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The variational method, within the Hamiltonian formalism of quantum field theory, is used to derive
momentum space wave equations for any number of fermions interacting via a massive scalar field.
These coupled equations are shown to be exactly solvable in the limit of fixed fermions. Approximate
solutions are given in the two- and three-particle bound state case for various mass combinations and
various strengths of the coupling of the fermion and scalar fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The ab initio description of relativistic few-particle
bound states in quantum field theory has a history that
dates back to the 1930s [1], and a literature that is very
extensive. The traditional approach to this problem is by
means of the Bethe-Salpeter formalism [2], which is de-
scribed in many standard textbooks on quantum field
theory [3]. There are, however, many practical
difficulties with the Bethe-Salpeter approach: For one
thing it is, in practice, perturbative, and so not straight-
forwardly applicable to strongly coupled systems. In ad-
dition, it leads to four-dimensional wave equations for the
relative motion of a two-body system, and the presence of
the relative time coordinate leads to ambiguities in inter-
preting the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude as a traditional
wave function. Lastly, the implementation of the Bethe-
Salpeter formalism in the case of three- or more-particle
system seems to be quite formidable [4].

Recently, the variational approach, within the Hamil-
tonian formalism of quantum field theory, has been
shown to be a viable alternative method for describing
relativistic few-particle bound-state systems in quantum
electrodynamics [5,6]. Thus, it is of interest to apply this
approach to the Yukawa model, as a prototype of a
strongly coupled theory, such as arises in quantum field-
theoretic models of nuclei [7], and of the standard model.

In this paper we present a study of relativistic two- and
three-particle bound states in the Yukawa model, using
the variational Hamiltonian (VH) approach. The Yu-
kawa model is too naive to be considered as a realistic
field-theoretic model of nuclei. This is because it contains
only scalar (or pseudoscalar) meson exchange interac-
tions, and this is insufficient (as is well known) to describe
internucleon interactions properly. Nevertheless, the Yu-
kawa model does contain the principal features of a field-
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theoretic nuclear model and so is a useful one for testing
the VH approach. In Sec. II we specify the Lagrangian
of the model, the notational conventions, and we intro-
duce the variational ansatz for a system of an arbitrary
number of fermions (““nucleons”) interacting via a scalar
(““meson”) field. This ansatz is used to derive the coupled
integral wave equations that describe the stationary states
of this few-nucleon system. In Sec. III we discuss the ex-
act solution of these equations in the limit of fixed nu-
cleons. Section IV is a discussion of the dynamical sys-
tem in a spinless approximation. Solutions of the two-
particle equations are presented in Sec. V, while three-
particle solutions in a separable approximation, are given
in Sec. VI. Concluding remarks are given in Sec. VII.

II. LAGRANGIAN, HAMILTONIAN,
VARIATIONAL ANSATZ,
AND MANY-BODY EQUATIONS

For a system of two distinct types of massive fermions
(which we will refer to as “protons” and ‘“neutrons”), de-
scribed by Dirac fields ¥, and ,, interacting via a mas-
sive or massless boson (meson) field, ¢, the Lagrangian
density, with Zi=c =1, is

MN

L= P iy, — Mo )y +1(8,434¢ —m?¢?)
1

k

2 -
+ X st Lo, (1)
k=1

where M, , m, g, (k =1,2) are the bare masses and cou-
pling constants of the theory, and I'=1,° for scalar and
pseudoscalar meson fields, respectively. Evidently, the
model specified in (1) can be readily generalized to in-
clude vector, pseudovector, and other types of meson
fields. However, in the present work, we will limit our
discussion to scalar or pseudoscalar coupling.

To make the transition to the quantum theory, we em-
ploy standard canonical quantization and Fourier trans-
formation to momentum space. Thus, for the meson
field, we write
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o(x)= [d’p[(2m)20(p,m)] ™' [b,(ps),bi(qo) ], =[d, (ps),d](qo)].

. . = 3y —
X[e~rp~xa(p)+ezp'xa'f(p)] , ) 8508 (p Q) ’ (5)
and all other anticommutators vanish.

In Eq. (4) the free-nucleon spinors, with masses M,
@) are normalized such that

U, (ps)U,(ps)=—V,(ps)V,(ps)
=M, /o(p,M}) ; (6)

where w(p,m)=(p?>+m?)!/? and
la(p),a’(q)]=8%p—q),
while all other commutators vanish.

Similarly, for the nucleon fields, we write
that is, they differ from the standard spinors according to

— 3 -3/2 —ip-
Yex)=3 [d’p(2m) > [Uy(ps)e ~? by (ps) U, (ps)=[M, /o(p,M;)]"?u,(ps) , etc. %)
s
_’_Vk(ps)eip‘xd":(ps)] , (4) For systems cc_)nsisting of nucleons on}y (r_10 aptinu-
cleons), the effective normal-ordered Hamiltonian, in the
where Schrodinger representation (with ¢ =0), is of the form

H:=3 [dp O (p)b)(ps)by (ps)+ [ d’q w(g,m)a’(palq)
k,s
—3Sh 3 [dpd’qlo(p—g,m)]""%b][(ps)bi(qo)a(p—q)+a'(q—p)]Ts(ps )T Uy(qo) ®
k so

where A, =[2(27)3]7/%g,, and where

(Mo, — M )M,
a)(p,Mk)

Q,(p)=0w(p,M, )+ 9)

The expression for Q, (p) reflects the fact that the masses of the physical nucleons are not identical to the bare masses
M, of the Lagrangian. Note that Eq. (8) is not the complete Hamiltonian as we have suppressed all terms containing
antinucleon operators, d, and d,;r .

For a system of N| protons and N, neutrons and an arbitrary number of quanta of the interaction field, we consider
the ansatz

N N
l[¢)=|N,N,)= 2f(d3p) Hd3n) 2 1¢%p 51,0255, . PN SN IO 151300, . AN O )
so

+ fd3q[a)(qm)]_3/2¢(”(p1s],pzsz,. C 3RO R,0,,. . .;q)af(q)
o +%fd3ql o diglolgm) - olgem)] T
(k) . .
X (piSty. . 30105 . 301925 - - - 5 qg)
k Ny : N, +
X [T a"g)+ - TI b1(pis) TT b1(p;s))10) , (10)

=1 i=1 ji=1

where |0) is the trial vacuum state annihilated by a, b,, and b,. For ease of notation we have suppressed the vector na-
ture of the various three-momenta. In addition, we shall at times use the notation

pP={pisis- 5PN ShY o, =m0y, iy oy, 4S9 a4 (11)

and we use g to denote the set of all the ¢’s excluding g,. The equations for the coefficient functions ¢'* follow from
the variational principle

(8y|:H —E:|y)=0, (12)
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and are, explicitly,
N, N,

> Qip)t X Qyn;)+ E (ggm)—E (¢Pp;n;q)
i=1 j=1

g M _
=0 3 3 S olgm)U,(p;s;)TU,(p;+q;,5)8 P V(pysy, ...,pitas,. . .5n;4;)

k=1i=1 s
N,
+A, 2 > za)(qkm)Uz( -)I“Uz(nj+qk,0)¢(3_”(p;n,,01, ces it g0, 5q))
k=1j=1 o

N 3 )
49 g 05— ma D —
+A’l 2 Efwz - m)Ul(Pisi)FU1(QS)¢(B+”(1’151,---’Pi_Q,S,-—U,...,n,q,p,- Q)

i=1 s

+2, 2 2f7QU2(njaj)FU2(Qa)¢(B+”(p;nlo'l,...,nj=Q,0j v, —Q), (13)
ji=1 o0 (n;— ym
where $=0,1,2, ... . We work, of course, in the frame in which the total momentum of the system is zero; hence

Si41p; +2j»vi n;+ S2_.,qx =0, etc., in all terms of Egs. (13), and the stationary state eigenvalue E is just the rest mass
of the interacting (V| + N, ) nucleon system.

In this paper we shall consider in some detail two-nucleon (N, =N, =1 or N; =0, N, =2) and three-nucleon (N, =1,
N,=2) systems. For the two-nucleon case (N, =N,=1) the first few of the infinite set of coupled integral equations
(13) are, in detail,

(M ,—M ) (Mg, —M,)

—E, ]‘i’(m([’sl;nsz)

D s 2(p S D5 T UL Q016 Qs nsyip — Q)

‘H\zE fﬁ U,(ns,)TU,(Qo )¢ V(ps;Qo;n—Q) ‘ (14)
oo+ =MD )+ M2 M) L am)—E ¢ V(ps,;ns,5q)
pM w(pM,) 1 2 w(nM,) 2 q 2 DS13n8559

=k1w(qm)2 U,(ps)TU,(p +4,0)6'Pp +q,0;n5,)+Ao(gm) S U,(ns, ) TU,(n +q,0)¢ps,;n +g,0)

M2 *Q T, (ps))TU,(Q0)$2(Q0;nsy;q,p —Q)
(p ,ym
A, E f Q Uz("sz)FUz(QU)fﬁ(Z)(PSl;QU;q,n-Q) , (15)
n—Q,m
(Mo, —M,) (My,—M,)M, @
o(pM )+ ————F—M,to(nM,)+ ——————towlgm)t+olqg,m)—E, |¢'“(ps|;ns,;91,9,)

=13 [w(g,m)U,(ps)TU,(p +q,,0)¢'"(p +q,,0;ns,;q,)

w(nM,)

+w(g,m)U,(ps,)TU,(p +q2,a)¢(”(p +4q,,0;ns,;9, ).]
+4, 3 [w(qm)U,(nsy)TUy(n +q,,0)¢V(ps ;n +q,,039,)
o

+w(g,m)U,(ns, )T Uy(n +q5,0)8(ps;3n +4,,0359,)]

sep> I_TT \(ps )T U(Q0)$3 Q03 n55341,42,p —Q)

+)”22 f——n———Q— U,(ns, )T U,(Q0 )¢ (ps ;Q0341,42,n —Q) (16)

etc.
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The equations for the one-nucleon case, which we have not written out explicitly, can be obtained from Egs. (14)-(16)
by setting A,=0 and by eliminating all dependence on (say) n. In this case the energy eigenvalue E, (i.e., the one-
nucleon mass) depends on A2, as is evident from the substitution ¢'#’—A%4'#). In the same manner, it follows that the
eigenenergy Ej (rest mass of an arbitrary N-neutron or N-proton system) depends only on A2; that is, it is independent
of the sign of g. More generally for a neutron-proton system, Eq. (16) implies that E, will depend on even powers of A
and A,.

III. EXACT SOLUTION OF EQUATIONS IN THE FIXED-NUCLEON LIMIT

The Yukawa model for a single-fermion field is exactly solvable in the fixed-nucleon limit [8]. In this paper we con-
sider the more general case of two different kinds of fermion fields and any number of particles. The fixed-nucleon limit
corresponds to the case where w(p,M;)— M, or, equivalently, M;— o, where M, is the physical (renormalized) mass
given by

_ d’Q f(Q?%
M. =M, —A?
i 0i lf wz(Q )

and f(Q?) is a cutoff factor used to control the otherwise divergent (when f =1) integral in (17). In the fixed-nucleon
limit, Eq. (13) reduces to the form

’ (17)

B
[N1M01+N2M02+ S olgem)—E |¢P(p;n;q)
k=1

B N1 Nz
=3 olgem) A 3P Vpy, bt g @) A S 8P Vs nit g, 53
k=1 i=1 j=1
d3 ( 2) NI NZ
+[ sz Q0 1 S ¢V . . \p—0,. . 3n3q0)+A, S, 6+ V(ps.. on—0,...590) |, (18)
o“(Qm) i=1 j=1

since in that limit the fermion nature of the nucleons becomes suppressed [thus, U(ps)['U (go)—b,, for =1, that is
for the scalar coupling case].

The infinite chain of coupled equations (18) describe the N; + /N, nucleon system along with any number of (virtual)
mesons which mediate the internucleon interactions and provide the “links” in the chain of equations. Of course, such
an infinite set of coupled equations is impossible to solve without approximation (such as, for example, truncation), un-
less an ansatz can be found that decouples the equations, so that they can each be solved separately. Fortunately it is
possible, in this case, to write down an ansatz, which decouples the infinite chain of Eq. (18):

Nl N2
¢Ppsn;)=r; 3 6P VG Lpetan, @) A S 6 Vs tg,. . 5T (19)
k=1 =1
We were guided to the particular form (19) by considering the (simpler) two-nucleon case (N;=N,=1) and small
values of 3, that is, equations that correspond to a small number of (virtual) mesons. Note that the result for ¢'# is the
same irrespective of which g; is used on the right-hand side of Eq. (19). Thus, substituting Eq. (19) into (18) and using
the identification (17) we obtain, without any approximations, the result

Ny

3
(N1M1+N2M2—E)¢<ﬂ)(p;n;q)= f;zd(——QQ?)f(QZ) }\%ng(ﬁ)(. . "Pi—Q, o ,Pj+Q,. )
i#j
N2
+B 2 P0ps. o= Q, .+ 0, 5q)
i#j
+2}»17\.22 ¢(B)(. coDi— Qe .,nj+Q,. .3q) . (20)

ij
Equation (20) is just the momentum-space Schrédinger equation for a system of N, + N, fixed nucleons interacting via
the meson field. Note that the mesonic momenta g appear only as a parameter in the “wave function” ¢'#, and so are
ignorable coordinates. Indeed, in this fixed nucleons limit the g dependence can be factored out of
¢'P(p;n;q)=6¢""(p;n)G(q) and so Eq. (20) can be written in terms of ¢°’. Note, also, that the mass renormalization
conditions (17) are just the solutions of Eq. (20) for the one-particle case, Ny =N, =1.
The coordinate-space representation of Eq. (20) is [with £ (Q?2)=1] given by the expression
Nl N2
S M+ 3 M+

i=1 ji=1

1

) > Vij(|ri_rj|) Y=Ey¢, (21)

i#j
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where

e —mlr;—r jl

i1
that is, a Schrodinger equation for fixed nucleons with attractive Yukawa pairwise interactions. We see, therefore, that
the ansatz (19), which decouples the infinite chain of Eq. (18), has the effect of convoluting the field-theoretic meson-
exchange interaction into the Yukawa-like internucleon potentials V;; so that the (virtual) mesonic coordinates no

ij
longer appear explicitly in the decoupled Eq. (21).

IV. A SPINLESS MODEL

_ We consider, in the first instance, a simplified spinless version of the present model, in which the spinor products
U(ps)U(qo) for the scalar meson coupling case (I'=1) are replaced, in Eq. (13) [or, equivalently, in the Hamiltonian
(8)], by the expression [9]

= M
U(ps)U(qU)—»masa , -. (22)
where P =(p+q)/2. This replacement means that we can suppress the spinor indices in Eq. (13), and so obtain a
simplified chain of equations for the spinless model. Specifically, for the case N; =N, A;=A, and N, =A,=0 (i.e., “pro-
tons” only), if we use the replacement ¢'#'—AP$'?), the spinless model equations are given by

4 (Mo — MM g B)
> “’(Pi’MH'W + 3 wlge,m)—Ey ¢ (P1>P2s -+ s PN3G15925 - - - 19 )
i=1 i» k=1
B X M _
=k2121w<qk,m)m¢‘” Upys.sPit s - - 3PN 192 - -5 Tks - - -5 G)
=1i= i T 79k
N 3
d M
+2 3 [-2L S5 py, . =0, DGR — Q) - @3)

i=1 a)z(pi—‘Q,m) a)((P,+Q)/2,M)

Alternatively, rather than viewing Egs. (23) as representing a spinless model, one can view them as approximations to
Egs. (13), since the form (22) is valid as an approximation to U(ps)U(qo) in the limit when |p—q| <<1|p+q| (the re-
placement is exact for the case p=q), that is small momentum transfer between the nucleons and mesons.

Unfortunately, even for the spinless model, we have not been able to find an ansatz, which uncouples the infinite
chain of Eq. (23) exactly. Therefore, we use an approximate decoupling scheme of the form which uncoupled the equa-
tions in the fixed nucleon limit [Eq. (19)], namely, we take

N
$Pp b2 - - PN -5 4)= 2 P pys it g - PNT) - (24)
k=1
Substituting (24) into Eq. (23) we obtain
N ) N f 3 MZ
o(p,M)—Ey |¢(py, ..., py)=A d (coopi—0Q,s..sp;+0,.. ),
2P WP A e — 10 Mgt 1o PP T B

(25)

where we have written ¢(p) for ¢'?(p), and where the physical mass M for each particle is related to the bare mass M,
according to the renormalization condition

Mm(pi’M)
0*(Q,m)w(p; —10,M)o(p,+1Q,M) ’

Alp;)
M=M0—k2f0 d*Q (26)

which is here written in the boosted frame in which the N 1 —mlr;—rl
particle h?s momentum p;. Not.e that the cu'toﬁ' parame- S M- WV'Z— Ey|—3 2#)\2£|———|
ter A(p;) is chosen such that M is a constant independent i=1 i#j i1

of the frame of reference.

Equation (25) is a relativistic momentum-space N-
particle equation, which, in the nonrelativistic limit i.e., the N-body Schrodinger equation with pairwise Yu-
reduces to the form kawa interactions.

X(ry, ..., 1y)=0, (27)
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V. SPINLESS TWO-PARTICLE EQUATION
AND ITS SOLUTION

For the two-particle (N =2) case, Eq. (25) takes on the
simple form

[2\/p2+M2—E2 1¢(p)

L[ g2q—29) M (28)
2172 (p—q)*+m? M?>+Lp+q)?’
where p=p,=—p, and f=027)A*=g?/4x7. In the

coordinate representation this equation has the form

[2V' PP+ M2 —E, (1) =4m*M?f

e ~mirtxl—M|r—x|

T lerxlle—x
(29)

X [d 9(x)

that is, an equation with nonlocal interactions at small
distances (r S1/M), which, in the nonrelativistic limit
(M — ), reduces to the usual Yukawa potential.
Equation (28) is of the Fredholm type with a finite

norm kernel. It has ground-state solutions for all values
of the coupling constant f = f . , where

3

] ] 30

2
+0
for small values of u=m /M with g,=1.6798 being the
critical (minimum) coupling at which the Yukawa poten-
tial —ge ~"/r supports a bound state in the nonrelativistic
limit, while the constant ¢, is, approximately, ¢, =0.7.
The eigenenergies E, of Eq. (28) decrease monotonical-
ly with increasing f from the value E,=2M at f =f_,,,
as is typical of relativistic two-particle bound-state equa-
tion [5,6,10]. The value E,=0 is reached at f=f,,,
which varies with m /M for each state.
Writing ¢(p)=¢,(p)Y,,,(p), Eq. (28) is reduced to the
radial form

Smin= 1+c¢,

m
’quo

m m
M M

[2\/p2+M2—E2]¢,(p)=§fowdq%k,(p,q)qs,(q) ., 6D

where
4
ki(p,g)=
P o a1 2p7 4 )
2 2 2
+q%+
X[Ql £ g m
Pq
)
+(—Dig, |22 | 32
(—=1)g, 20 (32)

and where Q,(x) are Legendre functions of the second
kind. Note that the kernel k,;(p,q) is positive definite for
even I, whereas for odd [ it is such only if m <2M,
beyond which it becomes negative definite. It follows,
therefore, that there are no odd-/ bound states if m = 2M.

The small-f perturbative expression for the two-
particle energy in the Coulombic, u=m /M =0, case has
the general form

2

ED r
™2 |
f 6n 5 s ,
L2 +
o +1 4 2nd,y | +O(f>), (33)
where n=1,2,3,... is the principal and
1=0,1,...,n—1 is the orbital angular-momentum

quantum number.

For the case when u70, that is, for short-range in-
teractions, bound states are possible only if £ > f{»0 For
s states (/ =0), the binding energy, ,=2M —E,, has a
quadratic dependence on f — f{%9 for the small f — f ;.

nO)NB(HO)(f fn:"(l)) (34)

whereas for / > 0 this dependence is linear:
nINBnllf fm1n|' 35)

These results follow simply from Eq. (31). Thus if ¢! is
the solution of Eq. ) for f =f£:"£) =fo, and so
E,=2M, then multiplying Eq. (31) by ¢9 and similarly
multiplying the ¢ equation by ¢,, integrating both and
subtracting we obtain the relation

f=fo 2
d3 y4
[ |75,

e +—= 1¢,(p)¢%p)=
\/p2+M2+M 2f #:(p)gi(p

(36)

Since, for small momenta, the wave function ¢, is, explic-
itly,
I

¢ p) CIp2+M62 ’ ( )

it follows that

T 6 8p) ~ crtes/Vedy (38)
Ez—>
and
f 3 p’
pr2+M2+M¢zp¢zp 4
where ¢,,...,c, are constants. Thereupon, the results

(34) and (35) follow from (36) in an obvious manner.
The minimal coupling strength at which binding
occurs has the behavior f{%D ~g{»D(m /M) for small

min

m /M, where g{*" is the critical coupling at which bind-
ing sets in for the mnonrelativistic problem with
the Yukawa potential, —g(e "/r). Recall that

g =1.6798,6.46,14.2,25.1,... and g\ ~(w/2)n?
for large n. In contrast, when the coupling is strong (i.e.,
for f >>1), the binding energy has a linear dependence on
f> e;=~constX f. It should be mentioned that when
p>>1 and f~p?, Eq. (28) is no longer of the Fredholm
type, and so this case must be considered separately.

Equation (28) generalizes in a straightforward manner
for the case of particles of different masses, M ;7 M,:
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MM
LY ME +V p? M3 —E, 1 ayg—2'9) e . @0
[V Ve 214p)= f T (p—arP+m? (M3 +Hp+q? (M} +L(p+q)]”2

In particular, in the fixed force-center limit, M, — oo, and for m =0, the one-particle eigenenergies of Eq. (39) have the

perturbative expansion

E'(ln,l)=1—l i
M, 2 |n

2n
2/ +1

2

4
{- —%—na,,o +o(f9), (41)

in contrast to the expression for the Coulombic Klein-Gordan case,

KG
Ei L L
n n

1

il M _1
M, 2

2

_2n 3

)
a+1 4 |TOUD “2)

which contains only even powers of f, and for which the lowest-order relativistic correction leads to stronger binding
than does the present model, Eq. (41).

The integral equation (31) can be solved by standard quadrature methods, and some results of such numerical solu-
tions are shown in Fig. 1, where we plot the two-particle binding energy as a function of the coupling constant, for vari-

(2,1) ]
1 M= 0.144 1
®)
[¢]
FIG. 1. Two-particle binding energies €,/M
] [Eq. (31)] as functions of the coupling constant
f, for various values of the mass ratio
u=m/M and quantum numbers (n,/). Note
c) the different scales of the coupling constant f
o for various values of u.
- (1,0) (290) (3,0) (3,2) h
1 l ‘/U, = 2 _:
d) i |
o[ . , . . . ]
I 100 200 ]
I (1,0)
1 :— Ju’ = 10 =3
[¢) N " N T
100 200
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TABLE 1. Critical values of the coupling constant, f%/ for various values of m /M and (n,1).

np=m/M (1,0) (2,0) (2,1) (3,0) (3,1) (3,2) (4,0)
0.144 0.245 1.05 1.42 2.71 3.22 3.62 5.45
1.0 2.078 13.709 30.21 43.18 99.14 63.18
2.0 5.14 33.32 o 107.76 o 162.0

10.0 61.98 224.9 00 545.6 © 784.2

ous values of u=m /M. (Note that the f scales in Fig. 1 are different for various u values.) For m =0, f:! =0 and our
numerical results agree at low f (f <0.3) with the perturbative expression (33). The numerical integration for Eq. (31)
at low momenta must be treated with some care for the case m =0, [ =0 because of the singular nature of the integrals
in that case. In practice the calculations were done using a small but finite p, typically u < 1073. The Coulombic / de-
generacy of the energy levels for fixed n is seen in Fig. 1 to be only slightly broken by the relativistic effects when p is
small [cf. Eq. (33)], but the degeneracy disappears completely with increasing u.

The order of the energy levels, for given u and f, can vary considerably. Thus, for u=0.144 and f =6 the order of
the (n,1) levels is as follows: (1,0), (2,1), (2,0), (3,2), (3,1), (3,0), etc. Yet only a small change in the value of f can induce
a reordering of the / sublevels, and there is even complete ! degeneracy for particular values of f. The situation in this
respect is similar to that which occurs in the nonrelativistic Yukawa problem.

The values of the minimal coupling strength f{%”, at which binding sets in for various states, are listed in Table I. As
mentioned previously, these values depend strongly on the ratio m /M [cf. Eq. (30) for the ground state], and are related
to the corresponding critical constants for the nonrelativistic Yukawa potential.

Figure 2 is a plot of the minimal coupling strength £ ;9 at which binding sets in for the ground state. This critical

coupling grows monotonically with the mass ratio u=m /M, and the numerical results are seen to agree closely with
the formula (30) for 4 <0.3.

VI. SPINLESS THREE-PARTICLE EQUATION

The solution of Eq. (25) for an arbitrary number of particles is no less complicated than for the nonrelativistic N-
particle problem, and similar methods, such as variational methods, can be used to obtain approximate solutions. For
the case of three equal mass particles Eq. (25) can be written in the form

d3
[\/p¥+M2+\/p%+M2+\/P§+M2—E3]¢(pppz,p3>=—f2 [ =5 k(p1,p1@)8(P1—a,P2+a,p3)
21 qg-+m

+k(p2,p3,9)¢(p1,P2—q, P31t q)
+k(p1,p3,9)¢(p1—q,p,P31tq)], 43)
where
k(p;,py@)=M’[(p;—1q)*+M*]"'?[(p,+1q)*+M?*]7'/?, (44)

and p, +p,+p;=P=0 in the rest frame.
In this paper we shall consider approximate solutions of Eq. (43) based on the Faddeev formalism [11-13]. To this
end we express the three-particle wave function in the form

¢(p1, P P3)=¢(k,p)+P(12)d(k,p)+P(23)P(12)¢(k,p) , 45)
where k and p are the usual Jacobi momenta such that
pi=p+iP, p,=k—3p+iP, p;=—k—ip+iP,

and where P(i j) is an operator that interchanges particles i and j. Thus Eq. (43) becomes the following equation for the
amplitude ¢(k,p):

[V (k—1pP+M>+1/(k+1p)*+M*+Vp2+M>—E;¢(k,p)

=ZL7T2fd3qV(k,q>[¢(q,p>+¢(%q+%p,q—%p)+¢<—%q+%p,—q—%p)] ., (46

where
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(1,0) | /
f min

0 N N N . 1
o] 0.5

1.0

fL: m/M

FIG. 2. The ground-state critical (minimal) coupling con-
stant (%, as a function of the mass ratio u=m /M. Solid
curve: from the numerical solution of Eq. (31). Broken curve:
the asymptotic expansion (30).

1 M?
(k—q)P+m? Lk+q)*+M*

Vik,q)= (47)

In the nonrelativistic limit p,k <<M, Eq. (46) reduces to
the usual Faddeev equation with Yukawa interactions,
but written in the potential rather than T-matrix form.
Equations (43) and (46) are in all respects equivalent, ex-
cept that whereas the Schrodinger form (43) is more con-
venient for direct variational solutions, the Faddeev form
(46) is more suitable for various separable or approximat-
ing potential approaches.

Equation (46), for given values of m, M, and f, has a
finite number of bound state eigenvalues, such that
E;<3M and €;=3M —E;>¢e,=2M —E, provided that
€,70. The ground three-particle bound-state exists if
f> 0 where fPO0. <f9) ., that is, the three-
particle system, with the interaction (47), is more strongly
bound than the two-particle system.

We note that, as in the two-particle case, we can deter-
mine the threshold behavior of the three-particle binding
energy from Eq. (43). Thus the relation (36) generalizes,
for the three particles, to the expression

o e )=

G
fo
where G(€;)=[3,V p?+M?*—3M +¢€,]7! is the free-
particle Green’s function, and ¢ is the exact solution of
Eq. (43) (g and f, correspond to the case when €;=0).
From Eq. (46) it follows that

—G e ~10)

1
f

«p) . @)

t
(k,p) ~ ~——onst (49)
otk.p epkp—0k2+2p2+Me,

whereupon we obtain from Eq. (48) the threshold law

€3

a7 =B il (50)
for all states. This threshold behavior is essentially the
same as occurs in the nonrelativistic case (see, for exam-
ple, the remarks in Refs. [14,15]). The threshold behav-
ior (50) is immediately generalizable to the N-body case
for short-range interparticle interactions, provided that
this interaction has no anomalous dependence on the en-
ergy.

The case f—f3.0 when E,—2M (e,—0), and
E;—3M, is of particular interest as this corresponds to
the onset of the so-called Efimov effect [14]. The situa-
tion is dominated by small momenta p,q —0, and Eq. (46)
becomes essentially nonrelativistic [16], with an infinite
number of weakly bound three-particle states of total or-
bital angular momentum L =0. The number N of such
Efimov levels increases as

, (51)

and the energy levels maintain the asymptotic relation-
ship

21r/s0

e /et~ ~500 (52)

n-— o
as in the nonrelativistic case [14], where s, =1.00623 is a
characteristic constant.

In this paper we determine three-particle eigenenergies
numerically, using a monotonic sequence of approxima-
tions to the ‘“potential” (47) in Eq. (46), for the case
m/M =152=0.144<<1. In the first place we replace

V (k,q) by the weaker s-type potential V(k,q), where
1
Vo(k,q)Z%f_lV(k,q)dz <V(k,q), (53)
and where z =p-q/pg, that is,
1
k24+qg*+m?—2kqz)
2

X 241 fw 2 :

M+ L(k*+q°+2kqz)

1
Volk,q)= > f_ldz(

(54)

Since m << M for the case being considered, it is reason-
able to simplify the short-range part of the potential fur-
ther, by replacing it with its simplest separable approxi-
mation, V,(k,q), where

1
(1+k2/4M2)(1+q2/4M2)

Volk,q)=

1
X —=
f k 2+ g%+ m?—2kqz

_ 1 1
(1+k2/4M?*)(1+q?%/4M?) 4kq
(k +q)+m?

XIn (55)

(k —q)*+m?’
and where we note that ¥, <V, <V (see also Appendix

A). We shall further use the Bateman approximation
[17,18,12,13], in which the kernel V,(k,q) is replaced by
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a sum of N separable forms Vl(;N )(k,q), which, as is shown

in Appendix B, form a monotonic sequence,
Vih<VP < - SV <Vo<V . (56)

This replacement reduces Eq. (46) to a system of one-
dimensional integral equations that can be solved by stan-
dard quadrature methods.

The Bateman approximation to the kernel V,(k,p) is
given by

N
ViMk,p)=3 u,(k)u,(p), (57

n=1

and the corresponding expression for the solution of (46)
is

1 N

kKpl=——
¢(k,p) Kip—E; 2,

u,(k)p,(p), (58)

where
K(k,p)=w(k—1ip)+tolk+ip)twlp).

The functions ¢,(p) satisfy the following system of one-
dimensional equations:

s d,,m(p)¢,,(p)—;f;fu,,m(p,q)¢,,(q)d3q —0, (59

n

where

u,(lqg+iplu, (lp+Liql)

_ 60
Upm (P>Qq) [w(p)+olg)+olp+q)—E,] 0
and
. f 3 uk(q)un(q)
_ _f Bl 2k Stel Ak N 61
dkn(p) Sk" 272 fd qK(q,P)_Ea oy

The analysis here is very similar to that of the nonrela-
tivistic three-particle problem [13], except that the propa-
gator has the relativistic form defined by K (k,p).

We have applied the Bateman approximation to the
two-body case discussed earlier in order to check its ac-
curacy. Thus, for the case when [f=0.35972,
€,/M =0.0024 (2.256 MeV) and m /M =0.144 we obtain
1% agreement with the results of numerical quadrature,
using a Bateman approximation of order N =3. The rate
of convergence of the Bateman approximation improves
with increasing u, whereas for u—0, that is, for a long-
range potential, the convergence is very slow, although
this has not been investigated in detail to date. Table II
is a list of ground-state two- and three-particle eigenener-

TABLE II. Three particle binding energies, in the Bateman
approximation of order N, for u=0.144, f=0.35972.

N € €f €
1 16.2 1.50 1.435
2 23.52 2.47 2.11
3 25.0 2.83 2.235
“Exact” 2.256
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gies, €, and €3,as well as the single L =0 three-particle ex-
cited state energy €5, that exists for the case
u=m/M=0.144 and f =0.35972. The results given in
Table II indicate that there is reasonable convergence of
the Bateman approximation with n =3, at least for the
ground states.

Our numerical results indicate that the relativistic
correction to the three-particle energy is not large.
Indeed, when the parameters u and f are adjusted such
that the relativistic and nonrelativistic two-particle ener-
gies are both 2.256 MeV, the relativistic three-particle en-
ergy is about 0.1 MeV below the nonrelativistic value. In
general, for values of the parameters in the vicinity of
©n=0.144, f =0.36 we find that €; (rel) < €5 (nonrel).

Figure 3 is plot of three-particle binding energies for a
range of values of the coupling constant f. These plotted
results were obtained using an order, N =1 Bateman ap-
proximation, since higher order calculations require a lot
of computer time. They are meant to illustrate the struc-
ture for the bound state spectrum of Eq. (46), which is
seen to be similar to that of the nonrelativistic case.

We carried out detailed numerical calculations in the
vicinity of f; ..., and our results confirm the linear
threshold behavior €;/M ~B;|f —f3 pni,| for all three
particle states. In particular, we find that B;=0.006
with f3 i, =0.23465 (u=0.144) for the ground state.
The constant B, varies with p, and for small values,
u—0, By=~c,u’® where c;~2, whereas Sf3,min varies
linearly with u.

In the parameter domain when €,—0 our numerical
calculations confirm the onset of the Efimov effect. The
number of such excited three-particle levels grows as

: —
&/mM L
2 [
i 0.03
1 [ 0.02
[ 0.01
0 — 5 ' 10

Fig. 3. The ground, (0), and first-excited, (1), three-particle
binding energies as functions of the coupling constant f for
1=0.144 in the Bateman approximation of order 1. Hashed
curve: two-particle threshold. Inset: details of the behavior

near f = f{L9,
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€,—0. For the first two levels we find that €;/€5 ~660,
whereas for the next pair this ratio is €3 /e€}* =550,
which is in agreement with the asymptotic formula (52).

VIL. CONCLUSIONS

We have used the variational method, within the Ham-
iltonian formalism of quantum field theory to derive
momentum-space relativistic integral wave equations for
a system of N, fermions (“protons”) of mass M, and N,
fermions (“neutrons”) with mass M,, which interact via a
real scalar meson field of mass m. The variational ansatz
is a superposition of N, +N, free fermion states and any
number of free boson states. The variational coefficient
functions in this expansion are shown to satisfy an infinite
chain of coupled integral equations, which are explicitly
written out. In the limit of fixed nucleons it is shown that
this infinite chain of equations can be uncoupled exactly
by means of an ansatz in which the mesonic coordinates
appear as explicit factors. The resulting integral equation
for the fermionic part of the wave function is a
momentum-space Schrodinger-like equation with Yu-
kawa interparticle potentials.

We have, thereafter, considered a spinless model,
which is valid for small momentum transfer among the
nucleons and mesons. The infinite chain of equations
were approximately decoupled for this model, using the
same ansatz which decouples the equations exactly in the
fixed-nucleon limit. The resulting N-‘“fermion” equation
is shown to reduce to the N-particle Schrodinger equa-
tion, in the nonrelativistic limit, with Yukawa interparti-
cle interactions. In general (i.e., relativistically), the in-
teraction has a nonlocal character at small distances,
r <1/M, where M is the nucleon mass.

The relativistic two-particle equation was solved nu-
merically to determine the bound-state spectrum for arbi-
trary quantum numbers n,/. We find that the binding is
weaker than in the analogous nonrelativistic case, and
this is corroborated by perturbative expansions of the
two-particle binding energy in powers of the coupling
constant. For massive meson exchange bound states exist
only for values of the coupling constant, f, such that
f=rmb where f:D 0, as the mesonic mass, m, ap-
proaches zero, i.e, for long-range Coulombic interactions.
For s states, the two-particle binding energy €, is shown
to have a quadratic dependence on f—f{%! for small
f —fmin>» Whereas this dependence is found to be linear
for /0. The interaction kernel is such that two-particle
bound states are possible only if m <2M for odd |,
whereas such bound states exist for all m /M values for
states with even /.

For the scalar Coulombic case (u=0,f%"=0) we
have obtained asymptotic expansions of the two-particle
binding energy in the domain f <<1, for two particles of
equal mass M, and for the case where one of the masses
becomes infinite (i.e., a fixed center of force). The bind-
ing, in this latter case, is found to be weaker than for the
corresponding Klein-Gordon Coulomb equation.

Our numerical solutions of the relativistic two-particle
equation, which were carried out for various values of the
mass ratio m /M and coupling strength f, are in good

agreement with and confirm the analytic approximations
in various limits, such as the weak-coupling limit or the
asymptotic expansion of f ;. in terms of the mass ratio
m/M.

The spinless model three-particle integral equation
was recast in the Faddeev form, and was solved approxi-
mately using a separable approximation due to Bateman.
Detailed numerical calculations were carried out for the
case m /M ~m_/my=0.144 and with the coupling con-
stant chosen such that the two-particle binding energy is
close to the deuteron binding energy. For this case the
third-order Bateman approximation, which gives a two-
particle binding energy with 1% accuracy, yields a
three-particle binding energy of about 25 MeV. Relativ-
istic effects are found to be weak in the three particle sys-
tem for this choice of parameters. Our numerical results
confirm the onset of an infinite series of weakly bound ex-
cited three-particle states (the Efimov effect) in the
domain where the coupling constant f approaches the
critical value, f{4%, at which two-particle bound states
set in.

This paper demonstrates that the variational Hamil-
tonian method is potentially a useful approach in a field-
theoretic description of few-nucleon systems. Although
in this work we have suppressed the nucleon spin degrees
of freedom, this was done primarily to simplify the
mathematics of the present expository work. The full
and explicit retention of the spin coordinates presents no
fundamental difficulties (as has been demonstrated in the
atomic case [5]), although it does make the reduction of
the equations to radial form somewhat more tedious.

It is also a straightforward matter to include various
types of mesonic internucleon interactions (scalar, pseu-
doscalar, vector, pseudovector) by adding suitable terms
to the interaction part of the Lagrangian (1). All the
techniques of the present calculation can be just as readi-
ly carried through in such a more general case, and the
resulting internucleon interaction would be modified
from the monotonically attractive Yukawa form [cf. Egs.
(28), (29), (40), and (47)] to include a short-range repulsive
core (as is needed in a realistic description of the internu-
cleon interaction). It would be of interest to do such a
more general calculation, containing various types of
meson exchange terms in the Hamiltonian, in order to
make a realistic comparison with the observed properties
(energy levels, form factors, etc.) of few-nucleon systems.

Finally, we point out that the present VH approach is
straightforwardly applicable to quasibound states, such
as nuclear excited states, or a nucleon-antinucleon sys-
tem, which decays into mesons. In the latter case, it is
easy to accommodate a final-state two- (or more) meson
channel into the trial state [cf. Eq. (19)] of the system.
This results in equations that couple the NN and (say) 7
channels, and the short-lived NN system then appears as
a resonance in the 77 scattering cross section [19].
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APPENDIX A
The kernel (32) of the integral Eq. (31), for states with orbital angular momentum /, has the form
k,(p,q)=4M2f_11dzPl(z)/[(p2+q2+mZ—quz)(p2+q2+4M2+2pqz)] , (A1)

where P;(z) is the usual Legendre polynomial. We note the following identities:

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
=—— N+2pgz |—5—— —+ = | +(2pgz)? | — +—+ / =+
(4 —2pqz)(B +2pqz) A Pez 142 B2 / R R WEREE 4 B
1 (=" 1 1
+(2pg2)" | T /7+§ +] (A2)
where 4 =p?+¢?+m?and B=p?+¢?+4M?, and
1 (=1)" 1 1] 1 1 1 o (=1)
{Anwﬂ Bn+1 / 7+§ - An_ AnAlB+ An*ZBZ— B" (A3)
Therefore the kernel k;(p,q) can be represented by the series
< (n2,2)n 2 1 1 / 1,1
,q) < —— —+—, A4
ki(p,g) = AB nsO(P q7)"(d,,;) VRN TR 4B (A4)

for even I, whereas for odd ! we have an analogous expression but multiplied by the factor B — 4 =4M2>—m?2.

The positive definite nature of the kernel k;(p,q) follows from the analogous property of the kernel 1/(p2+¢g2+m?).
Indeed, since

1 m2 m2 ©

P Am pAmig A mI i’ prAmia ) 2

k
2 2
2p 2 2q 2 (AS5)
p-tm° qg°+m

is a series of positive terms, then substituting (A5), and the analogous expansion for 1/B, into (A4), we find that the ex-
pression (A4) has the similar positive definite form,

kiip,g)= S H, (D) fn(q) (A6)

where #,, 2 0. This establishes the positive definite nature of the kernel (A1) for even values of I. All the above argu-
ments can be applied in the case of odd ! given that k; can be written in the form
k,<(4M*—m?)n, , (A7)

where n;(p,q) is a positive definite kernel.

APPENDIX B

We verify that a symmetric, positive-definite kernel K (x,y) is not smaller than its Bateman approximation K 2(x,y).
The Bateman approximation has the form [12,17]

N
KB(X,,V)= 2 K,'(X,Si )K,-(S,-,,V)/Ki(si,s,») > (Bl)
i=1
where
K; 1(x,9)=K;(x,y)— K;(x,5;)K;(s5;,) /K;(s;,5;) (B2)
and K (x,y)=K(x,y). For a positive-definite kernel of the Hilbert-Schmidt type,
K(x,y)=3, %¢i(x)¢i(y) , (B3)

i 4

where all eigenvalues A; >0, we have

1

Ky(s1,5)=K(s1,5)=3 %[¢,.(s,.)]2>o. (B4)

Thus the first-order Bateman approximation yields a positive-definite kernel.



47 VARIATIONAL TWO- AND THREE-PARTICLE SOLUTIONS OF . .. 1897

In a similar fashion,
K2(52,52)=K(32,s2)
1

—[K(sy,5,)*/K(sy,5,)

1
= > %y [62(s )93 (s5) + (s, )E(s,

K(sl,sl)

i, j

= ) 2 A, 7» [¢,(S1 ¢](S2

(sl,sl

)=26;(s1)¢;(s5);(s1);(s,)]

¢j(51)¢1(52)]2>0 , (B5)

which demonstrates the posxtlve-deﬁmte nature of the second-order Bateman approximation, since

(8,K:9)= [ dx d% Lx)K (x,)80)= 5 ~-ai—

1

K (s,5;) (sls1

_ 1
- K(s;s;) zj’ Aid;

1,

where a; =

$i(sy) [dx (x).

Thus the positive-definite nature of K, (x,y

2

2 a ¢,(S1

[a;0;(s1)—a;¢;(s,)]*>0, (B6)

) follows from that of K,(x,y). By induction,

using the recurrence relation (B2), it follows that all kernels K;(x,y) are positive definite. Thus, all K| (s;s;) being posi-
tive, the bilinear form (B1) is positive and increasing so that increasing the order N of the Bateman approximation in-
creases the kernel K ® monotonically. From this it follows that K 2 increases monotonically to K, i.e., K?<K.
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