(s3+585)1") (2.21) Apparently, Co=1,dp=0 and C;=0,d;=1.
With the help of Egs. (2.27) and (2.28), as well as the
and nucleon’s color singlet property, Eq. (2.22) then becomes
C1425(m,n)=((M~M)"’(}~2-l5)">l . (2.22) 51mp]y

Before evaluating Ci4s, let us examine the eight-
component color operator A. Taking the usual matrix
representation,’ the components of A obey the following
well-known relationship when operating on the same par-
ticle j:

}\jl)\'jm :%Slm =+ 2 (dimn + f tmn )}\'jn s (2.23)

where the structure constants dj,, and f}., are, respec-
tively, symmetric and antisymmetric under interchange of
any pair of indices. Using the explicit magnitudes of dj,,
and fj.,, one can deduce the following useful identities:

2f1mnf1mt=36nt ] (2.24)
ILm
J
U m! n! k
Stazs(m, b1, ba) = EO ,§0 Jlm — I n =Dt |2

m+n

C1425(mrn)=cmcn +dmdn<A-l'}‘-4A'2'A-5>k ) (2-29)

where the color matrix element can readily be worked out
for two color-singlet clusters, and reads

(Ap-Agda-As) =% . (2.30)
Also, in the case of ¥ (g), one obtains
(ApAgdi-As)=—1 . (2.31)

Having evaluated the color part, we now proceed to work
on the spin expectation value of Eq. (2.21). With the z
axis along k, Eq. (2.21) is expanded in a power series as

X ((blyle —b1x0'1y y(b1y04x —b1x0'4y )m _j(bzyaz,‘—bzxa'zy )l(b2y05x —b2x05y )n #I)a .

(2.32)

The complexity of Eq. (2.32) can be reduced further through the useful fact that

(byox—bro,Y=L{[1—(—1Y]b/ ~Ubyo, —bro,)+[1+(—1V]b]} ,

(2.33)
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which can be verified by mathematical induction. After some algebraic steps, including the explicit use of the three-
quark cluster’s spin-isospin wave function, Eq. (2.32) then becomes

m+n

16

Sia2s(m,n;by,by)= ([14+ (=" 14+ (=D"][bTbS +bT 25 ~2(b;-b)?/9]

—2[1—(—=D"[1—(—=1D)"1b7T b5~ 1(b;'by)/3} , (2.34)

which is nonzero only when integers m and n are both even or both odd. Thus starting from 52, E4s(b;-by) in Eq.
(2.20) includes only even powers of s. Inserting Eqgs. (2.20), (2.29), (2.30), and (2.34) back into Eq. (2.17), one is then
able to obtain the analytic form for f{?’(g) to any order of s, although this is tedious and time consuming.

%)(g) is calculated similarly and is given by

’—;-(b1+b2)

)= 2:‘ exp( —5¢2/721) f d?b,d*b, exp[ —3A(b; —b,)? /2] exp E1415(by,by) , (2.35)

with

© © Sm+n

Ejs(bb))= 3 3

m=1ln=1

—u(mb? +nb?)

(C,,,C,,—ﬁdmd,, )51415(m,n;b1,b2)e (2.36)

mln! °

and

m+n

16

Sia1s(m,n;by,by)= (14 (=D™[1+(=1D"][bTbE—bT 25 ~2(b;-by)? /3]

F2[1—(—=D™[1—(—=1)"1b7T b5 ~1(b;-by) /3} . (2.37)

This completes the derivation of formulas for the two- or
gluon exchange contributions to the NN spin-orbit ¢-
matrix element, which differs from the scattering ampli- A=A,
tude Fnn(g) of Eq. (2.7) by only a simple constant factor.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS )

Since f‘?(g) contains only even powers of s, the f-
matrix element so calculated is purely imaginary. Curves
denoted by ¢'?) in Figs. 3-7 are actually the t-matrix ele-
ments divided by i.

Calculations are done at Ej,, =800 MeV, with all the
parameters being the same as those used in Ref. 2. Three
sets of size parameter—A =2y, 24, and 4Ao—are used
with )\0=§rf,=0.484 fm—2, and are taken to fit the
proton’s radius at ,=0.83 fm.

To avoid using the quark’s momentum k and velocity v
explicitly, one notes that s of Eq. (2.19) is inversely pro-
portional to v, while s and k are in the same power
throughout the calculations, as can be seen from Egs.
(2.20), (2.34), (2.36), and (2.37). One thus has

2 (Mev fm’)

'

(o]

o
T

sk = —Ezzﬂ(n/u)“z , (3.1)
with m, =0.17 GeV, the reduced quark mass.

Shown in Fig. 3 are contributions from f{¥(q),f%(q),
and their sum for the case of A=24,. We see that t{¥'(q)
and t%*(q) display quite different characteristics. While
the former stays positive and varies slowly through the
calculated region, the latter increases from a negative
value with a much sharper slope and becomes positive at FIG. 3. T-matrix elements calculated from diagrams in Fig. 2

around ¢ =1.7 fm~!. At the energy under consideration, at Ejap =800 MeV and A= Ao.




36 CONTRIBUTIONS OF TWO-GLUON EXCHANGE DIAGRAMS TO . .. 281

OS5
-7 "~
P =~
// e \\§
: ~
/ / s
I
/),
/-/
1/
o e # L
4 2
// q(fm™)
X=Xo

2 (Mev fm?)

-20

FIG. 4. Convergence test with ¢'*(N) indicating that calcula-
tion is done up to the Nth power of s.
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FIG. 5. Comparison for contributions from two-gluon ex-
change diagrams and from the RGM results in Ref. 2 at
E]ab=800 MeV and }\,ZA,O
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5, except A=2A,.

the Glauber approximation may not give accurate results
for ¢ >2 fm~!. The curves go beyond this only to show
the characteristics of the series expansions for f{*(g) in
Eq. (2.17) and f¥(g) in Eq. (2.35).

Calculations have been done up to s'° in the power
series expansions of Eqgs. (2.20) and (2.36). Convergence
of these series are satisfactory. In Fig. 4, t'2(V) denotes
that calculation is done up to s¥. For the case of A=2,,
convergence is already reached at N =6, while for cases of
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 5, except A=4A,.
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larger A, higher N may be required for convergence. In
both of the other two cases, N =10 is adequate.

Since no isospin operator and no quark exchange are
involved in the two-gluon exchange diagrams, the results
of this work should be isospin independent. Hence the re-
sults are compared with both the 77=0 and the 1 ¢t-matrix
elements calculated from the RGM,? denoted by % in
Figs. 5-7 up to momentum transfer g =1.5 fm ™!, where
the Glauber approximation should be applicable for the
energy currently considered.

In Fig. 5, comparisons are made for the A=A case.
As in Figs. 3 and 4, t'¥ changes sign at around g =1.25
fm~!. The absolute value of ¢'?) starts at about one order
of magnitude smaller than ¢%, and then drops to more
than two orders of magnitude smaller.

For the A=2A¢ case, although the magnitudes of ¢{*(q)
are greater than those in the A=A, case, strong cancella-
tion occurs between {2 (q) and t%'(g) because, for most
of the time, they have close absolute magnitudes, but with
opposite signs. The resulting sum z'*(g) is thus two or-
ders of magnitude smaller than tZ, as seen from Fig. 6.
In this case, the sign of £%(q) does not change.

For the A=4A, case, t(f)(q) becomes positive and about
one order of magnitude smaller than t%'(q). In the re-
gion of g=0.1-1.5 fm~!, t?(g) decreases slightly, while
t¥(q) increases slightly. As a result, their sum t?)(q)
drops only a few percent in this region. Another impor-
tant fact shown in Fig. 7 is that this z'?)(¢) can no longer
be ignored when compared to 2.

Calculations have also been done at E,, =425 MeV.
The above general trends of tm(q) at E),, =800 MeV are
also preserved at this lower energy.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Although this work has been performed with the
Gaussian radial function for the quark-quark spin-orbit
interaction, results will most likely be similar when a

Breit-Fermi radial function is chosen. Wang and Wong?
have shown that these two types of interactions give simi-
lar shapes and close magnitudes for the NN spin-orbit z-
matrix elements in their RGM calculations.

The negligible contributions of the two-gluon exchange
diagrams of the NN spin-orbit interaction at A=A, and
2Ao confirm that the gluon-quark exchange diagrams con-
sidered in the RGM are indeed the lowest order ones,
provided that the interaction range and the nuclear radius
are not taken too small.

There could be several reasons for the non-negligible
magnitudes of ¢'?(g) at A=4A,. First, one may question
the validity of the Glauber approximation at this short in-
teraction range. According to Eq. (2.25), the strength of
the quark-quark spin-orbit interaction takes the value of
Vo= —980.46 MeV at A=4A,, 10 times as large as that
at A=Ao. This may cause trouble for the Glauber ap-
proximation, which demands that |V /(k?/2m,)| be
much less than 1. On the other hand, for such a strong
interaction it is also likely that the two-gluon exchange
contributions cannot be ignored. Should this be the case,
other multiple scattering terms in Eq. (2.1) may have to
be included. In any case, results obtained from the RGM
calculations might need to be modified should one treat
the nucleon with this kind of small size. Possible meson-
quark couplings and other relativistic effects might also
have to be taken into account.
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