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The low-energy spectrum and scattering of two-nucleon systems are studied with lattice quantum
chromodynamics using a variational approach. A wide range of interpolating operators are used: dibaryon
operators built from products of plane-wave nucleons, hexaquark operators built from six localized quarks, and
quasilocal operators inspired by two-nucleon bound-state wave functions in low-energy effective theories.
Sparsening techniques are used to compute the timeslice-to-all quark propagators required to form correlation-
function matrices using products of these operators. Projection of these matrices onto irreducible representa-
tions of the cubic group, including spin-orbit coupling, is detailed. Variational methods are applied to constrain
the low-energy spectra of two-nucleon systems in a single finite volume with quark masses corresponding to a
pion mass of 806 MeV. Results for S- and D-wave phase shifts in the isospin singlet and triplet channels
are obtained under the assumption that partial-wave mixing is negligible. Tests of interpolating-operator
dependence are used to investigate the reliability of the energy spectra obtained and highlight both the strengths
and weaknesses of variational methods. These studies and comparisons to previous studies using the same
gauge-field ensemble demonstrate that interpolating-operator dependence can lead to significant effects on the
two-nucleon energy spectra obtained using both variational and nonvariational methods, including missing
energy levels and other discrepancies. While this study is inconclusive regarding the presence of two-nucleon
bound states at this quark mass, it provides robust upper bounds on two-nucleon energy levels that can be
improved in future calculations using additional interpolating operators and is therefore a step toward reliable

nuclear spectroscopy from the underlying Standard Model of particle physics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Precise nuclear and hypernuclear forces are crucial
inputs to state-of-the-art nuclear many-body studies of
matter, from the neutron-star equation of state, to stability
of neutron-rich isotopes, to energetic reactions and exotic
decays of various nuclei, to the scattering cross sections of
nuclei with leptons and beyond-Standard-Model particles

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP’.

2470-0010/2023/107(9)/094508(79)

094508-1

in experimental searches for new physics [1-7]. As ab initio
nuclear many-body investigations achieve reduced statis-
tical and systematic uncertainties, uncertainties in the
nuclear Hamiltonian that is input to these calculations
become more essential to address [7]. One promising
approach to constrain nuclear forces is to derive them
from the underlying theory of the strong force, quantum
chromodynamics (QCD), using lattice QCD (LQCD). Over
the past two decades, initial steps toward this goal have
been taken, leading to LQCD results [8-33] that have
constrained two-nucleon scattering amplitudes and effec-
tive field theory (EFT) representations of forces in the few-
nucleon (and other few-baryon) sectors, although the use of
unphysically large quark masses has prevented a complete
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quantification of uncertainties. The finite-volume (FV)
spectrum of energies obtained in LQCD calculations
provides input to mapping conditions that constrain scat-
tering amplitudes [34-51] and EFT descriptions of nuclear
forces [18,29,52-57]. The problem of accurate identifica-
tion of ground- and excited-state energies of systems with
multiple nucleons (baryons) using LQCD is, therefore, of
great importance and constitutes a significant challenge in
LQCD studies of nuclear systems.' The continued develop-
ment of efforts to address this challenge is of particular
importance for systems for which experimental data are
scarce or nonexisting, such as in multineutron systems and
in systems with nonzero strangeness [1,71].

Constraining nuclear forces via LQCD is a computa-
tional challenge because LQCD path-integral representa-
tions of baryon correlation functions evaluated using
Monte Carlo methods are plagued by a severe signal-to-
noise problem [72-76]. This has limited most LQCD
studies of multibaryon systems to date to larger-than-
physical values of the quark masses, for which the growth
of the statistical noise, as the Euclidean time separation in
the correlation functions increases, is less severe than with
the physical quark masses. Furthermore, the excitation
spectrum of multinucleon (baryon) systems is rich, with
energy gaps that are not set by the QCD scale and are often
much smaller, which presents additional challenges. In
principle, the ground-state energy, E,, of a multinucleon
system can be extracted from the large Euclidean-time
behavior of any LQCD two-point correlation function
with the quantum numbers of the state of interest. This
is because the spectral decomposition of the correlation
function is asymptotically dominated by the ground-state
contribution proportional to e~*Eo, where ¢ is the Euclidean-
time separation. Excited-state effects are suppressed by
zne~ ", where 8, = E,, — E, is the energy gap between the
ground state and the nth excited state, and z,, is the ratio of
the interpolating-operator overlap factor of this excited
state to that of the ground state. Excited-state effects can
therefore be neglected if either ¢ > &;! and/or z,, < 1 for
each excited state. In practice, Euclidean times that satisfy
t > 65! cannot be achieved for multinucleon systems. In
the case of two-nucleon systems, this is because excited
states involving unbound nucleons correspond to small
values of o, for large spatial volumes and exponential

' Another approach to constraining two-body nuclear forces is
to determine the Bethe-Salpeter wave function of multibaryon
systems from LQCD correlation functions, from which (hyper)
nuclear potentials can be deduced [58—63]. Later versions of this
method do not rely on energy identification from Euclidean
correlation functions and are suggested to be free from associated
multibaryon spectroscopy challenges (see Ref. [33] for a review).
Such studies do, however, rely on the assumption that only elastic
scattering states are present in correlation functions. This method
is subject to various systematic uncertainties that are extensively
discussed in the literature [5,64—70].

signal-to-noise degradation limits # to much smaller values
than §;! in calculations using current algorithms and
computing resources (or those of the forseeable future).
For t < &;', where signals can be resolved for multinucleon
LQCD correlation functions, contributions from low-energy
excited states can be significant, and calculations using
a single correlation function (or a vector of correlation
functions that have the same quantum numbers) face the
challenging problem of performing multiexponential fits in
order to extract E,. This limitation could be ameliorated
through the use of multinucleon interpolating operators that
dominantly overlap with the ground state (or other states of
interest) and are approximately orthogonal to other low-
energy states (z, < 1 for all n > 0). However, the structure
of the true QCD energy eigenstates is unknown a priori and
finding interpolating operators with maximal overlap onto
states of interest is a challenging task. Indirect tests, such as
those enabled by Liischer’s mapping from the FV spectrum
to scattering amplitudes, can potentially signal issues with
the extracted energies because scattering amplitudes need to
satisfy certain constraints, see Refs. [18,29,77-80]; however,
passing these tests is not sufficient to guarantee that the
spectrum has been extracted reliably.

An approach for constructing interpolating operators with
7y < 1 for a set of low-energy states {n} is provided by
variational methods, in which a positive-definite Hermitian
matrix of two-point correlation functions is formed using a
set of interpolating operators and their conjugates, and a
generalized eigenvalue problem (GEVP) is solved in order to
obtain a mutually orthogonal set of approximate energy
eigenstates [81-83]. Symmetric correlation functions result-
ing from this diagonalization have spectral representations as
sums of exponentials with positive-definite coefficients and
are therefore convex functions of ¢. It follows from this that
logarithmic derivatives of symmetric correlation functions,
called effective masses, provide variational upper bounds on
ground-state energies that approach the true energy from
above [84,85]. Further, if an interpolating-operator set that
overlaps with all energy eigenstates below an energy thresh-
old A > § can be identified, then variational methods can
reduce excited-state contributions to ground-state energy
determinations to e~ [83]. In this work, a large set of
interpolating operators for two-nucleon systems is identified,
and positive-definite Hermitian two-point correlation-func-
tion matrices are constructed using these interpolating
operators. The GEVP solutions for these correlation-function
matrices are used to construct approximate energy eigen-
states. This procedure removes excited-state contamination
from determinations of E arising from the lowest-energy
set of states that significantly overlap with the set of the
interpolating operators that are considered. Since variational
methods result in convex correlation functions after diago-
nalization, cancellations between excited-state contributions
that might conspire to be consistent with a single exponential
(within uncertainties) over a significant range of 7 for t < 57!
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cannot arise. Such a possibility, however, is present in
calculations using a set of asymmetric LQCD correlation
functions in which exchanging source and sink interpolating
operators is not equivalent to Hermitian conjugation and
is argued to be relevant for LQCD determinations of
two-baryon energy spectra in Refs. [80,86]. It is noteworthy,
however, that the reliability of variational methods in
extracting energies rather than only upper bounds on them
requires the identification of an interpolating-operator set
that overlaps strongly with the ground state and low-energy
excited states. Since the eigenstates of LQCD are not known
a priori, it is not possible to know beyond a doubt that this is
the case for a given interpolating-operator set.

Variational methods have a long history of successful
applications to LQCD studies of systems with baryon number
B =0 and B = 1. Early studies used interpolating-operator
sets consisting of color-singlet “single-hadron” operators
describing glueballs, mesons, or baryons, with quark wave
functions in the latter cases resembling Gaussians or similar
functions centered about a common point with one or more
widths [82,87-93]. These, and more recent studies, have
generally found that Gaussian quark wave functions with
widths <1 fm have significant overlap with the nucleon
ground state. Low-energy excited states can be described, for
example, by using linear combinations of Gaussians con-
taining nodes and qualitatively resembling quark-model
radial excitations [91,94-97]. Further studies extended these
interpolating-operator sets and included tens of single-hadron
operators with (products of) gauge-covariant derivatives, as
well as hybrid baryon operators with gluon fields carrying
angular momentum [98-106]. The next extension was the
inclusion of “multihadron” interpolating operators describing
products of color-singlet hadron operators such as zz or Nz
each carrying definite relative momentum [77,78,107-113].
It was noticed in studies of the B = 0, isospin / = 1 channel
in the vicinity of the p resonance that interpolating-operator
sets including only single-hadron or multihadron operators
lead to determinations of the energy spectrum with “missing
energy levels” and other inconsistencies in energy-level
results when compared to the energy spectrum determined
using larger interpolating-operator sets including both types
of operators [77,78]. For t — oo, any interpolating-operator
set can be used to extract the energies of as many lowest-
energy states as there are operators in the set. However, for the
range 0.1 <7#<1fm over which correlation functions are
studied in these references, using an interpolating-operator set
neglecting some single- or multihadron interpolating oper-
ators leads to a determination of the energy spectrum in which
some energy levels identified using a larger interpolating set
are missing but other higher-energy levels are present. In the
B = 1 sector, multihadron interpolating operators such as Nz
have also been included in interpolating-operator sets used
for variational calculations [114—118]. In this context, it has
been noticed that omitting multihadron operators can lead to
missing or displaced energy levels close to and above the pion

production threshold [114] and that it is much more difficult
(although possible) to resolve energy levels associated with
N scattering states by only including local ggggq operators
with the same quark content as (plane-wave) Nz operators
[119]. Analogous issues for NN systems will be discussed at
length below, see in particular Sec. IV A.

Although the need for variational studies of multibaryon
systems has long been recognized, only recently with the
advent of efficient algorithms for calculating approximate “all-
to-all” quark propagators, such as the Laplacian Heaviside or
“distillation” method [107], stochastic Laplacian Heaviside
[108], and sparsening methods [120,121], has the application
of variational methods to multibaryon systems become
computationally feasible, albeit still at unphysically large
quark masses. The first variational study of the two-nucleon
isotriplet, “dineutron,” channel and the H-dibaryon channel
using multihadron interpolating operator was reported by
Francis et al. in Ref. [26]. This reference presents studies of
boosted two-baryon systems with several center-of-mass
momenta using 2 x 2 positive-definite Hermitian matrices
of single-hadron interpolating operators, as well as a positive-
definite multihadron correlation function and several other
asymmetric correlation functions. The two-nucleon isosing-
let, “deuteron,” channel as well as the dineutron channel have
also been studied using calculations of 2 x 2 multihadron
correlation-function matrices for several values of the
center-of-mass momentum by Ho6rz er al in Ref. [28].
Most recently, a variational study of the H-dibaryon channel
was presented by Green ef al. in Ref. [30] using correlation-
function matrices with up to three multihadron interpolating
operators in several boosted frames. This reference obtained
consistent results with Ref. [26] and quantified significant
lattice artifacts in the finite-volume energy shifts of the H-
dibaryon channel. Interestingly, the results for ground- and
excited-state energy levels for two-baryon systems calculated
using variational methods in Refs. [26,28,30] suggest ten-
sions with earlier results obtained using sets of asymmetric
correlation functions [11,13,15,16,18,21,22,25,122-131],
although these calculations use different discretizations and
quark masses. Reference [30] suggests that lattice-spacing
artifacts may contribute to these discrepancies. In this context,
further variational studies of multibaryon systems are clearly
of great importance.

The goal of the present work is to perform a detailed
study of two-nucleon systems using variational methods
and using a significantly larger set of single- and multi-
hadron interpolating operators than the sets used in
previous works. To this end, the two-nucleon systems in
both the isotriplet and isosinglet channels are studied at a
single lattice spacing and lattice volume with larger-than-
physical quark masses such that m, = 806 MeV. The
largest set of two-baryon interpolating operators to date
is constructed, including multiple types of “hexaquark”
interpolating operators built from a product of six quark
fields with Gaussian wave functions centered around a
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common point and expected to strongly overlap with
compact bound states, “dibaryon” interpolating operators
built from products of momentum-projected baryons and
expected to strongly overlap with unbound NN scattering
states, and “quasilocal” interpolating operators designed
to somewhat resemble effective low-energy descriptions
of the loosely bound deuteron state present in nature.
Through the use of recently developed propagator spars-
ening techniques [120] and highly optimized codes for
constructing two-baryon correlation functions using the
[132] compiler framework, positive-definite
correlation-function matrices are constructed with dimen-
sionalities as large as 16 x 16 for the dineutron channel
and 42 x 42 for the deuteron channel. The (upper bounds
on the) ground-state energies obtained from the resulting
GEVP solutions for these correlation-function matrices
are significantly closer to threshold than the ground-state
energies obtained using hexaquark sources and dibaryon
sinks in this work and in previous studies using the same
gauge-field ensemble [15,16,18,25].

The results of this work do not provide a conclusive
picture of nucleon-nucleon interactions with m, =
806 MeV because the volume and lattice-spacing depend-
ence of the two-nucleon energy spectra require further
investigation. Perhaps more importantly, other states that
have negligible overlap with the operator sets considered
here may also be present in the spectrum, as demonstrated
by the construction of a plausible model for overlap factors
consistent with such behavior in Sec. III B. Nonetheless,
the variational method is an approach to the problem of
excited-state contamination in two-baryon correlation func-
tions that provides systematically improvable upper bounds
on energy levels. Future calculations exploring a range
of lattice spacings and volumes with a wider variety of
interpolating operators may lead to a conclusive under-
standing of nucleon-nucleon interactions at these unphys-
ical values of the quark masses and provide the most robust
available route to determinations of nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions at the physical quark masses. While the previous
nonvariational studies of multinucleon systems, including
calculations of a range of important nuclear matrix ele-
ments [76,122,126-131,133], serve as milestones in
accessing nuclear properties from QCD and have contrib-
uted to the development of the current suite of methods
and algorithms, the era of precision LQCD calculations of
multibaryon systems is just beginning.

In order to introduce the LQCD technology for con-
structing two-nucleon interpolating operators and the
associated correlation-function matrices for the variational
approach, Sec. II presents the relevant methods for evalu-
ating correlation-function matrices and extracting the
energy spectrum using variational methods for single-
and two-nucleon systems. In Sec. III, this formalism is
used to study two-nucleon correlation functions, the asso-
ciated finite-volume spectra, and the S- and D-wave

Tiramisu

scattering phase shifts (assuming negligible partial-wave
mixing) at quark masses corresponding to a pion mass of
806 MeV. A total of 22 and 49 ground- and excited-state
energy levels below the single-nucleon first-excited-state
energy are identified for the two-nucleon systems with
I =1 and I =0, respectively. The FV energy-spectrum
results, as well as the corresponding scattering phase shifts,
are compared with existing variational and nonvariational
LQCD results at similar quark masses. Extensive studies
of the interpolating-operator dependence of the results are
performed, and the strengths and weaknesses of variational
methods and implications of these results are summarized
in Sec. IV. A number of appendices complement the
formalism and numerical sections of the paper by providing
further details. They are followed by a glossary of fre-
quently used notation in Appendix H.

II. VARIATIONAL METHODS FOR
TWO-NUCLEON SYSTEMS

A. Interpolating operators

In the infinite-volume and continuum limits, interpolat-
ing operators for QCD energy eigenstates in Euclidean
spacetime can be classified by their transformation proper-
ties under rotations, the SO(3) subgroup of SO(4) space-
time isometries valid at fixed Euclidean time ¢. Assuming a
vanishing 6 term, charge conjugation (C) and parity (P) are
exact symmetries of the QCD action and interpolating
operators are further classified by their C and P trans-
formation properties. For theories in a finite cubic spatial
volume and/or cubically discretized lattice field theories,
SO(3) invariance is broken down to the cubic or octahedral
group O, composed of the 48 symmetries of a cube.
Bosonic states in even baryon-number sectors, such as the
vacuum and two-nucleon sectors, can be decomposed into
direct sums of states that transform in the O, irreducible
representations (irreps) AT, AT, EX, Tf, and T3, where +
denotes that states in the corresponding irrep are eigenstates
of P with eigenvalues +-1 2 Fermionic states in odd baryon-
number sectors transform in direct sums of representations
Gi, G5, and H* of the double cover of the cubic group,
0P, which includes all elements of O, as well as the same
elements composed with a 2z rotation about any axis.
LQCD actions also preserve U(1) baryon-number sym-
metry exactly, and energy eigenstates can therefore be
decomposed into irreps of U(1) corresponding to baryon
number B € Z. Furthermore, the up, down, and strange
quark masses are be chosen to be equal and electroweak
interactions will be omitted throughout this work; therefore
SU(3) flavor symmetry and its SU(2) isospin subgroup are
exact symmetries in the study below.

*For a octahedral group representation I';, dr, denotes the
dimension of the representation and the individual elements are
referred to as “rows” of the irrep.
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Given these symmetries, FV LQCD energy eigenstates
can be classified by their baryon number B, total isospin /,
strangeness (only strangeness-0 systems are considered in
this work), and cubic irrep I';, which plays the role of the
continuum, infinite-volume total angular momentum, J.
Energy eigenstates with definite values of these quantum
numbers will be denoted [n/1)), with ne {0,1,...}
labeling discrete FV eigenstates within the spectrum, where

(NBLT)|nBLT)Y = 1 The corresponding energies are
(B.IT,) (B.LT;)

denoted Ej, , and states are ordered such that £, <
E&f ) for n < m. Energies of these states are exactly

independent of the isospin component I, € {—1, ..., I} and
the row of the cubic irrep I'; on ensemble average. To
simplify notation, [n(®/17)) is defined to be averaged over
I, and rows of I';. The nucleon is defined to be the ground
state of the sector with baryon number B = 1, positive
parity, and total isospin / = 1/2, and transforms in the G
irrep associated with total angular momentum J = 1/2 in
the continuum, infinite-volume limit; see Appendices A—C

|

and Refs. [134,135] for further discussion. For boosted
systems with nonzero total center-of-mass momentum P,
cubic symmetry is further broken down to the little group
comprised of the elements of OF that leave P invariant
[136]. Boosted systems are class1ﬁed by their total center-

of-mass momentum P and irrep I'} under the associated
little group, and the energies and energy eigenstates of

2o o
boosted systems will be denoted EPIPTD and |n(8-1.PIT)y

(the P label is dropped for P= 0), normalized to
<n(3,1,i>,r§’) |n(B,1,ﬁ.rf)> -1

1. Single-nucleon interpolating operators

This work uses standard nucleon interpolating operators
whose properties are briefly reviewed. Pointlike proton
interpolating operators transforming in rows of the G
1rrep indexed as ¢ € {0, 1} can be constructed in the Dlrac
basis® as

Po(x) = 8””’0\% [ (x)(CysP)ced2 (x) = dg (x)(CrsP ) cuf (x)][Po (1 = (=1)7ir172) ] rug (%), (1)

where g¢ (x) denotes a quark field of flavor ¢ € {u, d} with
a, b, ¢ being SU(3) color indices and ¢, & being Dirac
spinor indices,” 7, are Euclidean gamma matrices satisfying

vh =7, and {y,.7,} = 268,,. C = yay4. and ys = 71727374
are used to build spin-singlet diquarks, and P = (H“) isa
positive-parity projector. The application of P, projects
each quark field from G| @ Gy onto G|, which allows for
increases in computational efficiency, as discussed below.
The Dirac basis is convenient for expressing Eq. (1)
because in this basis the 0 and 1 Dirac spinor components
transform according to the 6 = 0 and ¢ = 1 rows of G
Pointlike neutron interpolating operators n,(x) are obtained
by exchanging u <> d in Eq. (1). These interpolating
operators can be combined into a nucleon field N,(x) =
(ps(x),n,(x))T that transforms as a doublet under SU(2)
1sospin symmetry, where T denotes transpose.

Spin-color weights can be introduced in order to simplify
expressions for the tensor contractions appearing in
nucleon and multinucleon correlation functions as in
Ref. [137]. Spin-color components of the quark field will
be labeled with indices i, j, k, ..., where for example i =
(¢, a) denotes a compound spin-color index corresponding

*For the definition of the Dirac basis and relations to other
bases, see Appendix A of Ref. [135].

*Note that repeated spinor and color indices are implicitly
assumed to be summed throughout this work but that this
summation convention will not be used for cubic irrep rows
and other indices.

|

to spinor index ¢ € {0,...,3} and color index a € {0, 1,2}.
In this way, the proton interpolating operator above can
be expressed as a contraction of three quark fields,’
u'(x)d’(x)u*(x), with a tensor of real-valued “weights”
whose ijk component is defined to be the coefficient of
u'(x)d’(x)u*(x) in Eq. (1). The corresponding neutron
interpolating operator can be expressed as a contraction of
d'(x)u/(x)d*(x) with an identical tensor of weights. The
weights depend on the spin of the nucleon and will
therefore be denoted wiV?. Most of the spin-color tensor
components of wiVl are zero, and the numerical evaluation
of spin-color contractions becomes significantly more
efficient if the nucleon weights are represented as a sparse
tensor ng > where a el,.. iv]} runs over the A/ EO’ ]
components of u/(® (x)d/* ( )u*@(x) with nonzero
weight, where i(a), j(a), and k(a) are spin-color-index-
valued maps from a to spin-color indices such that

szfv]ﬁ i(a)
%m=§)WW@mw"

a

) (x)uk ) (),
@), ()

The nucleon weights WLN 17 can be evaluated by choosing

a particular basis for the spinor algebra in Eq. (1) and

5 . . . . .
A canonical ordering in which quark flavors occur lexico-
graphically in all hadron interpolating operators can also be used.

094508-5



SAMAN AMARASINGHE et al.

PHYS. REV. D 107, 094508 (2023)

enforcing equivalence with the particular flavor ordering
shown in Eq. (2). The Dirac basis is particularly convenient
because only two of the spinor components have nonzero
weight (due to the application of P, to all quark fields), and
the storage and computation time of quark propagator
contractions can be significantly reduced by considering
only these two spin components and treating spin-color
indices as valued in {0, ..., 5}. In the Dirac basis, there are
N %V F= 12 terms appearing in Eq. (2) that are explicitly
shown in Appendix A. Quark-exchange symmetry, arising
from the presence of two identical quark fields in N,(x),
can be used to reduce the number of weights required
to compute nucleon correlation functions to 9 [137].
However, this symmetry does not apply to Wick contrac-
tions involving nontrivial quark permutations in B =2
correlation functions with interpolating operators built
from products of N, (x;) and N (x,) in which quark fields
with distinct spatial labels appear. For simplicity, quark-
exchange symmetry is not used to reduce the number of
nucleon weights throughout this work.

Nonpointlike nucleon interpolating operators in the G
irrep can be constructed by including (gauge-covariant)
derivatives or other functions of the gauge field into
the interpolating operator of Eq. (1) as described in
Refs. [134,135]. Nucleon spectroscopy studies, for example
in Refs. [87,91,93-97,99,101,103-106], suggest that inter-
polating operators including derivatives or spatial wave
functions with nodes dominantly overlap with nucleon
excited states. Alternative spin structures are also found
to overlap dominantly with nucleon excited states
[89,90,138]. Operators that have larger overlap with the
nucleon ground state can be constructed by combining
the spin-color tensor structure in Eq. (1) with spatial
wave functions that “smear” the location of the quark field
over a volume whose radius is of the order of the proton
radius [87,91]. Gauge-invariantly Gaussian-smeared quark
fields are defined as [139,140]

X, ZZH "(Z.1), (3)

Zen 7
where 7 is a spin-color index, H’g(a)’, is a Gaussian smearing
kernel with a width specified by the index g. The kernel is
assumed here to be O, invariant and can be constructed, for
example, by iteratively applying the gauge-covariant dis-
crete Laplacian,” and A = {(x;, x,,x3)|0 < x; < L} is the
set of spatial lattice sites where k € {1 2,3} labels the
spatial dimensions of the lattice geometry. Throughout this
work units are used in which the lattice spacing is equal to

®For systems with a large center-of-mass momentum, the
kernel could be replaced with the momentum-smearing kernel
1ntr0duced in Ref. [141] to improve ground-state overlap.

"The label k for the spatial coordinate axes should not be
confused with the spin-color index k.

unity, so x;, t € Z. Smeared proton and neutron interpolat-
ing operators are defined from the smeared quark fields as

2 e u

My () = waﬂd;<a> () (s (), (@)

a

a k(a
Pag(%) = &) (s (x),

and smeared isodoublet nucleon fields are defined as
Ny (x) = (Poy(x). nsy(x))". Such smeared quark fields
transform identically to unsmeared quark fields under
OP, and therefore smeared hadron fields transform identi-
cally to unsmeared hadron fields.

Projection to a definite center-of-mass momentum ﬁc,
where ¢ indexes the center-of-mass momenta included in an
interpolating-operator set, is accomplished by multiplying
N,,(x) by e'’*%, where X denotes the spatial components
of the coordinate x = (X, 7), and summing over the set of
spatial lattice sites A. In order to reduce the computational
cost of performing this summation (and more costly
volume sums for the two-hadron operators discussed
below), the propagator sparsening algorithm introduced
in Ref. [120] is applied. In particular, “sparsened” plane-
wave spatial wave functions are used that only have support
on a cubic sublattice Ag C A defined as

As = {(x1.x2,%3)[0 < xp < L,x, =0 (mod S)},  (5)
where L is the spatial extent of the cubic lattice geometry
and S € Z is the ratio of the number of full and sparse
lattice sites in each spatial dimension. Defining

N P
vi (3) = P (6)
where the bar denotes restriction of support to Ag, the

nucleon interpolating operators including sparsened plane-
wave spatial wave functions are defined as

Noey Z e X.1). (7)

XEAs

Momentum-projected two-point correlation functions for
these nucleon interpolating operators are defined by

Ct[r]\c]g}o\i](’g’( ) <Nacg( )No' c’g’(0>> (8)

where Nyq (1) is obtained from N, (7) by replacing
g'(x) with g'(x) and reversing the order of the fields
in Eq. (2) [the weights should also be replaced by their

complex conjugates but they satisfy (wg,N)) = wi for the

interpolating operators used here]. Two-point correlation
functions only depend on the time difference between the
two operators; for simplicity, the Euclidean time location
of the “source” operator is denoted by 0 and the Euclidean
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time location of the “sink” operator is denoted by t.

By isospin symmetry, ciNN]

ocgo'c g
identity matrix in flavor space. Similarly, C

(1) is proportional to the

ocgo'd g
vanishes unless 6 = ¢’ and ¢ = ¢/. Sparsened two-point
correlation functions of the form of Eq. (8) can be practi-
cally evaluated by computing point-to-all quark propaga-
tors with Gaussian-smeared quark sources at each of the
Vs = (L/S)? points on the sparse lattice, smearing the
resulting quark propagators at the sink, and then for each ¢
restricting the propagators (obtained by solving the Dirac
equation on the full lattice A) to have support on Ag and
subsequently evaluating the Vfg terms appearing in Eq. (8).

Momentum projection with the sparsened plane-wave
wave functions l//LN] (X) leads to complete projection to
states of momentum allowed by the lattice geometry for
the case of trivial sparsening S = 1, and it amounts to
incomplete momentum projection for the case of interest
where 1 < § « L. The effects of this incomplete momen-
tum projection on sparsened two-point correlation func-
tions can be seen from the spectral representation

ZZ (1.LPIF) 1 LBIP)\* _ p12P )
e n
(TC_/ nNHC; ’

PN
P,FJ

IV

ocgo’d g

—~
\O
~

where thermal effects arising from the finite Euclidean time
1.4B, ke
extent of the lattice are neglected, and Zr(v( ) 2
Pf
(N(4PeT)7(0)[0) for a generic interpolating operator
x(x). For X € Ag, sparsened plane-wave wave functions
satisfy yiV (%) = e/Pe¥ = ¢llP+ %205 where &, is a unit
vector oriented along the k axis, and therefore the sum over
states in Eq. (9) includes not only states with momentum

P= 13 but also states with momenta that differ by multiples
of 22 5 €. In the numerical calculations presented below, only

the center—of—mass rest frame 13c =0 will be considered.

In this frame, sparsening results in contributions to Eq. (9)
(¥

5GT) l.l,G+
that are suppressed by eIBEsT ! , where AEEg2 R

M3+ () = My, with My = E9)

of the nucleon. Previous numerical investigations confirm
that sparsening results in changes to the excited-state
structure of correlation functions that can be treated
analogously to other excited-state effects in nucleon
and nuclear correlation functions [120]. Excited-state
effects arising from sparsening can also be stochastically
removed by using random source positions instead of a
lattice of sources Ag, but using random source positions
has been found to decrease statistical precision [121].
The sum in Eq. (9) includes contributions from two and
more hadron states, e.g., “elastic” Nz states with the same

being the mass

quantum numbers as the nucleon that can be approxi-
mately described as sets of interacting color-singlet
hadrons, as well as contributions from “inelastic” excited
states that can be approximately described as a single
localized color-singlet hadron with a different spatial
and/or spin structure than the ground state. Excited-state
contamination from elastic Nz states is suppressed com-
pared to the ground-state contribution by e™°, where
02z m,. These contributions can be neglected for
Euclldean times t>> m;', which can be easily achieved
in LQCD calculations that use larger-than-physical quark
masses such as those considered in Sec. III. A simple
nucleon interpolating-operator set sufficient for describ-
ing the nucleon ground state and one or more inelastic
excited states with energies below m, can be obtained by
using a set of two or more smeared nucleon interpolating
operators. It is noteworthy, however, that the highest-
energy state obtained using variational methods must
describe a linear combination of a whole tower of
higher-energy excited states and is unlikely to be reliable.

2. Two-nucleon interpolating operators

In the two-nucleon sector, the presence of a closely
spaced tower of elastic two-nucleon excitations in addition
to inelastic excitations of the two nucleons leads to the
expectation that larger sets of operators are necessary to
find combinations that strongly overlap onto the low-
energy eigenstates than in the single-nucleon sector. One
possibility for two-nucleon interpolating operators is to
construct single-hadron operators that describe spatially
local color-singlet products of quark fields analogous to
Eq. (1). Due to the quark spin, “hexaquark™ operators of
this form transform under the cubic group according to a
sixfold tensor product of G| irreps (only positive-parity
quark components are used for simplicity and computa-
tional expediency). The six quark spin representations can
be grouped into the product (G ® G; ® GT) ® (G] ®
G, ® G|) using an arbitrary quark-field ordering and,
after evaluating the products in parentheses, can be repre-
sented as a product of two spins that can be associated
with B = 1 operators. Hexaquark operators can be con-
structed that transform according to the G{ ® G irrep
associated with NN operator products, as well as the
H™ ® H' irrep associated with AA operator products

and other combinations.® Since M N<Mp= E(1 Hﬂ
both in nature and in LQCD calculations at unphyswally
large quark masses, it is expected that AA operators and
other combinations will dominantly overlap with higher-
energy states than NN operators. For simplicity, only NN

¥ Additional operators that do not factorize into products of
color-singlet baryons can be constructed [142] but are not used in
this work.
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hexaquark operators constructed from products of color-
singlet nucleons that transform under the cubic group as
G| ® G are considered in this work.

Hexaquark operators will be denoted as H ,,(t) below,
where p € {0,...,3} labels the row of G| @ G} =A] & T,
¢ labels the center-of-mass momentum I3c, and g labels
the quark smearing, as in the single-nucleon case. Quark
antisymmetry and the A spatial symmetry of hexaquark
operators force / = 1 operators to transform in the one-
dimensional A} irrep associated with spin-singlet states,
and they similarly force I = O operators to transform in the
T| irrep associated with spin-triplet states. The [ =1
hexaquark operators have p = 0, and for the I, = 0 case
they are defined by

HOcq Zl// qu X t)nlq(x t) plg(f’t)n()y()at)
XGAS
+ 1100 (X,1) P 1y (X, 1) = 114(X, 1) poy (X,1)], (10)

where g specifies the quark-field smearing (chosen to be the
same for all quarks), and the same sparsened plane-wave
wave functions l/l[ ]( ) = 1//£N] (X) = eiP x| A are used as for
the nucleon above. The spectra of pp and nn states with [ = 1
and /, = +1 areidentical to those of pn states with / = 1 and
I, = 0 by isospin symmetry, and it is therefore sufficient
to only consider pn operators in isospin-symmetric calcu-
lations of the two-nucleon spectrum. Hexaquark operators
for pn systems with / = 0 are defined as

Zl//c x) [P()g(x D (X, 1) 4 prg(X, O)ngg(X, 1) = nog(X, 1) p1y(X, 1) — ny (X, 1) pogy(X, 1)],

nyy(X, 1) prg(X. 1)]. (11)

chq ch p()g(x t)n()q(x t) nOg()_é7 t)pOg()_é? t)]?
XeAs
H2cg
XEAS
1
H3cg ch plg(x t)”lg(x t)
XEAq \/E

Quark-level representations of hexaquark operators can be
derived from Eqgs. (10) and (11) by inserting the repre-
sentations of p,, and n,, in terms of the quark fields q;(a
These quark-level representations can be used to define
spin-color weights and associated spin-color-index-valued
maps9 analogous to the weights and index maps defined for
the nucleon in Eq. (2) as

pcg Z WC )?) ZW

XEAs

< d (%, )" (7,0 d0 ) (R.1). (12)

dl( )( )u’;(a) (%.1)

Quark-exchange symmetries can be used to greatly reduce
the number of independent spin-color weights required to
construct local multibaryon operators as described in
Ref. [137]. For pn systems, the number of nonzero
elements of wi” can be reduced to N with A0

N2 — 30 and NIV = AP — 21, An explicit repre-
sentation of these reduced weights is presented in Appen-
dix A. Hexaquark operators with one or more values of the
quark-field smearing radius can be included in an inter-
polating-operator set that describes two-nucleon systems

°The same notation is used for index maps i(a), j(a), ..., for
different interpolating operators since the labels carried by the
corresponding weights are sufficient to specify the interpolating
operators in all contexts.

I
(here all quarks are smeared in the same way, although
more general constructions are possible).

In addition to hexaquark operators that are expected to
strongly overlap with compact bound states, operators
constructed from products of pairs of nucleon operators
at nonzero spatial separation may be expected to have
larger overlap with unbound states of two-nucleon systems.
“Dibaryon” interpolating operators, constructed from prod-
ucts of nucleon interpolating operators with factorizable
plane-wave wave functions that are symmetric under
exchange of the nucleon positions, are defined as

pmq E V/m Xl’xz

X1, 5 EAg

+(=D'

Voo \/—[p(,q(xl, )n(fq(xz,l)

<a,t>pa/g<fz,t>}, (13)

where vfy » 1s @ weight tensor that projects the two-nucleon
system into a row p € {0,...,3} of the A7 & T two-
nucleon spin representation, analogous to the hexaquark
operators in Egs. (10) and (11). Explicitly,

0 1
Voo Z\—@

1
Voo = 50056'07

(50050’1 - 5615(71())’

’ 1
Vool = 75 (56056’1 + 55150"())7

Uig, == 56150/1. (14)
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The spatial wave functions appearing in Eq. (13) are chosen
to be symmetric in X; <> X, and are labeled by m, where

13,,1 is the center-of-mass momentum and =k, is the
momentum carried by each nucleon in the center-of-mass
frame, and are given by

yi (. %,) =

J'_ ei(%"'zm)'zZei(ATm_zm)‘}]} . (15)
Quark-level representations for dibaryon interpolating

operators can be derived analogously to the hexaquark
case and are given by

Dpmy() = Y wi(3.%,)

)?1 )?zeAs
X E W(l

x dy™ (%, D)y @ (%, 1)

T, ) (Fy, up @ (7, 1)

(7. 1), (16)

where the welghts wit? with a € {1,... NP}, with

Nw :NW =288 and /\/’W':/\/’W3:144, are

obtained from products of wiMe I and ”, and are

explicitly shown in Appendix A. The dibaryon weights

wiP¥ differ from the hexaquark weights wiHl gince quark

exchange symmetries can be used to reduce the number of
independent weights in the latter case. For boosted systems

with 1’_5m #5, cubic symmetry is broken and the two-
nucleon operators transform under the appropriate little
groups as described in Ref. [51]. This work specializes to

two-nucleon systems with 15m = 0, where cubic symmetry
and parity can be used to simplify interpolating-operator
construction. Further, only positive-parity systems are
considered in this work since the ground states of I =1
and / = 0 two-nucleon systems in nature are known to be
of positive parity. Although products of two negative-parity
nucleon excitations have the same quantum numbers, they
are expected to correspond to higher-energy states than

those studied here and are therefore not considered.

The plane-wave wave functions i (X1,X,) with

13m =0 for all I_ém would be energy eigenfunctions in
the absence of strong interactions between the nucleons,

with energies given by 24/ M% + |1€m|2. For FV systems

with spatial periodic boundary conditions (PBCs), which
will be assumed below, the set of dibaryon operators

D (1) with k = (¥)ii, where i, € Z3, and relative
momentum “shell” 8(m) = |7i,,|> < K provides a complete
basis for relative wave functions of noninteracting two-
nucleon scattering states (neglecting the internal structure

of the nucleon) with relative momentum less than a cutoff
set by K. For notational simplicity, the functional depend-
ence of 3 on m will be dropped below. For noninteracting
nucleons, the energy spectrum is therefore given by

24/M3 + 8(3%)* for all integer 8 that can be written as a

sum of three integer squares (multiplicities can be enu-
merated for a given 3 [143]). Including strong interactions,
one expects the spectrum to resemble a tower of states
whose energies approach these noninteracting energy levels
as the infinite-volume limit is approached, as well as
additional energy levels associated with bound states or
resonances. Although in an interacting theory such as

QCD, I?m is not a quantum number of energy eigenstates,
the noninteracting two-nucleon wave function basis still
provides a useful way to enumerate linearly independent
two-nucleon interpolating operators. Further, the trans-
formations of plane-wave wave functions under the cubic
group are straightforward, see Ref. [49] and Appendix B.
The total cubic transformation representation, I';, of a

dibaryon interpolating operator with 1_5'm =0 depends on
the product of the cubic representation of the spin, I,
with the cubic representation of the relative spatial wave
function, Ty, associated with the continuum, infinite-
volume orbital angular momentum, #. As discussed in
Sec. IIC, linear combinations of D,n,(t) can be con-
structed that transform with definite I';. It is therefore well
motivated to include the dibaryon operators D ,,,(¢) with
8 < K, and with the same two choices of quark smearings ¢
used for single-hadron interpolating operators, in an inter-
polating-operator set that can be diagonalized to obtain the
two-nucleon low-lying energies using variational methods
as described below.

Sparsening leads to incomplete momentum projection in
the sum over Ag in Eq. (16), as described for the smgle—

nucleon sector in Sec. I A I. Spec1ahzlng to P 0
dibaryon interpolating operators with 7., related by shifts
of £L/S (and integer multiples of these) along any lattice
axis are identical since /(7)) (T1=%2) — (i) 7im(%1-1,)
for X, — X, € Ag, where & is a spatial unit vector. This
equivalence is illustrated in Fig. 1 for particular examples
of i1, with L = 32 and S = 4, as relevant to the numerical
calculations discussed in Sec. III. For an interpolating-
operator set including dibaryon operators with 8 < K,
sparsening effects therefore lead to additional contamina-
tion from operators with 8 > K. Assuming that S <« L and
8 < K, the excited-state contamination from higher $-shell
interpolating operators introduced by sparsening is sup-
pressed in comparison to excited-state contamination from
states strongly overlapping with interpolating operators
with 8 just above K. For the same example parameters,
sparsening leads to the identification of the single -nucleon

momentum vector kpy = (2,0,0) with kp — Le;=(-6,0,0)
as seen in Fig. 1. For noninteracting nucleons, this leads to
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O z—-meAls i, = (0+%,0,0) T — Ty € Ag iip, = (1+£,0,0) O z-—z:€EAs Ty = (2+%,0,0)
im = (0,0,0) fim = (1,0,0)  =emmmenn fig = (1—%,0,0) i = (2,0,0)  =ememenn i = (2—%,0,0)
2 . . . : : — 2 2
—O0—O0—O—0—0O—0—0—]
<~ 1 1
T8
-
'8 of 0
S~—
Se
= -1 -1
_9 . . . . . . . . . . N I . . . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 510 15 20 25 30 0 510 15 20 25 30
xr1 — To €T, — Io Ty — T2
FIG. 1. Examples of wave functions demonstrating how sparsening leads to the coincidence on Ag of plane-wave dibaryon

. D]/j» = . . . - - N
wave functions wgn](xl,xz) with zero center-of-mass momenta and relative momenta proportional to 7n,, and n,, i%ek. Each

momentum component can be analyzed independently, and for simplicity the relative position of the nucleons is taken to be
X; — Xy = (x; — x,,0,0) with momenta corresponding to 7#,, = (0,0,0), i, = (1,0,0), and 7, = (2,0,0) shown as solid lines
in the left, center, and right panels, respectively. Positions satisfying X; — X, € Ag are shown as open shapes. Analogous spatial

D

wave functions for momenta 7, + %él that are identical to l//m]

(X1,X%,) for X; — X, € Ag are shown as dashed and dotted lines

[degenerate for the case 71, = (0,0, 0)]. For concreteness, the values L = 32 and S = 4 used in the numerical calculations in Sec. III

are chosen.

an excited-state energy gap AEg'I'r’ ) = \/ M% + 4(%”)2 +

\/ M3 + 36(35)* — 2M y for the I,T; pairs that have over-

lap with dibaryon operators with 8 = 0. This is coincident
with the noninteracting energy of states with 8 = 20 in
the My — oo limit (for the quark masses in Sec. III,

it is closest to the noninteracting energy with 8 = 19),

and 1> 1/ AE?’I’F’ ) is achievable in practical calculations

as seen below. For the choice of K = 6 used in Sec. III,
noninteracting energy levels with 8 = 8 and many other
relative-momentum shells with 20 > 8 > K will lead to
excited-state contamination from states that at a given level
of statistical precision are outside the subspace spanned by

the interpolating-operator set and with smaller excitation

energies than AE?’I’F’ ). Excited-state effects arising from

sparsening are therefore expected to be suppressed com-
pared to other excited-state effects present in two-nucleon
correlation functions and are not given any special signifi-
cance below.

For large volumes, both plane-wave dibaryon operators
and compact hexaquark operators may have small overlap
with the loosely bound deuteron state found in nature.
Within low-energy EFTs and phenomenological nuclear
models with nucleon degrees of freedom, the deuteron
is described by a wave function that for large |X; — X,|
and a cubic volume with PBCs is proportional to
S s e <aFi=HiLll times a polynomial in 1/|X; — X, +
ﬁL| [34,35,51,144], where the deuteron binding momen-
tumis k; = /M y B, in terms of the nucleon mass, My, and
the deuteron binding energy, B,;. However, interpolating

operators proportional to Y n.» e *alfi=%+iLl - do  pot

. . . > - 10
factorize into products of functions of X; and X,.

In Sec. IIB, the factorization of l//Ll,)] (X;,%,) into a
sum of two products of functions of ¥; and X, shown in
Eq. (15) is exploited using baryon-block algorithms that
i)
pmgp'm
“Quasilocal” interpolating operators that can be efficiently
computed using baryon-block algorithms are defined by

efficiently compute z (1) using O(V?%) operations.

Qg = > w5 R)

X1, % EAs
1 o -
X O—Z‘;vﬁg’ ﬁ [pag(xl ’ t)na/g(xb t)
(17)

+ (_1)1—500110_9()_51 s t)p(y'_g(';éZ’ l’)]’

with wave functions

(18)

WLIQ} (X1, %,, E) — i Ze—qur(fcl>—§\e—xq\r<xz)_7e|’
VS t€Tlg

where ¢ labels the various localization scales k, included in

an interpolating-operator set, Ris an arbitrary parameter'’

lOUsing fast-Fourier transform techniques, correlation func-
tions built from such interpolating operators could be computed
using (Vg 1In Vg)? operations. A fast-Fourier transform approach
may be useful for calculations of two-nucleon correlation
functions, although it has less favorable scaling for B > 2
systems than the baryon-block methods discussed in Sec. IIB
and Ref. [137]. -
Quasilocal wave functions are invariant under shifts of R by

Sé, but depend on R(mod S).
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Sregs e ™I —EHE - ylQl(7, 7))
71 — x5 € As/A o/ o/
Lop ' ' ' ' 1 10p A 1.0p—6- : ; : ——
. o fa-a-a-o
0.8} 1 0sf 8—-g-18 { osf ]
a 5 o
B o6 Q O 1 o6t 1 0.6}
o o u
B o4} 0’0 - g- -0 0 1 04} 1 04}
= O0—0—0
0.2 1 02t 1 02}
Ko = 0.14 k1 = 0.07 Ko = 0.035
0.0L L 0 R .1 0.0L . n R R R . 0.0f 0 L L L L L
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Trp — T2 1 — T2 Ty — T2

FIG. 2. Spatial wave functions y/,[qQ] (X1, X,) associated with quasilocal interpolating operators with relative nucleon positions parallel
to a lattice axis X; — X, = (x; — X, 0,0) and localization scales Kkq € {0.14,0.07,0.035} are shown in the left, center, and right panels,
respectively. The open squares demonstrate the sparsened wave function with positions satisfying X; — X, € Ag, while the dashed line is
obtained by setting S = 1 to show sparsening effects. Spatial wave functions of the form > ;3 e Ralfi=2+iLl gre also shown with solid
lines and open circles for comparison. For concreteness, the figure corresponds to L = 32, § = 4, and the values of x, used in the

numerical calculations in Sec. III.

specifying the location of the center of the two-nucleon
system in the lattice volume (before translation averaging
over Ag), and T is the set of translations by multiples of
the sparse lattice spacing, which are defined to act on
coordinate vectors by 7(X) = X+ S(1,8| + 128, + 1363)
with 7,,7,,73 € {0,...,L/S — 1}, with each component
of 7(X) defined modulo L to respect PBCs. Quark-level
spin-color weights for quasilocal interpolating operators are
identical to w””, defined in Appendix A. The sum over
translations in Eq. (18) introduces correlations between
the positions of the nucleons and leads to an entangled
two-nucleon wave function describing a pair of nucleons
exponentially localized around a common point. Applying
the same translation to X; and X, in Eq. (18) ensures that the
wave function is independent of X; + X, and therefore has
definite center-of-mass momentum f’q =0 (mod 2—§). These
quasilocal wave functions are qualitatively similar although
quantitatively different'* from the periodic EFT expectation
S g e KPRl ag fllustrated in Fig. 2. Linear combi-

nations of V/LQ] (%, %, R) with different Kk, can be used to

construct more general wave functions for quasilocal two-

nucleon systems. Quasilocal wave functions z//([]Q] (%), %, R)

are linearly independent from a truncated set of dibaryon

wave functions w2 (%), %,) with 8 = |ii,,|> < 3L2. They

can be included in a variational interpolating-operator set in
an attempt to describe loosely bound states, with spatially
correlated pairs of nucleons, more efficiently than a set

Since Y, e FalM=2HiLl s not an exact description of the
FV QCD two-nucleon wave function, maximizing the quantita-
tive similarity of an interpolating operator wave function with this
expression does not guarantee maximal overlap with loosely
bound two-nucleon systems in QCD.

including only dibaryon operators. Quasilocal interpolating
operators therefore provide a well-motivated extension
to a set of dibaryon operators (that approximately describe
unbound two-nucleon systems) and hexaquark interpolat-
ing operators (that approximately describe tightly bound
two-nucleon systems).

Two-nucleon correlation functions using this interpolat-
ing-operator set are defined by

T () = (T pus(1)(T',,)7(0)),

pisp't'd

(19)

for all 7 € {H, D, O} with corresponding wave function
indices t,t' € {¢, m, q}. Calculations of the correlation-
function matrix with elements given by Eq. (19) generalize
previous LQCD calculations in the two-nucleon sector
including positive-definite [D, D] correlation functions

of the form (meg(t)D;/m, #(0)), which have been recently
studied in Refs. [26,28,30], as well as asymmetric [D, H]

correlation functions of the form <D/,mg(t)H;,c/q/(O)),

which have identical structure (up to differences in
quark-field smearing) to the correlation functions studied
in Refs. [11,13,15,16,18,21,22,25,122-131].

A modified form of Eq. (19) is required for calculating
correlation functions involving quasilocal operators using
generalized baryon-block algorithms that assume factoriz-
ability of two-nucleon spatial wave functions. The sum
in Eq. (18) projects Q 4, to total momentum 0 (mod 27/S)
while introducing correlations in the two-nucleon wave
functions between the positions of the two quasilocal
nucleon interpolating operators. The same sum prevents
correlation functions involving Q,,,, from factorizing into
products of single-nucleon wave functions; however, it is
possible to approximate such correlation functions using
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factorized wave functions by relying on ensemble averag-
ing to impose translational invariance. A “factorized”
quasilocal interpolating operator can be defined as

/)qq E Wq xlvx2’ )

X1, % EAs
1 R -
X ;Uﬁ{;l E [pag(-xl ’ t)nrf’g(x% t)
+ (=1)'%0n,0(%), 1) g (X, 1)), (20)
where
vy (%, %, R) = efiRlemlifl (a1

[0]

The quasilocal wave function g (21,22,13) can be
obtained by averaging the factorized wave function

wgﬂ (X1, X3, I_é) over sparse-lattice translations,

Z‘l’q x2))

TETS

[Q] (* (22)

XI,XZ,

Translation invariance of (gauge-field-averaged) correla-
tion functions therefore implies that correlation functions
involving quasilocal interpolating operators can be com-
puted using factorized quasilocal sources,

N o i(a
Clintog (1) == v D ) okl (.
X.yEAs a,d
- zw% NS S a7
XyeAs a,d PepM
Pli(a
X Sgd 99

)&, 15,0)STVV ) 3, 1,5, 0)THN 3, 15, 0)

[7.0] _
Cptgp’q’g’ (1) =

<Tptg(t)QZ/q’g’(O)> = <Tptg( )F;’q'g’(()»’
(23)

for all 7 € {H,D,Q}. Use of factorized interpolating
operators and Eq. (23) allows the full correlation-function
matrix given in Eq. (19) to be efficiently computed using local
and bilocal baryon blocks as described in the next section.

B. Contraction algorithm

Quark propagators, defined as
Sy (%.£:3.0) = ()% 07} (7.0)),

are computed by solving the Dirac equation associated with
the LQCD quark action (using the Dirac operator with
support on the entire lattice geometry A x {0, ..., 7 — 1},
where T is the length of the Euclidean time direction) for
a set of Gaussian-smeared quark sources located at
each sparse lattice site y € Ag for some chosen source
timeslice(s). In order to construct positive-definite
Hermitian correlation-function matrices, the same set of
smearings used at the source is applied to the solution at
each sink point X € A and the resulting sink-smeared
propagators are subsequently restricted to X € Ag.
Proton correlation functions can be expressed in terms
of a sum over permutations of products of quark propa-
gators using Wick’s theorem as

(24)

k(a) /- _z’a’ - —’a’ - _k/(f -
0y Huy® (& 0 (5.00d ) 5.0)a, ) (5.0)),

(25)

where ¢ = ¢/ = 0 corresponds to the center-of-mass frame P,=P,= 0 used throughout this section for simplicity."* The
nucleon quark permutations 7 € P act on spin-color index functions and are given in Cauchy’s two-line notation by

{0 D)

Neutron correlation functions are obtained by exchanging u <> d in Eq. (25) and are identical in the isospin-symmetric
limit. Hexaquark correlation functions are similarly given by Wick’s theorem as

Z l//o Zwa ’ w[l,i]p Z sign(P

X Ly GAg fpeP pn)

(26)

ClHH)

pOgﬂ Og {WO

« SPHAN @ yﬁo)sj]’[f W (7, 15.0)87H D (7, 1.5, 0)
N Pln(a)m' (&) /» - Pln(a)n' () /= . =
xSq(/[( N (3 15,0)5T D 3 15,07 5 115 0), (27)

BGeneralizations of the results in this section to nonzero center-of-mass momentum are straightforward. Calculations of dibaryon
interpolating operators with P,;, # 0 can reduce computational cost by reusing baryon blocks between calculations with different P,,,.
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where the 36 pn quark permutations are given by

PM:{(P;(n dem Puk(m Pdl(o o P;n>)’7’“’7"‘es3}’ 2

where S3 denotes the symmetric group acting over a set of three elements. Both Eqgs. (25) and (27) can be evaluated by
computing sums with O(V%) terms for each ¢ for which correlation functions are evaluated. Linear dependence of the cost
of evaluating correlation functions on the number of ¢ for which correlation functions are evaluated applies to all correlation
functions considered in this work and will not be repeated below.

Correlation functions involving a hexaquark sink and a dibaryon source are analogously given by

H.D H (H D
cmol =3 W E®WIGE.)) ZW PP S Ggn(P

351 5,€As ad Peplr]
« Sq(}( )i (a)( 53, O)S Pli(a H//(oﬂ)(f’ t;il,O)S;}k(aka)(f’ £ %.0)
« S Pli(a)]l' (o )< 365, O)S;’g[/m(a m (“)()_E, £ 55, O)S;’g[/n(a)]n (a)()-é’ 1:5,,0). (29)

Direct evaluation of Eq. (29) requires evaluating O(V%) propagator products; however, for factorizable two-nucleon wave
functions, it is possible to reduce this by introducing local baryon blocks, defined by

lk i ,,ua = ij (@)= . = kK () = . =
gam{g/ Zw Zeik >S.y xt,y,O)Séjy< >(x,t,y,0)Sgg/( (%, 1;,3.0). (30)

yEAs

The tensor structure of these local baryon blocks is illustrated in Fig. 3. Evaluating these local baryon blocks for all X € Ag

requires O(V%) operations. The [H, D] correlation functions in Eq. (29) can be expressed in terms of local baryon blocks

using the relation between dibaryon weights WL, P> and products of nucleon weights WL, 7 detailed in Appendix A, and the

tensor v(pw/ defined in Eq. (14). The baryon-block components appearing in each term in the sum depend on the permutation
index P. The required components can be denoted by

BEPIk 5 ) = gEPH@IPL@IPK) 3 1y (31)

gom'g gom'q

Ig,t
(a) (b)
FIG. 3. Diagrams illustrating (a) the tensor structure of local baryon blocks and (b) contributions to Eq. (32) involving such
blocks. Diagram (a) describes Bf}i);{(k, (X, 1), which includes a wave function e**w¥, weights w[j/]”, and sums over spatial points

y € Ag and weight index o/, all collectively denoted by the black circle. Free indices o, m’, and ¢ label the source baryon spin, wave

function momentum, and quark-field smearing, respectively. Free spin-color indices i, j, k are associated with the sink position X,
and ¢ denotes the sink quark-field smearing. Diagram (b) similarly illustrates the product B m:{; (xl,t)B(jF,)l, "(X,,t) appearing

go'm'g
in Eq. (36).
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in terms of which Eq. (29) can be reexpressed as

C/JO(iﬂm ZW[H] Z 24 Z sign(P Z\/i oo’

XeAs Peplr]

+Pa)ijk = P.a)l P.a)ijk +Pa)lmn ;=
x {B;am’gf) ! (x’ t)Bédm’(;/) m"( ) + Bgam; ! (x’ I)Béa’m’g’) " (x, t) } (32)
After determining the local baryon blocks, Eq. (32) can be evaluated in O(Vg) operations. Analogous results can be
derived for [D, H] correlation functions by defining baryon blocks with the spatial sum performed at the sink instead of
the source in Eq. (30). Similarly, results can be derived for [H, F| and [F, H| correlation functions (which are equivalent
to [H, Q] and [Q, H] correlation functions on ensemble average) by defining baryon blocks with e**=7 in Eq. (30)
replaced by ekl
Correlation functions with dibaryon sources and sinks involve the same quark permutations and an additional sum over
sparse lattice sites,

oy = >~ w£€]<zl,xz>{w£3]@l,m*zw w3 sign(P)s) N (%, ), 1:51,0)

¥1.X0,51.2€As a.d Ppeplpn
Pli(a)]j () /> ’Pk [/ / N
x Sy 5y ), 1551, 0)8) M, ), 550,008 O () 1552, 0)
Plm(a)|m' (o« Plnla)ln’ (o
ngg[, (@l )(xbs(P)J;yz,O)Sg!}( ot )(xbf,(P)’t;yZvO), (33)

where b,(P) € {1,2} indexes the spatial position where the sink connected to the gth source quark is located in
permutation P. Direct evaluation of Eq. (33) requires O(V%) products, which can be prohibitive in practice. In particular,
it can dominate the O(VsV) cost of calculating timeslice-to-all quark propagators on Ag by orders of magnitude. The
computational cost can be reduced by using a combination of the local baryon blocks discussed above and bilocal baryon
blocks required for permutations in which quarks are exchanged between the baryons, defined by

+)ijk % c ik 5 il (d) ij (& kK (o
EV oty Zw”] > et IS O F 6 5.0)S0 ) (R, 155,008, (R, 65.0). (34)
VEAs

The notation X, +5,, denotes X, if ¢ = r and X, if g # r, and therefore E ! ,k (X1, X,, 1) includes two quark propagators

connected to the sink at X; and one unpaired quark propagator connected to the sink at X,. The position of the source quark
field connected to the unpaired sink quark field at X, is denoted by ¢ € {1,2,3}. Figure 4 shows the structure of these

Ty,
lg
J o', g
2.t 4,9
. o',y *9
29
k,g
i,g o m.q
m,g I 79
- n7g
i,9 =
’ To,t Za,1
(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Diagrams illustrating (a) the tensor structure of bilocal baryon blocks and (b) contributions to Eq. (36) involving them.

Diagram (a) describes £ Zﬁlgk (X1.%,. 1) with ¢ = 1, which includes a wave function e**w¥, weights w‘[y]”, and sums over spatial points

y € Ag and weight index @ collectively denoted by the black circle. Free indices o, m/, and ¢ label the source baryon spin, wave
function momentum, and quark-field smearing, respectively. Free spin-color indices i and j, k are associated with the sink positions X,

and X, respectively (other choices of g have different spin-color indices associated with X,), and g denotes the sink quark-field smearing.

Diagram (b) similarly illustrates the product Sgﬁfn)fjk(xl, X5, t)é'gftif;"(xz,xl, t) appearing in Eq. (36).
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bilocal blocks. The components of bilocal baryon blocks appearing for each permutation can be denoted analogously to
Eq. (31) as

g(q:t,’P,(l)ijk = =

g (X1, %0, 1) _ glaHPli@]Pl(@)]Plk()
gom ’ ) =

gom'g

I, %, 1). (35)

The dibaryon-dibaryon correlation functions given in Eq. (33) can then be represented in terms of local and bilocal baryon
blocks as

D.D] (D Paijk = ~P.a)lmn =
chl 0= Zw 1/’2 ol { Z sign(P) | Bl o™ (1, 0)B i)™ (%s.1)
X1 %€ Pe Pelig
P.a)ijk Pa)lmn (= . (gh+Pa)ijk ;o = (¢%—P.a)l >
+ BT BT '""(xz,z)} + 3 sign(P) [(sgﬁ;g I E T ED T (3, 7 )
Per]
P.a)ijk - (gh+.P.a)imn - . (gh+Pa)ijk , o (&= P.a)imn , o
+5g(rmq (xl,XZ,l)qufm (.XZ,X],Z):| =+ Z Slgn(P) |:€yo_7:“/g/ (.sz,.xl,t)ggo_?m/!/ (xl,XZ,t)
Perly
Pa)ijk,» - (¢5+.P.a)l -
PO 2 R ) E ’”"(xl,xz,t)} } (36)
|
where Pon]’ PL‘;']’], Pg’(;] c PPl are the sets of permu-  evaluation of Eq. (33), which is both quadratic in the

tations in which zero, one, and two quarks, respectively,
are exchanged between the source and sink baryons,
and gh, g% € {1.2,3} denote the positions of the quark
fields within each source baryon (labeled by super-
scripts 1, 2) that is connected to the unpaired quark
field at the sink. Note that the second-to-last line of

Eq. (36) includes Eéiﬂfamk( 1, X2, 1), which has
paired quark fields connected to X; and an unpaired

quark field q}) “exchanged” to X,, while the last line

+Pa)ijk . .
includes Sgifng a)ij (X5, X,,1), which has two paired

quark fields exchanged to X, and an unpaired quark
field g} connected to X;. Results for [Q, D] correlation

functions are obtained by replacing I//Llf]()'c’l,)'c’z) with

w([]Q] ()?l,fzﬁ) in Eq. (36). Results for [Q, F| and [D, F|
correlation functions (equivalent to [Q, Q] and [D, Q]
correlation functions on ensemble average) are obtained
by defining bilocal baryon blocks with e*#*=¥ in
Eq. (34) replaced by e~%l¥=XI,

Once the local and bilocal baryon blocks are constructed,
Eq. (36) can be computed by evaluating O(VZ%) terms.
Bilocal block construction, which requires evaluating
O(V%) terms, provides the dominant cost for large Vg;
however, block construction is linear in the number of
interpolating operators used while the evaluation of
Eq. (36) is quadratic. When both the number of interpolat-
ing operators and V5 are large, this allows contractions to
be performed significantly more efficiently than direct

number of interpolating operators and requires evaluating
sums with O(V) terms.

C. Projection to cubic irreps

Cubic symmetry implies that correlation-function
matrices have a block diagonal decomposition, with
blocks corresponding to each irrep of the cubic group that
do not mix under (Euclidean) time evolution in LQCD.

Nucleon interpolating operators, N, with f)c =0 trans-
form in the G| irrep of the cubic group with rows indexed

[N.N]
by 6 € {0.1} and C /o,
block-diagonal form. Spin-averaged nucleon correlation-
function matrices with definite (B, I,T';) quantum numbers

are therefore given by

(t) is therefore already in this

()= 53" WNoay (Voo 0)), (37)

where N, N, labels the sink and source interpolating—
operator structures. On the right-hand side ¢=¢ =0
corresponds to P = P/ =0.
Hexaquark mterpolatmg operators H ,y, with zero center-
of-mass momentum have wave unctions that transform in
the A} irrep and spin that transforms in the A and 77
irreps for p=0 and p e {1,2,3}, respectively, as
described in Sec. II A 2. Hexaquark interpolating operators

(B.IT,.J,)

with definite quantum numbers H, can therefore be
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identified as H(21A 0= = H, and HZOT S:o)) = H
where
1, p=1
S(p)=40 p=2 (38)
3, p=3
is related to the eigenvalue e"/<*/? of the cubic trans-

formation'* corresponding to a rotation by /2 about

the z axis acting on states created by H(ZOT+ S0 Gith
J. = S.(p), since hexaquark operators have spatial wave
functions with A] symmetry. Hexaquark correlation-
function matrices can be averaged over J, as

L) _ Z 21r,
HqHJ/ d

where dr, is the dimension of the I'; irrep and H H ; labels
the sink and source hexaquark operators.

The quasilocal two-nucleon interpolating operators
defined above have spatial wave functions transforming
in the A irrep after ensemble averaging, and quasilocal
interpolating operators with definite quantum numbers

ngg’l‘r"]’-) can be similarly identified as qul A0 _Qoqg
Analogous  J,-averaged

(2.0.17.8.(p)) _
and qq = Q49

correlation-function matrices can be defined for quasilocal
two-nucleon interpolating operators as

QLT @.IT (.11,
CQqu T dr Z< ! ) (Qq’g’ '

where Q,,0y, labels the sink and source quasilocal
interpolating operators. Off-diagonal correlation-function

Y () 0), (39)

N)'0)). (40)

matrix elements CSJIQF,’ 2 and C(21F’ ) are defined
9%4'g

analogously.

Dibaryon interpolating-operator ~wave functions

[D]

Wm' (X1, X,) defined in Eq. (15) do not transform irreduc-
ibly under the cubic group when either the relative or
center-of-mass momentum of the two-nucleon system is
nonzero. The rest of this section summarizes the change-of-
basis relation between the dibaryon interpolating operators
of Eq. (13), which are convenient for efficient computation
of correlation-function matrices as described above, and an
interpolating-operator set in which each operator trans-
forms in a definite cubic irrep. It is convenient to express
the total cubic irrep I'; as

“Note that for the cubic group, the conserved charge J L 18
only defined modulo 4 but is otherwise analogous to the
continuum, infinite-volume quantum number J,. In particular
S.(3) = -1 =3 (mod 4).

TABLE L. The cubic irreps for I = 1 NN systems with positive-
parity spatial wave functions and their dominant partial-wave
contributions in the infinite-volume limit. The left column shows
the cubic irrep possible for the total-angular-momentum repre-
sentation obtained from the spin-orbit product representation
I'yCT'y @ I'y, the middle columns show the orbital-angular-
momentum and spin irreps contributing to this irrep, and the right
column shows the lowest orbital-angular-momentum representa-
tions associated with the infinite-volume behavior of states in
each irrep.

r, r, I ¢
Af AF AF 0.4.6, ...
Et E* AT 2,4.6, ...
TS TS A 2.4.6,...
T T AF 46, ..
AF A AF 6. ...
Iy=T,®Tj%, (41)

where ['s € {A],T{} labels the cubic irrep of the two-
nucleon spin determined by p and I', labels the cubic irrep
of the two-nucleon spatial wave function. One could
instead project nucleon operators onto irreps of the little

groups that leave il_ém invariant and then form two-nucleon
operators from products of these operators as done for two-
meson systems in Ref. [136]. Since only the center-of-mass
rest frame is considered here, it is simple to construct two-
nucleon interpolating operators with definite I'; from the
product of two cubic irreps in Eq. (41) without introducing

the little groups of :tlzm as an intermediate step.

For I =1 (flavor-symmetric) dibaryon operators, pos-
itive-parity spatial wave functions can only be combined
with antisymmetric spin wave functions while satisfying
fermion antisymmetry, and they therefore have I's = A}
The dominant large-volume contribution associated with
orbital angular momentum # = ( states arises with the
[, =A] irrep and therefore has I'; = A]. Other irreps
include contributions from partial waves with £ > 2 as
summarized in Table 1. For I = 0 (flavor-antisymmetric)
dibaryon operators, conversely, positive-parity spatial wave
functions can only be combined with symmetric spin wave
functions and therefore have I's = T . In this case, spatial
wave functions in the A irrep (relevant for orbital angular
momentum ¢ = 0 states) lead to total-angular-momentum
cubic irrep I'; =A] @ T{ =T{. This total-angular-
momentum irrep also includes contributions from spatial
wave functions in the ET, T1+’ and T;r irreps, since each
of these projects onto 77 in the product representation
I; =T, ® T . Other total-angular-momentum irreps sim-
ilarly include contributions from several orbital angular
momentum irreps as shown in Table II.

The spatial wave functions transforming in each

positive-parity cubic irrep can be denoted by W[D](F’ ),
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TABLE II. The cubic irreps for / =0 NN systems with
positive-parity spatial wave functions and their dominant
partial-wave contributions in the infinite-volume limit. As in
Table I, the left column shows the cubic irrep possible for the
total-angular-momentum representation obtained from the spin-
orbit product representation I'; C T, @ I'y, the middle columns
show the orbital-angular-momentum and spin irreps contributing
to this irrep, and the right column shows the lowest orbital-
angular-momentum representations associated with the infinite-
volume behavior of states in each irrep.

r, I, Iy £

T AfOEr T ®TS T 0,2.4.6, ...
E* Tf®Ts T 2,4,6, ...
Ty A @E T ®T;5 T 2,46, ...
AS Ty T 2,4.6, ...
A T T 4,0, ...

where I', labels the cubic irrep of the spatial wave function,
Z, labels the eigenvalue e“="/2 of a rotation by z/2 about
the z axis applied to (y [f](r‘” )" (or equivalently to states
created by Hermitian conjugates of operators involving the
spatial wave functions), 8 labels the squared magnitude of
the relative momentum, and ¥ runs from 1 to N’ ;l’r” ) (the
multiplicity of wave functions with this set of labels), as
detailed below. These wave functions are linear combina-
tions of the plane-wave wave functions introduced above,

wé?]‘rf‘ff><fl,f2>

- ZGéfm
= ZGéfm

where the sums include nonzero contributions from 7,
(Cet)

éfm

xl’x2)

[ i) (Fi=%2) | =i (BT (xl—@)}, (42)

satisfying 7y, -1, =8 and G are coefficients

TABLE III.  Multiplicities A\

projecting the wave function to definite cubic irreps.
These coefficients for plane waves with relative momentum
corresponding to 8 < 6 are presented and compared with
results from Ref. [49] in Appendix B.

The coefficients Gg;ffl)

(2*1*1—‘]"/:)
D%lfg

tum (I';), and J, quantum numbers, relative-momentum
shell indexed by 8, multiplicity indexed by f, and smearing
label g. For I =1, these dibaryon operators are simply
given by

can be used to define operators

(¢) with definite isospin ([), total angular momen-

(2.1.0,.J

Défq

ZGgfm Do (1). (43)

For the I = 0 channel, interpolating operators with definite
total angular momentum are obtained by taking products
of the orbital wave functions in all the I', irreps shown in
Table II for a given I'; as

2,017,
Dy (1)
oTrdaled r,r,)
Z a ZM ot ZG?,E’ D ping (1),
plpt
(44)
where the C, (LT e ?) are Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for

r,=ry,® FS presented for example in Ref. [135] and

summarized in Appendix B, and fe€ {1,..., N;O 1“,)}’

where N ;O’r’) is the total multiplicity of a given total-
angular-momentum irrep in the spin-orbit product irrep for
each 8, which are shown for 8 < 6 in Table III. The

multiplicity-label tensor M;fé, *) converts from the indi-

vidual multiplicity labels for each irrep to the total
multiplicity label needed for the product. As detailed in
Appendix B, M (;;',;,’Ff) with fixed 8 and £ is equal to one for a

single value of ¥ and equal to zero otherwise.

of linearly independent dibaryon interpolating operators with fixed J, (each

independent spin-orbit product gives rise to operators in each row of I';) and the total-isospin and total-angular-
momentum irrep (/,I";) shown in each column and relative-momentum shell 8 shown in each row.

N;l.Ar) NéLA;) NS,Eﬂ

N;LT;)

+ + + + +
N.éo,Al) NéO,AZ) /\/'E_;O‘E) N;O’T‘) ./\/'éo’TZ)

AN E W —O|®
S VG VI Y
o—ocococoo
— = O == O

—
Q

=
&

=
~
.
(@)}
NS}

wn =R O == 0OO0

—_——_0 O O OO
N D= O —==00
N WD O = =00
NN W N =
AN === O
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Since correlation functions are independent of the J,
quantum number upon ensemble averaging, J, -averaged
correlation functions can be defined as

) ).

(45)

21T 1 Q2.7 (2.1T
C(DsfyDJ;r’g/ (t) - d_z< stg " (t)( §’f’t/J

r;, s

where dr, is the dimension of I';. Off-diagonal correlation-
function matrix elements involving dibaryon operators
and either hexaquark or quasilocal operators can be defined
analogously; for example the two-nucleon correlation
functions with hexaquark sources and dibaryon sinks used
in Refs. [11,13,15,16,18,21,22,25,122-131] are given by

1 .
Chmit) (1) = 5= > (Pl ™0 (1) ().
(46)

D. Variational analysis of correlation functions

Correlation functions with baryon number B and isospin
I, projected to the cubic irrep I'; and averaged over rows

(B IFJ(

as above, can generically be denoted C t), where y

and y’ denote the sink and source 1nterp01ating operators,
respectively. For B = 1, interpolating operators are of
the form {y.y'} € {N,}, while for B=2, {y./'} €

{D;fg]r’) H(ZIF’) 2”’} where J, is averaged as

described above and omitted from operator labels here
and below. Correlation function matrices have spectral
representations

[So]

BII“J (t Zilrj ( BIr,)) ¢ ,Ea&lm’ (47)
n=0
(BIL,) .
where Ej, is the energy of the nth QCD energy

eigenstate with the quantum numbers indicated. Thermal

effects are neglected," and Z (BLT1) Gescribes the overlap of
interpolating operator y with thls state, as in Eq. (9).
Givenaset S of Z interpolating operators thathave maximum
overlaps with an equal number of energy eigenstates, it is
possible to construct a set of approximately orthogonal
interpolating operators that each dominantly overlap with a
single energy eigenstate by solving the GEVP [82,83],

ZCBIF,

BIF (B.I.I'y)
7S)(t, 1 ZC 2

o 1.10)

Blr,

(1), (48)

BCorrelation-function fits are restricted to ¢ <37 in order to

avoid non-negligible thermal effects as discussed in Appendix D.

where ne{0,....7 -1}, %B,I,r,s) (
(Blr,
eigenvalues, v, ny

t,ty) are the
(t, fy) are the eigenvectors, and ¢,

is a reference time that can be for example a fixed
t-independent value or a fixed fraction of f. If the infinite
sum in Eq. (47) can be approximately truncated to include Z
states, then the eigenvalues satisfy

(B.ITy)

/,{lgB.].F/.S)(t’tO)Ne (t=19)Ey , n:O,l,...

I-1, (49)

and the energy levels E ,(13‘“’ ) can be obtained from fits to the ¢

dependence of the GEVP eigenvalues. In general, truncating
spectral representations to include 7 states may not be a good
approximation, and it is important to understand how GEVP
results are related to the energy spectrum without this
approximation.

Correlation functions associated with a set of approx-
imately orthogonal interpolating operators can be explicitly
constructed using the GEVP eigenvectors as

C(B,I,FJ,S) (t)

Z (B.IT,.S

B,I.T B,IT;.S
ref» tO)*C)(ﬁ(’ J)(t)vf'w’ ! )(trefvtO)’

(50)

where the eigenvectors are obtained from the solution to the
GEVP Eq. (48) with ¢, as shown and ¢ set equal to ¢ (the
dependence of the left-hand side on these parameters is
suppressed). When analyzing the GEVP correlation func-
tions defined by Eq. (50), the ideal scenario is that both ¢,
and f,.; can be chosen large enough that contributions from
states outside the subspace spanned by the interpolating-

operator set can be neglected from 11(3 LTS ( fref» o). If this
can be achieved, then contributions from such states can be
neglected from the energy spectrum obtained from fits to
C,&B‘I‘F”S) (1). However, in systems with small excitation

energies, 6117 = E(]B’[’F’ ) _ EE)B’[’F’ ) this condition is

difficult to achieve and requires the introduction of a
large interpolating-operator set that has significant overlap
with all states in a low- energy subspace of Hilbert space.

The dependence of C\P"""* (t) and associated fit results

on t, and . should be studied in numerical calculations

in order to verify the stability of véﬁ‘]’r’ 'S)(tref, fo) under

these choices and assign systematic uncertainties if
the dependence is not negligible. The #, dependence of
results can also be used to study excited-state effects as
discussed in Ref. [100].

Treating f, and t,.; as fixed parameters independent of ¢

guarantees that CLBITsS) (1) is a linear combination of

LQCD correlation functions and therefore has a simple
spectral representation [irrespective of the (in)completeness

094508-18



VARIATIONAL STUDY OF TWO-NUCLEON SYSTEMS WITH ...

PHYS. REV. D 107, 094508 (2023)

of the interpolating-operator set as a basis for energy
eigenstates] that is given by

EUBLTLS) (4
(B.IT BT (B.LL))
_ Z‘Z .S (. o) Z( D|? e )
BIF 2 B
"t )| e (51)
Fits of C{P"17S (t) to positive-definite sums of exponen-

tials can therefore be used to constrain the energy spectrum.
As will be discussed in detail below, the energy spectrum
determined from fits to correlation-function results with
finite ¢ depends on the choice of interpolating-operator
set S. The extracted spectrum will therefore be denoted

E(Blr' ), and the S dependence of E(BIF’ ) and the

associated systematic uncertainties involved in determining

Eﬁ,B L) using E(B 1T1S) are discussed at length in Sec. III.

The excitation energy gap determined using a particular
interpolating-operator set will similarly be denoted

S(B,I,FJ-S) = E(IB,I,F_],S) _ E(()B,I,FJ,S).

If the interpolating-operator set was a basis for the full

Hilbert space, then orthogonality of the GEVP eigenvectors

would imply that Zp; (B.L.Ty. >(tref, fy) are the components of a

diagonal matrix. In calculatlons with a finite interpolating-
operator set of size Z overlapping with the Z lowest energy
eigenstates, this orthogonality should approximately hold
within the subspace spanned by the interpolating-operator

set. In the limit 7 — oo, it can be shown that excited-state

. (BIT)) (BITy)
effects are exponentially suppressed by e —iEr T =E

provided that the interpolating operators considered are not
effectively orthogonal (at a given statistical precision) to
any of the lowest Z energy eigenstates and 7, is chosen to be
sufficiently large [83,100]. This allows variational methods
to achieve exponential suppression of excited-state effects
on ground-state energy determinations with a suppression

(BLT) (BLTY) that can be made much larger

— EO
than the excitation energy &®/1)) = E{®/T/) _ EéB'['F’)

that controls the size of excited-state effects for individual
correlation functions with asymptotically large . However,

it is noteworthy that achieving excited-state suppression
(EIFJ)
—1[E;

scale E7

EIF
of the form e /] at finite ¢ requires that the
overlap of the interpolating operators onto the lowest 7
levels is not too small'® compared to the overlaps with
higher-energy states. In practical application of the

'“The precise condition depends on the structure of the energy
spectrum. A simple model is discussed in Sec. Il B below in
which the ground state has an overlap ¢ < 1 with interpolating
operators dominantly overlapping with excited states that
are separated from the ground state by a gap A. In this model,

€2 > e is required for exponential excited-state suppression.

variation method, contamination can be from states
much lower in the spectrum that the interpolating-operator
set is only weakly coupled to (including the ground state),
see Sec. III.

In order to study the finite-# behavior of correlation
functions, effective energies can be constructed as

(B.1I'y)
C (1)
(B.IT;) 74
EBITD () —ln<—), (52)
24 (B.IT;) (t—|— )

which approach E(gB’I’F’ ) for ¢ — oo and include additional

contributions from excited states at finite r. Effective
energies can also be constructed from the GEVP correlation
functions

~(B.IT,.S)
Ch t
Er&B’I’r"S)(f):ln< FBITSS o ) (53)
(1+1)

which for large but finite ¢ are equal to E(BIF’ ) up to

corrections from states outside the subspace spanned by the
interpolating-operator set considered. It follows from the
positivity of the spectral representation in Eq. (51) that

E (B.LT,.S (t) > E (BLT1) “and in this sense GEVP solutions
prov1de a variatlonal method for bounding the ground-state
energy [84,85]. Applying analogous arguments to the
subspaces orthogonal to states m with m < n shows that

E (B.LL,S (t) > E (BLL) For B =2 systems, it is also useful
to form correlated differences of effective energies with
twice the nucleon ground-state effective energy:

(1LGF.S))

AES O (1) = EFTO (1) = 2B 7 (1), (54)

where S’ labels the interpolating-operator set used in the

single-nucleon sector [note that AE(ZIF’ S)(t) implicitly
depends on S’ as well as S]. These correlated differences
involve ratios of correlation functions; these ratios do
not share the convexity of individual correlation functions
and do not provide variational bounds. Correlated

differences between fit results for E(B 115.8) can be defined
analogously,
1 /
AE(zlr, S) _ EE]Z,I,F,,S) _ 2E(()1,2,G1+,§ )' (55)

Below, fits are performed to individual one- and two-
nucleon correlation functions rather than to the ratios

entering AE(ZIF’ S)(t), and the effective energies of each

correlation function provide variational bounds that are
consistent with the (not strictly variational) results of

multistate fits. Results for AE(“F’ ) are not strictly
variational because the single-nucleon ground-state energy
could be overestimated; however, the statistical and
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systematic uncertainties on the fitted single-nucleon mass
are much smaller than the corresponding uncertainties in
two-nucleon energies below and for simplicity results for

AE(“F’ ) are interpreted as variational bounds below.
These FV energy shifts can be used to constrain infinite-
volume scattering amplitudes through quantization con-
ditions [34-51], as discussed in Sec. III D. For large but
finite f, effective FV energy shifts defined by Eq. (54)
are equal to the FV energy shifts up to corrections from
states outsides the subspace spanned by the interpolating-
operator set.

It is also possible to define effective energies from the

o
GEVP cigenvalues analogously as IH(WM).
effective energy based on Eq. (50) has the advantage that
smooth ¢ dependence of the form of Eq. (51) is guaranteed
even when 7 is much smaller than the dimension of the
Hilbert space as discussed in Refs. [103,145], and this
definition is used for all results in the main text. Both
effective-energy definitions are compared for B = 1 and
B = 2 systems in Appendix E and found to give consistent
results, although more precise results are obtained
using Egs. (50) and (53) in cases where there are closely
spaced energy levels.

Given a determination of the GEVP energy levels from
the GEVP correlation functions or eigenvalues, the eigen-
vectors can be used to determine the corresponding overlap
factors from Eq. (47) as [145]

The

B.II';.S BII';.S
(B.IT.S) Z;/Ur(w ! >(tref» IO)C( - )(tref)
Zn;( - . (56)
(/2B [ EBITLS) ()

ref )

The relative contributions of each interpolating operator y
in the original set to a particular GEVP eigenstate n can be
obtained as

Z(B,I,F 1.S) ‘
gEins) 7% | (57)
4 BII,S)|"
Z}(’ Z r(‘l;(’ ! )‘

GEVP results for the energies and overlap factors can also
be used to reconstruct an estimate of the original set of
correlation functions through Eq. (47). The relative con-
tributions of each GEVP eigenstate n to the real part of the

correlation function with interpolating operators y and y’ is
given by

Re[Ziy ") (2]

%(B.IT,S) ny' (58)
74 (BT 7(BLT1.S)
- Sl (2 )

III. NUMERICAL STUDY WITH m, =806 MeV

This section presents a variational study of one- and two-
nucleon systems with m, = 806 MeV using a gauge-field
ensemble with L = 32, which was previously used in
Refs. [15,16,18,25] to study multibaryon systems with
[D, H] correlation functions built from hexaquark source
and dibaryon sink interpolating operators. The LQCD action
used is the tadpole-improved [146] Liischer-Weisz gauge-
field action [147] and the Wilson quark action including the
Sheikholeslami-Wohlert (clover) improvement term [148],
with parameters shown in Table IV, and one step of four-
dimensional stout smearing [149] with p = 0.125 applied to
the gauge field. An ensemble of N, = 727 gauge fields
corresponding to a subset of the gauge-field ensemble
studied in Ref. [18] is used for this variational study.

Sparsened timeslice-to-all quark propagators with
S=(V/Vgs)'/3 =4 are computed on each gauge-field
configuration from point-to-all quark propagators com-
puted at each site of a Vg = 8 = 512 sparse lattice, as
described in Sec. II B. For more details on the effects of this
sparsening on correlation functions, see Refs. [120,121].
Each source position is separated by & = 4 lattice sites
from its nearest neighbors, which corresponds to ~0.6 fm
in physical units and m,S = 2.4 lattice units. Correlations
between sources, which are suppressed by at least e~"=5,
are therefore expected to be small. We calculate sparsened
timeslice-to-all smeared-smeared quark propagators using
the Chroma [150] LQCD software framework with Dirac-
operator inversions performed using the conjugate gradient
inverter with a residual tolerance of 10712, Two different
Gaussian-smearing radii are used for both the propagator
source and sink: the first smearing is denoted 7 for “thin”
and is defined by 20 steps of gauge-invariant Gaussian
smearing [139,140,151] with Chroma smearing parameter
2.1, which corresponds to a Gaussian smearing width of
~1.24 lattice units (~0.18 fm). The second smearing is

TABLE IV. Parameters of the gauge-field ensembles used in this work. L and T are the spatial and temporal
dimensions of the hypercubic lattice, respectively, f is related to the strong coupling, a is the lattice spacing
as determined from T spectroscopy [15], m, is the bare quark mass, N, is the number of configurations used,
and N, = VgNg, is the total number of source points used for propagator calculations. The pion mass

m, = 0.59445(15)(17) is taken from Ref. [15].

L3xT B m,

a [fm] L [fm]

T [fm] m,L m,T Nt N

323 x 48 6.1 —-0.2450

0.1453(16) 4.5

6.7 19.0 28.5 727 3.72 x 10°
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FIG. 5. Single-nucleon GEVP effective energies defined by Egs. (50) and (53) with 7y = 5 and ¢, = 10 for the ground state and first
excited state. Points with error bars show the central values and 68% bootstrap confidence intervals for GEVP correlation-function
results. Shaded colored bands show the total statistical plus fitting systematic uncertainties added in quadrature (the outlined regions
show the statistical uncertainty of the highest-weight fit entering the weighted average of acceptable fit results along with its
corresponding fit time interval) as described in Appendix D. The maximum ¢ shown corresponds to the largest ¢ less than toly,.,, =

. . . . (13.G/.Sy)
37 /8 for which the signal-to-noise ratio of Ej,

Lot
The inset histograms show the relative overlap factors Zg{’z’c' Sw)

(2) is greater than tol,; = 0.1; see Fig. 37 for larger ¢ results for E|

(13.G/.Sy) (t)

for y € Sy corresponding to thin (left bar of each histogram) and wide

(right bar of each histogram) Gaussian smearings. The error bars on the histograms denote the bootstrap 68% confidence intervals.

denoted W for “wide” and is defined by 100 steps of gauge-
invariant Gaussian smearing with Chroma smearing width
4.7, corresponding to a Gaussian smearing width of ~2.77
lattice units (~0.40 fm)."” Link smearing corresponding to
15 steps of stout smearing [149] with p = 0.1 is also
applied to the spatial links of the gauge field used for
constructing smeared sources and sinks. We subsequently
calculate one- and two-nucleon correlation-function matri-
ces using the Qua LQCD software framework [152] and
a C++ implementation of the contraction algorithm
described in Sec. II B that includes significant scheduling
and memory optimizations facilitated by the polyhedral
compiler Tiramisu [132], as described in Appendix C.

In a preliminary study [153], we calculated timeslice-to-
all smeared-smeared quark propagators using Qlua on a
subset of 167 gauge-field configurations and further calcu-
lated one- and two-nucleon correlation-function matrices.
We analyzed these results independently because slightly
different quark-field smearings and inverter tolerances were
used, and we found results that are consistent at (1-2)o
for all energy levels with the significantly more precise
results from the full set of gauge-field configurations
presented below.

A. The nucleon channel

For the nucleon, the quark-wave-function smearing
radius is the only parameter varied in the single-
hadron interpolating-operator construction described in
Sec. I A 1. This results in an interpolating-operator set

"The T and W smearings are constructed using identical
Gaussian smearing kernels with width ¢ ~ 0.055 in the notation
of Ref. [141] and differ in the number of iterative applications of
this kernel.

Sy = {Ny,Ny} where N; (Ny) denotes the “thin”
(“wide”) nucleon interpolating operator with the smaller-
(larger-)radius quark-field smearing. The 2 x 2 correlation-

. . 116/ . .
function matrix Cf{/' l>(z‘) for this interpolating-operator

set is diagonalized by solving the GEVP in Eq. (48) to

~(1LGtH 1o+
obtain Cf*¥ ’SN>(I). The effective energies E{ 2 'SN)(Z‘)

defined by Eq. (53) are shown in Fig. 5. The GEVP
correlation functions are fit to truncated spectral repre-
sentations using a variety of minimum source/sink sep-

arations and numbers of excited states, and a weighted

. . . 11G!.S
average of these fit results is used to obtain Eg 2GS g

described in Appendix D. The central values and uncer-
tainties (which here and below correspond to 68% con-
fidence intervals determined using bootstrap methods) on
the GEVP energies determined using this fitting pro-
cedure, with fixed values of 7y =5 and #,; = 10 in the
notation of Eq. (50), are

EVEOTSY) 1 20446(83) = 1.636(1)(18) GeV,  (59)
(11G7.Sy)
E! — 1.770(14) = 2.404(19)(26) GeV,  (60)

where the first uncertainties show statistical and fitting
systematic uncertainties added in quadrature and the
second uncertainties for the energies in physical units
are associated with the uncertainties in the determination of
a = 0.1453(16) fm[15] (ambiguities in defining the lattice
spacing away from the physical values of the quark masses
are not quantified). The ground-state energy is consistent
with previous calculations using a larger ensemble of
gauge-field configurations with identical parameters,
which obtained My =1.20467(57)=1.636(18) GeV [18].
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The gap between the ground state and first excited-
state energies is given by 5('2C1-Sv) = 0.566(14), which is
smaller than the gap to the noninteracting P-wave pion

production threshold for this volume /M3, + (2z/L)*+

Vm2 + (2z/L)? — My = 0.6410(12).

Negligible sensitivity is seen to either the choices of
to €[3,7] and t €8,12] or the choice of GEVP
effective-energy definition. The variation in 7, and . is
discussed in Appendix E. Alternative effective-energy
definitions based on GEVP eigenvalues rather than
GEVP correlation functions computed using the eigenvec-
tors are also shown in Appendix E for comparison. Given
this insensitivity, the value 7, = 5 is chosen for the final
results. This choice is motivated by the fact that excited-
state contamination is clearly visible in GEVP correlation
function results for # < 5. Therefore, the approximation that
spectral representations can be truncated to only include the
states overlapping with the chosen interpolating-operator
set may be suspect for r < 5, even though fitted GEVP
energy levels are insensitive. The value 7. = 27, = 10 is
then motivated by the arguments of Ref. [100], where under
the assumption that an interpolating-operator set domi-
nantly overlaps with the lowest Z states, it is shown in
perturbation theory that z, > /2 is sufficient to demon-
strate that excited-state effects from states outside the
subspace spanned by the GEVP eigenvectors are sup-
B.I.FJ)]

—I[E(BJ'FJ)—E( . .
pressed by e~"\*z n l where 7 is the size of the
interpolating-operator set.

14.G1.S .
The overlap factors ZE,/ ) are obtained from

Eq. (56) using fit results for the GEVP energy levels

and eigenvectors with the same fixed #, and ?..
(11GF.Sy)

Normalized relative overlap factors Zy, are then
obtained from Eq. (57) and are given by
(13Glsy) (13Glsy)
Zon, = 0.44383(3), Zony | = 0.5512(3),
(1A4GT.Sy) (1LGsy)
Zin ! =0.89(3), Ziny | =0.11(3). (61)
1+ 1+
These GEVP results for Eg’z’G‘ ’SN)(t) and ZS;K’Z’G‘ ¥ can

be used to reconstruct the correlation-function matrix in
the {N;, Ny} basis using Eq. (47). These GEVP recon-

structions can be compared to numerical results for
1LGH.s .
C)((/ ! N)(t) to check how well a spectral representation

including only the GEVP energy levels can describe the full

. . . 1LG{.S
correlation function. The effective masses E)((/ ' N)(t)

obtained from the diagonal and off-diagonal elements of
the correlation-function matrix are shown in Fig. 6, along
with the effective masses obtained from the corresponding
GEVP reconstructions using Eq. (47). The GEVP recon-
structions reproduce the effective masses obtained from
the {N7, Ny} interpolating operators within 2¢ uncertain-
ties for ¢tz ty,=>5. The central value of the GEVP

reconstruction of the [Ny, Ny| effective mass approaches
the GEVP ground-state energy from below because

~(1lg+

ZS\’,ZM’/?V'T’SN) = —0.12(2) is negative. These excited-state

effects in [Ny, Ny|] are suppressed by both the small
(S XY

excited-state overlap of Ny and by e with
1> 1/6026G0Sv) = 1.77(4), and it is clear from Fig. 6
that excited-state effects in [Ny, Ny| correlation functions
are negligible for 7 = 5.

B. The dineutron channel

The LQCD energy spectrum for two-nucleon systems
with 7 =1 is independent of I, in this isospin-symmetric
calculation and results for nn, pp, and spin-singlet pn
systems are equivalent; this channel will be referred to as
the dineutron channel below in order to distinguish it
from the I = 0, spin-triplet deuteron channel. S-wave two-
nucleon wave functions in the / = 1 channel are associated
with the I'; = A] representation in the infinite-volume
limit, as discussed in Sec. Il C. The FV analogs of S-wave
(2.1.A7)
3ty
8 labels the relative-momentum shell with all positive-
parity plane-wave wave functions with 8 € {0,...,6}
included in our calculations, ¥ labels the multiplicity index
of the relative wave function (which for the I'; = Af
dineutron channel is simply 1), and g € {T, W} describes
whether thin or wide Gaussian smearing is used on all
six quark fields. In addition, we include hexaquark

operators H;z’l'Ar) and quasilocal operators Q%I’Ar) with
exponential  localization  scales k, € {Kky.k;. K3} =
{0.035,0.070,0.14} in lattice units, corresponding to
{48,95,190} MeV. These quasilocal wave functions
resemble FV two-nucleon bound-state wave functions with
binding momenta corresponding to k, that are associated
with binding energies of {0.0010,0.0041,0.016} in lattice
units, corresponding to {1.4,5.5,22} MeV. This ranges
from less than the binding energy of the deuteron in nature
to the average of the more deeply bound results for negative
FV energy shifts for the dineutron [0.0111(21), 0.0127(21),
and 0.0137(17), corresponding to 15.1(2.8), 17.3(2.9), and
18.6(2.3) MeV] and deuteron [0.0165(26), 0.0206(22),
and 0.0194(23), corresponding to 22.5(3.5), 28.0(3.0), and
26.3(3.1) MeV] channels obtained in Refs. [15,18,25] for
the same gauge field ensemble.

The set of two-nucleon interpolating operators computed
in this work with 7 = 1 and I'; = A{ includes 22 dibaryon,
hexaquark, and quasilocal operators. However, a

correlation-function matrix including all 22 interpolating

(2.1A7) . .
(1)] consistent with zero at 1o

dineutron operators are dibaryon operators D , where

operators leads to det[C e
for all ¢. This suggests that at our current statistical
precision, this is effectively a degenerate set of operators
that has statistically significant overlap with fewer than 22

LQCD energy eigenstates. In fact, all /=1, T, = Af
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FIG. 6. Points with error bars show single-nucleon effective masses for several correlation functions built from the interpolating-
operator set Sy. Gray bands are GEVP reconstructions determined by inserting GEVP energies and overlap factors into truncated
spectral representations for the correlation functions shown. In particular, the gray bands are not obtained using fits to the individual
correlation functions shown. The GEVP reconstructions are displayed for ¢ > #,. Inset histograms show the central value and
68% confidence intervals (the error bars) for the relative contribution of each GEVP eigenstate to the corresponding y, ¥’ element of the

. . . . x(13G] sy
correlation-function matrix, that is Z_ wr
and orange bars (N = 1) in the right.

interpolating-operator sets with more than 16 interpolating
operators are similarly found to be degenerate. Sets with 16
or fewer interpolating operators can be constructed that

. (2.1.47)
satls'fy det[C v
at high statistical significance.

One such nondegenerate interpolating-operator set is

given by the 16 operators

()] # 0 and are therefore nondegenerate

soM = (DG B8 € {0, 6).F € {1},
ge{T,W}}, (62)

where the multiplicity index ¥ is necessarily unity because

N, S‘A” = 1. This set includes two copies (one for each
quark-field smearing) of the seven dibaryon operators
required to describe noninteracting nucleons with rela-
tive-momentum magnitude less than v/8 (32) in the A] irrep
as well as two hexaquark operators (for the two quark-field
smearings). Alternative interpolating-operator sets includ-
ing different sets of 16 or fewer interpolating operators are

investigated below. The same fitting procedure described in

(2.1,A7,S)

Sec. IIT A is used to determine E, . The FV energy

) as defined in Eq. (58). They are colored as in Eq. (50), with blue bars (n = 0) in the left

. (2.1,A7,Sp) .
shifts AE, are determined from analogous

weighted averages of correlated differences of fit results
(2.1.A1.Sy) (15GFSy) .. . .

for E, and 2E, with independent fits
performed for one- and two-baryon correlation functions

as detailed in Appendix D. Results for the GEVP effective
+
FV energy shifts as well as fit results for AE&Z’I'A‘ So)
2.1A].S))
and Z, !

with SZ")

for the eight lowest-energy states obtained

are shown in Figs. 7 and 8. The ground- and

+
first-excited-state FV energy shifts obtained using Sg 1A
with this fitting procedure are

AEZTS) — _0,00245(50) = —3.33(68) (4) MeV,
AEZS) Z0.00264(87) =30.7(1.2)(0.3) MeV.  (63)

Results for the eight lowest-energy states obtained with this
interpolating-operator set are tabulated in Appendix F.
There is a clear gap between the lowest- and highest-

energy halves of the GEVP energy levels obtained with

§§®2 'I'AT), as seen in Fig. 9. The higher-energy levels (n > 8)
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obtained using the interpolating-operator set Sg 14 defined in Eq. (62). Histograms show fo'l'Al ) and are analogous to those in
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. . . . 2,1.A7) . . . . . 2,1.A7
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two-nucleon energy shifts between AEg i-So) and

2,1AF.S . . .
AE& 1-So) . One scenario consistent with these results,

which is investigated further below, is that several QCD

. 21A7S 21418
energy levels exist between Eg %) and Eé ) but

2,1,AF . . . L
§(<® v does not include interpolating operators with sig-

nificant overlap onto these states. The dineutron-channel
excitation energy gap corresponds to 1/82141-S0) = 40(2)
lattice units or 5.8(2) fm. Degrading statistical precision limits
the results to the regime 7 << 1/82141-50) where it should not
be surprising that a scenario could arise in which the energy
states making the largest contributions to the correlation-
function matrix used are not simply the lowest-energy states.

Overlap-factor results demonstrate that states n &
{0, ...,7} each dominantly overlap with either dibaryon
operators with a single 8 or with hexaquark operators
as shown in Figs. 7 and 8. States corresponding to
n € {0,1,2} have maximum overlap with Dg;, operators
with 8 = n, the n = 3 state has maximum overlap with
H, operators, and n € {4,5,6,7} states have maximum

1.0 1 1
L = T J
=
08F T _ 1
H ~E_ - ]
F TE 1 .
— = E T Y T

t/ [ = * E T ]
3 06 =2 % i |
o e o A S N e o) R ]

< % 1
5:: I T |
m - I -
< 04f T g

0.0F - = = = o —

0 5 10
t

FIG.9. Compilations of the n € {0, ..., 7} GEVP effective FV energy shifts shown in Fig. 7 (left) and of the full set of n € {0, ..., 15}

results (right) obtained with the interpolating-operator set S(@z o+

2My with 8 € {0, 1,2,3,4,5,6,8} are shown as dashed gray lines, and the single-nucleon excited-state energy gap &

A7)

. Noninteracting two-nucleon FV energy shifts 21/M3, + 8(2z/L)? —

1 ot .
(13:G7Sx) is shown

as a shaded orange band. Horizontal offsets are applied to points and fit bands in the left panel for clarity.
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overlap with Dy, operators with 8 = n — 1. In particular,
the ground state has maximum overlap with 8 = 0 dibaryon

operators, with Z @ 1LA7S) = 0.712(8), and it has next
largest overlaps w1th 93 =1 dibaryon operators, with
> p Z&ifr'gw = 0.095(5), and hexaquark operators, with
3 Zo 1 = 0,0918(8).

The eight lowest energies obtained using §<@2 A are

shown compared to the locations of the noninteracting

two-nucleon energy levels 21/M% + 8(2z/L)? in Fig. 9.
The GEVP energy levels ne{0,1,2,4,5,6,7} each
appear slightly below one of the 8 € {0,1,2,3,4,5,6}
noninteracting levels, with the n =3 state determined

much less precisely than the other states. The presence of

the n = 3 state dominantly overlappmg with the H V[Z, LAT)

operator and appearing as an “extra level” when com-
pared to the noninteracting two-nucleon spectrum is
reminiscent of the extra level found in the vicinity of
the p resonance in studies of zz scattering that domi-
nantly overlaps with local quark bilinear gy,q interpolat-
ing operators [77,78].

The structure of this interesting “extra level” can be
further investigated by studying the dependence of this
energy level on variations in the interpolating-operator set

used. As shown in Fig. 10, removing the H%LAI )

21,4} . .
from S(@ ") before solving the GEVP leads to a consistent
energy-level determination at the 2o level but increases the
excited-state effects contamination at small . Removing

the H <T " operator conversely only slightly modifies the
small-¢ behavior associated with excited-state effects and
leads to an almost identical fitted energy with slightly larger
uncertainties. Surprisingly, excited-state contamination is
(2.1,A7)

operator

seen to be worse for r <5 with H; included than with
0.30F ' ' ]
0.25F Q\W\ 1
- R \

= 0.20f \ % 3

~ =)
ttﬂ 0.15F ¥ he < v A
5 e ¥ N
sy 0.10F wy%izi, B =7
< o5k s l =
0.00 T —

-0.05 . .

FIG. 10. The GEVP correlation functions for the n = 3 energy
level dominantly overlapping with hexaquark operators, also
shown in Fig. 7, is displayed in red with a horizontal offset for
clarity. It is compared with analogous GEVP correlation func-

tions for interpolating- operator sets in which H. @LAD) s removed,
AY)

in green, and with H W removed, in purple.

this operator excluded from an otherwise identical inter-
polating-operator set. In all cases this n = 3 energy-level

dominantly overlaps with the hexaquark operators
+
included: with S .14 , the HE;IA ) and H(Tz'l’A‘) overlaps

are 0.56(1) and 0.16(1), respectively; with only HE;,l,Aj)

included, the overlap with this operator is 0.79(1); and with

.
only H(T2 147 included, the overlap with this operator is

0.64(3). It is discussed further below that removing both
hexaquark operators from the interpolating-operator set
leads to determinations of the spectrum in which this level
appears to be absent. Although the statistical uncertainties
of this level are significantly larger than the others, it is
clear that the presence of this energy level is a robust feature
of the QCD spectrum that is revealed at the ¢ and statistical
precision of this work only by calculations including
hexaquark operators. Precise determinations of the spec-
trum in this energy region in multiple volumes will be
required to understand the nature of a possible resonance or
virtual bound state associated with this energy level.

The higher-energy GEVP energy levels n € {8, ..., 16}

+

obtained using S(z b are all with
AE(ZIA S0) > 514GISV) | Given the presence of GEVP
energy levels close to the noninteracting 8 < 6 levels (and
the absence of noninteracting energy levels with 8 = 7),
one expects there to be QCD energy levels close to the
8 > 8 noninteracting states, and therefore at lower ener-
gies than these higher-energy excited states. It is plausible

consistent

that such energy eigenstates exist, but Sg 1A does not
have any interpolating operators with significant overlap
onto them (in comparison to the overlaps with other
states). In this case, the higher-energy excited states are
not free from contamination from lower-energy states.
The GEVP energy levels associated with these higher-
energy states are therefore not considered to be reliable
and are not reported.

Other nondegenerate sets with 16 or fewer operators can
also be constructed. Results for the ground-state FV energy
shifts for a variety of interpolating-operator sets,

5o = {piy s 10},

Sg,l.fq) {Dgglf\?), 2.1,AF |§€{0}}
Sé)z,l,Aj):{ng,l,Af)’Déi;,AT) AT Disefl,. .,6}},
Sg.1,Aj):{Q(zi.l,Al*)’Dg,gLAD’H”A 13e{l,.. 6}}
Sg,l.AT):{Q%I.AT)’D;?;,AT),H(ZlA se{l,.. ,6}},
o4 {05 0. 0.0}

(64)
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leading to relatively g)recise GEVP correlation functions are
shown in Fig. 11."* For all of these sets, £ € {1} and
g € {T,W}. The ground-state FV energy shifts for these

AT .
) at lo. It 1s

2,1AF
noteworthy that ground-state energy results from SED : ),

which only includes Dy, operators, are consistent at this

level of precision with ground-state energy results using

+ +
S((@z A s also noteworthy that ngg’l’A‘)

. . 2.1,
sets are consistent with the results for Sf@

operators with

N
all three values of k, can be included in place of D(()zl’;’A‘ )

operators without significantly affecting the ground-state

FV energy-shift results, although the ground-state energy

. (2.1.A])
is increased. Further, the Q5

. . 2.1.A7)
operators can be included alongside Dy, "

2,147 L
place of D(11 g ) operators; this significantly decreases the

precision of the ground-state FV energy shift and leads to
some distortions of the higher-energy spectrum but leads to

consistent results for the ground-state energy. Replacing

+ +
Dézl';'A'> operators with larger 8 with QE,%,’I’A‘)

precision decreases as k,

operators in

operators
leads to even less precise results, suggesting that the

N
Q(%I’A‘ ) operators dominantly overlap with the same
ground and first excited states identified by GEVP calcu-

. . 2.1.A7 . . : .
lations using §<@ ") This is consistent with a scenario in

which there are 16 LQCD energy eigenstates that have

significant overlap with the 22 operators of the forms

(2145 (2 1AT ) (2.1.A7
Dgy, ', Hy and qu

In general, operator sets with fewer than 16 operators
do not give results that are qualitatively or quantitatively

. . . . 2.LAf
consistent with results obtained using §<(® K

sets of 14 operators,

used here.

. Results for

=(2.1.4}) (2,1,A]+) 2 LA}
So ) = {pG, " 1 js € {0, ... 6} \m},
m e {0, ...,6},
=(2.1.47) (21A
So ) = {pl e € {0.....6}}, (65)

obtained by removing one of the two-nucleon operators
with both smearings or the hexaquark operators with both
smearings, are shown in Fig. 12. It is noteworthy that the

(2.1.47)

lowest-energy state obtained using Sy is consistent

2.1.47)

with the first excited state obtained using Sg, rather

ISRelatively precise GEVP results can also be extracted from

the correlation-function matrices studied in Ref. [153] using an
2.1.4})

additional operator set related to Sg A7) by replacing Qg g
with Q(zz'l’A' ). However, using the larger set of correlation-
function matrices included in the analysis presented here, the
corresponding correlation-function matrices are found to be
degenerate within 1o uncertainties.

than the corresponding ground state. Although S @147

includes interpolating operators that are not orthogonal to

N (2.1.4])
the ground state identified by Sg,

2,1LAT.S . 2.1L.AT
Zé;( ArSo) computed using S(© )

statistical significance for several of the interpolating
(2.1.4}) (2.1.4

CSy
in S((@ 0 overlaps more strongly with some excited state
than with the ground state. Therefore, over the range of ¢
considered here, the GEVP results resemble a spectrum that

"
is missing the S(@z 1A ground state, while results for the
other levels are largely unaffected (note that the lowest

(the overlap factors

are nonzero at high

operators included in S ) each operator

energy obtained using Sg A7) is still a valid bound on the
(2.1.4}) =(2.1.A7)
ground-state energy). Results for sets S e Sg

similarly resemble results for S((@ A with one low-lying

energy level “missing” while the remaining energy levels

=(2,1.A1)
are largely unaffected. Results for Sg" "

2.1Af
resemble results for S(% )

similarly

without the “extra level”

dominantly overlapping with the HE,‘Z,']'AT) operators.

These results demonstrate the importance of using an
interpolating-operator set with significant overlap onto
all energy levels of interest and further demonstrate that
having a large interpolating-operator set is not sufficient to
guarantee that a set will have good overlap onto the ground
state or a particular excited state. It is also not guaranteed
that adding linearly independent interpolating operators
will allow a larger nondegenerate correlation-function
matrix to be resolved at a given statistical ensemble size
(as demonstrated here by the onset of degeneracy if

quasilocal interpolating operators are added to §<21A >).
These results suggest that it is difficult to dlagnose the
presence of missing energy levels, since GEVP results for
interpolating-operator sets that give rise to missing energy
levels do not show obvious signs of inconsistency without
comparing them to results from a more complete set.
Because the positions of the energy levels that are identified
by these smaller interpolating-operator sets are consistent
with the energy levels appearing in more complete sets, the
scattering phase shifts associated with these energy levels
will also be consistent and the appearance of a missing

. ~(2.1.A7) .
level, for example, in results for Sé ‘), iS no more

obvious from a scattering amplitude analysis than from
inspection of the FV energy shifts, see Sec. III D.

The individual correlation functions associated with the
interpolating operator most strongly overlapping with each
GEVP energy level provide good approximations to the
GEVP correlation functions for 2 t, = 5, as shown in
Fig. 13. In all cases the FV energy shifts associated with
[Da1w, Da1w] correlation functions approach the GEVP
results from above. The FV energy shifts associated with
[Ds1w, Hy] correlation functions are also shown in Fig. 13.
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FIG. 11. The bottom panel shows the ground-state FV energy shifts obtained using GEVP correlation functions with interpolating-
+
operator set Sg A4 shown in Fig. 7 (blue) compared to results obtained using seven other interpolating-operator sets defined in Eq. (64)

(purple). Other panels show the ground-state effective FV energy shift for each interpolating-operator set as indicated in the
corresponding legend.

Both the effective energies and the effective FV energy
shifts for all [Dgyy, Hy] correlation functions are consis-
tently (1-4)o below the corresponding GEVP results for

t Z 5 until signal-to-noise degradation makes the difference
consistent with zero. Applying the same fit range selection
and weighted averaging procedure described in
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FIG. 12. FV energy shifts obtained using GEVP correlation functions with interpolating-operator set §(<®2 A0 (left column in each
panel and corresponding to Fig. 7) are compared to results obtained using the interpolating-operator sets defined in Eq. (64) with
ground-state energy shifts featured in Fig. 11 (left), as well as the eight other interpolating-operator sets defined in Eq. (65) (right). The

color coding for Sg A7)

Appendix D to a combined fit of [Dy,,, H,| correlation
functions with s € {T, W} gives a ground-state energy
result of —0.0186(28). The same fit procedure applied
to [Dyy,. H,| gives a result for the first excited state of
0.0097(33). Higher-statistics analyses of [Dy,,. H,] and
[Dy,,. H ] correlation functions with smeared sources and
both smeared and pointlike sinks in Ref. [15], Ref. [25],
and Ref. [18] give more precise results of —0.0111(21),
—0.0127(21), and —0.0137(17) for the ground-state FV
energy shift, respectively, and Refs. [16,18] give results of
0.0165(26) and 0.0157(25) for the first-excited-state FV
energy shifts, respectively. These are consistent with the
[Dgy,. H | results of this work at 26. The first excited-state
energy determined in Ref. [25], —0.0061(9), is obtained
using asymmetric correlation functions with spatially
displaced two-nucleon sources and Dy, sinks. There is
therefore consistency between results from different stud-
ies using similar interpolating operators, as shown in
Fig. 14 for the ground state, but interpolating-operator
dependence is significantly larger than the statistical and
fitting systematic errors obtained using single- or multi-
exponential fits with a given interpolating-operator set.

energies follows that in Fig. 7, and the dashed lines show noninteracting two-nucleon energies as in Fig. 9.

Interpolating-operator ~ dependence also leads to

. 2,1L,ATS . . _
differences between AEE, 1A7S) obtained using variational

methods with different S that are larger than their uncer-

.. . . (2.1,A1.,S) .
tainties, in particular AE; "' = 0.0218(10) differs
from AEéz'I’AT’SO) by 2lo, and it is important to recall

that the correct interpretation of results obtained using
variational methods is as upper bounds on energies. In
other words, the ground-state energy bound obtained using

=(2,1,A47) . . . .

§(<® A is valid, but it is less constraining than the bound
. . 2,147

obtained using Sé A,

2.1A7S 2.1A%S
Results for Eﬁ 150 and Z,(1 150 can be used to

reconstruct correlation functions for particular interpolating

operators as discussed for the nucleon in Sec. Il A. The

. . 21A7) . 2,1A7
interpolating-operator set Sé ") includes D(()1 p ") and

2,14} . . :
H é ) operators and the correlation-function matrix for

.
Sg'l'A‘) therefore includes [Dg,,, Doy4), [Dorg. H,], and

[H,, H,] correlation functions. Reconstructions of the FV
energy shifts associated with positive-definite [Dg,,, D4y,
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FIG. 13. The upper (lower) panels show differences between the effective FV energy shifts computed using correlation functions with
dibaryon sources and sinks [Dgy, Dg1y] (hexaquark sources and dibaryon sinks [Dgw, Hy]) and the fitted FV energy shifts for the

+ +
§(©2 141 GEvp energy levels that dominantly overlap with D;zl'vlv'A‘ ), which are n € {0, 1,2} for the left panels and n € {4,5,6,7} for

the right panels.
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FIG. 14. Comparisons of FV energy-shift results for the n=0 and n =1 states between previous results obtained in

Refs. [15,16,18,25] using the same gauge field ensemble with [D, H] correlation function (as well as displaced sources in Ref. [25])

. . . o o . 2.1.41) . . (2.1.A7
and results of this work obtained using variational methods with interpolating-operator set S(((D ! ), interpolating-operator set S((@ )

(in which the operators dominantly overlapping with the ground state are omitted), and nonvariational results obtained using [D, H]
correlation functions. Arrows emphasize the fact that the variational method provides (stochastic) upper bounds on energy levels and
therefore FV energy shifts under the assumption that the nucleon mass is accurately identified, while [D, H] correlation functions
provide an estimate of the energy but have systematic uncertainties in both directions that are difficult to estimate.

correlation functions with 8 € {0,...,6} and g € {T, W}
are shown in Fig. 15. Consistency between correlation

Analogous  GEVP  reconstructions for [Dy,,. Dy ,],
[Do1y4. Hy), and [H,, H,| correlation functions are shown

function and GEVP reconstruction results is found at
the (1-2)o level for 7z 6. Significant deviations for
[Dai7, Dg17] can be seen at t =5, which suggests that
contributions to correlation functions with thin smearing
from excited states outside the GEVP energy levels can
only be neglected for ¢ 2 6.

in Fig. 16. There is agreement at the (1-2)o level between
the GEVP reconstructions and correlation function results
for t 2 6. The [Dgyw, Do1w| correlation function is domi-

nated by the GEVP ground-state contribution with overlap
= (2.1.A].Sy)

0D Doy = 0-962(7) and includes a few-percent-level
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FIG. 15. Points with error bars show effective FV energy shifts for positive-definite dibaryon correlation functions [Dj,,, Dg;,] with
8 € {0, ..., 6} from bottom to top with wide (thin) quark-field smearing in the left (right) panel. Gray curves and bands show the central
values and 68% confidence intervals for GEVP reconstructions that are obtained by inserting GEVP energy-level and overlap-factor

. . . . 2,147
results obtained using the interpolating-operator set SéD A

into the spectral representations for these correlation functions for all > 1,

in analogy to Fig. 6. In particular, gray curves and bands are not obtained directly from fits to the correlation functions shown. Relatively
large uncertainties on the higher-energy half of the spectrum lead to larger uncertainties in GEVP reconstructions at small ¢, particularly

for the narrow smearing case in the right panel.

contribution from the GEVP first excited state. The
apparent plateau below threshold in the [Dg,y, Hy| corre-

lation function is reproduced by the GEVP reconstruction

% (2.1.A7.S))

with Z;p, "4 " = —0.61(4), a significant opposite-sign

contribution from the first GEVP excited state
%(2,1.A7.S o
(10 Y o) =0.14(1), a smaller contribution from the
orwitw

second GEVP excited state 2(225[1);3%8‘/0) =0.04(1), and

even smaller contributions from higher-energy GEVP
excited states. The GEVP reconstruction predicts that the
[Do1w, Hy] effective FV energy shifts approach the GEVP
ground-state FV energy shift for large ¢, and in particular

that the GEVP reconstruction of the [Hy, Doy| effective

. . . (2.1,A7.Sp)
FV energy shift reaches 1o consistency with AE|

only for an unachievable 7 = 80. It has been previously
argued in Refs. [80,86], based on calculations using the
HAL QCD potential method, that [D,H| correlation
functions exhibit large FV energy shifts at ~1 fm that will
approach values closer to threshold for similar ¢ to those
predicted by the GEVP analysis here. Although the results
of Ref. [80] and the GEVP analysis here both indicate

significant opposite-sign contributions to [D, H| correlation
functions from the ground state and low-energy excited
states, the pattern of Z&;@i;iﬁ predicted in Ref. [80] is
relatively constant in 8 while the overlap factors calculated
here decrease rapidly with increasing 3. Further, there is no
evidence for the extra level associated with hexaquark
operators found here in the potential-method-based results
of Ref. [80].

Other asymmetric correlation functions exhibit effective
FV energy shifts significantly below threshold with mild ¢
dependence over the range f = 5 where signals can be
resolved. Results for [Dg;7, Dgyyw| correlation functions
with 8 #0 are shown in Fig. 17. These correlation
functions show FV energy shifts ~0.1 below threshold
with mild, although in some cases statistically significant, ¢
dependence. Applying the same fitting procedure described
above to these correlation functions leads to statistically
significant FV energy shifts in several cases: —0.065(14),
—0.084(21), —0.088(18), —0.049(27), and —0.053(10)
for $ =2 to 8 =6, respectively. Conversely, a large
fitting systematic uncertainty is obtained for 8 = 1 with
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correlation functions with wide (thin) quark-field smearing are shown in the left (right) panels. Histograms show the central values and

. . . L ~(2,1,AT.S
68% confidence intervals for the relative contributions me, !

") of each GEVP energy level to the correlation function. Bars

correspond to N values increasing from left to right, with coloring consistent with Fig. 9. Overlap factors for thin smearing interpolating
operators are more sensitive to less precisely determined high-energy excited-state energies, which leads to the relatively large

L 5 (21A1.S))
uncertainties in Z DoyrHy

a result —0.1(1.1). The GEVP reconstructions using

Sg A reproduce the subthreshold behavior of all these

correlation functions over the range of ¢ where signals can
be resolved through opposite-sign linear combinations of
ground-state contributions and contributions from excited
states above and below the single-nucleon first excited
state. One possible interpretation of the fact that GEVP

. 2,14} .
results using S(@ ) with a ground-state energy of

—0.00245(50) can reproduce the subthreshold behavior
of these correlation functions is that these subthreshold
effective FV energy shifts are not associated with physical

states at these energies but are t-dependent combinations of
energy levels. Another possible interpretation is that some
or all of these asymmetric correlation functions are over-

lapping with states below threshold that are not visible in

4
the GEVP correlation functions obtained using Sg A n

particular, it is straightforward to construct toy examples of
overlap factors for which asymmetric correlation functions
constructed from nearly orthogonal source and sink inter-
polating operators overlap with deeply bound states that
do not contribute to the corresponding positive-definite
diagonal correlation functions. Consider for example a
three-state system and a pair of interpolating operators A
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8 e {l,...,6}. Histograms of 2

2.1A}.S,)
nex'

are as in Fig. 16.

and B, with the true energy spectrum for this toy model
given by

EM =n-a,  EM™ =4 EM

=n+3d, (66)
and normalized overlap factors for operators A and B onto
these three states (in increasing energy order) given by

Z, = (e, 1—62,0), Z— <€,0, 1—62), (67)
with € <« 1 and real. Positive-definite [A,A] and [B, B]
correlation functions will overlap dominantly with the first
and second excited states, respectively, while asymmetric
[A, B] correlation functions will overlap perfectly with the

ground state and may or may not be positive definite
depending on €. In the ¢ — O limit (or in practical situations

Effective FV energy shifts and GEVP reconstructions obtained using S((@’
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2,14} . . .
v [Doi7, Dg1w| correlation functions with

where e~ (0 within statistical uncertainty), the GEVP
solution to the 2 x 2 correlation-function matrix using
the interpolating-operator set {A, B} will simply be the
[A, A] and [B, B] correlation functions. Corrections arising
from nonzero e can be calculated exactly and admit a
simple perturbative expansion in €. To O(e?) accuracy, the
GEVP eigenvalues are given by

ﬂéAB) _ e—(t—to)n[l + e2(e

— ") + O(e)].

igAB) _ e—(z—zo)(q+6)[1 + €2(ez(A+5) _ eto(AJré)) + 0(64)]’
(68)

demonstrating that variational methods will not recover

the true ground-state energy that dominates the [A, B]
correlation function unless ¢ is large enough that e™
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compensates for the O(e?) overlap-factor suppression of
the ground-state contribution to the GEVP eigenvalues.
This example can be trivially generalized to include more

states. If states with energies much further below threshold

(2.1.A}.,Sp) . .. .
than E; are present in QCD, additional interpolat-

ing operators that are nearly orthogonal to the dibaryon,
hexaquark, and quasilocal interpolating operators included
in this calculation will be required to construct an inter-
polating-operator set that strongly overlaps with them.
Correlation functions for two-nucleon systems with
I = 1 and other cubic transformation properties associated
with nonzero angular momentum can also be constructed
using linear combinations of plane-wave dibaryon oper-
ators as described in Sec. II C. Interpolating operators with
I=1and I'; € {E",T;,T{,A]} require nontranslation-
ally invariant wave functions and therefore only the Dy,
operators with 8 # O contribute to these irreps. The set of
interpolating operators computed for these irreps does not
include additional operators besides two copies (for the two
quark-field smearings) of each plane-wave dibaryon oper-
ator required to describe noninteracting nucleons, and for
these irreps the full sets of interpolating operators are
nondegenerate. Results for GEVP FV energy shifts
obtained using the same fitting methods applied to the
A irrep are tabulated in Appendix F. The lower-energy
half of the GEVP energy levels are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with the noninteracting two-nucleon energy
levels with the same 3, as shown in Fig. 18.1 Also, as

in the A| irrep, the higher-energy half of the GEVP energy

levels satisfy AEZ"T50) > §(14GISv) and appear above

noninteracting energy levels not associated with interpolat-
ing operators present in these sets. These higher-energy
GEVP correlation functions, therefore, can be expected to
contain contamination from lower-energy states that
weakly overlap with the interpolating operators present
in this calculation, and the associated GEVP energy levels
are considered unreliable and not presented. Since only
dibaryon operators are included in these irreps, states that

are analogous to the relatively noisy state in the A| irrep for

which Zf;{’g’m > Z,(]ZD‘Q }Ej)

their extraction would require additional localized oper-
ators to be included in the interpolating-operator set.

may well exist in these irreps but

C. The deuteron channel

The =0 deuteron channel includes flavor-
antisymmetric pn systems that for positive-parity spatial
wave functions must be antisymmetric in spin and therefore

"Note that the noninteracting two-nucleon energy levels have

nontrivial multiplicities A gl’“ ), as shown in Table III, and in
particular vanish for some choices of 8 and I';. This leads to the
absence of energy levels for some combinations of 8 and I'; in
Fig. 18 as well as the presence of multiple closely spaced energy
levels near some other combinations of 8 and I';.

in a cubic FV have I'g = Tfr.zo Hexaquark, quasilocal, and
8 = 0 dibaryon operators in this channel have I'; = Af
and therefore I'; = T'|. Due to spin-orbit coupling, the I'; =
T irrep includes not only 8 > 1 dibaryon operators with
[, = A] but also dibaryon operators with I', € {ET, T},
T5}. Since the deuteron bound state in nature can be
described as an admixture of S- and D-wave states, operators
with ', € {E*, T3 } associated with D-wave wave func-
tions in the infinite-volume limit are of particular interest.
Results for I'; = T, including operators with all relevant
I'y, will be discussed first. Total-angular-momentum cubic
irreps I'; € {T; ,E", Ay, A] } are associated with ', # A
and therefore # > 0 partial waves in the infinite-volume
limit. These will be discussed at the end of this section.
A total of 48 linearly independent interpolating operators
with 7 =0 and I'; = T are included in our calculations:
two copies for the two quark-field smearings of each of

Zg:() N _(@,O’Tr) = 20 dibaryon operators, three quasilocal
operators, and one hexaquark operator. Including all
interpolating operators leads to a correlation-function
matrix whose determinant is consistent with zero at lo
for all + and whose eigenvalues cannot be reliably deter-
mined at the precision of our calculation. As in the
dineutron case, operators can be removed until a non-
degenerate set is obtained (defined as a set where the
correlation-function matrix determinant is resolved from
zero). The largest nondegenerate interpolating-operator sets
constructed in this way include 42 interpolating operators.

One choice of a nondegenerate set of 42 interpolating
(2.0.17)
3tg

with each smearing required to describe noninteracting

nucleons with relative momentum less than /8 (35) as well

2,0.T7) . . .
as the two Hé ) interpolating operators corresponding

to thin and wide smearing widths,

operators includes all 20 D interpolating operators

+ + +
s2OTH {D;_’f’T' L HY 15 € 0, ..., 6},
fe {1, ...,N_é,o‘m},ge (T, W}}, (69)

where the multiplicities of dibaryon operators with g-shell

" are shown in Table III. Results

N
for GEVP effective FV energy shifts using gg'O’Tn )

. (2.0.7.S) . .
corresponding fit results for AE, obtained using the

same fitting methods as before are shown for the levels
ne{0,...,20} in Figs. 19-21. The low-energy GEVP

energy levels include one state that dominantly overlaps

with the HE;’O’TT)

. 0.1
relative momenta N fg '
and the

operator as well as energy levels that

*This restriction does not apply to NA, AA, and other
operators with the same quantum numbers that are not con-
structed from products of two nucleon operators.
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GEVP effective FV energy shifts for two-nucleon systems computed using the complete sets of interpolating operators with

I=1landT; € {E",TS,T{,A]}. Asin the left side of Fig. 9, only GEVP energy levels below the single-nucleon first excited state are
shown and the noninteracting two-nucleon energy shifts are shown as dashed gray lines. Horizontal offsets are applied to points and fit

bands for clarity.

.
dominantly overlap with each D;zf'OW’T‘ ) operator for each 8

and f. The ground-state and first two excited-state FV
energy shifts obtained with this interpolating-operator set
are given by

AEZOTTS) — _0,00248(48) = —3.37(66)(4) MeV,
(2,0,77,Sy)
AETOT) Z0.02173(91) =29.5(1.2)(0.3) MeV.  (70)

The inverse excitation-energy gap for the deuteron channel
corresponds to Euclidean time 1/82077-5) = 41(2) in
lattice units or 6.0(3) fm, and degrading statistical precision

limits our results to the regime r < 1/ §20T1S0) - Further

results for AE;Z'O’TT'S") are presented for n € {0, ...,20} in

Appendix F and a compilation of the GEVP effective FV
energy shifts for these states is shown in Fig. 22. The
lowest-energy half of the GEVP energy levels are below the
8 = 6 noninteracting energy level, while the highest-energy

half of the GEVP energy levels are at significantly higher

o 20T S, LGt :
energies with AEFOTIS0) > 5465 | Several noninter-

acting energy levels lie in the gap between these two halves
of the GEVP energy levels, and as in the dineutron channel
it is very likely that there are missing energy levels
associated with states in this energy range that do not
have significant overlap with the interpolating operators in

Sg 'O'Tn. The higher-energy half of the GEVP energy levels

are therefore considered unreliable and are not reported.
Overlap-factor results demonstrate that states n &
{0, ...,20} each dominantly overlap with either dibaryon
operators with a single 8 or with hexaquark operators as
shown in Figs. 19-21 and 23. As in the dineutron channel,
the ground state has maximum overlap with 8 = 0 dibaryon

operators with > Z(()ZL;(;;ZT'SO) =0.60(1), and has next
largest overlaps with 8 =1 dibaryon operators with

2 Z&?I(TT’SO) = 0.103(4), and hexaquark operators with
J+
> Z(()zf’,(:T‘ So) _ 0.088(1). The excited-state spectrum

includes sets of approximately degenerate energy levels

with multiplicity A/ éO'TT) that are close to the noninteracting
g-shell energies and separated by comparatively large
energy gaps. States within each closely spaced set can
be clearly distinguished by their overlap factors and
dominantly overlap with either I, = A] or I'y #A]
operators, although the size of subdominant contributions
increases with increasing 8.

The state corresponding to N = 6 has maximum overlap

. 2.0.TF . .
with H ; v operators and, as in the dineutron channel,

appears as an extra level not present for noninteracting two-
nucleon systems. This level is at a similar excitation energy
to that in the dineutron channel. As in the dineutron
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FIG. 19. Results for two-nucleon GEVP effective FV energy shifts for the lowest-energy GEVP correlation functions, n € {0, ..., 7},

. . . 20.T . . I - .
with I = 0,T"; = T obtained using the set Sé) 1) Statistical and systematic fit uncertainties are shown as in Fig. 7. Histograms of

Z%O’Tr’g‘]) are analogous to the histograms in that figure and include a dashed line separating thin (left) and wide (right) quark-field

smearing as well as dotted lines that further divide the operators into subsets corresponding to I'y = AT, E™, T{, T5 from left to right.
Hexaquark operators appear rightmost among operators with I', = A}
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FIG. 20. Results for two-nucleon GEVP effective FV energy shifts for states n € {8, ..., 15} obtained using the set Sg 0T, Symbols
and bands are analogous to those in Fig. 19.

channel, the structure of this level can be further inves-
tigated by studying variations with interpolating-operator

set. As shown in Fig. 24, removing the Hy,

20,7/
(2.0.77) operator

20,7 o
from Sé) v leads to a 20 shift in the fitted energy level
and a significant increase in the excited-state contamination

4
visible at small 7. Conversely, removing H (Tz 017 leads to

small differences in the size of excited-state effects and in
the fitted energy results. In all cases this n = 6 energy level

has maximum overlaps with the hexaquark operators

2.0.T7) 2.0.7}) (2.0,17)

included: with Sg, , the Hy, and Hp overlaps
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—_
Tt

20} obtained using the interpolating-

2.0.17)

operator set Sg) . Symbols and bands are analogous to those in Fig. 19.

Results for two-nucleon GEVP effective FV energy shifts for states n € {16, ...,

are 0.28(19) and 0.08(6), respectively, with only H%O,TT) GEVP correlation functions are obtained using the inter-

included, the overlap with this operator is 0.67(2), and with polating-operator sets

.
only H(T2 01y) included, the overlap with this operator is 2.0.17) (2.0.17)
2.0.1}) So {Défg |§e{0}}
0.82(1). With Sg , to=25, and t =10, the n =6
(2.0.17) 20T+ _[ploTh) 4 20T 0
energy level also has significant overlap with Dy}, ' and stg oM |§ {0},
Dgzlro T of 0.20(2) and 0.12(2); however, other choices of 2 0.17) { (2 0, T* pEoT) H @o.ry |§ e{l.. 6}}
. 2.0.T7) éfg ’ DA
to and t,.¢ lead to smaller overlaps with D5, p and for all -
. . 3lg 207 (207*) zor*) (zor
t, and t.; choices there is no extra level visible when no :{ Dgfg |se{1,. --,6}},
hexaquark operators are included in the interpolating- 2 or: (2.0, T+ e T4 2 or:
operator set as discussed further below. = {Q3q gfg JH |§ e{l,. --,6}},
The interpolating—operator dependence of the other 2 0r) (2 0. T+ 2 0rt) (205
GEVP energy-level results in this channel can also be { 1;/ Dge,

studied by removing or replacing interpolating operators in

01})

2,0, . . . .
Sé@ as in the dineutron channel. Relatively precise
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FIG. 22. Compilations of the GEVP effective FV energy shifts shown in Figs. 19-21 corresponding to energy levels below the single-
nucleon first excited state and comparisons to noninteracting two-nucleon FV energy shifts (dashed lines) as in Fig. 9. The left (right)
figures show the GEVP energy levels dominantly overlapping with interpolating operators with I', = A associated with S-wave states
in the infinite-volume limit (I'y, € {E™, TT, T;r} associated with D-wave and higher-partial wave states in the infinite-volume limit).

The multiplicities of approximately degenerate energy levels are equal to the multiplicities N go’
6} shells.

the noninteracting levels associated with the 8 € {0, ...,

where in all cases g € {T, W} and £ € {1, ...,/\/;()’T‘ﬂ}.21

For the last set ¥ € {2, ..., N 5 ! )}. Results for the GEVP
effective ground-state FV energy shifts obtained using these
interpolating-operator sets are shown in Fig. 25 and

. . 2,0.TF .
compared to results obtained using Sé) ‘). As in the

dineutron channel, interpolating-operator sets obtained by
. 2.0.7}) . 2.0.T})
replacing D, = '~ operators with Qg operators lead to

consistent results for the GEVP ground-state FV energy
shift with uncertainties that increase With increasing K.
T+
)
l

I , p operators with

Sets obtained by replacing the p?
2.0.1}) .
qu ) operators also give consistent results for the

ground-state and other low-lying excited-state FV energy

' As in the dineutron channel, relatively precise GEVP results

0.TF
can be extracted for an addmonal operator set related to S( )

by replacing Q;( with Q2 0T7) using the ensemble of
correlation-function matrices studled in Ref. [153] but not using
the larger ensemble studied here.

(0.17) tabulated in Table III for levels near

shifts although the uncertainties on the ground-state FV

energy shift are much larger than those obtained using

207}
S((@ . This is consistent with a scenario in which the

lower-energy half of the GEVP energy levels identified

L
by Sg OT7) are in one-to-one correspondence with LQCD

. 2,0.TF
energy eigenstates, and the wa ) operators only have

significant overlap with the same set of energy eigenstates
at the statistical precision of this calculation.

Additional interpolating-operator sets can be obtained by
removing a (thin- and wide-smeared) pair of interpolating

(2.0.17)

operators from Sy in analogy to Eq. (65),

2.0.1}) (2.0.1}) 20T
S@ {Défg H

|§e{1 ,6}},

3ty mf’g H
me{l,...6},
S@OT)) _ f p2oT)
So " ={pg, Vs e 0. .61}, (72)
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. . 20.TF) . . . 20.TF
sets in which H <T v is removed, in green, and with H (W )

removed, in purple.

0.1)
ge{T W}, te{l,... N}, and
¥e{2.. N g‘TT)}. Results for the GEVP effective FV
energy shifts and fit results for GEVP energy levels with
n € {0,...,20} using these interpolating-operator sets are
shown in Fig. 26. As in the dineutron channel, it is clear
that removing the interpolating-operator pair that domi-
nantly overlaps with a particular energy level also removes

where

the corresponding GEVP energy level from the results for
the energy spectrum. The fact that a large interpolating-
operator set is not sufficient to guarantee a reliable ground-

state energy extraction is demonstrated by the case of

=(2.0,T/ . .
Sé@ ! ), where a set of 40 interpolating operators leads to a

ground-state energy result that is 5¢ larger than the

. . . (2.0.17)
corresponding result obtained using Sy .

Differences between FV energy shifts determined with

individual [Dgw, Hy] correlation functions and the

§<@2 0Ty GEVP FV energy shifts from the state maximally

overlapping with Dgyy, as well as the corresponding

differences between [Dgyy, Dgw] FV energy shifts and

§é®2 0T GEVP FV energy shifts, are shown in Fig. 27. As

in the dineutron channel, the [Dg;,, Ds;,] FV effective
energy shifts approach the GEVP results from above and
are indistinguishable for 7 2 1, = 5. Conversely, the effec-
tive energies and the FV energy shifts determined using
individual [Dg;,, H/] correlation functions both appear
(1-5)o lower than the corresponding GEVP results for
tZ5 until statistical noise becomes larger than the
differences resolved at smaller 7. Applying the same fitting
procedure used above to combined fits of [Dg,, H ]
correlation functions with both quark-field smearings gives
a ground-state FV energy shift of —0.0176(26). Similarly,
combined fits of [Dy;,, H,] correlation functions with
both quark-field smearings gives a FV energy shift of
0.0098(24). Higher-statistics analyses of [Dy,,, H,] and
[Dy4. Hy] correlation functions with smeared sources and
both smeared and pointlike sinks in Ref. [15], Ref. [25],
and Ref. [18] give more precise results of —0.0165(26),
—0.0206(22), and —0.0194(23) for the ground-state FV
energy shift, respectively, and Refs. [16,18] give results of
0.0115(29) and 0.0092(23) for the first excited-state FV
energy shift, respectively. These are consistent with the
[Dgy,. Hy| results of this work at the 1o level but are in
tension with the first excited-state energy determined in
Ref. [25], —0.0073(8), obtained using asymmetric corre-
lation functions with displaced two-nucleon sources and
Dy, sinks. As shown in Fig. 28, interpolating-operator
dependence among best-fit FV energy shift determinations
is larger than the uncertainties of individual fit results, and it
is important to emphasize that results obtained using the
variational method should be interpreted as upper bounds.

Further tests of the consistency of GEVP results using

(2.0,T7)

Se ' are obtained by comparing GEVP reconstructions

of correlation functions in the original interpolating-
operator set to the corresponding effective FV energy-shift

results. This comparison is shown for the GEVP energy

o
levels with the largest overlap with the S-wave Dg’;’T‘)

interpolating operators in Fig. 29. Agreement at (1-2)o
is seen for [Dgyw,Dgayyw] for = 6. For [Dgr, Dgr]
correlation functions, there is agreement within (1-2)o
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FIG. 25. The bottom panel shows the ground-state FV energy shifts obtained using GEVP correlation functions with interpolating-
+
operator set §(©2 0T shown in Fig. 19 (blue) compared to results obtained using seven other interpolating-operator sets defined in
Eq. (71) (purple). Other panels show the ground-state effective FV energy shift for each interpolating-operator set as indicated in the

corresponding legend.

uncertainties for ¢ > 9. Analogous GEVP reconstructions  level of (1-2)o between the GEVP reconstructions and
for [Dyy4. Doyy)s [Dorg. H,), and [H,, H ] correlation func-  correlation function results for 7 2 9 with a similar pattern
tions are shown in Fig. 30. There is agreement at the  of cancellations between opposite-sign ground- and
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FIG. 26. FV energy shifts obtained using GEVP correlation functions with interpolating-operator set Sy

Interpolating-operator set

(2.0.17) (left column in each

panel and corresponding to Figs. 19-21) are compared to results obtained using the interpolating-operator sets defined in Eq. (71) and

featured in Fig. 25 (left) as well as the eight other interpolating-operator sets defined in Eq. (72) (right). The color coding for Sg '

017)

energies follows that in Figs. 19-21, and the dashed lines show noninteracting two-nucleon energies as in Fig. 22.

excited-state contributions leading to the subthreshold
behavior seen in [Dy;,, H/] effective FV energy shifts.
Other asymmetric correlation functions of the form
[Do17, Da1w] with 8 # 0 exhibit effective FV energy shifts
significantly below zero over the range of ¢ studied in
this calculation, as shown in Fig. 31. Applying the same
fitting procedure described above to these correlation
functions leads to —0.074(25), —0.073(15), —0.073(21),
—0.073(12), —0.045(16), and —0.035(23) for 8 =1 to

8 = 6, respectively. Despite the statistically significant

) _ (2.0.T7.S)
discrepancies between these results and AE; =

—0.00248(48), the GEVP reconstruction using Sg’o’ﬁ)

reproduces the subthreshold behavior of effective FV
energy shifts over the range of ¢ where signals can be
resolved through opposite-sign linear combinations of
ground- and excited-state contributions.

Two-nucleon correlation functions with 7 =0 and
other cubic irreps associated with nonzero total angular
momenta can also be constructed using linear combinations
of plane-wave dibaryon operators. Interpolating operators
with =0 and I'; € {T;,E",A],Al} require spatial

wave functions with I', # A} and therefore only include
dibaryon operators with 8 > 0. After constructing dibaryon
interpolating operators where the product of spin and
orbital angular momenta transforms appropriately under
the cubic group as described in Sec. II C and Appendix B,
it is found that the full sets of dibaryon interpolating
operators computed for each I'; can be included in a
nondegenerate interpolating-operator set where correlation-
function-matrix eigenvalues and eigenvectors can be
computed without issues of degeneracy. These correlation-
function matrices have rank 4, 10, 14, and 28 for the Afr,
Ay, E*, and T3 irreps, respectively. The same fitting
methods applied above are used to determine energy levels
from the GEVP correlation functions for each irrep;
effective FV energy-shift results are shown in Fig. 32
and fitted energy results are tabulated in Appendix F. In all
irreps, the lower-energy half of the GEVP energy levels
are in one-to-one correspondence with the noninteracting
nucleon energy levels with the same 8, which include

nontrivial multiplicities NV’ éO’F’ ) given in Table III, as shown
in Fig. 32. As in the dineutron channel, the higher-energy
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FIG. 27. The upper (lower) panels show differences between the effective FV energy shifts computed using correlation functions with
dibaryon sources and sinks [Dgy, D1y (hexaquark sources and dibaryon sinks [Dgw, Hy]) and the fitted FV energy shifts for the

.
S((@z 0T GEVP energy levels that dominantly overlap with D

the right panels.

31

(2.0.T})
w

, which are n € {0, 1, 3} for the left panels and n € {7,9, 11, 18} for
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FIG. 28. Comparisons of FV energy-shift results for the n =0 and n =1 states between previous results obtained in
Refs. [15,16,18,25] using the same gauge field ensemble with [D, H] correlation function (as well as displaced sources in Ref. [25])

. . . L o . 20.1) . . (20,17
and results of this work obtained using variational methods with interpolating-operator set §é> ! >, interpolating-operator set S((@ v

and nonvariational results obtained using [D, H| correlation functions. Arrows emphasize the fact that the variational method provides
(stochastic) upper bounds on energy levels and therefore FV energy shifts under the assumption that the nucleon mass is accurately
identified, while [D, H] correlation functions provide an estimate of the energy but have systematic uncertainties in both directions that
are difficult to estimate.

)

D. Summary of spectrum and phase shift results

The GEVP results for AELT0)

polating-operator sets S(@z A7) and §<@2 07 including all

available dibaryon and hexaquark operators (but no qua-

half of the GEVP energy levels satisfy AE;Z’O'FJ’S") z

s12G Sy, appearing above noninteracting energy levels
not associated with interpolating operators present in this
calculation, and are therefore considered unreliable and are
not presented. Results for the comparatively well-deter-
mined GEVP energy levels in all irreps are discussed
further in the next section.

obtained using inter-

silocal operators) for irreps required for studying S-wave
nucleon-nucleon scattering, as well as GEVP results
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FIG.29. GEVP reconstructions of [Dj,,, Dg;,] with 8 € {0, ..., 6} from bottom to top for wide (thin) quark-field smearing are shown
in the left (right) panel. As in Fig. 15, gray curves and bands show the central values and uncertainties for GEVP reconstructions for
t > ty. These are obtained by inserting GEVP energy level and overlap-factor results into spectral representations for the correlation
functions and not from directly fitting the correlation functions shown.

including all available dibaryon interpolating operators for
other irreps needed to study D-wave and higher partial-
wave nucleon-nucleon scattering, are shown in Fig. 33. A
total of 22 GEVP energy levels with / = 1 and 49 GEVP
energy levels with / = 0 (including all irreps) provide a
determination of the low-energy spectrum with no gaps
between levels that span multiple noninteracting energy
levels; as discussed above, another equal-sized set of
higher-energy levels are expected to include unsuppressed
contributions from excited states approximately orthogonal
to the interpolating-operator sets studied here and are not
included in the analysis below. Besides the energy levels
dominantly overlapping with hexaquark operators, all
GEVP energy levels appear slightly below one noninter-
acting energy level. Statistically significant differences are
found between GEVP energy levels dominantly overlap-
ping with S-wave and D-wave dibaryon operators with 8 =

1 in both channels, for example AEéz’l‘Eﬂ - AE(IZ‘]’AT) =
(2.0.T7) (2.0.TF)
0.007(1) and AE, - AE; = 0.008(1). Smaller

differences are seen between GEVP energy levels domi-
nantly overlapping with S-wave and D-wave dibaryon

operators with 8 = 2, for example AE(lz’l’E+> - AEgz’l’AT) =
(2.0.T7) 2.0.1) .
0.005(1) and AE, —-AE, =0.006(1), while

analogous differences for 8 > 3 are consistent with zero
at lo.

Preliminary extractions of scattering phase shifts under
simplifying assumptions that partial-wave mixing can be
neglected are used to facilitate comparisons with results
from other works using similar but not identical LQCD
actions.”? A more detailed analysis of scattering phase
shifts including partial-wave mixing that can be used to
extract, for example, the 3, —*D; mixing parameters in
the deuteron channel is deferred to ongoing work, where
GEVP results for multiple lattice volumes can be also
included. We further note that all extracted FV energies sit
far above the left-hand 7-channel cut [corresponding to
k* = —(m,/2)?], and the use of Liischer’s quantization
condition to constrain kcotd functions remains valid for
these energies. See Ref. [156] for further discussion of the

*We focus on comparisons of scattering phase shifts obtained
by applying quantization conditions to FV energy levels in order
to study interpolating-operator dependence and other systematic
uncertainties of this method. Potential-method-based results from
the HAL QCD collaboration predict that two-nucleon systems are
unbound in both isospin channels for similar unphysical quark
masses [154,155].
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FIG. 30. Effective FV energy shifts and GEVP reconstructions obtained using Sg 0T for [Do1g- Dorgls [Dorg-H,), and [H,, H ]

correlation functions with wide (thin) quark-field smearing are shown in the left (right) panels. Histograms of Zﬁiﬁ,’ﬂ’&)) are as

in Fig. 16.

role of the left-hand #-channel cut in constraining scattering
amplitudes using Liischer’s quantization condition.

For the I =1 channel, the quantization conditions
presented in Refs. [45,49], and summarized in
Appendix G, relate the FV energy shifts in each irrep to
the infinite-volume scattering phase shifts g, . In

general, the quantization condition involves the determi-
nant of a matrix that depends on the scattering phase shifts
in all partial waves. Previous works on nucleon-nucleon
scattering have truncated this matrix to a single entry
corresponding to the lowest partial wave contributing to
each irrep. Future works including results with different
boosts and lattice volumes can be used to test this
approximation; here this same approximation is applied

in order to provide direct comparisons with previous
determinations. Under this approximation, I'; = A| energy
levels can be mapped to 'S, phase shifts and T, €
{ET, T3} energy levels can be mapped to 'D, phase shifts,
the results of which are shown in Fig. 34. For the I =0
channel, wave functions corresponding to multiple I', are
associated with the same I';. For consistency with the
approximation of no partial-wave mixing used in this
section, only the energy levels associated with the I',
corresponding to the lowest partial wave are considered.
The quantization conditions can then be truncated to
the lowest partial wave, as presented in Ref. [45] and
summarized in Appendix G, to provide maps from
FV energy levels to scattering phase shifts neglecting
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FIG. 31. Effective FV energy shifts and GEVP reconstructions obtained using S(@z T

(

2.0.7F.S)
1774

8 €{1,...,6}. Histograms of z are as in Fig. 16.

partial-wave rnixing.23 Results are shown in Fig. 35.
The fact that the wave functions for I', € A] and ', €
{E*,T5} transform analogously to spherical harmonics
with £ =0 and # =2, respectively, as discussed in
Appendix B, suggests that associating energy levels domi-
nantly overlapping with the corresponding interpolating
operators with definite £ values is reasonable. Although the
[, =T and I, = A] spectra can be used to extract
G-wave and /-wave phase shifts under the approximation
of a single partial-wave truncation of the quantization
condition, the interpolating operators for these irreps do

S For the levels from I’ ;=T7, the 38, and 3D, partial waves
mix. Here, the Blatt-Biedenharn parametrization of the scattering
amplitude [157] is used, with only the a-wave being computed,
but labeled as 3S,.
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) for [Do17, Da1yw]| correlation functions with

not transform analogously to SO(3) spherical harmonics
with =4 and 7 =6, and an identification of the
corresponding energy levels with purely G-wave and
I-wave states is not justified, even if partial-wave mixing
is small.

The same approximation of neglecting partial-wave
mixing has been applied in previous LQCD calculations
of two-nucleon systems with similar quark masses, various
lattice actions, and different interpolating-operator sets.
Results from previous LQCD calculations using [D, H]
correlation functions from Refs. [18,25] as well as results
using [D, D] correlation functions in several boosted frames
from Ref. [26] and GEVP results using sets of two dibaryon
interpolating operators in several boosted frames from
Ref. [28] are compared in Fig. 36 to the GEVP results

(2.1.4})

the SC 2077)

from this work using and Sy
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FIG. 32. GEVP effective FV energy shifts for two-nucleon systems computed using the complete sets of interpolating operators with
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interpolating-operator sets. Discrepancies of (2-3)o in
kcotéig, and kcotésg are seen between results associated
with the ground state on this lattice volume and corre-
sponding results from Refs. [18,25]. Conversely, there is
agreement at the 1o level in k cot S5, and k cot 6xg, between
the ground state results of this work and the corresponding
ground-state results of Ref. [28], as well as 1o agreement
with the more statistically uncertain results for k cot 15, of

Ref. [26]. This agreement is consistent with the observa-

tions that subsets of §(©2 1A and S((@z OT7) only including

8 = 0 dibaryon operators lead to consistent ground-state

energy results with results obtained using the full sets

2147 2077 - - :
Sg@ " and SE@ ‘), at the statistical precision of this

work. Higher-energy phase shifts show consistency
between the results of this work and that of Refs. [26,28]
at (1-2)o.

Although a reliable way to determine whether a bound
state is present is by determining the volume dependence of
the FV energy spectrum and finding a ground-state energy
below 2M in the infinite-volume limit, statements about
the likelihood of a state being bound or unbound can be
made using results with a single lattice volume by invoking
the analytic structure of the constrained amplitudes. The
ground-state FV energy shift is negative at 1o in the I = 1
and at 20 in the I = 0 channels, which indicates attractive
interactions at very low energies in both channels, which is

a necessary but not sufficient condition for a bound state
to be present. Another useful criterion is that k cot 6 should
be negative (positive) for a bound (unbound) state in
sufficiently large volumes [37,158], which given My and
the lattice volume used here corresponds to a FV energy

shift below (above) the threshold AERg = ﬁ;zdl =

—0.003073(8), where d; = —0.0959006 is obtained by
expanding Liischer’s quantization condition [34,35]
about the infinite-scattering-length limit corresponding to
the transition between interactions that do and do not
support a bound state [37,158] (under the assumption
that L is asymptotically large and higher-order terms in

1/L can be neglected). Comparing this threshold to the

results AEE)Z’I’ATSO) = —0.00245(50) and A Eé2,0.T1+,§0) _

—0.00248(48) indicates a 1o preference for an unbound
ground state in both channels. Results using additional
volumes will allow a determination of whether two-nucleon
ground states are bound or unbound with higher statistical
significance. As the ground-state energies obtained with the
variational method are upper bounds on the true LQCD
energies, it is also possible that a bound state exists but has
small overlap with all interpolating operators used in
this study.

The upper bounds for the first excited-state FV energy

: . . 2.1A7 20.7 -
shifts obtained using S(() ") and S(() V) are positive, and

if they provide an accurate estimate of these energy levels
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Dineutron channel GEVP spectrum

0.20
m
0.15F
m
m
4
Z 0.10F
L‘.\
3. =
€3]
<4 L
0.05} E}
m
o ¢=0 (>2 Vv H
0.00—=
1 1 1 1 1

AF BN T T AL

r;

FIG. 33.

. . (2.1,41)
interpolating-operator set Sy

(2.0.17)

Deuteron channel GEVP spectrum
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irreps. Points with error bars show statistical and fitting systematic uncertainties added in quadrature and are distinguished by shape and
color according to whether the interpolating operator with the largest overlap with each GEVP eigenstate is a dibaryon interpolating
operator with ', = A associated with S-wave states in infinite volume, a dibaryon operator with T', # A} associated with D-wave and
higher partial-wave states, or a hexaquark operator. See Figs. 12 and 26 for summaries of the results, including quasilocal interpolating
operators and other interpolating-operator sets. The horizontal lines indicate the positions of noninteracting two-nucleon energy levels.
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not shown because the relatively large uncertainty of this FV energy shift crosses a singularity of the quantization condition and is

therefore consistent with any phase-shift value.

(in particular if there are not lower-energy states approx-
imately orthogonal to the interpolating operators used here)
then there cannot be two bound states in either the
dineutron or deuteron channels. The first excited-state
energy shift is closer to the noninteracting $ = 1 energy
than zero, which is suggestive of an attractive interaction

that is not strong enough to form a bound state [37], but it
does not rule a bound state out. Qualitatively, the large
overlap of 3 =0 dibaryon operators onto the lowest
extracted state and the large excited-state overlap of
hexaquark operators is more reminiscent of the unbound
than the bound scenario in a QED model of bound-state
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formation [159], but the large overlap of hexaquark
operators with a particular excited state observed here
in contrast to the approximately uniform overlap with all
excited states found in Ref. [159] indicates that the low-
energy QCD spectrum with B = 2 and m, = 806 MeV is
likely to be more complicated than this QED-model
spectrum. Further high-precision variational studies
of the volume dependence of B =2 FV energy shifts
with a more extensive operator set are needed to con-
clusively determine whether the B = 2 ground states at
m, = 806 MeV are bound or unbound.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Strengths and weaknesses of variational methods

In the I=1, I, =Af and 1 =0, I, =T/ irreps
associated with S-wave scattering, calculations using the
full sets of interpolating operators introduced in this
work lead to degenerate correlation-function matrices
whose determinants are consistent with zero at the present
statistics. Nondegenerate correlation-function matrices are

found by removing either all six quasilocal operators or by
removing combinations of six dibaryon and quasilocal
interpolating operators from the set under consideration.
Where signals could be resolved, consistent results are
obtained for interpolating-operator sets with this number of
interpolating operators that were studied. However, remov-
ing further interpolating operators leads to the appearance
of “missing energy levels” lower in the spectrum than other
energy levels determined from GEVP results. In particular,
if neither quasilocal nor zero-relative-momentum dibaryon
interpolating operators are included, then the ground-state
energy determined using GEVP results is found to be
consistent with an excited-state energy determined using
the largest available nondegenerate interpolating-operator
set. The orthogonality of GEVP eigenvectors guarantees
that GEVP results for ground-state energies are free from
excited-state contamination from states that strongly over-
lap with any interpolating operators used to construct
correlation-function matrices. However, these examples
demonstrate that the suppression of excited-state effects
provided by variational methods rests on the assumption
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that there are no additional states whose overlap with all
elements of an interpolating-operator set is sufficiently
small—perturbative calculations of the toy model in
Eq. (67) demonstrate that the ground state can be missed
entirely if, for example, the overlap of all interpolating
operators with one or more excited states is a factor of e2*/?
larger than the corresponding ground-state overlap where A
is the excitation energy gap and ¢ is the time extent at which
signals are resolved.

The appearance of missing energy levels using inter-
polating-operator sets that neglect particular operator
structures has been previously observed in studies of zz
systems [77,78] as well as Nz systems [114,119]. These
studies and the results of this work indicate that a
significant strength of variational methods is their ability
to disentangle contributions to correlation functions from a
large set of states with similar energies. The large number
of nearby energy levels arising from spin-orbit coupling in

the I =0, T, = TT irrep, for example, can be resolved

. . . 2,0.TF .
using a set of 42 interpolating operators, S((D ‘), with

comparable precision to the more sparsely populated / = 1,
I'; = A] excited-state spectrum. Variational methods can,
therefore, provide precise determinations of energy spectra
using source/sink separations much smaller than the inverse
energy gap between neighboring levels. However, a sig-
nificant weakness of variational methods is that GEVP
solutions with finite temporal separations lead to correla-
tion functions approximating the energy eigenstates with
the largest overlap with a given interpolating-operator set
rather than necessarily the lowest-energy eigenstates.
Therefore, interpolating-operator set size is not a good
proxy for how reliably variational methods can identify the

~ +
ground state: the set of 40 interpolating operators Sg 017

misses the ground state, and the lowest-energy state

identified is consistent with the first excited state identified

. 20T} . . .
using Séb ‘),24 while the set of two interpolating oper-

2,07
ators S((D v leads a to ground-state energy result that

is consistent with the result obtained using the largest

. . . 2,0,T}
available nondegenerate interpolating operator set Sg@ 2

Further, the toy model overlap factors discussed above
provide an example for which variational methods would
lead to an incorrect determination of the ground-state
energy (unless correlation functions with very large
Euclidean time separations could be resolved), while the
examination of an asymmetric correlation function using
the same interpolating-operator set would lead to a correct
determination. Other surprising behaviors are seen in
previous variational calculations using interpolating-
operator sets with small ground-state overlap, for example,
calculations using local gqqgq operators in Ref. [119] that

It is clear that operator sets that miss multiple levels can also
be constructed by further omissions.

appear to identify the physical Nz ground state when using
partial subsets of their interpolating-operator set but not
when using the full interpolating-operator set.

The most precise results for (upper bounds on) two-
nucleon ground-state FV energy shifts with L ~4.6 fm
calculated in this work use interpolating-operator sets
without quasilocal interpolating operators and correspond
to —3.4(7) and —3.3(7) MeV in the /=0 and I =1
channels, respectively. These results are consistent with
previous calculations using individual dibaryon correlation
functions and 2 x 2 matrices of dibaryon correlation func-
tions: Ref. [26] obtained —4(8) MeV for the / = 1 channel
using a similar value of the pion mass (m, ~ 960 MeV),
a smaller lattice spacing (a ~ 0.066 fm), and a smaller
physical volume (L ~ 2.1 fm); Ref. [28] obtained —2.6(6)
and —3.7(8) MeV for each channel using a similar physical
volume (L =~ 4.1 fm), a similar value of the pion mass
(m,~714MeV), and a finer lattice spacing (a ~ 0.086 fm)
than used in this work. However, these FV energy shifts are
significantly closer to threshold than results obtained in
Refs. [15,18,25] using correlation functions with hexa-
quark sources and dibaryon sinks on a larger ensemble
of gauge-field configurations with the same parameters as
the ensemble used here, namely —23(4), —28(3), and
—28(4) MeV in the I = 0 channel and —15(3), —17(3),
and —21(4) MeV in the I = 1 channel, and other calcu-
lations using [D, H| correlation functions at unphysically
large quark masses [11,13,21,22,122-131]. Similar,
although less precise, discrepancies are found in direct
comparisons of [D, H] and GEVP results computed in this
work, and discrepancies of comparable size are seen for
energy levels associated with 8 € {0,...,6} dibaryon
interpolating operators. These discrepancies indicate that
either the asymmetric [D, H] correlation functions would
slowly approach the GEVP results at larger ¢ than that
accessible in this calculation, or that there are additional
lower-energy levels that are nearly orthogonal to the
interpolating operators in the sets used in this work but
that are revealed in asymmetric [D, H] correlation func-
tions. Further work is needed to discriminate between
these possibilities.

Several pieces of evidence in favor of the GEVP results
of this work providing an accurate description of a low-
energy sector of the LQCD spectrum without missing
energy levels are described in Secs. IIIB and IIIC. In
particular, interpolating-operator sets with quasilocal oper-
ators substituted in place of dibaryon operators dominantly
overlapping with either the ground state or the first excited
state reproduce the same low-lying energy spectrum, and
in some cases are inconsistent with the [D, H] results at
high statistical significance. It is not possible, with the
currently available statistics, to obtain a nondegenerate set
with quasilocal operators included in addition to all of the
dibaryon operators, which indicates that any missing
energy level would have to be associated with operators
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approximately orthogonal to those in this interpolating-
operator set. Further, GEVP correlation-function recon-
structions obtained by inserting GEVP energy and
overlap-factor results into the spectral representations for
[D, H| correlation functions are able to approximately
reproduce the corresponding GEVP effective FV energy
shifts for temporal separations where signals can be
resolved. This provides a proof-of-principle demonstration
that linear combinations of a near-threshold ground state
and above-threshold excited states can lead to ¢ dependence
consistent with that observed in [D, H| effective FV energy
shifts. In addition, other non-positive-definite correlation
functions, for example of the form [Dg,7, Dg;w| with
8 >0, lead to effective FV energy shifts that are
~100 MeV farther below threshold than either GEVP or
[D, H] correlation-function results. Some of these correla-
tion functions show significant ¢ dependence but others are
consistent with constant ¢ behavior for the range of ¢, given
the statistical precision of this work. However, the GEVP
reconstructions are able to reproduce the [Dy;7, Dgiw] FV
energy shifts and suggest that effective FV energy shifts
significantly below zero for t < 1/82/T7) may be consis-
tent with much less negatively shifted FV energies. The
GEVP energy levels, therefore, provide a simple hypothesis
for the LQCD spectrum that is consistent with all results for
this volume. Finally, these GEVP results are consistent with
precise results obtained using [D, D] correlation functions
from Ref. [28] using similar physical parameters but a finer
lattice spacing, as well as the less precise results obtained in
Ref. [26] using [D, D] correlation functions with a smaller
physical volume in the / = 1 channel.

As stressed above, however, it is also possible for
asymmetric correlation functions to reveal the presence
of physical states that have small overlap with an

interpolating-operator set. The examples of missing energy

levels with the §g 4 and §g 010 operator sets show that

it is easy to construct operators that are effectively
orthogonal to states that are visible with other operator
sets using the range of ¢ studied here. It is straightforward to
construct model overlap factors realizing this scenario. This
suggests that the possibility of missing the ground state
using particular interpolating-operator sets is not neces-
sarily unlikely. Evidence in favor of [D, H| correlation
functions revealing physical energy states is provided by
the fact that there are high-precision calculations of [D, H]
correlation functions using an identical lattice action and
physical volumes that find consistent results for ground-
state. FV energy shifts using three different volumes,
including smaller and larger volumes than the one used
in this work [15,16,18,25]. Analysis of the phase shifts
associated with these FV energy levels indicates that the
results are consistent with the presence of both 7 = 0 and
I =1 bound states. It seems unlikely that linear combina-
tions of FV energy eigenstates whose energies have inverse
power-law dependence on the volume, as expected for

unbound scattering states, would conspire to give FV
energy shifts with negligible volume dependence at high
precision for three values of L varying by a factor of 2 as
further discussed in Ref. [160], especially since the excited-
state contamination visible in correlation functions on the
three volumes is also consistent with being volume inde-
pendent. The scattering phase-shift results determined from
[D, H| correlation functions in Ref. [18] also pass all of the
consistency checks described in Ref. [161]. Pionless EFT
calculations have also used the B = 2 and 3 energy spectra
of Refs. [15,16] to predict the binding energies of larger
nuclei at m, = 806 MeV and find agreement with B =4
LQCD results using asymmetric correlation functions with
multinucleon sinks analogous to dibaryons and local
sources analogous to hexaquarks [52]. Furthermore, results
for nuclear matrix elements of scalar currents [130] give
consistent results with determinations of the same quan-
tities from the quark-mass dependence of the FV energy
shifts [162]. It is not clear why the spectrum extracted
from a linear combination of ground- and excited-state
correlation functions should pass these consistency checks
involving nuclear matrix elements and larger-B systems.
The clear instances of missing energy levels discussed
above show that approximate orthogonality of interpolat-
ing-operator sets from eigenstates is easily achieved. Given
these results and the consistency of the spectra and
associated scattering amplitudes determined using [D, H]
correlation functions, the results of this work obtained
using the variational method should most robustly be
interpreted as upper bounds that do not exclude the
presence of a more negatively shifted ground-state energy.

B. Summary and outlook

Two-nucleon systems are studied in this work using a
wide variety of LQCD interpolating operators: 42 and
96 dibaryon operators in the / =1 and / = 0O channels,
respectively, including all products of plane-wave nucleon

wave functions with zero center-of-mass momentum and
relative momentum smaller than \/g(ZL—”), six quasilocal
operators in each isospin channel with exponentially
localized nucleon wave functions inspired by FV EFT
bound-state wave functions, and two hexaquark operators
in each isospin channel describing six totally antisymme-
trized quarks centered around a common point. The
correlation-function matrix including all of these interpo-
lating operators as both sources and sinks is computed
using sparsened timeslice-to-all quark propagators and
bilocal baryon blocks. The resulting correlation-function
matrix is then projected onto cubic irreps describing the
FV analog of total angular momentum. For each irrep,
the relevant block of the correlation-function matrix is
diagonalized by solving a GEVP and the FV energy
spectrum is extracted from fits to the resulting approx-
imately orthogonal correlation functions. The ground-state
energies determined by applying variational methods to
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correlation-function matrices involving various (although
not all) combinations of hexaquark, dibaryon, and quasi-
local two-nucleon interpolating operators are consistent
with results obtained using only dibaryon interpolating
operators here and in previous works [26,28], while
variational results from all interpolating-operator sets
where signals can be resolved are inconsistent with results
obtained by fitting spectral representations to asymmetric
correlation functions with hexaquark sources and dibaryon
sinks here and in previous works [15,16,18,25]. Nucleon-
nucleon S- and D-wave scattering phase shifts are com-
puted with the assumption that mixing with higher partial
waves is negligible. The results of this work are not
conclusive as to whether the two-nucleon ground states
are bound or unbound in both the / = 0 and / = 1 channels
at these quark masses, and ongoing calculations using
additional lattice spacings and volumes will provide further
constraints. Calculations using additional interpolating
operators are needed to search for more deeply bound
states with small overlap with this interpolating-operator
set in order to conclusively determine the structures of the
two-nucleon ground states for these quark-mass values.
Future LQCD calculations using variational methods to
control contamination from excited low-energy states, as
well as using a range of quark masses, lattice spacings, and
volumes to extrapolate to the continuum limit and physical
quark masses, provide the most robust known route toward
controlled determinations of multinucleon energy spectra
from QCD.

The use of LQCD with variational methods and a large
set of interpolating operators is not sufficient to guarantee
the reliability of the multinucleon spectrum extracted
using LQCD calculations. It is implausible to imagine
correlation-function matrix calculations employing a genu-
ine basis that spans the LQCD Hilbert space for any given
set of quantum numbers. Further, without novel methods
for reducing the scale of exponential signal-to-noise deg-
radation such as multilevel integration [163—-166], signal-
to-noise optimization [167], or path integral contour
deformations [168] for noisy observables [169,170] suc-
cessfully applied to multibaryon systems, future LQCD
calculations of two-baryon systems will be limited to
source/sink separations much smaller than the inverse of
the excited-state energy gap. Additional efforts to under-
stand and improve the completeness of an interpolating-
operator set within a low-energy sector of Hilbert space
are therefore critical. This need for physically motivated
interpolating-operator sets that overlap significantly with
low-energy states presents a challenge for studying
multinucleon systems with LQCD, but systematic uncer-
tainties related to interpolating-operator dependence can
be probed to some degree by varying the interpolating-
operator set that is used. Further, as calculations approach
the physical values of the quark masses, nuclear EFT and
models can be used to inspire new interpolating-operator

structures and expand the space of states probed in future
LQCD calculations.
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APPENDIX A: SPIN-COLOR WEIGHTS

The nucleon weights wiNe ith a € {1, NI 12}
with spin component ¢ € {0, 1} are shown in Table V. The
hexaquark weights W,[,H]p with a € {1,...,N' Lfl o } with
AT ® T{ spin components p =0 and 2 are shown in
Table VI; the other components p = 1 and 3 are shown in
Table VII.

The dibaryon weights can be straightforwardly con-
structed in terms of the nucleon weights. The first

(N W)z = 144 components of wP” can be expressed
using the map a(a;, a,) defined by

a=(a — I)Nw + a, (A1)

TABLE V. The weights w([lN]“ for 0 = 0 and 1 are shown in the
left and right tables, respectively, along with the associated index
functions i, j, k that map a to the space of spin-color indices
labeled ¢, a with ¢ € {0,...,3} and a € {0, 1,2}.

a i(a) Jj(a) k(a) wlj"]o
1 0,0 1,1 0,2 -2V2
2 0,0 1,2 0, 1 202
3 0, 1 1,0 0,2 202
4 0, 1 1,2 0,0 —2V2
5 0,2 1,o 0,1 22
6 0,2 1,1 0, 0 272
7 1,0 0, 1 0,2 2v2
8 1,o 0,2 0, 1 22
9 1,1 0,0 0,2 —2V2
10 1,1 0,2 0,0 2V2
11 1,2 0,0 0, 1 202
12 1,2 0, 1 0,0 —2V2
a i(2) j(@) k() wi!
1 0,0 1,1 1,2 -2\2
2 0,0 1,2 1,1 202
3 0, 1 1,0 1,2 2/2
4 0,1 1,2 1,0 22
5 0,2 1,0 1, 1 -2\2
6 0,2 1,1 1,0 2v2
7 1,bo 0, 1 1,2 202
8 1,o 0,2 1,1 -2\2
9 1,1 0,0 1,2 —2V2
10 1,1 0,2 1,0 202
11 1,2 0,0 1,1 22
12 1,2 0, 1 1,0 —2V2

TABLE VI. The weights w[o,H]’7 for hexaquark operators with

p =0 and 2 are shown in the left and right tables, respectively,
along with the associated index functions i, j, k, [, m, n that map a
to the space of spin-color indices labeled ¢, a with ¢ € {0, ..., 3}
and a € {0, 1,2}.

a i(a)  Jjla) k(o) la) ma) n(a) witlo
1 0,0 0,0 0, 1 1, 1 1,2 1,2 40
2 0,0 0,0 02 1,1 1, 1 1,2 40
3 0,0 01 01 L0 1,2 1,2 —40
4 0,0 0,1 0,2 1,O 1,1 1,2 16
5 0,0 0,1 0,2 1,0 1,2 1,1 24
6 0,0 0,1 0,2 1,1 1,0 1,2 24
7 0,0 0,2 0,1 1,0 1,1 1,2 24
8 0,0 0,2 0,1 1,0 1,2 1,1 16
9 0,0 0,2 0,1 I, 1 1,0 1,2 -24
10 0,0 0,2 0,2 1,0 I, 1 I, 1 —40
11 0,1 0,0 0,2 1,O 1,1 1,2 24
12 0,1 0,0 0,2 1,0 1,2 1,1 -24
13 0,1 0,0 0,2 I, 1 1,0 1,2 16
14 0,1 0, 1 0,2 1,0 1,0 1,2 —40
15 0,1 0,2 0,2 1,0 1,0 1,1 40
16 0,0 0,0 I, 1 0,1 1,2 1,2 —40
17 0,0 0,0 1, 1 0,2 1,2 1,1 40
18 0,0 0,1 1,0 0,2 1,1 1,2 24
19 0,0 0,1 1,0 0,2 1,2 1,1 -24
20 0,0 0, 1 1,1 0,2 1,2 1,0 —-16
21 0,1 0,0 1,0 0,1 1,2 1,2 40
22 0,1 0,0 1,O 0,2 1,1 1,2 -24
23 0,1 0,0 1,0 0,2 1,2 1,1 -16
24 0,1 0,0 1,1 0,2 1,2 1,0 -24
25 0,1 0,1 1,0 0,2 1,2 1,0 40
26 0,2 0,0 1,0 0,1 1,1 1,2 —-16
27 0,2 0,0 1,0 0,1 1,2 1,1 -24
28 0,2 0,0 1,O 0,2 1,1 1,1 40
29 0,2 0,0 1, 1 0,1 1,2 1,0 24
30 0,2 0,1 1,0 0,2 1,1 1,0 —40
31 0,0 1,0 0, 1 1, 1 0,2 1,2 -96
32 1,0 0,0 I, 1 0,1 1,2 0,2 96
(H]2
a i(a)  jla) k(o) o) m(a) n(a) wqy
1 0,0 0,0 0, 1 1, 1 1,2 1,2 24
2 0,0 0,0 02 1,1 1, 1 1,2 =24
3 0,0 01 01 1,0 1,2 1,2 —24
4 0,0 0, 1 0,2 1,0 1,1 1,2 —-16
5 0,0 0,1 02 1,0 1,2 1,1 40
6 0,0 0,1 0,2 1,1 1,0 1,2 40
7 0,0 0,2 0,1 1,0 1,1 1,2 40
8 0,0 0,2 0, 1 1,0 1,2 1, 1 —-16
9 0,0 0,2 01 1, 1 1,0 1,2 40
10 0,0 0,2 0,2 1,0 1,1 1,1 -24
11 0,1 0,0 0,2 1,0 1,1 1,2 40
12 0,1 0,0 0,2 1,0 1,2 1,1 -40
13 0,1 0,0 0,2 I, 1 1,0 1,2 -16
14 0,1 0, 1 0,2 1,0 1,0 1,2 —24
15 0,1 0,2 0,2 1,0 1,0 1,1 24
16 0,0 0,0 I, 1 0,1 1,2 1,2 24
17 0,0 0,0 1,1 0,2 1,2 1,1 -24

(Table continued)
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The weights w,[lH]” for hexaquark operators with

p =1 and 3 are shown in the left and right tables, respectively,
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TABLE VII.
along with the associated index functions i, j, k, [, m, n that map a

[H]2
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TABLE V1. (Continued)
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8

1,2
L,O
1,0
1,2
1,2
0,2
0,2
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,1
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,1
1, 1
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,1
1,0

1,2
1,0
0,2
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,1
1,2
1,2
1,2
1,2

1,1
1,2
1,1
1,0
1,2
1,2
1,2

0,2

1,0
1,0

0,1
0,2
1,1
1,1
1,1
1,0
1,1
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,1
1,1
1,1
1,1
0,1
0,2
0,2

1,0

I, 1

1,0

0,2
0,2
0,2
0,1
0,1
I, 1
1,1
1,O
1,1
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
0,1
0,2
0,2
I, 1
1,1

0,0
0,0
0,1
0,0
0,1
0,0
0,1
0,1
0,2
0,2
0,0
0,0
0,2
0,0
0,2
1,0
1,0
1,0
0,0
0,0
0,1

0,1
0,1
0,0
0,0
0,0
0,0
0,0
0,0
0,0
0,1
0,1
0,2
0,2
0,2
0,0
0,0
0,1
1,0
1,0
1,0

11
12
13
15
16
17
21
7
11
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
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kM) (ay),
kN (a2),
(A3)
(Ad)
(A5)

e

MO, 11

J™M(ay). KP(a)
JM ().
Wa,

V2

D)0

W + (@ = DVE + o,

a

iN(ay), jPN(a)
iM(ay). mPl(a)

with index functions defined exactly as in Eq. (A2) and

The dibaryon spin components p =0 and 2 include an
weights corresponding to

and dibaryon weights obtained from products of nucleon
additional (N v ])2 weights that can be indexed as

weights as

with the dibaryon index functions of « related to two

nucleon index functions applied to a; and @, as

iP)(ar)
1) (ar)
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APPENDIX B: WAVE FUNCTION AND
SPIN-ORBIT CUBIC GROUP THEORY FACTORS

A set of functions 5('72) (X) provides a basis for the irrep
I, if it satisfies the transformation law

! — I
= > b FDL) (R),
Z

(B1)

bt (3) 25 b2 (R(F))

where R € O, is a cubic transformation, and the sum
ranges over the £, eigenvalues corresponding to the rows
of I'y. Any matrices D(frg (R) satisfying Eq. (B1) furnish a
representation of the irrep I'y, but different choices of

b7 (%) lead to D frg (R) that differ by a unitary change-

of-basis transformation. Although it is permissible to use

any definition of the Dg;}_ (R) in order to construct a basis

of wave functions, the same definition of the Dgg (R) must

be used to construct wave functions as to derive the cubic-
group Clebsch-Gordan coefficients required to project
I'y=T,®Ty into irreps. The particular form of the
representations used to define a basis for each irrep can
be simply specified by providing the choice of basis vectors
satisfying Eq. (B1) in terms of coordinate functions x, y,
and z. A basis of generators for all positive-parity cubic
irreps that is compatible with the Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficients presented in Ref. [135] is shown in Table VIII.
This choice of basis differs from the choice made in
Ref. [49] for the Tf and T2+ irreps; further we have found
that relative signs between wave functions in different
rows of the ET irrep in the 8 € {5,6} shells and the
coefficients defining the 8 = 6 shell 75 wave functions
must be modified from the values presented in Ref. [49]
in order to obtain consistent transformation properties for
all wave functions transforming in a given irrep. For these
cases, we constructed basis vectors using group-theory
projector techniques described for example in Ref. [176]
and applied to LQCD interpolating-operator construction
in Refs. [104,134,177].

TABLE VIIL

Basis functions used to construct wave functions y

The basis vectors shown in Table VIII are used to
construct a representation of the cubic group D(f 2/)( R)
using Eq. (B1) by constructing linear combinations
of plane wave (r”’fZ)(il,Ec’z) =

wave functions g
>mG §fm [D] m (X1,X,) as in Eq. (42) that satisfy

L) - - *
DE’FQ(R) = /d3x1d3x2 [l;/g;f “)(xl,xz)]

Xyl (R(%), R(Zy)).

(B2)
The basis functions are chosen to have definite 7, and
follow the usual Condon-Shortley phase convention for
spherical harmonics so that the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients of Ref. [135] can be used to form spin-orbit
products I'; with definite cubic transformation properties.
The A, E*, and T, basis vectors are proportional
to complex conjugated spherical harmonics (Y7")* [so

that states created by operators with wave functions

yfg,;’ ’fz>()?1,5c'2)* transform as spherical harmonics Y7']:

(Y9)* for Af; (Y9)* and (Y3 + Y32)*/v/2 for E*; and
(YY), (Y3-Y32)*/v2, and (Y5')* for T;. All basis
vectors including those for the T| and Aj irreps can be
obtained by transforming the Cartesian basis vectors in
Ref. [176] into a basis of ¢, eigenstates and adding
appropriate normalization and phase factors. Although
cubic transformation properties are unaffected by multi-
plying the wave functions for all rows of an irrep by a
common phase, the relative phases of wave functions in
different irreps do affect dibaryon operators that include
these wave functions in spin-orbit products. Phase factors
have therefore been chosen to ensure that all dibaryon
correlation functions transform identically under charge
conjugation.

In the 8 € {5,6} shells, there are multiple linearly
independent wave functions that transform identically.
Group-theory projector techniques must be augmented
by a method for choosing a particular wave function basis
in cases where a given irrep appears with nonunit multi-
plicity for a given 8: for the E* irrep and 8 =5 shell,

Fe2) (X, X,) transforming according to each irrep of the cubic group,

I'y, and the corresponding row labeled by £, (note that for the cubic group, #, is only defined modulo 4). Products of x, y, z denote
symmetrized tensor products. The relative signs and normalizations of generators within each column are chosen so that products of spin
and orbital angular momentum cubic irreps can be projected in total-angular-momentum cubic irreps using the spinor conventions
presented in Appendix A and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients presented in Ref. [135].

£ Af E" Ty T AF

0 1 2722 —x2—y? . ivV2xy(x* — y?)

1 _Zx+lyz —ZX(ZZ—X ) lyz(yz_z )

2 V32 -y?) —iv2xy (P =22) + 042 -0 + 2P -y
3 e X + iyz —zx(2* = x?) + iyz(y* = %) e
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TABLE IX. The coefficients G-’ with (Ts, 2., ¥) shown in

the left column and 7i,,, shown in the top row corresponding to the
8 =0 and 8 = 1 shells.

TABLE XI. The coefficients GU".*) with (I';, £, £) shown in
the left column and 7,,, shown in the top row corresponding to the
8 =3 and 8 = 4 shells.

8=0 0, 0, 0) 8=3 (L1, (1.1,-1) (L,-1,1) (1,-1,-1)
(40,1 Loy 4 Foo
(3 -l S i 1
=1 (1, 0, 0) 0, 1, 0) 0, 0, 1) (ng, 1) 1_% _1% i %1 A
+i _ 1+ - _1-i
(AT 0.1) \% \% % (T3.3.1) 22 22 22 22
(E*,0,1) L L A
ve ve \ﬂ 8=4 (2,0,0) 0, 2,0 0, 0, 2)
(E*,2,1) —L i 0
L V3 V3 V3
+ 1 1
(E*,0.1) NG NG _\/g
the basis wave functions of Ref. [49] are used, while forthe  (E*,2,1) _% ﬁ 0

T4 irrep and 8 = 6 shell, it is straightforward to construct

.
an orthogonal pair of wave functions by choosing wgz 2

and y/éz 2

Wi -

Géfm leading to a set of 8 € {0, ...,6} wave functions
that satisfy Eq. (B2) with D; fg( R) defined by Eq. (B1),

with the basis vectors presented in Table VIII, are shown in
Tables IX—-XIII.

For positive-parity two-nucleon systems with 7 = 1, the
spin-orbit tensor product is trivial and the wave functions
above provide a complete basis for 8 € {0,...,6} wave
functions that transform irreducibly under cubic trans-
formations. The corresponding [ =0 systems have
[y =T/, and the spin-orbit product representation must
be decomposed into direct sums of irreps. The cubic group
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients required for this decomposi-
tion can be obtained from the SO(3) Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients required to decompose products of the gen-
erators shown in Table VIII (which are related to spherical
harmonics) into direct sums of SO(3) irreps and are

presented in Ref. [135]. The nonzero Clebsch-Gordan
(U0, Tpt.)

to be linear combinations of disjoint sets of the

The results for the change-of-basis coefficients

coefficients C, appearing in Eq. (44) that are
required for constructing I = 0 correlation functions are
reproduced here for completeness.

For the A] irrep, the only nonzero Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients are given by

(AF.0.T+.3) (A7.0.TF.0) (AF,0.T".1) 1
Cll 1 :_Czl 1 :C31 1 :%7

where it should be noted that, for the cubic group, J, is only
defined modulo 4, and a basis is used in which two-nucleon
spin components p = 1, 2, 3 correspond to J, = 1, J, = 0,
and J, = —1 =3 mod 4, respectively. To complete the
construction of dibaryon operators with 7 =0 and

I, = A{, it remains only to construct the multiplicity-label

(Ty.Te)
E33d

label tensor is defined to provide a definite ordering f €

(B3)

tensor M introduced in Eq. (44). The multiplicity-

{1, ... NOTY for all wave functions in the same irrep and
momentum shell, and for a given I'; and 8, it is equal to one
for a single T', and ¥’ and equal to zero otherwise. The only
momentum shells considered here which include 'y = T
wave functions are 8 € {5, 6}; since only a single ', = A

wave function can be constructed for each case, the
T+ + 7t
multiplicity-label tensor M;W " s simply M;’?‘l T g

for 8 € {5,6}.

TABLE X. The coefficients Gérf %) with (Ty, 2., £) shown in the left column and 7i,,, shown in the top row

corresponding to the 8 = 2 shell.

8=2 (1, 1,0) (1,0, 1) (1,0,-1) (1,-1,0) 0,1, 1) 0.1,-1)
+ 1 1 1 1 1 1
(47.0.1) 7 7 7 7 7 7
(E*,0,1) €L L L 1 1
o V3 23 2 V3 2V3 2V3
(E*,2,1) 0 -1 - 0 1 1
(T3.1.1) 0 ! - 0 2 :
+ i i
(T+,2,1) % 0 0 -4 0 0
(T4,3,1) 0 -1 L 0 -1 i
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TABLE XII. The coefficients Gg;f;f’) with (', ¢., ¥) shown in the left column and 7i,,, shown in the top row corresponding to the
8 =5 shell.
8=>5 2,1,0) (2,-1,0) 2,0, 1) (2,0,-1) (1,2,0) (1,-2,0) (1,0, 2) (1,0,-2) (0, 1,2) (0,1,-2) (0,2, 1) (0,2,-1)
(A+ 0 1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1> 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3
(A+ 2 1) 1 —_1 1 1 1 1 1 __1 1 1 —_1 —_1
2= 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3 2V3
(E+ 0 1) 5 _5 L L 5 _5 7 __7_ 7 __7_ L L
T 2V78 2V78 V78 VT8 218 2VT8 2V78 2V78 2V78 2V78 V78 78
(E*,0,2) 3 3 3 5 3 3 1 1 1 1 5 5
o 2v26 2v/26 —\/% —\/; 2v26 226 226 226 226 2V26 —\/% —\/%
(E+ 2 1) -3 __3 5 5 3 3 R 1 1 1 5 2
T 2v26 2v/26 —\/73 -\/73 2v26 2v26 2v26 2126 2v26 2v26 \/% \/;
(E+ 2 2) _5_ 5 L L —_5_ __5_ _1_ 7 _T1_ _7_ L 1
T 278 2V78 V78 V78 2V78 278 2V78 278 278 278 V78 73
(T{.0,1) 4 -4 0 0 -4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
+ 1 1) 0 0 1 _ 1 0 0 _ 1 1 i — i — i i
(7. 1, 2v2 2V2 2V2 2\15 2V2 2V2 2V2 2v2
+ 1 1 1 i i i i
(ry.3.1) 0 0 v a0 0 G - A, . B
+ 1 1 1 i i i
(T3, Lh 0 O s o 0 R A S A NG
(T7.2.1) =4 3 0 0 -5 5 0 0 0 0
+ 1 1 1 1 i i i i
(r7,3.1) 0 0 » w0 0 i "W A "iA 3E T

TABLE XIII. The coefficients Gg;f“f’) with ([, 2., ¥) shown in the left column and 7, shown in the top row corresponding to the
8 = 6 shell.
83=6 (2,1, 1)(2.1,=1)(2,=1,1) (2.=1,=1) (1, 2, 1) (1.2, =1) (1,=2.1) (1,=2,=1) (1, 1, 2) (1,1,=2) (1.=1,2) (1,=1,-2)
(A+ 0 1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
LR 2V3 23 23 23 23 23 23 2V3 V3 V3 V3 23
(E*,0,1) -1 1 1 1 1 1 1 S T _
e 2V6 2v6 2V6 2V6 2V6 2V6 2v6 2V6 V6 V6 Ve Vo
(E*.2,1) ——L 1 __1 _ 1 1 e e 0 0 0 0
T 2v2 2v2 2V2 2V2 2v2 2v2 2v2 2v2
+ i i i i i i i i
I.00 35 53 ~u3 " Tni T s b 0 0 0 0
(T+ 1 1) 1 _1 1 1 i L i L b 1-i 1+ 1+
(T]l—’:},l) All AI‘ ‘]‘ Al‘ i4 41' 4i i4 1ii lii ]ii Iii
s S SO S S S /S S s
2 i Y i : Y ' 1 i ¥ 0 ’ 0
(T3.1.2) 55 =35 "2 33 Tas s Tws as O 0 0 0
T2 S S ds as Taws aa as aa 0 0 00
(r3.2,2) O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 i i
CES I T T N T e T TR A R
(13.32) 553 =53 25 35 aA Tas as Tas 0 0 0
For the A5 irrep, the nonzero Clebsch-Gordan coeffi- CEE*,O,T,*.,S) _ CgEW’TTJ) _
cients are given by ) V6
C(E+,O,T]*,O) _ g
CgA;,Z,T;,I) _ CgA;,z,T;z) _ _CgA;,z,T;J) _ L (B4) 2 3
V3 (E* 2.1} 1) (E* 2.7} 3) 1
Cl - C3 = =
V2
The 8 € {2,3,5} shells each include one 75 wave func- C(E+,0,T2+,3) - C(E*,O,T;,l) 1
tion, while the 8 = 6 shell includes two. No other I', 1 -3 N
contributes to I'; = A} dibaryon operators, and so the (E* 2.7 1) (E* 275 3) 1
nonzero elements of the multiplicity-label tensor for this Cy =G c = 7,
AT (A7) 6
irrepis My,7 *" = 1ford € {2,3,5,6}and M5 > = 1. - 5
For the E™T irrep, the nonzero Clebsch-Gordan coeffi- C(E 2132 _ Z B5
: 3

cients are given by
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The 8 € {5, 6} shells include wave functions with both I', € {T, T }, and the multiplicity-label tensor M Em, *) is chosen

so that lower (higher) values of ¥ are associated with T+ (T*) wave functions. The nonzero multiplicity-label tensor

. (E*.TS) o (ERTT) (E*.T}) B )
elements have value unity, as always, and are M, for the 8 € {2, 3} shells; M s and M.,, for the 8 = 5 shell;

and MU0 mE T and MU for the 8 = 6 shell,

For the T,+ irrep, the nonzero Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are given by

C(ITT,I,AT,O) _ C(2T1+,O,AI+,O) _ Cgr; 3AT0) _ 1.
+ 1t + 3 1 + 0+
CET‘ LE0) _ CgT‘ 3.E0) _ > Cgr, 0.E0) _ 1
(TF1,E*2) (TF3,E%2) V3
C3 = C1 = 7 s
(T+.1.1+.1) (TH1,TF2) (TH,0.TH.1) (TH,0.T+.3) 1
C21 1 :_Cll 1 =C31 1 :_Cll 1 :72’
+ 3 Tt + 3t 1
CgT‘ 3710 _ CET arfy _ 1
2’
+ 1 Tt 1ot + + 0 T+ 1
ch' LT _CgT] 1732) _ _C(IT 0113) _ _C3T [OT) ﬁ’
(T+3.TF.2) (T+ 3,75 3) 1
C,' =0T = —. B6
1 2 \/E ( )
All 8 shells include I'; = T operators with multiple I'y, and M a ) Te) is chosen so that increasing f is assigned to the
st

ordering T'y € {A],ET, T}, T*} The nonzero multiplicity-label tensor elements have value unity and are as follows:

Mﬁ)ff A for the 8 = 0 shell; M'1t ) and M\ for the 8 = 1 shell; MUt M) and M5 ™) for the 8 = 2 shell;
(T.AY) (T}.EY) _ .y THAD) (T} .EY) _ oy \TTAT) g (TEEY) o (T7ET)

M, """ and My, © for the 8 =3 shell; M,,;" ' and M,,;" ° for the 8 =4 shell; Ms;;"'", My,;" °, Ms3y 7,

Mgﬁ'rr), and M;Q'T;) for the 8 = 5 shell; and Méﬁ'/m, Még'Eﬂ, Mgf'rr), Méﬁ'T;), and Mg;r;) for the 8 = 6 shell.
For the T irrep, the nonzero Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are given by

CgT LA} 2) __CZT+2A+2) C(1T+3A+ )_1’
+ 1 g+ + 3t 3 + 5
CgTz,l,E 0) _ —CgTZ 3ET0) _ % C(2T 2ET2) 1.
(TF1,E* 2) (Tf 3.E+2) 1
C3 2 _ _Cl 2 = ——,
2
(T+.1,TF.0) (T+.1,77.1) (T+2.TF.1) (T+2.1} 3) 1
Clz 1 :sz 1 :Clz 1 :—63‘ 1 :72’
AT _ 6T 3713) _ 1
3 =0 ==
2
(TH1.T51) (T+.1.77 2) (T+2.T5.1) (T+.2.TF 3) 1
cy2 2 =) 2 = _C'2 2 =02 2 =—,
2 3 1 3 NG
(T{3.712)  A(T53.713) 1
) = =7 (B7)

Multiple I', lead to I'; = T operators in several 8 shells and M éfg, ") is chosen so that increasing ¥ is assigned to the

ordering 'y, € {A] ET, Tfr, T3 }. The nonzero multiplicity-label tensor elements have value unity and are as follows:

Mﬁﬁ'E+> for the 8 = 1 shell; Mg%’Eﬂ and Mgzr'T;) for the 8 = 2 shell; Mgﬁ’E+) for the 8 = 3 shell; Mfﬁ’p) for the 8 = 4
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+ A+ -+ + T -

st 5 M ) T and 5
TET + Tt + ot

for the 8 = 5 shell; and Mgzl £ ), Mgll T ), Mgzl 'Tz)’ and

M2 for the 8 = 6 shell.
APPENDIX C: CONTRACTION ALGORITHM

IMPLEMENTATION

We have implemented the contraction algorithm
described in Sec. IIB using Tiramisu [132], a domain-
specific language embedded in C++. Tiramisu provides a
C++ application programming interface (API) that allows
users to write high level, architecture-independent algo-
rithms, and a set of API calls to specify how the code
should be optimized. Tiramisu is designed for efficiently
expressing algorithms that operate over dense arrays using
loop nests, which in computer-science and applied-math
contexts are often found in the areas of dense linear algebra,
tensor operations, stencil computations, image processing,
and deep learning. Both the bilocal baryon-block con-
struction and correlation-function calculation described in
Sec. II B involve tensor operations with many nested sums
over space, spin, and color indices and are therefore
amenable to similar optimization techniques.

Tiramisu uses a mathematical model known as the poly-
hedral model internally [132,178-181] to represent code,
code transformations, and to reason about the correctness
of code transformations. Optimizations applied using
Tiramisu include loop parallelization (with OpenMP style
parallelism), vectorization (taking advantage of instruction
sets such as AVX2 and AVX512 as well as fused-multiply-
add hardware instructions), loop reordering, and loop
fusion. A simple example of using loop reordering to
improve memory access patterns and reduce computational
redundancy via common-subexpression elimination is to
order the loop over spatial wave function types innermost
during block construction, which allows the product of
three quark propagators to be computed once and then
reused during construction of blocks with all spatial wave
functions. Loop fusion is useful for eliminating the need for
large temporary arrays as well as improving data locality
and is critical to the feasibility of the calculations presented
here. In particular, by fusing the X; and X, loops required to
evaluate EéZi),;J,k()'c'l,fz, t) using Bq. (34) with the loops
required to evaluate the X; and X, sums in Eq. (36), it is
possible to reduce the intermediate array storage required
for each bilocal baryon block to a single (2 x 3)* = 216
component tensor for each baryon-level spin and spatial
wave function. Without loop fusion, storing all entries of

8§;t,fgf;,k(5c’,,5c'2) for the calculations described in Sec. III

would require constructing 8 TB arrays for each quark
smearing type, but with loop fusion only 60 kB of memory
is required. Although loop fusion can introduce redundant
computation, the resultant increase in computational cost (a
subpercent increase in the number of computations to be

performed in this case) can be justified in cases of
sufficiently large memory-use optimization such as this.
This approach further permits distributed parallelization
over the X; and X, sums with no communication required
and facilitates practical GPU execution that will be used in
future work.

The advantages of a contraction algorithm based on
bilocal baryon block construction and of the Tiramisu
compiler can be seen by example. With Vg =8> and
Ny = 50, evaluating Eq. (33) without introducing baryon
blocks requires 16 x 36N¥?]N§rcvg ~ 10" products of six
complex numbers for each choice of source and sink
smearing. Instead computing bilocal baryon blocks

defined by Eq. (34) using the same lattice volume and

interpolating-operator set requires 6 X 216N$,f,3>Nme9 ~

10" products of six complex numbers. Subsequently
evaluating Eq. (36) using local and bilocal baryon blocks

requires 16 x 4 x 36N [Vlv)]NngVfq ~ 10" products of two
complex numbers. Introduction of bilocal baryon blocks
and use of Eqgs. (34)—(36) therefore leads to a reduction in
computational cost by 10° for this example that would be
even larger for larger Vs. Practically calculating bilocal
baryon blocks for this lattice volume and interpolating-
operator set then requires fusion of loops over X; and X, in
order to avoid excessive memory requirements as discussed
above. In comparison to a C++ code implementing this loop
fusion and the loop ordering optimization discussed above,
additional optimizations performed internally by Tiramisu
lead to a further order of magnitude speedup for Vg = 512.

In order to test the validity of our codes, we have
explicitly tested that applying all LQCD symmetry trans-
formations to the smeared-smeared sparsened timeslice-to-
all quark propagators computed for one m, = 806 MeV
gauge-field configuration and used as input to the Tiramisu
hadron correlation-function calculation code leads to
the expected transformations of all hadron correlation
functions computed.25 The transformations of gauge
fields U,(x) and quark propagators S(X,7;y,0) =
(q(X,1)@(¥,0)) under all the symmetries of the LQCD
action including SU(3). gauge transformations, the dis-
crete symmetries C, P, and T, and spacetime isometries
valid for a cubic finite volume with periodic boundary
conditions, as well as 7-dependent transformations asso-
ciated with U(1), and U(1),_, symmetries, are listed in
Table XIV. The 48 elements of the cubic group R € O}, can
be described as products of reflections r; about the é; axis
and permutations p;; of the ; and &; axes. Equivalently,
cubic-symmetry transformations R € O, can be described

We have also verified that applying symmetry transforma-
tions to a small random gauge field before calculating quark
propagators leads to the expected transformation properties
within inverter tolerances.
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TABLE XIV. Transformations associated with symmetries of the (Wilson-like) LQCD action and results of transforming gauge fields,
quark propagators, and hadron two-point correlation functions, respectively. In order to obtain expressions in terms of the original
timeslice-to-all propagator, y5 Hermiticity of the propagator, S(y,0; X, ) = ysS(X, t;¥,0)ys, has been used in conjunction with charge

conjugation. Opposite-oriented gauge links are defined by U_,(z) = U, (z =

é”)+. A minus sign appropriate for antiperiodic boundary

conditions has been included with T'. Translation &, represents a shift by one lattice site in the e, direction, or for sparsened quark
propagators a shift by S lattice units in the &, direction. p;; and r; denote cubic symmetry transformations R € {p;;, 7} = O,
corresponding to permuting the ¢; and ¢; axes and reflecting with respect to the &, axis, respectively; the corresponding representations

of quark fields are denoted D(R) = D@ ®G1)(R) and explicitly presented in Eq. (C3). Transformation results are independent of quark-
field smearing, and propagator smearing indices are therefore suppressed. For the case of U(1),_, isospin, 6,_, denotes that a U(1)

transformation of e%w-d’ (¢~#%-a") should be applied to u-quark propagators (d-quark propagators) with a corresponding factor of e

applied to gauge fields involved in their calculation.

+i0,—q

Transformation U,(2) S(z, 1;7.0) C)(j;l’r") (1)
SUQB)c Q»2)'U,(2)Q(z + &,) Q(X,1)S(X. ;7. 0)Q(3,0)" BT (1
U(l)g {U,(2), 30U, (2)} e3S(3,1,5,0) e,-B‘g,C)({j.l,r,)(t)
U(D)u-a {Ui(2), e®-1U,(2)} eValS(X, 1;7,0) eilzeu,,,zc)(g;lfj) (1)
¢ Uu(2)® 72747sS(X, £:,0) rsvar2 C)(;;LFJ) (1)*

P {U_i(=7.24), Us(=Z,24)} 74S(X, 15, 0)y4 c)((f;;”f)(t)

T {Ui(Z.=24), U_4(Z. —24)} —1a7sS(R, —1;5,0)y574 C)((i;l.rj)(_t)
Translation &, U, (X + 2. 1) S(X+ ep, ;¥ + &;,0) C)(j;l'r’)(t)
Pij U[’ij(ﬂ)(pij(z)’ 1) D(pi;)S(pij(X). 1 pij(5).0)D(py;)* C)(ﬂlj;l’m(t)

g Ur (1), ) D(rg)S(ri(®). £ (5, 0)D(ry) I (1)

as products of rotations R(6é;) of 6 radians about the &,

axis and the parity operation taking X — PX = —X, with the
. . 26

two descriptions related by

ry = PR(ﬂék),

~ T, ~
pij:PR(ﬂej)R(Eeier). (Cl)

Quark fields transform under the spin-1/2 representation
of (the double cover of) the SO(3) rotation group defined
by [182]

q(F 1) SDV(R) g(R(F), 1) = elolr' 7l g(R(F), 1),
(% 1) g(R(F), HDIVA(R) = G(R(R), 1)eouls'+'),
(c2)

where w;; = 0e;; for R = R(6¢,). The representations of
quark fields under cubic group transformations can be
derived by combining Eq. (C1) with Eq. (C2) to obtain

*There are multiple descriptions of cubic group permutations
as rotations, another is obtained for example using p;; =
PR(5¢; x &;)P(né;), that give distinct spin-1/2 representations
of these cubic group transformations. The distinct spin-1/2
representations provided by these multiple descriptions are
related by unitary changes of basis and therefore equivalent.

D(l/z)("k)T = YkYs5»

1
D2 (piy)' = —=rsy, (1 + 74§ :8ijk7k75>’ (C3)
V2 k

with the spin-1/2 representation of the 24 transformations
in 0, \{P} obtained by taking products of representations
of reflections {1,r,,r3, rr3} and representations of
permutations {1, pi3, P23, P31, P123: P132}» Where pip3 =
P31P12 and pi3; = paps; = pias- This representation is
unitary, D/2(R)~! = DU/2)(R)". The adjoint represen-
tation can be obtained using products of DU/2)(r,)" =
-DW(r) for reflections and DY/ (p;)t =
—DU/2)(p;;) for permutations. Comparing the traces of
these representations to character tables for the cubic
group demonstrates the well-known fact that quark
fields transform in the Gfr @ Gy representation, that
is DG®G)(R) = DI/2(R), where DT)(R) denotes
the representation FJ.27 Quark propagators therefore

transform under cubic-group elements as shown in
Table XIV.

“The two parts of the direct sum G{ @ Gy correspond to the
upper and lower spinor components of the quark field in the Dirac
basis.
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Correlation functions involving interpolating operators

yBLT1J2) with definite J, transform as

(BIT1) (1) Z(B,Lr,.f;) (0))

N7 DI (R (rBITHD (1) BT (0)) DY), (R).
T ‘4 T
J” J/// s

(C4)

where 7 =y for bosonic states with even B. It follows
from Eq. (C4) and the orthogonality relation [176]

") 48
> :DJ 7. mw( )" =008
REO, r,

(C5)

that correlation functions involving different I'; or J, at
the source and sink vanish after averaging over cubic-
symmetry transformations, and further that J -averaged
correlation functions are invariant under cubic-symmetry
transformations,

(B,LT)) R
C, (H)—

(B,IT))
C, (1)

(Co)
Analogous arguments demonstrate the invariance of hadron
correlation functions under translations, C, P = rr,r3,
T = r4 (a reflection about the Euclidean time axis analo-
gous to ry), and SU(3) gauge transformations, as well as
the U(1); and U(1),_, transformations shown in
Table XIV. Applying each of these transformations to
sparsened timeslice-to-all propagators with t = T/2 leads
to exact symmetries of correlation-function matrices con-
taining arbitrary sets of dibaryon and hexaquark operators
[up to complex conjugation for C or multiplication by an
overall phase for #-dependent U(1); and U(1),_, trans-
formations]. We have verified that the expected symmetries
hold up to machine precision for all of the interpolating
operators described in this work.*®

The C and T symmetries provide constraints on hadron

correlation functions: (B.LT) (1) =

(B.LT;)
C;()/ (=),

functions with sinks at ¢, and C symmetry gives that

T symmetry gives C

which justifies averaging of correlation

*Correlation functions involving quasilocal interpolating
operators Q,,, are computed using factorized operators F,,, as
sources. Although [Q, F] and [Q, Q] correlation functions have
identical expectation values, they are not equivalent before
ensemble averaging. Since F does not share all of the
symmetries of Q (in particular translation invariance), corre-
lation functions with factorized quasilocal sources are not
invariant under all of the quark propagator symmetry trans-
formations described here.

correlation functions matrix elements are real C, (BLL)) (1) =

(B.IT))
Co n)

operators is used at the source and sink, it follows from
C symmetry that correlation-function matrices are real and
symmetric. Besides verifying that applying the transforma-
tions shown in Table XIV to a set of quark propagators
from one gauge-field configuration leads to the correct
transformations of correlation functions, we have verified
that the ensemble average imaginary and antisymmetric
parts of all hadron correlation-function matrices are con-
sistent with zero.

Provided a symmetric set of 1nterp01ating

APPENDIX D: CORRELATION FUNCTION
FITTING PROCEDURE

This work uses the same procedure for sampling over
possible fitting analysis choices and estimating the asso-
ciated systematic uncertainties introduced in Ref. [183] and
compared to previous analysis strategies for multibaryon
correlation functions in Ref. [29]. Analysis results are
completely fixed by the specification of several tolerances
and other hyper-parameters of the fitting algorithm. Details
of this procedure and relevant features of the fitting
algorithm are described for completeness below; for more
details see Refs. [29,183].

The GEVP correlation functions C'(B’[’r’)(t) are

Blr,)( /)

obtained using the eigenvectors of c! as

described in Sec. IID. In order to pr0v1de a uniform
normalization for all interpolating operators and avoid

spuriously increasing the condition number of C(B L) (1),

a normalization factor of 1/ \/ C Blr’)(O)C@}I .r, )

oy (0) is
applied to the correlation-function matrix before
solving the GEVP, Eq. (48). Single- and multiexponential
fits to truncations of the spectral representation in
Eq. (51) are performed for all C(BIF’)(t) for ¢ in the
range [fmin, fmax),» Where ., is varied over all values
Imin =2 for which at least tolyje,n =35 source/sink
separations are available for fitting. Here, 7, 1S chosen
to be the largest source/sink separation < tolye, for

which \/Var EBATsS0) (t)]/EgB’I’F"’S") (1) <tol,yises Where
tOlperm = 3 3T is used as in Ref. [183] and tol, ;. = 0.1.
For the single- and two-nucleon ground-state GEVP
correlation functions, the condition f,, < %T used to
avoid contamination from thermal effects is more restric-
tive than the signal-to-noise cutoff and identical results
are obtained for any choice of tol, ;. = 0.05. The ¥/ Ngof
for one-state fits with a variety of ¢, increase signifi-
cantly if 7., > %T is chosen, which suggests that 0l yem
cannot be increased without introducing non-negligible
thermal effects.
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For each choice of t,,,, a one-state fit is first performed
in which Eq. (51) is truncated to include a single expo-
nential. After performing one-state fits, two-state fits are
performed and taken to be preferred if they improve the
Akaike information criterion (AIC) [184] by at least
tolpa;c = —0.5 times the number of degrees of freedom
in the one-state fit. If the two-state fit is rejected, then the
one-state fit is taken to be the optimal truncation of Eq. (51)
for this choice of #,,;,,. This procedure is repeated with three
and more state fits if necessary in order to determine the
optimal truncation of Eq. (51) for each t,;,. All fits are
performed using correlated y*> minimization with optimal
shrinkage [185,186] implemented using the diagonal part
of the covariance matrix as the shrinkage target as in
Refs. [183,187]. Fits are then repeated N, = 200 times
using bootstrap ensembles sampled from the GEVP corre-
lation functions computed on each gauge-field configura-
tion. The 68% empirical bootstrap confidence interval is
used to determine the statistical uncertainties in the energy
levels and overlap factors for this fit range [188]. The
GEVP eigenvectors used in Eq. (50) are not varied during
bootstrap resampling in order to avoid numerical instabil-
ities from poorly conditioned resampled correlation-
function matrices; analogous strategies are used for
example in Ref. [145]. Several checks are then applied
to assess the consistency of the multiexponential fit
solution: two nonlinear solvers, implemented in the Julia
language [189] and using the Optim optimization package

[190], are verified to agree on E,(F’I’F’ S0) within a tolerance

of toly,; = 1073, correlated and uncorrelated fits are verified
to agree within tol,,, = 50, and bootstrap median and
sample mean fits are verified to agree within tol,.q = 20.
Fits passing these checks are then averaged using a
weighted average with weights proportional to the esti-
mated p value/variance for each energy-level result as

used in Refs. [183,187]. The lowest energy level obtained

by the fit is identified with EgB’I’r’ o) since the orthogon-

ality of GEVP solutions provides correlation functions
orthogonal to states m with m < n assuming that they

strongly overlap with an interpolating operator in the set

. . 2 .. - B.IT,.S
under consideration.?’ Positive definiteness of E; 5:S0)

29Relatively high-energy GEVP correlation functions above
the single-nucleon first excited state are too noisy to obtain three
or more acceptable fits with tol,;,. = 0.1. In these cases, the
noise tolerance is doubled and the fitting procedure is repeated
with successive noise tolerance doublings repeated until there are
at least three acceptable fits. Systematic fitting uncertainties may
be underestimated for the relatively high-energy levels where
only ~3-5 acceptable fits are used for weighted averaging.
However, these results are expected to be contaminated by small
but nonzero mixing with lower-energy states and are only used as
inputs for GEVP reconstructions of correlation-function matrix
elements such as Fig. 15. In particular, their values are not
interpreted as reliable estimates of energy levels.

and Z,(f;’l’m are enforced by using their logarithms as

optimization parameters.

Determinations of the FV energy shifts AE&Z’[’F’ So) apply

the same fitting procedure above in order to determine

. 15G67) . .
estimates of both Eg,z’”’ o) and E(() 2G) using each choice

of tin sampled. Correlated differences of these fit results

are used during bootstrap resampling in order to determine

statistical uncertainties of AEE?’I’F’ o) The central value

and statistical plus fitting systematic uncertainty for

AEE]“F”SO) is then obtained from a weighted average of

all acceptable fit results (where the acceptable fit cuts are
applied to the two-nucleon and single-nucleon fits inde-
pendently) with the same weights described for individual

energies above.

(2,1.7,,S)

After determining AE, for each GEVP correla-
(B.IT;)

tion function Cy; , the resulting energies and associated
GEVP correlation functions are reordered so that

AE;Z""’F’ So) o AE%‘“’) for n < m. In particular, energy

levels that are degenerate within statistical uncertainties are

ordered by the central values of AEEIZ’I’F’ So),

APPENDIX E: TESTS OF VARIATIONAL
ANALYSIS STABILITY
. (1L.G))

Fit results for the nucleon mass My = E, > '’ are
stable with respect to variation of 7, and t,.; and both the
central values and uncertainties are compatible over a
1 fm range of variation as shown in Fig. 37. Results for
the first excited-state energy are similarly stable. Results
using the GEVP eigenvalues in order to define effective
energies are also consistent within 1o uncertainties for
both the ground and first excited state as shown in
Fig. 38. Effective energies using GEVP eigenvalues with
to = t/2 have similar uncertainties for small ¢ and larger
uncertainties for large ¢ in comparison to those obtained
using fixed #y, =5. The effective energy defined in
Eq. (53) has similar uncertainties for small ¢ and smaller
uncertainties for large ¢ than either eigenvalue-based
definition. The GEVP correlation functions defined
using eigenvectors with fixed #, and 7. and associated
effective energies in Eq. (53) are therefore used in the
main text.

An issue that arises with bootstrap resampling of
eigenvalue-based effective energies is that closely-spaced
eigenvalues associated with different eigenvectors may
swap ordering between bootstrap samples. This issue does
not arise in practice for the single-nucleon correlation-
function matrix studied here; however, it does arise for two-
nucleon correlation functions. To avoid this issue in
general, the eigenvalues associated with the sample-mean
correlation-function matrix are ordered for a fixed source/
sink separations, chosen here as f.; = 10, simply by
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FIG. 37. Stability of the single-nucleon GEVP ground-state energy with respect to variation of f, and ;. The blue bands show the
ground-state energy determined using t, = 5 and .. = 10. In the left plot 7,.; = 10 is held fixed while 7, is varied, while in the right plot

to = 5 is held fixed with t.; is varied.
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GEVP effective energies determined using different schemes for choosing 7, and 7, to obtain GEVP eigenvectors.

Results with fixed 7y, = 5 and 7, = 10 are identical to those in Fig. 5 and detailed in the main text, while the other results shown use
fixed 7 = 5 and variable 7,.; = ¢ (omitting the singular point = f, = 5) and variable 7, = 7/2 (rounded down to the nearest integer
in lattice units) and 7,y = t, respectively. In the latter two cases, GEVP eigenvectors are obtained for each bootstrap sample and the
corresponding bootstrap eigenvalues are sorted by similarity with the eigenvectors of the sample-mean correlation-function matrix
as described in the main text. Colored bands display the fit results for the fixed 7, and 7. GEVP correlation functions (whose
effective energies are shown as squares) with the fit range sampling and averaging procedure described in the main text and

Appendix D and also shown in Fig. 5.

(B.LT))

enforcing Ay (trets 1g) > /1#? L )(tref, ty) forn < m, and

. . B.IT
the corresponding eigenvectors ”r(v( ’)(tref, ty) are com-

puted. For the sample-mean eigenvalues with ¢ # #.
and the bootstrap resampled eigenvalues for all t,
eigenvalues are then ordered by enforcing that

|5, om0 t0) vty ™ (s 10)] s
m = n. Analogous issues are discussed for example
in Ref. [98].

A similar analysis can be performed for two-nucleon
LAY

maximized for

. . 2
systems. In the dineutron channel, results using S(@ are
insensitive to the choice of 7y and f,; used to solve the
GEVP, as shown for the ground state in Fig. 39. Higher

energy states show similar levels of insensitivity to 7, and

. . (2.1.AF.S)
tr as long as the size of the fit results for E, are

used to order the energy levels. For many choices of 7, and
t¢ the eigenvalues associated with the n € {2,3,4} levels
fluctuate significantly enough to change the ordering of the

eigenvalues at fixed 7, and t,.; when compared to the

. 2.1A}.S . . .
ordering of E,(1 ! 0), which can lead to spurious sensi-

tivity to fy and t,¢ if energy levels are ordered by enforcing

ﬂgB’I’F’ )(tref, ty) > ﬂﬁf 'I’F’)(trcf, ty) for N <m as described
above. Analogous results for the deuteron channel are
shown in Fig. 40. Surprisingly, the ground-state energy
result with 7y =8 and f. = 10 has significant larger
uncertainities and a 3¢ larger central value than the results
with other 7, and 7,.;. Excited-state energies computed with
to = 8 and f; = 10, conversely, are almost identical to
results with other 7, and t,.;. Further increasing either ¢, or
tor away from these values again leads to ground-state
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FIG. 39. Stability of / = 1,I’; = A] GEVP two-nucleon ground-state FV energy shifts using the interpolating-operator set S
with respect to variation of 7, and ;. Details are as in Fig. 37.
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with respect to variation of 7, and f.. Details are as in Fig. 37. Results with #, = 8 and #,.; = 10 are not precisely determined and are

discussed in the main text.

energy results that are almost identical to the results shown.
The result with 7y = 8 and #,.; = 10 would make negligible
contributions to a weighted average of results with a range
of ty and 7., and a systematic uncertainty is therefore not
explicitly included for this variation.

Results for GEVP effective FV energy shifts using the

. o ABJ.I“,) »

eigenvalue-based definition, 1n(wﬁ
pared to results using the eigenvector-based definition
in Eq. (50) for the dineutron channel in Fig. 41. The
effective FV energy shifts are seen to be insensitive to
which definition is used. Analogous results for the
deuteron channel are shown in Fig. 42. In this case most
but not all of the effective FV energy shifts are seen to be
insensitive to which definition is used. The GEVP
correlation functions computed using the eigenvalue-
based definition are significantly noisier than those
computed using Eq. (50) for the n € {4,5} states, which

), are com-

as seen in Fig. 19 involve mixtures of interpolating
operators and have relatively noisy overlap factor deter-
minations. The eigenvector-based definition with fixed #,
and t.; in Eq. (50) therefore appears useful for resolving
states involving mixtures of interpolating operators that
are not well determined at small 7.

The effective FV energy shifts for low-energy states

~ +
obtained using the interpolating-operator sets Sg LAy ),
ngn and gg,o,ﬁ)’ ...,§g’01‘+) are shown in Figs. 43

and 44. The missing energy levels seen in Fig. 12 for the
dineutron channel and Fig. 26 are the deuteron channel are
clearly visible in the effective FV energy shifts. Besides the
absence of particular energy levels, the effective FV energy
shifts present in Figs. 43 and 44 do not show any unusual
behavior that could be interpreted as a signature of excited-
state contamination from missing energy levels comparable
to or below the energy levels present.
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FIG. 41. The GEVP effective FV energy shifts determined using different schemes for choosing 7, and 7. to obtain GEVP
(.

N
eigenvectors using the interpolating-operator set Sg) 47 Results with fixed to =5 and . = 10 are identical to those in Fig. 7 and
detailed in the main text, while the other results shown use fixed 7, = 5 and variable t,.; = r and variable ¢, = ¢/2 and t,,; = ¢ in analogy
to Fig. 38.
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FIG. 42. Analogous results to Fig. 41 for the deuteron channel using interpolating-operator set S
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TABLE XV. Single-nucleon energy levels in lattice and physical units obtained from a weighted average of single-
and multiexponential fits to GEVP correlation functions as described in the main text.

Eff .Gy .Sy) E[&Z%,GT,SN) [GeV]
0 1.2045(8) 1.636(18)
1 1.7704(143) 2.404(33)

APPENDIX F: VARIATIONAL ENERGY-LEVEL RESULTS

Results for the single-nucleon ground- and first-excited-state energies obtained using the interpolating-operator set
{Nw, N7} and the fitting methods adapted from Ref. [183] and discussed in Sec. IIl A are shown in Table XV. The
uncertainties shown include systematic uncertainties associated with the variation in fit results obtained with different

choices of ,,;, added in quadrature to statistical uncertainties calculated using bootstrap methods. Results for two-nucleon

(2.1.T,.S,) 2.1T,.Sp)

energy levels Ey, and FV energy shifts AE,& w are shown in Tables X VI-XVIII. The interpolating-operator sets

TABLE XVI. Two-nucleon / = 1 energy levels in all positive-parity total-angular-momentum cubic irreps I'; €

{AT,E*,T;,T{,AJ} in lattice and physical units obtained from a weighted average of single- and multi-
exponential fits to GEVP correlation functions as described in the main text. Finite-volume energy differences
obtained using correlated differences of GEVP fit results and the associated center-of-mass momenta are also

provided.

" E§,21A+ ,So) AEnzlA .So) AEE]zlA .So) [MeV] 21A ,So)? Im? )
0 2.4067(21) —0.0025(5) -3.3(0.7) —0.0084(17)
1 2.4317(25) 0.0226(9) 30.7(1.2) 0.0776(30)
2 2.4624(23) 0.0534(9) 72.6(1.4) 0.1843(30)
3 2.4640(101) 0.0575(98) 78.1(13.4) 0.1984(344)
4 2.4950(23) 0.0861(9) 117.0(1.8) 0.2991(33)

5 2.5250(26) 0.1160(10) 157.5(2.2) 0.4050(36)

6 2.5522(31) 0.1433(15) 194.6(3.0) 0.5033(56)
7 2.5811(28) 0.1725(14) 234.2(3.2) 0.6093(51)
n aEgz.l,Eﬂgo) AE(z 1LE*,Sy) AE(Z LE*,Sy) [MeV] kgz,l.E#So)z/m%
0 2.4387(19) 0.0297(5) 40.3(0.8) 0.1019(17)

1 2.4679(20) 0.0589(7) 80.0(1.3) 0.2035(23)
2 2.5244(26) 0.1153(10) 156.6(2.2) 0.4027(37)

3 2.5510(26) 0.1422(13) 193.1(2.8) 0.4992(48)
4 2.5545(29) 0.1454(11) 197.4(2.6) 0.5108(39)

5 2.5801(27) 0.1715(15) 232.9(3.2) 0.6058(54)
" Er<12 1.75.So) AE:? 1.75.So) AE&Z 1.75.So) [MeV] (2 1.75.Sy)? 2 5
0 2.4676(22) 0.0585(6) 79.4(1.2) 0.2018(22)

1 2.4958(21) 0.0869(7) 118.0(1.6) 0.3016(25)
2 2.5504(19) 0.1421(10) 192.9(2.5) 0.4988(38)
3 2.5773(25) 0.1689(14) 229.4(3.1) 0.5962(50)
4 2.5812(29) 0.1721(12) 233.8(3.1) 0.6081(46)
" Er(12 LT].Sy) AEnz LT].Sy) AE,(12 LT].Sy) [MeV] 2 LT].Sy)? Im? 5
0 2.5533(25) 0.1444(12) 196.2(2.7) 0.5074(43)

1 2.5810(26) 0.1722(14) 233.9(3.2) 0.6085(50)
" Er<12 LAS.Sy) AE,(E LA .Sy) AES]21A ) [MeV] 2 1A].Sy)? Im2 5
0 2.5540(27) 0.1450(12) 196.9(2.7) 0.5095(44)
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TABLE XVII. Two-nucleon I = 0 energy levels in the deuteron total-angular-momentum cubic irrep I'; = T in
lattice and physical units obtained from a weighted average of single- and multiexponential fits to GEVP correlation
functions as described in the main text. Finite-volume energy differences obtained using correlated differences of
GEVP fit results and the associated center-of-mass momenta are also provided.

(20.7}.Sp) (2.0.7}.So)

n aBPOTS) aAES AE} [MeV] JROTESOF
0 2.4067(21) ~0.0025(5) ~3.4(0.7) ~0.0085(17)
1 2.4308(24) 0.0217(9) 29.5(1.3) 0.0745(31)
2 2.4393(19) 0.0302(4) 41.0(0.8) 0.1036(15)
3 2.4616(22) 0.0527(9) 71.5(1.4) 0.1815(31)
4 2.4683(27) 0.0589(9) 80.1(1.5) 0.2035(32)
5 2.4681(20) 0.0591(6) 80.3(1.2) 0.2041(21)
6 2.4783(66) 0.0710(60) 96.4(8.2) 0.2456(209)
7 2.4900(33) 0.0819(23) 111.2(3.4) 0.2839(83)
8 2.4937(24) 0.0850(12) 115.4(2.1) 0.2950(42)
9 2.5242(22) 0.1153(9) 156.5(2.1) 0.4025(33)
10 2.5252(23) 0.1163(8) 157.9(2.1) 0.4062(29)
1 2.5524(25) 0.1416(13) 192.2(2.8) 0.4970(48)
12 2.5530(43) 0.1435(10) 194.9(2.6) 0.5042(37)
13 2.5544(26) 0.1440(22) 195.5(3.7) 0.5057(79)
14 2.5537(24) 0.1448(10) 196.7(2.6) 0.5089(36)
15 2.5502(24) 0.1454(10) 197.5(2.6) 0.5109(38)
16 2.5804(24) 0.1707(14) 231.8(3.1) 0.6028(50)
17 2.5796(29) 0.1716(12) 233.0(3.1) 0.6061(45)
18 2.5806(33) 0.1717(15) 233.2(3.3) 0.6065(57)
19 2.5802(26) 0.1718(13) 233.4(3.1) 0.6070(46)
20 2.5807(38) 0.1721(19) 233.7(3.7) 0.6079(70)

TABLE XVIII. Two-nucleon I = 0 energy levels in total-angular-momentum cubic irreps I'; € {T2+ LET, A2+ , AT}
in lattice and physical units obtained from a weighted average of single- and multiexponential fits to GEVP
correlation functions as described in the main text. Finite-volume energy differences obtained using correlated
differences of GEVP fit results and the associated center-of-mass momenta are also provided.

" aEgz'O’T;‘S”) AE(z 0.T4.S) AE(Z 0.T1.So) [MeV] (2 0.T5.Sp)> m?
0 2.4394(20) 0.0303(5) 41.1(0.8) 0.1039(17)
1 2.4677(22) 0.0586(7) 79.6(1.3) 0.2022(25)
2 2.4689(23) 0.0596(6) 81.0(1.2) 0.2059(23)
3 2.4964(21) 0.0874(7) 118.7(1.6) 0.3036(25)
4 2.5248(30) 0.1157(10) 157.1(2.2) 0.4040(36)
5 2.5508(26) 0.1422(12) 193.12.7) 0.4992(45)
6 2.5515(37) 0.1423(15) 193.2(3.0) 0.4996(55)
7 2.5539(27) 0.1450(12) 197.02.7) 0.5095(44)
8 2.5540(27) 0.1451(12) 197.12.7) 0.5099(43)
9 2.5548(27) 0.1460(12) 198.3(2.7) 0.5131(43)
10 2.5793(26) 0.1706(13) 231.7(3.1) 0.6026(49)
11 2.5810(36) 0.1718(13) 233.3(3.1) 0.6069(48)
12 2.5807(31) 0.1718(13) 233.4(3.1) 0.6070(48)
13 2.5813(26) 0.1724(12) 234.2(3.0) 0.6091(43)
" u Eg]z,o.Eﬂso) aA Egz.o,ﬁso) A ES]Z.O,E*,SO) [MeV] ng.O,EﬂSo)z Im2
0 2.4677(22) 0.0585(7) 79.5(1.3) 0.2021(25)
1 2.4969(33) 0.0873(10) 118.5(1.9) 0.3031(35)
2 2.5525(37) 0.1431(17) 194.3(3.2) 0.5025(63)
3 2.5541(27) 0.1454(11) 197.4(2.7) 0.5108(42)
4 2.5788(29) 0.1699(15) 230.8(3.3) 0.6000(55)

(Table continued)
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TABLE XVIIIL. (Continued)

n aELz‘O'E+'§(’> aAEff’OFS”) AE(Z 0,E*.Sy) [MeV] kgz,o.E#gO)z/m%
5 2.5814(29) 0.1725(12) 234.2(3.1) 0.6093(46)
6 2.5839(70) 0.1731(24) 235.14.2) 0.6117(91)
" aEﬁz‘o’A;'S(’) AE(2 0.A7.S0) AE(Z 0.A7.S) [MeV] (2 0.A7.S,)? Jm?
0 2.4682(31) 0.0586(10) 79.6(1.6) 0.2024(35)
1 2.4970(29) 0.0876(9) 118.9(1.8) 0.3041(31)
2 2.5544(67) 0.1437(37) 195.2(5.5) 0.5049(135)
3 2.5794(46) 0.1700(20) 230.9(3.7) 0.6003(72)
4 2.5812(30) 0.1722(14) 233.9(3.2) 0.6084(51)
" Er(120A+ So) AEnzoA So) AE,(120A So) [MeV] 20A So)? Im2
0 2.5544(29) 0.1453(13) 197.3(2.8) 0.5105(46)
1 2.5806(24) 0.1719(13) 233.4(3.1) 0.6070(46)
(2.1.47) (2.0.17) . . 4 T . .
Se and Sy, used to obtainresultsinthe I = 1,I"; = Ay, and I = 0,I"; = T irreps include all D, operators with

8 < 6 and H ; operators (but not Q,, operators). The interpolating-operator sets used for the other irreps only include Dy,
operators with 8 > 0 as described in Sec. II C. Results are presented in both lattice and physical units, and in addition the

values of AE|, (2112:50) are used to obtain results for the corresponding center-of-mass momenta, kﬁ,z‘l‘r’ )

and the dimensionless ratios k (@11, /m? are presented in Tables XVI-XVIIL

, for scattering states

APPENDIX G: QUANTIZATION CONDITIONS

The truncated quantization conditions used to obtain the kcotd values plotted in Figs. 34 and 35 can be found in
Refs. [45,49], and are listed below for completeness. For the I = 1 system,

At keotSig, = Zo0(1:K2),
f L
2 1 /- - 6 B,
E+: k5 COt&lD2 = <fﬂ:> m (k420’0(1;k2) +?Z4’0<1;k2)>,
27\° 1 /- - 4 -
T3 : K cotdy, = (L> —n <k420,0(1;k2) —724,0(1;/(2)), (G1)

while, for the I = 0 system,

TT: kcotédy, = Zoo(1: k%),

2 -
—_— k
\/_
8
. 4
T;_. kﬁcOtCS}DZ:( ) 3/2< ZOO 1 k +21240(1 k)),
4
. _ 4 7.2
E+, kS C0t53D2 = (—) 3/2 (k ZOO 1 k —5240(1 k )> (GZ)

where k = kL/(27) and Z,,,(1,k%) = Y scps |1V (7)/(|7i|> — K*) is the Z function [34,35]. Methods for efficient
numerical evaluation of the Z function are discussed in Refs. [35,41,191].
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APPENDIX H: GLOSSARY OF NOTATION
A glossary of commonly used notation in this work is provided in Tables XIX and XX.

TABLE XIX. Glossary of notation including symbols used throughout this work (left), a description of their
meaning (center), and the first equation where the notation is first introduced or the closest equation to where
notation is introduced inline (right).

x=(X,1) Euclidean spacetime coordinates Eq. (1)
c,0 Nucleon spin indices (rows of GT) Eq. (1)
N, (x) Nucleon interpolating operator Eq. (1)
i,j k... Spin-color indices Eq. (2)
q'(x) Quark field Eq. (2)
a,d Spin-color weight indices Eq. (2)
wiNe Nucleon spin-color weights Eq. (2)
NNe Nucleon weight multiplicity Eq. (2)
g Smearing width index Eq. (3)
q4(x) Smeared quark fields Eq. (3)
N (%) Smeared nucleon field Eq. (4)
L Lattice extent in spatial directions Eq. (5)
T Lattice extent in temporal direction Eq. (24)
XX, % Spatial positions of sink operators Eq. (5)
V. ¥1. Vs Spatial positions of source operators Eq. 24)
t Euclidean time separation between source (at t = 0) and sink Eq. (5)
S Sparsening factor Eq. (5)
Ag Set of sparse lattice sites Eq. (5)
Vs Sparse lattice volume (L/S)3 Eq. (5)
c Center-of-mass momentum index Eq. (6)
l//yl] () Spatial wave function for hadron 4 € {N, H} Eq. (6)
N ey (1) Nucleon interpolating operator (momentum-projected) Eq. (7)
C[N»N,], (1) Nucleon correlation function Eq. (8)
ocgo'c

My Nucleon mass Eq. 9)
H,, (1) Hexaquark interpolating operator Eq. (10)
while Two-nucleon spin-color weights for h € {H, D, O} Eq. (12)
NI Two-nucleon weight multiplicity for & € {H,D, Q} Eq. (12)
D (1) Dibaryon interpolating operator Eq. (13)
v Weights for spin product G} ® G = A7 @ T Eq. (14)
l//ch] (%.%,) Dibaryon spatial wave function Eq. (15)
m Two-nucleon relative momentum index Eq. (15)
f)m Two-nucleon relative momentum vector Eq. (15)
7. Relative-momentum integer 7, = (zL_,,)i;m Eq. (15)
3 Relative-momentum shell 8 = 8(m) = |7i,|? Eq. (15)
TABLE XX. The continuation of Table XIX.

q Quasilocal spatial wave function index Eq. (17)
Kq Quasilocal wave function exponential localization scale Eq. (17)
Q,49(1) Quasilocal interpolating operator Eq. (17)
WLQ] (%), %2 I_é) Quasilocal spatial wave function Eq. (18)
C[ﬁ{’T,;]/ (1) Correlation function with 7,7’ € {H,D, 0} and t,t' € {¢c, m, q} Eq. (19)

otgo't'g
S;J " (X, £,%,0) Quark propagator Eq. (24)
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TABLE XX. (Continued)

P Element of permutation group Eq. (25)
+)ijk =
B(gmlgd (%.1) Local baryon block Eq. (30)
+)ijk - 1
55,?,,"; (%), %, 1) Bilocal baryon block | Eq. (34)
J, Related to eigenvalue ¢?/:"/2 of rotation by z/2 about Z-axis Eq. (38)
fz Analogous phase for rotations applied only to spatial wave functions Eq. (38)
S.(p) Analogous phase for rotations applied to two-nucleon spin with row p Eq. (38)
I, Cubic irrep associated with total angular momentum J Eq. (41)
I, Cubic irrep associated with orbital angular momentum ¢ Eq. (41)
Ig Cubic irrep associated with spin S Eq. (41)
H(ZJTJJZ)(I) Hexaquark operator with definite quantum numbers Eq. (42)
Q(2 LLyJ (,) Quasilocal operator with definite quantum numbers Eq. (42)
w[ﬂ](ﬂf z)( %, Cubic-irrep projected dibaryon wave functions Eq. (42)
Gg;f-fz) Coefficient projecting dibaryon wave functions to cubic irreps Eq. (42)
m
D(;f’l’r"J:)(t) Dibaryon operator with definite quantum numbers Eq. (43)
g
Mg; Qr ¢) Spin-orbit multiplicity-label tensor Eq. (44)
C/()F 3 Lets) Spin-orbit cubic group Clebsch-Gordon coefficients Eq. (44)
dr Dimension of representation I" Eq. (45)
(B,1.Ty) Quantum numbers of zero-momentum states Eq. (47)
n Label for energy eigenstates n = 0, 1, ... with fixed quantum numbers Eq. (47)
EaB,I,F,,S) Energy of state n determined using interpolating-operator set S Eq. (47)
Z#)’;J,FJS) Overlap of interpolating operator y with state n Eq. 47)
cBLT) () Correlation function with sink/source operators y/y’ Eq. (47)
X
CS-,BJ'FJ’S)(I) GEVP correlation function ordered so that energy increases with n Eq. (50)
S5B.LT,S) Energy gap between ground and first excited states Eq. (51)
EBIT () Effective energy of C<Blr’)( 1) Eq. (52)
X
E(BIFJ >(t) Effective energy of Cj (B.LTs) (1) Eq. (53)
A E(2 IANE )(t) Effective FV energy shift from GEVP correlation functions Eq. (54)
A E(2 1T,.8) FV energy shift from fits to GEVP correlation functions Eq. (55)
Zg)B;JTJS) Relative overlap of interpolating operator y with state n Eq. (57)
vaB;-I.FJ-S) Relative contribution from state n to C(B[r’)(t) Eq. (58)
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