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Using a field-theoretic description of nonzero-spin particles, we have obtained center-of-mass helicity
amplitudes corresponding to pole terms in four-particle reactions with arbitrary-spin external particles. We
have discussed how to construct a van Hove-Durand-type model starting from these helicity amplitudes
(which have a well specified kinematic structure in the field-theoretic description). Special attention has been
paid to boson-fermion scattering. Straightforward Reggeization of helicity amplitudes assuming linear
trajectories is known to produce parity doubling. Because of the generalized MacDowell symmetry of the
helicity amplitudes, cuts appear in the J plane which prevent the occurrence in our model of parity-degenerate
states in the physical J plane. One cannot have a pure fermion Regge pole unaccompanied by cuts. This
conclusion has important consequences on both fitting data using Regge formulas in, say, backward scattering
in boson-fermion scattering and theoretical considerations such as dual bootstrap models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Regge formulas for four-particle scattering and
production amplitudes involving one or more
high-spin external particles are becoming in-
creasingly necessary from both the experimental
and theoretical point of view. Experimental infor-
mation concerning reactions such as TN- 7 +iso-
bars or pp-two isobars is accumulating. Theo-
retically, the spin dependence of the Regge resi-
dues must be taken into account when imposing
constraints such as the combination of SU(3) sym-
metry, crossing, and the absence of exotic
states. Several people! in the last few years have
derived important consequences on the hadronic
mass spectrum and hadronic couplings using such
constraints.

For arbitrary-spin external particles, the he-
licity amplitudes form a natural starting point for
Reggeization. This procedure is well known,?
but suffers from a lack of clear-cut separation
of kinematic singularities and constraints. It is
necessary in particular to define kinematic-
singularity-free or “regularized” helicity ampli-
tudes and impose kinematic constraints at ap-
propriate points.® Some of these difficulties are
avoided if one uses the invariant amplitudes.
However, for other than the simplest low-spin
reactions, the decomposition of the scattering
amplitudes into invariant amplitudes becomes a
formidable task. Further, such a formalism does
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not lend itself to the simple partial-wave expansion
inherent in the helicity formalism.

We consider in this paper a Reggeization pro-
cedure for arbitrary-spin helicity amplitudes
which is the generalization of the method used
by Durand and van Hove* for zero-spin amplitudes.
In such a method the Sommerfeld-Watson trans-
formation is performed on the sum of particle-
exchange contributions from all particles lying
on a Regge trajectory. If we use a proper field-
theoretic description of the spins of the external
and exchanged particle, we obtain helicity ampli-
tudes with explicit kinematic structure which
automatically satisfy the various analyticity con-
ditions including the kinematic constraints. The
conditions necessary to implement the analytic
continuation in the complex J plane become trans-
parent. Also in such a model, since one starts
with a Feynman diagram, the relation between
the particle couplings (and hence the resonance
widths) and the Regge residues is clearly ex-
hibited.

The present work also has an important bearing
on another longstanding problem concerning parity
doubling in boson-fermion scattering. Straight-
forward Reggeization within the helicity formal-
ism® and with linear trajectories leads to parity
doubling® owing to the MacDowell symmetry.
There is no experimental evidence for such a
phenomenon, at least for low-lying baryonic
states. There are mechanisms by means of
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which any finite number of unwanted parity part-
ners can be eliminated. However, such mech-
anisms are somewhat ad Zoc and artificial.
Carlitz and Kislinger® and Durand and Lipinski’
have shown that parity doubling is avoided in a
very natural way in 7N scattering if one uses the
Durand—-van Hove type model under discussion.
There is a price one has to pay, however, and
that is the appearance of Regge cuts associated
with the Regge poles. It will be clear from our
analysis that such cuts have a very simple origin
and are natural in any boson-fermion scattering.

The plan of the paper is as follows: In Sec. II,
we review the construction and properties of
local fields with arbitrary spin. The reader
familiar with this construction may wish to skip
directly to Sec. III.

In Sec. III A, we construct a three-particle inter-
action Lagrangian which describes the coupling
of particles with arbitrary spins S;, S,, and J and
general values of the Lorentz quantum number j,
of the spin-J particle. (The couplings are extended
to arbitrary values of j, for all three particles in
Appendix B). The results are new. The corre-
sponding vertex functions are calculated in Sec.
III B, and the two-particle scattering amplitude
resulting from the process S, +S,~J -~ S;+8, is
calculated in Sec. IIIC. The contributions of
intermediate particles and antiparticles are ob-
tained separately. This separation leads to a re-
markably simple interpretation of the generalized
MacDowell symmetry considered in Sec. IIID.

The two-particle scattering amplitude for gener-
al spin is Reggeized in Sec. IV A using the methods
of Durand and van Hove. The reader interested
mainly in the applications of Regge-type models
can skip the derivations and begin with this section
if desired. We find that for boson-fermion scat-
tering with a single intermediate fermion trajec-
tory, the usual parity-conserving helicity ampli-
tudes obtain contributions only from intermediate
particles (G*°) and intermediate antiparticles
(G™°). We complete the discussion of boson-
fermion scattering in Sec. IV B by considering a
generalization of the Carlitz-Kislinger model
proposed by Durand and Lipinski. This model
contains a Regge pole with a linear trajectory,
and a moving Regge cut. There is no parity-
doubling of the resonances on the Fermion tra-
jectory.

In Appendix A, we give a particularly simple
form for the three-particle interaction vertex for
arbitrary spins. This form displays clearly how
factors associated with orbital angular momen-
tum affect the vertex function, and is appropriate
for consideration of particle decays. It is not
appropriate for Reggeization in scattering. In

Appendix B, the coupling considered in Sec. IIT A
is generalized to the case of arbitrary Lorentz
representations for the external particle.

II. COVARIANT FIELD OPERATORS—A REVIEW

A. Unitary representations of the Poincaré group—
helicity representation

Any relativistically invariant theory of elemen-
tary-particle interactions contains as an under-
lying element unitary irreducible representations
of the Poincaré group as discussed by Wigner.?
In the helicity representation® of the Poincaré
group, the states of a single particle of mass
m >0, spin S, momentum P and positive energy
E =(32+m®)"? are described by

1/2
5,0+(2) “vaEeno), 1)

where | o) is the state of the particle at rest with
S,=0, and U(H(D)) is a unitary operator that cor-
responds to the Lorentz transformation H(p) that
takes the particle from rest to a state in which

it has momentum P and helicity 0. H(p) is taken
to be

HE)=R(P)L(D|2), 2.2)

where L(|P|2) is the boost which takes the particle
at rest to a state in which it has momentum |p| 2,
and R(p) is the rotation which takes it to the final
state |P,0). This construction and the normaliza-
tion condition,

<5,501|5:0>=63(§,_5)60’0, (2-3)

define the representation completely. Under an
arbitrary Poincaré transformation (a, A), the
transformation property of the state (2.1) is given
by

e e (B
v N5 o= (2)7 3 15,0005 a0,

(2.4)

where a, A represent, respectively, an arbitrary
space-time translation and a homogeneous Lo-
rentz transformation, U(a, A) is a unitary opera-
tor, p’=Ap, and Ry, is the well-known Wigner
rotation Ry, =H 1(p')AH (D). The coefficients
D3, ,(Ry) are the matrix elements of the familiar
(2S+1)-dimensional unitary matrix representation
of the rotation group.'®

To build multiparticle states, one introduces
creation and annihilation operators aT(ﬁ, o) and
a(p, o) satisfying commutation (anticommutation)
rules for Bose (Fermi) particles:

[a(ﬁ;o)yaT(ﬁ,’O,)]t=500’63(§"15')’ (2-5)
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|,0)=a"®,0)0), a,o0)0)=0. (2.6)

It follows from (2.4) that the transformation prop-
erties of these operators are given by

VE U(a, Na'(B,0)U (@, A)

=P VE 3 aT @, 00D 4Ry
<

2.7
VE U(a, Aa®,o)U (a, A)

=e ' VET 3" DS Ry Ve, o)
O'

B. Construction of local fiei1s

Since R, depends on the momentum p it is
clear that the transformation coefficients in (2.7)
depend on spin and momentum mixed in an intri-
cate manner. Hence, although it is possible o
construct the S matrix!! using the above canonical
representation, it has proved more convenient
in practice to use local fields such as Dirac,
Klein-Gordon, Proca, Pauli-Fierz, and their
generalizations to higher spins to write relativis-
tically invariant interactions. Such fields have
simpler transformation properties in that the
transformation coefficients are independent of
momenta. They also give rise to manifestly co-
variant S-matrix elements with suitable analyt-
icity properties and well-specified “kinematic”
factors. There is a vast amount of literature!?’!3
on the subject. Our purpose here is to collect
together some main results necessary for our
discussion.

The central idea underlying the construction of
a local field describing an arbitrary-spin particle
is to introduce a finite~-dimensional nonunitary
representation of the proper Lorentz group. One
standard way is to use J and K, the generators
of rotations and pure Lorentz transformation,
respectively, to define new operators

A=1iF+iK), B=1@-iK). (2.8)

& and B have the commutation properties of two
commuting angular momenta,

[A;,A;]=i€;;, Ay,

i
[Bi’ Bj] zieijkBk s

2.9
[4;, B;]=0. (2.9)

Finite-dimensional irreducible representations of
the proper Lorentz group are characterized by
two numbers (A, B), where 24, 2B are integers
and A’=A(A+1), B®=B(B+1) in the representa-
tion (A, B). The representation (A, B) is the direct
product of the representations (4, 0)® (0, B).

States in the (A, B) representation carry additional
indices a, b, corresponding to the eigenvalues

of A,, B,. Following Weinberg!? we denote the
matrices which represent a finite Lorentz trans-
formation A by D*(A) and D®(A) in the (A, 0) and
(0, B) representations, respectively. The general

representation matrix D2y 3.,.(A) is then given by
Dy 21y (8) =Dy (A) Dy (A) - 2.10)

The two representations D4(A) and D*(A) are re-
lated by

DAA)=DA(A™Y)T. 2.11)

We note for future use that a four-vector x*
can be associated with a 2 X 2 Hermitian mstrix
in either of the forms*

X=x,0"
o 3 1 s, 2
_f x°=x —(x'=ix )>’ 2.12)
—(xt+ix?) x%+x8
or
X=xtgh

(2.13)

n
R
b33
o
+
R
w
R xR
o -
1 |
8%
w ()
~—

xl+ix?

where 7° is the unit matrix and the o' are the
Pauli matrices. The effect of a Lorentz trans-
formation ~'* = A x” is described in this represen-
tation by mairix multiplication,

X' =D"2(A)xDV2T(a), (2.14)

where D(A)e SL(2, C) and +D(A) corresponds o
A. Similarly,
X'=D"2(A)XDV?"(A). (2.15)

The gradient operators 8, =3/8x" ang a% =8 /81,
=g"”8, can be represented in an analogo1s fashion
by matrices 8 and &

= 3
Bab‘auo ab>

- 2.16)
8ap=0"at,, (
with the transformation properties
8 =L/ 12t
D'Y2(A)oD*27 (M), @.17)

5'=DY2(A)TD27(A).

Local field operators are basically linear com-
binations of annihilation and creation operators
such that the resultant fields transform according
to finite-dimensional nonunitary representations
of the Lorentz group, and thus have simple trans-
formation properties. A simple way to understand
how one constructs such fields is to start from the
elementary or fundamental spinor representations
of SL(2, C), the covering group of the proper Lo-
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rentz group. The elementary spinor representa-
tions have two components and can be used to de-
scribe particles of spin 3. Higher-spin fields can
be constructed from these by taking suitable
linear combinations of direct products of such
elementary spin-3 fields.

Let & ,(x) and 7°(x) denote elementary spinor
fields which transform according to the fundamen-
tal representations of SL(2, C). Their transfor-
mation laws under an arbitrary Lorentz transfor-
mation A are given by

UM o(DUTHA) = Y DYE(A™E(AX),

(2.18)
UA)n°(x)U™(A) = ) DYAA™)N(Ax) .

They will be assumed also to satisfy the free
Klein-Gordon equation for particles of mass m,
(O +m?)E=0, (O +m®n=0, thus assuring that the
mass-shell condition p* =m? is satisfied for plane
wave states.

The transformation properties of the fields £
and 7n are interchanged by the parity operation,
PPy, Pn® 'k, Fields of both types are
therefore required for the construction of inter-
actions invariant under space inversion. These
fields are not independent. The relations con-
necting them (the “subsidiary conditions”) can be
obtained by factoring the Klein-Gordon equations
for £ and 7 using the identity 88 =0 and the fact
that §¢ and 87 transform respectively like 1 and
¢ under Lorentz transformations,

18 ,,m°(x) =mé,(x), 2.19)
8 &5 (x) =mn(x) .

Equations (2.19) can be combined into the single
equation

ivta ) =my(x), (2.20)
where
v =( 5%
7(x)
and
i0 g 0

J

KING, DURAND, AND WALI 13

Equation (2.20) is the familiar Dirac equation in
the Weyl representation.

Spinor fields of higher rank can be defined as
objects which satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation
and transform under Lorentz transformations the
same way as direct products of the fundamental
spinors £ and . We note in particular that the
fields 5{0102... o5t (x) and n{clozu- oas} (x) which are
totally symmetric in the 2S indices o,0,° * 0,5 Sep-
arately describe a particle of spin S without the
imposition of any subsidiary conditions.

C. Local fields for general spin

For the purpose of constructing general inter-

actions and propagators, we need local fields

2% (v) discussed by Weinberg."* To see the con-
nection between these fields and the spinor fields,
first consider the (2S+ 1)-component fields ¢3(x)
=93 (k) and x$(x) =953 (x). We can easily show
that ¢S and x5 are related to the spinor fields

£{o 0y 0y} AN nl°1%*** %2st by a simple change
of basis. Suppose we start by defining ¢$ (x) and
X5 (x) as

PSO=E, 1o @) (2.22)

XS () =t/ o1/ 2 ), (2.23)

These are clearly fields with spin S and S, =S.
By applying the angular momentum lowering op-
erators, we can obtain the remaining ¢ (x) and
x3(x) fields as linear combinations of the &(x)
and n(x) fields, respectively. The fields take the
form

S0)=

a,* - 0g8

(S0 oy * * GasHfoenrons )5 (2.24)

<SG|01' * '0'25> = C(S" 'é'; %’S;U—OZS ,O'ZS)C(S— 1; %75 - %;0“025 —025 -15025 -1)' .

L1, 11, ..
XC(z, 2, 1,0’—-0‘25—'"’~0'2,(72)C(0, 25250 =035 —" *0'1:0'1)-

and
X5)= D (Soloy - a)nlorosst (), (2.25)
91°**025
where the “parallel coupling” coefficient'®
(Soloy* + +0p5) is defined by
(2.26)

25
Note that the last Clebsch-Gordan coefficient in (2.26) is given by C(0, 3, %;U—Zi:pi,crl)= 50,204. Also,
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since the coefficient is real, (So |0« *0,5) ={0,** * 0o | So). Evaluation of (2.26) gives

(S+0)1(S =a)1]"?
<SO' I(Tl- . -0'25> = 50’20', [T . (2.27)
The coefficients also trivially satisfy the orthogonality relation
<°'1"'Uzs lSU)(Ul"'Uzslso'>=5oo' . (2.28)
0)9%°02S
Using these coefficients, we can show that
D% (A= 2 2 (o 0ps| SNl - o 16Dy 0 /*(A)+ + + Do, oz /2(R). (2.29)
G000y g oi"'d‘és
Then it follows from (2.18) and (2.29) that under an arbitrary Lorentz transformation A
UB)$S U™ A) = D DS (A5 (Ax), (2.30)
o
UANXGTTHA)= F D (i) (2.31)
The general local fields' 237 (x) transform like the product of ¢2(x) and xZ (x). Thus
DO U™ = 20 DBy (W00 (M), (2.32)

where D,,,;’a,,,,(A‘l) is defined in (2.10). The fields zp B(x) can be used to describe a particle of spin S
when |A-B|<S<A+B.

Using the parallel-coupling coefficients, we can also generalize the differential operatorsa,d in (2.16).
Define

4/ (o,0") = Z 2 (@, * asu| Aa){a)y + -a'zAIAa’)(iauc“)ala,ln * (89,0")a,a1,. (2.33)
4ettay, Gyttt
ﬁfﬁ(ia“g”) = Z Z <a1' b a2A|Aa><a'1' . alelAa’> (iauo'u)ala’ (23 o )azAazA' (234)
aeeta,,  ajseed,
With the aid of (2.33) and (2.34), Eqgs. (2.19) can UA)IA4, (38 .0 MUY (A) = DA (A"HDAE(ATY)
aa u ac
be generalized for the free fields to aa’
A (oot ol
3 IS8 00,0 () = (<D 650 X Maeelio o),
U,
o, (2.3) U @0% U HA) = T Daold™ DA% (A7)

ao’

_ X T4 (0" a¥),
2 55 R0 )% (0) = (~D)°x5(0)

—~ (2.38)
where 8, =8 /3x"".
=m* x5 (x) . (2.36)
D. Momentum-space expansions of Y25 (x)
The operators IT and IT obey the orthogonality re -
lation Our next task is to express the general fields in
terms of annihilation and creation operators. Fol-

Z A4 (10 ,0 F)Taan(i0 0 M) = Byuyn(~00)%4  (2.37) lowing Weinberg,? define

a@;a,b)= », C(ABJ;a'b'))
and transform under Lorentz transformations as a’s’' A
(mixed) tensors, X DBy (H®N a®, 1), (2.39)
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B(B;a,b)= ), C(ABT;a'd") - M\ N
PN (x) (2 )3/2J-dp<ii> B(py a, b)e x
A,B o~ s | + (=
4 "yt A
X{D (H(p))c }ab,a b b (p’ )1 (2.45)
(2.40) and
where a(p,A) and 57 (P, A) are annihilation and
creation operators for particles and antiparticles Y B (x) =922 * (x) +(=1)PyrB " (x). (2.46)
of spin J, respectively. C is a (2J+1)-dimen -
sional matrix which satisfies the relations It is a straightforward matter to check the trans-
formation properties of a(p;a, b) and 8(p; a, b) and
to~ * — 2J y Wy y Uy
cc=1,crc=(-1". (2.41) verify that the linear combination (2.46) has the
It can be chosen to be real, correct Lorentz transformation property (2.31).
c- —ins @) Also as noted by Weinberg,'? (2.46) leads to a
e ’ causal propagator.
Cop=(=1)7%0, _,, (2.42) For later convenience, we note here that we can
_ write the momentum space expansions (2.44) and
Clp=(=1)*s, _,. (2.45) in a form analogous to that familiar for the
In (2.40) Dirac field by introducing the “wave functions”
(D*BC )y, 479 = (DAC 1), 40 (DPC )y ub BB, = 9, C(ABJ;a’'b'2)
=(- l)’““ (- 1)B+bDa —a'Db - a’d
(2.43) XD:«’(H(-ﬁ))DbBb'(H(ﬁ)): (247)
Now let
> X\ A B
1 M RGN = (=17 A, (2.48)
frart (%) = Wjd3p<2_15—> a(B;a,ble ",
(2.44) Then,
J
1 M x, . . .
wﬁ,'f(x)=—ﬁ—(2n)3 zfd31><2E > Z[ua.b @, Ma®, N)e "+ (=122t EB, )07 (B, —\)e'?*] . (2.49)

The momentum —space expansions of the (28§ +1) -component fields ¢5(x) and x5(x) can easily be obtained
from those of zp Z(x) by setting B=0 and A =0, respectively. Thus

d3(x) = %" (x) + % (%), (2.50)
XS =x3* () + (= 12%5 - (v), (2.51)
where
o5+ (x) = Wfd p(%) 3 DiHD) a(b e, (2.52)
1/2 .
637w = e f (45 ) 5 (D BNC 10T (B, - Ne (2.53)
by
and
1
xi’*(x)=Wfd3P<%> T{, Pa(d, e %, (2.54)
x)———y—f ( ) S DS HDBNC T (B, = N)e™ . (2.55)
A

For later use, we note here that the momentum-space expansions of products such as l'Ixs and ¢S are
easily obtained by using the relations
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M74(i9,0")e=" "% = (p*) DA (R(P)LUDIZ) L(BI2)R

and

Mg (idka H)e=* = () DI R(B)L(DI ) L(DI2)R

H(p)eitt ¥

(2.56)

Hp)e-it .

These follow from the definitions (2.33) and (2.34) and from the relations

P 0" = (p*)2DYAL(B)L(D))

= (p*)V2D*(H(D)R " (P)H(DR ~*(P)),
pHo¥ = (p*)/2 DY L(B)L(D))

= (p*)*DYA H(DR (DY H(P)R (),

(2.57)

where L(D) is the Lorentz boost to the frame in which the particle of mass (p?)/2 has momentum p.
Using (2.56) and the orthogonality relation for II and I given in (2.37), we find in momentum space

ZD (R(P)LA(BI2)R - (B) DA AR (D) L2(HI2)R(

This relation may also be derived by noting that
for a pure boost L, D(L)" =D(L), hence, that
D(L*(H))=D(L~*(P) " =D(L2(H)).

E. Properties of y4.£(x) under space inversion

Under space inversion @, the annihilation oper-
ators for particles and antiparticles transform ac-
cording to

(P(l( -ﬁ, )\»)(P-l = (_ 1)J+)\ eXp[Z)"d)(ﬁ)] nPa(_-I;’ - 7\) ’
(2.59)
®b(B, )@~ =(=1)"" exp[ir¢p(H) Inpb (=B, = 1),

where 7 is the intrinsic parity. Then it follows
that

YLLK =np(= LA B-T g (4, %), (2.60)
where we have used!?
fp=(=1)"n*. (2.61)

To construct parity-conserving interactions, it is
convenient to define composite fields ¥73%(x),
where
i P& P(x)
TaE(x) = . 2.62
a,b ( f',f(x) ( )

J

vt = g [ (35 ) T

X

by = ZD o (L2(D

Uan(B, M) a(B, e~ *+ VXD, ) 07 (D

) D3, AL*(D))

= Bgrgn - (2.58)

Under an arbitrary Lorentz transformation,
UAELE) U A) = D D5 n (M) i3 (Ax),
lbl

’ (2.63)
where the matrix 95, is defined by
D5 arp (A 1) 0
-1
fDab a'b’( ) 0 fox':ib'a’(A-l)
(2.64)
Under space inversion @,
CULAL, R =np(—= DA PTEP 44, -K) . (2.65)

For momentum-space expansions of ¥ fields,
we shall introduce

“a b (py )
Uan(D,\)= WA | (2.66)
( ) va b(p7 )
Vg,.bs(—f)a )\) = (_ 1)2‘4'05 A( P, ) (2-67)
Then
D, ~ Ve’ *]. (2.68)

F. Related fields { and ¥

The Lorentz-transformation properties of the Hermitian conjugate field y¥(x) differ from those of ¥(x).
Therefore, in constructing Lorentz-invariant interactions involving the destruction and creation of parti-
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cles, it proves convenient to use fields related to the Hermitian conjugate fields but which have transfor-
mation properties identical to the fields themselves.!? Such fields, which we denote by § and ¥ may be de-

fined by writing

be,’bm(x) =(=1)2B-7 +a+ b’-ZPz:’,fu(X) , (2.69)
or

;bf,’bB(x) =(=1)24-7 -a- bw_Bb,'.:tz(x) , (2.70)
and

_ ~1)27754: B

‘I’aA;'bB= ( ) lpa,b . (2.,71)

Z’Z)B,A
bya

Under space inversion,

CILE(t, RO =nH(=1)4*BTUB At -F). (2.72)
The 9 fields are linear combinations of antiparticle-annihilation and particle-creation operators,

TA,B _ 1 3 M\'/2 A,B(* - ipex 2B, A,B(* Tz ipe x

d)a,b (x) 'W f azp ?E- E [ua,b (p: )\)b(P, K)e +(—1) Va,» (p7 X)a (py—)\)e ] (2°73)

by

= 1 M \!/2 =4 B/ % > o\ g = 4B = -

82200~ [ @ (35) 22 [T22(B, 06 (B, e 5+ V225, )a'(F, -0)e 7], (2.74)
where simplicity using the 2(2S+1)-component fields

- (=127 B(5, %) discussed in Sec. II. This restriction is not es-

Uf,’f(ﬁ, A= ab 2 , (2.75) sential. The results given here are easily gener-

up O, alized, but with some loss in simplicity. The gen-
eral coupling is given in Appendix B.
FABE, N = (=1)27+ By & B(F,2) (2.76) The possible choices for the fields used to
ap P 24 B, A ’ ’ describe the intermediate particle are more re-
(_1) vb,’a (p) x)

Note in particular that the expansions of ) and b
(2.49) and (2.73) differ only by the interchange of
particle and antiparticle operators, a({,2)
‘_’b(ﬁ: K)’ bt(ﬁ) -2 "’af(ﬁ) =2).

III. INTERACTION LAGRANGIAN DENSITIES
AND SCATTERING MATRIX ELEMENTS

A. Three-particle interaction Lagrangians

From Sec. II, we see that we can use any of a
number of fields to describe a particle with a given
spin. There are consequently an arbitrary number
of ways to construct interaction Lagrangian densi-
ties. It is not our intention to develop a full-
fledged field theory of high-spin particles. Our
aim is limited to obtaining the contributions as-
sociated with single-particle intermediate states
lying on Regge trajectories to the scattering
amplitudes for external particles with fixed spin.
It will be sufficient for this purpose to consider
one choice of fields, and discuss the results in
some detail.

The external particles will be represented for

stricted. We are primarily interested in the lead-
ing trajectory in a parent-daughter sequence.

This trajectory can be characterized by the value
of the (complex) angular momentum J and the
Lorentz quantum number j, which specifies the
minimum angular momentum contained in the
representation chosen, j,=|A - B|. The highest
spin (leading trajectory) for a given A,B has
J=A+B. We will therefore use the A,B represen-
tation for the intermediate particle with

A=3(J+j,),
B=3%(J -7, .

(3.1)

The scattering amplitude will be Reggeized by
continuing to complex J,A,B with j, fixed. As

is well known,'® an amplitude constructed in this
way, with a single fixed value of j,, will factor
properly, and will have the correct analyticity
properties at W=0. The value of j, determines the
dominant helicity amplitude at that point. The
cases j, =0, 3 have been considered in detail by
Morrow,’” who used the explicit tensor construc-
tions of Bose and Fermi fields in the (3J,3J) and
(3(J+1), 3(J = 1)) representations to construct sym-
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metric three-particle couplings and Reggeized
scattering amplitudes for particles of arbitrary
spin and parity. The present construction extends
these results by a different method to arbitrary
values of j,.

The coupling scheme we have adopted is as
follows. We first couple the external fields in the
(S,,0) and (S,, 0) representations into a combined
spin-S field in the (S, 0) representation. This is
combined with the spin-J field in the (4, B) rep-
resentation and the derivative tensors I1(8;), I1(3,,)
to obtain a Lorentz scalar. The number of deriva-
tives in the coupling scheme is taken as the mini-
mum number necessary to obtain the most general
behavior of the vertex function at thresholds and
pseudothresholds,® that is, as the number neces-
sary to obtain the most general JLS coupling
schemes at thresholds and pseudothresholds inde-
pendently in the corresponding nonrelativistic
limits. This coupling scheme is new.

The total-spin field ¥5:3(x) is defined as follows:

J

£730965 (x) = g T f0doS Z

aba’ ky kokikgm

w530 = (Pmo®)) (3.2)
’ Bor m(x)
with
P50 = D C(8,8,85m = b, WS o(x)w520(x)
: (3.3)

and
1:5(x) = Y C(8,S:S5m =y WU Sk (0098 S2(x) .
’ (3.4)

The composite field ¥3:0 transforms under Lorentz
transformations according to the representation
DS:° (2.64). The general interaction Lagrangian
is now given in matrix notation by

Sl + Sy
£{Jos1sz(x)= E ' t g?jojbs(x) , (3.5)

S=18; -85t jg==-5
with

C(BB0; b,-b,0)C(ASA’;a,m,a’)C(k'RA’; R}, ky,a')C(R'EB; Ry, Ry, —D)

X ()RR (1L K (0, B 200 ) TTIIE E, (2,) 85180 + Hec. (3.6)

where 3’2 (x) is defined in (2.71), u is an arbi-
trary scale mass, and

A" =[{J +jo) /2] =jo,

k= —j5)/2, k'=ljo-jsl/2. &0
T' is a numerical matrix
10
P=(0 m»)’ M =1sMNs - (3.8)

The derivative matrix II is defined as

ke, (iok o 0
5 3, (312) = < #1512 0") ,
)

0 Mgk, (18, 10"
(3.9)

with the corresponding definition of _112;’5,',2,(83).

In (3.9), the notation 8{,0* denotes (8} —aj))o*.
Note that the independent coupling constants are
introduced through the sumsonj,” and S. The re-
maining structure and sums produce a Lorentz
scalar [ (0, 0) representation] by coupling the A

and B indices to zero separately using the coupling
schemes [(kk')A’,A,S]=0, [(k%')B, B,0]=0. The
fields y*'® and ¢®'4 and the derivative operators

—

II and i have been combined so that £ 70 trans-
forms properly under the discrete operations of
®, €, and T,

®Ly I, RNC™H = L7 0(t, -%),
eLyo, x)e™ =870t %), (3.10)

TL770(t, X)T ™1 =877~ 1,%) .

As remarked earlier, we have chosen a form
for £770(x) appropriate for continuation to com -
plex J. If one is not interested in the analytic
continuation of the matrix elements, but instead,
say, in the form of the decay matrix elements of
high-spin particles, a simpler choice of the in-
teraction Lagrangian may be made. In particular,
by setting B=0 in (3.6), we obtain a form of the
interaction in which the orbital angular momen -
tum of the final -state particles is explicit. This
is discussedin detailin Appendix A. Unfortunately,
this simple form of the interaction Lagrangian
requires the choice j,=J, and is not suitable for
continuation. (If both J and j, are continued, with
jo=dJ, the resulting amplitude violates the known
analyticity requirements on the scattering am-
plitude at zero total energy, W=0.)



1418 KING, DURAND, AND WALI 13

B. Calculation of three-particle vertex functions

Let us now turn our attention to the evaluation of the matrix element for the vertex function for S, +S,
~J (see Fig. 1) defined by

V (kT A5 018121, P3S305) = f A*x(RIA| L7701 5 2(x) | pyS Ay, P2 S, Ny) . (3.11)
By substituting the momentum-space expansions of the various fields, we find

VIEIA; DSy, PaShs) = (110U = b, = ) T (= 1% explid, 6 3,

xZ g 7Hiolbs > C(BBO;b, -b,0)C(ASA";a,m,a')C(F'kB; k|, ky, k- b)

io'S aba'kykoky k' m

XC(k'RA; by ko) 20,5 C(ABJ; abu)ZC(s S,S;m — B, B, m)

abu
X ()T [y + 2P H (B2 (= 1)

x{ (= 122 DR (LR [ DAHE) C ™ iz [ DE(HR) C ™ 5
XD, (L*(B12)) Dok g 5, (H(D,)) Dk, (H(®,))
+(= 1A DL (L2 [ DP(HE) C] 5 [ DHHE)DC ™ 7
X D} 4 (L*®y,)) Dok s v, (HE,)) D33, (HB,)}, | (3.12)

where p,,=p, - p, and 9, =[(M;/2E,)]*/2. In the above, we have adopted the “particle 2” phase convention
used by Jacob and Wick? that is, we add a phase to the usual definition of the single-particle state (2.1),
and define

; 1/2
1p.520)= (= 17 explingo (3} (F2) UR(BILIBID ). (5.13)

This is purely a matter of convenience in order to avoid the presence of a similar phase in the final cen-
ter-of-mass helicity amplitude.

Equation (3.12) takes on a simpler form in the center-of-mass system of particles 1 and 2. By sep-
arating the boosts and rotations in the various D functions, and then by using the Clebsch-Gordan series
for the rotation functions,'® we finally obtain the vertex function,

VIMIA; Dy Sih, 2oSiNp) = (2m)%0%(k = p, - pz)—ﬁmDﬁ ABDIE, W), (3.14)
with
S;+Sy
s, = C(8,5,8; Ay, = Ag)
172 s=1877s,]
S S

X ,E D (2J -2+ 1)M2CW =k, S, J; 1)
X[e "0t 2202) 1 (= 1)7 7K (MOLT R202)] (2) =k 4"y 27

2\k (_ {\B -k’ =k ’ eIRAT R A BJ|
X (P2 (= 1) (247 +1)(2k +1) {Bk oy ar

xXdi, .0,0(612)g1j0165- (3.15)
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$y

S2

FIG. 1. Vertex involving particles of spins S,, S,, and
a particle of spin J.

The bracketed quantities { «+} are 6—j symbols,°
and A=A, —=),. The limits of summation given

in (3.15) are those appropriate for large J (J =2S).
For J <2S, some terms vanish. The function
d**(8,,) is the boost d function.'®**® Wand the
hyperbolic angles 8; are defined in terms of the
center-of-mass four-momenta by

p,=(E,,p)=m,(coshf,, psinh6,),

p,=(E,, =p) =m,(coshé,, - Psinhé,),
(3.16)
b1a=(E, —E,, 2D) = (p,2)!"2(coshb ,, psinh6 ,),

Py +P,=(E, +Ez,6)E(W, 0).

The decay matrix element for J =S, +S, is, of
course, obtained from the complex conjugate of
(3.14). )

The function f )'\’1’]'°>\2(W) transforms simply under
parity or, equivalently, under the reflection Y
in the xz plane considered by Jacob and Wick®
which changes A; to —A;. It follows from (3.15)

and the symmetries of the Clebsch-Gordan co-~
efficients that

FI0 L W)= (= 1)7=517Sam m,m, 1379, (W)
(3.17)

The kinematic structure of the vertex functions

J

Sy

<l

S2

FIG. 2. Vertex involving particles of spins S, S,,a
and an antiparticle of spindJ.

is displayed explicitly in Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15).
We will not enter a discussion of the well-known
kinematic behavior of vertex functions in the
helicity representation.® However, the factor
W2+’ in Eq. (3.15) requires some comment. The
matrix elements of the derivative tensor II*'*’

in Eq. (3.6) introduce a factor (¥)* in the ver-
tex function [ comp. Eq. (2.53)]. For the decay
of a real spin—J particle, B =M;%=(p, +p,)%.
However, when we use Eq. (3.15) to describe a
vertex in a scattering amplitude, it is necessary
to use the second form of the equality, k®

=(p, +p,)? =W?, to obtain an amplitude with the
correct analytic structure for W—0. (Alternative-
ly, if we wish to avoid the appearance of non-~
covariant terms in the vertex function or S matrix,
we must arrange by partial integration that the
derivatives 8, act on the external fields, and not
on the spin —J field or its propagator. See, for
example, the discussion of similar problems in
Weinberg.'?)

Finally, we note that in calculating the single-
intermediate-particle contribution to two-par-
ticle scattering amplitude, we also need the ver-
tex shown in Fig. 2. This is easily computed
along the same lines as the vertex in Fig. 1. We
have

V(edA; p,S,Ay, PyS, A5) = j d*x (0| L7705 152(x) | RJA, p,S, Ay, PaSahs)

with

S,S

_.J"

FNR,(W) = }_’f C(8,5,:8; Ay, = 1y)
s=|87=s,l

S

N ‘Jl,; J,ig

= @016k + b, + 5,) B DA[RGBITA R0, (3.18)

X i: 3 @J-26+11"2CW ~ «, S, d500)

io==~S k=1§

x[e™ MO 2202 oy mym, (= 1)7 Ko Pa01tR202)] (2) K

Bk J- -k SA

X W 2R (py,)* (= I)B”""(ZA'+1)(2k+1)‘/2{k A k'K} {JA B J}

kR
xd -K,0 ,0(612

) g 10363

(3.19)
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<74

The functions fx' Ay (W) and f_ xl.—%z(W) are related by

T Lo W) =(= 1) S17S2q mum, £079, (). (3.20)

C. Two-particle scattering amplitudes

We shall now proceed to evaluate the center-of-mass helicity amplitudes corresponding to the graph
of Fig. 3 in which the four-momenta, masses, spins, and helicities of the external particles are denoted
by p;, m;, S;, and A; (i=1,2,3,4), respectively. The intermediate particle has mass M, and spinJ. The
amplitude to be evaluated, then, is given by

G>\37\4; Mkz(uy s) :("' Z) fd4x fd4x’ <P3)\3; p4A4’ 7( £‘Iljosss4(x’ )oc}’foslsz(x))‘pl)\l; pz)‘z>’ (3-21)
where the interaction Lagrangian £, is defined in (3.5) and (3.6). T denotes the time-ordered product.
Finally,

u= (pl +P2)2 = (p3 +P4)2, s= (pl _p4)2 = (ps "pz)z- (3-22)

Evaluation of the amplitude (3.21) involves the calculation of the propagator of the intermediate spin-J
particle,

[SEB57(x" =X grpr ap = — (0] TCEAE (v) ¥2 2 (x))0), (3.23)

Instead of writing a manifestly covariant expression for S, we shall find it convenient to keep the par-
ticle and antiparticle contributions separate on the right-hand side of (3.23). Introduction of the momen-
tum-space expansions (2.74) for ¥4® into (3.23) allows us to express the propagator (3.23) as

[SE27(x = x)yrpr ab=—2{0(t’—t) f oy ZU V&, By AYTAB (R, E,, Aot - =501t =)

3
=10t [ W2 DT By, VLR Ep)e - —x>+wk<t'-t>}

(3.24)
with E, = (k +M,2)'”2. If we use the integral representation
-z(ko-Ek)(t'-t)
ot —t) —-—E'T; Jdk E e (3.25)

the propagator can be put into the form

(S22 (0 =) ar = oy | AT 204 70

(277)‘*

-(-1

xz[U‘ o &, Ek,A JOAL [, Ey )
K +E, - i€

)2vl VA ! ( k EkrA)VaA,OB( k Elz’A)}
-E,+i€

(3.26)

with 2=(° k). In (3.26), U and ¥ are evaluated on the mass shell, and the variable #° which appears in
the exponential and denominator is unrestricted.

It may be helpful to see that the expression (3.26) corresponds to the familiar spin-3 propagator in the
Dirac representation, namely,

[Sp(x" = )] 61 ==i(0| T(Y o (x")Po(x))|0)

- _1 fd4ke—zlz (x'=x)_ M [“o'(E E A)ﬁ ( 1) A) Uo'("_lz Ekyh)?j (= 3 Ek; }‘):{
(2m)* E, P -E,+i€ P +E, i€

(3.27)
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Equation (3.27) can be cast in the more familiar
form if we substitute

-

yoEk—y'E+m
2m

Zu(EyEka)‘)a(E)Eky)\)z
N

’

(3.28)

o - -
- - YE,+y kK=m
Z)\v(_ksEk7A)v(—'k’Ek7A)= . 2m .

(3.29)

Then we obtain

Sp(x' =)= fd“ke"" o) YR

B —m?+ie ’

@n )“
(3.30)

Now we return to the calculation of the helicity
amplitude G3,x,.x,», in (3.21), which we shall
evaluate in the center-of-mass system where
k=0, E,=M,, and we put ®°=W=Vu. As noted
after (3.17) all derivatives which appear in the
coupling must be taken as acting on the external
fields. Using the form of the propagator express-
ed in (3.24), one can carry out the calculation of
the center-of-mass helicity amplitude in much the
same way as the calculation of the vertex func-
tions described earlier. The contribution to
GX3>\4:>\1>\2 of an intermediate particle of spin J
is given by

B [ 1313 14
Gl ghainng(S, 1) = AT (21

XY py + by = Py = P +3)

xgi3x4;>\lx2(W) D{:{’(‘Pu’ eu y = ¢u );
(3.31)

where A=, —A,, A =x;-X,, ¢,,0, are center-
of-mass scattering angles, and the partial-wave
amplitude is

AL (W) 538, (W)
W~M+ie
—dJ J

_( )2.1 fM)\z(W fX3X4(W
W+M-ie ’

(3.32)

+2) Zigranpre(W) = i

with 77"° and 77"’° given by Eqs. (3.15) and (3.19),
respectively.
Note that when the azimuthal angle ¢,=0, we

have the relation
G{.)\s')\4:-)\1‘)\2(s) u’) = (_ 1)51+32—53-S4(_ 1))\_N

mn
X 77;772 Gx3x4 arg(S, u),

(3.33)

Sa Sa

5, S

FIG. 3. Two-particle scattering with intermediate
particle of spin J.

which is the usual expression of the conservation
parity.

D. MacDowell symmetry in boson-fermion scattering

From now on, for simplicity, we shall con-
centrate on the case of boson-fermion scattering.
The results are easily generalized to boson-boson
and fermion-fermion scattering. It is customary
to use parity-conserving partial-wave amplitudes
defined by

g')’\'sgq;xlxg Eg‘)’\ax‘};xlxz
+0NgNy(- 1)s3+s4-1/2g.£ Ag=AgqiliAgs
(3.34)
where for FB scattering for a definite spin J
T=(-1)"

g=TP, (3.35)

and P =1, is the parity of the given J state. A
complete set of independent amplitudes also in-
cludes

J,- — 7
8 X5haing =8 Nahging Ay
—angny(= 15378 2 gy e
(3.36)

From (3.17), (3.20), and (3.32), we find that this
somewhat obscure construction simple separates
the particle and antiparticle contributions to

g ')(sx‘l g hg

fklfz(W)f)\g)%( )

T +5e TR uang) =

W—-M+ie ’
(3.37)
o =n,(=1)'"
and
1y J-0 IR W) Frag, (W)
J+2)g NghgiX xz(W) = ?’V+M—31€4
(3.38)

~ o=y (-1,

The g’ *° satisfy the simple symmetry relations
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J.o _ J-S4-S I.o
g aaingh, = (= 17728754 i, 20 n s
3 43 12 g4 AL A2

(3.39)

gJ_’{;_M; Ay = (— 1)J+53+S4n17)3714g’>’\;_>\‘;;x1 Ag?
(3.40)

Note also that the g7 *° consist of a product of
two factors which depend separately on the initial
and final helicities A;, A, and A;, A,. The complete
partial-wave amplitude gJ does not have this
property.

The MacDowell symmetry relating g’'°(W) to
g7 7°(-~ W) is derived with the aid of the relations
given below. From

x
ei)\9:<_E_t£>i , (3.41)
m

EW)=—E(-W), (3.42)
and

p(W):_p('— W)7
we have

ei)‘e(m=(— l)i)\ei)\e(—w)' (3.43)

In turn, the Lorentz boost function d**(6,,),
which can be expressed as'®

dkk—K,o,o(Bm) :Z C(kkJ =K K, = “’)
T

X C(kRO; 1, — pw)e ~2+4%2 (3.44)
obeys the relation

A5 0,000 = (= D i, ; (6,(=W)).
(3.45)
Finally,
(WP [ p2(W)])* = (= LPE D (= WP [ py,2(- W))*

= (= 1) o(= WRF [ p 2 (- W)~
(3.46)
It follows that
g'{\;c;\4;>\1x2(w) == (=Y g{\;;\(;:xlxz(— w).
(3.47)

This is simply the MacDowell symmetry relation
generalized to arbitrary FB —FB scattering.'®

We shall explore the consequences of this symme-
try on the Reggeization of the contributions from
a sequence of resonances lying on a Regge tra-
jectory.

IV. REGGEIZATION OF A SEQUENCE OF
FERMION-RESONANCE AMPLITUDES: REGGE POLES
AND REGGE CUTS

A. General considerations

The partial-wave helicity amplitudes derived in
Sec. III will be the starting point for a Regge re-
presentation to be obtained by summing resonance
contributions lying on an infinitely rising linear
Regge trajectory with definite signature 7.* We
will drop the kinematic factor in (3.31), and work
with the usual center-of-mass scattering ampli-
tude. The full scattering amplitude corresponding
to this sequence of resonances is then given by

Gaghgs A2, (1, COSO,) =ZJ: (T +2)8 Tongs xyp, (WA 5n(6)

=1 2T +3Ng LS o, W)
J

+g{:3-g4: Al)‘z(W)] d.;)\’ (eu ) ’
4.1)
(_I)J—1/2____ T

where, we recall, X =A, —=),, A'=X, -2, and ¢,=0.
The sum is restricted to physical values of J such
that (=1)’~2=7. A resonance of spin J, parity P,
and mass M (J ) leads to a poie in the amplitude
g7 % with o =7P [cf.(3.37)]. It is important to note,
however, that the resonance also gives a finite
contribution to the amplitude g*°. It is necessary
to retain this contribution if we wish to obtain a
complete Reggeized amplitude which satisfies the
MacDowell symmetry relation for W~0 (backward
FB scattering).

Although there is no need with the Van Hove-
Durand construction to follow the usual procedures
to obtain a properly Reggeized amplitude, it is
illuminatingto do so. The Reggeization is normally
carried out using the “parity conserving” helicity
amplitudes defined by

s -
Gxang A = Gagngi a0,

1/a=
+0nyn,(—1)535 41 2G_>\3->\4; A2y
(4.2)
Glgrsiairg = Gaghgingn,
—07]3’”4(—1)83?54—1/26—)\3-)\4? g -
(4.3)

Here G denotes the helicity amplitude with the
half-angle factor removed,
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_ -(x+ ) =(A=2")
G)\a)uﬁ Xl)\z(u’ COS9“)= (COS-{-) <Sln—2_u“> G)\3)\4:)\1X2(u: COS@u)

=33 T+ D Tnin, 0 (M) +8 0% 50,0, (N6, (4.4)
J
.
with where
oy 6, -~y 0, =(A=2") ;
d{(8,)= (cosh;) ( s“‘?) i (6u)- (@7 (8] =d L7 (8,)£d LT x(8,) . (4.9)
(4.5)

(We assume for convenience that the helicities are
such that A =|X|. Other cases can be treated using
the symmetries of the d’s and the parity relations
given in Sec. IIL)

The restriction of the sum in (4.4) to values of
J=\ such that (=1)’~'2=7 can be removed by re-
placing d:7(6,) by the signatured d-function
di37(6,) defined by

A{37(0,) =HdTne (6,) +7(=1)M2dS _u(7=6,)] .
(4.6)
Because of the identity
85 el =0,) = (=1)"d 0(6,) 4.7)

satisfied by the d” for physical values of J, 3’;\{:(9,,)
is equal to dj(6, ) for physical J with (=1)~1"2=17,
and is zero for (-1)7"Y2= -7, The partial-wave
expansion for G° can be written using the fore-
going definitions and the relations (3.39) and (3.40)
as

Gadr a4, €086,)
=13 0+ AT (0] %% 5 x 0 (W)
J

+ [J§-{,(eu)] ¥g){;{:’; X1>‘2(W)}’ o=TP,
(4.8)

J

For A 2|\'|, |cosf,|~, and general values of
J, d%, and d%__, approach a common limit,
di(6,)

~dy _\(6,)

- 277\ r(2d + 1)
[T+ + DT = A+ DT+ N +1) L= N +1)] 172

x(cosg,)’ . (4.10)

The corrections are of order (cosf,)™'. As a re-
sult, [d{%], is of order (cosd,)’™" for |cos6,| -,
while [d7]_ is of order (cos6,)’*! and can be
neglected in (4.8) if we retain only the leading
contributions in cosé, or s. I we use the rela-
tion

4pp’ cosf, ~-s, S~ (4.11)

cos(m-6,)=e""cosb, ~s, S-o0, (4.12)

the sum of the leading contributions to (4.5) in
powers of s gives the asymptotic relation

1/2)) 2-“)\“2']*1)
[CW+A + DD -2 + DT+ N +1)TT=XN +1)]72

G inyy~E 20+ DA 470

X (=5) "N App TG E o () (4.13)

We thus find that the leading contributions to G*
are provided by the particle and the antiparticle
contributions from the intermediate state, a re-
sult which is not obvious in the usual approach.
This result could, of course, be obtained direct-
ly from (4.1) without the formal construction.

The pole structure of (4.13) which results from
the sum over resonances can be displayed by

substituting (3.37) and (3.38) in (4.13). We will
introduce the definitions

o _[ 27 reg+2) ]1/2
By W)= [I‘(J+)\+1)I‘(J—7\ 1)

x (4p)" 7R, (W), (4.15)
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Y _ 2-TF A1 +2) ] 1/2
B, W)= [I‘(J+)\+1)1"(J‘7\+1)

X (4p)" T W), (4.16)

and similar definitions for Bi:xq(J, W). Then

Gigr g, cosé,) ~ D E(1 4 Temi U (g )=
J

X B, WBE T, W)
1

><W!F[M(J)—iel c

We will assume that the *°(J, W) and M(J) are
functions of J which satisfy the requirements of
Carlson’s theorem, and can be continued uniquely
to complex J. The continuation is performed with
the summation indices j§ and « in (3.15) and (3.19)
fixed at physical values, =S<jj<S, ji<k<S. The
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and 6-j symbols in
(3.15) and (3.19) consist of finite sums of ratios of
T functions, and can be continued using the explicit
expressions given, for example, by Edmonds.?°
Application of the Sommerfeld-Watson transfor-
mation to (4.17) now gives the desired result for
the leading contribution to G for s -« with « fixed
(backward scattering in the s channel),

(4.17)

_ i _
Ciiamls )5 [ 40 6IST B0, W0, W)

1
WM ) —ie] (4.18)
where &(J) is the usual signature factor,
£J)=(1 +7e""U=1/2) /ginm(d=2) . (4.19)

B. Models with moving poles and cuts

The discussion so far has been quite general.
We turn next to specific models which illustrate
the phenomenological content of our analysis. We
will require that our models contain a fermion
trajectory a* (W) which is a linear function of W?,
as suggested by experiment. This will be assured if
M?(J) is a linear function of J [see (4.18)]. Note,
however, that the denominator function in (4.18)
depends on M (J) rather than M2(J), and will there-
fore have a square-root branch point in the J- plane.
The customary models with linear parity-de-
generate trajectories eliminate this branch point by
introducing asecondtrajectory withthe same
signature, but opposite parity, a~W)=a* (W), and
with B* (12)B*(34) =47 (12)87 (34). This construc-

tion satisfies the requirements of MacDowell
symmetry, and eliminates the linear dependence of
the complete amplitude on M (J). This model,
though widely used, has the obvious disadvantage
of requiring parity doubling of the fermion
resonances, a phenomenon which is not observed.
Carlitz and Kislinger® showed that the appear-

ance of physical resonances of the “wrong” parity
could be avoided if the J -plane cut associated with
M(J ) was retained. As we shall see, there are
still two Regge trajectories a* (W) and a~(W) as
required by MacDowell symmetry, but for W2> 0,
the wrong parity pole is on the second (unphysical)
sheet of the cut J plane reached through the cut,
and does not lead to resonances at physical values
of J. The Carlitz-Kislinger model uses a mass
function M(J) = My(J-a.,)'’2, a, fixed, and has a
fixed cut at J=a, Durand and Lipinski’ noted
that the model can be generalized to obtain a mov-
ing (Regge) cut by taking M? as a linear function of
J and W2,?! We will use the latter model, with

M, W?) = Mol -, (W2)]2 (4.20)
where M, is a constant and the function a.(W?) is
given by

a, (W) =a,+alW? a,<s. (4.21)
The last factor in the integrand for G° then has
the form

1 __ 1 WaM[J-o (W?)]
W— (M, -i€) M} J-at (W?) ’
(4.22)
with
at(WB)=a,+ (@) + My"2)W2 +in. (4.23)

The integrand thus has a moving pole at J=a* (W?),
and moving branch point at J=a, (W?). The fixed-
cut model is recovered for a;=0.

The J -plane structure of the integrand in G~°
in (4.18) is somewhat more subtle. There is the
expected branch point at J =a, (W?). In addition,
there is a pole corresponding to a value of J on
an unphysical sheet of the J plane, namely, for
J satisfying

MJT —a, (WH))2 = —W+ic . (4.24)

This corresponds to a linear Regge trajectory
J=a"(W?)

=ao+(@i+ M, B)W?2 —in . (4.25)
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If the contour integral is deformed in the physical
J plane before continuing to W2<0, it appears to
pick up only the branch-cut contribution due to

a, (W?). However, the unphysical pole (4.25) con-
tribution can be considered as “buried” in the
branch-cut integral. In order to see this more
clearly, consider the position of the pole after
continuation to W2<0 as indicated in Fig. 4. Here
the pole has shifted to the lower part of the path
of the branch-cut integral and must be taken into
account,

It should be emphasized that for physical values
of W, W>0, the fact that the pole at J=a "~ (W?) is
on an unphysical sheet in J means that this pole
does not give rise to physical resonances. There
is consequently no parity doubling of resonances
despite the fact that a ~(W?) =a *(W?) in our model.
This can be seen somewhat differently if we write
the last factor in the integrand for G™° in the form

1

Mold=a, (W3)]2-w
WM (J)—i€] ’

1
M,? J—a~(W?)

(4.26)

J

1 ozc(w
T2M,

and

GRaag A ng (s 8) ~ "Mz 3

v M f ™ 41§53 s WIBI W, W)

s—w, u=W?2 fixed.

Equations (4.27) and (4.28) give the final results
of our paper. They are generalizations of the re-
sults of Carlitz and Kislinger® and Durand and
Lipinski’ to arbitrary spins. The factored resi-
dues B*° defined by (4.15), (4.16), (3.15), and
(3.19) satisfy all the kinematic constraints on the
helicity amplitudes at thresholds, pseudo-
thresholds, and W=0.> The coupling constants
7765 which appear in (3.15) and (3.19) can be
taken as functions of W? for purposes of pheno-
menology without disrupting these kinematic
conditions. However, we shall leave the investi-
gation of specific models for future papers.

As a final note to this section, we observe that
cuts of the type considered here are specific to
fermion Reggeization. For boson resonances,

dJ £J)s"* Bx A, , W)Bx N (J w)
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ImJ
ag(w? <0)]
x——J\ ————— -X Re J
a (w2<o)d La-w2>o0)

FIG. 4. Contour of integral for Gygy,; yr, When W2<0.
The dashed line shows the position of the pole o~ on the
unphysical sheet when W2>0.

It is then clear that the residue of the pole at
J=a~(W?) vanishes for W>0.

It is now straightforward to extract the Regge-
pole contributions from (4.18) for W2<0, and
express G*° as

GRgr i\, S) =T 5 E(a (W) s« -2 B2, @' WIBR, (o, W)

[a (W )_J]1/2

) (4.27)

(@™ (WNs®¥IB395 (0™, WIBR (@, W)

[ac (WZ __J]I/Z

PN (4.28)

f

£335.,:\», 1s a function of W* and &30, 18
identically zero. Thus, simple boson Regge poles
can exist without parity doubling or J -plane cuts.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have shown how to construct a Regge repre-
sentation for four-particle reactions with arbi-
trary spins using a Van Hove-Durand type model.
A field-theoretic description of the single- particle
contributions in the intermediate state permits us
to specify the kinematic structure of the center-of-
mass helicity amplitudes. A judicious choice of
fields and the form of interaction lead us to a
relatively simple and physically transparent re-
sult for single-particle exchange contributions.
We have shown, for example, that in fermion-
boson scattering, the parity-conserving partial-
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wave amplitudes g7*° and g7 ®are simply related
to the contributions to the scattering amplitude of
intermediate states containing particles and anti-
particles.

Our main result concerns boson-fermion
scattering. In a field-theoretic description of
such a reaction, the natural variable is W=vVu
and the partial-wave helicity amplitudes obey a
generalized MacDowell symmetry which relates
g7°W) to g7*~°(-W). The consequences of the
MacDowell symmetry are well known. Whenever
there are resonance poles associated with given
total angular momentum J and parity, there are
also nonvanishing contributions to partial-wave
amplitudes belonging to the same J but opposite
parity. However, as we have seen, the existence
of poles of given J and parity on a trajectory
linear in W2 does not necessarily imply the ex-
istence of physical parity partners for observed
resonances. We have constructed a simple model
without parity doubling in which a moving cut in
the J plane prevents the appearance of the parity
partners on the physical sheet of the J plane. The
MacDowell-symmetric poles are present, but far
from the physical region.

To our knowledge there is no definitive experi-
mental information which rules out the existence
of such cuts. Because of the flexibility afforded
by our general parametrization of the functions
B*% one probably can make a variety of models in
specific reactions. While this needs further in-
vestigation, we would like to emphasize the general
result, that within the framework of our model one
can always get rid of the conspiring opposite-
parity trajectory necessary from MacDowell
symmetry (and analyticity constraints) by putting
it on the second sheet in a cut J plane. This holds
for any external spins in fermion-boson scattering,
and generalizes the result of Carlitz and Kislinger.®

Finally, as remarked in the Introduction, another
consequence of our investigation has to do with the
duality constraints. When such constraints are
imposed, one generally assumes pure Regge poles.
If there are associated cuts, since the cuts have
an energy dependence different from that of the
pole, it is necessary that the constraints should be
applied to the cut contributions as well. The con-
straints on the cut contributions involve the same
residue functions as those in the pole contributions.
Consequently it would be interesting to see whether
these two sets of constraints are mutually com-
patible. Such a study may lead to modifications

J

g @=g" 2,

aa'k1kgk{kgm

in the conclusions concerning hadronic spectrum
and hadronic couplings reached by several authors
in recent years.
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APPENDIX A: COUPLINGS FOR 2(2J+1)-COMPONENT
FIELDS

In Sec. III, the requirements of analyticity
on the scattering amplitude at zero total energy
led us to choose a general y#+'8(x) field for the
intermediate particle with spin J. If we are in-
terested, however, only in the decay vertex of
three arbitrary-spin particles or the scattering
amplitude in the neighborhood of a narrow-reso-
nance pole with spin J, we can choose the 2(2J +1)-
component fields 3’+° (x) for the intermediate par-
ticle. This particular case merits special atten-
tion because, as we shall see, it leads to results
which have a simple physical interpretation.

For simplicity in notation we shall henceforth
define

PA0x) =t (x), ¢ () =xt)

and

Wi =wipe = 4 @)
Xa (x)

(a1)
(1746400

Ra(x)

T =825 =

If we set B=0 and hence A=J, j,=J, k=k’, =2k,
in (3.6) we can easily show that the interaction
(3.6) reduces to

S1+S2 I+s
o= 3 U g, (A2)
s=|85,=5,5| 1=4-s

where

CWsl;a,ma’)C (51,51, 1; Rk, a')C(31, 5L, O; k1R 0) (1)~

(M2 @ ITI I (0,08 ()] +Hee.} (A3)
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The sum on [ in (3.2) can be restricted to values
such that

("1)1 =Nz (A4)

without losing the most general behavior at the
physical thresholds and above. We will use this
restriction.

The vertex function is given by a matrix element
similar to (3.11),

V(RTA; pyS 1Ay, PoSoA5)
= f d*x (RIA | £7°1°2 (x)| p, S, Ay, DS A;) . (AB)
By substituting the momentum-space expansions

of the various fields and going to the rest frame
of particle with spin J, we obtain

VTN 0,8 s 23S ) = ()6 = b, = ;) [Ga7E

XDy \MRONS (W)
(46)

where

W) = Zf{;izm , (A7)

FE, (W) =G (JIS)C (S5 585 Ayy = Ay, A)C (IsT; OAN)
X(pW/u2)! cosh(r,6, +2,6,),
(=1 =ngmyn, (A8)
and

27 +1

1/2
—_— gy
20 (I+1)2J + 1)} 2" g(Jls).

G(Jls) =(~1)"** [

(A9)

The kinematic structure of f”°is explicit in the
factor (pW) cosh(r,6, +1,6,). Since 6,~0 and
6,—~ 0 for p -0, cosh(:r,6,+2,6,)—~1 near
threshold, and f”*¢ vanishes there as p',

f){lsxz(w) ~ G(JIS)C(S,S 385 Ay = Agy A)

1 p>0

XC (Isd; OAN) (pW/u2Y . (A10)

In this limit, we clearly have an effective “JLS”
coupling. The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients des-
cribe the coupling of S, and S, to “total spin” s,
and the coupling of s and the “orbital angular

momentum” / (the number of derivatives in the
coupling) to total angular momentum J.

The result for f{ ), in (A7)—(A9) is quite simple,
incorporates the proper threshold behavior, and
can be used to obtain the most general param-
etrization of decay matrix elements. However,
we should emphasize that [ and s are not the orbi-
tal angular momentum L and total spin S in the
proper Russell-Saunders JL S coupling scheme for
fixee The latter coupling can be constructed, but
the results are complicated and not nearly as easy
to use as those above.

APPENDIX B: COUPLINGS FOR FIELDS
OF ARBITRARY LORENTZ TYPE

The three-particle interaction Lagrangian con-
sidered in Sec. III was constructed using fields
%8 (x), »1'°(x), and 52°°(x) to describe the in-
ternal particle with spin J, and the external
particles with spins S, and S,. The choice of the
(A, B) representation of the Lorentz group for the
internal particle, withA+B =J and |[A-B|=j,,
was necessitated by our desire to obtain scatter-
ing amplitudes which could be continued to complex
J while retaining the correct analytic properties
at W=0. The choice of the (S,,0) and (S,, 0) re-
presentations for the external particles was mo-
tivated simply by convenience.

In this appendix, we will generalize the inter-
action Lagrangian to include the case of external
fields which transform according to general re-
presentations (4,, B,) and (4,, B,) of the Lorentz
group, withA, +B,=S,, [A,-B,[=j,,, and
A,+B,=S,, |A,~B,|=j,,,. These couplings are
inevitably more complicated than those of Sec.

III, but provide the natural framework for the com-
parison of scattering or decay processes which
involve different members of a Regge sequence as
external particles. [For example, the set of re-
actions "+ N—-7 +N’, with N’ any of the physical
states on the nucleon Regge trajectory, S=%, 3,

2, ..., should be described using fields in the

(A, B) representation withA+B =S, |A-B|=%

to describe the particles N’.] The general cou-
pling is also a natural starting point for the con-
sideration of multi-Regge couplings.

The scheme which we will follow involves cou-
pling the external fields in the (A, B,) and (4 ,, B,)
representations into a combined intermediate
field in the (S,, Sp) representation, and then com-
bining this field, the spin-J field in the (A, B)
representation, and the derivative tensors
I(3,) and II(3,,) to obtain a Lorentz scalar. The
number of derivatives in the coupling is the
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minimum number necessary to obtain the most
general behavior of the vertex functions at thres-
holds and pseudothresholds.

The combined field ¥;4:%2 (x) is defined as
follows:

Unt B, (%)
WS4sSp = (B1)
m4."B sgs s ’
Vnbya (%)
with
ws&ziﬂ;(x): E C(A'IAZSA; alazmA)
aybjagdbz
XC (B,B,Sp; b,bymg)
xyRuEagan ), (B2)

and

SASBA'B’! _ +SASgA'B’
£ (x)=g>4%8 , &
aa’'bb mym

I4 ’
klkl kzkzm

XCKEA’; kL, by, a’)C(

U ()= 2

MmB,ma
aybqa 2b 2

C(AA,S,; a.a,my)

XC(B,B,Sp;b b, m5)

XYyl iRz az(x) . (B3)
We assume, as noted above, that A;+B, =S, and
A, +B,=S,. The field ¥%4.8(x) transforms under
proper Lorentz transformations according to the
representation D458 (2,64), and transforms
under space inversions as
CLALE (£,X) O™ = 1,158 24 (E, - X). (B4)

The generalized interaction Lagrangian is given
in terms of the composite field ¥54’S3(x), the
spin-J field ¥“4*5(x), (2.62), and the derivative
operators II, (3.9), by

£;rs 1S2 (x) - Z £fASBA'B I(x) , (B5)

SASBA'B
with

(=1)'-"C(AS,A; a,my, a’)C(BS5B'; b, mg, b')

R'EB';k:, ky=b')(u2)

MmAs™MpB

X[T85y ()02 ° (D] T, (9,,)05458, ()]

+H.c.,

where p is an arbitrary scale mass, and I is the
numerical matrix defined in (3.8). The parameters
A,B, ... are defined in terms of the spins and
Lorentz quantum numbers j, of the various parti-
cles by

A '—'%(J*'jo)’ B:%(J_jo) ’
A1=§(Sl +jo,1); Blzé(s1—jo,1)’ (B7)
Az =%(Sz +jo,z)y Bz =%(sz ‘jo,z) .

Note that |j, ;| is equal to the lowest physical spin

in the corresponding sequence of resonances. The
parameters k, k' are defined in terms of A’, B! by

k=3(A’+B'),k'=3|A’-B'|. (B8)
The Lagrangian £75152(x) in (B5) and (B6) is re-
lated in the special case B, =B, =53=0 to the

Lagrangian £%7051%2(x) of Sec. III, (3.5) and (3.6),
by the identifications

Jo=A=A', S§=S,
(B9)
g”°’65=(23+1)1/2g54°“l’3 .

(B6)

The lack of symmetry between the A couplings
and the B couplings in (B6) is associated with the
fact that the derivative tensors II and IT transform
under Lorentz transformations as D* and D* on
their first index, and as D** and D** rather than
D* and D* on their second index, (2.38). One can
obtain a symmetrical coupling by using instead
modified tensors I’ and 11’ defined by

Wih=(-1"""ni4, ,
(B10)

SVl |
with the transformation property
UM &f (10,0M)UH(A)
=2 D&MD (AT AR GaloH)
aa’
UA)T’24 (io*e*)U™(A) (B11)

=2 DA (N )D& (AT 44, o k) .
ax
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The evaluation of the vertex functions corre-
sponding to £7%152 is straightforward but tedious.
The results are of the forms given in (3.14) and
(3.18), but with f and f given by expressions con-
siderably more complicated than (3.15) and (3.19).
These functions can be expressed, if desired, in
terms of Lorentz d-functions summed with
Clebsch-Gordan, 6j, and 9j coefficients. How-

ever, it is as simple or simpler to express f and
f entirely in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
and exponentials. These expressions are easily
obtained by evaluating the vertex functions in the
special case p,==p,=pZ, A =A=1, - A, using the
results of Sec. II[cf. (3.14), (3.18)]. The details
will not be given here.
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