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A previously discussed method is used to improve the Born series for the 7-r scattering amplitude in the
A¢* model. Only the first two nonvanishing Born terms are considered in each instance: to order A2 for
isospin 0 and 2, and to order A3 for isospin 1. The results may be interpreted in terms of the existence of an
isospin-one P-wave resonance. Its position is adjusted to fit experiment, thereby determining all other
parameters in the theory. Taking the pion mass as a unit, we find the energy width of the resonance to be
I'=0.72. The scattering lengths a;T come out as a®=—0.78, a.!=-+40.032, ai>=—0.44. The coupling
constant, as defined by Chew and Mandelstam, is A=-+0.24. All these values are rather insensitive to the
position of the resonance. The numerical calculations may be done by hand.

1. INTRODUCTION
/ I ‘HE so-called A\¢* Lagrangian density

L=3Z[(9"¢*) (8,9°) —nopips J—4mho(p98)> (1.1)

is the simplest one available for relativistic pion inter-
actions. It is not absurd to suppose that its solution
would provide a good description of actual pion systems
at moderately low energies. This is because the man-
ifestly neglected particles, such as kaons and baryons,
have a high relative mass, and furthermore must be
produced in pairs. Other particles, such as the p and
other strangeness-zero mesons, are not manifestly
neglected because they may be implied by the model.
This hope is, in fact, the main motivation for studies
of this kind.

The present paper deals with the two-pion system in
the context of (1.1), with special attention to the
production of the p meson as an isospin-one P-wave
resonance. Our point of view is strictly field-theoretic.

A similar approach to the two-pion system has
already been used by several authors.)~® Our treatment
differs from theirs in the following respects: First, our
calculations are interpreted in terms of a fit to the p
meson, whose mass is used as the (single) adjustable
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parameter; and second, our technique is based on a
recently discussed formula® designed to overcome the
convergence difficulties of the Born series. We also take
this opportunity to present a summary of relevant
perturbation results which may be of use to other
workers in the field.

2. RELATION BETWEEN SCATTERING AMPLITUDE
AND GREEN’S FUNCTION

We shall consider the isospin-7" amplitude f,7(8) for
m— scattering through an angle 6 in the center-of-mass
system with incoming center-of-mass momentum k.
The partial-wave expansion for f is
21+

2

1
(e2%"—1) Py(cosh) ,
ik

(2.1)

1 (0) :Zl

where the summation runs onlff over even (odd) [ if T
is even (odd). We shall also consider Green’s function

7:7(P17""P4))

where P; stands for an energy—momentum p; and
corresponding isospin index ¢{; The function v is
defined in terms of a time-ordered vacuum expectation
value by

(O] (%1 (1) - - - ¢¥4(%4)) | O)
1 dipy d*ps
N (2mr)16 ./ pP——l—l—ie' ‘ / pld—141e
Xetpr-ar= - —ips-iy (P . Py),

(2.2)

[We take the physical pion mass as a unit; |0) is
the physical vacuum, and ¢%(x) is normalized accord-
ing to the asymptotic condition.”] The connection

6 M. Wellner, Phys. Rev. 132, 1848 (1963).
7In the sense of H. Lehmann, K. Symanzik, and W. Zimmer-
mann, Nuovo Cimento 1, 205 (1955).
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Fic. 1. The Feynman diagrams considered in this article and
their designation in the text. The numbers 1, - - -, 4 stand for the
variables Py, + -+, Ps.

between v and f may be obtained through the following
prescription:

(a) Define some arbitrarily normalized isospin func-
tions @7$12 for 2-pion systems, for instance

Q"Oh“:éhfz )
‘Plhn: €3¢5182
@28182= 011,057, 1011,0z, -

(b) Define the scalar amplitude yr as a function of
two independent variables by forming the quantity (on
the mass shell)

i z ¢T§'3§'4[’y (Ply o '7P4)]P12= oo =pal=l
£3,84
= or¥tfryr(tu) 2m)* 8 (prt - - +p%),
where ¢ and % are two of the variables?

§= (P1+P2)2’

(2.3)

(2.4)

t=(p1+ps), (2.5)
u=(potp3)?.
(c) Set
s=4(k41),
t=2k*(cosf—1), (2.6)
u=—2k(cosf+1).
(d) Then
[T (0)= —~r(t,u)/16ms"2, 2.7

3. PERTURBATION THEORY

As a basis for this as well as future investigations of
the A¢* model, we report in this section on some explicit
results of perturbation theory.?

a. Feynman Diagrams

We list here some results connected with the three
lowest order Feynman diagrams with four external

8 G. F. Chew and S. Mandelstam, Phys. Rev. 119, 467 (1960).

9 An improved understanding of the model may well depend on
extending our store of such results. Some additional formulas
may be found in Refs. 2, 4, and 5.
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lines. As far as these low-order diagrams are concerned
it is consistent to set Z— 1 and p? — 1 in (1.1), at
least if the external lines are taken on the mass shell.
Nor must we bother explicitly to renormalize A, as this
will be automatically accomplished later.® We therefore
study the Born series as an expansion in Ao, or, more
conveniently, in

go=16m\,. (3.1)
Setting
v= 3 (g, (3.2
we obtain in terms of diagrams (see Fig. 1)
YO=0, y®=6D,(1,2,3,4),
@ =18[D2(1,2; 3,4)+ - - s torms, (3.3)

v® =108[D5'(1,2; 3,4)+ - - s torms
+54[®3(1127 374)+ e ]8 terms .

In (3.3), those diagrams which do not contribute to
scattering, either because they are disconnected or
because they amount to zero on the mass shell, have
been omitted. The notation [ Jn terms indicates a
symmetrization with respect to the variables Py, - - -, P4.
As regards factors of 7, 2w, etc., the notation employed
in Fig. 1 is best reconstituted by the reader by noting
that the line stands for

D(1,2)=301:(p2—1) 2m)% (p1+92), (3.4)
while the vertex is
201(172:3;4) = (1/3) (612534+613624+514623)
X (2m)8(prt- - -+ps). (3.5)

The Kronecker delta subscripts 1, 2, etc. stand for
&1, o, etc.
Explicitly, one has

D2(1,2; 3,4)
=5 (7812034 2813804+ 26148:3) [ ((p 1+ 92)2)
X (2m)(prt- - +p4),
D;3(1,2; 3,4)
= (4/27) (3961203440130 24+4814023) [2((p1+ p2)?) (3.6)
X 2m)%(prt- - - +pa),
Dy (1,2; 3,4)
= ((19/27)812034+ 3613024+ 3614823) T ((p1+ 92)?)
X 2m)8(prt- - +pa).

In the last formula, the dependence on a single variable
(ﬁ1+P2)2 is correct if pl Zp«g =1.
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b. Feynman Integrals

The functions I and J are given by the integrals

I(p?)= : / i
? @n)t) (@—1+idl(p+q)>—1+ie]

1
(2m)* / %
I(g

X
L(g—p0)*—1+ie][(g+p2)*—1+ie]
(p2=p=1).

These integrals may be thought of as depending also on
a large cutoff parameter M through the regularization
of the propagator 1/(p?—1) wherever it appears:

1 1 1
— .
(-1 -1 (M7
The integrals I(s) and J(s), which are analytic in
the upper half-plane of s, may be evaluated in terms
of elementary functions. The results are
I(s)= (in*/ (2m))[InM>—2a(s)],
J(s)=(—/82m)H[ i (1+InM22— (1+InM?)a(s) (3.9)
+b(s)+ (117*/54)—11.
For the purpose of specifying the functions ¢ and b it is

convenient to introduce the auxiliary variables » and 7,
both defined between 0 and 1:

v=—%s41—(3s2—s)2

p=21s—1— (3s2—s)12

J(prtp2)H)= 3.7)

3.8)

(s<0),

(534) (3.10)

Then
a=—3L(14»)/(1—»)]Iny (s<0),
s\ 74\ 0<arcsing /2,
a= (arcsin———><—— 1) ( )’
2 /\s 0<s<4
a=—3L(1—2)/(1+5)](ir+In7) (s24);
b=%(/(1—10)) (7 Inp+Ind») 41 Iny
(s<0),
1 1 si/2 $1/2\3
b= —~—[—1r2 arcsin—+4<arcsin—> ]
2 2

"6 (—toy
s2\2  s0<arcsin< /2,
— (arcsin———) ( ) ’
2

0<s<4
iT 7
b= —(lnfz——
2

(3.11)

1 »
ln217)+~

61—

+i(n¥—a?) (s24).

(272 Iny—1n3p)

1—32

(3.12)
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c. Isospin Components

We now list the isospin components yr as defined by

0
(2.4). One finds, for T= [1] ,
2

10
'YT(I) (t)u): 0 )
4

(3.13)

i[101 () — 101 ()]
W8T (5)+187 (1) +181 (u)]

(3.14)

Fi[501 (5)--301 (1) +301 (4) ]
'YT(2)(17M)= ] b)

(i[600J (s) 4407 (£)+4407 ()]
—25072(s5)— 11072 (£) — 11072 (u)
i[807 (£)—80J (1) ]— TOI2(£)+ 7012 () | .
(1447 (5)+ 2247 (1) 42247 (1) ]
—16I2(s)— 861*(1) — 861 (1)

(3.15)

’YT(a) (l,%) =

d. The P-Wave Amplitude

We next turn to partial-wave calculations. The only
such results used in this paper concern the 7'=1
P-wave amplitude. For this one finds

(% sing) V=0,

P(k%),

(e sind) ¥ = — —_—
16(2x)? (R241)1/2

(3.16)
k

8(2m)° (k2+1)12

(e?sind) ® = —

X[Q(%*)+ (const)- P (&) ],

where the constant multiplying P(%?) in the last expres-
sion will turn out to be irrelevant to our scheme, and
where

1

P(k*)= | zdza(2k?(z—1)),
-1
(3.17)
! 7
Q(kY)= zdz[b(2k2(z— 1))—1—Za2(2k2(z— 1)):| .
-1
Introducing the auxiliary variable
a=2r41-2(k*k2)'72, (3.18)
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we find for P and Q 4. THE IMPROVED-CONVERGENCE FORMULA
Suppose a physical quantity® G(g; 51,5, * +), depend-

1 1\ V2 1 1
P(k2)=~—[1—k2+(1+—> 1na+(—+———) lnza:| ,
2k? k? 2 4k?

([ 1)
L Z—-——-‘—--—
¢ 4k*°\J, 1—2z 6 e
1 1 1 12
———(1+ )1 4 ——(1+~) In'e (3.19)
48k? k? 6k2
w2 11\ 1 11 1\V2
+(————)—1 3 +—(1+ ) Ine
24 32/k?
w3 r* 39
L))
6 8 3 8

For small 2, P and Q may be expanded as Taylor series
in %2. The leading terms are

P(R?) = —tk242k4/45+ - - -,

1 /7? 1 49 (3.20)
QR = ——(—+ 1l)kz-i-—(lhrz-}-——)/’a4 .
18\ 3 270 2
It will be convenient to introduce the function
X(B)=Q#)— (=*/6+11/2)P(k),  (3.21)
which has a higher order behavior,
X ()~ (—1/135) (83 /4—n2)k* (3.22)

at the origin. The functions — P and — X are plotted in
Figs. 2 and 3.

ing on a real adjustable parameter g and on some
continuous variables sy, ss, - - -, possesses the perturba-
tion expansion

G=gG(1)+g2G(2)+ cee 4.1)

The usefulness of the present considerations will depend
on the assumption that this expansion converges poorly
or not at all. A simple heuristic reasoning leads then to
the conclusion that, if we want to approximate G by
using its two leading terms only, we must write

GW

N 4.2
k—G® /GO’ (4.2)

where k depends on g but not on sy, 53, - - -. This depend-
ence on g is not supplied by our prescription; one can
only say that xk— g' as g — 0, in which case the Born
series is recovered.

Similarly, if the perturbation expansion has the form

G=gGO+g GO+ -, (4.3)
then the best approximation becomes
G®
G=—————"-— (4.4)

(k—1G®/G®)?

The rearrangements (4.2), (4.4) are most likely to be
successful under the following important conditions:
The variables sy, s9, - - -

(a) G(Sl,sz,‘ :

(b) the complex phase of G is independent
of the parameter g.

are in a region such that
-) is differentiable;
(4.5)
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A related set of favorable conditions occurs if the
variables sy, 59, - -+ are near a region where

(@") G(s1,52- ) is analytic (or the boundary
value of an analytic function); (4.6)
(b) as before.

The question may arise as to why one should not
approximate some simple function of G, say F(G), rather
than G itself: The result will in general be somewhat
different. Actually, this is not a serious arbitrariness,
for two reasons:

First, the end results are not very sensitive to the
function F. For example, our two-term scheme yields
exactly the same result whether we approximate G,
any positive power GV, or any constant multiple of
these.

Second, the derivation of the method makes it likely
that, in case of doubt, we must approximate the function
whose expected behavior is smoothest for general g.
For example, if 6 is a phase shift, we should approximate
6 rather than, say, tand.

We finally observe that it is not necessary to know
the relation between « and g. The latter will not occur
in the results of any calculation, and what we are doing
amounts to replacing one adjustable parameter by
another. This is basically why no explicit coupling
renormalization is needed.

5. p-MESON CALCULATIONS

a. The T=1 P-Wave Phase Shift § and
Scattering Length a;!

In order to describe physical scattering by our
improved-convergence scheme, we are led to search
for functions which satisfy the conditions (4.5) or (4.6)
as far out as possible in the physical region. The best

candidates are the phase shifts, which satisfy (4.6) as
far as k=3, where inelasticity sets in, so that (4.6)
breaks down only from here on. Experimentally,!
the p meson occurs at about 42=6.3. Whether this is
still “close” enough in the sense of (4.6) is a prior:
unknown to us. This question may be answered to some
extent, either by computing the next systematic correc-
tion and showing that it is small, or by assuming the
validity of the model itself, appealing then to experi-
ment, and finally assuming that any agreement is not
fortuitous. Only the latter justification can be presented
here. The former one, although apparently feasible, is
laborious and will have to be left to the future.

To third order, for T'=1, the Born expansion for &
is the same as that for ¢? siné [ Egs. (3.16)]. Application
of (4.4) gives then, with the use of (3.21),

5w k P
6= , (5.1)
8 (k+1)M2 (x—X/P)?

& being a real adjustable parameter. A resonance, if any,
will occur at

d=m/2, (5.2)
i.e., at the solution k=%, of
X 5 k 12
SEN LI LR
P 4 (R2H-1)v2

Two cases must be distinguished.

(a) k<0. Only the minus sign is then possible in
(5.3). Numerically, one finds £,250.065. Since our aim
is to account for the p meson we shall reject the range
k<0 as incompatible with experiment.

1 M. Roos, Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 314 (1963); see, however,
M. H. Ross and G. L. Shaw, Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 627 (1964),
suggesting a lower width and a shifted position.
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(b) k>0. We must require that the zero of k—X/P
occur to the right of the resonance, ie., for k>k,.
Indeed, from Sec. 4 it follows that our approximation
should get better towards the “favorable” region £%<3.
Hence the zero, which is a catastrophic breakdown of
(5.1), should be towards higher energies. Thus we must
choose the plus sign in (5.3). Alternatively, one may
argue (to the same effect) that § should increase at the
resonance. A plot of x as a function of the resonance
position %% is shown in Fig. 4.

The T=1 P-wave scattering length ¢! follows
directly from (5.1). We find

sind Sr 1
a'=lim —=——

. (5.4)
=0 3 72 42

This result is plotted as a function of %,% in Fig. 5.

b. Interpretation and Width

Some further remarks on the range of validity of
(5.1) are in order. The phase shift § exhibits no point of
inflection near k.2 so that the resonance curve is
somewhat distorted from the expected Breit-Wigner
shape. In particular, the width may not be inferred from
the slope of § at the resonance, but must be calculated
directly from a plot of 6. We interpret this as follows:
In our approximation, the derivative of é breaks down
before & itself as we go towards higher energies.!! The
best we can do in the present context is to accept
d=1x at face value, but we note that the distortion of
the derivative at k=%, is symptomatic of the fact that
calculations become unreliable above that point. Thus
we are fortunately not allowed to take the further
intersections of & with 3w/2, 5x/2, etc. seriously. These

It A similar situation is clearly the case in Ref. 6, Fig. 1.

spurious resonances occur because § increases (mono-
tonically) to infinity as k£ approaches the zero of
(k— X/ P). For example, if « is such that £,2=6.3, then
6=23w/2, o at approximately k2="7.6, 9.5, respectively.

In accordance with these remarks, we must compute
the width T" as twice the energy interval,

I'=2A(2(R241)12),

between the left half-point §= 4w and the center §= 3.
The result is plotted as a function of %, in Fig. 6,
together with the experimental point.!

c. Amplitude for T=1 in the Unphysical Region

From now on we shall deal only with the unphysical
region /=u, s<4 and the threshold, s=4. Since the
scattering amplitudes are real, there is no need to take
partial waves in order to apply the improved con-
vergence scheme. This allows us to use the crossing
relations®® at the symmetry point s=¢=#=% in order
to fix the 77=0, 2 parameters in terms of the already
determined 7'=1 parameters.

First we apply (4.4) to (3.14) and (3.15):

v1(t,u) 520)Te(t)—a(u)]

{ra—(7/H)[a()+a(u) 1-[6() —b(x) I/ La(t) — a(u) ]}*
(5.5)

for some parameter ;. The latter can be determined by
comparing v; and & at the elastic threshold t=u=0,
s=4, where the higher partial waves are not relevant.
In this neighborhood, (5.5) becomes

—5(2x)?
3(k1—11/2—72/6)2

k2 cosf (5.6)

71(t7u‘):
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F16. 5. The scattering lengths

a®, ail, a¢?, plotted against the
resonance position k,%. Note the
signs and the different scale for
ail. [See Egs. (5.4) and (5.21).]
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(only an infinitesimal continuation beyond the thresh-
old is involved). On the other hand, (2.7) becomes

3k2as! cosb=— (1/32x)y1(t,m). (5.7
Comparison of (5.6) and (5.7) gives
(ki—11/2—72/6)2= 2. (5.8)

In solving (5.8), the sign must be chosen such that the
first two terms of the Born series are recovered with
correct relative sign as |k| — » and |k;| — . This
relative sign must be consistent as between 8 [Eq. (5.1)]
and v; [Eq. (5.5)]. In this way we obtain

k1=x-+11/2+72/6. (5.9)
Equations (5.5) and (5.9) summarize the extension of the
T=1 amplitude to the unphysical region. It is con-

venient to rewrite (5.5) as

52)[a()—a(w)]
71(t;u = )
[k+c(tuw) I

(5.10)

and to note for later reference the special result along
t=u

c(t)=—3a(2—%5)— (¥’ (2—35)/a’' (2—5))

1

+?+%w2. (5.11)

d. Amplitudes and Scattering Lengths for
T=0, 2; Coupling Constant

Using (4.2) in connection with the first two Born
terms (3.13) and (3.14), we obtain

10(2x)?
70(1;1") = ’
ko—[3a(s)+3a()+3a(w)]
(5.12)
4(27)?
720)“) =

ko—[a(s)+9a(t)/4+9a(u) /4]

in the unphysical region. The parameters ko, x, must
still be determined. Crossing symmetry at s=t=u=4%
implies

27v0(5,5)=572(%,%) , (5.13)
or

Ko=K3. (5.14)

The connection with x may also be found from crossing
symmetry. We define the partial derivatives

d
()
ot s=const,

(5.15)
i)
o= ("‘) )
05/ ¢—u—const.
and then make use of either one of the relations
dry1=0Yo, (5.16)

(at the symmetry point).

(91_’)’1:—‘261172. (5.17)
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F1c. 6. The computed resonance
energy width T, plotted against the
resonance position k.2, together with
the experimental value (small rec-

tangle).
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Also at the symmetry point, one finds from (5.10) and
(5.12)

10(27)%’ (%)
6171=ET(44—)]2,
k+c(4,
o (5.18)
10(2m)%’ (%)
dnyo= =20y =——————.
11 2
[Ko——a@o]
2
Equation (5.16) yields
11 2
et P=mm—a®], 619

whence, by (5.11),
1
w=ich20(0)—V (/¢ O+, (520

where the ambiguous sign was fixed just as in (5.9).
Remarkably enough in view of the fact that we are
dealing with an approximation, both relations (5.16) and
(5.17) yield exactly the same result in conjunction
with (5.14).

For s=4, t=u=0 we obtain the S-wave scattering
lengths [from (5.12)]

a”?=lim - sindy’-2:
k—0 k

—Sn/4
(Z(]oz 5 (521)
k+2.37
_.%7,.
aozz .
xk+0.88

These are plotted as functions of %,2 in Fig. 5. It is
worth noting that the threshold unitarity condition

(fi®k=or= (Im fr/ k)0
is satisfied exactly by (5.12).

(5.22)

25 30

For comparison with the literature we report here
our value of the coupling constant. We define the
renormalized coupling constant!? as

g=16m\=tv0(%,%). (5.23)
Use of (5.12) and (5.20) then gives
(2m)?
g=—. (5.24)
k+0.575

This is plotted in Fig. 7.

6. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

If the A¢* theory is solved to second nonvanishing
order with the help of the improved convergence
formula of Sec. 4, and if we assume this approximation
to be reliable at a sufficiently high energy, then we
obtain a T'=1 P-wave resonance. Adjusting its position
to be £,2=6.3 (the experimental p meson'®), we find a
width I'=0.72 and scattering lengths a;T with the
values

ad=—0.78, a'=+0.032, ad=—0.44.

The coupling constant, as defined by Chew and Mandel-
stam, is A=0.24. Inasmuch as these numbers are rather
insensitive to k,%, we believe they are significant. We
also want to stress that our method makes the numerical
calculations quite amenable to slide-rule treatment.
_As regards comparison with experiment, our value
for T' agrees fairly well with the measured 0.87:-0.08.
The coupling constant and scattering lengths are more
controversial. On the whole, our values agree best with
the analyses of = and 7’ decays.’®'® The values closest

2 Qur N is defined as in Ref. 8, and as —\ of Refs. 4 and 5;
our g is defined as A of Ref. 2.

1B N. N. Khuri and S. B. Treiman, Phys. Rev. 119, 1115 (1960).

4 R. F. Sawyer and K. C. Wali, Phys. Rev. 119, 1429 (1960).

15 E. Lomon, S. Morris, E. J. Irwin, Jr., and T. Truong, Ann.
Phys. (N.Y.) 13, 359 (1961).

16 See, however, M. A. B. Bég and P. C. De Celles, Phys. Rev.
Letters 8, 46 (1962).
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F16. 7. The renormalized cou-
pling constant A=g/16x as a func-
tion of the resonance position &2
[See Egs. (5.23) and (5.24).]
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to ours are' might indicate a fairly complicated behavior not far
ad=—08, ad=—048, A=-+03. above threshold. Hence it would be of great interest to

The interpretation of other processes'” has usually
given attractive S-wave scattering lengths. Typical are'®

a®=4+0.5, a*=40.07, af=+0.16.

An exception is the estimate A= -0.5 from the nucleon
isovector-moment form factor.?

This question of signs is worth a few additional
comments. The field-theoretic investigations of the
A¢* model seem to imply qualitatively® that a suffi-
ciently attractive P-wave interaction is associated
with repulsive S-wave scattering lengths. Dispersion-
theoretic models are not unanimous on this point.!*-%
If, however, the \¢* model is taken seriously, and if
the sign of the renormalized A is indicative of that of
the unrenormalized \o, then we must have A>0 in
order to have a positive-definite Hamiltonian.

The present study has little to say about S-wave
phase shifts above threshold. The conflicting signs which
are found in the literature for the scattering lengths

17 For numerous references, see J. Kirz, J. Schwartz, and R. D.
Tripp, Phys. Rev. 126, 763 (1962).

18 H. J. Schnitzer, Phys. Rev. 125, 1059 (1962).
( 19 St)ae, for example, B. R. Desai, Phys. Rev. Letters 6, 497
1961),

2R, E. Kreps, L. F. Cook, J. J. Brehm, and R. Blankenbecler,
Phys. Rev. 133, B1526 (1964).

2 K. Kang, Phys. Rev. 134, B1324 (1964). More references to
the dispersive approach may be found in Refs. 4, 16, and 21.

extend the present treatment to S waves. This neces-
sitates the inclusion of three perturbation terms.
Indeed, it is quite easy to use the two-term formula
(4.2) for these phase shifts, but the result is not reliable
when k221 for T=0 and when k222 for T=2. This is
deduced from the fact that Wigner’s inequality?

d5/dk>—1—1/2k (6.1)

(generously assuming a unit range for the force) breaks
down badly soon after these points. This conclusion is
not surprising, since the A\® term was needed in the
T=1 case at moderate energies. In practice, use of a
three-term formula would mean the numerical solution
of a nonlinear differential equation,® and will have to
be left to a future investigation. This should also be
relevant to the problematical Abashian-Booth-Crowe?3
and Brown-Singer-Samios?? particles.
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