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It is shown that a drastic reduction of the ratio of the rates of the reactions *He(w~,nn) and
3He(m~, np) for stopped pions is obtained once the effect of the short range two-nucleon components
of the axial charge operator for the nuclear system is taken into account. In a calculation using
simple wave functions but employing realistic models for the nucleon-nucleon interaction in the
construction of these components of the axial charge operator, the predicted ratios can be brought

to within 10-20 % of the empirical value.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A natural Ansatz for the description of nuclear pion
absorption and production reactions in the near thresh-
old regime, where the reactions mainly involve S-wave
pions, is to express the reaction amplitudes in terms of
the axial charge density operator of the nuclear system
(1]. This operator is formed of a single nucleon term
and a two-nucleon “exchange current” term. The lat-
ter separates into a long-range pion exchange term, first
derived in [2], and a short-range term, the most impor-
tant part of which can be determined directly from the
nucleon-nucleon interaction [3]. Direct evidence for the
short-range component was recently found by the quanti-
tatively successful explanation of the reaction pp — ppn®
near threshold [4], to which the main pion exchange term
does not contribute [1]. This important role of the short-
range part of the axial exchange current operator has
been substantiated in subsequent work [5,6].

In this paper we apply the Ansatz of describing nuclear
S-wave pion absorption by the axial charge operator to
the case of absorption of stopped negative pions on 3He.
This reaction, for which the isospin structure of the nu-
clear states involved is richer than that in the case of the
reaction pp — ppm?, is less selective and therefore the rate
also has an important long-range pion exchange contri-
bution. Yet if only this rescattering contribution is taken
into account in addition to the single nucleon operator
an overprediction by more than an order of magnitude
of the empirical ratio [7] of the rates for production of
nn and np pairs results. The objective of this work is
to investigate whether this problem can be resolved by
the effect of the short-range contributions to the axial
charge operator, which were recently found in Ref. [1]
to provide the explanation for the cross section for the
reaction pp — ppm® near threshold.

As a first step, we only consider the ratio between the
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total absorption rates which can be reasonably estimated
by a calculation using simplified wave functions. The ini-
tial three-nucleon wave function is assumed to be of an
s-wave harmonic oscillator form. The nuclear distortion
effects on the absorbed pions and the outgoing nucleons
are also neglected. These simplifications lead to a formu-
lation in which the role of short-range mechanisms can
be most easily exhibited. We will show that when real-
istic models for the nucleon-nucleon interaction are em-
ployed in the construction of the short-range components
of the axial exchange charge operator, a very satisfactory
account of the recent data [7] on the predicted ratio of
the two-nucleon absorption processes *He(m~,nn)p and
3He(m~,np)n is obtained. The short-range corrections
reduce the predicted value by the required large factor
so that the final predicted ratio exceeds the empirical
value 6.3+1.1 [7] by only 10-20 %, the range of variation
arising from the differences between the potential models
considered.

In Sec. II we review the derivation of the S-wave pion
absorption operator, as it appears when constructed from
the axial charge operator. The formalism for calculating
the absorption rate for stopped pions by a pair of nucle-
ons in a given eigenchannel is then presented in Sec. III.
The numerical results and discussions are given in Sec.
V.

II. THE S-WAVE PION ABSORPTION
OPERATOR

We shall take the effective Lagrangian for the inter-
action between low energy pions and nuclei to have the
form

L(z) = —?I;X#(z) . ¢(z) (1)
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whereﬁq'ﬁ, is the pion field, f, is the pion decay constant,
and A, the axial current density of the nuclear system.
This Lagrangian density is the direct generalization of
Weinberg’s effective Lagrangian for the pion nucleon sys-
tem [8]. In the case of a single nucleon the axial current
operator has the form

- L T

4,(0) = igan (@) u(p) 2)
and thus in this case Eq. (1) is equivalent to the
usual pseudovector TNN coupling model, since by the
Goldberger-Treiman relation the coefficient g4/2f, can
be expressed as

ga _ fxNN
Py ®)

where frnn is the pseudovector coupling constant.

The interaction Eq. (1) implies the S-wave pion pro-
duction and absorption at threshold is determined by the
axial charge operator, which in the case of a single nu-
cleon is

-

7
—gAO VE ) (4)

where v is the nucleon velocity operator.

The most important two-nucleon contribution to the
axial charge operator is found in Ref. [3] to be the mp-
exchange operator, which has the form

2 'kz
f2 (k3 +m2) (k3 + m3)
+(1e2). (5)

Ay (0) =

A9 (0) = i (7! x 72)

Here the symbol (1 <> 2) represents interchange of all the
coordinates of the nucleon pair. We denote the fractions
of the momentum k of the absorbed pion that are im-
parted to the two nucleons as k; and ka(k = k; + k»).
In the limit m, — infinite the 7p exchange operator Eq.
(5) reduces to the pion exchange operator of Ref. [2].
As noted in Ref. [9], it in this limit also corresponds to
the isospin asymmetric term (7! x 72) in the usual form
for the S-wave pion rescattering operator calculated us-
ing the usual pseudovector TN N coupling and the con-
ventional effective Hamiltonian for S-wave mN scattering
[10,11):

_ 8mi faNnN 02-k2 A1 =2
T = oo e mI iR m,,T i 2 + wg) 7!
x%‘z} +(162). (6)

Here w; is the energy of the exchanged pion and w, that
of the initial pion. The coeflicients A, ; are the following
combinations of the two S-wave pion-nucleon scattering
lengths a; 3: 4|
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FIG. 1. Axial exchange current operator arising from in-
termediate NN pairs that contribute to the NN + NN=
reaction.

AL = —img(a1 + 2a3), A2 = tma(a1 —as). (7)
The mp component Eq. (5) of the axial exchange charge
operator is obtained by choosing the following values for
the coupling constants A; o [9]:

2

AL = 0, Ag =
which agree well with the values extracted from w /N phase
shift analyses [12,13].

The short-range components of the axial exchange
charge operator that were found to be important for the
cross section of the reaction pp — ppn® near threshold
correspond to two-nucleon operators that arise when the
axial field excites intermediate negative energy compo-
nents of the nucleon (nucleon-antinucleon “pairs”), which
are then deexcited by the short-range components of the
nucleon-nucleon interaction (Fig. 1) [1]. Although these
contributions are most readily derived by employment of
explicit boson exchange models, the corresponding op-
erators can be constructed directly from any existing
nucleon-nucleon interaction model, if that is expressed in
terms of Lorentz invariant spin-amplitudes as, e.g., the
Fermi invariants. This construction has been presented
in detail in Refs. [3,14].

In the decomposition of the nucleon-nucleon interac-
tion in terms of Fermi invariants the short-range compo-
nents are contained in the amplitudes S, V, T, and A
(the P amplitude contains the long-range pion exchange
term, which has to be dropped once the 7p exchange con-
tribution above is included explicitly in the pion rescat-
tering contribution). Numerically the most important
of these short-range axial exchange charge operators are
those that are associated with the scalar (S) and vector
(V) invariants:

A(s) = 94 ([vs (k)7 + v3 (k2) 7?0 - Py + %v;(kz)‘Fl x o’ -k2> + (16 2),

N

my

EO(V) = i‘;— [[v‘*}(kz)i”l + vy, (k2)72] ( P2+ 20’ x ot kz) + zvv(kz)r x #2o! kz} (1+2). (9)

my
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Here we have defined the nucleon momentum operators
P, ; for the two nucleons as (p1,2 + P,2)/2, respectively.

The potential components vg and vy can be given a
direct interpretation as scalar and vector meson exchange
potentials. In the case of a single meson exchange model
these would have the expressions

+\2

o) = (10)
+\2

)= 2 ()

Here mE s and mv are the masses of the i 1s0spm 0 a.nd 1
scalar and vector mesons, respectively, and gs and gV are
the corresponding scalar- and vector meson-nucleon cou-
pling constants. Below we shall use the notation o and 4
to denote the isospin 0 and 1 scalar mesons, respectively.

Using the expressions above in defining the effective
Lagrangian Eq. (1), the transition T' matrix for the ab-
sorption of a pion with charge o and momentum k by a
nuclear system can now be written as

]

8w A1
C o (@D {m,

(P1p3| AL (k)|p1p2) =
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Spi = 85i — i2n6@ (P — P — k)(¥5|Aa(k)|Ls) , (12)

where the axial charge density is formed as the sum of
one- and two-nucleon contributions

Aa(k) = AD (k) + AP (k) . (13)

We shall here restrict the expressions to the limit k — 0.
The choice of the kinematic variables for a two-nucleon
system are indicated in Fig. 1. For the one-body operator
A (k) we obtain from Eq. (4) the matrix element in the
momentum representation,

ol-P
UADIp:) = CCnP (- (14)
Here the coefficient C has been defined as
C=i wx (k) 1 fann (15)

(2m)°/2 2w, (k) ™
In terms of the kinematical variables in Fig. 1, the
contribution of pion S-wave rescattering term Eq. (6) to
two-body axial exchange charge operator AP (k) is given
by the matrix element

Here v, represents the pion exchange interaction without coupling constants:

vr(q) =

qQ* +mZ

[“’W(‘I) ;‘Tr‘;‘;ﬂ(k)]’\'b’z[T X 72 }02 q+(1e2). (16)
F2(q), (7

where F,(q) represents the vertex form factor, which here has been taken to be the same at the S- and the P-wave

vertices.

From the short-range components of the axial charge operators defined in Egs. (9) we obtain the following explicit
contributions for the scalar and vector exchange mechanisms (o, w for isoscalar and 4, p for isovector):

-1
(PLPAIAL) )lprpz) = C(-1)*r 1 vo(a)ot - Pr+ (16 2), (18)
N
(PLP5 4P (K)[p1p2) = C(-1)°72 —vs(@)o® Pr+ (162), (19)
N
-1 3
(PP AL (K)[pips) = O(-1)°7} v (q) {"‘ Pyt 5ot xo” ~q} +(1e2), (20)
N

1
(P;P'2|A¢(zp) (k)|P1P2) =

Here we have used the notation

el Ry, (22

vila) = q? +m?

where S; = —1 for i = 0,4,8; = +1 for i = w, p, and the
g;’s are the corresponding meson-nucleon-nucleon cou-
pling constants. In the case of the Bonn potential model
[15] the form factors and coupling constants are deter-
mined by a fit to nucleon-nucleon scattering data (here
we use the parameters values in Table A.3 of Ref. [15]).
Note that the terms due to the tensor coupling of p and

O(-1)* geunla) (72{o" Pat 5ot x 0 a} = 517

x 720 -q) +(1e2). (2

[
w vector meson were found [3] to be unimportant and
hence are neglected here.

For a general nucleon-nucleon potential, such as the
Paris potential [16] used in this work, the derivation of
axial charge operator can be done [3,14] by the expan-
sion of the potential in terms of Fermi invariants. The
resulting expressions are the same as above except that
the radial functions v,(q),vg(q),vw(q), and v,(q) are re-
placed, respectively, by v (q),v5(g),vi(g), and vy (g).
In th1s work we con51der the Paris potential [16] and use
the v<(g) and vi(g) calculated in Ref. [14].

The above expressions are used in the numerical cal-
culations of m absorption on 3He at threshold reported
below.
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III. TRANSITION RATE FOR THE REACTION
SHe(w,NN)

The kinematics of the reaction 3He(w, NN) in the 3He
rest frame is illustrated in Fig. 2. As we are interested
only in the ratio between the absorption rates, which
is not expected to depend sensitively on the wave func-
tions, we shall neglect the nuclear distortion effect on

J

mj Mgy, M,

X

S,T Ms,Mr

where 7 = s = 1/2,5 = 1/2, and t = m, = 1/2 are
the spin and isospin quantum numbers of 3He, and ob-
viously m,, = m; — Ms, m,, = m; — M. The isospin
quantum numbers and the momenta of the ejected two
nucleons are (m,,,m,,) and p; = P+p/2,p, = P—p/2.
The momentum and the charge of the pion are respec-
tively denoted k and . The outgoing two-nucleon state
is properly antisymmetrized.

In the stopped pion limit k — 0, Eq. (23) can be
written in the partial-wave decomposed form

Prnvymryse = ST M rrme, me, (T M., [tm)

.8
< (T' M| T1 Mra)a(+, 6) , (24)
where
o(v.8) =3 / dP|B(P)1|(v,plAlds) 2, (25)

with p = [my(mx — e — 3P%/4my)]*/2. Here we have in-
troduced abbreviated partial-wave notations 3 : [LS]JT
for the initial two-nucleon bound state, and v : [L'S']J'T’
for the ejected two nucleons. The matrix element of A has
contributions from one-body term and two-body terms

defined in Sec. IT
|

8nfenn 1
my, m2

(7,914 |¢p) = B
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the absorbed pions and the outgoing nucleons. For sim-
plicity the 3He wave function is taken to be of a sim-
ple harmonic oscillator form with the oscillator param-
eter value b = 1.36 fm. It then has the separable form
~ ®(P)¢s,7(p), where P and p are the total and the rela-
tive momentum of a pair of nucleons in 3He, respectively.
With these simplifications and the kinematic variables
shown in Fig. 2, the total transition rate of the reaction
3He(w, NN) is then determined by the quantity

3P2 p2

3
Prnymoyioc = 557 > Y /depa (w,,(k) — €=

-2 ) e

mn

2

3 S (85Msmy,|imi ) (TrMrme, [tme) (Pima, ma, , Pamamor, | Algss ™7 Ky @) (23)

(1,2l Al¢s) = (v,plAD|d5) + Y (7,plAD|dg) , (26)

where 1 = m,0,6, p,w. The contribution from the one-
body term is

(v, p'| AP |®g) = —B(2w)3%%¢@51n(1}) , (27)

where ¢(1517(p) is a general bound state wave function.
For an S-wave harmonic oscillator wave function of 3He,
we have L = 0,J = S and only [S,T] = [0,1],[1,0],
are permitted by the Pauli principle. The radial wave
function is ¢y s15,7(p) = #(p) = Ne~%?’. The angu-
lar momentum coupling in Eq. (27) is isolated in the
coefficients B. We find that

. rs 1 aoa, A _g'
B :Z’/T(—szL’Sl(_l)(J S+1)6J’J5MM’

1L L\[S LJ
x(000>{L’S’1}' (28)

The matrix element of the pion S-wave rescattering term
is

[A7,(L') — BEL(L))]

= (k ™ y
< {AutsTliousT) + “=ELEmE s T I0ulIST) | (29)

where

AR (1) = / PdpF™ (0, p)birs s (2)P

BIL()=p' /pzdpFl(")(P/ap)¢‘[LS]JT(P) ; (30)

with

+1
F™ @) = (2n) /  Re)daur(p' - p), (31)
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where z = p' - p. Defining similar partial-wave projected integrals for the i = 0,4, p, and w meson exchange contribu-

tions, we then get the expressions

1 o 4
(1,714 160) = By - {ADLL) + BELIHS TNOAIST) (32)
™ N
1
(914D 19g) = By o (AL (L) + BLL(L)HST0alIST) (33)
1 w w w w
(1,148 68) = B2 3o (= (AFL(L) + BLL(D)(STOIST) + VAALL (L) - Bip (DS TIOAIST)} , (34
1+«
(! 14Q1gs) = BEA O a0 (1) + BEL NS T I0AlIST)
™ N
+V2(ALY (L) — BEL(L)(S'T'||04]IST) + (S'T'||05|ST))} - (35)

The reduced matrix elements in the above equations are
defined by the spin-isospin operators

-
01 = 7-"10'1 —’7-'.202,

63 = —7! x ’7"‘2(cr1 + 02),
Ou= (7 + 7)ol x o2 . 36
s = ( )\/5 (36)

It is then easy to show that

(S'T'||G1ST)
= 65T[(—1)(5+T) - (—1)(S"+7)

* { 11;,2 1:72 1}2 } { 15/"2 172 1}2 } (37)

(S'T'||0.||ST)
= 65T[(—1)(5+T) — (-1)5'+D)]

T T 1 s s 1
x{ 1/2 1/2 1/2}{ 1/2 1/2 1/2 } (38)
(S'T’"||05||ST) = 6V18ST((~1)° + (-1)%]
" T1)(g g ;
X }ﬁ }ﬁ i {1/2 1/2 1/2}’
(39)
(S'T"||04|ST) = 6v/I8ST((-1)T + (-1)T']
S S 1
T T 1
S A

(40)

[
The employment of uncorrelated wave functions re-

stricts the applicability of the formalism presented above
to the calculation of total rates only. The prediction
of angular distributions would require that at least the
final-state interactions be treated [6,17]. The employ-
ment of harmonic oscillator model wave functions, which
do not take into account the short-range repulsive inter-
action between the nucleons also will overestimate the
short-range part of the two-body operator. It was found
in Ref. [18] that the correlations would reduce the ma-
trix elements of the short-range components of the axial
charge operator by only 10-15 % in the case of the poten-
tial models considered here. The main reason is that the
two-nucleon axial charge operators used are constructed
from realistic nucleon-nucleon interaction models, which
are regularized at short range. This overestimate is ex-
pected to be even smaller in the present pion absorp-
tion calculation, since the outgoing two nucleons are in P
states near threshold, and thus the radial wave functions
vanish at short range by the centrifugal barrier. The for-
mulation presented in this section is therefore sufficient
for our exploratory investigation.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

It is interesting to first note that all transition matrix
elements, Eq. (27) and Eqgs. (29)-(35), depend on the

=l

4
Ol
"
ol
+
o)

\ 1
/
- P
FIG. 2. Kinematics of *He(w, NN) reaction in the rest
frame of *He.

ol
rofol
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same geometric factor B defined in Eq. (28). Evaluating
this factor of an initial S-wave (L = 0)NN pair, it is
easy to see that only the following transitions can occur
in the reaction 3He(w, NN):

f11 =9g(Po,' So) ,
fio= 9(3P1,3 51) .

Here the rate factor g is that defined in Eq. (25), and
we use the standard spectroscopic notation 25+1L ;. The
subindices on the f’s indicate the total isospin 7" and T
of the final and initial two-nucleon systems. Evaluation of
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in Eq. (24) leads to the
following ratio of the absorption probabilities [melmr2 ‘o
defined in Eq. (24)] for negative pions:

R= *He(n~,nn) P_1/2 _1/2,-1

3He(r—,np)

—146l0 (41)
11

P_i/31/2,-1

The pion rescattering term A(™), Eq. (29), gives a very
small contribution to f1; because its main (A;) term de-
pends on the isospin operator 7! x 72 and therefore its
matrix element between two T' = 1 states vanishes. The
remaining term gives only a small contribution because
the coefficient A\; ~ 0, as discussed in Sec. III. On the
other hand, the pion rescattering term gives a large con-
tribution to the transition between 7' = 1 and T = 0
states (i.e., fi0) and hence the prediction based on the
sum of the single nucleon contribution A(!) and the pion
rescattering term A(™) is very large, as shown in the first
row of Table I.

In Table I we also show the effects caused by the
short-range absorption mechanisms as calculated using
the Bonn [15] and Paris [16] potential models. By com-
paring rows 1-3, it is seen that the short-range correc-
tions due to the o and w exchange mechanisms (or more
generally from the isospin independent scalar and vector
exchange mechanisms) drastically reduce the predicted
ratio. The contributions from isovector é and p exchanges
are less important, but are significant in further reducing
the predicted ratio toward the experimental value [7]. Al-
though the contributions from the individual two-nucleon
mechanisms differ between the two potential models, the
net result obtained by taking all of them into account
is quite similar and close to the experimental value. As
pointed out in Sec. III above we do not expect the nu-
merical results to be very dependent on the schematic
wave function model used here, although the short-range
mechanisms may be overestimated here by 10-15%. This
situation is in agreement with that found for the reaction
pp — ppm® near threshold [1].

The results presented in Table I further strengthen
the case for the importance of the short-range pion ab-
sorption mechanisms [1]. It will be interesting to ex-
plore whether this model also is able to resolve several
long-standing problems associated with nuclear pion ab-
sorption at higher energies. In the case of the two-
nucleon system, all existing unitary # NN calculations
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TABLE 1. The ratios R =>He(n~,nn)/*He(n ™, np) as pre-
dicted using the Bonn [11] and Paris [12] potential models in
the construction of the two-nucleon operators are compared
with the experiment value [7]. The absorption mechanisms
included in each calculation, defined in Eq. (27) and Egs.
(29)—(35), are indicated in each row.

Mechanism RBonn Rparis Rexpt.
AD 4 4™ 533.42 533.42
AD 4 gm+o) 74.30 208.12
AW 4 g(rtotw) 12.40 16.81
AD 4 glrtotwtd) 11.77 11.88
A 4 pFmtotwtdtp) 9.786 8.0349 6.3+ 1.1

[19] based on pion rescattering mechanisms (including S
and PN partial waves) fail to give satisfactory descrip-
tions of the analyzing powers for the reactions 7+d — pp
and NN — wNN. Although the short-range absorption
mechanisms that involve intermediate NN pairs (Fig. 1)
is in general weaker than the pion rescattering term, they
can nevertheless have large effects on the polarization ob-
servables through interference with the large pion rescat-
tering amplitude. This can be explored straightforwardly
within the unitary # NN formalism developed by Lee and
Matsuyama [20].

It will be also interesting to investigate the effect of
the short-range absorption mechanisms on *He(n~,np)
reaction in the A region. This reaction involves small
contribution from the A excitation, since the dominant
NA S-wave intermediate state is excluded [21,22] for an
initial 1Sy pp pair in 3He. The angular distributions of
this reaction as well as the energy dependence of the ra-
tio of 3He(w*, pp) />He(w—, np) have not been well under-
stood [21]. The calculation of Ref. [6] only succeeded in
describing the shapes of angular distributions up to the
A region, but not the energy dependence of the absolute
normalization. It will be interesting to see whether this
problem can be resolved by using the unitary formula-
tion of Ref. [20] and including the short-range absorption
mechanisms described in this work. A rigorous theoret-
ical calculation of two-body absorption on 3He is essen-
tial for extracting from the data the contribution from
three-body absorption mechanisms which have been em-
pirically established in Ref. [21].
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