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A method for constructing energy-dependent separable potentials of the form V = ME) v)v| from
(complex) elastic scattering phase shifts is presented. The energy-dependent coupling constant A(E) is
shown to satisfy a dispersion relation as a consequence of the requirement of multichannel unitarity. It
is this knowledge of the analytic properties of A(E) which makes it possible to solve the inverse
problem. It is further demonstrated that in some cases the inverse problem can still be solved
analytically even when the phase shift changes sign below the inelastic threshold.

I. INTRODUCTION

Separable potentials have been widely used to
represent basic interactions,!=® in part because
their use generally provides great simplification
in calculation and in part because separable po-
tentials permit simple analytic solutions of the
inverse-scattering problem.”®

A rank-one separable potential leads to an off-
shell transition matrix which is just a function
of the on-shell T matrix and the separable form
factor. In the momentum representation the fully
off-shell T matrix for a separable potential,
T(p, q; E(R)), is given by

75, ¢; )= [ %BL | 76,1 5D [ 2D |, (1.1

where p and q are the off-shell momenta and &
the momentum corresponding to the parametric
energy E, v(p) is the separable potential form
factor in momentum space, and T(k, k; E(k)) is the
on-shell elastic scattering transition matrix. In
this paper, we suppress the spin and isospin in-
dices, so that Eq. (1.1) actually represents a
separate equation for each angular momentum
and isospin state.

Separable form factors v(p) can be readily con-
structed from the elastic phase shifts as solutions
of the standard inverse problem.”'® However,
when inelastic channels are open, the elastic
phase shift becomes complex and the separable
form factors v(p) become complex, even below
the threshold for inelastic scattering. Although

the form factors still reproduce the on-shell scat-
tering amplitude, they can lead to an unphysical
off-shell T matrix. Calculations of pion-nucleon
separable potentials®’® have sometimes produced
off-shell T matrices which showed unphysically
rapid off-shell variation, and it has been shown?®'1°
that such behavior is correlated with strong ab-
sorption from the elastic channel.

As is well known,! the presence of inelastic
channels requires an explicitly energy-dependent
effective one-channel potential. In order to take
into account the energy dependence resulting from
the coupling to inelastic channels while still re-
taining the simplicity of a rank-one separable
form factor, Londergan and Moniz® used an ef-
fective one-channel potential of the form

Vm‘(E) =X117(E) IU><1), = )\(E) lv> ( ! y (12)

where A (E)=,,7(E) was taken to be an energy-de-
pendent coupling constant obtained by formal elim-
ination of the coupled inelastic channels and A, de-
noted the sign of the interaction, i.e., A, =+1. It
is the purpose of this paper to show that an energy-
dependent rank-one separable potential of the
form of Eq. (1.2) can be constructed under much
more general circumstances than were assumed
in Ref. 9.

In this section, we briefly outline our results
for the inverse-scattering problem. The validity
of the assumptions, and the physical conditions
under which this solution can be applied, are dis-
cussed in detail in the body of the paper. If the
effective one-channel potential is of the form
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given by Eq. (1.2), the elastic scattering matrix
can then be written as

T(p, q; E) =i%%)%(—q) , (1.3)
where
D(E) =B -, [ 2L, 220 (1.4)

@7y E-E(t)"

The second term of Eq. (1.4) is analytic on the
first sheet of the E plane cut above the elastic
threshold energy E,. I [y(E)]™' is also analytic in
the cut E plane, then we can write a dispersion re-
lation for InD(E*), viz.

= dE'Im[InD(E")]

In[n(E")) =1 et

(1.5)

Since v(k) is a real form factor, Eq. (1.3) gives

the relation
Im[InD(E*)]=-5(E), (1.6)

where 8(E) is the (real) phase of the on-shell elas-
tic scattering amplitude, defined through

T(k, k; E(k)) = + | T(E) | !¢ ®, (1.7)

with the sign in Eq. (1.7) chosen such that 8(E)
=§(E) below inelastic threshold. These considera-
tions lead to the result

huvz(k)=i|T(E)|exp{% f: 9%‘%‘%] (1.8)

+0.2—

Re Ey-l]\
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In order to use the inversion procedure described
above, the phase 8(E) must satisfy certain con-
ditions which are listed in Eq. (2.28). If §(E)
satisfies these conditions, then the inversion pro-
cedure of Eq. (1.8) will produce a unique rank-one
separable form factor v(k), which will exactly
reproduce the elastic phase shift at all energies
and which is consistent with the requirements of
off-shell unitarity. From the prescription given
above, we can also construct the energy-depen-
dent coupling constant y(E). We observe that the
coupling constant y(E) can exhibit structure even
when the absorption from the elastic channel is
relatively weak. For example, in Fig. 1 we plot
Y(E) for the P,,mN partial wave. The phase shifts
used were those which were used in Ref. 10.

In Sec. I of this paper we review in detail the
assumptions and conditions which lead to the solu-
tion of the inverse problem for separable poten-
tials. In Sec. III we present some illustrative
examples to show the wide range of coupled-chan-
nel problems for which this method is applicable.
In Sec. IV we show how the solution presented can
be generalized by removing some of the restric-
tions on the phase shifts §(E); the technical de-
tails of this extension are further described in
an Appendix.

II. INVERSE SCATTERING PROBLEM

We begin by assuming the existence of an under-
lying Hermitian Hamiltonian H and a corresponding

1

(o] 200 400

|
600 800 1000

Pem{MeV/c)

FIG. 1. The energy-dependent coupling parameter v (E) for the effective potential which produces tue experimental
phase shifts for elastic pion-nucleon scattering in the Pj; channel. The phase shifts used in the inverse problem and the

resulting v(k) are given in Ref. 10.
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Hermitian potential V. This Hamiltonian is as-
sumed to be capable of describing the interaction
in all channels of the system under discussion.
We further assume that the motion of the system
is completely described by a Lippmann-Schwinger
operator equation of the form

T=V+VG ‘T, (2.1)

in which T is the transition operator, V is the
interaction potential operator, and G‘* is the
many-body propagator corresponding to outgoing
flux in each open channel.

We now define both a projection operator P,
with the property that P projects onto the elastic
channel only, and the conjugate projection oper-
ator'! @ =1- P. Then, we may easily obtain from
Eq. (2.1) a Lippmann-Schwinger equation for the
elastic channel alone, viz.

PTP=PU 4P +PVx PG PTP (2.2)
where
Ve(E)=V+VQGVQV (2.3)

and
S“AE)=QGQ[1-QVQG™Q] e
=Q[E-QHQ] Q. (2.4)
The superscript —14 in Eq. (2.4) refers to an in-
verse in the @ space. In Eq. (2.4) the Green’s
function $*’ is specified for outgoing-wave bound-
ary conditions in all open channels.

It is clear from Eqs. (2.3)-(2.4) that v will
have an explicit energy dependence resulting from

N

FIG. 2. The cut 2 plane and the contour used to derive
the dispersion relation for 1/¥(2).

formal elimination of the coupled channels. In
order to retain the separability of the effective
interaction, we insist that

Verr(E) =2, Y(E) [vXv], (2.5)

that is, we completely absorb the energy depen-
dence of V. into the coupling constant y(E). If
we like, we can simply take as an ansatz that the
effective one-channel potential has the form of Eq.
(2.5), with no reference to the explicit form of the
many-channel interaction which led to that equa-
tion. However, it is clear that Eq. (2.5) will fol-
low from any many-channel potential of the form

PVQ=P|vXw|Q,
QVP=Q|wXv|P, (2.6)

where |w) is a vector in the space defined by Q.
In the usual channel notation, this implies a Her-
mitian potential of the form

Aullevx, A |1)1><‘l}2l h131v1><03l M
V=A% v, Xv, | Voo Vas e

Alevsxvll Va Vs c°c

B . . . i

(2.7

where V,,, V,,, etc., are completely unrestricted
potentials. Under this restriction, Eq. (2.3) may
be written as

'Uerr(E)= Il)1><’l]1][)tu+<WIQ9(”QIW)]. (28)

Comparison of Eq. (2.8) with Eq. (2.5) leads to the
identifications

[v,Xv, | = [v)] (2.9)
and
HE) =1+ 35 (wl @@ w) . (2.10)
The vector |w) is then
=328 10, (2.11)
=

and we have made no assumption about the form
of the |v,) which make up |w).

If (w|Q$*(E)Q|w) exists for all values of E, then
for large |E|

(w| QS Qw) (2.12)

| B+

faster than |E|~!. This ensures that y(E)~1 for
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large values of E. From Eq. (2.4) we see that we
can analytically continue y(z) off the real energy
axis into the complex E plane. From the boundary
conditions on Q8 (E)Q, we see that Imy(E)=0 for
real energies below the first inelastic threshold
energy €,. Thus the function ¥(z) can be analyt-
ically continued into the complex E plane, cut
along the real axis extending from ¢, to «. If

¥(2) can be analytically continued into the cut E
plane, then so can 1/y(z). Further, as [z]|-,
[1/+(2)]-1—=0 faster than |z|~!. However, a

pole of 1/¥(z) occurs wherever y(z) has a zero.
We will return later to the question of zeroes of
¥(z), and confine ourselves to the case where y(z)
has no zeroes in the first sheet of the 2z plane, cut
along the real axis from inelastic threshold ¢, to
«, By Cauchy’s theorem, we can write

1 1 o [1e)-1]a
y(2)” " 2mi J, Py

(2.13)

Choosing the path of integration to be the infinite
circle with a detour about the branch cut, as shown
in Fig. 2, we can neglect the contribution from

the circle since [1/¥(z)]- 1 vanishes at |z|=, 80
that Eq. (2.13) yields the result

f m!l/y(E')ldE’ ’ (2.14)

- E-ie

that is, 1/v(E) satisfies an unsubtracted dispersion
relation.

We demonstrate the implications of Eq. (2.14)
for the inverse-scattering problem by examining
the transition operator in the elastic channel,
which takes the form

where G*) indicates the outgoing-wave prescrip-
tion for the Green’s function. On the energy shell,
we can solve for 1/x(E) to obtain

® pkglv(kg)]?dE’
2n%[E +ie- E’]

1 1
x@ D gy

(2.16)

In Eq. (2.16) u is the reduced mass™ in the elastic
channel, k; is the momentum corresponding to
energy E, T(E) represents the fully on-shell T
matrix T(kg, kg; E), and E, denotes the elastic
threshold energy. The imaginary part of Eq.
(2.16) then gives

s | = [oteg) ) m [ s | - el

(2.17)
Substituting this relation into Eq. (2.14), we ob-
tain

1 f"[v(}g‘:)]z{lm[l/wT(E’)]— 3ukgtdE’
e E+ie-E’ :

(2.18)
Substitution of Eq. (2.18) into Eq. (2.15) then gives

T(E) = [v(kg)] / {Ku = [v(kl')lzlm[l/T(E')]dE'}
(2.19)

E+ie~E’
for the on-shell T matrix. After multiplication of
both sides of Eq. (2.19) by Im[27/pkzT(E)] we ob-
tain

[v)v] e (glks)]?
SIAE - W [GTE[v) (2.15) TE)= 16 ®) g (2.20)

50 -

T> 40t

s

_ %of

: 20t

o
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500 1000
p(MeV/c)

FIG. 3. The separable potential v, (p) given in Eq. (3.7). For different couplings to the inelastic channels, this poten-
tial produces phase shifts as depicted in Figs. 4-6, 13.
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where in Eq. (2.20) we define to get

A 27 _ 1r" B(x)dx

T(E) = T(E)Im [m] (2.21) hu[v(kx)]z =T(E) exp [;” on ————E+ e — x] . (2.27)
and

The conditions, which the phase shift must satis-
27 fy in order that the inversion procedure described
[g(kg)]? = [v(kg)]* Im [—] . (2.22) y P

wkeT(E) above apply are:
As has been noted previously, Eq. (2.20) is a (i) 8(E)~0 as E~<;
one-channel equation, since T‘(E) satisfies elastic B A
unitarity, i.e., Im[1/7(e)]=ukyz/2n. We can then (if) 6(E,)=0; (2.28)
easily obtain g(k) from the usual prescription’ for (iii) sin8(E) cannot change sign below
solving the inverse problem for separable poten- inelastic threshold.
tials, which is repeated here for completeness. "
We can write Eq. (2.20) as If 5(E) satisfies conditions (i)-(iii), then the in-
. version procedure of Eq. (2.27) will produce a
T(E) = Ayl g(kg)] , (2.23) unique rank-one separable potential with an ener-
D“XE) gy-dependent coupling constant y(E), defined
where through Eq. (2.16). Such a potential will reproduce
e - ) the elastic phase shift at all energies and will be
DAE)=1-1,,(g |G E)lg). (2.24) consistent with the requirements of multichannel
Since 7(E) satisfies elastic unitarity, we may unitarity. Further, the coupling constant y(E),
write 7(E) in terms of a real phase shift 8(E) de- which accompanies the separable potential »(k)
fined by will have no zeroes on the first, or physical, sheet
of the complex E surface and hence 1/y(E) will
T(E) =—2—”exp[i8( E)]sin[8(E)], (2.25) satisfy the unsubtracted dispersion relation given
wkg by Eq. (2.14).
so that, provided 5(E) is “well-behaved,” D™ (E) In the parametrization we have chosen, all of
can be constructed from the formula the information about the coupled inelastic chan-

nels goes into the coupling constant y(E). Changes

1 r° 8(x)dx } in y(E) can produce dramatic changes in the elastic
) (F) = 1 _O\xjax
D™(E) exp[" E, E+ie-x (2.26) scattering amplitude, even when the form factor
v(p) remains constant. Pion-nucleon separable
From Eq. (2.25) and (2.26), we can calculate g(kj), form factors constructed by the method described
and we can then solve for v(kg) from Eq. (2.22), above were found'® to be smooth functions of the
60
50
40}
Fi
2 3o S
)
20|-
10
0 1 1 1 i L 1 1 A 1 =
500 1000
p(MeV/c)

FIG. 4. The phase shift generated by the separable potential —v; (p)v (p') with v, () given by Eq. (3.7) and depicted in
Fig. 3.
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c.m. momentum, even when the energy dependence
of the on-shell T matrix was quite pronounced.

III. SOME ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

We can illustrate the effects of changing y(E) by
examining a two-channel model problem with
separable s-wave potentials in each channel, where
we keep v,( p) fixed and vary y(E). In the momen-
tum representation, the potential matrix has the
form

M 0)vi(g)  Apvi(P)v,(q)
(plVig)= [ J (3.1)

AU P)0,(9)  Apv5(p)4(q)

Nonrelativistic kinematics was used throughout
these examples, with the momentum in each chan-
nel defined through the relation

RE=h2+A2. (3.2)

The potentials v,(p) were chosen to have Yama-
guchi form factors

S(2ma\ e o193 3.3
wp=(B%) TS (o129, 69)
Formal elimination of the coupled channels yields
an effective one-channel potential

where
) et LS CTTN .
rE)=1 +m { " [k +iag)% (@, +a,)? }
Agpcs® 17
X [l B (k2+z‘a3)2} ’ -9

In Eq. (3.4), we define

a,e<i:~: >ma, (i=2,3). (3.6)

In all cases the same potential v,(p) was used,
with
a,=A=250 MeV/c
and
¢,=200 MeV/c,
viz.
04 P)~ TG (3.7

In Fig. 3, v, is plotted as a function of c.m. mo-
mentum and is shown to be quite smoothly varying.
In Fig. 4 is plotted the phase shift corresponding
to absence of channel coupling (x,,=0), and A, =1,
which corresponds to an attractive interaction in
channel 1. In Fig. 5, the parameters used are®?

A=A, =0, A =1,

(p|U(E) | q) =x ¥ (E)v,(p)v,(q), (3.4) c, =300 MeV/c, a,=400 MeV/c.
30~
n
10
20 v N
> n
@
E L —4 0.6
[Ze]
10 S -4 0.4
r 40.2
o) 1 1 A1 A 1 1 1 1 1
f 500 1000
p(MeV/c)

FIG. 5. The phase shift and inelasticity parameter, defined as one-half the phase and the magnitude of the S matrix,
S(k) =n (k) exp[2i6 (k)], for the model coupled channel problem given in Eq. (3.1). The potential v;(p) is given in Eq. (3.7)
and the remaining parameters are Ay =A,3=0, A;p=1, ¢,=300 MeV/c, @, =400 MeV/c. The arrow indicates the inelas-
tic threshold.
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In Fig. 5, the direct coupling is absent in both
channel 1 and 2, and only the channel coupling
term remains. This term always produces an
attractive effective potential in channel 1 below
inelastic threshold, and produces a phase shift
with a pronounced spike at the opening of the in-
elastic channel. In Fig. 6, the parameters are

Ay TAge = =1,

A'12

¢, =150 MeV/c,

c; =300 MeV/c,

=1,
a, =400 MeV/c,
@, =250 MeV/c,

These parameters correspond to a “virtual bound
state” resonance; the coupling in channel 2 is
strong enough to produce a bound state in channel
2, in the absence of coupling to channel 1. The
channel coupling produces a sharp resonance in
channel 1 below inelastic threshold. We have
tested the inversion procedure numerically for
the T matrices given in Figs. 3—6. Iz all these
cases the separable potential of Eq. (3.7), given
in Fig. 3, is veproduced.
Another application of this technique might be
to nucleon-nucleon scattering. Here, the phase
shifts are known accurately only up to about 350
MeV (laboratory energy); which is just below the
energy at which pion production begins to become
appreciable. Consequently, when the phase shift

S (deg)

al bound state resonance just below the inelastic threshold.

180

120

90

(\

analyses are extended to higher energy, one will
have to include absorptive effects in employing

the additional information as a constraint of the
off-shell nucleon-nucleon T matrix. We have com-
puted the energy-dependent potential for the D,
partial wave, assuming the absorption is given
correctly by Amaldi’s peripheral model calcula-
tion.’* The input phase shifts are shown in Fig.

7, and the potential in Fig. 8. In order to il-
lustrate the importance of including the absorption,
we display two additional potentials (normalized

to unity at 350 MeV/c). The dashed line is the
potential obtained with the same phase shift 6 but
with the inelasticity parameter 71 set equal to

unity at all energies, the dash-dot curve is the
Tabakin potential.’® The latter is not obtained as
the solution of an inverse scattering solution but

is simply an analytic form which approximately
reproduces the 'D, phase shift below 350 MeV/c.
Because of the normalization, Fig. 8 effectively
represents [cf. Eq. (1.1)] the half-off-shell extrap-
olation of the partial wave 7 matrix for 2 <350
MeV/c. The three extrapolations are substantial-
ly different for large off-shell momenta.

IV. GENERALIZATION OF THE
INVERSE SCATTERING SOLUTION

In this section we examine the conditions on 5(E)
necessary to perform the inversion procedure.

1 1 1

10.2

A 1 1 2

500

1
1000

p ( MeV/c)

FIG. 6. The same as Fig. (5) except the parameters used are Ay =A,==1, Aj,=1, ¢,=150 MeV/c, @,=400 MeV/c,
¢3=300 MeV/c, a3=250 MeV/c. With these parameters the inelastic channel, if it were uncoupled to the elastic chan-
nel, would have a bound state just below the inelastic threshold. In the coupled channel problem, this produces a virtu-
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We shall see that some of the restrictions given
in Eq. (2.28) can be removed by an alteration of
the procedure for constructing the function D*X(E)
[Eq. (2.26)]. The first condition is that §(E) ~0
as E—-=, When using experimental phase shifts,
which are supplied only up to some maximum ex-
perimental energy, we can satisfy this criterion
by choosing a high-energy extrapolation for the
phase shift which insures 3(E) ~0. Relaxation of
the other restrictions on the phase shift requires
changes in the procedure for constructing D‘*(E).
Equation (2.26) gives the relation

D“XE) =ﬁ '\u<v|G‘+)(E)|v>
_ 1 [ 8(x)dx
—exp[; .[EOE"'ie—x]’ (4-1)

and this relation requires that D*XE) have no
zeroes and no poles on the first sheet of the cut

E plane. If 8(E,)=m, there is a pole of T(E), and
hence a zero of D*(E), at negative energy E=- Ejp.
A zero of the T matrix corresponds to a zero of
y(E) [and hence a pole of 1/y(E)]. If this occurs,
then 1/y(E) will no longer satisfy an unsubtracted
dispersion relation and in this case Eq. (4.1) will
not obtain.

The many-channel potential given in Eq. (2.7)
can lead to phase shifts in the elastic channel
which are considerably more varied than would
be allowed by the above conditions. We now dem-
onstrate how the inverse problem may be solved
for any set of phase shifts which could have arisen

ENERGY-DEPENDENT SEPARABLE POTENTIALS

1715

from a many-channel potential V of the form of
Eq. (2.7). First, however, we must discuss the
limitations on the elastic channel phase shifts
implied by the existence of a many channel po-
tential of the form of V.

The general structure of an elastic channel T
matrix which arises from a potential of the form
of V will be quite complicated. These complica-
tions are a result of the possible permutations of
signs and the occurrence of poles and zeroes.
There are, nonetheless, some general systematics
in the structure of the elastic channel T matrix,
which can indicate whether a given on-shell T
matrix is compatible with the existence of a po-
tential of the form of V.

We recall Eq. (2.10), which we write as

A HE) =2y, +H(w QS E)Q |w) . (4.2)
If a complete set of eigenstates of QHQ is inserted
into the definition of $*(E), Eq. (2.4), the general
form of A,,y(E) is given by

AuH(E) = A11+Z_lﬁili f IJ;E'});‘:?Z

(4.3)

where the pole terms clearly arise from those
bound states of @ HQ which lie below the inelastic
threshold ¢;. Since the inverse problem requires
a dispersion relation for 1/y(E), we must as-
certain the number and the location of the zeroes
of y(E). As a function of complex energy, z =x+iy,

T T T T T T T T
1.0
—o.8
—~ 15k 0.6
o
[
> mn
7}
0} —o.4
5f —o.2
1 | ! | | | ! | o
0 200 400 600 800
Tiop (MeV)

FIG. 7. The phase shift 6 and the inelasticity parameter 7 for nucleon-nucleon scattering in the xD2 state. The inelas-
ticity is calculated according to the peripheral model of Amaldi (Ref. 14).
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the imaginary part of A,,y(z) is given by

® Z(E')lsz’]
. lz=E'* J°

I, {(2) ==y [ > ]'ZL_AE—EF * f
: i €

(4.4)

Thus y(z) =0 implies y =Imz =0, so that all of the
zeroes of y(z) must lie on the real axis. From
Eq. (4.2), we see that ¥(E) has a negative definite
imaginary part for E above inelastic threshold.
Thus, all of the zeroes of y(E) must lie on the
real axis below the inelastic threshold.!®

At this point it is helpful to classify r,,»(E) into
four different classes and examine each class in-
dividually. The first is for x,;=+1 (i.e., a re-
pulsive potential in the elastic channel) and y(¢,)
> 0. The behavior of A,,7(E) in this case is de-
picted in Fig. 9. We see that the number of
zeroes of y(E) is exactly equal to the number of
poles of y(E). A zero of y(E) implies that the
energy-dependent potential U.(E) and the elastic
T matrix both pass through zero, thus the position
of the zeroes of y(E) for energies above elastic
threshold are determined by the experimental
points where 8(E) passes through nm. From Fig.
9, we see that for the case under consideration
each zero of the T matrix is accompanied by a
bound state pole of QHQ.

The second case we consider is again a repulsive
interaction in the elastic channel (A,, =+1), but

with y(€,) <0. The behavior of ¥(E) for this case
is depicted in Fig. 10. We see that in this case
the number of zeroes of y(E) (and of the T matrix)
is one greater than the number of poles of y(E).

In particular, we may have a zero in the T matrix
without any additional singularities in ¥(E). This
is possible because below threshold the integral

I given by

_ [ ey e
! 'fe‘ E-Ervin “.9

is always negative. Thus the effect of virtual
excitations to inelastic continuum states is to
produce an “attractive” effective potential below
the inelastic threshold. If this “attractive” ef-
fective potential is strong enough to override the
elastic channel repulsive potential, then the total
potential may change from ‘“repulsive” to “at-
tractive” as the energy is increased.

The third case is for an attractive potential
(x;;==1) in the elastic channel with A;,y(€,) <0.
We have plotted A,,v(E) for this case in Fig. 11.
As for the first case, each zero of y(E) (and
hence of the T matrix) is accompanied by a bound
state of QHQ.

The fourth and final possibility is x,,=-1 and
My (€)> 0. For this case, A, ¥(E) is depicted
in Fig. 12. In this case the number of zeroes
in y(E) is one less than the number of poles.
Actual phase shifts for the case of one pole in

1.2
—~ 1.0
(8]
~N
>
=

0.8f
o
n
[\2]
>
~ 0.6
a
=

0.4

0.2 .

/ Tiap (MeV)
/ 10 10 200 400 600 1000 1500
T T 1 1 1 r 1
0 200 400 600 800
‘m. (MeV/c)

FIG. 8. The nucleon-nucleon separable potential in the 1DZ state. The unbroken curve is calculated according to Eq.
(2.27), while only the real phase shift 6 is used to obtain the dashed curve. The dash-dot curve is the potential of

Tabakin (Ref. 15).
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¥(E) and no zeroes have been given already in
Fig. 5. For this case, even though y(E) had a
pole, 1/y(E) had no poles and the procedure for
the inverse problem which we have previously
outlined was applicable.

We shall now see that the construction of v(%)
requires the knowledge of both the poles and
zeroes of T(E). The zeroes of T(E) are the re-
sult of y(E) passing through zero, the location
of which we have just discussed. The structure
of T(E) is such that the off-shell T matrix
(k| T(E)|k’) is everywhere zero if E=E;, where
E, is the location of the zero of ¥(E). The poles of
T(E), however, result from zeroes of the demoni-
nator D“*XE), where

1 +
A,ITES:(”IG( YE) |v). (4.6)

These points correspond to physical bound states

X, 7(E)vs E

Lx, 7(E)7 vs E '
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FIG. 9. In the upper graph Ay (E) is depicted for Ay
=+1, and for y;) >0, with €; the inelastic threshold.
The case where 7y(E) has three poles at the energies E,,
E,, and E, is depicted. These poles are a result of
bound states of the Hamiltonian QHQ. For this case,
these poles lead to zeroes of ¥ (E), and hence of T(E),
which are marked by “O.” The corresponding (A ¥(E)™!
is plotted in the lower graph. The dot-dash line repre-
sents W|GW (E)|v) for energies below elastic threshold
E,, where @|GW (E)|v) is real. The zero of D (E)

[a bound state pole of T(E)] is marked by an ‘“x.” The
energies required for the inverse problem are the loca-
tions of the poles of [A;;¥(E)™! (here labeled E***E,
and marked by “O” in the upper graph) and the energy of
the bound state (marked by “x”).

of the system and are marked by X in the lower
part of Figs. 9-12,

From Figs. 9-12, we have seen that the zeroes
of T(E) between elastic and inelastic threshold
generally are associated with poles in y(E) due to
the bound states of QHQ. The exception to this is
depicted in Fig. 10 where one might have a single
zero in y(E) [and hence T(E)] without a bound state
of QHQ. One can further note from Figs. 9-12
that a bound state of QHQ below elastic threshold
will generally lead to a zero of D*’(E) [a pole of
T(E)]. The exception to this can be seen in Fig.

10 where a bound state of QHQ [a pole in y(E) and
a zero in 1/y(E)] is near the elastic threshold and
does not result in a zero of D™ (E).

The location of the zeroes of T(E) below elastic
threshold have no special physical significance
and cannot be determined from experiment. From
Figs. 9-12, one sees that one zero occurs between
neighboring bound states. There may be a zero
above the last bound state and below the elastic
threshold as depicted in Fig. 10, or this zero may
occur above the elastic threshold as depicted in
Fig. 11, where its location would be observable. As
the location of these zeroes in T below elastic
threshold is not observable, the inverse problem
loses its uniqueness in this case.’” These required
zeroes may be inserted at any location consistent
with their occurrence in Figs. 9-12, but the result
of the inverse problem will depend on their pre-

Xy y(E)vs E ! ! ! ':
! | | |
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| T
| ‘\ : ! \l
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Tl | I I o
~.o | I A
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I [ I o
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FIG. 10. The same as Fig. 9 except here the case
where Ay;=+1 and v(€;) <0 is depicted. Notice that in
this case the number of zeroes of y(E) [and T(E)] is
one more than the number of poles of y(E).
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cise location.

The above discussion may be seen to be con-
sistent with Levinson’s theorem. For the separable
energy-dependent potential under present con-
sideration, Levinson’s theorem!®+19 ig

8(E,) - 8(=) =(N - M), (4.7)

where N is the number of poles in the elastic chan-
nel T matrix [zeroes of D*’(E)] and M is the num-
ber of zeroes of the T matrix [and of y(E)]. If

the phase shifts from elastic threshold to infinity
are known, the Levinson’s theorem indicates the
number of zeroes of T(E) which occur below elastic
threshold. This number must always be equal to,
or one greater than or one less than, the number
of bound states.

A phase shift which begins at zero, is first posi-
tive, and then changes sign and remains negative
(such as the nucleon-nucleon singlet-S phase) is
an example of a phase shift which is not compatible
with an underlying potential of the form of Eq.
(2.7). The modified Levinson’s theorem of Eq.
(4.7) states that for a single zero in T(E) with no
bound states, the phase at elastic threshold is
—7. Thus one cannot have 6(E,) start at zero,
change sign, and return to zero (or nr either)
without a bound state. The addition of bound states,
however, will necessarily add additional zeroes
in T(E) and thus even the addition of bound states
cannot produce these phase shifts.

We now consider the modification of the inver-
sion procedure which is required for the case
where D‘*)(E) has zeroes below elastic threshold,

Ay y(E)vs E
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FIG. 11. The same as Fig. 9 except here the case
where A=-1 and Ay (€;) <0 is depicted.
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E=E,;<E,, and poles at the real energies E=E,.
In the Appendix we show that D*)(E) can be con-
structed according to the prescription

D (E) = I”I <E_EE‘) fI(EfE'j>

i=1 i=1

><,exp[1 f"_ﬂ_x_)i{_jl, (4.8)

T /g, E-x+i,

where DY (E) has a series of zeroes at the N ener-
gies E=E,;, and a series of poles at the M energies
E=E,. The separable form factor will then have
the form

Au[v(kg)]? = T(E) fI ('E—}E‘> fI< E f E, )
i e

ex [1 = _8(x)dx
Pla ), E-xvie

} . (4.9)

In Fig. 13 we display the phase shift for a two-
channel model problem with separable potentials
in the form of Eq. (3.1). The potential v,(p) is
again given by Eq. (3.6), with

A=A =-1,
¢, =¢; =150 MeV/c,

A1 =0.6,
a,=a,=400 MeV/c.

These parameters produce a zero of D‘*(E) at

A\ y(E)vs E
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FIG. 12. The same as Fig. 9 except here the case
where Ay; =—1 and Ayyy(€;)> 0 is depicted. Notice that
in this case, one has one less zero in ¥ (E) [and hence
T(E)] than poles. Also, in this case, T(E) has two
bound states poles (marked by “x”) while A;yy (E) has
only one pole below elastic threshold E,.
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7 N———

0.8

0.6

S (deg)

-l0bL

p(MeV/c)

FIG. 13. The same as Fig. (5) except the parameters used are Ay =Ay,=—1. A;,=0.6, Cy=C3=750 MeV/c, ay=0g=
400 MeV/c. Notice that the phase shift changes sign below the inelastic threshold. The inverse procedure presented
here has been tested numerically to recover v;(p) depicted in Fig. (3) from the phases presented in Figs. 4-6, 13.

k=310{ MeV/c, and a zero of the T matrix at
k=150 MeV/c. Consequently, v,(k) was given by
the equation

Au[v,(R)]* = T(E) {"‘:: igég;: :l

= B(x)dx }

B, Exti€—x (4.10)

[1
xexp | —

We repeat that the position of both the poles and
zeroes of T(E) must be specified in order to con-
struct a unique separable potential which exactly
reproduces the elastic phase shift. This is analo-
gous to fixing the Castillejo, Dalitz, and Dyson
ambiguity!” in the solution of partial wave disper-
sion relations.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we have seen that the existence of
a many-channel potential of the form of Eq. (2.7)
leads to an effective elastic channel potential
ME) v(k) v(k’). For any elastic channel 7 matrix
which is compatible with this underlying many-
channel potential, one is able to construct
ME) v(B) v(k’) analytically from Eq. (4.9). The
T matrices may be quite varied, as can be seen
from the examples presented. There are, how-
ever, limitations on the T matrices which can
arise from a potential such as that given in Eq.
(2.7). For T matrices which are inconsistent
with this form of the coupled channel problem,
one obviously cannot use the procedure presented

here to generate an effective potential. There are
certain cases where the T matrix has zeroes (i.e.,
the phase shifts change sign or pass through nm)
that can be treated by this approach. In these
cases, the zero of the T matrix is a consequence
of a zero in the energy-dependent effective cou-
pling constant ¥(E). For the case where T(E) has
no zeroes and §(E,) = §(~), the construction of
v(k) is identical to that of Ref. 9, although the
conditions under which this construction has been
shown to hold are not so restricted as in Ref. 9.

APPENDIX

In this appendix we derive the procedure [given
in Eq. (4.8)] for constructing D*’(E) in the case
where DY (E) has zeroes and poles. We write the
elastic scattering operator in terms of the function
DM (E),

Al v)(v|

T=W’ (A1)
where
D™(E) =@— M |G (B ) (A2)

and

1 [ k"2dko(k)]?

) =
@I6E) |v) 27%J, E+ie-ER’

The fully on-shell T matrix T(E) is defined by
_A [U(kx)]z
T(E) = _‘BF’(E)_ . (A3)

For complex energy z, the poles of T(z) arise
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from zeroes of D(z) [where D*)E) = D(E +i€)],
and the zeroes of 7(z) arise from zeroes of y(z)
and hence from poles®® of D(z). The distribution
of poles and zeroes of D(z) has been discussed
extensively in the text. Briefly, the zeroes of
D(z) (which are marked by “X” in Figs. 9-12),
occur for real energies below elastic threshold.
The poles of D(z) [which are zeroes of y(z) and
are marked by “O” in Figs. 9-12], occur for real
energies below the inelastic threshold. It will
prove to be convenient to work in the momentum
variable kg rather than the energy variable E. We
may consider D as a function of complex momen-
tum Z. The zeroes and poles’® of D(Z) clearly con-
sist of bound state zeroes for Z pure imaginary
and poles which can occur for either Z pure real
or Z pure imaginary. Since D(Z) is a function of
Z2, the zeroes and poles will occur in pairs which
are symmetric about the origin.

Consider the case where D(Z) has a zero at
Z=+ikg and a pole at Z=xk,. Then we can con-
struct a new function D(Z) which is analytic in the

_ z+a Z2 -k
2@ =3, R NP

In Eq. (A4), a, B, and y are arbitrary complex
numbers with positive imaginary parts, hence
D(Z) has no pole and no zero in the upper half
of the Z plane. Further, if D(z)~1 as |Z|~x,
then D(z) -1 as |Z|~, also.

Also, we have?!

(kg? = k2D AE) = | (kg? - kZ)D *)(E) Ie"g“‘E’,
(A5)

(A4)

where S(kB) has been defined in Eq. (2.25).

From the properties of D(Z) we can see that
In[®(z)] will have no singularities in the upper
half z plane, hence by Cauchy’s theorem

nfo@)] - 5 [ DEENE (a6)

where Z is in the upper half plane. This leads to
dk'Im{ ln[a)(k 1]}

_P
upper half Z plane, viz. Re{In[(k)]} = -k (A7)
From Eqs. (A4) and (A5) we have
A2 o) )
Im{In[®(¥)]} % [I“(k—ik,)”“ km*) +In( v +In ey 5(k). (A8)
Substituting this into Eq. (A7) we obtain
R!'+ikg k'+a k’+B*> <k'+y*>] f é(k')dk'
Re{In[®(%)]} 21n f roe [ (k’—ik) +ln< +a*> +ln(k'+B +In ey .
(A9)
The integrals in Eq. (A9) are of the form
_& dk’ln[(k'+a)/(k'+a*)]
I=om ). R -k (410
which we can rewrite as
dk’ [ kR'+a k'—1is }
“2m ,11.12+f k- <k'+z‘s> * ln(k’+a*> : (a11)

The first term inside the square brackets in Eq. (A11) has no singularities in the upper half of the plane,
and the second term has no singularities in the lower half plane. We can thus replace the principal value
integral by adding or subtracting an imaginary term, viz.

I——— lim ff dk'In[(k’ +a)/(k’' +is)] vin 1n<k_i_)+f°° dk'”[(k'"is)/(k'*'a*)]_iwln(k—is)}'

218 4. | - k+ie

k'—k-ie€ k+a*

(A12)

The first integral in Eq. (A12) has no singularities in the upper half plane, so closing the contour in the
upper half plane gives zero. Similarly, closing the second contour in the lower half plane gives zero.

Taking the limit s -0 we find

i),

(A13)
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so that Eq. (A7) becomes

. 2 o B0y ’
Re{In[(¥)]} =In ('k“k;Uk“’" |k+B’fl72+vT>_ ¢ __% . (A14)
Combining this with Eq. (A9), we find that
[ (k+ikp)k+a) k2 1 (= 8(kNdr’
ln[‘.D(k)]—ln[ 2 (kw)(kw)] f Jender (A15)

Substituting this into Eq. (A4) and solving for D(k),
we obtain

_ k2+k;)< k2 ) 1 (° 8(x)dx
D(k)_< k2 2=kt exP[ﬂ . k+ie—x]'

(A16)

Equation (A16) was derived for the case of one
zero of D(k) at k =ik and a pair of poles at

k=%k,; it can obviously be extended to the case
of N zeroes at k=ik,; (i =1, , N) and M poles
at k=xk, (j=1,. .., M) through the formula

D(k) = H <k +kL)H <k2k_2ka>

i=1

® _8(adx ] . (A17)

1
xexp[” o RTi€E—x
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