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The contribution of Regge cuts to single-particle inclusive processes is analyzed using the techniques of
Gribov. The dependence of these contributions on the polarization state of the target is emphasized. A general
formula is obtained and certain contributions to it are calculated. It is not possible, however, to reduce this to
a simple, powerful formula expressing the total cut contribution in terms of other measurable quantities, as
can be done for the cut contribution to the total cross section. The reasons for this are discussed in detail. The
single-particle intermediate states, analogous to the absorption model for elastic scattering, are explicitly

calculated as an illustration.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Mueller-Regge analysis® of inclusive cross
sections has had many successes. Graphs of the
form shown in Fig. 1(a) seem adequate® to explain
the unpolarized inclusive cross section for a +b
- ¢ +X in the fragmentation region of a. More
specifically, graphs of the triple-Regge type, Fig.
1(b), seem adequate® in the region of large
s =(p + 1), large M? =(p, + Py — pc)?, large s/M?,
and fixed t=(p, - p.)>. However, such graphs give
no dependence on the polarization of . Such a
dependence, which has recently been observed,®
could be due to Regge-cut graphs®'” of the type
shown in Fig. 2. The objective of this paper is to
analyze these graphs.

Our calculation is based on the techniques de-
veloped by Gribov®'® and parallels to a large extent
the calculation of cuts in the forward elastic am-
plitude.!® Unfortunately, the results which we ob-
tain are neither as simple nor as powerful as those
for the total cross sections. To explain why this
is so we begin by reviewing the cut calculation for
the total cross section. By analyzing various pos-
sible specific insertions for the blobs in Fig. 3(a),
and, especially, by making kinematic approxima-
tions appropriate to the dominant region of inte-
gration, Gribov®'® showed that the cut amplitude

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Mueller Regge-pole graph for inclusive
cross section; (b) triple-Regge graph.
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F.,. (s) at t=0 is given asymptotically by

i d3q fé?_l ds, £4(q,%) 20(q,2)
Fcut (S) - 4s f (21[)2 2mL 2mi sinzﬂa(‘hz) y -

XAu(s 1 q-l-z)Ab(szy q.l.z) )
(1.1)

where a(q,?) is the trajectory function of the ex-
changed poles, assumed to be identical here,

£(@.2)=1+7eimele?) (1.2)

is the signature factor, and ¢, is the two-dimen-
sional momentum-transfer vector orthogonal to the
incoming momenta, with ¢2=¢,%+0(1/s). The
Reggeon-particle amplitudes for a(q) +a -~ a(q) +a
and a(—-q) +b~ a(-q) +baredenotedby A, and A,.
These are functions, respectively, of s, =(p, +¢)*and
s, =(p» — q)?, having the usual left- and right-hand
cuts in these variables. The integration contours
go below the left-hand cuts and above the right-
hand ones.

Evidently if there is sufficient convergence in
s, and s,, then the contours of integration can be
distorted so as to express F.,(s) in terms of the
discontinuities of A, and A, across their right-
hand cuts. (Problems connected with the con-
vergence of the integrals are discussed in Ref. 10.)
This is a powerful result because these discon-
tinuities are directly measurable in single-par-
ticle inclusive reactions.!®’*' For example, the
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FIG. 2. Mueller Regge-cut graph.
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inclusive cross section a +b ~d+X, e.g., Fig. 3(b),

is proportional to!’?
1 1 o o,
57 discs Fo=o- [Fs(s +i€,§ = i€, s, +i€, ¢?)

- Fy(s +i€, S~ i€, s, - i€, ¢%)],
(1.3)

where Fy is the forward amplitude for a +b + d
~a’+b"+d and s =(pe + D, §=(p;+D}),
§, = (pa +Dyp "'pd)zy q2 =(pb _pd)z- (Of course, ls_l
=|s|; these variables are distinguished because
they have different boundary conditions.) In the
limit s -« with s, and ¢* fixed,
s2 a(e?)
disc,, Fg ~B*(q%) y E@) £4(9)

sin®ma(q?
XdiscslA,,(sl, %), (1.4)

where A, is the Reggeon-particle amplitude. It is
readily seen that this amplitude is the same as that
which enters into the calculation of F_,,(s).

The cut contribution to the total cross section is
proportional to the discontinuity of F.,(s). This
can be obtained from the imaginary part, but in
preparation for the more complicated problem of
interest in this paper, let us calculate it directly.
Properly speaking, the function given in Eq. (1.1)
is F (s +i€). We need to find also F.,(s—i€). To
do this we reexamine the transformation from d*g
integration associated with the Reggeon loop to the
variables used in Eq. (1.1). This transformation
is done by using the Sudakov parametrization’®

q=xp, +YDy +9, . (1.5)

J
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FIG. 3. (a) Regge-cut graph for total cross section;
(b) related Mueller graph.

Then

d'q=3(Ns, mi*,m*)]" * dxdyd®q, , (1.6)
where

Ma, b, ¢) =a? +b® + % - 2ab - 2bc - 2ac . (1.7

We use the exact rather than the asymptotic form
because we must circle the branch point of A! /2
at s =(m, +m,)? as well as the branch points im-
plicit in the Reggeon signature factors in going
from s -« +i€ to s -~ —~ie. The variables s, and
s, are given for large s by

S, =ys +my % +q,%

(1.8)

S, == xS +m % +q,% .
This shows explicitly that if s has a small imag-
inary part € >0, then the integration contours are
displaced downward for s; <0 and upward fors; >0,
as earlier asserted. If €<0 the opposite is true.
Thus we have

@A (s 507 4 (s 602)
- A =1 2 2 2
T sinzﬂa(qf) L& (@.°) A, S+ Is, | €49, | A, (s, + Is, | €4,

is is
R O S P e k)
1 2

“55) @ sitra@ ) @ NG NI @) + 820 NI (@) Ni@.?) (1.9)

sin’ra(q,

The cut coupling functions N *are defined by

ds
g .2)= —1 2
Na(q. )—L 5 Aas1,9.5),

(1.10)

where the contours C*are as shown in Fig. 4. The sign between the two terms in Eq. (1.9) is plus rather

than minus because of the branch point in Eq. (1.6).

With the strong convergence assumed by Gribov,®’®

L -
Ni@D) =2 [ ds, mmAls, 0.9
o

==N.(q,% .

Hence

(1.11)
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271 2\1
d*q, cosma(q,?) cos® [zma(q.”)]

(27) sin na(qj.z)

lo(al (s)= szot(alz)-z N:(qlz) N;(qu) , (1.12)

Cl“

- sin®[37a(q,?)]

the upper alternative applying for 7=+1, the lower for 7=-=1. This result of course agrees with that ob-
tained by taking the imaginary part of Eq. (1.1) and using the optical theorem.

The above extended review is intended to make the following discussion easier to follow. At first sight
one might think that the calculation of the graph in Fig. 2 would be very similar to that just outlined, and,
in particular, that this graph could be calculated from the two-particle inclusive cross section, that is,
from the graph shown in Fig. 5. This is not correct because the Reggeon~two-particle amplitude depends
on extra variables.!* These complicate the boundary conditions, and they also introduce extra singulari-
ties in the y Sudakov variable associated with the loop, preventing the simple contour distortion used in ob-
taining Eq. (1.10).

Let us first consider the two-particle inclusive cross section; cf. Fig. 5. This cross section is propor-
tional to*'*?

1 1 R oo e .
% discy Fg = 2% [ Fy(s +i€,§=i€, s, +i€,§5, = i€, S, +1€,5, = i€, S’ +i€)

- F,(s +i€,5=i€,s, +i€,§, — i€, s, +i€,§, = i€, s’ = i€)] , (1.13)

where F, is the forward amplitude for a +b +Z+d=a’+b’+Z’+d’, and where

=(ba+1)? , §=(pa+ps),
31=(Pa +pb"pd)2 ] §1=(pa,+pb’-pd’)2 ’
2 = Y (1.14)
S =(P¢+PD~P) ) Sz=(pa+pb-pc)9
S'=(pa+Dy=bc~ ) .

Momentum-transfer arguments are suppressed. As in Eq. (1.3), |§|=]|s[, etc. In the Regge limit appro-
pridte for Fig. 5, s ==, s,~%, s/s, fixed,

(s)%* %

F.(s +i€,§-1i€, s, +i€,5, —i€,S, +i€,5, = 1€,8' ti€) ~ —————
a( ) s Y1 yY1 »v2 yv2 ’ ) sm‘rragsmﬂa.,

EEFA. . (s, +1,§, — 1€, 5" i€, S/S,)

(1.15)

Subscripts are used on 4,,,55 (0,0, P, T=%1) to indicate that it is defined by the limit s ~ = +ipe, §— +ipe,
§,=© +i0€, §,~= +iFe with €>0. It is important to realize that the various functions A,,, 35 are not

the same, as shall be seen later by explicit examples. The ratio s/s, can be expressed in terms

of s,, s’, and either a Toller angle' or the angle between p,, and k,, so that A depends only on internal
variables.

Now consider the Reggeon—two-particle amplitude as it enters in the cut graph shown in Fig. 2. Define
the variables as in Eq. (1.14) but with p, = p, replaced by k everywhere, and note that M2 =s,. To calculate
the inclusive cross section we need the cut amplitudes Fg(s +i€,§ = i€, M? £i€). After introducing Sudakov
variables we must do the y integration over the Reggeon~two-particle blob. If Ims >0 then s,Ims, >0, and
if Im&<0 then §,Im&, <0. Hence the y contour goes below the left-hand cut and above the right-hand cut in
s,, and the opposite for the cuts in §,. Furthermore, if ImM?>0, then s’Ims’>0 and the contour goes be-
low the left-hand cut and above the right-hand cut in s’. If ImM? <0 the opposite is true. (For further
discussion see Appendix A.) Thus the cut contribution to the single-particle inclusive cross section is

do _( 1 >< 1) i dzkj_ (Ma)ag(uz)'rou(uz)
dtdm® ~ \16ms? ) \ 27 <4M2> (272  sinmq, sinma,

b(RL)

) :
Kot [ e sl St o) - et [ AL (6,557 800
(1.16)

S, =y(s +i€) +m, 2 +k,%, § =y(s—i€)+m % +k 2.
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FIG. 4. Contours for Eq. (1.10).

Here s’ can be expressed in terms of s,,s’,
=k®=k,? s, M?, t=¢* where ¢ =p,- p,, and the
angle ¢ between ¢, and &k, by's

Mz )\1/2(1,‘ tl S') ( +i . cos )
— ﬁ_}_’L__
S e 2(31; 7 ,mﬂz) cosX sinX ),
(1.17)
with
cosX

(W= me?4s) (M ="+ 1) +28/(s = b +my® =y ®)
)’1 /2(tl, maz’ sl) Al,z(t! t,’ s’) ’

(1.18)
For this large s, this becomes simply
2
M1 [s'=t=t'=2(tt")!"? cose)]
s s,
1 ’ 2
= [s'=(au+kL)] . (1.19)

1

Evidently a singularity of A in s’ at s/ will induce
a singularity in y at a value of order s;/M?. If we
assume that the singularities of A are essentially
those required by unitarity in s, and s’, then the
contours C} and C; in Eq. (1.16) will be as shown
in Fig. 6.

Thus there are two difficulties in converting Eq.

-

do 1[

1
dtdM?~ 167ms? L2i

2 2

FIG. 5. Mueller graph for two-particle cross section
in Regge limit.

(1.16) into a powerful formula like that for the

total cross section in Eqs. (1.11) and (1.12). First,
the Reggeon-two-particle amplitude A entering

the cut calculation has different boundary condi-
tions from that related to the two-particle inclusive
cross section. Second, the singularities in s, pre-
vent a distortion of the contour so that the integral
cannot be expressed in terms of the discontinuity
in s’ which is measurable in the two-particle in-
clusive reaction.

These difficulties are reduced but not eliminated
by considering the triple-Regge region, that is, s
large, M? large, s/M? large, and t=¢? fixed. In
this region both the s and the s, dependence are,
for any given graph, controlled by specified Regge
poles or cuts. Thus one knows the form of the cuts
in s,, and one also knows how to change the i€ pre-
scriptions. As we shall see, however, this in-
formation is not sufficient to determine completely
the cut amplitudes.

For definiteness we shall assume henceforth
that particles a and ¢ have spin zero and that par-
ticle b has spin one-half. Then the cross section
for a+b = c +X is related to the s-channel helicity
amplitudes F,s) with Mueller boundary conditions

by

= discy2 F..(s,M?, t) = iB,+ 7t -17 discyz2 F-. (s, M?, t)} , (1.20)

where ﬁ,, is the polarization vector and 7 is the normal to the scattering plane.
In the triple-Regge region the leading graph is the ordinary triple-Regge graph, Fig. 1(b). Its contribu-

tion to the cross section is*®
do 1

) (1.21)

where 8ajoqi o is the triple-Regge coupling. As
has already been noted, this graph gives no de-
pendence on E: The second term in Eq. (1.20) is
proportional to 8_.(0) and hence vanishes.

From experience with two-body amplitudes we
expect that the one-loop Regge-cut graphs are the

R T 2Re[£,(1)EF ()] (s \ OO
dth2_16n82 Bacz(t)ﬁbb++(o)galaﬁ:a( ) simrozl(tx) Sil’fﬂaa(t)<——> (MZ) 0.

M2

—

most important ones at any reasonable energy. In-
finite summations of graphs” may be important
for determining the true behavior as logs -, but
we will not examine that problem here. We are
therefore led to consider the graphs shown in Fig.
T together with similar ones obtained by inter-
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changing the initial and the final particles. (Of
course, the graph shown in Fig. 7(d) gives no de-
pendence on 5,,.)

To analyze the graph in Fig. 7(a) we introduce
Sudakov variables,'?

k=xp, +ypy +ky ,

e ¢ (1.22)
q=—s_'Pn+§pb+qJ. .
FIG. 6. Contours for Eq. (1.16). The cuts in s; and

Then by an analysis very similar to that followed S; have been displaced from the real axis for clarity.

for the elastic amplitude,® ° we find that the dom-

inant region of integration is x=0(1/s) and the four-Reggeon vertex Aoy oy ayop(d1,R1). Thus
y=0(1/M?). The x integral gives the Reggeon- the amplitude symmetrized under the interchange
particle vertex Naq )\’:azk(kl)r where X and X’ are of @ and a, and with the Mueller boundary condi-
the initial and final helicities. The y integral gives tions is

ytag , )
F)\’)\(s) sz qz) :3163<%’2‘> ' [e‘ "(aa—US) +(— 1))\ _)\etﬂ(al_ul)]

i - -, - -
XﬁfdzklAaaaﬂ: alooa(ql.’kl.) Na‘l)\'; oyz)\(kl.)e l1r(or2+oc4 "2 U4)/2 (1142)()(2‘]“”‘1 1, (1.23)

where the signature factors have been written as
g=e it 29 cosin(a~-v), v=31-1), (1.24)

The poles associated with the Reggeons have been incorporated into A. The ' "(®373) and the e'"(®1™"1) jp
the squarebrz ckets arise because the outgoing s and s, have a - e prescription,'’'* corresponding to com-
plex conjugation of the outgoing Reggeon’s signature factor. Note that the factor in square brackets is equal
to

of Tyt ag vy ~vg) /2 2(1')”'Acos%n(ot1 —a =V ty+X =), (1.25)
so that the amplitude has the Regge phase associated with its M? behavior. The M? discontinuity is

s >“1+°’3

1 AN -
- discy2 Fyr (s, M?, ¢°) =(i)* )\3133 coszm(a, - Qg =V + V3t = M(W

20
1 d? 1
X p: RiAooy: ayopr Nogh's ap ) COSZT(Q) = 0 + Qg = @y = V) + 1y = Uy +1,)

x (M?)%2* %7l (1.26)

this together with Eq. (1.20) gives the cross section.

The central problem considered in Secs. III-V of this paper is the structure of A and the relation of it to
intermediate states. Before turning to this we shall discuss the other graphs in Fig. 7.

For the graph in Fig. 7(b) the dominant region of integration is x=0(1/s) and y=0(1 /s). If k; =x; p,
+Yi Dy +k,;, is a momentum inside of the three-Reggeon amplitude, then the dominant region for it is
x; =0(M?/s) and y; =O(1/M?). Thus the only x and y dependence is in the a, +b— o, +b and the o, +a— o, +c
amplitudes, respectively, and these integrals give the usual N vertices. The analysis of Abramovskii,
Kanchelli, and Gribov'® shows that the only discontinuity is that through the Reggeon «,, as can be verified
by considering the i€ prescriptions. Thus for this graph together with the one having the initial and final
particles interchanged,

1 1
57 discuz Farn(s,M?, @) = 35— fdsz Nogafd +R1,R1) S oy agi a)(@u, 90 +k1)
s G+ o+ o5 =1 o -
xN%y;%)\(kl)[—21m(52£5£3*)]<m> (M2)%* @t (1.27)

The triple-Regge vertex 8o aq(ql, g, +k,) in this formula reduces at 2, =0 to the vertex 8oy %(ql )
defined as in Eq. (1.21). The forward Reggeon-particle vertex Neyrr; apa(®1) is given by Eq. (l.laf). The
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nonforward vertex Ny, az(q L +k., k,) can be studied by analyzing nonforward two-body reactions.!® Thus by
making a reasonable parametrization of the 2, dependence of 8oy o ct1(q 1,9, +k,) it should be possible to
estimate this graph. Indeed, one would expect that its size in relation to the triple-Regge graph would be
comparable to the size of cuts relative to poles in two-body reactions.

For the graph in Fig. 7(c) the important region of integration is x=0(1/s) and either y=0(1/s) or
y=0(1/M?). The calculation of the y=0(1/s) regionis exactly parallel to the calculation of enhanced graphs
in the elastic amplitude and gives a contribution of the same form as Eq. (1.27). In fact, the graph in Fig.
7(b) must go smoothly into that in Fig. T(c) for large (p, +k)?. If the Nog o, in Eq. (1.27) is calculated by in-
tegrating the discontinuity of the Reggeon-particle amplitude over values of (p, +%)? less than some large
S, then the effect of including the graph in Fig. 7(a) is simply to replace N o, in Eq. (1.27) by

B9.%) Sopas; o (y thy, k) (s)™ %2 7%

N
a, +1=-a, - ag

gy +ky, k)~ (1.28)

a5 2
This is just the result found in Ref. 10.

The graph in Fig. 7(c) also has a contribution from y=0(1/M?) with the same form as in Eq. (1.26). In
fact, the graph in Fig. 7(a) must go smoothly into that in Fig. 7(c) for y small compared to O(1/M?). This
contribution is not simply related to the measured triple-Regge coupling, and a discussion of it is post-
poned to Sec. IV.

Finally, we consider the graph in Fig. 7(d), which contributes for x=0(1/s) and either y=0(1/M?) or
¥=0(1). The calculation of this graph is similar to that of enhanced graphs in the elastic amplitude,® so
we only quote the result, symmetrized under the interchange of o, and a;,:

S

1 .. ot
—discy2 Fy \(s,M?,¢°) =B,8, Re(&lia‘*)(W) 8oyay: ogld1?)

2t

(Mz)"%—(Mz)"?*““"} . (1.29)

1 (e 2 [
med kig%%:aﬁ(kl)Nog)\’;az)\(kL) a6+1_az_a4

FIG. 7. Regge-cut graphs for the triple-Regge region.
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Everything here is known. It is apparent from Eq.
(2.13) that this amplitude vanishes for A’ #X.

The formulas given above summarize the struc-
ture of the contributions of Regge cuts to inclusive
reactions in the triple-Regge region. The outline
of the remainder of this paper is as follows.

In Sec. II we give a general discussion of the
effects of spin in inclusive reactions.

In Sec. III we turn to the study of the four-Reg-
geon vertex A. We consider the simplest possible
model for A, namely the contribution of the one-
particle intermediate state in s’=(g +%)?. This is
a natural generalization of the absorption model*®
to cuts in the Reggeon-particle amplitude, and it is
closely related to a model considered recently by
DeTar.?® We find that the one-particle contribu-
tion to A can be expressed in terms of the double-
Regge limit of the two-to-three amplitude. How-
ever, this contribution is not proportional to the
two-to-three cross section. More significantly, it
has singularities in the physical region.

In Sec. IV we show that these singularities are
the consequence of terms in the one-particle graph
with anomalous s and M? dependence. Such terms
arise because the one-particle graph does not be-
have like the graphs shown in Fig. 7(c) and 7(d)
in the appropriate limits. We discuss how the
anomalous terms might be removed.

In Sec. V we calculate the contribution of the
closed box graph to the four-Reggeon amplitude.
We find that this graph has a somewhat different
cut structure in s, than the one-particle graph,
contrary to the conjecture of DeTar.?°

In Sec. VI we give a brief summary of our re-
sults.

1. SPIN DEPENDENCE OF INCLUSIVE CROSS SECTIONS

In this section we review the properties of in-
clusive amplitudes associated with spin, which
are needed in this paper. We assume that particle
b has spin 3 and that particles @ and ¢ have spin
zero. This assumption is not important for our
considerations and we make it for simplicity. The
inclusive amplitude will be denoted by F . (s, M?, t)
where X denotes the helicity of & in the ab center-
of-mass system.

If

Py =3(1+5-B,) 2.1)

is the density matrix of the polarized target b in
the lab frame, then the inclusive cross section is
given by

do - 1

—_— = ———dj , 2
dtdMm? (P) 167s? discyz ; Porar Fxn(8, M, 8) .

(2.2)

Parity invariance implies®!
Fua=(=DY" F_y _y
(=DM Fy . (2.3)

As a consequence

do 1 1 .
G W[El— discy2 F, .(s,M?, t)

= -1
- zP,,-n—27 discy2 F_, (s, M?, t)] .

(2.4)

If p, does not lie in the v-z plane, as implicity
assumed here, but has azimuthal angle ¢, then the
conventions of Jacob and Wick?! imply that

Fa (s, M2, t, @) =e 9NN By, (s, M?, 1,0) .
(2.5

From the fundamental relation between the A2
discontinuity and the sum on intermediate states
it is clear that

*
%discuz F)\r_)\=<% discye Fx,x’) . (2.6)
Equations (2.6) and (2.3) then imply that
(1/27) discy2 F, , is real and (1/2i)discyz F_, is
imaginary and guarantee the reality of the cross
section as given by Eq. (2.4).

If we assume Regge-pole dominance of the in-
clusive process in the end-of-the-spectrum region,
Fig. 8, Fy: ) has the form

FXI,X(S,MZ, t)
:Bxﬂaélgfsaluhaa(t)A"aX’.cxl* (MZ, t) +(1 “‘3) .

(2.7

A is the Reggeon-particle amplitude for «,(q)
+b,~ a,(9) +b,. Time-reversal invariance can
be applied to Mueller’s formula’ to reduce the ex-
pression for do/dtdM? in this region. We use the
Jacob and Wick®! convention

T[papp M+)) =€ "5 [ p py M(=)) . (2.8)

(Notice the change from outgoing to ingoing wave
boundary conditions.) Mueller’s formula then gives

P, A
Pa b

FIG. 8. Graph corresponding to Eq. (2.7).
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37 discue Fy,y = f d*x 67267 ( py py N(+) [7o(%) jo(0) | Pa £y A(+))

=| [arwe e p V) 050 e A0 | (2.9)

We assume, as usual, that in the Regge-pole-dominated amplitude, the (+) and (=) boundary conditions are
interchanged by simply complex conjugating the signature factors associated with the s-dependent Regge
poles. Then

1 . 1. *
g B ~(57 diseirdg ) 210
and

do -
A (B) ~§—£§ coszM(a, — v,) coszm( g — ;) s A1t %

1
><[cos%1r(cu1 - v =0 +v) oo disceAg raye M2, 1)

- 1 .
+n'PbSin%‘”(a1—ul_a3+V3) é; dlscMZAaL_’—;aﬁ- Mz,t)] . (2-11)

This formula takes into account all symmetrization necessary in @, and «;.
In evaluating the general cut graph of the form shown in Fig. 2 it will be necessary to integrate over the

transverse momentum k which we will do by integrating

A%k, =3dt'do ,
where ¢ isthe angle between k.and P... From (2.5)the ¢ dependence of the Nfunction for the right-hand blob is
trivial:

Noarapa(t, @) =™ M=N Nt apa(t) . (2.12)
Similarly, from (2.3), (2.7), and (2.8)

Nozq)\’.azk=(_ I)X,—xNo@—X’,o{Q—)\

=('— I)X’—XN%X.%)\’ ’ (2.13)
Nogx,n=Nopx, a1 - (2.14)

Notice that when a and ¢ carry spin, if their helicity is not observed there is no interference between tra-
jectories of different naturality. However, the trajectories a, and @, may in general have different nat-
urality. If they do, Eq. (2.13) must have a minus sign on the right-hand side. In the following we assume
a, and a, to have positive naturality.

The Regge-cut contribution of Fig. 7(a) [Eq. (1.23)] to A%)‘:_alx is then

1 i
" 4coszm(a, - v,) coszm(ay, — v;) 167

Aa.s)\’,alk(sz t)

od/ *Tdg ’ (N =N @ ’
X t 2 Aa3a4;otlotz(t; ¢ ’ (p)e lvoc‘i)\',a?)\(t)
- )

Xe—iw(q2+a4-u2—Lr4;/g PUACIE o =V, =ig) /2 (lw.'z)az»f ag=oy =gl (2.15)

Notice that the explicit phase of this is just that associated with the Regge behavior in M7°. From this and
Eq. (2.10) we conclude that

' 2" d iOn
(A=1") "N @ —i(N =20
A 1£,(z(t,t)— ) o e

O30y, & ‘/\rvﬁ%:al:xz(t-t'y @) A

is real.
Thus
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1

1 .
'27 dlSCM2A ag N ey )\(MZ, t)

1 O (M=)
x mf At Aogayiay o

"~ 4coszm(a, - v,) coszm(a, = V)

(t9 t')

1 - - -
XN%N:O,?)\(t’)coszn(al—ul—%+u2+a3—u3—a4+u4)(M2)%*“4 eyt

III. ONE - PARTICLE GRAPHS FOR
FOUR - REGGEON VERTEX

In the Introduction we found that the essential
problem is calculating Regge cuts for inclusive re-
actions in the triple-Regge region is to determine
the four-Reggeon vertex A. In this section we con-
sider the simplest contribution to A, namely that
from the one-particle graphs shown in Fig. 9.
These graphs give an unsymmetrized Reggeon-
particle amplitude, from which the cross section
is computed by using Eq. (2.11). While A can be
expressed in terms of the amplitudes for the ap-
propriate double-Regge graphs, e.g., Fig. 10, it
cannot be determined from the two-to-three cross
section. This illustrates the general discussion
in the Introduction. The double-Regge amplitude
consists of two terms with different analytic struc-
tures,?® and the cross section determines only a
certain combination of them. The residue of the
pole in s’=(q +&)? in the cut calculation is given by
a different combination because of the Mueller i€
prescription, and the discontinuity of the cut in
s,=(p, +k)? is given by just one of the terms.

The meaning of the graphs shown in Fig. 9 per-
haps requires some discussion. It is well known
that the graph shown in Fig. 11 does not contribute

FIG. 9. One-particle graphs for four-Reggeon vertex.

(2.17)

to the cut in the elastic amplitude.® On the other
hand, the sum rule Eq. (1.11) for the Reggeon-
particle vertex N certainly includes the one-par-
ticle intermediate state. The resolution® of this
apparent contradiction is that there are multipar-
ticle intermediate states within the Reggeon cou-
plings. The contribution of these cancels that of
the one-particle state for this particular graph
but not in general. In the special case that the s’
channel (o, +a—~ @, +a) and the «’ channel (a, +a
- @, +a) are identical, the correct one-particle
contribution to N can be obtained by keeping just
the s’- and »’-channel poles.

The interpretation of the graphs in Fig. 9 is sim-
ilar although slightly more complicated. We shall
see that for each graph there is one term for which
the integration over the y Sudakov parameter, cf.
Eq. (1.16), picks up only singularities in s’ =(q +£)2.
This integral thus has the same form as that for
the elastic amplitude, and the one-particle approx-
imation is defined in a similar way. The y inte-
gration for the remaining terms picks up left-
hand and right-hand singularities in s, =(p, +k)?
as well as singularities in s’.

The one-particle graphs for the four-Reggeon
vertex are evidently closely related to the double-
Regge graph, Fig. 10. The amplitude for this
graph consists of two terms and is conveniently
written as®* ™

FIG. 10. Double-Regge graph.
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al(tl) .
(sz)ag(tz) e imlay(ty) -v,1/2

S

Flz(s9 S15S2 tu t2) = Bl(ll) Bz(tz) (?—)
S2

X[ Vio(ty, by 1) +eimlealtn ety v 172 nal(tl)_%“z) Vaully, b, ], (3.1)

where in terms of the momenta defined in Fig. 10
S :(pa+[)b)2, slz(Pc*'Pa)z, 82=(pd +pe)2, tlquz, tzzqu, nzmdz_(qll+q2L)2 ~3152/S ) (32)

and where v; =3(1 - 7;), v,=3(1=7,7,). Near n=0, V,, and V,, are analytic in 7, so the two terms in Eq.

(3.1) have cuts in s and s, and in s and s, respectively.?> At right-signature points, V,, has poles in

a,(t,) = a,(4,); these last cancel in the full amplitude. Equation (3.1) remains valid even for s’ =(q, +4,)

#m4’, with n being replaced by n'=s’-(q,, +4,,)>.>® Of course, then V,, and V,, depend on both s’ and 7’.
An equivalent form for F,, which displays more clearly the analytic structure is

1.2
4 coszm(a, — v,) coszm(a, — @, = v,,)

[(s—ie)2+T(=s —ie)2][(s, = i) 2 + T, T,(=5, — i)™ %]

F,=8.8, [(S b Nk n(=s _ie)al]l-(sl_ ie)2 M+, (=s, - i€)%2” | e

—im(v)=va+vy5) /2 v
12

+B,B, 4 coszm(a@, - 1,) cosz (@, — @ = vy,) Var s (3.3)
where it should be noted that
Tt ) 2oy L (1m ) (14 7)) =51 (3.4)

This rather unsymmetrical factor is introduced to simplify subsequent equaticns.

Since the Reggeon-particle amplitude with Mueller boundary conditions has normal analytic structure, it
should have the standard Regge phase for its M? dependence. We can therefore calculate the amplitude and
obtain the M? discontinuity from Eq. (2.17). For the graph shown in Fig. 9(a) with the Mu=ller boundary
conditions'*

4
Fa(s, M2, 1) = =i [k 1

(2")4 s/_mlz +ie F12(89s1,sz t, t" F34(§: §11M21 t, t') Ta4 X’;%x(ur) . (3.5)

Here F, and F,, are the double-Regge amplitudes for producing particle «a, TM)\';%)\ is the amplitude for
the right-hand side of the graph, and

S =(Pa+ D)y M2 =(pa+Dy= DV, t=(Pa=b) =4,

(3.6)
S, =(Pa +RY, s'=(q + RV, u,=(py=k), t'=k* .
A bar over any variable is used to indicate that it has a reversed i€ prescription, viz.,
S=8,+i T ¢ F=s,-i—T ¢ (s,=Res) . (3.7
r IS,- I ’ r isr { r

Since the intermediate particle is off shell, the n variable of the double-Regge amplitudes is replaced by
n'=s'"=(q.+k.)? . (3.8)
For the graph shown in Fig. 9(b) the amplitude is

i dik 1
T @)t w = m? vie

Fals, M2, t) = Fiy(S, 4y, M2, 1, 1) Fip(8, 8, M, £, 1) T 10 0(S,) (3.9)

where F, and F,, are double-Regge amplitudes for producing particle d,, and
Uy =(pa=kY ~=s,, w'=(g=kP==n"+(@.=k.), s,=(b+k)’. (3.10)

Note that it is V;,(-=n’) which enters in this formula.
To analyze the integrals in Eq. (3.5) and Eq. (3.9) we introduced the scaled Sudakov'® parametrization

1 1 1,
k=§ x'Pg +W v, +ky, dik= e dx'dy'd?k, . (3.11)
By the usual arguments®
U=k =k,?. (3.12)

To leading order the only x’ dependence is in T% A, and the x’ integral of ﬁzﬁqu4 o\ BiVEs Naq A i e
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12
For s >0 and M* >0 we have
TR T R R U I N L A S 4 (3.13)
L L/ L ’ 1 Mz ’ 1 1”2 ’ .
We then find using Eq. (3.3) that the four double-Regge amplitudes appearing in Eq. (3.5) and Eq. (3.9)
become
f—jE)uT % —n' —je)1-®2
= )4 (M2) 2= =i ap=v3p) A ' (M —ie)M" %2+ 1, 7,(=1 —i€) , 1
Fia=BA(5) 30 e ot 2V )« (i 2 Lol V).
- i - -i - - 03~ Gy T, T ( —71€)B7% q
- )\ 0 (N r2) 0= 0g i ag=vg) ,=iT( oy u)/z{: (' -ie€) + n’ ,J
F34 331‘34(5) (M) 4 e 3'e 4 Vaq(TI )+ 200527T(a ™ "'V34) ng(n )
Fuz‘3134(5)011(M2)a4-ale-ir(ozq—uq)/2
N M=) %4+ T T (= —i€)M N 7
x|V, (= _mn'
I: (=1 + 2 coszm(a, -a -V TTaVa(=n )J’
Fyy = By, (s) B (M2) @2~ 05gi™ (G =va) gmin(og=vy)
N =) % T T (= = €)% % }
X - _n'
[V”( )+ 2coszm(a, —a, — Vy,) 72T Vs (=10 | ®.14)

Making use of the formulas in Sec. II, we find after some straightforward algebra that the Reggeon-par-
ticle amplitude for these graphs has the form given in Eq. (2.15) and (2.16), with

an d(P emiN =M e
o on ¢

©dy ) 1 [ , , (N —i€)1™ 24+ 7 7,(-n' —i€)1™% ,
. 2w } mlz_ S — i€ Vlz(n )V34(77 )+ 2cosén(al—a2— Vlg) 21(7’} )V“(T] )

(0 =i€) "+ T T (= =€)
2cos%n(a ) Vi) V(')

PG 5 e T % P Gl Mt 10 i N N )J
20083m(Q, = 0y + 0y = Ay = Vyp = Vy,) Vo) Vs

: 1
+(—1>*'*—,—.——[v (=) Vial=1") -
m2—u' —ie| 32 14

(T],—'6)%-(’2+TZT3(_T,'_Z‘€)“3’°¢2 ’
% V. (=1’
+ 2 cos%n(ag -0, - Vza) TyTs Vas(=1") 14( n")

W =19 (o = i) ,
V.o (= V.(-n'
2cosin(a, —a,-v,,) T, T Voo (=0 )V (=7")

. (' —i€) 2" B "%y T 1,7, 7, (=7 —ie)"i""f“’u""“l
2005271((1 — 0, + 0, —Qy— Yy,

14)

><71727374V23(—n’)Vﬂ(—n’)}(. (3.15)

|

—

Note that from Eq. (3.14) the terms proportional
to V,,V,, and to V,,V,, contain a product of branch
points, which have been combined here.

The crucial step in this calculation is Eq. (3.14).
The explicit phases in these formulas combine

with the external signature factors to produce the
standard Regge phase in Eq. (2.15). The y' con-
tour for the remaining integral goes below the
left-hand singularities and above the right-hand
ones, and the resulting A is therefore real. It
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is also worth noting that the product of F,, and
F,, in Eq. (3.14), and hence the residue of the
s’ pole in the cut calculation, is not simply re-
lated to the cross section.

To do the y’ integration in Eq. (3.15), we make
the change of variables ¢ —¢ + 7 for the ' terms.
Using Eq. (3.13) we then have

1 1

- —m 2 - 2
mlz_s/_ie nl_yf_iea Th m1 (q..L+kJ.))
(3.16)

Vi g = (g +hu P
m22—u’—i€ n2+y/_2~€, TN =M,y q, +R.).

In the one-particle approximation we are to ignore
the s’ dependence of the V;;, since this comes
from the effects of higher intermediate states in
s’. We therefore evaluate the V;; at the poles,
obtaining V;;(n,) for the s’ pole terms and V;;(n,)
for the u’ pole terms. However, we must not
evaluate the factors of (n’ —i€)®1~%, etc., at the
poles, since these factors come from cuts in s,.
If we were to do so, we would be changing the
i€ prescription of the s, cuts, and we would not
obtain a real cross section.

With these approximations the integral of the

A G ot ) =2 2"—’?ﬁe"‘“”““"V( Waam)
g agiog o (t,t')=2 A )12771 34(M) +

2m
1

2433

|
Pq ,

az

a

Pq

FIG.11. Feynman graph which does not contribute
to Regge cut.

s’ pole term involving V,,V,, is not convergent;

nor is the integral of the #’ pole term involving

Vs, V5. These are the terms having poles in both
a, and a,, and their structure is the same as

that found in calculating cuts in the elastic am-
plitude. In the special case that the s’ and #’ chan-
nels are identical, the integral over the sum of
these two terms is convergent and is given by

z( Vi () Vag(ny) + Vo () Vi, (0,)) (3.17)

We shall use this as a formal definition of the
integral of these terms. The integrals of the re-
maining terms are all convergent for appropriate
values of the a; and can be easily evaluated. The
result is

1

( o = op
COS%TI(GL - az - V},z) \Th) Vz;('fh)Vu(m)

+ T
coszm(a; —a,—V,

) (m,) %™V, () Vis(n,)

1

+ T
coSzT(Q, = Ay + 0y = Ay — Vyp, = Vy,)

+ V() Viy(my) +

1

()™ %" %8~ %V,, (n,)V,5(n,)

1
coszm(a, — a, = Vyy) .

)87 %2 Vo5(n,) Vi4(,)

+
coszm(a, —a, - v,,)

(ny) 1™ %4V, (n,) Viy (n,)

1

oy =0t oy =
* cos%ﬂ(al-a2+a3—a4—y23- u14)(n2) 17%T % %st(nz)vu(nz)s‘ .

This is the final result for the one-particle con-
tribution to the four-Reggeon vertex. We could
evaluate this expression if we knew the amplitudes
for a+b-~c+d, ,+e, but we cannot do so from

knowledge of just the corresponding cross sections.

As can be seen from Eq. (3.1), the terms in the
cross sections which behave like
()%™ %(s,) 2" *~ %% involve the same combina-
tions of the V,;, but the cosine factors weighting
them are different except for special values of
the a;. See Appendix B. This is, of course, what
we expected.

For the Reggeon-particle vertex the one-par-

(3.18)

ticle approximation causes no difficulty and in-
deed is quite successful phenomenologically. The
one-particle approximation for the four-Reggeon
vertex has singularities for certain values of the
a; in the physical region coming from the explicit
cosine factors in Eq. (3.18). Those from the
[coszm(a, —a, +a, —a, - v, — v,,)] " and from the
[coszm(a@, — @, +ay — @, = Vg = v,,)] ™! are removed
when the M? discontinuity is taken, but the others
remain. (There are, in general, no factors in the
V;; which cancel them.) We shall see in the next
section that these singularities are reflections

of additional terms with anomalous s and M? de-
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pendence.

In the discussion following Eq. (3.1) we noted
that the V;; have poles in a;-a; which cancel in
the double-Regge amplitude. They also cancel
in Eq. (3.18).

IV. SINGULARITIES OF ONE - PARTICLE GRAPHS

At the end of the last section we noted that the
one-particle contribution to the four-Reggeon ver-
tex A has singularities as a function of ¢ and ¢’
in the physical region. These singularities, which
are not present in the integrand in Eq. (3.15),
arise from divergence of the y’ integral at zero
or infinity. Of course, they cannot be present
in the full amplitude. In this section we discuss
in some detail how they are removed. In so doing
we find limits on the possible validity of a one-
particle approximation for A, and we demonstrate
the necessity of a close interrelationship among
the graphs shown in Fig. 7. For definiteness we
concentrate on the term in Eq. (3.18) proportional
to V,,(n)V,4(n), this being singular at

a,—a,=2n+1+v, n=0,+x1, +2,... . (4.1)

We should check our previous assertion that
V,.(n) does not have zeros at these points. For
simplicity we assume that all of the trajectories
have positive signature. We first consider the
case in which there are no fixed poles. Then the
form of V,, is**

V,,(n) =4 coszna, coszm(a, - a,)

00 ) . —‘rlt

X2 T(-ay+i)T(@y - oy = dvigr,  (4.2)
where the v; are arbitrary functions of the mo-
mentum transfers. Evidently V,, does not in gen-
eral vanish at any of the values of @, - @, in Eq.
(4.1). However, as -0,

Vo) ~m)™2"7, o, —a,=2n+1<0. (4.3)

Had we not ignored the 1’ dependence of V,, in
Eq. (3.15), this behavior would make the y’ in-
tegral convergent at zero, thus eliminating the
singularities at negative values of o, - a,.

We now consider the case in which there is a
multiplicative fixed pole at j, ~m= -1, j, being
the angular momentum for @, and m being the
helicity for the two-Reggeon-particle vertex.?*
Such fixed poles are present in nonplanar graphs.?®
Then the form of V,, is

V, () =4coszma,cosz(a, - a,)

i (-0, +1)T(a; -

X Y
a,- a,+1+i

; i
a, =1
=, 1 a4
=0 L

so that Eq. (4.3) does not hold in this case. Thus
A would be singular even if we kept the ¥’ depen-
dence of V,, in doing the ' integral.

The full amplitude for the one-particle graphs
must, of course, be analytic even though A is
singular. Thus, the singularities in A must be
canceled by singularities in other terms having
the same s and M? dependence at the singular
points. This is a familiar phenomenon in the
Reggeon calculus. For example, we recall that
the amplitude for the graph shown in Fig. 12 is®~ 10

1
F(S, t) = Té?f dzk ljaogotlcxz;aoNala

2

{e-iv(al+a2—1)/2(s)a1+u2-l
a+l-0o, -a,

_‘__(s>_} 4.5)

g+l-0o, -aq,

The first term in square brackets is the Regge-
cut term; the second, a correction to the Regge-
pole term. Each term is singular at o, +a, -1 = q,,
and these singularities cancel in the full amplitude.
A similar cancellation of singularities has been
observed in calculations of triple-Regge graphs,?®
but this case is less interesting because only one
of the terms has a discontinuity in M2,

The singularities of A indicate the transitions
between the dominance of the usual cut term and
of other terms in the asymptotic behavior of the
one-particle graphs. The extra terms come from
regions of integration in which we expect the one-
particle graph to be a bad approximation to the
full four-Reggeon amplitude. It is nevertheless
instructive to study these terms since they illus-
trate the nature of the problem. To do so we re-
call that in deriving Eq. (3.15) for the one-par-
ticle contribution to A, we assumed that the ener-
gies across the Reggeons are large and that the
momentum transfers are small. This is true only
for

M? ,
c‘s—<ly |<02M2’ (4.6)

the precise values of the constants ¢, and ¢, not
being important. For larger |y’|, ¢’ =k2 is large

P az

Pa a, Py

FIG. 12. Graph corresponding to Eq. (4.5).
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and the integrand should be small. For smaller
|3’|, s, is small and the thresholds in it must be
considered. Both effects are most easily taken
into account simply be restricting the ' integral

in Eq. (3.15) to the domain given in Eq. (4.6). (One
can check that other possible modifications of the
integral give similar results.) Then in place of
the V, V., term in Eq. (3.15) we must consider

1 (yl_le)al—otz+1.l1.2(_y/_E)al-az

=3

27
0 €

We find that

- 27rd VI
A= ZerN-Ney iy v,.m)

_ [(P"de _iov-n f 4y
_j e Vo ()Y 5,(n) /s <l <oy 218 1=V — 1€

2coszm(o — -V, 4.7

ho 2T
[ (p) = 1 - eim(ay=op=1muyy) /2 < M2 >a1-a2 +1+0p,
x += 12 M*
2cos§7r(a1—ag-'l’12) "(Tl) o= +l+yy, ts
1 _ e-iw(al-a?ﬂ-ulz)/z 1 o= o+ 1=,
_77_(7])1 V12 — 1 < e +:I . (4.8)
@ =-a, 12 C,

Evidently the extra terms in Eq. (4.8) are negli-
gible for |a, - a, +v,,|<1 but cancel the singu-
larities of the first term at @, - o, == v, £1. The
omitted terms indicated by the three dots cancel
the singularities of the first term at larger values
of | @, - a,|. This cancellation is guaranteed by
the fact that A is defined in Eq. (4.7) as an integral
of an analytic function over a finite domain. The
singular parts of the extra terms are independent
of the constants ¢, and c,, but the finite parts de-
pend on these constants.

The first of the extra terms in Eq. (4.8) comes
from small values of |y’|. Recalling Eq. (1.23),
we see that this term gives an s and M? depen-
dence of

(s/M?)%2* %712 (%) 2% a7 (4.9)

Within integer powers this dependence corresponds
to a Reggeon a, and a Reggeon (a,)—particle cut
in the aT channels and to a Reggeon (a,)- Reggeon
(a,) cut in the bb channel. The origin of the Reg-
geon-particle cut can be seen by looking at Fig.
9(a). For small |y’|the energy across the Reg-
geon «, is small and the dominant behavior comes
from the Reggeon (a,)—particle (d)) cut.

The second extra term in Eq. (4.8) comes from
large |y’| and gives an s and M? dependence of

(s /M*) %1% % (M)t ™24 e (4.10)

Since this term comes from a region of integra-
tion in which s’ ~M?, its M? behavior is controlled
bythe large-s’ behavior of the one-particle graph.
Clearly all of these extra terms are rather arti-
ficial. Consequently, a one-particle approximation
for A, if it is valid at all, cannot be expected to
be valid in the neighborhood of the singularities
cancelled by these extra terms.
We wish to avoid artificial singularities in A

—
and with them artificial extra terms like those in
Eq. (4.8). Now, in general, A is related to the

four-Reggeon amplitude A%% oy o DY

21 g )
A=A p —i(N =
Agaoq:u%la,(t, &)= % e NN
(o
w© dy, ,
X Cyr :alaz(s , N 4 t) ’

Lw 2T~ %3%
(4.11)
s'=y'+(qL+k)%, M=y,
where the variables are defined as in Eq. (3.15)
and have similar i€ prescriptions. We must there-
fore discuss the behavior of A o, ,;q,q, for small
and large values of 7n’.

For small n’ we have seen that the V,,V,, term
of the one-particle graph has an (n’)*1~ branch
point, giving a singularity in A which must be can-
celed by a Reggeon-particle cut term. We do not
expect Reggeon-particle cuts to be present on the
physical sheet of the j plane.?” Rather, we expect
that the particle should be replaced by a Regge
pole, as in the graph shown in Fig. 7(c). This
graph behaves like (7')*1"%"% ag n’~0, so that
the y’ integral in Eq. (4.11) produces a singularity
at a, + ;- 1=q,. This singularity must cancel
that in No o, from the same graph, Eq. (1.28); as
we have seen in the Introduction the contribution
of the latter can be estimated from measurable
quantities. That is, the graph shown in Fig. 7(a)
must approach smoothly that shown in Fig. 7(c)
for n’~M?/s.

For large n’, and hence large s’, we expect that
the four-Reggeon amplitude has Regge behavior.
Since we have defined the four-Reggeon amplitude
by extracting a factor of (s/M?)** % (M?)%* %, the
appropriate behavior is (n')%~°2~%, Then the y’
integral gives a singularity at o, + o, - 1=a,, as
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in Eq. (1.29). That is, the graph shown in Fig. 7(a)
must approach smoothly that shown in Fig. 7(d)
for large n’.

A similar analysis can be carried through for the
V,, V4, term in Eq. (3.18). The extra terms found
in this case have no discontinuity in M?, reflecting
the fact that for this term the singularities of A
are canceled by taking the M? discontinuity. The
extra term which cancels the singularity produced

)

by integrating the (n’)*1~%* %~ % branch point at
1’ =0 behaves like (s)®* %™, It is thus the analog
of the extra term found in calculations of triple-
Regge graphs.?®

It is amusing to note that the four-Reggeon am-
plitude for the leading trajectory in the dual mod-
el®® has just the behavior discussed above both for
7’ =0 and for n’=~«. For s’<0 and n’<0 the am-
plitude is

1
Ay agiage(s’y 1) = ()98 [ ()70 ot ot ot omi (1 - "oy
0

x [ dy, dy, dy, dy,(3) 7557 (357 (3) 75 (30
0

I
Xexp| =y, =Y, =Yy = Yy +

(., +-}’33’4) + (W1Yy +9,9,) (1 = X)] ) (4.12)

xn xn’

—

where the first factor of (n’)*1* % reflects the fact
that the four-Reggeon is defined by extracting a
factor of (s/M?)%1* *s(pr?)*2* %4, As n’ =0 the am-
plitude is given by a sum of four terms with the
behavior
(nl)o, (n')dl_%_aS, (n/)c(g~oc4—a5,
(4.13)
As n'—= -, and hence a;—~ - =,

A%%:ul%%_n')%-%-a‘, . (4.14)

Since we cannot express A in terms of observ-
able quantities, we must resort to models for the
four-Reggeon amplitude. Any model must pro-
vide a smooth interpolation between the poles and
other singularities at finite n’ and the required
behavior at small and large n’. While the dual
model provides one example of such a model, it is
far from unique. However, by considering var-
ious models with the right properties one may be
able to estimate roughly the size of A.

We know phenomenologically that the one-par-
ticle approximation for the Reggeon-particle ver-
tex N is reasonably good.'°'!'*1® In principle this
has problems similar to those of the one-particle
approximation for A. For N, however, the prob-
lem occurs only in the neighborhood of j=-1, and
so is of little interest, while for A it can occur in
interesting regions. Thus if «, is the ftrajectory
and «, is the Pomeron, then the first extra term
in Eq. (4.8) is singular at £~-0.5 GeV? and ¢’ =0.
At this point the one-particle approximation is
obviously wrong.

V. CROSSED BOX GRAPH FOR
FOUR - REGGEON AMPLITUDE

In calculating the one-particle graphs in Sec. III,
we found that the cuts in s, associated with the ex-

(n’)“l""e*%_% .

ternal Reggeons are reflected in branch points at
n’ =0 of the four-Reggeon amplitude

A%%;al%(s ', n’t, t'). For the s’ pole graph these
branch points have the forms (1")°, (n’)%1™%,

(n")% ™%, and (n')*17%*% "%, We have seen in

Sec. IV that if contributions from Reggeon-particle
cuts are to be avoided, then the (n")*17% and the
(n”)*~% branch points must be modified. In the
dual model, they are replaced by (n’)%1~ "%

and (n')%~%~% branch points, solving the Reggeon-
particle cut problem, but the structure is not other
wise changed. One might thus be tempted to con-
jecture that a structure like this is in some sense
general.*

In this section we analyze the crossed box graph,
Fig. 13, for the four-Reggeon amplitude and find
that its structure is somewhat different. It does
have the (7")° and the (7)1~ %" “3™% branch points
found previously, but it also has an (n’)** %*!
branch point. The reason for this extra term can
be understood heuristically by considering the
related two-particle double-Regge graph shown in
Fig. 14. Evidently this graph behaves like (s;) %,

FIG. 13. Crossed box graph for four-Reggeon amplitude.
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(s5)% for s,s,,s,,s},s; large and the other vari- s, S,
ables fixed. But in the same limit s|~s,, s;~s,, . < oo
so the behavior of the graph is effectively /S'\ S P

(s1)%1(s5) %2 =(s) %1 (s,) %271 (n") 1, (5.1)

since n’~s,s,/s. This (n')% leads to the (p)%* %*!

branch point.
We shall analyze the crossed box graph as part

of the graph shown in Fig. 13 rather than as part S
of a cut graph. For simplicity we shall use Feyn-
man boundary conditions and assume that all tra-
jectories have positive signature. The variables
are

FIG. 14. Two-particle double-Regge graph.

S =(Pa+ D), S, =(ba+k), 5,=(py +q),
s'=(q+kV, t=¢°, t'=k?, (5.2) Then with the usual approximations® the amplitude
W= = (gL +k)? ~5,5,/5 . for the graph shown in Fig. 13 is given by

The momenta can be parametrized as

s \ %+
S, t 2 2 F:ﬁlﬁi’ﬁi!ﬁ‘l(s_) (sz)a2+a4Aa3o¢4;cz1 az(s,, T’I: t,t’),
q=?pa+§pb+q1_, q°=q, y 2

t s (5.4)
k== pg+—= py+ky, kzzkl.zy (5.3)

S S where Aq o, .0 o,y Which is identified as the Regge-

Sy n’ on-particle amplitude with the same energy fac-
ky=~" X Pat 5, Py . tors extracted as for the cut calculation, is

I)a1+a3+1

1
Aa3a4;ala2= m(n
dezku f dx,dy[(-y, = i€)* 1+ (y, — i€)*1]

X[(x, = i€)%2 + (=2, — i€)*2][(1 +y, — i€)*3+ (=1 -y, — i€)*3]
X[(1 =%, —i€)* + (=1 ~x, —i€)™]

1 1
X T
Xy’ +ky, 2 -mPrie x,(1+y)n’ +(kyy +k, P —m® +i€

1 1
x (%, _1)()’1+1)nl+(ku+kl—q.|.)2-m2+i€ (%, —1)ym'+(ku—ql)2-m2+i€ '

(5.5)

The problem is to analyze the behavior of this function as n’—0.
We can see immediately from Eq. (5.5) that A, 4, .« a, has an (n’)*1*%s*! term. Setting n’=0 inside of the
integral gives

1 o)+ ‘flf 2 1 1 1 1 I
= ——(n’ I
Agag o0, 2(211)4(” frareert ) ok, Ry 2 =m? (ky +k P —m® (ky+k,—q,) —m® (kyy —q, ) —m® %197 2>
where (5.6)
Ialota: f ay[(y, - ie)*1+(-y, = i€)[(L+y, —i€)*s+(-1~-y - i€)*s]
= —dgeiT@ra 2 ginlu(q, + @) L-a-ay-1) (5.7)

I'(-a,)T(-a,;) "’
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Evidently the integral for I, ,, is convergent and nonzero for
a +ay<=1, a,>-1, a,>-1. (5.8)

Hence in this domain A, o, .«,«, P€haves like (n’)*1*%3*! as n’—~0. Notice that I, ,, has zeros which cancel
the poles (not shown explicitly) in a, and a,. Similarly, I,,,, cancels the poles in o, and a,, so the
(n")*1**3*! term has no poles.

To analyze the structure of A, q,.«,a, MOre completely, we write the propagators in Eq. (5.5) in expo-
nentiated form:

1
Aa3a4:a1a2 = 2(2_n)4 IR NACD e

Xf d)\ld/\zd)\ad)t,,fdzkuf dx,dy,| =y, 11 x[*2 |1 +y,|*3]1 = x [*4
0 -0

XexP(i{)\l[xlyln’ +hy P =mPlen[x (L4 y 0’ + (ky + Ry ) =)
+ 050, = D)yn’ + (kyy = q, = m?]
AL = D)+ I’ + (B + By =g, P =m?]}) . (5.9)

The integrals over A, *** A, and El do not change the character of the branch points at n’ =0, since this de-
pends only on the a;. It is therefore sufficient to consider the function

@)= @t [ dxaylyf e - 3o 11 = afs explinT- nry e xx(1 =) +xa(1 = x)y = 2,1 =x)(1 = )]

(5.10)

The structure of this function at n’ =0 is the same as that of Angoy ooy
The y integration in Eq. (5.10) can be done in terms of confluent hypergeometric functions.?® The result
after combining terms is

_ I'(a,+ 1) (az+1) [ _ sinma,+sinma,

T(a,+a,+2) sinm(a, + ;) ) sinzmla,+ a,)f,("), (5.11)

] S+ ‘1.1'(‘_——2—-’

Q= 0,

f"

where

fl(n')=<n’)°“+°‘3“f dxlx®2|1 = xI* e M(a,+1, @, + @z +2; = in'u),

fa(n")= f dx|xP2|1 = x%4e™" lu|"*1=*3 M (= @y, = @, = g5 = i0'%) , (5.12)

u= (A +2)x = (+A) (1 =x), v=xx=2(1-x).

We first consider f,(n’). We take the limit n’ fi@m) ~(@)y*estt g+, <=1, (5.14)
-0 inside of the integral, this being legitimate
provided that the resulting integral converges.

This shows again that there is an (p’)*1*%s*!

branch point.

Then For a,+a,>-1, we let x=x'n"" and keep only
- the leading term in the integrand, this being justi-
£, ~ (g )rrrest J’ dx|x|%2 |1 — x[*4. (5.13) fied by the convergence of the resulting integral.
oo Then
This integral converges at x == provided that U~ (A M+ A )X N = 't

a,+a,<-1. Any divergence at x=0 or at x=1 . P (5.15)
results from the original integral for f,(n’), not v Ot A~ = vexn

from taking the limit. Hence and
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fl(nl)~ (n’)°‘1"-"2+°‘3'°‘4 J. dx’ lx/ |a2+a4eiv0x‘

XM(a,+1, @+ a,+2; — dugx’) .

(5.16)

The integral converges at x’ =0 for a,+a,> -1,
and therefore

fl(n/)..(T’/)ocl-012+c>13-014y a2+aq>_1 . (5.17)

From Eq. (5.14) and Eq. (5.17) we see that f,(n’)
has both an (n/)*1*%3 term and an (n’)*1-%2+%3-%
term.

The analysis of f,(n’) is very similar, and the
result is

fm~m°, a,-a,+a;-a,>0

/)al-a2+a3_a4’

~(n Q- +a, -a,<0.

(5.18)

Hence f,(n’) has both an (n’)° term and an
(n")*1-%2*%3-% term.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have seen that because of the overlapping
cuts in s, and s’ and because of the complicated
Mueller boundary conditions we cannot, in gen-
eral, express the Regge-cut amplitudes for in-
clusive reactions in terms of other measurable
amplitudes.

In the triple-Regge kinematic region we expect
the Regge-cut graphs shown in Fig. 7 to be the
most important ones. We can, of course, deter-
mine the s and M? dependence of the amplitude for
each of these graphs. Furthermore, we have
noted the following.

(1) We can make a reasonable estimate of the
graph shown in Fig. 7(b). The Reggeon-particle
vertices have been studied in the analysis of cut
contributions to two-body reactions,'® and the trip-
le-Regge vertex at k,=0 can be measured in in-
clusive reactions.® Thus it is only necessary to
parametrize the k£, dependence of the triple-Regge
vertex. We expect that the magnitude of this graph
relative to the triple-Regge graph is comparable
to the magnitude of Regge cuts relative to Regge
poles in two-body reactions.

(2) With a similar parametrization of the non-
forward triple-Regge vertices we can estimate the
part of the graph in Fig. 7(c) which has the s and
M? dependence of the graph in Fig. 7(b). We can
also calculate the singular part of the contributions
of this graph to the four-Reggeon vertex A.

(3) We can calculate from measurable triple-
Regge couplings the singular part of the contri-
bution of the graph in Fig. 7(d) to A.

(4) For arbitrary a; we can calculate the one-
particle contribution to A from the double-Regge
amplitudes. For special values of the o; we can
determine this contribution from the two-to-three
cross section; see Appendix B. Even for these
special values of the a;, however, we cannot, in
general, relate A to the two-gap cross section®:
the cuts of the four-Reggeon amplitude in ’ are,
in general, more complicated than those of the
one-particle graphs.

(5) The one-particle approximation for A, if it
is valid at all, must fail at the points at which it
becomes singular.
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APPENDIX A

Here we work out explicitly the statements
made in the Introduction regarding the signs of
imaginary parts. First consider the process
shown in Fig. 5 and make the replacements

pi—pi+ing, (A1)
n?=0, p;*n;=0. (A2)
Then

§—S +2i(na+nb) '(pa+pb) ’

S, 8, +2i (Mg +Mp = Ma) * (Pa+DPb =Pa),

) . (A3)
S =5, +21(77«+77b _nc) ‘ (l)a +pb _Pc) »
$'=8"+20(Ma+Mp =Nc =Na) * (Pa+Pp=Pc = Pa) -

For large s in the center-of-mass frame we have

po= 5 (1001), 7,-e 1001),
po= -(100-1), 5,-,(100-1),
(a4)
s,\ Vs
p.-= (1 - ?2) 13- (1001) +p,, , 1,=¢€,(1001),

Pa= <1 - %)%(100-1“%, N4 =€4(100 = 1),

assuming s, s, are also large.
The Mueller graph for the two-particle inclusive
reaction requires for ingoing particles

(eq+€5)>0,

eass—l +(€p—€4)>0, (Aba)

S
€b.s—2+(€a_€c)>0y
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and for outgoing particles
(Ea +€b)< O ’
_ Sy -
€ +(€,-€,)<0, (A5Db)

Sy = =
e,,?z+(e,,—ec)<0.

Momentum conservation requires

€a_€r:=€a-gc’
€y —€4=€p—€,. (46)
So if we put
€,=€,=0,
€,=€,=-0,
€,=€,-5,
€,=€,-0,
with
€,,€,>0, €,€,<0
and
[6]< ea%—,eb Ss—z,...,

then all of these conditions are satisfied. If 6>0
Ims’'=2(€, - €,) Ss—‘~/? +2(€ —ed)%\/—s_

is positive and if 6<0, Ims’ is negative.
Now consider Fig. 2 and Sudakov parametrize
the loop momenta as

kR=xpa+Ybp+ky .

We then examine various complex values of
Pas Py, P Keeping x, y, and k, real. Momentum

conservation now requires that
a— €= Ea - Ec P
€,=€,.
The Mueller boundary conditions for the single-
particle inclusive process require that
€,+€,>0, €, +€,<0,
while ImM? >0 implies

s
(€,—€,)+€, -sl>0.

At the same time
s, =(R+p?=ys +2iVs y(e, +€,),
5,=(R+P, =ys +2iVs y(€,+E,) .

So the integration contour goes above the right-
hand cuts and below the left-hand cuts in s, and
vice versa for s,.

Likewise,

s'=(R+pg=p P =ys,+2iy [(ea—ec)«/;+eb\/§— %{\
and the imaginary part of s’ is correlated with the
imaginary part of M? in the same way.
Finally, notice that the energy through the right-
hand blob is given by

(B =Dy ==xs—2ix(€,+€,)Vs

and so the contours for N¥,, follow the same path
as in the ordinary cut if €,+€,>0. (Notice that in
taking the discontinuity to obtain the cut contribu-
tion to the single-particle inclusive distribution,
€,+¢€, does not change sign and so N¥,, does not
change sign as it does in the cut contribution to
the two-particle amplitude.)

APPENDIX B

We want to see in what cases we can determine the one-particle contribution to A from the two-to-three
cross section. We suppose that there are two double-Regge amplitudes F,, and F,,, so that the two-to-

three cross section is
1 2
ag= WlF12+Fg4‘ .

From Eq. (3.1) we can write

(B1)

F12 :Bxﬁz(s/sz)al (Sz)ctg(e-hr(az-uz)/z W, +e-¢1r(a1-v2-u12)/2 Wz))

Fuy = ByBy(s/5,)73(s,) 4 (e~ @a-va)/2 4 g=im(ag=vy=vsg)/2py )

where the W, are real. From the energy dependence of 0 we can measure
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w2 1
0,=W2+2cosam(a, —a, = V) W, W, + W,2,

- w2 1
0,= W2 +2cosam(a, — @y = Vg ) W, W, + W2,

1 1
0,=C083T(ay = Qg = Vy + V) W, Wy +COS3T(@) = @y = Vy + U, = V), ) W, Wy

(B3)

1 1
+COS3M(Qy = Qg = Vp + Uy + Vg ) W W +COSZT(0) = Qg = Vp + Uy = Vyp + V) )W, W, .

Measurement of polarizations of the external particles gives no additional information. We want to calcu-

late
A=W W,+ 1 WoWs+ 1 W, + 1 W, W,
3T cosim(a, —a, = vy,) 2% cosimlag—a,—vy) 'Y cosimla — -ty —oy -V, V) 0!
(B4)
r
We discuss various cases in which this can be done 1
done. A=W, W+ sin;m(a,; - a,) LELE
Case I: a,=a,, 03=Q4, T,=T,, T3=7,. This 1
case is trivial. We have - W\ W, =W, W,
sinym(a, - a,)
A=W, +W )W, +W,) 1
=0,
=0,. (B5) sinim(a, —a,) * (BT)

Case Il: a,=0y, a,=03, T,=Ty, T,=T;. For 7,
=17, we have

A=W W, + mwzw3
+ ——-1—-—— W W, + W, W
cosim(a, —a,)  * et Wels
1
L. (86)

cosim(a, - a,)

For 7,=-17, we have

Case III: a;=a4+ V. Then

1
cossm(a, = a, = vy,)

A:[W1+ Wzl (W, +W,),

0,= W2+ 2cosam(a, —a, — Vi) W, W, + W,2,
(B8)
0,=(W,+ W,),

0,=[cosam(a, - a, = v, +v,) W,
1
+COSZM(Q = @y = Vy + Vg = V) W, [(Wy + W,) .

Up to sign ambiguities we can solve for W, and W,
and hence determine A.
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