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A modified Low procedure for constructing soft-photon amplitudes has been used to derive two gen-
eral soft-photon amplitudes, a two-s —two-# special amplitude M IST" and a two-u —two-¢ special ampli-
tude M [“T”, where s, ¢, and u are the Mandelstam variables. M ZST’S depends only on the elastic 7 matrix
evaluated at four sets of (s,?) fixed by the requirement that the amplitude be free of derivatives (37 /ds
and/or dT /d¢). Likewise MT“T" depends only on the elastic 7 matrix evaluated at four sets of (u,?) also
fixed by the requirement that the amplitude MT“T” be free of derivatives (07 /du and/or 87 /dt). In
(i_erj},yrll?g these two amplitudes, we imposed the condmon that M, IsTis and M Tulls reduce to M M. and

u » respectively, their tree-level approximations. The amphtude M represents photon emis-
sion from a sum of one- partlcle t-channel exchange diagrams and one- partlcle s-channel exchange dia-
grams, while the amplitude M “ represents photon emission from a sum of one-particle t-channel ex-
chan, ange diagrams and one- partlcle u-channel exchange diagrams. The precise expressions for M IsTts and
M x  are determined by using the radiation decomposition identities of Brodsky and Brown. We also
demonstrate that two Low amplitudes M5 and M°*'“", derived using Low’s standard procedure,
can be obtained from MZST" and M 7", respectively, as an expansion in powers of K (photon energy)
when terms of order K and higher are neglected. We point out that it is theoretically impossible to de-
scribe all nuclear bremsstrahlung processes by using only a single class of soft-photon amplltudes At
least two different classes are required: the amplutides (such as M ™" M Lowist "and M },Y ™), which de-
pend on s and ¢, and the amplitudes (such as M J*7*, MLov and M ™), whlch depend on u and .
When resonance effects are important, the amphtude M TST”, not M Lowisn) , should be used. For processes
with strong u-channel exchange effects, the amplitude M ZV"T"‘ should be the first choice. As for those

processes which exhibit neither resonance effects nor u-channel exchange effects, all amplitudes converge
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essentially to the same description. Finally, we discuss the relationship between the two classes.

PACS number(s): 13.75.Cs, 21.30.+y

I. INTRODUCTION

Hadron-hadron bremsstrahlung processes have attract-
ed much attention during the last three decades. Process-
es, such as nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung (ppy and
npy) [1-3], proton-deuteron bremsstrahlung (pdy) [4,5],
proton-helium bremsstrahlung (pay) [4,6], proton-
carbon bremsstrahlung (p'>Cy) [7], proton-oxygen
bremsstrahlung (p 'Oy ) [8], and pion-proton bremsstrah-
lung (75py) [9], are the best-known examples, because
they have been studied both experimentally and theoreti-
cally. There exist a variety of reasons for investigating
these processes. (i) One of the important goals is the in-
vestigation of off-shell effects in the scattering amplitude.
For instance, the ppy and npy processes have been ex-
tensively studied since 1963 to investigate the off-shell be-
havior of two-nucleon interactions. Most theoretical
studies have focused on nonrelativistic potential model
calculations using various phenomenological potentials as
input, with the goal that the best potential could be
selected from comparison with ppy and/or npy data
[1-3]. Recently, the observation of energetic photons
from heavy-ion collisions has created a growing interest
in understanding the basic production mechanism of
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these high-energy photons [10]. The npy process has re-
ceived new attention because it appears to be the most
likely source of these energetic photons. Moreover, npy
is probably an ideal process for studying meson exchange
effects [11,12]. (ii) Bremsstrahlung processes have been
used as a tool to investigate electromagnetic properties of
resonances. The most successful example is the deter-
mination of the magnetic moments of the A* T (A°) from
the wtpy (7w py) data in the energy region of the
A(1232) resonance [9,13]. (iii) The study of nucleon-
nucleus and nucleus-nucleus bremsstrahlung processes in
the vicinity of resonances, such as the p 2Cy process near
the 1.7- and 0.5-MeV resonances [7] or the p %Oy process
near the 2.66-MeV resonance [8], was originally suggest-
ed for investigating details of nuclear reactions. Such
bremsstrahlung measurements can be used to extract the
nuclear time delay, and the time delay can be used to dis-
tinguish between a direct nuclear reaction and a com-
pound nuclear reaction. That bremsstrahlung emission
can be used as a tool to measure time delay has been
confirmed experimentally: Three separate experimental
groups have measured the p?Cy cross sections and then
used these cross sections to extract nuclear time delays
[7]. (iv) Testing theoretical models and calculational ap-
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proximations has been another important aspect of study-
ing hadron-hadron bremsstrahlung processes, especially
those processes containing significant resonance or ex-
change effects. The combined experimental and theoreti-
cal investigations of the 7 py and p'>Cy processes led
to a surprising conclusion [14,15]: These cross sections
cannot be described by the conventional soft-photon am-
plitudes (evaluated at a single energy and scattering an-
gle), which had been the standard since 1958 when Low
first derived them. They fail completely to fit the experi-
mental data. These observations indicate why the study
of bremsstrahlung processes with significant resonance
effects or meson exchange effects can provide a sensitive
test of theoretical models and approximations.

Among the various models and approximations pro-
posed during the past three decades for bremsstrahlung
calculations, the best-known approach is the soft-photon
approximation. This approximation is based upon a fun-
damental theorem: the soft-photon theorem or the low-
energy theorem for photons. The theorem was first de-
rived by Low [16]; it was extended and generalized later
by many other authors [17,14,9]. Various soft-photon
amplitudes, which are consistent with the theorem, have
been constructed by using the standard Low procedure
[16]. This involves the following steps: (a) Obtain the
external amplitude M, el from the four external emission
diagrams and expand M ) in powers of the photon ener-
gy K. (b) Impose the gauge invariant condition
MK#=—M{PK*, to obtain the leading term (order
K ) of the internal emission amplitude M, ) (c) Combine
M!'E p and M ;f to obtain the total bremsstrahlung ampli-
tude M7 # . Low’s soft-photon amplitude M /IZOW’ which is
independent of off-shell effects, is defined by the first two
terms of the expansion of M. A universal feature of all
soft-photon amplitudes is that they depend only on the
corresponding elastic amplitude and electromagnetic con-
stants of the participating particles. Therefore, the soft-
photon approximation is referred to as the on-shell ap-
proximation, and calculations based on the soft-photon
approximation are classified as model independent.

The reader will note that the standard procedure can-
not be used to obtain an internal contribution which is
separately gauge invariant [9,18]. Therefore, it is difficult
to obtain a general form for the internal amplitude by us-
ing the standard procedure. In order to derive the gen-
eral soft-photon amplitude, a modified Low procedure
was proposed recently [9,18]. The modified procedure in-
cludes four steps. Because the determination of the gen-
eral amplitude M, is guided by the derivation for the cor-
responding spe01al amplitude M u» Which can be rigorous-
ly derived at the tree level, we first apply the modified
procedure to find M (1) Obtain the external amplitude
M from a set of tree level external diagrams. (2) Con-
struct the internal contribution M ! w which represents
photon emission from a dominant 1nterna1 line (or lines),
and split M ﬁ into four quasiexternal amplitudes by using
the radiation decomposition identities of Brodsky and
Brown [19] (3) Obtain an additional gauge invariant
term M © x by imposing the gauge invariant condition
M K#=—M E'K*. Here M [' is the sum of M [ and

I ME'=ME+M!. (4) Combine M [’ and M { to ob-
tain the total amphtude, M M Er +M,; G The ampli-
tude M u» especially the expressron for M L, can then be
used to determine the general amplitude M, by applying
the modified procedure again. (1) Obtain the external
amplitude M 5 from four general external diagrams.
(This step is identical to the first step of the standard pro-
cedure.) (2) Construct an internal contribution MZ,
which reduces to M ! at the tree-level approximation. (3)
Obtain an additional gauge invariant term M g by impos-
ing the gauge invariant condition, MSK#=—M}'K".
Here, M;'=MF +M]. (4) Combine M"ﬁ with M S 0 ob-
tain the total amphtude M M E1 +M G, which should
reduce to M at the tree- level approxrmation The first
two terms of the expansion of M,,, which can be written
in terms of the complete elastic T matrix and electromag-
netic constants of the participating particles, define a gen-
eral soft-photon amplitude. We emphasize that the ex-
pansion of M, is performed in such a way that the ex-
panded M, will depend on the elastic T matrix, evaluated
for two Mandelstam variables, but it will be free of any
derivative of the T matrix with respect to those two
specified Mandelstam variables.

The purpose of this work is to study the soft-photon
approximation systematically. We apply both the stan-
dard procedure and the modified procedure to derive
various soft-photon amplitudes, which fall naturally into
two classes delineated by the choice of Mandelstam vari-
ables. We find that one of these two classes is completely
new; it has been totally ignored in the literature. We
show that these two classes are independent and they are
equally important for describing bremsstrahlung process-
es. In order to make this point more precisely, let us con-
sider photon emission accompanying the scattering of
two particles 4 and B (s-channel reaction):

A(gf)+B(pf)— A(gf)+B(pf)+y(K¥) . (1)
Here, g/ (¢¥) and p{ (p}) are the initial (final) four-
momenta for particles 4 and B, respectively, and K* is
the four-momentum for the emitted photon with polar-
ization €. We assume that the particle 4 has mass m ,
and charge Q,, while the particle B has mass my and
charge Qp. For simplicity, we also assume that both A4
and B are spinless particles, since our problem does not
depend on the spin of the participating particles. From
the process (1), we can define the following Mandelstam
variables: s;=(q;+p;)?, s (qf+pf) (pf —p; )%,
t,=(q,—gq; )2, u,=(p,—g;)" and u,= (gr p,) . Since a
soft-photon amplitude depends only upon two indepen-
dent variables, chosen from the above possible Mandel-
stam variables, we can express the two independent
classes of soft-photon amplitude as M L“(s,t) and
M (P (u,t). Here, M"(s,t) includes all amplitudes that
depend upon s [choosing from s;, sy, and other linear
combinations s,;=(as; +Bsf (a+B), a7*0 and B70]
and ¢ [choosing from ¢#,, ¢, and other linear combinations

aﬁ»—(at +B't)/(a +B' a’'#0 and B'#0], while

M2 (u,1) involves all those amplitudes that depend upon
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u [choosing from u;, u,, and other combinations
ugz=(au, +Bu,)/(@+B), @#0 and B#0] and ¢.

The first class, M| (s,1), contains three interesting am-
plitudes: (i) the conventlonal Low amphtude M‘I;"“’(S”
(5,7), (ii) the Feshbach-Yennie amplitude ME u (s,,sf,t)
[20,14], and (iii) the two-s—two-t special amplitude
M Tms(s,,sf, ) [or the special two-energy—two- angle
amplitude MfETgAS(s,,sf, tp51,)] [9,15]. The M,I;°W(“)
plitude can be derived using the standard Low procedure.
Since this latter amplitude depends on
§=sy;=(s;+s,)/2 and T=t,;=(1,+1,)/2, it is a one-
energy —one-angle (OEOA) amphtude [14] M, Low(st) hag
been widely used to calculate cross sections for many
bremsstrahlung processes for more than 30 years. How-
ever, recent investigations have shown that it fails to de-
scribe those bremsstrahlung processes which are dom-
inated by resonance effects. The Feshbach-Yennie ampli-
tude is a special two-energy —one-angle amplitude [14]. It
is interesting primarily because it was the first soft-
photon amplitude that was used to describe some brems-
strahlung processes with scattering resonances and to ex-
tract the nuclear time delay from bremsstrahlung cross
sections. The amplitude M TST”, as we will see later in
this work, is the most general amplitude in the M L“(s, t)
class, since all other amplitudes, such as M b"‘v(“ and
M FY, can be reproduced from it. Because the modified
procedure is used to derive M, IsTts the amplitude will be
shown to be independent of the derivatives of the elastic
T matrix with respect to s or . The amplitude has been
tested experimentally. The amplitude M TETAS, which is a
practical version of M EST’S has been used to describe al-
most all available 77py and p'?’Cy data. It has been
used to determine the magnetic moments of the A™* and
the A° from wtpy and 7 py data, respectively. Al-
though the M PTAS amplitude should be used, it has nev-
er actually been applied to extract the nuclear time delay
from the bremsstrahlung data.

The second class M LZ’(u,t) is completely new. It has
not been previously studied or discussed in the literature.
Here, we show (i) how the standard procedure can be
used to derive another Low’s amplitude,
MY (yy,t0,) where uy =(u,+u,)/2 and (i) how
the modified procedure can be used to obtain the general
amplitude for the second class, the two-u —two-¢ special
amplitude M [“T(u,,u,;t,,t,). We explain why we ex-
pect M, Tulls to play a ma_]or role in predicting and
describing those processes that are dominated by ex-
change current effects.

We also discuss the relationship between M '(s,¢) and
M, 2)(y,1). In partlcular, we show that the two classes
can be interchanged, M '(s,t)> 2)(u 1), if Qp is re-
placed by —Qp, Qp— — QB, and p,f‘ is 1nterchanged with

—pf, pl'>—p}.

II. ELASTIC SCATTERING T MATRIX

The bremsstrahlung process, which we wish to study,
is given by Eq. (1). The five four-momenta in Eq. (1)
satisfy energy-momentum conservation:

qt'+pl=qf+pf+K*". )

In the limit when K approaches zero, the bremsstrahlung
process (1) reduces to the corresponding A-B elastic
scattering process,

A (g#)+B(p! )—»A(q )+B(p), (3)
where
FH = 1' 173
9 ! Kl——>0qf
and (4)
54 =l ©
P {IPr

The energy-momentum conservation relation defined in
Eq. (2) becomes

F+pl=gh+tpl% . (5)

A diagram which represents the A-B elastic scattering
process is shown in Fig. 1(a). In this diagram, T
represents the A-B elastic scattering T matrix. T is an
on-shell T matrix because all four external lines (legs) are
on their mass shells. For the bremsstrahlung process,
which will be discussed in the next section, the exact
bremsstrahlung amplitude (without the soft-photon ap-
proximation) involves half-off-shell T" matrices. Each of
these T matrices, on-shell or half-off-shell, can be written
in terms of six Lorentz invariants, chosen from s (s; or
sf) t(t, or t,), u (u; or uz) g/ [q} or A, (qf—f—K)z]
q;% [q? or Ab (g; K) ] pf [pf orA pf+K)] and
pl* [p? or Ad-—(p, K)?]. Thus, any T matrix can be
written as

T(s,t,q{%p%q/pf)
or (6)

T(u,t,/%p/%q/pf) .

As in the examples, let us define the following T matrices,
which will be used later.

(i) The elastic (on-shell) T matrix can be written as a
function of two independent variables, e.g.,

T(s,0)=T(s,t,m%,mp,m%,m})

or (7)

2

T(u,t)=T(u,t,m%,mj,m%,m3) .

This is because q,—z, Piz, qu, and p} satisfy the on-mass shell
conditions,

gi=mj ,

Pi2=m§ >

G=73=m} o
Pj=P7=m; ,

and only two of the three Mandelstam variables are in-
dependent, since they satisfy the following condition:
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s+t+u=2mi+2m} , (8b)
where
=(g; tp; )2=(¢7f+}_’f)2 )
t =(ﬁf_Pi)2=(7f_qn')2 , 9)
u=(g;—p; )zz(}_’f_q,' )

(ii) Five diagrams that represent the bremsstrahlung
process (1) are shown in Fig. 2. A half-off-shell T matrix
can be defined if a photon of momentum K* is emitted
from the outgoing A particle [see Fig. 2(a)]. This T ma-

trix can be written as a function of three independent
variables,

T(s;t, A)=T (5,2,

mA’mB’Aa’ I%)
or ' (10)
T(uy,t,,A)=T(uy,1, ,m%,m3,A,,m3),

where

FIG. 1.
ing process.
at the tree level.
one-particle t-channel exchange diagrams (exchange of C, parti-

(a) Graphic representation of the A-B elastic scatter-
(b) Feynman diagrams for the A4-B elastic process
The amplitude is approximated by a sum of
cles, n =1,2, ...) and one-particle s-channel exchange diagrams
(exchange of D, particles, / =1,2,...). (c) Feynman diagrams
for the A-B elastic process at the tree level. The amplitude is
approximated by a sum of one-particle ¢-channel exchange dia-
grams (exchange of C, particles, n=1,2,...) and one-particle
u-channel exchange diagrams (exchange of F; particles,
j=12,...).

K A B
! q o
q; P
A B
(a)
A B
afl Pl k9
ps +K
9 Pi q,
A B
(c)
A KB
qs P
9 Pi
A B
(e)

FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams for bremsstrahlung: (a)-(d) are
the external emission diagrams; (e) is the internal emission dia-
gram. These diagrams are generated from the source graph,
Fig. 1(a).

5;=(g;+p;)*,

t,=(p;—p;)?,

u1=(pf—qi)2 ’

A, =(g,+KP=m}+2q,K .
It is easy to show that

st tu;=A,+m%i+2m} . (12)

(iii) A half-off-shell T matrix can be defined if a photon
of momentum K* is emitted from the incoming A parti-
cle [see Fig. 2(b)]. This T matrix is a function of three in-
dependent variables,

T(ss,t,,8,)=T(ss,t,,Ap,mp,m%,mg)
or (13)
T(uy,t,,0,)= T(uz,tp,Ab,mé,mﬁ,ml%) ,

where

sz(qf+pf)2 ’
u,=(gq;—p;)*, (14)

A,=(¢;—KP=m?%—2¢;K .
We can show that
sptt, tuy=A,+m%+2mj . (15)

(iv) A half-off-shell T matrix can be defined if a photon



47 ANATOMY OF THE SOFT PHOTON APPROXIMATIONIIN . .. 977

of momentum K* is emitted from the outgoing B particle
[see Fig. 2(c)]. This T matrix is a function of three in-
dependent variables,

T(s;25,A)=T (s, ,m%4,m3m?%,A,)
or (16)
T(uy,ty,A)=T (uyt, ,m%,mjm%,A,),
where
:(‘If—q")z
and a7

A =(p,+K)P=mj+2p,K .

The following relation can be easily proved:

s+t tuy=A+mj+2m} . (18)

(v) A half-off-shell T matrix can be defined if a photon
of momentum K*# is emitted from the incoming B particle
[see Fig. 2(d)]. This T matrix is a function of three in-
dependent variables,

T(sf,tq,Ad)ET(sf,tq,mﬁ,Ad,mi,mg)

or (19)
T(uy,ty,A) =T (uy,t,,m%, A ,m%,mg) ,

where
Ay;=(p;,—K)Y=m}—2p;-K . (20)

It is not difficult to prove that
Sptt,tu =0y +mp+2my . 1)

The above discussion illustrates clearly that there are
at least two different ways of choosing independent vari-
ables for each T matrix. The first choice involves s and ¢,
while the second choice involves u and ¢. In the case that
one is dealing with the exact amplitude for bremsstrah-
lung (in contrast to the soft-photon approximation, which
is the subject of this paper), these two choices must be
equivalent. However, we shall see below that if one soft-
photon amplitude is parametrized in terms of s and t and
another soft-photon amplitude is parametrized in terms of
u and t, then the two amplitudes are no longer equivalent.
The soft-photon approximation makes the two resulting
amplitudes different. Which independent variables to
select and how to parametrize T matrices in terms of
them is an important question, which must be carefully
considered in order to establish the optimal soft-photon
amplitude for specific bremsstrahlung processes. Since
the elastic scattering diagrams serve as the ultimate
source graphs from which all bremsstrahlung diagrams
are generated, the independent variables in a soft-photon
amplitude are specified by the choice of independent vari-
ables made in expressing the elastic T matrix.

In order to illustrate this point, let us consider two spe-
cial elastic scattering cases. In each case, we assume that
the elastic scattering process is determined by a set of
one-particle exchange diagrams. The first case is depict-

ed in Fig. 1(b) and the second case in Fig. 1(c).

In the case shown in Fig. 1(b), the elastic 4-B scatter-
ing process is determined by a sum of one-particle z-
channel exchange diagrams and one-particle s-channel
exchange diagrams. In other words, we assume that the
A-B system involves the t-channel exchange of particles
and the s-channel exchange of particles (an intermediate
state or scattering resonance). The one-particle s-channel
exchange diagrams are the dominant elastic diagrams in
the resonance regions. [Two well-known examples are
7N scattering in the A(1232) resonance region and p '*C
scattering near either the 1.7-MeV resonance or the 0.5-
MeV resonance.] The elastic scattering T" matrix corre-
sponding to Fig. 1(b) has the form

T(s,t)=Tc(t)+Tp(s), (22)
where
i
C(t)=21‘,§‘cml‘? (23a)
and
(=3 r,ADB : /0B (23b)
7 —(mP)’+ie

In Eq. (23), mnc (n=1,2,...) are the masses of the ¢-
channel exchange particles C,,T' ¢ are the A4-C,-A ver-
tices, ['S? are the B-C,-B vertices, mP (1=1,2,...) are
the masses of the intermediate particles (s-channel ex-
change particles) D;,'/?2 are the 4-D,-B vertices, and s
and ¢ are defined by Eq. (9). Conservation of charge re-
quires that all t-channel exchange particles C, be neutral
and the charge of every s-channel exchange particle D,
must be Q ,+Qp. If these diagrams are used as source
graphs to describe internal emission, t-channel exchange
particles make no contribution to internal emission be-
cause they have no charge. Therefore, photon emission
from the s-channel exchange determines the entire inter-
nal amplitude in this case.

In the second case, as shown in Fig. 1(c), the elastic A4-
B scattering process is determined by a sum of one-
particle z-channel exchange diagrams and one-particle u-
channel exchange diagrams. In other words, we assume
that the A-B system involves the t-channel exchange par-
ticles and the wu-channel exchange particles F;
(j=1,2,...). The elastic scattering T matrix corre-
sponding to Fig. 1(c) has the form

T(u,t)=Tc(t)+Tplu), (24)

where T(1) is given by Eq. (23a) and

Tplu)=3 TAP—L____pars 25)
F ? T ou—(mfYP+ie
In Eq. (25), m¥ (j=1,2,...) are the masses of the u-

channel exchange partlcles F, ., T'/'F® are the A-F;-B ver-
tices, and u is defined by Eq. (9). The charge of every u-
channel exchange particle is Q,—Qp. If O, —Q0p70,
then photon emission from the u-channel exchange parti-
cles determines the entire internal amplitude in this case.
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III. BREMSSTRAHLUNG AMPLITUDE
AT THE TREE LEVEL

A. Photon emission from the tree diagrams given by Fig. 1(b)

If the elastic scattering diagrams given by Fig. 1(b) are
used as source graphs to generate bremsstrahlung dia-
grams, then we obtain Fig. 3. Figures 3(a)-3(d) represent
the external emission diagrams and Fig. 3(e) represents
the internal emission diagram. The external bremsstrah-
lung amplitude corresponding to Figs. 3(a)-3(d) has the
form [21]

MEP =9, qff‘;( (st QA-—KT(sf,t )
+0p T, e Ly = Tspt,),  26)
prK

where
T(s;,t,)=Tc(1,)+Tp(s;) ,
T(spt,)=Tc(t,)+Tp(ss),
T(s;,t))=Tc(t,))+Tp(s;) ,
T(s;ty)=Tc(t)+ Tpls,) .

Tc(1,) and T¢(t,) are defined by Eq. (23a), and T)p(s;)
and Tp(s,) are defined by Eq. (23b). The internal brems-
strahlung amplitude corresponding to Fig. 3(e) can be
written as

i
X[—ilg;+p;+q,+p,+K),]

MI(D)_E (QA +QB FADB

2+ie

! /DB Q7

X
(g;+p; ) —(mP)P+ie

Applying the radiation decomposition identity of Brod-
sky and Brown to split the amplitude M !I‘(D ), we obtain

— _ (g;+p;) (gr+ps), —
MID) = T i [0 S Ef )
m Q4 D(sf)(Qi+Pi)'K A (‘If"'Pf)'K Tp(s;)
- (g;+p;)
+QBTD(Sf)m
{gr+ps), —
P T s, (282)

B (Qf+pf)K b

This can be expressed directly in terms of the T matrices
defined above plus an exchange term:

— _ _ _ (g; +p;) (grtpp)y -
MIP=0 [ Tp(s))+Tclt,) = Telt,) | ——to—Q . —L LB T (5))+ Telt,)— Telt
u 04l D(sf) c( p) cf p)] (g, +p)K 4 (qf+pf)'K[ pls; c(t,)— c( p)]
— — — (q,+P,) (qf+Pf) _ — —
+Qp[Tpls )+ Telt,)—Te(t,) k. — E[Tp(s))+Te(t,)—Te(2,) (28b)
OplTp(s, cl, clt, }(‘Ii‘*‘Pi)‘K Op (qf+Pf)'K[ ps; clt, c(2,)]
_ (q +pl) (grtps), _ (g +pi)yu (qr+ps), - —
=0 ,T(s;,1, ~ T(s;,t,))+QpT(spt,) — E-T(s;t,)+M*,
QT ot g Tp K 4 g appk ) T Tt G K 90 g Tp ok Tt T M
(28¢)
-
where We emphasize here that the expression for Az 'fl(D ) given
Fim— 0 Tute) P T O emeral grounds. T see i, cnsider
= — t . ’
I A+ C\ep (q,+P,)'K A(Qf+pf)'K C\'p J q g g
JZ 7 (gt "(pht 7
_ (Qi+pi)y (qf+Pf)p _ A(gf)+B(pt)— A (g¥)+B (p#)+y(KH) .
—QBTC(tq) B TC(tq) . .
(g;+p;)-K (gy+ps)-K We assume that particles 4 and B have charges Q , and

(29)

Neglecting M - (M %-e#=0 because the T channel contri-
bution=0), the express1on for M 1?) in terms of the four
quasiexternal amplitudes becomes

— _ (g;tp;)

(gr+ps)
MID) = b s TPfu
@ Q.4 T(sf’tp)(q,-"*‘p,-)'K 1 Tq,+p,)K T(s;,1,)
(g;+p;),
+QpT(sp,1, m

PO gy

T, oK (30

Qp, respectively, while particles 4’ and B’ have charges
Q) and Qp, respectively. In this case, the amplitude
M [P given by Eq. (26) becomes M (P,

~ , 4 q
Mf(cszA _Afe T(s,,t QAql#

T(s,,t,)
qu ; f2°p

» Pru = Piy =
- T(s;,t,)—
QBP['K (S, q) QBp K

i

’

(31)

while the amplitude M I given by Eq. (28c) becomes
MI(D)
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(qi +pi ),u

MIP=Q , T(s,,1,)— ot
Iz Q.4 f p)(qi+Pf)'K

= (qi+pi)y.
+QpT(sst,))——
Op (sf q (Qi+Pi)’K
’—(MT( )tM (32)
where
_ _ (g;+p;) qf-l-pf) _
M*=—0Q ,Tq(t £ k ¢
i Q.4 C(p)(qi+Pi)'K QA Fp, 0K c(t,)
T t H ’ ol ¢
T Tt K Bgr+p,)K clty)
(33)
Obviously, the amplitude
ME M (CD)_+_M1(D) (34)
"
is not gauge invariant, since
v EI — Af X
M KFt=M K"
:~QATC(tp)+Q:4TC(tp)
—QpTc(t,))+QpTc(t,)#0 35)

if Q,7Q! and Qp7#Qp. Therefore, we must construct
an additional gauge term by imposing the condition that
the total amplitude must be gauge invariant. Let M be
the total amplitude Wthh is the sum ofM El and an addl-
tional gauge term M

7 —if EIL 7 G
M,=M,/+M,. (36)

The gauge invariant condition demands that
07 — i EI 7 G
M, K"=M FIK+*+ 51 Sk

=M K*+M JK*=0 . 37)

It is clear that we may choose

Mi=-M;, (38)

so that the term M » in Eq. (32) is completely canceled by
the additional gauge term M g Hence, we can in general
ignore the term M;‘L in Eq. (32), and therefore in the spe-
cial case of Q,=Q/ and Qp=Qp described by Eq.
(28¢).

Combining the external amplitude of Eq. (26) and the
quasiexternal amplitudes of Eq. (30), we obtain the total
amplitude M ZST’S,

2

n
A
a; Py
> o
n
qq K
A

FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams for bremsstrahlung at the tree
level: (a)—(d) are the external emission diagrams; (e) is the inter-
nal emission diagram. These diagrams are generated from the
source graphs, Fig. 1(b).
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axr ITs — g E(CD) ags I(D)
M DT =MECD ]
dru  artpe), |
= — Ts,t (s,,t
QA qf'K (qf+pf)K i QA frtp
Pru Y4y tprl |
+ — Ts,t
QB pf'K (qf+pf)'K i QB

It is easy to show that M *™* is gauge invariant; that is,
M PFTSKE=0 . (40)

Here, we have used “TsTts” to identify the amplitude
given by Eq. (39), because the amplitude can be classified
as the two-s —two-t special (TsTts) amplitude [22].

B. Photon emission from the tree diagrams given by Fig. 1(c)

Using the elastic scattering diagrams given by Fig. 1(c)
as source graphs to generate bremsstrahlung diagrams,
we obtain Fig. 4. Figures 4(a)—4(d) represent the external
emission diagrams and Fig. 4(e) represents the internal
emission diagrams. The external bremsstrahlung ampli-
tude corresponding to Figs. 4(a)—4(d) has the form [23]

9ip (g;+pi),

q;"K (g;+p;)-K

)

Pip (g;tpi),
pi'K  (g;+p;)-K

I

(39)

-

ch(tp) and T_’C(tq) are defined by Eq. (23a), Tp(u;) and
Tr(u,) are defined by Eq. (25), and u; and u, are defined
by Egs. (11) and (14), respectively. The internal brems-
strahlung amplitude corresponding to Fig. 4(e) can be
written as

MI(F): (Q _Q )FAFB !
# ? 4 BT (gi—p;—K)P—(mf)*+ie
X[—ilg;—ps+q;—p;—K),]
i
X [ AFB (42)
(gi—ps)—(mf)P+ie /

ME(CF =0, T(uy,t,)—Q, Tis (uy,t,) which can be decomposed by using the Brodsky-Brown
qf K 9K identity as was done with Eq. (27). The decomposed am-
pf}t _ pi,u _ plltude
0y e Tl t) = Q- Tty
r i (g:—py) (pi—4y)
@) MLIP=Q, Tplu,)——LH* — L T(uy)
where # QaTr (g;—ps)K (pi—aqs)K e
T(uy,t,)=Tc(t,)+Tplu;), ) (q. —
- i gi b =
_ s _ 4 Qp Tpluy )~ 20 Prow 7 (u,)
T(uy,t,)=Tc(t,)+Trluy) , (pi—ar)K (9;—ps)K
T(uy,t)=Tc(t)+Tplu,) , (43a)
T(uy,t)=Tc(t,)+Tplu;) . can be written as
|
— _ = = = (‘Ii_Pf)H (Pi_‘If)y = - =
M{L(F)_QA[TF(uZ)_f_TC(ZP)—Tc(zp)]——————(qi_pf).K— A_——(Pi“"q )_K[Tp(u1)+Tc(tp)—Tc(tp)]
_ _ _ (pi—aqy) (g;—py) _
+QB[TF(ul)+TC(tq)—TC(zq)](pi_q ).’;<_ B(q,-*‘pf)# [Tp(uy)+Telt,)—Tel2,)] (43b)
— (g;—ps), (pi—4q5),
=0, T(u,,t — T
QaTtn ) g =p K~ 1 gk )
= (p;—qf)# (q,v—pf)# —
+05T - MY
QpT(uinty) (pi—qs)K i (g9;—ps)K T(uz’ ) ’ we
where
MY=—0,Teli) -2 P0n o P800 7y 6 7 (1) 9P e gy (44)
" AT g —p)K T (p—qp)K c! B p—qp)K P (g —py)K OO

Again, we can apply the same reasoning given in the last section, Sec. III A, to neglect the term M (=

Hence, we obtain the four quasiexternal amplitudes

Py pi—ap),

M= i Prl
Iz QA (q pf)K 4 (p,——q,»)'

uZ,t )

KT(ul,tpHQBT(u,,tq)

0 in this case).

Pi—dpdy
(pi—as) K “Plg—ps)K

( i ) —
G PI% Tuyt,) . (45)

The total amplitude M Z“T’s is therefore the sum of M f(CF) and M L(F) [given by Egq. (45)]:
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37 TuTts— 37 E(CF) | 37 I(F)
M, M, +M,

dru pi—4r)y | = - i (g;—pr),
=Q — T(u,,t,)—Q  T(u,,t,) —
4 g, K  (pi—qr)K bp 4 PP gK (g —ps)K
pr, (ql_Pf)y = = Pi,u (pl—qf),u
+Q - T(u,,t,)—QpT(uy,t,) — (46)
i prK (gi—ps)rK 2 ? P bk (pi—q7)K
[
Obviously, the amplitude M [“™* is gauge invariant; that _ Qp—~0p _
iS, M;"uTts MZsTts . (48)
plo—pf

M [“TPKF=0 . 47

We have classified this amplitude as the two-u —two-t
special (TuTts) amplitude [24].

It should be pointed out that if we change p/ to —p¥#,
pf to —pl', and Qp to —Qy, then the amplitude M [*™*
becomes the amplitude M [*7*:

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3, but the diagrams are generated from
the source graphs, Fig. 1(c).

The reverse is also true. This interchange equivalence is
expected from a close examination of Figs. 1(c) and 1(b).

IV. SOFT-PHOTON AMPLITUDE

If the elastic scattering diagram given by Fig. 1(a) is
used as the source graph to generate a set of bremsstrah-
lung diagrams, we obtain Fig. 2. Figures 2(a)-2(d) are
the external emission diagrams and Fig. 2(e) is the inter-
nal emission diagram. T,, T}, T,, and T, in these dia-
grams represent the half-off-shell T matrices. It is well
known that there is no general method which can be
used to determine the exact internal amplitude without
introducing dynamical models. It is also true that it is
difficult to calculate all internal terms derived from a
given model without introducing some approximations.
This is why various soft-photon amplitudes, approximate
amplitudes consistent with the soft-photon theorem, have
been constructed and applied to describe many different
nuclear bremsstrahlung processes. In the past, the utility
of these amplitudes was determined only by comparison
with experimental measurements. Recently, however,
there has been some effort to determine the range of va-
lidity of various soft-photon amplitudes theoretically
without comparing with experimental data. Here, we in-
vestigate methods for selecting optimal independent
Lorentz invariants to parametrize the 7T matrices
(T,,T,,T,,T;) in the soft-photon amplitudes. We show
that the question of validity of a given soft-photon ap-
proximation is directly related to the choice of indepen-
dent Lorentz invariants. Four different soft-photon am-
plitudes are derived using two different procedures: the
standard Low procedure and our modified Low pro-
cedure. The first two amplitudes are derived in Secs.
IV A and IVB and the last two amplitudes, which are
more general, are derived in Secs. IV C and IV D.

A. Low’s original soft-photon amplitude M L°*(*"

Below, we review the procedure for deriving the first of
two Low’s soft-photon amplitudes. The independent
Lorentz invariants are s, (x =i,f), t, (y=p,q), and A,
(z=a,b,c,d). (These invariants were defined in Sec. II).
In other words, the four half-off-shell T matrices are
chosen to be
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T,= T(s,,tp,A ), Following Low, we introduce the average values of s and
t:
Tb T(Sf, Ab)
T.=T( A,) “9) s=1(s;+s/)
=1(s;,t,,A,), s=-(s;,T5s8¢),
c irtq 220 f (51)
Td:T(Sf,tq,Ad). ‘t_:%(tp—*—tq) .
In terms of the above T matrices, the external amplitude It is easily demonstrated that
can be written in the familiar form
5;=5+(q;+p; ) K=5+(q,+ps)K ,
M(sL80=0, 9 T (s, A,) : : IR
Sf=§_(q,+p,)'Kzi—(qf+pf)'K )
9in (52)
—o4T sf’tp’Ab)ﬁ t,=T—(g,—q,)-K=T+(p,—p,) K ,
+05 LT (5,,1,,80) tg=rHlg—a ) K=1=(pi=p,) K
prK v
Piy If all half-off-shell T matrices are expanded about [5, 7,
—Qp T(Sf’tq’Ad)an . (50)  A={(mass)?], then we obtain
MEGs, =0 0 |1+ LG (g TED e ey
pnrts A qf'K ’ o5 q; TD; of Di f 3A f
- OT(,7) 9T(3,7) oT}, iu
- : . : —p;)K——"-2g;"K
QA T(S’t) 5 ( 1+ 1)K+ oF (pl pf) dA UF qi'K
Pru -, OT(5,7) AT (5,7) aT
+ 5,7) (q;+p; ) K———(p,—pr)-K+——-2
Op K a5 a7 Di— Dy aA pr-K
—_ 9T(5,D) dT(5,7) a7y Piu
— , (g;+p; ) K———(p,—p,)-K— 2p;-K +0(K), (53)
Op po i a7 PiTPr aa, Di 7K

where T'(5,7)=T(5,7,m%,m},m?%,m}) is the elastic scattering (on-shell) T matrix evaluated at ¥ and 7. Now, we im-
pose the gauge invariant condition

(M (s,t,A)+ M} (s,8,A)]K*=0,
which gives
3T (5,7)

L en . aT, Ko aT, K- aT, K2 oT, K (54)
MK "_Z(QA+QB)T(45+Pi)‘K ZQAqu' 0.4 aa, q;° Op aAcPf Op aAdPi .

Hence, the leading term of Mﬁ(s, t,A) has the form

M/ (s,t,A)=—2(Q,+Qp) T( qi+tpi)y—20 45— 34, g~ 2QAmqu—2QBaTCPfu—2Q55A—de- (55)

Combining Egs. (53) and (55), we obtain the total bremsstrahlung amplitude M %7,
MﬁDW(S” =M£I(st) +M{l(xt) , (56)

where M f 59 is the on-shell part of the external amplitude which depends on §and 7,
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gy, qi Py, b —
ME(S!): Q ® J +Q u [l T(E,t)
# 4 Qf'K q;"K B Pf‘K pi-K
qf“ qiu pfy pi,u aT(s_ t_)
+ 104 |+ 1405 |+ | (g, +p,)K :
“larK ek | P \prK  pK b a5
qu qiy pfp piy aT (s 1)
104 | e | =0 | = () K (57)
“lapK ek | PlppK peK || PTES of
[
and M ,IL(“) is the on-shell part of the internal amplitude  The external amplitude has the form
which depends on 5 and 7, as
- ME(u,t,A\)=0 ,—"-T(u,t,,A,)
oT(5,7) BiHs 4. 1>%p>Za
M ==2Q  +0p)a; pi )™ - (58) K
—-0,T A, ) Jin
It is clear that M{,“”E“ contributes nothing to the brems- Q.4 (u2’tp’ b) g,'K
strahlung cross section, since (g; +p;),e" vanishes in the !
c.m. system and in the Coulomb gauge. +Qp pff;( T(uy,t,,4,)
Pr:
B. A new Low amplitude M L°¥“" »
—Q0pT(uy,t,,8,) ’;( ) (60)
A second Low soft-phonon amplitude can be derived pi:
if the independent Lorentz invariants are chosen to be u; Introducing the average u,
(j=12),1¢, (y=p,q), and A, (=a,b,c,d). Here, u; and
u, are defined by Egs. (11) and (14), respectively. With a=3Hu,tu,), (61)
this choice, the four half-off-shell 7 matrices are h
parametrized in terms of u j» 1y, and A, as we have
uy=u—(py—q;) K=ua—(p;—qs)K
Ta:T(ul,tP,Aa), and (62)

Lo =Tty o) (59) u,=a+(p,—q;)K=a+(p;—q;)K .
T,=T(uyt,A,), .
¢ (2.4, ) If we expand all half-off-shell T matrices in Eq. (60) about
T,=T(uy,t,;,4,) . [%, T, A=(mass)?], we find
J
MEu,t,00=0, 2 |7, 8TED () o e STED (o ey ey k
97K ou ar 04,
_ ., 3T, T 9T (i,7) aT, dip
- T(u,t)+ 2 ( - ,‘)'K+ = ( i )'K——2 i.K
Q4 aw 1 or TP aA, K
12 |1+ ALED () oy g ATED (e ey ik
Bpf'K ’ o f i of i f aAc f
0, |1 TED) (g AT@D (g iy el P 6k 63)
5 ’ ow ar 4 A, T | pioK '

Here, T(#,7)=T(#,f,m?%,m},m%,m}) is the elastic (on-shell) T matrix evaluated at 7 and 7. To obtain the leading
term of the internal amplitude M ,ﬂ(u,t, A), we again impose the gauge invariant condition

(MJ(u,t,A)+M(u,t,A)]K*=0, (64)
from which we obtain
MiKkr=2(0,— 0 LD (, ).k —20 T K —2Q Ty K —2Q o, ‘K —2Q 4k (65)
P A B o7 Pr—4q; AaAaqf AaAb‘L‘ BaAcpf BaAdpi .
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Equation (65) gives
oT(u,7) 9T, a7, o7, 9T,
Mﬁ(u,t,A):Z(QA_QB)T(Pf qz —2Q4 3a, YR /T 20, A, 9208 3a, S Pru— 298 A, A Pin - (66)
The total bremsstrahlung amplitude M ;°*'*" is the sum of Egs. (63) and (66):
Low(ut) — psE (ut) Iut)
My,ow ut _My. ut +M/,L ut , (67)
where
. qu, qiy pfu pl,u -
M= \Q, |—t——E | +Q T(@,7)
# 4 9,°K  g;°K B prK  piK
qf,u qi,u pfp pl[l, (l7,t—)
+|—Q, |+ |+ (p;—q;)K
. 9K ¢;-K s prK  pi-K Pr—ai ou
qu qiy pfy pip. aT(ﬁ,T)
T |04l |— ————= | [(p;—ps) K—T— (68)
K ok | % 5K poK | [PTH F
[
and of another general bremsstrahlung amplitude for a pro-
7.7 cess, whose elastic scattering is dominated by the dia-
M‘If“” =2(Q,— QE) 1:7 (Pr—4,), (69) grams shown in Fig. 1(c), will be discussed in IV D.]

Again, M '“" is the on-shell part of the external ampli-
tude Wthh depends on # and 7 while M ft is the on-
shell part of the internal amplitude, which depends on #
and 7. Unlike the internal amplitude M}’ ¢* [Eq. (58)],
which is identically zero, the internal amphtude M! ““)e"
does not vanish when Q,7#Qp. (It should be remem-
bered that we consider specifically an s-channel reaction
here.) Thus, we see by this simple example that different
choices of independent variables (Lorentz invariants) can
lead to different soft-photon amplitudes. We shall discuss
this further in Sec. V.

C. The general soft-photon amplitude M I‘T"

As we have already mentioned, more general soft-
photon amplitudes can be derived by using the modified
Low procedure described in Sec. I. In using this new pro-
cedure, the construction of the internal amplitude is
guided by the elastic scattering and the bremsstrahlung
processes at the tree level. For example, if the 4-B elastic
scattering is dominated by the one-particle s-channel ex-
change diagrams, then the internal amplitude will be
determined by photon emissions from the s-channel ex-
change particles. (Since a t-channel exchange particle
should be neutral, there is no internal emission from it.)
In this case, we should choose a set of independent
Lorentz invariants which includes s and z. On the other
hand, if the A4-B elastic scattering is dominated by the
one-particle u-channel exchange diagrams, then the
internal emissions will come from the wu-channel ex-
change particles, and we should choose a set of indepen-
dent Lorentz invariants which includes u and ¢. In this
subsection, a general bremsstrahlung amplitude for a pro-
cess whose elastic scattering is dominated by the dia-
grams shown in Fig. 1(b)will be derived. [The derivation

Choosing the set of independent Lorentz invariants,
which includes s, (x =i,f), t, (y=p,q), and A,
(z =a,b,c,d), the external emission amplitude Mf(s, t,A)
is identical to that given by Eq. (50). Because we assume
that the elastic scattering depicted in Fig. 1(a) is dominat-
ed by the diagrams shown in Fig. 1(b) and, likewise, that
the bremsstrahlung processes represented in Fig. 2 are
dominated by the diagrams shown in Fig. 3, we can write
the internal emission amplitude in the form

MIP (5,,M)=Y,T(s;,1,,A,)+T(s;,1,,A,)Y,

TY T (st A )+ T (sp,t,,0,)Y, ,

(70)
where Y, (z =a,b,c,d) are electromagnetic factors to be
specified. To determine Y,, we demand that M, 1D
reduce to the expression for M /' given by Eq. (30)
when the general diagram in Fig. 2(e) reduces to the tree
approximation in Fig. 3(e). Since T'(s,,t,,A,) reduces to
T(s,, ty) in the tree approximation in this special case, we
find

a A (qf+pf)K ’
Y (qi+pi)p.
b g tp) K
(71)
Y —— (qf+pf)#
c B (qf+Pf)'K ’
Q ql +p1)
B(g;+p))-K

Now, combining ME(s,t A) given by Eq. (50) with
M”D)(s t,A) given by Egs. (70) and (71), we obtain
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QGu _ Py
qf-K (qf+pf)K

T(s;,t,,A,)

TsTt —
M, =0, irlps

Dip (g;tpi),
9K (g;+p;)K

—‘QA T(sf’tp’Ab)

Pru g tpsly
+ - T(s;,t,,A,)
QB pf‘K (qf+Pf)'K 9
ply, (qi+pi);4
— - 72
Qs Tlsptg,0) pi'K  (g;+p;)K 72

Because M ZST’ is already explicitly gauge invariant,
MPTKE=0,

no additional gauge term is needed. The amplitude M Zm
is an off-shell two-s —two-¢ (TsTt) amplitude derived for
the A-B bremsstrahlung process when internal emission
from the s-channel exchange particles is dominant. To
obtain an on-shell TsTt special amplitude M Z’sTts’ which is
free of any derivative of the T matrix with respect to s or
t, we expand T (s,,ty,A,) only about the on-shell point
(mass)? in A,:

aT (s;,15,A,) X
T (s;52,,8,)=T(s;,t,)+ TZ‘U' )
BT(sf,tp,Ab)
Tlspstp ) =T sy 1) =~ 524K,
(73)
AT (s;,t,,4,)
(sz’tq’A )= (Si,tq)+T pf-K s
_ aT(Sf,tq,Ad)
T(Sf,tq,Ad)_T(Sf,tq)—szi.K )
where
T(s;,t,)=T\(s;,t,,m%) ,
T(sp,t,)=T(spt,,m%) ,
T(s;t)=T(s;t,,m3) ,
and
T(syt)=T(sp,t,,mp) .
Inserting Eq. (73) into Eq. (72) gives
TsTt — p g 5T (st
M =M T+ MOT (74)

where

e 85 852
—0,T(sp1,) i’f‘;( N (;q;p))} ]
el e
|28 | o

and M zﬁ(”’ represents those terms involving off-shell
derivatives of the T matrix. The amplitude M offtst) g
neglected in the soft-photon approximation. The soft-
photon amplitude M, 5Tt is the on-shell TsTt special am-
plitude and is more general than the amplitude M ‘I;°W(“ )
glven by Eq. (56), the soft-photon amplitude derived by
using Low’s standard procedure. To see this point, let us
rewrite Mg‘T‘S in two parts, an external term M [T
and an internal term M}/ 7°T";

q g
ME(TST'):QA fu T(Si,tp)—QAT(Sf’tp) ip

Iz qf-K q:'K
Pryu Piy
+ T(s;,t,) , 76
QBPf'K (sl QB sf q pi'K (76)
and
M) = —{Q4[T(s;,1,) = T(s,1,)]
(g; +p;)
+Qp[T(s;,,)—T(sp,1,)]} —— b
QB[ q f2tq ]} (q,+p,)'K
(77)
in a manner analogous to Egs. (57) and (58). Here, we

have used the fact that (g;+p;),e*=(q,+p,),e" and
(g;+p;)K=(q;+p,)-K. [Again, the amplitude M”TST”
vanishes in the c.m. system and the Coulomb gauge,
since M, "™"¢! is proportional to a factor (g;+p;),e".]
If we use Eq. (52) to expand all T matrices in Egs. (76)
and (77) about (5,7), then we can prove that

Mf(TSTt) :Mf(st) +0(K),
M'II‘(TsTt) _—_M,Il(st) +0(K) .

(78a)
(78b)

Here, 5 and 7 are defined by Eq. (51), ME®?" is the exter-
nal term given by Eq. (57), and M %" is the internal term
given by Eq. (58). Equations (78a) and (78b) show clearly
that the amplitude M, Low(st) " derived by using Low’s stan-
dard procedure, is a spec1al case of the amphtude M IsTts,
In other words, M ‘"™ reduces to MZ*" and M| 73T
reduces to M1 (s when T matrices, T( Sx>ly), in the ex-
pressions for M ™™ and M]™*™ are expanded about
(5,7) and the O(K) term is neglected. It should be em-
phasized that if T matrices T (s,,t,) vary rapidly with s,
and/or ¢, in the vicinity of a resonance, then the expan-
sion of T(sx,t ) about (5,7), which is the essential step in
the derlvatlon of the amplitude M Low(st) is obviously not
valid. In that case, the amplitude M FfST’S, which is free of
0T /3ds and/or 9T /3¢, is the proper choice. In fact, re-
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cent studies reveal that the amplitude M ™ (or more
precisely the special two-energy—two-angle amplitude
MTETAS) can be used to describe almost all the available
p?Cy data (near both the 1.7 and 0.5-MeV resonances)
and 7 py data [near the A(1232) resonance]. These
studies also show that the amplitude M L‘"W(“) fails to de-
scribe both data adequately.

D. The general soft-photon amplitude M I" Tis

In this subsection, we derive a second general brems-
strahlung amplitude, in the soft-photon approximation,
for a process whose elastic scattering is dominated by the
diagrams shown in Fig. 1(c). Since photon emission from
the u-channel exchange particles, F ', are involved, we
choose the set of independent Lorentz invariants that in-
cludes u; (j=1,2), t, (y =p,q), and A, (=a,b,c,d). The
external emission amplitude is identical to the amplitude
Mf(u,t,A) given by Eq. (60). Since Fig. 1(a) is now dom-
inated by Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 2 is dominated by Fig. 4, the
internal emission amplitude can be written as

ML(F)(u,t,A)ZXaT(u1’tp>Aa)+ T(uy,t,,A,)X,

FX Tyt M)+ T w1,y , (79

where X, (z=a,b,c,d) are coefficients to be specified.
They can be uniquely determined if we demand that
MIF) reduces to M| [given by Eq. (45)], with
T(uj,t,,A,) reduces to T(u;,t, ), when Fig. 2(e) reduces

j
to Fig. 4(e). We find
(Pi“If)p
X,=—Q 47—
a QA (P,“If)K
(qz_Pf)‘u,
Xb:QA——"i )
4 mp K (80)
(g;—ps)y
X =—Q0p————,
T K
(pz_qf)y

X~ = K

Now, combining M/ (u,t,A) given by Eq. (60) with
M[F(u,1,A) given by Egs. (79) and (80), we obtain

dru  PiTgp)u

qf‘K (p,—qf)-K

MZ:'uTt:QA T(ul,tp,Aa)

qi,u . (qlapf)y,
9K  (g;—ps)K

—0,T(u,,t,,A,)

Pru  Gi—psly
+ — T(u,,t,,A,)
Op Pf‘K (qi_pf).K UzslgrBe
. Piy (Pi_CIf)u
QBT(ul,tq’Ad) pi-K (Pi‘"qf)'K @D

Again, no additional gauge term is required, since M J*"*
is manifestly gauge invariant; that is,

M*TKR=0 .

The amplitude M [*"* is an off-shell, two-u —two-t (TuTt)
amplitude that can be derived by using the modified Low
procedure for the A-B bremsstrahlung process when
internal emission from the u-channel exchange particles
is dominant. To find an on-shell TuTt special amplitude

MZ“T”, we first expand T'(u;,t,,A,):

é)T(ul,tp,A,,)2

T(uy,t,,8,)=T(uy,t,)+ d0A, ik
aT(uz,tp,Ab)
T(uz,tp,A,,)=T(u2,t,,)—48% 29;°K ,
(82)
9T (uy,t,,4,)
T(uy,t,,A)=T (up,t,) )+ ——F—2p,K,
0A,
AT (uy,t,,A4)
T(uy,ty, A)=T (uy,t)————F——2p; 'K,
oA,
where
T(ul,tp)zT(ul,tp,mf,) ,
T(u,,t,)=T(uy,t,,m%) ,
T(uyt,))=T(uy,t,mp) ,
and
T(ul,tq)ET(ul,tq,mlg) .
We then substitute Eq. (82) into Eq. (81) to obtain
MZuleMZuTts+Mzﬂ(ut) , (83)
where
9ru  Pi—4s)u
M= - T(uy,t,)
u Q.4 q,°K (pl_qf).K 1>"p
4q; (qz_pf)y,
—Q,T(uy,t,) | —X
QT (U1, K (gi—ps)K
Pru (gi—ps)y
+Q - T(u,,t,)
PlorK (gi—ppK TP
Piy (pi—qf),u
—QpT(uy,t,) - (84)
s e pi-K (pi—Qf)'K

and MM includes those terms that involve off-shell
derivatives of the T matrix. Again, the off-shell ampli-
tude M ﬁm “!) is ignored in the soft-photon approximation.
The amplitude M [“"* is the on-shell TuTt special ampli-
tude, which should be used when internal emission from
the u-channel exchange particles, F;, are important. It is
easy to demonstrate that M 1“7 given by Eq. (84) is more
general than the amplitude M;°*“’ given by Eq. (67).
Again, we divide the amplitude M [“"* into two parts, an
external term Mf‘T"T” and an internal term M{lm‘m:
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ME(TuTt)_Q :If_ET Uist)) =0, T Uyt )q‘IL;}(
+QBP‘;f_‘;< T(uyt,)~ Qs T (1, K
(85)
and
MTT0 = —{Q [T (uy,t,)—T(uyt,)]
+QB[T(u2,tq)—T(u1,tq)]}% .
(86)
Here, we have used the following relation:
(pi—qp)ue" _ (gi—py)e"
(pi—qs)K  (g;—ps)K

If we use Egs. (52) and (62) to expand all T matrices in
Egs. (85) and (86) about (#,7), then we obtain

METT0 = pEwd 4 o(K) (87a)

and

M7 =ML +0(K) . (87b)

Here, MZ#" is the external term given by Eq. (68), and
M is the internal term given by Eq. (69), and we have
used the relation, (¢, —q,)-K=—(p;—p,)-K. Egs. (87a)
and (87b) demonstrate that Mf‘TST” and ML( TuTt) reduce
to the Low amplitudes M ;“ and M/, respectively, if
the 7'(u;,t,) in Egs. (85) and (86) are expanded about
(@,7) and if O (K) terms are neglected.

To summarize briefly, we have derived four soft-
photon  amplitudes, ML°W (3, 7), Mﬁow“")(ﬁ 7),
M ETS(s;,8051,,1,), and M5y uyst,,1,).
Mﬁow G(F,7) and M,’;"W “D(7,T) were derlved using Low s
standard procedure, while MIST’S(S,,sf,t t,) and
M5 (uy,uy51,,1,) were derived using a modified Low
procedure. The amplitudes M,];"W(S” and M ™ depend
on a set of Lorentz invariants that include s and t. The
amplitudes M b"w‘“”and M Z“T’s, on the other hand, are
parametrized in terms of Lorentz invariants u and ¢. In
deriving MTST”(s,,sf, t,), we have imposed a condition
that it reduce to the amphtude M Tsm(s,,s 73tps14), Which
represents photon emission from a sum of one- particle t-
channel exchange diagrams and one-particle s-channel
exchange diagrams (the tree approximation). Similarly,
in our derivation of the amplitude M:“T’S(u,,uz,t stg)s
we have imposed the condition that it reduce to the tree
approximation amplitude M [“"(u,,u,;t,,t,), which
represents photon emission from a sum of one-particle t-
channel exchange diagrams and one-practice u-channel
exchange diagrams. Note that the expressions for
M 5T and M [“™" were derived in last section by using
the radiation decomposition identities of Brodsky and
Brown. We have proved that M°**" and M[°™“" can
be reproduced from M7 and M [“T" respectlvely, fur-
thermore, the amplitudes M *™* and M Z"T'S are the most
general soft-photon amplitudes for hadron-hadron brems-

—TsTts

p/'<—-pf'
My (si,85tpstq) {

—=TuTts,
My (ug,ugtptq)

QB_) QB \

Pl —-pf

TsTts TuTts
My (si,S15tpstq) Qs —>-Qg My~ Uy, upitp,tq)
n n :
Low(st), — — P «—- Py Low(ut), — —
My (s t) Q—-Qy My (ut)

FIG. 5. Schematic representation of the relations among the
six soft-photon amplitudes derived in this work. Five important
relations are shown here: (i) These six amplitudes can be divid-
ed into two independent classes (M 7%, M 7%, M L") as the
first class and (M 17, M 1T, ML) as the second class. (ii)
The general amplitudes for the first and second classes are
M ™ and M J“T", respectively. (iii) In the tree-level approxi-
matlon MI™ reduces to M '™, while MI“™ reduces to
M T, (1v) When all T matrlces in MZST’S are expanded about
(E,t_) and all 7 matrices in Ml”"‘ are expanded about (#,7),
then ML°"" and M °*'*" can be obtained. (v) The two classes
of amplitude can be interchanged (M [ST’&—»M Jults,

MIST{SHMZuT!X, Mllzow(sr)HMlI;ow(utl) when QB is replaced by
—Qp (Qp——Qp) and pf is interchanged with —p/
(pl>—p}).

strahlung processes which can be constructed by using
the modified Low procedure. Finally, it is easy to show
that the amplitudes M """ and M°*" and the ampli-
tudes M "™ and M [“™™ can be interchanged when pf,
pYf, and Qp are replaced by —p¥, —pf', and —Qp, respec-
tively. The relationships among the amplitudes M IsTts,
M TuTts MLow(st) MLow(ul MTsTts’ and MTuTtS are 1llus-

trated in Flg 5.
V. DISCUSSION

Six soft-photon amplitudes M ™ [Eq. (39)], M [T
[Eq (46)] MLow st) [ (56)] MLow (ut) [Eq (67)] MTths
[Eq. (79)], and MT“T’S [Eq. (84) ], have been derlved in
Secs. IIT and IV. A primary purpose of this investigation
is to explicate their relationships and to explore their
ranges of validity. These six amplitudes can be divided
into two classes (’) M BTs | pglowlsd and M IST" as the
first class [M\(s,)] and Gi) M [T, M), and
M7 as the second class [M(?(u,1)]. As shown in Fig.
5, the following relationships have already been estab-
lished: (a) M '™ and M " reduce to MZST’S and
M g“m respectlvely, in the tree level approximation. (b)
If M ST is expanded about (5,7) and M [“™ is expanded
about (#,7), assuming that such expansions are valid,
then the first two terms of the expansions for M ZST" and
MT”T'S give ML"W(S” and M:;"“"””, respectively. (¢) If

—p“ p}‘—»—pl and Qp——0p, then
M TsTts M TuTis MLow st) _)Mbow(ut) and
M foris —M, furis” , and vice versa.

Now, let us cons1der the question about their ranges of
validity. Which amplitude, M l{m’ or M g'ms, should be
used to describe a particular bremsstrahlung measure-
ment? The answer will depend upon the nature of the
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bremsstrahlung process. Let us examine three cases.

(a) For a process whose elastic scattering is dominated
by the tree diagrams shown in Fig. 1(b) or whose internal
emission is dominated by the diagrams shown in Fig. 3(e),
we must use the amplitude M *"* for bremsstrahlung cal-
culations. That is, when the process is resonance dom-
inated, M [°T" is the correct choice. Some well-known ex-
amples are the m=py processes near the A(1232) reso-
nance [9], the p'?Cy process near either the 1.7-MeV
resonance or the 461-keV resonance [7], and the p'°0Oy
process near the 2.66-MeV resonance [8]. These radiative
resonant scattering processes have been systematically
studied both experimentally and theoretically. The fol-
lowing ﬁndmgs illustrate why the amplitude M, IsTis pot
M, Low(st) " should be used to describe bremsstrahlung pro-
cesses 1nvolv1ng a resonance: (i) Using a one-
energy—two-angle amplitude, which is slightly different
from the amplltude M, Low(st) 4 UCLA group has calculat-
ed the 7 py cross sectlons in order to compare with the
cross sections measured by the group [25]. The UCLA
calculations have been repeated but using the amplitude
M{f‘”(”) [14,15]. These two independent calculations
yield essentially the same result. Typically, the calculat-
ed spectra at 298 MeV, for example, rise steeply with in-
creasing photon energy above K =80 MeV in complete
disagreement with the experimental data. The amplitude
M °**") has also been used to calculate the p'’Cy cross
sections at 1.88 MeV for a scattering angle of 155°
[14,15]. The calculated cross sections show a large reso-
nance peak around K =270 keV in stark contrast with
the small peak observed experimentally around K =135
keV. In short, neither the 7 py nor the p'>Cy data can
be described by the amplitude M h"w“” or any other one-
energy amplitude. These studies also show that the terms
which involve 97 /35 and/or 97 /97 cause the problem.
This is because the elastic T matrix, which has been used
as an input for bremsstrahlung calculations in the soft-
photon approximation, varies rapidly with s and/or ¢ in
the vicinity of a resonance. In other words, the problem
is directly related to the invalid expansions of the four
half-off-shell T matrices about (5,7) [or about (s,g?,4),
where s,5=(as;+Bs;)/(a+pB) and t,p=(a't,+B't,)/
(a’'+pB')], which are used in Low’s standard procedure
for the derivation of M5;°*" and other one-energy ampli-
tudes. These expansions give rise to those terms which
depend upon 37 /35 and 97 /97 in all one-energy ampli-
tudes. (ii) From the amplitude M Z‘ms one may define an
amplitude called the special two-energy—two-angle (TE-
TAS) amplitude M [F™5, which is free of 3T /3s and/or
oT /9t. The amphtude MTETAS has been thoroughly test-
ed and has been found to describe the data well for
bremsstrahlung processes near a scattering resonance.
For example, M, TETAS has been successfully applied to ex-
tract the magnetlc moments of the A++(1232) [9] and
A°(1232) [13] from the experimental 7 py data and
7 py data, respectively. It is now well established that
this amplitude can be used to describe almost all available
p12C7/ and ﬂipy data. Furthermore, a direct, sensitive
experimental test of various soft-photon amplitudes was
made recently by the Brooklyn group [7]. This test

showed that the amplitude M, TETAS provides an excellent

description of the p'?Cy data not only in the soft-photon
region but also in the hard-photon region.

(b) For a process whose elastic scattering is dominated
by the tree diagrams shown in Fig. 1(c) or whose internal
emission is dominated by the diagrams shown in Fig. 4(e),
MT#T's should be used for bremsstrahlung calculations.
That is, when the process is exchange-current dominated,
M [“" is optimal. An example of this is neutron-proton
bremsstrahlung (npy): (i) In the one-boson-exchange
model, the np interaction involves the u-channel ex-
change of charged bosons. (ii) The npy cross section is
dominated by the internal emission from the exchanged
bosons. More precisely, Brown and Franklin have calcu-
lated the npy cross sections using a nonrelativistic poten-
tial model [11]. The electromagnetic Hamiltonian used
by these authors includes the coupling of the electromag-
netic field to the nucleon currents V! and the coupling
of the electromagnetic field to the exchange currents V2 _.
As a result, large exchange effects from V2, were predict-
ed. The inclusion of the V2 term has been found to in-
crease the npy cross section by about a factor of 2. This
finding has been confirmed very recently by Nakayama
[12]. (iii) The npy cross sections at 200 MeV have been
calculated by Baier, Kuhnelt, and Urban [26] using a
one-boson-exchange model and by Nyman [27] using a
soft-photon amplitude derived via Low’s standard pro-
cedure. The amplitude used by Baier, Kuhnelt, and Ur-
ban is equivalent to the amplitude M TuTts while the am-
plitude used by Nyman is equivalent to M I;"W s, When
those two calculations are compared, one can see that the
npy cross sections obtained by Baier, Kuhnelt, and Ur-
ban are consistently a factor of 1.8—-2 times larger than
those obtained by Nyman. The obvious explanation of
this result is that the amplitude M L‘"W(“ ) does not contain
any exchange effect, since we have shown above that its
internal contribution is identically zero, while the ampli-
tude M Z”T’S used by Baier, Kuhnelt, and Urban does in-
clude a nonzero internal contribution from all charged
bosons. [Note that the internal contribution of the am-
plitudes M;ST’S and MI;OW(”) involves a factor of the form
(g; +p;), ", which vanishes in the c.m. system and in the
Coulomb gauge.] Thus, the finding of Brown and Frank-
lin that the internal exchange contribution dominates the
npy cross section could also have been observed by com-
paring the relativistic calculations of Nyman and Baier
et al. The one-boson-exchange calculations of Baier,
Kuhnelt, and Urban are in much better agreement with
the experimental data of Brady and Young [28] than
many other calculations. This illustrates why the ampli-
tude M g"T“, not the amplitude M JST’S (or M ‘I;OW(”)),
should be used for npy calculations.

(c) For a process that involves little resonance effect
(i.e., it contains no resonant state or is observed in an en-
ergy region far from resonance) and has very little contri-
bution from exchange effects (those due to the u-channel
exchange particles), we expect all six amplitudes M EST’S,
MZSTtS, M;IIOW(H)’ M;‘uTts, MZuTts, and Mllzow(ut) to yield
similar results, at least in the soft-photon region. This
does not mean that they will give identical results but
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that the differences should not be large. A typical exam-
ple is proton-proton bremsstrahlung (ppy): (i) As we
have already mentioned, there is no internal contribution
from the amplitudes M ZST’S, M ZST‘S, and M b"“"”), since it
vanishes in the c.m. system and in the Coulomb gauge. If
M ZST" is expanded about (5,7), we obtain

TsTts — pgLow(st)
M“ tS_M#o 11 +O(K) ,

which is exactly the sum of Egs. (78a) and (78b). Here,
O (K) involves the derivatives of T matrix with respect to
sand 7. If there is no resonance effect, then derivatives of
T with respect to 5 and 7 will not produce significant
structure and such an expansion is valid. Hence, the con-
tribution from the O(K) term will be small, and we ex-
pect the amplitudes M KST’S and M FLL"W(S” to give similar re-
sults. (ii) For a process that has very little contribution
from exchange effects, the amplitude M [*™" may be ex-
panded about (#,7). We find

TuTts — pgLow(ut)
M,uu S—MHOW ut +0(K)

which is identical to the sum of Eqs. (87a) and (87b).
Again if the derivatives of T with respect to & and 7 are
small, we expect that the contribution from the O (K)
term will be small. Therefore, the amplitudes M Z"T’S and
M 1;"‘““” should predict similar cross sections. (iii) From
Eq. (69), we can see that the internal amplitude M/ (of
the amplitude M ;°*“) contributes nothing if Q 4 =Qp.
Thus, like the amplitude M :;"W(*‘”, there is no internal
contribution from M °**’ for the ppy process. We
therefore do not expect that the ppy cross sections calcu-
lated using the external part of the amplitude M 'l];"W(S” to
be very different from those calculated using the external
part of the amplitude M ;‘ZOW(W‘ (iv) The ppy process has
been extensively studied, both experimentally and
theoretically, during the last three decades. Many
different calculations (based on various models and ap-
proximations), including a soft-photon approach, which
uses an amplitude equivalent to M :;OW(”) and a one-
boson-exchange approach, which uses an amplitude
equivalent to M Z“T”, have been performed. The results
of these calculations do differ, but their differences are
indeed not large [29]. (v) Since two-nucleon interactions
have been successfully described by the one-boson-
exchange model, we expect the difference between M 7%
and M*™" or the difference between M [“'* and M [“T*
to be small when these amplitudes are applied to predict
the ppy cross sections.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, the primary purpose of this work is to
point out that there exist at least two independent classes
of soft-photon amplitudes, both of which are equally im-
portant for describing hadron-hadron bremsstrahlung
processes. The  two-s-two-t  special  amplitude
MZ“T‘S(sl-,sf;tp,tq ), Eq. (75), is the general amplitude for

the first class, and this amplitude should be used to de-
scribe those processes which are resonance dominated.
The two-u —two-t special amplitude M [“™(u,u,;t,,1,),
Eq. (84), is the general amplitude for the second class,
and it should be used to describe those processes, which
are exchange current dominated. These two amplitudes
can be derived using a modified Low procedure, but not
the standard (Low’s original) procedure. The modified
procedure involves one additional step, which allows us
to take into account photon emission from the internal
line by imposing the condition that M ™ and M [*™*
reduce to M ZST’S and M Z“T‘S, respectively, at the tree lev-
el approximation. The M ™™ and M [“* amplitudes
can be rigorously derived from the relevant set of funda-
mental bremsstrahlung diagrams at the tree level, if we
apply the radiation decomposition identities of Brodsky
and Brown to decompose the internal amplitude into four
quasiexternal amplitudes.

If M;ST'S is expanded about (5,7) and M Z"T‘S is ex-
panded about (#,7), assuming that such expansions are
valid, the first two terms of the expansions yield
MLYES(s T) and M ﬁ"“’("”(ﬁ ,[), respectively. Here,
M u"“"”) is a one-s —one-t (or one-energy—one-angle) am-
plitude, a typical Low amplitude, which can be derived
using the standard procedure. This amplitude has been
regarded as the sole soft-photon amplitude in the past,
and it has been applied to describe all possible brems-
strahlung processes without justification. In addition to
exploring why M[°*" cannot be used to describe pro-
cesses containing significant resonance effects, we also
demonstrated why it should fail to describe those pro-
cesses with large exchange effects. The amplitude
M’I;m"“‘”, on the other hand, is a one-u —one-t amplitude.
It is a new Low amplitude, which can also be derived by
using the standard procedure. This new amplitude has
never before been studied.

We have demonstrated that we can transform the soft-
photon amplitudes in the first class (M fﬂs, M l{ST"‘,
M h"‘““") into the soft-photon amplitudes in the second
class (M [“TS, M [“T, "M ;°"“") by making the following
variable transformations: pf«>—p# and Qp— —Qj.
This establishes the relationship between the two in-
dependent classes.

Many amplitudes, especially those in the second class,
discussed in this work are new. Their ranges of validity
and other properties are not well understood. Further
systematic studies are required to understand these am-
plitudes thoroughly. These studies should include com-
parison with new experimental work, since the ultimate
test of the utility of these soft-photon amplitudes lies in a
comparison between the theoretical predictions and the
experimental data.
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