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A study is made of the constraints placed upon the couplings and resonance spectrum required to saturate
finite-energy sum rules consistently in the region around ¢=0. It is argued that the probable existence of
crossing trajectories and cuts places a fundamental limit on the usefulness of finite-energy sum rules. The
demand that the spin of the resonances increase monotonically with mass implies that an infinite number
of asymptotically parallel daughter trajectories in the resonance region are required for consistency. This
result is independent of any statement about the energy dependence of the leading trajectory.

I. INTRODUCTION

HERE have been several attempts in the past year

to use finite-energy sum rules (FESR) as the

basis of dynamical schemes for bootstrapping Regge
trajectories.”™® The basic idea is that the same Regge
trajectory that controls the asymptotic behavior of the
scattering amplitude also generates a sequence of reso-
nances that dominates the amplitude at lower energies.
Thus, the amplitude up to the cutoff energy is repre-
sented by a sum of resonances, usually in the narrow-
width approximation; above the cutoff energy the
amplitude is dominated by a few Regge poles. The
FESR equations generated in this way are continuous
functions of the momentum transfer. In addition, it is
possible to generate additional equations by taking
moments of the sum rules. The hope is that this large
set of equations will determine both a set of Regge
trajectories and residue functions and a unique spec-
trum of resonances and partial widths. In practice, a
crucial part of the whole program is the choice of the ¢
dependence of the leading Regge trajectory and its
residue and the mass and spins of the narrow-width
resonances used to saturate the sum rules. Mandelstam,?
at one time, suggested that it might be possible to
satisfy the equations approximately with a single leading
resonance trajectory in each channel. Freund,* in fact,
proposed just such a solution, but he used the FESR
just at £=0. Dolen, Horn, and Schmid,® while ex-
pressing the same hope as Mandelstam, also indicate
that in order to satisfy the ¢ dependence of the equa-
tions, towers of resonance at each mass may be neces-
sary. However, their argument is somewhat obscure and
is based on a simple model containing a single leading
Regge pole with a known residue function. Mandula and
Slansky® arrived at a similar conclusion, but Goebel”
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showed that their arguments were incorrect. Ademollo,
Rubinstein, Veneziano, and Virasoro® have shown that
for 7w — mw, where the spin of w, is 1 or 3, the particles
on the p trajectory may be accompanied by sets of
particles on one or two parallel daughter trajectories.
They used a linear p trajectory, a low cutoff energy, and
required equality of two functions of ¢ over a fairly
large region. Veneziano® has written down a closed
solution to the FESR equations for mm — mw which
incorporates the linear-trajectory hypothesis in a funda-
mental way and contains an infinite number of parallel
daughter trajectories. However, the Veneziano repre-
sentation is not a unique solution to FESR.® Moreover,
not only is it very difficult to reconcile with unitarity,
but it also encounters certain fundamental difficulties
when extended to pion-nucleon scattering.!® In addition,
the hypothesis of linear trajectories does not have a firm
experimental foundation, particularly for bosons.
Kugler? has presented arguments for a square-root
trajectory; he interprets as resonances the loops in an
Argand diagram obtained from a partial-wave analysis
of a t-channel Regge pole, Linear trajectories are also
difficult to reconcile with traditional statements about
the analytic structure of scattering amplitudes.®®

The theoretical justification of linear trajectories
seems to be stronger ; however, the arguments are based
on the properties of nonrelativistic trajectories.? In
particular, the trajectory function a(s) is assumed to
obey a dispersion relation with only a right-hand cut.
This statement, coupled with the requirement that the
narrow-width approximation be valid on the right-hand
cut, strongly suggests that the trajectories are linear.
On the other hand, in all models in which the Regge
trajectories are known to have the assumed analyticity,
Rea(s) approaches some negative real number as s goes
to infinity. In addition, there are both potential-theory
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and field-theory models of intersecting Regge tra-
jectories with left-hand cuts.’15 In fact, there is a
theorem in potential scattering, which appears to be
true in relativistic models, that states that no Regge
trajectory can be real as it passes through a negative
integer value of the angular momentum.®

If a(s) has a left-hand cut, Ima(s) need not be small
on the left, even though the narrow-width approxima-
tion is still valid on the right. The theoretical argument
for linear trajectories then breaks down. We argue that
not only is it possible that the trajectories intersect, but
it is probable. In processes involving unequal-mass
kinematics or high spins, daughter trajectories® are
needed to cancel out unwanted singularities in the re-
gion near s=0. Since the coupling of these kinematic
daughters to external particles differs greatly from the
coupling of leading trajectories, it is unlikely in a
unitary theory that they are parallel to the leading
trajectory. Model calculations of these trajectories con-
firm this statement.'” The parallel daughters in the
Veneziano model® are apparently degenerate combina-
tions of kinematic daughters or Lorentz poles, and
dynamical daughters or satellite poles.!® Since these two
classes of daughters are distinguished by different
couplings to external states, unitarity will break the
degeneracy and probably generate intersecting tra-
jectories. In any case, if there are both kinematic
daughters and satellite trajectories, there are, almost
certainly, crossing trajectories. In fact, a Regge-pole
description of the region of negative s (or negative ¢ in
the crossed channel) is probably very complicated. In
addition, cuts are almost certainly present in this same
region,’ although they are customarily ignored in appli-
cations of FESR. Thus, any procedure for solving
FESR which is either sensitive to regions of large nega-
tive ¢, to contributions from secondary Regge poles, or
to cuts near {=0 is questionable.

In this paper, we abandon the hypothesis of linear
trajectories; we also abandon any statement about the ¢
dependence of Regge residue functions, secondary tra-
jectories, or the singularity structure for large negative
¢. Assuming only resonance saturation of FESR with
monotonically rising trajectories, we address ourselves
to the problem of determining the simplest spectrum of
resonances that can be used to saturate the FESR
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equations. Our conclusion is that an infinite number of
asymptotically parallel daughter trajectories is neces-
sary to satisfy the constraints arising from the de-
pendence on the momentum transfer ¢ near {=0. This
result means that the presence of an infinite number of
daughters in the Veneziano representation® is not due to
either the linear-trajectory hypothesis or the complete
lack of unitarity, but rather it is a fundamental property
of FESR. Whether the trajectories are linear in the
resonance region is still an unsolved question. In addi-
tion, we conclude that, in the presence of an infinite set
of daughter trajectories, finite-energy sum rules by
themselves are insufficient to determine the parameters
of both the resonances and the Regge poles. Additional
information, such as provided by hypotheses like
duality, linear trajectories, absence of cuts and inter-
secting trajectories, smoothness of appropriately para-
metrized residue functions, negligible background inte-
gral, absence of ghosts, or maximal simplicity of the
resonance spectrum, is needed to obtain a unique solu-
tion. The theoretical basis of many of these assumptions
is weaker than that of the FESR, so it is useful to ex-
plore the dynamical content of the FESR without
them.

For simplicity, we consider the reaction 7 — 7w, but
the method can be generalized to arbitrary spins and
masses, and our conclusions apply to baryon as well as
boson trajectories. We start with the standard form for
FESR derived from one-sided dispersion relations.??
The resonance spectrum below the cutoff energy is
saturated by a set of narrow-width resonances of
(mass)?=s(J) and spins J; the resonances lie on mono-
tonically increasing trajectories. Although we use the
zero-width limit, our method can be extended to finite-
width resonances, at least in principle. Above the cutoff
energy, the amplitude is represented by a complete sum
over all ¢-channel Regge poles and cuts, plus the back-
ground integral. For 77 — ww, the p trajectory is the
leading one in both channels. At ¢=0, the leading
kinematic daughter is at «,(0)—2 and, according to
Veneziano,® the leading satellite trajectory occurs at
a,(0)—1. Our lack of knowledge of these secondary
trajectories and residues, as well as the uncertainty in
the parametrization of the residue of the leading pole,
limits the information we are able to extract from the
FESR. By successively increasing the cutoff energy to
include a new leading resonance, or tower of resonances,
we are able to derive an iterative equation relating the
residues of successive resonances. The equation clearly
displays the limitations mentioned above. When the
spin J of the leading resonance is large and there are a
fixed number of daughter trajectories, the equations can
be differentiated with respect to ¢ a finite number of
times and evaluated at £=0. When the pole residues are
eliminated from the resulting equations, a set of equa-
tions relating the mass and spin of the leading resonance

2 G, Chew, The Analytic S-Matrix (W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New
York, 1966).
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is obtained. There is no solution to these equations when
their number exceeds the number of daughter residues.
If the number of daughter resonances increases with J,
the procedure breaks down since the number of deriva-
tive equations must also depend on J. If the iterative
equation is differentiated too many times, the ap-
proximation of neglecting high derivatives of a(f), the ¢
dependence of the residue functions, and the presence of
secondary poles or cuts, breaks down. In other words, if
the number of daughters is proportional to J, we find
that FESR are inadequate to fix completely the daugh-
ter residues without the additional assumptions men-
tioned above.

After this work was completed, a paper by Moha-
patra?® appeared which treats the same problem by
similar techniques. He showed that the resonance-
trajectory function must be of thelform c(sIns)¥2 if
there are a finite number of daughter trajectories
present. However, we show that if the ¢ dependence of
the equations is fully exploited, the constant ¢ must be
zero. He did not consider the case of an infinite set of
secondary trajectories.

In the next section, we derive our basic equation re-
lating the residues of resonances in successive intervals
and discuss the approximations involved. In principle,
there is no difficulty in extending the method to finite-
width nonoverlapping resonances. We concentrate on
the o — mw problem and the p-meson trajectory. We
demonstrate explicitly that the number of daughter
resonances must be proportional to the spin of the
leading pole. In Sec. III, we outline the extension of
our approach to the problem of arbitrary external
masses and spins. The conclusion is that all Regge
trajectories (not just the p) must be accompanied by an
infinite set of daughters.

II. SECONDARY TRAJECTORIES IN = — wo

A general -channel scattering amplitude with helicities
A1+A2— A3\, obeys the following finite-energy sum
rule?:

v Imd 4 (s,0)ds
./; (1 —z) 0wl (14-5,) Hirtul
=% B Oz ()], (1)

where A=XA1—\z, u=N3—\g, and M =max(|7|,|u]).2
ImA,,t is the discontinuity in s of A,%; 2:(IV) is cosd in
the ¢ channel evaluated at s=N. The sum on the right-
hand side of (1) is over all contributing Regge poles
with trajectory functions a;(f) and residues B%(f). The
background integral and Regge-cut terms should also be
included in the sum if the two sides are set identically

2 R. N. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. Letters 22, 735 (1969).

2 For convenience we have omitted the individual helicity
indices in (1), but it should be remembered that a number of
different A1, A2 can combine to give the same set of net helicity A.
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equal. Additional equations can be generated!?® by
multiplying 4,,%(s,f) by s™; however, since we are
ultimately going to restrict ourselves to a narrow-width
approximation, we limit ourselves to m=0. The higher
moments distort the mass spectrum and enhance the
contributions of resonance widths.

The discontinuity in s of the #-channel amplitude is
related to the corresponding discontinuity of the s-
channel amplitude by crossing. For arbitrary spins, the
crossing matrix has the form My, (s,), as may be
found in the paper by Trueman and Wick.? If we con-
sider wr— mw, there is but one independent-helicity
amplitude 4 ¢:1%2* and M becomes the unit matrix.
When the direct-channel amplitude is represented by a
sum of narrow-width resonances, the imaginary part is
a sum of & functions multiplied by the appropriate
coupling constants and angular factors. In this limit (1),
7w — ww becomes

st

05
S TP (e =5 B O I0, (@)
i sinf, i
with

2pge(N)=N+3(—2), Z=3m.2+m.?,

and $; and ¢ are the #-channel momenta of the == and
7w systems, respectively. The sum over j includes all
resonances with spin j and (mass)? less than N. The
angular part of the residue function doi#(z) has been
written as ¢(§) sind,P; (2;) and ¢(j) absorbed into the
definition of I';. Wherever s occurs on the left of (2), it
is evaluated at s=s(4), the (mass)? of the jth resonance.
The resonance sum on the left-hand side of (2) could be
smoothed out by replacing the sum by an integral.®
However, the subtraction procedure we adopt below in
going from (3) to (4) would effectively replace the
integral by its integrand and lead to the same final
equation. In addition, we assume there is no non-
resonant background that should be included in
(2).28

If As is the sum over all those resonances in (2) with
(mass)? nearly equal to s(J), the (mass)? of the leading
resonance of spin J, Eq. (2) becomes

‘é A =B ()BT )T+ . (3)

The cutoff parameter N(J) lies between s(J) and
s(J+2), since in 7w — 7w the intermediate states can
have only odd angular momentum. The requirement
that IV (J) lie between s(J) and s(J+2) implies that, up
to an additive constant, N(J) and s(J) are the same
smooth functions of J for large J. On the right of (3),
only the leading Regge pole and the first secondary pole

( n T). L. Trueman and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 26, 322

1964).

2 Conservation of parity tells us that A¢_;=-4A¢ and Aee=0.
2 H, Harari, Phys. Rev. Letters 20, 1395 (1968).
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are written explicitly. For =m — nw, the first satellite
trajectory appears at o’ =a—1. In 7w — 7w, there is a
kinematic daughter at o'=a—1; through unitarity, it
may contribute to (3), although with a nonsingular
residue. When there is more than one leading pole, we

know only that a>a’. We subtract from (3) the corre-
sponding equation with N =N (J—2) and obtain
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Ar=BO{[z())]*—[2(J—2)])
+8' O{[z() ] —=[(J—2)]}. (4)

When (4) is divided into the similar equation for Asys,
we find that

AJ+2:FAJ ) (5)
where

F_[Z(J—I-Z)]“—[Z(J)]"—F @/ 4+ ] =) ]+

(T[T =21+ B8R ()T —[( =2 ]} +- -+

It should be emphasized that, insofar as the narrow-
width approximation with monotonically rising tra-
jectories and no nonresonant background is exact, Eq.
(5) is exact when all secondary Regge terms are taken
into account.

In (S), F depends on J through the dependence of
z(J) on N(J). If N(J—2) and N(J+2) are related to
N (J) by power-series expansions in J, F is given by

N N N'(—3)
F—1=2[~—+(a—1)*:|—————(a—1)
N’ N
N N2
o — e ]
N’ N

BI Nf
+2—(a'—a)—N*—of-.-, (6)
B N

where N’ and N'’ are the first and second derivatives of
N with respect to J. The first term on the right of (6)
is of order J—.. The third term is of order J—2, while
the second and fourth terms are of order J—'=* and
Jtnte=a) jf s(J)=aJ" If the most important second-
ary trajectory has o’=a—1, then F is known only to
order J~1. Without further information about secondary
parameters, there is clearly a limitation to the accuracy
with which we know F. Note that F to order J—! depends
on ¢ only through «(#). Fits to experimental cross sec-
tions tell us the value and slope of a,(f) at zero, but tell
us very little about the higher derivatives of a,(¢).

To solve (5) for the dependence of Ay on J, we note
that sinf,/sind, can be written as a product of two terms:

sines/sint‘)t: (p t2g ¢2t)ll2 (Ps2g32s)——1/2 .

The t-dependent factor is independent of J and can be
cancelled from both sides of (5). The s(J)-dependent
factor is absorbed into the definition of I';. Then (5)
becomes

Z.I+2=F 2y ) (7)
where

and
Tj=T(p g5y

Equation (7) is a difference equation for 2. If only the
J~! terms in F are retained, it can be converted into a
differential equation and solved to give

2;(0)=g)s"(N)s()=01, ®)

where g(¢) is an arbitrary function of {. A convenient
choice for N(J) is

N)=3[s()+s(T+2)]
=s()A+s"/s+s"/s+--+) (9)

and the difference between N (J) and s(J) does not
appear in the J=! part of F or in (8).

Equation (8) coupled with a statement about the
dependence of s(J) on J gives us the asymptotic J
dependence of the sum of the residues of resonances
with masses in the region of s(J). If the number of
resonances included in Z; is small and fixed, the con-
tinuous dependence on ¢ can be used to explore the J
dependence of the individual resonance functions. For
example, if there is only the leading resonance, its
residue for large J is obtained by evaluating (8) at {=0:

Tr=2g(0)s's*@-1/J2, (10)

The expression for the mth derivative of a Legendre
polynomial with z=1 has been used in (10).

am J+m)! 1 Jam
_PJ (Z) = =~ .
dz™ =1 (J—m)! 2mm! 27

(11)
For the particular case of mr — mw kinematics, z, at =0
is given by

2m 2 (M —ma2)?

4psqs s?

The pion mass is sufficiently small to set z(0)=1. Since
(8) is a continuous function of ¢ near =0, it can be
differentiated m times and evaluated at ¢=0. If there is
just a single resonance, its residue is eliminated by
dividing by (10). The resulting equation for the tra-
jectory is

1% (0

—-— =£—}—o‘z Ins,

s 21

(12)
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where 2= dx/dt~2/s and the 2! comes from the 7! in the
denominator of (11). For the p trajectory, &(0) is
known. Equation (12) says that the Regge trajectory
satisfies a nonlinear equation of the form

J*=as+2las Ins. (13)

The second-derivative equation also relates the various
trajectory parameters:

17 30) /40
XIns+[c(0) Ins 2.

Although $(0), ¢(0), and @ are all unknown, the domi-
nant term on the right side of (14) for large s is (a Ins)2.
Since 315 (21)2, (14) is incompatible with (13). The mth
derivative equation is of the form

(mll) 1(?)2 (@ Ins)™.

Since the mass-versus-spin relation for the leading
resonance does not depend on how many times (8) is
differentiated, more than one resonance is required to
saturate the FESR leading to (8).

At this point, it is amusing to note that if (4) is used
for J=1 and J=3 with z* replaced by N® and no
secondary terms, the unknown residue function 8(¢) can
be replaced by the residue of the p pole (J=1) multiplied
by [N(1)]-«». When the first derivative of the J=3
equation is used to eliminate the pole residue, an
equation for the mass of the J=3 pole is obtained:

5 (1 _ R—a(O))
&(0) InR

where R=N(3)/N(1). If we choose N (3)=s(3)+[s(3)
—s(1)1/2, N(1)=3[s3)+s(1)], «(0)=3, (0)=1, and
s(1)=m2=0.6 GeV?, we can solve the equation for s(3).
The solution is s(3)=(1.640)2 GeV2. The agreement
with the suggested?® recurrence of the p at 1.650 GeV
should not be taken seriously. However, the fact that
the p, its recurrence, and «(0) from scattering data
provide three points on a straight line is not evidence
for the linearity of the p trajectory function. In par-
ticular, this solution for s(3) assumes no secondary
trajectories and uses just the first derivative equation.
These same conditions lead to (12) in the asymptotic
limit.

The next question is whether some finite set of
resonances lying on daughter trajectories can satisfy
(8). These secondary trajectories must be asymptot-
ically parallel to the leading trajectory or there will be
a series of values of J for which Z; will contain only the
leading resonance. However, we have shown that Z;

(14)

(15)

s@)—=zZ=

26 N. Barash-Schmidt ef al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 41, 109 (1968).
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must contain more than one resonance. If there are n
such parallel daughter trajectories, then # derivative
equations can be used to determine the n-+1 residue
functions, and any further derivative equations de-
termine the trajectory. Again, it is found that the
trajectory depends on the number of derivatives. The
explicit proof of this fact is given in the Appendix. We
have, therefore, proved our fundamental result—no
finite, fixed number of daughter trajectories satisfies the
FESR equation. This proof does not involve any as-
sumptions about the shape of the leading trajectory, the
residue functions, or the nature of secondary Regge
poles.

There is a limit to the number of derivative equations.
In particular, if thenumber is of order J (i.e., m=aJ+d),
then the approximation for F breaks down. Thus, if the
number of daughters is proportional to J, we cannot
determine all the residues and do not generate any
constraints on the trajectory function. Even if we
specify linear trajectories, we cannot determine the
residues by this approach. One way to see that the
information contained in the ¢ dependence of (7) is
limited is to note that if definite partial waves are
projected out, there is an integration over z, from —1 to
1. This integration in turn samples a region of ¢ between
—s(J) and 0. If |¢| is as large as s(J), the neglected
terms in F [see (6)] are the same order of magnitude as
those we have retained, if not larger. In addition, for
large negative ¢ the singularity structure in the complex
angular-momentum plane is very complex and the
identification of the dominant term is difficult.®

While it can be argued that the derivative procedure
samples the function in detail near =0 and should be
valid even if there are singularities for negative ¢, the
approximation for F still fails. For large J, the function
F has the form

F=1+4(2/7)+2(*+)/J*+ -,

where 6=n—14n(a—1), if s=aJ” The unknown
terms are represented by €(#). The new solution for 2 is

Zr=g()e (DI JE, (16)
When we take m derivatives of (16), we find that

1 dn (&+96)
— —2,;= (8 InJ)™—m (8 InJ )" 1o .
2y dim J

s
Ym(m+1) (3 ln])m—z(a 1nJ_fT+. . >

+m§l:. oL (m—1) (m+2) (8 InJ) "2
g

€16
><<5 an_m—T)+. . .]-{.—-. ..

If m=aJ-+b, (8 InJ)™ is no longer the dominant term.

(17
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The dominant term will involve higher derivatives of
a(#) and those parts of F of order J—2. In particular, if
a(#) is a linear function of ¢ while €(¢) is quadratic, the
¢(?) contribution dominates the known terms in F. An
expansion of F in inverse powers of J becomes meaning-
less in this limit.

The FESR does provide a great deal of information
about the J dependence of resonance residues. However,
without additional assumptions about unknown func-
tions or some other physical information, the FESR’s do
not determine the parameters of the resonances and
trajectories used to satisfy them. The constraints
generated by (8) must, of course, be satisfied by any
solution.

The approximation for F breaks down for low values
of J. If secondary trajectories are known to occur at
o’ =a—2, then the fact that the J~2 terms in F are also
known helps to extend the region of validity. However,
there is no point in using P.(—2) instead of (—2)* in
deriving (1), since the extra terms are the same order as
those that are unknown. To show how the secondary
terms become more important, we mention that with a
scale mass of 1 GeV and a cutoff IV of 1 GeV, the fourth
term in the expression for F in (6) is the same order as
the first (unless 8'/8 is unusually small). The success of
Ademollo et al.? might be interpreted as a statement
that secondary effects are indeed small.

III. EXTENSION TO ARBITRARY
EXTERNAL SPINS

In this section we show how the results of the previous
section can be extended to processes involving external
particles of arbitrary masses and spins. When Im4,,*in
(1) is crossed to the s channel and saturated by reso-
nances, Eq. (2) is replaced by

Mrpnrw (5 (j):t)rk’ﬂ’jdk’n’j(a-’)
i (]__zt)%l)‘—ul(]_—l—zt)%l)\'*'ﬂl
% Ol ()T, (18)

The crossing matrix My, aw (s(5),2) is given by a sum
over products of rotation functions da,5(X;), S being
the spin of the external particles. The crossing angles X;
and the explicit form of M,;\, are found in the paper
by Trueman and Wick.2® The sum over all resonances in
(18) with masses nearly equal to s(J) is represented by
A, We then proceed as before and subtract successive
towers of resonances to obtain

AJ+1)“‘=F)\‘,AJ)“‘ , (19)
where

Fra=1+4("/s"+ (a—M)(s'/s))+ - -

and M =max(|A|,|u|). If the masses of the resonances
in As™ are assumed equal, the crossing matrix and
other factors depending on ¢ and s can be factored out of

(20)
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the sum to define Z* by
(L-2g) N1 (1 — g, ) HNV=a'
(b ) R (1 — g, )l

=M)\”;)\'“’2J)\,”,

AJ)‘”

M)\,,,)\',‘EJ"’“'

and
=2 TP g N—rl el (55

P,*B(z) is a Jacobi polynomial. When (20) is multiplied
by Mypnw=(s(J+1), £), we obtain

"’
Sl

2™ =Gl {1+l:—“+"
s

sl

x<a+lk;—”l>]1zﬁw, 1)
where

MM; o Hs(JH1) )FﬂMﬂ;?\’u’ U= ruaw

17 ’

- [1+[;+:<a+%1 Al >}} Feen (22)

To order J-!, Eq. (21) is diagonal in helicities. The
omitted terms in (22) include off-diagonal terms that
can be explicitly calculated. For example, for 7m — mw,,
where w, has arbitrary spin s, the off-diagonal terms

have the form
7

Vaorgno= (—) at(\1) (23a)
s

5/2

sT\"
Y)\O; A—n0= (ﬁ)é‘ln O‘;t) ’

where a,=(\,f) are known functions of A\ and ¢ The
solution of (21) is

B e (s’ (T)s(T)=H—H, (2

When this is substituted into (23), we find that it is
consistent to neglect the off-diagonal elements of (22).
Equation (24) contains (8) as a special case if the addi-
tional factor of (sp2g?)~Y2 in =; for 77 — 7w is taken
into account.

The complete analysis of the previous section can be
carried out with (24) replacing (8). The same conclu-
sions follow, subject to the same conditions. In general,
there will be trajectories with o’ =a—x, where «x is less
than 1. However, (24) is still the asymptotic solution,
and, except for the coefficient g**(#), it depends only on
the helicity and leading cross-channel trajectory. The
only delicate point is that z,(¢=0) is not sufficiently
near 1,

2:(0) = 14-2[ (m1>— ms?) (ma2—ms®) /s* ]+ - -,

to set the Jacobi polynomial equal to its value at z=1.
For linear trajectories, the J—2 dependence of z—1 is

and

(23b)
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compensated by the J2™ dependence of the mth deriva-
tive of the Jacobi polynomials. This difficulty is avoided
either by working at /=0 and taking into account this
extra J dependence or by choosing ¢ so that z=1 for
s=s(J). Then, z(0) differs from unity for s=s(J-+2) by
terms of order s and these are handled explicitly in the
derivative equations. The conclusions are unchanged.
No fixed number of daughter trajectories satisfies the
FESR equations; on the other hand, the equations by
themselves are insufficient to determine the resonance
parameters if the number of resonances increases with J.
Since (21) is valid for both baryons and mesons, the
conclusions should also apply to baryon trajectories.

APPENDIX

In this appendix it is proved explicitly that no fixed
number of daughter trajectories can be used to satisfy
(8). If = is given by

PJ—-2n,(Z)
Zy=2 Trop———

P ()’ (A1)

where the sum over # includes all the daughter reso-
nances, then the mth derivative of 2 evaluated at z=1
is27

2\ m 1
o)
s/ (m+1)!

om (2n)7(—1)7(2 ! J—2n
DO
= 7lQ2m—r)! Jr

We have redefined I'y_s, to contain an explicit factor of
[Ps_2a' (1) T, and set dz/dt=2/s. When (A2) is divided
by the zero-derivative equation, it can be written in the

form
2zm (2m)! B, (mt1) 'C >m = sm A3)
—_———=(m I\ — ,
=0 (2m—r)! By :) 2,
with (172
= Z n’I‘J_:m .
Jrl  a

2 We neglect terms proportional to #7J~"m, m>1, since they
are higher-order corrections to B;.
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If there are N daughter resonances, there are NV inde-
pendent functions of J labeled by B,. The first V41
derivative equations are sufficient to eliminate the B,
and obtain an equation for the trajectory. The problem
is one of solving a set of linear equations. If the right-
hand side of (A3) is labeled by ¥,.0, then the coefficients
of By to By are zero in ¥ ,,», m>n, which is generated by

m!

f - I/"nn-—l — Ymn—l .

(A4)

nl(m—n)!

Thus, Y x41% is independent of all the pole residues and
is equal?® to 1. Equation (A4) enables us to write
Yn41% in terms of ¥,. The result is

N (—1)MHr(N41)1 1
-’YN+1~ro-

=0 (N+1—r)! 7!

The leading term on the right-hand side of (A3) is,
from Eq. (15),

1=—

(A5)

Vd= (m+1)I[(s/THa Ins]"= (m+1)!1X". (A6)
Thus, X satisfies the equation
N+1 (N42—7)(—=X)NH-r
S ( ) (—=X) o, A7)

=0 r!

Although (A7) was derived under the assumption that
there were N resonances with mass s(J), it holds to the
same approximation as (A2), even if there are only
N'<N. In other words, X must satisfy (A7) for all
N>N' (NKJ), butit cannot depend on N itself. If (A7)
is written as F(N,X)=0, then

N+1 (_X)N-{—l—r
GN.X)=F(N,X)+XF(N—1,X)=3 -——'————=0
0 7!
and

G(V+1, X)+XG(V,X)=1/(N+2)!=0. (AS8)

Therefore, there is no solution to (A7) independent of
N, and the number of secondary resonances must
exceed the number of derivative equations.

28 Consistent with earlier approximations, we have set B, for
r>N equal to zero.



