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Parity-violating photon circular polarization in p + d — *He + y with pion-less
effective field theory
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The nonleptonic weak interaction in the few-nucleon system at very low energies is studied with the calculation
of the photon circular polarization in the pd — 3Hey reaction (PVP" ). For very low energies, one may treat the pion
as heavy and integrate it out from the QCD symmetry-based model-independent effective field theory, leaving
only short-range strong interactions which are introduced in term of pionless effective field theory formulation. We
investigate a complete set of the parity-violating electromagnetic transitions in the pd — *Hey process. In this
paper the interferences of strong, electromagnetic, Coulomb, and parity-violating weak interactions are presented
with the calculation of a full set of appropriate diagrams at the leading order. We have obtained energy-dependent
P;"’ results as a function of the laboratory energy values 0.5 < Ep,, < 3 MeV in terms of the low-energy coupling
constants. The contributions of the initial S- and P-wave proton-deuteron systems have been considered to make

the final *He ground state in this energy region.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The analysis of purely leptonic and semileptonic weak
interaction in isolation are well understood. However in the
nucleus, the effects of nonperturbative strong interactions
between quarks from those generated by the weak interaction
cannot be disentangled [1]. At low energies, lattice QCD or
effective field theories have been suggested to pursue the
problem leading to preliminary rigorous predictions.

The parity-violating (PV) observable in heavy nuclei is most
probably the result of weak interactions among only two or
three constituent nucleons and this physics cannot presently be
studied because of the complicated strong interaction physics
involved. Therefore, the goal of independent measurements
and theoretical efforts is to constrain the nonleptonic weak
interaction in the few-body systems. At very low energies the
model-independent pionless effective field theory [EFT(7)],
that systematically incorporates the symmetries of QCD,
provides the powerful theory to understand the physics of
strong, electromagnetic [2—4], and Coulomb interactions in a
consistent manner [5,6] for the few-body system. Further, the
symmetries of standard model at the leading order (LO) intro-
duce nucleon-nucleon (N N) PV Lagrangian with five PV low-
energy constants (LECs) that parametrize the weak interaction
physics in terms of nucleon degree of freedom [7]. We intend
to use the model-independent EFT(5¢) approach to disentangle
nonperturbative strong interactions from those generated by
the weak interaction in the few-body systems such as *He and
reliably produce the nonleptonic weak interaction observable.
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In the present paper, we calculate photon circular polar-
ization in the pd — *Hey process, P/?, with the EFT(y)
approach at LO. The parity-conserving (PC) [5] and PV
amplitudes of the pd — >Hey process are presented with the
incoming proton energies which are limited by the perturbative
treatment of Coulomb effects and the EFT (5 ) breakdown scale.
In the laboratory energy range Ep,, > 0.5 MeV the initial
ZS% and 45% channels of the proton-deuteron system can be

converted to the final 2S 1 state of the *He nucleus using the
appropriate combinations of the £1 and PV interactions. Also,
the mixing of the M1 and PV interactions can change the
initial 2P%,2P% ,4P%, and 4P% states of the proton-deuteron
system to the final *He ground state. The electromagnetic
(EM) transitions can amplify the observable P} ¢ with all
the PV-EM transitions and its reversed combinations e.g.,
28% ﬂ>2P% %2S% or 4P% RUAN 4P% ﬂﬂS%. In the pres-
ence of the Coulomb interaction, we show that the PV effect is
modified due to the diagrams connecting the different PV two-
body transitions and Coulomb interaction. To obtain the well-
converged results we have extrapolated our results to A (mass
of the photon) — 0. We use the full set of complicated LO di-
agrams consisting of simultaneous interferences among weak,
strong short-range, Coulomb long-range, and electromagnetic
interactions to evaluate the P} “We calculate the photon circu-
lar polarization observable as a function of laboratory energy
with three different cutoff momentums: 400, 600, and 900
MeV. Theoretical uncertainty for our results is provided with
the cutoff variation of Pyp ? between 400 and 900 MeV, which
indicates no significant cutoff dependence in the final values.
The values of PV LECs are not fixed by the symmetries of
QCD but must be constrained by future measurements. The
lack of five experimental measurements for PV observables is
the main obstacle to pin down the five PV coupling constants
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of LO Lagrangian. The PV asymmetries such as the polarized
photon induced process on the triton or *He at, e.g., an
upgraded HIGS facility (HIGS2) [8] and new measurement at
HIGS?2 for the photo-induced PV asymmetries on the deuteron
[8] to the desired precision of 1078 would provide more
independent determinations of the PV LECs.

The structure of our paper is as follows. We present the
effective Lagrangian for the pd — 3Hey process in Sec. II.
PV formalism for the pd scattering is introduced in Sec. III.
Section IV discusses the derivation of the PV amplitude for the
pd — 3Hey reaction. The numerical calculation and the re-
sults of the photon circular polarization P “ are also presented
in Sec. V. Finally, we summarize the paper in Sec. VI.

J

II. EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN FOR
THE PV pd — *Hey PROCESS

The effective Lagrangian for the PV pd capture reaction
can be classified as the PC: Lpc and PV: Lpy sectors

L = Lpc + Lpy. ey

The Lpc contains the strong (L), Coulomb (L), and electro-
magnetic (Lgy) interactions,

‘CPC = Es + £ph + £EM7 (2)

that are introduced in detail in the following.

A. Strong interaction

The strong interaction in the pd system using the EFT(5¢) formalism based on dibaryon auxiliary fields is given by the

Lagrangian [9,10]

D? D2 2
Ly =NiDo+ — |N+d*' | A, — cos|iDo + — + L) |a2
2 dmy  my

my

4mN ny

.i D? ) . L
+d, {At - (zDo+—+ Yi )]d,’ — (ysd;“(NTPANHy,d; (NTP'N) +H.c.)

4 PER) N1 (2 o) (0] )

where D, is the covariant derivative which acts on the nucleon
(N) and dibaryon fields (d! and d2) with the 3, +iet2A,
and 9, +ieCA, relations, respectively. A, and e are the
external field and the electron charge. We have C = 2, 1, and
0 for the proton-proton, proton-neutron, and neutron-neutron

dibaryons. m represents the nucleon mass and y? = ﬁ
’ NPts

are two PC coupling constants for the singlet and triplet
channels with the effective ranges p; ;. The parameters A/,
and ¢/, are given by matching the EFT(5¥) N N-scattering
amplitude to the effective range expansion (ERE) of the
scattering amplitude of two nonrelativistic nucleons around
the iyy;, where y; = 45.702 MeV is the binding momentum
of the deuteron and y, = ai with a, as the singlet scattering
length.
The operators

. 1 . 1
P = —O'QO'I‘L’Q, PA = —O'2T2‘CA, (4)

V8 V8

with 74 (o07) as isospin (spin) Pauli matrices, project the NN
system to the *$; and 'S, states, respectively. The three-
nucleon force is also introduced by H(E,A), where E and
A denote the total energy and the cutoff momentum.

B. Coulomb interaction
The Coulomb contribution which is dominant for small
momentum transfers enters ~*2% where p is the momentum
transfer and « denotes the fine structure constant [11-14]. With

[ytys(d;Ui)T(d;qO'A) +He]+ yf(dsArA)T(dsBaB))N +.. 3)

(

respect to the Coulomb potential

%, )

Ve =

one cannot assume that the scale of all momenta is set by
the deuteron binding momentum y; and we have to introduce a
new momentum scale p, where p < Q for the power counting
[13]. Thus, we simultaneously have an effective theory with
two small expansion parameters X and —£- e

The Lagrangian of the kinetic and gauge fixing terms of the
photons is

1
£ph = —Z

n, = timelike unit vector. (6)

1
Fu F* — E(BMAM - mmua”Au)z’

Therefore the static photon propagator is given by

iApn(p) = (N

l
p2+a%’
where the infrared divergences in the photon propagator will
be handled by inserting a photon mass A. The final results
are obtained using an extrapolation when A — 0. In fact, by
choosing a mesh-point distribution dense around the Coulomb
peak, it is possible to numerically take the zero-screening limit
A[11]. We work in the region Ep 5, = 0.5 MeV, so the Coulomb
parameter “X is of order % and nonperturbative treatment of
Coulomb effects is not necessary.
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C. Electromagnetic interaction

The E1, M1, and E?2 transitions contribute to the pd —
3Hey amplitude at the low-energy regime. With respect to the
experimental facts for the pd — 3Hey reaction [15,16], the
contribution of the E2 transition is small compare to the M1
transition at the low energy. We introduce the EM interaction as

Lem = Lg + L3, (8)

where at the leading order, the electric interaction of a photon
with a single nucleon is introduced by the Lagrangian

1 S
( —;T3>(P+P’)~8;N, ©)

with P and P’ as the momenta for the incoming and outgoing
nucleons. Also, Ey denotes the three-vector polarization of the
produced photon.

Also, the Lagrangian of the M1 interaction is constructed
by considering the nucleon and dibaryon operators coupling to
the magnetic field B,

L
E= 2mN

el

Lp = —Niko+kitHs - BN + —=L_g/' d’B;
57 2my o My /Pt Ps
2€L2 it
ie;nd!'d] By +Hec., (10)
mpy Py
where ko = 1(k, +k,) =0.4399 and k = 1k, —k,) =

2.35294. k, (k,) denotes the proton (neutron) magnetic mo-
ment. The coefficients L = —4.427 +0.015 fm and L, =
—0.4 fm, which have been fixed using the cross section of
the np — dy at thermal energy and the deuteron magnetic
moment iy, enter at next-to-leading order (NLO) [17]. So
only the first term of Eq. (10) is sufficient for our leading-order
calculations.

D. Leading-order PV interaction

The PV interaction connects the states with the different
parity and the same total angular momentum. So at the lowest
order for the PV interaction, we have *S; — 'P;, %S, — P,
and 'Sy — 3P, two-body transitions. Therefore, the leading-
order two-body PV Lagrangian with dibaryon formalism can
be written as

. « =
Lpy = —[¢5 " Md'NTi(Vort — p1a VIiN

1503 PodATNT

« —
+ 8&a1-0 iI(Vo0y0,T0TAs — 020, ToTA V)i N

J
AYV[X)Y - Y/X,E .k
; Ek, p]

PO(X/)Y - Y/ X, E k,p) =

3P t -
+gA, Y 3ABdA NT(VO’zdiTz‘(B — 020,120t V )i N

'So—2Py7AB JA! N/ T
+8nlmn ' L77dS N z(Vaza,rer—aza,ferV),

+g's" P‘sijkdf NT(Vazaktzr3 — 0204 TaT3 V)jN
+He +---], (11)

where 7 = diag(1,1,—2) is a diagonal matrix in isospin
space and g~ denotes the weak dibaryon-nucleon-nucleon
(dNN) coupling constant for the PV two-body transitions
between X (*S;,'Sy) and y PPy P) partial waves. Al
represents the isospin changing in the PV vertex. To sim-
plify, we use the notation suggested in Ref. [4] in which

3 1 _3 ¢ _3 1¢ _3 3 3
si—'p 'SP So—"Po So—>Po _3p
g g gy 8ty and g 5P have been

replaced by g1, g2, 83, 84, and g5, respectlvely We note that

the g4 corresponding to the g Al _2 P term dose not contribute
in the pd system because of isospin values of the proton and
deuteron.

III. PV pd SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

We introduce one of the major building block of the PV
pd — 3Hey transition, namely the PV pd scattering in this
section. All LO diagrams of the PV pd scattering are shown
in Fig. 1. In this figure the circle with a cross indicates the
possible two-body PV transitions

3S1 < P, 381 %P, 1Sy < O, (12)
which mix the S- and P-wave channels at the lowest order. The
dashed rectangle and dashed oval also represent the PV- and
PC-scattering amplitudes, respectively. For the three-nucleon
system, the possible lowest-order transitions which change the
parity and conserve the total angular momentum are

2s 1< ’p ,

1
2

28 < 4P ,
2

1
2

45% <~ ZP%, 45% <~ 4P%. (13)
We emphasize that the three-body S states 2S% and 4S% are
introduced by X, and Y is assigned as the symbol of the 2P%,
2Px 4P; and 4P3 channels.

In the cluster—conﬁguratlon space, the contribution of the
diagrams in Fig. 1 can be written as [18]

1 A 2
B _/ dqq*{ A™V[X/Y - Y/X;E.q.p] D" E — q—,q t*OF(X /Y E k.q)
27‘[2 0 ZmN

_’_tTLO,PC(Y/X;E’q’p)fD(LO)<E

2
q—,q)APV[X/Y — Y/XE.kq] }
N

1 A A K 2
+4—4/ dq1 q} / dq> g3 {t'LO’PC(Y/X;E,qz,p)D(Lo)<E - B ,qz)
T 0 0 2mN

x A™V[X/Y - Y/X; E,ql,qz]Dm(E

2
— 2q—1,q1)rL°"’C<X/Y;E,k,q1>}, (14)
my
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D

az

FIG. 1. The PV-scattering diagrams at LO. A single line represents a nucleon and a double line is a dibaryon propagator. The wavy line
denotes the exchanged photon. The circle denotes the PV d N N vertex. A dashed oval indicates the PC-scattering amplitudes at LO. The dashed
rectangular represents the PV-scattering amplitude. Time-reversed diagrams are not displayed.

where AP represents the contributions of the PV kernels in the
first row of Fig. 1. We can present the function APV[X/Y —
Y/X; E.k,p]as

4
AYNIX/)Y > Y/X,E k,p] = ZA,PV[X/Y—> Y/X; E.k,pl,
i=1

5)

where the AlfV and Alz)V kernels are for the contributions of the
first and second diagrams in the first row of Fig. 1. Moreover,
the time-reversed amplitudes of these diagrams (not shown in
Fig. 1) are introduced by AYY and A", respectively. The AT,
Algx functions for all possible transitions in the J = % and %
channels have been evaluated in Ref. [18].

J

In Eq. (14), the second term denotes the contribution of the
diagrams which include one PC-scattering amplitude, and the
third term corresponds to the diagrams in the third line with
the scatterings in both sides. t**PC(X/Y; E k,p) is the LO
PC pd-scattering amplitude in the X/Y channel, where X =
?S1,%S3,and Y = *P1,?Ps,*Py1, * Py. The LO PC-scattering
amplitudes are given using [5] )

gt (Ekp) 00
1V (E k. p) = 0 0 0], (16)
0 0 0

with

1
) (B k,p) = 2y [K§“<E,k,p) - EKE“'PC(E,k,p)}

Y
+ iy
72
and
(L) (L) (L)
td, t—t td,slat [d,szﬂt
(L) (L) (L)
td,t—>sl td,xl—>s1 z‘d, S2—> 5] (E’k’p)
t(L) t(L) (L)
d, t—>s, d,s1—>s d, s5—>52

ytz[K§L) + KgL)’PC + 50L —213\(21\)]

A 1 q2
dqq*| KP(E,q,p)— =KPFPE,q,p) | DMV E - 2—,q ) 15, (E kg,
0 2 2mN

—yus[ K&+ 85 ]

a7

2K o 4]

_ L L 2H(A) | SR ¢ s L 2H(A) 2k L 4H(A)
= _yfs[Kg )+ 85 3A2 ] _ySS[T — 53— =8 Ta ] SS[ 3~ 180 a2 ]
L L 4H(A 2k0 L 4H(A L SH(A
_YIS[ZKE )—}-80 _31§2)] yss[_3’ +50 9152)] Vss 50 91§2)
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— Vit [KS(L) + KiL)’PC + 5(1)“ _21;1\(21\)]
L 2H(A
s [KP + 85 2552
4H(A
2K+ 5t 0]
(L) (L) (L)
td, t—t td__vl%z td,szet
(L) (L) (L)
C]) td, t—>s td,slﬁsl td,szﬁsl
(L) (L) (L)

td, t—s52 d, s1—>s2

1or
— | 4
+2n2/0 a9

2
xpO(p_ 1T
ZmN ’

where the subscripts g and d denote the quartet and dou-
blet states, respectively. The subscripts ¢, s;, and s, are for
dibaryons in the triplet, singlet, and pp part of singlet states.
K" and K" are the kernels with the strong and Coulomb
interactions, respectively, with L denoting the scattering in the
L-wave channel. The complete form of these kernels and the
other symbols have been introduced in Ref. [5].

The D19 represents the matrix propagator of the dibaryon
auxiliary fields as

D"(E q) 0 0
'D(LO)(E,q) — 0 D§LO)(E,61) 0 ,
0 0 DI"ONE, q)

19)

where the LO propagators for the 35, 1Sy, and pp part of the
1Sy dibaryon are given by

47 1
LO
DT(/3 )(E,q): = 5 5 s
NYUs yiys — /& —myE —ie
1
DIONE q) = - : (20)
T R I o)
with
2 2
e 1 , . la :
=— ~—, g =i\ X —myE —ie, (21
“=x " 1Ty omwE—ie @D

~ . 1 :
Ho(n) = ¥ (in) + 2 log(in). (22)
In the above equation, the function ¥ is the logarithmic deriva-
tive of the I function. Moreover, a,. denotes the scattering
length in the pp channel.

IV. PV AMPLITUDE OF THE pd — *Hey PROCESS

In this section, we focus on the PV amplitude of the pd —
3Hey process. We concentrate in the region Ep,, > 0.5 MeV
because in this regime the Coulomb parameter *2X is of

order 1

3 and therefore the Coulomb effects can be treated
perturbatively. We use the Lagrangian in Eq. (11) for the PV
interaction to calculate the EM matrix elements that contribute
in the pd — 3Hey process at Ep,, > 0.5 MeV.

For Ey., > 0.5 MeV, we must calculate the PV E1 and
M1 transitions in the pd — *Hey process. The diagrams
that contribute in the PV pd radiative capture are shown
schematically in Figs. 2 and 3. The diagrams in Fig. 2 are the PC
diagrams that multiplied by the PV scattering, and the diagrams

d, sr)—>s>

3 KD + 0 2]

L L),PC _ oL 2H(A)
ySS[Ks( ) — KPPC 55 3A2 ]

a2+ o 20

is[3KE) + o 2]
2H(A
—yu [P + 85 2535 ]

4H(A
—Yss 56 3[52)

(E.k.q), (18)

(

in Fig. 3 indicate the PV diagrams with the half-off-shell
PC scattering. In Fig. 3 the dashed oval indicates the PC
nucleon-dibaryon scattering amplitudes which are obtained
using Eqgs. (16) and (18) and the dashed half-oval is the
normalized *He wave function at LO which is denoted by
[3(;? as Ref. [5]. The dashed rectangular in Fig. 2 is the PV
pd-scattering amplitude of diagrams shown in Fig. 1. The
dashed rectangular with the dashed line around it in Fig. 3
represents the PV pd scattering depicted in Fig. 1 without
participation of the diagrams which have the full PC pd
scattering on the right-hand side.

The incoming ZS% and 45% states of the proton-deuteron

system can be changed to make the final 2§ 1 He state using
the combination of E£1 and PV interactions. Also, the mixing of
M1 and PV interactions can convert the initial 2P% ,2P% ,4P%,
and* P% channels of the proton-deuteron system to the final *He
ground state. So, we generally have two E'1 PV transitions,

BT TR P (23)

and four M1 PV transitions which make the final *He ground
state

ZP% —>ZS%, ZP% —>ZS%,

4P1 —)251,
2

I (24)

For the diagrams in Fig. 2, we have the PV E1 and M1
transitions as

XﬂYAZS%,

y Bx ML 25%. (25)

With respect to the fact that the electric transition does not
change the relative spin of particles and also the magnetic
transition does not change the orbital angular momentum, all
the E1 and M1 transitions which create the ZS% state are

Py £ %Sy, 2Py EL2S
sy HMb2s,, tsy Msy (26)

So, we finally have six possible transitions for the diagrams
in Fig. 2 from the incoming S and P waves to the final *He
ground state as

25% ﬂ>2P% A2S%, 45% ﬂng AZS%,
2p, P25, Mi2g5, 4p PY25 uiZg,

2P% Btgs A 25%, 4 p ﬂ#‘sg M 25%. 27)
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7\

S4 C

aRs

FIG. 2. The first set of the diagrams for the PV pd — *Hey process at LO. The dashed rectangular with solid line around it denotes
the contribution of all PV pd-scattering diagrams depicted in Fig. 1. The C diagram indicates the Coulomb effect that only appears in the
pd — 3Hey transition. The dashed half-oval is the normalized *He wave function at LO. The wavy line which exits from the nucleon denotes

the emitted photon and H is the leading-order three-body force.

In order to calculate the diagrams in Fig. 2, we need six PV pd-
scattering amplitudes, t*O-PV(X/Y — Y/X), corresponding
to the transitions in Eq. (27).

If we use this procedure for the diagrams in Fig. 3, then 10
possible transitions,

2g, L£L2p, BN2g, 45, ELd4p, PV 2g,
2 2 2 2 2 2
Zp, ML2p, ﬂ>251, ip, Mi2p, ﬂ>251,
2 2 2 2 2 2

py Mi2p, PV2g, 4p, Ml2p, PV2g,
2 2 2 2 2 2
p, Mi4p, PV2g, 2p, Ml4p, PV2g,
2 2 2 2 2 2

ZP% ML 4P%

will be possible for PV proton capture on deuteron. Taking
the transitions in Eq. (28) into the calculation, the dashed

J

ﬂﬂsé, 4P% ML 4p, ﬂﬂsé, (28)

1 !
WYX/ Y Ek) = —— / dqq® | > S;(Y/X; Ei.k)+C(Y/X; E; k) D<L0>(E,-—2—
0

j=1

rectangular with dashed line around it as noted by
tXO-PV(X /Y — Y/ X)should be considered for the appropriate
incoming and outgoing channels.

So the PV amplitude for the pd — *Hey transition is
obtained using the relation

WYX/ Y; Ei k) = WPV (X/Y; Ej k) + Wi (X/ Y5 Eq k),
(29)

where WIPV(X/Y; E; k) and WIPIV(X/Y; E; k) are the ampli-
tudes of the first and second sets of the PV diagrams that shown
in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.

Now we initially introduce the evaluation of the diagrams
in Fig. 2 and then explain about those of Fig. 3. In the cluster
configuration space, the contribution of all diagrams in Fig. 2
for the incoming X /Y channel can be written as

2
q ,q) YOPV(X)Y - Y/X E; k.q),
my

(30)

where the §;(X/Y; E;,k) with j =1, ...,4 represents the contribution of the “S;” diagram in Fig. 2. The k is the incoming

3k2 v

momentum, E; = — By, with Bay, is the *He binding energy, and E; = E = 7 — o= indicates the center-of-mass (c.m.)

m

energy of the incoming pd system. Also, C(X/Y; E;,k) denotes the contribution ofn the diaNgram “C”, which is constructed using
the additional diagrams in the second line of Fig. 2. The detailed derivations of S;(X/Y; E;,k) and C(X/Y; E; k) functions have

been presented in our previous paper [5].

For the incoming X /Y channel, the contribution of the diagrams in Fig. 3 can be written as

PV . — - F. -
Wi (X/Y: Eik) = R(X/Y; E; k) 772

with
30
R(X/Y;Ei k) =Y Ri(X/Y;E; k),

Jj=1

(32)

A
f dqq2R<X/Y;E,»,q)D<LO><Ei—
0

2
q LO.PC

—_— t="(X/Y;,E; k,q), 31
M Q) (X/ q) 3D

(

where the 3 x3 matrix function R; denotes the contribution of
the diagram “R;” in Fig. 3. The detailed calculation for one of
the most important diagrams, Rj¢, for all the incoming partial
waves is depicted in Appendix.
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&
R UG N R

R, \ R,
$ S
a0 I 2 I
R, R, R, R, R, R, R,
—AN
i 1 + § * %
R R, R, R R,
A
i i
R, R, R, R,, R,
+ + 5 + n +
R, R, R, R, R, Ry

FIG. 3. The second set of the diagrams for the PV pd — *Hey process at LO. The circle with a cross and wavy line is the PV photon-
dibaryon-nucleon-nucleon (yd N N) vertex. The dashed rectangular with dashed line around it denotes the PV pd scattering depicted in Fig. 1
without participation of the diagrams which have the full PC pd scattering on the right-hand side.

Finally, the physical amplitude of all diagrams in Figs. 2 V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

and 3 can be written as . . T
To calculate the outgoing photon circular polarization in the

WYX/ Y1 Er k) = WPV (XY En k) v ZO’LO (33) pd — *He y process, one needs the PC and PV amplitudes of

PO P ’ the pd capture process. The detailed derivations of the LO

0 PC calculations for the pd-scattering amplitude, *He wave

where Z1© is the normalization factor of the incoming deuteron ~ function, and, finally, the pd — *He y transition amplitude
wave function at LO [5]. have been previously presented in Ref. [5].
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TABLE 1. The PV observables which have been recently studied using the EFT(s) formalism. The available measured values of these

observables are summarized in the third column.

Observables EFT(s) relations Experiment

Py (3] [—28.699 g| + 14.024 (g2 — 2 g4)]x 103 (1.8 £ 1.8)x1077 [23]

AP [3] [4.102 g51x10° (—0.60 £ 0.21)x 1077 [24]
(—0.15 £ 0.47)x 1077 [25]

%d‘j;l”” [22] [4.52gs+ g1) — 18.5(g, — 2 g4)] radMeV 2

% "f;,”d [22] [8.0gs+17.0g; +2.3(3g; — 2 g3)] radMeV 2

Py [4] [0.26g, —0.23 g, 4+ 0.15g; — 1.08 g5]x 10°

ant [26] [—0.51 g, +0.83g, — 0.47 g5 + 1.36 g5]x10°

A [26] [1.36 g, — 1.50 g5 4+ 0.94 g3 — 4.47 g5]x 103

P)? (this work)

[0.17 g — 0.49 g, + 0.47 g3 — 2.00 gs]x 10°

The PV E1 and M1 transition amplitudes of the proton
radiative capture on a deuteron are required to obtain the
contributions of the diagrams in Figs. 2 and 3. In the previous
section we derived the LO EFT(sf) amplitudes of the diagrams
presented as the first set in Fig. 2. The PV pd-scattering
amplitude is an essential building block for the amplitudes
of the first set of PV diagrams and has been fully derived
in Ref. [18]. The contributions of the second set of the PV
pd — 3Hey diagrams which are shown in Fig. 3 can be
obtained after evaluating the R(X/Y; E;,k) matrix function.
The final results of the second set of PV diagrams are given by
adding the contribution of the half-off-shell PC pd-scattering
amplitude multiplied by the R(X/Y; E;,k) matrix element.

In order to compute the PC and PV amplitudes of the
pd — 3He y process, we initially obtain the PC pd-scattering
amplitude by solving numerically the Faddeev equations with

J

Re[ Y y_i 55 W WWVU) +2 3y 46 W WHWPV(U)]

the Hetherington-Schick method [19-21] in a Mathematica
code with an arbitrary cutoff momentum A. Also we obtain
the PV pd-scattering amplitude of the diagrams in Fig. 1, with
the same cutoff momentum A as used in the PC-scattering
amplitude. In the last step, we calculate the contribution of
the PC and PV amplitudes by solving numerically the loop-
momentum integrations with the Gaussian quadrature weights
and the same cutoff momentum as the other steps.
The photon circular polarization is given by
oy —o-_

p,=——" 34
= e (34)
where o and o_ are the cross section for the photons with
right and left helicity, respectively.

After summing over the spin and polarization of the proton

and deuteron, we have

d _
Prt =2

with WPC(U) and WPY(U) as the PC and PV amplitudes of
pd — 3Hey process for the incoming channel U, where
U=1,...,6 are instead ZS%, 45%, 2P%, ZP%, 4P%, and 4P%,
respectively. “

In order to obtain the exact EFT P} “ value, the five PV LECs
introduced in the Lagrangian (11) must be exactly determined.
In other words, without the fixed values for the PV LECs,
the final relations of any few-body observables are obtained
as a function of these five unknown coupling constants. We
expect the fact that the magnitude of the PV coupling constants
to be of the order ~10~'© MeV~—2 [22]. This is an order-
of-magnitude estimation and may be off by factors of 10 or
more.

Here as an example, the calculated result for Pf ¢ at Ergp =
E,= % = 2.048 MeV is evaluated in terms of the PV LECs
as

PP = [0.17 g9 _0.49 gl B

+0.47 gl 37 — 2,00 g(3S‘_3P‘)] x10°.  (36)

2u=i3s WP + 23 46 IWFEU)? 7

(35)

(

The Coulomb effect in the results of Eq. (36) can be inves-
tigated by switching off the Coulomb interaction in the final
Py “ result. The value of the outgoing circular polarization on
the pd — 3He y process for Ey,, = 2.048 MeV without any
Coulomb interaction is calculated as

Prt =020 g7~ 0.60 (57"
+0.58 gz, =221 g5 <10 (37)

The above results indicate that the Coulomb interaction intro-
duces some corrections, about 10-20%, in the coefficients of
the PV LECs. These small Coulomb effects rely on the pertur-
bative Coulomb corrections at the k ~ 40 MeV corresponding
to Eryp = 2.048 MeV as we expected from the power counting
introduced in Sec. IIB. We can see from the coefficients of
g% in Egs. (36) and (38) that the dominant contribution
comes from the g5 —"7) LEC.

By considering the estimated values of the PV coupling
constants of the order ~10~10 MeV’%, the values of Pyp ? in
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TABLE II. The determined values of the PV coupling constants
g% . The PV coupling constants values in the second and third rows
are the estimations based on the evaluation by Moeini Arani [26] and
the extraction from Vanasse [27], respectively. All values are in units
of MeV~3.

3¢, _1 g3 p lg,_3p (18p=3P, 3¢ 3
g( Si="Fp) g((AIO:O) 0 gEAIO:l) v g(AIO:Z) 0 g( Si="F1)
2.78x10712 471x107° 2.41x10™° 2.35x107° 1.29x107!!
9.88x107"12 6.81x107'2 6.67x107" 1.99%x107'> 3.63x 10!
Egs. (36) and (38) are estimated as
|PY| ~107° 107" (38)

In the past years, the EFT(j) formalism has been applied to
study the parity violation in the two- and three-body systems.
We present the relations for the PV observables on the few-
body systems which have been investigated with the EFT(s)
approach in terms of PV LECs in the Table I. As shown in the
third column of Table I, the values of the photon asymmetry
with respect to the neutron polarization A}” and the circular
polarization of the outgoing photon on np — dy Py’ have
been previously reported. The uncertainties of these mea-
surements denote that the available experimental data are not
accurate. There are no experimental data on the neutron-proton
spin rotation 42~ and the neutron-deuteron spin rotation

dl
nd . . . .
dg’l . The experimental data for the circular polarization of

y emission P;’d and the asymmetry of the outgoing photon
with respect to the neutron (deuteron) polarization al’jd (A';d )

on the nd —> Hy have not been reported to this point. In
order to determine PV LECs, we need to increase the accuracy
of existing measurements and to introduce new experiments
for measuring the neutron spin rotation on a variety of targets,
the circular photon polarizations for the unpolarized beam
(neutron or proton) and target (deuteron), and the polarized
photon induced processes on the deuteron, triton, and helium.

In the present circumstance with no available experimental
data Moeini Arani and Bayegan have introduced the PV

TABLE III. The results for the photon circular polarization of the
pd — *Hey at LO are shown at the energy 0.5 < Epy, < 3 MeV
with A = 600. The results in the second and third columns are
obtained based on the set of the g estimated in Refs. [26] and [27],
respectively. The numbers in the parentheses in the second column
indicate the results for Py”d when the Coulomb effect is switched off.
These results are presented in units of 107,

Evp(MeV) pr
Based on Ref. [26] Based on Ref [27]

0.57 —2.80 (=3.02) 0.23
0.80 —2.10 (—=2.32) 0.16
1.12 —1.68 (—1.90) 0.12
1.53 —1.40 (—1.64) 0.09
2.04 —1.21 (—1.47) 0.07
2.65 —0.94 (—1.10) 0.05
3.00 —1.09 (—1.37) 0.04

-1.0f
-1.5f
3
:s.k
S =20
-2.5f
-3.0 . . . .
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Eyap(MeV)

FIG. 4. Variation of the Plf’d according to the proton laboratory
energies from 0.5 to 3 MeV between A = 400 and 900 MeV based
on the g presented in the second row of Table II.

coefficients values by matching the five EFT(s5) relations

for the PV observables A}", P)”, %dﬁ;p, %dﬁ;d, and P;'d to
the DDH “best values” estimates for these observables [26].
Vanasse has also obtained a different values for five PV LECs
g% [27]. These two estimated values for the g are shown
in Table II.

According to the values of the PV coupling constants g~

presented in Table II, we obtain the P “ for the energy values
in the Ep, > 0.5 MeV region. Our evaluated results are
depicted in Table III where the numbers in the parentheses

in the second column indicate the results for P} “ when the

Coulomb effect is switched off. We have also presented the P}’ ¢
values based on the g* ) extracted from Ref. [27] in the third
column of Table III. The difference between the values of P ¢
according to two different values of the PV coupling constants
in Refs. [26,27] can be assessed by the future experimental
data.

The variation of the P} “ at the proton laboratory energies
from 0.5 to 3 MeV based on the g&) values in the second
row of Table II has been presented in Fig. 4. The thickness of
the plot indicates the cutoff variation, which runs from 400 to

900 MeV. The results of the cutoff variation for P “ between
A = 400 and 900 MeV based on the g*~ in the second row
of Table II are also shown in Table IV. We emphasize that the
photon circular polarization in the pd — *He y transition is
not experimentally reported up to now. The other theoretical
efforts have not been experimentally confirmed yet. However,
we can see the order of our EFT(7) results agrees with the order
of other electroweak observables for the few-body systems.

TABLE IV. The results for the cutoff variation of P}f’d between

A = 400 and 900 MeV based on the PV coupling constants indicated
in Table II.

Epw(MeV) 0.57 0.80 1.12 153 2.04 2.65 3.00
d
Abs[1 — Z2A=49 6 066 0.050 0.045 0.038 0.037 0.035 0.030
PP (A=900)
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—1.0878
= without extrapolation
=== with extrapolation
—1.0879
< —1.0880
}A
S -1.0881

—1.0882

—1.0883

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
A(MeV)

FIG. 5. The variation of the Plj’d according to photon mass for the
proton laboratory energy of 2.65 MeV with A = 600 MeV based on
the values of five PV LECs in the second row of Table II. Dashed line
represents the results with extrapolating and the solid line indicates
the results without the extrapolation method.

In Sec. IIB, the exchanged-photon propagator has been
considered with a small photon mass to regulate the infrared
divergences occurred within the integrations over the loop
momenta. To obtain the physical results, we have to calculate
the correct values when the photon mass goes to zero. For this
purpose, we use the extrapolating method to find our results
when A — 0. Figure 5 represents the comparison between the
results of P) d according to the photon mass at the proton
laboratory energy of 2.65 MeV with A = 600 MeV. Dashed
line represents the results with the extrapolation and the solid
line indicates the results without any extrapolating in the final
results. The results without using the extrapolating method
grow up rapidly when the photon mass goes to zero because of
the infrared divergences. We generally consider the function
F(x) = Y% a,x" to interpolate the results of the P/ from
A = 0.4 to 0.6 MeV. Despite the fact that the exact values of

J

P}f’ 7 for 0.4 < A £ 0.6 MeV behave nearly linear, the best
fit to these results is obtained using the functional form of
f(X) = ag + ajA + ax2? to extract the physical Py “ value at
A = 0. The error introduced by the extrapolation to A — 0
compared to the EFT theoretical error is negligible.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Taking into account the appropriate effective Lagrangian
which constructed by L, Lon, Lem, and Lpy, the photon
circular polarization is accurately introduced in terms of
the PV LECs for the pd — *Hey reaction. The observable
comes from the interferences among weak, strong short-range,
Coulomb long-range, and electromagnetic interactions in the
0.5 < Epyp < 3 MeV energy region. The values of these LECs
must be extracted from reliable experiments or QCD lattice
calculations. In order to understand the complexity of PV in
heavy nuclei, the five PV LECs will have to be determined and
the model-independent EFT(s57) nonleptonic weak interaction
calculations to be reliably tested in few-nucleon systems.

APPENDIX: THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE R,
AMPLITUDE OF THE SECOND PV SET DIAGRAMS

One of the important diagrams in Fig. 3 is the diagram
Ris. So, as an example, we introduce the derivations of
the amplitude of the diagram Rs(U; E; k), where U is the
incoming channel (U =1, ...,6). The E; and k are the same
as the text. The contribution of all other diagrams are calculated
with the same procedure and we do not report them here. The
final results for the E'1 and M1 transitions are obtained after
applying the appropriate projection operators as Ref. [22] for
the initial and final states.

1. E1 transition

The amplitude of the diagram R in Fig. 3 before projecting
to the arbitrary incoming and outgoing channels is obtained as

1 1

e ._
rig (Eik) = 5= L0V () pLO) (E ;-
my

1 >
X k+q)-&:
k2 (k+q)? : 4
Ef T 2my q0 — 2my €

2 d4q
k)
’ 4 2 ; K Gktq? |
sz (27[) qO—zlrln—N—i—lGEi—m—QO— 4 + i€

2my

Do+ 2 Redt k425, Raspk+27),
Le188(k +29); 0 0 ’
;—%g15f(/€+2§)i 0 0

(AD)

where the indices i, j, m are related to the initial, final, and intermediate spin states and indices A and B are related to the initial
and final isospin states in the PV Lagrangian. It is necessary to know the pole positions of Eq. (A1) in the complex plane. So, we

have three following poles

2 B¢ kg ¥ooq kg
qo = —ie, go=Ei——————+ie, gqg=Ef— — — — — — + g, (A2)
sz my ZmN my ny sz my
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obtained from being zero the denominator of the nucleon propagators. With respect to the poles in Eq. (A2) and doing the
El)(E, ,k) becomes

integration over energy, the r|¢
rie (Ei k) = $t¥;§” (k) DO <Ef - i,k) / qudq f 1 d(cos 0)
8V2n:(Ef — E;) 2my 0 -1

1 1 >
X - — |(k+¢g) €}
(mN Ei—kK—q>—k-§ mszf—kz—qz—kﬂ) P
2igse™i(k +24)m 28208k +29); 2g80(k +24);

x| @188k 424 0 0 : (A3)
188k +24); 0 0
The projected E'1 amplitude of the diagram R¢ for the initial ZS% state, in the cluster-configuration space, is given by
Ri6(2S1: E; k) = o e () D<L°><Ef L ,k> / " dg / d(eos0)
2 242 E; — Ei) ¢ T 2my 0 -1
y [ k+§)-(k+25)  (k+§)-(k+2g) ]
mNEi—kz—qz—l_éw} mNE_f-—k2—q2—§-c7
4gs —2¢ 0
x | —gi 0 0|t'[éq & +ic 24 x E5IN. (A4)
0 0 0
Also, for the initial *§ 3 state, the contribution of this diagram is given by
Rio(*S3: Ei k) = ey, 152 (k) DO (Ef - k—z,k) [ " dg / d(eos0)
2 24/67%E; — E;) ¢ 2M 0 .
y [ k+@-G+2) K+ E+29) ]
myE —k>—q>—k-§ mNEf—kz—qz—%~§
—2g5 0 0
x| —¢1 0 0|i'[28,-8 —ic &4 x E5IN. (A5)
0 0 0

2. M1 transition

In this section, we calculate the contribution of the M1 transition of the diagram R;¢ as we have done in the previous section.
The unprojected M 1 amplitude of the diagram R¢ is evaluated using the relation

ey, i k? d*q 1 1
Bk = 2 5 ) DO <Ef -5 ) QY g E I
mN my v QQ—M—FleNE,'—m—qO—m—FIG
1 S S12 Si3
X E G s s s | (A6)
Er=amy =0~ 2, Ti€ §31 S$32 833
where
1 ] lmn ]
s11 = ﬁ[ 281ko(k +2§)i(B; — 2B>8; )+1g5k1(k + 2G)me"™" (2i Zperjn B — 2B283)].
1 -
s12 = 513 = —=[2ig*(k + 2q)ik185 (exji Bk — 2&2j: B2,
1 ﬁ 3 J J

1 >
$21 = 8§31 = E[—igskﬁf&mn(k + ZQ)m (281: - 4812(8;)Bk]’

1 > R . i
§20 = 8§23 = 8§32 = §33 = —[—gz(k + 26])[ (2](()81149 - 2lk16‘3BA)(25£( — 482(3]2()
2V2
—igs(k +2G) (28 — 4858%) (—2koeaps — 2ik1858% + 2ik,8%)]. (A7)
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Here, we have the same poles as Eq. (A2). So, after doing the integration over energy, the obtained relation is

(Ml) eyt (LO)f k? A :
(E,,k) m t3He (k) D(LO) <Ef — M,k) /(; q2 dq -/;1(d Cos 9)
1 1 St S12 813
X = s s 523 |- A8
(mN E__g k. mNEf—kz—q2—k-§> 2 S22 8523 (A8)

§31 §32 833

For the initial *P1, 4P%, ZP%, 4 P; states, in the cluster-configuration space, we obtain respectively:

2 A 1
. —é (L0 (LO) k 2
Ris(*P1; E; .k (k)D E;— k d (d cos0)
1Py Eik) = V2 E; — Ep) e oy t) Ny T
X[ k- (k +24) ~ k- (k +24) ]
mNE,-—kz—qz—P(} mNE_f—kz—qz—l;-ﬁ
3kogi +4kigs 28k 0
x 282k g2ko 0 t'[Eq - € +i6 - 24 X E5IN, (A9)
0 0 2(g2k1 — g3ko)
—/3ey, LO k2 A !
Ri6(*P:; E; k t )(k)D<L0>< - k>/ qqu/ (d cos 6)
(PyEik) = 36322 k(E; — Er) e T 2my ) o .
y k- (k+29) B k- (k+2g) ]
 myE —k2—q>—k-§ mNEf—kz—qz—l;-ﬁ
[kigs  —g2ki 0
x | gsko  goko 0 111284 - &5 —iG -84 x &N, (A10)
| 0 0 2(ko + k1)(g2 — &3)
Ris(*P1: Evk) = E—— Y Ll . k—z,k /A ¢2dg /1 (d cos 6)
12n2k(Ef — E;) M€ 2my 0 -1
X[ k- (k+29) B k- (k+2g) ]
myEi —kK2—q>—k-§ myE;—k>—q>—k-§
2gsky 0 O
x| gsko 0 O|i'[es & +ic €4 x EIN, (A11)
0 0 0
Sey Loy LO k2 b :
Ris(*Ps: E; k KDY E, — — k d (d cos )
o(Py: Eik) = 124/3 nzk(Ef—E)sHe Ty ) ) T
X[ k- (k+24) B k- (k+2§) ]
myE —k>—q*—k-§ mNEf—kz—qz—I;ij
kigs 0 0
x| 0 0 0|rf[28, -8 —ic -4 x E5IN. (A12)
0 0 0
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