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In this paper we discuss quantum-mechanical strong-coupling calculations on a static-
source meson field theory in which only the nucleon isospin degrees of freedom are coupled
linearly to an isovector-scalar meson field. The nucleon source function is of the chiral bag
type, namely a shell source. We perform numerical calculations in the strong-coupling ap-
proximation, namely for g >>(87%uR)!/*, where g is a dimensionless bare coupling constant,
p is the meson mass, and R is the bag size. We demonstrate that the corrections to our
lowest-order approximation to the dressed nucleon wave function decrease as the coupling
strength increases according to the above inequality. We find that there exist reasonable
values of the parameters, say g ~4 and R ~0.3 fm, for which the lowest-order approxima-
tion to the dressed nucleon state of this model is good. We also find collective excitations of
the dressed nucleon which are rotational and vibrational excitations in isospin space. The
lowest-lying collective excitation is a rotational state which is identified as the A in this
model. Furthermore, we generalize the model field theory by introducing a feature of the
cloudy-bag-model Hamiltonian, namely, an intrinsic isobar source coupled to the meson
field. We find that the strong-coupling approximation is realized for significantly smaller
values of the bare coupling constant or larger values of the bag size when compared to the
previous model. We also find a total bare-A component on the dressed nucleon state of
36%. Finally, we numerically solve the meson-nucleon scattering problem in the first model
by employing the reaction theory of Feshbach.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few years, there has been consider-
able interest in the role played by the mesonic de-
grees of freedom, in particular the pion, in determin-
ing the properties of the baryons, and the connection
of this phenomenology to meson-nucleon scattering
and the long-range part of the nucleon-nucleon
force. Chiral bag models'~> are possibly relevant
for establishing this connection. In these models, it
is assumed that the meson degrees of freedom are
approximately described by local fields which are
coupled at the bag surface to quarks confined inside
the bag. The form of the interaction is specified by
an approximate symmetry of the strong interactions,
namely, chiral symmetry. As interacting quantum
field theories, the corresponding Hamiltonians of
these models are extremely complicated to say the
least. In order to make progress in applying these
models phenomenologically, it is necessary to intro-
duce approximations which one hopes to justify
quantitatively. One particular issue, either at a clas-
sical or a quantum level, has been the bag radius of
the nucleon. Aside from the importance of deter-
mining the value of this parameter phenomenologi-
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cally, its value has important implications in regard
to the strength of the meson-baryon interaction.
This feature is of course familiar from static-source
meson field theories, such as the Chew model.®

For these models, it is known that for sufficiently
large bag-source sizes, say R >>1/m,, where R is
the bag radius and m, the pion mass, the meson-
baryon coupling is weak. Therefore, for sufficiently
large source sizes perturbation theory in the meson-
baryon interaction is expected to be valid. On the
other hand, for small bag-source sizes, say
R <<1/m, the coupling is strong’ and nonpertur-
bative calculation schemes are required. In addition
to the computational differences, the role played by
the meson degrees of freedom in both cases is quite
different.

For example, in the case of the cloudy bag model
(CBM),? a generalization of the static Chew model
which includes an intrinsic isobar source interaction
with the pion field, it is assumed that the bag-source
size is sufficiently large,® 0.6 <R <1 fm, that trun-
cation at the one-meson level in perturbation theory
is valid, say for the nucleon self-energy and wave
function. The lowest-order approximation to the
nucleon state is a quark-shell-model state or bare nu-
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cleon state and the small corrections correspond to a
bare nucleon plus a meson and a bare A plus a
meson. A similar description applies to the
classical-approximation scheme of Jaffe.’

On the other hand, the little-bag model (LBM),’
developed by Brown and collaborators, assumes that
the bag-source size is, say, of the order of the proton
Compton wavelength. This model is motivated by a
rather appealing picture of the nucleus which, in a
certain sense, has an analogy in atomic and molecu-
lar physics. For a diatomic molecule in the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation, the electronic motions
are very rapid when compared to the relative motion
between the atoms, so that the electrons and approx-
imately fixed nuclei are a source for the average
Coulomb field between the atoms. This Coulomb
field then acts as a potential which determines the
quantum-mechanical behavior of the relative motion
of the atoms. In the case of hadronic and nuclear
physics, for sufficiently small bag sizes the charac-
teristic quark motion within the nucleon is very ra-
pid when compared to the relative nucleon motion
in the nucleus. Hence, the quarks are a source for
the average pion field between the nucleons, which
is the long-range part of the nucleon-nucleon force.
This force with an additional short-range part can
then be used to determine the relative motion of the
nucleons. In this picture one would expect that the
individual nucleon magnetic moments in the nucleus
would be approximately the same as the free-space
values, which accounts for the success of the shell
model.

Aside from this appealing picture, the strong
meson-baryon interaction for small bag-source sizes
has important implications in regard to the physical
description of the dressed nucleon state. In contrast
to the CBM, for strong coupling the average number
of mesons which dress the bare nucleon can be large
and the bare-A-plus-meson-cloud component can be
substantial. Furthermore, the meson cloud can be
collectively excited such that excited states of the
dressed nucleon exist. For example, in the static
Chew model for strong coupling’ the A is a collec-
tive rotational excitation of the nucleon in spin and

isospin spaces and for sufficiently large coupling or
small bag-source sizes the A can be stable, i.e., it lies
below the meson-nucleon threshold. There are also
collective vibrational excitations of the meson cloud,
such as the N*.

Both the CBM and LBM Hamiltonians'® are ex-
amples of static-source meson field theories. In this
paper, we consider a simple static-source model in
the strong-coupling approximation’ and we demon-
strate that both quantum-mechanical and nonpertur-
bative effects are important quantitatively for the
determination of the dressed nucleon wave function
and self-energy. Hence, computational schemes
which are based on lowest-order perturbation theory
are inaccurate for strong coupling.’

In Sec. II we define the Hamiltonian and ela-
borate on the strong-coupling formalism. In Secs.
ITA and IIB we determine the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the unperturbed Hamiltonian. In
Sec. III, we evaluate the effects of the perturbation
and we present numerical results. In Sec. IV we
generalize the Hamiltonian such that it has a feature
of the CBM Hamiltonian, namely, an intrinsic iso-
bar source coupled to the meson field. The same
calculations are performed on this model; however
the consequences are significantly different than the
previous model. In Sec. V we solve the meson-
nucleon scattering problem for the Hamiltonian de-
fined in Sec. II.

II. STRONG-COUPLING FORMALISM

In this paper we perform strong-coupling calcula-
tions on an interacting quantum field theory in
which the nucleon is described by a static-bag-source
distribution and its isospin is coupled linearly to an
isovector-scalar meson field. In the present investi-
gation, we ignore the spin of the nucleon and the
pseudoscalar nature of the meson degrees of free-
dom. However, the method of calculation is gen-
eralizable to the case of the CBM Hamiltonian or
the LBM Hamiltonian and results on these models
will be presented in a forthcoming paper. The
model of interest is of the form

H=Mo+7 [ &r[7 D) +¢,(DN V24 p2)¢,(D)] —gm; [ d* UNgi(T) 2.1)

where M|, is the bare mass, g is a dimensionless bare coupling constant, the 7; are the usual Pauli isospin ma-
trices, u is the meson mass which we take to be the pion mass, and the source function U is given by

Ulr)= 8(r —R)

47R?

(2.2)
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which is of the chiral bag type and is such that its integral is unity. The sum over repeated indices is under-
stood and the fields obey the usual commutation rules given by

[Fi(?),(f’j(?')]: —i8,~j53(f"—?') .

(2.3)

Note that the model has three free parameters, namely, M, g, and the source size R.

As a heuristic guide, we expand the field operators ¢;(T)

in free-field creation and annihilation operators and

evaluate the overlap of ¢; with the source function of Eq. (2.2), which gives

» _ kdk
=

d% U(re,(F __kfdk
Jarume@ Va2 olk)

The presence of the spherical Bessel function j; in-
dicates that the most important region of integration
is such that k~1/R. Therefore for small source
sizes, say R <<1/u, the high-momentum mesons
have the most significant overlap with the source.
Furthermore, the k£ dependence of the integrand im-
plies that the overlap is large for R <<1/u, hence
the effective coupling is strong. The overall cou-
pling strength in Eq. (2.1) depends upon the choice
of the bare coupling constant g; however given a g
there exists a source size R such that the coupling is
strong. The precise definition of the strong-
coupling approximation will be presented in Sec.
IIB. Since the Hamiltonian of Eq. (2.1) involves
linear coupling, we expect, for example, that as the
coupling strength increases the average number of
high-momentum mesons in the ground state of the
system will increase. On the other hand for large
source sizes, say R >>1/u, the coupling is weak and
the average number of low momentum mesons is
few in number.

For small source sizes, the heuristic argument
presented above suggests a strong-coupling scheme
in which a sufficient number of high-momentum
mesons are included in the ground-state wave func-
tion and self-energy in first approximation and the
lower-momentum mesons or weak-coupling mesons
are treated as a perturbation. In order to assess the
sensibility of this scheme, we require that the correc-
tions to the wave-function normalization decrease as
the coupling strength increases so that the lowest-
order approximation to the wave function is good.

In order to achieve this goal, we separate the
meson field and its canonical momentum into two
parts, namely,

¢:(T)=F(r)q; +¢; (T) (2.5)
and

7(F)=F(r)p; +7(T) (2.6)
|

fd3r[1r

H =M+ 5(p?+Q%*—2gArq)+

) +¢; (T)(

Jo(kR) [ dy[a;(K)+a(K)] . (2.4)

where the first term in Egs. (2.5) and (2.6) is the
strong-coupling part and the second term is the
weak-coupling part. F(r) is a normalizable function
such that

[ d*rFn=1 (2.7)

and the fields ¢;(T) and }(T) satisfy constraint
conditions, namely,

[ d*r ¢;(®F(r)= (2.8)
and
[ &*raj(®F(r=0. (2.9)

It follows from the canonical commutation rules in
Eq. (2.3), and Egs. (2.7), (2.8), and (2.9) that ¢; and
p; are canonical, namely,

[pi,g;1=—i8; (2.10)

and 7;(T) and @;(T) satisfy nonlocal commutation
rules given by

[73(T),85(F)]=—i8;[8%T—F")—F(rF(r')] .
(2.11)
From the definition of g; and p;, namely,
= [ d* F(rg:(¥) (2.12)
and
= [ & F(rm(¥) . (2.13)

It follows that F(r) will be chosen such that for
strong coupling it has a large overlap with the high-
momentum components of the meson field ¢;(T)
that couple to the source. For the moment we leave
F(r) unspecified and continue with the general
development.

Substituting the variables defined in Egs. (2.5) and
(2.6) into Eq. (2.1) we have

— V22 ()]

+ [ &=V HpDF (01 (D) —g; [ dPr Ui (F) (2.14)
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where
0= [ d% F(r)(—=V24+-p>F(r) (2.15)

is the expectation value of the Klein-Gordon opera-
tor which we define as the collective frequency
squared and

A= [ d* U(NF(r) (2.16)

is the overlap of the source function with the basis
function F(r). The corresponding total-isospin
operator I is given by

Ir=T+1I, (2.17)
where the meson isospin T is given by

IT=[dr¢@xr(D, (2.18)
the dressed-nucleon isospin I is given by

I=t+= (2.19)

I=t+ 5 .

and the collective meson isospin ¢, is given by

t=gXp . (2.20)

This terminology will become clearer later on.

At this point it is useful to outline our strategy
for the determination of approximate eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H defined by
Eq. (2.14). The terms which involve only the p; and
g; variables comprise a collective Hamiltonian given
by

Hc=%(£2+92_2—2gk_7_"g_) . (2.21)

We want to choose F(r) such that the collective fre-
quency  and the overlap A increase as the source

size R decreases. From the definition of Q in Eq.

(2.15) this implies that for such a choice the high-
momentum components of the meson field ¢;(T)
contribute to the collective Hamiltonian. Further-
more, the interaction energy, namely, the 7+¢ term in
Eq. (2.21), will be large in the strong-coupling ap-
proximation due to its dependence on A and g.

A choice of F(r) that satisfies the desired condi-
tions is the field produced by the source function
U(r) which is given by

F(r)=NU(r), 2.22)

where U(r) satisfies the equation

(-V%M)ﬁ(ﬁ:%f—) 2.23)

with the explicit solution given by
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FIG. 1. A plot of the field U as a function of the dis-
tance r, for two choices of the bag size R.

f}(,.)___L e—”RMG(R _r)
47R ur
inhuRE—0(r —R
+sinhp ur r—R)|.

(2.24)

The normalization constant N in Eq. (2.22) is deter-
mined by Eq. (2.7) and is given by
2_ 8 T 3 R 2 e 2uR
(e*RsinhuR —uR)
The collective frequency  defined by Eq. (2.15) and
overlap A defined by Eq. (2.16) are given by
0= #V2e*RY(sinhuR)! /2
(eMRsinhuR —pR)'?

(2.25)

(2.26)

and

N _,rsinhuR
A= #R . .
e R 2.27)

In Fig. 1, we plot U(r) in Eq. (2.24) as a function of
r for various values of the source size R. From Eq.
(2.24) for U and Fig. 1 we conclude that as R—0
the magnitude and curvature of U at r =R increase
and therefore the overlap A and collective frequency
) increase. Furthermore, the source function U ap-
proaches a point source and hence the normalization
constant N approaches a constant. More specifical-
ly, from Egs. (2.25), (2.26), and (2.27), we have in
the limit uR «< 1
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N2=8mu (2.28)
and
1/2
Q=p |-% (2.29)
=u R .
with
372
L_p (2.30)

= (217,)1/2 #R

These limiting values are consistent with our heuris-
tic discussion.
The purely mesonic Hamiltonian given by

H'=7 [ &7 (FP 44 (D) =V +u2)g; ()]
(2.31)

commutes with the collective Hamiltonian H, de-
fined by Eq. (2.21) and therefore can be simultane-
ously diagonalized. We will discuss this further in
Sec. ITA.

Finally, there are the perturbation terms which
are given by

H=N [ d* U(ng;(¥)g;—gr; [ d*r Ung;(T),

where we have set F(r)=N-0U(r) in Eq. (2.14). It is
not at all obvious that these operators are small in
the sense of perturbation theory. This is especially
true of the second term which depends on g. We
postpone further discussion of these operators until
Sec. IV.

A. The meson Hamiltonian

In order to obtain the eigenvalues and eigenfunc-
tions of H', we proceed as in free-field theory by
specifying a basis which diagonalizes the Klein-
Gordon operator, however this basis must be chosen
orthogonal to F(r) so that the constraint conditions
defined by Egs. (2.8) and (2.9) are satisfied. As we
shall see, this implies that H' defined by Eq. (2.31)

has a discrete energy eigenvalue, the meson vacuum
|

—

(K", K)=t(k*)=— [ d° ¢} (r;out)( — V2 4+p>F(r)

For further details of the eigenfunctions of the
operator h defined by Eq. (2.32) and related quanti-
ties the reader is referred to Appendix A.

The existence of “in” and “out” scattering solu-
tions defined by Eq. (2.33a) implies that there exists
“in” and “out” meson creation and annihilation
operators given by

energy, and a continuous spectrum of meson eigen-
values. The vacuum state and the meson states are
not free-field states. Furthermore, the vacuum ener-
gy is not the free-field vacuum energy, however the
meson energies are free meson energies.
To see this, we define the operator
h=(1—|F){F|)X

—V2+ud)(1—|F)(F])

(2.32)

which is the projection of the Klein-Gordon opera-
tor onto a space orthogonal to F(r). Note that & has
a zero-energy bound-state solution, namely, F(r).
Furthermore, there are a set of scattering solutions
of h given by

Clk, %) [ d*r'Gy (T, 7", 2F(r')
(2.33a)

V(T ou) = fie(F)—

where Gi(t) are free Green’s functions with ap-
propriate boundary conditions and

Pl KT
(27)32
The constants C(k, +) are given by
F(k)
[ dPrd>rF(NG(¥,F", £)F (r')

(2.33b)

fi(T)=

Clk,+)=

which guarantee that the scattering solutions de-
fined by Eq. (2.33a) are orthogonal to F(r) with
F(k) the Fourier transform of F(r). Note that the
scattering solutions imply that there is only s-wave
scattering. This is consistent with the coupling term
of the model Hamiltonian defined by Eq. (2.1).
From the scattering solutions defined by Eq. (2.33a),
we have the S matrix given by

S(K",K)=8%K'—K)—2midlw(k) —o(k'Nt (K", K)
(2.34)
where w(k)=(k*+u*)!/? and
FA(k)
R (2.35)
[
¢, I')—f \/E [ka Fyg:n)at k;g:n)

+ (000 ()T

(2.36)
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It is straightforward to show that the in and out
creation and annihilation operators are related by
the S matrix defined by Eq. (2.34), namely,

a} (K,in)= [ d*k'$*(K",K)a/ (K',out) ,  (2.37)

where the asterisk on S denotes complex conjugation
and

at(K,out)= [ d*'s*(K,K " '(K,in) .
2.38)

Equation (2.37) implies that the meson vacuum or
ground state of H' is stable, i.e.,

| vac’,in) = | vac’,out) = | vac’)

since a; (E,in) and q/ (f(',out) annihilate the same
vacuum state. Note that the one-meson state con-
tains scattering since

(K’,out| k,in) =(vac'| aj (K",out)a; (K, in) | vac')
=S(k",K)8; (2.39)

with S(K’,K) given by Eq. (2.34). This result will
become important when we discuss the full meson-
nucleon scattering problem.

The ground-state or zero-point energy of the
meson Hamiltonian H' is not the free-field vacuum
energy. In Appendix B it is shown that this energy
is given by

E:rac = Evac - Eshift ’ (2.40)

where E,,. is the usual free-field vacuum energy
given by

3
ELAy g . S

2 (27)}

with ¥ the volume of all space and E g, is given by

Evac =

Egn== [ drdFFf(E,FF()  (241)
with
dk -
(F,7")= H(T=Tg(k) . (2.42)
1ET=f s ©

Note that Eg;; depends on the source size R
through F(r) and therefore contributes to the
ground-state energy, while E,,. is a divergent and
cutoff-dependent contribution. We will absorb E .,
into a redefinition of the bare mass M, appearing in
Eq. (2.1).

Mathematically, Eg; is a consequence of the
completeness relation for the scattering solutions de-
fined by Eq. (2.33a), namely,

[ &k (T2 W (T 0 ) =84 F—T) —F(nF(r') .

An intuitive understanding of the physical origin of
E g5 follows from a description of the scattering
process, which is described by h defined in Eq.
(2.32), in a spherical region of space of dimension 7,
which is much greater than the range of the interac-
tion potential. We require that the scattering wave
function vanish at the boundary of this region,
hence

Fen,1 =K1 — 81K, 1) 8101, » (2.43)

where 8;p is a Kronecker A which indicates_that
there is only s-wave scattering in our problem, k, ; is
the interacting momentum, k,; is the free momen-
tum given by

kni=(nmw+1mw/2)/1¢

and SI(I?,,,,) is the phase shift. For sufficiently large
ro the interacting energy is given by

kn18/(ky )
ZZ”n,lgmn,l_Ll"{_()‘ial()“+'()

1
— |, 2.44
- } (2.44)

where 26,,,,=(I?,,,,2+1.t2)1/ 2. Hence, the total zero-

point energy of the interacting system is given by

3 ~
E,., point = 72 @ ]
n,l
kn,OSO( kn,O)

3
=Eu—352 ’
n Fo

(2.45)

where E,,. is the free-field vacuum energy. In
evaluating the sum over n in Eq. (2.45) we note that
the number of levels in a momentum interval, Ak, o,
centered about k, o increases as r; increases. There-
fore, the second term in Eq. (2.45) makes a finite
contribution to the total zero-point energy. This is
the physical origin of E gs;.

The multi-meson states are obtained in the usual
manner by applying the relevant meson creation
operators defined by Eq. (2.36) to the meson vacu-
um.

B. The collective Hamiltonian

The exact numerical solution of the eigenvalue
equation for the collective Hamiltonian defined by
Eq. (2.21) is straightforward. A choice of basis
which spans the space is given by

W(G)=R(g, )Py, 1)+R (g, )DLy, 1) ,
(2.46)

where (), is the solid angle subtended by the collec-
tive meson variable . Note that ¥ implicitly de-
pends on the isospin quantum numbers I and I,
which is a consequence of the fact that the dressed-
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nucleon isospin defined by Eq. (2.19) is conserved by
H_. The collective meson isospin ¢ defined by Eq.
(2.20) is not conserved because of the presence of the
7:q interaction. The isospinor wave functions
®(Q,,1) and D(Qy, 1)  are, respectivlely, the
stretched, I =t + 5, and jacknife, I =t'— 5, isospin
coupling representations with the collective meson
isospin, ¢'=t —1. Upon taking the matrix elements
of H, with respect to ®(1) and ®(1) we obtain a set
of coupled equations for R(t) and R (!) which are
numerically straightforward to solve.

Rather than adopting the above procedure, we
will choose a basis which takes advantage of the
simplicity of the strong-coupling approximation.
The collective Hamiltonian is of the three-
dimensional harmonic oscillator type, therefore we
expect vibrational and angular excitations in isospin
space. The fact that the interaction depends on the
angle between the nucleon isospin 7 and the collec-
tive meson variable ¢ has important consequences.
For example, the states of lowest energy are such
that 7 is parallel to ¢q. In analogy with the case of a
one-dimensional harmonic oscillator with a linear
coupling potential, this implies that the functional
dependence of the eigenstates on the collective
meson variable ¢ is such that the radial component
of g is displaced by a classical value. Consequently,
the ground-state expectation value of g is nonzero.
Furthermore, as the classical displacement increases,
the average number of mesons which dress the bare
nucleon increases.

The angular dependence of the ¢ interaction fur-
ther implies that there is a torque on 7 such that it
precesses around gq. In addition, ¢ is a dynamical
variable which undergoes angular motion in isospin
space. Hence, as the bare nucleon isospinor rotates
in this space it drags around a meson cloud with an
average number of mesons. As the classical dis-
placement of g increases, the average number of
mesons increases and therefore the moment of iner-
tia of the meson cloud increases thereby decreasing
the rotational energy of the system.

In order to make these intuitive arguments more
precise we rewrite the collective Hamiltonian in the
form

2
Ho=+ |[K(@+55+0%—20rq|, (247
q
where K (g) is given by
1
I(I+1 .
> K+ IO | o202 20g| 062 ()

for the low-lying states and

K(q):._ii 2_8_

g* 9¢" dq

and we have made the centrifugal barrier of the col-
lective meson isospin explicit. Consider the situa-
tion in which the 7'¢q interaction term is large com-
pared to the other terms in the Hamiltonian. As in
the Paschen-Back effect, it is economical to choose a
basis which diagonalizes the interaction term.
Therefore, we choose a basis such that

TGN Q) =1X(Q) (2.48)

where the X implicitly depend on I and I, § is the
unit vector pointing in the direction of g given by

§=sinf cos i +sin6 sing j+cosf k

and 7 is the eigenvalue. It is trivial to prove that
=11 and from theHermiticity of the 7§ operator
that the X’s satisfy the orthogonality properties

xhQx,(Q,)=0 (2.49)

for ns£n’ and all angles Q,. In Appendix C we
prove a projection theorem which implies that ma-
trix elements of 7 and § in the X basis are related
such that

(I'Ly |7 | ILy)=9{I'l;n|§ |ILn) . (2.50)

‘This relation will turn out to be important later.

Roughly speaking, the X’s are a basis for which 1 is
either parallel or antiparallel to §. Equation (2.50) is
the matrix element representation of this statement.

It is straightforward to establish the relationship
between the ®’s of Eq. (2.46) and the X’s defined by
Eq. (2.48) by noting that 7+ is an operator which
satisfies the following relation:

O(1)=1-g®(1)
and therfore

Xpmir=—=[B(NEB)]

In the discussion to follow we refer to the states
with 7=+1 as the low-lying states and with
n=—1 as the high-lying states. The only term in
H_ which induces transitions between the low-lying
and high-lying states is the centrifugal barrier. We
now project H, onto the subspace of states diagonal
in 7 so that the Schrodinger equation for that part
of the collective Hamiltonian is given by

() (+)
=er5'Q1 1 (q)
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1 I(I+1)+0.25
2

K(g)+ +0%%+2gMq |05

for the high-lying states, where Ql(i) are radial wave
functions for 7=+1 and the subscript » is a vibra-
tional quantum number. We will treat the off-
diagonal elements in 7) of the centrifugal barrier as a
perturbation in the next section. It is convenient to
plot the potentials in Egs. (2.51a), which are defined
by
QZ 2

V(i)(q)=4;—¢glq (2.51b)
and the centrifugal barrier. This is presented in Fig.
2. The low-lying potential ¥'*) has a minimum
when

go=g1/Q* (2.52)

which is the classical displacement. We now consid-
er the situation when the classical displacement g is
much greater than the quantum fluctuation in g,
namely, we define a quantity x, such that

x0=g0(2Q)2>>1. (2.53)

Using the limiting forms of () and A defined by Eqgs.
(2.29) and (2.30) this becomes

g>>(87%uR)*=R , (2.54)

where uR << 1. This is the definition of the strong-
coupling approximation.

While it is straightforward to numerically solve
Eq. (2.51a) for the radial eigenfunctions and eigen-
values, it is possible to infer several results from Fig.
2. For example, when the classical displacement is
much larger than the quantum fluctuation in g, the
low-lying radial wave functions are localized about
qo- Since the centrifugal barrier effects the radial

2 : a2?
L @75 + o

2 2
a q
E Vm(q)- ——gxq
4
w
=
o
a
1
; qo=gx/nZ 9
1

Vg ) = g%/ 20

GROUND-STATE WAVE FUNCTION

FIG. 2. A plot of the potentials ¥'¥), as a function of
the radial component of the collective meson variable gq.

(—) (~)
6-InQ

(2.51a)

wave functions in the neighborhood of the origin,
then for large displacements the low-lying wave
functions approach the wave functions of a one-
dimensional harmonic oscillator with a linear cou-
pling potential. Therefore, the ground-state expecta-
tion value of g is approximately ¢, and the ground-
state energy is approximately given by

+) Q@ 1 g\’
200 20

where the first term is the zero-point energy, the
second is the centrifugal energy, and the last term is
the potential energy at its minimum. Furthermore,
the high-lying potential, ¥'~), is steeply sloped in
the neighborhood of the origin so that the high-lying
radial wave functions are localized within this
neighborhood. Hence the overlap between the low-
lying and high-lying radial wave functions is ap-
proximately given by

2
X0

(01301 Q4720)=Noe ™, (2.55)

where N is a factor of order 1 and x is defined by
Eq. (2.53).

The energy gap between the low-lying and high-
lying states is roughly given by the minimum value
of the low-lying potential, v+, namely,

2)\2
Egp 6&72),0~5372105 - %{2— : (2.56)

The energy spacing between the ground state and
the first rotational excitation is approximately given
by

sE=> 1 (2.57)

where g,? is related to the moment of inertia of the
meson cloud. Note that for the sufficiently large
displacements the rotationally excited levels in iso-
spin space become degenerate with the ground state.
Finally, the first low-lying vibrational level is of the
order of the collective frequency, (1, above the
ground state.

To summarize, the eigenfunctions of the diagonal
projection in n of the collective Hamiltonian, H,,
and the meson Hamiltonian, H', are of the form

| IIn(n=*1 a':;::t> QIn 2 47; (n—+1)'aout>

(2.58)



2694 JOHN A. PARMENTOLA 27

where Q},f) are solutions of Egs. (2.51a), n is a vibra-
tional quantum number, the X’s are eigenfunctions
of the operator 7-§, and |a'qy) are eigenfunctions
of H' with o' the meson quantum numbers. The
eigenvalues of the states in Eq. (2.58) are given by

n
El(t?gn)n’ =M, +6(I?n) —E i + z w(ki) ’ (2.59)

i=1

where 6(11’,,) are the eigenvalues of Eqs. (2.51a), Eg;s
is defined by Eq. (2.41), and w(k;) is the usual meson
energy with n' the number of mesons in the state
|a'gwe?. For strong coupling, the low-lying collec-

tive energy eigenvalues are approximately given by
[[(I+1)+0.25] gxA?
290> 20?2

(2.60)

em="=Qq(n +3)+

and upon substituting the limiting forms for Q and
A defined by Egs. (2.29) and (2.30) we have

172
=D, | ~_ 1
€m = uR (n+7)
n 4mulI(I +1)40.25] g’
g? 87R

(2.61)

In the next section we discuss the perturbation
corrections and present specific numerical results.

III. PERTURBATION THEORY

Returning to the form of the Hamiltonian defined
by Eq. (2.14) we have

H=H0+Hpert > (3.1)

where
2
1 g 2.2 ’
Hoy=My+~ K(q)+;2—+ﬂq —2gAzq |+H

is the unperturbed Hamiltonian with eigenvalues
given by Eq. (2.59) and

2
1 tod

3 o
Hpen=57+Nfd r U(r)g; (T)g;

—gr; [ d°r U(rg}(T)

is the perturbation. The subscripts d and od on ?
refer to the parts of ¢ which are diagonal and off-
diagonal in 7, respectively.

Since the radial component of ¢ fluctuates about
qo, which is given by

N(1=1/2) ——————— 7=} —T
|
i
i
|
|
i
]
I g2
* ~
N*(1=1/2) L T LE~ER
I
i
]
i
|
1
rvZ
A(1=3/2)

N(I=1/2)+p bbsbtstttttt by

N(1=1/2) =1

FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the energy levels
of the unperturbed Hamiltonian H,. Indicated are the
parameters which characterize the energy spacing of the
levels relative to the ground state in the strong-coupling
approximation.

_8
%-—N

for our choice of F, we add and subtract a term in
H,, such that

2

t
Hpm=%—;%—+1vf d’r U(re}()gi(q —qo)
—g(r—g) [dr UMD . (B2

In order to facilitate the discussion of the pertur-
bative effects of H ., we refer to the energy-level di-
agram in Fig. 3. Note that there are no first-order
energy corrections. The centrifugal term connects
the low-lying and high-lying states. In doing so, this
operator conserves the dressed-nucleon isospin I and
I,. Tt also conserves the meson number, n’. Howev-
er, it can induce transitions between the low-lying
and high-lying states with a change in the vibration-
al quantum number, n. Roughly speaking, the
second-order corrections of the centrifugal term
have large energy denominators of the order of E,,,,
defined by Eq. (2.56) and numerators which involve
the overlap of the radial functions Q(Jz),o and Q(172),,,
which are small in the strong-coupling approxima-
tion.

The next term, which is linear in the meson field
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¢; and the unit vector §; of the collective meson
variable, has no matrix elements between the low-
lying and high-lying states. This is a consequence of
the orthogonality property of the X’s defined by Eq.
(2.49). However, the matrix elements of this opera-
tor involve states which differ by one meson. Furth-
ermore, the presence of the operators g; and g —gq,
implies that this term can induce rotational excita-
tions in isospin space and vibrational excitations.
Symbolically, this term can induce the following
transitions from the ground state:

N—N + one meson ,
N—»A(I=%)+ one meson ,
N—»N*(I=%)+ one meson ,

etc. As we pointed out earlier in the strong-coupling
ap(proximation the low-lying radial wave functions

1,',’," approach the wave functions of a one-
dimensional harmonic oscillator with a linear cou-
pling potential. This implies that the matrix ele-
ments which correspond to the above transitions are
small since they involve radial matrix elements of
q —qo. Furthermore, the vibrational excitations,
such as the N*(I =-;—), are characterized by a large
energy spacing above the ground state of the order
of Q which results in large energy denominators in
perturbation theory.

The final term of Eq. (3.2) has matrix elements
between the low-lying and high-lying states only.
This is a consequence of the projection theorem de-
fined by Eq. (2.50). The transition matrix elements
of this term differ by one meson and involve the
overlap of the low-lying and high-lying radial wave
functions. Again, the energy spacing is of the order
of Eg,, so that the second-order energy corrections
are small in the strong-coupling approximation.

In order to make these intuitive arguments more
precise, we present numerical results for the nucleon
self-energy which is defined as

€ih0—Emin +E? ‘ (3.3)

where E? is the second-order energy correction, in
J

Fig. 4(a), the change in the nucleon wave-function
normalization in Fig. 4(b), and the difference be-
tween the A and nucleon energies in Fig. 4(c). Each
curve is determined for a fixed value of the bare
coupling constant g, and plotted as a function of R
defined by Eq. (2.54). In evaluating the second-
order energy corrections and the change in the
wave-function normalization, we have included con-
tributions from the first three excited states for each
of the terms of H defined by Eq. (3.2). The
difference between A and nucleon masses is a
lowest-order calculation.

It is clear from the figures that the wave func-
tion!! improves as the coupling strength increases
according to the inequality defined by Eq. (2.54).
Furthermore, it is possible to find values of the bare
coupling constant g and the source size R such that
the A is stable, i.e, it is lower in energy than the
meson-nucleon threshold. This is due to the fact
that in the strong-coupling approximation the A is a
collective rotational excitation in isospin space of
the meson cloud which dresses the bare nucleon. As
the coupling strength increases, the average number
of mesons which dress the bare nucleon increases.
This increases the moment of inertia of the meson
cloud and therefore decreases the rotational energy
of the system in isospin space. If the coupling is not
too strong then the A is unstable and it couples to
the meson-nucleon continuum. We will return to
the description of the physical A in this model when
we discuss the meson-nucleon scattering problem in
Sec. V.

IV. MODIFIED HAMILTONIAN
WITH ISOBAR SOURCE

It is possible to generalize the model Hamiltonian
defined by Eq. (2.1) so as to include a feature of the
CBM Hamiltonian, namely, an intrinsic isobar
source coupled to the meson field.> We assume that
the nucleon and A have only isospin degrees of free-
dom which are coupled linearly to an isovector-
scalar meson field such that

H=M+7 [ d*[7XT)+6,(DN— V42,V —gr; [ d* Ugy(D) 4.1)

where M, is now a diagonal 6X 6 matrix with de-
generate eigenvalues and the matrices 7; are now
given by

AN arf
ardY prbs

Ti=

) (4.2)

where the matrices 72 are defined in Ref. 12. The
coupling constants a and b have the SU(4)-quark-
model values given by

a=(2)"% b=1. 4.3)

All remaining quantities of Eq. (4.1) are the same as
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FIG. 4. (a) A plot of the nucleon self-energy (NSE) as a function of R the bare coupling constant g. For convenience,
we have included the corresponding bag-source size R, for each R. The NSE depends on three contributions, namely, the
collective energy, E(ll/)z,o, E e and the second-order energy correction due to Hpe. (b) A plot of the change in the wave-
function normalization for the nucleon state as a function of R and the bare coupling constant g. The change in normali-
zation is computed to second order in H ;. (c) A plot of the lowest-order approximation to the A-nucleon mass differ-
ence; as a function of R and the bare coupling constant g.

previously defined.

The method of calculation for the Hamiltonian
defined by Eq. (4.1) remains unchanged, however
the consequences are quite different. To see this, I=t+

consider the eigenvalue equation

TG (Qg) =112y (Qg)

where the X implicitly depend on the dressed-

nucleon isospin which is now given by

4.4)

with ¢ defined by Eq. (2.20). Note that the eigen-

value 77; depends on I. It is convenient to expand

the X eigenfunctions in a basis which couples the
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TABLE 1. Tabulation of the probability amplitudes defined by |¥)= 3, C(M)|M) for
various components of the dressed nucleon and A states for the modified Hamiltonian with an
isobar source. N'¥= bare nucleon, A”= bare A, and t= collective meson isospin.

Amplitude 7% 1% 7%h 7%
C(N'9;t=0) 0.57 0.43 0.43 —0.57
C(Nt=1) —0.57 0.43 —043 —0.57
C(A%t=1) —043 —0.57 0.57 —0.43
C(A%;r=2) 0.43 —0.57 —0.57 —0.43
Amplitude %> 1572 75 ULy S L7 75
C(N;t=0) 0.57 ~0.43 0 0 —043 0.57
C(N;t=1) —0.57 —0.43 0 0 —0.43 —0.57
C(A%;t=0) 0.30 —0.40 —-05 —0.5  —0.40 0.30
C(A%5t=1) —0.13 —0.18 0.67 —0.67 —0.18 —0.13
C(AM;t=2) ~0.30 0.40 —0.5 —0.5 0.40 —0.30
C(A;t=3) 040 0.54 0.22 022 054 0.40

bare nucleon and A isospinors to the collective-
meson-isospin wave functions. For I =%, X is a
linear combination of four basis functions. Two of
these couple the bare nucleon isospinor to t=0 and
t=1 and the remaining two couple the bare A iso-
spinor to t=1 and t=2. There are four eigenvalues
11,2 given by

771/2(1)=2.0422 s
771/2(2)=0.842 22,
7]1/2(3)=—084222 5

(4.5)

7']1/2(4)= —2.0422 .

The lowest-lying states have the eigenvalue 7 ,(1).
A straightforward computation indicates that the
dressed nucleon state has a total bare-nucleon-plus-
meson-cloud component of 64% and a total bare-A-
plus-meson-cloud component of 36%. The detailed
proportions are presented in Table I. For I > %, the
X’s are a linear combination of six basis functions.
Two of these involve the bare-nucleon components
and the remaining four involve the bare-A com-
ponents. There are six 77; eigenvalues given by

n7(1)=2.0422 ,
71(2)=0.84222 ,
71(3)=0.6000 ,
(4.6)
n1(4)=—0.6000 ,
n7(5)=—0.84222 ,

77(6)=—2.0422 .

In contrast to the previous model, the classical
displacement g, is larger by approximately a factor
of 2. This is a consequence of the value of 7;(1).
The strong-coupling condition defined by Eq. (2.54)
is now replaced by the inequality

1/4

g>>Var /m(D=R". @.7)

BR
2

Therefore the strong-coupling approximation for
this model is realized for larger R or smaller g than
in the previous model. This is to be expected since
the isobar-source terms of the Hamiltonian defined
by Eq. (4.1) add more attraction when compared to
the previous Hamiltonian defined by Eq. (2.1).

The perturbation theory computations for the
model Hamiltonian defined by Eq. (4.1) proceed in
the same manner as outlined in Sec. III. We restrict
the unperturbed eigenfunctions to the subspace of
states with eigenvalues 7;(1) and %,(2). This is a
valid approximation since states with 7;(i) and i >3
are much higher in energy. The detailed numerical
results are presented in Figs. 5(a)—5(c). These re-
sults are to be compared to the results in Figs.
4(a)—4(c).

V. MESON-NUCLEON SCATTERING

In this section, we perform meson-nucleon
scattering calculations for the model Hamiltonian
defined by Eq. (2.1). The method is sufficiently gen-
eral so that various models can be studied, such as
the CBM or the LBM. We shall adopt the elegant
and lucid formalism of Feshbach.!?
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FIG. 5. (a) A plot of the NSE for the modified model Hamiltonian as a function of R’ and the bare coupling constant g.
(b) A plot of the change in the wave-function normalization for the nucleon state as a function of R’ and the bare coupling
constant g. (c) A plot of the lowest-order approximation to the A-nucleon mass difference as a function of R’ and the bare

coupling constant g.

Following Feshbach, we define a set of open-
channel projection operators P and a set of closed-
channel projection operators Q, which provide a rep-
resentation of the Schrodinger equation of the form

1
HPP+HPQWHQP—E P|¥ )y =0,

Hgo
(5.1)

where the effects of the “closed channels” are in-
cluded in an “effective potential” defined by

off 1
Ube=Hpo -7 77

H, (5.2)
—Hyg or

with the total energy given by
E=My+awk).

The physical nucleon mass My is obtained from
Eq. (2.59) by making an appropriate choice of the
bare mass M,. For the explicit construction of the
projection operators, we choose the basis states de-
fined by Eq. (2.58). More specifically, we restrict
the total energy E in Eq. (5.1) such that only elastic
and charge-exchange meson-nucleon scattering can
occur. Therefore, the open-channel projection
operators are given by
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P(in,out)___ 2 fd3k IN,IZ,E,Tz(g:n)>(N;Iz;E;Tz(i)
IT,

Jl (5.3)

where the meson-nucleon states are obtained from Eq. (2.58) and the closed-channel projection operators are

given by
Q(in,out)= 1 — plin,out)

(5.4)

which include states such as the nucleon, the A, the nucleon plus two mesons, etc. It follows from the com-
pleteness of the in and out scattering states defined by Eq. (2.58), that the in and out projection operators are

equivalent, namely,

P(in)=P(out)

In what follows, we suppress the in and out labels on the projection operators. Using the eigenfunctions of
Hy, given by Eq. (2.58), we obtain an expansion of the effective potential U f defined by Eq. (5.2) of the form

ff a){a : |B,EY)(B,E™
Ve = %HPQ E—Egzo) Hor+ % f dE(O)HPQ E(+)_E(o)'JHQP ’ (5.5)

where the first summation is over discrete states
starting in energy with the nucleon state and the
second summation is over the continuum states
which starts at the two-meson-plus-nucleon thresh-
old.

We now assume that the total energy E is such
that the nucleon and A states in the discrete summa-
tion are the most important. This implies that
Q=0"+QA2 where Q" and Q* are the nucleon and
. A projection operators, respectively. Hence, we
neglect the two-meson cut, etc. The effective poten-
tial is now Hermitian and of the form

U =Ul+ U , (5.6)
where the nucleon-pole contribution is given by
1
v =HY ——HY, i
PP PQ E— MN QP (5.7)

where Hpp =PHQY and the A contribution is given
by

Upp=Hp ——I—ng , (5.8)
—Ma
where H ,eQ =PHQ?". At this level of approximation,

the only operator in H ., defined by Eq. (3.2) which
contributes to the scattering is given by

H,=N [ d* U(r¢;(D)g:(q—qo) - (5.9)

This is a consequence of the fact that H is the only
operator in H, which has nonvanishing matrix
1

- —

T(Iz’ )Tz: YEI;Iz’ Tz, E’):—al'l ST' T t

[
elements within the subspace of low-lying states.

At this point it is useful to describe the various
scattering contributions. As we pointed out earlier,
the meson-nucleon state defined by Eq. (2.58) con-
tains scattering information. This is a consequence
of the diagonalization of H' in Sec. II A which im-
plied that there exists in and out meson creation and
annihilation operators. The one meson in state
described the elastic scattering of a meson from a
background potential which is related to the field
produced by the source. The elastic ¢ matrix for this
process is given by Eq. (2.35). In addition to this
background scattering, there is the so-called
“direct-reaction” part that arises in our approxima-
tion from the nucleon-pole contribution to the effec-
tive potential defined by Eq. (5.2). Unlike the previ-
ous contribution, the nucleon-pole term contributes
to elastic and charge-exchange scattering. Since the
nucleon state defined by Eq. (2.58) couples to the
off-energy-shell meson-nucleon states via H defined
by Eq. (5.9), then the nucleon mass, My, will ac-
quire an additional self-energy contribution with
real and imaginary parts. Finally, there is the
resonant part of the scattering which is a conse-
quence of the A contribution to the effective poten-
tial. Again, the fact that the A couples to the
meson-nucleon continuum implies, that the A mass
M, acquires an additional real part and a width.

To see this more clearly, in Appendix D we deter-
mine the total 7" matrix given by

(K, K)+ Ty, T, KL, T, ) + T (L Ty K51, T,,K) (5.10)

where #(k’,K) is given by Eq. (2.35), the direct-reaction T matrix Ty is given by
T I.,T,,X;1,,T,,K)={N,I,,T,,K'out | Ubp | ®,Kk,in) (5.11)
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and the resonant T matrix, Ty, is given by

JOHN A. PARMENTOLA 27

1 (5.12)

Tr(I;,T; K51, T, K) = (®,K",out | Hpyp

E—My—Hjp

with the scattering wave function | ®) is given by
1

. Hgp | ®,K,in)

E(+)_HPP__UI1¥,

Hpg

1

Iq):l_{,(ioi:xt))—_— |N)Iz’Ter’ g:n)>+ E(i)—
PP

From the form of Up, defined by Eq. (5.7) and its
dependence on H; defined by Eq. (5.9), it is clear
that T defined by Eq. (5.11) contributes to elastic-
and charge-exchange scatterings. Furthermore, the
form of the energy denominator in Eq. (5.13),
demonstrates that the nucleon mass My, acquires an
additional self-energy with real and imaginary parts.
Finally, we note the characteristic resonant energy
denominator of Ty defined by Eq. (5.12) and that
the width of the resonance depends on the off-
energy-shell meson-nucleon scattering via Upp.

For the model Hamiltonian defined by Eq. (2.1),
there is only s-wave scattering and therefore the T
matrix only depends on k. As a special application
of our formulas, we consider elastic scattering for
the state I,=—;— and T,=1, which corresponds to
scattering in the 3 channel. We now discuss in se-
quence the various terms which contribute to Eq.
(5.10). In Appendix A it was shown that the
partial-wave amplitude for the background scatter-
ing ¢ matrix, #(k?), defined by Eq. (2.35) is of the
form

. 2 N 272
no:e‘s"(k)sinso(k)z 2m°kN (Z (kR) ,
2 —_—
(k) AnR f(k,R)

(5.14)

where N is defined by Eq. (2.24), f(k,R) is defined
by Eq. (A8), and U is the Fourier transform of the
source function defined by Eq. (2.2). In the low-
energy limit the s-wave phase shift is approximately
given by

So(k) = — 2K
u

(5.15)
which is similar to the hard-sphere scattering result.
This result implies that the background scattering
contribution from t(k?) is repulsive and that the
cross section is finite in the limit k— 0.

For the 3 channel, the direct-reaction part, T, de-
fined by Eq. (5.11) is zero. This is a consequence of
isospin conservation which implies that

Hrg

N____ 1
E—-My—Hor o5

1 HgP IN,IZ:THE?(Z)I:H)) .
Hig
—Hpp

(5.13)

[

Hyp |N,5,1,K,(2))=0. (5.16)

Using this result, Eq. (5.14) becomes
|D,K, () = | N, 5,1, K,(5))

which simplifies the evaluation of Ty defined by Eq.
(5.12). We will not present a detailed evaluation of
Tr which is straightforward, but tedious. Instead,
we will concentrate on the physical description of
the interplay between the background and resonance
scattering. .

In Figs. 6(a)—6(d) we plot the contributions to
elastic scattering in the 3 channel from background
scattering, resonance scattering, and both contribu-
tions taken together for various values of the bare
coupling constant g, and source size R. Since the
scattering is s wave, the background scattering
which is a consequence of #(k?) defined by Eq.
(2.35) is large at low energy and decreases to zero at
high energy. Furthermore, this scattering is repul-
sive. On the other hand, the resonant scattering
which is a consequence of T defined by Eq. (5.12)
increases with increasing energy until it reaches a
maximum, when the resonant phase shift passes

through 7/2. As a function of the bare coupling
constants g and R, note that as the coupling in-
creases, the width of the resonant peak decreases,
and the position of the peak moves to lower energy.
These features are consistent with our previous re-
sults, namely, that the A becomes more stable as the
coupling strength increases. When the background
and resonant scatterings are taken together as in Eq.
(5.10), the repulsive background scattering
overwhelms the resonant scattering such that the to-
tal s-wave phase shift does not pass through 7/2.
However, the bump which appears in the cross sec-
tion is due to the presence of a resonance. Finally,
in Fig. 7 we plot the width of the A mass as a func-
tion of the meson laboratory energy for various
values of the bare coupling constant.

For the case of the CBM or LBM the above
description will change since the scattering proceeds
through a p wave. The threshold factors for p-wave
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FIG. 6. Plots of the elastic meson-nucleon cross section for the model Hamiltonian defined by Eq. (2.1) in the total-
and z-component % channel as a function of the meson energy. The solid curves correspond to the total T-

matrix contribution, the dashed curves correspond to the background-scattering contribution, and the dash-dot curves cor-
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isospin 3

respond to

the resonant-scattering contribution.
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scattering will suppress the background scattering at
low energy so that the resonance scattering will sit
on top of the background.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we determine the eigenfunctions
of the operator 4 defined by Eq. (2.32) and the per-
tinent scattering information. The relevant eigen-
value equation is given by

-140

-120]
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A WIDTH
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0
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FIG. 7. A plot of the A width obtained from the
resonant T matrix Ty, as a function of the meson labora-
tory energy for several values of the bare coupling con-
stant g.

(= V24 p2 TV —F(r) [ &3 [(=V24+p)F(r)E) =0T , (A1)

where we have used the orthogonality condition,
namely,

[ d*r Firw(d=0. (A2)

Equation (A1) has no bound-state solutions which
are orthogonal to F(r), however it has two sets of
scattering solutions with eigenvalues w?=k%+pu>
The scattering solutions with appropriate boundary
conditions are given by Eq. (2.23a), where C(k,+) in
Eq. (2.33a) is defined by

Clk,2)= [ d*r'[(=V24+p2)F () (" e
(A3)
and Gy, in Eq. (2.33a) satisfies
[V +p2 =0 (k)]Gi(T,T", +)= —8(T—T") .
(A4)

Upon substituting Eq. (2.33a) into Eq. (A3) and us-
ing Eq. (A4) and the normalization condition for F
which is given by Eq. (2.7), it is straightforward to
show that C(k,+) is given by Eq. (2.33b). This im-
plies that Eq. (A2) is satisfied. For the choice of
F(r) defined by Eq. (2.22), a straightforward com-
putation gives

KT U(kR)Ti(r,in)

(2m)¥?  [TW(R,in)—1/N?] "’
(A5)

Y (T,in)=

|
where U is the Fourier transform of the source func-

tion defined by Eq. (2.2), N2 is given by Eq. (2.25),
and

Ty (r,in)=O(R —r )Ty (r,in) . +O(r —R)T(r,in),
(A6)
with
Ly (r,in), =ho(kr)I(k,r)+jolkr),(k,r)
and
Ly (r,in) . =ho(kr)I;(k,r)+jolkr)4(k,r) ,

where h, and j, are the spherical Hankel and Bessel
functions, respectively, and

1,(k, )= KRIOKR)
1\Ry wz(k)
_ e MsinhuR
(k)
Ly(k,r)=S0BuR ()
kw(k)

’

coskr + %sinkr

i,u )e(ik—u)r ,

e MR H .
Ig(k,r)=w2(k) ksmkr coshyr —coskr sinhur | ,
I(k,r)= e M [e™ (ksinhur +ipcoshur)
4K, ko(k) I ur
—ipelk+RRY
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Equation (A6) takes on a particulary simple form
when r =R, namely,

. fx(R,in)
Ti(R,in)=-"——"—0, A7
KR = e oarR (A7
where
fi(R,in)=e™Rj (kR)—e ~Riy(uR) (A8)

with iy is a modified spherical Bessel function. The
partial-wave amplitude can be obtained from the
asymptotic behavior of Eq. (A5) or from Eq. (2.35).
In either case the result is

2 k- N2 UXkR)
2(k)—

nolk) ="M sindg(k) =

(A9)

From the form of 7¢(k) defined by Eq. (A9) and
fi(R,in) defined by Eq. (A8), we conclude that the
partial-wave amplitude has a double pole when
k=ip. However a careful examination of the
scattering wave functions defined by Eq. (A5)
demonstrates that the wave functions do not have
these poles. Therefore they do not correspond to
eigenvalues of the operator 4 defined by Eq. (2.32).
The analytic structure of 7y(k) is such that it has
poles in the lower half of the complex k plane,
namely, Imk <0. However the poles are much too
far from the physical region of the scattering to
have any sizable effect.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we determine the ground-state or
vacuum energy of the meson Hamiltonian H' de-

fined by Eq. (2.31) subject to the constraints defined
|

=3 [ @k dk’ [ rd*ryh(Df(F T

where we have used Eqgs. (B1) and (B3) to obtain this
form of H'. The vacuum state is defined such that

a;(K) | vac) =0 .

It then follows from Eq. (BS), the commutation rela-
tions between a; /(K) and a,T(k ), and the definition
of |vac) that the vacuum energy is given by

Ele=7 [ d*kd’r d*ryf(D)f AT, 7 )(T")
(B6)

where the subscript A on f indicates that we have
introduced a cutoff. If we now use the completeness
relation, namely,

by Egs. (2.8) and (2.9). The constraint conditions
are satisfied for the expansion of ¢;(r) and 7} (T) in
the basis of scattering wave functlons, Ur (T, ), de-
fined by Eq. (2.33a). For the discussion to follow,
we will suppress the “in” and “out” labels since they
are of no consequence. It follows from the eigen-
value equation of Eq. (A1) and the orthogonality
condition of Eq. (A2), that the scattering wave func-
tions defined by Eq. (2.33a) diagonalize the Klein-
Gordon operator, namely,

[ @@= V(D=0 (k)8 (K —K) .
(B1)

Using the fact that the Green’s function for the
Klein-Gordon operator of Eq. (A4) and the Green’s
function for the square root of the Klein-Gordon
operator are related, namely,

GLYAF, T =20(k)G(T,T") (B2)

it follows from Egs. (2.33a) and (2.33b) that the
scattering wave functions defined by Eq. (2.33a) also
diagonalize the square root of the Klein-Gordon
operator such that

[ &rdr i@ (7, (D) =0(k)8(K' — k),

ei?-(?—?’)w(k) . (B4)

The relation of Eq. (B3) will become useful shortly.
Substituting the expansion of ¢;(T), given by Eq.
(2.36) and the corresponding expansion of 7} (T) into
H'’ defined by Eq. (2.31) we have

)[a;(K)a (K +a](K)a;(K)] (B5)

[
[ &3k gt (@ (F)=84F—T")~F(r)F(r') ,
(B7)

then the vacuum energy E,,. can be rewritten in the
form

E, .= fdsrf T,7)
_3 [ drdrFOfEEIFE)  (BY)

which is equivalent to Eq. (2.40). Note that in Eq.
(B8) we have taken the cutoff to infinity.
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APPENDIX C

In this appendix we prove the projection theorem

of Eq. (2.50). Suppose we are given two vector
operators Q and g, where Q is an N XN Hermitian
matrix of vector operators and g is a unit vector
operator. Consider the eigenvalue equation of the
scalar product of these operators, namely,

Qg (QD=nXy(Qy) (1)

where 7 are the eigenvalues, Q, is the solid angle
subtended by g, and the X implicitly depend on a set
|

of rotational quantum numbers, say I and I,. We
want to show that

(I'L;n | Qi [ ILn)=n(I'l;1|§; |IL,m)  (C2)
forall I, I, I', I,, and 7. From the Hermiticity of
the operator Qg and Eq. (C1) it follows that

Xh(QX,(Q,)=0 (C3)

for 747’ and all angles, ,. Taking the inner prod-
uct of Eq. (C1) and inserting a complete set of states
we have

S (—)ILy | QW | L)X I'L | g | y) =y, (C4)

I’I K

where we have used the orthogonality condition in Eq. (C3) and we have introduced the usual irreducible ten-
sors. Similarly, from the fact that § is a unit vector operator we have

2 (_I)K<IIZ77 Ai(cnll,zn)<1' lelA(” |Ilzn>—l

IIx

(C5)

where again we have used Eq. (C3). We can perform the sums over I, and k with the aid of the Wigner-

Eckhardt theorem so that Eqs. (C4) and (C5) become
2 (Inl|@ I I|1g"||[Im)CU,I')=n

and

E (Inl|gV) [ I'y|1§Y) [ In)CU,I') =

where

1
(2I+1)l/2(21 +1)l/2 E(

C(I,I')=

(C6)

VT k| IL I — | T'T )

From the vector nature of Q and 7 Eqgs. (C6) and (C7) become
I (1) I+1 N I (1) R
(In||Q 77H +17) <,+ln,lqm|,zn>c<1,z+1)+——’llL——Uﬂ—( Qn ! )(Ian“)HIn)C(I,I)

My _
Ll nlll 1n><1+1,,||q<1>”1n>c<1,1—1)=1 (C8)

and

IV + 1) T+ 1] |§ V) I YOI + 1)+ (In) gV | In ) (In||§V| [T ) C(L, )
+{In[[g V[ = 1T —19]|§ | In)CUII-1)=1. (C9)

The proof proceeds by induction. Take I =%, then
the last term in Eq. (C8) and Eq. (C9) is zero and
therefore the solution to the simultaneous equations
is given by

(g5 =n(5nl1g"||3n) (C10)

and

|
mHQ‘”Hﬂﬁ {301§V+n) . (Cl1)

Now consider I = 7 and using Egs. (C10) and (C11)
we can repeat the procedure and so on, hence

(I'nl|Q V|| I} =n(I'n||1g"||In) (C12)
which is equivalent to Eq. (C2).
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APPENDIX D

In this appendix we determine the meson-nucleon
T matrix for the model Hamiltonian H defined by
Eq. (2.1). The total in-scattering wave function is
given by
1
)

Y)Y = | K,in) +
l k l ) E,(ci _H

(H—E)|K,in) ,

(D1)

where the state |K,in) can be any of the meson-
nucleon in-states defined by Eq. (2.58) and Ej is
given by

E,=My+o(k),
where My is the renormalized nucleon mass which
is obtained from Eq. (2.59) by an appropriate choice

of the bare mass M,. The corresponding out-
scattering wave function is given by

1

| W)= | k,out) + e H(H—Ek')| K’,out) ,
) _

(D2)
|

where | k’,out) is the corresponding meson-nucleon
out-state defined by Eq. (2.58). We note that
| K,in) and |Kk’,out) are related via Eq. (2.38) and
therefore from Eq. (D2) we obtain the relation

[ ks, k) | v )

-, 1 —

=|k,in)+ ————(H—E;) | k,in) , (D3)
l El(c -)_ H k I

where we have used the fact that the background-

scattering S matrix conserves the magnitude of the

momentum. Substituting Eq. (D3) into Eq. (D1) we

have

|\P;<+))=fd3kls _'l’ I\I,(—-))
————(H —Ey)| k,in)
(H—Ey)|K,in) . (D4)

E{T—-H

It follows from Eq. (D4) and the definition of the
scattering matrix, namely, (Wi'|Wi*’), that the
total S matrix is given by

Siotal(K' B K,@) = 8,8 (K", K) —2mi8( Epe— Ex (Wi | (H —Ey) | K,in) , (D5)

where a and S are the quantum numbers which specify the states | K,in) and | K’,out), and S(k’,X) is given
by Eq. (2.34). It is straightforward to show that on the energy shell we have

(out,K' | (H—Eg) | Wity =(W | (H—E) | K,in) .

(D6)

Introducing the open- and closed-channel projection operators defined by Eqgs. (5.3) and (5.4) and substituting
the projection operators into the left-hand side of Eq. (D6) we have

(out,K’ | (H—Ej) | Wity = (out, k' | (Hpp —Ex)P | W) + (out, k' | HppQ | W) . (D7)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (D7) is zero since the state |out, k') is an eigenstate of Hpp with
eigenvalue E;.. By definition the closed-channel scattering wave function, Q | \l/k+ ) is given by

1

(+0
Q¥ ) =25
E,7'—

HnopP \P(+))
Hog & | Wk

(D8)

which in fact was used to obtain the form of the Schrddinger equation of Eq. (5.1). Substituting Eq. (D8) into

Eq. (D7) we have

(out,k' | (H—Ep) | ¥ty =(out,k’ | Hpg s
k

HQPP | Wity . (D9)

If we now restrict the closed-channel space Q to the nucleon and A states of Eq. (2.58), we obtain an approxi-

mate relation, namely,

Cout, K| (H—E) | W) = out, K’ | H & !

——AI—HQPPIW(+))+<OIH k’ IHPQE

1
M HQPP I \IJ(+)

(D10)

where the A mass M, is fixed by Eq. (2.59) for given values of the bare coupling constant g, and bag-source

size R.
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The complete determination of the right-hand side of Eq. (D10) requires the open-channel wave function
P| Wt'). To this end, we consider the Schrodinger equation for the open-channel wave function defined by
Eq. (5.1) which is given by

1
HPP+HPQmHQp—Ek PlW)=0. (D11)

Again, restricting the closed-channel space Q to the nucleon and A states and solving for the open-channel
wave function we have

P|WP)=|®,K,in) +— 1 1 HGpP | W), (D12)

) v Hro
Ext)—Hpp—Upp Ex—M,y
where Upp is given by Eq. (5.7) and the scattering state | @, K,in), satisfies the Schrodinger equation given by

(Hpp+UBp—E;) | @,K,in) =0 . (D13)

An explicit solution to Eq. (D12) can be obtained upon multiplying Eq. (D12) by (1/E;, —M, )HS_P and defin-
ing a quantity A; which satisfies

1 1

1 A (+) A 2. 1 A A
Ay=——"-—"HppP |V;"')=———Hpp | ®,k,in) + H, Hpo Ay .
CTE-M ¥ Ex—M, o | E—My ¥ EM _Hp-ul
(D14)
Solving for Ay we have
Ap= L 1 HE | ®,K,in) . (D15)
Ex—My—Hgp f2
CEN-Hp-Up °
Therefore, Eq. (D2) for the open-channel wave function is given by
P|WP)=|®,k, in)+— : —Hpo L Hp | ®,K,in) .
E;'—Hpp—Upp A 1 A
Ex—My—Hor— 75 v Heo
E,™ —Hpp—Upp
(D16)
Following an analogous procedure for | ®, K,in) we have
= = 1 1 oy
| ®,k,in) = | kin) + 5 Hpp " Hp | K,in) . (D17)
k PP Ex—My—HYp—————Hjpy
Ex™ —Hpp

Substituting Eqgs. (D16) and (D17) into Eq. (D10) and using Eq. (D15) for A, and the definition of | ®, k,out)
we obtain

(out,k' | (H—Ep) | W) =T4(B,K;ak)+ TR (B, K;ak) , (D18)

where T; and T are given by Eqs. (5.11) and (5.12), respectively. Therefore the total T matrix follows from
Eq. (D5), namely,

-

T(B,K';ak)=8p,t(K',K) + T4(B,K';aK) + T (B,K";0,K) , (D19)
where #(k, k) given by Eq. (2.35).
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