
Journal of Physics: Conference Series

PAPER • OPEN ACCESS

Bethe-Salpeter approach to three-body bound states with zero-range
interaction
To cite this article: E Ydrefors et al 2019 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1291 012013

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

This content was downloaded from IP address 83.160.77.29 on 23/12/2019 at 13:02

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1291/1/012013
http://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjstdZoJquxnWw9ClhSaLaNjaE3NdIEjgGm2qlPE_V6Un4n5UxmCjfOuL4CDQEZiBnF3kWbdJHw6PIA0LOvReif1qvHLn5ICoe1KQlYGFtRMC2MvpIbZIGIYaSffeB8p9Agrx13V1H7xqVj_aY88sjlX3DEBN9ZblA5k0bBKOmPwYTdOTtYVLpq6h4BZASW-1TnlBCHZ2XUf2PKE3UM-Mwh4HO3JbOOXXJX-m99VdZnTYnnzVwzQU&sig=Cg0ArKJSzIQZ-ssiAPnW&adurl=http://iopscience.org/books


Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.

Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd

XLI Brazilian Meeting on Nuclear Physics (RTFNB)

IOP Conf. Series: Journal of Physics: Conf. Series 1291 (2019) 012013

IOP Publishing

doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1291/1/012013

1

Bethe-Salpeter approach to three-body bound states

with zero-range interaction

E Ydrefors1, J H Alvarenga Nogueira1,2, V A Karmanov3 and
T Frederico1
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Abstract. The Bethe-Salpeter equation for three scalar bosons, with zero-range interaction,
is solved in Minkowski space by direct integration of the four-dimensional integral equation.
The singularities occuring in the propagators are treated properly by standard analytical and
numerical methods, without relying on any ansatz for the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude. The results
for the binding energies and transverse amplitudes are compared with the results computed in
Euclidean space. A fair agreement between the calculations is obtained.

1. Introduction
The Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equation [1, 2] comprises a reliable tool for the description of relativistic
few-body systems in the non-perturbative regime. From the numerical point of view, the most
straightforward way to solve this integral equation is to carry out its analytic continuation to the
Euclidean space, through the Wick rotation [3]. Some physical quantities, e.g. binding energies,
are unaltered under this transformation. However, as shown in [4], the Euclidean BS amplitude
cannot be naively used to compute some dynamical observables. For such applications one needs
the BS amplitude solution in Minkowski space. The two-scalar BS equation, with one-boson-
exchange interaction, was solved successfully in Minkowski space by several research groups, see
e.g. [5, 6, 7, 8]. The Nakanishi integral representation [9, 10] was then adopted to put the BS
equation in a non-singular solvable form.

Unraveling the structure of relativistic three-body systems has important implications for
applications in subatomic physics, but it is more difficult if compared to two-body systems. Most
of the comprehensive studies in the three-body context have, so far, been carried out for the
zero range interaction framework, which, despite of its simplicity, is quite useful. Investigations
of the structure of three-body systems with short-range interactions are also important for
Efimov physics which dominates the properties of the energy eigenstates with total vanishing
angular momentum, composed by the maximally symmetric configuration. The low-energy
properties of such systems are given by model independent correlations with few physical scales,
namely the large scattering lengths and one characteristic three-body scale. Such universal
correlations are limit cycles repeating themselves geometrically in the limit where the scattering
length goes to infinity, as happens to the Efimov states with binding energies geometrically
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separated. For a more comprehensive discussion of the universality in few-body systems, see
e.g. Ref. [14]. The mentioned properties are retained in a relativistic description of the three-
boson equation considering a low momentum expansion with respect to the individual mass.
The Efimov phenomena from the point of view of a relativistic model is associated with the
infrared behavior of the associated momentum space integral equations. However, it is well-
known that in non-relativistic three-body systems with zero-range interaction the binding energy
is not bounded from below, i.e. they have a so-called Thomas collapse, which can be related
to the Efimov effect due to the scale invariance of the ultraviolet form of the non-relativistic
equations [11]. On the contrary, it was shown in Refs. [12, 13] that in a relativistic framework
the Thomas collapse is not anymore equivalent to the Efimov effect, as the mass is a scale
breaks the equivalence between the infrared region (non-relativistic) and the ultraviolet region.
Furthermore, the Thomas collapse is eliminated by the appearance of an effective short-range
repulsion due to the relativistic propagation of the constituents. Consequently, it is important
to study the structure of such systems within fully relativistic frameworks.

The BS and Light-Front (LF) equations for the three-boson system with zero-range
interaction were derived in [12]. The LF equation, which is obtained by performing the
integration over k− of the BS amplitude, only preserves the valence component of the BS
amplitude, and was solved by Frederico in a limited range and the solution was subsequently
generalized in Ref. [13]. Recently, in [15], we solved the BS equation, introduced in [12], in
Euclidean space and it was then deduced that higher-Fock components beyond the valence have
a great impact on the structure of the three-body system. As already pointed out, it is crucial
to acquire the BS amplitude directly in Minkowski space. To this end, we solved in the recent
work [17] the BS equation by direct integration in Minkowski space and some of the results are
presented in this contribution. The results for the binding energies and transverse amplitudes
are also compared with the ones obtained in Euclidean space.

2. Three-body Bethe-Salpeter equation
We consider a system of three bosons, with constituent masses m, with zero-range interaction.
The BS equation for the Faddeev component of the vertex function then reads [12]

v(p, q) = 2iF (M12)

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

[k2 −m2 + iε]

i

[(p− q − k)2 −m2 + iε]
, (1)

where p denotes the total four momentum of the three-body system and q is the four momentum
of the spectator particle. Furthermore, F (M12) is the two-body scattering amplitude and the
squared mass of the two-body subsystem is given by M2

12 = (p− q)2.
The BS equation (1) comprises a highly-singular integral equation and is thus challenging to

solve numerically. If the purpose simply is to compute well-defined quantities, such as binding
energies, one can transform Eq. (1) to the complex plane through the Wick rotation. In the rest
frame (~p = ~0), the Euclidean BS equation is given by [15]

vE(q′4, q
′
v) = 2F (−M ′212)

∫ ∞
−∞

dk′4

∫ ∞
0

dk′v
(2π)3

ΠE(q′4, q
′
v, k
′
4, k
′
v)

(k′4 − i
3M3)2 + k′2v +m2

, (2)

with the kernel

ΠE(q′4, q
′
v, k
′
4, k
′
v) =

k′v
2q′v

log
(k′4 + q′4 + i

3M3)
2 + (q′v + k′v)2 +m2

(k′4 + q′4 + i
3M3)2 + (q′v − k′v)2 +m2

. (3)

In the derivation of (2), we performed the change of variables k = k′ + p
3 and q = q′ + p

3 , so
that the Wick rotation could be accomplished without crossing any singularities of the integrand
in Eq. (1).
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The three-body LF equation, introduced in [12], is completely defined in Minkowski space, but
it only gives access to the valence component. For realistic calculations of dynamical observables,
it is thus essential to also study the full solution of Eq. (1) directly in Minkowski space. Following
the technique introduced in [16], we write the propagator [k2 −m2 + iε]−1 as

1

k2 −m2 + iε
= PV

1

k20 − ε2k
− iπ

2εk
[δ(k0 − εk) + δ(k0 + εk)], (4)

with εk =
√
k2v +m2 and kv = |~k|.

Eq. (1) can then transformed to the partially non-singular form [17]

v(q0, qv) =
F(M12)

(2π)4

∫ ∞
0

k2vdkv

{
πi

εk
[Π(q0, qv; εk, kv)v(εk, kv) + Π(q0, qv;−εk, kv)v(−εk, kv)]

− 2

∫ 0

−∞
dk0

[
Π(q0, qv; k0, kv)v(k0, kv)−Π(q0, qv;−εk, kv)v(−εk, kv)

k20 − ε2k

]
− 2

∫ ∞
0

dk0

[
Π(q0, qv; k0, kv)v(k0, kv)−Π(q0, q; εk, kv)v(εk, kv)

k20 − ε2k

]}
,

(5)

where the propagator singularities have been eliminated by subtractions. The kernel Π has now
only weak (logarithmic) singularities which will be treated numerically and is given explicitly in
[17].

It is not possible to directly compare the Minkowski vertex function v(q0, qv) with the
corresponding Euclidean one. However, one can use, in the BS amplitude, instead of k = (q0, qv)
the LF variables q = (q−, q+, ~q⊥), with q∓ = q0 ∓ qz and ~q⊥ = (qx, qy). The double integrals of
the Minkowski BS amplitude over q+ and q−, and of the corresponding Euclidean ones over q0,
qz, are then the same.

The contribution L1(~k1⊥,~k2⊥) to the transverse amplitude takes the form [17]

L1(~k1⊥,~k2⊥) =

− i
∫ ∞
−∞

dk1z

{
iπ

2k̃10

[
χ(k̃10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (k̃10, k1v) + χ(−k̃10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (−k̃10, k1v)

]
−
∫ ∞
0

dk10
χ(−k10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (−k10, k1v)− χ(−k̃10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (−k̃10, k1v)

k210 − k̃210

−
∫ ∞
0

dk10
χ(k10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (k10, k1v)− χ(k̃10, k1z;~k1⊥,~k2⊥)vM (k̃10, k1v)

k210 − k̃210

}
,

(6)
where

k̃10 =

√
k21z + ~k21⊥ +m2. (7)

Similarly to the treatment of the BS equation, we have here used subtractions to eliminate the
propagator singularities at k0 = ±k̃10.

3. Results and discussion
In Ref. [17], we solved Eq. (5) by adopting a bi-cubic spline decomposition of the vertex function
v(p, q). In Table 1 is shown the computed eigenvalue λ, which multiplies the right-hand side of
the BS equation, for three different values of the two-body scattering length. In the calculations
we used also as input the three-body binding energy obtained by solving the Euclidean BS
equation derived in [15]. In the table, an eigenvalue of λ = 1.0 indicates that Minkowski and
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Euclidean solutions are consistent. It is seen that for all three cases that the real part of λ is
close to one. For reasons of numerical stability, we used in the Minkowski-space computations
cut-offs on the variables q0 and qv. On the contrary, in the solution of the Euclidean BS equation
the full integration domain was retained. This could explain the small imaginary parts and the
error in the real parts.

am B3/m λ
−1.280 0.006 0.999− 0.054i
−1.500 0.395 1.000 + 0.002i
−1.705 1.001 0.997 + 0.106i

Table 1. Eigenvalues of the three-body ground state for three scattering lengths, a, computed
by using the Euclidean three-body binding energies.

Furthermore, in Fig. 1 it is shown as an example the calculated vertex function, v(q0, qv =
0.5m), for the three-body binding energy B3/m = 0.395. As discussed in more detail in [17],
the vertex function has peaks at the values of qv and q0, corresponding to that M2

12 = 0 or
M2

12 = 4m2. In the figure these positions are indicated with dashed lines.
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Figure 1. The vertex function, v(q0, qv = 0.5m) with respect to q0 for the parameters
am = −1.5 and B3/m = 0.395.

As already mentioned, we use for the three-body vertex function an expansion in terms
of a finite number of spline functions. It is then important to make sure that the adopted
number of basis functions is enough. To this end, we display in Fig. 2 the real and imaginary
parts of v(q0, qv = 0.5m), calculated by using different number of subintervals Nqv and Nq0,
corresponding to the variables qv and q0. The results in the figure corresponds to the parameters
am = 1.5 and B3/m = 0.395. It is clearly visible in the figure that for Nqv ≥ 40 and Nq0 ≥ 80,
the solution is well-converged.

Moreover, in Fig. 3 we show the modulus of the contribution L1(k1⊥, k2⊥ = 0) to the
transverse amplitude for B3/m = 0.395, calculated by using Eq. (6). The results are also
compared with the corresponding Euclidean ones. It is visible in the figure that the results are
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Figure 2. Convergence of the real (left panel) and imaginary (right panel) parts of the vertex
function v(q0, qv = 0.5m) with respect to the size of the basis, Nqv×Nq0 . The results correspond
to the case B3/m = 0.395.

in fair agreement with each other. As is clearly seen in Fig. 1, the vertex v(q0, qv) with respect
to q0 is a non-smooth function. Despite of this, the computed transverse amplitude versus k⊥
is smooth, which makes the coincidence even more remarkable.
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Figure 3. Transverse contribution, L1(k1⊥, k2⊥ = 0), obtained in Minkowski space compared
with the one computed in Euclidean space, for the parameters am = −1.5 and B3/m = 0.395.

4. Conclusions
We have in this work, solved, directly in Minkowski space, the three-body BS equation derived in
[12] for scalar bosons interacting by the two-body zero-range interaction. Our results show that
both the three-body binding energies and transverse amplitudes, derived by direct integration of
the Minkowskian BSE, agree with the Euclidean ones. However, the method is rather demanding
from the numerical perspective, because of the appearance of many singularities which have to
be treated properly. One possible way to the improve the numerical accuracy and also to be
able to treat more realistic kernels is to transform the BS equation into a non-singular form by
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using the Nakanishi integral representation [9, 10]. This is a work in progress and calculations
based on this method will be undertaken soon.
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