1170

interactions. If we impose this internal symmetry
property on the interaction (6.1) and assume the ex-
perimentally well established hypothesis of a two-
component neutrino, then we see immediately that the
only possible form for O; is v,, i.e., we have a (V,4)
interaction

L=pvu(a+bys)néy.(1+vs)r+H.c. (6.3)

Here the symmetry principle allows parity violation but
fixes the form of the interaction.

One may also consider the question of additional ap-
proximate symmetries in weak interactions valid for
both weak and strong interactions. It seems that, be-
sides the charge symmetry just discussed, the weak
interaction Lagrangian also shows a symmetry between
the electron and the muon.? This obviously has nothing
to do with charge symmetry. It is tempting to relate
this symmetry to one of the generalized charge sym-
metries of the baryons. For instance, if we relate the
symmetry e u to the S, charge symmetry (o), this
would imply that the weak Lagrangian is invariant
under the simultaneous interchange of ¢ with u and of
Ni with Na. We note that a Lagrangian with just this
property has been recently proposed by Feynman.!®

3 The possibility that this symmetry has more than formal
significance has recently been suggested by M. Goldhaber, Phys.
Rev. Letters 1, 467 (1958).
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Thus the extension of generalized charge symmetries
(unlike continuous groups like isospin rotations) to
leptons might not be devoid of meaning. The conse-
quences of such symmetry principles in weak inter-
actions will be discussed in a different paper. All we
would like to say at present is that this attitude is
consistent with the idea of a hierarchy of approximate
symmetries in elementary particle interactions, with the
weak interactions having lower symmetries than the
strong interactions which exhibit all the universal sym-
metries and also have additional symmetries.
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The application of dispersion relations to low-energy p-» scattering is examined. It is shown that Khuri’s
dispersion relation can be extended to include tensor forces, but serious difficulties appear on attempting
to include exchange forces. The application of the relativistic field theory dispersion relations to low-energy
scattering is made by using the effective range formula. The spurious poles of the S-matrix are related to
the two- and three-pion terms in the unphysical region contribution for forward scattering.

I. INTRODUCTION

JE shall examine in detail the application of
dispersion relations to low-energy p-n scattering.
First we consider the dispersion relations for the
Schrodinger equation which were derived by Khuri! for
an ordinary central potential. If these relations are to
be of value for p-n scattering, they must be extended
to include (a) tensor forces, or spin-orbital [(L-S)]
forces; (b) exchange forces.

In Sec. 2 we show that the extension to include tensor
forces is straightforward. The result is that each element
(S|M|S’) of the scattering matrix M obeys an un-
coupled dispersion relation; in each case the inhomo-

* This work was supported in part by the Office of Naval
Research and the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.

T Permanent address: Christ’s College, Cambridge, England.

IN. N. Khuri, Phys. Rev. 107, 1148 (1957).

geneous term is the first Born approximation. It is also
shown that these dispersion relations are in agreement
with the nonrelativistic limit of the field theoretic
dispersion relations of Goldberger, Nambu, and
Ochme.? When we say that these sets of relations are
in agreement with each other, we mean that the
contributions from the physical region and from the
deuteron state are identical. The Born approximation
in the first set is to be equated to the one-pion, two-
pion, . etc., contributions from the unphysical
region in the second set.

The extension to a spin-orbital force of the type
f()(L-S) has not been examined. It would appear
that this presents somewhat harder mathematical
problems because of the differential operators in L.

(lggc))ldberger, Nambu, and Ochme, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 2, 226
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In Sec. 3 we examine the possibility of including
exchange (central) forces in Khuri’s analysis of the
scattering solutions of the Schrodinger equation. Here
there are considerable difficulties, and it is not clear
that the usual fixed momentum transfer type of
dispersion relations exist. This is not merely a case of
requiring mathematical vigor where intuition, or simple
considerations, would suggest that the relations do
exist. In fact, it is easy to see that one part of the
scattering amplitude has much simpler analytic proper-
ties for backward scattering than for forward scattering.
This difficulty may be related to the acausal nature of
the exchange potential in the static limit.

In the field theoretic relativistic dispersion relations?
there is no comparable difficulty, presumably because
in field theory all interactions propagate causally. It is
not clear why the field theoretic dispersion relations
have a simple nonrelativistic form, whereas such simple
relations have not been derived from the Schrodinger
equation when exchange forces are present.

Our inability to find such relations means that we do
not know how to relate the Fourier transform of the
wave mechanical potential V' to the unphysical region
contributions in the field theory dispersion relations.
The best we can do at present is to say that the sum of
the unphysical region terms (apart from the deuteron)
defines a potential “V.” However, it is not clear what
is the relation of “V” to the static potential used in
the Schrédinger equation.

In Sec. 4 we examine another way of relating the field
theoretic dispersion relations to more familiar quanti-
ties. We show how the one-, two-, and three-pion
contributions in the unphysical region are related to the
parameters appearing in the effective range formulas
for low-energy triplet and singlet state p-n scattering.
There is qualitative agreement between the positions
of the poles of the S-matrix for s-wave scattering and
the energies at which the above unphysical region
terms occur. A quantitative comparison must await the
completion of calculations of the two-pion and (possi-
bly) the three-pion contributions.

The dispersion integral in the field theoretic relation
we have used, appears to diverge at high energies. In
Sec. 5 we discuss briefly the relation between such
dispersion integrals and hard core potentials.

II. KHURI'S RELATION AND ITS GENERALIZATION

Khuri'! examined the analytic properties of the
scattering solutions of the Schrodinger equation for an
ordinary central potential Vo(r):

VA (x)+ R (x) = Vo(r)y (x). 1
These solutions have the asymptotic form
Y (x)=ze X+ (f(k,r)/r)et*, (2)

where 7 is the momentum transfer. Provided V,(r) is

1171

finite,® and for large » obeys | Vo(r) | <e—er (where « is
some positive constant), it can be shown that, for
7<2a, f(k,7) is a regular function of % in the upper
half plane Im&2> 0 except for simple poles at the bound
states k;=-tik; (k;>0). With the same conditions,
Khuri also shows that f(k,7) is uniformly bounded for
|k] — « in Imk>0, and

[f(k T)+—1—fV0(1’) exp(ic-x)d‘*x] —0
) 47" ‘ b

as Rek — « in Imk2 0. Integrating f(%')/(k'—k) (real
k) over the contour consisting of the real axis and the
infinite upper semicircle gives a dispersion relation for
fixed 7<2a. Regarding f as a function of E=%? and r,
this can be written

1 _ 1 pImf(E,r)
Ref(E,r)=— —Vo(r)+—P f )%
4r s E—E

where

1 7 _ 1 . v 3
— —Vo(r)=— ;f exp (it x) Vo(r)dix 4)

T

is the first Born approximation for scattering from k
into k' (x=k—k’). Also, E;= —« are the bound-state
energies and R;(7) is the residue of f(E,r) regarded as
a function of E at E=E;.

The Residues

As an example of how the residues are determined
we consider an s-wave bound state E;= —«;% Suppose
its wave function is g(—iki, 7)/7, normalized so that
g(—1iky, r) = €™ as r — . The partial wave expan-
sion gives

1 =
f(k,r)=;1; 2 (2141) (2P —1) Py (1—72/2k%), (5)
1k 1=0

where S;(k)=exp[2:6,(k)] is the S-matrix for the
partial wave [. For s-waves, So(k)=g(k,0)/g(—k,0),
and the residue of So(k) at k=1x, (as a function of &) is!

i / fo La(— e dr.

Using (3) the residue Ry(7) is therefore given by

[Ry(r) T =— f Cg(— i) Fr. ©)

For p-n scattering the only bound state is the deuteron

3 We do not state the sharpest form of Khuri’s conditions on V.

4R. Jost, Helv. Phys. Acta 20, 256 (1947); R. Jost and W.
K(Zhn, I)(gl. Danske Videnskab Selskab, Mat.-fys. Medd. 27, No.
9 (1953).
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and the right-hand side of (6) is the well-known
deuteron wave-function normalization factor.®

The Tensor Force

The scalar dispersion relation (3) proved by Khuri
will now be generalized to include tensor forces. Suppose
the interaction is of the form

V= V0(7)+W(Y) 512,

where $;2=3(¢-x) (0@ x)r2— (¢ -0¢?). ¢V and ¢@
are the spin matrices for the two nucleons. The state
vectors for the total spin are |S=0); |S=1,.Sy),
(S3=1,0, —1) where S3 is the component of total
spin along the initial direction k. A convenient notation
for these state vectors is |.S) where S denotes any one
of (0;0)7 (1a1)’ (1’0); (17 _1)

The p-n wave function can be written

‘p:}:s ¢s|S>7

here ¢,=(S|¢) is a function of x only. These four
functions ¢, obey the coupled Schrodinger equations

V2¢s+k2¢s= Zs’(Sl V,S/>\I/S" (7)

By time reversal invariance (S| V|.S") is a real function
it is symmetric in S, S’. We assume |W (r)| <e™" fo
r— o, and look for a solution of (7) having the
asymptotic form

Yor (22005 %+ (/7 )(S" I MlS), 8)

where |.S) is the initial spin state.

The scattering matrix element (S’|M|.S) contains a
factor exp[i(S3—Ss)¢]; ¢ is the azimuthal angle
measured about k. Also, (S| M|S) can be regarded as
a function of &, r and (k2—%7?)%; in other words it is a
function of &, cosf and sinf where 6 is the center-of-mass
scattering angle (6= 261.1).

Using the matrix kernel

Koo (x,y)=—(S"[V(y)[S")eH*1/ | x—y],

Eq. (7) can be replaced by the coupled integral equa-
tions

'¢s” (s) (X) = 58’83“{ ’+; Ks’s” (X;Y)IPS” (s) (Y)d33'- (Q)

Tterating once gives a (matrix) integral equation having
bounded kernels and bounded inhomogeneous terms.
The Fredholm solution can readily be written down,
and the same method as Khuri used will show that
(S| M|S) is a regular function of % in Imk>0 except
for simple poles at the bound states k;=4-ix; (k;>0),
provided we consider momentum transfer 7<2a.
Further (S’|M|S) is uniformly bounded as [k] — o

5 See, for example, H. A. Bethe and C. Longmire, Phys. Rev.
77, 647 (1949).
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in Imk20, and also
1
[(S’]M(k,r) S+~ f S'V|S) exp(ie-x)dsx] 0,
T

as Rek— » in Imk2>0. We can therefore derive
dispersion relations if we know the crossing properties
of (S'|M|S).

From now on we drop the factor exp[7(S;—S3)¢ |
from the elements of the scattering matrix. For
|S3—S3'| =0 or 2, the amplitude {(S'|M|S) is now a
function of % and cosf=1—7%/2k2 It is easy to see (by
looking at the general form of the Fredholm expansion
terms) that in these cases

(S| M () | Sy*=(S"| M (= k¥, 7)| S).

For |S;—Sy’|=1 the scattering amplitude is also
linearly dependent on sinf= 7 (k*—%7%)¥/k% The complex
k plane has a cut from —3 to +3%, and, on crossing,
sind will change sign. It follows that the general form
of the crossing relation is

(S| M (k,7) | Sy*= (= 1) S=S9(S"| M (— k¥, 7) | S).

Hence for |.Sy'—S3| =0 or 2, the dispersion relation is

1
Re(S'| M (E,7)|S)=— ;—f{S’] V|.S) exp(iz- x)d3x

, (10)

1 2 Im(S|M(E,D)|S) (S'|Rn(r)]S
o (S M (ER)|S) (SRo()]S)
0 E'—E E—Ep

m™
(we have only considered one bound state—the deuteron
state with energy Ep= —kp?). Theresidue (S| Rp(7)|.S)
is evaluated in a similar way to that of Goldberger ef al.2

T16. 1. The contour in the complex E’-plane for
integrating Eq. (14).
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For | S3—S3’| =1 there is a similar dispersion relation
for (S'| M (E,7) | S)(E—1r2)L.

Relation to the Field Theoretic Formulas

The relation between these dispersion relations and
the nonrelativistic limit of the field theory p-» relations
derived by Goldberger, Nambu, and Oehme? should be
examined. They write the scattering matrix in the form
(we give the nonrelativistic limit)

=a+Bo®-0P+iy(e®V+e®)-n
+6(c®-m) (¢@ -m)+e(c®@-1)(e@-1), (11)
where I, m, n are unit vectors in the directions k+k’,
k—Kk’, kXk’. The coefficients a, 8, v, 8, € are functions
of %, cosf and sinf. The relation between these coeffi-
cients and the scattering matrix elements is (see
reference 2, Appendix) .
do=2(1,1| M| 1,1)4+(1,0| M| 1,0)4+(0| M | 0),
46=—2(1,1| M |1, —1)+(1,0| M|1,0)—(0| M| 0},
dy=vZ(1,1| M |1,0)—VZ(1,0| M| 1,1),
45= (1—sech){1,1| M|1,1)
4+ (14sec)(1,1| M |1, —1)
+sect(1,0| M | 1,0)—(0] M| 0),
de= (1+secd)(1,1| M|1,1)
+(1—sech){1,1| M |1, —1)
—secf(1,0| M [1,0)—(0| M| 0).
In the nonrelativistic limit «(E,7), B(E,r), 8(E,7),

e(E,r) separately obey dispersion relations of the
typical form

Rea(E,7)=(U.P.)+

(12)

Here ap, Bp- - are the residues at the deuteron pole
E=Ep=—«p?> Also (U.P.) denotes the unphysical
region contributions coming from one-pion, two-pion,

. etc., terms and from anti-proton-neutron scatter-
ing. [In (13) as in (3) and (10) there is another un-
physical contribution arising from the range 0< E' <%72
in the integral.] The coefficient v obeys a dispersion
relation obtained from (13) on replacing «(E',7) by
v(E',7) (E'—%7%)~% everywhere.

The functions (S| M | S) secO={(S’| M |.S)2k?/ (2k*— +?)
have the same analytic and boundedness properties as
(S’IM]S) in Imk> 0, except for extra poles on the real
axis at k=417/V2. On integrating the function

(S'|M(E'\7)|S) 2E/
(E'—E)QE —7)

around the contour in the E’-plane which is shown in
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Fig. 1, we see that for |S;—S5'| =0 or 2, we have the
dispersion relation

1
sec()[Re(S’]M(E,T)IS)—I—Zf(S’I V|.S) exp(ix- x)d*

Pf Im(S'IM(E',r)’S} E’
—FE E —32
(8'|Rp(7) |S>
-
E—Ep Ep—1ir
—Re(S"| M (E' =412, 7)|S) secd(7%/2E).

Ep

(14)

The last term in (14) arises from the extra pole at
E'=3-2
If we substitute the dispersion relations (10) and
(14) into (12) in order to derive dispersion relations
for & and ¢, we obtain the typical relation
1 dp

e
4 E—Ep

1 ©  Imé(E',r)
+-P f dE —— " (15)
™ 0 E,

A%

Red (E

where — (1/4x)V; is the first Born approximation.
This takes the place of the term (U.P.) in the field
theory relations [see (13)7]. The last term in (14) does
not appear in (15). This is because when we use (12)
to collect the correct linear combination of terms
(S'|M|S) to give 8, the sum of these terms (S| M (E’
=172, 7)|.S) will vanish. There is a general relation®
between the elements of the scattering matrix,”

(A1 M[11)—11| M |1, —1)— (10| M | 10)

=V2 cotd{(10| M [ 11)+(11| M [10)}. (16)

The left side of this equation is exactly the coefficient
of seco in the expressions for § and ¢ in (12). Also,
E'=%7> gives cos®’=0; hence the left side of (16)
vamshes for E'=%72%

It is now clear that our relations (10) and (13) agree
with the nonrelativistic limit of the field theory relations
(13). It is also clear that the relations for (S| M (E,r)|S)
X (E—%7%)~F for |S;—Sy'|=1 and the relations for
v(E,7)(E—%7®)~* will agree. In each case the terms
(U.P.) in the field theory relations are replaced by the
first Born approximation.

III. EXCHANGE FORCES
The IFredholm method does not lead to simple

dispersion relations when the potential is of the form
V=Vo(r)+Vu(r)P,,

6 .. Wolfenstein and J. Ashkin, Phys Rev. 85, 947 (1952).
7 As usual we drop all factors eiw et%9,
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where P, is the space exchange operator. Vo(r) and
V u(r) are assumed to be finite central potentials, both
of them obeying the condition |V (r)| <e=*" as r — o
for some fixed positive a. The scattering integral
equation

P(x)= et f Ky {)dy (17)
has the kernel
K(xy)=— (1/4n) Vo(y)ei=1/ [ x—y|
— (1/4m) V(o= | x+y].  (18)

The first few terms in the scattering amplitude derived
from the Fredholm solution are [see reference 1, Egs.
(16) and (17)]

1 )
J ) =— — f Vo (y)eivdy
4

1
— — fersvutenay

4

elkl x—y|
fe_ik"YVo(y) | Vo(x)ex *d3xd?y

(4m)? [x—y
etk xtyl
f e YV 3 (y) V() et *d3xd?y
(4m)? [x+y]
1 ikl x+yl
+ fe‘“‘"YVo(y) V u(x) et *d3xd®y
(4n)? |x+y]|
giklz=yl
+ zk yVM(y) Vo(y)eik-xd3xd3y
(4mr)? |x—y|

4o (182)

The remaining terms in the complete Fredholm solution
can readily be written down.

Those integrals in the numerator of the solution
which contain either no factor Vr or an even number of
factors Vj have the same boundedness properties in
Imk>0 (for fixed 7<2a) as we saw in the ordinary
force case. The proof follows Khuri’s method closely.
The basic step is the bound for the iterated kernel

Kalx9)= [ KK ay)ars
We can write

Ky(x,y)={A0o(x,5)Vo(y)+Amo(x,5) Vo(y)
Ao (X,0)Var () +A s (X,)Vr(9)}1/9,

where Ao comes from the term in K, containing VoV,
etc. The triangular inequality
|x—z|+|2—y| 2 [x—y]

can be used to prove |Aoo(x,y)| <N exp(—«|x—y|)
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where N is a constant and xk=Imk>0. Similarly the
inequality

[x+z|4[2—y[ 2 [x+y]

shows that both |Aox(x,y)] and |Aie(x,y)| are
bounded in Imk2>0 by a constant multiple of
exp(—«|x+y|). Finally |A4uu(xy)| <N’ exp(—«|x
—y|) where N’ is a constant.

Using these results it is easy to show that the Fred-
holm denominator A(%%) is regular in Imk>0 and
A(F)— 1 as |k| — ». Again the zeros of A(k?) give
the bound states (k;j=-ik;, k;>0). The analytic prop-
erties and the boundedness of the terms in the Fredholm
numerator which have an even number of factors V
follow readily. The contribution of these terms to the
scattering amplitude is either of the form (a)

f exp(—ik’-2)V(2) M (z,y) exp(ik- y)d*yd?z,

where | M (z,y)| <N[V()/|y|]exp(—«|z—y|) and N
is a constant; or it is of the form (b)

f exp(ik’- )V (5) M (,y) exp(ik- y)dsyd®s,

where | ¥ (z,y)| <N[V(5)/|y|]exp(—«|z+y|) and N
is a constant. Here V is written for either Vg or V.

Khuri’s methods will now show the required regularity
and boundedness for 7 <2a. {It may be useful to notice
that the fourth integral in (18a) gives some idea of the
behavior. The exponentials appearing can be written

exp[ek| x+y|+ik- (x+y)] exp[i(k'—k)-y].
For constant 7 this is bounded in Imk>0.}

Even and the Odd Dispersion Relations

Now we divide the scattering amplitude f(%’,k) into
two parts

f(k',k) = feven (kl,k)+f0dd(klak))

where feven, foaa arise from Fredholm numerator terms
having respectively an even or odd number of factors
Var. It follows that feven obeys the dispersion relation

(19)

1 .
Refeven(E,7)=— 4—-f Vo(x) exp(iz- x)d%
T

1 ®  Imfeven(E',T)
+-P f dE’ +
™ 0 E—E 7

Rjeven(,r)
E—E;’

(20)

where R;even(7) is the residue of feven(E,7) at the bound
state E=E;. Eq. (20) holds for 7<2a.

The behavior of foqa(k’,k) is very different. This
can be seen from the fifth and sixth terms in (14),
whose exponential factors are, respectively,

exp[ik|x—y|+i(k- (x—y))] exp[i(k+k')-y]
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and
exp[ik| x+y|+i(k- (x+y))] exp[ —i(k+k')-y].

These are not bound in Imk > 0 for constant 7. However
they are bound if we keep ' fixed where «'=k-+k’. It
is straightforward to examine the boundedness and
analytic properties of all the terms in foqa(k’,k) for
fixed ’. Then it appears that for fixed 7' <2a, foaa(k’ k)
obeys a dispersion relation whose inhomogeneous term is

1
_ __fVM(x)ei(k+k')-xd3x_
47

Such a dispersion relation is associated with backward
scattering.

Thus we see that if exchange forces are present the
method of Khuri cannot be used to prove that the
scattering amplitude f(k’k) of Eq. (19) obeys a simple
dispersion relation for constant momentum transfer.
Indeed the form of the first few terms in foaa [see Eq.
(14)] suggests that in general there may not be such a
relation.

Discussion

Physically the results are perhaps not unexpected.
The scattering solution of Eq. (1) in a certain way
involved causality. The integral equation form of the
solution shows that a disturbance ¢(y) at y gives rise
to outward propagating wavelets of the form

(e /| x—y )V o(y)¥ ().

For an exchange potential the outgoing wavelets are

(e 1/ [x+y )V (YW (¥);

these wavelets can get ahead of the incident wave and
thereby appear to violate causality. This suggests that
there may be some difficulty in deriving dispersion
relations in the case of exchange forces; it does not
prove that such relations do not exist.®

These difficulties do not occur in the field theory case;
there we have the nonrelativistic dispersion relations
(13) for fixed momentum transfer 7.2 This is not
surprising, because the field theory description of the
p-n interaction, even when it deals with exchange
processes, is causal. The present difficulties could
suggest the inadequacy of the static potential for p-»
interactions.

If we cannot find a (fixed momentum transfer)
dispersion relation for f(k,7) when exchange forces
occur, we cannot use the field theory relations (13) to
describe the static potential in terms of the unphysical
region (one-pion, two-pion, ---) terms (U.P.). Even
if we were to conjecture that f(k,7) did satisfy a

8]t may be that for certain forms of exchange potential we
could use an analytic continuation of f(k,7) from the real axis
to the region Imk<0.

9 Of course there may be some argument about the validity of
the nonrelativistic limit which is used.
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dispersion relation of the form (3), we would not know
what was the correct inhomogeneous term to replace
Vo(r).10

Finally we notice a related difficulty which occurs in
discussing solutions of (1) for p-p scattering without
exchange forces. The scattering amplitude f(k’k)
arises from the incident plane wave e**'*. Therefore the

actual scattering amplitude must, by Pauli’s principle,
be

1
k' k) =—{ /(Kk)== f(— K, k
Joo(K' ) VZ{f( K)=£f(=K, k)},

where 4+ and — occur in the singlet and triplet spin
states. f(k’)k) obeys the dispersion relation (3) with
|k—Kk’| constant, but f(—k/, k) obeys a relation which
differs from (3) in that [k+k’| is constant. Again we
cannot, for example, give a simple dispersion relation
for forward p-p scattering.

IV. FIELD THEORY RELATIONS AT LOW ENERGIES

We examine the field theory relation for forward p-n
scattering. The variable we consider is D(E) where
iD(E) is the forward scattering amplitude for an
unpolarized beam. In the notation of Goldberger ef al.!!
D=4a(14+E/M)~* where E=F? and k is the relative
momentum in the center-of-mass system.!? Where units
are not explicitly stated we use the system with Z=c¢=1
and nucleon mass M =1; this gives units of energy =940
Mev, length=2.11X10"" cm, area=0.45 mb.

The dispersion relation is

(1+E/M)} ReD(E) .
w0 21 4 pOEW  Tmans(E)

—— A1 f dE/
(—EN+E

1 ® aap(E)
+—P f dE'([E'(1+E/M) ]+
17'2 0 E""E

CEp—E 4rE—E, wJcq

(21)

In the last integral the optical theorem has been used
to express ImD(E’) in terms of the total cross section
oap(E’). The first term on the right is the deuteron
contribution, where Ep=—kp?’=—2.25 Mev; the
residue is

2I'o(0)=6kp/ (1 —kprT),

(rr is the effective range of the 3S state). The next term
is the single pion pole contribution at center-of-mass
energy E,= —u?/4M = —5.15 Mev where u= pion mass.
(f?/4r) is the renormalized coupling constant in Heavi-
side units (f2/4m=~0.08). The rest of unphysical region
(the continuum) and the antiparticle scattering contri-

1S, Matsuyama and H. Miyazawa [Progr. Theoret. Phys.
(Kyoto) 19, 517 (1958)] suggest using a perturbation expansion
in terms of V to determine V from the field theory dispersion
relations.

11 See reference 2, Eq. (6.16).

2 In the nonrelativistic limit E is the energy in the c.m. system,
and Epp=2E, :
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Eap Ey Ee Eap Ey Eo E —
[ | [l 1 1 1 1 1
== Fic. 2. The unphysical
-47 Mev  =37.7 ’\-29.7/‘ -20.6 -515 | 0 region (energies in conter-
-2.25 of-mass system).
2 77 CONTINUUM

37 CONTINUUM

bution is in the term Ima,3(E’) in the first integral.
Clearly for low-energy scattering (small E) the most
important contributions®® will come from small (—E’).
Such terms are the two-pion annihilation, which occurs
for E'< Esy=—u*/M = —20.6 Mev, and the three-pion
annihilation which occurs for E'<Ej,=—9u2/4M
= —47 Mev. The unphysical region is shown in Fig. 2.

Effective Range Formulas

At low energies [say less than 20 Mev (lab)] we can

write
ReD(E)= (1/2k) sin26s+ (3/2k) sin26y,

where 85 and &7 are the singlet and triplet s-wave phase
shifts. These phase shifts are given accurately by the
effective range formula

k cotég= — 1/ds+%7sk2,
k cotdr=—1/ar+irrk?,

(22)

(23)

where, in our units,
as=—112,
ar= 25.4,

rs=11.8,
Yr= 805

Substituting (23) into (22) we get an accurate expres-
sion for ReD(E) at low energies. It is easy to check
that the P-wave phase shifts give a very small correction
to ReD(E) at these energies. This is done by assuming
the P-wave phase shifts vary like 2% and remembering
that at 40 Mev the largest P phase shift is about 11°
and the P phase shift is about —15°.

Before substituting (22) on the left of (21) we make
one subtraction. This is because the dispersion relation
as it stands probably does not have a convergent
integral over o.,. In any case, it is very useful to
subtract once; in this way we can use the relation at
low energy without having to know the values of oy,
at high energies particularly accurately. The subtracted
relation is

" (142Y repmy-poy =L
E{(-+ﬂ) D)= <)}—4wEAE—EQ
Ima,z(E")

Wa(0) 4 pEw
T f dE —
Ep(Ep—E) = (—EN[E+(—E)]

1 o fMAEN0.,(E)
+—gde( ) :

= £ ] E-E

13 More precisely, the contributions which vary most rapidly
with E,

(—w)

(24)

PHYSICAL REGION

On the left of (24), for low energies we substitute

171
—(~— sinZBS—I—a,g)
E\2k

E+ (2/1’52) (2—7’5/(15)
as
E4-E(4/rs% (1—1's/as)+4/rszas27

(25)

and we use a similar expression for the triplet term.
Again we can verify that the P-wave terms which
should be added to (25) are unimportant. In the
triplet case they are of relative order £ (E is measured
in the above units) and in the singlet case they are
smaller.

In the low-energy range [say, 0< E<10 Mev (c.m.)]
the function on the right of (25) differs at the most by
about 109, from the value we would obtain on putting
7s=0. In the triplet case we have a larger ratio (vr/ar)
and the corresponding difference for some low-energy
values of E is about 259,. We expect therefore that
insofar as our results involve the effective range 7, they
will be appreciably more accurate for the triplet than
the singlet case. We shall see also that the triplet
effective range plays an important part in the deuteron
contribution.

Evaluation of the Dispersion Relation

We now examine the various terms on the right of
(24). Taking (f2/4mw)=~0.08, the single pion gives

—14.6/ (E+5.15 Mev), (26)

where the numerator is in the above units. At low
energies an antiproton and a neutron can only produce
a single pion if they are in the singlet state. Hence
the single pion term (26) contributes mainly to the
singlet state scattering. (This is not true after a
subtraction.)

For energies of a few Mev the term (26) contributes
about 15%, of the total singlet term (25); the proportion
is much less at very low energies. Using Eq. (21) we
can make an estimate of the contribution of the single
pion term to the total singlet cross section at low
energies ; it gives a few percent of the whole. It therefore
appears a reasonable, if rough, first approximation to
ignore the single pion term.

The second term on the right of (24) is the deuteron

*In a later paper we shall discuss the single pion term.
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F16. 3. The poles of the s-wave matrix S (k) with xp= (1/rr)[1

—(=2rp/ar)t], Kr'=QQ/rn)[14+1=2rr/ar)?]; Ks=—(1/rs)
XL(A=2rs/as)t—1], Ks'= 1/rs)[1+ (1 —2rs/ag)}].
contribution. It is
6 1
KD(I_—KDfT) E+2.25 Mev
6 1
kp(1—2rr/ar)* E4+2.25 Mev
202
—_— (27)
E+2.25 Mev

(If we were to put »7=0 in this large term, the error
produced would be great—the correct normalization of
the deuteron wave function is very important here.)
The third term on the right of (24) contains the
remaining unphysical region contributions. We shall
now use Eq. (24) to find this term (or at least its
low-energy part).
The dispersion integral is written

1 ® M+FEN}c.(E) 1 © dE oo(E)
L [y L
m J E’ E'—E 7?

o EYE—E

1 °° M+EN\? 6(E)
—P |} dE'
+7r2~£ ( E )E'—E’ (28)
where
7(E)=0p(E)~ (1+E/M) oo(E)
and
T 37
ao(E)= (29)

E+(1/as—‘1‘E1’s)2 E+(1/dr—'E1‘T)
We notice that although the effective range formula
(23) only applies to s-waves and is only valid [in form
(23)] for low energies, the function oo(E) is a good
approximation to the total p-n cross section ¢,, up to
50 Mev (lab). At 47 Mev the error is 49, and at 94
Mev it is 15%,. It is clear that for energies up to 100
Mev (lab) &(E) is small and we shall neglect any
contributions from the last integral in (28) from the
region of small E'.

The first integral on the right of (28) can be evaluated

1177

algebraically. This gives
E+(2/re®)(2—rr/ar)
"B E(4/r?) (1—rp/ar)+4/ artre?
as E+(2/rs®)(2—3rs/as)
(1 —2rs/as)t E24-E4/rs?) (1 —ré/as)+4/rszas
The Poles of S(k)
Substituting all these results in (24) gives

e 1 LA Iman;(E)
e CEYE-E) w (—E)E-E)
2 1 1
T (1=2rs/as)! K E+Kg"
6 1 1

 (1—2rr/an)} Ko’ E+Kq
M+E/I 2 E”)
e (Y
EII E// E
Ky'=1/rs){1+(1—2rg/as)?},
Kr'=(1/rr){1+ (1—2rr/ar)}},
so Ks"2=29.7 Mev, K7?=37.7 Mev.

(30)
Here

The first two terms on the right of (30) can be written
—12.5/(E+29.7 Mev)—49.5/(E437.7 Mev). (31)

The. integral over (E') on the right of (30) can only
give appreciable contributions for large E'’. The present
analysis is only valid for low-energy E (<10 Mev) and
for such E the integral over &(E”) is effectively a
constant. We shall discuss this constant in Sec. 5 below.
In the unphysical region integral over Ima,z(E’), we
should expect (for small E) that the contributions
from E'<—50 Mev behave as a constant.!®

The first two terms on the right of (30) have a very
simple form. They are in fact the residues of the singlet
and triplet s-wave S-matrices .S(k) at the spurious poles
k=1iKs', k=1Ky', respectively. [ The poles of S(k) are
shown in Fig. 3.] The reason for this simple result is
that we have effectively used a dispersion relation for
S (k). This is because go(E) is such a good approximation
to o,p even for high energies, and because the oo term
is separated out in (28). In this dispersion relation for
S(k) all the poles in Imk>0 will contribute. It is well
known that these ‘“‘spurious” poles at k=iK g/, k=iK7'
do not correspond to actual bound states of the p-n
system. A pole at k=-iK need only give a bound
state if (1/K) is greater than the range of the p-» force's;

15 Qur analysis is not sufficiently accurate to detect any variation
in these terms.

16 R. Jost and W. Kohn, Kgl. Danske Videnskab. Selskab,
Mat.-fys. Medd. 27, No. 9 (1953).
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this is true for the deuteron pole k=1ixp but not for
the others.

Comparison with Experiment

We compare the left and right sides of (30) consider-
ing only the one-, two- and three-pion annihilation
terms. The angular momentum and parity section rules
show that 2m-annihilation cannot occur in a singlet
neutron antiproton state. Both the singlet and the
triplet states can give 3w annihilation.” Hence in (31)
we expect the triplet term (—49.5)/(E+437.7 Mev) to
give an estimate of all the 2z contribution, together
with some 17 and 37 contribution. The energy —37.7
Mev is well within the 27 contribution (see Fig. 2).
To get an accurate comparison it is at least necessary
to make a good calculation of the 27 contribution in
the field theory case.!®

In (31) the singlet term (—12.5/(E429.7 Mev) has
to give the rest of the single pion term (—14.6)/
(E+5.15 Mev) as well as the remainder of the 3«
contribution. Since the 37 contribution can hardly be
a rapidly varying function of E (for small E), the
agreement here cannot be very good. However, we
should remember that (a) these singlet terms are small,
(b) for the reasons mentioned above (small 7g/ag, etc.)
we do not expect the singlet-state calculation to be
particularly accurate.

A further source of inaccuracy should be noted. In
our analysis we have separated the singlet and the
triplet terms throughout. Although ¢¢(E) [Eq. (29)] is
a reasonably good approximation for ., even at
energies above 50 Mev (lab), the individual singlet and
triplet cross section show larger relative errors. For
example, a phase-shift analysis at 95 Mev" shows that
the triplet part of ¢, is much smaller and the singlet
part is much larger than is indicated by (29). However,
the effect on our results would only be important if
this type of error were appreciable for energies less than
50 Mev (lab).

V. “THE HARD CORE”

Under this heading we consider the last term in (30).
There is some evidence that even at very high energies

17 See for example, H. A. Bethe and J. Hamilton, Nuovo cimento
4,1 (1956). :
18 Professor M. L. Goldberger tells me that such a calculation

is under way.
1 R. N. J. Phillips, Proc. Phys. Soc. (London) A70, 721 (1957).
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(~350 Bev lab) the total p-u cross section is about the
same size as it is at a few Bev. If this is so, the
integral over ¢ in (30) will not converge. This gives rise
to an infinite constant on the right of (30) which should
be removed by a further subtraction in the dispersion
relation. As we have only considered the variation of
certain terms with E (for small E) the analysis given
above should not be affected by this infinity. (There
may also be an infinity on the left of (30), coming from
the integral of Imaa; over the unphysical region.)
Here we use the simple dispersion relation (3) to
suggest how an infinite term coming from the high-
energy cross-section values can be regarded as a hard
core effect. First, consider a finite potential repulsive
sphere,
V(”) = V07
=0,

r<a
r>a,

where V,>0. (We only examine the ordinary force
case.) At zero energy (k=0) this behaves like an
impenetrable sphere, so the zero-energy scattering
amplitude is f(0)=—a. The forward scattering dis-
persion relation for E=0 is

1 0
otV f dko(k), (32)
Y0

where o (k) is the total cross section.
If Vo is large (i.e., Voa®>1), in the energy range
Vo>kT>1/a? we have

o(k)~2ra?. (33)
For k> V( we use the Born approximation
a(k)=3n(Vea?)?/k2. (34)

Rough agreement can be obtained in (32) by using
(33) for k<k’ and (34) for k>E%'. Here k" is the energy
k?=Va?/4 at which (33) and (34) are equal.

Letting Vo— o, the high-energy cross section be-
comes 2ra? and we see how both sides of (32) become
infinite. For a nonrelativistic scattering problem Eq.
(32) could thus be used to subtract out the hard-core
effect.
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