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It is shown that, despite the double-scattering infinities of the differential scattering rates for three particles,
the total scattering rates for three particles are unambiguous and finite. These rates are expressed in terms of
T-matrix elements by means of a well-defined principal value of an integral whose integrand has a double
pole. We also derive an expression for the double-scattering rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is now well understood'™® that the differential
scattering rate of three colliding particles tends to
infinity as those final momenta of the particles are
approached at which real, energy-conserving
double scattering is possible. What is more, the
scattering amplitude grows at a rate that makes it
fail to be square integrable. As a result, the cal-
culation of a total scattering rate, and of inclusive
rates, for three incident particles, when based on
the known expressions for the amplitude, always
yield the physically unpallatable answer, infinity.

In the present paper we show that if the total or
inclusive rates are calculated in a manner that
differs somewhat from a straightforward integra-
tion of the previously known differential rate but
which is physically meaningful and mathematically
unambiguous, they are finite. We arrive at this
conclusion from a time-independent point of view
and we discuss the physical meaning of the various
terms we obtain in the answer. The dominant con-
tribution of the result so derived originates from
the double scattering, but the method makes it
difficult to interpret this unambiguously in terms
of a scattering rate. We therefore separately em-
ploy the time-dependent method of scattering
theory, that is, normalizable states or wave
packets, to derive a double-scattering rate that
depends in a simple and physically meaningful way
on the experimental arrangement. We also briefly
discuss the implication of our results for the cal-
culation of the third virial coefficient of gases and
for that of chemical reaction rates.

There are five appendixes: Appendix A defines
the Jacobi coordinates of three particles in their
center-of-mass system. Appendix B contains the
details of the stationary-phase evaluation of the
asymptotic wave function. Appendix C give details
of the integration of the squared modulus of the
wave function. Appendix D defines the principal
value of an integral containing a double pole in its
integrand, and Appendix E deals with the impact

parameters needed for the wave-packet description.
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II. QUALITATIVE SUMMARY

In Secs. III and IV we work in a time-independent
framework, in the center-of-mass system. Jacobi
coordinates will be used as in Ref. 4. They are
explicitly defined in Appendix A. We write

GYUE)=(E +ie - Hy)™, (2.1)
V,=V(F), i=1,2,3, (2.2)
GIE)=(E +ie-H,- V,)*=Gi{°+G;?, (2.3)

where G;€ and G}® are the continuum and the bound-
state parts of G}, as defined explicitly in Egs.
(2.10) and (2.11) of Ref. 4.

The time-independent wave function of three
particles, all three being incident freely, can be
decomposed as follows*:

d)“’=¢o+ll)1+lb2+¢3+¢4, (2'4)
where

¢0:eikon , b= Z: GIVy,

i

wz = Z G;BViG(;de)(H ,
i#]

(2.5)
Uy = Z G;CViG;ij,('” ’
i#j
b= 9 GioV,GyV,Gr Y V'Y,
i#j 1#j
and
=P+ GV Y, . (2.6)

The function ), of course, describes the three
incident free particles; ¥, describes single scat-
tering, and ¥, describes the formation of bound
pairs in the outgoing wave. We are not interested
in any of these parts of the wave function in this
paper. The function ¢, tends to zero at large dis-
tances as O(R™/2), and it describes, in an unam-
biguous way, a part of the “true” three-particle
scattering. It causes no difficulties, and we shall
be interested in it only in so far as it eventually
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14 FINITE TOTAL THREE-PARTICLE SCATTERING RATES 643

contributes a part of the scattering rate. We shall
return to it at the appropriate time.

The part of the three-particle wave function that
causes the double-scattering difficulties is

1y = E NS (2.7)

i#
P =GV GV U, (2.8)

and our attention will focus principally on it. Let
us remind ourselves® of the large-distance be-
havior of ‘),

As R ~ = the function »“%#’ contains as its leading
contributions two terms, one that goes as R™?, and
another as R/2, with a remainder o(R™%/2). The
R term is identified as having the physical signif-
icance of describing the double scattering in which
the pair j (that is, particles i and I, j#1#4) col-
lides first on the energy shell, followed by the
collision of the pair 7.® For given initial momenta,
such a double collision is energetically possible
only at certain specific final momenta, which are
determined by the conservation equations’

a,=a], K=K}, ai=af, K=Ky, (2.9)
using unprimed letters for the initial momenta,
primed letters for the final ones, and double-
primed letters for the intermediate momenta, after
the first collision. Final momenta are identified
in the wave function as distance ratios and direc-
tions. (Exactly how this happens mathematically
was shown in Ref. 4, and we shall see it again be-
low.) Physically this is because if particles col-
lide at the origin, they will then be found later
at points whose directions from the origin corre-
spond to their momentum directions and whose
distance ratios correspond to their velocity ratios.
The total energy being given, specification of the
final momenta therefore corresponds to specifica-
tion of the direction of R in six-dimensional space.

If we fix the direction of the six-dimensional
vector R at a value that corresponds to momenta
for which double scattering is energetically pos-
sible, then the leading term in ¥, goes as R™ and
the factor of R™? determines the double-scattering
rate. We shall refer to this direction in 6-space
as the double-scattering 7idge, or simply the
ridge. On the ridge, then, the asymptotic behavior
of ') as R~ is a constant multiple of R™2e iR,
where K” is determined by the double-scattering
equations (2.9).

In the other directions of 6-space, away from the
ridge, the leading term of ¥/’ is also O(R™), but
as R2e'Rii*®, Gince R is not along the ridge now,
its direction is not parallel to Ku and hence the
wave is not spherical. This term describes the
propagation of double-scattered particles not com-

8

ing from the center. The physical reason for this
is easy enough to understand: Double scattering
can take place with large distances between the
two collisions and hence the particles from the
second collision, seen at a given point, need not
come from the center. This fact imparts to the
double collisions, in effect, a very long range,
and it may be regarded as the physical origin of
the double-scattering problems, which in some
ways are analogous to those arising in the forward
direction for long-range potentials.

The next-to-leading term in ‘') off the ridge,
as R—~ =, goes as R-°/2,*R and its factor forms
one of the contributions to the “true” three-three
scattering. (The others come from y¥,.) It may be
thought of as an off-energy-shell contribution of the
double scattering. Its most important character-
istic is the fact that as the ridge is approached it
tends to infinity in a manner that is not square in-
tegrable. The “true” differential 3-3 scattering
rate, which is in principle well observable,® and
which is theoretically described by the squared
magnitude of the factor of R™/? in ¢, +1,, con-
sequently tends to infinity as the double-scattering
momenta are approached. Furthermore, any
attempt to calculate the total “true” 3-3 rate, or
an inclusive one, leads to an infinite result. In-
deed, because this is so, even the calculation of
the total 3-3 rate, including all of the observed
particles, whether double-scattered or not, cannot
be regarded as satisfactory even if the double-
scattering rate is finite, so long as the “true” 3-3
rate comes out infinite. The solution of this prob-
lem is therefore necessary for the reliability of
all calculated total 3-3 rates.

Mathematically the problem arises from a non-
uniform behavior of the function %/’ in its de-
pendence on the magnitude and the direction of R.
The “true” 3-3 amplitude is defined by fixing the
direction of R at a generic value and picking out the
factor of R™®/2 as R~ ~. As we then allow’ R to
approach the ridge, this factor tends to infinity.
If, on the other hand, we let R approach the ridge
first, then ¥’ remains finite, even in the limit
as R~ . The two limits are not interchangeable.

As we shall show, the solution to the difficulty is
to examine the behavior of §‘*) near the ridge, as
was done by Nuttall®> and Merkuriev,® who found it
well described in terms of a Fresnel function. If
this description is used,'' the squared magnitude of
Y is integrated over a region that includes the
ridge, and R is allowed to grow to infinity only
after the integration, then one obtains a finite re-
sult whose two leading terms go as R™ and R®.
We shall derive these terms and interpret them
physically in Sec. IV.

We shall see, however, that this procedure does
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not lend itself easily to the derivation of a double-
scattering rate in given experimental circum-
stances. We therefore approach the problem in
Sec. V from a wave-packet point of view and de-
rive there a rate for double scattering that depends
in a simple and physically meaningful way on the
experimental arrangement.

III. ASYMPTOTIC FORM OF THE WAVE FUNCTION

It was shown in Ref. 4 that /) can be written
as follows"®

PEDR) = [2(m mym )t P2finM M R py)Ey . (3.1)

where for large R

1 i o - .
;i— g” = 2_" f dak’i’ exp[lk,.' p,-+Z(E _ k: 2)1/21,'.]
XTTh”—z—f'M(R'S/Z) ,  (3.2)
b%(q7* - q5- i)
hy;=AT(E - P9, 8DANGY,T,) (3.3)

The unprimed momentum components are the in-

itial momenta, and q; and g are defined by**

-b,d/=K,—a,K/, -b,q'=k!-a,k (3.4)

i

a;; and b,; being defined by (A3). The function A"
is the off-shell scattering amplitude of the pair j,
AP@, 9=

-iq’.F (+)
m—/—fd re V(r)zpj d,

(3.5)
and A{” is the other off-shell amplitude,

A( )("/’q)__ 1/2 fd 1,11)( )*( r)Vi('f)eii-? .

(3.6)

We are interested in the asymptotic value of £;;
as 7; and p; both tend to infinity with the fixed ratio

'}’=P.-/1’,~ . (3.7

This asymptotic value is obtained from (3.2) by
the method of stationary phase, applied three
times, in each of the three integrations of (3.2).
In contrast to Ref. 4 we shift variables and use g7,
defined by the second equation in (3.4), as the in-
tegration variable. The two angle integrations are
straightforward, but the integration over ¢ is
complicated by the zero in the denominator of
(3.2). This is what, mathematically, gives rise to
the double-scattering problem.

We relegate the details of the evaluation of the
integrals to Appendix B. The result is

(ij) — p=5/2,iKR =5/2
Yl =R /2 1KRE  +o(R™/?),

where ¢;; has three different forms, depending on

whether R is on the double-scattering ridge, near

it, or away from it'®: On the ridge,
gy =RY28(zm) e/, +0(1) 5 (3.8a)

near the ridge,

» =R‘/26<(21r)”2h,. eir/4-4a2x2/29(x)

L 3hy; 1, sgnxFlalx)) > (3.8b)
a aq”
and off the ridge,
¢;=2RY28e7 % (zm)H
xexpli(r,q+p, k%) — iKR]6(x)

23725312, "Mhij(qjs)(m;mzms)l /2

3.8
"1/2M1/2|b¢,~|2(q5—q35) ’ ( C)

with

_ VK(]» +2) 2 (mymams)t /2 git/4

( )l/ZIb Mx/z (3'9)

and with g, being the value of q] where the phase
is stationary. In the “near-ridge” value all func-
tions except x are evaluated at q7 =¢,,. The re-
maining symbols are defined in (Bll), and F(x)

is the Fresnel function defined in (B12). The ridge
is located at x =0, and the limiting values of F,
given by (B13) and (B14), make the near-ridge
value of ¢;; in (3.8) go over into the on-ridge value
for x=0, and also fit continuously to the off-ridge
values in the following sense: If we keep x #0
fixed in the near-ridge value and allow R to be-
come large, then its asymptotic value is the off-
ridge function for small x, plus o(1). It follows
from the second equation of (3.4) and Eq. (A6) that
the stationary @ 48 corresponds to k ; being parallel
(or antiparallel) to p p;- This is wha.t we call the
final momentum:

K=k, D;- (3.10)
In view of (3.3) we also call

4;=(E - p7?)'/?¢, (3.10")
the other final momentum. Similarly,

a;=qd,,. (3.107)

According to Ref. 4, the asymptotic behavior of
Y, + Y, is now given by

D+, =R/ % xKR(Z §”+A00\+0(R'5/2),

i#
(3.11)

where AL comes from i, and is given explicitly

by (4.33) of Ref. 4. Itis continuous inalldirections.
The double-scattering difficulty, on the other hand,
is clearly visible in the off-ridge value of g,, in
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(3.8). This is the off-shell contribution of the
double scattering, and together with AJ its squared
magnitude describes the “true” differential 3-3
scattering rate. As ¢%,—~q3, i.e., as we approach
on-shell double scattering, it diverges. However,
if we do not take the asymptotic value but keep R
finite and retain the form (3.8b) near the ridge, then
¥ remains continuous. We shall exploit this fact

to evaluate the flux at finite R, and only subse-
quently allow R to increase to infinity.

IV. INTEGRATION

We will want to integrate'® |¢|? over a spherical
surface of radius R in the six-dimensional R
space, where

d°R=R°dRdR=d*p,d°T,=dp,d?, p’rdp,dr, .
Using the variables R and y as given by (A7) and
(3.7), we have

2R,y _R
a(p‘., 'Vg) 7'2‘

’

so that
dp;dv,=v3R™dRdy,

and hence the surface element in six dimensions is
RSdR=drdp;dyy*(1+y?)°R°. (4.1)

For the calculation of a total scattering rate we
have to integrate |¢|2 over all directions of R or
over all three-dimensional solid angles of p. and
7;, and over y from 0 to «, in any order."” We
choose to integrate first over the d1rect1on of p,
Since 6 is the angle between p; and k this means
integrating with d6 sin6 from 0 to . The integra-
tion over the azimuthal angle ¢, will be kept in
abeyance.

For a given value of v, the angle 6, may be elim-
inated from (B2) and (B4), or from (B6) and (B8’).
Setting

a=y/(L+y?)/?,
we obtain
b3,q5,=a3;k;+a’E - 2aKa, k, cosb , (4.2)

which shows that in the domain 0=6=m, q,,isa
monotonic function of 8, with the range'®

Ia”kj—aKl - (a”kj+aK|

<q,. =< 4.3
] s b, “.3)

We may therefore change variables of integration
and use g, in place of 6, with

dosing=[b3 (1 +v?)/*/yKa, k;]q;,dq;s.  (4.4)

Note that because of the appearance of y? in (4.1),
the y in the denominator of (4.4) causes no prob-
lem. We have

dR b2/K|a;; | k) dyy(1+y?) /2 ay,de,dqg;,q,, -

(4.5)

The ¢, integration is going to be performed by
doing separately the integral over the vicinity of
the ridge, ¢q,,=¢,, and the remaining integrals.
We then have near the ridge

f dq,, f dx
q

where € <1. In these integrals we use the near-
ridge value given in (3.8b).

To be specific, for the purpose of ordering
terms, we shall assume that

K3¢'R<1. (4.6)

In the other two integrals we want to use the off-
ridge value given in (3.8c). Since the latter is ob-
tained by allowing xa to become large, we must
assume that

K1/2e¢RY2>1, (4.7)

In fact, it will be convenient to make the stronger
assumption

K %*R>1. (4.8)

Our approach will be as follows: In the off-ridge
region we keep only the R™®/2 terms of (3.8¢), to-
gether with the R™3/2 terms in the remainder of
¥5+,. In this region the R terms are physically
distinguishable from the R*%/2 terms, and as dis-
cussed earlier they represent the doubly scattered
particles that come from directions other than the
center, because their second collision took place
far from it. They are distinguishable from the
“truly” 3-3 scattered particles by their momentum.
However, the more closely the counters approach
the ridge, the harder it is to distinguish doubly
scattered particles from the others. Therefore in
the region near the ridge we must keep both. This
is analogous to the situation in the forward scat-
tering of a particle by a center, where scattered
particles near the forward directions become less
and less distinguishable from unscattered ones.*®

We perform the details of these calculations in
Appendix C. The result of adding the two contribu-
tions, near the ridge and off the ridge, is given by
(C17) and (4.5) to be of the form
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b
a

R4f dR|¢3+¢4|2‘K|

Let us look at this result in some detail.

The first notable point is that it is finite and
contains only terms of order 1 and of order R™.
To be specific, there are no terms of order R™/2,
It is shown explicitly in Appendix C that the R™*/2
terms cancel.

The leading term on the right-hand side of (4.9)
is the first, because of (4.7). This term, of
course, describes the double scattering. It counts
only the doubly scattered particles that come
from the center. For most physical applications
these are the only ones of interest. However, be-
cause of the dependence of this term on €, which
in a sense is a measure of the width of the ridge,
it is difficult to interpret it directly as a collision
rate. In order to obtain such a rate in terms of
physical parameters we are going to derive an ex-
pression for it in Sec. V from a wave-packet point
of view.

The second term in (4.9) is the one that describes
the total rate of “true” 3-3 scattering. The com-
bination, the square of whose modulus appears in
the integrand, is just the sum of terms that makes
up what in Ref. 4 is called

A=Al +AT

00

the “true” three-particle amplitude. It is simply
obtained from the T matrix after subtracting the
three 2-particle T matrices.?’ The significance of
(4.9) is that it gives a prescription for the evalua-
tion of the integral which in a straightforward
manner of evaluation would diverge.

The “dangerous” part of the integral has a pole
of second order. The prescription which renders
the integral finite is called a principal value and
defined in Appendix D. It is a reasonable exten-
sion of the definition of the well-known Cauchy
principal value of an integral that contains a simple
pole in its integrand. We show in Appendix D that
if the residue is continuous then the principal-value
integral there defined is finite. Appendix C shows
explicitly how this particular evaluation of the in-
tegral is justified by the combination of terms that
arise from (3.8). We emphasize that this evaluation
is not arbitrary; the combination of terms that
arise from the integrals near the ridge is exactly
that given in (D3). We thus have not only a finite
total “true” 3-3 scattering rate, but a simple
method of evaluating it. In view of (4.37) of Ref. 4

ulk fd7(1+ 2y572 ar, 1do; [anjlﬁlz Ihu’ze'*"R l(P_/-dqjs

2
_Cs _Cs ¢,
95 - 4%

9
+2mg%|6/%c Im (h,*, ah},’>R'1

+21¢3]6]*c Re(hfjc )R ]+o(R"). (4.9)

r

we may write for the total “true” 3-3 rate

kY
= 9577, z :;‘721{ d)fd(I,/ d.f’ {Amlz (4.10)

It is explicitly pointed out in Appendix D that the
principal value there defined has the counterin-
tuitive property of not necessarily being positive
when the integrand “looks” positive definite. This
means that we have no a priori guarantee that the
integral in (4.10) is positive. This is, of course,
disturbing, since a negative value would be incom-
patible with an interpretation as a number of par-
ticles, or of particle triples. We are inclined to
interpret our result as an additional physical re-
quirement: The three-particle 7 matrix must be
such as to make the integral in (4.10) positive. If
there are T matrices that fail to have this proper-
ty, we do not know how to interpret (4.9) and (4.10)
for them.

The physical significance of the remaining two
terms in (4.9) is less clear. They are interfer-
ence terms between the “true” 3-3- and the double
scattering. Note that both are of order R~ and in-
dependent of €, i.e., free of arbitrariness. As the
interferences in a double-slit diffraction experi-
ment, they arise in a fundamental way from the
indistinguishability of “true” 3-3 scattering from
double scattering at and near the double-scattering
momenta. In a sense that is, of course, under-
standable only quantum mechanically, they count
the number of triples of particles that have been
both double scattered and “truly” 3-3 scattered.

V. WAVE-PACKET APPROACH

We now consider the scattering of three wave
packets by each other, as described in the gener-
al case in Ref. 10. The central idea is to calcu-
late first the conditional probability P, that the
particles at some time cross a given surface, on
the assumption that the incoming wave packet is
centered at a given impact-parameter vector b%;
then we shall calculate the probability p(b®) db?
that the incoming packet is centered in the im-
pact-parameter element db®; and hence we shall
conclude that for a thus incoherently distributed
beam the probability is given by

p:fdbﬂp(bB)P,, (5.1)
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In the case of three particles the impact-parame-

ter space is five dimensional. This is because
displacing the center of mass or shifting all wave
packets along their tracks in proportion to their
velocities will not alter their relative positions
at the time of collision. Hence four of their nine
degrees of freedom are irrelevant. We explicitly
introduce in Appendix E the split of the nine-di-
mensional configuration space into a five-dimen-
sional impact-parameter space and its orthogonal
complement. The components of a set of three
vectors X;, 7=1,2,3, in the latter are called x¥,
i=1,...,4, and in the former, x%, i=5,...,9.
The metric is such that

Zmiiz,-:i xf2+ixf2. (5.2)

For “true” 3-3 scattering we have the following
situation:

(i) In a given beam, the bf are, of course,
bounded. However, we make the assumption
(a) that, as was explicitly discussed in Ref.

10, they must be allowed to become large enough
that the decrease of P, as a function of b® permits
us to extend the integral in (5.1) to infinity without
appreciable error.?? In fact, we must assume

(b) that the (macroscopic) radii of the beams are
very large compared to the maximal (microscop-
ic) impact parameters that contribute to the scat-
tering, i.e., to the integral in (5.1). These as-
sumptions are important for the calculation of the
density p(b?), which is determined by the require-
ment that [by (E11)]

3 .
p(bB)dsb® = fdabl db,db, [ o
i=1

= J'd%" <Hp(”> dsb® (H%)ﬂh,

(5.3)
with

fp(bﬂ)dﬁb":l. (5.4)

Here p(!) is the density of the ith beams, which we
assume to be uniform over the length®® T;¥?
=T;D?/m; and the cross section na®>. Thus T;
is the duration of the ith beam, and inside the

volume
Vi=1a®?T; (5.5)
the beam density has the constant value
p=1/v;. (5.6)

Assumption (b) allows us to set b2 =0 in the inte-
gration (5.3). It was shown in Ref. 10 that as a
result*

p(bB) = (2E°)V/2 M3/2 <II p“‘>< II m > _mva .

(5.7)
Here T is the time during which all three beams
fully intersect.

(ii) Another assumption that has been used in
the derivation of (5.7) is that T is so large that
the “edge effects” due to partial intersection of
the beams are relatively negligible. The quantity
Vint is the volume of the three-dimensional spatial
region of intersection of the three beams.

The use of (5.7), together with the calculation of
P, as given in Ref. 10, leads to the rate at which
“truly” 3-3 scattered particles will be found cross-
ing a distant surface intersecting the cone C,

R-V,, (Hd,-) o, (5.8)

where d;=N,/V, is the particle density of the ith
beam if N; is the number of particles of kind 7,
and o is the specific scattering rate®®

o=@n) [ a1 Ty (), kFHE ~E) 8 =Ky
(o]

(5.9)

In the case of double scattering there will be a
non-negligible number of events that come from
large impact parameters 52, contrary to assump-
tion (i) above. Let us assume that b2, ..., b5 may
still be taken to be negligible, but bf need not be.
Then (5.3) has to be evaluated at b7 =b2 =2 =b5=0.

Let us consider the case of double collisions in
which particles 2 and 3 collide first, followed by a
collision of particles 3 and 1. The intermediate
velocity of particle 3 is then given by

Vi =By/my=(K° - -B5)/m, (5.10)

if p; is the final momentum of particle 2. The
beams of particles 2 and 3 must intersect in or-
der for collisions to occur. If we call the time at
which the (2, 3) collision takes place ¢ =0 and its
location X, then

X, =X +1¥2, (5.11)
X =X +199. (5.12)

Let {, be the time at which the collision of particle
3 with particle 1 occurs. Then we must have

X =X +t90+¢, T, (5.13)
with
T=%7-3%?, (5.14)

so that X, =%, for ¢=¢,.
The parameters for this case are calculated in
Appendix E, with the results given in (E12) and
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(E16). Thus bf is proportional to the time inter-
val ¢, between the (2, 3) collision and the (1, 3)
collision. Its maximal value is determined by the
experimental configuration. If L is the dimension
of the region of intersection of the three beams in
the direction ¥V, then

0<bi<rL/|v?=TT,, (5.15)

where T, is the maximal value of ¢,. Outside this
region we assume that the beams are contained in
pipes, and a particle that travels up one of them
before its second collision cannot reach the detec-
tor.

The five coordinates by, ..
(E16) are such that

., b8 of (E12) and

dbY - - - dbB =I'(2E°)Y2 M%2 d3x dtdt,, (5.16)

in terms of the point X of the (2, 3) collision, the
time ¢ along the particle trajectories, and the in-
terval /, between the two collisions. We must now
carry out the integral

/ .
(TIm ) ot0m)= far TLo®
i i
=(2E0)1/2M3/2 fdaxdt I'I p(i)

= (2E°)2 M2 fdsx I,
i

(5.17)

under assumption (ii) above for long times T of
beam intersection. The integration over the posi-
tion of the first collision is complicated by the
fact that it necessarily depends on the intercolli-
sion time #,, that is, on 2. When 52 =0, then the
entire volume of beam intersection is available to
the first collision; when b2 has its maximal value,
then the accessible volume has shrunk to zero. In
general, the dependence of the accessible volume
on the intercollision time will be a function of the
direction of V/.

As a special example we may take a case in
which the region of beam intersection is approxi-
mately spherical, say of radius a. Then the vol-
ume available to double collisions with a vectorial
distance d between them is independent of the
(fixed) direction of d. Its value is readily calcu-
lated to be

&7(2a - d)(4a +d),
as compared to the volume

V.

-4 3
i =3 7A .

Hence we may write

~3/2
p6)=2E*( T m; )
i
X M2 TV S (t,, %) [ o0, (5.18)
i

where in this instance
S, ¥ =(1-d/2a)(1+d/4a), (5.19)

with d =tc|65’l. For other shapes of the region of
beam intersection the function S will be more com-
plicated.

We must now calculate the probability P, for
double scattering into the cone C on the assump-
tion that the initial wave packet is described by
the normalized function g(k), centered and sharply
peaked at k£, in momentum space and at b in coor-
dinate space:

fd%g(k)e“’”"‘ T(k', k)

P,=(27) J as’e’
(¢}
2

X 63K ~K')6(E -E") | ,
(5.20)

in a somewhat simplified notation.?® The part of
the T matrix of interest for double scattering is

T= 3 TiGyT;+**,

izf

where T'; and T; are the T matrices for only two
particles in interaction. In the momentum repre-
sentation

G+(E, kll’ km) - 69(k11 _km)(E +1€ _EII)-l .
0

We pick out a particular double scattering by the
choice of the cone C. The absolute magnitude in
(5.20) then contains

cv(E+i€—E") e (E-fi€=E") 1 eer,

and for this product we utilize the result (D7) in
the limit as € = 0. The last term will not contri-
bute, and the first term will give rise to the
“true” 3-3 scattering as shown and discussed at
length in Sec. IV. The term that clearly describes
double scattering is the second. (Note the factor
of 2, which would be absent if each Green’s func-
tion had been separately written as a principal
part plus an on-shell § function.) Thus the prob-
ability relevant to double scattering is well ap-
proximated? by [say in the case of a (2, 3) collision
followed by a (1, 3) collision]

P [ a1, B, k) Ty kY, ko Pho(k),
C

(5.21)
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hy =87 Jdgkd"k'g(k)g*(k') PR
x 63K -K") *(K -K') 6(E —E’)
x6(E~-E')8(E~E")S(E-E"), (5.22)

because of the assumed sharp peaking of g at k.
The notation here is such that 2” is the set of in-
termediate momenta determined by the double-
scattering conditions:

N =T k- B RN R —pn
Py =P/, P;+P;=P;+Py, E=E",

br-B BB oB(eBs er-p. O
It is readily seen that for k=~Fk =k, we have
E"-E"=(B,~B) (W -¥)=(5, =BT,
(5.24)

T being defined by (5.14). If the three vectors ¥;,
i=1,2,3, are decomposed into components v¥,

J

i=1,...,4, v?, i=5,...,9, then the peaked nature
of ¢ leads to

54 (vF - 5F) = (2E°)2 M*26%(K - K) 6(E - ),
(5.25)

as was shown in Ref. 10. Hence (5.22) becomes
hy = 87 M~2(2E°) /2
« [ a% %) g*B)
x g1V B 53R _ R1)p4(0F = TF)
x&(E —E")5(E —E")6[T + (B, -B)] -
(5.26)

We now do the integration over b2, ...,b%, using

the assumption (ia) above, and the fact that p(b®)
is independent of these four components of 5.
Then, by (E10),

jdbs oo dbB py =3275 M-Y/2(2E°)-V/? Jdekd%g(k)g*(k‘)eib?(u’g-ug)53(K -R"S(E -ENS(E -E")

x 6 (0F = F)6(vE —D8) - 6(vE-T5)5 (T (B -32)). (5.217)

Use of (E11) converts the nine velocity 6 functions
into those for particle momenta, setting k=%.

The integrations over 2 and k' may now be done.
Using the normalization of g to unity, we obtain

y 3/2
J db? -+« dbBp,=321° < Hn;,-) M~3/2(2E0)-1/2p -1

<K' =K)6(E' —E)6(E" —E,) .

Consequently (5.18) leads to

dsvBp(b®)h, =321 p0 3K -K,)8(E’ —E,)
b

i

XB(E" —E)TV,, To(¥7), (5.28)

where by (E16)

T (¥ =T fdbf S(t,, V) = fdtcs(tc, v
(5.29)

is a mean intercollision time. In the special in-
stance of approximately spherical beam intersec-
tion, (5.19) leads to

T (V) =3T,, (5.30)
in which 7, =2a/|7/| is the maximal value of .

Insertion of (5.28) and (5.21) in (5.1) gives us
the probability

pP¥=327° <Hp<”°> TV iy
i
x [ A\ Ty B b R Ty B k) Tl 7))
(o]

xB3(K' -K,)0(E' =E)0(E” =E,).  (5.31)

Hence if N; particles of kind 7, i=1,2,3, are
sent in, then the number of triples of particles
that can be expected to be found in cone C is
(II;N,)P. If we set d; =p'*’°N,, the particle den-
sity in the ith beam, then (5.31) implies a count-
ing rate per unit time of

R-V_ <Hdi>ods, (5.32)
i

where
045 =327° fd"k’lTe(Eo; k', RY) T (Eg; kY, ko)E
C

x5 (K’ ~K,)0(E" —~E )6(E" — E,) T,(V)
(5.33)

is the specific double-scattering rate. It is the
appearance of 6(E” — E,) that puts the particles
between collisions on the energy shell.

The specific three-particle scattering rates
(5.9) and (5.33) have the dimensions (distance)®/
time, so that division by an initial velocity gives
(distance)®, the analog of (distance)® in the two-
particle case. If the cone C is selected so that
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double scattering cannot occur for the final mo-
menta in it, then E” will be outside the region of
integration and (5.33) vanishes. In that event the
“true” 3-3 scattering (5.9) is all that is observed.
However, if C includes double-scattering momenta,
then (5.33) will generally be very much larger than
(5.9). This is because of the appearance of T,, or
of the intercollision distance D, =7, v/|, which is
macyoscopic. In contrast, the distances that ap-
pear in (5.9) are all essentially the ranges of the
interparticle forces or of their effects, and these
are microscopic. It follows that fofal scattering
rates, integrated over all final momenta, are al-
ways determined overwhelmingly by (5.33).

VI. FURTHER DISCUSSION

The results derived in Secs. IV and V allow us
to calculate total double-scattering rates and total
3-3 rates without any appearance of infinities. As
discussed at the end of Sec. V, in general the vast
majority of 3-3 scattered particles are, in fact,
double scattered, and the total double-scattering
rate obtained by letting C become all of space and
summing over all double-scattering pairs is for
practical purposes identical to the total 3-3 rate.
The total “true” 3-3 rate may be calculated by
means of (4.10), but its observation is problemati-
cal and its interpretation is ambiguous owing to
the appearance of the interference terms in (4.9),
as these describe particles that are scattered
both doubly and “truly” 3-3. The principal virtue
of the result of Sec. IV consists therefore in ren-
dering the expression (5.33) unambiguous [by jus-
tifying the use of (D7) in the derivation of (5.22)]
and interpretable as a total 3-3 rate by demon-
strating that the “true” 3-3 rate, including inter-
ference terms, is finite and, in fact, small com-
pared to it.

Accelerators shooting three beams of particles
at each other do not exist yet and are unlikely to
be built in the near future. The calculated scatter
ing rates therefore cannot be expected to be com-
pared with experiment in the manner discussed
for their derivation, now or soon. Nevertheless,
total 3-3 scattering rates are not devoid of ex-
perimental significance. One of the important
applications of three-particle collision probabilit-
ies lies in the calculation of third virial coeffici-
ents.?” Qur results make such calculations on a
quantum-mechanicalbasis free from ambiguities.?’?

A second area of application of three-particle
collision probabilities is that of chemical reaction
rates.”® We are, in that case, of course, dealing
with molecular rearrangement collisions, and the
present paper deals only with elastic collisions of
three particles. However, it is clear that our con-

siderations are easily generalized to the scatter-
ing of three bound systems of particles giving rise
to three other bound systems.?° The only changes
would be in the T-matrix elements, and in taking
into account that the initial and final masses need
not be the same. We may thus envisage two differ-
ent kinds of processes.

The first rearrangement would be one that could
take place by a two-step process. In the collision
between molecules 1 and 2, a fragment A is trans-
fered from 2 to 1 and fragment B from 1 to 2. In
the second collision, between molecules 2 and 3,
fragment C is transfered from 2 to 3, and D from
3 to 2. The final molecules are 1+A - B,
2-A+B-C+D, and 3+C -D. The reaction
rate for the three initial substances changing into
the three final ones will be proportional to the to-
tal rate for the corresponding rearrangement colli-
sion, and this can be calculated by the appropriate
generalization of (5.33).

The second kind of rearrangement is one that
cannot occur in a two-step process. For example,
suppose that in the reaction described above, frag-
ment B does not have a bound state with 2 - A, but
it does with 2 —A +D —C. Then the three-particle
reaction can take place only via “true” 3-3 colli-
sions. Its rate would be proportional to the “true”
3-3 scattering rate given by (4.10), appropriately
generalized. How do we deal with the interference
terms in that case?

It should be recognized that in such a case there
will be no interference terms, nor will the origin-
al problem of infinities arise. If the reaction can-
not go via a two-step process, this means that in
the corresponding matrix elements of 7, the
T:G,T; terms vanish when G, goes on the energy
shell. If they were present, the process could, in
fact, go in two steps. Hence the (on-shell) double-
scattering terms for this reaction are zero, and
interferences cannot occur. Moreover, since the
corresponding double-scattering matrix elements
must vanish, at least as we approach the energy
shell, the infinity in the differential rate, as we
approach the double-scattering momenta, can also
be expected to disappear.

APPENDIX A

The Jacobi coordinates of three particles in the
center-of-mass system are defined here as in Ref.
4. Let the coordinates, momenta, and masses of
the particles be R;, B,, and m,, respectively,
i=1,2,3. We set

FJ. = (2ﬂ1)1/2(§2 -R 3>
By = (/T 2(m,R, +m R ) =m, (2/1,)*R,, (A1)

EL = (2ﬂl)-l/2ﬁl ’ 61 = (%“1)1/2(52/7772 - 53/7’713) ’
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W, =mgmy/(my+my), Wy=m,(my+m,)/M, where
M=m,+m,+m
1 2 39 a.'j=aji=—(#,~l~lj)1/2/mk’ kR#1#j (A3)
and cyclic permutations. A change from T,,p, to o —\1/2 s s_q o,
t,,p; is accomplished by the rotation =byy=by= (/W)Y 4,5=1,2;2,33,1.
T,=a;T,+b;;p;, P;=-b,T;+a;p,, (A2) Further relations are given in Ref. 4.
J
APPENDIX B
Using g as variable of integration transforms (3.2) to
1 £, T d’q" hij explil (E - ki'z)”z?’i"‘ajiﬁf'ﬁi+bi¢§ff"5£]} (B1)
; ij 27 i q§r2_q§_i€ .

We choose the direction of 5, as the z axis and denote the polar angles of Ej by 6 and ¢, and those of g7 by
0” and ¢”. The ¢” integration is done first, and the stationary-phase method yields

1, bis
p; "4 @0 %A (@, 1b,, Ik, |sin61) 2

|sin” [1/2

w " agn gt f" d6” sing”h;; (E - kY?)*/2 explig+ yimsgn(bij sin6 sin6”) +ia;k;° pi
' 545
o}

where
g=v(E = kI?)2 +b,,p,q% coso” .

The 6” integration, which originally extended from
0 to m, has been extended to —7 in order to take
into account both stationary points at ¢” = ¢ and
(pll =@+7.

Next we perform the 6” integration by the sta-
tionary-phase method. This will define a station-
ary point 6” =6_ at which

%8 -0.

n
86" | g,

It establishes a relation between 6, and y, at fixed
q7, given by

ysing =a,k,sin(6,~ 0)/(E - k1*)'/*, (B2)
where

E-k{*=E - a},k5- b5,q}*

1
+2a;;b,;k,q7 cos(6,-6). (B3)

The g integration is done next. If we denote by
q;s the point at which g (at 6” =6,) is stationary
with respect to g7, then the equation for g is

aijkjcos(fs— 60) = byjq s
(E -2 )2 ’

ycosé, = (B4)

where &, is obtained by substituting ¢q7 =¢,, in
(B3). The sum of the squares of (B2) and (B4)
gives the result

(B - 15 P = K+ ), (B5)

On the other hand, insertion of the ratio of (B2)
and (B4) in the latter gives

"2

2 : ’
q7°-q;-1¢

b =a,,k,;sinf/sinb_, (B6)

iiqjs i
from which it follows that
b;;sinfsinb <0, (B7)

since a,;<0 and ¢;,>0. Use of (B6) in (B2) and
(B4) also yields

2 1,2 ain?
2 aji;k5 sin®(6s — 6)
= B
¥ “E sin®0, - & % sin’(0, - 6) (B8)
or
y/(L+v3)/2=a, k, sin(6 - 6)/K sinb_ . (B8')

Note that the stationary-phase evaluation of the
6” integral makes 6, a function of ¢}, and this
dependence of 6, on g7 has to be taken into account
in the evaluation of the g} integral by the station-
ary-phase method.

The presence of a pole at g7 =¢;+i€ complicates
the g7 integral. We use the the stationary-phase
evaluations of such integrals given by Bleistein.'?:*°
The result depends on whether the point g, of sta-
tionarity coincides with the pole position g, (in the
limit as € - 0+), is near it, or is far away from
it. The coincidence of g,  with g; defines the
double-scattering direction in 6-space, i.e., the
ridge. We obtain the following:

1 (%,n)l/ZKeir/‘leiKR

P ST b, Ig7R

I, +o(R®/?),  (BY)

where on the ridge
I—-”=(%W)I/Zeirﬂiyh“+O(R'1/2) ) (Bloa)

near the ridge
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r” = <(2,”)1 /2h“eiv/4e-ia2x2/26(x)

LACTITAY
_h,,sgan(alxl)-a Bq;,)v, (B10Db)
off the ridge
1—.” = ((217)1 /"’Vh“e i'/‘l@(x)e i(r,q(f +E,-i§)-iKR
2K 2ni5(q15)q4s
+ B10c
Ibij'(1+72)1/2R1/2(q§-"q35)> ) ( )
with
v=(L+y?sin®6) % (q] =q;,), (B11)

a=VK-I/le/z|b‘jl(1+yz)1/2, x=qjs—qj’
F= [ ate' @<, o) =1+ sgn)
x

(B12)

and h,;=h;(q] =q,). Both h(q,;,) and k;, are
evaluated at ¢” =0 and 6”=6,. Note the limiting
values of the Fresnel function,

F(x)=ix"+0(x™®), asx—~x,

F(O) = (%‘”)1/28"/4 A

(B13)
(B14)

g‘f and l?} are the double-scattering values of ¢} and
ki, i.e., those obtained from (2.9).

It should be noted that the near-ridge value con-
tinuously goes over into the on-ridge value as
x -0 (where only the leading term in R™*/2 is kept),
and that, similarly, the near-ridge value goes
over continuously into the off-ridge value as R -«
at fixed small x. Note also that the off-ridge value
does not continuously go over into the on-ridge
value as x - 0. The nonuniform behavior of the
wave function with respect to x -0 and R -« is
contained in the Fresnel function, whose argument
is a multiple of |x|R'/2.

APPENDIX C

The near-ridge value of /) is given in (3.8). It
consists of three terms:

C,=c,e e /29(x) . (c1)
C,=c, sgan(aIx]) s (Cc2)
Cy=cia™, (C3)

where a=cR'/?, ¢, c,, c,, and c, are constants,
and F is given by (B12). In addition there are, of
course, the remaining terms in y,+¢,, which are
continuous at x =0. Among them there will be
terms from other double scatterings, which are
O(1), and other terms, O(R™'/?). As explained in
Sec. IV we shall ignore the double-scattering terms
except near their own ridge, because off their

ridge they are physically distinguishable from the
remainder. Therefore we shall consistently put
the remaining terms in the form

Ci=c,R/2, (C4)
Thus we must evaluate

€
1= dx|Cc,+C,+C +C,7, (C5)
-€
keeping terms of order R or larger. In the order-
ing of terms we must remember (4.6) and (4.8).

By (4.5)
fédx‘C1|2=|cl‘2€. (C6)
-
Integration by parts shows that
fs dxfw dse s*/2=_ja +o(a™),
o ax
and hence
fe dx C,C¥=—ic,ctat+o(R™/?). (cn
-
Because G, is an odd function of x,
fe dx czc;:fe dx C,Cr=0. (C8)
- -
It is clear that
f “ax |C,+C, 7= 0(eR™) (C9)
c

and hence is negligible.
We readily find that

f‘ dx 8(x)e**™* /2= (3m)}! 2 ¥ /ig 4 0(a)
-e
and therefore
fe dx C*¥C,=(3mt/2e'"/*ckca+0o(R™), (C10)
-e
and similarly
fe dx C¥C, = (zmt/2ei"Aickc,a R+ o(R™).
-€

(C11)

The only term left to be considered is of the
form

fe dx |Fla|x|)|?=2¢|F(ae) |* - 4a* ImF(ae)

+2m/2q7
by integration by parts. The asymptotic value
(B13) yields

fe dx |F(a|x|)|?=27""%a" - 2a%™ + O(a™*¢-?) .

Using (4.8) we have



fe dx |C,|2 =272 |c,|%a™ = 2| ¢, |2a et +0(R™) .
-

(C12)

As a result of (C6)-(C12), the integral (C5) be-
comes

I=|c,|?e +2Re[c}(m/3c, - ic,)]a™ -2 |c, |?a %€
+(2m*/2Rele’" c¥(ca +c,a R?)] +o(R™).

(C13)

The values of the constants, given by comparison
of (3.8) with (C1)-(C3), are

[ 6(277)1/211”9"/45]1 ’ sz_éhijqj ’

. Ohij
C;==10—7,,
3 3(]7 q;

(C14)

where § is given by (3.9). Consequently
m/2c, —ic, =im/%c,,

and the second term in (C13) vanishes. This is the
interference term, which in the integral of |y|? is
of order R™®/2. We are thus left with terms of or-
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der R™* and of order R™® only:

I= |6|2qf[21r|h”|2€— 2|h,,|2c 2R
e dhij
+27mc?R ‘Im<h* >
ij 3q;l
+2mcT IR Re(h,.*,c,,)} +o(R™), (C15)
where

c=vK 2 b, | (1+y2)0/2,

v being defined in (B11), and all constants are
evaluated on the ridge.

We next evaluate the integrals away from the
ridge, using the off-ridge value given in (3.8) and,
for reasons explained in Sec. IV, discarding the
first term. The integrand is of the following form:

J= f dx |Cs(q% - q2) ™ +Cg| R,
with the interval —e <x <€ omitted. Here, of

course, C; and C4 are not constants. Now accord-
ing to Appendix D

<f-e +f>dx[lcs\2(qﬁ— 2507+ |Cs|* +2Re(CXCo) (g5 - ¢5,)"]

=a>f dx |C5|2(q§.-qjs)‘2+f dx |c6|2+@fdxme(c;_cs)(q§-q38)-1+

and hence

€R|Cs|?
2

T=R*6 [ dx |Calgs- %)+ o+

x=0

Examination of the constants shows that

‘C5|2 :4qjc-2|h¢j‘2|6|2,

x=0

€|Cs|?

5 g7 +o(1),

x=0

+o(R™). (C16)

and hence, when I and J are added, the two terms of order €™R™ cancel:

Ohy;

1+J=2n[alzqﬁ.[h,,\2e+2nq3|5!2c-21m<h* ————)R"

ij aq;I

+2mg%| 6|%c™ Re(h},C,)R™ +R™ @f dq;, |Cs@® = g2) ™ +Cg|*+o(R™) . (c1m)

APPENDIX D

We define here the principal value of an integral whose integrand has a pole of second order. Assume
that in the domain a < x < b the functions f(x) and g(x) are continuous and differentiable. For a<x,<b let

g(x,)=0 and g’(x,)#0. Then we define

o) 1 1
(Pj; dxgz(x)-hm dxf(x)i(

n—0+a

[e@)+in]® " g - in]"‘) ' (D1)

Under the stated assumptions we obtain, integrating by parts,
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1

1 1 L
fd"f(x§<g+m)2 (g—in)2>_f(a)2<g(a)+in+g

+£bdxf’(x)%<g

+in g-17

where the right-hand side now contains the usual well-known Cauchy principal value.

ists and we have

fla)
“’f x) @ g(b

(%)
(Pfd L,

The principal value may also be written as follows:

1 1 1 1
@< in> -f "”E(g(bnm* 2= in>

1+1)f(a

_._...___

Hence the limit ex-

(D2)

L)

f(b)

(L) xo>z(f‘

x)(x — xo)2>
g%(x)

g(xo (fxo-e f > x—x, dx <f(X;(( ) )2> ’

= )(a Xo) = g(b)(b Xo) +
Consequently
[ 77 ) a hi-E by

Xgt€

x5 f(B)(b = x,) " dx  d [f(x)(x = x )
T g @ A x—xOZl_x-< g2(x) ’ >

We now rewrite the principal value on the right-hand side,

¢ fxii-xx % <f(x§§(;)xo)2> -im f i Ed; (f(xg—zxo)z

_f )b -x) f(a)

(@ - x,)

g%(b) g%(a)
Now

X — Xg 1 _ 1
g(x) x=—xo+in g(x)+ink(x)’

where

Hx) = g(x)/(x = x,)

which, near x=x, has a fixed sign. Hence

. L | 1 1 F)(x = %)
ln‘l‘éfa iy <<x-xo+in>2+ (x-xo-z'n)2> 2]

Therefore
o [[afiiy i [( [ )
_2 [f(’;O))]ZJ (D3)

Let us combine the two terms in the large
parentheses in (D1):

f dx x) -11m f dx f(x) §+ 7 - (D4)

n—-0 “a

This shows explicitly that the definition (D1) is not
to be confused with the limit of

fdx __f(x.) S
| g +inl

1( 1 1 )
ul S i
2 \X=Xy+in X =x,—17

im _
+lim | dxy <x xo+zn)2 (x = xy—1in)?

1 ) F(x)(x = xp)?
gix)

1

Y+inP (g —an)

=lim dxf(x) <[g

n—0 Ya

which generally does not exist.

It should be emphasized that for f(x) =0, the
principal value defined in (D1) is not necessarily
positive! One easily calculates, for example, that

1
@J dx__s. (D5)
1 X

These principal values therefore have a certain
counterintuitive aspect.
In a manner analogous to (D1) we also define

1 .. 1 1 1 1
®—=31lim - — + - - .
xy cao \X+i€ y+i€e x—1€y—1i€
(DB)
One then readily finds that
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. 1
lim - -
emot X— 1€ Y+IE

=@ x—1§+21r25(x)6(y)
+im (6(x)(?§— 5(y)® % )
(D7)

APPENDIX E

Let DS be the particle momenta at the center of the
wave packet; then

- Z , (E1)

the total (central) momentum;

=pY/m;, (E2)
the (central) particle velocities;
V=% -K°/M, (E3)

the (central) particle velocities relative to the
center of mass; and

3. P2 K® 3 VR

B2 am i 2 (E4)

the (central) energy in the center-of-mass system.

If ¥;,, i=1,2,3, is any set of three vectors, then,
as in Ref. 10, we define y;, i=1,2,3, as the three
components of

- 3
y=M72 S my, (ES)
i=1
and
3
= (2E%)-1/2 Z m;y;Vo. (E6)
i=1
If the 27 vectors &;;, i=1,2,3, j=1,...,9, are
such that
3 -
zq:mia,-j=2m,-§ij°vg=0, (E7)
=1 =1

then we can write

9
§4=M‘1/2y+(2E° -1/2V0—- Z
i=1,2,3, (E8)
and®
3 9
Zm Z 1, (E9)
i=1 i=1
provided that
3 - - .
Z"Ziaij'ailzéjh 3 l=1,...,9,

i=1

which we shall always assume. It follows that

-3/2

3
d3y1d3y2d3y3:<nm‘- ) asy, (E10)
/2

83(¥,) 6%(¥,) 8%(F,) = <Hm,> 5°(y) (E11)

We label the first four y; =y, i=1,...,
other five y;=y%, i=5,...,9.

If two particles with coordinates X;, i=2,3, at
the time £=0 collide at X and at the time ¢, parti-
cle 3 collides with particle 1, as in (5.11)—(5.13),
then we easily calculate that

4, and the

X=M2 X+ M K% +1,m, M1,

)_64=(2E°)1/2t+(2E°)'1/2m1\7§)'rtc, (E12)
9 -
a,;%=—t(aVi+m M T =Ts,;), i=1,2,3,
=5
(E13)
where T is given by (5.14) and
=(2E%) " m, VO T . (E14)

Since only five parameters are needed for the de-
scription of (5.11)=(5.13), namely, X, ¢, and {,,
we set Xg=+++=%,=0, so that

2935,-,. X; =85 % . (E15)
i=5
X; may be calculated from (E9):
%,=t,T, (E16)
where
T2 =[m,(m, +my)/M|T? = (m2/2E°)(VO-T).
(E17)

The five parameters x;, ¢=1,...,5, are the five
numbers we call bf, i=1,...,4 and b2 for the
three beams described by (5.11)-(5.13).

Equation (E15), together with (E16) and (E13),
allows us to conclude that

1"5,-5:—(aV?+m1M'1r—r6,~1), (E18)

and particularly, from (E17),
A, T=Im*. (E19)

It follows that if the set of vectors n;, i=1,2,3, is
such that nf=0, i=1,...,4, =0, i=6,...,9,
then for the specific transformation implied by
(5.11)-(5.13), we have

ny o T=3, T =Tm 8. (E20)
In the application of this result in (5.27) 7, =¥, - ¥,

and all its components except the fifth vanish, be-
cause of the other & functions in (5.27).
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