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The Mandelstam representation is used to derive fixed-angle dispersion relations for the twelve scalar
amplitudes describing the process y+N — y-+N. The electromagnetic interaction is calculated to order €%
The strong interactions are estimated by including one- and two-pion exchange on the left-hand cut. These
depend on the 70 — 2+ decay lifetime and on the 7=0 77 phase shift and the total cross section for photo-
production of pions on pions, respectively. The right-hand cut is estimated by allowing the exchange of a
nucleon and a pion-nucleon pair, which depend on the amplitude for meson photoproduction on nucleons.
The low-energy limit theorem provides an important tool for estimating the subtractions required in the

dispersion relations.

It is hoped that the representation will be accurate for barycentric photon energies up to approximately

300 Mev.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE possibility of much improved accuracy in
photon scattering experiments,® especially in the
energy region just below the pion nucleon 3,3 resonance,
and the failure of present theories? to account fully for
the experimental data suggest that it would be useful
to analyze the problem of photon scattering on nucleons
in some detail. To this end we have used the Mandel-
stam representation to set up fixed-angle dispersion
relations for the photon-nucleon scattering amplitudes.
We work to second order in the electromagnetic coupling
constant, so that the jump on the right-hand cut of the
dispersion relations will not contain directly the Comp-
ton scattering amplitudes. This being so, there is no
advantage in writing dispersion relations for the partial
wave or multipole amplitudes, since one does not end
up with integral equations. On the other hand, the
position of the cuts with respect to the region under
investigation is strongly dependent on the scattering
angle so that a comparison of the energy dependence of
the amplitudes at different angles will provide us with
some knowledge of those portions of the cuts which we
cannot evaluate directly.

On the left-hand cut we shall include the effects of
one- and two-pion exchange. The importance of the
former, which leads to a pole whose residue is closely
related to the 7 — 2v decay lifetime, has been realized
for some time.? A disagreement as to the relative sign
of this term, is, we believe, finally settled.

The two-pion contribution, on the other hand, has
been completely ignored up to the present. Because of
the boson nature of the photons it turns out that only
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an isotopic spin-zero two-pion state is possible. Not
much is known about the 7’=0 7-7 interaction though
Hamilton et al.? (in their study of 7-IV scattering) find
evidence for a very strong interaction. On the other
hand, recent experiments,* which yield a measure of the
a-m ¢.m. correlation in pion production, do not show any
evidence of a =0 resonance or strong interaction. It
is therefore of added interest to see whether a suitably
chosen s-wave interaction is able to improve the agree-
ment between theory and experiment in nucleon Comp-
ton scattering.

On the right-hand cut we consider one-nucleon and
pion-nucleon exchange. The former leads to Born terms
analogous to the usual second order Compton scattering
amplitude. For the latter we require a knowledge of the
meson photoproduction process, which we hope to take
from experiment. At present the data are not quite good
enough to allow an accurate multipole analysis but we
hope that this situation will soon improve.

The spins of the nucleon and the photon add enor-
mously to the complexity of the problem, so we shall
be content, in the present paper, to set up the formalism
and leave the actual numerical calculation for a future
publication.

Section II contains the kinematics of the problem,
and the spin and isospin decomposition of the scattering
amplitude. The helicity expansions for the yN — yN
and NN — vy processes are given, and expressions for
various experimentally measurable quantities are noted.

In Sec. IIT we introduce the Mandelstam representa-
tion and use it to set up fixed-angle dispersion relations
for the yN — vV process.

Section IV uses the unitarity condition to calculate
the weight functions required in the dispersion relations,

3 J. Hamilton, P. Menotti, T. D. Spearman, and W. S. Wool-
cock, University College, London (to be published).

4 A. Abrashian, N. E. Booth, and K. M. Crowse, Phys. Rev.
Letters 7, 35 (1961). For references see V. DeAlfaro and B.
Vitale, Phys. Rev. Letters 7, 72 (1961).
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F1c. 1. Channels I and III of the two-nucleon,
two-photon problem.

in terms of the amplitudes for the processes
Y+N—N,
y+N—7+N,
N+N — ' — v+,
N+N — 27 — y+.

In Sec. V the low-energy limit theorem® for photon
scattering is used to estimate the subtractions required
in the dispersion relations.

Section VI contains the conclusions, and in the Ap-
pendix can be found some of the less palatable aspects
of the unitarity calculations.

II. KINEMATICS
a. Processes Considered

We shall consider simultaneously the three processes

Y1+N1— v2+N; (Channel I)
Y2+N1— v1+N: (Channel IT)
Ni+N:— vi+v: (Channel III),

where N1, Vs, v1, v2 have incoming 4-momenta p1, ps,
ki, ks, respectively (Fig. 1.) Conservation of energy-
momentum implies that all scalars may be expressed in
terms of the three variables®:

§=— (Pl_l_kl)zy
§=— (p1+ks)?,
t=—(prtp2)?

which satisfy the mass-shell condition s-+354¢=2m?
(m being the nucleon mass).
For the barycentric system of channel I, we have

s=W=[(p+m)i+ 9T,
§= — 242 (1-+ cost) + [ (4 —p T,
t=—24*(1—cosh),

(2.1)

(2.2)

5 M. Gell-Mann and M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev. 96, 1433
(1954); F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 96, 1428 (1954).

SIn our metric, a-b=a-b—aeby. We are also working in the
system of units A=c=1.
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where W is the total barycentric energy, p and 6 are
the magnitude of the barycentric 3-momentum and
scattering angle, respectively. Note that

p=(s—m")/2¢/5s,
(s—m?)*+-2st
(s—m?)? .

In the barycentric system of channel III we have
similarly

(2.3)
cosf=

s=—22—m?— 2k cosy (k2-+m?2)?,
§= — 22— m? 42k cosy (x>+m?)},
t=4k2=4(+m?),

where x is the momentum of the initial nucleon and k
that of the final photon, ¢ is the scattering angle, and

cosy= (§—ys)/[t(t—4m?) ] (2.5)

(2.4)

b. Decomposition of the S Matrix

The S matrix for the process may be written in the
form?:
S=14-iR, (2.6)

where R is related to the Feynman amplitude F by
R=m2n)2(4p10pack10k20) " (p1+potkrtko)F. (2.7)

Since F is bilinear in the photon polarization vectors
we may write, in channel I:

(valN2| FlviN 1) = e ita(— po) F st (p1) €1y, (2.8)

where ¢, €; are the polarization vectors of v, vo and
u1, e are the initial and final Dirac spinors which
satisfy

(¢y- pi4+m)u;=0, jF=1,2 (not summed).

Neglecting for the moment the charge degrees of
freedom, an inspection of the possible spin and polariza-
tion states reveals that six independent amplitudes are
necessary to describe the process. The form of these
as required by the principles of Lorentz and gauge in-
variance, parity invariance, and charge-conjugation in-
variance has been fully analyzed by Prange.” He
shows that F,, may be written in the form:

’ ’

N
pdy utVy
/2 Jl AZ(S)t;S)

F“,.ZAl(S,t,S)

(P/N,—P,/N,)ivs

+A45(s,t,3)
PR (P
PJ/Piv K N.N,iy-K
P2
(P/N,—P/N)ivsiv-K
A g(5,1,8)— . . (2.9

(P!
7R. E. Prange, Phys. Rev. 110, 240 (1958).



DISPERSION RELATIONS FOR NUCLEON COMPTON SCATTERING. I

We write this for brevity as

6
Fu=3 Ai(s,t,8)Fu®. (2.10)
=1

Here P,/=P,—(P-K)/KK,, P,=3%(piu—pu), K.
=%(k1"—k2“), Nu=€uvpvPv’Kan’ Qﬂ=k1y+k2“, and we
define® (P2N?)}=1%(m*—s3) in ali channels.

Prange, in fact, did not normalize his momentum
variables, as we have done, but we find that this is
necessary in order that the 4; should have the correct
analyticity properties.?®

The charge degrees of freedom can be incorporated
by writing each 4; in the form

Ai=A1:SI+AiVT3. (211)

Thus the amplitudes for y-proton and ~y-neutron
scattering are given, respectively, by

Ar=A45+4.7,

A A5 A, (2.12)

c. Crossing Properties

Generalized crossing symmetry tells us that the
amplitudes for the processes in channels IT and IIT are
given by :

ViV | F|vaN1)= e, s (— po) F s (p1) €2,
(yrv2| FI NiN2)= €2, 05 (p2) Fuottr (p1) €1t

where the F,, are the same functions but evaluated in
each case in the region of the variables corresponding
to the particular physical process involved. Since the
amplitude is invariant in going from channel I to
channel I, i.e., under the interchange of initial and final
photons, we find that

(2.13)

Ai(.S‘,t,g):?')iAi(g,t,S)
with
ni=+1 for i=1,2,3,6,
——1 for i=4.5

(2.14)

d. Experimental Quantities

In channel I, the differential cross section may be
written in the form:

do/dQ=3_|{v:Ns| T|viV1)|%
where the scattering amplitude T is related to F by
T= (m/4xW)F, (2.16)

(2.15)

and Y represents an average over initial and a sum
over final spins and polarizations.

8 This is to ensure that F® and F(® have the correct generalized
crossing properties.
9 A. C. Hearn, Nuovo cimento 21, 333 (1961).
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In terms of the 4, the cross section is given by

W ] (o) a4l
T AN ' *
2 2W
+i(1—c050)[A3|2— PZ(p[l—cosﬁ]—W)
m? m?
2W2p2(14-cosh)
X (Al el 4
2m— 2W2+-242(1— cosh)
+ RC(A1A4*+A2A5*)].
m

(2.17a)

It is also feasible to measure the recoil nucleon po-
larization P (in the direction perpendicular to the plane
of scattering). For unpolarized incoming beam and
target we have:

do  Ep®sing
o _Ep
aQ  32mWan?

Im(A 1A4*+A 2A 5*). (217b)

More exhaustive calculations of such polarization for-
mulas have recently been published by Frolov.1

e. Spin and Helicity Amplitudes

It is often useful to consider the scattering amplitude
as a matrix taken between Pauli spinors rather than
Dirac spinors. We can then write, in Channel I®
(suppressing spinors),

<’Y2N2l Tl'nN1>=g181- 92+g213/' 81?3' €2
+gsio- e, X g2t gaes - egic PX P’
+g5(F' - erio- 82X p— p- evic- e XP')
+g5(ﬁ"61i0"82Xﬁ,—ﬁ'£2i0"81><ﬁ), (218)
where p and p’ are initial and final barycentric nucleon
3-momenta, respectively. By writing an explicit repre-
sentation for the Dirac spinors in terms of the Pauli
spinors, we can express the g; in terms of the A4;, giving:

1
S’N'g1=—(C1A2+C2A5),
w

1
81l'g2=W [Cl(A1+COS€A2)+C2(A4+C050A5)],

sin%
E—m

w

8rgs= [(A174-cosfA )4 (m~+W) (As+cosfds)]

2p
+—(435+WAs),
w
E—m
w
10 G, V. Frolov, Soviet Physics JETP 12, 1277 (1961).

8mgs= (42t (m+W)As],
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E—m
W sin%0
X cosf[ (A4 174cosfA 2)+ (m+W) (A s4+cosbA5) ]

4
W sin%

87rg5= -

[(14-cosf) A;— W (1—cosf) A,

E—m

87rgg= [(A1+COSOA2)+(’WI/+W) (A4+COSHA5)]

sin%

+

[ (14-cosf)A;+W (1—cosf)As]. (2.19)

W sin?

Here E is the barycentric nucleon energy (E?= p24m?),
and Ci= (E+m)— (E—m) cosd, Co= (E+m)(m—W)
— (E—m) (m~+W) cost.

Previous work?! on this problem has analyzed the
process in terms of such Pauli spinor forms. A simple
description is however possible in terms of the Jacob
and Wick helicity states.’? The process is completely
specified in channel I by six independent amplitudes
of the type

Awvaha| T Awihs),

where |An:\:) represents a state with nucleon helicity
Ax: and photon helicity A;. These six amplitudes can be
expanded in terms of partial wave helicity amplitudes

AND E. LEADER

as follows:

1
=G T31)=—2QT+1)® 4 47d1, 47 (0),
2p 7
1
®y=(—5 —1|T[31)=— 2 (2T +1)®_4,17d 1,47 (9),
2p 7

1
=G —1|T|51)=— (2T +1)d_y4,37d_4 37 (6),
2p 7
1 (2.20)
®y=(—31|T|31)=— 2 QI +1)P_3,3'd_;, 47 (0),
2p 7

1
By=(—31|T|—31)=— 2 2T +1)®_3,_47d_3, 37 (6),
2p 7

1
Be=(3 —1|T|—31)=— 2 (2T +1)®4,37d_41,;7 ().
2p 7

The properties of the reduced rotation matrices
d7(0) are given in reference 10. The partial wave
helicity amplitude ®y»7/ is a subamplitude of the R
operator, and describes a transition from a state
of helicity A= (Ay1—A1) and total angular momen-
tum J to a state of helicity N’ and total angular
momentum J.

By writing explicit representations for the spinors
involved, we may relate the ®; to the 4,, giving

8 W= cos (6/2)[m(As— A) — Wp(As—A)—2pW As],
ST Wdy= — sin (0/2) [E (A 1+A2) — mp (A ++A 5) —_ ZPA 3],
W= COS(@/Z)[’M (A 1+A2) "‘Wj)(A 4+A 5)],

81rW<I>4=—51n(0/2)[E(A2——A1)——mp(A;,—A,;)], (221)
81I'Wq)5= COS(B/Z)[’WL (A 2—A 1) - Wﬁ(A 5~A4)+2PWA 6],
8eWds=sin(0/2)[E(A1+A42)—mp(Ast-As5)+2pAs],
and, alternatively,
2| m w
A1=—|: (‘I’l— 2¢3+‘I’5)+ " (‘Ps'}‘z‘h—‘l’z)],
p Lcos(6/2) sin(0/2)
2 m
Azz—[— (®1+285+P5)+— (‘1’6—2‘1’4—‘1’2)],
pL cos(6/2) sin(6/2)
2r W
A3=—.’——((I>2+‘I’6)7
P sin(6/2) (2.22)
2w E m .
A4=—|: (P1— 2®;+®5) +-— (‘1)6‘{“2‘1’4“‘1’2)],
p?Lcos(6/2) sin(6/2)

2w E m
A5=-[‘ (®14293+P5)+
L cos(8/2) ©/

sin(6/2

) (@5— 2‘1’4"‘ ‘1’2)]
Ag=————(Bs—P1).
$ cos(6/2)

1L, T. Lapidus and Chou Kuang-Chao, Soviet Physics JETP, 10, 1213 (1960) and 11, 147 (1960), and Dubna (to be published).
12 M. Jacob and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. 7, 404 (1959),
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A similar helicity analysis may be made in channel II1. There the process may be described by the amplitudes

= (k; 1 —1|R|x; 33)= 2 2T+ 1)Rox"dor” ),
2r(R)r 7
My=(k; 11 R|x; 33)= 2 (2T +1)Rooi7doe” (),
27 (k)% 7
M= (k; =1 —1|Rx; %)= @ )LZ(2J+1)R00—’doo’(rl/),
2w (B
(2.23)
= . — <11 J J
Ma=(k; 1 —1[R|x; 5 —%)= P Z QI+ DR h’¥),
= (k; —11|R[x; 3 —%)= 2 (2T+DR Tdi 7 (W),
2w (k%) 7
Me=(k; 11| R|x; 5 —3)= 2(2]+1)R10+Jd10J(¢),
27 (k%) 7
and the relation between the 9N, and the 4; is For brevity we shall write
1672k = k(A g— A1)+ Fm cos(As— As), 1 0 ’.
1672 2N =x (A o+ A1) —km cosy (As+A5)+2kAs, Pi= Ri(s—m2+§—m2)+t——p02’ (3.3)

161r2k25m3= K (A 2+A 1) —_ km COSI[/ (A 4+A 5) - 2kA 3y
167T2km4= sina/x[ (A 4 A 5)k— ZKA 6];
16725 =sing[ (44— A 5)k+2xAs ],

16729 = —siny (A 4+ 45). (2.24)

III. THE MANDELSTAM REPRESENTATION

We assume now that each of the six functions 4,(s,,5)
satisfies a Mandelstam representation of the form

Ai(S,l,g)
1 N3 s
R )
s—m? §—m?/ t—pd
/ / Xi(8,s")
(mtp)? (mtp)?

(s —s5)(8—3)
+—— ds’ /
w’ (mt-p)? 4p

p,,(S t,) 1 Ni
( ) (3.)
—t \s ——s s'—§
where 7; is defined in (2.14) and where
Xi(8,8") =n:Xs(s",5).

3.2)

Since we are working to order ¢? in the electromagnetic
coupling constant we have neglected in (3.1) cuts arising
from photon exchange. With this restriction it can be
shown, in perturbation theory, that the A4; have the
correct analytic properties.®

The question of subtractions in (3.1) will be deferred
until Sec. V.

for the pole terms in (3.1).

The fact that the photon has zero mass causes the
“pole” terms to have certain unusual features. These
will be discussed in Sec. IV.

The unitarity condition will allow us to determine the
imaginary parts of the 4; in the various channels. From
(3.1) we see that

AE(st,5)=Imd(s,t,5) for s (m+p)?,

1 Xi(8,s) 1 pi(s,t)
=—/ dst -+ / at , (3.4)
TS (mtu)? §—3 TJ 4p t—t
and
AMI(s1,8)=ImA(s,t,5) for 124u
1 pi(s’st) mi pi(8,¢
- f s T / d7— " (3.5)
T miw? S—S 0w §—3
From these we have the general identification
1 X:(5x) 1 pi(%,t)
Al (x,y)=~/ ds —}——/ ar
T it §—38@) w2 -y
for x> (m+w)?, (3.6)
and
1 1 i
AiIII(xyy):—/ ds’' p;(S yy)( + )
T () s'—x §'—5(x)
for y>4u2. (3.7)
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By 3(x) we mean § expressed as a function of s with
s—ux, e,

1
5(x) =-[mi—3% (x—m?)2(1+4cosh) ], 3.8)
®
and we shall analogously use
(x—m?)?
t(x)= ———(1—cos#). (3.9)
2«
Note that crossing symmetry implies
A (x,y) =n:A8 (5[« ],9). (3.10)

We wish now to separate in (3.1) the terms contribut-
ing solely to the right-hand cut. There are many ways
to do this, the most direct being to expand the double
denominators in (3.1) into partial fractions. After some
manipulation we obtain the representation at fixed
angle 6, in the form®

A (s, cosh)
1 Ad(2(s)
—P- / PR s
TJ (mtw)? s'—s
2n; . 1
T Jmiw?  84(8)—35-(3)

x [s(l +CZS i 5 (s')A I[”(iii;)]

B s(1 -I-cf);;)g3 5 (é’)A ,-1[5',t<1§_|__i;) :I }

2 1 1(2)
¥
w)apr 1 () —1_() ls(1—cosf)— 1. (')

L
1—cosf s(1—cosf)—t_(¢)
XAiIIII: =) ,t’:' ] , (3.11)
1—cosf

where

b () =m2(1—cosf) —1t'
+{[m?(1—cosh) — ' P—m*(1— cosh)?}?,
and
5. (8)=m2(1+4cosh) —§
+{[m2(14-cosf) — &' P+m? sin29} . (3.12)
Since we shall only be able to evaluate the integrals

in (3.11) for a very small part of their integration ranges,
i.e., for s/, < (m+2p)? corresponding to the exchange

13 There appear in (3.11) a number of spurious singularities.
These have arisen purely from the partial fraction decomposition
and always combine to give finite results.
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©:0" ' S _PLANE

l's';(m.z)n'

ol

mt o me (mezp)?
o 2
55 (mep

S,

1.
otizp

o S,
™ (mepF ez "

) o : 180"
t's op?
" =4y
§=(mz{) oty
o2 -—-_2—"5,l
—"3'=(m~}4l7’ o mepd (me2p)

F16. 2. The singularities of the scattering amplitudes plotted
in the s plane for various values of 6.

of a meson-nucleon pair and for < 9u? corresponding
two-pion exchange we must, as usual, rely upon the
philosophy of the importance of the nearest singularities.
To see the situation more clearly we may consider all
the integrations in (3.11) transformed to the s plane.
Figure 2 shows the integration contours in the s plane
for various values of 6. The position of the pole terms is
also indicated. The right-hand cut, s 2 (m-+u)? comes
from the first integral in (3.11). The second integral
contributes along the cuts

~ 0 <5< 8_(cosh),

and
0<s< 84 (cosh),
where
1
S (cosf)= 5[ (m—+w)*]. (3.13)
1+4-cosb

In the third integral, if
4u?> 2m?(1—cosf),
then the cut runs along

— 0 <5< 7-(cosh),
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and
7-1(cosf) <sX0,
with

T4(cosf)= ) 11 (41),

—cosf

(3.19)

but if 4u?<2m?(1—cosh), then the contour lies along
— 0 <s<0
and along the circle |s| =m? up to the points
Re(s)=m2—4u?/ (1—cosb),
Im(s) = ==[m*— (Re(s))* ]%

It is seen that the effect of the two-pion exchange on
the circle increases towards backward angles. However
the pion-pion interaction also makes itself felt in the
other cuts through its effect on meson photoproduction,
so that if we were to utilize for 4, its analytical ex-
pression as derived from the theory of meson photo-
production** it would contain parameters describing the
J=1, T'=1 7-r interaction and possible J=1, T=0 3r
effects. Since we already have to contend, on the circle
cut, with parameters describing a 7’=0 #-7 interaction
the total number of parameters in the theory would be
too large to allow a reasonable comparison with the
present experimental situation.

We shall therefore assume in the following that the
A can be obtained from experiment,'® so that the =-n
interaction appears explicitly only on the circle cut.

If we look at the second integral of Eq. (3.11) we see
that we need to know A4,1(8,t) for values § 2> (m--u)?
and ¢=¢[38,(5')/(1+cosb)]. Examination shows that
for the (+) sign the values of ¢, for all § required, corre-
spond to physical values of the scattering angle in
channel II, so that a partial wave expansion is per-
missible. The (—) values on the other hand correspond

(3.15)

(IN THIS REGION °
s 2m*(1-c0s0))

4
tmox

4 -
10 30 60 S0 120

150 @ 180
F16. 3. Curves showing the range of validity of the Legendre
polynomial expansion of the NN — 2y amplitude, for various 6.
The maximum values of a= —1 log(s/m?) for which the expansion
converges, and their corresponding ¢’ value are shown.

14 M. Gourdin, D. Lurié, and A. Martin, CERN (to be pub-
lished). J. S. Ball, Phys. Rev. 124, 2014 (1961).
15 This is discussed fully in Sec. IV.
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to unphysical channel IT scattering. In any case, the
(=) values contribute only to the left of the origin in
the s plane, and may be disregarded in terms of the
“nearest singularity’’ philosophy.

Similarly, for the third integral of (3.11) one requires
A (s,) for values ¢ 24u? and s=¢,.()/(1—cosh).
Let us describe points lying on the circle cut by s
=m?e’*. Then Fig. 3 shows the maximum values of o,
and its corresponding ¢’ value, for which the Legendre
expansion channel III converges, for various 6. The
fact that the region of convergence is extremely small
for low values of 6 is not very serious because, as dis-
cussed earlier, the distance of the 27 cut from the physi-
cal region increases with decreasing 6 so that our in-
ability to feed in the 2x effects should not be important
at these angles.

Also even where the Legendre expansion does con-
verge for fairly large values of #/ we can in any case
only handle the 2= effects accurately up to ¢=9u? the
3r threshold. We hope therefore that the restrictions
resulting from the Legendre expansion convergence re-
quirements do not seriously weaken the accuracy with
which we are able to estimate the circle-cut effects.

In the next few sections we evaluate explicit expres-
sions for the 4! and 4" by means of which the
A (s, cosb) can be calculated in (3.11).

IV. THE UNITARITY CONDITION
(1) General
The usual condition for the unitarity of the S matrix,

StS=1, (“.1)

when written in terms of the R operator leads to the
relation

i{a| R1—R[B)=2, (| R[»){v| R|B),

where the sum is over all permissible physical states »
having the same energy-momentum as « or 8.

Since the invariants F,,( are self-adjoint, Eq. (4.2)
with the help of Eq. (2.9) may be written as

(4.2)

> Tmd (549l Fu|6)
4m’EgErp
=TZ' (| RT[»)(»|R|B), (4.3)

where Eg, Er are the c.m. energies of the photon and
nucleon in the states « or 8.

(2) Channel I

For this channel we expand the right-hand side of
(4.3) in terms of the mass exchange and the electro-
magnetic coupling keeping as intermediate states only
the one-nucleon (Born) term and the pion-nucleon term,
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so that

2i AR (s,1,8) (Voo | Fopy @ [ y1N1)
3 (vaNo| RN )N | R|viN1)
+2 (oNo| R [aN)aN [R|yiN o)+ - .

By expressing the right-hand side of (4.4) in terms
of the invariants F,,® we are able to identify the con-
tributions to the 4,%(s,z,5).

Let us consider first the Born terms. The matrix
element (N |R|viN1) is essentially the photon-nucleon
vertex and can be written

(4.4)

" R piy) = — 7’_‘(?”)
(2" | R| prky) 2op Pkt

XEFI(qﬂ)'YV‘F2(q2)0rMQ~u]¢‘(Pl)elv,

where F; and F. are the usual nucleon form factors
normalized so that

(4.5)

FIEF1(0)=§(I+1'3)

A A

I+

Fy=F,(0)=

T3, (4.6)

with p,’, us the anomalous proton and neutron mag-
netic moments, and where §= p"’— p; is the momentum
transfer in the intermediate channel.

Substituting Eq. (4.5) into Eq. (4.4), carrying out
the sum over intermediate spin states and the integra-
tion over the momentum of the intermediate state, and
expanding into the invariants F,,, we obtain for the
Born terms

AB=—xB:(m/W)5(s—m?), 4.7
with
51=27”F12, B2=0,
Bs=mF1(F1+2mFs), Bs=—F2,

Bs= (F1+2mF>)?, Be=—F1(F1+2mF,).

1t follows then that the R; of (3.3) are given by
R;=8..
In terms of ¢ and u, these are:
Ri=me*(I+73),
R2= 0,
R3=m2epp(I+1'3),
Ry=—3¢(I+1s),
Rs= Zszlpz (I"I‘ 7'3) +,un2 (I— 7'3)];
Re=—emu,(I+73),

(4.8)

where up=u,+¢/2m is the full proton magnetic
moment.

A. C. HEARN AND E.

LEADER

However, as was mentioned earlier, the vanishing
of the photon mass causes certain unusual features to
appear in the Born terms. So long as we consider 4,(s,?)
as a function of the independent variables s and ¢, with
10, then all the above is valid and there are poles in
the A4,(s,t) at

s=m? and &=m? e, s=mi—i  (4.9)
For ¢t=0, however, only A4 and A have poles'® at
s=m? while the amplitudes with even crossing sym-
metry, A1,2,3,6 are finite there.

On the other hand, if one is interested in the A4; as
functions of s and cosf, then for all finite cosf, s — m?
implies § — m? so that for Ay23,6 the poles at s=m?
and §=m? cancel out.

It follows then that the Channels I and II contribu-

tion to P; of (3.11) is given by
(cosd—1)R;

= for i=1,2,3,6,
2m?4- (14-cosh) (s—m?)

l: 2 | (1—cosb) :|
Ls—me 2m*+ (14-cosf) (s—m?)

for i=4,5. (4.10)

It is interesting to note that if one uses the reduction
formula to calculate (ysN:|Rf'—R|vy:N;), then the
cancellation of the poles at s=m? occurs automatically
in the unitarity expression, for even-crossing ampli-
tudes. For one has then that

(poks| RT—R| piks)
=20 (poks| RY| p")(p""| R| piker)6*(p"' — p1— k1)
—2n (P2, =R [RY| p"Np" | R| p1, — ka)6* (9" — p1+ k).
(4.11)

The second term, which arises from the commutator
of the current operators, is usually zero in the region
where the first term contributes, since the regions in
which the arguments of the two & functions vanish, are
mutually exclusive. The vanishing of the photon mass,
however, causes these two regions to touch at s=m?, for
finite cosf, and if one then calculates the Born term
contribution to the Imd,(s,cosf) from (4.11) one is
left with just the & function of 2m2+ (14 cosf) (s—m?)
fori=1, 2, 3, 6, and (4.10) follows immediately.

In order to calculate the second term of (4.4)
we have to know the matrix elements for pion
photoproduction.

The intermediate channel process vy;+Ni— 7+N

may be described in terms of four independent helicity

16 The invariants F® and F® vanish at this point, and so the
quantities 44F® and 4;F® remain bounded.
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amplitudes, namely

hi=Glylah)=

2] 1 ,_ILJdAlLJ
T S AL 0)

1
Vo= (=3 ¥ [3)=—— X (T + 1Yy 7d_1 47 (0),
2009t 7

Y= Gy —31)=

22T+ 1D¢s,47d 517 (6),
2(pg)t v !

1
Ya=(—3|¢| —3)=—— 2 (2T +1¥_347d_3,7 (6),
2(pg)t v
(4.12)

where ¢ is the magnitude of the intermediate channel
barycentric 3-momentum, and the scattering amplitude
(wN |¢|yN) is related to the cross section for photo-
production by

do/dQ=(q/p) Z|{xN[¢[yV)|*. (4.13)

The evaluation of the unitarity equation for the two-
particle intermediate state is simplified immensely by
the fact that only the low partial waves from the inter-
mediate channel process are large for low energies. If
we therefore expand both sides of the unitarity equa-
tion in terms of the relevant helicity subamplitudes
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rather than in terms of the invariant amplitudes F,,®,
the orthogonality properties of the d functions may be
used to integrate the equation immediately, yielding
Imq))\)\",=% Z ‘P)\)\NJ‘P)\’)\NJ*- (4:.14)
Av=x+}

If we now retain only the J=% and J=$ partial

waves, which should be sufficient for energies up to 300
Mev at least, then the imaginary part of each ®; may
be written in the form:

1
e 5;[(%,?\bx'.é%*-l-%,—%%%',—é**)dw*(ﬁ)

2@t P i ) (0)]. (4.15)

So far, we have neglected the isotopic spin depend-
ence of the y,. The analysis of Watson!” shows that an
amplitude for photoproduction may be written in the
form:

\LX)\NJ:‘PMNJH-)gﬁ ) +¢A)\N"(—)gﬂ (o)

Do ¥y = @y Oy’ O 4 200 x” Oang? O3y’ Ogany? O

+ g Py O iy Oy =20 Odang” O — 20T Oy O *) 7.

Fay ©g@,  (4.16)
with B8 the isotopic spin index of the pion, and
IgP =08gs, I =1[7p,73], 95O = T8
Hence
417

Finally we can relate the helicity partial wave amplitudes to the multipole amplitudes E;y, M ;. defined by Chew,
Goldberger, Low, and Nambu.'® A straightforward comparison reveals that

v,
/2
123

S e e

I=(pg/2) 1 (M 1— Eqyy-)+ (+2) (B +M 130 ],
7= (pg/ 2 (1+2) (Ery— M a4y ) (Mo ~+Eqryn-) ],
T=(pg/2)![1(0+2) P[— En+My— Eqry——M -],

(4.18)

V3,17 = (pg/2)'[1(+2) P Er.— M1y — Eqiny—— M ay-],

where J=1+1.

Our program of calculation in this channel is now
straightforward. For suitable values of the multipole
amplitudes we use (4.18) and (4.17) to compute the
values of the ¢;7, and then by (4.15) the values of
Im®;. By Eq. (2.22) we now find 4! which can be sub-
stituted into the first and second integrals of Eq. (3.11).

(3) Channel III

In this channel we are dealing with the process of
nucleon antinucleon annihilation into two photons,
and on the right-hand side of Eq. (4.3) we keep only
the one- and two-pion intermediate states, so that

5 AM(5,4,5)(rrvsl P ® | NiV3)
& X (yrvel R¥|m)(ar| R| NoV2)

+2 (vove| R mumo)(mums | R| NaN o)+ -+, (4.19)
where again the right-hand side must be expanded into

the invariants F,,” so as to identify the contributions
to the A,‘IH.

Consider first the one-pion terms. This depends on
the pion-nucleon vertex (r|R|NiNs), and the matrix
element (yry:|R|7) for 7° — 2y decay.

For these we may write

_ —img(t)
(w(@) | R|NiNp)=—————0(pa)ysu(p), (4.20)
27} (prop20g0)}
with g2(u?)/4r=g?/4wr~14, and
{yrva| R (q))
) et (Brtke) o (k1—E2)s, (4.21)
-—mﬁu €2 €uypo(R1 2)p\F1 2)ay .

17 K. M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 95, 228 (1954).
18 G. Chew, M. L. Goldberger, F. E. Low, and Y. Nambu, Phys.
Rev. 106, 1345 (1957).
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where F(#) is the function introduced by Goldberger
and Treiman'® in their study of neutral pion decay. It
is normalized so that

F(u)=F=—8(r/udr)},

where 7 is the 7° — 2y decay lifetime.

Putting (4.20) and (4.21) into (4.19) and carrying
out the integration over the intermediate state mo-
mentum, one obtains for the one-pion contributions to
A

(4.22)

AMB=0 for 1743,

2
A= _77'#0 qF (423)

8 (u—1).

From (4.22) and (4.23) one sees that the r; of Eq.
(3.3) are given by (including isotopic spin)

i3,
3= —4g(7|',u0/7')%7'3.

it 0 f
4 o (4.24)

There has recently been some controversy?! about
the relative sign of the one-r and one-nucleon Born
terms. Our determination, Eqs. (4.24), (5.6), (4.8),
(5.5), and (2.17) shows that the inclusion of the one-r
term tends to ncrease the differential cross section in
channel I in agreement with Lapidus and Chou
Kuang-Chao.

However, our Born terms? differ from the usually
quoted results in that they contain as numerators only
residues of functions taken at the pole. The difference
depends purely on the question of the subtractions re-
quired in the dispersion relation and is discussed under
the section on the low-energy limit.

Let us now evaluate the two-r contribution to (4.19).
We shall work in the c.m. of channel III, in which the
pions have momentum ¢, —q, and energy w= (q>-+u??.
The kinematics of the photons and nucleons are given
in (2.4).

The sum over intermediate states in (4.19) can be
simplified to yield

E(‘Yl‘h[ RT] 27"><27r] Rl NN>
30— 4 / (g Rlyvoy (g | R| NN )i, (4.25)

where the integration is over the solid angle of q. An
alternative expression is obtained if we substitute for
each of the matrix elements their expansions into
helicity amplitudes and carry out the angular integra-

( 19 M) L. Goldberger and S. B. Treiman, Nuovo cimento 9, 451
1958).

20 This is, of course, assuming that the addition of the dispersion
integral estimates to the channel I and II Born terms does not
change their over-all sign. This has been verified by previous calcu-
lations.2 ! We are, of course, also assuming that the Goldberger-
Treiman determination of the sign gF is correct.

2t This applies also to the one-nucleon Born terms of channel I
and II.
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tion as was done in channel I. We obtain then

Z (| RY|2x)(2x| R NN)

2 (JHHRumz R "’ (),  (4.26)

it (k)b 7=0

with A=Ay —Ax and p=X;—A.. The amplitudes Ry 57,
Ry’ are the helicity amplitudes,? i.e., the matrix ele-
ments in a representation in which the energy, total
angular momentum, and helicity are diagonal, for the
processes
Nay+Nyg — w(@)+7(—q),
and
T = w(@)+7(—a),

respectively.

In practice it turns out most useful to utilize a com-
bination of Egs. (4.25) and (4.26). The reason for this
is that for the processes involved, e.g., NN — 2 only
the lowest few partial waves may be large, suggesting
the usefulness of (4.26). On the other hand, there are
usually terms, e.g., the Born terms in NN — 27 (and
in general the left-hand cut of the process considered).
which contribute small amounts to a very large number
of waves, and these are most simply handled by (4.25).

Let us assume therefore that we can split R into two
parts

R=Ri+@®, (4.27)
in which R; contributes only to thelargest waves, i.e.,
those for which the right-hand cut is essential to satisfy

unitarity. Let us suppose that the highest wave which
need be included in R; is J=Jmax. We have then

2 (DR Rapn"dn” @)

J=0

Jmax

~3 (J+HRwmi' R I @)
=0

+ X (THH)Rms R drT @)

J=Jmax

Jmax

=2 (J+3) RaniTRapn,”" = Cama i Ranng” ") @)
J=0

i (k) (t—4u2)t
+—“‘—16—#)“/<‘1[@I’Yl‘¥2>*

X{(q| ®R| NN)dQ,. (4.28)

Since not enough is known about the NN — 2z and
Y+ — 27 processes to determine Jm.x, we shall tenta-
tively assume that only the s wave is large (the p wave
is forbidden), though d and higher waves can easily
be incorporated.
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With this assumption, then, we have finally
3 {yry2| RY| 2x)(2x| R| NN)

1
T4 () é(Rme"Rmf*— R R ) (@)
LA RK
=40 | (ol @l

X(q| ®| NN)dQ,. (4.29)

We must now introduce some information about the
NN — 27 and v++v — 27 matrix elements.
In our normalization we have for the first process

(2x|R|NN)= (—m/87*k?)(2x | 7| NN), (4.30)
with
(ra(—@ms(@) | 7| N (=) N (%))
=z (—%) (—Aag—i7" qBag)thry ().  (4.31)

The functions 4, B are the usual pion-nucleon scalar
amplitudes? and are functions of the scalars

1= k2= 4 (em?),
Sk=— (K—' q)27
Sy=— (K—I‘ q)zx

which are, respectively, the squares of the c.m. energy
and momentum transfers in the NN — 27 process.
The isotopic spin decomposition is

A ap=AD 8534 O 7075]. (4.33)

For the process v1+v2— 27 we refer to the work of
Martin and Gourdin.?
The transition amplitude may be written

(ma(— @)ms(@) | R|v1(—k)v2(k))

(4.32)

= (Dol o +Dolp)as.  (4.34)
4872k?
D, and Dy are scalar functions of the variables ¢ and
= — (k+q)?
s1= = (kg (4.35)
So=— (k_ q)27

and the invariants 7,, I, contain the spin dependence
of the amplitude and are given by

To=¢1 ¢,
e (4.36)
Iy=— 8k281' qeq2-q.

The isospin decomposition of the Dg, Dy is
Dog=2D®§,5+D® (8§ ,8— 3843083),

where D, 3@, D, ® are the functions introduced in
reference (23).

2 G. Chew, M. L. Goldberger, F. E. Low, and Y. Nambu, Phys.
Rev. 106, 1337 (1957).
2 M. Gourdin and A. Martin, Nuovo cimento 17, 224 (1960).
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It is shown there that the two pions may only be in
a T'=0 or T'=2 isotopic spin state. Since the nucleon-
antinucleon pair can only have 7'=0 or 1 and isospin
is conserved in the NN — 27 process, it follows that
the process
2y — 2r— NN

takes place purely through the T=0 channel.

We shall therefore require only the 7=0 amplitudes
A® B® DO DO,

Carrying out the isospin sum implied in (4.29) we get,
finally,

Y (yrye| Rt| 20)(2n| R| NN)
vg A*
- it (ki) %[RXN A" PR @
- G)‘)\N)\IVDH_) a)q)\zo(o*)]d)‘no(‘l’)
VBLHi— )T
e

l RO |71‘Yz>*

X{(q| ®® | NNYdQ,, (4.37)

and the contribution is only to the isoscalar part of the
4.

For the functions 4™, B we use the repre-
sentations*

A (+) (S“’g"!t)

1 1 1
-— / oa® (s’,l)( + >ds’
TJ (mtw)? s'—s¢ §'—3,

1 24P, 5.5
pf i,
4;;/.2

T v~

(4.38)
B (5,35,1)

1 1 1
oo i
wJo s'—s¢ §'—3,

(Y g —5
1/ v (Y, 5, s,)dt,
4u?

™ ! —t ’
where

G (s, t) =mg?s (s’ —m2)+ap (s',0).

The representation (4.38) contains pole terms, and
the cuts in s, and §, incorporating the =V rescattering
corrections as discussed by Chew, Goldberger, Low, and
Nambu.?? These are dominated by the 3,3 resonance.
The cuts in ¢ have been considered by Bowcock, Cot-
tingham, and Lurié.?* They show that the dependence
of 94,8 on sy & is probably weak since the cuts in
Sey 8¢ of va,p only begin at (m+2u)2 In other words,
for reasonable energies the last terms of (4.38) will con-

# J. Bowcock, W. N. Cottingham, and D. Lurié, Nuovo ci-
mento 16, 918 (1960).
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tribute appreciably only to the low waves of the
NN — 2 process.

In accordance with the scheme of (4.27) we therefore
define 4 =4+ @, etc., with

QM) (54,56,1)

1 1 1
_f ) (s’,t)( + )
TJ (mtu)? s'—sx 55

B (54,34,)
1 1 1
=—/&B(+) (s’,t)( )ds’.
7o s'—s. s'—35,

For the functions D, ;7" we use the representations
given in reference 23.

ds’,
(4.39)

Da © (31,32,0

2o [2sut >11/ 7oy
Y] 1 1— 22—
CTLEETITE ) i) (e

+ (51— s2)

(4.40)

4! / Fo (ko™ (g')dq"
7)o (@) [4(g*+u2) — 1]
Dy © (s51,59,1)

22 1 1
1

ar (x)dx

w) gt (W—2x) (w—s1)

+ (51— s2).

T
t Mz—Sl

Besides the Born terms, Eq. (4.40) contains also the
effect of two-pion intermediate states in the reactions

y+m— 2r — v+,
and
y+v — 2r — 2m,

but cuts arising from three-pion and higher mass states
are assumed to yield a negligible dependence on the
variables concerned.

The function o7 is just the total cross section for the
process y+m— 2, and the simplicity of the weight
function arises from the assumption that this process
occurs mainly in the T'=1, J=1 state.

hoS is the s-wave, T'=0, pion-pion scattering
amplitude

hos (q2) = exp (150’8) Sinﬁos, (441)
and F¢S is proportional to the T'=0, s-wave amplitude
for v+~ — 2r.

For a full discussion of the approximations involved
in (4.40) the reader is referred to reference 22. IFor our
purposes we now split D, @, Dy® according to (4.27)
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and define
DO =251+ (51— 1]
1 ar(x)dx
X—=| ———————F(s1—s9),
7) 4t (x—u?) (x—51)

28 1 1 or(x)dx
Dy =— + / - (51— 59).
t wr—s1 w) (u—x)(x—s1)

We are now in a position to evaluate the integral in
(4.37). Substituting (4.38, 4.30, 4.42, and 4.34) we
have?26

(4.42)

/ (a] @] vevay a| | NN

— 7 — 0%T % 0% T ¥
647r4k4v}\N( K)/dﬂq(ﬂ)a Ia +§Db Ib )

X[=a@P —iy-qB P Jury (). (4.43)

It is a straightforward but tedious matter to develop
the right-hand side into the invariants F,,. Substi-
tuting (4.43) into (4.37) and (4.19), we may then
identify those parts of the 4! arising from the ®
part of the matrix elements. Let us call these 4.

We have then

A e = (ay+az) N,
A He=—aoyN,

IR —
Az (R-—O,

4 Me= (a3+ﬂl4)N,
A5IH(R= —OlsN,
AsHIfR: “"015N,

(4.44)

where N= — ({—4u?)%/16x7%* and the a;(s,t) are compli-
cated functions expressed as integrals over the or(x)
and o4,5(s") weight functions. These are given in the
appendix.

Finally, we must calculate the expression in square
brackets in (4.37).

For the NN — 2r helicity amplitudes we have?
for =0,

&_+0 H+) = 0’

1 /q\¥/x
0+) = —— [ — - T /,If s’
Ger &ﬁk() <q/<m+u,f" (A0 )ds (4.45)

~|—m/6’1; Sl (Sl,t)Ql (ﬁ’)d&’),

with
B'= (s"+x*+¢)/2xq,

% Since we are below the threshold for the physical process
NN — 2m, some care must be exercised in dealing with the opera-
tion of complex conjugation. See Eq. (3.19) of reference 26.

( 28 D) Amati, E. Leader, and B. Vitale, Nuovo cimento 17, 638
1960).
27 W. R. Frazer and J. R. Fulco, Phys. Rev. 117, 1603 (1960).
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and Q; are the Legendre functions of the second kind.?
Also we have

1
I =— (o)’ L J(+)’
Ry k( 9)7 9/~ (4.46)

R_79 = ()7 (q/ 7,

where the f.7@ are the Frazer-Fulco helicity ampli-
tudes,?” for the NN — 2r process.

The helicity amplitudes for the vy — 2r process are
obtained by saturating the expression (4.34) with dif-
ferent photon helicities and then inverting the helicity
expansion of the left-hand side of (4.34). We obtain
then for /=0, T=0,

R1,1"O=R_;,2©=0,
(RLIO(O) = (R—l.~—10 0)
ar(x)

1 (k)*{z
- 2V31\q 'lr,/;,‘2 x—u?

x[(u2—§+kﬁ"<t—4u2)%)Qo(ﬁ“>-k(t—4u2>*]dx

I i G
B = (x+2k*—u?)/2kq.

The amplitudes Ryp,7 P for the y-+v — 27 process are
related to the partial wave amplitudes Fr? and fr?
introduced in reference (23).

1 H
RiJO=R_, JO= ________.<g) Fo’
V34w (2T +1)\k

(J=21,120),

Ry JO=R ; JO (4.48)

3
) LU~V U+D T+ T
U=21,131).

_ ____<2
V3247 \

Clearly for /=0 we require to know only F¢. This
has been obtained by Martin and Gourdin?® by solving
an integral equation with certain assumptions about
the reasonable behavior of the m-m s-wave phase shift
dr—05. The solution gives F¢® as a function of §0° and
or. Egs. (4.45), (4.46), (4.47), and (4.48) furnish us
with the “square bracket” part of (4.37). It remains
only to identify the contributions to the individual 4..

28 P, M. Morse and H. Feshbach, Methods of Mathematical
Phlysics (McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., New York, 1953),
Vol. 2.

29 See Eq. (38) of reference 23. Note that F,° is there written

[
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Let us define

*
C)\N)\ﬁ)\lh - [R)\N)\I—V-O (+)R?\1)\20 )

=R P R, O 1S (W), (4.49)

By inverting the channel IIT helicity expansion
(2.24) we obtain the contributions to 4! arising from
the “square bracket” part of (4.37):

AlIIIc=A2III(,1

2r b\ 11 dmk
=~—(—) [5 (Cot+Cim ) —— cot¢c_+n],
14

K \K

x/k\}
A3HIC=;<—) (Ct—C ™t ), (4.50)

K

—8r sk\}
Afe= g o= (—) C_.1,
¢ sing \k

A eIHc: 0

This completes the evaluation of the two-pion ex-
change contributions to 4., i.e., we have
AiHI= [AiIIIGK—*-A,iIIIC][, (4_51)

with 4;71& and A4,;"I¢ given by (4.44) and (4.50) and
I is the unit operator in the nucleon isospace [see

2.11)7.
V. LOW-ENERGY LIMIT

It is well known® that the scattering of photons on
spin-3 particles depends, to first order in the photon
momentum, on the static charge and magnetic moment
of the target. For scattering on nucleons the result may
be written

F¢

F 2
P q-sz—z<2 LF) pio-[(BX )X BXe)]
m

m

FyF . o p(pXer) 2o pXep- e
( F2>tp[ 2

m \2m

P (P'Xey) e1to-p Xep - SI:I
2

F,F,
pic-e1X e, (5.1)
m

where F; and F» have been defined in (4.6).

After some rearrangement of the invariants in (5.1)
it is possible to identify the contributions to the g; of
(2.18) and thence via the inverse of (2.19) to calculate
the limiting values for the 4;.
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We obtain then for the limit, at fixed angle, as p — 0
2

Ay —»—l(coso— 1),
m

As— 4F2(F1+”’LF2),
F,
A3 b d F1(*2—+F2) (COSH— 1)—2F2(F1+’WLF2),
m

1 Fp
Ag—s ———

Pwm’

4dm Fl 2
Aﬁ—‘)_‘—(_+F2> )
P \2m

F, /F,
As— Z[ng——(;——i-Fg) (cosf— 1)].

2m\2m

(5.2)

Let us now see what the Born terms give us in this
limit.
Remembering that as p— 0
s—m*=0(p), (5.3)

we see from Eqs. (4.10), (4.8), and (3.11) that the Born

s—m? A (57)
A (s, cost) =S+ / ds’
(m+n)?

o T
T "—m®)(s'—s) =

2;
+—(m?—s) (1+cosf) ds’
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terms yield
F?
A1——(cosf—1),
m

Az—*O,
Fy

A 3—>F1<—+F2> (COSG— 1),
2m

F? (5.4)

A4—>——

mp

dm (Fy 2
()
p \2m

As—>—
FifF,

A e—-)——(——I—F2> (cosf—1).
2m

m

’

Comparing (5.4) and (5.2) we see that only in 44, 44,
and A; is the correct low-energy limit guaranteed by
the Born terms. These amplitudes will therefore not
require subtractions.

For all the other amplitudes it will be necessary to
perform subtractions in s in the fixed-angle dispersion
relations.®

The final representation for the A; will then be as
follows:

(a) For i=4, 5 the representation is given by (3.11)
with the P; given by Egs. (4.10) and (4.8).

(b) Fori=1,2,3,6,

1

mrw?  §4(s)—3_(s")

{ 81(sN A, 1(84(s)/ (14-cosh)))

8(s)A (s, 1(3-(s")/ (14-cosp))) }

X [m?(14-cost) — 8. (s") JLs(1+cos0) — 3. ()]  [m*(1+cosf) —&_(s") JTs (1+cos8) — 5_(s")]

L () At (¢)/ (1= cosh), V')

2
+—(m2— s) (1— cosf) / ar"
T 4p®

and the S; are given by
(s—m?) sin®R;

= + A ;(m?, cosh),
2m2[ 2m2+ (14-cosh) (s—m?) ]

for i=1, 2, 6 and for i=3,
(s—m?) sin®0R;
5= 2m 2m2+ (14-cosb) (s—m?) ]
(s—m?)2(1—cosf)rs

 wl2uds+ (s—m??(1—cosd) ]

+ A 3(m2, cosh), (5.6)

1
t()—t_(t) { [m?(1—cosf)— 4. (') s (1 —cosb) — £4.(¢) ]

3 - (NAIE_()/ (1—cosh), ') } 5.5)
[m?*(1—cosf)—t_ () I[s(1—cos®)—t_(¢)])

where the R; and 7; are given in (4.8) and (4.24) and
the A;(m?, cost) are given by the limiting values of
(5.2).

CONCLUSION

The formalism given in the previous sections allows
us to calculate the energy and angular dependence of
the scalar amplitudes 4 ;(s, cosf) in so far as this depend-
ence is determined by near-lying singularities and
branch cuts. Normally one expects that distant singu-
larities will contribute a constant or very slowly vary-

¥ In practice, from a computational point of view, we prefer to
make one subtraction also in 4;.
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ing energy dependence to the amplitudes. It seems, how-
ever, that in photon scattering processes the low-energy
limit theorem permits us to fix these constants theo-
retically. We therefore hope that the representation will
yield a reasonable approximation to the A;(s, cosf)
without the necessity of introducing any phenomeno-
logical parameters.

The left-hand cut, however, depends on various
quantities which are not well determined experiment-
ally, i.e., 7, the #° lifetime; the T=0, =7 s-wave phase
shift; and o7, the total cross section for the process
v+ — 7t

The right-hand cut, too, being dependent on the
meson photoproduction process, is at present not very
well determined experimentally. However, it should
soon be possible to make a fairly reliable estimate of
the contribution arising from this.

It is useful to note, too, that the recoil nucleon polari-
zation is independent of both the #° lifetime and the
7=0 7r s-wave interaction, and thus yields a direct
measure of the accuracy of the contributions from the
right-hand cut.

We hope, therefore, that improved experimental
data in the near future will allow a detailed comparison
between the dispersion relation predictions and the
experimental values for nucleon Compton scattering,
and in particular will shed some more light on the de-
tails of the o interaction.
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APPENDIX

The expansion of (4.43) into the invariants F,,®
leads to expressions for the a; as complicated combina-
tions of integrals over the #V and my weight functions.

Let us define the following weight functions:

a4 (s' Hor(x)
Oz————j—';
X

&M (s )or(x)
ko=
x— 2

or(x) 2mwe?

kss1=05%(s'1) [
x— u?

Then it is possible to write for the a;:

ar={— Lo(s) — 2tLs(s)—m[ 2tL1(s)+La(s) 1} +[s — 5],

as=2[s(2m>—s—1) —m‘*][—Lg (s)—mLs(s)—
as={— L1(s) -+ (25— 2m2+-)[ 2L (s)+Lo(s) [~ [s — 51,

as=2s(2m*—s—1) —m4]|:— Le(s)+

ap= 2!L7,

where the L; can be expressed as
1
Li(s,) =; / ds’ / da Ki(s' t,x)li(st,s' %), (A3)
0 0

and the /; are just combinations of integrals over the
denominators occurring in the representations of
@(+), (B("‘), 5)a(°), Dp©®,

Let us put

d1=x—"31=x+ (k+q)2=’)’1+2(I‘k;
L , (A4)
do=5"—38=5"4 (x+q)*=7v:12q%,

where
Vi=a+3t—
Yo=$"+3t—put—mt,

8m

") [ 5

I—
(A2)

25— 2m2+¢
—————a@ﬂ—&—wl
14

and let us define the following integrals

%

dids

dQ aQ
91=/d—1, 1= E;’

q-xdQ q-kdQ
32=[ ) 52:'/ ]
dy ds

(q-%)%d2 (qk)*dQ
95= / — &= .
d1 d2

9o=

(A5)
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We put Xo=Yo=9o and define
Xn=%In—v2Xn1),
sz%(gm—vly —1)7 m=172

Finally we define
qgkqgx 1/ m
Z1=/ dﬂ:"(ﬂ"—gl*’)’ﬂ/l),
dds 2 2
(a-k)*q-x
Zz=/—-———dﬂ= —1(y292+11Z4),
dids
q-k(q-x)?
Zs=f———~———d9= —3 (v 92 +v2Z0),
dids
and

Gi= 4+2(t—— 2)x+x27

Co=pt—x—3t.
In terms of these functions, the [;(s,,s’,x) are given by

lo=¢1901§291129e,

4
h= ;[§1Y1+§’252+253],
1
zzz—6;7?[51X1+7r§2~w(%5251+52)—%(Zm?——s—t)lx],
1
l3=‘(;;|:( “‘"‘t)XO“‘!'"‘—XZ‘I‘ (1+2M)Y2 41)Z1],

4= (—"— le)Xo———‘Xz—' —(1+M) Y2+21)Z1,

@

4 4 2
= [ m2——)Y1+—(1+2u)Y3—-4ng+—Za:l,
@ 4 l 0"

1 ¢ 1 4 t 4
————[(———m2>X1—-——Xg———(1+3u)Zg+3st]+v[(m2——> Vi+-(1—u) Yg],
¢2L\4 ' ! 4 t
with
%= — (s—m??*/i—s,
v= (2m2—2s—1)/t0",

u=1(2m2—2s—1)v.

The actual integrals in (A5) are not difficult to evaluate and we list their explicit expressions:

We define

(l(’Y[,k) =

1 2k
— arctan(—— (m?—%t) %).
k(m?— 30t Y1

1 t t
l [3(m2~—>X1+-—X3—12vZ3+ (1+4u)Z2:I+v|: (——m2>Y1+—(4u—3) Yg]},
AR 4 4

(A6)

(A7)

(A8)

(A9)

(A10)

(A11)
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Then
91(s,0)=2ma(v,k),
92(s,0) = (/1) (25+1—2m*) [ 2—v1a(y1,k) ],
95(s,0)= (x/ Y [0 (@*— )+ 1 (2s+1—2m*)?* 3y 1*— ¢*) Ja(vi,k) — (vi/ 20[§ (25 +i—2m*) ' — k1 ]},
Ja(s,)=2ma(vs,k),

™

(A12)

Jals,t)= (2s+t—2m*)[2—v:a(vs2,k) ],

t—4m?

2
Js(s,)= { [4tn2(q2/<2—’y—2> +1(2s+t—2m2)2(3yL2— 4q2x2)}a('yz,k) ———LE% (2s+1—2m2)2— k2] ;.
4 2(t—4m?)

(t—4m?)?
Lastly, 9¢(s,?) is given as follows: put
wi= (1/4)[ (s—ax—s")2—das’]— u2s+s[2u2m?— (x—p2) (s — u2— m?2) J+m2[ (u—x) (x—s") —am?],
wo= (t/2—u2~x) (x+s—s")+ (m2—s) (u2+x), (A13)
wy= (s'+1/2—p2—m?) (x—s'+m?) — (t/ 2— 2u2) (s+m?),
wy= (4/2) (s'"—s+m2)+ (x—u2) (s — p2— m?)+ 2u? (s — m?).

Then
47(' Wy w3
Jo(s)t)= { arctan arctan } for (4u2—1)w>0,
(01 (4p2—1) [oo1(du2—0) ]t [ (4u?—0) ]
4’1I'(7.Uz"‘ 'ZU3)
- for (4u2—i)w,=0, (A14)
W3

for (4u?—Hw:<0,

2 wat-[w1(t—4p?) ]t
= ln|: :I
[—4)w ]t Lws—[w(¢—4u?) ]

with all arctangents defined in the range —n/2<arctan<7/2.



