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Abstract

We use chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) to calculatesthe scattering length with an accu-
racy of a few percent, including isospin-violating coriens in both the two- and three-body
sectors. In particular, we provide the technical detailaokcent Ietter[[l], where we used
data on pionic deuterium and pionic hydrogen atoms to eixtin@dsoscalar and isovector pion—
nucleon scattering lengtla anda~. We study isospin-breaking contributions to the threeybod
part of a,-4 due to mass differences, isospin violation in #¢ scattering lengths, and virtual
photons. This last class of effects is ostensibly infraneldamced due to the smallness of the
deuteron binding energy. However, we show that the leadirigal-photon effects that might
undergo such enhancement cancel, and hence the standafdcGhRting provides a reliable
estimate of isospin violation ia,-q due to virtual photons. Finally, we discuss the validity of
the Goldberger—Miyazawa—Oehme sum rule in the presenc®spin violation, and use it to
determine the charged-pion—nucleon coupling constant.
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1. Introduction

Hadron—hadron scattering lengths are fundamental giesntiharacterizing the strong inter-
action, and are slowly becoming accessiblatianitio calculations in QCD|]2:|3]. Among them,
of particular interest are pion—hadron scattering lengths chiral symmetry of QCD and the
Goldstone-boson nature of the pions dictate that they aegl §#), while their non-vanishing
size is linked to fundamental quantities like the light duarasses and condensates. For exam-
ple, the combination of two-loop chiral perturbation the@hPT) and Roy equations resulted
in very precise predictions for the pion—pion scatterimglhs [&B]

ag = (0.220+ 0.005M,*, a3 = (-0.0444+ 0.0010M, ", (1.1)
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which were essential to confirm the role of the quark conderesathe leading order parameter
in the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmdﬂy [6].

In the case of pion—nucleon scattering, chiral symmetrdipte that the isoscalar scattering
lengtha® is suppressed compared to its isovector countegoartn particular, the low-energy
theorem fora™ [4, 7]

_ M,
a = 8r(1 + M,/mp)F2

receives corrections only at third order in the pion massiengrediction is numerically very
close to the full result. Meanwhile, the expansion of thedsdar scattering Iengt [7]

+ Mz {_iu(c s —20)}+O(M3)~O (1.3)
4n(1+ My /mp)F21~ 4m, ~ 72T T e '
with the pion decay constaft,, the axial charge of the nuclega, and low-energy constants
(LECs) ¢;, stands in marked contrast: the leading order vanishes#Anlga* as a measure of
the explicit breaking of chiral symmetry—and at sub-legdanders poorly determined LECs
and huge cancellations between individual terms limit thedjztive power of the expansion.
Experimentally, lack of® beams and neutron targets makes direct pion—-nucleon réogte-
periments impossible in some charge channels, complgatmeasurement af. In the isospin
limit the n°p scattering length is purely isoscalar, and correctionsi¢oigospin limit are well-
controlled for this quantity. The best hope for accesa'tan the 7N sector therefore lies in
precision measurements of threshold neutral-pion phothprtion @[b] But, until the advent

of such measurements, extractionsabffrom 7N scattering data suffer from large uncertain-
ties. Different phase-shift analyses yield values cogarwide range from-10- 10°M:? to
+5-103M;1 [10]. Indeed, the combination of data and theory has, until,nacked sufficient
accuracy to even establish definitively tlaat 0.

A precise determination ofN scattering lengths improves our knowledge in many areas;
two particularly important examples of this are the follagi First,a” is one of several inputs
to dispersive analyses of the pion—nucleoterm [11], which measures the explicit chiral sym-
metry breaking in the nucleon mass due to up and down quarkesaand is, in turn, connected
to the strangeness content of the nucleon. Secandgrves as a vital input to a determina-
tion of the pion—nucleon coupling constant via the Goldberyliyazawa—Oehme (GMO) sum
rule [ﬂ]. While the uncertainty ia~ is much smaller than that ia*, it still contributes signif-
icantly to the overall error bar on the sum-rule evaluatib®,[14]. This latter example is thus
one of several where data on pion—nucleon scattering affeote complicated systems like the
nucleon—nucleon\(N) interaction, and hence has an impact on nuclear physics.

In view of the difficulties concerning both direct experinedraccess and the convergence of
its chiral expansiori(113), data on hadronic atoms haverhedbe primary source of information
onat [IE]. In these systems, the strong interaction modifiespleetsum compared to pure QED
by shifting the energy levels and introducing a finite widthhe states. Both effects are sensitive
to threshold pion—nucleon scattering. In this way, newrimfation on pion—nucleon scattering
lengths has become available due to recent high-accuraasuraments of pionic hydrogerH])
and pionic deuteriunm). In the case ofH, the latest experimental resul@[lG] are

€16 = (-7.120+ 0.012) e\, T = (0.823= 0.019) eV, (1.4)

+O(M3) ~ 80-1073M;? (1.2)

a =0

for the (attractive) shift of the dlevel of 7H due to strong interactions and its width. The shift
of the ground state is related to thep scattering lengtla,-,, while the width gives access to



the charge-exchange scattering le = 8 poron [IE]. More preciselygss is related ta,-
through an improved Deser formula [17]

€15 = —20°uZ arp(1 + K + 6129, (1.5)

wherea = €/4r, py is the reduced mass afH, K. = 2(1 — log@)una.p, and oy =
20¥H(0)/¥PH(0) = 0.48% is the effect of vacuum polarization on the wave functbthe ori-
gin [18]. The width, in turn, determineg®} via [19]

1
T'1s = 4o py(1+ B)(a;?;)z(l + Kp + 6729, (1.6)

with Kr = 4a(1-log@)unasp+ 24n (Mp+ Mz =My — M) (3:0n)?, My, Mn, M, andM,0 the masses
of proton, neutron, charged and neutral pions, respegtipelthe momentum of the outgoing
nz° pair, and the Panofsky ratiﬂZO]

o(r~p — 7°n)

p=—"FY"%" 7 _ 1546+ 0.009 (1.7)
o(mp — ny)

Similarly, the (repulsive) strong shiﬁ‘fs of the 1s level of zD yields the real part of the~d
scattering length Re&,-4 via ﬂﬂ]

e = —20° 1 Rea (1 + Ko + 639, (1.8)

whereyp is the reduced mass oD, Ko = 2¢(1-loga)upRea;-4, ands's® = 26¥p(0)/¥p(0) =
0.51% [18].

In the isospin limit, the level shift otH is sensitive ta* + a-, whereas the width is solely
determined bya™. In this way, data fronrH alone permit, in principle, an extraction of the
7N scattering lengths. However, the chiral suppressiom®ahakes it very sensitive to isospin-
violating corrections (see SeEt. 2), such that additiorpeeémental information—in particular
from isoscalar nuclei as they provide better access teare essential to check the systematics
and potentially improve the accuracy of the scatteringfleidetermination. To this end, we split
then~d scattering length into its twaor(N) and three%NN) body contributions

Rea;q = aff,)d + afi)d, (1.9)
where the former is related & via
a® = @(zf + A&"Y). (1.10)
. &d

Here the difference betweeri andda* as well asA&" are determined by isospin-violating cor-
rections (Secf]2) and

M M

b=1+—2, &=1+_—7=, (1.11)

my My
with the deuteron massy. Once isospin breaking in the two-body sector is under cbntr
we therefore have to develop a theoretical descriptioafﬁlf that finally allows one to exploit
information onzD at the same level of accuracy astH, which requires that we can compute
affi)d to an accuracy of better than 10%. As we shall discuss in tleikwthis proves to be



possible, and a combined analysis of the datd (1.4)rband the recently remeasured level shift
in 7D [22]
en. = (2.356+ 0.031) eV (1.12)

then yields the determination af anda™ of unprecedented accuracy in [1]. (The widthmdd
is governed byrd — nn (BR = 739%) andr~d — nny (BR = 26.1 %) [23], such that no
additional information on thresholeN physics is provided.) The main purpose of this paper is
to provide the details of the calculation of the three-bodst pfa,-4, which we decompose as
a®) = a4 alisPrA 4 gFM, (1.13)
wherea®sP*2 involves two-nucleon os-isobar intermediate state™ represents virtual-photon
corrections, ana®" denotes “strong” diagrams, i.e. essentially all otherdbutions in the chiral
expansion (the definition of each class of diagrams can hedfouSectd. 416).

The paper is organized as follows: we first briefly review jBosviolating corrections to the
7N scattering lengths in Se€ll. 2. Then, we summarize the leigyaf diagrams contributing to
afr?i)d in both the isospin-conserving and the isospin-violatiectsr in Sec{13, before discussing
strong, virtual-photon, and dispersiveA contributions in detail in SectS] @, 5, dnd 6. A reader
not interested in the details of the calculation may skiptSEEES and proceed to Sdct. 7, where
we summarize our main conclusions concerning three-bodiribations to ther~d scattering
length. The consequences for thN scattering lengths and theNN coupling constant are
presented in SectE] 8 ahtl 9. We conclude in $edt. 10. Varietadlslof the calculation are
provided in the appendices.

2. Isospin violation in the N scattering lengths

Before turning to the calculation taffl)d, we review isospin-violating corrections to th#l
scattering lengths, which provide an essential input t@tesent analysis. The scattering lengths

in the isospin limit for all eight channels can be writtenénrhs ofa* anda™ as

8rp=8rporp=arn=arnorn=2a +a,
Qrip=Ariporp=&8rn=8rnorn=4a —a,
™ = oy = A5 = Brnnp = — V24,
Az0p = Ar0pn0p = Aron = BpOn—p0n = at. (2.1)

To extracta™ anda~ from hadronic-atom data, we need to relate the scatterimgihea in partic-
ular charge channels to those in the isospin limit, i.e. wedrtbe corrections

Aapp=a,p—-(@+a), Agrn=2a,n—(a" —a), Aaff”‘) = af{e;‘J +V2a. (2.2)

These corrections are generated by the quark mass difieenene m, and electromagnetic in-
teractions. They can be calculated systematically in CAR@,have been worked out at next-to-
leading order (NLO) in the chiral expansion in [24-26].

In those works, and throughout this study, the countigg- m, ~ € is used, i.e. electro-
magnetic and quark-mass effects are assumed to contribtite same order. This counting is
phenomenologically rather successful. The prime exangpthe nucleon mass difference, to



which—according to the evaluation of the Cottingham sune ﬁul]—the quark mass dif-
ference and electromagnetic interactions contribute £20.3) MeV and 0.8 + 0.3) MeV, re-
spectively. (This result is consistent with recent deteations from the IattlcéﬂEiZQ] and from
charge symmetry breaking jgn — dr° [@] ) A similar picture emerges from the kaon mass dif-
ference, where—depending on the assumptions about wolafiDashen’s theore33]—
guark-mass effects are a factor 2—3 larger than electroet@gmnes. It is also instructive to look
at tree-level contributions to isospin violationsiN scattering]:a,rfp — 8y andagp — agn
are purely electromagnetia,o, — a,oy is solely due tang —my, while both effects are of the same
size inal®y — a’%x. Similar conclusmns can be drawn from tree-level isospeaking in therK
scatterlng Iengthﬂﬂ] where the corrections for somechis are purely electromagnetic, for
some purely quark-mass induced, and for some due to botttgffmmetimes the former being
a factor of 2 larger, sometimes the latter.

First of all, the major consequence of the leading-order)(isG@spin breaking in ChP'E[_BS]

1 (4A, V2 e2f2 gaA
AgO — { TN } AgCeeXLO — { A }
P 4nép\ FZ “ ( 1+ 1) % T ép 4F2mp
1 (4A;
LO _ _ — 2 2
2% = el e @h- ) A= M2, (2.3)
is that it is impossible to directly extraat from hadronic atoms. Only the combination
1 4A
A" =a+ - 2¢t,) 2.4
a'=a 4 §p{ Al (2.4)

is accessible, and* itself cannot be obtained absent input on the LECand f; from other
sources (the full list of LECs relevant for the present warkiven i Appendix_A). If the stan-
dard single-nucleon-sector countiag- p is employed, then these isospin-violating effects are
actually of the same size as the pieceadftfiat would be present in the isospin limit; en-
ters these effects because its contributiom'tds proportional toMiO, and f; features in the
electromagnetic contributions to, andm,. Estimates of these constants will be discussed in
Sect[8.

Since onlyd* can directly be extracted, it is convenient to work with

Aayp=a,p-—(@+a), Agn=an-(@ -a) (2.5)
instead ofAa,-, andAa,-,. The results relevant in the present context may then béanrits

AB,p = AB" +AQ7, Al ,=A3"—Aa,

M, (337,
ar M.
A= e {ezM”(z +09) 32nF2(4F,§ +e2)}’
. @y My A M2\  8A, g3 M2
Aa =_87r§p_47r§p{ 3202 (3 Iog—)+ = g+16ﬂ2F£ (1+4|092+3|09F)
_eng 9 Fz(kr er)}’
V2 (€, @il 3MLA,  MAy
AGCEX = —{— ATn _ 2Valn 1+2g 1+4
ey yae +4F,%mp 16F2mg ~ 4F2m, ( A)+8F2m,§( + 4myCy)
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M, A, 2

M2 €M M
— % (2702 +(2-5¢2)log —= | + —= 5+ 3log—=
* 19272F4 ( a +(2-5g3)log 2 ) + 32:2F2 ( + 3log 2 )
+ 8|\/'|:n2Azr di + e;ll/lz,r (Ffrg; -2k + ki + 2—90(kr1 + k'z)) } (2.6)

where
AN =My — M. (2.7)

The apparent dependence on the renormalization gdaleanceled by the scale dependence of

the LECs, whose definition is briefly reviewedin Appendix Ar(ore details we refer to [26]).
Estimating the LECs as i [24] yields

A" = (-33+0.3)-103M}, Aa =(14+13)-10°M 1,
A&y p=(-20£13)-10°M,*, A& = (0.4+0.9)-10°M, . (2.8)

In principle, one could also define a1 Th which some of the LECs appearing ixa~ and
A& in the same way can be absorbed (namiglydg, ki, andk;), similarly to the definition
of &* with respect tac; and f;. In this way, the constraints afH andzD on &* anda~ would

be considered and only in the end the estimates for the LESestad. The advantage of this
alternative procedure is that the dependence on the LECslis transparent and correlations
between the three constraints better under control. Howexehave checked that the results
obtained in such an approach differ only marginally from twae present here. In order to keep
the discussion as simple as possible we work in ternas pA&*, a-, andAa™.

3. Hierarchy of three-body operators and Weinberg power couting

3.1. Isospin-conserving operators

So far no counting scheme is known that permits consistealistic, and simultaneous con-
sideration of the two- and three-body operators that coutiei tor~d scattering. For example,
in the original power counting by Weinberﬂ@ 37] the leaptwo-body operator (propor-
tional to a*) appears formally at one order lower than the leading thiedy terms shown in
Table[1. However, it has been known for years (see e.¢! [i3ard references therein) that
the double-scattering diagram (the first diagram in the ffnat of Table[1) alone is close to the
experimental value of the scattering length, whereas time peoportional taa* is significantly
smaller. This drawback of the counting scheme may bring gutestion the theoretical uncer-
tainty estimate obtained within ChPT and thus the religbiif a ChPT extraction of theN
scattering lengths from pionic deuterium. On the other hanaktical calculations demonstrate
that Weinberg's power counting still works quite well ontéiapplied to two- and three-body
operators independently—in spite of the difficulties thas power counting has in accounting
for the relative size of these two classes of contributiarpdrticular, it was shown ilﬁk9] that an
application of the Weinberg scheme allows one to systemdtiaccount for strong three-body
contributions tea,-q4 to very high accuracy. In this work we demonstrate (see Bipthat Wein-
berg power counting is also fully in line with the actual stfehe isospin-violating three-body
contributions. Since isospin breaking in the two-body seist also well under control [24], this
permits a precise extraction af.”

Therefore, in what follows we consider a power counting imithe class of three-body con-
tributions. All such diagrams are ordered using the Weiglseheme, with their order quoted as



Chiral order Three-body operator Reference

N

o-ow (T () (T {)(C3() e

N
N

NLO = O(p) ( ) ( ) O OO \\f\ O [38]

N
N

[38, 39]
Effect of nucleon recoil in LO diagrams _[40, 41]

N
N
N

N¥2LO = O(p*?) O O O O O . O [42]

Effect of nucleon recoil in LO diagrams _[40, 41]

N2LO = O(p?) L

Table 1: Hierarchy of isospin-conserving three-body ofpesawithin Weinberg power counting. Solid (open) circles

correspond to leading (sub-leading) vertices, grey blolicate the deuteron wave functions, and the black ellipse
corresponds tdNN interactions in the intermediate state. Solid single,dsdbuble, and dashed lines correspond to
nucleonsA(1232)-isobars, and pions, respectively.



the predicted size in that counting relative to the leaddmyble-scattering term. The isospin-
conserving three-body diagrams are illustrated in TablEhk table also quantifies their relative
contribution according to the small expansion paramptéi/e note that the ordering in Taljle 1
goes beyond naive dimensional analysis, since known eeha@gtts and contributions at frac-
tional orders in the expansion parameter are already takeraccount (see below). The goal
is to include all three-body operators up to one order lowantthe contribution of the lead-
ing unknown N"N)?zz contact term, which appears at next-to-next-to-leadingo(NLO).

Its contribution cannot easily be determined from data,iarsdkey source of uncertainty in our
result. Given thaO(p) ~ x = M,/m,, we anticipate an accuracy of a few percent for threshold
n~d scattering.

This expectation is substantiated by the sensitivity of imbegrals to the choice of the
deuteron wave function (see Séct]4.4). Convolving theaipes of Tabl€ll with different wave
functions derived from chiral and phenomenologisdll potentials we find a variation in the
results of about 5%: an independent estimate of the corgatid effect. The explicit cutoff
dependence of the individual diagrams at LO and NLO has brm&vely discussed in the
literature [39] 45-47] and it is now well established that,deuteron wave functions based on
the one-pion-exchange interaction, the results beconwfdntiependent in the limit of a large
cutoff.

The hierarchy of three-body operators contributing up @.® is shown in TabléJl. In
addition to the double-scattering diagram there are alsalia@rams involving 2NN and 4«
vertices, which individually depend on the parametrizatibthe pion fields, while only the sum
is parametrization independent. The effect of these dimgiia numerically irrelevanﬁéEBS].
The reason for that was understood!in| [39] to be due to an et@tsuppression of the spin-
isospin matrix element, which appears to be more than orer @fdnagnitude smaller in these
diagrams than that in double scattering, although the mtariarthe diagrams are in line with
Weinberg power counting.

The operators at NLO involve sub-leading vertices and weog/a to cancel amongst them-
selves in I%ab]. In addition, at NLO there is a triple-scadttgrterm that requires some care. The
problem is that the actual size of this diagram is enhancedapared to the estimate based on
dimensional analysis, which predicts that this diagramtréoutes only at NLO. Specifically,
it was shown in|[39] that the long-ranged (infrared) parttd$tdiagram is enhanced numeri-
cally by a factor ofr?> whereas the rest behaves in accord with Weinberg countihg.ofigin
of this enhancement was associated in [39] with the spempailogy of the diagram consisting
of two consecutive pion exchanges with Coulombic-type gioopagators. It is interesting to
note that enhancements by factorsrafiere already observed to emerge also in pion-loop con-
tributions to theN N potential |[_ZB], the scalar nucleon form fact@[49], ttfephotoproduction
amplitude |[__5b], and even isospin violation AN scattering|_[_2|4|]6] itself, cf[{2.6), from sim-
ilar topologies as those discussed here. A deeper unddistpof when these dimensionless
factors appear would be very desirable. Rod scattering this sort of numerical (not para-
metric) enhancement may also appear in topologically guais diagrams that belong to the
so-called multiple-scattering series. This leads to coreeegarding the quadruple-scattering
term: although it formally appears only afIND, which is far beyond the edge of the theoretical
accuracy, a potential numerical enhancement needs to drittastudied since it may affect the
uncertainty estimate. In fact, the whole class of multigtettering diagrams can be summed up
to all orders, and we find the effect from quadruple-scattgand higher diagrams to be negli-
gible, see Sedt. 4.3 for more details. Thus, this class aiatly dangerous diagrams does not
affect our uncertainty estimate.



In addition, starting from NLO, nucleon-recoil effects tetleading double-scattering oper-
ator have to be taken into account. The nucleon recoil has Wwétely studied in the literature
both phenomenologically, see ng_J[a, 52], and withincive field theory (EFT)@I@E{BB].
In [@ﬁ it was demonstrated how one can calculate the reffeiteto all orders in a systematic
expansion within EFT. At leading order nucleons are considi@s infinitely heavy, such that
the pion is scattered off two fixed centers. At NLO the nuclkoretic energies enter and the
static pion propagator needs to be replaced by the full gratoa corresponding to the three-
body 7NN intermediate state. In the regime where all momenta in tagrdim are of order of
M, the nucleon-recoil effect is purely perturbative, and thsn be calculated by expanding
the nucleon kinetic energies using standard heavy-bag@miques. In this regime the recoll
effect contributes at integer powers in the expansionat@(p), O(p?), etc., relative to the lead-
ing, double-scattering effect. In addition, there is alswoa-perturbative regime in which the
three-body propagator goes to zero—the regime of the thoelg-singularity. In this regime the
pion kinetic energy is of the order of the nucleon recoil,hstitat pion momenta appear to be
suppressed wa,,/mpE compared to the characteristic momenta in the deuterons,Tthe
expansion of the double-scattering diagram containsihtdger powers oM, /m, due to the
recoil effect. Note that the potentially largest isoveateeoil correction at orde®(p*/?) fully
determined by the small scales vanishes exactly as a comseg|of the Pauli principle, which
prohibits theNN intermediate state to be in &wave in this caséﬂ@l]. Furthermore, it was
demonstrated irmll] that the recoil effect ford scattering is relevant only at ordeg§p) and
O(p*'?), whereas the contributions at higher orders are alreaghjgilgle. This can be considered
further support for the Weinberg counting scheme and owlltieg uncertainty estimate.

In order to achieve the desired accuracy we must, in addiiompute the dispersive cor-
rections as well as the contributions that emerge due tosthkcé treatment of theA(1232)
resonancdﬂﬂS], which enter at ord¥p*?), see Secf]6 for more details. Both effects in-
volve new scales. The dispersive corrections due to theegead — NN — zd are linked
closely to pion production ilNN collisions, where, as a consequence of the large momentum be
tween theN N pair, the expansion parameterw!',ﬂ,r /mp. TheA-resonance in tha-less theory is
hidden in the low-energy constam{®of 7N scattering and it contributes tod scattering through
the so-called boost (Fermi motion) correcti%@, |§9]'.his two-body correction was shown
to be significant but strongly model-dependent [38], altffoin a more refined treatmevﬂ39]
the model dependence was shown to be smaller. In any casés-theleon mass difference is
just about twice as large as the pion mass and it is profitablectude theA(1232) dynamically
and in this way increase the breakdown scale of the theoryen/this is done the value of the
relevant LECc; is reduced by almost an order of magnitude. Therefore tHasion of theA as
an explicit degree of freedom allows one to reduce the moglgéddence and to achieve a faster
converging series through the explicit calculation of aaiarclass of diagramﬂbﬂ%]. The
residual boost correction is negligible in thefull theory [39].

IHere and below we identify the nucleon mass with the masseofthton, apart from instances where we explicitly
discuss the impact of the nucleon mass differefigeon our results.

°Note that the LE@; and the linear combination of LE@s+c3 contribute to therN scattering lengtla* and through
that also tor~d scattering. However, neithei norc, + c3 are affected by tha-isobar up to orde©(p?) [54], although
the values ot andcs individually are strongly saturated by theand thus change significantly when consideringshe
as an explicit degree of freedoh [54] 55].



3.2. Isospin-violating operators

Two-body isospin-violating corrections were already dissed in Secf]2. Here we will
follow the logic of the previous subsection and apply the Werg power counting to the
isospin-violating three-body corrections. Thus, we ar@gado discuss the hierarchy of isospin-
violating three-body operators relative to each other, thait relative suppression compared
to the leading-order isospin-conserving operators. Thaiificient to perform a high-accuracy
calculation of ther~d scattering length.

There are three classes of isospin-violating three-bodyritmitions: first, isospin-breaking
corrections appear itNN propagators due to pion and nucleon mass differences; decon
isospin-violatingzN interactions can occur in the diagrams introduced in $efit. Bhe opera-
tors corresponding to these two classes of isospin-vigjatiechanisms are marked as crossed
circles in Tabl€R. Since isospin violation in hadron massekrN interactions can occur due to
both electromagnetic and quark-mass effects both thessasl@ould be eithermy—m, or ~ €.
The third class is a purely electromagnetic effect: a newosdiagrams involving (low-energy)
virtual photons (see Tablé 2 and S&¢t. 5 for more details).

At leading order in isospin violation diagrams of this thaldss that involve a virtual photon
and one insertion of the isospin-conservirg vertex occur. These are represented by the first
row of diagrams in TablE]2. At the same order effects due tgthe mass difference in the
leading-order isospin-conserving diagrams enter (thersoow of diagrams in Tablg 2). These
effects can be computed by working on the particle basistfergion intermediate states in
the leading-order three-body diagrams (see first row ofélld) and explicitly keeping track
of charged and neutral pion masses there. However, wheristhigne the double-scattering
diagram must be treated in a special way, becauseNts intermediate state, and associated
three-body cut, means that the pion-mass-differenceteffehbis graph generates contributions
not just atO(e?), but also at orde®(e?p*/?), O(e?p), etc. The double-scattering graph with one
insertion of the pion mass difference is therefore shownahld2 at LO, N'>LO, and NLO.
The piece of this graph which is LO in isospin violation is prgssed bg?F2/M2 compared to
the corresponding isospin-conserving diagrams at LO,atharother diagrams listed in the first
two rows of Tablé€R. Diagrams involving Ny intermediate states are also of this size (see third
line of Tabld2), but these are included in the calculatiothefdispersive corrections im42], and
so will be accounted for in Seil 6.

Next in importance are the non-analytic terms which reswlinfthe inclusion of the pion
mass difference in theN N propagator of the double-scattering diagram. These yield\t/2LO
contribution of Tabl€R, in full analogy with the effect ofclaon recoil in the isospin-conserving
case.

The operators at NLO are suppressed @g’p) compared to the three-body isospin-
conserving operators at LO, and, given the smallness oftparsion parameter, are irrelevant
for our present purposes. (Furthermore, for full consisfemith the power counting, the inclu-
sion of NLO corrections to the three-body isospin-violgtoperators would require the calcula-
tion of N°LO isospin-violating two-body corrections, somethingtthas not yet been achieved.)
Therefore, for this study, it is necessary only to calcutkésospin-violating corrections to the
n~d scattering length up to XPLO.

However, due to the appearance of new scales in the threegrotilem, there might be
some higher-order operators that are enhanced, even ttiourghlly they only appear beyond
O(€2p*?). We identify and investigate these contributions expiici

a) To account for all effects related to the three-body ctihédouble-scattering diagram we
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Chiral order Three-body operator Reference

LO = 0(&) O§O O§ O O“

N
N
N

(Ce ) 00 ()

N
N

=) 2
NY2LO = O(e?p'/?) . ) .
NLO = O(e?p) O 8, O O @ O + oo

N

\g\ \\\S\ \\ R
N2LO = O(€*p?) O O O% O Oi O 4 ..

Table 2: Hierarchy of isospin-violating three-body operatwithin Weinberg power counting. The suppression ofeéhes
operators is given with respect to the isospin-conserviagrdms at LO (cf. TablEl1). Isospin violation appears eithe
due to the inclusion of virtual photons or due to mass difiees and electromagnetic effects marked by crossed circles
Note that diagrams with intermedialéNy states were already considered[in [42]. The contributicthege diagrams is
included in the result for the dispersive corrections whighwill adopt from [42].
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Figure 1: Double-scattering contributionsstod scattering.

keep all terms proportional to the pion and nucleon massrmiffces in theN N propagator
unexpanded (see Sekt. 4). In particular, we include theeoncinass difference in the
propagators to have theé'nn andz~pn thresholds at the proper places, although this is
formally an NLO effecl

b) Due to the large size of the double-scattering diagrarhénigospin-conserving case we
include isospin violation in theN vertices in this diagram. This effect also starts at NLO.

c) We study certain virtual-photon corrections to the detdgattering process (formally ap-
pearing at NLO). The presence of virtual photons enhances the regiomafl snomenta
in these diagrams, such that the integrals become infraévedgent in the limit of van-
ishing deuteron binding energy. The finite binding energyhef deuteron renders these
diagrams finite, but the resulting contribution is potdhtianhanced. In view of the fact
that double scattering is numerically by far the dominamttgbution ton~d scattering,
these virtual-photon corrections could become relevanbtw study. This effect is dis-
cussed in detail in Se¢f 5.

Note that the isospin-violating three-body mechanismsoul?LO are of purely electro-
magnetic origin, while isospin violation due to the quarkssdifference appears only in higher-
order corrections, e.g. a) and b). Recall that isospin tiarain the pion mass difference is
predominantly an electromagnetic, not a quark-mass effEigere is no piece of this quantity
~ my—my at LO in isospin violation. Nucleon-mass-difference effeenter contribution a) only
atO(e?p). In the case of b), the isospin-violatimd\ interactions which appear there include
terms proportional to the quark mass difference—as redew&ect[2. But this whole class of
diagrams involving isospin-breaking pion—nucleon vedidoes not start until NLO.

We demonstrate in the subsequent sections that it is intleazase that the additional correc-
tions a)—c) beyond N?LO are significantly smaller than the estimated theoretioakrtainty of
the full analysis. The explicit calculation of these higloeder corrections provides an additional
test of our counting scheme and uncertainty estimate.

4. Strong contributions to z~d scattering

4.1. Double scattering
We start our discussion with the double-scattering diagr@) and @) (cf. Fig.[d). The
diagram () appears already at LO and contributes to all higher ordaestd the effect of

SAtfirst order in isospin breaking we hagy = —4Bos(mg—my)+ f,€?F2 andA, = 2Z&F2, with cs ~ f, ~ 1/m, and
Z = O(1). These quantities then enter th¢N propagator in the combinatign= 2M,An — A, cf. (&1). Assuming that
the electromagnetic and quark-mass-induced contritaitioAy are of the same size, one finlg An/A; ~ My /mp ~
O(p). Therefore the nucleon-mass-difference contributiomitosuppressed by one chiral order compared to that coming
from A,. After accounting for the modification of the chiral coumtidue to the presence of thé&lN cut we find thatAy
contributes t@® atO(€? p), whereash, affects the scattering length already{e?).

12



nucleon recoil, as was discussed in the previous sectioa.didgram ¢.), however, gives rise
to a three-body contribution only if nucleon recoil is ind&d. In the limit of static (infinitely
heavy) nucleons the pion loops in diagradp)@re already subsumed in th scattering lengths,
since in this limit €) is nothing but an ordinary loop correction in the chiral arpion of
the 7N scattering lengths. In this way, the contributiomtal scattering from the part ofif)
corresponding to static nucleons is always included inwleliody terr’raff)d proportional taa™,
see[(1.P) and(1.10). Thus, to obtain an additional threstloorrection we need to investigate
the effect of embedding theN amplitude into thetNN system. In this way we explicitly see
one of the recoil effects: in order to treat the three-bodgaiyics properly we must replace
the contribution of the two-bodyr{\) cut by that of the three-bodyrNN) cut. For the isospin-
conserving case the procedure for this was establishédij[4. The goal of this section is to
extend it to the isospin-violating case.

The isospin-violating corrections occur in the diagramBigf[d through the different masses
of particles in the intermediate states and through isesjaitating corrections to theN scatter-
ing lengths. Note that in the calculation of the doubletseatg diagrams one can safely omit
all isoscalar terms, since the term proportionakto){is tiny compared tog~)?, while the term
proportional to the combinatioa*@™ cancels. Therefore we calculate the diagrams of [Hig. 1
keeping only the isovectorN scattering amplitude, retaining the isospin-violatingreotion
Aa.

In this way, we can use the form af“ that is correct in the presence of a pure isovegior
interaction. (The inclusion of recoil effects in the isdscaase is discussed in [41].) Following
the procedure described 40], we obtain:

a(d1)+(d2) — astatic + ai‘tﬁgc + acut + Aa(z)’

static _ _ 52 i > static __ —2< i Wq >
asate = a<q2, aele - g qZ(a)q+mp)’

At — f &*p (¥ (p) - W' (p — ) ¥(p)
o 1 1\ = o !
X{a(q2+5 q2+5) a°“‘X(q2+6 q2+5+P)’

1 1
Aa® = 22 fd3 ( = ) 41
o [ €0 - o @1)

where
P +Pp5 ~  wgQq?
Opp, = prl—pz(f + 12mp 2)» 0=0ppqg 0= r?]p , p=2M;AN - A,
wn= ME+ @, @)= [ Fpdarip- i@ (4.2)

ande is the deuteron binding energy. Thil scattering lengths i (4.1) are defined as

2 2
a = f—p((a‘ +Aa)? + }(af,ex)z) _ o (2(7)? + 2a7Aa” - V2a Al +---),

2y 2\%re) )7 772—&1
5(:2 _ fﬁ (a;ex)z _ f_ﬁ((a_)z _ \/Ea‘Aaf,eX 1. ) (4.3)
== 2y ¥ T g LA |
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where the ellipses contain higher orders in isospin viotatiWe use a normalization of the
deuteron wave functionB(p) where

f ¥ (p)¥(p) = L (4.9)

The individual terms in[{4]1) can be interpreted as folloa®&i corresponds tod;) evaluated
with a static pion propagator, and is numerically by far tenéhant contribution. Recoil cor-
rections to the static pion propagator are incorporatei,'(}@@c, while a®“t comprises effects due
to the three-bodyt®nn andz~pn cuts. Aa® emerges as an isospin-violating correction in this
rearrangement, which in the end does not constitute a treehody effect—as indicated by the
absence of the deuteron wave function. In the isospin |imit A, = Ay = Aa™ = Aa;?’; =0
(@) reduces to the result derived|in/[40].

Our power counting is based on dimensional analysis assualinintegrals scale only
with M,. In fact, the integrals in[{4l1) involve other scales togM,e, VMg /mpy M—due
to the three-body cut—, angM€, thanks to the deuterium wave functions. The appearance of
the first two scales becomes apparent if one realizes thagiregime of the cut the pion kinetic
energy is of the order of the nucleon recoil so that pion mdmare suppressed in this regime.

At first glance, the presence of a three-body cut in the iadefigr a“* makes it appear to be
enhanced over its naive ChPT orderig’erp/M,r ]. Indeed, it was shown ilﬁhl] that the full
result for the double-scattering diagrams can be expamdedli-integer powers of = M,/my

Q(@D+(d2) _ gstatic Xl/Z a1+ yan+ X3/2 ag+---, (4.5)
where non-integer powers appear due to the presence offeelblody cut. However, the leading
non-integer recoil correction at ordgt'? dominated by the small scales vanishes, because the
Pauli principle and the isovector character of the leadiNgscattering operator ensure that the
intermediateN N state is projected ontoR-wave @], and thug; = 0. Specifically, to account
for the leading correction at ordgf/? in the expression o0& one has to drop small pion
momentag with respect tg in the wave functions, which immediately gives zero, as per t
second line of[(4]1). In consequence the scal@4;e, +/M/m, M., and /M€ do not enter at
this order: all enhanced contributions cancel due to a sutitérplay between the two diagrams
(d1) and @) that is dictated by the Pauli principle. The combined ind&gs, as originally
assumed in establishing the ChPT ordering of diagrams, dberinated by momenta of order
M,. Half-integer corrections at ordg#/? and above can contain the small scales as well, but still
momenta of order o, will have the largest impact ca in (4.5).

The explicit calculation of terms of ordg® and above in this expansion shows that the
relevant corrections to the static term appear only at srdemdy®/? [41]. The net result for
the recoil correction stemming from these orders is of ratsize. In Sec{_414 we present the
results of explicit evaluations of the integralsin {4.1).

In principle, there are also contributions wiawave interactions between nucleons in the
intermediate state. Examination of the integranddgy in this case shows that its dominant
contribution comes from pion momerjta ~ x*/?|p|, wherep is the momentum of the nucleons
in the intermediate state. Takifyg ~ M,,, we find a contribution from this graph of chiral order
x*? relative to leading. It would appear, then, that this cdmitiion must be calculated explicitly,
since we need to compute effects¥t*?) in order to achieve our accuracy goal.

However, thisP-wave intermediate-state-interaction graph also indualéctor of theNN
amplitude, evaluated at an energy-¢ — g°/2M,—something which was not factored into the
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Figure 2: Isospin violation indz) and @s).

above assessment of its chiral order. TN interaction that appears here must be evaluated
sub-threshold, but the energy involved is small enoughwieatan still estimate its effect using,
e.g., the effective-range expansion. When this is done veketfiat theNN amplitude will be
(perturbatively) small at the energies where it is needethfie graph, essentially because the
wave phase shifts are small throughout the domain of vglafithe effective-range expansion.
Hence, we estimate that the contribution to thel scattering length of th&IN interaction in
P-waves will be of the order of

3/2|63 (E M /n,b)l statlc (46)

whereJ € {0,1,2}, and, if the phase shifi&p, are small, then the effective-range-expansion
amplitude has approximately the same size at positive agdtive energies of equal magni-
tude. TheNN amplitude thus produces a further reduction beyond thégktifarward chiral-
EFT counting of~ 0.15, so we find thaP-wave intermediate-statéN interactions affect our
final result by only about.@ - 10-3M-1, which is significantly below the accuracy that we seek.

4.2. Further leading-order diagrams

According to the power counting, the diagrands)(and @,) (cf. Fig.[2) should be of the
same order as double scattering. However, these diagranssippressed by accidentally small
spin-isospin factorslBQ]. As the Clebsch—Gordan coefitsieare always smaller than 1, it is
guaranteed that this mechanism can only lead to a suppnemsibnot to an enhancement, such
that our accuracy estimate remains unaffected. Neveshele have calculated the full isospin-
violating corrections to this class of diagrams, as realingthe power counting,

o _IMB {<Q'0'1Q'0'2>_
©128%F2 1\ (g7 + M2,)2

We find that isospin-breaking corrections due to the pionsnaifference amount toAé;T/MifO ~
28 %. Thisis a large isospin-violating effect, which is, lewer, of little practical relevance given
the overall suppression of this contribution.

As was shown ir]E8], NLO contributions to the leading-ordieigrams vanish in the isospin
limit. As isospin-breaking corrections to this are suppegsby another two orders, sub-leading
corrections tod;)—(ds) may therefore be safely ignored.
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4.3. Triple scattering and the multiple-scattering series

Although the triple-scattering diagram (see TdHle 1) isrfally suppressed bp? relative
to the double-scattering operator, it was showrl in @ 88j this diagram is enhanced by a
factor ofz? over its power-counting estimate and hence has to be indlinderder to achieve the
desired accuracy. Neglecting isoscalar contributionselkas isospin-breaking corrections, one

finds .

o - 27 L) @8)

né&q \[d|

The enhancement can be traced back to the occurrence of tmessive Coulombic propaga-
tors. This special topology produces a dimensionless fiatefyat is notO(1), as assumed in
dimensional analysis, but instead yields a faetbr This enhancement of the “triangle topol-
ogy” is not accounted for by Weinberg's application of ChRuiting to the irreducibleNN
graphs[&b]. Similar enhancements occur at higher ordettssimultiple-scattering series, too,
and one might worry that this spoils the convergence of thiugzative expansion. However,
we find from explicit numerical evaluation that the result floe full multiple-scattering series
resummed in configuration spa@[@—w]

ams —

&) (Ga)° -)2
4< G = >: AEa) < r > 4.9)

a1 4 CEVPYCERY & \r2+réa +2Ea)?

differs from the first two terms (double and triple scattgjiby only Q1 - 103M-1. This is
significantly below the estimated uncertainty due to the@atrterm of about 1L.0-*M; . Hence,
the multiple-scattering series converges sufficientleklyithat quadruple scattering and higher
orders can be neglected in the calculationa,efi. In particular, we stress that this result indicates
that the enhancement of triple scattering with respecst@/iéinberg-counting estimate does not
lead to an enhancement of thiIN contact operators contributing tod scattering. These still
occur atO(p?) relative to leading order, preserving the estimates ottivgact term given above.
For a more detailed discussion of the multiple-scatter@rges in meson—nucleus scattering we
refer to @].

4.4. Evaluation of the matrix elements

Our results for the wave-function averages are shown ine[@blWe give results for two
different modern phenomenological interactions, AVE] [6Ad CD-Bonn EB], and the im-
plementations of_[61] of chiral interactions at ordeillD. For the calculations, we used wave
functions obtained from numerical solutions of the Scim@dr equation in momentum space. In
order to facilitate the calculation, we used a recently tgyed Monte Carlo scheme to evaluate
the integrals. For details on the numerical procedure, Ve te @]. The calculation was also
cross-checked with the standard method of Gaussian nuahariegration.

As the isospin-breaking corrections to thid scattering lengths if.{4.3) are relevant only for
a’ic to which they contribute about 1%, we may write the integfal the contribution of the
cut term and the NLO correction to the statld N propagator as

2 2
acut — ﬂzf_éii(a)Zl Cul’ afs\]tﬁgc — nzf_;d(a)ZI NLO’ (410)
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model AN @Q/gd  INO et () ar |EM
AV 18 — 127 194 -268 74 -0.00050 992
CD-Bonn — 128 204 -247 87 -0.00037 985
ChPTNLO 450/500 130 212 -229 97  -0.00007 985
ChPTNLO 600/500 128 204 -243 88 -0.00025 994
ChPTNLO 550/600 129 209 -239 95 -0.00020 991
ChPTNLO 450/700 132 215 -230 99 -0.00007 995
ChPTNLO 600/700 129 209 -243 94 -0.00025 985

Table 3: Matrix elements for phenomenological as well #&®i chiral wave functions. The cutoff&/A are given
in MeV and specify the version of the chiral interaction agegiin [61]. All integrals are given in appropriate powers
of M. IBM is defined in SecE_Bl4 and needed for diagrams involvingiaiphotons.

aslic  _241+07 aSd 38+02 a™ -48+05

aPe  26+05 ar -02+03 Aa® 0.2
Table 4: Strong contributions & in units of 103M; for a- = 861 10-3M .
with
1 1 1/ 1 1
I°“‘=fd3 (¥ (p) — ¥ (p - o)) ¥ - =5 )t
pd>q(¥" (p) (p—a)¥(p) F+o @13 2\P4s Frorp
[NLO _ <i2( “q )>’ (4.11)
g° wq +Mp

ands, 6, andp defined in[Z.R).

The statistical uncertainties of the numerical resultsnatesignificant and are therefore not
given in the table. An appreciably larger uncertainty isaduiced by the different short-distance
(r < 1/M,) physics of theNN wave functions used. To combine the results for the differen
deuteron wave functions, we take the average of all sevempals as our mean value, while the
uncertainty is taken to be the maximum deviation from thisrage. In this way, we obtain the
individual contributions ta@s" given in Tabld% (note thata® is independent of the deuteron
wave function). They produce a total

a' = (-226+ 1.1+ 0.4)-10°M;%, (4.12)

where the first error refers to the model dependence of thexreéments and the second to
the uncertainty in the isospin-breaking shifts in #i¢ scattering lengths. (Here, and in Talle 3,
results are quoted faar = 86.1- 10°3M:1. When our correlation band is obtained in Hig. 6
below, the fulla~ dependence &' is taken into account.)

5. Virtual photons

The improved Deser formule(1.8) is derived in an EFT thatmesthe effects of the photon
ladder in pionic deuterium. This calculation includes effedue to virtual-photon momenta in
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the “hadronic-atom regimek| ~ rz* with the Bohr radiusg = (@M,)~*. Our calculation 0&,-g
should therefore include all contributions above thisechi the ChPT counting where momenta
are assumed to be of ord#t, the leading contributions due to the exchange of (Coulomb)
photons between the™ and the proton are given by the diagrams shown in[Figdg; (d7), and
(dg). Photon exchange is perturbativeldt~ M,, and the pertinent pieces of these graphs enter
at O(€?) relative to (), cf. Table[2. Such effects in the other diagrams are of adnig@hPT
order than considered here.

However, diagramsd) and (g)—(d1o) are reducible in the sense originally defined by Wein-
berg @], with thexNN intermediate state involving relative momentayM;e < M,. In
fact, these diagrams are “would-be infrared singular” ia $kense that in the limé& — 0 (and
for static nucleons) they involve the (singular) matrixre@nts(1/q*. This leads to a potential
enhancement /M, /e for physical values o¢é. Furthermore, the intermedial&N pair can be
in an S-wave, such that we must allow for the possibilityMN interactions while the pion is
“in flight”. In the isoscalar partial wave the intermedidd& Green’s function will, in particu-
lar, include the deuteron pole. In that contribution we nmaggiarate the low-momentum part of
these contributions that exactly corresponds to the coatbguantum-mechanical effect of the
Coulomb potential and the™d scattering length accounted for in the improved Deser fétamu
where the infrared divergence is regulated by the presefitbe tiadronic-atom binding energy.

We will now discuss all these effects in some detail. As theeapance of additional scales
might require modifications of the ChPT counting rules, wdl aiso consider the double-
scattering diagramsl§) and @10), which formally enter at higher order.

5.1. Diagrams without intermediate-state NN rescattering

As a first step, we consider the diagrams depicted in[Fig. Jevthere is no intermediate-
stateNN interaction. Fords) and @g) we obtain

2aM &,
n2&y

1
lql(lal + 6/2wq)(0? + 6)
(5.1)

() = f d*p d*q(arn?'(p - A)¥(P) + arp¥ () ¥(P))

where we have used time-ordered perturbation theory todecthe nucleon recoil both in the
photon and the pion propagator. It is now convenient to #pit expression into isovector and
isoscalaerN interactions. Dropping isospin violation in the scattgriengths, the isospif = 1
part becomes

) - 2MEA o) 50 (o)~ i (p - ) (D) (5.2)
meéqy

1
lal(lal + 6/2wq)(q* + 6)
Similar to the double-scattering process the expansiodg)fand @g) in M,/m, induces non-
analytic terms due to nucleon recoil. However, in contrtaaision to a®t in (4.1) the region
of small momenta in[{5]2) is significantly enhanced due toptesence of the photon. As a
consequence, the expangiarf (ds) and @g) starts from ¥ \y

b
a(d8)+(d8) — 7())? + bstatic+ bl \//? 4., (53)

“Note that this concerns only the aforementioned expansidm./m,, whereas the scale of the individual contribu-
tions is hidden in the coefficients. For examplebg ~ 1/y is dominated by momenta y, which together with 1+/x

from (&.3) produces /1yM e in (5.8).
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Figure 3: Virtual-photon diagrams in~d scattering. Note that the charges of the particles are stepiicitly to
illustrate how the photon couples to the charged particlése effect of mass differences between charged and neutral
particles is not considered, since it is higher order inpgobreaking.

Indeed, at leading order i, /m,, which appears from the non-perturbative regime of thesthre

body cut (gl ~ +/M,/mplp| < |pl), the contributions ofds) and (s) are equal and both involve
the integral

g g
fdsp g L D) V27 [ o Y OIYE) 5.4)
(@ +2Ma(e +P2/My)) Vi Ny
with y = /Mpe. If we use asymptotic deuteron wave functions
_
¥(p) = 02+ (5.5)
to perform the integral, we find at leading order
Q0 _ g _ 2oM5pa 8r 1 (5.6)

roy = 87y = n%4  3v2 VM€

In this way, we see that indeed the individual diagrams anaeced byv/M, /€, but these con-
tributions exactly cancel in the sum afsj and @g), such thaby = 0 in (&3) (in close analogy
to a; = 0in (4.3)). The physical explanation for this cancellatisprovided by the Pauli prin-
ciple: as therN interaction does not change the spin, it implies that forisogector case the
intermediateN N pair must be in &-wave, which is reflected by the relative sign between the
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Figure 4: Leading virtual-photon diagrams with the blackhs indicating intermediat®l N interactions. The time-
reversed diagrams are not shown explicitly, but are indudehe calculation.

wave functions in[(5]2). A®-waveNN interactions are small (cf. discussion in S€cil 4.1), the
only non-vanishing isovector contribution is thereforageted by the residual effects [n_(5.2).

The calculation of the gauged Weinberg—Tomozawa diaginiricluding the nucleon re-
coil in the photon propagator proceeds along the same lisgseadecomposition ofd{) and
(d2). Subtracting the appropriate two-body diagram, we obtain

a(d7)=_L<i>+ a < 1 >
1673F26a\g?/  1673FZq \[al(2mp + [al)

[0 33 + Wi 1 B 1
+16vr3F,%fdf Fpda(t () - ¥ (p q”qj('o){|cn(|q|+<5/2wq) |q|(|q|+q2/2mp)}’
(5.7)

where the second and third terms are analogqﬁ,‘@gc anda®™, respectively. Note that when
momenta are of ordeVl, the recoil correction in the photon propagator is, in piitesi a higher-
order effect. Indeed, we find that the corrections to theécspditoton propagator are numerically
very small, only about0.045- 10-3M_1, and may therefore be safely neglected.

In contrast, the Pauli principle allows f8waveNN interactions in the isoscalar part akj
and @g). These will be discussed in Sekt]5.2, while the numerieslliits are summarized in
Sect[5.4. However, if th& = 0 part of these diagrams were significant, then one wouldkzso
concerned about virtual-photon exchange within the mareadile, double-scattering, diagram.
For this reason, we also give the expressionsdgy &nd @d;0). Neglecting the nucleon recoil in
the photon propagator but keeping it in the releveliN intermediate state, the result reads

ade)+(do) — (SR )2< f > B aM”(fpa)2< ol >
e\t J 2 6p p+|) i (@+1)° 1202 + Gppur) |
(5.8)

which can be separated into its isoscalar and isovectoepias follows

@+ _ _ 22Mx(§ Pa)2< f f >
T 0 7T4§d q2 |2(|2 +6pp+|) (q + |)2|2(|2+6PP+|)

0900 _ _aMy(§a )2< > 5.9
=1 miéy q2f|2(|2+5pp+l) f(Q+|)2|2(|2+5pp+l) 59)

Again, the leading, potentially enhanced contributiorhi@ isovector case cancels in accordance
with the Pauli principle. The isoscalar case, includinginediate-stat®lN interactions, will
be addressed in SeCi’b.3.
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Figure 5: Contribution to the modified Deser formula in #i2 atom due to the part of the Coulomb-photon ladder that
is subtracted in{5.10) anf{5]26). The double line labedsdbuteron, the box correspondsrtad scattering, and the
circle to the photon coupling of the deuteron.

5.2. The role of rescattering I: single scattering with plyroexchange
The isoscalar contribution ofl§) and @g) including intermediate-stateN interactions (I1SI)
(see Fig[h) is given by

8radpat [ d®k o , k k k2
afty @ +aliyls) = % fﬁ fdsq oV (@O -~ 5.0 55 —e = 51 —K)

(2m)°%q
,_k K. k? 2(20)°¥(@)¥" (@)
Ol g mar gie oy K220 + 1

whereG(p’, p; E, P) is the isoscalaNN Green'’s function for initial (final) relative momentum
p (p’) and a state of total enerdy and momentuni. Note that to obtain this result we have
neglected the recoil effect in the photon propagator, aedt®d the pion as a non-relativistic
particle. In the regime which is the focus of this sectiongvgithe pion momentum is much less
than its mass, both of these are perturbative correctiotietmain result. Therefore, we neglect
them for the time being, and focus our efforts on investigathe infrared enhancement of these
graphs. The two Green’s functions may be interpreted as¢tliand “exchange” contributions,
i.e. the photon can couple either to the nucleon that un@srtieerN interaction or to the other
one. The last term subtracts the deuteron pgles( 0*), as this part is already accounted for
in the modified Deser formula, cf. Figl 5 for a graphical ithasion of this piece. The shift of
the 1s level in pionic deuterium is proportional to the cdation of thex~d scattering length
with the Coulombic wave function of the atom, which diagraatically correspond to an infinite
ladder of Coulomb photons. The simplest example shown ingrthus needs to be subtracted
in (5.10) in order to avoid double counting. The details & tierivation of[(5.10) are relegated
to[Appendi B.].

The isoscalar propagat@ is real for energies below tHéN threshold and constructed out
of continuum states normalizedias

k) - J¥@. (5.10)

3
(gn?s“PST(q)‘PS/ (@) = (20)°°(p" - p). (5.11)
with ¥3(q) obeying
2 2 3~/
(B - D= | GV ), (5.12)

whereVs is the projection of theNN potential onto the isoscalar part. The free parGafis

therefore
(2)*%)(q’ - q)

GO(d’. 4 E.P) = i~ P2y~ oy

(5.13)

5Note that this means that our continuukN wave functions are normalized differently to our deuteriwmve
function.
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while the total Green’s function can be related to g scatteringl -matrix as

T(9'.q;E,P)
(E +in - P?/4my — g2/mp)(E + in — P?/4my, — Q’z/f(néa)l’

G«(d'.q; E.P) = GO(q', q; E, P) +
4)

whereT is connected to thBIN phase shifts via
v 1
m, kcots(k) — ik

with k = /my(E — P?/4my). Alternatively, Gs can be rewritten in terms of the bound and

continuum state wave functions

EPHQ¥@ [ Pp @@
E +in+e—P?/4m, (27)3 E +in — p?/m, — P?/4m,’
The additional factor (2) for the deuteron-pole part is due to our conventions for eagteron
wave functions[(4]4). Inserting the free part of the Gre@umetion [5.138) into[(5.10) reproduces
the expressions for the structureless diagrams discuss8ddt[ 5.0l up to higher-order terms

neglected in the derivation df (5J10). Using the decompmsifs. 18), the isoscalar contributions
can be cast into the form

) _ L6’ Pk 1{ IF(k)P-1

T(kkE,P)=- (5.15)

Gs(q'.9;E,P) = (5.16)

(de)+(ds)
arly o+

o & 203 k2\k2/2up — iy
d3p 1 S <
2ny <+ P2y + K22y —in OP003(G0 (0 + G5 (kD). (6.17)
where
Flo= f Fa¥'@¥@-k/2). Gk = f d°q¥’ (@) ¥5(a - k/2). (5.18)

Now, from the normalization condition oF(q), and the orthogonality o¥(q) and‘¥;(q) for
vanishing momentum transfer, it follows that

FP-1=0(K),  G3(K) = OK). (5.19)

In this way, we conclude that also in the isoscalar case most@nhanced by/M, /e remain.
Due to the chiral suppression af the sub-leading corrections can simply be dropped. This
reasoning used here—based on exploiting orthogonalityooit state and continuum wave
functions—follows the calculation of recoil correctiormsid scattering in@l].

Alternatively, the cancellation can be derived withinEEFT. In this case it is also convenient
to split the total effect into parts without and parts withiatermediate-stat®lN interaction.
The portion without intermediate-stateN interaction gives (cf[(5]13) an@(5.6) in Sdct.]5.1)

al%) :af@ & 1+0 %
T=0 3r 2€ My ’

dd) _ o200 [Mafy 31 [Me (M) (5.20)
= 3n N 2e 8v2 \ M my
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Again, these expressions show the anticipated infraredrerément.
Using the leading-order form of théN scattering amplitude in pionless E[68]

4 1
Tsnn(d,; E,P) = — , (5.21)

mpy+i mp(E AF:\‘))

we evaluate the diagrams with ISI and find, after removingdiigteron-pole piece already ac-
counted for in the modified Deser formula,

g _ 32 . [Mx

T=0,ISl 37 e’ (5.22)

which precisely cancels the leading piece of the free pattetliagrams in(5.20). Furthermore,
any contributions of momenti&| ~ +/M,e may only appear in the non-integer terms in the
expansion[(5]3) and thus are suppressed by an additiona@rpdwl,/m, beyond this (i.e. they
correspond to the third term iR (5.3)). These contributids have an overall size

32a/M M
3 mp

and are therefore well beyond the accuracy we claim for oigutaion.

There is still a possible contribution from ISI diagramshwihomenta of ordey, though.
This would be enhanced by, /y compared to its naive ChPT order, and so could be relevant for
our analysis. Decomposing the Green'’s function according t

(27)3¥(q') ¥ (q)
E+in+e—P?/4m,
1 1
E+|n P2/4m, — q'2/my S’NN(q 4 E )E+i17—P2/4mp—q2/r’qJ’
(5.24)

a+ 2.8aa", (5.23)

Gy, q; E,P) =GO(q',q; E,P) +

i.e. into its free part, the deuteron pole, and the non-EalsdalaNN T-matnxT&NN, the addi-
tional contributions due to intermediafN interactions are given by

L) __Bmagat  dk i{ d*qd’q’ ¥ (q) L
s & J @pkl) (@) —e—K2/2up — (@' — k/2P/mp
np 1 IF(K)]? -1
TN T 200 — @ = k2 @ 20 a0 in} ’ (5.25)

k k k2 k k k2
o (o . ([ :
TS,NN = TS,NN(q — E,q - E, —€ — 2_|V|ﬂ k) + TS,NN(q — E, -g+ E, —€ — Z_IVIH’ —k)
This equation will undergo an explicit numerical evaluatio Sect[5.4. The part of the integral
involving momentdk| ~ M,, only contributes at the naive chiral order of the pertineagtams.
For that effect we only need to evaluatk)(dg) without any intermediate-state interaction, and

it is furthermore sufficient to keep only tAe= 1 pieces of the free parts of these graphs,[sek (5.2)
and [5.7) above.
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5.3. The role of rescattering Il: double scattering with piioexchange

If only momentak| ~ M, were important, there would be no need to consider the diagra
(dg) and @10). But, the full isoscalar contribution tadd) and (o) reads (for the derivation

seAppendix BJ?)

L)) , @y _ 32raEa)’ bkl 1 rdgdy
T=0 T=0,ISI —

& 203 ) (n3ka2 ) (21)
« \P"'(q’){ZG (q' _ E q- 5 +] —e— k_z _k) (5.26)
s 22127 2M,’ '
, . k? 4(27)*P(q)¥i(q - 1)
+2G40 - 2 a4ty Tl 2M,’ ) - —k2/2up +in }\P(q)'

These diagrams, too, are reducible, i.e. would-be infrdieergent. The same arguments as for
single scattering yield that the leading contributionsyfrmomentgk| ~ +Me cancel. This
leaves an effect from these momenta that has a numericat sizbwva, -4, which is significantly
below the few percent accuracy that we seek.

Again, however, we are concerned about momenta of ordetich could yield contribu-
tions enhanced b, /y, and so compromise the accuracy of our calculation. To at@lthis
contribution explicitly note that the free part of the Grisdinction reproduce$ (3.9), while the
intermediate-stathl N interactions lead to

e _ 327G ) [ dk o i{ dad’y’ ¥i(q)
e & @7 J @Rk ) T@rf —e-Ke2u0 - (@ - k/2P/my

« TP ¥(a) L 4FOOF(Kk-2) - F(2I)}
SNN_e —k2/2up — (q —k/2+1)2/m, K2j2up+in )

~np np , k k I k2 K

TsNN = 2T5NN(q - E,q— 5 +1;—e— Z—I\/I,r’_ )

k k k2
np ’ i
+ 2T - 5 -0+ 5 —lime = 5 k), (5.27)

where we have used repeatedly thép) = V(—p).

5.4. Numerical evaluations

We explicitly evaluate the isoscalar contributions to #nand double scattering for which
expressions were derived in the previous two subsectionsthis purpose we use a separable
NN interaction, since we anticipate that the integral is dated by low-momentum modes, so
details of the potential are not important. Specifically,uge the effective potential

V(p,p’) = 9(P)a(p’), ap) = (5.28)

1
p?+ 5%
where is a constant tuned to reproduce the binding momentum,/Mye, ands = 1.4fmtis
introduced to parameterize the effective rangpro$cattering, which enters in realistic potentials

through the one-pion exchange. Solving the Schrodingeataon [5.12) for the bound state, one
obtains the deuteron wave function of the Hulthén type

#0) = NI N = 2 sty + 529
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Using this wave function and evaluatiig (3.10) w@b from (5.14), we find

Al @ 4 gl = —0.034a". (5.30)

We note that the individual Contributioraéjj)o*(dg) and a(de)Ofl(g‘;) are 5-6 times larger than their
sum, which attests to the cancellation derived in Sect. &t2eading order both(de)J(dB) and

(Tde)0+l(g?) acquire large contributions from momenta of ordévl, e which, however, cancel com-
pletely in the sum. The deviation from zero in this result igimy provided by higher-order
corrections in the expansion aﬁ‘.’j)()“d*’), according to[(5]3), whereas higher-order corrections to
alElr %) appear to be numerically negligible.

The dominant effect in this result is ultimately due to motaesf ordery, and so should also

be accessible in heavy-pion effective field theoryrBFT). From [5.2D) we see that, indEFT,
the free piece of the isoscalar contributiondg)(is

at Ix 1+0[ %Hz_o.ozzat (5.31)
\/mp

2y

AW __a

where the explicitly evaluated contribution arises fronmemta of ordey. This number is actu-
ally quite close to[(5.30), which suggests that indeed maanefhordery are largely responsible
for this contributio

In addition, the ISI part generated by the “form factor”[nd8) can also be calculated ex-
plicitly within (HZEFT)

(ce)+(d) _ 32TAMrépa”

F(k)? - 1). 5.32
r (22 (I KIF-1) (5.32)

For momentgk| ~ y the deuteron wave function can be replaced by itk HT approxima-
tion (5.3), which leads to

k
F(k) = K arctan% (5.33)
Performing the last integration then yieﬂds
allo+) a(l +log 4)—” ?a = -0.035a", (5.34)
d

which is even larger thab (581). However, the numericallisress of the full contribution from
intermediateN N interaction apart from the scal¢éM, e suggests that the contribution of the form
factor should be canceled by the non-pole part ofNieamplitude.

6Taking into account the wave-function-renormalizationtéaZ = 1.690 from [69], which is necessary to ensure
the correct asymptotig-state normalization of the deuteron wave functign. (b@nges te-0.037a*, which is even
closer to[[5.3D).

“Strictly speakinga* should be replaced bg*™+ A&* in order to account for isospin violation, however this does
not change the prefactor. Moreover, in the experimentalyaisaof the level shift intD also corrections due to the
electromagnetic radius of the deuteron are taken into axtctie show iff Appendix_C|1 that this amounts only to a tiny
modification of the prefactor.
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The numerical evaluation of (526) with the pionful wave dtians based on the separable
NN interaction described above yields

(do)+(dl10) (do)+(d1o) _ 31
al®h (o) 4 () — 03. 1032, (5.35)

Again, this result basically stems from residual contiitnu$ of the free diagrams from scales
above vM,e. Contrary to @) and @g), which are dominated by momenta of orderin this
case also momenta of ordbt, si?nificantly contribute to the diagrams. On the other hand,
the “form-factor” contributiora®)" ) can still be addressed inifFT, along the same lines as

employed for single scattering (§ee Appendix |C.2). Thessponding result for the form-factor
contribution is large,

8aM,(&pa) 72 oM, astatic
(dg)+(d10) \Ssp n
a 9. 10, ( )

— —2.916) - =0.35-10°3M.2, 5.36
%5 2yéq (5:39)

2
however, it should again be compensated by the non-poleptr diagrams, since the residual
contribution of theN N ISI is numerically negligible.

These full evaluations show that, despite their ostengilfitared enhancement, the isoscalar
parts of fls) + (dg) and @g) + (d10) have contributions from momenta of ordethat yield parts
of a,-g which are still significantly smaller than our theoreticalcertainty. We will therefore
simply drop the isoscalar contributions in what follows.

Similarly, full evaluation shows that—after the Pauli+priple-enforced cancellation of con-
tributions of orderv/M, /e—isovector contributions ofdg) + (dig) are very small, only about
—0.1-103M-1. Thus the same sort of cancellations that preclude thesexistof g¢*/? contri-
bution due to recoil in the double-scattering diagrams afsforces the smallness of this= 1
part of {dg) + (dig). We therefore conclude thald) and @d;0) may be omitted altogether from
our analysis. Indeed, had we found thay)(and @10) were necessary for a precision evaluation
of a,-4, we would have been forced to consider all photon diagrartiegborder, sincedg) and
(d10) do not, on their own, form a gauge-invariant set of diagrams

In fact, the results found here as regards “would-be infratieergent” diagrams are very
important, as the cancellations we have identified guaeghtg the original ChPT power count-
ing, which assesses the impact of momentd,, on the integrals, provides a reasonable estimate
of diagrams involving virtual photons, since the remainimigared enhancement is too weak to
severely violate the ChPT estimates. In this way, we arenligft the diagramsdg)—(ds)

QEM _ 2aMépa” [EM _ a <i>
7T2§d 167T3F72r§d q2 ’
1

2= [ dpda () -V o - DO e T

With the numerical results from SeCt. ¥.4 aand= 86.1- 10-3M_1, we obtain
a™ = (0.94+0.01)- 10°3M_2, (5.38)

where the error again reflects the wave-function dependasdellows from Tablé]3. Thus,
virtual photons increase Rg-q4 by about 4 %.

In summary, we have shown that there are no infrared-enkdapheton contributions
from momenta~ +eM,—due to subtle cancellations both for isoscalar and isaveeh
interactions—and that the infrared enhancement provigeddmenta~ y is too weak to gen-
erate effects that significantly exceed the estimates fanemta~ M,. The size of the virtual-
photon corrections is thus roughly in line with the origi@dPT power counting.

(5.37)
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6. Dispersive andA corrections

There are two additional contributions to thed scattering length that have not been men-
tioned so far. First, diagrams with pukeN or NNy intermediate states yield so-called dispersive
corrections. It is this class of diagrams that producesrtiaginary part of,-4, although here
their leading contribution to the real partaf 4 is suppressed bg®? relative to ¢) [42]. Di-
agrams with explici degrees of freedom enter at the same order and provide tbhrdelass
of contributions we consider in this secti@[43]. TAREL232) contribution is a true three-body
effect, since the nucleon recoil is needed if thigvave resonance is to contributeSewvaver—d
scattering. Typical examples for each of these two effesslapicted in Tablgl1l. Both classes
were computed ir@ﬂ?)] using a calculation N — dr up to NLO in ChPT|{__Zb] in which
all integrals were cut off at 1 GeV. We have checked that veyyiis cutoff does not introduce
additional uncertainty, and the effectag 4 is then

a®sPA = (~0.6+ 1.5)-10°3M_ L. (6.1)

Since this contribution is_onl@(pl/z) larger than the contact term, we need not include isospin-
violating corrections tasP* which, countinge ~ p, would be suppressed by another two
orders.

7. Summary of three-body contributions to the pion—deutera scattering length

We now summarize the content of Se€id.13-6 by listing theethi@dy corrections that need
to be taken into account in the actual calculation. We reabgie the numerical results for these
contributions, and analyze the different sources of uagast in the calculation.

The essence of the discussion in Sect. 3 was to demonstaatdltisospin-conserving three-
body corrections can be reliably calculated u(@®/?), i.e. a relative accuracy oM /m)2.
This is half an order lower than the contribution of the leadiinknown N'N)?zr contact term,
which isO(p?). The uncertainty anticipated due to the truncation of bigbrder terms is a few
percent, as follows from a naive dimensional analysis. H@néo achieve this accuracy one also
has to account for three-body isospin-violating correwjavhich are suppressed &compared
to the leading isospin-conserving terms. Therefore we pilseented a complete calculation of
the isospin-violating corrections up @(e?p*/?). To this order the three-body isospin-violating
corrections are of electromagnetic nature, that is thegapgue to virtual photons and the pion
mass difference. The quark mass difference starts to boiéronly aiO(e’p).

In order to reach our accuracy goal, in S&dt. 4 we expliciigl@ated the diagrams of a
multiple-scattering topology as well as those that inv@&l'N and 4t vertices (cf. Fig[L). In
particular, in Secf4]11 we derived the expressions for thetmelevant double-scattering opera-
tor including isospin-violating corrections. To betterd@nstand the relevant scales contributing
to the process the full double-scattering expression wadeti, without making any approxi-
mations, into three parts: the static term at LO, its coioacat NLO, and the contribution that
contains the three-body cut. As stated above, the leadospiis-violating correction is due
to the pion mass difference and thus it appears explicitthéthree-body-cut contribution with
charge exchange, sée (4.1). In order to havethaandr~pnthresholds at the proper places we
also kept the nucleon mass difference in the propagatthsagh this is formally a higher-order
effect O(e?p)). Due to the presence of the cut the effect of the nucleorsrdéference could
be enhanced. In fact, it proves to be negligibly small: threatievaluation gives just a®%
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correction to the static term compared, e.g., to a 2% caoreétom the pion mass difference.
In this way, we conclude that the effect of the quark massudifice in three-body operators is
negligible.

Other diagrams of a multiple-scattering topology appea®(@) relative to the double-
scattering diagram, according to Table 1. The effect of theleon recoil in these diagrams
can thus be neglected there, with, e.g., cancellationsesddy the Pauli principle guaranteeing
that the nucleon recoil in the triple-scattering term staot contribute only a®(p?). Thus, it
suffices to evaluate the triple-scattering diagram in thcsapproximation, se€ (4.8). The effect
of all multiple-scattering diagrams beyond triple-scaitig was also evaluated in the static limit
and shown to be negligible, cf. Selct. }4.3. Similarly, isaspiblating corrections are irrelevant
for all terms in the multiple-scattering series beyond deslisattering.

The amplitudesds) and @;), which involve 3NN and 4r vertices, were calculated in
Sect[4.2 including the leading isospin-violating corits due to the pion mass difference. The
contribution of these diagrams appears to be suppressedriuatty due to accidentally small
spin-isospin factormg].

The combination of all effects discussed thus far in thigisealefines the “strong” contri-
bution to ther~d scattering lengt@s". The numerical result foa®" was presented in Seff. 4.4,
via evaluations of the wave-function averages using moghemomenologicalN potentials,
AV18 [@] and CD-BonnES], as well as chirlN interactions at order 8LO [@]. We found
(witha™ = 86.1-103M:1)

a = (-226+1.1+0.4)-10°M;%, (7.1)

where the first uncertainty arises from the different sliistance ( < 1/M,) physics of the
NN wave functions, and the second from the isospin-breakiiftg s thexN scattering lengths.
The variation in the results due to the use of different wavefions is about 5 %. This provides
an independent confirmation of the contact term’s effect.

The combined effect of the dispersive corrections andAfi®32) contributions ad(p*/?)
was discussed in SeEl. 6 and taken from [42, 43]

adsPrA — (~0.6+ 1.5)- 10°M L. (7.2)

Isospin-violating corrections to these diagrams areeraht at the order to which we work.

Finally, Sect[5 was devoted to a thorough investigatiorhefeffects related to virtual pho-
tons. Due to the presence of photon and pion propagators tli@grams are infrared enhanced.
Therefore, keeping the full dynamical structure of #¢N propagator (including the nucleon
recoil) is mandatory to avoid infrared-divergent integrdio the order we are working, it is suf-
ficient to consider the diagramds}—(dg), which form a gauge-invariant set of diagrams at order
O(€%). The explicit expressions for these diagrams were detigath time-ordered perturbation
theory, cf. [5.3l7). Note that for the gauged Weinberg—Toamazdiagramd;) nozNN propaga-
tors emerge. As a consequence, that contribution is irdrimée even in the static limit, cf. the
second term in the first line df(5.87). The inclusion of theaikin the photon propagator was
also considered, cfi(3.7). Itis, however, a negligibleetf The ultimate result for diagrams
(ds)—(ds) is then

a®™ = (0.94+0.01)- 10°3M.*, (7.3)

with only a~ 1% wave-function dependence (see last column of Table 3)tivited by the
large magnitude of the double-scattering term, we alsosiiyated associated virtual-photon
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Figure 6: Combined constraints in th&-a~ plane from data on the width and energy shiftidf, as well as therD
energy shift. Figure froni[1].

corrections, cf. diagramsl§) and @10), although formally they contribute only &(e?p?) in the
power counting. The explicit computation of these diagrahmwved that the magnitude of these
corrections is far beyond the accuracy we seek.

The three piecea®, asP*2 anda®™, when added together, constitute the three-body con-
tribution to thex~d scattering length. In fact, to a large extent, the novelghredy effects
computed in this study accidentally cancel

Aa® 4 gfalic | gout 4 EM — (0.1+0.7)- 10°M; %, (7.4)

This cancellation is, in itself, somewhat remarkable, sjrecg. aﬁa"c is ~ 35 times larger than
the final central value. The effect of the cancellation ig tha main impact of our analysis on
the extraction of pion—nucleon scattering lengths is omsaeration of NLO isospin-breaking
corrections—in particular the large shifet = (-3.3+0.3)-103M_*—in thexN amplitude].

8. Pion—nucleon scattering lengths

Combining the dependence of thed scattering length oa*"anda™ and the results forH
discussed above, we find the constraints depicted il Figh€ cémbined & error ellipse yields

=(19+0.8)-103M;%, a =(861+0.9) -10°3M.%, (8.1)

with a correlation coefficienty-3- = —0.21. We find that the inclusion of theD energy shift
reduces the uncertainty af by more than a factor of 2 and the correlation betwatanda-
by more than a factor of 3. Note that in the case ofsthelevel shift the width of the band is
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e Aa, Aagx adisPA A" Wave-function averages
16 % 21% 75% 30% 53%

Table 5: Individual contributions to the error @i are added in quadrature to obtain the uncertainty depicteate
bands of Figlb. The impact of each source of error is givengereentage of the total (where the second column gives
the uncertainty in the isospin-breaking shiftstf scattering lengths that occur &, cf. {Z3)). Table from[]1].

dominated by the theoretical uncertainty/Af,-,, whereas for therH width the experimental
error is about 50 % larger than the theoretical one.

Table[B shows the individual contributions to th® error band: as with theH level shift,
the experimental error is much smaller than the combineakétigal uncertainty, whose largest
individual contribution is produced by the uncertaintyaP*. The wave-function averages
contribute about G- 10-3M;? to the overall uncertainty ia*; which is in line with the estimated
impact ona,-4 of theO(p?)—relative to (l;)—contact term.

To deduce a value faa' itself, further input onc; and f; is required according td_(2.4).
ci is related to therN o-term: o,y = (45 + 8) MeV as quoted inﬂ]ﬁ] corresponds t@; =
(-0.9+0.1) GeV'!andc; = (-1.0+0.2) GeV'! at third and forth chiral order, respectively [74].
Recent determinations based X threshold parameters yietd = (-0.93+ 0.07) GeV'! [26]
andc; = (-1.2+0.3) GeV'! [IE], while an investigation of N scattering inside the Mandelstam
triangle led toc; = (-0.81+ 0.12) GeV'?! [IE]. Finally, fits of ChPT amplitudes to phase-shift
analyses provide values in the rarge= —(1.2...1.4) GeV! [|E]. In conclusion, we consider

¢; =(-1.0+0.3)GeV? (8.2)

as a reasonable average of the present knowledge on thisTak€n together with the rough
estimate fy| < 1.4 GeV? [@,@], this value forc; and [8.1) yield a non-zera* at better than
the 95 % confidence level

a® = (7.6+31)-10°M%. (8.3)

The final result fora* is only a little larger than several of the contributions sidered in this
work. This emphasizes the importance of a systematic ardacheme, and a careful treatment
of isospin violation and three-body dynamics. A reductibthe theoretical uncertainty beyond
that of the present analysis will be hard to achieve withalgittonal QCD input that helps pin
down the unknown contact-term contributions in bothstheandzNN sectors.

Finally, we can combine our values for the scattering leagththe isospin limit with the
isospin-breaking correctior@%] to arrive at thé scattering lengths for the physical channels
summarized in Tablgl 6. Note that the difference betweenesaag lengths in the same isospin
channel is better known than the scattering lengths indaligl, since the scattering lengths in
the isospin limit and the associated uncertainties drop et example, the difference between
ay0p andage, at NLO is given by]

1 (4csB(mg-my) : }
B0 — Byon = 47r§p{ o snF;:( VAr + 2V An — Ay — 2MAY)
= (-3.4+04)-10°M1, (8.4)

8This value is consistent with recent determinations-g§ from the lattice,oxn = (50 + 10) MeV [72] andon =
(50+ 10+ 10) MeV [Z3].

30



isospin limit channel scattering length channel scattglemgth
at+a TP P 86.1+1.8 atn — *n 852+18

at—-a atp - xtp -881+18 7n—7xn -890+18
-V2a ap—an -1214+16 a'n — 7% -1195+16
ar °p - 7% 21+31 7°n - 7% 55+3.1

Table 6:7N scattering lengths for the physical channels in units of M), L.

with ¢s being related to the strong contribution to the proton—roeutnass difference. Although
it is formally of higher chiral order, here the contributifnom the cusp due ta*n andz~p

intermediate states has been kept, since it is enhancedifogrharder in the isospin-breaking
parametes = {€°,my — my}. And indeed, it ultimately contributes about 30 % to the nemb

quoted in[(8.4).

9. Goldberger—Miyazawa—Oehme sum rule
The Goldberger—Miyazawa—Oehme (GMO) sum rllé [12] reldtesharged-pion—nucleon

coupling constangZ/4n to a,-p — a,-p and the integral over the cross sectiol’jfrép(k) - a}?}p(k)
measured in the laboratory frame for pion moméatanging from zero to infinity

e (R

A M, 2

o tot __tot
1 o (K) - % (K)

This result is derived by writing down dispersion relatidosz*p — n*p for fixedt, assuming
that the amplitudes are analytic functionssofith a right-hand cut starting &t = (M, + M,)?

and a left-hand cut starting at= (m, — M,)? — t. These dispersion relations are then evaluated
at threshold. The scattering lengths enter astideamplitude at threshold, while the coupling
constang. is related to the residue of the nucleon pole. Finally, onpleys the optical theorem

in the laboratory frame to replace the imaginary part of tiplgude by the total cross section.

J (9.1)

9.1. Isospin violation

There are two ways in which isospin violation affects thex@dion of the GMO sum rule:
mass effects and virtual photons.

The proton—neutron mass difference enters through themet#iate neutron in the nucleon-
pole diagram, which is already taken into accounfin](9. Ydifionally, the threshold for~p —
7°n lies belowsy,, such that the right-hand cut far p already starts aing, + M0)?. Thus, the
total cross section for~p diverges at threshold due to the lower threshold%i However, this
divergence corresponds just to the right half of a prineiglie integral: the dispersion integral
for the reactionr—p really starts ats = (m, + M,0)?, and the resulting pole at,, can be taken
care of in the usual way by the principal-value prescriptidn estimate the remaining effect,
one may use the fact that the imaginary part of the amplitods & (m, + M,-)? can be well
approximated by the imaginary part of thep scattering length due to theén intermediate
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state ]. In this way, we find a shift il by about-0.005 mb, which we will take into account
in our uncertainty estimate far below. In conclusion, mass effects do not invalidate the GMO
sum rule and the necessary modifications are quite well uratgrol.

In contrast, we cannot write down the GMO sum rule in the presef virtual photons, as
e.g. the nucleon pole is not separated any more fromtheut. Therefore[{9]1) is only applica-
ble if all ingredients are purified from virtual-photon effe to ensure that the analytic structure
of the corresponding amplitude coincides with what wasm@asslin the original derivation. For
this reason, we will adopt the following point of view: we as® that the removal of electromag-
netic effects in the cross sections using the Tromborg Fﬂm@] works sufficiently well that
the resulting value fod~ is compatible with the above analyticity assumptions. Mees, we
subtract virtual-photon effects in the scattering lendthsed on[24], but keep isospin-violating
effects due to the nucleon and pion mass difference (we willidon this procedure in Se€t. 9.3).
In this way, our final result fog. consistently refers to the scenario where all particle emase
fixed at their physical value, but virtual photons are swéttloff.

Finally, we comment on the definition of scattering lengthd aoupling constants in the
presence of electromagnetic interactions. Even in priacipe calculation of electromagnetic
corrections is a scale-dependent procedﬁb [79], whictvelaer, can only be systematically
addressed if the underlying theory is known. Within an dffectheory, ChPT in our case, a
consistent treatment of electromagnetic corrections ssipte, apart from the fact that the am-
biguities in the separation of photon effects present ihlQ@D should be reflected in additional
uncertainties in the LECs. To the best of our knowledge, tiaetiral consequences E[?Q for
ChPT calculations have yet to be explored. However, theystfidhe linearo- model in [79]
suggests that such effects are not relevant at the levelafracy at which the LECs can be
usually pinned down. In addition, the definition of a scatigiength for charged particles is a
subtle matter@O], and recent attempts to define a stronppsproton scattering length yield
only scale-dependent quantitia[ﬁl—%]. An effect analisgo that discussed in these works is
also present in the calculation of th#l scattering lengths, but, due to the perturbative nature of
7N dynamics, this effect is negligible as we will show in thddoling. Removing the Coulomb
phase&c(|pl), the behavior of tha™ p scattering amplitudé,-, at threshold is given bﬂi?]

) B
e—2|aéfc(|p|)-|-7r_p -1 B, log H + T;rljfp + O(Ipl), (9.2)
Ipl HH
where
47T§pan-p = T;t:lrpv Bl = 47T2(IMna7l'_P7 BZ = —87T(1Mn(a7r‘p)2~ (93)

The scale ambiguity represented by the presence qfi{dg not induced by an ultraviolet di-
vergence, but by a kinematic singularity at threshold. \&tile ¥|p| term (the leading approx-
imation to the Gamow—Sommerfeld fact@[@l 86]) can be usigonously separated, the gy
requires the choice of a scale in order to define the stromgliwid amplitudﬁ}r'l’p. In @:2) that
scale has been chosen toe However,B, differs from zero only at two-loop level, i.e. it is
suppressed by two chiral orders compared to the accuracliahwhe isospin-breaking correc-
tions ﬂ] are known. Thus, choosing the mass ofdimeeson, rather than the reduced mass
shiftsa,-p by

B M, M,
——2_Jog—£ = —2aun(ay p)?log—~ = -0.2- 1073M;%, (9.4)
4nép T pH HH

an effect fully in line with its two-loop estimate that caretkefore safely be neglected.
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One might worry that our definition @ is not exactly what is measured in experiment, be-
cause, despite the application of electromagnetic cooregtthe full range of virtual-photon ef-
fects is not captured by present-day analyses. For thismgase could try to add a certain class
of virtual-photon diagrams in order to obtain a quantityt t@responds better to the experimen-
tally accessible one. In fact, this is quite a difficult eptése: to extract the coupling constant,
we need the amplitude at= mZ, where threshold ambiguities as in the case of the scagterin
lengths do not occur. However, the cancellation of infratigérgences that is ensured at thresh-
old by phase-space arguments no longer works, which makeim¢husion of bremsstrahlung
inevitable. In order to estimate the size of such effects, miay in a first rough approximation
consider only the leading bremsstrahlung contribution timolves logarithms of the detector
resolutionEnayx. In this naive approach—described in more detdil'in ApperddiZz—we find a
shift of about 007 in g2/4x for Emax = 10 MeV, which is thus significantly below the accuracy
we claim for our final result below. We conclude that, in ortteaddress virtual-photon effects
systematically, one is forced to perform the full radiatbegrections for a given process, which
is beyond the scope of this work.

9.2. Evaluation of J

The evaluation ofi~ has recently been discussed in great detail ih [13] and Heteafter
referred to as ELT and AMS. The main difference between baotilyaes is that the former
relies on phase-shift solutions to determine the crosssestwhile the latter uses data directly.
Both investigations apply the Tromborg proceddlé [78] moge electromagnetic effedsThe
guoted results

Jer = (-1.083+0.032)mb  Jy = (~1.060=+ 0.030) mh (9.5)

are consistent within the uncertainties and we take theeafismcy between the mean values as
an indication of the final accuracy one can hope to achieve ievaluation ofJ~. In order to
obtain an average value df that combines ELT and AMS, we now compare both analyses in
the low-momentumK < 2 GeV/c), the high-momentum (2 Ge¢ < k < 240 GeV/c), and the
Regge regimek( > 240 GeV/c) separately. In general, we employ the uncertainties guioye
ELT, whose error estimates tend to be more conservativettitae of AMS.

In the low-momentum region, we average the mean of the sefuitthe SMQSES],
SM99 ,@], and FAOjE 1] phase-shift solutions withl3. In these determinations, the
threshold region constitutes an additional source of uag#y due to a lack of very low-energy
data. Therefore, for the interval (0—80) M&Y/an interpolation between the cross sections at
threshold

Ac(0) = 0'®,(0) — o2, (0) = 4r((ar p)* + (25%%)? - (ar-p)?) (9.6)

and the available scattering data is needed. To estimatmpaet of the scattering length ah,
we consider th&-wave part of this interpolation, which changes by abod00 mb if one varies
Ao (0) by 30%. In view of the fact that the difference between walue forAc(0) and those
of AMS and ELT lies below 20 %, this should provide a conseveatstimate of the additional
uncertainties to be expected in the threshold region. Agldinquadrature this estimation, the
uncertainty quoted by ELT, and the effect due to the lomferthreshold discussed in Selct. 9.1,

9Above the energy range where the Tromborg corrections aiable the effect due to the Coulomb barrier is
accounted for following the potential-model calculati@T.
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kin GeV/c

0-2 SM95 [13, 88] SM99 [13, 89] FA02[90, 91]
-1.302 -1.314 -1.3043
AMS average
-1.3003 —1.304+ 0.023
2-240 ELT [13] AMS [14] average
0.197 02149 0206+ 0.024
240-e0 Hohler [92] Donnachie—Landshoff[93] Gauron—Nicolesgd][
0.0222 00294 00244
Regge94 [95] Regge98 [96] average
0.030 0018 Q025+ 0.007

Table 7: Contributions td~ from different momentum regions in mb. For the detailed carigon, we use that the
regions (2—D3) GeV/c and (240-350) Ge)¢ yield a contribution of 027 mb and ®043 mb toJ~, respectively[[J0].

yields the+0.023 error given in Tablgl 7. In the high-momentum region wetheenean of AMS
and ELT with the ELT error, while the contributions from thedgje regime above 240 Gy
are determined as the average of the five models employed & &M ELT with an error chosen
generously to encompass all models (cf. Table 7). In this wayfinally obtain for our average

J™ = (-1.073= 0.034) mb 9.7)

9.3. Results for the pion—nucleon coupling constant
Inspired by], we adopt the following strategy to detered,, — a.p. Writing

aﬂ—p - a;-(+p = 2a7r-p - (a;r-p + a;r-n) + a;r-n - a;-(+p = 2a7r-p - 2(é+ + Aé+) + a;r-n - a;-(+ ps (9.8)

we can take
arp = (85.66+ 0.14)- 10°3M* (9.9)
directly from the level shift intH, &* from (8:1), and
e2 I I
Brn—arp= ng{ o + 2Mq(205 + gp)} (9.10)

from [24]. As thegl cancel between,, — a,-p and 28" (cf. (2.6) and[(9.10)), such that only
the rather well-determined LE remains, this procedure is particularly stable with respec
unknown LECs. We find

8rp—arp = (17321 16) - 103M % (9.11)

However, these scattering lengths still contain virtuabdion effects, such that we need to sub-
tract the corresponding contribution (cf. Appendix D.1)

o =(21£18) 103Mm L. (9.12)

Ar-p— rip
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The GMO sum rule[{9]1) with the input (9.7). (P.8), ahd (9t yields
%

TT

=1369+0.12+0.15, (9.13)

where the first error gives the uncertainty due to the s¢agéengths and the second that due
to J-. This value is in agreement with determinations frdii (g2/4r = 1354 + 0.05 [_9__‘}’])
andzN (g2/4r = 1375+ 0.10 [91], g2/4r = 1376 + 0.01 [98]) scattering data. We stress that
the errors quoted irh__[_bﬂbﬂ%] mainly reflect statisticadertainties. The systematic subtleties
associated with isospin violation that were discussed alimBect[ 311 were not quantified in
these previous studi%

10. Conclusions

We have presented a calculation of el scattering length based on ChPT including full
isospin-violating corrections in both the two- and threehpsectors. In the isospin-conserving
part we included all contributions below the order at whintuaknown (N*N)?zz counter term
enters. The remaining cutoff dependence of our resultsisistent with dimensional analysis of
the counter term, and thus provides an estimate of the thearancertainty of the calculation.
We have also considered isospin-violating three-bodyrdmttons below the orded(e?p) rel-
ative to the leading isospin-conserving operator. Moreove considered several higher-order
diagrams that could potentially be enhanced due to the dom#of double scattering g4
or because of small scales associated with the deuterompiedergy. In the end, we find no
significantly enhanced virtual-photon effects. Osterys@sihanced contributions from momenta
of order M e vanish for both isovector and isoscata\ scattering, where the cancellation can
be traced back to the Pauli principle and the orthogonalitieateron and continuum wave func-
tions, respectively. We conclude that a higher accuracyoth the two-body isospin-violating
corrections and the three-body part of #tal scattering length requires additional information
onzN andzNN contact terms, which are not constrained by chiral symm@tiryally, we pre-
sented the consequences of the calculation forrtiescattering lengths and—after carefully
revisiting the GMO sum rule in the presence of isospin violat—for the charged-pion—nucleon
coupling constant.

Acknowledgments

We thank D. Gotta, A. Kudryavtsev, U.-G. Meil3ner, A. Rusgtskl. Sainio, and
A. W. Thomas for useful discussions. This research was stggpdy the DFG (SFB/TR 16,
“Subnuclear Structure of Matter”), DFG-RFBR grant (436 RLIS/991/0-1), the Mercator Pro-
gramme of the DFG, the Helmholtz Association through funaeided to the virtual institute
“Spin and strong QCD” (VH-VI-231) and the young investigagooup “Few-Nucleon Systems
in Chiral Effective Field Theory” (grant VH-NG-222), the Bo-Cologne Graduate School of
Physics and Astronomy, the DAAD, the project “Study of Sglyrinteracting Matter” (Hadron-
Physics2, grant No. 227431) under the 7th Framework Progeaai the EU, the US Department

191 the nucleon—nucleon case electromagnetic correctitigetone-pion-exchange potential were calculatef in [99,
[100]. The renormalization procedure choserl in [99] impifex electromagnetic correctionsdgare small. However,
it is unclear to us how these conventions should be tramktateN scattering.

35



of Energy (Office of Nuclear Physics, under contract No. DEBRB-93ER40756 with Ohio Uni-
versity), and the Federal Agency of Atomic Research of theskun Federation (“Rosatom”).
Computing resources were provided by the JSC, Jilich, @eym

Appendix A. Effective Lagrangians

For the sake of completeness, we review here the effectigealngian for nucleons, pions,
and virtual photons, as constructed.[26] The followiegns are needed in the context of the
present study

Log = LSrpZ) +_£7(Te2) +£7(Tezp2) +£§\|p) +£§\|p2) +£§\f3) +£§\"32) +£§§2p) + L,
L4, = I:—2<olﬂu"‘o|,,u +x'U +UTy) + ZFXQUQU') - }FHVF’” - %(aﬂAﬂ)Z,
L7 = F(d"UTd,U)(ka(@) + ka(QUQU™) + ka(d*UTQU)(A,UQU")
+ ks((d*UTQUY(d,UQU) + (d*UQUT)(d,UQU’ >)},
£ =¥(ip-m=+ Egm}w,
L(p ) = {cl<)(+> - (uﬂuy)D”DV +he + (u,lu") + %c4o4”[u,l, u,] + 05)}+}‘P,
£ = %nlp{ds[x,, u D"} + hc.,
£ = Z\F{ (@2 - Q) + 1QQ. Y,
eV = { Q2 — Q2 ys + G2(Qu )2y ysu ¥
+ ZF—m\F{gG<Q+><Q_uﬂ>D“ +07(QuU)Q D + g5(Q_U)Q. D + he, (A1)

where(A) denotes the trace of a matrix A = A - (A)/2 its traceless part?(O + h.c)¥ =
YOV + h.c. for an operatoO and

d,U =a,U —iAJQU], x=2Bdiagin.my), U=12 Q= gdiag(Z ~1),
Fuw = 9.A - 3,A, Q=ediag(10), Q.= %(uQuT +u'Qu),
D,=0,+T,, T,= %(u*(aﬂ —IQA)U+ U@, — IQA)UT), xs = ulyu = uyx'u,
U, = i(U' (9 - IQA)U— U@, —IQANUT),  [Dy. ] = dully + [T ). (A.2)
¥ = (p,n)" contains the nucleon fields and the matdxcollects the pion fieldsF, g, andm

are the pion decay constant, the axial charge, and the mahksg ofucleon in the chiral limit,
respectively. The renormalized LECs are denoted by a scijetrs
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Appendix B. Photon diagrams in chiral effective theory

Appendix B.1. Single scattering with photon exchange

To begin with we discuss the case that #i¢N — 7NN operator contains only the (nom-
inally) leading isoscalar contribution. Writing the (isa¢ar) thresholdrN amplitude asT* =
4népat, we have

. d'k [ dPqdiq’ . [ . ey i
(de)+(ds) _— (o’ + - Z)—
iM 2 20 L Y'(q)i2T (M RZ - MZ 7 i)7( IeZM”)(IZ)kZ
. , k k. . , k k.
X {le(q Bk it Ko, —k) + |Gs(q — 5 dt5ies ko, —k)}‘P(q),

(B.1)

wherev = (1,0) and we have already used the fact tkat- k?/M, < k and therefore can be
neglected in the photon propagator. The factor of 2 mulitifgyl * is present because the pion
can interact with either the neutron or the proton, whiledherall factor of 2 includes the time-
reversed diagram. The factef2 in the first line occurs because we include only one of the two
possible interactions of the nucleons inside the nucletis tve photon. The other is accounted
for via the exchange term, which is represented by the seGoedn’s function. In that portion
we have replaced by —p as compared to the direct piece of the amplitude. More spattifj

we can rewriteM as

1
M= (WIQG(E)E(l — P1)TnIP), (B.2)
where
Ten=(TA0+TP)01P+ (1602, Q= 2(11(1) +1P)e1?+(1e2). (B3)

the superscript referring to nucleon 1 and 2, respectivelfB.2) G(E) = 1/(E +in— H) denotes
the Green'’s function describing the propagation offtHé pair from thexNN interaction to the
photon coupling, and the projector{1P;,)/2 has been introduced to impose the Pauli principle
(P12 interchanges nucleons 1 and 2). Note that the operatorsuimdrbrackets in[(BI3) are
implicitly understood to be accompanied by “shift operat#® indicating the momentum shift
induced by the pion—nucleon or photon—nucleon interactidrich has to be taken into account
when the symmetry properties of the individual terms aré . Inserting[(BB) into(B12),
we obtain two distinct contributions (all terms with a sielgg involve (T = Olrg)lT =0=0
and may thus be dropped). First, the isoscalar piece reads

(FISG(L~ PL)2T W) = (PI2(Gs + GI2T 1) (B-4)

and since the isospin wave function of the isospin-zeree stglready antisymmetric under
particle exchange, this isoscalar “direct-minus-excledg(1l — P15) = Gp — Gg prescription

(in (B4) Gs denotes the outcome for the exchange part) produces the stwo @G terms

in (B)). Second, the “direct-minus-exchange” contribatto M that results from the isovec-
tor part of the pion’s interaction with thBIN system discussed below only contributes for
odd partial waves due to the Pauli principle. This can alyda®l seen from the isospin struc-
ture: T(I)lT =0) «|T =1, T3 =0), and since spin is conserved, the Pauli principle in the form
(=1)->+T = —1 requires an odd partial wave.
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Because of the presence of the deuteron pole, the exprdBsifris infrared divergent (not
just “would-be infrared divergent”). It blows up because ave neglected effects due to the
atomic-binding energB,.. if we included these, it would be regulated at Scg®l, By ~ aM;.
However, the physics associated with this momentum scasealvaady included in the atomic-
physics calculation. In that calculation, which is donengsion-relativistic effective field theory
(NREFT), we have an expression for these effects that quoress to a structureless deuteron.
Using the fact that the normalization of any deuteron wawefion equals 1, that expression can
be written as
[ [

(271)4 —k2/2my + in ko — k2/2M, + in
X ‘I’T(Q)(—ie)(ie)p‘l’(q} (B.5)

From the difference of (Bl1) anfl.(B.5), we can obtain an esgiom that is safe in the infrared
and includes only the effects not already accounted forerlNREFT computation

d®k 1 [ dPqdiy dko K K
(de)+(ds) _ + pi ’ .
MIRssafee - 262T (271')3E (271_)3 ( ){f [ s(q - 5» q- E, —€— ko, —k)

iMg =2 f d*qd®q ¥ (q)i2T ¥ (q’ )

2My ~ 2(27r)3‘P(q’)‘PT(q)} @

(MV+KZ-MZ+iy  K2uo+in )
(B.6)

Now, since we are prepared to ignoreNN cuts (they only lead to higher-order effects), we

drop the “backward-going pion” contribution. The evaloatof thek, integral in the first term
can then be done by picking up the pion pole. This yields

+ iGs(q' - ;,—q + g; —€ - ko,—k)

d*k 1 [ dqdiy k k k2
(de)+(dg) _ + _r = T S e
MY _ o2t i) oy @ ){ {0 -5.9-5i-e e k)
, kK k. k? 2(27)*¥ (') ¥ (a)
+ Gs(q - E’_q + 5 €T 2M,,’_k) - W}W(Q)» (B.7)

where we have neglected terms that are higher ordkr Bnd so replacedy by M, and the
kinetic energy of the pion by its non-relativistic form. Rndhis result, we can now read dff (5110)
via

(de)+(ds)
a(d6)+(d3) MIRssafee (B 8)
NN 47r§d . .

Finally, the isovectoP-wave part produces a contribution corresponding to

87ra/§ a- (" d’k .
(de)+(ds) _ p un 3~ N3~ W
aT 1 (277)6§d f k2 qudq\y(q)
, k k k2 , k k k2
X {Gv(q - E’q - E; —€— Z—I\/lrr —k) - Gv(q 5 -q+ E; —€— Z—I\/lrr —k)}\P(CI),
(B.9)

where the isovector Green'’s functi@y is defined analogously tGs with the deuteron pole
removed andi(yy — Ty (the relative sign is due to the symmetry of ffle= 1, Tz = 0)
state). Although we do not consider isovechdN interactions, it is a valuable check of the
calculation that the free part of the Green'’s function rejpices the expressions of S€éct]5.1.
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Appendix B.2. Double scattering with photon exchange

We now generalize the previous discussion ta\eN kernel given by doubleN scattering.
Let us first consider the case where the photon is exchangedth&NN interaction. Two
distinct processes contribute to thid N interaction: the exchange of@a corresponds to double
elasticr~N scattering, while an intermediat€ requires two charge-exchange reactions. The
amplitudes can be written as

1 1
= (‘I’|QG§(1 — P TonTenl¥), M = (‘I’|QG§(1 — P12) Tronor N T Nosron [P),
(B.10)
where

T7r‘N—>7r°N = (_ \/éTi)T(_l) ® ]1(2) + (1 d 2),
Toonorn = (- V2T )W e 1@+ (1o 2), (B.11)
with raising and lowering operators
i 1
(i) — 0] (1)
7y = > (T' +it, ) (B.12)

andT,n andQ are defined in[(BI3). Again, the momentum shifts are undedsto be taken
into account implicitly. The evaluation g{t* proceeds in close analogy fo(B.2), once the con-
tributions for which bothrN interactions happen to the same nucleon are excluded. diegje
isoscalarrN scattering terms (which are of higher order), we obtain

- 1 ~
M = 2T VIG5 (L~ P)l?) = 2T )XIZGs + GY).  (B13)

The expression foM™ is somewhat more involved, the crucial observation beiagtte states
TS_Z)T(_l)|T =0), Tgl)T(_2)|T =0), (1+rgl))|T = 0), and (1+ 7(32))|T = 0), are actually a superposition
of IT =0, Tz =0)and|T = 1, T3 = 0), such that both even and odd partial waves contribute. We
find that the former give rise to

T o= (= V2T)XW|(Gs + Go) = I‘P> (B.14)

while the latter lead to
7 = (- V2TOXH(G, - G5 |w> (B.15)

Therefore, the analog df(B.1) becomes

. d'k (&l gy o N
(do)+(chio) — (o) (- 20— —)—
iM =2 (2,r)4 (271)4 o @2 e2My)(i5)15
. _ k k
X{IGs(q 5:0- —+| ko,—k)+le(q’—5,—q+§—l;—e—ko,—k)}

i i i
T i (M )2 - M2 17 (Mv+ KZ— M2 + 17
¢k N [Pl
(27f)4 (27f)4 (2r)3

. o '
x{|GS(q 0= —+I ko,—k)+|GS(q —5,—q+§—l,—e—k0,—k)}

i i i
T i (M )2 - M2 17 (Mv+ KZ— M2 + 17

¥(aq)

+2

Wi (q')(-1)(-i V2T7)*(—ie2M, )i )

Y(q), (B.16)
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where again the overall factor of 2 accounts for the timesrsed diagram. Performing tHeand
k° integrations yields

#k P Pqdq. . 1
(do)+(cho) _ 2 o 1
M 0 | ) @) oo Diee
« {264 . JP. ST X)
S q 2’ q 2 il € 2Mn,
ok kK K2
+264( - 5,-q+ 5~ I~ o —k)}‘P(q). (B.17)

To generalize[{BJ5) we must replace the isoscalar two-baahyribution to ther~d scattering
length 2ZI'* by the double-scattering analog

d*pdq

-4 [ TEY e -, (8.19)

such that the infrared-safe amplitude is given by

d3k o1 d*qd®q’

(do)+(cho) _ - - f = — | =1
Mesae” =220 | oy | opier ) np

IR safe
N k k k2
T~ r N = B
X Wi(@){264( - 5.0 5 +1i ¢ v )
K 1)- 4202 (@)Y (- 1)
ZM”’ —k2/2,uD + iT]

kK K
260 = 5. -0+ 5 — |~ le@. (©19)

which finally proves[(5.26).

Appendix C. Photon diagrams in heavy-pion EFT

Appendix C.1. Electromagnetic radius of the deuteron
As the correction due to the electromagnetic radius of theetten is already included in the
experimental value for the level shift, we should subtraetdorresponding NREFT contribution
as well (in addition to[{B15))
i d*k [ [ i 1
i aqradius P + A\ (i 2/,2
=2 2T - — (- Zk
Mg 208 2" ko —K2j2ma+ inko — Bu—K2j2M, + 1y O0) (= 5D
(C.2)

whereBy; = o’up/2 includes the atomic binding energy afrg) = (8y?)* for asymptotic wave
functions. Performing thk® integral yields

k1 1 1.5
@@ BT B¢ W)

ergdius: _2e22-|-+f (C.2)

In fact, this expression is linearly divergent: the theargmly valid in the hadronic-atom regime.
In dimensional regularization we may drop a scaleless iategyhich leads to

Lo T
ergdmsz F(r(%)zﬂD \/Z#TBam (C.3)
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and subtracting this contribution from (5134) gives

2 aM;\ M, &
(ds)+(dg) n z Sp
A radis = ~3 o 47§d)7§_§a+' (C.4)

Therefore, the additional shift due to the deuteron chadiis~ oM, /4y&q = 0.005 is certainly
negligible.

Appendix C.2. Double scattering with photon exchange
We start from[(5.27) in the form

a8+ _ ora(éa ) [k A 1 F(OF(k—2) - F(2)
b)+(co)

&d (2n)2 J (2n)3 k22 —k2/2up
B 256r2aM,(épa)? [ d®k Y K|
=_ 5(2, Pz (I(|k|)m arctanE - I(O)) (C.5)
where
d®l dp 1 1 1

(k] = = .
K= J e o—ki2+ 17+ 72 P2+ 72
Introducing Feynman parameters in the standard way, tltisrhes

0055 [ oyl s )

dy d’l 1
167r \/—X (Y1 -y)(1-x) +x)32 f (27)3 12+ h(1- h)ka N 5/2)3/2, (C.7)

with
__ya-9-% L 1-x
VA T aa- e (C.8)
and hence
1 1 dx 1 dy 2
(KN -10)=-525 | 7T /s (y(l_y)(l_x)+x)3/2Iog(1+h(1—h)4—772). (C.9)

The corresponding contribution {o{C.5) is given by

16aM,(£pa”)? dz arctanE Lodx 1 dylog (1 t - y)(1'>)<)+x22)
22 fo B VI—x (YA -y -x) +x)?32
~ SQMn(fpa_)z{ﬂ_z N fl dx fl dy fw d2(2 arctan’ — 1)
- n2é5 2 Jo Vi—xJo (YA-y)(A-x+x32 )y Z\z 2
XY(1-y)
xlog (1 * (1 P xzz)}

80/ M (épa” )? (

g 2 2.916), (C.10)

2
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such that we are left with

8aM,(&a ) (n 2560 M, y(£pa)? IK|

(do)+(d10) _ p A —p _7

acy —nzgz ( > 2916) fd 1(0) f |k| arctan—y 1}
8aM,(épa ) 64r%aM,(&,a7)?
=g (7 -2 916) —=a 10). (C.11)

Now, | (0) does not converge: the reason is that the double-sicatterntribution to ther~d scat-
tering length itself diverges in heavy-pion EFT and we needunterternD to renormalize this
diagram. Demanding that the physical double-scatterimgritmution in the static approximation
a*®pe reproduced, we have

static __ 1 8 - 1 1
astatc - Férd{D— (& )2<¥>} e —[D - 512r%(52 )71 (0)) (C.12)

However, the same counterterm will contribute dig)(and @h0) as well and needs to be added
to (CI1). EliminatingD therein in favor ofl (0) anda®c, 1(0) cancels and we finally ob-

tain (5.36).

Appendix D. Subtraction of virtual-photon effects

Appendix D.1.zN scattering lengths

The isospin-violating corrections to the scattering Iésgtalculated in|ﬁ4] involve both
contributions due to the pion mass differerce’Z, and those due to virtual photorse?, where
= (MZ - M%,))/2€’F% = 0.81. (The nucleon mass difference does not enter in theseefseat

th|rd chiral order.) Retaining only the? part, we obtain the following correctloﬂ24]

Ar-p — Arip

M, ezgi M2 xrooar r
.= _27r—§-‘,){16712|:72r(1+ 4log2+ 3IogF) - 2e%(gp + G - 9F2k )} (D.1)

whered' and E{ denote the? piece ofgl andk!, respectively. The relation between both sets
of LECs can be established by means of tigefunctionse; andn;. It is convenient to define
scale-independent LEG@g andk; by

k= 167r2(k'+log ) g = 1&12F2(g'+'°g_) (D-2)
such that

C-Teitt) g dmfee) o9
which finally leads to

Estimating the LECs as ih [24] yields the result quotedTAZ.
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Figure 7: Virtual-photon corrections to the nucleon-pdigdam inz~ p scattering aO(p3) [25].

Appendix D.2.7NN coupling constant

The full set of virtual-photon corrections to the nucleasigpdiagram int~ p scattering at
third chiral order is depicted in Figl 7. Based on the disicussf these diagrams irﬂlZS], the
shift of g; due to virtual photons can be read off from the residue of ta¢tering amplitude at
s = mg. To obtain an idea how large these effects are, we considerthe diagramsay), (ay),
and @s), which is motivated by the expectation that it ought to begilole to absorb this subset of
diagrams into a simple redefinition gf. And indeed, we find that these diagrams, together with
the pertinent contact terms and the wave-function renazat#dn, represent a scale-independent
quantity: all ultraviolet divergences cancel between Bapd contact terms. In a strict chiral
expansion, we find thag(), (a2), and @s) yield (post-renormalization) a shift igg of

AgE ezgimﬁ{ZF,%

o oy 20 1 M2 1 M2
ar = anFZ g @ +3%) - gk (3+I09F)+@Iog } (D.5)

1 82 4E2 .

The last term is present because infrared divergences anlyet at threshold. To remove these
singularities (regulated by a finite photon masgsin the actual calculation of the diagrams), we
use the leading, logarithmically enhanced part of the bstralslung calculated i|'1__[_125], which ef-
fectively eliminatesn, in favor of twice the detector resolutidEmax. Numerically, this amounts

to
Ag?
= = 007003+ 0.04 (D.6)
JT

where we takéeax = 10 MeV and the errors are, respectively, due to the LECs aratiation
of Emax by a factor of 2. Dropping the term due to bremsstrahlungstii in g2/4r is reduced
to —0.01+0.03. We stress that these estimates can by no means repldareafysis of radiative
corrections, but we think they can be taken as indicativeefize of virtual-photon effects.
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