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In this paper we consider some of the experimental data bearing on the hypothesis of universality of w
coupling. The low-energy data on the coupling of the w meson and the high-energy data on the coupling of
the w-type Regge trajectory have been considered. The data seem to support the universality hypothesis.
The universal w coupling constant g,?/4w is estimated to be 4.9641.24, which is higher than the universal
p coupling constant g,2/4w=2.60=0.68, where g, and g, are so normalized that g,=g, in the SU(6) limit.
To relate the Regge residues of vector trajectories to the universal coupling constant, we factor out the
angular momentum dependence of the former and introduce a “reduced” Regge residue and a scale param-
eter for each trajectory. The scale parameters for the w and the p trajectories turn out to be of the order of

290 and 186 MeV, respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE universality of the coupling of vector mesons
was first postulated in 1960 by Sakurai.! Gell-
Mann and Zachariasen? extended these ideas and
related the electromagnetic form factors to the vector-
meson form factors and established the strength of the
coupling of vector mesons to the photon. These ideas
led to direct experimental checks. Sakurai® has recently
compared the relevant experiments which give the
p-meson coupling constants and has shown that the
universality theory is strongly supported regarding the
pmeson. In the case of the w meson, it was first supposed!
that it coupled universally to the hypercharge current.
However, later experiments indicate that the w trans-
forms like 2N+Y, a member of the “Okubo nonet,”*
where ¥ is the hypercharge and V is the baryon number.
Consequently, the universality theory would say that
the w is coupled to the above linear combination of the
hypercharge and baryon number current. Also, the
¢ meson* should be coupled to the strangeness current.
There is at present enough experimental data to check
on these ideas.

The purpose of this paper is to summarize the experi-
mental evidence in favor of the universality of w
coupling and to discuss the role of Regge residues in
analyzing this problem. It should be emphasized that a
universal theory deals not with the usual coupling
constants but with those evaluated at zero mass of the
vector mesons. Fortunately, this is the kind of informa-
tion one obtains in a study of Regge residues and indeed
the universality ratio for the wKK and wNN residues
has already been reported.5 A Regge residue is essentially
the coupling constant continued to zero mass and to a
value of angular momentum, «(0) which is generally
around % for the vector trajectory instead of the physical
value of unity. Consequently, the usual evaluation of

* Research supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy
Commission under Contract No. ORO-3765-2.

17].J. Sakurai, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 11, 1 (1960).

2 M. Gell-Mann and F. Zachariasen, Phys. Rev. 124, 953 (1961).

3 J. J. Sakurai, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 1021 (1966).

48S. Okubo, Phys. Letters, 5, 165 (1963).

8 C. Levinson, H. Lipkin, and N. Wall, Phys. Rev. Letters
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coupling constants through strong decay rates, dis-
persion relations, force parameters, and extrapolations
to unphysical regions give the mass-shell (not universal)
coupling constants at the correct physical angular
momentum while the Regge method gives the coupling
constants at the correct zero mass but at the incorrect
angular momentum. It appears however, that the
angular momentum dependence can be factored out and
the resulting “reduced” Regge residue can be studied.
It should be pointed out that electromagnetic decays?
do yield the “zero-mass’” coupling constants directly.
The development of this paper is as follows: Section
II reviews the vector-meson universality hypothesis
from the point of view of the Lagrangian formulation of
Kroll, Lee, and Zumino.® The form of universality
taken in this paper and the definitions of the various
coupling constants is given. Section IIT discusses
empirical evidence for the values of the p and w coupling
constants. Section IV presents a Regge-pole analysis and
gives additional evidence in favor of w meson uni-
versal coupling. Section V compares the Regge analysis
made here for >0 to those made in reaction studies for
t<0 and compares the two results by extrapolation.

II. UNIVERSALITY HYPOTHESIS

A formal description of the neutral vector mesons
in a universal Lagrangian formulation has been given by
Kroll, Lee, and Zumino.® They introduce field strength
tensors for the vector fields V,:

9

d
GpV=—7V,—
Ax* Ix”

V. )]

The field equations for p,, ¢,, and w, are

BG;wp/axu_ mp2Pv= gp]rp = Tvp ) (Za‘)
3G 2/ %y —m 2w, = T,°, (2b)

and
G/ 0%, —my2,= T, , (2¢)

6 N. M. Kroll, T. D. Lee, and B. Zumino, Phys. Rev. 157, 1376
(1967).
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where the currents 7,¢, 7,%, and 7,¢ are conserved and
/d%c]oﬂ:[z, 3)

the Z component of the isospin. The Lagrangian is
chosen so that the electromagnetic-current operator is
given by

J“'y = (mpz/gp)pﬂ_ %gY—l (COSGY m¢2¢"
- SiIleY mw2wy) ) (4)

where parameters 6y, 0y, gy, and gy are introduced
such that

grY =cosy T,*—sinfy 7,*,

5
gvN,=sinfy T,¢+cosby T.°, )

and Y, and N, are hypercharge and baryon currents.

These are conserved currents and the spatial integrals
of their time components are the hypercharge (¥) and
the baryon number (V) operators. All fields above are
renormalized quantities. The particular form of uni-
versality we wish to discuss in this paper corresponds
to the assumption that

= (ZNM+ Yu)gw/z )

7= (Ve I, )gs\2. ©

These equations define the g, and g4 used in this paper.
This assumption follows if the ¢ is a pure singlet of
SU(4) and the w is in the 15 representation. The
%0, 8¢, and g, defined here become equal in the nonet
symmetry limit. The smallness of the decay ¢—p-+m and
the observed ¢ and w masses have been used to argue
in favor of this assumption.” We would like to consider
Eq. (6), however, simply as an assumption independent
of any symmetry considerations and to show what
physical consequences it leads to when incorporated in
a universal scheme.

The assumed forms of 7,% and 7% lead to two con-
straints on 0y, O, gy, and gy, namely,

cosfy= —gy sind
gy N g Y, @

gn cosfy= —2gy sinfy.

Eliminating gy and gy, we find

tanfy tanfy=1%. 8)

If we take 6y =0y, as in the mass mixing model of Kroll,
Lee, and Zumino,® we find that 6y=60x=235°, which
compares well with their values of 32° and 39° in two
variations of this model.

Coupling constants vy are sometimes defined so that
the expression for the electromagnetic current is given
by Juo¥=—2 v(mv*/vy)V.(x), where V means any
vector meson. In terms of the constants defined in Eq.

7 H. Harari and M. A. Rashid, Phys. Rev. 143, 1354 (1966).
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(6), we have

Y=g, Y= (3/V2)gs=2gy/cosly, -

and
Yo=3g,=—2gy/sinfy.
The model used by Van Royen and Weisskopf® and
by Dar and Weisskopf® implies
Vo= — My Mg, Vo= —3Ma/Mr, Yo=3me/V2Ztr. (10)
Equation (10) was arrived at from their values® of gv:
go="—My/My, go=my/Mx, and go= —mo/me, (11)

or
g/4r=2.54, g2/Ar=2.12, and g/4r=4.58. (12)

The form factors for the vector currents are normalized
by using the fact that the space integrals of the tin_le
components of the vector currents can be expressed in
terms of isospin, hypercharge, and baryon number. For
the matrix elements with respect to a pseudoscalar
meson (M) we define form factors.

(P'| TV (0)| PY=gvarnF vara(t)
X[(Py'+P,)/(4PoPy)2]  (13)

with ¢= (P—P’)?, where

ot Fonrnr(0)=g,I.(M), (14a)
ZomrsnFomrsr(0)=3g,[2N(M)+Y (M)], (14b)
gorrarF o200 (0)=go[V (M)—N(M)IVZ, (14c)

where I,(M) is the value of I, for the meson M, and
similarly for N(M) (baryon number) and Y (M)
(hypercharge). If the vector mesons were stable, then
we would normalize Fyary(my?)=1. However, follow-
ing Gell-Mann and Zachariasen? we must normalize
[see their equation (3.161)]:

Fyuu@®)=[Arn@)/Ar@)IVvun(®),

where Vyyu(my?)=1 and Api(f) is the renormalized
propagator and Ar(Z) is the free propagator (¢—my?)™%.
Vyauu(t) is the proper vertex function for VMM.
The baryon form factors are defined (for baryon x)
by
(P'| 7.7 (0)| P)= (#a(P") | Lgv sl vaa™ ()Y
+i(uvea/2M o) Fyz:® (t)a'nv(P’—P)y]l“z(P))

X (mg2/PoPy )2 (15)
and
gpszpza:(l)(O)=gpIz(x) ) (163')
ool uzs®(0)=gu[2N (x)+Y (x)1/2,  (16b)
go05F 42:P (0)=g4[ V¥ (x)— N (x)]/V2Z.  (16¢)

Just as in the meson case, Fyz.®(m,2)=0 and is

( 8 l% Van Royen and V. F. Weisskopf, Nuovo Cimento 50, 617
1967).
? A. Dar and V. F. Weisskopf (unpublished).
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normalized to FVMM(I) (l) = [Apl(l)/AF(t)]VVz,;(l) (t)
and Vy..®(m2)=1. Thus, Fyyu() and Fy,, V()
have poles at the point ¢{=my?*—imyTy, where I'y is
the decay rate of the vector meson. The residue at this
pole is —myT'y. Hence, the lifetime of the vector par-
ticle determines F(f) in the neighborhood of ¢=M,?
and universality determines F(#) in the neighborhood
of t=0.

III. COUPLING CONSTANTS

There is strong empirical evidence that g2/4w
~2.540.3. The decay ¢"— K++K— indicates (cf.
Ref. 6 for the various assumptions made) that
g24%/4r=2.8+0.6.

With our assumption Eq. (6), the ratio of
T'(w— 7°+7), the partial decay rate for the decay of
the w into 7%+~ to I'(x®— y++), the decay rate for
w%-meson decay becomes

T'(w— 7%+7) l(mm2—m,,2)3( gw2)3

I"(7r°——>*y-|—'y)_—a WMy 47 /2

Similarly the partial decay rate for the decay of an w
into a lepton pair becomes

T(w— H+H17) = (02/27) (g.2/47) 1+ 2m2/ m.2)
X (1 —4m2/m2) *m,, (18)

where m,,, m, and m; are the masses of the w, 7% and
lepton.

In the recent compilation of data on particles and
resonances, Rosenfeld et al.'° quote 12.2+£1.3 MeV for
the width of w and a branching ratio of (9.70.8)%
for the mode I'(w — 7°+v). The mean lifetime of =°
has been quoted® to be (0.8940.18)X 1076 sec. Using
these values in (17), we get g,2/4r=4.2630.11. Using
this value for the coupling constant in (18), we predict
the value (320.8)X107% for the branching ratio
I'(w— et+¢)/T (all). The most recent experimental
value, due to Hertzbach et al.,'* for this branching ratio
is (5.3_5.¢™1-5) X 1075

There are no other direct methods presently avail-
able for the evaluation of the w coupling constant from
decay processes. Several attempts have been made to
evaluate g,vv, the w-nucleon coupling constant, from
N-N and N-N scattering data. According to Eq. (16b)
we should expect goyyv==%g./Funn(0). Basically these
attempts are of three types. The first type employs a
single-boson-exchange model for the nucleon-nucleon
interaction. The second type uses a dispersion relation
for N-N forward scattering amplitude. The discontinuity
across the unitarity cut is given by the N-NV cross
section, while that across the left-hand cut is given by
the N-N cross section. The dispersive part of the

(17

10 A, H. Rosenfeld, N. Barash-Schmidt, A. Barbaro-Galtieri’
L. R. Price, P. Stding, C. G. Wohl, M. Roos, and W. J. Willis,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 40, 77 (1968).

11§ S. Hertzbach, R. W. Kramer, L. Madansky, R. A. Zdanis,
and R. Strand, Phys. Rev. 155, 1461 (1967).
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TasLE I. Evaluations of (guyn?/4w). The last column gives
(4/9) (gonn?/4m) which according to Eq. (14b) should be equal to
2/4w) /F,nn WD (0). From meson decays (g.2/4m)~4.9641.24.

Author  Reference Method  (4/9) (gunn?/4m)

Sakurai 1 L-S term in N-N 4.5
interaction

Arndt et al. 14 N-N scattering 1.8
with unitarity

Hara 12 N-N forward dis- 4.0
persion relation

Phillips 13 Regge hypothesis 4.5

amplitude can be found from the differential cross
sections. Using these facts and the dispersion relation,
gonw can be found. This calculation was carried out by
Hara.2 The third method uses the Regge hypothesis and
was employed by Phillips.® This method involves
isolating the contribution of the w trajectory (I=0,
C=—1) to the high-energy scattering amplitude and
then extrapolating to #=m.? where the scattering
amplitude should become 2g,xn%s/ ((—m.?). The extrap-
olation from the physical region of the s channel, i.e.,
1<0, to the value ¢{=m,? requires a fairly reasonable
guess for the form of the ¢ dependence of the Regge
residue function B(f). Some of the results of such in-
vestigations are presented in Table I. These values,
except for those of Ref. 14, are consistent with the
value of g,2/4r found above from meson decays
[assuming F,yn(0)=1], and, thus, lends support to
the universality of g.%/4u.

IV. REGGE-POLE ANALYSIS

We discuss now the information about coupling
constants which can be derived from a Regge-pole
analysis. According to the Regge hypothesis's the
elastic scattering amplitude for the (x,y) process at
large s can be written as

(eit3)
Ay (sh)=—7m2 ———(20i+1)
% I‘(Ol,'-i- 1)

I: e Bi() Bin()) -
2 sin (wa;)-l(q:ﬂ)“" (qua) .

The summation index ¢ runs over the different Regge
trajectories which we will take to be Pomeranchuk,
o w, RO (I=1), and P’ (I=0). We will assume that the
vertex functions discussed just below Eq. (16) are slowly
varying and hence the form functions do not vanish at
t=0. We thus conclude from Eq. (16¢) that gsz-=0
whenever x is a nonstrange particle. This in turn
implies, as shown below, that the Regge residue

(19)

2y, Hara, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 27, 429 (1962).

13 R, J. N. Phillips, Phys. Letters 3, 21 (1962).

4R, A. Arndt, R. A. Bryan, and M. H. MacGregor, Phys. Rev.
152, 1490 (1966).

16 See, for example, E. D. Squires, Complex Angular Momentum
and Particle Physics (W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New York, 1963).
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Bez(m4?) =0 for nonstrange x. Using the further assump-
tions about the ¢ dependence of 8(¢) discussed below, this
will allow us to neglect the ¢ trajectory completely for
the processes considered here where at least one of the
particles is not strange. In the factor (1z=e~%7¢:) the
plus sign has to be taken for trajectories which are
even under charge conjugation and the minus sign for
the odd ones. a;=a;(f) is the trajectory function. The
dimensionless Regge-pole residue has been factored®
into the form

Bi=¥ () =Bz (£)B:y (£) . (20)

¢z is the center-of-mass momentum of the % system
in the ¢ channel and is given by

4(9:5:2"'"7':2): t=4(9w2+mu2) . (21)

The total cross section o401 (%,y) is given by the optical
theorem

Utot(x>y)= Im4 zy(syo) 3 (22)

24/ (5¢2y)

where ¢., is the center-of-mass momentum in the s
channel:

S1I2= (q:cy2+ma:2)l/2+ (q:,,2+my2)”2- (23)

As pointed out by Frautschi, Gell-Mann, and
Zachariasen,'” one would expect 8;:(¢) to behave like
g.z%(f). We therefore follow them and introduce a
dimensionless “reduced” residue b;,(¢), defined by

'Bi“(t)/qxiai:'bi:(t)/siaiﬂa

where s; is a scale parameter of dimension energy
squared and b;,(¢) is expected to be slowly varying in
¢ for suitable a choice of s;. As discussed by Desai® on
the basis of nonrelativistic Regge theory we would
expect s; to be related to the radius of interaction in the
¢t channel by s;=(1/R;)?, where R; is the interaction
radius. From nonrelativistic considerations® R; is
related to da/dt by the equation

da; 1 1 1 1

= R;2

d 421 4Qat1) s

(24

(25)

This would yield s;~ (1/2m.)? when the observed vector
trajectory slopes are used.
Equation (19) is now given by

I'(ait3)
Ay (st)=— 732y ———(2a;+1)
3 a¢+1)

1 —imog
><(ie—)b,-za)bw(z)(s/s.->°~<t>, (26)

2 sin(wa;

16 M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. Letters 8, 263 (1962); V. N.
Gribov and I. Y. Pomeranchuck, 7bid. 8, 343 (1962).

17 8. C. Frautschi, M. Gell-Mann, and F. Zachariasen, Phys.
Rev. 126, 2204 (1962).

18 B. R. Desai, Phys. Rev. 138, B1174 (1965).

1 See Eq. (4-22) in Ref. 15.
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where b..(f) is quite analogous to the reduced widths in
compound-nucleus theories. In these theories the level
widths have momentum dependences at threshold given
by (¢R)%, where R is the channel radius, and the reduced
widths are defined with this factor removed.

In our analysis of Eq. (26) we will consider total
cross sections which give us Imd., ,(s,0). Also, we
consider coupling constants involving vector particles,
which give 4 (s,f) in the neighborhood of the pole at
t=ma2. m; is the mass of the vector meson on the ith
trajectory. Consequently, we will be able to evaluate

biz(m&biy(md)/ s
as well as
bi2(0)b:,(0)/5:%@ .

Assuming that the “reduced widths” & are indepen-
dent of ¢, we can solve for them and for s;. Putting these
results back into Eq. (26), we then have the complete
s and ¢ dependence of A4.,(s,t) which can be checked
against the s, dependence found in various analyses
of reactions where {<0. This comparison is made in
Sec. V and it is verified that the A4 (s,f) fould in reaction
studies when continued to >0 do in fact agree with
A(s,t) formulated in this paper when one considers
empirical A4(s,f) functions which use a;(f) such that
av(M V2) =1.

The &’s can be evaluated in terms of the coupling
constants when ¢ takes on values corresponding to
particle masses. For example, in the case of the #*nt
elastic scattering amplitude continued to f=m,?, we
know that the amplitude is determined by the p-pole
term alone and a,(m,2)=1. The contribution of the
p pole (we follow the discussion of Ref. 17), at large
s, is

Az tet(s,t)=25gpns’/ (t—m,?).

The Regge formula gives, in the neighborhood of
i=m;,

@7

3r s
At (sf)=—

2 t—mp2 o’ (m,2)s, .

by (mp2>

(28)
Consequently, we have

(29)

o (M,2) =—0' (M,2) g n?Sp.
37

Similarly, for the no-spin-flip amplitude in the #«V
elastic scattering amplitude we find that

4o/ (m,?)
bﬁ" (mﬂz) pr (mpz) = - gpNng”Sp . (30)
In general we conclude that
boa(m,?) = (4o (m,%)5,/37) Pgpaa, (31a)
and for the w trajectory that
buz(mo?) = (4a’ (Mmo")s0/31) *guza, (31b)

where the coupling constants are defined in Sec. III.
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In order to discuss total cross sections, we substitute
Eq. (26) into Eq. (22) and write

bz (0B, (0 a®
i () = J—Z—Qa(i) E)
i 200s i
where
Il (0)+3
Ci= i%ﬁﬂ—[f—()—j[za,. O+1].  33)

I (0)+1]

The plus sign goes with positive signature, or equiva-
lently, for the trajectories studied here, with those
trajectories even under charge conjugation.

We will discuss the trajectories which are odd under
charge conjugation. Following Barger and Olsson®
we isolate the contributions of the p and the w trajec-
tories by considering combinations

AZ‘IIE Otot (f%)') T Otot (x,y) . (34)
Using the behavior under charge conjugation and

isospin rotations, we introduce the residue parameters
B. BmEbw(O)

Bygk=Buk+=—Buk-,
Buon=Bup=—DB,s=Bun=—DBux,
BPN=BPP= — B, (35)
Bpr=DB,r+=—DB,z-,

Byxk=B,x+=—DB,k-.

The following five combinations of cross sections
share the feature that each depends on a single vector

trajectory:
(s/50) %

AKp+AKn‘_‘ BwKBwN.—"r
’mNP

/2

I'(awt3%)
aw+
P(aw-i-l)( .

(5/50)%@

mNj)

P(aw‘,'%)

I'(a,+1)
(s/55)
Arp=3B,nByi—rd
mNp
(e, +
o ”‘)(a,,+1),
(e, +

(s/50)%°
B,y By x—— b2
mN]?

(36a)

7r3/2

App+Apn=BwNBwN

(20,41), (36b)

(36¢)

Kp_Aan

r (ap+ %)
T(a,+1)
V. Barger and M. Olssen, Phys. Rev. 146, 1080 (1966).

Qa,+1), (36d)
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(s/5p)
pp— Bpn= BpNBpN_""
" paetd
T et D), (36¢)
F(ap )

where my is the target nucleon mass and p is the labora-
tory momentum of the projectile. We have used the
notation a;=a;(0).

In Table II, we present the values of the first four
combinations based on the experimental data of
Galbraith ef al.,* for momentum ranging from 6 to 18
BeV/c. The experimental errors for the fifth combina-
tion (36e) is larger than the mean values. Hence (36¢)
has not been used in the present analysis. It is clear
that the ratio of (36b) and (36a) will give us the ratio
B.y/Bux and, similarly, the ratio of (36¢c) and (36d)
will give us the ratio B,./2B,k. These are presented in
columns 4 and 7 of Table II. From Egs. (31) and (14)
we see that

bon(mo?)/bor (M) =gonn/goxr=3Funn(0)/Fugx(0),
(37)

bpr(mpz)/prK(mpz) =gmr7r/2ngK= pWW(O)/FpKK(O) .

If we assume &(¢) is independent of ¢, then we obtain

the same ratios for the B’s:

BwN/BwK= 3FwNN(O)/FwKK (0)23 I} (383')
er/ZBpK= prr(o)/FpKK (0)21 . (38b)

We are assuming here that the form factors are close
to unity at zero momentum transfer. This point is
discussed further by Kroll et al.% In particular, refer to
their equations (7.9) and (7.10). Earlier discussions of
this point are given in Ref. 2, cf. their equations (6.3)
and (6.4).

The experimental data of Galbraith et al.?! have been
fitted to a Regge-pole formula by Barger, Olsson, and
Sarma?® using a least-squares fitting procedure, where
the coupling of the vector Regge trajectories to the
hadrons was constrained to be invariant under SU(3).
Thus, in their analysis B,, was restricted to be equal
to 2B,k. They found that B,./B,x=3.424-0.7. This is
implicit in Eq. (9) of Ref. 22. In a recent paper? Barger
and Olsson have shown that B,./2B,g~~1 without the
constraint of SU(3) symmetry. The purpose of pre-
senting an analysis of the experimental data in this
paper is to show that the conclusion regarding the
coupling of the w trajectory is also independent of any
assumption concerning SU (3) symmetry.

We have, thus, experimentally verified the uni-
versality ratio for b,x(0)/b.x(0) and 5,,(0)/b,x(0).
We emphasize that this supports the particular form of
universality assumed in Eq. (6).

#'W. Galbraith, E. W. Jenkins, T. F. Kycia, B. A. Leontic,
R. H. Phillips, A. L. Reid, and R. Rubinstein, Phys. Rev. 138,
B913 (1965).

2 V. Barger, M. Olsson, and K. V. L. Sarma, Phys. Rev. 147,

1115 (1966).
2 V. Barger and M. Olsson, Phys. Rev. Letters 15, 930 (1967).
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TaBLE II. Comparison of the predictions (38a) and (38b) with experiment. See text for fuller explanation.
Momentum
BeV/c) (36a) (36b) B,n/Buk (36¢c) (36d) B,x/2B,x
6 11.440.5 35.64-4.4 3.1+04 2.3+£0.35 2.6+0.5 0.9 +£0.25
8 8.74+0.5 33.7+£4.4 3.940.5 2.44-0.35 3.9+0.5 0.624-0.12
10 8.540.5 oo oo 1.740.35 1.940.5 0.9 +0.3
12 7.240.5 25.74+4.2 3.640.7 1.74-0.35 1.440.5 1.2 £0.3
14 6.840.5 24.84-4.2 3.740.7 1.5+£0.35 1.44+0.5 1.1 +0.3
16 7.64-0.7 23.0+4.2 3.0+0.7 1.740.35 1.0+0.7 1.7 £1.3
18 71413 26.84+9.0 3.841.3 1.541.35 0.7£1.3 2.1 442

V. EVALUATION OF b;; AND s; PARAMETERS

In this section we will assume ;. is independent of ¢ and evaluate it and s; in terms of the coupling constants

and the cross-section data. Combining Egs. (29)-(31) we find that

Sp I—ap
(BeV2>

3 I‘(a,,—l—l)/gp”g,,NN>—1( s )I“aFZA,p

643 T(a, 3\ 4 BeV? o’
(39a)
3 T(at+ 1)/ngKgpNN)—l< s )1"“" Ag,—ArwN
T 6 T ()N dr BeV? o
( Se )1—% 3 I‘(aw+1)/ngN )—l( s )1_0“" ApptApn
BeV? 64732 T (e, + 3\ 4 BeV? @’
(39b)

3 F(aw+1)/ngngNN) ( N )1_““’AK;:+AKN

647 T(aut-3)\

As already verified, Egs. (39a) and (39b) are essen-
tially independent of s for the data shown in Table II.
Hence average values were used in the evaluation of
si. The values of b,,» and b,ny were found using Eq.
(31) and the values of g,»- and g.nw discussed in Sec.
IIT.

We find that

s,H?~186 MeV,

4

BeV?

a,’

VI. COMPARISON WITH OTHER
EVALUATIONS OF A(s,t)

Rather than compare various evaluations of A (s,t)
directly, it is more convenient to take out the factors
£()s*® which they all have in common. Here

£(t)= (e~*"*—1)/sinra~2/ma () (t—my?)  (40)

in the neighborhood of a vector-meson pole at a=1.

501222290 MeV, We consequently define a new function which is real
b ~1.02 and dimensionless,

prr—de b}
1Bm>0.62. Gv(0)/dm=Ay(s,)/4rEOsa’ ()], (41)

It is interesting to note that Van Royen and Weiss-
kopf? in constructing a quark-antiquark wave function
for the vector mesons demand that |¢y(0) |2=mymn?/2.
Since this is an s wave function we find an approximate
radius from the condition

$7Ry Yy (0)|>~1,
which yields
Ry=~(1/mzx)[ (G) (ms/my) }1.

The resulting values R,~R,~0.62 F are consistent
with the scaling lengths obtained by us, which are
s, 12~1F, s,712~0.7 F.

In this equation, 4y (s,f) is the contribution of a single
vector trajectory to a given process. In the neighborhood
of a vector pole at a(my?) =1 for a process x+y — x+3,

GVZ (mv2)/47r= szgiy,,/47r .

This result can be checked explicitly for 7w scatterlng
by referring"to Eq.¥(27) where 4 ,.(s,?) is given in the
neighborhood of the pole at ¢=m,? In_terms of our
parameters for x+y— x-+y,

sz(t) 1 I‘(a—i—z)
4r 82T (a+1)

by.b
dat1)— ;

(sVa @

(42)

where we make the assumption' that by., by, are
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F1c. 1. Plot of G.2(f)/4r against «(f).

independent of #. At a=1 this reduces to
G (mv?) =47 bysbvy/ s« (my?)]

and gives back the relations in Eq. (31).
At t=0 and using the high-energy approximation
2512y~ s,

Gv2(0)/4r=s0v(s)/Ar[say’ (0)]=7©®,  (43)

where oy (s) is the magnitude of the contribution of the
trajectory in question to the total cross section.

Hence, G2(0)/4r and Gv?*(my?)/4n are empirically
given in terms of v (s), av(0), ay’(0) and the coupling
constants. The behavior for 0<¢<my? goes as 2s*/%g,,~s
2o+1)[T(e+3)/T'(a+1)](s:’)~* in our model. This
behavior is compared to two reaction analyses in Figs. 1
and 2. For the p trajectory we present G,2(f)/4r de-
rived from the recent analysis of Rarita, Riddell,

47 PHILLIPS
y 1

62 (N/4x—>

o« —>

Fi6. 2. Plot of G,2(f)/4r against «a(f).
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Chiu, and Phillips.2* [Their solution (1a) was used.]
We did not use their w-trajectory results since their
a,(?), when continued to positive #, missed the point
a,=1 at {=m,? by a large amount, and their value of
2/4m at a,=1 differed considerably from the approxi-
mately known values of the coupling constants.

The earlier analyses of Phillips'® did constrain
as(m2)=1 and we present his G.2(f)/4r for the w
trajectory. The comparison is quite good when made in
the region 0<¢<my?. This lends support to the form
assumed in Eq. (42). It should be pointed out that for
t<0 the residues go through zero? and this character-
istic is not a feature of the formula in Eq. (42).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have used the Frautschi, Gell-Mann, Zachariasen'”
model for the Regge residue B(¢) given by Eq. (24)
where it is assumed that the reduced residue &(%)
is independent of ¢ and a scaling parameter s; was
introduced. Using information about total cross sec-
tions, the value of ;, were shown to be in the ratios
given by the form of the universality hypothesis given
in Eq. (6). The particular ratios are given in Egs.
(38a) and (38b). The scaling parameters indicate a
characteristic length of the order of (0.7-1.0) F which
is consistent with the observed slopes (da/df) as dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. The various methods for determining
the w coupling constant were discussed in Sec. III and
it was verified that the universal value of g, coming
from 70 decay is consistent with the value of g.vw
coming from the nucleon-nucleon scattering thus
lending support to the universality hypothesis. The
simple ¢ dependence of () which follows from a
t-independent reduced residue was found to be con-
sistent with the phenomenological analyses of B(f)
for 0<t<my* which appeared in Refs. 13 and 24.

We, therefore, conclude that the concept of a reduced
residue slowly varying in ¢ with an associated scale
parameter is a physically meaningful one and quite
useful for the study of coupling theories. In particular,
the universality theory of couplings gains support
through this type of analysis, and in the sense that the
p meson is coupled to the I, we conclude that the w
meson is coupled to 3(2N+Y). The explicit state-
ment is given in Eq. (6).
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