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(fixed, that is, under the little group operations) which
is allowed to vanish at the end of the calculations. The
Mandelstam invariants in such a case are six in number

and are given by
s=(pO4p®),  §'=(p®4p@)

and similar equations for ¢, ¢/, , #'. They are subject to
the one constraint

(B12)

st+s'+ i+t utou' = 24+ 8m2. (B13)

The angles ¢; can now be imbedded in this system if
we set

zy= 2712 (5124 5"12) = 2112 (s 5%t (B14)
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and likewise for 2, 23. The group SU(3) is allowed to
act on (21,25,23) in the standard way [cf. Eq. (2.4) and
Ref. 57]. When £, goes to zero, £ goes to zero, s’, ¢/, u’ go,
respectively, to s, ¢, #, and (B13) reduces to the familiar
constraint (B.2a).

The situation can be expressed in a picturesque form
by saying that our group SU(3) is the remaining ghost
group of the five-particle problem when one of the
particles collpases to the vacuum.

We conclude with a minor explanation. The three
differential operators in (B.10a) are a priori defined in
their corresponding physical regions and the latter are
mutually disjoint. In writing (B.10b) (and in many
other remarks in this paper), the analytic continuation
of these operators to suitable domains is understood.
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An estimation of s-wave K= and KK scattering lengths is made, and a discussion is given of the relation of
these quantities to scalar density matrix elements and the relevant symmetry-breaking parameter.

INTRODUCTION

SING low-energy theorems from the SU(2)
XSU(2) current algebra and Adler’s partial
conservation of axial-vector current (PCAC) self-
consistency conditions, Weinberg! has estimated the
m-m scattering lengths, assuming that a linear expansion
of the amplitude into Mandelstam invariants is approx-
imately valid up to threshold. In order to determine
some of the coefficients in the above expansion, the
isospin properties had to be specified of the scalar
density matrix element, or “o term” (r|[4%,8%4 /]| =),
which involves the commutator of an axial-vector
charge and divergence of the axial-vector current (4,5
are isospin indices or, more generally, unitary spin
indices). It turns out that, within the parametrization
of Ref. 1, specification alone of the pion vector-charge
matrix element and the requirement of no I=2 contri-
butions in [47%3d#4,7] completely determine? the value
of this matrix element:

7:(7"11 I:A %04 uJ:”ﬂ'k>= (m7r2)5i16kl- (1)
* Work supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy Co-
mission. Prepared under Contract No. AT (11-1)-68 for the San
Francisco Operations Office, U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.
1S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 616 (1966).
2 Reference 1; Eqgs. (16) and (20) determine the coefficient
of 8s10.4. In the text, we use the state normalization (p|p)
= (27)*2p65(0).

On the other hand, Khuri® arrived at the same value by
applying a low-energy limit directly to the scalar
density vertex defined by (1) upon using [the SU(2)
XSU(2) version of ] the algebra of scalar and pseudo-
scalar densities* which transform as (3,3*)+(3*,3)
under SU(3)XSU(3).

In this paper, an estimation of s-wave K= and KK
scattering lengths will be made using similar current-
algebra techniques, and the relation of these quantities
to scalar density terms will be noted. In particular, the
scalar density matrix elements appearing in the KK
case are estimated by established SU(3)XSU(3)
commutators and PCAC principles, just as in Wein-
berg’s =w estimation described above. For the K= case,
additional assumptions are needed and the scalar
density matrix elements are determined by: (a) apply-
ing a low-energy limit to the scalar density vertex, and
(b) using an (approximate) determining relation for the
relevant symmetry-breaking parameter . The scat-
tering-length determination for the KK case is con-
sistent with this last procedure. Finally, the consist-
ency of our use of the relation for « itself, Eq. (15), is
discussed.

3 N. Khuri, Phys. Rev. 153, 1477 (1967).

( ‘M). Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. 125, 1067 (1962); Physics 1, 63
1964).
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S F16, 1. Off-mass-shell pseudoscalar
s=(p+q)? scattering amplitude.

t=(p"-p)?
u=(p-q"?

2 /2

masses = g2,q'2,p%,p

K= SYSTEM

Here there are the two independent s-wave scattering
lengths in the 7=2% and £ states: ¢!/ and ¢*? (the K=
system is related to the K= system by a charge-conju-
gation operation or #-channel crossing symmetry). A
linear expansion of the amplitude 47(s,t,u; ¢%,"%,p%,9")
in terms of invariants s, ¢, #, ¢, ¢'%, % and p"?is extrap-
olated to threshold, assuming that there are no
JP=0* bound states and that unitarity effects do not
lead to rapid variations of the amplitude at low energies.
(See Fig. 1 for kinematical definitions.)

We write the definite isospin s-channel amplitudes in
terms of amplitudes with definite /-channel charge-
conjugation properties C=z satisfying crossing re-
lations.

ABD=4B -4,

AU = A®H 424 )

where
A (i) (s’t’u; qziq,27p2’p’2) = :EA (:h) (ultis; qlz’q27P27P,2)
=4 P (ut,s; #0407 . (3)

Using #-channel crossing symmetry (3) and the kine-
matical condition s-i+4-u=g*+¢*p>+p"%, we write
the linear expansions with constant coefficients,
AD (st - )=A+B(s+u)+Ct+D(p*+p"%), @
A (s, )=A'(s—u).

In order to evaluate the coefficients 4, B, C, D, and
A’, we consider low-energy limits in current-commu-
tator identities of the form

Fi(oty )= Tuti=g [
X (9|54 (&), Ao ()| )i / i i
X(p'|6(x)[Ao*(x),0°4,7(0)]] p), (5)
where

o= “'f i 6= (3| T4, (2),°4,4(0)} | )
©)

I, im —i / diw e (pr| T{AL (), A0 | ),
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are Fourier transforms of axial-vector current and
divergence time-ordered products. Observing the
normalization condition (7%|844,%|0)=m2f;/V2 (f«
=V2MGa/g-vn), the following connection will be
assumed between the off-mass-shell boson-boson ampli-
tude 4% and the amplitude F% for low-energy appli-
cations:

@ =md)(@=mi)

= (m2fi/V2) (mjgfj/\/Z)F”(s’t’ ) (D)

A5y )

We now take various low-energy limits in (5) for, say,
ABR = A (Kt — K+at).

(a) g— 0 (or ¢’— 0) with the other three particles
on their mass shells (Adler’s PCAC consistency
condition).

AGR) 5 4G/2) (sz,mﬂz,sz; O,m,z,mK"’,sz) =0

or (8)
A+2mg?(B+D)+m2C=0.

(b) ¢’, ¢— 0 with the kaons on mass shell.

AG®D — AGID (24 2p-q, 0, mx2—2p-q; 0,0,mx*mx?)
=[A+2mg*(B+D)]—4(p-9)A"+0(¢¢*,4°7) ,
= (24/ fA(K*H(p) |[A™,0% 4, ]| K*(p))
+2(p- @)/ f*+0(q-¢),

A'=—1/2f7, )

A4-2m?(B+D) = (2/3f.2)(V2++)
XK+ (p) [V2uotus| K+(p) ).

and

(10)
In the last expression, the quantity
(KH|[A™,0%4,7 ]| K+)

has been re-expressed using the (quark) algebra of
scalar and pseudoscalar densities* together with a
particular energy density given by

Boo= Ooo™+uotxus,

where 6o¢* is defined to be the SU(3)X.SU(3) invariant
piece and « is the symmetry-breaking parameter. Using
[A ",vf]= idijkuk

(11)

and
[A%u7]= —idijive,
we have

il:/dax(aoox+uo+Kus),A z]

1
=7|:A", / d3x(uo+xug)]= / dx 9#4,°,
i

(12)

so that

044 i= — (daotrdiig)vs, 1740, 8.
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So, for example,

[A7,984,7 J= — W3 (V2-+Hi) [ A2, +i2]
= —31(V2+«) V2uo+us) ,

to give (10). Suppose we now use a low-energy limit to
evaluate the right-hand side of (10),

(E+(p") | V2uotus| K+(p))
2 472
szfK

X (0] T{0#A4, 5 (x) (V2uotus)} | K+(p)) —

(p’-0)
Sme*
— V2 O|[AX™, V2uo+us ]| K+ (p))= .
i OILAR, Vit ]| K4 ()=
The right-hand side becomes
\/2_+K mK2
()= (13)
V2—3k/ 2

However, this last expression can be greatly simplified
by use of a determining relation for the parameter «,

B Y
(14)

If now one assumes the pseudoscalar states to be nearly
SU(3) symmetric,’ as motivated, for example, by
success of the Gell-Mann—-Okubo mass formula, the
algebraic operators v connect the vacuum to states with
unit norm, so that

(-GG
V2—3x mr?/ \fx .
We note the relation between the proximity of the value

of k to —V2 and the smallness of the ratio m.2/mg?.
Inserting (13) and (15) into (10),

Y{{] KZ

(15)

A+2mg*(B+D)=m7/f-fx. (107
Similarly, keeping the pions on mass shell and using
low-energy limits for the kaons,
(c) p—0 (or p’ —0):

AGID — 4G (.2 mp®m.,?; mam2mg®0)=0

and
A+2m2B+mg?(C+D)=0. (16)

5 For discussion relating to the validity of this statement, see
M. Gell-Mann, R. J. Oakes, and B. Renner, Phys. Rev. (to be
published). See also Eq. (30) in the text.
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@ p,¢'—0:
AG — 4G (1 24-2p-q, 0, me2—2p-q; ma,m,20,0)
=A+2mSB—4(p-q)4’,
= (2/3fx*) (V2—3x) (o (q) | V20— Fus
+5VBus| mH(9))+-2(p- )/ 1

A'=—1/2f, (17)

A+2m2B=mg?/ fzfx. (18)

Again, in Eq. (18), a low-energy limit has been used to

evaluate the scalar density term together with the
determining relation for «.

From (9) and (17), simultaneous pion and kaon low-
energy limits would require the (approximately valid)
equality, fr=jx=f. Using the independent equations
(8), (9), (10’), (16), and (18) to determine® the five
constants 4’, 4, B, C, and D, we find

A'= —-1/2f2, A= (mK2+m1r2)/f2:
B=—-1/2f, C=-—1/f2, D=0.

The s-wave scattering lengths are given by

— 8w (mr+ma)al=AL{(mg+m)%0,(mx—m.)?;

mAmAmetme?).
At threshold, 4w =A4+42(mg®+m.2)B+2mg*D=0
and 44O =4dmgm,A’= —2mgm./ %, so that, using (2),

mg
= ——
Mmr+mx

and

(19)

)L&ZL&O.ZZm;‘ ,
(20)

mg

e — (_____.) Lov—Lov—0.11m,7,
mr+Mx

where L=m/4r ff~0.11m 1.

These results for a'/2:3/2 are identical to the ones
obtained from Weinberg’s “heavy-target” formula in
which 44 ™) is omitted. In fact, if only (a) and (b) are
used, AP /4w =0(m./mg). The use of all the
equations (f»= fx), however, gives Ay =0.

KK SYSTEM

There is only one s-wave scattering length ¢ =2 since
a©® vanishes by Bose statistics. Applying to the I=0, 1
s-channel amplitudes (i) Bose statistics in the s channel
and (ii) PT invariance, which says invariance under

6 It should perhaps be pointed out that if one were to take
limits p’, ¢’ — 0 while leaving the initial pion and kaon on mass
shell (without taking the necessary additional energy-conserving
limit 2 — m,? or, alternatively, ¢> — mx?), two additional equa-
tions would be obtained whose right-hand sides are zero owing to
the supposed absence of 7 =% components [SU (3) 27 transforma-
tion contributions] in the relevant commutators. These equations
turn out to be consistent with solutions (19) by substitution. Tak-
ing three particles off the mass shell for energy conservation, one
again has to evaluate scalar density terms. The variation from
p*=mxr? to m,* involves the momentum transfer to one of these
scalar terms, which, if it is slowly varying, explains the former
naive limit where energy conservation was ignored.
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(s:tu; g 807 Y (s tus g7 507,75 7), or (il') ¢-channel
crossing symmetry, one finds

AW =qag4b(u+1)+cs, (21)

Using low-energy limits in commutator identities to
determine the coefficients, one finds

AO=q' (u—1t).

(a) ¢— 0 (consistency condition):

A (68} —_ A 63} (mK2,mK2,mK2; 0,mK2,mK2,mK2) — 0
or
a+2mg*h—+mgic=0.

(b) ¢, g—0 (or p', p—0):

AD — AD (mg+2p-q, 0, mg*—2p-q; 0,0,mx?mg?)
=a+mg(b+0)+2(p-9)(c—b),
= (2i/ fr?)(K*(p) |47, 0*4, 57| K+(p))
+[4(p-9)/ &',

(23)

(22)

* c—b= Z/fK2 N

at+m?(b+c)= (2/3 fx*) (V2—5x) (K* () [ V2uo
—3ust+3V3us| K*(p)).  (24)

Also,

A© sza'_z(p.q)a’
= (2i/ fx®){2(Ko| [A¥7, 9*4,5"]| Ko)
— (K*|[A%, 044, 5] K¥)}4-0(p-9)

or
a=0, (25)

a'=(2/3f&®) (VZ—3c)(K+(p) | V2uq
—Fus—3V3us| K+ (p)). (26)

() ¢',¢' =0 (or p, ¢—0):

AD — A0, me2+2p-q', mx®—2p-¢ ; mg*,0,mx*,0)
=a—|—2mxzb
= (2i/fx*)(0|[4%, 04, ]| K+(p)K*(=2))=0.

Therefore, if there is no ¥=2 component in the commu-
tator [47%,044,7],*

a+2mg*=0. 27)
We note that Egs. (23), the kaon vector-charge matrix
element, and (27), the requirement of no ¥'=2 scalar
density, determine the scalar density matrix element
in (24): The right-hand side of (24) equals 2mx®/fx*.
On the other hand, using the low-energy limit to evalu-
ate the matrix element in (24) by taking one kaon four-
momentum to zero yields this same answer as well as
confirming the equivalence of (25) and (26). Of course,
this observation is entirely similar to one made previ-
ously for the = system.

Equations (22), (23), (25), and (27) give

a’=0, a=4mK2/fK2, b=—2/fK2, c=0. (28)
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So  AW(stu,- )= 2/ D[ 2mx*— (u+¢)] [while
AO (st -+ -)=04quadratic terms in invariants] and,
using

—321rmKa = Athu)
=4® (47%1(2,0,0; mK2’mK2,mK2:mK2) )
(29)

A linear expansion (21) for the KK amplitudes 4 @ ®
is plausible because for this ¥'=2 system there are no
unphysical threshold effects. However, such an expan-
sion for the ¥ =0 KK system (which can be related by
crossing to KK) would not be expected to be valid,
since there are a considerable number of unphysical
thresholds for both 7=0 and I=1 lying below the
elastic one at syp=4mg?=0.98 BeV2 Small JP¢=0tt
0+ effects may permit a calculation of s wave KK
scattering lengths. But the experimental situation
reveals significant =0, 1 KK effects although there
exist a variety of interpretations in the fits’: non-
resonance (with positive real scattering length), bound
system (with complex scattering length), or resonance
just above threshold.

Finally, we note that the ratio of the scalar density
terms coming from (1), $(V2+«) (w |V2Zuotus|w)=m.2,
and from (24), $(VZ—3«)(K*|V2uo— Jus+iV3us| Kt)
=mg?, together with SU(3) symmetry for pseudoscalar
states, can be evaluated without the necessity of a low-
energy limit as

(V2+«) (| V2Zuotus| )
(VZ—3) (K*|VZuo— Sus+35V3us| K+)

o e
V2= 3/ \a— 3 (— 1B+ 1B ()8

<\/2_+K ) M2

\/j'—' %K mK2

aW=—mg/8nrfxP~—gmst.

(30)

Equation (30) agrees (fr=fx) with our previously
derived (15). This observation, together with the fact
that (15) involves merely a vacuum to single-particle
state transition matrix element, serves to sharpen the
derivation of a similar equation, independently derived,
in Ref. 5 (where « is denoted by ¢).
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