PHYSICAL REVIEW A

VOLUME 20, NUMBER 5

NOVEMBER 1979

Cluster decomposition of multiparticle scattering operators

W. H. Klink :
Department of Physics and Astronomy, The University of Iowa, Iowa City, ITowa 52242
(Received 30 April 1979)

Cluster properties of multiparticle scattering operators defined in terms of a separation variable are shown
to be equivalent to cluster properties specified in terms of an angular variable. It is shown that these
formulations lead to a formulation of cluster properties in terms of an angular momentum limit. Finally,
using a spectral representation of the scattering operators derived from unitarity, the author shows that
scattering operators satisfy cluster requirements if the eigenvectors in the spectral representation split into
products of eigenvectors in the large-angular-momentum limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Any theory dealing with particles for which the
interactions are of short range must have a sepa-
rability or cluster property. Separability means
that if a cluster of interacting particles is broken
into two subclusters and the two subclusters are
moved far apart from one another, there should
be no interaction between the subclusters. Such
a requirement is automatically satisfied for non-
relativistic theories with a local Hamiltonian, or
in a relativistic quantum field theory where the
interactions are mediated by local fields.! How-
ever, in relativistic particle theories the con-
dition must be imposed separately. In fact, itis
easy to construct models involving multiparticle
processes that do not satisfy cluster properties.?

Attempts at constructing a relativistic particle
theory have had a long history.® Recently, cluster
properties have been formulated for N-particle
systems with relativistic Hamiltonians.* In this
paper, however, cluster properties will be dis-
cussed in the context of an S-matrix theory of the
type first envisaged by Heisenberg,® in which there
are no equations of motion; rather, scattering
amplitudes are the basic theoretical objects and
the goal is to impose enough physical conditions—
such as relativity and unitarity—so as to fix to the
greatest extent possible the form of the scattering
amplitudes.

A variant of this point of view forms the back-
ground for this paper. The theory under con-
sideration is an operator-S-matrix theory, in
which physical conditions are expressed as op-
erator conditions on the scattering operator. It
is clear that unitarity can be expressed as an
operator condition and in a previous paper® the
notion of a crossed scattering operator was in-
troduced to express crossing relations as operator
relations. Further, Coester’ has shown how clus-
ter properties can be formulated as operator re-
lations with the help of a “separation” operator.
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If P is the momentum operator, then emifag

translates the wave function ¢ by an amount 2a.
To separate a cluster of particles into two sub-
clusters let p be the relative momentum operator
of the two subclusters, so that e™*P’? separates
the two subclusters by an amount 4. Then a way
of formulating a cluster property as an operator
relation is to demand that as || gets large,
e'P'2Sy 4e7'P"% should tend towards S5,4,® Sp,4,
where Sz 4 is the channel scattering operator for
the A - B reaction, and A, and A, are subclusters
of the initial cluster A, while B, and B, are sub-
clusters of the final cluster B. The sense of the
limit is a strong operator limit and will be dis-
cussed more fully in Sec. II. By ranging over all
possible subclusters of A and B, a set of dis-
connected operators SBIA1® SBZA2 is formed, so
that Sp 4 can be written as a sum over discon-
nected operators plus a remainder, which is the
connected operator.

Because the cluster property is formulated as
an operator property, no definite set of variables
for the wave functions are singled out. But part-
ial-wave variables are of interest because they
are the simplest variables in which to express
the content of unitarity. In the previous paragraph
the relative momentum operator of the two sub-
clusters was used to define the separation operator
Uz =e"*P"2, But the relative momentum operator
does not commute with the relative orbital angular
momentum operator. Hence, in using partial-
wave variables, it is convenient to replace |a| |
by the relative orbital angular momentum; this
is what is done in nonrelativistic scattering theory
in going from an impact parameter to an orbital
angular momentum. But the orbital angular mo-
mentum is in general not a diagonal variable of a
multiparticle scattering amplitude, so what is
used in its stead is the total angular momentum.
The goal of Sec. II is to show that cluster proper-
ties of the channel scattering operators, ex-
pressed as a strong operator limit in a multi-
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particle Hilbert space as |2 gets large, implies

a cluster property for the channel scattering op-
erators as a strong operator limit in so-called
partial-wave Hilbert spaces, when the total angu-
lar momentum gets large. As an intermediate
step it will be shown that the strong operator limit
as |a| gets large is equivalent to a strong operator
limit with respect to an angular variable £. £
occurs in the spherical Bessel function j_c(pa) and
is thus related to the separation of two clusters

of particles with relative momentum p as a gets
large.

Using the parameter £, it is possible to formu-
late the main result in a more group-theoretical
language. Let a set A of noninteracting particles
1,...,N be broken into subclusters, with sub-
cluster A, containing particles 1,...,M and sub-
cluster A, particles M +1,...,N. Couple all of
the particles in cluster A, together (i.e., take the
M -fold tensor product of the wave functions of
particles 1,...,M) and all of the particles in
cluster A, together. The tensor-product reduction
is naturally expressed in terms of partial-wave
Hilbert spaces because in the reduction there will
be a set of labels that can be thought of as parti-
clelike labels of clusters A, and A,; thatis, A,
and A, can be thought of as “particles” with a
given mass, spin, momentum, and spin projec-
tion, along with additional labels that specify the
internal configurations of the subclusters.® If
these two “particles” are coupled together, then,
as their relative orbital angular momentum gets
large, cluster A breaks up into two subclusters
A, and A,. It will be shown that in this limit the
parameter £ becomes identical with the total
angular momentum so that as £ gets large, the
total angular momentum gets large. In fact, it is
not even necessary to refer to the relative orbital
angular momentum for the parameter £ is identi-
fied not only with the total angular momentum,
but also indicates which set of particles are being
separated—that is, which particles go into clus-
ter A, and which particles go into cluster A,.

Section III will discuss a coupling scheme that
does not refer to the relative orbital angular mo-
mentum. The variables that replace the relative
orbital angular momentum L and the total intrinsic
spin j of the two subclusters are the spin projec-
tions of the two subclusters. Such variables are
appropriate for investigating the relationship of a
cluster property with the unitarity equations.
More specifically, unitarity can be used to spec-

trally represent channel S operators.® Combining

" the spectral representation of the channel S op-
erators with the formulation of a cluster property
in terms of large angular momentum suggests
conditions that the eigenvectors of the projected S

operators should satisfy. The main result of Sec.
III is to show that if the eigenvectors of the pro-
jected S operators factor into two parts as the
angular momentum gets large, the cluster prop-
erty in terms of large angular momentum is
guaranteed to hold.

II. CLUSTER LIMITS

Let 3¢4 denote the Hilbert space of a cluster A
of free noninteracting particles so that 3¢, =A 43,
where A, is a projection operator from the full
Fock space 3¢ to 3¢,. 3, is formed out of a tensor
product of single-particle Hilbert spaces. If ¥y
=AzX is the Hilbert space for a cluster B of free
particles, then the projected or channel scattering
operator for the reaction A - B carrying elements
from 3¢, to 3¢ is defined to be

Sp,a=AgSA,, (2.1)

where S is the total scattering operator acting on
the full Fock space 3.

The goal of this section is to analyze the re-
action A - B when A is broken into two subclusters
A, and A,, which are spatially separated so that
only the subreactions A,~B, and A,~ B, can pro-
ceed; here B, and B, are two spatially separated
subclusters of B, whose union is B.

To define a separation operator, it is most con-
venient to replace the momenta of subclusters A
and A,, B, and B, with the total momentum B
=P, + P, and a relative momentum P, defined by
p=B7YP)P,; B(P) is a boost Lorentz transforma-
tion defined in Appendix A. (p will stand for both
a four-vector and the magnitude of a three-vector;
the context should make it clear which meaning
is intended.) For the four-momenta P, P,, and
P,, invariant masses are given by s = (Z,;.2P;)%,
$,= (Zica,Pi)?, and s,=(Z;.4,P;)%, respectively.

As discussed in the Introduction, the action of
the separation operator is given by

(UsF)(B,B,...)=e P2 F(B,5,...), (2.2)

where F is an element of 3¢, depending on p. The
remaining variables in F will be specified after a
transition to partial-wave variables is made. In
any event, U7 acts only on D and leaves all the
other variables untouched. It would be possible
to define a separation operator that moves only
one cluster, leaving the other cluster fixed; how-
ever, moving both clusters involves the relative
momentum P, which can be transformed to a rela-
tive orbital angular momentum that is symmetric
with respect to both clusters.

The scattering operator of Eq. (2.1) is cluster
decomposed by considering U3Sg 4U7 in the limit
as |[4| =». As in Ref. 7, this limit is given a
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precise mathematical sense by taking the strong
operator limit:

';ILXE U’SB AU SBIA1®SBZA2
means
lim (U35 4Uz —=SHF| =0

7|

for all F in 3¢, and for all directions d=3/|3a/.
This strong operator limit can also be written
Szllim (Sz,a =SOU3F| =0, (2.3)
2w
since U; commutes with the disconnected scatter-
ing operator S’=Sg 4, ® Sp,4,.

The main point of this paper is'to show that the
limit of spatial separation || — < of Eq. (2.3) im-
plies a cluster property expressed in terms of a
limit of large angular momentum. Because the
limit involves angular momentum, it is convenient
to introduce partial-wave variables. Now partial-
wave variables can be thought of as variables that
treat a cluster as though it were a particle of

“mass” Vs, momentum P, spinJ, and spin pro-
jection o, along with any other variables that are
needed to describe the internal configurations of
the particles in the cluster. Thus one can write
an element of 3, as f(PsJo,A), where f will de-
note angular-momentum-type wave functions and
A any set of variables that specify the internal
configuration of the A cluster of particles. For
example, if A is a two-particle cluster, the mo-
mentum wave function F(p,, p,) becomes f(Psda),
where P= P, +Ds 8= (p,+5,)% and J,0 come from
a spherical harmomc transform of[)l, the direc-
tion of particle 1 in the two-particle center-of-
mass (CM) frame. Then the action of Sz 4 on f
can be written

Uz f)NsLoy,s,d 0,A,,8,J,0,4,)
(2L +1

Ss,4F)(Bss0,B)= I $(s738,4)/(Bsso,4),  (2.4)
A

where S( ) is the kernel for the S; 4 operator.
That S does not depend on P and 0, and is diagonal
in s and J, is a reflection of the relativistic in-
variance of Sp 4. In fact, since both Sy 4 and Uz

do not change the total momentum, the label P w111
be suppressed in the subsequent discussion; fur-
ther; since both Sy 4 and U3 are diagonal in the
total invariant mass Vs , we will as a matter of
convenience assume that all wave functions f are
sharply peaked about some value of Vs .

To examine the consequences of an angular mo-
mentum limit it is necessary to examine the
variables in Eq. (2.2) somewhat more carefully.
Separating subcluster A, from A, suggests first
coupling all the A, particles together, all the A,
particles together, and then coupling the two sub-
clusters together to give the state of the entire A
cluster. That is, the remaining variables that go
into the function F of Eq. (2.2) can be chosen as
s,, J4, 0, the “mass”, spin, and spin projection
of subcluster A,, and other variables (denoted by
A ) necessary to specify internal configurations of
subcluster A, along with a similar set of variables
for subcluster A,. Thus Eq. (2.2) can be written
more precisely as

(UzF)(®, $,J0,A,, S;d0,4,)
=e P AR, 5, J,0,4A,,5,d,0,4,) . (2.5)

To find the action of U7 on the total angular. mo-
mentum wave functions, we transform P to a rela-
tive orbital angular momentum Lo, and then
couple L to the total intrinsic spin j to get the
total angular momentum J. Equation (A1l) gives
the connection between the momentum wave func-
tion of Eq. (2.5) and the various angular momen-
tum wave functions defined in the Appendix:

1/2 -
) fdj) DoLo p)eqp.aF(—ﬁ: SlJ]_UlAU SszozAz)

= f dp YLGL(ﬁ); iSjs(pa)Yw(&)YgM(a)LZ Y (B)f (sL'0%,5,d,0,4,,5,d0,A))
M 0y,

= L y*
PIR
L'cf
(U5 F)(SIOL], s,J, A, $,d,A,)

(@)jg (pa)XL'cy|€9M Lo, )L'O|LOLO) f(SL0%, $,J,0,A,,8,d0,4,),

= }: (Jo|Loy jm)L'cy| LM Lo, )}L'0|LOLOY;E Yy (&)js(pa)(J’o’lL'oijr;z>f(sJ’c’L’j,lelAl, Spd,A,)

orm
J'a’
L
’ 7
Loy,

= Z i%jg (Pa)Y ¥ @)[(2L"+ 1)(2J +1)] V2W (GLJ'L 3 JLXJ 0" | £ MIG)L'O|L0LO) f(sJ'0'L"j, s,d, A, S,d,A,).
Lo s .

L’

(2.6)
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Je (#a) is a spherical Bessel function and p is con-
nected with the total invariant “mass” of cluster
A by Vs = (s, +p?)¥?+ (s, +p?¥?; W() is a Racah
coefficient.*®

Now one expects the limits as |2~ to be
connected with the limit as the relative
orbital angular momentum of the clusters get
large. But in order to express this limit in terms
of a diagonal quantity like the total angular mo-
mentum J, it is necessary to couple j, the total
intrinsic spin of the two clusters, to the orbital
angular momentum L. Then, when J gets large,
the Clebsch-Gordan (or Racah) coefficient in-
volving J, L, and j will force L to get large,
which means that the large J limit controls the
separation of the A, and A, clusters by forcing
their relative orbital angular momentum to get
large.

In working out these limits it is convenient to
express the action of U on elements in JC4 in such
a way as to distinguish between parameters and
internal Hilbert-space variables. To that end,
define the operator R’ by

REF)(sJ'0'LjA)= 9 [(2L' +1)(2] + 1)]/2
.

XW (JLJ'L;JL")
X(L'0|LO0LO) f(sJ'0’L"jA)

(2.7)
so that
(U3 ) (sJoLjA)
= §n %y (pa)Y} (@XJ'0’ |e M J0)
J'o’
X (R®f)(sJ'a"LjA) . ' (2.8)

By using the operator R*’ it is possible to show
that the strong operator limit as |a| ~», Eq.
(2.3), is equivalent to a strong operator limit as
the angular variable £ gets large. Now the sphere
is compact so that the strong operator limit of Eq.
(2.3) can also be obtained after integrating over
all directions d. Then

[ aall(s.4 - YUz FI?
- %3 73(00) 3 15,4~ S9RS1%; (2.9)

here use has been made of the orthogonality prop-
erties of the spherical harmonics Y 4, (@) and the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients {J’¢’|£9IMJo). In fact,
the operator R®'F was defined in Eq. (2.7) so as to
make use of the orthogonality properties of these
functions. Appendix B shows that the limit as

|2] = = is equivalent to the limit as £ -~ «; that is,

IJ}T [(S5,4 =S9Uz7lI=0 (2.3)

is equivalent to

lim 2, [[(S5,4 =S9R*7] =0, (2.10)
for all fin 3¢,. To arrive at a limit involving

the total angular momentum it is necessary to
broaden the class of Hilbert spaces by defining
new Hilbert spaces X $,,,,4 called partial-wave
Hilbert spaces. A partial-wave Hilbert space is
labeled not gnly by the cluster A, but also by the
momentum P, mass Vs, and angular momentum
and projection Jo of this cluster. The norm for
elements of a partial-wave Hilbert space is given
by

1 2aroll?= 3 1 parole)? <0 (2.11)

is a sum and/or integral over the internal

variables of the A cluster. It is clear that 3, can
be written as a direct integral of partial-wave
spaces, 304 =21 o fd“p@ X $ss0,4- More important-
ly, there are elements of the partial-wave spaces
that are not elements of 3,. This can be seen
most readily by noticing that if f € 3¢, has as one
of its variables the total angular momentum, then
| £ @)| must go to zero as J gets large, whereas
elements of partial-wave Hilbert spaces for which
J is large do not in general}énd to zero. As stated
previously, the subscripts P and s can be dropped
because none of the operators under consideration
involve these variables. Thus we are interested
in analyzing the cluster properties of scattering
operators as they act on sequences 3C;5 4 Of
partial-wave Hilbert spaces for large J.

To be more precise about these limits, note that
Eq. (2.10) can be written in terms of partial-wave
spaces as

lim E , "(SB,A —Sd)R'wf.r'a’“ =0, (2.10)

Lo JJ'o
J16'€3C yuge 4, from which it follows that

éim “ (SB,A —Sd)RslfJ’o’ “ =0 bl (2-12)
for J,J’,0’ arbitrary but fixed. Now the coupled
angular momenta £, J, and J’ are related to each
other by J=£ =J’'+k,k=0,...,2J" for £ large, or
£=J+J' —k. Therefore, for fixed J’, the limit in
£ is equivalent to a limit in J. And for fixed J'¢’
it is clear from the definition of R*’f;.,, [Eq.
(2.7)] that R‘“"f,,o' is an element in the partial-wave
Hilbert space 3¢;,, 4. More importantly, R <’
spans JC,, 4. It therefore follows that

lim “ (SB,A _Sd)FJo” =0 ’ (2-13)

J—+o
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for all F,, in ¥, 4. However, it is important to
stress that Eq. (2.13) is not a strong operator
limit. Equation (2.13) is valid only when R%’ acts
on elements of 3, whose variables are obtained
by coupling together particles in A, and in A,, and
then coupling these two subclusters together. If
other subclusters formed out of cluster A were
coupled together, or if variables other than those
of Eq. (2.6) were used, R*’ would have a different
(albeit unitarily equivalent) form so that the limit
in J of Eq. (2.13) would not hold. Thus the angular
momentum limit in Eq. (2.13) is valid only when
variables are used that refer to the subclusters
being separated. In contrast, Eqs. (2.3) and (2.10)
are genuine strong operator limits, valid for any
choice of variables for elements of fin 3¢ 4. ’

Also, the strong operator limit in the separation
variable [&|, Eq. (2.3), is equivalent to the strong
operator limit in the angular variable £, Eq.
(2.10). But while these strong operator limits
imply the angular momentum limit, Eq. (2.13), it
does not seem possible to go in the opposite di-
rection without some further control on the vari-
able J. That is, the limit [|(Sp 4 —=SY)R¥f| =0 as
£ - for arbitrary but fixed J does »not imply a
limit 25, | (Sp,.4 —SYR®’f| =0 as £ -, now summed
over all J, so that the angular momentum limit,
Eq. (2.13), does not imply a strong operator limit
in the separation variable |3a|, Eq. (2.3).

As examples of a cluster decomposition we con-
sider one-line disconnected and 2~ N disconnected
terms, as they are of interest in Sec. III, where
cluster decomposition properties are combined
with unitarity. A one-line disconnected operator
means that A, — B, consists of just one particle
not interacting with any other particles; hence,
in writing Sp,4~Sg.4,®Sp,4,, the action of Sz.4,
QQSBZAZ on elements in 3¢, can be given as

(Sp,a,© Sna,) f (SIOL], $,J,, 5,d,B,)
= I S(ssz;BzAz)f(SJoLj, 8,9y, S,d,A,), (2.14)
Az

where Vs, is the mass and J, (= 0) is the spin of the
single particle. The orbital angular momentum L
goes to infinity as J goes to infinity. Then ele-
ments of 3¢ 4 = 3 5 should split into JCA1® X4,
-~ 3p,® X p,. But there remains the intrinsic spin
label j=J,®J,. In the next section it will be shown
that L and j can be replaced by ¢, and ¢,, even
in the limit when L gets large. With such a change
of variables, further Kronecker 6’s occur in the
kernel, Eq. (2.14); these 0 functions (in s,J,0,)
express, in partial-wave variables, the fact that
the direction and energy of the particle in the A,
cluster does not change in the overall reaction.

A similar result holds for the 2~ N diseonnected

term; asJ—~w,Sp 4= Sp 4, ®Sp,4,, whereA ~B,
is a 2—~ N reaction. The action of the tensor prod-
uct is given by

(Sp,a,®Sp,a,)f(sJoLj,s,d,B,,s,J,B,)

= Z: @7 N(s,d),B,)S(5,d5,B,,4,)

Az

Xf(SJOLj,$,J,, $,d,4,) - (2.15)

where @2 ~¥(s,J,, B,) is the partial-wave amplitude
for the 2—N(A,—~ B,) reaction. Again the L;j vari-
ables can be converted to 0,0, variables.

The results that have been obtained in this sec-
tion are of course not restricted to relativistic
systems. Since we have chosen canonical spin
as a spin-projection variable (see Appendix A),
it is straightforward to carry out a nonrelativistic
limit of the above relativistic variables. But in
a nonrelativistic theory one has a Hamiltonian
that includes potential terms. These potential
terms are usually functions of magnitudes of dif-
ferences of position variables, V;|%; -%;|. So
to derive cluster properties for nonrelativistic
systems means dealing with position, rather than
momentum variables, and then checking strong
operator limits of the potentials with respect to
the total angular momentum.*

For example, in a three-body cluster decom-
position the relevant matrix elements are
(D,D.Ds| Vi, |PPIDL) . For V,, there is no difficulty
in separating off particle 3. However, the proper
limits become important when particle 1 (or 2)
is to be separated. Then it is necessary to go to
a (free-particle) coupling scheme of the form
1 (23). If the matrix element is written as
(B1(By, Do) |V 1/ D] (B, DL .

= f a’x, dSdeSxa[ei Z (ﬁ]l _—f).;) ';(JVlzl;{l ";(2l
7 (2.16)

and both momentum and position variables changed
to relative momenta and positions, the same sorts
of Bessel functions and Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficients appear as in Eq. (2.10). Only in the case
of potential scattering, whether or not the matrix
element (2.16) goes to zero strongly as the angu-
lar momentum goes to infinity, depends on the
nature of V,,(|%X, -%,|), rather than on the assumed
limit, Eq. (2.3).

III. INELASTIC UNITARITY AND CLUSTER PROPERTIES

In this section constraints imposed by unitarity
on the scattering operators will be combined with
cluster properties involving the angular momentum
limit discussed in Sec. II. Now Sg 4 =AgSA,, the
projected or channel scattering operator, does not
by itself satisfy an operator relation of the form
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$ST=s'S=1. But, though S 4 is not even a normal
operator, it is, as shown in Ref. 9, closely as-
sociated with a normal operator and hence can be
spectrally represented.

Before discussing the spectral representation
for Sp,, it is necessary to be somewhat more pre-
cise about the variables used in elements of the
Hilbert spaces. Thus far 3¢, has denoted the
tensor product of single-particle Hilbert spaces,
the tensor product being taken with respect to all
the particles in the A cluster. In partial-wave
Hilbert spaces elements are labeled by parameters
that include the invariant mass Vs, the total mo-
mentum P, the angular momentum J, and spin
projection o of the cluster, along with other vari-
ables needed to specify the internal configuration
of the cluster. Now if 3F,s,,4 is split into two
subspaces corresponding to two subclusters of
particles inA,A N A,=0,A,UA,=A, then each
of these subspaces should have a sin}ilar set of
partial-wave labels of the form s;, P;, J;, and
0;, along with other variables needed to specify
the internal configurations of the subclusters. But
P, and P, can be replaced by the total momentum
P and D [see Eq. (2.2)]; then D can be replaced by
s, L, and g, the relative orbital angular momen-
tum and orbital-angular-momentum projection of
the two subclusters. When L is coupled to j, (the
spin angular momentum of the two subclusters),
the vgriables J and o result, which, along with s
and P, indeed give the partial-wave variables
needed in 3¢4. In obtaining the variables of
X3ss0,4 in this way, the variables s;, s,, J,, J,,
L, and j become part of the set of internal vari-
ables. But when the limit for large J is taken
and 3¢, splits into X4, and 3,,, two of the partial-
wave variables, namely o, and 0,, do not occur
as labels in Hs,0,0,,4, a0d 35,0500, 42 respectively.
What is needed is a change of variables from L,j
too,,0,. But, because of the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients connecting J, L, and j, it is not clear
what happens to the change of variables when J,
and hence L, gets large.

We will show that, even for large values of J,
the change of variables for L,j too,,0, is well
defined, and in particular the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients remain finite. This is most easily
seen by first making a change of variables,
J(Lj)—=J(lj), defined by J=j+L =1 with !
=0,...,2j. Then, according to Eq. (A10), itis
possible to write
f(sdo,s,d,0,A,,8,J,0,A,)

J1*Y2 j

= | Z; | <jmlJ1‘71J2°z><J°lL0jm>
J=1it, 1=

0
Xf(sJ0,Lj, S J A, S3d3A,),
(3.1)

where L =J —j+1. For fixed J, and J, the sums
here are clearly finite. What must be investi-
gated is the limit for large J of (Jm|J —j+10,jm).
This limit is given in Appendix B, Eq. (B7), and
is clearly well behaved. Thus we conclude that

. the spin-projection variables ¢, and 0, can replace

L and j and the limit in J still makes sense. This
means that the coupling scheme, and not the use
of the variable L, determines which clusters will
be separated when J gets large.

For the remainder of this section—when dis-
cussing inelastic unitarity—it will be assumed
that spin-projection variables are used. The
reason is to see how eigenvectors of Sz 4 break up
into eigenvectors of Sp 4, and Sz, 4, and the
variables used in each of these eigenvectors should
be of the same type, namely of the form sJo,needed
as labels for the partial-wave spaces.

Reference 9 shows how the unitarity equations
$S"T=5TS =1 can be written in terms of the channel
scattering operators, Eq. (2.1), to give a spectral
representation of the form

Ssa= [ anmefod’, (3.2)

where the spectral measure di(y) is unknown
except that y=1 corresponds to a true eigenvector
e, which is proportional to the 2—~ B partial-wave
amplitude. The proportionality factor is 1/(1

- 1?)Y2, where n is the inelasticity parameter,
When the angular momentum of the 2 ~ B partial-
wave amplitude gets large, n—1 so that the 2— B
partial-wave amplitude goes to zero, as is to be
expected for a connected amplitude. 7,=1 for
y#1 and equals 1 for y=1. Including ¥=1, {eZ}

‘spans ¥Cg but the ef are not in general orthogonal

in 3. That Sy , is not a normal operator is re-
flected in the fact that the set {d7} also spans 3Cp
but does not coincide with {ef}; also d¥ is propor-
tional to the B— 2 partial-wave amplitude, again
with the proportionality factor 1/(1 —72)*/2, All of
the statements made for the B cluster also, of
course, hold for the particles in the A cluster.

We now ask whether the convergence of S B,A
to SBIA1® Sp,a, for large J implies any conditions
on the eigenvectors of Sy 4 converging to the
eigenvectors of 33141® Spa,- Thatis, if a se-
quence of normal (bounded) operators (labeled by
J) converge to a limit normal operator, under
what circumstances will the eigenvectors of the se-
quence of normal operators converge to the cor-
responding eigenvectors of the limit operator?
Reference 12 states some conditions under which
eigenvector convergence takes place. In our prob-
lem, however, very little is known about the spec-
tral measure di(y), so these theorems are of
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little help.

But the converse is of considerably more in-
terest as far as physical applications are con-
cerned. For in trying to build an operator-S-ma-
trix theory in which the eigenvectors are the
fundamental theoretical objects, what is of interest
is to find conditions on the eigenvectors that will
guarantee that the cluster requirements are satis-
fied. The relevant theorem here states that if
the eigenvectors of a sequence of normal operators
converge to the corresponding eigenvectors of
the limit operator, then the operators themselves
converge to the limit operator. Thus, if we as-
sume that
€y, (8755,7,0,B,,8,J0,B,)

~ ey}(s,J ;B )ey2(s,d 55 B,)
dfm (sJ;8,d,0,B,,S,J0,B,)
~eyi(s,J,;B 1)efzz(ssz;Bz) (3.3)

as J—, then SB,A-—SBlA1® Spaa,. Y= Y,Y, means
that the spectral measure can be written as a
product measure so that as J gets large eﬁm
splits into e‘;llef;. The splitting into products is
assumed to hold for all subclusters so there will
in general be many different ways in which the
spectral measure y breaks into a product mea-
sure, depending on the scheme used to couple
two subclusters together to form the variables
for the entire cluster. Note that the e, and d,
are elements of partial-wave spaces only, since
as J gets large they do not tend to zero.

Two cases of particular interest involve the
splitting of a cluster into one particle plus the
remainder, which generates the one-line dis-
connected form of Eq. (2.14), and into two parti-
cles plus the remainder, which generates the
2~ B disconnected term of Eq. (2.15). For the
one-line disconnected term, Vs, becomes the
mass of the noninteracting particle, while J,=0,
since we are considering only spinless particles
in this paper. According to Eq. (3.3), this means
€y (sJ;8,d,B,) ~ €7%(8,,J,;B,) as I~ e, so there
is no splitting of the spectral measure for the
one-line term.

For the two-line disconnected term, in which
the reaction A - B is cluster separated into the
A,~B,and A,~ B, reactions, with A, a two-parti-
cle cluster, Eq. (3.3) implies that
dl;lyz(SJ; $1J015 S2d0,A,)

~constx 8, dy2(s,J554,),

as J~ . For ef isproportional to the 2~ B, par-
tial-wave amplitude, and forcing d;,,, to pick out
thetermin v, equal to 1 guarantees that the operator

associated with the A— B reaction will cluster de-

compose into the tensor product Sz 4,® Sp,4,,
where the kernel of the SBlAl operator is the 2
- B, partial-wave amplitude, as given in Eq.
(2.15).

IV. CONCLUSION

In building an operator-S-matrix theory it is
important that the theory satisfy cluster require-
ments. For an operator-S-matrix theory in which
the basic theoretical objects are the eigenvectors
appearing in the spectral representation of the
channel scattering operators Sy 4, this means
that the eigenvectors must satisfy certain condi-
tions that will guarantee that the cluster require-
ments hold. In this paper these conditions were
obtained in two steps. First, starting with a more
or less intuitive notion of separability in which a
separation operator U; moves a subcluster of
particles away from other particles in the cluster,
a cluster property was formulated in Eq. (2.3) as
a strong operator limit as |a| gets large. Section
II then showed how the strong operator limit in the
separation variable |4| was equivalent to a strong
operator limit in the angular variable £ [Eq.
(2.10)]. From this it was shown that cluster prop-
erties could be expressed as a limit as J, the
angular momentum, gets large. This limit cannot
be a strong operator limit since J is a relativistic
invariant and does not single out one subcluster
of particles over another. Rather, a definite
coupling scheme, involving certain variables that
describe the subclusters, must be used in con-
junction with J to correctly formulate the cluster
property in terms of an angular momentum limit.

The second step introduced unitarity in the form
of a spectral representation for the channel scat-
tering operators. It was argued that if the eigen-
vectors appearing in the spectral representation
split into products of eigenvectors corresponding
to the eigenvectors of separated channel scatter-
ing operators, that the cluster requirements
formulated in terms of large angular momentum
would be guaranteed to hold. And such a formula-
tion can only be made in partial-wave Hilbert
spaces, where elements, such as those eigen-
vectors, do not go to zero as the angular momen-
tum gets large.

In a previous paper® we have shown how cross-
ing can be formulated as an operator requirement
on the channel scattering operators. Other physi-
cal requirements that are being investigated in-
clude causality and time-reversal invariance. The
goal in these papers is to express physical re-
quirements as operator conditions on the channel
scattering operators and then translate these op-
erator conditions into conditions that must be



satisfied by the eigenvectors. For example, there
is reason to believe that causality can be trans-
lated into conditions that the spectral measures
must satisfy. In any event, representations for
the channel scattering operators that automatically
satisfy physical requirements should provide a
convenient starting point for both phenomenological
investigations of multiparticle reactions and in-
vestigations into a fundamental-particle theory.
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APPENDIX A: MULTIPARTICLE POINCARE STATES

In this Appendix the various one- and two-parti-
cle states that are needed for the cluster decom-
position will be defined. We will generally follow
the discussion given by Werle,*® except that
canonical spin rather than helicity states will be
used.

A one-particle state |po), of momentum P and
spin projection o, transforms under a Lorentz
transformation A as

Ul\,—f): O> = 2 Dja'a(p,A)IA-ﬁycl> ) (Al)

where (p,A) is a Wigner rotation defined by (p,A)
“YAp)AB(p) and p is a four-vector satisfying
p-p=s, the invariant mass of the particle (sys-
tem). B(p) is a boost which we choose to write
as B(p)=R(p)A,(ID)R-Y(P), where A,([D]) is a
pure Lorentz transformation along the z axis
such that the rest-frame four-vector (Vs 0) be-
comes (E,0,0,p). R(p) is a rotation R(¢, 6, 0),
in which the Euler angles (¢, 6) are specified by
the momentum direction p. The boost B(p) pro-
vides the meaning of the spin index o of the one-
particle state and, from the definition given here,
indicates that o is a canonical spin index. This
can be seen by restricting A, a general Lorentz
transformation, to R, an arbitrary rotation. Then
the Wigner rotation becomes

(p,R)=B~*(Rp)RB(p)
= [RRP)A,(ID)R™*®P)|*
X RR(P)A,(IBDR™*(P)
=R. (A2)

Here use has been made of the fact that

R™Y(RP)R R(P) is some rotation R, about the z axis
and hence commutes with A,(|p|). Thus for canoni-
cal spin we have the well-known transformation
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Ug o) = D% (R)|RDO") .

Clearly, under a Lorentz translation a the mo-
mentum state transforms as

Ua|Po) = e[ o) .
To find the action of ¢ and A on a square-in-

tegrable wave function we write (following Werle,
p. 213) a general element of the Hilbert space as

lo) = Z f~E—<ﬂ(f>,c)lpa>

o=-j

Upl@) = Z

oo’

d—p<ﬁ(§,0)D{,ro(P,A)lAfw'>

fds AP, 00Dy (AT, )

x|p'a”y,
so that

WU19)B,0) =2, Dyor (A0, M@ (A ™2p,0"), ~ (A3)

with ¢ an element of the one-particle Hilbert space
satisfying ‘

3,
lol?= 2 [ 210G, 0l <,

Similarly, (U,9)®,0)=e'*""¢([{,0). The normali-
zation of the states |Po) is given by (p'o’|D, o)
=E63(f)' —'f))éorc.

Two-particle states are defined by going to the
overall cm frame of the two-particle system.
That is, if P= p1+p andp B~YP)p,, then the
two-particle state IP 0,p,0 0,0,) is defined as

|P=0,P,0102>=N]P01>| —p02> ’
I -lasf); 01,°2>EUB(P)1-13=5,§:0102> s (A4)

where N is a normalization factor. N is fixed by
defining an equivalent two-particle state lPspolo Y,
where s, the invariant mass of the two-particle
system, is given by s=(p,+p,)*=(s, +p2)2
+(s,+D%)"2. We want IPspoloz) to be normalized
like a one-particle state of momentum P and en-
ergy E= (52 + s)l/z; that is,

(Prs'prolot| Pspoo,)
=0%P" = P)6*(p ~$")0510,0 030, -

This then fixes the normalization factor N; it is
given explicitly by Werle in Ref. 13.

It is now possible to define the various angular
momentum states that are needed for the cluster
decomposition. We begin with the orbital angular
momentum state, defined as
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2L +1

[P=0sLos0,0,) ( ) [ ab ot (h)1B

=0spo,0,),

| D, $L0,0,0,) =Upp)| P=05Lo0,0,), (A5)
which satisfies

Ug|P=05L0.0,0,)

= YDk o, (RIDZ (R)D%, (R)
leZOSLoLolo;) . (AB)

The boosted orbital angular momentum state has
the same rotational properties as the P=0 state
because of the fact that RB(P)=B(RP)(P,R)
=B(RP)R for canonical spin*boosts, and is norma-
lized so that (P's’L ’o,joio’l PSLo0,0,)

=0YP" =P)op110574, 0 0,000, From the ro-
tational properties of the orb1tal angular momen-
tum states it is clear that a total angular mo-
mentum state can be defined by coupling together
the intrinsic spins J, and J, and then taking the
resulting spin j and coupling it to L to form the
overall angular momentum J:

|PsdoLjy= D, (Jo|Layjm)jm|d o, J,0,) . (A7)
oLm
0103

x |B,sL0,0,0,)

One other total angular momentum state is
needed for the cluster decomposition, in which
the degeneracy parameters L and j are replaced
by the spin projection ¢, and 0,. Such a state is
defined by

> _ (2] +
|P=OSJ0'0102>=< an ) fdpDool‘foz(p)
X Uge| P=0(00p)0,0,)

2+ 1\ ?
<4—) / D200 PV (B)

XD, (5)|B=0spojos),

(A8)

which transforms under rotations as
UR]13=5sJ00102) = Z D‘LIO(R)IthsJa’olaz) .
U,

As with the orbital 1 angular momentum states,
| PsJoo,0,) = U gy | P= OsJoclo ) and has the same
rotational properties as the P 0 state.

The connection between the two angular momen-
tum states can be obtained from Eqs. (A7) and
(A8):
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- 2L + 1\?,
|P=OsJooloz>=;<zJ:1> (jm|J @, Jp,)
J

X(Jo,+0,| jmL0)

x|f>=6 sJoLj) , (A9)
so that
1/2
> 2L +1 .
| PsJoo0,) = zLj: (2J+ 1) (Jo,+0,| jmLO)

x{jm|J g,J0,)|PsdoLj) .
(A10)

Finally, it is necessary to find the connection
between wave functions in different variables in
order to compute the action of the separation op-
erator on the total angular momentum. A
straightforward calculation following the lines of
Eq. (A3) gives

. 9L 1/2 *
f(PSp0102)= Z ( i 1) DIc‘;Lo(p)f(PSLoLoloz) ’

Lo\ 4m
f(PsLoLo0,)

= 2 (jmLay| Jo><JlolJzozljm>f(f>sJoLj> ,
Ji

>~ 2L s*
s Bsiag)- L (2 1) Dyt oy (B)D%04(5)
Jo
0j0;

XD‘LZZO (P)f(l-ssJooicg . (A11)

APPENDIX B: VARIOUS LIMITS

In this Appendix various limits will be con-
sidered that are needed in the analysis of the
cluster decomposition. The first comes from Eq.
(2.9) and can be written

lim Z Ji(pa)l fo (P)] = (B1)

a—>c

We want to show that this limit is equivalent to
writing

lim |£,(2)|=0. (B2)

To show this two properties of the spherical Bes-
sel functions j,(pa) are needed:

2 jé(pa)= 1 for all pa, (B3a)
£=0 ‘

Jp(pa)= sin(pa - 387)/pa for pa>g . (B3b)

It is easiest to begin by assuming Eq. (B2) and
showing that Eq. (B1) follows. Now Eq. (B2)
means there exists an € and an £, such that

|f, (P)l <3¢ when£>L.. (B4)



If M, denotes the maximum of | f(p)| for 0<£
<g£,., then we can write
Le bt
> ZealLwl+ 2 2(pa)l s ()
L£=0 L=Lt1
Le

. € € € _
sMpz:_;) ]é(pa)+~2—<§+—2- =€, (B5)

for pa>£ <£.. Here use has been made of prop-
erty (B3b) of the spherical Bessel function, while
the bound on the second term in the sum in Eq.
(B5) makes use of property (B3a). Thus, Eq.
(B2) implies Eq. (B1).

Going in the other direction is a little more
complicated for it might seem possible to pick a
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j&,(pa) are very small, so that I]‘_’cn(p)l need not
go to zero for large £,. But one other property
of the sum can be used to show that such a sub-
sequence cannot exist. Namely, for fixed p as a
gets large, the zeros of ];c(pa) change. This can
already be seen from Eq. (B3b), where an.asymp-
totic form for j_c(pa) is given. Because the neigh-
borhood in which j,(pa) is small changes as a
changes, it is impossible to find a subsequence
£, for which j.cn(pa) remains small as a varies.
Hence Eq. (B1) implies Eq. (B2).

The second limit we want to compute involves
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (jmLO0|Jm) in
which J and L get large for a fixed value of j and
m. The easiest way to compute this limit is to
make a change of variables in which j+L =[=J

subsequence £, in Eq. (B1) for which the terms and [=0,...,2j, when L =j. Then
J
(j,m;J +1 -3, 0|Jm)
="‘i“°+”"” ((2J+ 1)(2J +1 - 2]')!(J+m)!(J-—m)!>1/2 J+1 -7 (2 =111 —=m) (G —m )M

I +1+ 1) =j+A) T =+ 1)1

A=l+m=-j

T+l -j—=2a

)!(—1)—1)\!“ NG —m =) =l+m+N)! "

(B6)

The terms in the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients have been so arranged that the first terms all involve J,
which will get very large, while the last terms involve only j, I, m, and A, which remain finite. Further,
the first terms are so arranged that their ratios can be readily computed for large J. Thus

J+l=-5)! . .
GIiiojoni= =i Wrl=rel)=J7,
((2J+l—2j)!)‘/2_< 1

(27 +1+1)! “\NQ@J+L+1) e

since A<j+m,

! 1/2
(2J+l—2j+1)) ”((w)l* ) ’

1/2

1/2
(J—i%%) =[(T+m)e o« (T+A—j+DYV2= (qmHi-M)r/z]
1/2
T=m) N, A -1/2_, 1
((J+)\—j)!) _L(J+)\"]) (J—m+1)] (7;\—_—13—-,"—)1—/-2-

Combining these terms gives

@J =11 +m)1(j -m)!)‘/2
2j

(i,m;J+l—j,01Jm>-(

as J gets large.

mingj +m, 1)

(=n*
MI=-MG-m =) =l+m+2)!

(B7)

A=l+m=j
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