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The electromagnetic current jOP® due to the exchange of a charged pion between a neutron and a
proton is rederived by comparing the bremsstrahlung matrix element computed from the Schrédinger
equation with that obtained from the lowest-order Feynman diagrams. No account is taken of
renormalization effects or nucleon resonances. The operator fd 3xjPE(x)e ~ik*X which is needed for
neutron-proton bremsstrahlung calculations is evaluated, and an approximation to it obtained as an
expansion in powers of (photon energy)/(pion mass), keeping the first two terms. This is expected to be
considerably more accurate than expanding the bremsstrahlung matrix element itself in powers of k.
The second term in the expansion contributes to !S,-3S, transitions and may become significant even
for small values of k/u. As a preparation for actual calculations the operator is rewritten in terms of
irreducible tensors. The treatment of nonlocalities other than charged-pion exchange is discussed briefly.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has been suggested that nucleon-nucleon (N-N)
bremsstrahlung experiments could be used to dis-
tinguish between the off-energy-shell behavior of
different potentials which have been fitted to elas-
tic N-N scattering data. Implicit in this notion is
the assumption that one knows the N-N electro-
magnetic charge and current density operators.
However, all of the realistic potentials contain
nonlocal and exchange terms, and in their pres-
ence the usual operators, p,(X) and (%), shown
in Eq. (2) are not conserved.

It is well known that the requirement of current
conservation alone does not uniquely determine
the form of the operators (p,, ;) which must be
added on to (p,, i). If the nonlocal (or exchange)
potential is strictly phenomenological, one will
not be able to decide which is the correct! choice.
If, on the other hand, the nonlocal potential was
derived from some theory, such as the exchange
of a meson between the two nucleons, then one
can go back to that theory and introduce electro-
magnetic interaction into it (e.g., by the minimal

. substitution for every particle including the me~
son). (p, j,) are then determined by the require-
ment that the complete operators (p=p, +p,, j
=i'1 +f2) used in conjunction with solutions of the
Schrodinger equation containing that nonlocal po-
tential should yield the same matrix element that
the above described theory gives. (p,,],) found
in this way are, in general, not the same as those
obtained by making the minimal substitution di-
rectly in the nonlocal potential.?

Since the realistic potentials have some non-
local terms which are phenomenological and some
which come from meson theory, it is fortunate
that we are permitted to focus on one at a time.

|=3

At the least this is true if p, is chosen to be zero,
for then J, is linear in the nonlocal potential.

This is already clear from the work of Osborn and
Foldy,® and will be shown explicitly in Sec. II.
While we cannot justify setting p,=0 in general,

it is correct in the nonrelativistic limit for
charged-scalar® or pseudoscalar meson exchange.
The latter result will be obtained in Sec. III.

For the neutron-proton system there are terms
in the realistic potentials which exchange the
charge of the nucleons, and the one with the long-
est range arises from the exchange of a pion,
VO, We do not consider any further in this paper
the contribution to the current coming from the
other nonlocal terms in the potential, except for
some comments in the Discussion, Sec. V.

The procedure we follow, as described above,
is to write down the Feynman diagram for single-
pion exchange, Fig. 1, attach a photon wherever
it can go, Fig. 2, and say that this defines the to-
tal current operator to order eG? where G is the
pion-nucleon coupling constant. (This was done in
Ref. 2 for a charged-scalar meson, and regarding
the potential as an exchange of the spatial coordi-
nates. Here we are interested in the pseudoscalar
case, and use isospin notation.) (p,,J;) can be
identified as the portions of Figs. 2(a)=2(d) in
which the radiating nuclegn propagates in a posi-
tive energy state; (pSFE, JE) is defined to be the
remainder [including Fig. 2(e)].

The result of this part of the paper is not new,
and was already used in a remarkable paper, con-
sidering the date, by Villars,* on the pion-ex-
change-current contribution to the magnetic mo-
ments of *H and *He. The formula for j $*F appears
for the first time, to our knowledge, in Wahlborn
and Blomgqvist.®

OPE

Although (p, +p32 P

, 71 +JSPE) would be a con-
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FIG. 1. The one-pion-exchange diagram.

served current if VOF were the only nonlocal term
in the potential, this does not guarantee that this
current is correct even for such a potential. For
we know that diagrams other than Fig. 1 contrib-
ute to the renormalization of the coupling con-
stant which appears in V% e.g., Fig. 3, and one
should insert a photon at all possible places in
this diagram as well. The resulting set of dia-
grams is gauge invariant, as are the photon in-
sertions on Fig. 4. It is only to the extent that
diagrams such as those shown in Fig. 5 are un-
important, that we are justified in saying that Fig.
2 correctly gives the one-pion-exchange current.
If other particles or other couplings are intro-
duced into the theory then additional diagrams are
present, e.g., Fig. 6. If the heavy line in Fig. 6
represents a spin § particle such as the A(1236),
then the sum of these two diagrams is gauge in-
variant. The corresponding diagrams without the
photon are identically zero, and therefore contrib-

ute nothing to the one-pion-exchange potential.
Lacking a fundamental theory, it is unclear to us
whether or not the electromagnetic current as-
sociated with Fig. 6 should be included. All we
can say is that it is not forced on us by the non-
locality of VOPE, So much for the philosophy be-
hind this paper.

In Sec. II we write down the Schrddinger equation
for two particles interacting with each other via a
potential which is allowed to be completely non-
local and fairly general with respect to isospin
dependence. In searching for a conserved current,
we identify the customary operators pl(x) and
]l(x), and obtain an expression for Ve i,&.

The contribution to j, from the exchange of a
pseudoscalar meson is considered in Sec. III where
the formula for j ' is verified. In Sec. IV_we find
the general expression for fd3x33”‘3 (x)e"k"‘, the
operator needed for bremsstrahlung calculations.
This operator is expanded in powers of k2, keeping
the first two terms, and is then rewritten in terms
of irreducible tensors. The magnetic moment
operator mOE is also obtained.

A general expression for the 2=0 limit of the
operator is obtained in Appendix A. Appendix B
contains a discussion of the “recoil” emission dia-
gram. Some of the angular momentum formulas
needed to obtain Eq. (17)are collected in Appendix C.

II. CONSERVED CURRENT WITH NONLOCAL AND EXCHANGE POTENTIALS

The Schrdédinger equation for two nucleons of mass m is written

v: V2 - - - ) - >
<__'""' )‘pz(ru Ty t)+jd37’d3 '<r1’ I‘ZIVII‘{, réM’i(r{’ T;, )—lglps(rp T, ). 1)

2m 2m

The isospin dependence is made explicit by writing V =V, + Vz7,* 7,, where the terms V, and Vj stand for
direct and exchange potentials. Other isospin dependences are possible but we shall not need them. V,
and Vy are operators in the (Pauli) spin space of the two nucleons, and the spin and isospin dependence in

FIG. 2. (a)—(e) The five Feynman diagrams which are considered in this paper as defining the electromagnetic

current operator eG°.
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the wave function has been suppressed. Translation and Galilean invariance and Hermiticity require® that

(F,, Tl VIF], 7 =0 R = R(F| V),
(F|VIF) =(F|vT|E)*,

-
where R=3 (¥, +%,) and ¥ =T, = T,.

One writes down the equation corresponding to Eq. (1) for zp}', multiplies the former on the left by
-iezp}‘r{’, where 7#¢" =3 (1+ 7%), the latter on the right by —ieT?y;, and subtracts the two, integrates over
d®7,, and then relabels ¥, as X; repeat using 74, this time integrating over d3»,, and then replacing ¥, by

X. Summing the two results, and defining

Uy Lo, 1) =e| [ @rpp@ Brtn@ )+ [ drr@, DrinG, ), (22)

Ui = gy | [ oG Eart 9onG T+ [ atngs @, e, )

+eurl, f a7, 43 &, 7)) &, T,) + curl, j BrgrE, D0 F,, B, (2b)

where ¢ Vx=9@Vx-xVo, and [i;=[72u? + 771" ]0;, the current is seen to be conserved, that is,

S Ao 820 + T (3,09 + To () ) =0

provided

V, (%, 5|, T, ) =1 PR -R")

X(F|iV[6®DE-TF,) =6 X=F)+6DF~F,) -6V X-T4)]

®3)

2

+iTH{Vp[ 6 X =T,) = 6D =F)]+ Vg [6DE-F,) =P X -F; ]}
+iT { V[0 =F,) = 60X =F)]+ Vx [6PF -F)) -6 & -F])]}
+F XTY Ve [6E=F) =6 F-T,)+6VF =T -0 E-F))]|F'). 4)

The second set of terms ini()’() is the current due to the total magnetic moments of the particles and is
conserved by itself. p™?* is the total magnetic moment of the neutron (proton); u"=K"pug, u?=(1+K*)ug, us

=¢/2m, and K"=-1.91, K* =1.179.

The solution of Eq. (4) for fz(i) has considerable arbitrariness, since the curl of any vector field can be
freely added on. Osborn and Foldy® expressed some of this arbitrariness by writing

->

where ¥, + =6 & ~F,) -6 & -F,). [They were
concerned with a charge-exchange potential with
no spatial nonlocality, so that only the third term
on the right-hand side of Eq. (4) is present. The
one-pion-exchange potential is of this type; see
Eq. (6).] Although the vector field £ has consider-
able pedagogic value, and is simple for charged-
scalar-meson exchange,? it is not a. convenient
thing to do for a pseudoscalar meson and we work
directly with J,.

In the next section we obtain a unique expression
for TQ" by the requirement that the bremsstrah-
lung matrix element computed with this current
agrees with a certain set of Feynman diagrams in
the nonrelativistic limit.

It is clear from Eq. (4) that if there is more than

- > - . . . . .
jpo= Ve(F xT, )  E(X, T,, T,, §), §,) + (other isospin dependence which is divergenceless),

one nonlocal (or exchange) potential in the Hamil-
tonian, one may construct i; by adding a separate
contribution for each term in the potential.

Note that it is trivial to generalize all of the
above formulas to a system of more than two nu-
cleons, since :{2 is just a two-particle operator.

FIG. 3. A contribution to the renormalization of the
pion-nucleon coupling constant.
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ITI. ONE-PION-EXCHANGE CURRENT
We first state the result” for the one-pion-exchange current:

<?1, lepzoPE (i)l-f{» -{'9 =0,

2
- o\ €% e > - - -
(¥, rZIJZPF("l LT —iz—z(TIXTz)zé(s)(rl—rf)é(s)(rz— )

[X -T2l
[6(3)(x 7,)6,@G, ¢ V)eTf.‘—————z—

s —ul -fll
—5(3)(}(—1‘2)0’2( 0, V)——..———
[X-T,]
i - - e‘“‘x-rll - - - e'ulx,'?Z')]
‘Z}'(% v, -7 )Vx (02 \Z ESA , (5)

where f 2= (62/417 (u/2m)?*=~0.08, and u and m are the pion and nucleon masses, respectively. One checks
directly that V ]z(x) satisfies Eq. (4) using the expression

(F| VORI ) =60 F = F)F,+ T, VOR (), (6)
where

—ur

2
> > = - = e
VOPE (F) = % 6,° v,)G,*V,)

This guarantees that (p,, i +ng‘3) is a conserved current if VO is the only nonlocal (or exchange potential
in the Schradinger equation.
We will now verify that the bremsstrahlung matrix element,

@me6(® (B, +k - B,)(e,M, - €+ M)s<¢g-> f d%xe~ F ¥ e p@) -+ T(x)

z/)‘f’> , (1

where E, € are the momentum and polarization of the photon, computed to ovder eG? with p=p, and ]*=]’1
+j9PE, and using wave functions which are solutions of the Schrédinger equation containing VOFE as the
only potential, agrees with the field theory calculation, i.e., the five Feynman diagrams in Fig. (2). This

is correct in the nonrelativistic limit for the nucleons, i.e., terms of order (p/m)* and higher are neglect-
ed.

To order G2, the initial wave function needed in Eq. (7) can be written

) (% x iDie Ty iDoo T,
ng (rl’rz)-_-g P1° Ty gtP2° T2

+2mijLd_q_ eid1e Tl 4idye Ty <QU IVOPEIP1,52>

8
pl +p2 —(ql + qz )+Z€ ( a)
where
(4, azl V OPE| Py, P2) = (2m)%6 ™ ®, “*‘52 -4, = G)7, T, i}(51 -d,),
s G® (3,°D)G,D)
V) =- @my -§2+u2 s (8b)
with a similar expression for ¢{” involving p{ and p. Using Egs. (2), (5), (7), and (8) one obtains
o( (2 Ti (71 2) - (:Fl :Fz)'rp ]
Men= emZ[ R i0  mh-ko -0 PP %2)
M1(02)=e2 7, - B; —k)
i=1
Tf(-i'?z) 1T (Fye 7o)t = 1k
X = = zk) - = = 3
[mk k- @ +3) BirER =R @, - 3k) =3 )}
EXE)FeT) o = = S = (:Fl';z)(ﬁx i;)
+im —— 2= V(®; -D/ -k) - V(®; =D} -k) — =3 |, 9b
: E[mk o in VB BB - 76 -5 B e | (9b)
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- G? 2wl 0B -D) 5 _ G 5;-D,) »
OPE(2)_;, 2 _ X 1Pl 1 - 22 2
MP™(G?) =1de @my 7, Tz)‘{(-ﬁf_pl)z 2 02 B =D, + 2 0y
[51° ] ‘ﬁl)][az : ’é—ﬁz)] = > oy oy
+ = = -P,+Py = s 9c
FSAZT RIS AT (B, =B, + D1 = D7) (9¢)
where 1\7[1 is the matrix element due to i and ﬁz due to j:, with 1_\7I=1_\7I1 +l_\7[2. The three terms in Eq. (9¢)
correspond, respectively, to the three terms in Eq. (5). The symbol G2 on the left-hand side of Eq. (9)
is a reminder that the calculation has been carried out only to that order.
We now wish to compare the result in Eq. (9) with the bremsstrahlung matrix elements corresponding to
the Feynman diagrams of Fig. (2). In order to do this we use the following interaction Hamiltonian,

Hy =GP ()57 P(x) * $(x)+ e P(x) v, TPY(x) A (x)

ve [a,(x) X %] AR(x) +3 pp TE? 70+ K7 700, g () (), (10)

ox

where y(x) is the nucleon field, A*(x) is the photon field, @(x) is the pion field, 0,,= (v, v, = ¥,¥,)/2i, and
FM(x)=0A"/0x,—-0A"/ dx,. The first three terms in Eq. (10) couple the pion and nucleon, photon and nu-
cleon, photon and pion, respectively, while the last term is a Pauli coupling which describes the anoma-
lous moment of the nucleon. The Feynman diagrams of Fig. 2 lead to the following results. For the time
component, Fig. 2(e) contributes nothing, and the sum of Figs. 2(a)~2(d) equals the Schrddinger result,

Eq. (9a).
Py
M2+ MY+ M3+ M2 = M°(G?).

This is the reason for choosing p9PE=0. For the spatial components

- - - - . Gz o -
M, +M,+M,+M,=ie Gmy (T XT)F

-

(5, @ =D »

> > Oy =75 >
®] =D, P+ u? ®~P.F +u

(11a)
(11b)
LG @i =Bl 5 | |5 (62, (11c)

L G? . e 1[G @L=D)[E, @B -D,)] > >y 1
= — =2 = -— - , d
M, =ie @my (T, % T, [ (-ﬁ“z "pz)2 + ”2] [(‘ﬁ; — pl)z + “2] (B, - P, +D{ p2) ( )

where M, (G?) is the result found in Eq. (9b). Adding Egs. (11c) and (11d), and also Egs. (9b) and (9¢)

shows that
M, + M, + M, + M, + M, = M, (G?)+ MIP(G?).

In Eqs. (11a)-(11d) terms of ovder /m)? and
higher are neglected. It is thus verified that in
the nonrelativistic limit the matrix element gen-
erated by (p,, J, +J9PF) to order eG? is the same as
that corresponding to the Feynman diagrams of
Fig. (2).

The first two terms in Eq. (11¢) arise from the
portions of diagrams 2(a)—2(d) in which the propa-
gating nucleon is in a negative energy state. The
positive energy portions of those diagrams yield

FIG. 4. The two-pion-exchange diagrams.

(12)

r

MI(GZ), the result obtained from the Schrédinger
equation with the normal current. Comparing Eqs.
(11c) and (11d) with (9¢) shows that jQPE corre-
sponds to radiation from the exchange pion plus
radiation from a nucleon in a negative energy
state. The anomalous magnetic moment does not
contribute in the negative-energy states, and in the
positive-energy states merely adds to the Dirac
term to give the total magnetic moment.

The diagrams in which a nucleon radiates while

FIG. 5. Additional contributions to the one-pion-
exchange current which are not considered in this paper.
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FIG. 6. Nucleon resonance contribution to the one-
pion-exchange current. (Not considered in this paper.)

in a positive-energy state can be further sub-
divided according to the time ordering of the pion
interaction on the nonradiating nucleon, as shown
in Fig. 7. Figure 7(a), in which the photon is radi-
ated while the pion is in flight, is referred to as

-

! a b c

1] 1
R
ko, N ~~< -
\\q\ + -~
N +
\
P X
FIG. 7. (a)~(c) Time-ordered diagrams.

butions in Fig. (7) (plus the other three sets of
three, where the photon comes off the other pos-

the nucleon recoil diagram, and it is sometimes
stated that this contribution is not contained in the
Schrddinger matrix element M,(G?). We show in
Appendix B by direct calculation that this state-
ment is incorrect. The sum of the three contri-

sible nucleon legs) gives a better approximation
to 1_\711(62) than if the recoil emission diagrams are
omitted. This means that one should #of add the
recoil current as as additional piece when doing
calculations with the Schrddinger equation.

IV. GENERAL EXPRESSION FOR THE BREMSSTRAHLUNG MATRIX ELEMENT, M?FE

Having verified that the one-pion-exchange current is given by Eq. (5), we would now like to compute
its contribution to a neutron-proton bremsstrahlung matrix element using wave functions which are solu-
tions of the Schrddinger equation with an arbitrary potential. According to Eq. (7) this requires the calcu-
lation of

f d3xe=i k% 79PE (x).
From Eq. (5) we find

Rex 217 -y 2 =z =2 > > ReR. 2 -> -
dexe"'k"‘ (T, R[JPE @) T/, R") =0 (R -R")6°(F - r’)e"k’Re% (F X TN

1'."_. - -ur* 1-»-—_._» -ur -
X e"f”‘“(ozc'vr er )01+ef““'<ol'v,er )02
1., ,.= PO - o .
-5 6,06V, +3K][3, ¢V, -3K]V,I(& F $ (132)
where
> s et
16D 4% [ el - Tl (135)

[ 1f the spatial wave functions which multiply Eq. (13a) are taken to be plane waves, then the matrix ele-
ment reduces to Eq. (9¢).]

For actual bremsstrahlung calculations it is convenient to have an analytic approximation to Eq. (13b).
This can be obtained by expanding the integrand in powers of k2/(g?+u?) and [K* q/(¢2+pu?)]% If k<p
this expansion is valid over the entire range of integration. But even if £~p, the approximation fails only
for small g where the integrand is small, so we expect to obtain good results even for moderate values of
k/u. Proceeding in this way yields

2 2
IR F)="err 1——1‘ L (1+p7 +3p2r2cos?0) + 0 (kY |, (14)
p 12\ p
where 0 is the angle between k and T.
To see how well the approximation works, we made a Legendre polynomial expansion of Eq. (13b)

0

167 3 @1+ 1i'Bcoso) [ dg @q—ﬂ% (15)

even 1=0
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with z= (g% + u2+ k2/4)/kq, and performed the integrations on ¢ numerically. (The =2 term is only two
percent of the /=0 term even for a photon energy of 200 MeV.) The results are shown on Fig. 8. For a
photon energy of 50 MeV, the first term in Eq. (14), which is independent of % and 6, is an extremely good
approximation of (K, T). For k=150 MeV (which is larger than the photon energies measured in any of the
existing neutron-proton bremsstrahlung experiments) the second term in Eq. (14) is starting to become
important, and including it gives a very good approximation. .

Taking only the leading term from Eq. (14), expanding the factors of ekt 4 Eq. (13a) out to the linear
terms, and carrying out the integration over the c.m. coordinate we obtain

>

2
97— e [ a%refp () < ¥ [F vorE ) s L K R+ e(kz)] o @), (16a)

2 p

where

ﬁ(?)E[ (1 +IL1_> wr-olx%:,e'"'

and the ¢’s are the wave functions for the relative
motion.

If M$PE is sufficiently large compared to the rest
of the bremsstrahlung matrix element, Mp (and
if the experimental accuracy is great enough), then
it may become necessary to include the 22 term
in Eq. (16a). This receives contributions of the
form (k+¥)? and (G,°kK)@, + k) from Eq. (13) as well
as the k2 term from Eq. (14), and would be a
straightforward addition to the calculation. In the
limit -0, Eq. (16a) agrees with the result found
in Appendix A.®

Note that the first two terms of the expansion of

—J

sult is shown in the following expression,

(16b)

r

Jd sxi’z(i)e"k'; can give a very good approximation
to MO even when the first two terms of the ex~-
pansion of MOE itself (or the full bremsstrahlung
matrix element M) is not a good approximation.
This is due to the fact that the 2 dependence of the
wave functions can be considerably more compli~
cated than that of the operator.

In order to project out the partial waves it is
convenient to write Eq. (16a) in terms of irreduc-
ible tensor operators. The details are given in
Appendix C, where the square bracket notation for
coupling angular momenta is defined, and the re-

1
- WYE = —elanf3f? Y (<10 [ a7 pF @), x T e

M=-1

wr

+u—217—) W { v, () x[5, x 5,17},

VT {1 % [0, x 0, THy) - H{ ¥, () x[5, xazlf’}z]

_3171 (gxﬁ)-u[(n;%){yz(»)x [3,x 3,11},

+¢§<1_Ellﬁ){x)(a)x[alxaz]‘}b]w(kz)gqa‘(f). an

The term &, in Eq. (17) comes from ¥ VO (¥) in Eq. (16), while the term (€ xk)_, arises from if %k
xN(¥)/2u. It is seen from Eq. (17) that the latter term contributes to the transitions 'S, — 3S; of the neutron-
proton system (while the former does not),  and because of the importance of these states this operator may

become significant even for small values of 2/u.

It is of some interest to evaluate the magnetic moment operator due to the current fg"E .

This was first

done By Villars.* From the definition of the magnetic moment operator

fi=} [ @orixT @

=lim —% curl, fd3xe"" B3 7(%)
kR—>0

(18)
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it is seen that if the quantity [d 3§e"f‘;j’§PE (X) is expanded in powers of k only the term of first order in

k will contribute to M°F. From Egs. (13) and (14)

(F R [axe FETm @7, RY) = —elf, x 7,00%(R - RO - )

x [f VOPE () 4 §

Combining Egs. (18) and (19) gives the local operator

TOE =~ o(F, X ) [ £2N(E)/p + BXF) VOE ()]

which is Villars’ result.

V. DISCUSSION

We have obtained the electromagnetic current
operator due to the exchange of a charged pion,
and have expanded its Fourier transform in powers
of the photon’s energy. The contribution to the
bremsstrahlung matrix element from this current
is shown in Eq. (16). In Eq. (17) the matrix ele-
ment is rewritten in terms of irreducible tensors,
and this (together with the formulas in Appendix C)
is all one needs to incorporate I into calcula-
tions of neutron-proton bremsstrahlung.

What should be done with the other nonlocal and
exchange terms in the neutron-proton potential ?

If these potentials were obtained from Feynman
diagrams, one could attempt to carry out the same
program as was done here for single-pion ex-
change by inserting a photon at all possible places
in these diagrams. For the exchange of a single
heavy boson one will obtain a good approximation,®

I (k,r) Fm!

r{fm)

FIG. 8. The function I(k,¥) defined in Eq. (13b), for
cosd =1, where 0 is the angle between k and ¥. The low-
er solid curve is an exact evaluation [obtained from
Eq. (15)] for =150 MeV. The dashed curves are the
approximation given by Eq. (14), in which terms of or-
der 2% are neglected. The upper solid curve is the simp-
lest approximation which neglects all 2 (and 6) depen-
dence. At k=50 MeV the exact result (not shown) falls
between the two approximations. Even at £=150 MeV
the simple approximation 72 &H0/B g not bad.

—; k xN(F) =ik « BT VOPE(F) + O(kz)] . (19)

=

(20)

-
for values of 2 which are not too large, by using
the k=0 limit of the operator, as given in Eq. (A2),
Appendix A. [ This is the generalization of the
first term in Eq. (16a) to the case where the direct
and/or exchange potential are nonlocal.] Equa-
tion (16a) shows that the corrections to this opera-
tor are of order (photon energy)/(meson mass),
and will be small for a heavy meson.

The most important diagrams for which this ap-
proximation is not adequate are those which give
rise to the two-pion-exchange potential. One
should compare the sum of all such diagrams in-
volving a photon, to the Schrédinger equation cal-
culation correct o order eG* [ including VOPE
+ V™ and (p,, 7, +7 %) and thereby deduce the
correct form for (pIPE, 7IB) to this order. This
would be a moderately involved task, and would
again raise the question of the correct treatment
of N* resonances.

All of the nucleon-nucleon potentials which do a
fair job of fitting the elastic scattering data have
some nonlocalities which are strictly phenome-
nological. As pointed out in the Introduction, the
best one can do is to try different forms for the
current J, to be associated with each such nonlocal
term in the potential and hope that the variation in
the computed bremsstrahlung cross sections is
small compared to the experimental uncertainty.
In this connection it is worth remembering that
there is one choice for j,(%), called the “maximal”
current,? which, although very unphysical because
it falls off only as x~° at infinity,° is especially
simple to calculate with. It produces o addition
to the bremsstrahlung matrix element.
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APPENDIX A. ZERO PHOTON ENERGY

In the limit of zero photon energy, there is a unique value for the contribution of j; to the bremsstrahlung
matrix element, determined entirely by the expression for V*j,, provided j, falls off more rapidly than
=3 at infinity.!° This is obtained from an integration by parts, with the surface term vanishing because

of the assumed behavior at infinity:

J‘daxe"x"‘ 1.&®) k_—,of a%x3,X) = J‘ A3 xEV-,®)] . (A1)
Using Eq. (4) from the text gives
(7. §] "y ==g O ®-R [3i (rf = 5 = FNF V=Vl )
+(F xT,) F+T/XF| Vel r)], (A2)
and with some isospin algebra, Egs. (7) and (A2) lead to
tim i, < [ a%rF (I VIFYrE = 10 F) = o *@)r T = 79XFI VIgi)] (43)

Since the states ¢; and ¢, describing the relative motion of the two particles are solutions of the Schrd-
dinger equation, the potential energy in Eq. (A3) can be expressed in terms of the kinetic and total ener-

gies.!

For the special case of a potential with no spatial nonlocality, such as V°F, the term in Eq. (A2) pro-
portional to (¥ —T’) vanishes, and one obtains the first term in Eq. (16a) in the limit 2~ 0.

APPENDIX B. RECOIL EMISSION DIAGRAM

In Sec. III of the text it is stated that the portions
of the Feynman diagrams in Figs. 2(a)-2(d) in
which the radiating nucleon propagates in a posi-
tive-energy state agrees with the Schrddinger
equation matrix element to within a relative ac-
curacy O(p/m)?. This might appear surprising
when one thinks of the time ordering on the non-
radiating nucleon line of Fig. 2(b) as shown on
Fig. 7. [The sum of the three time-ordered con-
tributions in Fig. 7 is just the same as the portion
of the Feynman diagram Fig. 2(b) in which the
radiating nucleon propagates in a positive energy
state.] In Fig. 7(a) the pion is emitted before the
photon, and absorbed affer, and it is often stated
that this “recoil” emission contribution is not con-
tained in the Schrddinger matrix element because
the potential in the Schrddinger equation acts in-
stantaneously. We conclude that this statement is
incorrect by simply evaluating the three portions
of Fig. 1, called T,, T,, and T,, and showing that
T,+ Ty + T, is a better approximation to the Schrd-
dinger matrix element than 7,+T,.

The essential point of the demonstration has to
do with the energy denominators, and this is all
we write down. The additional factors coming
from the spins and pseudoscalar nature of the pion
do not change the conclusion.

Defining E = (B2 + m?)Y/2, w= (g2 + u?)"/2, where D
and ¢ are the momenta of the virtual nucleon and
pion as shown on Fig. 7, the three contributions

r

can be written as

rotm_ 1 1
“ 2w E E,—E}-w El-E-w’
rtm__ 1 1
®" 20w E E,~E-k E!l-E-w
1l m 1 1 1
"20w E E;~El=w \E,-E-k E!-E-w)/’
7oL m 1 1
° 20 E E,~E-R E -E{-w=-Fk"’

(B1)

where we have made use of energy conservation.
Combining terms

1 m 1
Tt Te=3, E B,—E~k
5 —20+ (B, —E—F)
w? = w(E, -E—=Pk)+(E! = E)(E, -E{ - k)

(B2)

and going*to the over-all c.m. system, P, +P,=0
=p! +Ps+k, where one can show that £s2p,g/m, a
little algebra gives

1

1
T,,+Tc=——

1
E -E-k w—3(E,—E-F)

[1+o<%) } (B3)

From Eq. (B1) it is seen that when T, and the
second version of T, are added together a cancel-
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lation occurs which leads to

1 m

1
Ta+ Tb+Tc=%E E_———I—E—k

X
N
3

I
[y

1
Ej-w _Ez—Eé+w>

(B4)

which is just the original Feynman matrix element,
Fig. 2(b), with the radiating nucleon restricted to
positive energy. One shows directly that (E, — E})

<(p?/m?)w?® and therefore
2
5 [1 +0 <2mL2> ] .

(B5)

[

1
Ta+Tb+Tc:—m
1

€

Except for the relativistic correction factor this
is precisely the result obtained from the Schro-

i
dinger equation, so
2
Ta+ Tb+ Tc_ Tsch =0 <§;le'> Tyen
2
f’(W) (B8)

Returning to Eq. (B3),

T4 T T = m s 1 cof-Li
pT ST ST T 92 w3 (E, —E-k) m2kw?

=e<—1—) +e(—1’f—) B
w® mikw? | *

If (k/w)=s (p,/m)? then the second term on the
second line of Eq. (BT7) is at least as important as
the first, in which case the error in the Schr6-
dinger result is essentially the same whether or
not the recoil emission diagram Fig. 7(a) is in-
cluded. This is due to the fact that this diagram
does not have the infrared divergence. If on the
other hand 2~ p,w/m, then the error is less if the
recoil emission diagram is included. This means
that the Schrodinger matrix element already con-
tains the recoil contribution, and therefore Fig.
T(a) should not be added on as an additional con-
tribution.

APPENDIX C.

Two irreducible tensors, A,'nl1 and B!z, are coupled to form a third tensor, Cﬁ, as in Messiah!?

mg?

Z l
L= 1 1,1L _ 1, =10t M
Cci=lAx Blz]g=(-1)172" (2L +1)/2 (7”11 my, =M

mymg

where

L, I, L
m, my, =M

L)A,’,}IB'2 (c1)

mg

is a 3j symbol. The spherical components of a vector are defined by

a. = (a, +ia,)
1 \/—2- ’
a,=a,, (c2)
(a,—ia,)
and the spherical harmonics are related to the coordinate vector by
N 3 \V2y
upy=(2) Tu
o= (g) - (3)
Some useful relationships are
V3 [atxp']0=3D, (c4)
-iV2 [a* x 0]y = @xD),, (c5)
- 15 (21, +1)M2(2,+1)2 41,011 L ~
I:Y,l(r)xY,z(r)_J = Yo (=1) 2<0 o 0>YL(1’), (ce)

0y =3+ ), /r2 =87 [ Y, x5}, (ek)
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and the recoupling formula

[Alix[B2x CI8]423] 7 = 57 [(25 5+ 1)(27 55 + 1)] /2 (=1) Fr+iztis*d ;’:1 Iz j”%[[A"lx Bi2]dizx Cis] 7|

i12

where

;jl j2 j12€
JsJ Jas

Jsd Jas
(c8)

is a 65 symbol. Using the above relations one can rewrite Eq. (16) as Eq. (17). It is now a simple matter
to project the partial waves from € - M, Eq. (17), using the following equations,

LS (T PX (50T, Y 1S 00= (=197 (5 o1, ) ASTILG@)X[,5,1 5" 11 ),
(c9)
s g
(ST (Y () x[E, x &1 5" || 2 s*a)y =[ QT+ 1)@+ 1)3]2L L S” 1 (|| Yo (W) 12)(S||[E,x5,]1 "] §),
1 8J
(c10)
where
Al 77y = (o QI+n@r+1n@L+1) V2 (1L UV
llr @Iy =( 1)‘[ - ] (00 0) (c11)
and
728
(S|I[E,x5,15"]Is") =6[ (25 +1)(2S’ +1)(2S” +1)] 21 1 8" (C12)
1is

*Work performed under the auspices of the U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission.

'"This is not necessarily disastrous. The whole range of
possible choices may lead to only slightly different
bremsstrahlung matrix elements. This will obviously be the case
if the nonlocal potential is sufficiently weak, which seems to be
true for the phenomenological spin-orbit potential.

L. Heller, in The Two-Body Force in Nuclei, edited by S.
M. Austin and G. M. Crawley (Plenum, New York 1972), p.
79.

5R. K. Osborn and L. L. Foldy, Phys. Rev. 79, 795 (1950).

“F. Villars, Phys. Rev. 72, 256 (1947).

’S. Wahlborn and J. Blomqvist; Nucl. Phys. 133A, 50
(1969). '

6+ stands for complex conjugate and transposing the spin and
isospin indices; T stands for transposing the spin and isospin
indices. . .

"Equation (28) in Ref. 5 is equivalent to our Eq. (5)

provided no derivatives of the current operator are needed. If
they are, our version must be used.

8V. R. Brown and J. Franklin have carried out calculations
of neutron-proton bremsstrahlung including the k =0 limit of
the operator. See The Two-Body Force in Nuclei, (Ref. 2), p.
123; in International Conference on Few Particle Problems in
Nuclear Interaction, Los Angeles, 1972 (to be published).

This suggestion is due to J. Franklin.
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