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Theoretical description of reactions in general, and the theory for (d,p) reactions, in particular,
needs to advance into the new century. Here deuteron stripping processes off a target nucleus
consisting of A nucleons are treated within the framework of the few-body integral equations theory.
The generalized Faddeev equations in the AGS form, which take into account the target excitations,
with realistic optical potentials provide the most advanced and complete description of the deuteron
stripping. The main problem in practical application of such equations is the screening of the
Coulomb potential, which works only for light nuclei. In this paper we present a new formulation
of the Faddeev equations in the AGS form taking into account the target excitations with explicit
inclusion of the Coulomb interaction. By projecting the (A 4 2)-body operators onto target states,
matrix three-body integral equations are derived which allow for the incorporation of the excited
states of the target nucleons. Using the explicit equations for the partial Coulomb scattering wave
functions in the momentum space we present the AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted wave
representation without screening procedure. We also use the explicit expression for the off-shell
two-body Coulomb scattering T-matrix which is needed to calculate the effective potentials in the
AGS equations. The integrals containing the off-shell Coulomb T-matrix are regularized to make
the obtained equations suitable for calculations. For NN and nucleon-target nuclear interactions
we assume the separable potentials what significantly simplifies solution of the AGS equations.

PACS numbers: 21.45.-v,24.10 Eq, 24.50 +g, 25.45 -z



I. INTRODUCTION

Scattering of composite projectiles such as the deuteron off a composite target nucleus can in principle be described
by the N-body scattering theories (see, e.g., Ref. [1]), which allow the simultaneous treatment of all reaction channels
(including partial and complete breakup) in an exact, unique, N-particle-unitarity-preserving manner. These N-body
equations can be reduced to two-cluster equations, as proposed for the first time in Ref. [2], the only input necessary
being the elementary two-body transition amplitudes. However, due to the inherent complexity of the resulting
equations it is always desirable to take resort to some kind of simplifying approach. For reactions in which, besides
two-body, also three-body channels are known to be important a promising candidate is the three-body Faddeev
integral equations theory written in the Alt-Grassberger-Sandhas (AGS) form [3, 4]. But even the three-body AGS
equations are so complicated that a more simplified CDCC approach became quite popular in the last 30 years (see
[6—7] and references therein). Of course, this approach does no longer constitute a rigorous theory, the approximative
character becoming the more apparent the more important the internal degrees of freedom are which can be excited
in the energy domain under consideration.

If the internal structure of the target can no longer be neglected, in order to still be able to work with the manageable
three-body theory, the possibility of excitation must - at least approximately - be taken into account. For the first time
it has been done in [8]. Deuteron stripping processes off a target nucleus consisting of A nucleons were treated within
the framework of the generalized few-body Faddeev integral equations theory written in the AGS form. Generalization
of the AGS equations is achieved by taking into account the excitation of the target. To reduce the (A + 2)-particle
problem to the much simpler three-body problem all the operators acting in the (A + 2)-particle space were projected
onto the three-particle space. Obtained generalized Faddeev equations couple all rearrangement (reaction), inelastic
and elastic amplitudes. The transition amplitudes for all interesting three-body processes were obtained, whether the
target nucleus is in its ground or in some excited state before and/or after the collision. The practical application
was done for the deuteron stripping reaction 12C(d, p)*>C at the deuteron bombarding energies of 4.66, 15 and 56
MeV. The two-body-type T-operators for the nucleon-nucleus subsystem were calculated from multichannel equations
to account for the excitation and de-excitation of the nucleus in nucleon-nucleus scattering. When inserted in the
three-body-type integral equations this feature is automatically introduced also into the three-body dynamics. The
complexity of the AGS equations is significantly reduced by using separable potential approach for NN and NA
interactions. However, the Coulomb p — A interaction was neglected when solving the AGS equations and was taken
into account only approximately by multiplying each calculated purely nuclear, partial wave reaction amplitudes by
the initial- and final-state Coulomb distortion factors before summing up the partial wave series. Definitely, in such an
approach we neglect the Coulomb-modified vertex form factors describing the subsystem p— A and effective potentials
in the AGS approach described by the triangular diagrams containing the Coulomb p — A scattering amplitude as the
four-ray vertex.

After our work [8] a significant advance in the application of the Faddeev three-body approach was achieved in
works [9-11], where AGS equations for stripping reactions on different targets were solved with realistic potentials.
In works [12, 13] the AGS calculations were compared with the adiabatic distorted wave approach (ADWA) for
deuteron stripping reactions to estimate the accuracy of the conventional ADWA, which provides a simplified but
practical version of the CDCC [14]. The advantage of these works compared to our work [8] was usage of the realistic
potentials. Also the Coulomb interaction was included using the screening procedure, which has been applied earlier
in our work for p+d scattering [15]. Inclusion of the screening procedure requires higher screening radii when charge of
the target increases to get the convergence. That is why the application of the Coulomb potential screening procedure
was successful only for targets with charge Z < 20. Besides, the screening procedure cannot be always a reliable
remedy to solve problems with charged particles, because limiting the range of the potential may lead to the loss of
information about the very nature of the field creating the Coulomb potential. Neglect of the internal structure of
the target is another setback in the AGS calculations in [9-13].

In this paper we present a new formulation of the generalized Faddeev equations in the AGS form for the deuteron
stripping, which includes explicitly the Coulomb interactions and target excitations. The Coulomb interaction in
the AGS approach appears in the three-ray vertex form factors in the effective potentials and in the four-ray vertex
in the triangular diagrams. Applying the two-potential equation allows us to remove the non-compact singularity
in the triangular diagram describing the elastic scattering and containing the p — A Coulomb scattering amplitude.
Besides the AGS equations can be rewritten in the Coulomb distorted wave representation [16-18], in which the
reaction amplitudes and the effective potentials are sandwiched by the Coulomb distorted waves in the initial and
final states. Applying the regularization procedure we obtain the expression for the effective potentials in the AGS
equations, which are free of the singularities caused by the Coulomb distortions in the initial and final states. We
also investigate the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude and show that the Coulomb-modified form factors in the
transfer amplitudes and in the triangular diagrams don’t contain non-integrable singularities. The target excitation is
taken into account following the formalism developed in [8]. The final generalized matrix AGS equations are written



in the form which includes explicitly Coulomb interactions, target excitations and spins of the particles. Because
the solution of the AGS equations is greatly simplified for separable potentials, we use separable potential approach
assuming that the adopted separable potentials will approximate realistic potentials NN and N A potentials. The
calculations of the obtained equations and comparison with the experimental data will be presented in the following
up papers.

It is important to underscore that AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation have been derived
for the first time. Previously possibility of derivation of these equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation
was considered in [16, 18], but obtained equations were not genuine integral equations because the amplitudes under
the integral and on the left-hand side were different functions. Here, using a different off-shell continuation we derive
genuine AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation. Another important topic of our research is
investigation of the singularities of the integrals containing the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude. The com-
pactness of the AGS equations for charged particles with repulsive interactions was proved in [17, 18]. However, the
practical application of this result requires regularization of the integrals containing the off-shell Coulomb scatter-
ing amplitudes. Note that in the case under consideration, when only two particles are charged, only one off-shell
Coulomb scattering amplitude of the proton-nucleus scattering is needed. Regularization of the integrals containing
the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude is also important because in a standard procedure involving the screen-
ing of the Coulomb potential is tacitly assumed that, in the limit of the screening radius R — oo, all the integrals
containing Coulomb scattering amplitude have well-defined limits and that the Coulomb screening affects only the
Coulomb distorted waves in the initial and final states. We show how to deal with all the integrals containing the
Coulomb off-shell T-matrix. The obtained equations are suitable for calculations and the results will be presented in
the following up papers.

The advantage of the developed approach is that, owe to the explicit including of the Coulomb interaction, it can
be applied for analysis of the deuteron stripping on heavier nuclei. Such reactions provide a unique tool to study
(n, ) processes on exotic nuclei, which are important for nuclear astrophysics and applied physics.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Sect. II we first derive the matrix three-body equations for the (A+2)-
body operators projected onto target states. In Sect. III by choosing (quasi-)separable ansaetze for the multichannel
potentials these three-body equations are converted into effective-two body equations in the usual manner. In Sect.
IV the AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation are derived. In Sect. V we present the final
expressions for the modified AGS equations after angular momentum decomposition. In Appendices A-D the partial
Coulomb scattering wave functions, regularized matrix elements sandwiched by the Coulomb distorted waves, the
Coulomb off-shell scattering amplitude, the Coulomb modified form factors and the pole singularity of the exchange
Coulomb triangular diagram are considered. Throughout the paper the consideration is done in the center of mass of
the three-body system a + 8 + +y, that is the sum of momenta of all three particles is always zero. We use the system
of units in which A=c=1.

II. REDUCTION OF THE (A+2)-PARTICLE TO A THREE-PARTICLE PROBLEM

In this section we consider the reduction of the system consisting of two nucleons (denoted as particles 1 (proton) and
3 (neutron)) and a nucleus consisting of A nucleons (particle 2) to the three-body system. Presentation here extends
the formalism presented in [8] by including the proton-target Coulomb interaction and removing some inconsistencies
in [8].

The Hamiltonian is given as

H=H;;+Hy+ V, (1)
Hy = K2 /2410 + Q2 /2M,, (2)
V="V+Vo+ Vs, (3)

where H;t = Tine+ Vine is the internal Hamiltonian of nucleus 2; T;,; and V;,; are the internal kinetic energy operator
and internal potential of nucleus 2. Hj is the Hamiltonian of the relative motion of the non-interacting particles 1, 3
and the center of mass of particle 2. That is, K, is the momentum operator for the relative motion of particles 8 and
v and pq = mgm./mg, the corresponding reduced mass, mgy = mg + m,; Qg is the relative momentum operator
for the motion of particle o and the center of mass of (8,7) with My = mq mg,/(ma + mg + m,); m, denotes the
mass of particle v. The potentials V; and V3 describe the interaction of the nucleons 3 and 1, respectively, with
each of the constituents of nucleus 2, and V5 is the internucleon potential. Potential Vi = V4’ + Vi, where Vy§’ and
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Vgc are the short-range and the Coulomb part of the proton-target interaction, respectively. The Coulomb potential
depends only on the distance between the proton (particle 1) and the center of mass of nucleus 2. For simplicity, in
this section we disregard the Coulomb interaction, which will be explicitly included in the next sections.

Consider the case that nucleus 2 can exist in several internal states p (p = 1,2..., N), assumed to be orthogonal,
with wave functions ¢4 > and energies e” > 0, that is,

Hintlh >= €|@f > . (4)

The notation is such that p = 1 corresponds to the ground state with ¢! = 0. The index p is supposed to contain
the complete specification of the internal state, in particular also its spin, isospin etc. In concrete calculations it is
not necessary to limit oneself to genuine bound states; also so-called quasi-states simulating the contribution from the
continuous spectrum of the internal Hamiltonian of the nucleus might be included among the {|¢5 >}.

To reduce the (A+2)-particle problem to the much simpler three-body problem we project all operators acting in
the (A+42)-particle space onto the three-particle space. In this way they become N x N matrix operators:

H=[H"] = [< ph|H|ef >], (5)
Hy = [H§] = [< ©5|Hole§ >] = [0p0 (K2 /200 + Q5/2M,)), (6)
V, = [V = [< 5| Vales >], (7)

(000 Qo) = [< 51Qaled >] and [0,0 Kol = [< ¢5|Ka|pg >]. The resolvent matrices corresponding to the restricted
full and free Hamiltonian matrices are

G(z) = (z -H)7, (8)

Gyl2) = (= = Hp) ™. 9)

All the operators acting in the A + 2 space and projected onto the three-body space are underlined, while their
matrix elements, which have upper indices characterizing the excited states of nucleus A, are not. Note that since the
interaction between the nucleons 1 and 3 does not depend on the internal state of nucleus 2, the potential matrix V5

is diagonal: [V57] = [d,, V2], V2 being a scalar function.
Next we introduce the channel Hamiltonian matrix for channel a:
H, = (A7) = [(K2/(2 1a) + Va) ™). (10)

The plane wave |q, > is eigenfunction of the operator Q, to the eigenvalue q, and

2/(2 Ma)|aa >=q%/(2 Ma)|qa > . (11)

Let us introduce the bound state of particles § = 2 and v with the quantum numbers collectively denoted by n,
with the wave function an,, o # 2. It satisfies

(Eana - I;[a - Hznt) Pan, = 07 (12)

Hy = K2/(2p1a) + Vi and E,,, < 0 is the binding energy of the bound state {a, no}. Multiplying this equation

from the left by the bound state wave function ¢ of nucleus 2 in the excited state p and inserting Y |p3 >< ¢ | we
[eg
obtain the coupled equations

Y HE G, >= B |0, > (13)

for the overlap functions of the bound state wave function ¢,,, and the bound state wave function ¢4 of nucleus 2

|92, >=< @blvan, >, p=1,...,N. (14)

ang

A priori, we have infinite set of the coupled overlap functions, but here we restrict the number of the excited states
of nucleus 2, constraining, correspondingly, the number of the coupled overlap functions by N. Also

E=qi/2Ms)+Ef, +¢ =q./(2Ma) + Ean,, a#2,
E=q@/2My) 4 Egn, +€¢", a=2. (15)



is the total energy of the three-body system « + [ + v with the pair « in the bound state n, and
Ef, = Ean, —¢” <. (16)

Assume that 8 = 2 and + is a nucleon. Then Egna is the binding energy for the decay of the bound state (87v),, —
BP + 7, where 8”7 = 27 is the nucleus 2 being in the excited state p. Here we denote Eoma =FE! a#2. Fora=2

Qang’
Eon,, is the deuteron binding energy.
Note that from normalization < Yans [Pan, >= On’ n, We get
N
< Pang [Pana >= Y < Sy 900, >= Ongna- (17)
o=1

For the two-nucleon subsystem « = 2, Eq. (13) reduces to the familiar eigenvalue equation since both nucleons are
structureless.

We define a matrix of two-body T-operators t,,(z) in the three-body space for subsystem « # 3 via the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation

ta(2) = Vo + VoG, (2)ta(2)- (18)
This amplitude is obtained from the standard nucleon-nucleus scattering amplitude

ta(2) = Va + Va Go(2) ta(2) (19)
by projecting it onto the target A bound states, where

1

90 = Ty T,

(20)
is the free Green function containing the internal Hamiltonian H;,; of nucleus 2.

The elements t£7(z) are related to the corresponding ones of the matrix of two-particle T-operators t,, read in the
two-particle space as

o dpa rpo
07(2) = [ gelpa > 27 (=~ p2/2M) <ol 1)

Equation (19) is equivalent to the following coupled system of Lippmann-Schwinger equations for the operators fg“ (2):
al 1 .

e (%) = V&7 + 3 _V& s— gy o (e (22)

T=1
where the energy shift accounts for the different reaction thresholds due to the excitation of the nucleus. On the
energy shell, p, = qo, 2 = F and

2o =2—q2/ (2 M,). (23)

Also

t5(22) = [0pota(22)] (24)
with
1 A

ta(22) = Vo + Vng—K—g/@ug) ta(22) (25)

being the purely elastic nucleon-nucleon T-operator.

After we have defined all the necessary ingredients we can introduce the transition operators satisfying the AGS
equations. In this paper we use the modified transition operators. To explain this modifications we consider the
standard transition operators [2]:

Upa(2) = =80 (Ho+ Tint — 2) + V' = Voo = Vine — 60 (Vs + Vint) + V5 G V. (26)



Here, 850 = 1 — 04 is the anti-Kronecker symbol.
V' =Vo+ Vs 4+ Vy+ Vip, (27)

where V;,; is the interaction potential of nucleons of target A, Vo = V' =V, — Vips. Let us first consider the
nondiagonal transition operators (5 # «):

UBOZ(Z) = - (H0+Tint_z) +V/_Va _Vvint_V,B _Vvint +V,8gva = _(HO+Hint_Z) +V_Va _VB +V6gvau
(28)

where the full resolvent G(z) = (z — H)~!. Similarly for the diagonal transition (8 = «)
Uaa - Va + Va gva- (29)

Note that the on-shell reaction amplitude is given by the matrix element < ®g,,,|Uga(2)|®an, >, where the channel
wave function [Py, >= @an, |da >, |Qa > is the plane wave in the initial channel «. Because (HO + Hipy + Vo —
2) ®an, = 0, the matrix element < ®g,,,|Usa(2)|Pan, >=< @gn5|U[g;)(z)|<I)ana >, where U(Z)(z) is the standard
transition operator Ué;)(z) =V +VsGV,.

Thus we can rewrite the standard transition operator in the form, in which H;,; can be combined with Hy as a
“modified free motion” Hamiltonian Hy + H;n:. After that we project the transition operator Ug, onto the eigenfunc-
tions of H;y,:, what allows us to eliminate from the consideration Hj;,; replacing it by the corresponding excitation

energy of the target /. The modified transition operators Upg, (z) also satisfy the AGS equations [3] (the Coulomb
interaction between particles 1 and 2 is, for the moment, disregarded) :

Upa(2) = 8gaGy (2) + ) 010l gy (2)G, (21, (). (30)

It is apparent that the general form of (30) coincides with that for three point particles, the only difference being
that in the present case all operators are now N x N matrix operators. The physical amplitude for the transition
from an incoming state in channel o with relative momentum q,, with the bound state of particles 8 and v being
characterized by quantum numbers n,, to an outgoing state in channel 5 characterized by relative momentum qg and
bound-state quantum numbers ng, irrespective of the internal excitation state of nucleus 2 and taking into account all
intermediate-state excitations and de-excitations of the nucleus due to scattering with each of the nucleons, is defined
as matrix element of U,z between the channel states ®an,, q,:

Xﬁ"ﬂﬁana (qlﬁv Qo; B+ iO) =< (I)ﬁng,qQ3 |uﬁa(E + i0)|(1)0mmqa > (31)

with E being the total energy of the system. The introduced channel wave functions |®as,,.q, > have the form of a
column matrix,

|Spgma > |qa >

2, > 10 >
Panaiqe >= [[€0n, > 10 >] = : (32)
o, > 10 >

Equation (31) represents the sum of all contributions from all excitation states of the nucleus in the incoming and the
outgoing state which are allowed by the on-shell condition

E = qg/2Ma + Egna +e = QZ/2MO¢ + Eana

= q}/2Mp + E§,, + ¢ = qF /2Ms + Egn,. (33)

The component
X2 o s 4+ 10) =< | < 65, [UGE(E +0)[8,. > da >, (34)
where [Ugl] = [< ¢S |Usalph >], describes the transition from an incoming a-channel configuration {qq,na}, with

the nucleus being in excitation state p and satisfying the on-shell constraint, to an outgoing channel S-channel
configuration characterized by {q’ﬁ,ng} and internal excitation state o, taking into account all intermediate-state
excitations and de-excitations of the nucleus due to scattering with each of the nucleons. q, and q,IB are the on-shell
relative momenta of particles in the initial channel « and final channel 3.



IIT. SEPARABLE MULTICHANNEL POTENTIALS AND EFFECTIVE-TWO BODY EQUATIONS

As is well known, the solution of the AGS equations (30) is greatly simplified if the subsystem transition operators
t,, are represented in separable form. For the nucleon-nucleus subsystem a(# 2) we assume the interaction V27
leading from a two-body state with internal excitation state p of the nucleus, to a two-body state with internal state
o of the latter, to be described by a (quasi-separable) multichannel potential of the form

Aa
po _ E P po o
Vn{lna - |Xomflt{1 > )‘a;n{lt{]nata < Xomata| (35)
thita

for p,oc =1,2,...N. Here, n, (nl,) denote the quantum numbers of the two-body state in the pair « before (after) the
interaction, ¢, (t,,) is the number of the separable expansion term before (after) interaction with the total number of
the expansion terms A,. A priori, A, > N,, where N, is the number of the bound states in the pair . Terms with
to > N, represent auxiliary terms, which don’t correspond to bound states but are needed to improve the accuracy.

The form factor for the state with quantum numbers n,, term number of separable expansion t, and inter-
nal excitation o is denoted by [x7, ;. >. The coupling matrix [/\Z‘;’n; " nut.) 18 chosen to be symmetric, that is,
N 1 mote = Ncmatons ¢ 0 order to ensure the hermiticity of the potential. Since, as mentioned above, the nucleon-
nucleon interaction does not depend on the internal state of the spectator nucleus and is therefore diagonal over the
upper-scripts, we have for the matrix elements of the coupling matrix

po —
/\2;nfltflnata = Opo A2inl, tl, ot (36)

The solution of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (22) for the above potential matrix (35) has the form

Ao
17 (20) = Z |Xgn;t; > Agc;rn&t;nata (2a) < Xamatals (37)
tto
where the AZ‘?",Q #7 nata (Za) satisfy the coupled equations
N Aq 1
Agc;rn&t;nata (204) = )\Zc;rn&t&nata + Z Z Z /\Z:n;t&ngtg < X;ngtg|2a T — Kg/2ﬂa |X;ngtg > A;?ngtgnata (2a)

T=1 n/ t!!

(38)
for a # 2, with a similar equation for e = 2 which is, however, uncoupled with respect to the indices characterizing
the internal state of the nucleus.

Now we will derive the expression for the overlap function |¢#,, > in the separable representation. To this end we
can rewrite Eq. (13) in the more convenient form:

. K2
(Bt = g0 ) 166, >= D2 VE 1670, > (39)

From this equation taking into account Eq. (35) for the multichannel potential we get for the overlap function with
quantum numbers n, of the pair a # 2 and with the nucleus being in excited state p

1 2o,
p — § : o p
|¢ana - p Ki Cnata |onnata >7 (40)
Eoma - 2 fer to=1
where
N Aq
o _ E : E : po o o
cnata - )\a; Natantl, < Xan&t&'qsomg > (41)
o=1 nl t, =1
From normalization condition (17) we get
N Aa 1 9
px - p p P _
Cnat{l Cnocta < Xanat{l | |: £0 K?x j| |X0477fo¢toc >= 1' (42)
p=1 t/ to=1 ana T o



The denominator in this equation is nonsingular because Egna < 0. Eq. (40) is extremely important for solution
of the Faddeev equations for deuteron stripping in the separable representation. The overlap function is not an
eigenfunction |¢#,, > of any Hermitian Hamiltonian and, hence, not normalized to unity. Its square of the norm is
the spectroscopic factor of the configuration 5# + v in the bound state a,,:

< (pgzna |(pgna >= S(ﬁ”’y)na . (43)
In the three-body model, in which the antisymmetrization between the nucleon v and nucleons of nucleus 5 = A

is neglected, the sum rule is Z Sy, = 1. If we take this antisymmetrization into account, for what we need
p=1

N
to go beyond of the three-body approach, in the isospin formalism the sum rule is )’ S(gr),. = A+ 1. For
p=1
N
antisymmetrization separately with respect to protons and neutrons the sum rules is ) S 8oy n, = Na+1fory=3
p=1

N
and Z S(8oy)n., = Za+ 1 for v =1, where Na (Z4) is the number of neutrons (protons) in nucleus A. To take into

account the antisymmetrization we can include the antisymmetrization factor into the coefficients ¢, , .
Because we use the three-body approach we suggest the following procedure. For o # 3 the overlap function ¢f,,

has a pole at k2 = — 2, Eopma. Its residue in the pole can be expressed in terms of the asymptotic normalization
coefficient (ANC) for the virtual decay ay,, — B” + . The neutron ANCs can be determined from the analysis of
the experimental data. The overall normalization due to the antisymmetrization can be included into the coefficients
¢/ . For o = 3 the singularity at k2 = —2pu, Eom is the branching point but it is a pole for the two-body p + A
scattering T-matrix and its residue is expressed in terms of the proton ANC. For @ = 2 the overlap function is the
deuteron bound state wave function, which is decoupled from the indices characterizing the excitation of nucleus A.
Now we proceed to the generalized AGS equations. Let 4 = {na, to} collectively denotes the quantum numbers of
the state of the pair a and the number of the separable expansion term. Allowance for the Coulomb proton-nucleus
interaction leads for the physical transition amplitudes, which are the matrix elements of the operators L{gg:

Xgtsaca (s Qos 2) = ) f | < dsl <g5,100° (2Uz0(2) 56" (D)lgte, > 1da > s < Np, ta <Nay  (44)

where for a =3 ¢ ¢, Is the Coulomb-modified form factor, see Eq. (84) below. For a0 # 3 gaC = x% - . The total
physical amplitude for transition from channel o with bound state quantum numbers n, and internal state p of the
nucleus A to channel 5 with a configuration characterized by ng and o is determined by

N N,
ngzﬂ,ana(qlﬂuqa;z): Z Z XZZB,QCQ(qIﬂ7qu;Z)' (45)
tg=1 to=1
Note that
gg;% ¢praCa (2) = Ipa Agfggxga (2), (46)

where (3 = (/,. The amplitudes X7 8CaraCa satisfy the off-shell effective-two body equations

dp
ngfﬂﬁacja(p/ﬂ’pa; ) 60925@3 aCa(pﬂ’po" +Z Z Z Z/ ’Y gzﬁ,w (pﬁ’p"Y’ )

ol n,"’y , ty=1 7=1
X AT ¢ (2 =5 /2M5) XT2 o, (PyPai2). 47)

Here p’B and p, are the off-shell momenta. The off-shell amplitudes are needed later on when deriving the AGS
equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation.

For only two charged particles (with the charges of the same sign), particles 1 and 2 in the case under consideration,
the effective potentials are given by [17]

o -
Zg(zﬁ,aqa(l),l@apm )—5043043 Cca <P,(3| <X,8(5|(1_560¢53a)g UU( )—5Ba53aggU|cha > |Pa>- (48)
Here the Coulomb Green function operator is

G5(z) = (z—Hy - V§) ™! (49)
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and [G§77] = [< ©3|GS |05 >], [V 7] = (65 V], The effective potentials are diagonal in the upper indices since
the internal state of nucleus 2 cannot be changed by the one-step particle transfer process. Equations (47) allow
one to take into account the possibility of the excitation of nucleus through the interaction with the nucleons 1 and
3, respectively, as well as the contribution of the rescattering of the excited nucleus to the three-body dynamics.
Because our Coulomb V¢ interaction potential depends only the distance between particle 1 (proton) and the center
of mass of nucleus 2, this Coulomb interaction cannot excite nucleus and [Vgc 7] is diagonal matrix in the upper
indices indicating the target excitation.

Further insight is gained on expanding Eq. (47) in a Neumann series. If in that expansion one neglects the con-
tribution from all those terms in which the excited nuclear states appear explicitly, one obtains equations which are
of the same form as the usual AGS equations. The only difference between the latter and the AGS equations for
three point particles is that now the two-particle amplitudes describing the elastic scattering of each of the nucleons
off nucleus 2 take into account the multistep excitation and subsequent de-excitation of the nucleus. Therefore, the
corresponding pair potentials must be expected to be energy-dependent, non-local, and complex. In practical appli-
cations these potentials could be approximated by optical-like potentials but fitted to the nucleon-nucleus scattering
and bound-state data.

IV. THREE-BODY EQUATIONS IN THE COULOMB DISTORTED WAVE REPRESENTATION

In this section we obtain the AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted wave representation. To this end we start
from the matrix AGS equations (47). Xg’zﬁ ala (P, da; 2) is the reaction amplitude describing the transition from
the initial channel o + (87)¢, and nucleus A in the internal state p, whichever particle it is in the initial channel,
to the final channel 3 + (a )¢, with particle A in the internal state o. If, for example, o = 2, the above transition
is a” + (B7)¢, = B+ (a7 7)¢,. Because we use separable potentials, the effective potentials Zggﬁ)a% (P54 2)
are sandwiched by the separable form factors x/ ¢, and Xf; s In the next section the full AGS equations with
explicit indication of spins and angular momenta will be presented. It is worth mentioning that we assume that all
the effective potentials are diagonal over the upper-scripts p and o, that is the effective potential doesn’t change
the internal structure of nucleus A. This change can occur only in the separable potential matrix A;_p ey This

» Sy

assumption is justified because the Coulomb p — A interaction depends only on the distance between the proton and
the center of mass of target A.

Our goal is to obtain the modified Faddeev equations in the AGS form where the Coulomb rescattering of the
particles in the initial and final states is explicitly taken into account by sandwiching the transition amplitudes and
effective potentials by the corresponding Coulomb scattering wave functions. That is what we call the Coulomb
distorted wave representation. To obtain this representation we follow the strategy outlined in [16]. First, we need to
rewrite the matrix AGS equations in a conventional Lippmann-Schwinger form X = Z + Z Gy X, where G is a two-
body free Green function. After that we add and subtract the Coulomb potential between the particles in the initial
and final channels introducing Z = Z’ + U°®, where Z' = Z — U®. After that we will apply the two-potential equation
leading to < p®|X|pY >=< p%|Z|p® > + < p®|Z' GC X|p® >, where G is the two-body Coulomb Green function
describing the propagation of the particles in the intermediate state and p® is the Coulomb distorted wave. Using
the spectral decomposition of the Coulomb Green function G¢ we immediately arrive at the desired AGS equations
in the Coulomb distorted wave representation, where the reaction amplitudes and the effective potentials in all the
channels o # 3 are sandwiched by the Coulomb distorted waves: < p|X|p® >=< p%|Z/|p® > + << p©|Z'|p¢ >
Go < pY|X|p® >>. We have only quite schematically described our strategy. Its practical implementation has many
peculiarities which should be overcome. Now we proceed to the practical implementation of the outlined strategy.

First, to rewrite the AGS equation in the Lippmann-Schwinger form, we introduce new effective two-body amplitudes
and effective potentials [16]:

X=XG,g," (50)

and
Z _ ZQO gal7 (51)

with
g&% CpraCa (pQ% Paj %) =0pa 5(Ps — Pa) Agl;)([l Ca (Za)s (52)

where (g = (., 24 =2 —p2/(2M,). For t, < N,

(o)

908 ¢s 0 ¢ (PasPai 2) = 050 06 ¢ 00 p 0(Pl = Pa) Josa ¢ (Pai 2 — Ean, ), (53)
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N 1
~'a a oc;Z_Eom,a = ~ 54
Go;a ¢ (P ) B )20 (54)

is the two-body free Green function, z — Eop, — p2/2 My = 2 /2 My — p2 /2 My + 0.
Introducing new reaction amplitudes and effective potentials we are able to rewrite half-off-shell Eqs. (47) in the
matrix Lippmann-Schwinger form:

Y My - P

- dp 1
ap / . 24 aT
Xl (P dei2) = 232, 0, (P aas2) + 3 D tZ: Z/ 27) 53 288¢, (Pl Py )z—E 2/(2 M)
Y Ty y=17=1

'y N
v ov 2
X X e Praai) £ > Y Z/ 2525 ¢, (Pl Py 2) AT cn(2 — 15/ (2 M)

v n/ n// t/ t” N +1 v

X X»I;Z‘;/yaga (Pm%;z)- (55)

Note that the two-body free Green function appears only in the terms describing the physical
bound state — bound state transitions. The new effective potentials Z are not diagonal over the upper indices
because they contain now G°°.

The terms with t;, tg > N, + 1 are auxiliary terms included to improve the accuracy. Corresponding auxiliary

amplitudes X ,:’é;,’a o (P~ 9a; 2) don’t describe any physical transition bound state — bound state. If we include these

auxiliary amplitudes, we need to supplement AGS equations by the equations for these amplitudes.

In [8] the Coulomb p — A interaction was neglected but here we explicitly include it. Allowance for this Coulomb
interaction leads to the appearance of the Coulomb-modified separable form factors for the system (12) and the off-
shell 1+ 2 Coulomb scattering amplitude in the four-ray vertex in the triangular diagrams [4, 17, 18]. The triangular
diagrams describing the d + A and p + (n A) elastic scattering with the four-ray vertex, owe to the presence of the
off-shell p+ A Coulomb scattering amplitude, contain the Coulomb forward singularity A=2 in the transfer momentum
plane at A% = 0. Coincidence of this singularity with the pole singularity of the two-body Green function leads to a
noncompact singularity of the generalized Faddeev equations written in the AGS form [4, 18, 19]. To eliminate it in
[4, 16] the channel Coulomb potential was added to the diagonal effective potentials and subtracted:

Z,ggﬁ,aCa 56045&35{5(& 5UPU +ZBCBOlC , tg or to < Ny, (56)
and
~0p __ r70p
75 e =25 e ty > Ng+1 orta > No+ 1. (57)

Note that the nondiagonal effective potentials are not affected by the Coulomb channel potential, that is nondiagonal
potential Z 5’1’; ¢, coincides with the original effective potential Zggg,a<a= while its diagonal part in the channel

~cha ote = US for t, < Ng; US is the channel Coulomb potential describing the interaction of particle o
and the system (3+) with its charge concentrated in its center of mass :

Zo 25~ €2
US (pa) = %, (58)

Zq € is the charge of particle o and Zg, e is the charge of the system (), which is equal to Zg e or Z, e depending
on which particle of that system has nonzero charge; p, is the distance between « and the center of mass of the
system (B+). The explicit expression for the effective potentials will be given in the next section.

After adding and subtracting the channel Coulomb potentials, according to the outlined strategy, we can apply
the two-potential theorem, which allows us to rewrite Eqs. (55) in the form, in which the reaction amplitudes and
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potentials are sandwiched by the Coulomb scattering wave functions (off- and on-shell):

SCo ~O(=) O+ SCo ~C(=) C(+) dpv 7'8Cor (5 C(—-) _C(-).
Xﬂc“ﬁcfca(l’@ Ll i2) = Zﬂcﬁapca(l’ﬁ N +ZZZZ/ cgm(pﬂ ’Pv( ;2)

ny ty=17=1
1 SCrTp
_E _ 2 2 M. XW’(w;aCa(
< Y My p'y /(2 M)

dp oo _C(— ov SC v,
DY Z Z/ a3 256, By P 2) AT o (2 = 03/ (2 M) KT U (0 a5 2),

0 n,yn’ ty t’*NJrlv 1

tBSNﬁu taSNou (59)

C(-)

pd ) al™M;z)

X » Ao

sc e,
Xﬂcﬁggga(l)ﬁ,qa( )a z) = chﬁ Z’Za(pg,qa( )a z)

dp,, ZSCor 1 SCr c c(+
+Z Z Z Z/ Z5¢,, vcw(Pﬁ’Pv( );2) I3 2/(2 M) chw,cfca(f’v( ),af™);2)

ny tw—l‘r 1 2= Lyny = Dy

dp VAL ov SCv
+ Z Z Z/ o5 288, (Pl Py 2) ATV o (2 = p3 /(2 M) X7 "0  (Pys 0S5 2),

Y na,nl bt =N,+1 v=1
tg > Ng+1,t, < N,. (60)

These equations are the desired Faddeev equations in the AGS form in the Coulomb distorted wave representation.
They generalize Egs. (5.35) [16] by taking into account the target excitation. Eqs (59) determine the components
of the reaction amplitude matrix corresponding to bound state — bound state transitions. From these components
one can calculate the observable cross sections. However, to determine these physical matrix elements we need to
know also the auxiliary amplitudes X fa"g . (P, qg(+); z) corresponding to transition from the initial bound states

(ta < Na) to the quasiparticle states (), > N, + 1). That is why Eqs (59) are supplemented by Eqs (60), which
determine these auxiliary components. We remind that the auxiliary components appear as the result of the separable
expansion of the nuclear potential not only over the bound states but also over the quasiparticle states not representing
any physical bound states (tg > Ng + 1).

In these equations the reaction amplitudes are

5Ca c oo c
X5t e sl i2) =< yp| X50, ac ()WGT (61)
where for tg < Ng, to < Ny yg = Pgs C) - 1/)0( ) denotes the off-shell Coulomb scattering wave function in the

Pjidg
exit channel $ and for tg > Ng+1, to < N, yg = pﬁ; do stands for the on-shell Coulomb scattering
wave functions in the initial channel . Also for the amplitudes under the integral

c(+) _ ,C(H)
— ¥Yda

SCT T
Xe, 5@ (v a5 2) = <3y |XTE e, ()0 >, (62)

where for t, < N, to < Ny yy = ¢C( ) is the on-shell Coulomb scattering wave function in the interme-
diate channel v and for ¢, > N, + 1 t < Na Yy = Py
The inhomogeneous terms are

7' 8Cop (='C(=) _C(+ C(=) C(+)
253520 By alWs) =< Vplsqs 25 ac, @S >, ts < Np, ta < Na, (63)
>SC o o
Z@gﬂ gca(prS( ); z) =< pg}Zﬂﬁﬁ aCa W)C >, tg > Ng+1, ta < Na. (64)

The potentials in the integrand are

oT (= C —
75557 b5 7 pSiz) <1/}p(q)5|ZﬁCB 6, @Yt >, tg < Np, ty < Ny, (65)



SCoo ~,C(*) . _ C(-) oo
Zge, e, (Pg Py 2) =< wp’ﬁ;qg’ZﬁCm'yCv(Z)}pW >, tg < Ng, ty > Ny +1, (66)
~>SC ot c(-). _ 70T C(—
25677, (0S5 2) =< Pl 25T, e, (2)|Wp ) >, tg 2 Ng+1, ty <Ny, (67)
28250 ¢, (P Pa; 2) =< P3| 25, ¢, (2)[ Py >, ts > Ng+1, ty > Ny +1. (68)

In each channel, for which two-body state is not a bound state, the Coulomb scattering wave function (off-shell or
on-shell) should be replaced by the corresponding plane wave.
The off-shell Coulomb scattering wave function is given by

WSE) > = [14Go(g2/2Ma)] TS (a2 /2 Ma)IPa >, Pa # da, (69)

1

Golta/ (2 Ma)) = 5y Q2 J@ ML) 170

(70)

is the free Green function describing the propagation of the system of the noninteracting particle o and the system
(B7), Q2/(2 M,) is the kinetic energy operator of their relative motion. Also T (p’,, Pa; 2/(2 Ma)), P.s Pa # Gas
is the two-body off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude of particle @ and the center of mass of the system (8+)
moving with the relative kinetic energy ¢2 /(2 M,) and interacting via the Coulomb potential U (p,).

The on-shell Coulomb scattering wave function can be obtained from it by taking the limit p, — ¢o. In this limit
we get [20]

. C(— o C(—
JJim < g0 Qs 4a) =< g, (71)
where
. - o+ Ga i Ma
Qpas qa) = "™/ (1 —ima)]* (22 ) 2
(Pas Ga) = €D = ima)] ™ (== 5 (72)

Na = ZaZpy e2 M, /4o is the Coulomb parameter in the channel «, which characterizes the Coulomb interaction
between particle o and the system 8 + v moving with the relative momentum q., Zg, = Z5 + Z,.

We return now to Egs (59). These are not integral equations yet and we will address this point. Let us consider the
physical amplitudes (describing the transition bound state — bound state). On the left-hand side of Eq. (59) we have

the amplitude Xg?;g Ca (13;.;0(7), qg(ﬂ; z) given by Eq. (61), while in the integrand we have different half-off-shell

amplitude X777 (pg(_), qg(+); z) given by Eq. (62). Both amplitudes are half-off-shell but the off-shell effects are

Y C'y ;o Co
treated differently in both amplitudes. In X?gﬁag ‘o (f)ﬁc(f), qg(ﬂ; z) in the bra state we have the off-shell Coulomb
scattering wave function, while in X f 27(5 ‘o (pg (_), qg(+); z) in the bra state we have the on-shell Coulomb scattering

wave function but with momentum p., which is the integration variable and, hence, py # ¢, where g, is the on-shell
momentum in the channel v. Hence the amplitudes in the left-hand side and in the integrand of Egs. (59) are not
the same functions and these equations cannot be solved as integral equations.

Let us take the on-shell limit pj; — ¢j in Eqs (59). Taking into account the on-shell limit of the off-shell scattering
wave function, see Eq. (71), we get for the reaction amplitude and effective potentials:

. -SC o ~C(— —1 vSCo 'C(—
pélﬁgg X@gﬂ,gca (p,@ ( )aqg(Jr);Z) = [Q(plﬁa q,/fj)] 1X,@<5,£¢a (q,(a ( ),qaC(Jr);Z), (73)
. 5'SC o _'C(— —145'SCo 'C(—
pilféﬁ 2550 By dS Wi2) = [, ap)) 7 255 2 (g T el 2), (74)
. =1 SC or 1~'C(— _ _15'SCo 'C(— -
Jim 2305 By py i) = (000 o)) 25 S (g i) (75)
and
. 55C or = C(— —1 5#8Co "'C(—
lim Z5C7T. By T pai) = QW ab)) 7 Z5E T (ag T s 2). (76)



13
Thus taking limit pj; — ¢j in Egs (59) and multiplying them by [Q2(pj;, ¢j)] we obtain the on-shell limit

X570 (ay 7 aS ™2 = 2557 (a8 qSH):z)

B¢s,aCa B¢s,aCa qﬁ y Ao
N, N
dpy 2 500r (/O() O, 1 FSCTP  (5C(=) (O,
+ZZZZ/ (27)3 ZﬁCaﬁva(qﬁ ' Py ’Z)Z—E —p 2/(2M)X’Y<'yva<a(p’)’ y Ao 52)
Y ony ty T=1 Y Ny o] o

A, N
dp oo 'C(— ov -SCv
LYY S G AT T pr ) AT e M) K (a1 2)

¥¢ 0 Ca
Y n,y.,niY t,y.,t;:N.erl v=1

tg < Ng, ta < Ng. (77)
The on-shell limit of Egs. (60) is straightforward because the bra state p’ﬁ is the plane wave and we get

X 9¢ C 55C c
X3 Cﬂ?gé‘a (qlﬁ= qa(”; z) = Zg C;aifca (qlﬁa qa(+); z)

APy sscor (g LC(-). 1 FSCTp  (C(—) C(+).
SX NN | g A ) s XS 0 52)
= Yy v vy

A, N
dp oo ov > SCv
DD YD Z/ﬁzﬂ%w(w(q/ﬁ’p%z) ATV o (2 =P3/(2 M) X760 (e af s 2),

o n.],,n’W t.y,t’W:N.erl v=1
tg > Ng+1, ta < No, (78)
where ¢, = {n,, t,}, ¢, = {n}, t.}. Evidently that Eqgs (77) are not integral equations because on the left-hand
side we have the on-shell transition amplitudes while in the integrand they are half-off-shell. To obtain an integral

equations from (77) we use its off-shell extension, which differs from the one used in (59):

X500 (), qSH)2) = 23070 (00 g0, 2)

B (s \Pp BésacaPs 1 la
N, N
dpy 5/ sc 'C(=) _c(— 1 SSCT c(-) .C
DRI I B Bk L 5
Y Ny ty=1T1=1 (2 ﬂ-) ’ - EV"W _pV2/(2 MV) K

A, N
dp SC oo 'C(-) ov 5 -SCv c
DD IS Z/ﬁzﬂcmm(% Py 2) AT o (3)) X5 e (Pyr a5 2),

o n.],,n’W t,y,t’W:N.erl v=1

tﬂ S Nﬂ? toz S No“ (79)
x9Ca 5'SCo
XBCB7£CO< (plﬁv ng)?Z) =Zg cﬁ,apqa (p’g,qg(“;Z)
N, N dp .
" / 15 2585, 0 p5 i 2) —— > RN SURIN )
;;tglg (27T)3 Py K Z_E,an_pry2/(2Mry) v Gy aCa VY

A, N
dp’Y oo / ov 2 oSCv C(+)
DD DY Z/WZﬁcﬁ,m@ﬁvwz)Amc;@v))chg,a”ca@wqa< :2),

v n.],,n’W t.y,t’W:N,erl v=1

tg > Ng+1,tq < Ny, (80)

where 2, = z — p2 /(2 M,). Egs (79) are half-off-shell because in the exit channel 3 the on-shell Coulomb scattering
wave function < p,ﬁc(f)| =< 1/1523(7)| is present with momentum pj # gj. It means that in Egs (79) the off-shell

behavior in the exit channel differs from the one in Eqs (59), where the off-shell Coulomb scattering wave function is
used rather than the on-shell one but with the off-shell momentum. But the on-shell limit of (79) coincides with the
renormalized on-shell limit of (59). Eqs (79) together with (80) are our final equations in the Coulomb distorted wave
representation, which will be used to calculate the deuteron stripping amplitudes and cross sections. The advantage of

these equations is that one don’t need to use Coulomb screening procedure, application of which becomes problematic
when the charge of the target increases.
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V. ANGULAR MOMENTUM DECOMPOSITION OF GENERALIZED AGS EQUATIONS IN THE
COULOMB DISTORTED WAVE REPRESENTATION

Here we present the final expressions for the modified AGS equations (79) and (80) after the angular momentum
decomposition. We follow the formalism used in [15]. We use the following angular momentum coupling scheme for
a given channel o sg +s, = So, Lo +Sa = Jo, sa +Jo = Xo, lo + 2o = J. Here, s, denotes the spin of
particle «, L, is the relative orbital angular momentum, S,, is the total spin, and J,, is the total angular momentum
of particles S and v; moreover, 1, denotes the relative orbital angular momentum of particle a and the pair (57),
and finally J is the total angular momentum of the three-body system. Also A, = A7~5~ is the rank of the separable
expansion in the two-body channel o with fixed J, and S,; N, = N7/e5« (NJQSQ < AJQSQ) is the rank of the
separable expansion corresponding to the bound states in the pair « for given quantum numbers J, and S, ; as before
to = 1...A7>% enumerates the number of the expansion term of the separable potential in channel a with given J,
and S,. As in the previous sections, no = {La, Sa, Jo} collectively denotes the quantum numbers of the pair «,
while {4 = {na, ta} = {La, Sa, Ja, ta} denotes the complete set of quantum numbers characterizing the two-body
state a, which, in addition to n,, includes the number of the separable expansion. A new variable uy, = {na, lo, Za}
collectively denotes all the introduced above spin-angular momentum variables in the channel « except for t,. As in
[8] we don’t use the isospin formalism to treat two nucleons.

From Egs (79) we get

Ny, N
oy - dp,
SCJr SCJ
Xuﬁ tg,uipta (p6l57 qal ) ) = Zug tg,uzga (p6l57 qal 32 + Z Z Z/ 2 uggg,]uwgw; (pﬁlﬁv p’yl ) )
v 0

Uy ty=17=1

1 §SC I
p
uW tw,uata(pvl ) qal ) )

X =
zZ — E’yn.y _p'y2/(2 M’Y)

A, N
pvp ™ J,5 sSCJ™
PE XS N G A0 v ) AT T () K 0 i),
v=1j

Y Usy, fyt’yvt —N +1

tg < Ng, to < Ng. (81)

Here n, = {S,, Ly, Jy} and nl, = {S,, L., Jy}, uy = {n,,1,,%,} and v}, = {n’v, v, 2~ }. Note that in the scattering

of particles of the pair o the total momentum J, is conserved. That is why Ai” tw TLlf v, (2,) is diagonal over J,.

Also Eq. (80) leads to

N, N
/ / dp-, p? x
SCJ™ C SCJ™ C i SC
Xasis w0 aS1:2) = 2050 T 0, 461,520 D2 D D E:/ S Zug i, 03 951, %)

Y Uy ty=1T= 1O

X

1 -SC J™ Tp
- by, Ua ta
2= Eyn, — 2/(2 My

dpy Py = ’ J,8 scJ c
+Z Z Z Z/ 27T2’Y Zug ti:uv 7(pﬁa p’ﬁz)vAL:t:(Zt/( 29 Xu’ t, uI;p WDy 451,5%),

Y Uy,u tw,t/ =N,+1 v=1
tg > Ng+1,t, < N,. (82)

(& C
(p’yl,w qala;z)

Jy Sy ov s . .
AT Lo (2,) satisfies the system of equations

NSy

J Syt 4 w J,Syw 1 J, Sy w Jy S wu .
AT e (3y) = )‘L t L’ t, E E E AL ty LUt < XL”t” |5 w 2 |9L” £ > AL” t LL ¢ (25),
vy Bty vty i 2, —er —K2/(2uy)

L// t” t”’ 1 w=1 Y ¥ Y

(83)
where 2, = z — p2 /(2 M,).
The Coulomb-modified form factor is given by
1% ) = XE %) + G 7 a2 Bl B ) (54
v by 2 72 v My V_kfyz/(2u’)’)

0
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where

'yLW (k k’YaZ’Y

l\DI»—A

1
/dePL $(k/yak’ya‘2’)’)a (85)
-1

where z = l% -k, k=Kk/E.

The physical reaction amplitude X lS ngJfgf 5,1> Which describes the transition from the initial channel «, where the
particle pair (87) is a deuteron with J, = J; = 1, the relative orbital angular momentum of particle o and deuteron
is I, = [; and the total channel spin ¥, = ¥;, to the final channel § where the particle pair (o) is in a bound state

Jg = Jy and the channel orbital angular momentum and channel spin lg = [y and X3 = Xy, respectively, can be
calculated from the solutions of Egs (81) and (82) as

SCJ™ SCJ” 'c C
leEf ]falpE 1(p,8 lg> qal 7E+) Z 5JﬁJf 6lﬁlf 62ﬁ2f 6Jo<15lo¢li 620421 X’u,g tg,u(;pta (p6l57 Qala;E-‘r)v (86)
ugtg Ua ta
E,=FE+:10.

Now we proceed to the effective potentials, which are the main input into the AGS equations. Our new defined
potentials, see Egs. (51), (52) and (53), are not diagonal over upper indices. We start from generalizing Eqs (33)
and (34) obtained in [15], which determine the off-shell effective potentials sandwiched by the plane waves. Here we
replace these potentials by the ones in the Coulomb distorted wave representation:

4
~5'SC J™ 5'SC J 'C
Zugtg uzp (pﬁlgapal 3 ):Zzugtg u:if)(pﬁllgapal 3 )
i=0
5 S N5 o < NTo5e, (87)

4
sCJ >SC J
Zugtg uaap (p67 pal 5 ): Z ugtg, uipg)(p[% pal 5 )7
=0
tg > N5 1, t, < NJoSe (88)
and
4
JT i
Z’ig tB Ua t a(plﬁ7 pOHZ) = Z Zuﬁ ;[:"5‘275& (plﬁ7 pa;2)7
=0
tg > N78% 41, to > NJoSa 41, (89)
Here
SC I ap (i) [ dppps® [ dpltpy? T ap ()
- C C
Zug tﬁ,uZiaZ (p6l57 pal 32 / 272 / 2Otﬂ-20z p% g (pg) Zuﬁ t;,pu; ta (p67 pou ) Pa la(pi)/z%
0
tg < N7o50, 1o < NToSe, (90)

=5C J dpl pl” ~g= c
Zug tg,u(;pt((z) (pﬁa pal ) ) = / 2(17T2a Zuﬁ ti:sz to (pﬁu pou ) Pala (pg)a
0

tg > N7s5% 41, t, < NJaSa (91)

~1 JTI' ~
Zuﬁ t;,ZS)ta pB’ pou Z Al p/ pa u(;e,lgl,)uz to (p,B7 pou )7 t@ < NJBSB? tOl < NJQSQ? (92)

Z oD, Wl vl 2) Z ALl P RSN (0 D7), e = NP0 41, by < NTeSe (93)

UB tg, Ua ta
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FIG. 1: Pole diagram describing the neutron transfer in the reaction 1+ (23) — 2 + (13).
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N >
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FIG. 2: Pole diagram describing the neutron transfer in the reaction 2 + (13) — 1 + (23).

and
Z) 77, (D pas 2 Z ALl pa) RYT DS o (0 Pai 2), tg > N7% +1, to > NS 11, (94)
Here
NJaSa
~ . JoSa, R R N
R“Ziél-,)u’z ta pﬁ’ Pai? Z Z Rugig(l; i, (p //7 P 2 )AL’ t, ‘Zp to (2a) (Ba = Ean,),
/ t/ _1
tg < N7#% t, < NToSe (95)
NJaSa
Joc « bl bl 7
Rzgz(ﬁzﬁ,zata p,@? pou Z Z RZZt;)Z/ tl, (p,é’v pon )AL/ tl, (zp ta(z )(Za _Eoma)v
/ t/ 71
tg > N7#% 11, t) < N,, (96)

where 2, = z — p” 2 > /(2M,) . The nondiagonal potential for i = 0 describes the pole diagram corresponding to the
neutron (particle 3) transfer, see Figs 1 and 2, the potential for ¢ = 1(2) describes particle 1(2) transfer diagrams
which contain one Coulomb-modified form factor, see Figs 3 and 4. The pole neutron transfer diagrams describing
the inverse processes are shown in Figs 5 and 6. The effective potential for ¢ = 3 describes the elastic or inelastic
scattering triangle diagram, see Figs 7 and 8, and the effective potential for i = 4 describes the exchange triangular
diagram leading to the rearrangement in the channels « # 3, see Figs 9 and 10.

Both triangular diagrams contain the 1 + 2 off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude in the four-ray vertex. The
amplitude of the elastic scattering triangular diagram contains a strong forward Coulomb singularity generated by
the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude, which is compensated by subtracting a corresponding Born Coulomb
scattering term in the channels a # 3. For the contributions with ¢ = 0, 1,2 x = L is a single index while for
i=3,4 it is a multi-index x = (L1, L2, f). Explicit equations for A% and RSB) fB .. 1., were given in [15]. Equations
for A% can be taken from this paper with only two minor modifications: qB should be replaced by p’B and ¢o by pa.
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(12) 2 12)
" (13) 3 " (13)

FIG. 3: The pole diagram describing the proton transfer in the reaction 3 + (12) — 2 + (13), which contains the Coulomb-
modified form factor (12) — 14 2. Because this form factor consists of two terms, see Eq. (84), the diagram is also represented
by the sum of two diagrams. In the first diagram in the vertex form factor (12) — 1 + 2 no Coulomb interaction is included,
but it is included in the second diagram. Bubble shows the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude of proton 1 and nucleus 2

(12) 1 (12)
(23) 3 (23)

FIG. 4: The pole diagram describing the nucleus transfer in the reaction 3 4+ (12) — 1 4 (23), which contains the Coulomb-
modified form factor (12) — 1+ 2. Because this form factor consists of two terms, the diagram is also represented by the sum
of two diagrams. In the first diagram in the vertex form factor (12) — 1 4 2 no Coulomb interaction is included, but it is
included in the second diagram. Bubble shows the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude of proton 1 and nucleus 2

Equations for R * should be modified by including the target excitation indices. In particular, Eq. (A1) [15] for
i =0, 1, 2 takes the form

. ; -
RZ;C? (P Pa; 2) = RCZZ(Z) (Dlgs Pa 2) = Do 2, <5

L L —Lpg o« o
J, — €= pa/(2Ma) — K3/ (2pa)

where ko = €,8(Agy Pa —i—p'ﬁ), k’ﬁ = €8y(Aay p’ﬁ +Ppa), T = f)'ﬁ “Pas Aag =Ma/(Ma+mpg) =1—Aga, a# (. Also
€ap = —€gq s the antisymmetric symbol with e,g = +1 if (a, B) is a cyclic ordering of the indices (1, 2, 3). Although
in Eq. (97) formally two Coulomb-modified form factors are present, utmost only one Coulomb-modified form factor
is needed. In the diagram with ¢ = 0, which describes the neutron transfer (particle 3), the vertex with o = 3 doesn’t
appear. Specifically, the amplitude of the pole diagram describing the neutron transfer 1 4 (23) — 2 + (13), see Fig.

(13) 3 (13) 3
A\ \ A\ N\
7 7/
1 + 1
S - > 7
2 (12) 2 (12)

FIG. 5: The pole diagram describing the proton transfer in the reaction 24(13) — 3+(12), which contains the Coulomb-modified
form factor 14 2 — (12). Notations are the same as in Fig. 3.
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23) 3 (23) 3
AN N\ AN \
/ /
2 + 2
> 7 > 7
1 (12) 1 (12)

FIG. 6: The pole diagram describing the nucleus transfer in the reaction 1 + (23) — 3 + (12), which contains the Coulomb-
modified form factor 1+ 2 — (12). Notations are the same as in Fig. 3.

(23)\ \3 . (23)

NV
NV

FIG. 7: The triangular diagram describing the elastic and inelastic processes in the reaction 1+ (23) — 1+ (23). The four-ray
vertex is the off-shell 1 4+ 2 Coulomb scattering amplitude.

1, is given by

1

k*Lak/_Lﬂ (kL) xS (ko)
oo (0) L, 4 . _ ploc(0)L, 4 . < Ul o B XCB B) X¢o \Fa
Re " (Pg paiz) = Boy ¢, (P Pai2) = 9pa e, 2/dxpﬁ(x)z_ er — p2/(2Ma) — k2/(20a)
el

where « = 1, § = 2 and v = 3. Ouly the vertex S+ v — (87), which contains nucleus 2, depends on the nucleus
excitation index o. Correspondingly, the amplitude of the inverse process 2 + (13) — 1 + (23), see Fig. 2, is given by

1 - '~L o *
kg Fekg ™7 xZ (k) Xea (ka)

2 =€ — p2/(2Ma) — K2/ (200)’

oo (0) L "oo (0) L = o % 1
Rqﬁéa) (plﬁ’pa’z):RCﬂC(f) (p,/@ap&Z):(SﬁaCCﬂ i/dxpg(:zz)

-1

i=0. (99)

Here, « = 2, 8 =1 and v = 3. Only the vertex a +y — (), which contains nucleus 2, depends on the nucleus
excitation index o.

In the diagrams with ¢ = 1,2 (proton or nucleus transfer) the vertex with o = 3 appears only once. Also in [15] the
Coulomb interaction in the Coulomb-modified factors and in the four-ray vertex of the triangular diagrams is taken

(13)\ \3 . (13)

NV

N\
/

FIG. 8: The triangular diagram describing the elastic and inelastic processes in the reaction 2 + (13) — 2+ (13). The four-ray
vertex is the off-shell 1 + 2 Coulomb scattering amplitude.
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(23)\ \3 . (13)

FIG. 9: The triangular diagram describing the exchange processes in the reaction 1 + (23) — 2 4 (13). The four-ray vertex is
the off-shell 1 4+ 2 Coulomb scattering amplitude.

(13)\ \3 . (23)

N
NV

FIG. 10: The triangular diagram describing the exchange processes in the reaction 2 + (13) — 1+ (23). The four-ray vertex is
the off-shell 1 + 2 Coulomb scattering amplitude.

into account in the Born approximation. Here the Coulomb Born amplitude is replaced by the full off-shell Coulomb
scattering amplitude of particles of the pair v = 3. Expression for the Coulomb-modified form factor with the off-shell
Coulomb scattering amplitude is given above in Eq. (84).

Now we proceed to the amplitude of the triangular diagram, ¢ = 3. The elastic scattering triangular diagram has
singularity at forward scattering generated by the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude. To eliminate this singularity
we add and subtract the channel Coulomb scattering potentials in channels « # 3, see Eq. (56). The added Coulomb
potentials can be eliminated by the including Coulomb distorted waves in the initial and final channels a # 3. In

Eq. (A3) [15] the Fourier transform of the screened Born Coulomb potential VW(R) (AZ) should be replaced by the
unscreened T, y = 3. Then Eq. (A7) [15] for the triangular diagrams in Figs 7 and 8 takes the form (o # 3):

1
Sa o0

oo < —Ja 1
REE 177 (B, pai2) = 0pa Badoa {47 Frier 104, (Pai2) ViZ,(AL) + 5 / drp Pr, (w2) Vi (A7)
—1

1
J' SaJaSa =JoSa 1 J' S JaSa
X [FL{:% Lo f (Pl Pas 2) — 16 w3 Fr Zzta (Pas z)}} t52 /dxz Pry(w2) Ftrys [hp 3 (P Pas 2),
1
t! < NJaSa ., < NJaSa (100)

where, owe to § = a, pj = pl, and t’[j =t

—JaSq o0 1 JoaSaJaSa oo
Frt Lo, (Pas2) = 163 Levt oo (Pas Pas 2)

JaSao * JaSa
XLot 7 (k)XLataU(k)

/
o

2= — p2/(2M,) — k2/(2u0))°

1 g * g r
3 CSa,LasJart,, CSarLa,Jasta /dk k2( a # 3, (101)
0

COH
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oo

JaSao
J SaJaSalioo N o%o 24L —f XLato (k)
Fiiviine s (P Paiz) = €@, /dkk 2= @ — p2/(2 M) — K2/ (2p10)
0
1 J' Sao % _r
X5 A, +k|)|A, + k| Fa
[ oy T A 2 K 0
2 z— € —p'o/(2Ma) — (Ao +k)7/(21a)
® JaSao
I SadaSaLlioo . _ o% 0O 2+L! —f XLata (k)
Ftreto s Par Paiz) =g/, /dkk s~ p2/(2 M) — K2/ (20a)
0
1 J! S0 * .y
XS A, +k|) A, + k| -
x /dx P, () Lot 2(| | |2 TE(K,, ks 2,). (103)
7 z— €7 — p'o/(2Ma) — (Aa +k)7/(21a)
Here (o = {Sa, La, Ja, ta} and ¢, = {Sa, L., J., t.},
A;:Pa—P/M Aa:_)\'yBA/au x2:f)0¢'13/a7 Tl :R'Aaa (104)
/ /
mgPa — Ma PB / MpPy — Ma Pg / / / /
k, = ——— = kKl = — o = , k, -kl =Al. 105
v s : 5 s , Pa+Psg=DPstPs , — kK (105)

We use the following notations for the particles in the diagram of Fig. 7 (Fig. 8): a =d =1 (o = d = 2),
B=p =2 (=p =1) and v = 3 in both diagrams. The primed particles on the diagrams are the ones after the
Coulomb scattering described by the four-ray vertex.
The amplitude T$ (k;, k,; 2,) is the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude of particles 5 and v in the triangular
diagram without the Born term, that is T,Yc(kfy, Ky;2y) = T (K, ky; 2,) = V.E (ky — K,), 2, =2z—p2/(2M,).
From normalization (42) on the energy shell (p, = qo) we get

N AleSa s
4w Z Z Fr o Lot (@ai2) = 1. (106)
o=1 t! ta=1

Then, according to Eq. (56), after applying the two-potential equation the first term 4#?12% Zzta (P2 z) chb (AL)

in Eq. (107) will be replaced by the corresponding Coulomb distorted wave. As a result, we obtain

1

"(3) L1 Lo f < 1 J! S0 JaSa —=JaSa
RC(BB)CQ e M(p%a Das 2) = 08a 0a30+3 3.2 /dxz Pr,(x2) {V,YC(A;) [FLZ% F fm(p’a, Pa;2) — 1673 Fio.r Z:ta (Pas 2)

R T (P Pas2) |ty =t S NS 1 < NS, (107)

Also

3) L1 Lo f < 1 J! S0 JaSa ’
Rég)Cal 2jw(p/ﬁ= pa;z) = 56(1 5(13673 8? /d$2 PLQ(J:Z)FLZ% Lata fM(P/M Pa;Z)a t,@ = t:l > NJQSa +1, to < NJOLSOL-
—1

(108)

The spin-angular part A(EP’I)L2 s of the effective potential is given by Eq. (A2) [15], in which ¢, and gj should be
replaced by p, and pl,.
The last amplitudes are the exchange triangular diagrams shown in Fig. 9 and 10:

1

4) Ly Lo foo < 1 24Lg—f
RO 77 (g, pai2) = 850 03 55 / dzs Pr, (w2) / dko ko'
-1 0
1 JBSB*

X, (ko +P|) [ka + P be
8 / da1 Pr, (21) Ty (K Ky 2) s _ '
— €0 — 2M ka 2 2 o
: z— € Ps /(2Mpg) — (ko +P)?/(2 tta)

X725 7 (ka)
Z— @ —p2/(2 M) — k2/(2 p1a)

(109)
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We use the following notations for the particles on the diagrams of Fig. 9 (Fig. 10): a =o' =1 (o = o = 2),
B=p =2 (p=p =1),v=3, where all primed particles are the ones after Coulomb rescattering. Also
P =X\aPs — A\ Pas P =Dpj + Asy Pas 1 = ko - D, Ty = Pj - Pas
mgpl, — Ma P m -m
k;:a—“iﬂ k7:M7 A=k, — K, =pa—p,=p)—Ps=Djs+Patpy (110)
Mag Mag

D = D/p. The spin-angular part A£ ﬁzf(pﬂ,pa) of the effective potential is given by Eq. (A8) [15].

Using the results of Appendix D we can simplify the calculations of the effective potentials by combining the neutron
transfer pole amplitudes with the Coulomb exchange triangular diagram amplitudes taking into account the fact that
near the pole the exchange triangular diagram has also a pole singularity. Summing up the pole neutron transfer
amplitude and the pole contribution to the triangular exchange diagram and neglecting the regular at the pole part
of the triangular exchange diagram, we can replace this two amplitudes by the renormalized neutron transfer pole
amplitude, that is

J 0 J 4 >J 0
Zugti:ga)ta(pﬁ’pa’ )+Zu5;;’?51,a)ta(p,87pa7 ) [1+DgCaaCa]Zu5t5,5l,a)ta(p,87pocv )7 tﬁ SNJBSB) 129 SNJQSQ'
(111)

where Dg. . is determined in Appendix D. In Eq. (111) we took into account that for the pole and triangular

exchange diagrams Z' = Z. The same renormalization procedure can be applied for any ¢g and ¢,. Approximation
(111) will be used to calculate the angular distributions near the main stripping peak, where the pole neutron transfer
mechanism gives a dominant contribution, and the results will be compared with the exact approach.

VI. SUMMARY

We have derived new generalized Faddeev equations in the AGS form taking into account the target excitations and
explicitly include the Coulomb interactions. Applying two potential formula we convert the AGS equations to the form,
in which the matrix elements are sandwiched by the Coulomb distorted waves in the initial and final states. To obtain
the half-off-shell integral equations we use an off-shell extension. The obtained equations are compact and can be
solved. We present the final expressions for the modified AGS equations after the angular momentum decomposition.
We show how to regularize the matrix elements sandwiched by the Coulomb distorted waves. Besides we investigate
the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude in different kinematical regions. We also consider the Coulomb-modified
form factors and show how to regularize them. After that we investigate the exchange triangular diagram and show
that its strongest singularity is the pole of the neutron transfer pole diagram. The strongest singularity of the elastic
scattering triangular diagram with Coulomb four-ray vertex is compensated by the subtracted channel Coulomb
potential. Thus we have shown that the Coulomb interaction can be taken into account explicitly without Coulomb
screening procedure. This will allow us to apply the Faddeev formalism for the analysis of the deuteron stripping on
targets with higher charges, at which the Coulomb screening procedure doesn’t work. For NN and nucleon-target
nuclear interactions we assume the separable potentials what significantly simplifies solution of the AGS equations.

Appendix A: Partial Coulomb scattering wave function in the momentum space and matrix elements in the
Coulomb distorted wave representation

Here we present the expression for the partial Coulomb scattering wave function in the momentum space. This
wave function has singularity and we demonstrate how this singularity can be regularized when calculating the matrix
elements, which are given by the sandwiching the diagrams, describing the reaction mechanisms, with the Coulomb
scattering wave functions in the initial and/or final states.

First we start from the definition of the Fourier transform of the Coulomb scattering wave function [21]:

SO = i, [ are e g

B . . d [p?—(p+ie)?]im
_ TNp/2 el
=—47e L(1+iny) 6hmO Y 2 it

=47 Y Vi (B) Yim, (0) ¢S, () = Y 21+ 1) Pu(p - D) 05, (p). (A1)

lml l
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Here 1, is the Coulomb parameter of the interacting particles moving with the relative momentum p, ¥;,,,, (p) is the
spherical harmonic function, P;(p - p’) is the Legendre polynomial. We can see from Eq. (Al) that the Fourier
transform of the Coulomb scattering wave function is a distribution.

The expression for the partial Coulomb scattering wave function in the momentum space was found by one of us
(A.M.M.) [22]:

Lige (0 Fprie) I (' —p)Q)}

2 .
e (p) = —p—jT e~ /2 I'(1+in) el or lirn 2Im|e oF (=1 I+1;1—imp; — 1y

pl 0 (p/_p+i€)l+inp
(A2)

where ¢lc = Ulc — UOC, Ulc is the Coulomb scattering phase shift in the partial wave I, 1, = Z1 Zse? pu12/p is the
Coulomb parameter for particles 1 and 2 moving with the relative momentum p = /2 u12 E12, 2F1 (=11 +1,;1 —

11p; — (Z, ;z ,) 2) is the hypergeometric function, which reduces to a polynomial of order [ in the plane z = —%. I

particular, for | =0 2F1(0,1,;1 —iny; — (Z,;zf) =1.

The function ‘/’pcz (p') has singular branching points on the complex plane p’ at p’ = p+ie and p’ = —p +ie.
The small imaginary addition +ie determines the rules for circuiting around the singularities when integrating. If
the integral containing the Coulomb scattering wave functions is calculated in the analytic form, then no difficulties
arise, because the presence of the imaginary addend =i e shifts the singularities from the integration contour to the
complex plane and 21_13(1) can be easily taken after carrying out all the integrations. Such a procedure, however, would

n

be highly inconvenient in numerical calculations, for in this case it would be necessary to calculate the integrals for
several continuously decreasing values of € in order to attain a needed accuracy. This procedure, owe to the presence
of the singularity of the integrand, may become very unstable and even not converging when 7, increases.

This difficulty can be readily circumvented if, putting € > 0, we regularize the initial integral. Then the result of
the integration will be stable when integration is performed for 21_13(1) The regularization method is taken from [23].

To explain the Gel’fand-Shilov method we consider the integral

b

J) = lim [ d f(x) (x +ie), (A3)

where b > 0 and a <0, ReA=—1, ImA # 0 and f(0) # 0. To regularize this integral we assume that —1 < Re A
and € > 0. Subtracting f(0) from f(z) and adding it, we can rewrite integral (A3) as

b
JO) = lim [/dx (@) = FO0) (x +i 0] + £(0)
0

(b—l—i()))‘Jrl _ (a—l—iO))‘Jrl

A+1 (44)

e—+0

J()) is analytical function of the parameter X in the domain —2 < Re A and A # —1. Because J()\) and J()) coincide
in the region —1 < Re\, J()) is an analytical continuation of J()) into the domain —2 < Re . The integrand in
(A4) does not have diverging singularity and the integral can be calculated; the additional term containing f(0) is
also not singular because A = —1 + in. Eq. (A4) can be considered as generalization of the famous equation for the

b b
integral containing pole singularity: [ dz f(z)/(z — 29 —i0) = P [ dz f(z)/(z — o) + i 7 f(z0), where P stands for

a a
the Cauchy principal value of the integral. By subtracting and adding df(x)/dz|y—¢ « in the integral (A4) we can
continue analytically (A3) into the region —3 < Re A. Moreover, in this case the integrand vanishes at x = 0.
Using the explained regularization we show how it works in practice. As example we consider

759 Cy_ dpp2Z c A
0 (8 Pa0) = [ 55 Zo(ps: P) ¥p, 0(P)- (A5)
0

Here subscript 0 denotes I = 0 partial wave. Note that 1/)pca ,(p) contains oy (—1,1 + 1;1 —iny; — (Z;pp‘])Q), which is

expressed in terms the polynomial of (p — po)?™ with 0 < n < [. Hence the terms with n > 1 don’t require the
regularization at the singular point p = p, and the only singular term, which requires regularization, is the one with
n = 0. That is why it is enough to demonstrate how the regularization works for [ = 0.
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To demonstrate the regularization we consider the effective potential Z(pg, p) given by a simple pole propagator:

2 (12 Z1 Zo €2

s PP+ "o

Z(pp, P) = —

where (112 is the reduced mass and Z; Z, e? is the product of charges of the particles 1 and 2. The partial wave pole
amplitude at [ = 0 is given by

Zo(pg, p) = — 12 Z1 Zo € Qo(§), (AT)

(ps— P2 +rK2 2psp

1
/ B meZiZ e?
1

§ = (p3 +p* + £%)/(2psp). From equation [21]

P~ (po+ i)
[Py — o)+ R

dp o .
ZSC(Pﬁ,pa)_/WZ(pﬁvp) C(p) = 2221 Zoe?e ™12 D(1 +in,) (A8)

)

where 1o = Z1 Zy €2 j12 /Do is the Coulomb parameter associated with the momentum p,, which is the on-shell
momentum. From Eq. (A8) using the partial wave expansion [22] we get

Z%9(pg,pa) = Y (21+1) Pi(s - Pa) 20 (ps, 151, (A9)
=0
Z7 (pg, P51 p) ¥y, (p)
0
1 9 e 4C (DB + Do+ iR\ (ps — pa)? + K2
= e /2T(1 4 in,) € # Im[e*“% (7) 2F1(—l,l+1;1—z'na;——)} (A10)
PB PB—DPatik 4pg Pa
and for [ =0
1 _ . DB+ Pa +EK\iN
75 (pg, pCo) = ——e~ /2 T(1 4 ina 2Im{(7,) } All
o (ps 0) s ( ) Ps—Datin ( )

Evidently that analytical expression (A10) for ZlSC(pB, pgl), obtained owe to the very simplified approximation for
the effective potential Z, can be easily calculated. However, in general case of folding of the partial Coulomb scattering
wave functions with the effective potentials there are no analytical expressions for Z5¢ (ps, p$,). In this case the
integral must be calculated numerically and regularization of the integrand is required. To show how regularization
works we compare the results of the numerical calculation of Z@g C(p,g, pgo) given by the integral representation (A5)
with the analytical expression (A11).

First we present the regularized integral following the Gel’fand-Shilov method described above:

p1 Pa+A
dp Na Pa / FR(p) B FR(poz) B FR/(poz) (p _pa)
SC C c
Zy" (ps, Pao) 912 (pﬁa p) o(p) + D5 m{ dp (p— pa +i€)tina
0 Pa—A
F'R(pa) 1 1 FR'(pa) N 1—g 1
_ . A iNe _ (A iNa
+i . ((A—i—ie)“h (—A—i—ie)”’a) 1—in, (( +ie) (—A+ie) )
[ dpp?
| 2 Zlos. p)5.olo) (A12)
Pat+A

Here we use regularization only in the proximity of the singular point p = p,. To do it we split the integral into
three terms: the integral from 0 to p, — A, from p, — A to po + A and from p, + A to infinity. The regularization is
required only in the integral from p, — A to p, + A, where

Qo(§)

FR®) = G paym

(A13)
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Comparison of the regularized integrand (dashed red line) in Eq. (A12) with the unregularized one
(solid blue line) as function of the integration momentum p for p < pa, 1a = 12, kK = 0.1 fm™", p, = 1,1 fm™!, ps = 1.2
fm~! and A = 0.25 pa.
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FIG. 12: (Color online) The same as in Fig. 11 but for p > pa, .

and FR/'(p,) =d FR(p)/dp . Note that here we use regularization procedure subtracting and adding FR(ps) +
p=p

FR'(pa) (p — pa). In this case the integrand in the regularized integral just vanishes at the singular point.

To demonstrate how regularization procedure works we performed calculations of analytical Eq. (A11) and regular-
ized Eq. (A12) for parameters given in the captions to Fig. 11. We have chosen the Coulomb parameter 7, = 12, which
corresponds to the proton collision with charge 92 (uranium) at the relative kinetic energy = 1.5 MeV. No Coulomb
screening procedure would work at such high Coulomb parameter. Results of our calculations are: Zf)gc(pg, pgo)
from Eq. (A11) gives —2.009 x 1072 while the regularized Eq. (A12) results in —2.005 x 1072, In Figs 11 and 12
we demonstrate the behavior of the regularized integrand versus unregularized one. As we can see, the regularization
completely change the behavior of the integrand making it possible to perform calculations with singular partial wave
Coulomb scattering wave functions in the momentum space.

The same procedure can be used to regularize matrix elements with the Coulomb scattering wave functions in the
initial and final states. Succeeding in regularization of the integrals containing the AGS effective potentials sandwiched
by the partial Coulomb scattering wave functions, we may conclude that the effective potentials in the AGS equations
in the Coulomb distorted wave representation can be calculated without using Coulomb screening procedure. It is
the most important result of our regularization procedure.
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Appendix B: Off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude

In this Appendix using the integral representation of the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude we will derive the
expressions for this amplitude, which can be used in practical calculations in different kinematical regions. We start
from the standard expression for the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude TS (k/,, ko, Eo) [22, 24, 25]:

TCK. ko, Eo) =47 25 2, €2 0 T(K., kai B0, Bl
a « B Y «

k. —ka)? e

1

1
I(K,, ka; By) . , (B2
( 0/ ki, —ka)? — [Eo +i0—K2/(2pa)] [Ba +10 - k2/(2 1a)] (1 — 2)2 (B2)

k, and k!, are the relative off-shell momenta of particles 8 and 7 before and after scattering moving with the relative

kinetic energy E,, kO = \/2 o E,,. To distinguish the Coulomb parameter of pair a (between particles 5 and ) from
the Coulomb parameter 7, in the channel « (between particle o and the bound state of the pair (5v)) the former is
denoted by 7. To underscore that this Coulomb parameter is calculated at kY we use notation 7% = Zg Z e o /KS.
In the case under consideration T (k/,, ko, Eo) # 0 only for o = 3.

As we can see TC (K, Kq, E,) has the forward singularity at

A,=k, —ky,=0 (B3)

generated by the Coulomb Born term 47 Z3 Z,, e?/ Ai This singularity appearing in the triangular elastic scattering
amplitude, see Figs 9 and 10, is dangerous when coinciding with the two-body Green function’s singularity. Just to
remove this singularity, we added and subtracted the Coulomb channel potentials in the initial channel « and the final
channel 3. Applying after that the two-potential equation we obtained the AGS equations in the Coulomb distorted
wave representation. At A, — 0 I(K,, ka; Eo) ~ 1/]A4|, that is less singular than the Born term.

It is worth mentioning that the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude doesn’t have a definite on-shell limit reflecting
the fact that, owe to the infinite range of the Coulomb interaction, charged particles are not free even when the distance
between them increases to infinity. Assuming that k2 /(2 jio) — Eo — 0 we obtain (the on-shell limit in the entry
channel)

A 0 A
Tg(kloﬂ ko“ Ea) ka;)ka 'f‘g(ka, kgt) TS(HSH) (k/OH kgﬂ Ea)7 (B4)

where the so-called Coulomb renormalization factor

i KOS — K2\ il
1S (ha, KS) = ™R T(L - i) (e ) (B5)
and the half-off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude
. A B2 (k0 1 e)2]E00
TS(HSH)(k/Q”kg”EQ):47TZ6Z’Y626*77772/2F(1+7;7¢12) [ [e] ( Q+Z€) ] €_>O' (BG)

(i, —KG)?+ 2T

Similar equation takes place when k!, — kO, k! # k. Taking simultaneous limit k., k., — kY we obtain the
on-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude. Infinitesimal addend e is required to correctly bypass singularities and for
regularization of the Coulomb scattering amplitude. In what follows we assume that energy E, has always positive
imaginary addend ¢ e with e — 0, that is we replace E, by Eye=Fq,+ie

Let us introduce

Ha 2 )
be= 5= [Bac =Ko/ @pa)] [Bac = Ko/ 2 o)), (B7)
with b = lim b, and
e—0

A2 = (K, —ky)? + € (B8)
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Then
e—

where the regularized off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude is

. 1 .
Toe(K,, Koy Boe) = A7 Z5 Z,) €2 [A2 — i T(K,, ka; Eac)|, (B10)

€

1

- 1

I = / da z' e — , (B11)
J A2 —b.(1—x)?

7725 = Zp Zy 62/%4/\/ 2pa Eq e

Usage of the regularized Coulomb scattering amplitude allows us to carry out all the calculations with different
e — 0 without any problems because the AGS equations are compact at e = 0 [17, 18].

Equation (B10) is not always the most convenient one for practical applications and below we present alternative
equations for T, which can be used in practical applications depending on the value of E,.
(i) B4 < 0.

In this case always b < 0, that is z A2 — ¥ (Bo— k2 /(2 16)) (Eo — k2 /(2 o)) (1 — )% > 0 and TC. is regular. Note

that at £, < 0, owe to the positive imaginary addend, arg(Ea+i €) = mand 111% 10 =25 Zy € o/ \)2 fhar |Ea| o—iT/2
€E—
and lim zi%e = 128 Zy €® fia/V/2 pia [Bal > 0.
e—0 -

(ii) b < 0 but E, > 0. In this case also no singularities appear in the integrand of the regularized integral over x.
In general it is more convenient for b < 0 to use an alternative expression for T.¢,:

12 2
, . . k
Too(Ky Koy Bod) =47 Z5 Zy 2 L2 (Bye — —2 ) (Bpe — —2)
2F,. 2 fioy 2 oy
1
. 1 — 2
x/dxw’"ge - - (1= )A 5 (B12)
) 082+ | b (Bac = W2/ (2 pa)) (Bae = K2/ (2 11a))| (1~ 2)?]

There are no problems in using this explicit equation for T, (k. , ka; EM) in the Coulomb-modified form factors and
in the exchange triangular diagram. A strong singularity of liII(lJ To (K., ko Eqc) in the elastic scattering triangular
€E—>

diagram, as has been explained, is compensated by subtracting the channel Coulomb potential.

(iii) b > 0 (it can be only at E, > 0). In this case the integrand in Eq. (B11) has a singularity (zero of the
denominator):

A2 M g Ko s k2 2
TA2 — 2 (By — =) (Ey — =) (1 —2)* = 0. B13
g B ) B = ) (1) (B13)
The roots of this equation are:
A2 A2 40
=1+=—"=4+ "= ,/14+ —. B14
T TR TRV (B14)

The first root 1 > 1 lies outside of the integration contour over z in (B11) at Aa > 0, while the second one x5 < 1 lies
on the integration contour at A, > 0. The integrand in (B11) has a cut connecting the branching point singularities
at 2 = 0 and x = oo of the function 2¢7a. Hence we can rewrite I (K., ko; Eqn ) as

1 1

- 20
[ — dorxtMae
— o2 Age% A . ([ K2\ k2 27
T ) 2A2 — gt (Bae — 52) (Bac — 32-)(1 - 2)

Ie(k:lu ka;Eae) =

(B15)



27

FIG. 13: Integration contour C' = C; + C2 + Cs.

where the integral is taken along the contour C, which starts at x = 1, encircles the branching singularity at = 0 and
ends at x = 1. We assume that the root xo has a positive infinitesimal imaginary addend, which shifts the root from
the integration contour to the first quadrant. Now we consider the integral along the closed contour C' = C; +Cy+Cj3
shown in Fig. 13.

Because there are no singularities of the integrand inside and on the integration contour C, according to Caushy’s
theorem the integral taken along C' vanishes. Hence,

N 1 NG 1
Ie(k/ ka.Eae):_ﬁ [fdl‘x”’ae
o K ez, A — (5 _ P E._B
e L) 283, g (B 52)(Bac - 22)(1 - 2
o 1
—|—7{ dzaiiae — A I ER = . (B16)
Cs xAif_zgzé(Eo“_w(;)(EO‘E_?;a)(l_x)Q

The integral over Cy encircles the pole at x = z2 and can be easily taken using Caushy’s theorem. The integral over
contour C3 is taken along the circumference with the radius |z| = 1. Using substitution 2 = €*? we can simplify the

integral over the contour C5. Then the expression for T, (K, ka; E’ae) reduces to

- 1 2 0 4b, ing .
Tae(k/acaka;Eae):47TZBZWe2[Az 1 71;7720‘7:770 ( — R )
AO‘E —¢ o \/Ai€+4be+Aae)2
2w
70 — e 0
~ e /d0 ¢ } (B17)
1—e 2mac ) A2+ 2b(1 — cos )

The integrand in the integral is free of singularities and Eq. (B17) can be used to calculate Ty, (k. ka; E, )atb>0.
Note that from this equation we can easily find the on-shell limit for Ty (K., ko; Fo ) at b — 0

T (K Ks ) "2 4 2 7, 2 — 20 ( be ' B
ae( o) Bay ae) - U] ve 1—6_27”736(A2 ) ) ( 18)

which coincides with Eq. (B4).

We have considered different representations of the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude and its on-shell limit.
In the next Appendices we consider how to calculate the coulomb-modified form factors and the triangular diagrams
using the obtained representations of the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitudes.
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Appendix C: Coulomb-modified form factor

The Coulomb-modified form factor given by Eq. (84) consists of two terms. To calculate the integral part we need
to regularize it. We see immediately that there is a pole in the integrand at

Ky=ky=\/2uy2,, Kk, >0. (C1)

This pole would lead to the logarithmic singularity of the integral when ffv = 0 (end-point singularity). However, we
recall that, according to Appendix B, k', — k, corresponds to the on-shell limit of the Coulomb scattering amplitude
TVCLw (k. k:,y, ~), where it has its own singularity- a branching point. According to Eqs. (B4) and (B5), the on-shell
limit of the partial Coulomb scattering amplitude, see Eq. (85), is

~ kl'y‘”;’y 7 2\i Py A 7 ~
T”yCL,Y (kfyv k'y; Z’Y) = (k?y - kl'y) T T’yCL.Y (k’yv k'y; Z’Y)a (02)

where 71y, = Za Zg €2 jin/\/2 iy 2. At 2, = B, = E, +ie, where e — 0, 7, = 79.. Note that in practical calculations
2y =FEy —p2/(2M,), Ey = E+1i0. Then the integrand in the integral part of Eq. (84) has a singular behavior

TWCLv(kIwkv;év) K=k T’yL (kvvszv)
2 — K2/ (2p) (2 = K2 /(2 )]0

Thus the integrand in the Coulomb-modified form factor (84) has a branching point singularity rather then a simple
pole. As it has been demonstrated in Appendix A, this type of singularity can be easily regularized using Gel’fand-
Shilov method [23]. We apply here this technique to regularize the integral in the Coulomb-modified form factor.

First off all such regularization is required only at ReZ, > 0 because at ReZ, < 0 and Im2, =0 2, — k' i < 0,
that is the integrand is regular function. To regularize the integral at ReZ, > 0 and Im 2, — 40 we rewrite the
Coulomb-modified form factor (84) in the form

(C3)

ky J,S
foo K 2 K
g0 ey = x5 7 (k) )+ 048 5 / K, 1 by i 1) X Ll (k)
Z’Y_k'y/(2:u ] iy

0
00

JySy o
/dk' k;/2 va(kV’kv’ZW)XLwt (kv)}
[Zv_k /(2M7)]1 iy

(C4)
i

In the first integral arg(2,—k'. /(2 ) — 0 if Im 2, — 0. In the second integral é,y—k’?y/(2 fy) =€ [k:’2/(2 Hy)— 2]

Then we can rewrite Eq. ( C4AS

ks Jy 5y
Ky, KL 2) X (k)
Jy S~ o Jy Sy o L ( v Rys 2 L ty v
9L (ky) = XL (v +5w3 /d —k’z/(QM JL=idn
0

2k, - 0o Sy o
_ ey / ak!, k’2 va(k%kvvzv)XLw tW (kfy)_e—frﬁw /dk’ klz va(k%kw’Zv)XLwt (K))

. [k/z/(2 fiy) = 5]t / [k/z/(Q fiy) = 2]
k., 2k,

(C5)

Assuming that Rei#y > 0 we can rewrite Eq. (C5) in the form, in which the singularity is weakened enough to
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make it integrable at Reif), — 0:

k' TC

,, ,, 1 (R, By 29) X7 7 (E) = oy Ty (B by 29) x5 7 ()
G 0) = ) 0 by | [ g pg BT b B T B T e )
0

[y — klw/@ fiy )1

~

+ ;;Y gl k T (]%'y’k'ﬁé'y) Xﬁi:a(l}:’y)
y

2k, = JySy a3
s / ak! K, kfyT»yL (K5, kys 2y) XL t (kl) kVT’yL (kvvszv) XLt (ky)
.

: [k/?y/(2 /L’y) - 27]1 iy

Py e=miin (32,0 oy TC, (e, oy 24) X075 (e — iy i a4k K2 7L, (kwkv’zv)xiwswg(’%) C6
"’me (325) ¥ ’YL’Y(’Y7 ’YvZ’Y)XL ty (ky) —e y Ry [k/2/(2ﬂv)_5]1 i } (C6)
2 ks,
Eq. (C6) can be used to calculate the Coulomb-modified form factor. We have shown how to regularize the Coulomb-
modified form factor in the proximity of the singularity k; = ky. This regularization allows one to calculate the
Coulomb-modified form factor.
Now we consider a special case of a simple separable form factor

o ky
Xt () = 13 (ﬂst Ty (C7)

for which we will derive analytical expression for the on-shell limit of the Coulomb-modified form factor. The Coulomb-
modified form factor in this case can be written in the integral form [26]:

4 k2 Lo+1 iyl
Jy Sy o Jy Sy o P v v
gl (ky) = X713 (ky) — iy kY 7.5 = - } /d:v i - . (C8)
n “ DB 2 + k) (k2 - k2) ) [eB+gp-a—alit
Here,
~ JWS o
_ +ik,
a = k'y ]f’y, B = W (Cg)
Ky =+ Fy Brv, —iky

From Eq. (C8) clear that the Coulomb-modified form factor has singularity in the on-shell limit k, — ]%v corre-
sponding to a — 0. For the separable form factor (C7) at L, = 0 the on-shell limit of the Coulomb-modified form
factor was found in [18] (see Appendix C):

S8y o k'v‘”%’v 271—7? 27, arctan k BS?SWU k _if 1y SySy0o/7
goi, (k) =T e "/Bosy ( oF ) Xor, "7 (ky). (C10)

Here, we extend this expression for arbitrary L. To do it we note that Eq. (C8) can be rewritten as

. 1
—4k2 Lo+l 1 iyt Ly
JySy o JySy o . A L vy
g (ky) =x (ky) — i)y by — - } /dx ., (C11)
Loty v Lyty R 7y ([ﬂij’ : ] + k2)(l€,2y _ k’Qy) BLy+1 [(J: — :vl)(x — xg)]LwJFl
where 5 are the roots of equation x B+ -i= —a — a~! = 0 what is equivalent to 22 — £ (a +a~ ) 2 + gz = O:
a+at (a+a1)2—-4
= + C12
2= 798 2B (€12)
Evidently that at k, — 157, that is a — 0,
a 1 a a
X 20 ﬁ — 00, i) 20 E — 0. (013)
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Also 2t~ in the integrand of Eq. (C11) has a branching point singularity at x=0 and oo, which are connected
by a cut. Then we can apply the method described in Appendix B. First we transform the integral in (C11) to the
integral over contour C, in which the integration contour is taken along the contour starting at « = 1, encircling the
branching singularity at z = 0 and ending at z = 1, see Fig. 13. After that we consider the integral along the closed
contour C' = C7 + Cy + C3. Because there are no singularities of the integrand inside and on the integration contour
C, according to Caushy’s theorem, the integral taken along C' vanishes. Hence

: d ”H"‘Lw 1 q i My +Ly q i My +Ly
/ . [(z —z1)(x — x2)] T 1 — e 27y U{ . [(x — 21)(z — zo)]Ert] +% . [(a:—a:l)(a:—xg)]LW"‘l]
0 Co C3
(C14)

We assume that the root x5 has a positive infinitesimal imaginary addend, which shifts the root from the integration
contour to the first quadrant. In the integral over contour Cs we rewrite

; 1 ! 1 p Al 1 c15)
vy [(x—21)(x — 22 — )]l Tl LI (2 — ) lnt! Bodelr x—zp— ¢

We take into account that at a — 0 o — 0 while x1 — oo, that is at a — 0 contour Cs encircles the pole at x = zo+¢€
and can be reduced to the residue in the pole:

1 i N+ L 1 1 dL'V % 1)+ L
—ﬁj{dﬂf 7 R R —.“m—Lj{dI L1
1—e¢ nVC [(ac—:vl)(ac—:vg)] v 1—e Ty L’Y' e—0 de WC [(,T—xl)] ¥ (;[;—;[;2—6)
2 2

. L

271 1 db (2o )iy 2mi 1 L - o 1 2
SR L = L (L)Ll gLl gLl -

1—e27 L] ey delr (zg — 21 + €)LF] 1—e2m L] (1) a i nl_[o (iy +n)
(C16)
L0 > > J s J,8 >
where ]:[O (i9y +n) =1in,. Alsoata -0 a=(k, —k,)/(2k,) and B = (5} U—I— k) /( L:t:a—ikw).
Taking into account all the factors in front of the integral in Eq. (C11)
, —4 152 Lo+l 1 1 i+ Ly
—zﬁ7k$7[ T, 55 019 5 } L,+1 —2n f r I,+1
(B 712+ k2) (k2 — k2) Bt L—emmm ) [(z — 1) (z — a2)]"
2
A L
2777? 27 rctan k BJWSW(T ky —k iy 1 1 i o~ J S~y o ,7
=1 672’)[7”7., o2 arc v/ ( 72]% ’Y) T Z?]T)\ H (iny +n) XL1 t: (ky). (C17)
v v n=0

Let us consider the integral over C3. In this integral the contour goes along the circumference with |2| = 1. Hence,
along C3 z=¢'?and de =idye'?.

2m
1 :Cz'fh-l-lmY a0 1 Lo+1
_ 20 - ~1y @
1_ o2, % dz [(z — 21)(x — 22)] 71 YT o2, (=aB)™ / dpe™™
Cs 0
1
=i(=1)" (aB)l" Tt = (C18)

Ty

Taking into account the factors in front of the integral in Eq. (C11) we get

. [ —4 k2 }L +1 1 fd i Ayt L
—mn L = o T
B T S [ ) N (R

"2 X7 (k). (C19)
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Then we arrive at the final equation of this Appendix defining the on-shell limit of the Coulomb-modified form
factor for the separable form factor (C7):

~ 1
—4 k2 Lo+1 2Ly
JySyo _ _JySy0o a1 L v
g (ky) =x (k)—mk”[ ~ - } /da:
Lty v Lty v Rt ([ﬁ]’ys ] +k2)(k,2y _k2) BL +1 ) ,T — X1 ($ —ZCQ)]L'YJFl
~ . L,
kw:’i@w 2Wﬁv 21}, arctan k. /B;, '*S"’U k,y—k,y iy 1 J Sy 05 “
e Rt | (RIS T U

Thus we have shown that the Coulomb-modified form factor has a branching point singularity at k, = /Acv. This
Coulomb-modified form factor is needed to calculate the amplitudes of the diagrams describing the proton and
nucleus transfer, see Eq. (97). Assume that the Coulomb-modifed form factor is g¢ (ka), which has the on-shell

singularity at ko = k7, where k2 = /2 jiq (e — €°), 20 = 2 — p2/(2Ma). Then we can rewrite Eq. (97) as

1 _ —L ~
) _ k Lo k B o*(k/) o (k )
oo (i) L . "oo (i) L . _ ox o 1 (e XCﬁ B gCa o .
R (Ps Pai 2) = R (P> Pai 2) = dpa €l 3 /dw Pr(x) o —er — 12/ (20 >]171‘f7a , i=0,1,2,
—1 « o fe%

(C21)

where g7 (ko) is regular at ko, — /%g Thus the integrand, owe to the presence of the Coulomb-modified form factor,
has a branching point singularity rather than a pole and the integral can be easily regularized using the Gel’fand-
Shilov method [23] applied earlier. Note that, although derivation of Eq. (C20) has relied on the explicit form (C7)

of the separable form factor x; VS” U(k,y), the result is nevertheless valid for arbitrary nonsingular at the origin form

factor since any such form factor can be represented as linear combination of functions of type (C7). Thus we have
demonstrated that the Coulomb-modified form factor does not create any problems in practical calculations.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that the on-shell limit of the Coulomb-modified form factor at ]%v =0 for L, = 0 was

found in [17]: g[)g ts (ky) 7 20 k2, that is the Coulomb-modified form factor vanishes at the on-shell limit at if'v =0.

Similar cons1derat10n can be done for L, > 0.

Appendix D: Pole singularity of the triangular exchange diagram and Coulomb renormalization of its
strength

In the previous section we considered the Coulomb-modified form factor and how the presence of the off-shell
Coulomb scattering amplitude affects it. The off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude also is needed to calculate the
direct and exchange triangular diagrams. The discussion of the direct triangular diagram has been done in Section
V. Here we consider the exchange triangular diagrams shown in Figs 9 and 10.

In this section we show that there is a pole singularity of the exchange triangular diagram, which allows us to
rewrite the amplitude of this diagram as the renormalized pole neutron transfer diagram plus the nonsingular at the
pole term. To show it let us consider, for example, the amplitude of the exchange triangular diagram shown in Fig.
9. For simplicity, we neglect the orbital momenta in the three-ray vertices and the spins, although the final result,
which we present below, is valid for the general case. The amplitude of the exchange triangular diagram is given by

iy X3Prt 20 (P, + 5 p)
ZD (P, pa) = / 5 2 e T (K ey 5 = —— (D1)
( 7T) kﬁ_(p,y ) k —( +m—mpa)

where « = 1, 8 =2 and v = 3; l%i = 2o 2a and Z, = z — p2/(2 M,); l;g =2pugzg and Zg =z —p’é/(2Mg);
Py + 7.5 Pa and p, (By) — B+~ and
(ay) = a+~ in the triangular diagram. Also ky = po + (ma/map) py (K, = =P — (mg/map) p,) is the relative
momentum of particles o and 5 on the diagram before (after) the Coulomb scattering with the transfer momentum
in the four-ray vertex Af, = ky — k!, = po + P + Py (see also Eq. (110)).

The closest to the physmal reglon and the strongest s1ngu1ar1ty of the triangular dlagram is the one generated by
the coincidence of the singularities of the propagators k2 (Py )2 =0 and kﬂ (P~ )2 = 0 and the
forward singularity of the off-shell Coulomb singularity A/, = 0 of the Coulomb scattering amphtude To show how




32

these singularity of the exchange triangular diagram appears and to simplify consideration we replace the off-shell
Coulomb scattering amplitude T$ (k,, ky; 2y) of particles a and 8 by the Born Coulomb amplitude, which is the

Fourier transform of the Coulomb potential 4 7/ A’i. Then the amplitude of triangular exchange diagram simplifies

to
. my, my
ZW (ply,pa) =47 Z5 Z 62/ dp, Xp(Pr+ 5 Ps) 1 XalPy 5 Pa)
(27)% k3 — (py + 752 Pj)? AL k2 — (Py + 72 Pa)?

aa’, Ax};(A’a—k};) 1 Axa(A’a —ka)
(27)° k3 — (AL, —K,)2 A% k2 — (AL —kq)?

=47 75 Zy 82/ (D2)

where we used the substitution p, = A, — pa — Pj. Also ko = pj + (mp/mgp,) Pa is the relative momentum of
particles 8 and v in the three-ray vertex (8y) — £ + 7 in the diagram of Fig. 1, with « = 1, 8 = 2 and v = 3.
Similarly ks = pa + (ma/mMa~) P is the relative momentum of particles a and v in the three-ray vertex (ay) — a+7
of the same diagram. Now we rewrite

B2 — (AL ko) =04 +2AL ko — A2 =0, [14+2t -k, — 0, 7], (D3)
where we introduced o, = l%i — k2 and used the substitution
A; =0, t. (D4)
Similarly
- 0
k2 — (AL —Kj)? = 0, [u_i +2t- K, — 0, ] (D5)

Here we took into account that from the energy-momentum conservation in both three-ray vertices of the diagram in
Fig. 1 follows

o
o = —— 0q. D6
B Lo ( )

Because we consider the singularity of the exchange triangular diagram generated by the coincidence of zeroes of
three denominators (pinch-point singularity) in Eq. (D2), we use the substitution (D4) obtaining in the leading order

- X5 (= Kj) Xa(—ka) dt 1 1 1
ZD(pls,pa) == 47 Zs Z4 2{ —r }/ t2 ' b7
(P, Pa) TEpLat Ou (2m)3 22 +2t-kj t2 1+2t kq (B7)

Thus we have shown that the strongest singularity of the amplitude of the exchange triangular diagram is a pole
singularity at

oo =0. (D8)
The same singularity has the pole diagram in Fig. 1. Moreover

XZ(—k%)Xa(—ka)}

Oa

Z0(pls, pa) ~ | (DY)
in Eq. (D7) is the amplitude of the pole diagram (we neglect the spins and angular momenta). We can conclude
from the simple consideration presented here that near the singularity (D8) the amplitude of the exchange triangular
diagram behaves as renormalized amplitude of the pole diagram in Fig. 1:

oa—0
ZD(pl,pa) =" D Z(ply, pa) + 2L (Pl Pa), (D10)
where D is the renormalization factor determining the strength of the pole singularity. The additional term
Zﬁi_?,(pga, Po) is regular at o, = 0.
A general expression for the renormalization factor for the exchange triangular diagram containing the full T$

Coulomb scattering amplitude rather than the Born Coulomb amplitude was obtained in [27-29]. Summing up the
neutron transfer pole diagram and the corresponding exchange triangular diagram we obtain the renormalized pole
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diagram plus the additional term from the exchange triangular diagram, which is regular at o, = 0. For the diagram
in Fig. 9 the renormalization factor, which determines the strength of the pole singularity of the triangular exchange
diagram, is

Vmgyma(Za = €7) + /= maymp(Zs — €7) + i\/mwmﬁaﬁgcﬁacaa ] h

e > o 5 o ; o
\/—mﬁ'yma(za — € ) + \/_ma’ymﬁ(zfﬁ —€ ) —1 m’Ymﬁo‘EﬂCaaCa
2 /2
o g M P —ds | pa-a
EﬁCB ala = EﬁCB ala + mﬁa |: 2m5 2ma :|7 (D12)
m A m ~
ES = E+i0)— —2 By, — —5% fo D13
BCp ala MBa ( +1 ) MBa Bng MBa ang? ( )
Z5 Zo €2 lga
NBa = 5—~5 (D14)
\ 2HBa B¢, ac,
72
Bq=2— 2’]’% , B=1z-— ;Afﬁ, and M = mq + mg + m,. For the diagram in Fig. 10
o M . mozv o mB'Y A~
Eﬁ{ﬁ ala — M B (E + 7’0) - Mpa Eﬁng - M e Eoma' (D15)

Thus we have shown that the off-shell Coulomb scattering amplitude doesn’t cause any problem in calculation of
the exchange triangular diagram.
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