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A field-theoretic model describing nonrelativistic four-body scattering processes is developed. The model is
related to Bronzan’s extended Lee model but the allowed interactions are restricted so that the resulting
dynamical equations are as simple as possible, yet still exact. Two elementary particles n and a are introduced
with the couplings n 4+ n<— D and a + a «—— C. Three-particle processes are generated by the additional
coupling D + a<~a, leading to the possible three-body reactions D+ a— D + aand D+ a—n + n + a. The
four-body sector then involves the 2—2 reactions aa— aa and aa— CD, the 2—3 reactions aa— Daa and
aa— Cnn, and the 2—4 reaction aa— nnaa. Off -shell integral equations are obtained for the 2—2 amplitudes,
and from these, expressions for the 2—3 and 2—4 amplitudes are constructed. Possible applications and

generalizations of the model are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past ten years there has been great
interest and considerable progress in the study of
three-body problems' in nuclear and particle phys-
ics. Much of this work has relied on the Faddeev
equations as a framework for describing three-
body bound-state and scattering systems. Some
years ago an alternative field-theoretic description
of the three-body problem was suggested by Amado?
in analogy to V-6 scattering in the Lee model.® It
is customary to work with on-shell dispersion
methods in the Lee model, but Amado used instead
an off-shell formulation together with nonrelativis-
tic kinematics to yield soluble integral equations
that have been used successfully in the three-nu-
cleon system as well as in other problems.*

Recent attempts have been made to formulate in-
tegral equations that describe scattering in four-
body systems,® but complete solutions of these
equations are difficult owing to the expected com-
plexities of the four-body problem. Perhaps some
insight into four-body systems could be obtained
again from the Lee model since there exists a
generalized version of it that has the character of
a four-body problem. This extended model has
been solved by Bronzan® using on-shell dispersion
methods. The usual Lee model involves the coup-
ling V—N + 6 and the three-body sector includes a
study of V68—~ V6 and V6 —~N66. Bronzan has ex-
tended the model by introducing an additional par-
ticle, the U, with the coupling U~V +0, and he has
not only studied the resulting modifications in the
V0 sector’ but also analyzed the four-body sector®
involving the processes U~ 60U, 60U~ V66, and
0U—~N006.

In this paper we will study a simplified version
of Bronzan’s model in an off-shell formulation in
which the model is reduced to a minimal set of

couplings that will still produce four-body scatter-
ing. The main complication we want to avoid is
the appearance of particle-exchange contributions
to the three-body amplitude. In a nonstatic model
this involves the contribution of several partial
waves and, since we need the off-shell three-body
amplitude as input to the four-body calculation, the
resulting computational problems would be con-
siderable. This elimination of particle exchange
also rules out the appearance of dressed vertices,
and these are also particularly hard to deal with
numerically.

Our model is constructed so that in the three-
particle sector only direct-channel contributions
are allowed and in the resulting four-body sector
we are able to obtain the amplitudes for 2 -2 pro-
cesses as well as those for 2—~3 and 2—~4. Even
though the resulting model is very simple, we
find that is has quite a rich and complicated struc-
ture as compared to the three-body problem. Our
approach also has the advantage of having a graph-
ical representation that lends some aid in under-
standing the physical mechanisms that underlie
the complicated amplitudes.

We introduce the two- and three-body amplitudes
of our model in Sec. II. The resulting four-body
equations are obtained in Sec. III for elastic and
rearrangement scattering, and in Sec. IV for the
breakup processes. Some conclusions, applica-
tions, and possible generalizations of the model
are described in Sec. V and some technical calcu-
lations are worked out in the Appendixes.

II. TWO- AND THREE-BODY SCATTERING

We find it convenient to work with a system com-
posed of two pairs of spinless identical particles
that are named # and a so that the four-body state
consists of n+n +a+a. In analogy to the Amado
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model we introduce two spinless quasiparticles D
and C with the s-wave couplings D—#n+#x and C—a+a
as depicted in Fig. 1. Two-body nz scattering then
proceeds through the D and aa scattering through

J

Hy= Q_REN'EINE)+ D (- €9 +3K)D' @D E) + [ @ ZJ;,@D*@N(%Q-
k k 'Q

the C. There is no n-a interaction introduced at
this point. The D-#x +n process may be described
in terms of a nonrelativistic unrenormalized Ham-
iltonian (%#%=2m,=1, m,/m,=m)

d)N(%§+c’1)+H.c.:l, (1)

where N and D are annihilation operators suitable for bosons, d and 6 are the relative and total momenta
of the two interacting partlcles and € is the bare binding energy of the D.
It is assumed that the a’s interact in a similar manner according to the Hamiltonian

Ho= Zj(kZ/mm*(k)A(kn‘;( €®+ kZ/zm)c*(k)ak){zy<"’§;fc(a)cf@A<éé-
©Q

The two-body scattering amplitudes are now
easily obtained and they have a simple separable
form in momentum space

(EIITVM(E)IE>=%7D2fD(E)TD(E+€D)fD(E') (3)
and
(K| TooB)RY =372 fo®)TAE +€)f o). (4)

Two-body scattering is depicted in Fig. 2 and Fig.
3, where the propagators 7, and 7, represent sums
of self-energy bubbles. Each interaction is char-
acterized by a coupling constant y and a vertex
function f(E) as well as a wave-function renormal-
ization constant Z that takes on the range of values
0<Z=<1. I, for example, Z,=1 the D is an ele-
mentary particle uncoupled to n +#n, while if Z,=0,
a separable-potential model is obtained in which
the D is a bound state of two n’s. The propagators
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FIG. 1. Basic vertices for D+—n +» and C +a +a.
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—
are worked out in Appendix A.

At this point in the model we have only two pair
interactions and therefore no interaction between
any three particles of the system. We now intro-
duce a spinless particle, analogous to the U parti-
cle of Bronzan, that we call the @, with the s-
wave coupling a-D +a as depicted in Fig. 4. In
analogy to the previous cases we can generate the
required process with the following interaction

Hamiltonian:
L= @ @D(3 g - )A(3 5 )
+H.c. (5)

The process D +a—D +a now proceeds through the
a giving only a direct-channel contribution to the
three-particle amplitude that is graphically repre-
sented in Fig. 5(a) and the ¢ matrix has the sepa-
rable form in momentum space

(K| Tp(B)K) = 7,2 f o (R)TH(E +€,) o (K"), (6)

where 7, is the intermediate o propagator depicted
in Fig. 5(b) and whose construction will be left for

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Graphical representation of the nz scatter-
ing amplitude. (b) First few terms in an expansion of the
D -particle propagator.
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FIG. 3. (a) Graphical representation of the aa scatter-
ing amplitude. (b) First few terms in an expansion of
the C-particle propagator.

Appendix B. As in two-body scattering, the three-
body amplitude is characterized by a coupling con-
stant v, and a vertex function f,(k), as well as a
wave-function renormalization constant Z,. Since
three-body intermediate states have been included
in the propagator to all orders, our amplitude sat-
isfies two- and three-body unitarity so that pro-
cesses such as aD —~ann are included. We could
also disallow this possibility by taking Z,=1 (ele-
mentary D) with Z,=0. We would then have a mod-
el involving an effective separable potential be-
tween @ and D with no breakup possible.

III. TWO-TO-TWO AMPLITUDES

Proceeding to the four-body sector we encounter
aa and CD as two-body channels, Daa and Cunn as
three-body channels, and the single four-body
channel nrnaa. Our first aim is to obtain a set of
integral equations that represents the contribution
of all possible graphs to the elastic scattering pro-
cess aa—~aa, as well as to the rearrangement re-
action aa—~CD. The basic driving mechanisms for
these processes are D-particle exchange between
two aa states and a-particle exchange leading to
aa—~CD in lowest order. These Born terms are

FIG. 4. Basic vertex for a =—D +a.

(b)

FIG. 5. (a) Graphical representation of the aD scatter-
ing amplitude. (b) Self-energy bubbles contributing
to the « propagator.

depicted in Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(b).

If we first concentrate on aa elastic scattering,
the two lowest-order contributions in a multiple-
scattering expansion of the amplitude are the D-
particle-exchange graph of Fig. 6(a) followed by
the box diagram containing an intermediate CD
state shown in Fig. 6(c). This intermediate state
is a quasiparticle-quasiparticle state, and its
structure is rather complicated since both C and
D are fully dressed. In Fig. 7 we have indicated
a few of the diagrams that contribute to Fig. 6(c).
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FIG. 6. (a) Graphical representation of the D-particle-
exchange Born term connecting two aa states. (b)
Graphical representation of the a -particle-exchange
Born term connecting aa to CD. (c) Graphical repre-
sentation of the box diagram having a fully dressed CD
intermediate state.
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FIG. 7. A few of the contributing graphs to the box diagram.

Not only are there bubbles of the D before and af-
ter the lower vertices but also overlapping them.
Special attention should be given to the last two
graphs in Fig. 7, where we first show a bubble of
the D that opens before the lower left vertex and
then closes after the lower right vertex. The last
graph shows a sequence of fully enchained bubbles,
that is, each D bubble opens before the C particle

is formed and closes after the C bubble has opened.

The notable feature of these last two graphs is that
no intermediate CD state is ever formed, and thus
it is not possible to separate the box diagram into
single-particle-exchange Born terms and inter-
mediate propagators as is doue in the three-body

®lr @0 = [BER)+ [ 25,

(K’|B(B)|K) = (K| B,(B)|k) + (K| D (B)|k),

e~

(K| B(E)|T)T(E +€,

_m(m +2)
2m +2

problem. We must therefore treat the box dia-
gram as a fundamental element of the model and
not attempt to obtain it by iteration of lower-order
diagrams. To put this in different terms, we want
to avoid dealing with quasiparticle-quasiparticle
states as off-shell external lines. A single inte-
gral equation for the aa ~aa amplitude may still
be obtained and is illustrated in Fig. 8. The D-
particle-exchange Born term and the box ampli-
tude are both inhomogeneous terms in the equation
and a Neumann iteration would generate all higher-
order contributions of these processes. Letting
T, represent the full aa ~aa amplitude, the spe-
cific form of the integral equation is

— B2/ o) B TL(B)K),
(1)

B,(FE) corresponds to the D-particle-exchange Born term and O(E) to the box diagram. The solution of Eq.

FIG. 8. Graphical representation of the integral equation for the aa—aa amplitude (circle).
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(7) would also provide a means of obtaining the rearrangement amplitude for aa —~CD. Graphically this
amplitude is represented in Fig. 9, where we see that it may be written in terms of an integral over the

half-off-shell elastic amplitude T,(E).
relation is

(E']Tz(E)|E>=<E'|BZ(E)[E>+f (621:;3

The Born term B, has the CD side on-shell, and
thus no C-D bubbles are allowed.

Having written a set of equations for the re-
quired 2 -2 amplitudes, we must now calculate
the Born terms B, (E) and B,(E) as well as the box
amplitude C(E). B,(E) is the simplest and we only
quote the result

YaYoTul K +K2/(2 + m))fo( K + 3 K)
E+¢ -7 k2 - (R+K'2/m -&2/m’

9

where k and k’ are the initial and final center-of-
mass momenta, respectively. The calculation of
the D-particle-exchange Born term is also straight-
forward, and the result is

(K| BB =vo2f ol K + K m /(2 +m)) T(U)
X f (K +K'm /(2 +m)), (10)
U=E +€ —K2/m - $(k+k")?> - k'*/m,

(k'|By(E)|k) =

where k and k’ are the center-of-mass momenta
of the initial and final states. 7, is the full D-par-
ticle propagator, and thus B, contains both the D-
particle-exchange pole as well as the n-n contin-
uum contribution.

The remaining task is to construct the box am-
plitude O(E), and this is more involved; its cal-
culation is therefore presented in greater detail.
The box represents an amplitude that is second
order in the process a—D +a but must contain all

J

(&|o@)|k) = Z fdzmalH |D(§)a(E)a(d,)

x (D@

7 |P(@) (@@

Letting T, be the amplitude for aa—~CD, the precise form of this

(K![B(B)|B)74(E +€q - B2/ ko) H| T (E)[K). (8

orders of D~n+n and C—a +a. The amplitude of
interest can be written as the matrix element

(k' O(E) k)
= (a(k") (= kK")|HL(E - H, - Hp) *HL|a(K)a(- K)),
(11)

where H; and Hp are the Hamiltonians given in Egs.
(1) and (2) and k and k’ are the center-of-mass
momenta of the initial and final states. Unless
there is danger of confusion, we will omit the ini-
tial and final momentum labels to simplify the no-
tation.

A new aspect of the four-body problem that does
not arise in fewer-particle systems is the simul-
taneous propagation of two noninteracting quasi-
particles represented by (E — H, — Hy)™'. Since H,
and H, commute, we can simplify (11) by using the
integral representation®

, (12)

1 _ iz -1 1
E_HC_HD'znif Z-H,E-Z-H,

where it is assumed that E has a small imaginary
part. The contour over which the integral is car-
ried out is illustrated in Fig. 10 and may enclose
either the spectrum of H, in a counterclockwise
manner or the spectrum of H, in a clockwise man-
ner. We choose the former, and by introducing
(12) into (11) together with complete sets of IDaa)
states we obtain

a(a;)><u( Ta(@a( )| Haq).
(13)

1 oy
E-Z-H, ‘“(qz)

The matrix elements of (Z — H,)™ and (E — Z — H,)™ can be easily related to the propagators for the D parti-
cle and the C particle. After excluding self-energy terms and the D-particle-exchange contribution from

the result, we obtain

Fo@lky= 20 5=

wa

k,Q,',q

«$ @) a@)HE[CE") )

E-Z- q22/m

(C( k")lH’ Ia )a q5

*2/%’1

E - Z qlz/m "12/

de(aalH’ID(ql)a G)a(TNTENZ + € - 38,2)0(F, - )

(E -Z +e_k"2/2m)

) (D@)a@)a@)|HL|ac). (14)
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We can renormalize the propagators 74 and Té“) at this point according to the procedures of Appendix A.
The remaining matrix elements are also easily evaluated leading to the result

FNOER) = [ G vavoful R +E2/@ sm)f o R4 1 E)

To(E - Z + € - k"2/2m)

1 ->
X f dZ 1,(Z + €y — 1 K72

[E-Z - (kK"+K)*/m - K*/m][E - Z - (K"+K')*/m — k' /m]

X ya¥e ful KM+ K12/(2 + m)) fo( K+ 5 k7). (15)

The contour integration around the singularities of 7, is now easily performed if we keep in mind the ana-
lytic structure of the D-particle propagator. According to Appendix A, 7,(w) has a pole at w=0 and a
branch cut along the real axis for w>¢,. Using Cauchy’s theorem and the Schwarz reflection principle

we arrive at

Br" vvefu(K7+k2/@2+m))fo(K +3 k")

(k'lD(E)lk> = f (217)3 E+€D — %EI/Z_ (E"+E)2/m _Eg/m
el KT+ K2 /(2 4+ m)) fo(K!+ 5 k")

XG(E,E”,E’;E);

where

+€, - %Eﬂz —( 114?/)2/7” — E’z/m ’

Im[75(x + €) J7o(Y — €, — %)

(16)

68,71 5 )=o) - =0T [

Y=E+&+€ -5k _k"%/2m,
Y - U=E+<D—%K"2- (k"+K)2/m - K2/m,
Y_U'=E+¢,—5k" _ (k" +k")2/m - K'2/m.

The G propagator contains two-, three-, and four-
body effects that lead to the following complicated
analytic structure: a pole at Y=0 and five branch
cuts forY >¢€,, Y>€,, Y>€,+€;, Y- U>¢€,, and

Y- U’>¢,. The last two are due to four-body ef-
fects that have their origin in bubbles of the D par-
ticle before and after the C particle is formed.

At this point we have completed the construction
of the dynamical equations for 2—2 amplitudes in
the model. Our integral equation contains one vec-
tor variable in intermediate states and will reduce
to a single variable following partial-wave analy-
sis. The resulting amplitudes are exact and uni-
tary since all contributing graphs of the model are
included. The propagators and Born terms are
more complicated than in the three-body problem,
but the structure of the equations is quite similar.

In all of the above discussion we have always
considered aa as the incoming channel and we
studied the amplitudes for all possible reactions

FIG. 9. Graphical representation of the integral re-
lation expressing the aa — CD amplitude (hexagon) in
terms of the half-on-shell aa —a o amplitude (circle).

Y-U--x)(Y-U'-¢-x)’

(17)

r

initiated by the aa state. We could also study pro-
cesses initiated by the CD state, which are
c¢b-CD, CD~aa, CD—~Daa, CD—~Cnn, and

CD —~nnaa. Because the CD state is a quasiparti-
cle-quasiparticle state we cannot establish an in-
tegral equation for the elastic scattering amplitude
CD -~ CD as we did for aa—~aa since this would re-
quire dealing with the quasiparticle-quasiparticle
state as an off-shell external line. An integral
equation for CD —~aa has to be solved first, and
only then can the elastic amplitude be calculated
by performing an extra integration over the off-

ImZ

SIS A A X )

_%_%%%WReZ

FIG. 10. Contour used in the calculation of the box
diagram.



13 UNITARY FOUR-BODY MODEL 2261

FIG. 11. Graphical representation of the integral
relation expressing the aa —Daa amplitude (rectangle)
in terms of the half-on-shell aa —~a« amplitude (circle).

shell momenta of the aa state. We will not deal
with these processes in this paper.

It should also be noted that our model simplifies
under some limiting circumstances. First, if we
omit the coupling C—a +a, and this can be accom-
plished by choosing Z.=1, the rearrangement pro-
cess is no longer possible and the only remaining
2—~2 reaction is aa—=~aa mediated by D exchange.
In this limit we still have a genuine four-body
problem involving the reactions aa—+aa, aa—~Daa,
and aa ~nnraa. If instead we take the limit Z,=1,
the D becomes an elementary particle with a “bind-
ing energy” of €. The four-body problem then
degenerates into a three-body problem involving
aa—aa and aa—~Daa as mediated by the exchange
of a structureless elementary D. Finally if we
take Z,=1, connected three- and four-body pro-
cesses are no longer possible and we are left with
a pair of independent two-body systems.

IV. BREAKUP AMPLITUDES

We find that 2+ 3 and 2~ 4 amplitudes in the
present model follow a pattern similar to the
breakup amplitudes in the three-nucleon problem,®
although there are some significant differences.
On the basis of the three-nucleon case one would

expect that the calculation of the breakup would in-
—

FIG. 12. Graphical representation of the integral re-
lation expressing the aa —Cnnz amplitude (rectangle)
in terms of the half-on-shell aa—~aa amplitude (circle).

volve the half-off-shell 2~ 2 amplitudes T; and 7,
followed by the off-shell propagation of the final
quasiparticles leading to their ultimate decay in-
to three- or four-body states. This procedure
must be modified in order that it be consistent
with our previous warning that the CD state should
not appear as an off-shell external line. This
modification is easily carried out since we can
always eliminate 7, in favor of 7, by using Eq. (8),
as is illustrated in Fig. 9. We will use this pro-
cedure to construct the breakup amplitudes for
aa—~Daa, aa—~Cnn, and aa —~nnaa in this section.

A. Two-to-three amplitudes

The simplest 2~ 3 reaction is aa -~ Daa and the
process is shown graphically in Fig. 11. The 2-2
amplitude T, appears twice because we have, in
effect, used Eq. (8) to eliminate 7,. If we let 7,
represent this breakup amplitude and choose the
momenta as

a(k) + a(- k)~ a(P) +a(d) + D(¥),

7, satisfies the equation

@, 8, 7|7, E)E) {6 NDAE +52/(2 +mIT, (B + € =57/, JB| TENR)] +[ 5~ &1} 6(5+§+T)

(5,3, Fle Bk + [ (’;’% (5,4, Fl@,(B) D)7 (B + € = 2/ p,) BB K). (18)

®, represents the a-particle-exchange Born term B, followed by C-particle rescattering and final breakup.
It should be noted that the D particle appears as an on-shell external line so that no D bubbles are neces-
sary. The amplitude ®, is easily constructed and we quote only the result:

<-§, a, Flml(E)lE> = (Yc/ﬁ)fc(%ﬁ“ %a)TC(E+€D+€C" FZ/MCD) YaYCfa(F+E2/(2 +’m))fc(k+% ?) 5(§+6+F),

_2X2m
beo= 5 om

E+ep— 172 (F+K)2/m -K/m
(19)

The other 2— 3 process present in the model is a(k) + (= K) =n(B) +7(§) +C (- ¥) and its graphical repre-
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sentation is given in Fig. 12. The black box in this figure represents the final a - D +a vertex followed by
a-particle exchange and n-n rescattering. There are two possible contributions to the black box depending
on whether the final breakup of the D particle occurs before or after the lower vertex. If we used 7, in-
stead of substituting it in favor of 7, by using Eq. (8), the second contribution to the black box would have
been omitted. Denoting the full breakup amplitude by 7, and the black box by ®,, 7, satisfies the equation

B3 - FILER =58 - TB@R)+ [ 5555, 3 - Fle B DB reu-17/n )@ L@ @0

Only the construction of the function @,(E) is needed to evaluate 7,. The method we use to construct®, is
similar to the one developed in Sec. III for the box diagram and also to the one we will present in the fol-
lowing subsection. Therefore, we only indicate the result:

To(E +€ +€, -T2/ ucp)
—€+72/2m - (F+K)?/m -k*/m

X Yy Yofu @ +K2/(2 +m))fo( K +3 D)O(F+§ - ). (21)

This completes the discussion of the 2 -3 amplitudes.

<§, a; - F|°32(E)|E> = (Yn/ﬁ)fn(%ﬁ—%q)

r

B. Two-to-four amplitudes

The final process to be discussed is aa -nnaa
including all possible n —» and a —a final-state

all possible n ~n and a —a rescatterings. As
illustrated in Fig. 13(b), the black box contains
three contributions according to whether the D-
particle breakup occurs before or after the lower

interactions. In Fig. 13(a) we show a graphical
representation of the process in question, from
which it is clear that two kinds of terms are
present. The first involves the off-shell 2 -2
amplitude T, followed by off-shell propagation
and disassociation of the @ and D quasiparticles;
the last two terms involve again an amplitude de-
noted by a black box that represents the final o
breakup followed by a-particle exchange and then

vertex and, if after, whether preceding or suc-
ceeding the C-particle final decay. If we let &,
denote the black box and 7, the full 24 ampli-
tude, then 7, represents the amplitude for the
process

a (k) + a(=K) =n(D) +n(Q) + a(T)+ a(8),

and is given by

<-13)a.’ ;9-§| ‘I.a(E) |E> '_‘{ [(Yb/ﬁ)fn(%-{) _%-q..)TD(.E"' €p _%(5"’6)2 _?2/m_-§2/m)
X (/O D+ A+ T2/(2+m)W o (E + € = T2/ KT | T(E) |K) ]+ [F 5]} 6(P+q+T+5)

HBEE IO BB+ [ 555 (5,8 F,5184(B) D) 7B+ €0 =/t goKEITL(B)E)
(22)

The remaining task is to construct the black-box amplitude ®;. The initial and final interactions in this
amplitude are HZ, and (H5+HL), respectively, while we must include D «—-n+n and C «— a+a interactions
to all orders. We can therefore represent ®; by the matrix element

(5,4, T, 8|@s(E) k) = o(BI(Da(Pa(3) | @)+ HE)(E ~H)p =Ho) T HY |a(k)a(-K) . (23)
As in Sec. III we can perform a convolution on (E ~H, —H.)™'; we also drop some momentum labels to
simplify the notation leading to

> > >

<-f)’q’ r, S[(BS(E)IE>= 2—1],;_1'de <nnaa 1 1

Z-H, E-Z -H,

(HH+HY) HY,

aa> . (24)

Introducing a complete set of |Daa) states to the left of H, we are led to

> > > 1
(D,4,T,5|®4(E)|K) = Z o de <nnaa
Lt

(5 +HE) 52 g [P(@)a(@e(@) )

><<D(al)a(§z)a(§a) IHIalaa) . (25)

At this point we concentrate on the first matrix element in Eq. (25). It can be separated into two terms,
the first one of which is given by
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(n(D(Qa(T)a(8) |HE(Z -Hp) ™M E -Z -H,) ™| D(§)a(d,)a(d,))
=(n(Pm(Q) [H5(Z -Hp) | D(G)) (al(Da(B) |[(E -Z =H;) ™ |a(Qr)a(dy)) - (26)

As in Sec. III the matrix elements for (Z -H,) ' and (E -Z ~H;)"! can be easily related to the D-particle
and C-particle propagators. Equation (26) can therefore be rewritten as

(n(P(Qa(T)a(8) |HL(Z —-Hp)™ME -Z —H;)*|D(Q,)a(q,)a(ds))

.
= (n( D@ |5 (@) 72 + € - 43,9 G2 EL e CLLB)

C(T+38)|H} | a(G,)a(ds)

X1 ~Z + ¢ = (F+3)/2m) LS e dpg il
2 3

(27
after the propagators have been renormalized according tc the procedure of Appendix A. Following iden-
tical steps for the second term in the first matrix element of Eq. (25) we obtain

(n(Pn(Da(T)a(8) |HE(Z -Hp)"(E -Z -H) ™' | D(d))a(d,)a(ds))

_{n(Bn(@)1H51D(d,)
Z-p*-q®

TD(Z + €p —%ﬁxz)(a(?)a(g) |Hé iC(Y‘+§)>

C(F+8)IHL | a(G)a(T))

XT6(E =2 + ¢ - (F+3)%/2m) ¢ E-Z -4,*/m —q5°/m
2 3

(28)

After substituting Eqs. (27) and (28) in Eq. (25), the Z integration can be performed using Cauchy’s theo-
rem as before. We finally obtain

(P, q,T|®y(E) k)= Z (n(P(Q)|HE |D(,))(a(D)a(B) |HE |C(T+3))
L5
x § (EXC(T+8) [HE | a(d,)a(,)) (D(T)ald)a(Ty) [HE |a(R)a(-K)) , (29)

where

8(E) = 1 (U7 (Y =U)

Y-U-U'
y ) =1 1.(Y) 1r- Iml7,(x+ €)7o (Y - 5 = %) l
+(Y"U -U ){ U’ (Y—U”)(Y—U) ‘"'[ dx(x+€D'U')&"Uﬁfpc—x)(YD—U”—GD—x)S . (30)

After evaluating all matrix elements left in Eq. (29) we obtain the following relations for ¥, Y -U,
Y-U’, and Y-U":

Y=E+ep+e, -5(p+Q)*-(T+8)%/2m,
Y-U=E+ep-5(p+q)? - (k+D+Q)*/m -k*/m,
Y-U'=E+¢; —(T+8)%/2m -p*-Q2,

Y-U"=E+e€p —5(p+Q)? -12/m =5%/m .

(31

-

Because the final four-body state is on the energy shell, that is, E -p>-q%-1%/m -82/m=0=Y -U' -U",
the second term in §(E) is zero. Therefore, the final result for ®, to be used in Eq. (22) is given by

> > >

(B, 4, T ®3(a) [K) = rp N DS (3D = 3D (ve V2 S (5T = 58)

’ ~-U’ - - - - > =
x 0LV =U, o f oG +k2/(2em) fo(ks KB+ @)0(B++T45). (32)
This completes the description of the 2 -4 ampli- lead to soluble integral equations for four-body
tude. processes. The resulting amplitudes are exact

and possibly represent some kind of minimal set

) of four-body equations that are consistent with
We have seen that some simplifying assumptions unitarity. This would be analogous to the three-

concerning two- and three-particle interactions body system, where it has been shown'® that the

V. CONCLUSIONS
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FIG. 13. Graphical representation of the integral
relation expressing the aa —nraa amplitude (rectangle)
in terms of the half-on-shell aa —a«a amplitude (circle).

constraints of unitarity lead to a set of three-body
equations very similar to the usual separable ap-
proximation to the Faddeev equations.

In spite of the simplicity of the model some
interesting features emerge such as the correct
exchange of composite particles and also the
proper inclusion of the quasiparticle-quasiparticle
state. We also see that breakup in the model,
leading to three- and four-body final states, has
complicated rescattering structure since two
pairs of particles are allowed to participate in
final-state interactions. This would add a note of
pessimism to attempts to extract two-body infor-
mation from a study of four-body final states.

Using simple analytic forms for the vertex
functions we have already obtained numerical
solutions to the proposed equations for elastic
and rearrangement scattering. The results
satisfy the requirements of unitarity above the

two-, three-, and four-particle thresholds, which
indicates the correctness of the model and its
practical solvability. We can also construct more
complicated models than are discussed in this
paper by considering nonidentical particles. For
example, we could take the four-body state to
consist of n+p+a+b with the pair of couplings
n+p-~—D and a+b — C. Four distinct quasiparti-
cles could then be introduced into the three-body
sector as illustrated in Table I. Each particle of
one pair is coupled to the quasiparticle of the
other pair in such a way that particle-exchange
contributions in the three-body sector are still
absent. The resulting four-body scattering equa-
tions are indicated in Table I and the necessary
integral equations to describe these processes
would be straightforward although complicated
generalizations of the equations presented above.
A common process contributing to many reac-
tions both in nuclear and particle physics is the
exchange of a pair of correlated particles. It is
customary to approximate or to neglect completely
the two-particle continuum contribution to such
processes. We plan to investigate the range of
validity of such approximations and its dependence
on the strength of the two-particle interaction.
We are also at present applying these methods
to the four-nucleon system as well as to two-
nucleon-exchange processes in heavy-ion reac-
tions.
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APPENDIX A: 7, (X), 7.(X)

The two-particle propagator is discussed in
detail elsewhere?® so that here we just list the re-
sults:

o) =228 (A1)

TABLE I. Possible four-body reactions resulting from specified two- and three-body

interactions.

Two-body sector

Three-body sector

Four-body reactions

D+a-qa

n+p<+D

D+b- B

C+n+§

a+b+C

C+p=+n

ba—ba
—ap
—CD
—nn
—p6
—abD
—npC
—npab
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1

L)
xfd“n (2n%+ eDl))(X—eD -2n?)’ (A2)

[sp (X)]_l =ZD

1 f fp*(R)
11, 2 3 D .
Zp=1=-3vp @n° d’n @it e,) (A3)
The corresponding expressions for 7, have iden-
tical form.

APPENDIX B: 74(X)

We construct the o propagator by summing the
series of self-energy bubbles.? Graphically the
propagator is shown in Fig. 5(b) and the corres-
ponding unrenormalized amplitude is given by

1 N 1
E+e9 "E+e

-

( ; (O) + . (Bl)

We take the bare energy of the « at rest to be
-9, I(E) represents a bubble involving an a and
a fully dressed D, and is given by

dn f, 2(n)SD(E+ €, =n%/p.)

(u) 2
KE)=7d (27)® E+¢p —n?/y,

(B2)
where
Mo =2m/(2+m),

m=m/m,

We have taken the D -particle propagator to be
already renormalized. Requiring that 7% have
a pole at the physical a energy E= —¢_ gives the
relation

SQ(e,2 —€, -1 /ing)
—Ea_nz/p‘a ’

(u))zf(2 )3 f 2( )
(B3)

Assigning to the renormalized propagator 7
= ‘;{)/Z ~ @ unit residue at the pole gives

T 4(X) = S,(X)/X , (B4)
where S, (X) has the form

=

(5,001 =2 - = [ 851,64 1) = m (W),

(B5)
X=E+¢,,
Y=€p—€, -0 lhy-
The wave-function renormalization constant Z ,
is given by
2 d31'L ’ 2(
=17 [ Gy 17 (D) - Sp(N)/ Y374,

(B6)

where S,/ (Y) indicates the derivative of S,(Y). v,
is the renormalized coupling constant given by

_Z (y(u))z A
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