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Recently, a procedure for representing a two-particle scattering amplitude as a sum of resonances in all
three channels was derived by Schwarz. In addition to satisfying crossing symmetry, such a formula has a
large domain of validity in the (s,,4) plane. This method is applied here to KN and KN scattering. The ex-
perimental parameters for the scattering are calculated in the low-energy region. They are (1) the s-wave
scattering lengths for KN isospin-zero and -one channels; (2) the So1, Po1, S11, P11, P13, and D;3 phase shifts
(Si; denotes the s-wave isospin 7 and angular momentum $5) for scattering in the energy region up to
center-of-mass momentum 0.3 BeV/c; (3) the real part of the s-wave scattering lengths for KN isospin-zero
and -one channels. In addition, a sum rule relating amplitudes of the KN channel and the KN channel is ob-
tained. It is well satisfied for the real part of the amplitude and is not satisfied for the imaginary part.

I. INTRODUCTION

THEORETICAL understanding of KN scattering
is hindered by the presence of inelastic channels,
even at the threshold, where approximations such as
effective-range expansions can be successfully applied
to wIV scattering. Also, the existence of the ¥¢*(1405)
and V,*(1385) resonances near the KN threshold
makes it even more important to have an understanding
of the unphysical cuts.

Experiments show that the KN, Zx, Ax, and Axr
channels are all strongly coupled, and we cannot treat
them separately. An effective-range analysis of the
multichannel-scattering problem has been completed
by Kim.! In his analysis, it was found that the ¥',*(1385)
does not couple appreciably to the KN channel and the
V¢*(1405) may be regarded as a bound state of the KN
system. The knowledge of the unphysical cut thus ob-
tained enabled him to calculate the coupling constants
g apk-/4m and g?,s'%x-/4m by saturating once-subtracted
dispersion relations. It was also found that the high-
energy contribution to the forward dispersion relation
was large. This implies that we cannot saturate dis-
persion integrals with low-lying resonances as is com-
monly done for the highly convergent amplitudes
(A—, B+) in the 7.V problem.

In this paper, we point out that some further progress
can be made toward understanding the low-energy
behavior of KNV and KN scattering using the pole-
dominance method (PDM) recently discussed by
Schwarz.2 The PDM gives low-energy-scattering ampli-
tudes as a sum of low-energy resonance contributions
from all three channels without any double counting.
Furthermore, within its region of validity, the formula
is insensitive to the high-energy contributions. Thus we
have scattering amplitudes that involve only low-energy
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resonance parameters and avoid the problem of poor
convergence. By evaluating the amplitude at the thresh-
old of the K.V and KN channels, we obtain scattering
lengths for both the KV and KN channels. Further-
more, having obtained explicit analytic functions, one
can deduce the energy and angular dependences of the
scattering amplitudes. By doing a partial-wave analysis,
the energy dependence of the KN phase shifts Sui,
P11, So1, Pos, and Dos is obtained.

In Sec. 11, the PDM is formulated for the equal-mass
spinless case, and in Sec. I1I, it is generalized to the
KN problem. In Sec. IV, we calculate the scattering
lengths and in Sec. V the phase shifts.

II. FORMULATION OF PDM

In order to avoid unnecessary complications, only
the equal-mass and spin-zero case is considered in this
section.® Consider elastic scattering of two particles
of mass u, and let the scattering amplitude be denoted
by F!(t,s).* The fixed-t dispersion relation, neglecting
subtraction and Born terms, is

FI(ts)=—

™

ds’
!
Wt S'—s

1 /’” ImFI(t,s)
4,

1 = ImFI(tu')
/ — 7 aw. (21)
4

’

TJar w—u

The partial-wave decomposition is

FI(1,5) =:§ QI +0)a, ()P (), 2.2)

where z,=14-5/2¢2, ¢, is the c.m. three-momentum in
the ¢ channel, s= —2¢2(1—2,), and t=4(¢2+u?). We
calculate a,7(f) by the Froissart-Gribov formula, if the

3 This section does not contain anything new; the basic idea
was presented in Ref. 2.

4 FI(t,s) denotes isospin I in the channel indicated by the
variable appearing on the left.
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integrals converge:

1 r s'\ ds’
as () =— / ImF?! (t,s’)Q,,(l +——>—:
™ J 4p? 2q;2 2q[‘

1 u' \ du'
——/ ImF’(t,u’)QJ(—l———>— .
T Jau? 292/ 2q¢

(¢* and p? denote q-q and p-p throughout this paper.)
Although this formula usually arises in the discussion
of complex J, we will use it only for the physical value
of J.

We note that (2.3) is derived from the fixed-¢ dis-
persion relation of the form (2.1). Therefore, if (2.3)
does not converge for some J, (2.1) will not converge.
This implies that whenever (2.1) is divergent, we can
blame it on low partial waves, provided that the scatter-
ing amplitude is bounded by a polynomial so that the
Froissart-Gribov formula exists for J>J, for some J.

Denoting the trajectory of the leading Regge pole
or cut in the ¢ channel by «(f), we have

(2.3)

ImFI(t,s) 2 5% X (function of f)

(neglecting possible logarithms). Choosing Jy such that
a(t)—Joy—1<0, we obtain

Jo

Fi(t,s)=3% (2J4+Da; ()Ps(z,)

J=0

— —_ ’

du

1 VN ImFI(t,s") 1 ¥ ImFI(tu')
[t
4 4

mJar  §'—s TS u—u

- 2 QTHDPs (a5 (), (2.4)

where

1 ¥ s"\ ds’
aJI'N(t)=—~/ ImF’(t,s’)QJ<1+——>——
T J ap? 292/ 292

1 v u' \du'
——f ImF’(t,u’)Q.,(—l-————)——,
T Jau? 292/ 2q2

and we have neglected the term

(2.3)

> (2]+1)P,<1+i>

J=Jg+1 2qt2
1 e ds s’
X[— f — ImFT (t,s’)QJ<1+—~)
TJN 29: 2(1:2
lf " b :
—— —1I t,u')Q (—1——)], (2.6)
™ JNn 2¢¢ ! 2¢7

which can be made as small as we wish by an appro-
priate choice of N and J,. Equation (2.4) is a representa-
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tion of FI(ts), provided we have some independent
method to calculate a;f for J<J,. Note that any
approximation used to evaluate (2.4) will not require
the knowledge of the high-energy behavior of the
amplitude.

We choose to evaluate a!(f) for J<Jo using partial-
wave dispersion relations. Defining b,/ (t)=as/(1)/q*’,
again neglecting subtractions, we can write

bs(t)=- dt'+-— dr, (2.7)

T)w U—t T

1 / Imb A (t') 1 /w Imb (1)
4

u U=t

where /y denotes the position at which the left-hand cut
begins. We will show that the left-hand-cut contribu-
tion to (2.7), when put into the first term of (2.4),
cancels the last term of (2.4). The left-hand discon-
continuity function is given by the usual formula

1 4t s
Imb 1 (t)=— /
2 ) 2¢29%2

sl
ImF’(i,s’)P,;(l +—~>
2q¢

1wt du %
— / Ime(z,u/)P,<—1———>. (2.8)
2 Jape 29e2‘1+2 29c2

If resonances of the s and # channels are put into (2.8),
each resonance of spin Jx gives a term which behaves
like (/#=/=1 as t— —oo. High-spin resonances will,
therefore, give divergences. However, we have assumed
polynomial boundedness of &;(¢), and since it has cuts
and poles only on the real axis, the unitarity bound
bs(t) (which can be applied for t — ) must hold for all
directions on the complex ¢ plane.’ In other words,
many resonance contributions, which individually
give divergent asymptotic behavior (for {— — ),
will cancel each other in such a way that the unitarity
bound is satisfied in all directions. We are, therefore,
justified in taking only low-mass-exchange contribu-
tions to (2.8) when unitarity implies good convergence
of the partial-wave dispersion relation. When narrow
resonances are put into (2.8), we have

© 7rg1,‘2 t mi2
b =5, (1 )14
i=1.4g, 272 2(132 2,2

9

e Tgi t
X0(4;[~’—m{l—t)——z PJ1<1+ >
i=1 4q 2T+ 2¢,2

m,-2
XPJ("‘ 1 ——)0(4/12—7}1[2—!) . (29
2qt2

8 Using the Sugawara-Kanazawa theorem [M. Sugawara and
A. Kanazawa, Phys. Rev. 123, 1895 (1961)], provided that the
amplitude approaches some limit along the left-hand cut.
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When narrow resonances are put into (2.5), we have
aJI,N n gi2 ! mi2

=2 PJ<1 +——>QJ<1 +—)
g2l i=12q20H 2¢,? 2q2

n gi2 ¢ m;‘2
-2 PJ<1+“—“>QJ<—1——‘> , (2.10)
i=12¢,2/+2 2q,2 292

where m.2<N. Thus, to this approximation (high-
mass exchange can be neglected),

Imbd / (t)=Ima,;"~ /g2, (2.11)
and if both sides of (2.11) vanish as t — — =, we have

g2’ Imbd ()

' =a; TN (D). (2.12)

T J_w t'—t

Imbs({) — 0 only when J;—J<1 for all i=1, ..., n.
When this inequality is not satisfied, then (2.12) is
true only up to an additive polynomial in ¢, and (2.5)
becomes

du’

FI(t,s)=—

T I

1 N ImFI(,s") 1 Y ImFI(tu')
[ [
4 4,

/_
Wt 8'—s T

2

Jo s \q2/
+5 @or (1
J=0

29 =«
* Tmbs(¢) Jo s
X/ '+ Y (2]+1)P1<1+—)
awr U—t J=0 2g.*

X (polynomial in £). (2.13)

If the right-hand-cut integrals are also approximated
by narrow-resonance contributions, we can write
FI(t,5) as a sum of poles in all three channels and terms
due to possible subtractions.

Another way of looking at (2.13) is as the result
of subtracting the fixed-¢ dispersion relation until only
low-energy contributions are significant. In doing this,
however, we have extracted the ¢ dependence of the
subtraction terms. This was done through added in-
formation such as analyticity of partial-wave ampli-
tudes and convergence arguments.

III. FORMULATION OF PDM
FOR KN SCATTERING

The unequal-mass problem is complicated by the
analytic properties of the partial-wave amplitudes.
This complication can be avoided, however, if we choose
the ¢ channel to be KK — NN. Then we will be con-
sidering the partial-wave amplitude of KK — NN.
Since the initial and final states both have equal masses,
pseudothreshold and circular cuts do not appear. The
special role played by the ¢ channel is only of a kine-
matical nature. The final result, with contributions from
all three channels, is quite symmetric and does not de-
pend on the choice of the channel in which the partial-
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N K

P2 a2
F1c. 1. Definition of t——
variables in scattering.

Py Q1

N * K
S

wave expansion is made. To take account of spin and
isospin, we define the amplitudes®

Ti(payge] p1,91) = — As(s,)+3i(q1+¢2) -y Bi(s,t)
and
Ti(poy —q1| pr, —g2)=—Ai(s,0)+3i(q1+g2) ¥ Bils,t),

where four-momenta are defined in Fig. 1, and 7 is §
or —3 so that T'; and 7'; describe the following reactions:

Ti2: KTp— Ktp,
T_l/gi KOP — KOP’

Tl/gi K_P - K_p ,
T_l/zi KOP - KOP

Here we have assumed isospin conservation, and thus
all other K\ and KN elastic reactions may be written
in terms of those listed above. If we define

QE(s,)=Ai(s,)£A(s,0),
(BF(SJ) = B;(S,l):‘:Bi(syt) ’

these amplitudes behave under interchange of % and s
just as the invariant amplitudes of =V scattering:

QiE(s,u) 2 £ Rt (u,s),
®*E(s,u) = £®:*(u,s),

under s & %. The PDM will be formulated in terms of
the amplitudes @+, ®*. The fixed-¢ dispersion relations,
which are required in the generalized form of (2.3),
can be written for @;(s,t) and ®;(s,t) just as in the =V
case. The important thing to show here is the cancella-
tion of (1) the low-energy contribution to the low-
partial-wave amplitudes, expressed in terms of the
Froissart-Gribov formula with cutoff N, and (2) the
left-hand-cut contribution to the partial-wave dis-
persion relation evaluated by inserting only low-mass
exchanges.
For example, consider the amplitude ®;=(s,).

(1) [Low-energy contribution to the low-partial-
Jo (J+3)(pg)"™!
XTI NOPS (), (3.1)

where z,= (p*+¢°+s)/2pq and fi =7(f) is the Jth
partial-wave amplitude. The lower =+ signs stands for

wave expansion for B;~(s,t) ]=8r

¢ These amplitudes, their isospin properties, and the dispersion
relations are discussed in detail by D. Amati and B. Vitale, Nuovo
Cimento 17, 190 (1957). For t-channel partial-wave expansion
see W. R. Frazer and J. R. Fulco, Phys. Rev. 117, 1603 (1960).
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the helicity
]
1
of the NNV state. The upper = sign corresponds to the
= sign of ®;* for which the expansion is made. The ¥
indicates that we calculate the expression using the

Froissart-Gribov formula and we cut off the integral
at V.

(2) (Left-hand-cut contribution to the partial-wave

Jo (J+3)
dispersion relation) =8 > ———
wid s [T+
o Imf; =7 (t)
X (pg)" Py (3) *_;t—dl'. (3.2)

The cancellation can be seen to occur exactly in the
same way as shown in Sec. II. Here we concern our-
selves with the possible polynomial that must be
added. Take J, to be 1. [Note that then our result for
®:(s,t) will be valid for ¢t<¢#, where a(t')=3.7] Then,

V2 rE® 4y
Imf —1(z) =——[ / — Im®~(¢,s")+u integral
24mL ) aremy? 2pg

ew gy
+/ — Im®(4,s")
arymy® 2pg

s’+p2+q2 )
XPg(——>+u 1ntegral:| , (3.3)
2pq

where £(t)= — (31— M?—m?4-2pq). The s- and u-chan-
nel contributions to the left-hand cut may be obtained
by expanding & (u#,) in terms of s- and u-channel
partial waves:

®*(u,l)

=8rW(—————— 3" [g1* () Prsr (costs
" <(W+M)2—m2,§,[g'+ (#) P i1’ (cosb.,)

_ gl_i(u)Pz_l'(cosau)]“Lm

) [gz_i(u)—g»f(u)JPz'(cosoo), (3.4)

where W =+/u and g;.*() is a partial-wave amplitude.
The upper sign corresponds to that of ®*(w,f). The
lower = sign corresponds to the helicity

i

of the KN state.
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TaBLE I. The asymptotic contributions of A and ¥,o*(1405)
to the left-hand cut of the partial-wave dispersion relations
(ast— — ),

Imf_"1(t) — const X¢™!
Imf, */p? — const X¢™!
Im[ f72() — (m/V2) f-72(£)]/p* — const Xt~2

We are concerned with the behavior of Imf_~1(¢)
when #-channel resonances are put into (3.3). For
example, the Y*(1405), So1, and the ¥ *(1520), Dy;
resonances give the contribution in the limit {— —

[Im f72(2) Jyg* aa0s) — nt20(L(£) — (1405 MeV)?),
[Im f72(8) Jrg* sy — 0'0(L(1)— (1520 MeV)2),

where 5 and 7’ are constants. By unitarity, we have

(3.5)

/2| St as t—w,

where ¢ is some constant. Thus by the assumption of
analyticity, the contribution of ¥*(1520) and other
high-spin resonances will cancel in such a way that the
unitarity bound is preserved. Thus we neglect contribu-
tions from resonances above 1500 MeV in (3.3). The
approximation is very good near the KN threshold,
since the ¥¢*(1405) contribution is an order of magni-
tude larger than those from high-spin resonances. At
KN threshold, the A contribution dominates ¥ ¢*(1405)
and all other higher resonances.”

When (3.1) and (3.2) were calculated with N < (1500
MeV)? (3.1)=(3.2), and we have

1 N Im®;~ (s',t)
& (5,) =— / O
M+my?  §'—S$

™
1 /v Im®:(u',t)
+- / —du’
™ J (M+m)? u’——u
12 = Imf; — (')
— —dr.
V2 Sy V—t
In a manner similar to that described for ®;(s,),
we can obtain expressions for @.%(s,f) and ®;*(s,t).
From Table I, we see that the contributions of A and
Y*(1405) give convergent left-hand-cut integrals to

the partial-wave dispersion relations in all cases. The
unitarity bounds (see Table II) imply that the right-

(3.6)

TaBLE II. Unitarity bounds on the partial-wave
amplitudes (as ¢ —> ).

| f=71(t) | <const X1t
| f+72(8) /42| <const X¢~1/2
[Lf+71 () — (m/V2) f_~2(8)]/$?| <const X372

"Kim’s results indicate that both ¥,*(1385) and = couples
very weakly to the KN isospin-one channel. So, to this approxi-
mation we do not consider /=1 KN resonances.
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hand-cut integral converges without a subtraction. Then

1 /v Im®+(s',1)
(Bi+(s,[)=—/ —ds
T J (M4m)? s'—s
1 Y Im®*(w',t)
+— —du’, (3.7)

(M+m)? !

u—u

1 oy Im@:*t(s',t)

O
™ J (M4-m)? S'—S

Ima +(u )
+- / au’
M4m)? '+u

4/00 Imfi:#0(¢)
s PR

1y Im@//(s',t)
O
(M+4m)?

a, (3.8

s'—s

ImQ@; (u',1)
+- / ——————du’—12pq cosb,
(M4m)?

u' —u

) —1( — \/‘ _--1 ’
o / Imfy @)= AD Inf20)

u? P (tl—t)

In (3.9), we have written a dispersion relation for the
combination

LA )= (m/ND) [ (0 /9P

rather than for the individual amplitudes. No pole
is introduced at p?=0
The integral

= Imfi ()
/ S g
4p® P'2(l'—l)

which appears in (3.8), may not be approximated by
low-energy contributions alone since the unitarity
bound, given in Table II, does not imply rapid con-
vergence. In such a case, we choose to make one sub-
traction in the partial-wave dispersion relation.

We now discuss the various integrals that appear
in (3.6) through (3.9). The » channel is highly inelastic,
as we have previously seen. The unphysical region from
the wA threshold to the KN threshold has been studied
by Kim.! The results indicate that it is reasonable to
approximate the contribution to the cut by the V*
resonance. Furthermore, the ¥,* resonance does not
contribute appreciably to KN scattering. Also, the A
and Z poles contribute with

g2pAK—/41r=16ﬂ:2.5, gszGK_/‘l’TrzO.

No s-channel resonances are included, as no positive-
strangeness ones have been firmly established to date.
If one has been missed, it must couple very weakly to
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the KN channel. The total cross sections for KN
scattering are constant in energy at about 20 mb (up
to 20-BeV laboratory kinetic energy of the kaon). The
background contribution in the % channel, which is
about 50 mb within the energy range of our considera-
tion, was neglected in the above narrow-resonance
approximation. Therefore, it is consistent to drop the
s-channel integral completely.

Consider the ¢-channel contribution. From (3.6)
through (3.9), the /=0 and J=1 amplitudes must be
considered. We first assume that the s-wave KK con-
tribution is negligible compared to the J=1 contribu-
tion. Then, realizing that the agreement of the model
with experiment still has room for improvement, we
consider the contribution of the o, an s-wave =
resonance whose existence is not yet firmly established.
We will show that in some phase shifts a ¢ contribution
can improve the agreement. Also, the ¢ does not require
any new parameter for the calculation of the scattering
length. The p contribution is®*

[@1— (t,s)],,z - 67’")’9(!‘#(5— u)/M(mpz_ t)) )
[(Bl_ (t’s)]n= 127"(1+2”p)7p/ (mp2'— t) .

The p does not contribute to @,*(4,s) and ®;t(¢,s),
because of symmetry considerations, and w and ¢
contribute to only the ®¢(¢,5) amplitude

127r’y,., 127y,

=[® (¢, 5)Jo,s -

m(,,ﬁ—t me —i

In determining v, and v4, we must know how w and
¢ couple to the NN state. Various theoretical predic-
tions from dispersion relations do not agree well with
each other.'"1 There is no experimental measurement
to date. In our problem, therefore, we talk about the
effective contribution of the w and the ¢. Since the w
and ¢ contributions always appear in the same linear
combination, they can be approximated by

127y, 127y, 127y,

L (matmy)—1t

for example, in the ®(t,s) amplitude. Since v, and
¥4 are not known and must be treated as parameters,
this approximation will reduce the number of parame-
ters from two to one. This approximation is reasonable,
far away from the ¢-channel poles. We evaluate scatter-
ing lengths at t=0 and phase shifts at {<0. The ¢

moi—t myi—t

8 The coupling constants vy, and u, are those defined in Ref. 2.
7,=1.53 and p,=185, taking T',=120 MeV and assuming
Sakurai’s universality [Ann Phys. (N Y) 11, 1 (1960)].

9 Subscripts on A;(t,s) denote isospin in the ¢ channel. It is
related to @:(s,t) by Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and a crossing
matrix.

0 D. Y. Wong, Rev. Mod. Phys. 39, 622 (1967).

11 D. Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. 138B, 156 (1965).

(1;26'2)8 Ball, A. Scotti, and D. Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. 142, 1000

18 G.-Kopp and G. Kramer, Phys. Letters 19, 593 (1965).
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resonance contributes only to the @+(f,s) amplitude:
[@ot(4,5) Jo=12my,/(mS—1).

Since we evaluate the expression far away from t=m,?
we may approximate the contribution as that of a
narrow resonance.

IV. CALCULATION OF S-WAVE
SCATTERING LENGTH

In this section, the scattering length for K.V and
real part of the KN scattering length are calculated
using the @;%(s,/) and ®;%(s,t) amplitudes discussed
in the previous section. The relation between the
s-channel s-wave scattering length and the 7 matrix
is given by the well-known formula

S

77 (s, t=0)=[A1(s, t=0)+ uB,(s’ ;:0)]

aM

s=(M+m)?

m -
= 47r<1 +-—'>111K‘\ .
M

Also, it is trivial to write this expression in terms of
@;%(u, t=0) and ®;*(u,!=0). Using the s— u and
t — u crossing matrices

1/—1 3 1/—1 3
1) 0 )
2\ 1 1 2\—-1 -1

1<—1 —3)
Ct—>s=_ R
2\—1 1

and the results (3.6)-(3.9) of the previous section, we
obtain the following for physical values of u:

| Im7/ (u, t=0)
O
7 J (Matw? w'—u

(4.1)

3ry 2 (u—s)  9myou,(u—s)

2Mm,"” Mm,?
97y, (1+2u,) (u—s) 6wy,
+— e . (42)
2Mm,? m,?

The integral may be written in terms of the A pole
and the Y¢* contribution. Evaluating the expression
at u= (M—+m)?, t=0, we obtain

MA—M—'WL
To(u=M+m), t=0)=2———g\n&°
M 32— (M+m)?
1 pM+m? ImTo(u') 6TmYy.,
+—‘ / du’

7 J (arwr? ' — (M +m)? m,"

18my, Omvy,
— (4.3)
M, me?
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Similarly, we obtain

O6mrmry.,
Tv(u=M~+m)? t=0)=—
m,"
6rmry, Omy,
@)
m,* Me”
MA—M—m
Ty'(s=M~+m) t=0)= ———————¢y,&*
My2— (M ~+m)?
1 O™ ImTo(u') 6Tmy,
PR dul
2w J ragw? w' — (M —m)? m,"
18rmy, Omvy,
- — , (4.5)
m,? My
MA—M——m
Ty (s=(MAm), 1=0)=—— " ¢ o
Mp2— (M —m)?
1 (M+m)2 IIHTQ(M’) 61rm’y,,,
+— / du’ —
2 J (pgy? ' — (M —m)? m,'?
6rmy, Omy,
— (4.6)
m,? My

In these equations, the ¥*(1405) contribution is left
in an integral form. We will use the narrow-resonance
form for all except (4.3), which we evaluate at the KN
threshold, 1440 MeV. At the KV threshold, ¥*(1405)
is reasonably far away, so it can be treated as a narrow
resonance. Using Kim’s result! for ImTyx,

ReTyp(u=(m+M)2, 1=0)

————du'=— (606)F. (4.7)
atw? # — (M +m)?

The error comes from the background contribution
which we neglected. We evaluate the ¥,*(1405) cou-
pling constant using (4.7). Since the V¢*(1405) is an
So1 state,

gvo?/Am =gy /[ (Myy+M)—m?]=0.6.
Thus we can write the ¥'¢* contribution to the ampli-
tudes 4o(x,t) and Bo(u,t) as
[A 0(“)[)]1'0*2 gYo"‘2 (MYU*+ M)/ (MYo*Z_ u) )
[BO (u,t)]Yo* = gl'o*z/l(MYo*z_ u) .

Then in view of (4.1), (4.3)-(4.6) become numerically,
in units of fermis,

(@) 4r(14-m/M)agX¥=12.2—1.7—11.4+C,,

(b) dw(14m/M)a "= —12.241.743.84C,,

(¢) 4mw(14+m/M) Reao®¥=31.6—60-+11.4+C,, (48)
(d) 4r(14-m/M) Rea,F¥=—3.84-C,,

1/(‘"’”")2 ImTyg(u')
(

™
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where
3rmy, 3y
Co= "‘< + .
mw/2 maz

The theoretical error in each term is =~10%. Using
an experimental value’

4r(14+m/M) Rea;F¥=—2.5 for (4.8(d)),
Cy=1.34+0.3.

We now use this value to compare the other three
equations with experiment.!'* The results are sum-
marized in Table III. The large error in the calculation
of ao®" is due to cancellation of various quantities in
the first equation of (4.8).

The reason for good agreement in the KV s-wave
scattering lengths may be understood from (4.3)-(4.6)
or more easily from (4.8). We have

TRY (u= (M+m)?, 1=0)=3[To5¥(s= (M+m)*, 1=0)
+ TN (5= (M+m)?, 1=0)].  (49)

In terms of scattering lengths,
@BV =1(aoKV+a,5Y).
Experimentally,
left-hand side of (4.9)
=[(—0.13£0.05)417(0.5140.03)] F,

right-hand side of (4.9)=(—0.1320.05) F.

We mentioned above that the £ and the ¥*(1398) do
not couple appreciably to K.V scattering. Thus the left-
hand side of (4.9) is given by the {-channel contribu-
tion only. The right-hand side is also a linear combina-
tion which is given just by the {-channel contribution.
In such a case, we have

T (1,5) = AL ToR (5,0)+ T35 (5,0) 1.

The PDM is not applicable to the imaginary part of
the amplitudes. In fact, all PDM amplitudes are real,
since the narrow-resonance approximation is used to
evaluate the integrals. Thus if we take (4.9) to be the
relationship between real parts for the scattering ampli-
tudes, the agreement is evidence that the X and
¥1*(1385) do not couple appreciably.

TasLE III. PDM predictions of s-wave scattering length and
their experimental values. KN scattering lengths were obtained
from Goldhaber et al. (Ref. 14), and KN scattering lengths were
obtained from Kim (Ref. 1).

PDM prediction Experimental value

agkN 0.0240.1 0.03+-0.03
akN - —0.28+0.1 —0.29+0.02
Rea & —0.85+0.5 —1.65+0.04
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V. CALCULATION OF KN PHASE SHIFTS

In this section, phase shifts for KXV scattering are
calculated using the PDM. The KN channel is in-
elastic, and we cannot calculate the imaginary part of
the scattering lengths. As mentioned in Sec. IV, a
simple interpretation of the imaginary part of the
I=1 KN channel is elusive. Thus, we discuss only
KN-channel phase shifts. Experimentally, the K.N-
channel inelasticity is zero up to 0.4-BeV/c c.m. kaon
momentum.’> We have calculated the phase shifts up
to this value. For some phase shifts, however, we
restricted the calculation to the region below 0.3-BeV /¢
c.m. momentum because, as will be discussed below, if
the value of the phase shift becomes too large, the
approximation

e sind~§

will not be satisfied.

The starting point of the calculation is the relation
between fi*(s) (the s-channel partial-wave amplitudes
for J=143%) and the invariant amplitudes A and B:

(W4M)2—m?

() = 4 VDB
L L )B]
(W —M)2—m? -
W[_A’*I+(W+M)Bli1], (5.1)
where

1 1

1 1
Al=—2—/ A(2)P(z)dz, Bl=5/ B(z)Pi(z)dz. (5.2)

The MacDowell symmetry,!® used later, is fit(I})
= — fiui7(—W). Using this symmetry, we can calculate
Py from Sy by interchanging W and —W. Also, we
will calculate Po; and Dys from So; and Pys, respectively.
Since

qfl= e“’l sin&,
in the region where §; is small, we have

l]fzzé.

This approximation is good for §;<30. Since we are
calculating the KV scattering amplitude using the
narrow-resonance approximation, we expect our cal-
culation to be accurate in the region where the imagin-
ary parts of the amplitudes are small. Thus we restrict
ourselves to the region where 6,5 30. Since there are no
resonances in the low-energy part of the KN chan-
nel, there are regions in which our approximation is
meaningful.

Consider the amplitudes for the /=1 KN channel.
(The amplitude for the /=0 K.\ channel will be ob-

" G. Goldhaber et al., Phys. Rev. 134, B1111 (1964); in
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory Report No. UCRL-18322, 1968
(unpublished).

5 A, T. Lea, B. R. Martin, and G. C. Oades, Phys. Rev. 165,
1770 (1968)

18 S. W. McDowell, Phys. Rev. 116, 774 (1959).
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F16. 2. Sy phase shift. (1) No ¢ contribution (y,=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (vo=+4 F). The calculated phasp
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
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F16. 3. P11 phase shift. (1) No o contribution (y,=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (v,=-+4 F). The calculated phase
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
of Lea et al.

of Lea et al. i gyo*
ByEY (ut) = gapR>H
A2—u MYO*2—M
tained from the final result by changing the coef-
ficients according to the isospin-crossing matrix.)!’ _67r7"(1+2” ”)_ 6ve . (54)
myr—1 my2—1
(M —M,) (M yp+M) We let
AIKN(uyt)z 2 gAij_lL ! ) 5Yo* 2 _1+@ . __I-Z—M—Mﬁ
A—u My»—u o = 2 y A= _—_2[72 .
STy M,y(s—u) _ 67 (5.3) Zes %o, and sy are defined like z, and zy, respectively.
M(mz2—t)  mr2—t ’ Then we obtain
(MAW)2—m?[ gapk® gy (M yq+W) 3TV okt Z—m,2—2s
fer=1)= [ VY N ER A Lk s, WA e S Wi Qo(zp)>
6o L 2p 252 \ 2p?
37(”)’ (1+2# ) 37"74.: 37'")’.: (W—M)Q—-m2 ga Ez
+B(W —M)————"00(z) — (W — M)——Q0(2,) Qo(2,) |+ ra S (— My —W)Qu(20)
P P P 16eW2 L 2p2
gred 3TV olty = —m,2—2s 3TYe
-{—a——(I/V—MYo*)Ql (3ve*) B 0 (Zp) - (W+M) O (Zw)
2p% 2P2 p?
(WH+M)3nBy,(142u,) 31y, )
+ » O (%)—{—7@1 (Za)] , (5.5)

where a=8=1. We obtain fo*(/=0) by settinga=—1
and 8= —3.

The phase shifts may be obtained by evaluating
(5.5). The couplings v, and v, are related through the

30° 1
Sot
20
L2
-~
10° e
= Goldhaber b

A .2 .3
Center-of-Mass Momentum GeV/c

F1c. 4. So1 phase shift. (1) No ¢ contribution (y,=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (y,=+4 F). The calculated phase
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
of Goldhaber et al.

17 Results are compared with experimental results of G. Gold-
haber et al., Phys. Rev. 134, B1111 (1964), for /=0 and A. Lea
et al., (LMO) (Ref. 15) for I=1.

KN scattering length.

6mrmy.,
(e

me"?

61y,

>=Co=1.3:t0.3 F.

Mq?

We first assumed that the ¢ does not contribute to
KK — VN. The partial waves Sy, P11, So1, and Py
are plotted in Figs. 2-5, respectively.

30° Goldhaber
et al.

20%

A .2 3
Center-of-Mass Momentum GeV/c

F16. 5. Po phase shift. (1) No o contribution (y,=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (y,=+4 F). The calculated phase
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
of Goldhaber et al.
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F1G. 6. Po; phase shift. (1) No o contribution (yo=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (y,=-+4 F). The calcul?,ted phage
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
of Goldhaber et al. (see Ref. 14).

The effect of the ¢ on the high-energy behavior is
investigated by choosing various values of v, and v,
such that (5.6) is satisfied. In Fig. 4, we have plotted
the result, in which we let v,=4F, so that the high-
energy behavior of the phase shift So; fits the experi-
mental results. This has the following effects on the
other waves:

(a) The agreement between theory and experiment
is improved for Po, (Fig. 3).

(b) The agreement between theory and experiment
for the S1; and Py; phase shifts is better when the o
does not contribute (Figs. 2 and 3, respectively).

The other phase shifts do not show any drastic
dependence on the w and ¢ couplings. Thus we were not
able to determine from these considerations whether
the ¢ should or should not exist. The result does not
change when we vary the mass of the ¢ in the region
400-800 MeV.

Experimentally, the phase shifts are determined by
fitting experimental differential cross sections. This
procedure gives a unique solution for the s waves.
Higher waves, however, have the Fermi-Yang am-
biguity. Only the solution which is consistent with the
polarization measurements' is shown in Figs. 2-7.

It is also of interest to calculate the Py; phase shift
to make sure that the result is consistent with the
particular solution chosen above. The formula for
the Po; phase shift may be obtained by replacing Qo
and Q; in (5.5) by Q1 and Q,, respectively. The Dy,
phase shift may be obtained from that of P,; by the
MacDowell symmetry.

The calculated Po; phase shift is shown in Fig. 6.
The Do; phase shift is shown in Fig. 7.

We see from Figs. 2-7 that the PDM explains the
qualitative features of KN scattering up to about

20"’— Dos
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o —==2
\{____/t/eoldhaber
etal
1 1 1 1 J
K z 3 4 3

Center-of-Mass Momentum GeV/c

=l

F1G. 7. Dos phase shift. (1) No ¢ contribution (y,=—1.3 F);
(2) o contribution included (y,=-+4 F). The calculated phase
shifts are compared with the results of the phase-shift analysis
of Goldhaber ef al. (see Ref. 14).
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0.3-GeV/c c.m. momentum. Since the phase shifts are
not sensitive to the values of v, and v, (when these
are allowed to vary over a reasonable range), we can
say that the qualitative features are explained without
any arbitrary parameters.

VI. CONCLUSION

The PDM, by the nature of its approximations, gives
real scattering amplitudes. For the channels with small
inelasticity, it successfully predicts scattering lengths
and low-energy phase shifts. For very inelastic channels,
it predicts real parts for the scattering lengths.

In our particular case, the KN phase shifts S,
Po1, Pos, Do3, Su, and P12, the KN s-wave scattering
lengths, and the real part of the KN s-wave scattering
lengths were calculated. Because of the lack of experi-
mental data, the couplings of w, ¢, and ¢ in KK — NN
had to be treated as parameters. In the evaluation of
scattering lengths, we have one arbitrary parameter.
Choosing the parameter so that Rea XY has the value
given by experiment, we calculated Reao®V, 0,V and
a¢®Y (Table III).

The phase shifts up to 0.3-GeV/¢c c.m. momentum
were calculated under various assumptions on the con-
tribution of a ¢ meson. The results, shown in Figs. 2-7,
are not very sensitive to the strength of the o coupling.
Also the value for the ¢ coupling which fits one phase
shift does not improve the fit to all the other phase
shifts. Thus we conclude that the PDM, without further
modification or additional experimental information,
is not able to give a definite prediction on the coupling
of the ¢ in KK — NN. We point out, however, that the
PDM did enable us to calculate the qualitative features
of all the phase shifts considered. Furthermore, if we
look at qualitative features only, which are not sensitive
to o, we have only one adjustable parameter.

In the process of deriving the PDM amplitudes, we
saw that the sum rule

BN (u,t) =3[ To%N (5,0)+ T15¥ (5,1) ]

must be satisfied [in terms of the PDM, since all
amplitudes are real, we really have ReTZ¥ (u,t) on the
left-hand side of the equation]. Besides the assumptions
of the PDM, we used the fact that the isospin-one poles
(Z and Y1*) do not couple strongly to the KN channel.!8
The fact that the sum rule is well satisfied is evidence
supporting Kim’s conclusion that the = and Y;* cou-
plings to the KN channel are small.
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